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New Szrizs. 


Turs is the first number of the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 
for this session—the first of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

The work will be stereétyped, and therefore those who 
may subscribe hereafter, during this session, will get all the 
numbers; but after this session has ended, the price will 
be increased to such a sum as will pay for reprinting from 
the plates. y 

The CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE and Appenpix and Laws 
will not be sold separately, as they were a few years ago. 
When separated they did not give general satisfaction, as a 
subscriber for one would frequently want the other when 
too late to furnish him with the back numbers. Therefore 
the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE and the APPENDIX and the 


Laws will all be sold together. 


A. man who may think he 


has not the money to spare to purchase the whole, may get 


a club to join him. 


The price for the whole for this session is $6. They all 


go free by mail. 


THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS. 
FIRST SESSION. 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mownpay, December 3, 1855. 

Tars being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the meeting of 
Congress, the Senators assembled in the Senate 
Chamber at 12 0’clock, m. The Serate is thus 


constituted: 


Lhe names of Senators, with the bt hace of the term of 
service of each. 


Jesse D. Baran, of Indiana, President pro tempore of the 
+ Senate. 


Secretary—-AsBury Dicxins. 


MAINE. 

Hannibal Hamlin......1857 
William P. Fessenden. . 1859 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
John P. Halesssess aea 1852 
James Bellsssesan ese. 1361 
VERMONT. 
Solomon Foot. ........ 1857 
Jacob Collamer. ... s... 1361 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles Sumner.......1857 
Henry Wilson.. asse... 4859 
CONNECTICUT. 
Ysaac TOUCCY.s esaa ea a e 1857 
Lafayette S. Foster... . 1861 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Charles T. James...... 1857 
Philip Ailtire 1859 
NEW YORK. 


Hamilton Fish.......,..1857 
William H. Seward....1861 


NEW JERSEY. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Richard Brodhead, Jr..1857 
VACANCY cece sees aaeeeo LBL 


DELAWARE. 
James A. Bayard...... 1857 
John M. Clayton..... +1859 

MARYLAND. 


Thomas G. Pratt.......1857 
James Alfred Pearce... 1881 
VIRGINIA. 

James M. Mason 
Robert M. T. Hunter... 1859 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
David S. Roid.......... 
Asa Biggs. seese 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Josiah J. Evans.... e... 1859 
Andrew P. Butlar.. .... 1861 
GEORGIA. 

Robert Toombs. 


vee L859 


Alfred Iverson... .... .. 1861 Charles Durkee........1861 
IOWA. | 
George W. Jones.. .... 1859 James Harlan..,...... 1861 


CALIFORNIA. 

Jobn B. Weller........1857 
VaCANcy ssironsasrars ABEL 
ALABAMA. 
Clement C. Clay, Jr....1859 
Benjamin Fitzpatrick. .1861 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Stephen Adams.....,...1857 
Albert G. Brown.......1859 

LOUISIAN 


Judah P. Benjamin....1859 
John Slidell. ...... 466-1861 


ONTO, 


Benjamin F. Wade....1857 
1861 


George Ii. Pugh 
KENTUCKY. 

John B.Thompson..... 

John J. Crittenden 


TENNESSEE. 
James C. Jones.. 
John Bell..... . 


INDIANA. 


Jesse D. Bright.... 
Vacancy . 


ILLINOIS. 


Lyman Trumbull...... 


MISSOURI. 
Henry 8. Geyer... 
Vacancy ..... Fes 


ARKANSAS, 
William K. Sebastian.. 


Robert W. Johnson.... 1861 
MICHIGAN. 

Lewis Cass............1857 
Charles E. Stuart......1859 
FLORIDA. 
Stephen R. Mallory... .1857 


David L. Yuke.. 


TEXAS. 
Thomas J. Rusk.......4 
Sam Houston...e...eee 
WISCONSIN. 
Henry Dodge..........1857 


- Mr. Durres, of Wisconsin, 


The Hon. Jesse D. Bareurt, President pro tem- ! 


i 


pore, took the chair; and all the Senators were 
present except— 

Mr. Berr, of Tennessee, 

Mr. Bensamin,; of Louisiana, 

Mr. Doveras, of Illinois, 


Mr. Haus, of New Hampshire, 

‘Messrs. Houston and Rusx, of Texas, 

Mr. Howrer, of Virginia, 

Messrs. Jounson and SEBASTIAN, of Arkansas, 

Messrs. MaLLory and Ytues, of Florida, 

Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, 

Mr. Trompson, of Kentucky, and 

Mr. Toomss, of Georgia. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FOOT presented the credentials of Hon. 
Jacos Couzamer, chosen by the Legislature of 
Vermont a Senator from that State for the term 
of six years from the 4th of March, 1855; which 
were read, and, the affirmation prescribed by law 
having been administered to Mr. CoLLAMER, he 
took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. REID presented the credentials of Hon. 
Asa Brees, chosen by the Legislature of North | 
Carolina a Senator from that State for the term of 
six years from the 4th of March, 1855; which | 
were read, and, the oath prescribed by law having 
been administered to Mr. Bices, he took his seat 
in the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY presented the credentials of Hon. 
Bensamin Frrzparricx, chosen by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Alabama a Senator from that 
State for the term of six years from the 4th of 
March, 1855; which were read, and, the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administcred to Mr. 
Firzrarrick, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, it is per- 
fectly well known to the Senate that the Hon. 
Joun J. Crirreyven has been clected by the 
Legislature of Kentucky aSenator from that State 
for the term of six years from the 4th of March | 
last. He has not his certificate with him at pres- | 
ent, but it will be delivered to the Secretary when 
it arrives. I move that the oath of office be ad- 
ministered to him. 

There being no objection, the oath of office 
was administered to Mr. Crirrenpen, and he 
took his scat in the Senate. | 

Mr. FISH. Mr. President, the credentials of 
my colleague, the Hon. Wiruiam H. Swann, | 
who has been elected by the Legislature of New 
York a Senator for the term of six years, were | 
presented at the last session of the Senate. I ask | 
that the oath of office be now administered to him. | 

The credentials were read, and, the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
Sewarp, he took his seat‘in the Senate. 

Mr. TOUCKY presented the credentials of | 
Hon. Laraverte S. Fosrer, chosen by the Le- 
gislature of Connecticut a Senator from that State 
for the term of six years from the 4th of March | 
last; which were read, and, the oath prescribed | 
by law having been administered to Mr. Foster, | 
he took his seat in the Senate. | 

Mr. WELLER presented the ercdentials of 
Hon. Georer E. Pucu, chosen by the Legisla- | 
ture of Ohio a Senator from that State for the 
term of six years from the 4th of March, 1855; 
which were read, and, the oath prescribed by law | 
having been administered to Mr. Puan, he took 
his seat in the Senate. | 

Mr. CLAY presented the credentials of Hon. į 
ALFRED Iverson chosen by the Legislature of | 
Georgia a Senator from that State for the term | 
of six years from the 4th of March, 1855; which | 
were read, and, the oath prescribed by law having ; 
been adminisicred to Mr. Iverson, he took his | 
seat in the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN presented the credentials of Hon. 
Joun Siipexz, chosen by the Legislature of Lou- | 
isiana a Senator from that State for the term of | 
six years from the 4th of March last; which were ! 
read, and, the oath prescribed by law having been 
administered to Mr. SLIDELL, he took his seat in | 
the Senate. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented th 


eji 
credentials of Hon. James BeuL, chosen by the | 


Legislature of New Hampshire-a Senator from: 
that State for six years from the 4th of March 
last; which were read, and, the oath prescribed 
by law having been administered to Mr. BELL 
he took his seat in the Senate. , wie 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. President, my: colleague, 


| Judge Burier, it is notorious to the Senate, was 


elected by the State of South Carolina, at the last 
session of the Legislature, without any opposi- 
tion, and by a unanimous vote, to be Senator 
from that State for the term of six years, from 
the 4th of March last. He has received his cre- 
dentials—the proper evidence of election—but has 
them not at present; I move, therefore, that he 
be now sworn in. : 

There being no objection, the oath of office 
was administered to Mr. Burter; and he took 
his seat in the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
for the purpose of presenting the credentials of 
the Hon. Lyman Trumputt, elected a Senator 
from the State of Illinois for the term of six years . 
from the 4th of March last. Task that they be 
read, and that he be sworn in. 

Mr. CASS. I do not rise to interpose any 
objection to the oath being administered. to Mr. 
Tromso, but for the purpose of laying upon 
the table of the Senate a protest from a portion 
of the members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of Illinois against the election of the 
honorable gentleman. ive notice that as soon 
as the committees shall have been organized, I 
shall move its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or to a spetial committee. 

The credentials were read, as follows: 

Ft is hereby certified that, in pursuance of a joint reso- 
lution to that effect adopted, the two Houses of the General 
Assembly of the State of Jilineis, now in session at 
Springfield in said State, did convene in joint session in 
the hall of the House of Representatives, on the 8th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-five, for the purpose of electing a Sena- 
tor to the Congress of the United States, for the term of 
six years from the 4th day of March in the year aforesaid ; 
and that Lyman Trumbull was then and there, by said 


i joint session of the Legislature of said State, duly elected 


Senator to represent the State of Ilinois in the Senate 
of the United States, for six years from the said 4th day of 
March next. 

Dated at Springfield, the 9th day of February, 1855. 


Attest: GEORGE T. BROWN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Attest: EDWIN T. BRIDGES, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

THOMAS J. TURNER, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
Presiding Officer of the said Joint Session. 

Uniled States of America, State of Illinois, ss + 

I, Alexander Starne, Secretary of State for the State of 
Ilinois, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
correct copy of the certificate of the election of Lyman 
‘Trumbuli to the United States Senate, as filed in my office 


„by the Clerk of the [louse of Representatives. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand, and 
, aflixed the scal of said State, this 15th day of Feb- 


[5s] ruary, 1855. 
ALEXANDER STARNE, 
Secretary of State. 


The protest presented by Mr. Cass is as fol- 
lows: 

To the honorahle the Senate of the United States: 

The undersigned, Senators and Representatives of the 
people of the State of Illinois, and the Legislature thereof, 
respectfully represent that at a meeting of both houses of 
said Legislature convened onthe eighth day of February, 
1855, for the purpose of electing a Senator for said State to 
the Senate of the United States for six years from the 4th 
of March, 1855, fifty-one votes were cast for Lyman Trum-~- 
bull, forty-seven votes for Joel A. Matteson, and one vote 
for Archibald Williams, and that one member of said 
Legislature was absent. 

They further represent that the Constitution of the State 
of Illinois contains the foliowing provision in the tenth sec- 


| tion of the fourth article thereo?: 


“The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not 
be eligibie to any other office or public trust, of profit in 
this State or the United States, during 4he term for which 
they were elected, nor for one year thereafter. All votes 


; for either of them for any elective office, except that of 


judge of the supreme or circuit courts given by the Gen- 
eral Assembly, shall be void.” 

They further represent, that said Lyman Trumbull was, 
on the 7th day of June, 1852, elected judge of the supreme 
court of the State of Illinois, and was duly commissioned 
as such, for the term of nine years from the 24th day of 
June, 1852; that he took upon himself the oath of said of- 
fice, and entered upon the discharge of the duties of the 


nator. of said State 
aid Trumbull is no 


exe 


tificate re» eee Te 
United States of America; State of Tilinais, a 

-T, Alexander Starne, Secretary of State for the State of 
Hilinois, do hereby. certify that Lyman Trumbull was, on the 
“ith day ot June, A. D. 1852, elected judge'of the supreme 
court of. the State-of Minois, and was duly commissioned 
s such, ‘for. the term of nine years from the 24th day of 


June, 18525 that he took’ upon. himself the oath of office, |: 


‘ond entered ‘upon thie discharge of the duties of the same. 
‘That:said térni of office for which he was elected is unex- 
pired, and will not expire until the 27th day of June, 1861. 
“. Tn.testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and 
fi 3] affixed the seal of said State, this 24th day of Feb- 


ruary, A. D. 1855. : i 
ALEXANDER STARNE,- . 
ce canes aye i Secretary of State. 
< -The oath prescribed by law was administered 
to Mr. TRUMBULL, and he took his seat in the 
Senate... £ 
SENATOR FROM IOWA. 


“Mr, JONES, of Iowa. Mr. President, I beg 
leave to present the credentials of the Hon. 
James HARLAN, certified by the Governor of the 
State of Iowa to’ have been elected a Senator from 
‘that State, for the term. commencing on the 4th 
‘of March last. ‘You are awar, sir, that at the 
last- session of the Senate, « protest from the Sen- 
ate of the State of Iowa was laid upon the table, 
in relation to'this election. I am anxious, how- 
evér, to have the services and coöperation of Mr. 
Hanan as my colleague, and therefore ask that 
he be now sworn in befor the matter is referred 
to a committee, as I presume it will be in a short 
time, when his right to hold the scat will be de- 
termincd. o 
The credentials were read, as follows: 
‘State of Iowa, to wit: 
“The Gensral_ Assembly of this State, on the 6th day of 
January,1855, having, in pursuance of the Constitution of 
the United’ States of America, chosen James HARLAN a 
genntor to represent this State in the Senate of the United 
tates, I, James W. Grimes, Governor of the State of lowa, 
do, by these presents, certify the saine to the Senate of the 
United States. 
[i sJ Given under my hand, and the great seal of the 
"4 State of Lowa, this 20th day of January, 1855. 
JAMES W. GRIMES. 
By order of the Governor: - 
` Georee W. McCrzary, 
: Secretary of State. 
, Mr. MASON: Mr. President, according to 
my recollection, there. was a ‘communication re- 
ceived by the Scnate at the last session, from the 
Senate of the State of Iowa, in reference to this 
election. I ask that that paper be read. , 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The Senator from Vir- 
inia will recollect that that paper was read at the 
ast session when it was presented; but if he 
desires to have it read again, I have no objection. 
Mr. MASON. Idesire to have it read now; 
we have a new Senate. 
The Secretary read the protest, as follows: 
Srare or Iowa, SENATE CHAMBER, 
Iowa Crry, January 9, 1855. 
Sin: Lam directed by the Senate of the State of Towa 
to forward to“ you the inclosed preamble and resolutions, 
with the request that you will lay the same before the Sen- 
ate of the United States: 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, j MATURIN L. FISHER, 
President of the Senate. 


To the Hon. J. D. Briant, : 
President of the Senate of the United States. 

State of Iowa: i 

Whereas it is reported that the journal of the House of 
Representatives, as read this moring in the presence of 
the House, alleges that a joint convention of the General 
Assembly of this State was held in the half of the House 
on Saturday, the 6th instant; and whereas it is alleged in 
said journal that said. joint convention proceeded to elect 
one Norman W. Isbell as an associate judge of the supreme 
court of this State, and one James Harlan as 4 Senator of 
the United States, for the term of six years from the 4th 
day of March next: Therefore— 

esoved, That inasmuch.as the Senate has no knowl- 

edge ofany such joint convention, and did not participate 
‘i the proceedings thereof, it hereby protests against the 
Action of said so-called joint convention, and declares the 
same.to-be void and of no effect. ; 

Resowed, That a copy of this preamble and resolution 
be signed Dy the President, and certified to by the Secretary 


| should have the opportunity 
i posture of this que: b 


his 


"of the Senate; and pres: f this St 
residing Officer ofthe Senate 


also. a-eopy forwarded. to.the. 
| tat body E git LEE E EEE 
PoP EL : MATURIN- L. FISHER,- 
Tna es niuer oo President of the Senate. 
Passed the Senate January 8, 1855. 5 
Attest: BYP. RAVEN, Secretary of the Senate. ~~ 
Mr. MASON... Mr. President, I was aware 


| tŘat a paper of this character had been communi- 


cated to the last Senate, and I thought it right 
that:the present ‘Senate, which is a new one, 
of knowing‘ the exac 
mi. L-was not in the Cham- 

er when.the.paper was read, and was not aware 
of its. character, but I understand it is a certificate 
by the Governor of that State, informing the Sen- 
ate that the. Senator whose crédeftial it is was 
elected by the General Assembly of Iowa. It is 
in the usual. form, and from the organ of that 
State. I had formed no ‘definite opinion-on ‘the 
subject; but I thought it right that this paper 
from the Senate of t 


before the Senaté of the United States. 
make no motion upon it; 

. The oath of office was administered to Mr: 
Haran, and he took his seat in the Senate. 


NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the Senate is organized, and ready to pro- 
ceed to business. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That thie daily hour of meeting be twelve o’cloek, 
m., until otherwise ordered. 


On motion of Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee, the 
Senate adjourned. p 


HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES. 


The House consists of two hundred and thirty- | 


four Members and seven Territorial Delegates, 
two new Territories having lately been formed, 
viz: Kansas and Nebraska. 
ho vote. ‘List of Members and Delegates. 
MAINE. 
Dist. 
4. Samuel P. Benson, 
5. Isvael Washburn, jr., 
6. Thomas J. D. Fuller. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Dist. 

1. John M. Wood, 

2. John J. Perry, 

3. Ebenezer Knowlton, 


f 10. 


James Pike, 
Mason W. Tappan, 
VERMONT. 

3. Alvah Sabin, 


3. Aaron H. Cragin, 


James Meacham, 
Justin 8. Morrill, 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
. Robert B. Hall, 7. Nathaniel P. Banks, jt., 
. James Buffington, 8. Chauncey L. Knapp, 
. William S. Damrell, 9. Alexander De Witt, 
» Linus B. Comins, 10. Calvin C. Chaffee, 
» Anson Burlingame, 11. Mark Trafton. 
. Timothy Davis, 
_ RHODE ISLAND. 
Nathaniel B. Durfee, 2. Benjamin B. Thurston. 


CONNECTICUT. 
+ Ezra Clarke, jr., 3, Sidney Dean,” 
. John Woodruff, 4, William W. Weleh. 


NEW YORK. 


ne 


1. William W. Valk, 18. Thomas B: Horton, 

2. James 8. T. Stranahan, 19. Jonas A. Hughston, 
3. Guy R. Peiton, 20. Orsamus B. Matteson, 
4, John Kelly, 21. Henry Bennett, 

5. Thomas R. Whitney, 22. Andrew Z. McCarty, 
6. John Wheeler, 23. William A. Gilbert, 

7. Thomas Ohilds, jr., 24. Amos P. Granger, - 

8. 


. Abram Wakeman, 25. Edwin B. Morgan, 
26. Audrew Oliver, 

27. John M. Parker, 

28. William H. Kelsey, 
29. John Williams, 

30. Benjamin Pringle, 
31. Thomas T, Flagler, 
32. Solomon G. Haven, 
33. Francis S. Edwards. 


© 


. Bayard Olark, 
Ambrose S. Murray, 
il. Rufus H. King, 

12. Killian Miller, 

13. Russell Sage, 

14. Samuei Diekson, 
15. Edward Dodd, 

16. George A. Simmons, 
17. Francis E. Spinner, 


‘ . . NEW JERSEY. 
1. Isaiah D. Clawson, 4. George Vail, = 
2. George R.. Robbins, 5. Alex. C. M. Pennington. 
3. James Bishop,: 


-of the United States, with a request to lay the same before | 


e State, a part of the con- || 
stituent body under the Constitution, stond be | 
shall | 


The Delegates have | 


Galusha:A. Grow, , 


aes A TEAVA y i Lad 
|28.: Job R. Tyson, R15. John J. Pearce,~ 
fa3: Wiliam Millward, ~~ 16. Lemuel Todd, `, 
™. Jacob Broom, #817. David F. Robison, 
+ $e Joba Cadwalader; 18: 
°6. John Hickm Pan i 
“7. Samuel ©. Bradshaw,: 
8. J. Glaney Jones,” 
ps9.. Anthony: E: Roberts,: 
TTo: John C. Kunkel: 5 
TIL James H. Campbell, 24. David Barclay, 


12. Henty M: Fuller, 25. Jon Dick. 
13. Asa Packer, eng aCe Pies ae 
. DELAWARE, ; 
1, Elisha D. Cullen- 
MARYLAND. 


4, Henry W..Davis, 
5. Henry W. Hoffman, 
6. Thomas F. Bowie. 
VIRGINIA. ` 
8. Charles J. Faulkner, 
9. John Letcher, 
10. Zedekiah Kidwell, 
11. John 8. Carlile, 
"12. Henry A. Edmundson, 
"3 13.. Fayette McMullin, 


. James A. Stewart, 
. James B. Ricaud, 
. J. Morrison Barris, 


. Thomas H. Bayly, 

» John’ S. Millson, 

. John S. Caskie, 

» William O. Goode, 

. Thomas S. Bocock, 

. Paulus Powell, : 

. William Smith, | sat bs 
NORTH CAROLINA 

. Robert T. Paine, “3. Edwin Gs Reade} 

» Thomas Ruflin, 6. Richard C. Puryear, 

. Warren Winslow, 7. Burton Cràige; 

» Lawrenée 0’B. Branch, . 8. Thomas L. Clingman. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. : 

. John McQueen, ` 4. Preston S. Brooks, 

. William Aiken, 5. James L./Orr, 

. Lawrence M. Keitt, &. William W. Boyce. 


GEORGIA. 

5. John H. Lumpkin, 

6. Howell Cobb, 

T: Nathaniel G. Foster, 

8. Alexander H. Stephens. 
ALABAMA. a 

5. George S. Houston, _ 

6. Williamson R: W. Cobb, 


1. James L. Seward, 
Martin J. Crawford, 
Robert P. Trippe, 
Hiram Warner, 


Perey Walker, 
Eli S. Shorter, 
Janies F. Dowdell, 


7. Sampson W. Harris. 
William R. Smith, ; 


1. Daniel B. Wright, 4. William A; Lake; 

2. Henry S. Bennett, 5. John A. Quitman, 

3. William Barksdale. Aoh. 

LOUISIANA. 

1. George Eustis, jr., 3. Thomas Green Davidson, 

2. Miles Taylor, 4. John M. Sandidge. 
OHIO. ©. i 

1. Timothy C.-Day; 12. Samuel Galloway, 

2. Jobn Scott Harrison, 13. John Sherman; 

3. Lewis D. Gampbell, 14. Philemon Bliss, 

4. Matthias H. Nichols, 15. William R: Sapp, 

5. Richard Mott, 16. Edward Ball, 

6. Jonas R. Emrie, 17. Charles J. Albright, 

7. Aaron Harlan, 18. Benjamin F. Leiter, 

8. Benjamin Stanton, 19. Edward Wade, 

9.. Cooper K. Watson, 20. Joshua R. Giddings, 

10. Oscar F, Moore, 21 


. John A. Bingham, 

. Valentine B. Horton, ae 
KENTUCKY: 

. Henry C. Burnett, 6. Jonn M. Eliott, 
. John P. Campbell,, | 7. Humphrey Mätshall, 
- Warner L. Underwood, 8. Alexander K. Marshall, 
. Albert G. Talbott, 9. Leander M. Cox, 
Joshua H. Jewett, 10. Samuel F. Swope. 


oo TENNESSEE. 
. Albert G. Watkins, 


pa 
© m 


Or 09 O mw 


1 6. George W. Jones, 

2. William H. Sneed, 7. John V. Wright, 

3. Samuel A. Smith, 8. Felix K. Zollicoffer, 

4. Jolin H. Savage, 9. Emerson Etheridge, 

5. Charles Ready, 10. Thomas Rivers. 
INDIANA. 

1. Smith Miller, 7. Harvey D. Scott, -~ 

2. Wiliam H. English, 8. Daniel Mace, 

3. George G. Dunn, 9. Schuyler.Colfax, 

4. William Cumback, 10. Samuel Bréntons 

5. David P. Holloway, H. John U. Pettit. 

6. Lucian Barbour; 


M TLLINOIS.. +% 

1. Elibu B. Washburne, 6: Thomas L. Harris, 
2. James H. Woodworth, . 7. James C. Allen, 

3. Jesse O. Norton, 8. Lyman Trumbull, 
4. James Knox, - . 9. Samuel S. Marshal. 
‘5. William A. Richardson, 


1855. 
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MISSOURI. 
Dist. 
5. John G. Miller, 
6. John S. Phelps, 
7. Samuel Caruthers. 


Dist. 
1. Luther M. Kennett, 
2. Gilchrist Porter, 
3. James J. Lindley, 
4: Mordceai Oliver, 
ARKANSAS, 
1. Alfred B. Greenwood, 2. Albert Rust. 
MICHIGAN. 
1, William A. Howard, 3. David S. Walbridge, 
2. Henry Waldron, . 4. George W. Peck. 
FLORIDA. f 
1, Augustus E. Maxwell. 
° TEXAS. 
2. Peter H. Bell. 
IOWA. 
2. James Thorington. 
WISCONSIN. 
1. Daniel Wells, jr., 3. Charles Billinghurst. 
2. Cadwalader C.Washburne, 


1. Lemuel D. Evans, 


1. Augustus Hall, 


CALIFORNIA. 
1. James W. Denver, 2. Philip T. Herbert. 
MINNESOTA. UTAH. 
Henry M. Rice. John M. Bernhisel. 
OREGON. WASHINGTON. 
Joseph Lane. J. Patton Anderson, 
NEW MEXICO. _ KANSAS. 


José Manuel Gallegos. John W, Whitfield.* 


NEBRASKA. 
Bird B. Chapman. 


i Monpay, December 3, 1855. 


Pursuant to that provision of the Constitution 
of the United States which declares that “the 
Congress shall assemble at least once in every 
year, and such meeting shall be on the first Mon- 
day in December, unless they shall by law ap- 
point a different day,” the members of the House 
of Representatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress 
this morning assembled in the Hall of the House. 


At twelve o’clock precisely, the Clerk of the | 


House—Joun W. Forneyv—called the House to 
order, and proceeded to call the roll from the 
prima facie evidence before him, when the above- 
named members answered to their names, with 
the following exceptions, who were absent, viz: 

Hon. Pavrus Powe tn, of Virginia; 

Hon. James L. Sewarn, of Georgia; 

Hon. Danir B. Wricur and Henry S. Ben- 
NETT, of Mississippi; 

Hon. Tuomas G. Davinson, of Louisiana; 

Hon. Joun Scorr Harrison, of Ohio; 

Hon. Lyman Trombutn, of Ilinois; 

Hon. Joun G. Miturr, of Missouri; 

Hon. José Manver Gartucos, Delegate from 
the Territory of Mexico; and 

Hon. Brp B. Cuapman, Delegate from the 
Territory of Nebraska. 


The CLERK announced that a quorum having 
answered to their names, it would now be in 
order to proceed to business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. A quorum of the 
members elect to the Thirty-Fourth Congress 
having answered to their names, I move that we 
now proceed, viva voce, to the election of a 
Speaker to preside over this body during the 
present Congress. 


to. 
Mr. WHITNEY nominated Humprnrasy MAr- 
SHALL, of Kentucky; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, nominated WiL- 
Lam A. Ricuanpson, of Illinois, as the Dem- 
ocratic candidate. 

Mr. KNIGHT nominated Henry M. FULLER, 


of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. LEITER nominated Lewis D. CAMPBELL, | 


of Ohio. 

Mr. BISHOP nominated ALexanprer C. M. 
Pennineron, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DE WITT nominated Naruaninn P. 
Banxs, of Massachusetts. 

The Clerk appointed Messrs. Benson 
Maine, DowpeLL of Alabama, HICKMAN O 
Pennsylvania, and Wasusurn of Illinois, 
tellers to count the votes. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, and 


* Notice of contest has been served by Andrew H. 
Reeder. 


The question was put, and the motion agreed 


the following was the result: Whole number of 
votes, 225; necessary to a choice, 113; of which— 

William A. Richardson received. ....c.icsccacseee 074 

Lewis D. Campbell.........00: 5, 

Humphrey Marshall: 

Nathaniel P. Bank: 

Henry M. Fuller........08 

Alexander C. M. Pennington; 

Aaron Harlan....:..5.3..6... 

John Wheeler s, ss e 

Benjamin B. Thurston 

Israet Washburn... 

Wiliam A. Howard 

Daniel Mace....... 

Henry Bennett 

Joba Williams . 

William A. Lake.. 

Soiomon G. Haven... 

Samuel Galloway.......66 

Matthias H. Nichois...... 

Killian Miller...... 

Russell Sage . 

Jeorge W. Jones... eee 

There was no choice. | 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brancin 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell. Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundsen, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Hall, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jeweit, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Miilson, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taibott, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Weary 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Cuinback, Day, Dean, Dickson, Dunn, Durfee, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Halloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, | 
Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Peuning- 
ton, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israc] Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Foster, James M. Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, | 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
cofier. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaffee, 
Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Davidson, ‘Timothy Davis, Dé 
Witt, Dodd, Emrie, Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, Mott, Perry, 
Pike, Sage, Tappan, 'fnorington, Traston, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Knight, Kunkel, Millward, 
Pearce; Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, 
and Tyson. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Meacham, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Harlan—Messrs. Bali, Bliss, and Wade. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Spinner, Wheeler, and Wil- 
liams. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Banks, Mordecai Oliver, and 
Thurston. 

For Mr. Washburn—Messrs. Allison, and Flagler. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst, aud Cadwalader 
©. Washburne. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Edwards. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Nichols. 

For Mr. Lake—My. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Knox. 

For Mr. Galoway—Mr. Giddings. 

‘or Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Miller—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Sage~Mr. Pringie. 

For Mr. Jones—Mr. Richardson. 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and | 
the following was the result: Whole number of 
votes, 224; necessary to a choice, 113; of which 


William A. Richardson received. oe A 
Lewis D. Campbell..... č 
Ilumphrey Marshail...... 
Nathaniel P, Banks. 
Henry M. Fuller 
Alexander C., M. Pennington.... 
John WHhOCICr.ssesaseasesso-oere 
Benjamin B. Thurston 
Aeron Harlan... esses 
William A. Howard 
Daniel Mace..... one 
Isracl Washburn 
Matthias H. Nichols. 
William A. Lake..... 
Killian Miler.. 
Jobn Williams. 
dames L. Orr. eevee 
Samucl Galloway. .... csccseccvetcceeees svseceeese 
So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote ‘in detail: 
For My. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Bocoek, Bowie Boyee, Rranch 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
men, Howell Cobb, Wiiliamson R. W. Cobb, Cra 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng 
ish, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. Ð. Ful- 
er, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampsou VW. 


4 
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Shorter. 
tewart, Talbott, Taylor Vail, 
Watkins, Wells; Winslow, and John Y. Wright. i 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Ezra Clark; Colfax, 
Cumback, Day, Dean, Dickson, Dunn, Durfee, | Fiagter, 
Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Pelton, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Stanton, Wade, Waibrid, e, Waldron, Etiihu. B, Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruil, apd 
Woodworth. ; ; 

For Mr. Marshal—Messrs. John P. Campbeh,. Carlig; 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Foster, James M., Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Li 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Paine, Porter; Pu 2 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith s Swope, 
Tripe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zoli- 
coffer, 

For Dir. Banks—Messrs. Buflington, Burlington, Chaftke, 
Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dodd, 
Edwards, Emrie, Robert b. Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, Mott, 
Perry, Pike, Sage, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, and 
Wood. i i 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Knight, Kunkel, Millward, 
Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roherts, Robison, 
Snecd, Todd, and Tyson. : 

For Mr. Penningion—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Meach- 
am, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wakeman. : 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Banks, Andrew Oliver, and 
Thurston. R ‘ 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
C. Washburne. 2 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Spinnes, Wheeler, and 
Wiiliams. os 

For Mr. Harlan—Messrs. Ball and Bliss, 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Washburn—Mr. Allison. a 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. ¢ 

For Mr. Miller—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Nichols. 

For Mr. Orr—Mrtr. Richardson. t 

For Mr. Galloway—Mr. Giddings. ` 


The Clerk again proceeded to cull the roll, and 
the following was the result: Whole number of 
votes, 224; necessary to a choice, 113; of which— 


William A. Richardson, received... re 
Lewis D. Campbell sssssesssssee 
Humphrey Marshall s.s... 
Nathaniel P. Banks. 


Henry M. Fuller....ee eee verre dB 
Alexander C. M. Pennington.........6. coon Ë 
John Wheeler. ssssesseesae corevesees 3 


Benjamin B. Thurston. ... 6.0... e000 cece oe 
William A. Howard seses 
Daniel Mace ....60. 
Widliam A. Lak 
Samuel Galloway 
Matthi 
Killian Miller ss... 
Jobn Williams .. 
Howell Cobb .... 
Israel Washburn... sss 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Bocoek, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Godde, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuHin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miler, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbeltl—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Ezra Clark, 
Coifax, Cumpback, Day, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Bur- 
fee, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Halio- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, ` 
Norton, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Bllihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Ether- 
id » Poster, James M. Harris, Hoffiaan, Kennett, 
dicey, Alexander K. Mars Paine, Porter, Pure 
year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, 
Swope, ‘rippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zoiticoffer. : 
Br. 
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ors 


Buffington, Burlingame, Chaf- 

i, Timothy Davis, De Witt, 
marie, Robert B. Hall, King, Knapp, Knowlton, 
Mott, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Sage, Tappan, Thorington, 
Trafion, and Wood. j 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Knight, Kunkel, Millward, 
Pearee, Pelton, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, 
Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 


December 4, 


SPor Mr. Pennington Messrs. “Ball, Bishop, Clawson, 
Henry M: Fuller; Pringle, Robbi i; Stranahan, and Wake- 
“For Mr. Wheeler—Messs. Banks; 
Thurston. BOARS EE st 
Wak Mr. 
iiams. i i x 
For Mr. Howard Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
©. Washbuine:: :- : ares ; í : 
w Mr Washburn—Mr. Allison. 
toy Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 
For Mr: Lake—Mt. Humphrey Marshall. : 
“For Mr. Galloway—Mr. Giddings. 
a For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. ~i 
Ror Mri Miller—-Mr. Haven. : 
Fer Mr Williams—Mr. Nichols...” 3 ; 
For Mr. Cobb—Mr. Richardson. `. ait X 
*The Clerk again Proceeds to-call the roll, and 
the following was ‘the result: Whole number of 
votes, 222; necessary to a choice, 112; of which— 
‘William A. Richardson received. ......++0es 
‘Lewis. D. Campbell.......--- 
Humphrey Marshall.. 
Nathaniel P. Banks., 
Henry M, Fuller... Sa 
‘Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 
Benjamin B. Thurston........ 
William A. Howard... .. 
Jolin Wheeler... 
Israel Washburn... 
Daniel Mace. sere sseires 
Killian Miller... y 
Wiliam W.. Valk... 
John Wiliams.. ss.. 
“Emerson Etheridge. 


ndréw Oliver, and 


Thurston = Mëssis: Spinner,” Wheeler, and 
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Samuel Galloway......00- 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Richardson—Mesars. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Bumett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craigc, Crawtord, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott; English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Fiorence, Thomas i. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin; MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai’ Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samucl 
A., Smith Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott 


: William 
Taylor. Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
Albright, Barbour, Henry 


John V. Wright. 

‘For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. 

Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brehton, Ezra Clark, 
Colfax, Cumback, Day, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Galloway, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 

' King, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, 
Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Carlite, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Foster, James M. Harris, Hoffman, 
Kennett, Lake, Lindley Alexander K. Marshall, Paine, 
Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zolicofrter, 

For Mr: Banks—~—Messers. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaffee, 
Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, De Witt, Ed- 
wards, Emrie, Flagler, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, 
Mott, Perry, Pike, Sage, Tappan, Thorington, Tratton, 
and Wood. i 

For Mr. „Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, James H. Campbell, 
Covode, Diek, Edie, Knight, Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, 
Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sneed, 
and Tyson. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Ball, Bishop, Clawson, 
Henry M. Fuller, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wake- 
man. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Andrew Oliver, Spinner, 
Wheeler; and Williams. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Banks and Thurston. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
C. Washburne. 

For Mr. Washburn—Mr. Allison. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Miller—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Vatk—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Nichols. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Porter. 

For Mr. Phelps—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Galloway—Mr. Giddings. 


Mr. KEITT obtained the floor and yielded to 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, who said: Mr. 
Clerk, I move that our daily hour of meeting be 
twelve o’clock, m., until otherwise ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. i 

"The question was put; and, on a division, there 
were—ayes 116. f 

Mr. MORGAN. T demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and, Messrs. Kert ànd 
Benson were appointed. 


| consent, and agreed to- 


“The question was taken; and tlie motion was | 
-agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes:119. 


Thereupon the Howse adjourned (at twenty- 
five minutes past two o’clock) until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, mi. : A epas 


K IN SENATE. 
Pa ae “Turspay, December 4, 1855. » 
-The following Senators appeared in their seats 

this morning? <<“ , F 

Hon. Ru. M. T. HUNTER, 

Hon: Jupan P: BENJAMIN, 

Hon. Joun Beru, of Tennessee, 

Hon. ,Wiiiiam K. SEBASTIAN.. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. > rahe 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the: credentials’ of 
Hon. Jonn P. Hate, chosen by the Legislature 
of New: Hampshire a Senator from that State. to 
fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of the 
Hon. Charles G. Atherton, deceased, whose term 
commenced on the 4th of March, 1853. The cre- 
dentials were read, and the affirmation prescribed 
by law having been administered to Mr. Hare, 
he took. his scat in the Senate. 

Mr. DODGE presented the credentials of Hon. 
Craries Durxer, chosen by the Legislature of 
Wisconsin aSenator from that State for the term 
of six years from the 4th of March, 1855; which 
were read, and the oath prescribed by law having 
been administered to Mr. Durer, he took his 
seat in the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg leave to announce 
the presence of Hon. Davin L. Yuues, elected 
one of the Senators from. the State of Florida for 
the term of six years from the 4th of March last, 


whose credentials were presented at the last ses- 
sion. Lask that his credentials may be read, and 
the usual oath administered. 

The credentials were read, and the oath pie- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
YuLes, he took his seat in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced the 
presence of Hon. James A. Pearce, chosen by 


State for the term of six years from the 4th of 
March, 1855, whose credentials had been pre- 


sented at the last session. The oath prescribed | 


by law having been administered to Mr. Pearce, 
he took his seat in the Senate. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the Senate 
being now organized, I move the appointment ofa 


committee to inform the President of the United | 


States, that the Senate is ready to receive an 
communication of an executive character whic 
he may be pleased to make. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to, and the PRESIDENT 
appointed Messrs. ‘Toucry, 
BELL, of New Hampshire. 

. ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask the unanimous consent for 
its consideration and adoption now: 

Resolved, That two chaplains of different denominations 


be elected, to serve during the present session, one by each | 


House, who shali interchange weekly. : 
The resolution was considered. by unanimous 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the Senate 
proceeded to the election of a chaplain on its part, 


| with the following result: 


Whole number of votes, 45; necessary to a 
choice, 23; of which— 

Rev. Henry Clay Dean (Methodist) received.......23 

Rev. J. G. Butler. ... ...ese eevee 

Rev. William Hodges.. 

Rev. Henry Ward Beecher.... 

Rev. David Brown...... 

Rev. Theodore Parker 

Rev. B. H. Chapin.... 

Rev. Leonidas Rosser...... 

Rev. William H. Holcomb.. 

Bishop Hughes.....-.-++ 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to grant the right of 
way to, and to.aid in the construction of, a rail- 
road from the valley‘of the Mississippi to the 
Pacific ocean. i - 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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‘ihe Legislature of Maryland a Senator from that | 


FITZPATRICK, and | 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
cs ov TUESDAY, December 43.1855. : $ 

The Clerk called the House tö'vrderat twelve 
o’clock, m: EE PAE RAT De 

The Journal’ of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. ‘ 

Mr. BOCOCK. T move that the House now 
proceed to vote; diva voce, for. Speaker. 

` PRIVILEGE OF THE HALL: 0 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, e- 
fore that is done, I move that the Doorkeeper be 
directed to enforce so much ofthe rules of the 
last House of Representatives as, relate to the 
admission of persons into the Hall. Unless we 
have some rule on the subject, it will be impos- 
sible for him to keep out persons who have no 
business here. 3 

-Mr. MORGAN. I hope we shall not make 
any rules, or do any business, except the one in 
hand—the election of a Speaker, “There is no 
inconvenience felt at present; when, there shal! 
be, it will be time enough to remedy it. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jongs’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. i 

-FIFTH VOTE FOR SPEAKER.. 

The tellers, Messrs: Benson, DowpeLL, Hicr- 
MAN, and Wasusurne of Illinois, having resumed 
their seats, the Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
and the following was the result-of the fifth vote 
for Speaker: Whole number of votes cast, 220; 
necessary to a choice, 111; of which— 


William A. Richardson received. 

Lewis.D. Campbell.. 

Nathaniel P. Bank 

Henry M. Fuller. 

Humphrey Marshall s.es sssr oe 

Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 

Percy Walker. ..sssseereoeceo 

Benjamin B. Thurston....... 

William A. Howard. ...essesss ess 

Solomon-G. Haven. 

Felix K. Zollicoffer..... 

James J. Lindley.. sesser eseess 

Danicl Mace. 

John Whecle 

John Williams...... 

‘Matthias H. Nichols.. 

Andrew OVEL.. ccc teen eee tens cones 

There was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: . 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Boll, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks,’ 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans,, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, Ggorge W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwel, McMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr,, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel. A.. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. $ 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlar, Hol- | 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. ; 

For Mr. Banks--Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaf- 
fee, Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis. Doy, De 
Witt, Emrie, Flagler, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, 
Mott, Perry, Pike, Sage, Tappan, Thoringtony Thurston, 
Trafton, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Marshali—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Cullen, Foster, Hoffman, Lake, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Paine, Puryear, Ready, William R: Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
coffer. 

For Mr. Pennington~ Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wake- 
man, : 

For Mr. Walker—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, 
J. Morrison Harris, and Ricaud. i 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Andrew Oliver, Spinner, and 
Williams. dobre 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs, Billinghurst and Cadwaiader 
C. Washburne. nap 

For Mr. Haven—Messrs. Etheridge and Valk. 

For Mr.-Zollicoffer—Mr. Rivers, 

For Mr. Lindley—Mr. Humphrey Marshall, 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mtr. Banka. 

For Mr. Wiltiams—Mr. Nichols. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For My. Oliver—Mri Wheeler. 
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The roll was then called for the sixth time, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes, 
223; necessary to a choice, 112; of which— 

William A. Richardson received 

Lewis D. Campbell. 

Nathaniel P. Banks.. 

Henry M. Fuller..... 

Humphrey Marshall......... 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

William A. Lake.......... 

Benjamin B. Thurston. 

Solomon. G. Haven. 

Felix K. Zollicoffer...... 

Wiliam A. Howard... 

Andrew Oliver ...... 

Perey Walker .. 

John Wheeler.. 

Danici Mace... 

John S. Carlile . 

Matthias Nichols . 


There was no choice: 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnctt, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
fivans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas Í. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewctt, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kett, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- į 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
Kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, 
Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bren- 
ton, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cragin, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
gen Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 

orton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Murray, Parker, Pettit, Pringle, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 


Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
lihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Banks--Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaffee, 
Comins, Damrell, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, De Witt, Emrie, 
Plagler, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, Meacham, Mott, 
Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Sage, Spinner, ‘Tappan, ‘Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Tratton, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, 
Knight, Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, | 
Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, and Valk. į 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, į 
Cox, Foster, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Atexander K. Mar- 
shall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Walker, and Zollicoffer. i 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry į 
M. Fuler, Knox, Norton, Pelton, Robbins, Stranahan, 
and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Lake-~Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, and Ricaud. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst, and Cadwallader 
©. Washbume. 

For Mr. Haven—Messrs. Etheridge and Whitney. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

* For Mr. Walker—Mr. Bustis. 

For Mr. Wheeler —Mr. Banks. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. H 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the rolh and | 
the following was the result of the seventh bal- 
lot: Whole number of votes, 223; necessary to a | 
choice, 112; of which— 

William A. Richardson received. 

Lewis D. Campbell.. 

Nathaniel P. Banks.. 

Humphrey Marshall. 

Henry M. Fulter...... 

Alexander C. M. Pennin; 

Wiliam W. Valk..essess. 

William A. Howard. 

Benjamin B. Thursto: 

Solomon G. Haven 

Israel Washburn, 

Percy Walker... 

Felix K. Zotlicoffer 

Andrew Oliver.... 

Emerson Etheridge 

John Wheeler. 

John 8. Canile. 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bayly, Bar- | 
elay, Barksdale, Beil, Bo Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Fanlkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMutlin, Me- ; 


Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Óliver, Orr, Pack- 
er, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Steph- i 


ens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Winslow, and John V. ‘Wright. 

For Mr. Cainpbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Erza Clark, Colfax, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton » Howard, 
Hughston, Kelscy, King, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Murray, Parker, Pettit, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Wade, 
Waibridge, Waldron, Elihu 
burn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth. + 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaf- 
fee, Comins, Craige, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, De 
Witt, Emrie, Flagler, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Knowl- 
ton, Morrill, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Pringle, 
Sage, Spinner, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, 
and Wood. 

For Mr. Marshaill—Messrs. John P. Camphell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Foster, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, William 
R. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, and 
Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Knox, Meacham, Norton, Pelton, Robbins, Stran- 
ahan, and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Valk—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Hoffman, and Ricaud. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst, and Cadwalader 
C. Washburne. 

For Mr. Thurston--Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Haven—Messrs. Etheridge and Whitney. 

For Mr. Washburn—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Bir. Zollicoffer—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 


For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Cullen. 
For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 


For Mr. Carlile-Mr. Humphrey Marshal}. 


The Clerk again procceded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the eighth ballot: 
Whole number of votes, 222; necessary to a 
choice, 112; of which— 

William A. Richardson received .....ce se seeeeaere 

Lewis Ð. Campbell. cece seca ceceneeeeeseee sens 

Nathaniel P. Banks... sceceneeeeee 

Henry M. Fuller... 6... pees ee eee r r 

Humphrey Marshall es. sue euesee cere eeseeeoenees 

Alexander C. M. Pennington ssessssessessorsnrrres 

William W. Valk, .esesssesessessossosesesoenesess 

Wiliam A. Howard. ..sssseessossesseonsoserescese 

Benjamin B. ThUrstON.sesssssasssroressee . 

Israel Washburn. yee. eeeceeeeeees 

Perey Walker... alee a 

Felix K. ZOWicofter. cece cere ceeeceereerversesecees 

Andrew OViVEr oe ccc cece cee reece cee eeee senenes 

Emerson Etheridge ....... 

Jonu Wheeler... cece sss 

Solomon G. Haven 

Jolin S. Carlile.... 

Henry Winter Davis......-. 0.0. e cece eee . 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barcjay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Botock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Miltson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pack- 
er, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry £. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cumback, Dean, Dixon, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Kelsey, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Henry Bennett, Buffington, 
Burlingame, Chaffee, Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, De Witt, Emric, Flagler, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Sage, Spin- 
ner, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, "Fodd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Foster, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Payne, Porter, Puryear, Ready, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Knox, Norton, Pelton, Robbins, Stranahan, and 
Wakeman. 

For Mr. Valk—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, and Ricaud. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
€. Washburne. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Washburn—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 
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. Washburme, Israel Wasi- 


For Mr. Walker-—Mt. Eustis. 
For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Rivers. 
For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Etheridge—Mr, Cullen. 
For Mr. Wheeler—-Mr. Banks, oan 
For Mr. Haven-—Mr. Etheridge. oN 
For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey. Marshall. 
For Mr. Davis-~Mr. Walker. . bes : 
Mr. CULLEN then moved that the House 
adjourn; which motion was not agreed to.’ 
he Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the ninth vote: 
Whole number ‘of votes, 223; necessary to a 
choice, 112; of which— 
William A. Richardson received. sssessassesese use. ID 
Lewis D. Campbell......... 
Nathaniel P. Banks 
Henry M. Fuller........ 
Humphrey Marshall...... 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
William W. Valk... ccseeeee 
Solomon G. Haven... 
Wiliam A. Howard.. 
Jobn S. Carlile 
Benjamin B. Thurston 
John Wheeler... s.s. 
Israel Washburn.. 
Emerson Etheridge 
Andrew Oliver 
Perey Watker.... 
Felix K. Zollicoffer. 
Henry W. DaVids.seseseosoe 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
| Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Tlowell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
| Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
| L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, ixidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, ‘Palbott, ‘Ta lor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John . Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Ezra Clark, Col- 
fax, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B., Worton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Mil- 
ler, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Fatdron 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israet Washburn, Welch, ‘Woodruff, 
and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Banks—~Messrs. Henry Bennett, Buffington, Bur- 
lingame, Chaffee, Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, 
Day, De Witt, Emric, Flagler, Grow, Robert B. Hall, King, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oliver, 
Perry, Pike, Pringle, Sage, Spinner, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Trafton, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fuller—-Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkle, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, T'yson, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cartile, 
Cox, Foster, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, and Underwood. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson,Henry M, 
Fuller, Knox, Meacham, Norton, Pelton, Robbins, Strana- 
han, and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Valk—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Morrison 
Harris, and Ricaud. $ 

. For Mr. IHaven—Messrs. Etheridge, Valk, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billingburst and Cadwal- 
ader ©. Washburne. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 

For Mr. Washburn—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Cullen. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Zoliicoffer—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Davis—Mr. Walker. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
| adjourn. : ‘ 
| The question was put, and the motion was 
| agreed to. 

! The House thereupon, at ten minutes of three 
| o'clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 


o’clock, m. 


ae 


IN SENATE. 
' Wepnespay, December 5, 1855. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
TROUBLES IN KANSAS. 

' Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have a resolu- 
| tion that I wish to present. J believe the rule 
requires it to lie over for one day. I therefore 
simply present it, so that it may lie over until 
to-morrow: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to inform the Senate whether he has received any 


` 


+ December &; 


States and. inform. him of the organization of the 
Senate, have performed that duty, arid received 
for‘answer. that the President would:send:a com- 
munication ‘to.the Senate. this morning. : 

E ` ELECTION OF. OFFICERS. 
ME ADAMS. Task leave to present a reso- 
lution: a wet f 

‘Resolved, That the Senate will, on ‘Monday next, at one 
o’clock, elect a'Secretary, Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeep- 
er, and Assistant Doorkeeper. : z 


F 


‘Ldesire to say, Mr. President, in offering this 


resolution, that itis not intended. as a reflection 
upon any. officer, of this body.. When, two years 
ro, I offered ‘a: similar. resolution, which was 
adopted. then; I-did it upon the ground, that we 
were a new Congress, to some extent.atleast, and, 
that it was rightin principle that each Congress 
should elect its own officers. Ihave no anxiety 
upon the:subject. Imerely offer the resolution for 
the consideration of the Senate, to be adopted or 
not, as in their judgment they may think proper. 
‘Under, the existing -rules the present officers will 
continue ‘antil-otherwise ordered by the Senate. 
J have thoughtit right to offer the resolution now, 
as T gave notice at the last Congress that I should. 
Mr. STUART. I presume it is not intended 
toask for action on the resolution at this time. 
Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; let it lie over.until to- 


morrow, 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The. resolution. will lie 
over. peers 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 

‘Mr. ADAMS gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the natu- 
alization’ laws. . : . 
`: Mr: SUMNER gave notice of hig intention to 
-ask leave to introduce a bill to secure the wages 
of seamen in cases of wreck. : 

Mr. WELLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize the 
Postmaster General to contract for. the transpor- 
tation of the United States mails in four-horse 
coaches, tri-weekly, from St. Louis, in Missouri, 
to San Francisco, in California. 

Mr. FOOT gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce the following bills: 

A. bill directing the payment to the Hon. 
George P. Marsh, for judicial services under the 
act of 11th of August, 1848, while Minister resi- 
dent at Constantinople, at the rate of $1,000 per 
annum. : 

A bill making compensation to the Hon. 
George P. Marsh for his services and expendi- 
tures on a special mission to the Government of 


Greece, under the authority and direction of the | 


Government of the United States, and for nego- 
tiating a treaty with the Government of Persia. 

A Dill making appropriations for the erection 
of a suitable building for the accommodation of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States, 
and the several offices connected therewith, and 
of the post office at Rutland, Vermont. 

A bill making’appropriations for the continua- 


tion and completion of the breakwater in the | 


harbor of Burlington, on Lake Champlain. 

A bill to extend the benefits of the bounty land 
act of the 3d March, 1855, to all those who turned | 
out as volunteers on the occasion of the invasion 
of Plattsburg, in September, 1814, and making | 
parol testimony admissible proof of such volun- 
teer service. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate the memorial of Hol- 
ker Hughes, legal representative and ‘one of the 
heirs of Samuel Hughes, praying indemnity for 
property destroyed by the enemy during the last 
war with Great Britain. The memorialist desires 
to lay the case before the Court of Claims. 


ng Upon which reports 
tiee of the Senate at 
charact twere 


Q. 

be propėr to adopt the course which I have pro- 
posed. | We shall be‘occupied a great deal with 
private claims hereafter, unless we take some 
such course ay this. There are claims of an 
anomalous character which cannot. be. assigned 
to any particular. or ‘specific class. designated. in 
the act establishing the Court of Claims: Ihave 
fo special case in view in offering this resolution. 
I merely present it at this early day for the action 


of the Senate, that we may know whether or‘not | 


we are to be occupied, as ustial, ‘with claims 
which were pressed on our attention at previous 
“sessions. .Claims which are unacted upon at the 
close of a Congress are generally renewed with- 
out any contest; and I have presented this reso- 
lution in order to have it settled whether or not’ 
all classes of claims before us should not be as- 
signed tothe court established for their adjudi- 
cation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator the propriety of allowing the res- 
olution to lie over. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion at all to its being allowéd to lie on the table 
for the present, though I think it ought to be dis- 
ees of in some way, so that we may not, be 
harassed with applications to consider claims 
which should more properly be assigned to the 
Court of Claims. I learn that a similar resolu- 
tion was passed at the close of the last session hy 
the House of Representatives; and I cannot sce 
that there is any impropriety in the Senate’s un- 
dertaking to pursue the same course. If, how- 
ever, the Senator from Virginia wishes the res- 
olution to lie over until to-morrow morning, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it will be 
observed that this. resolution is very general in 
its character. Private claimants know the pur- 
port of the law which we passed at the last ses- 
sion; they know the extent of jurisdiction which 
has been conferred on the Court of Claims; and 
if they desire to have their cases referred to that 
court, they will make their desire known to their | 
representatives on this floor, and have each par- j 
ticular case so referred. ‘It may be that there are į 
a large number of claimants who do not desire to 
have’their claims referred to the court. If so, 
we had better not pass any fesolution on the sub- 
ject, but let every claimant take care of his own 
case. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Mr. President, it 
was to obviate the very occurrence which the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania suggests, 
that I thought it proper to pass a general resolu- 
tion of this character. If we do not pass it, we 
shall have to discuss hereafter the propriety of 
referring each individual claim to the Court. 'This 
seems to me to be a-useless consumption of time. | 
Besides, I think, it ought not to depend on the | 
discretion or the will,of a claimant, whether he | 
will present his case to Congress or the Court of 
Claims. According to the spirit and intention of 
the law which we passed at the last session, it | 
was the interest of Congress, ‘and, as we pre- 
sumed, the interest of the public, to refer to the 
adjudication of an appropriate tribunal those pri- į 
vate claims which had previously occupied so | 
large a portion of the time of the Senate and | 
House of Representatives. I know it was sug- | 
gested that the establishment of that tribunal was | 
by way of experiment. It may be said that itis 
still an experiment; but that does not meet the | 
object of passing this resolution. We are making 
an experiment to see whether or not private 
claims cannot be passed upon with justice by a 
body'‘which does not rely upon merély ex parte 
examinations. With a view to carry out the 
spirit of the act of the last session, and in con- 
formity with its intention, I have thought that it 
would be proper to pass a general resolution of 


Leave was granted. 


i 


| propriety, 
| as this.” -I ling: hal nt 
‘tosmorrow morning, if: any -Senator has strong 


| be pressed to-d 


i 


have:né: argurient to maké about it. “I merely 
submit'to:the Senate whether there is nota generat 
atleast, in adopting. such a measvire 
am willing that. it shall He over until 


“reasons for desiring that the ‘resolution shall not 
ay. SPs a E ce 2 wera 
Mr. HAMLIN . Is the résolution now before 
the Senate? oc Tesh fy com tees, Gea 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir; it lies over until 
to-morrow. | o aE ; 
_ Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, as aigenèral 
‘principle, I shall be very. willing to refer ¢lainns 
ta the Court of Claims; but I am not willing, 
withoutmore reflection, to pass a resolution refer- 
ring every claim now before the Senate to that 
court. Ican readily conceive, sir, thatthere may 
exist many cases which it would be:improper to 
‘refer to that court. There may be casesinvolving 
police! questions—questions not. merely of law, 

ut-of that character which a court-would decliné 
to adjudicate. It is possible—for I have not're- 
flected much upon the subject—that there may be 
other cases which ought not to be referred to the 
court. I think, therefore, it would be. better. to 
let this resolution 'ständ until we shall have had 
time to reflect upon the subject. It is possible 
that we may pass some general order referring 
claims to the Court of Claims; but so sweeping à 
onè as this, I should ‘hesitate ‘mucho ‘vote for. 
I think we had better let the subject stay for the 
present, hold it in our hands, reflect on it, ‘and ‘in 
the course of the session we may devise ‘some 
general order that may be proper. 1 repeat, I 
am anxious, as a géneral principle, that the Sen- 
ate should get rid of these private claims, I 
think, however, it would be dangerous to pass 
such a resolution as this at present. 

Mr BELL, of Tennessee. I do not press it 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution lies over 
under the rules. w i 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘The Senate were kind 
enough, sir, to admit me to my seat on Monday, 
when I had not sufficient evidence of my election 
I present to the Senate, new, my eredentials, and 
ask that they be filed. 

_ The eredentials were received 
be placed on the file. 

Mr. SEWARD. If no Senator has any busi- 
ness to offer, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
adjourned. . 


, and ordéred to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenonespay, December 5; 1855. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock,’m. i 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Hon. James L. Suwarp, a Representative from 
Georgia, and Hon. José Manurt GALLEGOS, 
Delegate ‘from the Territory of New Mexico, 
appeared, and took their seats. 
r. FLORENCE. Imove that. the House. do 
now proceed to vote, viva voce, for a Speaker. 

Mr. HOUSTON, and others. ‘Call the roll. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. f 

. TENTH VOTE. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll or 
the. tenth vote for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 220; neces- 
sary to a choice, 111; of which— 

William A. Richardson received.. 

Lewis D. Campbell 

Nathaniel P. Banks........00 

Humphrey Marshall... 

Henry M. Fuller.. .esasasessrossseeese 

Alexander C. M. Pennington ..ssesssereerseversssa 

Wiliam A. Howard sesse 

Benjamin B. THUTSLON .sesessesrsosrseseeseeseeeee 

J. Glancy Jones....... 

Charles Ready....cecesese vere seseeseeee 

Solomon G. Haven .i. 

Joshua Giddings sessssssssessreseesosene 
Andrew Oliver .... 
John Wheelet..ccieesecse sees 
Danie] Mace ssccssecseceveccscaascces ee teeeeenece 
William W. Valk..ssiesseccee cecees conrenseeeeres 
Samuel P. Benson..... : 


So there was no choice. 
‘The following is the vote im detail: 


2i 


evesesieherposessresssri seee 
sasseserersésssererosien 


Pe pei pit et pa at BBD 


Stace ee moenen coanesee sees 


this kind. I-do not mean to press it now. I 


For Mr. Richardson—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
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nett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 

ert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
GJancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordccai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
‘Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
vort, vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and Jobn V. 

right. 

For Mr. Camphell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
‘pour, Henry S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cumback, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, 
Dunn, Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Har- 
lan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Vatentive B. Horton, 
Howard, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washbura, Watson, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaf- 
fee, Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dodd, 
Emrie, Flagter, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Kelscy, Knapp, 
Knox, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Perry, Pike, Sage, Simmons, Spinner, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Trafton, Wood, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, Foster, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Paine, Porter, Ready, Ricaud, William R. 
Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, and 
Whitney. € 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkle, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, | 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Herry 
M. Fuller, Meacham, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahan, 
and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
©, Washburne. 

For Mr. Thurston-—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Jones—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Hughston. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Valk—Mr. Wumphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Benson—Mr. King. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on} 
the eleventh vote, with the following result: | 
Whole number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a | 


choice, 112; of which— 

William A. Richardson received, sesers ssesisee 
Lewis D. Campbell..ecseseeeecee 
Nathaniel P. Banks... 
Humphrey Marshall.. 
Henry M. Faller....scesceevee 
Alexander ©. M. Pennington. 
William W. Valk... 
William A. Howard.. . 
John Wheeler...cceseseere 

Danie] Mace...... 
Solomon G. Haven 
William A. Lake. 
Fayette MeMullin 
Charles Ready 
Andrew Oliver.. 
Benjamin B. Thurston... 
So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Mesers. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, : 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howel 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Her- | 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. | 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, | 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison;Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Ezra 
Clark, Colfax, Cragin, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas | 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Stanton, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellinu B. Washburne, israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Bliss, Buffington, Burlingame, 
Chaffee, Comins, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, De Witt, 
Dodd, Emric, Flagler, Giddings, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Spinner, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Trafton, Cad- 
walader C. Washbume, Wood, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, | 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, i 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, | 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Porter, Ready, 
Ricaud, William R. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Waiker, Whitney, and Zollicofter. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Knight, Kunkel, 


Spee QO 
sever eld 


ee et DDO 


Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, 
Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 


ii lan, Holloway 


| ell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 


For Mr. Pennington—Measra. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Faller, Meacham, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahaa, 
and Wakeman. © Shel a wees : 

For Mr. Valk—Messrs. Humphrey Marshall and Paine. 

For Mr. Howard—-Mr. Billinghurst: aaa 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 

For Hr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. i 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Puryear, -~ 

For Mr. MeMullin —Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Ofiver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Wiliams. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on the 
twelfth vote, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes, 218; necessary to a choice, 110; 
of which— 

Lewis D. Campbell received 

William A. Richardson.. .. 

Humphrey Marshall... 

Thomas J. D. Fulor.. s.es 

Nathaniel P. Banks. ssssesessse & 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

Wiliam W. Valk..esesesoes 

Benjamin B. Thurston 

Daniel Mace 

Solomon G. Haven... 

Richard C. Puryear... 

Andrew Oliver 

George Vail...» á 

Charles Ready....¢ Crieresie see's s dene recc cere acces 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, 
Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Bickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie; Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Hoiloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelscy, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Parker, Pettit, bike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader O. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, and Woodruff. ` 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, 
Barkedale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 


z 


Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawtord, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Pauikner, | 


Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas D. Harris, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jowett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin? 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, McQueen, Sinith | 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 


Shorter, Samucl A. Smitb, William Smith 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins,: Wel 
low, and John Y. Wright. 

For Mr. Marshali~Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Eustis, Foster, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Porter, Ready, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zollicofter. ! 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James F. 
Campbell, Covode, Diek, Rdie, Edwards, Knight, Kunkel, ; 
Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberis, | 
nd Tyson, i 


Robison, Sneed, Todd, z X i 
For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, De Witt, Grow, | 


Stephens, 
is, Wins- 


> 


For Mr. Penning ton—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Thomas 
J. Ð. Fuller, Pelton, Robbins, 

For Mr. Valk—Messis. Cullen, Menry Winter Davis, J. 
Morrison Jlarris, Paine, and Ricaud. 

For Mr. Thurston—Me: . Nichols and ‘Williams. | 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Haven—Mt. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Puryear—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Vail—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the thirteenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 222; necessary to j 
a choice, 112; of which— 


¥ Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurs- || 
ton, Wood, and Woodworth. | 


and Stranahan. 1i 


; Colfax, Com 


Lewis D. Campbell received . 2... cece eee rene eese 
William A. Richardson.... 

Humphrey Marshall . 
Henry M. Fuller 
Natbaniel P. Banks 
Alexander C. M. Pe 
Richard ©. Puryear 
Benjamin B. Thurs 
Daniel Mace 
Henry W. Hoffman 
Andrew Oliver -.. 
William W. Valk . 
Alexander H. Stephens 
Charles Ready ....eeseeeee 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, | 
Banks, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, į 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Da- | 
yis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee. 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Har- 


Pt a et bed et BD RO TLD 


, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, |: 


| Campbell, Covod 
| Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, 


L Valk, Walker, and Z 


i Henry W; 


| Marshall, 


Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, ` 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, ‘Moore, Morgan, ‘Morrill, “Murray, Norton, 
Packer, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott; 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton,. Tappan, Thorivigton, Wade, 
Walbridge; Waldron, Cadwalader C..Washburne; Bilihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch; Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. : ys 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford; Denyer, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
postus Hall, Sampson W. Harris,- Thomas L- Harris, 

Terbert, Hickman, Houston, Jowett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S, Marshal!, Maxwell, MceMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Pheips, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Marshatl—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoff- 
man, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Por- 
ter, Ricand, William. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer, 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ready, 
Ritehic, Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Banks-~Messrs. Buffington, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurston, and 
Tratton. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, [Henry 
M. Faller, Pelton, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wakeman, 


For Mr. Puryeov—Messrs. Etheridge and Haven, 
For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Wiiliams. 


For Mr. 

‘or Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

Ir. Humphrey Marshall. 
r, Wheeler. 

Vatk-—Mr. Paine. 

For Mr. Stephens—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the fourteenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 223; necessary, to 
a choice, 112; of which— 

Lewis D. Campbell received . 

William A. Richardson 

Heury M Scars 


cv eece tens cone Sl 


Thomas R. Whitney 
Benjamin B. Thurston... . 
Daniel Mace . 
Richard ©. Puryes 
Matthias IL. Nic 
William A. Lake 
Wiliam H. Engli 

Sharles Ready.. 

Andrew Oliver 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote im detail: 

For Mr. Camphell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, 
Banks, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chato 
Jragin, Cunnback, Timothy ty 
Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Macc, M on, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Millor,Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Eliibu B. Washbumme, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richavdson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, B 


arelay, 


| Barksdale, Rell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 


Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 


ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Den- 


ver, Dowdeil, Edmundson, Plliott, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, ‘Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 


Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Sinith 
M , Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Sinith, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 


: John V. Wright. 


For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Cullen, Dick, Edie, Haven, Knight, 
Ready, 
Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

shall—Mlessrs. Eustis, Foster, Kennet 
> 


Ritchie, Robe 
For Mr. 

Lake, Lindicy, Paine, Porter, Swope, Trippe, Underwoo 

icoffer. 

Smith—Messrs. John P. Cambell, Carlile, Cox, 

ter Davis, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Hume 

phrey Marshall, Ricand, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Damrell, Robert B. 
Hal, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurston, and Traf- 
ton. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Robbins, and Stranahan. 

For Mr. Whitney—Messrs. Bayard Clark, 
and William R. Smith. — 
For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. . 


For Mr. 


Alexander K. 
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nett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 

ert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
GJancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordccai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
‘Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
vort, vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and Jobn V. 

right. 

For Mr. Camphell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
‘pour, Henry S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cumback, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, 
Dunn, Durfee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Har- 
lan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Vatentive B. Horton, 
Howard, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stanton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washbura, Watson, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Burlingame, Chaf- 
fee, Comins, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dodd, 
Emrie, Flagter, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Kelscy, Knapp, 
Knox, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Perry, Pike, Sage, Simmons, Spinner, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Trafton, Wood, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, Foster, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Paine, Porter, Ready, Ricaud, William R. 
Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, and 
Whitney. € 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkle, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, | 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Herry 
M. Fuller, Meacham, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahan, 
and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
©, Washburne. 

For Mr. Thurston-—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Jones—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Hughston. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Valk—Mr. Wumphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Benson—Mr. King. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on} 
the eleventh vote, with the following result: | 
Whole number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a | 


choice, 112; of which— 

William A. Richardson received, sesers ssesisee 
Lewis D. Campbell..ecseseeeecee 
Nathaniel P. Banks... 
Humphrey Marshall.. 
Henry M. Faller....scesceevee 
Alexander ©. M. Pennington. 
William W. Valk... 
William A. Howard.. . 
John Wheeler...cceseseere 

Danie] Mace...... 
Solomon G. Haven 
William A. Lake. 
Fayette MeMullin 
Charles Ready 
Andrew Oliver.. 
Benjamin B. Thurston... 
So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Mesers. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, : 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howel 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Her- | 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. | 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, | 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison;Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Ezra 
Clark, Colfax, Cragin, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas | 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Parker, Pettit, Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Stanton, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellinu B. Washburne, israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Bliss, Buffington, Burlingame, 
Chaffee, Comins, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, De Witt, 
Dodd, Emric, Flagler, Giddings, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Spinner, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Trafton, Cad- 
walader C. Washbume, Wood, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, | 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, i 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, | 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Porter, Ready, 
Ricaud, William R. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Waiker, Whitney, and Zollicofter. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Knight, Kunkel, 


Spee QO 
sever eld 


ee et DDO 


Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, 
Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 


ii lan, Holloway 


| ell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 


For Mr. Pennington—Measra. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Faller, Meacham, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Stranahaa, 
and Wakeman. © Shel a wees : 

For Mr. Valk—Messrs. Humphrey Marshall and Paine. 

For Mr. Howard—-Mr. Billinghurst: aaa 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Banks. 

For Hr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. i 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Puryear, -~ 

For Mr. MeMullin —Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Ofiver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Wiliams. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on the 
twelfth vote, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes, 218; necessary to a choice, 110; 
of which— 

Lewis D. Campbell received 

William A. Richardson.. .. 

Humphrey Marshall... 

Thomas J. D. Fulor.. s.es 

Nathaniel P. Banks. ssssesessse & 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

Wiliam W. Valk..esesesoes 

Benjamin B. Thurston 

Daniel Mace 

Solomon G. Haven... 

Richard C. Puryear... 

Andrew Oliver 

George Vail...» á 

Charles Ready....¢ Crieresie see's s dene recc cere acces 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, 
Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Bickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie; Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Hoiloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelscy, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Parker, Pettit, bike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader O. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, and Woodruff. ` 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, 
Barkedale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 


z 


Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawtord, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Pauikner, | 


Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas D. Harris, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jowett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin? 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, McQueen, Sinith | 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 


Shorter, Samucl A. Smitb, William Smith 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins,: Wel 
low, and John Y. Wright. 

For Mr. Marshali~Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Eustis, Foster, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Porter, Ready, William R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zollicofter. ! 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James F. 
Campbell, Covode, Diek, Rdie, Edwards, Knight, Kunkel, ; 
Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberis, | 
nd Tyson, i 


Robison, Sneed, Todd, z X i 
For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, De Witt, Grow, | 


Stephens, 
is, Wins- 


> 


For Mr. Penning ton—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Thomas 
J. Ð. Fuller, Pelton, Robbins, 

For Mr. Valk—Messis. Cullen, Menry Winter Davis, J. 
Morrison Jlarris, Paine, and Ricaud. 

For Mr. Thurston—Me: . Nichols and ‘Williams. | 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

For Mr. Haven—Mt. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Puryear—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Vail—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the thirteenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 222; necessary to j 
a choice, 112; of which— 


¥ Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurs- || 
ton, Wood, and Woodworth. | 


and Stranahan. 1i 


; Colfax, Com 


Lewis D. Campbell received . 2... cece eee rene eese 
William A. Richardson.... 

Humphrey Marshall . 
Henry M. Fuller 
Natbaniel P. Banks 
Alexander C. M. Pe 
Richard ©. Puryear 
Benjamin B. Thurs 
Daniel Mace 
Henry W. Hoffman 
Andrew Oliver -.. 
William W. Valk . 
Alexander H. Stephens 
Charles Ready ....eeseeeee 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, | 
Banks, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, į 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Da- | 
yis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee. 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Har- 
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, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, |: 


| Campbell, Covod 
| Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, 


L Valk, Walker, and Z 


i Henry W; 


| Marshall, 


Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, ` 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, ‘Moore, Morgan, ‘Morrill, “Murray, Norton, 
Packer, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott; 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton,. Tappan, Thorivigton, Wade, 
Walbridge; Waldron, Cadwalader C..Washburne; Bilihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch; Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. : ys 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford; Denyer, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
postus Hall, Sampson W. Harris,- Thomas L- Harris, 

Terbert, Hickman, Houston, Jowett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S, Marshal!, Maxwell, MceMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Pheips, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Marshatl—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoff- 
man, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Por- 
ter, Ricand, William. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer, 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Dick, Edie, Edwards, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ready, 
Ritehic, Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Banks-~Messrs. Buffington, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurston, and 
Tratton. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, [Henry 
M. Faller, Pelton, Robbins, Stranahan, and Wakeman, 


For Mr. Puryeov—Messrs. Etheridge and Haven, 
For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Wiiliams. 


For Mr. 

‘or Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Mace—Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 

Ir. Humphrey Marshall. 
r, Wheeler. 

Vatk-—Mr. Paine. 

For Mr. Stephens—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Ready—Mr. Rivers. 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the fourteenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 223; necessary, to 
a choice, 112; of which— 

Lewis D. Campbell received . 

William A. Richardson 

Heury M Scars 


cv eece tens cone Sl 


Thomas R. Whitney 
Benjamin B. Thurston... . 
Daniel Mace . 
Richard ©. Puryes 
Matthias IL. Nic 
William A. Lake 
Wiliam H. Engli 

Sharles Ready.. 

Andrew Oliver 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote im detail: 

For Mr. Camphell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, 
Banks, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chato 
Jragin, Cunnback, Timothy ty 
Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Macc, M on, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Millor,Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Eliibu B. Washbumme, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richavdson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, B 


arelay, 


| Barksdale, Rell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 


Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 


ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Den- 


ver, Dowdeil, Edmundson, Plliott, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, ‘Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 


Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Sinith 
M , Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Sinith, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 


: John V. Wright. 


For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Cullen, Dick, Edie, Haven, Knight, 
Ready, 
Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

shall—Mlessrs. Eustis, Foster, Kennet 
> 


Ritchie, Robe 
For Mr. 

Lake, Lindicy, Paine, Porter, Swope, Trippe, Underwoo 

icoffer. 

Smith—Messrs. John P. Cambell, Carlile, Cox, 

ter Davis, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Hume 

phrey Marshall, Ricand, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffington, Damrell, Robert B. 
Hal, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Spinner, Thurston, and Traf- 
ton. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Robbins, and Stranahan. 

For Mr. Whitney—Messrs. Bayard Clark, 
and William R. Smith. — 
For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. . 


For Mr. 


Alexander K. 


` | for: Mr: Mace—Mr, lewis D.-Campbell< 

© For Mr: Puryear—Mr. Etheridge. =] 

o Mor Mr: Nichols —Mr: Grow." : q 

Ror Mr: Lake—Mr, Puryear... 7 Se. 
Bor Mr: English—Mc. Richardson... 

“For Mr: Ready-—Mr. Riversi =. 57 

For Mr: Oliver Mri. Wheeler. 


“Mr. PHELPS, (at half past two, p.m.) I 
movethat the House do-now adjourn.: 


“The question was taken, and the motion was | 


not agreed: tõ: ; woe, 
“The Clerk. then proceeded to ‘call, the roll. on 
the fifteenth vote for Speaker, with the following 
result’ Whole number of votes cast, 219; neces- 
‘sary tòa choice, 110; of which: => 
-- Lewis D: Campbell received. 
William: A: Richardson > 
Henry M. Fuller... 
Thomas R Whitney. 
: Wiliam R. Smith ... 
¿Nathaniel P.. Banks ... 
¿Alexander C. M. Pènnington.. 
Humphrey. Marshall esse csser 
-Richard C. Puryear. ... 
Benjamin B. Thurston 
Daniel Mace sesoses: 
Matthias H. Nichols . 
Andrew Oliver so... 


So there waswo choice. 
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t The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campleli—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, 
Banks, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Col- 
fax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 

McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Stanton, Tappan, Thoriugton, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 


For Mr. Richardson-—- Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, | 


Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hail, ampon W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
~ J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuels. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, ells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, James H. Camp- 
bell, Covode, Cullen, Dick, Edic, Knight, Kunkel, Mill- 
ward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ready, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sneed, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Whitney—Messrs. Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cox, 
Foster, Alexander K. Marshail, Humphrey Marshail, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Swope, and Valk. 

For Mr. Smith—Messrs.. Henry Winter Davis, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Hoffman, Paine, Ricaud, Rivers, Underwood, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Buffingtsn, Damrell, Emrie, 
Robert B. Hall, Andrew Oliver, Spinner, Thurston, and 
Trafton. 

For My. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Broom, Clawson, 
Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Robbins, and Stranahan. 

For Mr. Marshall—Measrs. Bustis, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Trippe, and Walker. 

Fe or Mr. Puryear—Messrs. Etheridge and Haven. 
For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Nichols. 

For Mr. Mace~Mr. Lewis D. Campbell. 
For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 
For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 


Mr. VALK. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, ; 
he motion was agreed to. 
The House thereupon, at twenty minutes past 


three o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 6, 1855. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
METEOROLOGY. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I present cer- 
tain resolutions and a memorial of the New York 
State Agricultural Society, praying for proper ap- 
poprianons to enable the Interior or some other 

epartment of the Government to prosecute mete- 
orological observations on the plan proposed by 
Lieutenant Maury, of the National Observatory. 
I move that for the present they lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. SUMNER gave notice of his intention to 


1 ton: 


| leave to introduce the following bills: 


ii State of lowa. 


i 


| Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 


ask leave’ to introduce’ a ‘bill to “provide Yor‘the | 
erection of a court-house and post office in Boi 


Mr. 


CASS gave notice of his intention to ask 
«A bill making appropriations for deepening the 
channel-over the St. Clair: flats, in the State‘of 
Michigan. = oe So ce 

A bill making appropriations for deepening the 
channel over the das af the St. Mary’s river, in 
the State of Michigan.: - 

Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce bill providing for the con- 
struction of a railroad to the Pacific. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, gave notice of his in- 
tention. to ask“leave to introduce the following 
bills: ee 

A bill making a grant of land to the State of 


struction of certain railroads therein. $ 
A bill to extend the western boundary of the 


TROUBLES IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HALE. If there be nothing before the 
| Senate, I move that the resolution which I of- 
fered yesterday be taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read it as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether he has received any 
evidence of such resistance to the execution of,the laws in 
Kansas as to require the interposition of military force for |) 
the restoration or preservation of law and orderin that Ter- 
ritory ; and if he has received such evidence, that he will 
lay the same before the Senate, and also copies of any order 
which may have been issued by his authority for the em- 
ployment of military force in said Territory, if any such 
order has been issued. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on taking 
up the resolution for consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely rise to suggest that | 
I think it is unusual to enter upon any business 
of this character until the other House is organ- 
ized. This resolution asks the President to com- 
municate with us in advance of his annual mes- | 
sage. Ithink there isno precedent for such a 
call on the. President before the two Houses are 
organized and ready to proceed to business. 

Ar. HALE. I have no particular objection 
to the course suggested by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, though I do not myself sce that there is 
any impropriety in passing this resolution now. 
I remember that some discussion was had in this 
body about six years ago when a somewhat sim- /! 
ilar condition of things existed. Although there 
was no vote taken then, if I remember aright it 
was understood at that time that the Senate, even 
at a called executive session, might act on any 
business which did. not require the concurrent 
action of the House; and it is very certain that a 
call for information by this body does not require | 
their action. If, however, the resolution is ob- 
Jed to on the ground which has been assigned, 

have no objection to its lying over until we get 
! the message. 

Mr. HUNTER, I did not say that we had 
not the power, but I merely suggested that it was | 
| unusual in advance of the President’s annual 
| message, to call for a special message. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, I do not wish to do 
anything unusual; I therefore withdraw my mo- 
tion. The resolution can lie over until the mes- 
sage has been received. i| 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. HUNTER. I am not aware that there 
will be any motion to go into executive session, 
and as I sec nothing that we can do until the 
other House is organized, except executive 
business, I move that the Senate adjourn. e 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate 
adjourn, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest that that is 
hardly courteous to the other. House, or to the 
President. The House may organize to-day; if 
so, the message can be received to-morrow. Sup- | 
pose the House should organize to-day, they 
would be ready to receive the message, and we 
should not be in session to receive it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope we shall not adjourn 
to Monday. I think the honorable Senator from 
Virginia is decidedly right. It is. possible the 
House may organize to-day, or to-morrow; and i 


| over to Monda 


if they should, we are’ anxious, and the country 
is -ahxious; to. hear:the views of the President.of 
the United States... trust; sir, that we shall rë- 
main. here until we ascertain ‘that there is no rea- 
sonable prospect of the House organizing during 
the. week ener Ge IE ged Soya 
-Mro WELLER. 'T believe we adopted a rule: 
the: other: day, fixing: the hour of ‘meeting “at 
twelve 6’clock each day... Ehat. rule. cannot be 
changed, except: by a proposition of which one 
day’s notice must be'given; I therefore object’to 
the consideration of the resolution. to’ adjourn 
next, ` Tay A Panie athe 

The PRESIDENT. -It is- aumere order; and 
not a rulc of the Senate, which fixes the hour of 
meeting. The Senate can entertain. a motion to 
adjourn to a fixed day. Does the Senator from 
New Hampshire insist on his motion?. ..» 

Mr. HALE. No, sir, I shall not do so, since 
the intimation of the Senator from’ Delaware, 
which is entirely new to me, that the country is 
waiting with great anxiety for the. message. 
[Laughter.] I withdraw the motion. f 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to ask the Senate to 
consider fora single moment a resolution. sub- 
mitted yesterday by the Senator from Tennes- 
see. I only desire to. have it taken up for the 


| purpose of submitting an amendment, so that the 


enate can -consider both: the resolution offered 
by the Senator and the amendment which I pro- 
pose. R y A 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted yesterday by Mr. Bex, of Tennessee: 


Resolved, That all private claims upon which reports 
were made or ordered by any committee of the Senate at 
its Jast session, and all bills of a private character that were 
on the Calendar at its close, together with the accompany- 
ing papers, be, and they are hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I propose to amend that 
resolution by striking out all after the word 
“that,” and Inserting: . 

The parties interested in all private elaims upon which 
reports were made by any committee of the Senate, during 
either session of the last Congress, have leave to withdraw 
the same, together with the accompanying papers, from the 
files of the Senate, for the purpose of presenting them be 
fore the Court of Claims. ‘i 

I do not propose that the subj 
sidered at titis time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The amendment ofthe Sen- 
ator from Maine obviates the objection, which I 
made yesterday, to the resolution introduced by 
my honorable friend from Tennessee. Tam will- 
ing to adopt that amendment, and adopt itatonce, 
if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. STUART. Itis not proposed, I under- 
stand, to consider the matter at this time; I move, 
therefore, that the Scnate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Sénate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, December 6, 1855. 
The Clerk called the House to order at twelve ` 


ect shall be con 


‘| o’cloek, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. WHITNEY. Before the House proceeds 


| to vote for Speaker, I beg leave to withdraw the 


name of Humpurey Marswatt, of Kentucky, 
asa candidate. 


SIXTEENTH VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


The tellers then resumed their places, and the 
House proeceded to vote a sixteenth timefor a 
Speaker, with the following result: Whole num- 
ber_of votes, 222; necessary to a choice, 112; of 
which— f 


Lewis D. Campbell received 
William A. Richardson è 

Henry M. Fuler... 
Wiliam R. Smith. 


Jobn Wheelet isor crn sesasaes eho bya eaceees 10 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 9 
Nathanicl P. Baniss.s.... cee cutee ce eeee siorse coon 6 
William W. Valk..... sabes aS Sam aaincanauie’ ANRA 2 
Benjamin B. Thurston isi drasse cece cece ee cere eee 2 
Jolm S. Onile. ssacesigee Seicisissscy eriak ka due viseie 2 
Daniel Mace... .., cee cece cer enc enetancereceesenes 1 
Richard C. Puryear Paes 
Matthias H. Nichols... ...... cc ceececcneeie ceneeeee 1 
Andrew Oliver i. sa siteak ea ERs rE ranas EAN i 
Henry A. Edmundson..... 00.2.0... 2 cc cee nee eee 1 
Percy. Walker......... Sada ee Sse ce ete ERE tk 


So there was no choice. 


1855. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, 
Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bliss, Brenton, Burlingame, Chafiee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, ! 
Pe Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, 
„Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Halloway, Thom- 
as R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 

Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel! Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 

Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brauch, Brooks, Burnett, 

- Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb; 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, | 
Sampson W. Harris, 
man, Houston, Jewett, George 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel ; 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and | 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
, Campbell, Covode, Edie, Foster, Haven, Kennett, Knight, | 
Kunkle, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Porter, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Roberts, Sneed, ‘Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Smith—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, Lind- 
ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey: Marshall, Paine 
Puryear, Ready, Rivers, Trippe, Underwood, Walker, an 
Zollicofier. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Bayard Clark, Cuilen, Henry 
Winter Davis, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Ricaud, Thurston, Valk, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dick, 
Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Pelton, Robbins, Stranahan, 
and Trafton. 

For Mr. Banks—Messts. Buffington, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Emrie, Giddings, Robison, and Spinner. 

For Mr: Valk—Messrs. Carlile and Lake. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 

For Mr. Cartile—Messts. William R. Smith and Swope. 

For Mr. Mace—Mr. Day. 

“For Mr. Puryear— Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Edmundson—Mr. Richardson. 

Far Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and | 
the following was the result of the seventeenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 218; necessary to 
a choice, 110; of which— 


William A. Richardson received.... 
Lewis D. Campbell.. 
Henry M. Fuller... 
` Nathaniel P. Banks 
John Wheeler.. s.. parini 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 
Wiliam R. Smith 
Benjamin B. Thurston 
Thomas R. Whitney.. 
Daniel Mace 
Richard C. Puryear 
Perey Walker 
Matthias H. Nicho 
Wiliam A. Lake.. 
Felix K. Zollicofier. 
Andrew Oliver 


So there was no choice. 


W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 


Pe pen p pi et 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Bhiott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Fior- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy | 
Sones, Keitt, Kelley, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, | 
Miilson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit 
man, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, į 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, | 
Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winsiow, į 
and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Allison, Banks, Barbour, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Brenton, Burlingame, | 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, | 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, | 
Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Robert | 
B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. | 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowl- į 
ton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, | 
Killian Miller. Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, | 
Parker, Pe Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sage, Scott, Sherman, | 
Walbridge Waldron, El- l 

į 
| 
t 
| 


lihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, | 


fington, Lewis Ð. Camp 


ison, Sabin, Sapp, Stanton, 
Washburne. 


Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hick- || 


For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Bayard Clark, Cullen, Henry 


Andrew 


Winter Davis, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman 
Oliver, Ricaud, Spinner, Thurston, Valk, and Whitney- : 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Clawson, Edwards, Henry. 
M. Fulter, Haven, Pelton, Robbins, Swanahan, Trafton, 


and Wakeman. r à 


For Mr. Smith—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlije, Cox, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Paine, Rivers, Swope, and 


Lake, 
Trippe. 
For Mr. 
„For Mr. 

` For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Thurston—Messrs. Nichols and Williams. 
Whit Mr. Broom. 

Mece—Mr. Day. 

Purycar—Mr. Etheridge. 

Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 
Zollicoffer——Mr. William R. Smith. 
Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the eighteenth 
vote: Whole number of votes, 217; necessary to 


a choice, 109; of whicl— 


William A. Richardson received. secsseseseee 
Lewis D. Campbell 
Henry M. Futter... 
Nathanicl P. Banks.....+.+ 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 
William R. Smith see 
Jobn Wheeler.... 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 
Danie! Mace 
Richard C. Puryear 
Perey Walker. ....+ 
Matthias H. Nichols . 
Felix K. Zollicoffer.. 
Andrew Oliver .. 
Thomas B. Floren 
Emerson Etheridge s.s.s. 
John 8. Carlile 
Humphrey Marshall..... š 


beei peni ph et pet et at i 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell 
W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, 
Evans, Fautkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, [louston, 
J. Gianey Jones, Keitt, Kelly, L 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, || For Mr. 


Burnett, 
Cobb, Williamson R. 
Edmundson, Flliott, English, 


Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
McMullin, McQueen, 


Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Williain Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 

For Mr. Campbell—Mess 
Henry Bennett, Benson, 
game, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 


Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 


ton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, M 


Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
‘Talbott, Taylor, Vail, 
and John V. Wright. 
. Allison, Banks, Barbour, 
Billinghurst, Brenton, Bunin- 
Comins, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, DeWitt, Dodd, Dunn, 
| Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King: Knapp, Knowl- 

deCarty, Moore, 


Henry Winter-Davis. 
Humphrey Marshall.: +. 
Andrew Oliver... 
Benjamin B. Thurston., .s 


So there was no choice; ` 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson~Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay: 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks: 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Carfithers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustis. Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max- 
well, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller Millson, Morde- 
cai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Willian 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Weils, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Allison, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, Brenton, Bufiington, Burlin- 
game, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger. Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Murray, Norton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Tappan, Thorington, Walbridge, Waldron, El- 
iiu B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Welch, and Wood- 
ruff, R 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Foster, Haven, Kennett, 
Knight, Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Porter, 
Purviance, Ready, Ritchie, Roberts, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, 
and Underwood. i 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Bliss, Lewie 
D. Campbell, Dickson, Emrie, Giddings, Killian Miller, 
Mott, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Stanton, Trafton, Wade, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, and Watson. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Benson, Bishop, Clawson, 
Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Knowlton, Parker, Pekon, 
Pringle, Robbins, Sage, Stranahan, Wood, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Cullén, Henry Winter Davis, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Andrew Oliver, Ricaud, Spinner, Thurston, Valk, and 
Wakeman. 

For Mr. Smith—Messrs. Carlile, Cox, Lake, Humphrey 
Marshall, Paine, Puryear, Rivers, Trippe, Whitney, and 
Zollicoffer. 


Carlile—Mr. John P. Campbell. 
Mace—Mr. Day. 

Puryear—Mr. Etheridge. 
Walker. r. Eustis. 
Nichols—Mr. Grow. 
Houston—Mr, Richardson. 
Davis—Mr. William R. Smith. 
Marshall--Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Williams. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on the 
twentieth vote for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes, 216; necessary 


For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Morean oe Murrays Norton; Parker, Perry, Fike; to a choice, 109; of which— 
cott, Sherman, Simons, Tappan, Thorington al- “ns + i 
bridge, Waldron, Elhu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, ee Pieneen received. .... ee 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 7 Nathanial P Banks kemek eaw ee 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, James H. Campbell, Henry M. Fidler SAAN 


Covode, Dick, Edie, Foster, 
Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Porter, Purvia 


Ritehie, Roberts, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, and Underwood. 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Bliss, Buf- 
Lewis D. Campbell, Dickson, Emrie, Giddings, 
Sapp, Stanton, Traf- 


fington, 
Killian Miller, Mott, Robison, Sabin, 
ton, Wade, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, and Watson. 

‘or Mr. Pennington—Messrs. 
bins, Sage, Stranahan, and Wakeman. 
For Mr. Smith—Messrs. 


and Zollicotfer. 


For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, | 
rshall, An- 


J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Alexander K. M 
drew Oliver, Ricaud, £ ner, ‘Thurston, and Valk, 


For Mr. Thurston — rs. Nichols, and Williams. 
For Mr. Mace—Mr. y. 

For Mr. Puruear—Mr. Bocock. - 

For Mr. Walker—M i 


For Mr. fr. Grow. 
For Mr. 4 
For Mr. 


fr. Wheeler. 


For Mr. Mr. Richardson. 
For Mr. ; 

For Mr. Cı 

For Mr. Marshail—Mr. Waker. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on the 
nineteenth vote for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 214; neces- 


sary to a choice, 108; of which— 
William A. Richardson received, .-ee.e ++ 
Lewis D. Campbell 
y M. Puller. 


John Wheeler... 
Willian R. Smi 
Jonn S. Carlile.. 
Daniel M . 
Richard C. Puryear 
Perey Walker..... os 
Matthias H. Nichols. 


Kennett, Knight, Kunkel, 
nee, Ready, 


£ Bishop, Clawson, Ed- 
wards, Henry M. Fuler, Meacham, Pelton, Pringle, Rob- 


Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Lake, Paine, Puryear, Rivers, Trippe, Whitney, 


Alexander C. M. Pennington. 
John Wheeler 
William R. Smith... 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 
Leander M. Cox.. 
Perey Walker... 
William A. Howard . 
Henry Winter Davis. 
Thomas L. Clingman 
Daniel Mace.......- 

Matthias H. Nichols . 
Wihiam A. Lake... 
Andrew Oliver 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Richardson~Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howel! 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Grawtord, Dowdell, 
| Edmundson, Eliott, Euglish, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
i Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, 

es, J. Glaney Jones 

aunpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
Smith Miller, Millon, Mordecai Oli- 
Quitman, Rufin, Rust 

1 A. Smith, 


fat ad a ed bed ee et BDO CODD 


Bingham, Bliss 
Dickson, Emric, 
|! Pike, Robison, Sabin, 

|| Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Bradshaw, Broom, 


Camphel, Covode, Dick, Baie, Fos 


ş 


Kunkel, Millward, Pearce Penningto tonn. 
Rene Rona "Sneed, Todd, Pysony 
Zollicofer. 


liam 


„Mr. STANTON. . I ‘demand the yeas and 


Hays... : 

Mr. LETCHER,. Ishould like.to-know what 
rule there is giving you ‘the right to.call the yeas 
and. nays? ; 

Mr. STAN TON. The-Constitution recognizes 
the right. ` 

Mr. LETCHER. Not till the House has 
organized. 

[Cries of *« Vote P?“ Goon with the tellers!*”] 

The CLERK. It- is in order to call for the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

- Mr. STANTON, I demand tellers on the 
yeas and neve. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You cannot have 
tellers on the yeas and nays. Tellers are not 
recognized by any rule under which we are 
acting. 

ae of ** Votet? “* Vote ?] 

‘he CLERK. The yeas and nays are not 
ordered. 

The 
reported—ayes 86, noes. 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The House then proceeded to vote the twenty- 
first time for Speaker, with the following result; 
‘Whole number. of votes cast, 211; necessary to a 
choice, 106; of which— 

William A. Richardson received.. 


Lewis D. Campbell. ......s.00008- 
Nathaniel P. Banks. 


Wiliam R. Smith. 
Benjamin B. ‘Thurston . 
Matthias H. Nichols 

William A. Howard... 
Daniel Mace......... 
Andrew Oliver. sesse 

Henry Winter Davis...... 
Percy Walkers.. sesa, 
Wiltiam Aiken.. 
George G. Dunn......sceeeeee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Bumett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson. R. W, Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Eiliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D., Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Hanis, Herbert, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin Samuel S.. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
Mardecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Allison, Banks, 
Brenton, Burlingame, Chatfce, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dodd, 


PE ee et D CS ad 


Dunn, Durfee, Gilbert; Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, | 


Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Pettit, Sabin, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Thorington, Walbridge, Waldron, Israel 
Washburn, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Henry Benaett, Bing- 
ham, Bliss, Buffington, Lewis D. Campbell, ragin, Dick- 
son, Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Meacham, Killian Miller, 


gen was then taken; and the tellers, 


mith Miller, Millson, | 


Barbour, ! 


7 || man, Cadwalader 


H Edwards, Henry. 


ie 


Watson. _ ee 
. For Me... Fuller-—Mesixs. 


Bradshaw; Broom, James. H.. 


|| Campbell, Covode, Dick, Edie, Foster, Kennett, Knight 
| Kunkel, Milward, Pearce, Pennington è ; 
g Rivers, R 


ON, LUT 
oberts, Sneed, Todd, Tyson, and Underwood: 
For Mr. Pennington-——Messrs. Benson, Bishop, Clawson, 
» Fuller, Haven, Knox, Norton, Parker, 
bins, Sage, Stranahan, 'Trafton, Wake- 

-Washburne, ‘Elihu B.: Washburne, 
Wood, and Woodworth. : 


Pelton, Pringle, Ro 


For Mr. Wheeler~Messrs. Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, J. 
Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Alexander K. Marshall, Andrew 
oes Paine, Ricaud; Spinner, Swope, Thurston, Valk, 
añ hitney. = 5n 

For Mr. Smith--Messrs: John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey: Marshall, and Trippe. ae 

For Mr. Thurston—-Messrs. Nichols, Perry, and Williams. 

For Mr. Nichols—Messrs. Gajioway and Grow. 

‘For Mr. Howerd—Mr. Billinghurst: =< 

For My. Macc—Mr. Day. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. W.:.eeler. 

For Mr. Davis—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustice. 

For Mr. Aiken—Mr.. Richardson. 

Tor Mr.. Dunn-—-Mr. Knowlton. ` 


Mr. SAPP, (at a quarter -before four o’clock.) 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

And. thereupon the. House adjourned until to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
-Faway, December 7, 1855. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. WELLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 
A bill to amend an fet entitled “ An act to 


establish a United States circuit court in the State 
of California,” approved March 3, 1855. 


through the territories of the United States. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. S- 
ney Wensrer, his Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT. The messages are of an 
executive character. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and after .some 
time spent in executive. session, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 7, 1855, 


The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


` The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The election of Speaker being the business in 
order, the. House proceeded to vote the twenty- 
second time, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a ‘choice, 
111; of which— 


Lewis D. Campbell received.......... . 
William A. Richardson... ... 

Henry M. Fuller..... 
Nathaniel P. Banks, 
John Wheeler . 
Alexander C. M. 
Felix K. Zollicoffer 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 
William R. Smith... 
Solomon G. Haven, 
Percy Walker....... 
Humphrey Marshall. 
Honry W. Hoffman.. 
Augustus E. Maxwell.. 
Matthias H. Nichols. 
Andrew Oliver...... wet 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campbell—Messts. Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Chalice, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton A 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knowlton,Knox, Leiter, Macc, Matteson, McCarty, 
Kikian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, 
Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Sabin, Sage, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington s Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Wald®n, Cadwalader C. Wash. 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 


Prot Pt paed ed fet ee et 9 COED 


ance; Ready, 


| Mott, Bike; Robison, Sapp, Stanton, ‘Tappan, Wade, and || 


A bill to authorize and facilitate the construc- | 
| tion of a Pacificfailroad and magnetic telegraph 


Brenton, Burlingame, | 


Burnett, Cadwalader, Caru 
Hamson 


“Talbott; 
ahi 


Clawson, Dick, 
Fuller, Haven, Meacham, Stranuhan, 


For: Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P.. Campbell, Cox; 


For. Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, 


Foster, ‘Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall; Humphrey. Mar- 


|} shail, Swope, Trippe, and Underwood. 


For Mr. Thurston—Messrs, Day; Nichols; Perry, and 
: Williams. & g ‘ at 
For Mr. Smith—Messts. Carlile, Lake, 
For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker —Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Marshall~—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Hoffman—Mr. William-R. Smith. 


and Puryear: Het 


For Mr. Maxwell—My. Richardson: ©. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grows eti 2 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. ee ol abs 

The House proceeded to vate the twenty-third 
time for Speaker, with the followin result: 


Whole number of votes, 
choice, 111; of which— 


Lewis D. Campbell reecived.. 
William A. Richardson.... 
Henry M. Fuller..... 
Felix K. Zollicotfer, 
John Wheeler..:... 
Nathaniel P. Banks. ...... ccc creere 
Alexander C. M. Pennington, . seess». 
Benjamin B. 'Thurston 
Porcey Walker.. s.es esseere coe 
William R. Smith.........06 
Solomon G. Haven....... 
Matthias H. Nichols 
Nathaniel G. Foster...... 
Thomas S. Bocock....... 
Andrew Oliver. i... sccc cece cess ceseeeeacee sonnets 


So there was no choice. . 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bal) , Banks, 
Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst; Bingham, 
Brenton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De 
Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, ‘Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, ‘Pelton, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Sabin, Sage; Scott, Sherman, ‘Simmons; Stanton, 
Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Waibridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader . C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne,. Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Weich, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocuck, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W., Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
| Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas. L. Harris, 

Herbert, Hickman, Houston Jewett, George W, Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Wiiliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Edie, Knisht, Kunkel » Millward, Pearce, 
Pennington, . Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Todd, Tyson, 
and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer-—Mesars. Cox, Foster, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander . K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Puryear, Ready, Rivers, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, and Walker. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Cullen, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, 
Ricaud, Spinner, Thurston, Valk, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs, Bliss, Buttington, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Emric, Giddings, Meacham, Mott, Robison, Sapp, 
and Trafton. : 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dick, 
Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Robbins, Stranahan, Wake- 
man, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fhurston—Messts. Day, Nichols, Perry, and 
Williams. ; 2 

For Mr. Wolker—Mesars. Eustis and Witliain R. Sinith. 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Carlile. 

Eor Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Foster—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Bocock—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mir. Wheeler. 


221; necessary-:to: va 


ey 


Henry Winter Davis, 
Andrew Oliver, Paine, 


i, 


2 


9 


1855. - 


peal: 


= 
“My, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, Task 
the indulgence of the House until E can remove 
one of the obstacles to our organization. The 
éountry is looking on our proceedings with dee 
anxiety, and every member is ready to acknowl- 
edge the importance of a speedy organization. 
We have now been voting five days; twenty- 
: thiec’votes have‘béen taken. I find, through the 
‘partiality of friends, that I have received, in six 
of those votes, a higher number than any other 
candidate before the House; and in all the votes, 
a greater number than any other candidate of the 
opposition to the Administration. Yet, sir, itis 
obvious to me that it isimpossible for my friends 
to succeed, unless I can perform one of three con- 
‘ditions: to repudiate my well-known principlesin 
reference to slavery; my Views on Americanism; 
or, in some way directly, or indirectly, to make 
pledges with regard to the forming of committces 
which will amount to a sacrifice of my self-re- 
spect, and make me, in my opinion, a fit object 
for public contempt. 
nder these circumstances, and feeling that the 
interests of the country require an organization, 
and regarding. those interests as paramount to 
every other consideration, I withdraw my name 
from the canvass. And in taking my seat, I de- 
sire to return to the friends who have shown so 
much fidelity to me, my sincere gratitude, and 
my thanks to my political opponents who have 
given me evidences of their personal regard. My 
name is withdrawn. 
The House then proceeded to vote a twenty- 


fourth time for Speaker, with the following re- | 


sult: Whole number of votes, 220; necessary to 
a choice, 111; of which— 


William A. Richardson received....... eae 
Nathaniel P. Banks..... 

Henry M. Fuller.............05 
Alexander C. M. Pennington..... 
Folix K. Zollicoffer... . 
Benjamin B., Thurston....... 
John Wheeler....... 
Israel Washburn ..... 
William A. Tloward essssessseseroos 
James Meacham 
Mason W. Tappan... 
John Woodruff. ......65 
Lewis D. Campbell. ......e.ceee eee 
William R. Smith.... . 
Matthias H. Nichols, . 
Solomon G, Haven... 
Perey Walker.. 
Andrew Oliver. 
John Scott Harr: ean 
Warner L. Underwood. sss... 
Elihu B. Washburme........ 
Eara Clark, .cccesvecsecceenncenenseeueess 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 
For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 


vane 


prev eres 


Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, | 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, ; 


Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Srawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas Ti. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Sinith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
‘ Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Bliss, Bren- 
ton, Buffington, Lewis D. Campbell, Colfax, Cumback, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughsion, Kelsey, King, Mace, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Mott, Pettit, Robison, Sahin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Thorington, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Watson, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Edie, Harrison, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Todd, Tyson, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Henry Bennett, Benson, 


Bishop, Clawson, Dick, Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Gal- | 


loway, Knox, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, 
Sage, Stranahan, Wakeman, and Wood. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Bayard 
Clark, Cox, Foster, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Puryear, Ready, Rivers, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, and Walker. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Banks, Comins, Day, De 
Witt, Durfee, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Knowlton, Nichols, 
Perry, and ‘Williams. i 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messts..Henty Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Ricaud, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Thurston, Valk, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Israel Washburn—Messrs. Allison, Cragin, Mc- 
Carty, Morrill, Murray, and Tappan. g 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Barbour, Billinghurst, Leiter, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, and Elihu B. Washburne. 

For Mr. Meacham-—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Dean, Israel 
Washburn, Welch, and Woodruff. 


~ 5 


For Mr. Tappan—Messts. Burlingame, Damrell; and 


Pike, 
For Mr. Woo —Messrs.Chaffee and Timothy Davis. 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Morgan. 


For Mr. Smith—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Nichois—Mr. Grow. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

‘For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Ball. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Kennett. 

For Mr. Ellihu B. Washburne—Mr. Matteson. 

For Mr..Clark—-Mr. Trafton. ~ 

‘The House then proceeded to vote the ao 
fifth: time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes, 219; necessary to a 
choice, 110; of which— 

William A. Richardson received... ..ssessesseesso. T2 

‘Nathaniel P. Banks 

Henry M. Fuller.........- 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

Felix K. Zollieoffer... 

John Wheeler. 

Israel Washburn.. 

Benjamin B. Thurston.... 

James Meacham...... 

Mason W. Tappan.. 

William A. Howard. 


— 


William R. Smith....... 
Anson Burlingame. . 
Howell Cobb 
Smith Miller.... 
James Knox.......... 
Lewis D. Campbell. 
Aaron Harlan..... 


se teeeee oboe 


Bizra Clark... 0. ccc enc cece cece ec ce ee eseese ees 
So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howel Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas Jp: Faller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hick- 
man, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Rufin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Tol Varner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. 

aight. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Buffington, Lewis D. Camp- | 
bell, Colfax, Cumback, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Macc, Killian Miller, Mott, Nichols, Pettit, Robison, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, ‘Thoring- 
ton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Bradshaw, Broom, James H. 
Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Edie, Harrison, Haven, Knight, 
Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pennington, Purviance, Ready, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, William R. Smith, Sneed, Todd, 
Tyson, and Zojlicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Bishop, 
Clawson, Dick, Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, 
Knox, Packer, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Sage, Stranahan, 
Wakeman, Whitney, and Wood. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer--Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Foster, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Puryear, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, and Walker. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Leiter, Andrew Oliver, Paine, 
Ricaud, Spinner, ‘Thurston, and Valk. 

For Mr. Washburn—Messrs. Allison, Cragin, Flagler, 
Knowlton, Matteson, McCarty, Murray, and Perry. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Banks, Comins, Durfee, 
Robert B. Hall, Knapp, and Williams. 

For Mr. Meacham—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Dean, Morrill, 
Israel Washburn, Welch, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Tappan—Messrs. Burlingame, Damrell, DeWitt, 


and Pike. f 


For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, and Ellihu B. Washburne. 
For Mr. Smith—-Mr. Carlile. 
For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 
For Mr. Burlingame—Mr. Tappan. 
For Mr. Uobb—Mr. Rust. 
For Mr. Miller—Mr. Richardson. 
For Mr. Knoz—Mr. Norton. 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Morgan. 
For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. - 
For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 
For Mr. Woodruff—Mr. Chafiee. 
- For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Whecler. 
For Mr. Clark—Mr. Trafton. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on |; 


the twenty-sixth vote for Speaker, with the fol- | 


lowing result: Whole number of votes, 221; || 


necessary to a choice, 111; of which— 


William A. Richardson received.. ae 72 


Nathaniel P. Banks .........000 . 46 
Henry M. Fuller .....20. ees - 27 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. ~ 17 
John Wheeler... essesesasree . 9 
Felix K. Zollicoffer..scscrescersvecsersseseseeenn I 


! Galloway, 


James Meacham .isviscsvecivveensnedveden 
Benjamin B. Thurston... cessas 
‘Israel Washburn seire ese eee 
Mason W. Tappan ......e+s05 5 i 
Solomon Gi Haven..ccccieureccvccceesesesscvees 
Jolin Woodruff.. sisese eeee eens 

Wiliam A. Howard $ 
William R. Smith... 
Percy Walker... 
Benjamin Pringle.. a 
Galusha A. Grow ..... 
John S. Carlile sass. 

Lewis D. Campbell... 
Alfred B. Greenwood.. 


Andrew Oliver..... ate 
Matthias H. Nichols... 


Fob i a fl a fat ddd 1) DOD CO GOO GO 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Bumett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson hw. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W, Jones, J, 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smiyh, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 
and John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Ranks—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Buffington, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Colfax, Cumback, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, 

Giddings, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Mace, Killian Miller, Mott, Nichols, Pettit, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, 
Thorington, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Wat- 
son, Wheeler, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Filier—Messrs. Ball, Bradshaw, Broom, James 
H. Campbell, Bayard Clark, Covode, Cullen, Edie, Foster, 
Harrison, Haven, Knight, Kunkel, Millward, Pearce, Pen- 
nington, Purviance, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Scott, 
Sneed, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, and Zollicofier. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Benson, Bishop, Clawson, 
Cragin, Dick, Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Norton, Parker, 
Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Sage, Stranahan, Wakeman, 
Whitney, and Wood. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Leiter, Andrew Oliver, Paine, 


-Ricaud, Thurston, and Valk. 


For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Swope, Underwood, and Walker. 

For Mr. Meacham—Measrs. Ezra Clark, Dean, Knox, 
Morrill, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Banks, Comins, De Witt, 
Durfee, Robert B. Hall, Knapp, Spinner, and Williams. 

For Mr. Washburn—Messrs. Allison, Knowlton, Me- 
Carty, Murray, and Perry. 
eee Mr. Tappan—Messrs. Burlingame, Damrell, and 

ike. 

For Mr. Uaven—Messrs, Etheridge, Kennett, and Wil- 
liam R. Smith. 

For Mr. Woodruff-—Messrs, Chaffee and Timothy Davis. 

For Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst and Cadwalader 
C. Washburne. ` 

‘or Mr. Smith—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Walker—My. Wustis. 

For Mr. Prin Mr. Flagler. 

For Mr. Grow—Mr, Matteson. 

For Mr. Carlile~Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Campbeli—Mr. Morgan. 

For Mr. Greenwood—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Cobb—Mr. Rust. 

For My, Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COMINS. I move-the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (one of the 
tellers.) The call of the roll has commenced 
again, and there has been a response. Itis there- 
fore too late to move an adjournment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. By what rule is 
that decision made? 

{Cries of * Call the roll] @ 


The Clerk proceeded with the call of the roll, , 
and the following was the result of the twenty- 
seventh vote: Whole number of votes cast, 215; 
necessary to a choice, 108; of which— 

William A. Richardson received. s... 

Nathanici P. Banks.......eseee 

Henry M. Puller... ceeeesee eee 

Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 

Felix K. Zollicoffer, 

Joba Wheeler........55 

Benjamin B. 'Thurston.. 

Isracl Washburn s.s.s.. 

Wiliam A. Howard. 

Mason W. Tappan. 

James Meacham. 

Solomon G. Haven 

Cadwalader C. Washbume.. 

John Woodruff 


TD 
+ AD 
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ve 


John B. Carlile,.ccsreccceceeceedpestanseesters 


/Hewis BD: Campbe 
Andrew: Oliver... 
Matthias. Nichols... 

_ Alexander K; Marshall. 

“Leander M:i Cox.. i 
George A. Simmons.: 


- So. there was ‘no:choice. 5 
The following is the vote in detail 


Fors Mr. Richardson —Messrs.. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, 


Barksdale, Beil; Henry S. Bennett; Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, | 


Branch, ‘Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers; Caskie, 
Clingman; Howell. Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, “Craige; 
Crawford; Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott; English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J.-D. Fuller, Goode; Green- 
wood; Augustus Hall, Sampson’ W.- Harris, Thomas: L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hiexman, Houston, Jewett, Georgé W. 
Jones, J. Glancy. Jones, Keitt, Kelty; Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell MeMullin, Mce- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordécai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruflin, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, ‘William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott; Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, ond John V.: Wright. f 

Hor: Mr.’ Banks—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Bingham, 
Bliss; Brenton, Buffington, Lewis D. Campbell, Ezra. Clark, 
Colfax, Cumback, Day, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Enric, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, ‘Holloway, 
‘Tbainas R. Horton, Valentine B: Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Mott, Nichols, Pettit, 
Pike, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, ‘Tappan, 
Thorington, Tratton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, ‘Watson, 
Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth, ô 

‘For Mr. Vuller—Messrs. Ball, Bradshaw, Broom, James 
H. Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Edie, Foster, Harrison, 
Haven; Kennett, Knight; Kunkel, Millward, Paine, Pearce, 
Pennington, Purviance, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, 
Seott, Sneed, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, and Zoliicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messts. Henry Bennett Benson, 
Bishop, Clawson, Cragin, 'Timothy Davis, Dick, Edwards, 
Renty M. Fuller, Parker, Pelton, Pringle, Robbins, Sage, 
Stranahan, Wakeman, and Wood. . 

For Mri Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Lake, Lindicy, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Swope, Underwood, and Walker. f 

For Mr. Wheeler—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. 
Morrison Harris; Hoffman, Andrew Oliver, Ricaud, Thurs- 
ton, and Valk. à : 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs. Banks, Comins, De Witt, 
Durfee, Robert B. Hall, Spinner, and Williams. A 

For Mr, Israel Washburn—Messrs. Allison, Knowlton, 
Knox, McCarty, Murray, and Norton. 


Kor Mr. Howard—Messrs. Billinghurst, Cadwalader C. 
Washbume, and Eitiha B. Washburne. 
. For, Mr. Tappan—Messrs. Burlingame and Damrell. 
` For Mr. Meacham—Messrs. Morrill and Israel Wash-. 
barn. oo ? 
eas Mr. Haven—Messrs. Etheridge: and William R. 
mith, 


For Mr. Cadwalader C. Washburne—Mr. Hughston. 
For Mr. Woodrutf—Mr. Chaffec, 
For Mr. Grow—Mr. Perry. 
For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Bustis. 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Morgan. 
For Mr: Oliver-—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Nichols—Mr. Grow. 
. For Mr. Marshail—Mr. Carlile. 
For Mr. Cox—Mr. Moore. 
For Mr. Simmons—Mr. Matteson. 


Mr. COMINS.. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 


The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly, at half past three || 


o’clock, adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, December 8, 1855. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
SENATE CLERKS. 

_Mr. PRATT. I have a resolution which I de- 
sire to offer; and as it has reference only to the 
organization of the body, I hope’ the Senate will 
agree to pass it now: 

Resolved, That William Hickey be, 


I : and is hereby, ap- 
pointed Chief Clerk at a salary of §2 


500; and that J. H. 


Nicholson be appointed in the Place made vacant by his | 


appointment. 


This resolution, as you will observe, sir, makes | 


no change in the present force of the Senate. 
“The gentlemen at the desk will continue to hold 
their present positions, but it affords the oppor- 
tunity to appoint an additional officer, without 
taking from the salary of either of those gentlemen 
who are now with us, to read so that Senators 
may be able to hear throughout the Senate Cham- 

er. 

The resolution was considered b 
consent and agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and Papers of William Brown 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and delivered to 
the petitioner for presentation to the Court of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of the late General 


y unanimous 
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of. Joseph 
and cap- 
in which 


long ago as 1809; that he served faithfully through- 
from ‘its beginning to its 
in service in various posi- 
tions ever since; that he has commanded a squad- 
ron in the Mediterranean, and has been at the 
head of one of the bureaus of the Navy. Depart- 
ment at Washington; that, notwithstanding these 
services, by the recent action of the board, con- 
stituted under the act of the last Congress, he 
finds himself on the retired list; and he now 
appeals. to Congress to repair that injustice. As 
the committees have: not yet been appointed, I 
ask that the memorial be received, and that it lie 
on the table. The petitioner has requested me 
still further to ask that his memorial be printed 
for the use of the Senate. That motion I shall 
make after the memorial has been received. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion should go 
to the Committee on Printing, under the rules, 

Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to the Chair 
that, as the committees have not yet been ap- 
pointed, the motion may be entertained by the 

enate at this moment. ; 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ask 
that the memorial shall lie on the table? 

Mr. SUMNER. I propose that it shall lie on 
the table; and, if agr&eable to the Senate, I should ` 
like to have it printed. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I object to any order for 
printing, ie , 

The PRESIDENT. 'The memorial will lie on 
the table.. The motion to print it must, under 
the rules, go to the Committee on Printing when 
it shall be organized. i 

Mr. WELLER. I presume no one expects 
that the House of Representatives will organize 
to-day, judging from the indications of yester- 
day; 1 therefore move that the Senate do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
SATURDAY, December 8, 1855. 
The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. . 
The Journal ofyesterday was readand approved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The election of Speaker being the business in 
order, the Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the 
twenty-cighth vote for Speaker, with the follow- 
ing result: Whole number of votes east, 219; 
necessary to a choice, 110; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. ....... 

Wiitiam A. Richardson.. 


Benjamin B. Thurston 
Alexander K. Marshall 
Solomon G. Haven 
William A. Howard.. 
Perey Walker..... 
John 8S. Carlile 
Aaron Harlan.. 
Burton Craige 
Andrew Olive Basher’ ESAE wh 
So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffce, 
Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Emrie, Miagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilhert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor. 
ton, Valentine B, Horton, Howard, Hughston. Kelsey. King, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Mattesor + Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
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| Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
! ert B. Hali, Harlan, Holloway, 


| Branch, Brooks, 


; Queen, Smith Miller, 


| ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William S 


| Trippe, and Underwood 


For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Bradshaw, Broom, James 
H. Campbell, Covode, Cullen, Edie, Harrison, Haven, 
Kennett, Knight, Millward, Paine, Pearce, Purviance, 
Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts; Scott, Sneed, Todd; 
Trippe, Tyson, Valk, and Zollicoffer. ` i A 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dick, 
Edwards, Henry M. Fuller, Robbins, Swanahan, and Whit- 
ney. z 
For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P: Campbell, Cox, 
Foster, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Swope, and 
Underwood, ` : 

For Mr. W heeler—Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Andrew Oliver, and Ricatid..” = 

For Mr. Thurston—Messrs.. Banks, 
lains. ; A A 

For Mr. Marshall—Messrs. Carlile and Walker. RER 
ater Mr. Haven—Messrs. Etheridge and: Wiliam B. 
Smith. © Bead ot Set fads Paz 

For Mr. Howard—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 9 

For Mr. Craige—Mr. Richardson 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 


The House proceeded. to vote the twent: 
ninth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessary toa 
choice, 111; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received...cccesceceeeesvenee 97 

William A. Richardson...., teresa TS 

Henry M. Fuller........0. eee lB 


Alexander C. M. Pennington, ss.. +... 
John Wheeler....cccsceseesessecees 


Spinner, and: Wil- 


Felix K. Zollicoffer........ 5 
John S, Carlile... ..cceseeae area 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 2 
Percy Walker.. oti 
Aaron Harlan.....cccecceeeee ee ead 
Andrew Oliver.. ec. ce ceceeceuns eevee Í 


Wiliam H. Sneed.....sccees 
Samuel F. Swope...... 
Wiliam A. Howard.. 
P. H. Bell... sec ees es, 
Solomon G. Haven. 

William R. Smith......25... 


So there was no choice. ee 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss; Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Timothy 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Rob- 
Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robinson, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walhridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washbume, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welsh, Wood, Woodrutt, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
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Flagler, Galloway, 


| Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 


Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus. Hall Thomas L. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rudin, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
mith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Cullen, Edie, Harrison, 
Haven, Kennett, Millward, Paine, Pearce, Puryear, Ready, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Tyson, Valk, and 
Zollicoffer. 

For Mr, Pennington~Messrs. Ball, Bishop, Clawson, 
Dick, Edwards, and Robbins. 

For Mr. Wheeler-~Messrs. Henry Winter Davis, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Hoffman, Andrew Oliver, Rieaud, and Whit- 
ney. ~ 

For: Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. Toster, Lake, Lindley, 


For Mr. Carlile—Messrs. James H, Campbell, Cox, Alex- 
ander K: Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, and Swope. 

For Mr. Thurston—Messts. Banks and Wiiliains. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Ens 


Pringle, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 


For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 


1855. . 


THE CONGRESSION! 


‘GLOBE. 


18 


For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Sneed—Mr. Henry M. Faller. 

For Mr. Swope—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Howard—Myr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Bell—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Walker. à 


The House proceeded to vote the thirtieth time 
for Speaker, and the following was the result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 219;~necessary to 
a choice, 110; of which— 


Alexander C. M; Pennington 
Samuel F. Swope.. 
William A. Howard. 
Solomon G. Haven.. 
Perey Walker..... 
William R. Smith 
John S. Carlile 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 
John Wheeler a 

Preston 8. Brooks.. 
William Sinith... 
Andrew Oliver... 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—- Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour. | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, | 
i 
t 


Nathaniel P. Banks received. ..... essees EEEE 
William A. Richardson... <. ‘T 
Henry M. Fuller... . -28 
Felix K. Zollicoffer. e.s... ` 


Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbeil, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Col- 
fax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dainrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Rob- 
ert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard,. Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie,Roberts, | 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Elihu B. “Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrufl, and Wood- 
worth, 

For Mr. Richardson—Messis. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, | 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, | 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, | 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, | 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Farris, Thomas 
i. Harris, Herbert, Hickinan, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- | 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 
and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, Cullen, Ienry 
Winter Davis, Edic, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Millward, Paine, Pearce, Pur- 
year, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Henry M. Fuller, Lake, and Lindley. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dick, 
and Robbins. 

For Mr. Swope—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Howard—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. | 

For Mr. William R. Smith—-Mr. Alexander K. Marshall. į 

For My, Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Wheeler-—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Brooks—-Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. William Smith—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Whecler. 


The House proceeded to vote the thirty-first | 
time for Speaker, with the following result: į 
Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a | 
choice, 111; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.. s.. 
William A. Richardson 
Henry M. Fuiler....... 
Felix K. Zollicofier. ...... 
Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 
John Wheeler.. 
John 8. Carlile 
Andrew Oliver, 
Perey Walker... . 
Benjamin Stanton... 
Thomas B. Florence. 
Jacob Broom... 
James L. Orr. oo... 
William R. Smith 
Samuel F. Swope 
William Smith...... 
Solomon G. Haven...» 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 
` For Mr. Banks — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
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Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- | 
! 


| For Mr. 


! Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruth 


t 
i! ard, Shorter, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor. 
i 
i 
i 


shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 


bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, | 


Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Ed- 
wards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, “Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington. Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Belt, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, 


man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundsoy, Elliott, - English, 
Evans, Fautkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George 


er, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
| Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, Bayard Clark, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Milward, 
Paine, Pearee, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, 
Whitney, aud Zojlicotfer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. €ampbell, Cox, 
Henry M. Fuller, Lake, and Lindley. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dick, 
and Robbins. 

For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey: Marshall, 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Stanton—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Florence—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Broom—Mr. Willian R. Smith. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. William R. Smith—Mr. Alexander K. Marshall. 

For Mr: Swope—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. William Smith—Mx. Walker. ` 
Haven——Mr. Etheridge. 


& 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the thirty-second 
vote: Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessa- 
ry to a choice, 111; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
Willian A. Richardson... 
Henry M. Fuliev...... tena 
Felix K. Zollicoffer 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
Samuel F. SWOPessesss essees 
Emerson Etheridge... sssses es 
Solomon G. Haven...ssessessso 
Perey Walker... sessceceseoosucesaasio cossocees 
John S. Carlile... seses 
Aaron Harlan 
John Wheeler.......++ 
James Le Orr. ceese eens 
Andrew Olive! 
William Smith. 
Jacob Broom... 
Charles J. Fauikner..... 


So there was no choice. 
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The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, Edwards, 
Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger,Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, flolloway, Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
į entine B, Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 

Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matiexon, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
| Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Rringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 


ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, BHihu B. Washburme, 


Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Bo 


Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. € 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, 


Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 


Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letehe 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMwlin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pee 

Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rutlin, Sandidge, Savage, 8 


A 


rail 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and Jonn V. Wright. 


For My. Fuller—Messis. Ball, Broom, Bayard Clark, | 


| Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Poster, J. Morrison 


ii Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Ty- 


| son, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 


Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 'Phurs- | 


Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and ! 
| Woodworth. 
For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, ii 
e ito 
> Caskie, i 
bb, Craige, || 


Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, | 


L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. | 


| Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Alexander | 
| K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Pearce, Porter, Puryear, | 
| 


Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- i 


W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelley, Kidwell, Leteh- | 


For Mr. Zoulicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Henry M. Fuller, ake; and Lindley. >. : 
For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop and Clawson, - 
For Mr. Swope—Mr. Carlile. i 
For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 
For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 
- For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. À 
For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 
For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 
For Mr. Wheeler—Mr. Andrew Oliver.’ 
For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 
For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Smith—Mr.. Watker. 
For Mr. Broom—Mr. William R. Smith. 
For Mr. Faulkner—Mr. Richardson. * 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll on 
the thirty-third vote for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 222: 
necessary to a choice, 112; of which— 


Nathanicl P. Banks received..........05 es osoaisses 100 
William A. Richardson......« aese AN 
Henry M. Puiler...... . 30 
Felix K. Zollicoffer... 3 


Alexander ©. M. Pennington. 
William R. Smith... isese 
Alexander K. Mar 
Emerson Etheridge. 
Solomon G. Haven.. 
Perey Walker..... 

John S. Carlile. 
Aaron Harlan. 
James L. Orr 
Andrew Oliver . 
William Smith . 
Jacob Broom..... 
Sampson W. Harri: 
John Wheeler... essa. . 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James Il. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Col- 
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| fax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 


Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hollaway, "Thomas 


| R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kej- 
i sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, 


Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Vappan, Phor- 
ington, Thurston, Todd, Traon, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
ge, Waldron, Cadwalader Ò. Washburne, Elihu B. 
shburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodrnft, and Woodworth. 

for Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 


: Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 


Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wiliamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawtord, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Faller, Goode, 


| Greenwood, Augustus Hal, Sampson W., Harris, Thomas 


L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMutlin, Me- 


| Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, 
| Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage 
i ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 


) Sew- 


bott, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
Jobn V. Wright. 
For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 


| Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 


Harrison, Haven, Hotlman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Pearce, Porter, Puryear, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, ‘Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicojfer—Messrs. Johu P. Campbell, Henry 
M. Fuller, and Lake. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop and Clawson. 

For Mr. William R. Smith—Messrs. Broom and Carlile. 

For. Alexander K. Marshall—Mr. Cox. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Myr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Watker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Wiliams. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Wiliam Smith—Mr. Walker. 


For Mr. m R. Smith. 
For Mr. S0 


n, 
For Mr. W heeler—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move that the House 


do now adjourn. 

Mr. WÀSHBURN, of Maine. On that mo- 
tion I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ETHERIDGE 
and Kxox were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re~- 
ported—ayes 105. : 

{Loud cries of, ‘‘ Give it up.” Opposite cries, 
“Oh, no; count the other side.’*} . 

The noes were counted; and the tellers finally 
reported—ayes 106, noes 95. 

So the motion was adopted. 

Thereupon the House, at a quarter past three 
o’clock,p.m., adjourned till Monday attwelve, m. 


vacancies; 


Mr. YULER ‘gave: notice of his intention to 
ask leave fo introduce a bill to grant to the State 
of. Florida ‘a limited right of preémption. to the 
public lands“ in’ the vicinity of the lines of rail- 


road included in- the system -of improvements 


adopted by that State, 

“Mr. BAYARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to. provide. for. the 
public printing, engraving, and binding. 

à “ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 
_ On metion by Mr. ADAMS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded: to. the consideration of the following reso- 
lution; submitted by him on the 5th instant: _ 

‘Resolwed, That the Senate will, on Monday next, at one 
o*clock, elect a Secretary, Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move the indefinite post- 
ponement of that resolution. I think the general 
course of the Senate has been to elect their officers 
whenever they saw occasion to make a change, 
and not to go into a regular system of biennial 
elections, when: no change is required. I move 
that the further consideration of the resolution 
be postponed indefinitely. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 
PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish: to ask the attention 
of the Senate fora moment to a question respect- 
ing the proper disposition of private claims. At 
the last sitting of the Senate, I moved, for Mr. 
William Brown, that the papers in regard to his 
claim, on which there had-been no adverse report 
made, should be returned to him, as it was his 
desire to submit the subject to the Court of 
Claims. T supposed that the order was so en- 
tered, and that the papers were returned to him; 
but I find on hearing the Journal read, that the 
order was. entered that they be referred to the 
Court of Claims. I do not know whether that 
order was not so entered in accordance with some 
general understanding of the Senate that papèrs 
of claimants, on which. no-adverse report has 
been made, ought not to be returned to” the care 
of the claimants themselves, but, ought to be di- 
rectly sent to the Court of Claims. If there be 
such an understanding, the propriety of which I 
might well agree to, I ‘have nothing to say; other- 
wise I would ask that the Journal be corrected, 
and that the order be made according to the mo- 
tion as submitted. Iseeno reason why the papers 
should not be delivered to him in his case, there 
having been no adverse report, and his object 
being a legitimate one, to perfect the papa% with 
new testimony before the case goes before the 
court. 

Mr. BRODHEAD addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary is under 
the impression that he understood the motion at 
the time to be as he has entered it. The Chair 
understood the motion to: be as the Senator states 
it, to allow the claimant to withdraw the papers, 
so that he might present them to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is an important question, 
-and I should be glad to hear my honorable friend 
ffom Pennsylvania, if he has any suggestions to 
make in regard to it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I think we adopted a 
general order on this subject the other morning. 
At any rate a resolution in regard tó it was then 
presented. Task for the reading of that resolu- 
tion, and I think my friend from New York will 
observe that it covers this case. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution referred 
to by the Senator from Pennsylvania has not yet 
been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. BROD EAD. The Chair ig correct; it 


‘liexover for.consideration : Lthink: : 


visable to postpone any action on these 
Until our committees are organized. I 
f the law as it was passed, that cer= 


, by. the law itself, referred. to the 
tain others may be referred to it by 


the Senate. I speak from:recollection only, but | 


I think this will be found tobe the provision of 
the law. My suggestion is this: that.if we post- 
pone the consideration of these questions until 
the. committees: are organized, we can then in- 
struct the Committee on Claims, for instance, to 
examine the law, and report some method of, dis- 
posing of these papers which will be general in 


| 1ts: character, and will save us alla great deal of 


trouble. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Iagree to that suggestion. 
It seems to me to be reasonable. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, December 10, 1855. 


The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o’clock, m. : 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the thirty- 
fourth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a 
choice, 111; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks received.......e0ssesceeveceee 100 

William A. Richardson... ...ccccssececcsevescvere 

Henry M. Fuller,.... Teneo ew enee ne eneenetens voee 

Felix K. Zollicoffer.......cccccccsecesesscaceeees 

Alexander C. M. Pentington ........05 cccssceeees 

Percy WalkCre ss. ssceeccevenceeergeeescseens eons 

Jobn Wheeler. ..cccccac cscs ceeers tenses cee 

Andrew Olivers... cececsccseccceeseceseueus 

Solomon G. Haven.....cccsccscseveveee cece 

Aaron Harlan..sscccccvceccsctencccscccases 

John M. Elliott. ... cccosscssenesscsscuse 

William Smith... 0.0... 

John Scott Harrison 

Benjamin F. Leiter. 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Mesers. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Ben- 
gon, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra lark, Clawson, Col- 
fax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Emrie Flagler Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
gers Grow. Rohert 3 Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 

Torton Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
King, knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Isracl Washburn, Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W., 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright.. - 

For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Bail, Henry Bennett, Broom, 

Bayard Clark, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie Foster, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, 
Kunkel, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Pearce, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, 
and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zoilicoffer—Mesars. John P, 
Cox, and Lake. 

Fer Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Edwards and Robbins. 

For Mr. Watker—Messrs. Eustis and Swope. 

For Mr. Wheelér—Mr. Andrew Oliver. a 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Wheeler. 

- For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Ellioti—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Harrison--Mr. Henry M, Fuller. 

For Mr, Leiter-—Mr. Dunn. 


Pet pei paad jami paeh jooi pah pat E DD a 


Hughston, Kelsey, 


Campbell, Carlile, 


ennett, j 


____ December-10, 


r. THORINGTON. Fr 
his. House. organize—upon - 


| the following resolution: 


Resolved, That ‘the: House ‘will proceed immediately to 
the election of. a Speaker, viva voce ; and if, efter.the roll 
shall have been called three times, no member shall have 
received a majority of the whole numiber of. votes cast, the 
roll shall again be called, and. the mémber who:shall receive 
the largest: number. of votes, provided it. bea. majority ofa 
quorum, shall be declared to-be Speaker... 0. 

Cries-of ** No!??««No!?? « Yeas and nays t”? 
‘E Vote it down!” -. ` 2 ; ‘ 

Mr, BOCOCK.” I demand the. yeas and nays. 

Mr. NORTON. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. j 

Mr. BOCOCK. Upon that I call for the yeas 
and nays. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I appeal to the gentleman 
who offered that resolution to withdraw it. I 
hope he will not press a vote upon it. 

_ The yeas and nays were ordered. — . i 

{Cries of ‘Call the rol t? « Withdraw: it!” 


| « Don’t withdraw it r] 


Mr. THORINGTON. At the solicitation of 


| friends around me, I will withdraw the resolution. 


| the decision of the Clerk. 


Mr. SEWARD. -T renew it. 

Several Mempers. ‘You cannot withdraw it. 

The CLERK: The yeas. and nays having been 
ordered, the resolution cannot be withdrawn; the 
Clerk will call the roll. = Hoe ap gon 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine; I ‘tise to a 
question of order. I understand the resolution 
Has been withdrawn. 

[Cries of ** Order!’ “ Order !?°] 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that after the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, it is not com- 
petent for the gentleman to withdraw his resolu- 
tion, ~ 

[Great confusion prevailed; a dozen members 
addressing the Clerk at once; some demanding 
that the roll should’ be called, others insistin 
that the resolution had been withdrawn, and still 
others rising to questions of order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk woulg respectfully 
submit to the House, that as there are no rules, 
these questions must be decided by the body 
itself. The resolution was submitted, and the. 
yeas and nays ordered on it. The Clerk there- 
fore decides that the House must vote upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I appeal from 
that decision. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I submit that the gentle- 
man from Maine is out of order. The call of the 
roll was commenced. Mr. Arxen’s name was 
called, and he asked what was the question before 
the House. It is therefore. too late to appeal from 

Mr. STANTON. But Mr. Amén did not 
answer to his name. ; pe 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I submit that the 

entleman from South Carolina is entitled to the 
oor. [Laughter.] g : 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say a word. The 
gentleman from Maine addressed the Clerk before 
the call of the roll was commenced. It certainly 
ig not too late to appeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope our friends, 
if any of them object to the withdrawal of the 
resolution, will withdraw their objections. I 
think he certainly has that right, until the House 
has taken some action upon it, and it becomes 
the property of the House, and is taken out. of 
the hands of the gentleman who oered it. Until 
that time, it seems to me, the resolution is cer- 
tainly under the control of the gentleman from 
Iowa, notwithstanding the fact that the yeas and 
nys have been ordered upon it. 

he CLERK. The Clerk, upon further con- 
sideration, thinks the gentleman from Iowa has 
the right to withdraw, and will so rule. 

The resolution was then withdrawn. 

The House then proceeded to vote the thirty- 
fifth time for a Speaker, and the following was 
the result: Whole number of votes cast, 225; 
necessary to a choice, 113;. of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received......cpesccevees oes 105 
William. A. Richardson ..... Rese en aces eens 10 
Henry M. Fuller... . 
Felix K, Zolicoffer...... 
Benjamin F. Leiter. 6... 6 ce 
Alexander C. M. Pennington,... ascese EEE 
Solomon G. Haven eerssseeeisws sisa raris ei 
| Perey Walkefisssesase sere 


ee 
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“John Scott Harrison .ssssseessorserreorose desiree 
John S. Carlile...... 
Aaron Harlan..... 
Wiliam Smith.. 
John Williams. 
James L. Orr.. 
Albert G. Watkins....... 


So there was no cheice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Mesèrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry’ Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James, 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Doda, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughstou, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight; Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller? Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Spinuer, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washbfirne, Eltihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woed, 
Woodrutf, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, ‘Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskié, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawtord, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris. 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, Cullen, Henry 
Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vall, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. | 

For Mr. Zollicajfer-—Messrs. John P, Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, and Lake. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dum. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Edwards. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Uenry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Carlile—-Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Wathins-—Mr. Richardson. 


The House proceeded to vote the thirty-sixth | 
time for a Speaker, and the following was the re- 
ult: Whole number of votes cast, 226; necessary 
to a choice, 114; of which—- 


Nathaniel P, Banks received 
William A. Richardson..... 
Henry M. Fuller 
Felix K. Zollicoffe 
Benjamin F. Leiter. 
Solomon G: Haven... 
Percy Walker...... 
John Scott Harri 
John 8, Carlile,.... 
Aaron Harlan...... 


ond emt Seed rd et fot fd 


a eee nee cen were arenes 


Paulus Powell.. 
William Smith... 
John’ Williams..... sieid eine wide wise celee sie’ owe we eee eele 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison,Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B, Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robigon, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wasbburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Beil, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Brauch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eiliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, 


— 


Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 


Thomas b. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, || 


George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai 

Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samùel A. Smith, William 


Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, |: 


Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and Joh Vs Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broont, Bayard Clark, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven; Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Vghitney, and Zollicoffer. g - 

For Mr. Zolticoffer—Mesers. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, and Lake. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Waiker—Mr. Eustis. 
© For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

.For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Edie. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Powell—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Smith--Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—-Mr. Wheeler. 


The House proceeded to vote the thirty-sev- 
enth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 224; necessary to a 
choice, 113; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.. 
William A. Richardson..... 
Henry M. Fuller. y.e+00+ 
Felix K. Zollicoffer. 
John S. Carlile... 
Percy Walker...... 
Emerson Etheridge...... 
Solomon G. Haven. 
John Scott Harrison 
Aaron Harlan.....+ 
John H. Lumpkin 
John Williams.... 
Wiliam Smith..... +++. +4 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, DeWitt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelscy, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts) 
Robison; Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons; Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron. 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israe 
Washbum, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly. Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Braneh, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 


Sr pet fed a fed fl pt tft 


Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb,’ 


Craige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Saunpson W. Harris, 
Thomas S. Harris, Herbert, Hiekman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel! S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powcll, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 
Henry Winter Davis, Koster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hoffinan, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, and Lake. 

For Mr. Carliie—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Haven—-Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison—-Mr. UWenry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Lumpkin—Mtr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—Myr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Smith— Mr. Walker. 


The House proceeded to vote the thirty-eighth 
time with the following result: Whole number ef 
votes cast 225; necessary to a choice, 113; of 
which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks reccived.......ccseeeeeee ees 107 
William A. Richardson. 15 
Henry M. Fulier, 28 


Felix K. Zollicott 
Jobn S., Carlile.... 
William W. Valk.. 
Emerson Etheridge 
Solomon G. Haven 
John Seott Ha: 
Aaron Harlan 
Joim McQueen 
William Smitk...i siess: 


Oliver, : 


1 
Perey Walkere..yisivesesvecrevecsseseeessaesaen td 
So there was no choice. : : 
The. following is the vote in detail: ‘ 
For Mr. Bonks—Messrs. Albright; Allison,’ Barbour, 

Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop; 

Bliss, Bradshaw, Breriton, Buffington Burlingame, James H. 

Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Claris, Claw- 

son, Colfax; Comins; Covode; Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 

Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De. Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 

Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 

Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. ‘all,Harlan, Holloway, 


Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spitiner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Waalibum, Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson È. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickinan, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
i Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
| art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
low, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, Bayard Clark, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 
Ilarrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindiey, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, ‘T'rippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
and Lake. 

For Mr. Carlile~Messrs. Humphrey Marshall and Wil- 
liam R. Smith. 

For Mr. Valk-—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Etheridge-—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison--Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Harlan—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Mc Queen-—Mr. Richardson, 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Williems—. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Willi 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, and 
| the following was the result of the thirty-ninth 
vote: Whole number of votes cast, 226; necessary 
to a choice, 114; of which 


Nathaniel P. Banks received. 
William A, Richardson ..... 
Henry M. Fuller......- 
Felix K. Zolticoffer.. 
William W. Valk.... 
Emerson Etheridge .. 
Solomon G. Haven 
Percy Walker... 
John Scott Harris 
Join S. Carlile ..... 
Benjamin F. Leiter, 
‘Thomas J. D. Fuller.... 
Warner L. Underwood « 
William Smith ....... 

John Williams .. 
James I. Orr. . 


PPOreeeI ee REE Seer eer rey 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks~Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumbaeck, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Diek- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gallo- 
| way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
| Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
| Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
| Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
; Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritehic, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
! Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Calwalader C, Wash- 
| burne, Elihu B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
| Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 
| For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, 


| 

| 

| 

i 

; Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
! Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
| Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson RW. Cobb, 
| Craige, Crawiord, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
| English, Evans, Fatikner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
| Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
i Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
| George W. Jones, j. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Leteher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
‘lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, 


Cor: Mr: 
Lake. Say Ey 
| dor Mr: Vatk—Mr. Carlile...’ 
For Mr. Elheridge—Mt: Dunn. : 
Kor Mr: Haven®-Mr. Etheridge: =.. 
dor Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis s < 
For: Mr; Horrison—Mr, Henry M. Fuiler.: 
. For:Mr. Carlile—Mr, Humphrey Marshalls. 
‘> For Mr. Leiter--Mr. Moore. eee na 
i For Mr.: Thomas J. D. Fuller—Mr. Richardson.. 
For Mr. Underwood-—Mr. William R. Smith. 
Por My. Smith—Mr. Walker. oe, 
, For: Mr.: Williams-—~Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr, Orr-—Mr. Williams. , 
‘Mr. COX. “I move that the House do now 
adjourn. rae ae 
[Cries of “Not? “No!” “Call the roll !”’} < 
Mr: MORGAN... I demand tellers upon the 
motion’... Std 2 : 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and ‘THoriveton were appointed: > 
rh question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 102, noes 95. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Elouse 
accordingly, at ten minutes past thrée o'clock, 
adjourned until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
5 _ Tuespay, December 11; 1855. 
Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Drax. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. EVANS. The Senate will recollect that 
a few days ago my colleague (Mr. BUTLER] was 
admitted to his seat in the Senate without pro- 
dacing the usual testimony-of election. I now 
beg leave to present his credentials. 

Whe credentials were read, and ordered to be 
placed on file. 3 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CASS. I desire to give notice that, im- 
mediately after the opening of the Senate to- 
morrow, T shall ask the body to proceed to the 
election of the standing committees of the Senate. 


>: SERVICES OF GENERAL SCHUYLER. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I am re- 
gened by Mrs. Catharine Van Rensselaer 

ochran, widow of James Cochran, deceased, to 
present her petition; and T do it at an early day 
m the session, before the complete organization 
of the body, because of her advanced age. Mrs. 
Cochran is the only living child and immediate 
representative of General Philip Schuyler, of the 
revolutionary war. She might have set forth in 
this petition that General Schuyler matured the 

reparations which resulted in the capture of 

urgoyne at Saratoga; but, omitting that, she 
has modestly set forth that, in the preparations 
for the battle of Bemus Heights, in that cam- 
paign, and for resisting the progress of Gencral 

urgoyne, Gencral Schuyler found it necessary 
to construct a bridge across the Hudson river at 
Bemus Heights; and that he furnished the timber 
and lumber for that bridge exclusively from his 
own mills at Saratoga. 

She has set forth also in this petition, that the 
mills and other erections of General Schuyler at 
Saratoga were destroyed by the enemy, involving 
a loss of his own private-property, which, accord- 
ing to the estimates of the American historians, 
was of the value of $20,000, and, according to the 
report of General Burgoyne, was of the value of 
£10,000 sterling. She represents that she is, 
while aged and infirm, also in a situation to make 
‘some relief afforded her by her country accept- 
able. to her. She was one of six children. All 
the rest are dead, and their children make no 
claim upon the gratitude or justice of their coun- 
try. In her own behalf she has requested me to 
present this petition, and.ask that it may lie on 
the table. I at the same’ time give notice that 
Twill, at some early day, ask leave to introduce 
a. bill for the relief of the- petitioner. 

The petition was ordered to'lie on the table. 


| following resolution 


i night sittin 


a 


< Mr. BRODHE 


. Resolved; That: the Committee on Finance be: directed 


‘to inquire into the expediency of reporting. the appropria- 


“|| tion. bills, forthe support. of the Government, or‘adopting 


other measures, with a.view of obtaining more speedy 
mon said bills... p Ke Hasa 


0. ot propose, Mr. President, to have the 


}| résolution considered at this. time; but when I do 


call-it. up’for consideration, after the committees 
shall have been‘formed, I shall ask the Senate to 
consider the question ofthe power and the right 
of ‘this body to originate ‘the general appropria- 
tion bills, my object-being: to avoid the evils of 
s at the.close of each ‘session. 
‘he PRESIDENT. ° The resolution will lie 
over under the rules: nas zx 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. y 
On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and, after some time spent therein; the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


b HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
f Tuespary, December 11, 1855. 


The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
ó’clock, m. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The election of Speaker being the’ business 
in order, the Clerk proceeded to call the roll 
on the fortieth vote therefor, with the follow- 
ing result: Whole number of votes cast, 224; 
necessary to a choice, 113; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.........ccceee scenes 107 
Wiliam A. Richardson .......... 
Henry M. Fuller.. a eeeeeecees Si, 
Felix K. Zollicoffers. euss cccccsccescreeceesuceces 
Jolin Be Cale cass y asc seins wo-n0d be eines nosas 
John P. Campbell...ccccsssceecceee evens 
Emerson Etheridge. 
Perey WalkCr...ccs cece csse cues cesses eccees 
John Scott Wartison ........ cece ceeeeecsenees 
Benjamin F. Leiter.... senese cece ceen cece sees 
Daniel Wells....ssccscccescececedscececevevacace 
James L. Orr. cisecrecvccccvcseccessssvcces sveces 
Humphrey Marshall......ccseeeseeee 
Jobn Williams....... 
Solomon G, Haven....cupeeees 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr, Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafiee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrel, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Rolloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shennan, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranaban, ‘Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodrutt, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cad ader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng! ish, 
Evans, Faulkner, Fiorence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Grecnwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuilin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruflin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fulier—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 
Henry Winter Davis, Edie, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 


tresessnese 74 


a eerer eee 
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Barclay, 


shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. `~ 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, Fos- 
ter, and Lake. 

For Mr. Carlile—Messrs. Humphrey Marshall and Wil- 
liam R. Smith. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Carlile. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. 
` For Mr. Wells—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Orr~Mr. Shorter, 


Knapp, Knight, Kowiton, || 


Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar. | 


For Mr. Marshali—Mr. Walke 
> Por Mri: Williams—Mrs Wheeler. 
: For Mr; -Haven—Mr. Etheridge. =: 0oy yo 

The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll on the 
forty-first, vote for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 225; neces- 
sary to a choice, 113; of which + 

Nathaniel P.-Banks received. ; 0. 

William A. Richardson 

Henry M. Fuller... 

Felix K. Zollicoffer...4.. 

James LeOrre. 2.0 

John P. Campbell... 

Emerson Etheridge 

Warner L. Underwood., 

Perey Walker....,.. 

John Scott Harrison. 

John S. Carlile ...... 

Benjamin F. Leiter.. 

William Barksdale... 

Humphrey Marshall.. 

John Williams...... 

Robert T. Paine ... 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For. Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham; Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra. Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax; Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell; Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emvie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Morgan, Morrill; Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washbume, Ellilu B. Washburne, Israet 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruft, and Wood- 
worth, ad 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edinundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W., Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W, 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr. Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
low, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr, Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, 
Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
and Lake. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Canile. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M., Faller. 

For Mr, Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall, 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Barksdale—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Marshali—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Paine— Mr. William R. Smith. 


The Clerk again proceeded to call the roll on 
| the forty-sccond vote for Speaker, with the fól- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 295; 
necessary to a choice, 113; of whici— 


be Ima 89.00 


feed joel. Jah a fat Fond ead dd 


Cullen, 


i| Nathaniel P, Banks reeeived.......... aeesriededed 106 
William A. Richardson........ « 15 
Henry M. Puller... oaea » 27. 

i| Felix K. Zollicoffer. a 

') James L. Orr...... “ ‘ 

j Emerson Etheridge...... terea 


Alexander C. M. Pennington 
Warner L. Underwood. a.. 
Perey Walker. 
John Scott Har. 
Benjamin F. Leiter. .... 
Williamson R. W. Cobb. 
Robert T. Paine......, 
Jobn Wiliams .... 
- John P. Campbell... 
John 8. Carliie ....., 
Humphrey Marshall... 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, ` Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark; 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
reli, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
| Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagier, Gallaway, Giddings, Gilbert, 

Granger, Grow, Robert B, Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1855: 


New Sertes....No. 2. 


R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 

an, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 

liver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu R. Washbume, fsrael 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howel Cobb, Williamson È. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J, D, Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Jarris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Bickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel. S. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Cullen, Henry Winter 
Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Mih- 
ward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and 
Zollicoffer. 3 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 
and Lake. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams. 

For Mr. Etheridge-—My. Duun, 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Kdwards. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller, 

For Mr, Leiter—Mr, Moore. 

For Mr. Cobb— Richardson. 

For Mr. Paine—Mr. William R. Smith. 

For Mr. Williams— Wheeler. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Cartile. 

For My. Carliie—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Marshall—Mr. Walker. 


` The House proceeded to vote the forty-third | 


time for Speaker, with the following ‘result: | 
Whole number of votes cast, 226; necessary to a 
choice, 114; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... .ssveevesenceeres 107 
Wiliam A. Richardson...... 7d 
Henry M. Fuller.... 
Felix K. Zollicofter.. 
James L. Orr... 
Emerson Ktheridge 
Johni P. Campbell... 
John Scott Harrison. 
Percy Walker......... 
Warner L. Underwood. 
John S. Cartile. 
Benjamin F. Leiter 
Thomas Rufin. 
Robert T. Paine 
Humphrey Marshall. 
John Williams...... RETS 


So there was no choice. 
The following is'the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bemet, Benson, Billingburst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bullington, Burlingame, 
James Ik. Campbetl, Lewis D. Cainpbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragiu, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harian, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Meacham, Kilian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bayly, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
skie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
raige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Angustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Wickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J, Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Quiunan, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Wamer, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr, Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 


Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 


2 


Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whit- 
ney, and:Zollicoffer, .—. 

For My. Zolticoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, 


and Lake. 
For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams. 
For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Carlile. 
For Mr. Harrison——Mr. Henry M. Fulier. 
For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. 
For Mr. Unierwood—Mr. Etheridge. 
For Mr. Caviile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 
For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. 
For Mr. Rujfin—Mr. Richardson. 
For Mr. Paine—Mr. William R. Smith. 
For Mr. Marshali—Mr. Walker. 

Williams~Mr. Wheeler. 


For Mr. 

Mr. STANTON. I think it is perfectly appa- 
rent from what has been done to-day, that there 
is no possibility of coming to a vote upon which 
a majority can unite. There seems to me to be 
a necessity either for further consultation or of 
the adoption of a plurality resolution. Witha 
view of giving the majority one more opportunity 
to unite, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. [Iask for tellers upon that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Clerk appointed Messrs. Marreson and 
Boyce as tellers. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
portcd—ayes 88, noes 93. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The House proceeded the forty-fourth time to 
vote for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes, 225; necessary toa choice, 113; 
of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received esses sceees cece ceases 107 

Willian A. Richardson.. sesesseresseseosrassorsase TA 


Henry M. Fuller. ..s cscs cesecccccecereccecescsess 2B 
Felix K. Zollicoffer 4 
Q 
1 
1 
1 
Jolm Scott Harrisons. cececesesccescseceeeveaecece l 
Perey Walk selene T E S 
John S., Calile.. sesse ses veseosessecoseseereesoso dL 
Benjamin F. Leiter e... l 
John Williams.. e.secscosese L 
Robert T. Paine... ccccceseceee 1 
John A. QuitMan...s.sssseesoeseseessosesossosos L 


There was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Jienry Bennett, B n, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 


Bliss. Bradshaw, F on, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis DP. Campbeil, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 


Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Nughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me-Carty, Mea- 
cham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, ‘'yson, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader é. Washbume, 
BHihu B. Washurne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnctt, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Fiorence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Sainnel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 


; Seward, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, 


Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

Hor Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 
Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, 
Ricard, Rivers, Scott, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Whitney, and Zoilicofier. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P., Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, and Lake. 

For Mr. Orr—Meéssrs. Shorter and Williams. 

For Mr. Marshall—Mr. Walker. E: 

For Mr. Etheridge—-Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 


| for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 


For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. i >t j 
For Mr. Walker—Mr. Eustis. : 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Marshall. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. ~ 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Paine—Mr. William R. Smith. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Richardson. 


The House proceeded the forty-fifth time to votè 


number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a choice, 
112; of which— í 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.......eeecessene 
William A. Richardson......... 
Henry M. Fuller.... 
Felix K. Zollicoifer 
James L. Orr...... 
Warner L. Under 
John S. Carlile... 
Robert T. Paine. 
John H. Savage. 
Percy Walker.. 
Humphrey Mar: 
Emerson Etheridge.... 
John Scott Harrison .... 
Benjamin F. Leiter... 
John Wiliams... s... 


So there was no choice. 


nim mine was 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Renson, BiHinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufiington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafice, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Mall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leitor, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Mit- 
ler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, BHihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrutl, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Boll, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 


Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Craige, 
Cri Uikiou, English, 


ord, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson 
Evans, Faulkner, Morence, Thomas J. Ù. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel $. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miler, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruflin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, "Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—M Broom, Cullen; Henry Winter 
Davis, Edic, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hofman, Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K, Marshall, Mil- 
ward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and 
Zonicofter. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, and Lake. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams. 

For Mr. Underwood—My. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Carlile—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Paine—Mr. William R. Smith. 

For Mr. Savage—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Waiker—Mr. Wustis. 

For Mr. H. Marshall—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 


For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. 
For Mr. Wiliiams—Mr. Wheeler. 


Mr. GALLOWAY. 
do now adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Thereupon the House, at five minutes past 
three o’clock, adjourned until to-morrow attwelvo 
o’clock, m. 


I move that the House 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hexry ©. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CASS. Agrecably to the notice which I 
gave yesterday, I now move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the election of the standing committees, 
except the Committee on Printing. I shall not 


| make any motion at present for the election of 


tees of the 


océasions, by the 


think it would be better if the Senate would con- 
sent:to take that course now. know that todo 
so will require unanimous consent, and if any 
entkeman insists on electing by ballot, it must, be 
i fine; but to.try the question, I moveto dispense 
with so. much-of the rules'as. requires: us to. pro- 
ceed by: ballot:in the choice of committees. 
- Mr, HALE. Let the rules be observed. 
“The PRESIDENT, © Objection is-made. ' 
Mr. CASS. Then we must vote by ballot. 
The PRESIDENT. Senators will prepare 
their. ballots. for chairman of the Committce. on 
Foreign Relations, that being the first on the 


lists" 

“Mr. BRODHEAD. Task for the reading of 
the-rule, which directs the mode of balloting for 
committees: ` 

The rule was read, as follows: 

¢'35. In the appointmentof the standing committees, the 
Senate will proceed, by ballot, severally to appoint the chair- 
man of each Committee, and then, by one ballot, the other 
members necessary to complete the same; anda majority of 
the whole number of votes given shall be necessary to the 
choice of a chairman of a standing committee. Al other 
committees shall be appointed by ballot, and a pluratity of 
votes shall make a choice.” ; 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire if 
there be any objection on the part of Senators to 
balloting for. the chairmen of all the committees 
on the same ballot? It would save a great deal 
of time. 

Mr. HALE. Follow the rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think, Mr. President, we 
had better follow the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The rule has been to 
ballot for chairman of cach committee first. 

» Mr- CASS. The ballots are prepared, and it 
will be necessary for every gentleman now to cut 
off the first name on each ballot that stands as 
chairman. It would be better then to go on with 
the.same committee; otherwise we might not be 
able to adhere precisely to the arrangement as. to 
the relation they bear to the committees, 

The PRESIDENT. Senators then will pre- 
pare their ballots, first, for chairman of the Com- 
mittce on Foreign Relations. 

The ballots having been collected and canvassed, 
the President announced that— 


Mr. Mason had received 


Btank...... 


Mr. Mason having reccived a mejonity of all 
the votes given, was declared duly elected chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT. Senators will now pre- 
pare their ballots for the remaining members of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the rule 
Says that, in the appointment of the standing 
committees, the Senate will proceed, by ballot, 
severally, to appoint the chairman of each com- 


mittee, and then, by one ballot, the other mem- | 


bers necessary to complete the same. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senate prefer to 
go on and name the chairmen first of all the com- 
mittees ? ; 

Mr. HALE. That is the way the rule reads. 

The PRESIDENT. The practice has been 
otherwise, I am informed. 

Mr. STUART., I think the construction of the 
rule is as intimated from the Chair. The word 
‘* severally” controls the whole act. You ballot, 
in the first place, as to all the committees, first 
for chairman, and then in one ballot for all the 
rest of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT. That has been the prac- 
lice. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. : 

, LhePRESIDENT. Senatorswill prepare their 
ballots: for the other members of the Committee 


on Forcign Relations. 


sroceed to. the: 


uimous consent of tlie Sen 
ate, to dispense with the vote by ballot. “That | 
course expedites the business very much; aid I 


a 


\ 


‘The-ballots. having- been .collected: and:-can-. 
vassed, the President announced that— : 
"Mr. Douglas had received... 
“Mr. Slidell. asies cece oe 
Mr. Clayton. is 
Mr. Weller v2... 
ir. Fishi? 
<Mr Rusk gr 
Mr Crittenden. . 


Mr. Fessenden 
Mr. Cass iiss 
Mr. Benjamin: 
Mr. Summer»... 


move to dispense with the rule which requires 
separate ballots, so that they may be taken alto- 
gother? 

Mr. BUTLER. They have refused that. 

Mr. YULEE. Cannot that be done by a ma- 
jority of the body? g 

The PRESIDENT. The rule can only be 
altered by unanimous consent: 

Mr. BUTLER. To alter a rule requires a 
day’s notice. 

The PRESIDENT. A day’s notice is re- 
quired. Does the Senator from Florida submit 
a motion? 

Mr. YULEE. I submit the motién that the 
rule be suspended? 

The PRESIDENT. It will require unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. YULEE. I submit the motion for the 
purpose of economizing time. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

: Mr. SUMNER. Will the Chair be good 
enough to state the motion ? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Flor- 
ida asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the election of the committees by one 

allot. 

Mr. YULEE. My proposition is to dispense 
with as much of the rule as requires a separate 
vote for the chairman and the other members of 
a committee, so that a vote may be taken for the 
whole of a committee’at once. 

The PRESIDENT. TheChairhears no objec- 
tion to the motion; 

Mr. HALE. I guess it will be better to go on, 
sir, and vote. It will not save a great deal of 
ume. 

Mr. YULEE. It would save half the time. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
New Hampshire object to the motion? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. Senators will proceed to 
ballot for chairman of the Committec on Finance. 

The ballots were collected, and while the Pres- 
ident was canvassing them, 

Mr. HAMLIN rose and said: I suggest for the 
consideration of Senators that, while the Chair is 
canvassing these votes, we may proceed to vote 
for the body of the committee. This will be 
equivalent to a saving of about one half the time. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
Senators will go on and prepare their ballots for 
the residue of the.members of the committee. 

The canvassing having been completed, the 
President announced that— n 

Mr. Hunter had received ....., 000s essees: 34 Votes, 

Mr.F ‘ 
Mr. Seward......csseeeeee 
Mr. Crittenden.,...... 

Mr. Wade ceeccssees oe fee 

Mr. Sumner........ 2. .cceee rer eter 1 

Mr. Hunter having received a majority of all 
the votes, was declared elected chairman of the 
Committee on Finance. 

For the members of the Committee on Finance 
the following was the vote: E 

Mr. Toucey received.......... 


ird.. Sdeawderasns A 


teererasesenssees È 


H Pearce, Mr. Sr 


tesssesssasa, 32 Votes, 
Mr. Pearee....cseceeee 3 s 
Mr. Stuart... eccseees : 
Mr. Brodhead..... oven dd 
Mr. Crittenden icc sese ressasser aaa.. 33 


oSeeesite PTE T! 
The PRESIDENT. Mr. Toucsy, Mr. 
E, My. Stuart, Mr. Bróvntav, and Mr. 
Crittenpen, having received a majority ofall 
the votes,-are. elected members of.the Committee 
on Finance. bee OLE) Sam 
For chairman of the Committee òn Commerce: 
Mr. Hamlin received... 
Mr. Sewarda.sseres 
Mr. Fessenden . 
Blank... cceseeees 
Mr. Hamuin having received a majority of all 
the votes cast, was. declared elected chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce. $ 
For the remaining members of that committee, 
the vote was: ae 


Mr. «33 votes, 
Mr.S R 
Mr: 34 e 
Mr. Clay.. 33 6 
Mr. 35 6 
Mr. LL 


Mr. Crittenden 
Mr. Fessenden 
Mr. Foster.... 
Mr. Geyer. 
Mr. Hate.. 
Mr. Wilson 
Mr. Dover, Mr. STUART, Mr. Sewarp, Mr. 
Cray, and Mr. Bensamin, having received the 
greatest number of votes cast, were declared to 
be elected members of the Committee on Com- 
merce. , f 
For chairman of the Committee on Manufac- 
tures: 
Mr. Wright received..sesesssesssoseaane a.e. 30 Votes. 
Mr. Fessenden.. sesse esrsocesssesososseases L E 
Mr. SUMNET soos sasessasespereeseresessosoea L 
Mr. Wilson.. eserse eee 
The PRESIDENT. Mr. Wricur having re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes cast, is elected 
chairman of the Committee on Manufactures. 
The votes for the remaining members of that 
committee were canvassed, and announced as 
follows: ; 
Mr. Allen received ...sccsscseeceersens 
Mr, Harlan. .iccarseseeee 
Mr. Wilson ..scceeecenns 
Mr. Trumbull ......... 
Mr. Biggs... ..ceccecaes tho ene cereeneens 
Mr. Bva08 we ceed seasecnavs scescenses ss beens L 
Mr. BAYARD. It does not appear to me that 
there is a quorum voting. It takes thirty-two 
Senators to make a quorum. ` 
The PRESIDENT. There is, doubtless, a 
uorum present. Mr. ALLen, Mr. HARLAN, 
Mr. Wison, and Mr. TRUMBULL, having re- 
ceived a majority of the votes cast, are elected 
members of the ommittee on Manufactures. 
The votes for chairman. of the Committee on 
Agriculture having been canvassed, the result 
was: : 
Mr. Allen received. .....ccecesecseneecceueeed0 VOLES, 
Bilk esp occee cca issor dives sc sed ices 6 
_ The PRESIDENT. The result of this ballot- 
ing does not show a quorum of Senators voting; 
but there evidently is a quorum here. 
Mr. STUART. There is certainly a quorum 
present. If the pages who collect the ballots will 
proceed again, they can obtain the votes of a 


quorum. 

The PRESIDENT. Senators present will 
please vote. 

Mr. HUN Tee te difficulty is that the last 
vote shows no qu@rum. What is to be done in 
that case? 

The PRESIDENT. We must take the vote 
over again. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. By common consent we 
can allow those to vote who have. not already 
done so. 

Mr. RUSK... I move that Mr. Arrey be de- 
clared elected chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture. That ean.be done by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will consider 
the ballot as not closed, and Senators who have 
not voted can. have an opportunity of doing. so. 

Mr. CASS. “What. objection can. there be to 
sending the-boxes round for the votes of those 
Senators. who. have not voted? 


se 
(13 


eee | 


+ 02230 votes. 
“cc 


tease 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair has ordered 
that-to be done. oe 


— 


1855. 


The additional votes having been collected and 
canvassed, the result was announced to be ag | 
follows: f 

Mr. Allen received. s.esssesssees 

Mr. Durkee... ses. ocre 

Mr. Bell, of Tennessee. 

Mr. Wade 

Blank. css cseesecersecsnsevees ccs 

Mr. Auten having received a majority of the 
votes cast, was elected chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The vote for the remaining members of that 
committee was, for— 


Mr. Hunters. cseeeee 
Mr. Wade sisi reari eienaars 


...37 Votes. 


abissar aise siriaca y Od VOLES, 
6“ 


Mr. Harlan... 
Mr. Brown. t 


Mr. Honrter, Mr.W ape, Mr. Tuomsox of New | 
Jersey, and Mr. Harran, were declared elected 
members of the Committee on Agriculture. 

For chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

Mr. Weller received ..eessesees 

Mr. Wilson. cccccseueeeseees 

Mr. Bell, of New Hampshire... 

Mr. Wade..ecceccecascereesces 

Mr. WELLER having received a majority of all 
the votes cast, was declared duly clected chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The.result of the balloting for the residue of 
the members of the Committee on Military 
Affairs was announced as follows: 

» Mr. Fitzpatrick received... 
Mr. SONNSON . caeee coves 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee . 
Mr. Iverson seseceeee 
Mr. Pratt... 
Mr. Benjamin...... 
Mr. Fosters.ssssesene 
Mr. Halessessersese 
Mr. Stuart... 6.eses 
Mr. Wilson, ese. 
THANK. sssoreseresrerreses 
Messrs. FırzpaTRick, Jonson, Jones of 

Tennessee, Iverson, and Prarr, were declared 

elected members of the Committee on Military 

Afairs. — ? ae 

For chairman of the Committee on the Mili- 
tia: 

Mr. Houston received. ..ceeeceseceesae aeee. 29 VOLES, 

Mr. Hale., cecececeeceneeeeeesveneseees a 

Mr. Thompson, of Kentuch 

Mr. WiISOM.. es ecee eens cere cece neers 

Blank... 

Mr. Houston having recerved a majority of 
the votes cast, was clected chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

The ballots for the residue of the members of 
that committee having been canvassed, were an- 
nounced as follows: 


.32 votes. 
7 & 


“ 
23 
“ 
“ 
ec 
“ 
e 
KL 
“ I 


savecsevracevevesens À 
eoeeeeposesocacsoose L 
Serre reece eee reees 


5 
seoroesesasasoe D 


ol 


Mr. Dodge received. .ssssssesesseesa esos vee. 34 Votes, 
Mr. Biggs..... rere re I ede. 


“ 
e 


Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky. 
Mr. Bet, of New Hampshire 
Mr. Harlan . 
Mr. Rusk... 
Bilank....... 


Messrs. Done, Bices, Tuompson of Ken- 
tucky; and Berr of New [Iampshire, were de- 
clared clected members of the Committee on the 
Militia. 

The ballots for chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs having been canvassed, the result 
was announced as follows: 

Mr. Mallory received sssssssssecsresese 

Mr. Fishiccecsceceeee seee TRET 

Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky... 

Mr, Halesesesss eens 

Blank... cceeeeeeeees 

Mr. Matuory having reccived a majority of 
the votes cast, was declared to be clected chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD. After the remainder of the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs are 
elected, I shall ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to vote for chairmen and members of the 
residue of the committees together. My motion 
is,as to the other committees, to vote for chairman 
and members together, so as to save as much time 
as possible. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate for that purpose. 

Mr. PRATT. ‘We might as well also elect all 
the committees at once. 

Mr. BAYARD. My motion applies to all the 
committees which remain after electing the other 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT. It willrequire unanimous 
consent. 


Une eee rere meee reer eres 


+33 Votes. 
75 


Mr. HALE. I do not wish to misunderstand |] 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the Senator from Delaware. I- understood. his 


proposition was to vote for all the members of a 
committee at one ballot, and not for all the com- 
mittees at once. 

Mr. BAYARD. My motion is to vote for the 
chairman and all the members of a committee at 
a single ballot, without electing the chairman and 
the other members by separate ballots. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

_ The PRESIDENT. There being no objec- 
tion, that course will be pursued as to the resi- 
duc of the committees. 

The vote for members of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was annonnced as follows: 

Mr. Thomson, of New Jersey, received......33 votes. 
Mr. Fish i 

Mr. Slidell... 
Mr. James.. 
Mr. Bell, of Tennessee 
Mr. Cass.. 

Blank.. 

Messrs. Tromson of New Jersey, Fisn, Sur- 
DELL, James, and Beru of Tennessee, were de- 
clarcd to be elected members of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

In accordance with the order adopted on Mr. 
Bayarn’s motion, cach of the remaining com- 
mittees was voted for by one ballot, the Senator 
intended to be chairman being so designated in 
the ballots. : 

The vote for the Committee on Public Lands 
was canvassed, and announced as follows: 

Mr. Stuart (chairman) received......++.0004038 votes, 
Mr. Jolnson 32 
Mr. Foot.... a 
Mr, Clayton....... o 
Mr. Pugh sissa s 
Mr. Mallory.. t 
Blanks... « 

The committee, therefore, consists of Mr. 
Srvart, chairman, Mr. Jounson, Mr. Foor, Mr. 
Crayton, Mr. Poon, and Mr. Marzory. 

The balloting for the Committee on Private 
Land Claims resulted in the election of Mr Bex- 


samy, chairman, Mr. Bices, Mr. ‘fnompson of | 


Kentucky, Mr. Foster, cach of whom received 
thirty-four votes, and Mr. Wison, who received 
thirty-two votes. There were cight blank votes, 

The balloting for the Committee on Indian 
Affairs resulted in the clection of Mr. Sepastian, 


| chairman, Mr. Rusk, Mr. Toomss, Mr. Brown, 


Mr. Rrip, and Mr. Ber of ‘Feunessee, for cach 


of whom there were thirty-four votes. Six blank | 


ballots were cast. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Senate, now, to have the residue of the 
committees chosen by a single ballot. 

The PRESIDENT.. It requires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HALE. We had better go through ac- 
cording to the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut em- 
not be entertained. 

The ballots for the Committee on Claims having 
been canvassed, the result was announced as fol- 
lows: 

Mr. Brodhead (chairman) reeeived...... 

Mr. Geyer... 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr.F . 

Blank,.ssssoseccsopee .8 

So Mr. Bropueap, chairman, Mr. GEYER, 
Mr. Iverson, Mr. Yunen, Mr. Wane, and Mr. 
Fressenven, constitute the Committee on Claims. 

The balloting for the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims resulted as follows: 

Mr. Evans (chairman) received. s.s... sese. 32 Votes. 


Mr. Reid.. ao 
Mr. Hale... ee 


i 
ce 
“ 


Mr. Evans, chairman, Mr. Rei, Mr. HALE, 
Mr. Foster, and Mr. Dunxex, constitute the 
committee. 

For the Committee on the Judiciary— 


Mr. Butler (chairman) received... .33 votes. 
Mr. Sumner (chairman) od, M 
Mr. Toucey.... ce 
Mr. Bayard . ce 
Mr. Geyer. 
Mr. Toomh 
Mr. Pugh.. 


eee a BA votes. 
34 
B34 o“ 
iff 
(23 
(13 
ce 


Mr. Crittenden.. a « 
Mr. Fessenden.. e M 
Blank seesseoroserasosserese TT TOE ~S6 


+ 


The committee is composed of Mr. Burrer, 
chairman, Mr. Toucey, Mr. Bavarp, Mr. GEYER, 
Mr. Toomss, and Mr. Puan. ; 3 

The result of the balloting for the Committee 
on the Post Oficeand Post Roads was as follows: 


Mr. Rusk (chairman) received oes. 33 VOLES, 
p Yulee... 4. p 
Mr. Hamlin... 


A 


eessenssotrsseaseesaeaot 


Mr. Adams... aeee Se ETTE e 
Mr. Jones, of Towa... siiginga use tstaon Se 
Mr: Collamer..... avs aseissa E 


Mr. Rusx, chairman, Mr. Yvrer, Mr. Hams 
LIN, Mr. Anams, Mr. Jones of lowa, and Mr. 
CoLLAMER, were declared to be elected. 

Tho balloting for the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, resulted in the clection of Mr. SLi- 
DELL, chairman, Mr. Wricut, Mr, Jonzs of 
Tennessee, Mr. Brees, Mr. Beit of New Hamp- 
shire, and Mr. Derkes, for cach of whom thirty- 
three votes were cast. There were nine blank 
ballots. 

For the Committee on Pensions the result was 
as follows: 

Mr. Jones, of Towa, (chairman,) received....34 votes. 

Mr. Clay....e. s E: 6 

Mr. Buinner E BR 

Mr. Seward... 

Mr. Thomson, of New Jersey. 

Blank. EA 

The committee is therefore composed of Mr. 
Joxes of Iowa, chairman, Mr. Cray, Mr. Sum- 
weg, Mr. Sewanrp, and Mr. Tnomson, of New 
Jersey. 

The votes for the Committee on the District of 
Columbia having been canvassed, the result waa 
announced as follows: 


Mr. Brown (chairman) reeeived. eese ae 33 VOTER, 
Mr. Durkee (chairman), sae Ls 358 
Mr. Pratt....cenessees tegeroerda Ff 
Mr. Mason sessssesroesasssee steecssereadd 66 
Mr. Auen CETT T veseeverda 66 
Mr. Reid... TETT esen 88 E 
Mr. Bell, of ‘Tennessee..-.... esessees d 66 
Mr. Evans rere seis cpeisieg, ai. 6 
Mr. Harlan... EOE PENET ds OF 
Mr. ‘Trumbull i aia wats cs 
Wadi cies siden g ide caseenecaevas series TTE 0. th 


The committee consists of Mr. Brown, chair- 
man, Mr. Prarr, Mr. Masox, Mr. ALLEN, and 
Mr. Rem. 

The balloting for the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, resulted in the choice of 
Mr. James, chairman, Mr. Evans, Mr. STUART, 
Mr. Baown, Mr. Tuompson of Kentucky, and 
Mr. Fressenpen, each of whom received thirty- 
one votes. There were seven blank ballots. 

The balloting for the Committee on Retrench- 
ment and Reform resulted as follows: 


Mr. Adams (chairman) received..... pe eseees 32 VOLOR. 
Mr. Clayton (enairman}).. see abo 
Mr. Fi cda C 
Mr. Fis 83 6 
Mr. wad 6 
Mr. 33 -E 
Blank vos E. 


This committee therefore consists of Mr. 
Apams, chairman, Mr. Frrzparricn, Mr. Fist, 
Mr. Bices, and Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

For the Committee on Territories the result 
was as follows: 

Mr. Douglas (chairman) received.. 

Mr. Durkee (chairman)........ 

Mr. Hale... 


Mr. Jones, of Lowa. 
Mr. Collamer 


33 votes. 
its 


ow A 


Mr. Beil, of Tennessee. t 
Mr. Sebastian... se 
eee jo 

74 “ee 

“ 4 “ 

Mr. Yulce.... 4 « 
Mr. Fessenden. 30°C 
Mr. Tiarlan... a n 
Mr. Bell, af New Hampshire.. assacesere 2 ff 
Mr. Wade cecssctencceeseeee E Af 
Blank a8 ET Sf 


The PRESIDENT. Mr. Doveras having re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes as chairman, 
I declare him elected as such. Messrs. Jones 
of lowa, CoLLAMER, BELL of Tennessee, SEBAS- 
TIAN, and Brees, are elected. members of the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate now to proceed to theelection of all 
the remaining committees, with the exception of 
the Committee on Printing, which was excluded 
by the motion of the Senator from Michigan, at 
one ballot : 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary suggesis 
that that would not lessen the labor 


* 


"s 


December 


aro will be buta single 
“Gnetead-of halfa dozen collections of 
votes. It will lessen:the labor that much: == 
SPRE PRESIDENT. But all the votes have to 
bee aon the Journal, and the Secretary -sug- 
gosts thatthe mode proposed may lead ‘to ‘great 
confusions (20 EAA es, 
Mre CASS. Lrise to suggest that we prot 


to choose the-remainder of the committees viva 


roce. 1 do not'see any possible objection to that. 
have done it year after year until to-day. : i 
tidve, therefore, in the hope-thatit will be unani- 
niously asserted to, that we vote viva voce for the 
idue of the committees. = : : 
The PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan. It requires 
waniinous consenti = = 
“Mr: FOOT and others. 
thity PIRS ` 
# There being no objection, the motion wasagreed 
to. SSS 
Mr. CASS... I now move that the following 
Senators constitute the Committee on Public 
Buildings: Mr. Bayarn, chairman, Mr. James, 
Mr. Hunren;, Mr. Tnomson.of New Jersey, Mr. 
Pratt, and Mr. Hae. i à 

There: being. no. objection, the motion was 
agreed ‘to. . 4 
. Mx. CASS... I- propose the following, gentle- 
men:for the Committee on. Enrolled Bills: Mr. 
Jones of Jowa, chairman, and Mr. Sumner. 

There being no objection, it was ordered that 
these-gentlemen be the committee. ; 
£ Mr. CASS.: I propose as the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent. Expenses of 
the Senate, Mr. Evans, chairman, Mr. WRIGHT, 
and Mr, Foor: as the Committee on Engrossed 
Bills, My. Firzparricx, chairman, Mr. Corta- 
mMgr,.and Mr, WADE. ; 

The motion was agreed to, 
< My, CASS. For the Committee on the Library, 
L move that Mr.. Pearce be chairman, and I 
hope the Senate will excuse me for going out of 
the way of. modesty and naming as the next 
member, Mr. Cass, and next Mr. BAYARD. 
x The: motion, was- agreed to. 
“On motion the Senate adjourned. 


There is no objection 


Ee HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
t WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1855. 


` The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o'clock; m. 


-The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The House proceeded to vote the forty-sixth 
time for Speaker ,with the following result: Whole 
number: of votes cast, 224; necessary to a choice, 
118; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received... os 

William A. Richardson. s.s.s. 

Henry M, Ballers... cee 

James Le Orteeeese 

Felix K. Zollicoffer...... 
Emerson Etheridge sesers 

John Scott Marrisone...ceeee 
i Thomas H. Bayly... casecueerecee 

Humphrey Marshall 

John Wiliams... 

Warner L. Underwoo 

William A. Lake...... is 

Bepjantin F. Leiter... cecee veces ences veeeee en eeee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bemnett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 


E T; 
om. 


rok fat peat fa peak faai jonni kPa R 


` Jones, J. Glancy. Jones, Keit, 


Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covoide, Cragin, Cumback, Dani- | 


rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holioway, Thomas kt. Norton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 


ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, N 


Knox, Kunkle, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 


Y k 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols; 


Norton, Andrew. Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman; Sim- 
moons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C, Washburne, Hihhu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

ior Mr. Richardson~—Messys. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, 


Barksdale, Beli, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, i 


Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Cliagman, Tlowell Cobb, Wibiainson R. W, Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Fauliier, ‘Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 


| Winslow,-and John V. Wright. - 


Hy; Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel’ S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Mé- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Pheips, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William, Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart; Talbott, Taylor, Vail; Warner, Watkins, Wells, 


` For Mr. Fuller-—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Cathie,“ Cox, Cullen, Henry W iter Davis, Edie, Eustis, 
Foster; J. Morrison Harris,. Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, 


“Kennett; Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, 


Porter,.Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicoffer./ -= j 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake. 

For Mr. Etheridge—Mr. Dunn... 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M: Fuller, 

For Mr. Bayly—Mr: Richardson.” 

For Mr. Mayshall—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr: Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Underwood—My. Etheridge. : ~ 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Moore. 


The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the forty-seventh ` vote: 
Whole number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a 
choice, 112; of which— . 


Nathaniel P, Banks received. ssessovessces essea. 1086 
Wiitiam A. Richardson... eer 1 74 
Henry M. Fuller... e. 
James L. Orr... cee 
Benjamin F. Deiter s.s. 
Felix K. Zollicoffer...... 
William A. Lake 
George W. Peck... 
Jobn Wiliams .ssesessses 
Warner L. Underwood...» 
John Seott Harrison ,...++ 
Humphrey Marshall ......... 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Coltax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Gran er, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Kuight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearec, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pottit, Pike,Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoriugton, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Etihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. a 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobh, Williainson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Udmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, flickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miter, MiHson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Samui A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
low, and Jobn V. Wright. . 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Edie, Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennétt, Lindley, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter,Puryear, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Williain R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

or Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Wiliams, 

For Mr. Leiter— s. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake. 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Peck—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Wiliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. * 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Marshall—Mr. Walker. 

The Clerk called the roll on the forty-eighth 
vote for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 223; necessary toa choice, 
112; of which— : 

Nathaniel P. Banks. received. ..cesecceeeseeseeeees 105 

Wiliam A- Richardson... vt 

Henry M. Fuller. ..... 

Benjamin F. Leiter. 

James L., Orr... e. 

Alexander C. M. Penni 


T h pat pt et pes BD DED 


William A. Lake. 
James ©: Allen. 
Humphrey Murs! 
John Williams... sas... 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in dctail: 
For Mr. Banks—Moessrs. Albright, Allison, 


T. paeba beak bed food pa fr fo DD BD) 


Barbour, 


Henry: Bennett, 


Benson, Billinghurst; Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell Chaffee, izra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cwnback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean; De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, ‘Holloway, Thomas 


- R. Hortons. Valentine B. Horton; Howard, Hughston, Kel- 


sey, .King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace; Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Mil- 
ler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton; An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman; Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Wa -lbiira, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 3 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S: Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hali, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones; J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin; Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MceMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rutin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Samuel A: Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
low, and John V. Wright... : 

For Mr. Fuller—Messts.. Ball,; Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Edie; Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Ready, Rieaud, Rivers, Scott, William R: Smith, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney; and Zolli- 
coffer. ‘ T ye 

For Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Shorter and Williams, 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Edwards. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake. 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. 4ilen—Mr. Richardson. : 

For Mr. Marshall—Mv. Walker. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 


The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the forty-ninth vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 224; necessary to a choice, 
113; of which— 


Nathaniel P, Banks received.ssessecsesesceeese es 105 
William A. Richardson... ‘ 2.75 
Henry M. Fulter 3 
Benjamin. F. Leiter. . 
Felix K. Zollicoffer. ccc. ceceeevaenes 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... n 
Warner L. Underwood ..... 
John Scott Harrison... 
William A. Lake.... 
John S. Millson,... 
John Williams 
James L. Orr... ‘ 
Tumphrey Marshall. sssesssrsssveseasenave 


So there was no choice. E 

The following is the vote in detail: .. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. ‘Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
IL, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, ‘Chaffee, Bara Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B.. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkle, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, ‘Kulian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Todd, Trafton, 


co 
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pi pei pomi paai poai Fanti mel paet. pard. DE) 


| Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala- 


der C. Washburne, Ellinu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 
For Mr. .Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie = 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J..D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Mc- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 


i phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins; 


Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr: Fulter—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Eus- 
tis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, 
Kennett; Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Willian R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicoffer. : ; 

: For Mr. Leiter—_Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Zolticoffer—Mr. Lake. 

< For Mr. Pennington—Myr. Edwards. 
For Mr. Underwood—-Mr. Etheridge. 


«For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
For Mr. Lake—My. Humphrey Marshall. 
© Por Mr. Millson—-Mr. Richardson, 

° For Mr. Williems—Mr. Wheeler. 
«Por Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams, . 
svaFroyr Mr. Marshall-—-Mr. Walker. - 


$ Mr. ETHERIDGE, (at fifteen minutes of 
two o'clock.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

“My. FLORENCE. On that motion I call for 
tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Varr and 
‘Watkins were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
‘ayes 63; noes not counted, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on 
the fiftieth vote for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number ofevotes cast, 224; neces- 
sary to a choice, 113; of which— 

"Nathaniel P. Banks received....... 


William A. Richardson. ... 75 
a Henry M. Fuller., sssr ss ..33 
Benjamin F. Leiter...... 2 


Felix K. Zoillicoffer. 
Alexander C. M. Penningt 
Warner L, Underwood... 
John Scott Harrison... 
s Wiliam A. Lake... 
David Barelay...... 
Humphrey M 
John William 
James U. Orr.. 


-So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
‘Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
1H. Caimpboll, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
tell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 


Dodd, Durfee, Kimrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, | 


Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Miler, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
‘Pike, Pringic, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sinumons, Spinner, Stan- 
fon, Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Todd, 
“Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, 


Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel | 


puny Watson, Weich, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

` For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader. 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson k. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 


Evans, Fauikner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, | 
‘Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas | 


L. Barris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George. W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Sinaith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat 
Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For My. Pulier—Messrs. BaH, Broom, John P. Campbe 
Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edic, Eu 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hofman, 


Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, | 


Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Seot, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitey, 
and Zollicoffer. 
For Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 
For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake, 
For Mr. Penningion—Mr. Edwards. 
For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 
For Mr. Harrison—-Mr. Henry 
For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphr 
For Mr. Barclay~ Mr. Richa 
„For Mr. Marshall—Mr. Walker. F 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Whecier. 
For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 


Mr. SAGE, (at half past two.) I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered; 
Messrs. Norton and Vas were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 111; noes not counted. 

So the motion was carried, and 

The House thercupon adjourned till to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock, m. 


and 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, December 13, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dran. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. BUTLER. presented the credentials of 


Hon. Tuomas J. Rusk, chosen by the Legisla- |; 
ture of Texas a Senator from that State for the !i wheels. 


Caruthers, Caskie, | 
y 
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term of six years from the 4th of March, 1857; 
which were read and ordered. tobe filed. ° 
PETITIONS; ETC. q 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Franck 
Taylor, of Washington city, praying the return 
of duties on articles Imported by fim for the use 
of the United States, which were exempt from 
duty under the act of 26th of January, 1849; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, the memorial of the special agents of the 
State of Maryland, praying that the State may 
be reimbursed for advances made by her to the 
United States in 1792 and 1793; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of Charles 
Lucas, legal representative of Joseph W. Thomp- 
son and others, praying that their title under the 
location of a certain New Madrid certificate may 
be confirmed in part, with the privilege of enter- 
ing the residue at $1 25 per acre; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of New- 
ton Southworth, praying for a donation forland; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Stephen 
Tuthill, praying for remuncration for losses sus- 
tained by his father, John Tuthill, during the 
revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Ferrisburg, 
in the State of Vermont, praying for a reduction 
of the rates of ocean postage; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. FOOT. I also present the memorial of 
Zadock Thompson, of Barlingion, Vermont, set- 
ting forth that he was employed by the Superin- 
tendent of the Census Bureau to write out a his- 
torical sketch of the State as introductory to the 


| census returns, with promised assurance of com- 


pensation for such service. In pursuance of that 
request, he prepared a historical skctch of the 
State, the sketch for the State of Maryland having 
been furnished him by the Census Bureau as a 
sample. His time was occupied in this for about 
the space of two months. The manuscript was 
sent on, the receipt of which was acknowledged. 
Congress afterwards, however, decided that these 
historical sketches should not be published with 
the census returns. On application then to Mr. 
De Bow, the successor of Mr. Kennedy, who had 
made this request of Mr. Thompson, for remuner- 
ation for hisservices in pursuance of the promise 
that had heen given him, he was informed by that 


| officer that he had no authority to make such 
| compensation, admitting, at the same time, how- 


i ever, the claim to be a just and equitable one on 
| the Government. 
i, accompanying papers, be referred to the Com- 
; mittee on Claims. 


I move that this memorial and 


The motion was agreed to. 


| Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition į 
| of Mr. Anderson, praying remuneration for losses 
|} sustained in consequence of the death of his | 
| brother by disease contracted in the military ser- ʻ 
vice during the last war with Great Britain; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Clams. 


Also, the memorial of Captain L. C. Hunt, of 
| the Fourth Infantry, in regard to losses incurred 


by the burning of the steamship City of Pitts- 
burg; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Vinton 
to Albion, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of the citi- 
zens of Fort Dodge, lowa, held for the purpose 
of expressing their opinion in regard to the Du- 
buque and Pacific railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of certain |; 


keepers of light-houses on the Atlantic coast, for 
an increase of compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER. I present the petition of Na- 
than Scholfield, of Norwich, Cannecticut, ask- 


called a “governor ” or ay Sacer 


for the purpose of regulating t 


| close of the war. 


ng for a renewal of his patent for a machine, | 


a 2 |! 
invented 1 payment of interest due the State of Maryland,” be taken 


1 ji 
e motion of water |i from the files of the Senate and referred to the Coramittee 


he petitioner has already had one! 


patent, and asks, for reasons stated in his petition, 
that his patent may be renewed, -E move.that the 
petition be referred to the Committee ‘on Patents 
and the Patent Office. : 

The motion was agreed: to. Se 

Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of John 
Burkhalter, a soldier during’ ‘the: revolutionary 
War, praying fora pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


CLAIMS OF REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS... 


Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I -present 
the memorial of the heirs of certain officers: of 
the Massachusetts line of the Continental army, 
in which they set forth, in substance, as follows: 
In 1779 and 1780, these officers having served for 
a long period, being distressed in their pecuniary 
circumstances, and no provision having been 
made for themselves and their families, were 
about to retire from the service. It was appre- 
hended that a dissolution of the army would 
ensuc, and, at the earnest solicitation of General 
Washington, resolutions were passed by Con- 
gress providing that all those oficcrs who served 


| till the close of the war, should receive half pay 


for life. Relying on the plighted faith of the 
Government, they continued in service till the 
After this service had been 
renderedy when the battle had been fought and 
won, the Continental Congress undertook to 
modify this plighted faith of the nation by pro- 
viding a commutation of five years’ full pay in 
lieu of half pay for life. Certificates were issued 
for this commutation pay; but from the condition 
of the country and the circumstances of the offi- 
cers, whose necessities constrained. them to re- 
ceive these certificates, they were sold by the 
holders at a great sacrifice upon their nominal 
value. ‘The heirs of these officers now pray that 
Congress will redeem this plighted faith of the 
nation, and that they may receive the compensa- 


| tion which was thus accorded to them by the res- 


olutions of the Continental Congress in 1779 and 
1780. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Commitice on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I have received and desire 
to lay before the Senate, a memorial from the heirs 
of officers of the Pennsylvania line, similar to the 
one presented by the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Cottamer.] It setsforth in substance 
what he has so well stated to the Senate, and I 
concur with him in expressing the hope that these 
memorials will be early considered and favorably 
acted upon. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CRITT EN. Ihave been requested 
to prescnt the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth A. R. 
Linn, widow of Dr. Linn, late a distinguished 
member of this body, praying for commutation 
and interest for the revolutionary services of 
Colonel William Linn; which I ask may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

It was so referred. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. FISH. Mr. President, Jam chargag with 
the presentation of several petitions complaining 


i; of the action of the Board constituted under the 


act of the last Congress, to promote the efficiency 
of the Navy. My own opinion has been that 
they should properly be presented and referred in 
executive session; but I hold in my hand onc from 
Lieutenant John J. Glasson, which is addressed 
to both Houses of Congress, and a similar one 
is to be presented to the House of Representa- 
tives when that body shall be organized. He is 
anxious that it should be presented at once, and, 
in compliance with his request, I now present his 
petition, complaining of the action of the Board, 
and asking to be restored to the Navy. I move 
its reference to the Commitlee on Naval Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and papers of William D. 
Merrick and Benjamin C. Howard, specia] agents of the 
State of Maryland, asking for the passage of a bill to explain 
and correct the crroncous construction of a law of Congress, 
approved 13th May, 1826, entitled “ An act authorizing the 


on Finance. 


: OS OUTE BID. SESS 
motion by Mr: IVERSON, it was = +n: 
» Resolved, That the Committee: on thë- Post: Office and 
Post: Roads be inatructed to-inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a joint resolution correcting. the error. alleged to 
exist in the bid of the contractors on route, No 6303, 

es NOTICES OF BILLS eo Banas 
“Mr: JONES, of lowa, gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to: introduce the following bills: 
‘A bill to extend the western boundary line- of 

the State of lowa to the Missouri river; and“ 
“<A bill to continue the improvement of the Des 
‘Moines andthe Rock -tiver rapids, in the Upper 
Mississippi. PERETE ae Pane 
“Mri SLIDELL gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a` bill making grants of 
land to the State of Lowisiana, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in that State. 
“Mr: WRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
‘ask leave to introduce-a bill for the improvement 
‘of the harbor of Newark, New Jersey.” 

“Mr. STUART gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill for the improvement of the harbor ät 

‘Grand river, on Lake Michigan; i 

- A. bill for completing the harbor at Black Lake, 
on Lake Michigan; . 

2 A bill for improving ‘the harbor at Kalamazoo 
river, on Lake Michigan; 

> A bill for improving the harbor at South Black 
river, on Lake Michigan; 


‘A bill for completing the harbor at St. Joseph,- 


on Lake Michigan; `, 

A bill for completing the harbor at New Buf- 
falo, on Lake Michigan; and 

A bill for improving certain harbors on Lake 
Superior. 

ARRANGEMENT OF MEMBERS OF COMMIT- 
TEES. 

Mr. CASS, Mr. President, I am requested to 
bring before the Senate the consideration of the 
arrangement of the members of committees, It 
was the intention of a majority of the Senate that 
the members should be arranged on the commit- 
tees according to the order in which their names 
_atood-on much the larger proportion of the ballots. 
The list of names thus arranged is already in the 
Secretary’s office. It has been the practice-of the 
Senate heretofore to control this matter. I bold 
in my hand the Journal of one year, where I find 
this entry: 

Qn motion of Mr. Sevier, and by unanimous consent 

“ Ordered, That the members of committees be arranged 
as follows :?— 

And then it proceeds to name all the members 
of committees. I trust the Senate will now come 
to a resolution directing the Secretary to arrange 
the members of committees agreeably to the report 
in his office, That report contains the names of 
the members in precisely the position which they 
occupied in the prepared ballots. 

The PRESIDENT, It has been the practice 
heretofore, according to the examinations made 
by the Secretary, to give to the members of a 
committce places next after the chairman accord- 
ing to the number of votes received. Wiken the 
Secrgtary applied to the Chair yesterday evening 
to determine the point, he stated that it would be 
better for him to bllow the practice of the Senate. 
In doing that, it appears he has changet the 
programme as. presented by the Senator from 

Michigan: yesterday. Of course, it is a matter 
which is under the control of the Senate. Any 
order they make will be conformed to by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. CASS. Tt will be observed that the list, 
as put on the Journal by the Secretary, deranges 
the position of old members of committees, and, 
without reason, puts new. members above them, 
which has an appearance not very agreeable to 
them, and may be misapprehended by those who 
do not understand the cause of it. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the honorable Sen- 
ator’s suggestion for a remedy? 

Mr. To arrange the members of com- 
mittees as they stand in the report in the Secre- 
tary’s office, which is precisely as they stood on 
the ballots put in by the majority. 

“Mr. SEWARD. I have nothing to say in 
relation to it, To me, it seems to be avery small 
matter: I do not know how the Senate can take 
notice of the form of a part of the ballots that 
were given, and reject the others. It is entirely 


-J| immaterial- to“ me;-but: 


| years ago the state-of my political health was 


}occupy the precise position which he occupied 


would: suggest to: the 
honorable Senator, whether the better: remedy 
would not be to allow the committees themselves 
tomake the arrangement when they meet: They 
undoubtedly will all assent to.that course which || 
is proper.. For myself, I am quite desirous to 


|| take the place which may be assigned to me by 


my. colleagues on the committees on. which my 
name stands. - : f 

Mr. HALE: I hope the usual course that has- 
been pursued heretofore will be pursued now. 
I suppose that the honorable Senator from Michi-: 
gan im- making this move; as he intimates, to 
relieve the feelings of somegentlemen, must have 
had me in his eye, [laughter,] for I-find that I 
am putat the tailend of the Committee on Public 
Buildings. -The Chair will recollect:that a few 


committee. 


such that I was not fit to > f° on an ees 
A ou have im- 


Mr. CASS, (to Mr. Hare.) 
proved since then. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; I. think it indicates 
progress; it shows that Iam. so improved that I 
am fit to be at the tail end of the Committee on 
Public Buildings. Paneer] Tam perfectly 
content, and I fope shall be allowed to remain 

ere. : 
aMr. CASS. The committee, to which the’ 
honorable Senator alludes, on which he stands, 
was one of those not balloted for, but for which 
I proposed a list. If it had been balloted for, I 
do net know how the honorable Senator would 
have stood upon it—perhaps at the head of the 
committee. i know, sir, this ig not a very im- 
portant matter; but the world is made up of 
small things, and I know that some gentlemen 
of the Senate feel aggrieved at the position which 
they have been made to occupy. It looks, to 
their constituents at home, as though they had 
been lowered in position in the committees, and 
others put above them who ought not to be. As 
to myself, I have, of course, no particular inter- 
est in the matter. ~ 

The PRESIDENT. Does thè Senator from 
Michigan make any motion in reference to this 
subject? 

Mr. CASS. Yes, sir; my motion is that mem- 
bers be arranged on the committees agreeably to 
the report in the Secretary’s office. The Secre? 
tary knows the report referred to. It has been 
sent down to the printer, f understand, or I should 
have ithere. The names stand there precisely 
in the order in which they stood on our ballots. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, there have 
been some very material changes made from the 
arrangements agrecd to by the majority of the 
Senate. For instance, Mr. Mason was placed at į 
the head of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and Mr. Dovenas has uniformly occupied the | 
next position on that committee, and has conse- 
quently been the chairman in the absence of Mr. 
Mason. Now, those who had an agency in 
arranging these committees desired that Mr. | 
Dovcuas should be the chairman of the commit- 
tee in the event-of Mr. Mason not being able to 
attend. Instead of that, however, the name of | 
Mr. Crayton is placed after the chairman. He 
is an old member of the committee; and there is 


none better qualified for the position of chairman, |; 


it fs true, than that Senator; but a majority of 
the Senate desired that Mr. Dousras should 


during the Jast Congress. ‘The same may be said 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. A majority 
desired that Mr. Marrory should be chairman, 
and that Mr. Tuomson, of New Jersey, should | 
occupy the next position, in order that he might 
be chairman if Mr. MaLrory were absent. By 
the arrangement the Secretary has made, Mr. 
Fisn—a very competent man, of course, in all 
respects, for that position—would be the chair- 
man in the absence of Mr. Manuory; but such 
was not the desire of those who voted yesterday 
for these committees. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remark, 
that the change made by the Secretary results 
from the fact that the gentlemen mentioned re- 
ceived a higher number of votes than any other 
members named on the committee; and, accord- 
ing to the practice of the Senate hitherto, the gen- 
tleman receiving the highest number of votes has 
been assigned a place next the chairman: {t is 


Mr. SEWARD... Edo hope we may eome..to 


the end of this matter. - It seems to me not to be 
of sufficient importance to detain us long. Lhope 
the: motion of: the: Senator from Michigan. wil 
prevail and will be unanimously adopted. ‘The 
majority ought to have the power, as. they have’ 
the responsibility; and if through any misap- 
prehension their will:-has not been carried out 
in- the disposition of the: members+of this. body 
on the committees; I think there:ought-to be-no 
objection to their being allowed: to. doit in the 
way which will be the easiest,.and most. quiet 
and tranquil and satisfactory to themselves. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Michigan 
be so good as to state,what ‘report’ he refers 
to? What is the report? 

Mr. CASS, (holding up a written document.) 
There it is, : 

Mr. HALE. That does not tell anything. 
Whose report is it? ae 

Mr. CASS. Do you want to know what itis, 
where it came from, and all about it? ? 

Mr. HALE. Exactly. 

Mr. CASS.  Itis-a report made by a commit- 
tee of Democratic Senators to the Democratic 
caucus. As it was not varied from, it was leftin 
the Secretary’s office to-be copied.) 

Mr. HALE. Though we always recognize 
such things, it is not common to make them a 
part of the records of the Senate, whether they 
be the proceedings of a Democratic caucus or of 
any other caucus. This motion, as it embodies 
that ‘report,’? makes it part of the proceedings 
of the Senate, and therefore seems to me to bea 
departure from the usual course. 

Ar. CASS. I merely wish to observe that I 
propose to make it no part of the records of the 
enate. I mentioned the report only for the pur- 
pie of identifying it; but now I take all tha: 
ack, and produce a paper containiiig the names 
in the order in which it was intended they should 
be placed on the committees. My motion is 
that the names. be arranged as they stand on thia 
paper which I send to the Chair. That will ob- 
viate the difficulty. 

Mr. HALE. AU I want is that it shall appear 
on record that this thing was arranged by a 
Democratic caucus, that the committees were 
fixed there, and now the motion is that we regis- 
ter the decrees of the caucus. 

Mr. CASS and Mr. WELLER. That is it, 
exactly. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to. The proper ar- 
rangement of the committees is therefore as 
follows: 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Mason, (chair- 
man,) Douglas, Slidell, Clayton, Weller, and 
Fish. 

On Finance—Messrs. Hunter, (chairman,) 
Toucey; Pearce, Stuart, Brodhead, and Critten- 

en. 

On Commerce—Messrs. Ilamlin, (chairman,) 
Dodge, Stuart, Seward, Clay, and Benjamin. ` 

On Manufactures—Messrs. Wright, (chair- 
man,) Allen, Harlan, Wilson, and Trumbull. 

On Aigriculture—Messrs. Allen, (chairman,) 
Hunter, Wade, Thomson of New Jersey, and 
Harlan. 

On Military Affairs—Messrs. Weller, (chair- 
man) Fitzpatrick, Johnson, Jones of Tennes- 
see, Iverson, and Pratt. ‘ 

On the Militic—Messrs. Houston, (chairman,) 
Dodge, Biggs, Thompson of Kentucky, and Bell 
of New Hampshire. 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Mallory, (chair- 
man,) Thomson of New Jersey, Fish, Slidell, 
James, and Bell of Tennessee. 

On Public Lands<Messrs. Stuart, (chairman,) 
Johnson, Foot, Clayton, Pugh, and Mallory. 

On Private Land Clainis—Messrs. Benjamin. 
(chairman,) Biggs, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Foster, and Wilson. r 

On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Sebastian, (chair- 
man,) Rusk, Toombs, Brown, Reid, and Bell, 
of Tennessee. 

On Claims—Messrs. Brodhead, (chairman,) 
Geyer, Iverson, Yulee, Wade, and Fessenden. 

On Revolutionary. Claims—Messrs. Evans, 
(chairman,) Reid, Hale, Foster, and Durkee. 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Butler, (chairman,) 
Toucey, Bayard, Geyer, Toombs, and Pugh. 
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On the Post Office and Post Roads—Messrs. Rusk, 
(chairman,) Yulee, Hamlin, Adams, Jones of 
lowa, and Collamer. 

On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Slidell, (chair- 
man,) Wright, Jones of Tennessee, Biggs, Bell 
of New Hampshire, and Durkee. 

On Pensions—Messrs. Jones, of Towa, (chair- 
man,) Clay, Sumner, Seward, and Thomson of 
New Jersey. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Brown, 
(chairman,) Pratt, Mason, Allen, and Reid. 

On Patents and the Patent Office—Messrs. James, 
(chairman,) Evans, Stuart, Brown, Thompson 
of Kentucky, and Fessenden. 

On Retrenchment—Messrs. Adams, (chairman,) 
Fitzpatrick, Fish, Biggs, and Crittenden. 

On Territories—Messrs. Douglas, (chairman,) 
Jones of Iowa, Collamer, Bell of Tennessee, Se- 
bastian, and Biggs. - 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate—Messrs. Evans, (chairman,) Wright, 
and Foot. 

On Public Buildings—Messrs. Bayard, (chair- 
man,) James, Hunter, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Pratt, and Hale. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Fitzpatrick, (chair- 
man,) Collamer, and Wade. 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Jones of Iowa, | 
(chairman,) and Sumner. 

On the Library—Messys. Pearce, (chairmén,) 
Cass, and Bayard. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That such committees as were authorized to 
appoint clerks at the last session, be authorized to appoint 
clerks, until otherwise ordered. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to 
consider the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offer an amendment to the 
resolution, as a proviso: 


Provided, No person shall be appointed who holds office 
under the General Government. 


The object of this proviso is to prevent any one 

erson holding two offices. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. There is already a law 
which regulates that matter, and such an amend- | 
ment is altogether unnecessary. By the law of ; 
the land no person can hold two offices under the 
General Government at the same time. 

Mr. ADAMS, The proviso can do no harm. 

Mr. STUART. I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. It refers to one of those mat- 
ters with which, F think, the committees of 
the Senate may be trusted. I know that in one 
instance, at least, the clerk of one of our commit- 
tees is a gentleman who, when not discharging 
the duties of that position, holds a place in one 
of the Departments as a clerk, and whose services 
it would be very difficult to dispense with, as the 
Senator from Maryland, now in my eye, [Mr. 
Prarce,] can testify; and the interests of the 
whole country are benefited by this arrangement. 
There is a substitute acting for him in the Depart- 
ment, while he is performing the duties of a clerk 
to onc of the committees of this body. f 

Now, sir, by this amendment there is no policy 
to be established which will aid the interests of 
the country in any point of view. I do think 
that the Senate of the United States might be left 
at liberty to sclect the clerks of their committees | 
from anybody in the United States, and I hope | 
therefore that the amendment will not be adopted. | 

What I have said of the committee to which 


N 


I have alluded is true of one or two other com- | 
mittees of this body. It is true also in the | 
other House. The Committee of Ways and) 
Means of that House, as well as the Committee ! 
on Finance of the Senaté, have a clerk who, from | 
the nature of his education and his position ın | 
the Departments, is highly valuable, and whose | 
services are almost indispensable in furnishing | 
readily and promptly te both Houses of Congress | 
the information necessary for them to act upon. | 
What benefit to the country will it be, sir, to 
have the amendment adopted? I certainly can 
see none; I can see that in the business of the 
Senate very serious injury would grow out of it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I do not know 
what the purpose of the amendment is. I do 
not know that there has been any abuse of the 
power of appointing an officer who holds some 
other place under the Government. I do know 
that. in 


i upon any one. 


the Senate, there has been one case, in ‘| the number of them who rise up before my eye 


which a gentleman appointed as clerk to one of 4 
the committees of this body, the Committee. on 
Finance, was, after he had been the clerk of that 
committee for some time, appointed to a. clerk- 
ship in one of the Departments. The committee 
found themselves very unwilling to dispense with 
his services, long experience having given him 
facility in arranging some of the business of that 
committee, which, at certain periods of the year 
is-exceedingly pressing, and requires somebod 
of great experience to assist the committee. We 
made an arrangement, by which, while he con- 
tinued to hold the clerkship which he had ob- 
iained, he could yet act as clerk to the Committee 
on Finance, a substitute being found who per- 
formed his duties in the Department during that 
time. That is the only case in the Senate of | 
which I am aware, and I am sure that is not an 
abuse. He does not get the pay of two offices. 
The law does not prevent an individual holding 
two offices. That question was recently sub- 
mitted to a judicial tribunal, and it has been de- 
cided, in Baltimore, by the Chief Justice of the 
United States, that a person cannot, by law, re- 
ceive the emoluments of two offices, but he may 
exercise the functions of both. Such is the law. 
There is really no abuse in regard to this matter 
in the Senate, and, therefore, I do not sce the 
necessity of the amendment. It would, I am 
sure, subject one committee to inconvenience, 
for I am certain it would be almost impossible to 
find a person as well qualified as the gentleman 
of whom I have spoken, who has served us 
faithfully for several years. It will out him off, 
and that is all it will do. 

Mr. ADAMS, I never offer a proposition here 
with the view of affecting individuals. It is 
stated by the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. 
Srvarr,] that great detriment and inconvenience 
will accrue to the public service of this country un- 
less you allow gentlemen to hold two offices at the 
same time, thatis, if you consider clerkships to the 
committees as offices. Now, sir, [think we have 
in this country individuals who can discharge 
the duties of clerkships to all the committces 
without our being compelled to go to the Depart- 
ments, and detail from there clerks with double 
salaries. If we cannot, we had better pay an 
extra compensation to these gentlemen who can 
render such distinguished services to the com- 
mittees, and release them from their duties in the 
Departments. I think it is wrong to suffer men 
indirectly to hold two offices, while our gencral 
law provides they shall hold but one. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan mentions several cases. I 
heard, perhaps not at the last session, but pre- 
viously, that there were a number of such cases į 
in both Houses. Itisnotan unusual thing. My j 
object was not to affect individuals; but I believe 
the doctrine of my amendment to be right in | 
principle, correct in practice, and no reflection 
I should dishke to put any of | 
the committees to inconvenience by depriving! 
them of a favorite clerk; but if the clerks in the ; 
Departments discharge their duties, and have as | 
much to do as they should have, their time will | 
not allow them to perform the dutics of commit- | 
tee clerks here. If the committees necd clerks, | 
their undivided attention is required. One office | 
ata time I think is enough for one man, when | 
offices are scarce, and when there is such a great ; 
number of applicants, patriots ready to serve | 
their country in any capacity, even as clerks to 
committees. When a man has an office in one 
of the Departments, that ought to content him. | 
The proposition I have offered is no reficction; | 
at least it is intended as no reflection on any com- | 
mittee or anybody. i 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I cannot vote | 


for the amendment of the honorable Senator from |} 


Mississippi, and still I wish to say a word on: 
the subject, because it is likely to be misappre- | 
hended. [think the amendment is not founded | 
in the philosophy of the old fable, which advised | 
that you retain the present swarm, instead of buy- | 
ing them off and eucouraging a new onc. But, 
however that may be, the amendment is too; 
broad. It prohibits any person who holds any | 
place, any kind of office under the Federal Gov- 

ernment, being clerk to a committee. Now, the 
are persons in this city who hold office under tl 
Federal Government, whose pay is very insufii- 
cient for the ee eae of themselves and familics— 


i| I approve its rigid enforcement. 


in imagination is very considcrable—te whom 
something further by way of support ìs neces- 
sary in these very expensive times. There have 
often been instances in which persons holding, 
small offices under the Federal Government, have 


‘been employed by myself, and I presume by: 


other Senators, and paid for services and assist- 
ance rendered to us. There has been more than 
one instance at the present session where persons 
having families to support—large families and 
expensive ones—have asked the privilege of writ- 
ing out of office hours, by way of enhancing the 
provision for their support. This amendment 

vould cut off all that class of cases, and I really 
think there is nọ use in doing so. I hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I do not 
know that this amendment, if adopted, would 
reach a practice which L believe has been found 
almost necessary here. I do not know that it 
would affect the practice which has been resorted 
to, of employing as clerk to a committee a clerk 
in the Department, who does not draw both sal- 
aries, but one having a substitute in the Depart- 
ment, discharging his duties there, and taking 
that salary. Ít is in that way alone that we have 
been able to obtain the services of a clerk to the 


Finance Committee, who is, as you know, sir, ` 


an admirable clerk, and one with whose services 
we cannot very well dispense. Atleast, it would 
be inconvenient to do so. He is one whose ser- 
vices we should like to secure. One of two 
things must be done: either we must allow the 
Finance Committce to appoint a clerk during the 
Congress, so that we can thus secure a first-rate 
officer; or else we must be allowed to continue 
the practice which has prevailed for some time 
past, by which we get an experienced clerk from 
the Department, another taking his place and re- 
ceiving his salary there during the time he was 
employed by the Finance Committee. This 
course is not, as I believe, in opposition to the 
law. One or the other will have tobe done. If 
this amendment should be adopted, I should 
think it my duty to move that the Committee on 
Finance be allowed to employ a clerk for the 
Congress; that is for the two sessions, continu- 
ously. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will make only a passing 
remark on this subject. I think the amendment 
of my friend from Mississippiis unnecessary. I 
have never regarded a clerkship to a conimittee 
as an office. I regard it what lawyers call an 
employment—a limited employment, one which 
certainly cannot assume the dignity nor have the 
attributes of what we would call an office, which 
is recognized by law. Why, sir, I should not 
hesitate to say that every committee has a right 
to dismiss its clerk atany time, and I regard sucha 
clerkship as mere employment during the session, 
and nothing else. I therefore hope my fricnd will 
withdraw his amendment. I think itis unneces- 
sary; and if I must speak out, I will say that I 
see no reason why we should not get reason and 
experience wherever we may find them, so far as 
regards the qualifications of a clerk to any of the 
committees; nor do I think that because a man 
has, within the sphere of his experience, more in- 
telligence than another, he should be proscribed. 
I cannot understand such a policy. I know that 
there is a disposition to divide and subdivide, and 
reduce offices under mere names, because it looks 
a little like economy; but, on the contrary, my 
opinion is that the truest economy is to give high 
salaries for offiecs which require intellectual en- 
dowments, and thus obtain the very best men. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the law al- 
ready existing is very stringent, aud it is strin- 
gently enforced. No officer in the Federal Gov- 
ernment can be employed in two offices, and 
receive the compensation of, both, On the cor- 
trary, he is entitled to receive only the highest 
rate of compensation for one of the offices, and 
for the performance of the duties of others he is 
entitled to no compensation. Tapprove that law 
I know, experi- 
mentally, that jt has been strictly enforced, as it 
ought to be. If that legislation is not sufficient, 
let us amend that law, and provide more clearly 
and more surely against the employment of pub- 
lic officers in more than one office. I do not, 
myself, deem it necessary. On the other hand, 
I think that you may well commit to the comer 
mittees of the Senate the employment of their 
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think ‘the law applies to it; but if it-does, the pro- 
vise is'unnecessary; and if it docs not apply, 1 
do not think we ought to provide here beyond 
the extent that Congress themselves have pleased 
to legislate on the subjéct of the incompatibility 
of offices: Iam opposed to the amendment. _ 
‘Mr. ADAMS. r. President, I dislike to 
attempt to doa thing inconsistent with the gen- 
cral sentiment and feeling of this body. I under- 
stand the construction has been given, which was 
alluded to by the Senator from South Carolina, 
that the appointment of these clerks amounts only 
to employment, and that, therefore, it is no vio- 
lation of the existing. law to appoint as clerks to 
committees persons who are employed in the 
Departments, although they reccive a regular 
fixed compensation both in the Departments and 
as clerks of committees. That, I thought, was 
wrong. I thought there was no impropriety in 
offering this amendment. If it should turn out 
that inconvenience would arise, as suggested by 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunren,] I 
should be perfectly willing to vote to give to the 
Committee on. Finance a permanent clerk. I 
believe that. committee ought to have a perma- 
nent clerk, and I think no other committee should. 
Lwould a great deal rather agree to that than con- 
tinue the present system. Atthevery hour when, 
by the rules of the Departments, their clerks are 
required to be there, our committees sit, and it is 
necessary to-have the clerks in the committee 
rooms. I wish to abolish that system. If my 
simendment affects nobody, nobody is hurt by it. 
If it is rightin principle, Í consider it is no reflec- 
tion on the committees, because no one is alluded 
to, either in terms or in intention, in offering it. 
"The amendment was rejected; and the resolu- 
tion was agreed to without amendment. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tnurspay, December 13, 1855. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o'clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The election of Speaker being the business in 
order, the Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the 
fifty-first_ vote for Speaker, with the following 
result; Whole number of votes cast, 224; neces- 
sary toa choice, 113; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received 
William A. Richardson......... . 
Henry M. Fuller... 6.0.0... see eee neses 
Benjamin F. Leiter 
James L. Orfsseesssesosseeereessosnesseess 
Alexander ©, M. Pennington.. .sessssese 
Warner L. Underwood..... 
John Scott Harrison 
Felix. K. Zollicoffer 
William A. Lake......-. 
Samuel A. Smith.....+ 
Humphrey Marshall.... 
John Williams... ..ssesesssepssessassasvsasosseres 


So there was- no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Bunks — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rel, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean; De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
E. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 


et al et rat ft fk tt ee) 


Stanton, Stronaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd; 


sey, King, Knapp, ! iton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter; Mace, Matteson, ty; i 

ler; Morgan; Morrill, Mott, Murray,” Nichols, ‘Norton, An- 
drew. Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 


fons Tyson; Wade, Wakeman,: Walbridge, Waldron, 
alader C. Washburne, Elibu. B. Washburne, Israel 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 


For Mr. Richardson —Mëssrs; Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 

Barksdale; Bell, Henry: S- Bennett, Bocock, Bowie; Boyce, 

Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 

Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 

Crawford, Denver, Dowdell; Edmundson, Elliott, English, 

Evans, Faulkner, Florence; Thomas.J. D. Fuller, Goode, 

Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 

L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman,. Houston, Jewett, George 

W. Jones; J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 

Lumpkin, Saine S. Marshall, Maxwell; MeMullin, Me- 

Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 

Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 

Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William, Smith; 

Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 

kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. ‘Wright. mat 
For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P, .Camp- 

bell, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Edie, Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison 

Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett,, Lindley; 

Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 

Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, ‘William R: Smith, Sneed, 

Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and. Zolli- 

coffer. 

For Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Edwards. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake. 

For Mr. Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 

For Mr. Smith—Mv. Richardson. 

For Mr. Marshail—Mr. Walker. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 


During the call of the roll, and on thename of 
Mr. McMuuum being, called— 

Mr. McMULLIN said: Before I give my vote, 
I take occasion to give notice to the House that, 
unless there shall be an election effected within 
the next three days, I shall submit a proposition 
to the House by way of compromise. I vote for 
RICHARDSON. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Suppose we adjourn now 
for three days. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the fifty-second vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 222; necessary to a choice, 
112; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received .esseseserses ereere e 104 
William A. Richardson...... A se TS 
Henry M. Fuler... eserse cece sessrnseseeree 
Benjamin F. Leiter......- ERE APRAN 
Alexander ©. M. Pennington.. 
James L. Orr 
Felix K. Zollicoffer,... 
William A. Lake... sesrsesse 
John Williams ...... ++ 
Warner L. Underwood 
John Scott Harrison.. 
Humphrey Marshall... 
Philip T. Herbert.. 


So there was no choice. 
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The following is the vote in detail; 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durtce, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader €. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrisen, Haven, Hoffman, 


“McCarty; Meacharn, Killian Mit | 


Kennett, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Paine, Porter, 


li Puryear, Ready, Ricaud; Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, | 


, Swope; Tri 0 falk, Walker, Whit- 
ney, ana Zolicofer = == ER ei Mias 
For Mr. Leiter—Messrs, Dunn and Moore. 
For. M 2ennington—Messrs: Kdwards.and Ball. 
“For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 
For Mr- Zotlicoffer—Mr, Lake < 
For Mr: Lake—Mr. Humphrey Marshall. 
For Mr. Williams—Mr.. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Unilerwood—Mr. Etheridge... 
For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
For Mr. Marshall—Mr. Walkers = ` 
„Fori ‘Mr.-Herbert-—-Mr. Richardson.“ a 
The Clerk called. the roll-on the fifty-third vote 
for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
numbér of votes cast; 222; necessary toa choice, 
112; of which— : 
Nathaniel P. Banks received.....seeees 
William A. Richardson 
Henry M. Fuiler...... 
Benjamin F. Leiter..... 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 
James L. Orr.seeasenoseesoses 
Warner L. Underwood.... 
John Scott Harrison s.s.s... 
Felix K. Zollicoffer......... 
John Wiliams......ceceners 
William W.BOyCei.sesesesssessoesenerenesnrn eses 1 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—-Messrs: Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst; Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H, 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Coming, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
TimothyPavis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Diekeon, Dodd, 
Durfec-Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran 
ger, Grow, Robert B: Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter; 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Peiton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Strana- 
han, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Wasbbume, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edinundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai, Oliver, Orr Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, ‘Willian Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Eustis, Foster, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Alexander K. Marshall, Mil- 
ward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. -Letter-—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Penninzton—Messrs. Ball and Edwards, 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Underwood—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Zollicoffer—Mr. Lake. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Boyce—Mr. Richardson. 


The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on 
the fifty-fourth’ vote for Speaker, with the fols 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 2225 
necessary to a choice, 112; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received ...esecceceesveesers e104 
William A. Richardson ... 

Henry M. Fuller... os 
Benjamin F. Leiter.. s.es.. 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 
Warner L. Underwood.... 
John Scott Harrison... 
John Williams..s.ss >s 
James L. Orf.sssssess 
James A. Stewartesccecserses 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Barbotir, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rel], Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
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Cadwalader ©. Washbume, Elihu B.: Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. A 
For My. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hail, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Rufiin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward , Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal-. 
bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
„John V, Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hofman; 
Kemnett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Leiter—-Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Ball and Edwards. 

For Mr. Underwood-—-Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Faller. 

For Mr. Willtiams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Siewari——-Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WELLS. [demand tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SMITH of 
Tennessee, and Norron were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to, the tellers having reported only 
forty-nine in the affirmative. 


The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the fifty-fifth vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 222; necessary to a choice, 
112; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received ....see cee veeeeeen ee.. 104 
William A. Richardson.. a AE ATT i 
Henry M. Fuller, ue. ETETETT .sessse 3B 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. ..ceeceeceevereeesee 2 
James LOs isic 1 
Benjamin F. Leiter.. 1 
John Williams.. 1 
John Scott Harris . 1 
Lawrence M. Keitt....4. 1 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks--Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewi D. Campbell, Chatice, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Howard, Hugiston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miiler, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, Tratton, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala- 
der ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israeli Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, George W., Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. i 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cwlen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, Paine, Porter, Pur- 
year, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, and 
Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Ball and Edwards. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Harrison—Myr. Henry M. Fuller. 

for Mr. Keitt—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. MATTESON. Mr. Clerk, I move that | 
the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to. . | 
Thereupon the House (at twenty minutes to | 


three o’clock, p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow | 
at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, December 14, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. DEAN. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
PETITIONS, 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Ce- 
zario Wallace, praying for the confirmation of 
his title to a tract of land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of inhabitants of the collec- 
tion district of Téche, in the State of Louisiana, 
for the removal of a custom-house from Franklin 
to Berwick city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of R. D. Livingston, for 
confirmation of the title to four hundred arpents 
of land in the limits of the Bastrop grant; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of Peyton G. King, late re- 
ceiver of moneys at Monroe, Louisiana, asking 
to be relieved from certain liabilities incurred in 
consequence of loss by rabberics committed of 
public moneys in his possession; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Sarah 
B. Hobbins, sole heir and lineal descendant of 
Michael Jackson, an officer in the revolutionary 
army, praying to beallowed the half pay to which 
her ancestor was entitled; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of William 
M. Brooks and Eliza M. Priest, praying to be 
allowed the amount due their father, Colonel 
David Brooks, as pay and commutation for ser- 
vices during the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
the hoard of trustees of the Farmers’ High School 
of Pennsylvania, on the subject of meteorological 
observations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittes on Agriculture. 

On the motion of Mr. SUMNER, the petition 
of Joseph Smith, a captain in the Navy, repre- 
senting that he has been aggrieved by a decision 
of the Naval Board is Vanes under an act of 
Congress, approved February 28, 1855, and pray- 
ing for redress, which was heretofore presented 
and laid on the table, was taken up and referred 
to the Commitice on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. Since the opening of the ses- 
sion I have had laid on the table two petitions, 
which J desire to have referred. I move thatthe 
petition of Catherine V. R. Cochrane be taken 
from the table and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the petition of 
the Agricultural Society of the State of New 
York, praying for appropriations for the purpose 
of carrying out the design of Lieutenant Maury 
for meteorological observations, be taken from 
the table and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that G. A. Ma- 
gruder have leave to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate his memorial and the accompanying 
papers. The case is now pending before the 
Court of Claims, and the claimant desires to 
present them there. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. FISH. 1 ask leave to withdraw from the 
files the petition and accompanying papers of 
Francis B. Stockton, a purser in the Navy, re- 
lating to a claim for expenditures while in Lon- 
don, with a view to their reference to the Court 
of Claims. 

Leave was granted. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On the motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on Lake Erie; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Oswego, New York, on Lake Ontario; 


. 
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A bill ‘making’ an appropriation for a steam 


dredge on Lake:Ontario;.: 

A bill for continuine-the improvement. of the 
harbor at.the mouth of Oak Orchard creek, New. 
York, on Lake Ontario; ; i 

A bill for continuing the improvement of. the 
harbor of Buffalo, New York, on Lake Erie; 

A bill for continuing the improvement. of the 
harbor of Sodus bay, Wayne county, New York, 
on Lake Ontario; and 

A_bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sodus bay, Cayuga county, New York, 
on Lake Ontario. 

Mr. FESSENDEN gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill making appropri- 
ations for the continuation and repair of certain 
public works in the State of Maine, heretofore 
commenced under the authority of law. 

Mr. STUART gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the harbor at Monroe, Michigan; and 

A. bill for the improvement of the, harbor at 
Clinton river, in that State. 

POWER TO RECEIVE BILLS. 

Mr. SLIDELL. In pursuance of previous no- 
tice, I ask leave to introduce a bill to remove ob- 
‘structions to the mouths of the Mississippi at the 
| Southwest Pass, and the Pass á VOutre. Task 
that it may be read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASS. I thought it was understood that 
no bills were to be presented until the organiza- 
tion of the House. I think the Chair so ruled 

esterday, and we postponed the presentation of 

ills on that. account. 

The PRESIDENT. It has beenthe practice, 
hitherto, not to receive bills until the organiza- 
tion of the two Houses has taken place. 

Mr: SLIDELL. Not for the purpose of refer- 
ence? 

The PRESIDENT. The practice has been 
not to receive bilis at all before the organization 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I cannot sce any objection 
to receiving and referring them. 

Mr. SEWARD. It was decided, with the 
consent of the whole Senate, yesterday, that bills 
could not be introduced. 

Mr. RUSK. His legislative business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt very much whether 
it is within the competency of this House to pro- 
ceed to business before the organization of the 
other. We are connected with the other House, 
as a legislative body, by the Constitution. 1 
recollect that, on one occasion, the subject was 
very fully discussed by some of the old Senators; 
and it was held incompetent for this House to 
‘receive any bill before the organization of the 
Elouse of Representatives. I think they even 
went so far as to refuse to receive any initiatory 
measure, such as a memorial, which might lead 
to legislation. 

Mr. STUART. T understand that the Senator 
from Louisiana does not urge the proposition. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Certainly not. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Several executive messages having been re- 


‘ ceived from the President of the United States, 


On the motion of Mr. WELLER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
a reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Mon- 

ay. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 14, 1855. 

The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o’clock, m. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read andapproved. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The House proceeded to vote the fifty-sixth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 224; necessary to a 
choice, 113; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received 
Wiliam A. Richardson..... 
Henry M. Fuller 
James L. Orr..escsves 
Benjamin F. Leiter. 
John Williams...... 
John Scott Harrison.... 
James W. Denver... 


So there was no choice. 


Flagler, Galloway, G 
er, Grow, Robert B. Hall; Harlan 


Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison; Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Toorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘fratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. Plar eae : 

‘For Mr. Richerdson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Beil, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman; Howell:Cobb,° Williamson R.W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, ‘Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston; Jewett, George W. 


‘any. other.tim 


Jones, J, Glancy- Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samucl. S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin; McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
bott; Taylor; Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Fuller-—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
Nile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cuen; Henry Winter Davis, Edic, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J, Morrison Harris, Har- 
rison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, woes Trippe, Uuderwood, Valk, 
Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer: 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Leiter-—-Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr, Williams—Mr. Whecler. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Puller. 

For Mr. Denver-——Mr. Richardson. 


_ The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- | 
ing was the result of thefifty-seventh vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 226; necessary to a choice, 
114; of which— ` 
Nathaniel P. Banks received...ececseeceeees 
William A: Richardson. s.i... ev. 
Henry M. Fullerin ears 
James Ly Ollssusvsssrosresraries 
Benjamin F. Leiter., essere ssserae 
John Williams,.......08 
John Scott Harrigan, 


+106 


ee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

or Mr. Banks—Messrs, Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Renry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, l 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James | 
H. Campbsil, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, | 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dani- | 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Bmrie, Fla; ler, Galloway, Giddings, | 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, | 
‘Phomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- i 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kim- | 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian | 

Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton , Pennington, Perry, | 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, aitehie, Robbins, Roberts, | 
$ H 
i 


Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, ! 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoringtou, Thurston, Todd, | 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, ! 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 

La fist Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- : 
worth. 

For Mr. Rickardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, į 
Barksdale, Bell; Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, ; 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford. Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Biliott, Bhg- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, Goode, : 
Greenwood, Augustus Jall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas | 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Honston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteh- 
er, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MceMutlin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, | 
Peck, Phelps; Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 

‘Kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. luller-—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven of 
Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, Paine, Porter, Pur- 
year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud,Rivers,Scott, William R. Smith; 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Orv—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Wiltiams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr, Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr, Kidwell —Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. f move 


that when this House adjourns, ttadjourn to meet 
on Monday next, at the usual hour. I under- ii 


Rees and nays-were ordered. ~ 
AMPBELL: - Mr. Clerk—— 
> EECHER: Lunderstand the gentleman 
from- Pennsylvania desires-to withdraw -his mo- 
ton. ee: i: i 

Mr.. JON 
well take: 


“Mr: CAMPBELL... L-withdraw my motion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Has-there not already 
been a response to the call of. the first. name? 

The CLERK... There has not.:..- 

The Clerk then proceeded to-call-the roll. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) Whatare we voting 
on? pa 

The CLERK. The House is voting for Speak- 
er; the motion in reference to the. adjournment 
having been withdrawn. 

The Clerk then again called. the roll, and the 
following was the result of the fifty-eighth. vote: 
Whole number of votes cast, 225; necessary to 
a choice, 113; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks reccived........ 
William A. Richardson... 
Henry M. Fuller... 
James L. Orr. 
Benjamin F. 
John Williams .....-e.00- 
John Scott Harrison. s... 


essre 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks--Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafice, Ezra stark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoringtou, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn » Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bett, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford. 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greeuwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Eler- 
bert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Sam- 
uel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John 
V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Ball, Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Edie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hoffinan, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr, Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Bowte—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move that when this House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next at twelve o’clock, m.; 
and upon that proposition I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 36, nays 185; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Henry S. Bennett, Rowie, Boyce, James 
H. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Cox, Henry 
Winter Davis, Edmundson, Eustis, Evans, Foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Keitt, Kennett, 
Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, McMullin, 
Orr, Paine, Porter, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Savage, Wit- 
liam Smith, William R. Sinith, Stephens, Swope, Walker, 
Wells, and Zollicoffer—368. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, 
Barbour, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Bayard: Clark, Ezra Ciark, Clawson, Clingman, 


of Tennessee... We might:as 
vote-now upon the motion as at: 


: obb, Colfax, Comins, 

agin, Crdige; Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
reli, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, “Denver, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Elliott, 
Emtie English, Edieridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Faller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Granger, Green wood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Sampson W: Harris, Thomas L: Harris, Harrison, 
: Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B: Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, 
George.W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kidwell, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S; Marshalt, 
Matteson, Maxwell, "McCarty, McQueen, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peck,’ Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, 
Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, alor, Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Todd; Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B: Washburne, 
Isracl. Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wheeler, 
Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
John V. Wright—185. i 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- . 
ing was the result.of the fifty-ninth vote: Whole 
number of votes cast,.224; necessary to a choice, 
113; of which— : 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
William A. Richardson. 
Henry M. Fuller....... 
James L. Orr... 
Benjamin F. Leiter.... 
John Hickman....... 
Jobn Scott Harrison..... 


So there was no. choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barhour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James R. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
hert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton; Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rebi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘Trafton, Tyson, Wade, akeman, Valbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburac, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. ; 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Beil, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, , 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Deiver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Biliott, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelley, Kidwell, Letch- 
er, Lumpkin, Samucl $. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Syewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vati, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Ball, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Bayard Clark, Carlite, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter 
Davis, Edie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshal, Millward, 
Moore, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricand, 
Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Willians. oi 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 7 

For Mr. Hickman—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr: Henry M. Fuller. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE, It is very evident that 
j we can accomplish nothing by balloting; and F 
therefore move that the House stand adjourned 
till to-morrow. . 

Mr. CUMBACK. Before the House adjourns, 
I desire to announce that there will be a meeting 
this evening of Anti-Nebraskaites —— 

[Cries of ‘t Order!” “Order !?] 
_ Mr. LETCHER. Task for tellers on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vam and 
Kyox were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 102, noes 60. 

So the motion was. carried; and thereupon, at 
half past two, p. m., the House adjourned: till 
i to-morrow at twelve, m. z pik ke 


I call for the yeas and 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurnpay, December 15, 1855. 


` The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. : 
«The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


“Mr. HICKMAN, Mr. Clerk, I move 
following resolution: 
"Resolved, That no person shall be considered a candidate 
for: Speaker of this House who shall not be supported as 
such upon the sixtieth vote; that upon the said sixtieth 
vote, and each subsequent vote being taken, the candidate 
having the lowest vote, or the eandidafes, where two or 
more have an equal vote, and below that of the other can- 
didates, shall be stricken from the list of candidates until 
two only shall remain to be voted for, when the vote shall 
be taken on the said remaining two, and the person then 
having the highest vote shali be the duly elected Speaker, 

- provided he shall have a majority of a quorum of the mem- 
bers of the House. 

And upon the resolution I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
lution on the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have asubstitute which I j 
wish to offer for that resolution. 

The CLERK. A motion to lay the resolution 
on the table having been made, itis believed that 
a substitute is not in order. f 

[Loud cries of, “ Let us hear the substitute !”’ 
“ Read!” * neni 

The substitute offered by Mr. LETCHER was 
read, as follows: 

Whereas this House has been engaged in a fruitless ef- 
fort to organize, by the election of a Speaker, for near two 
weeks: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk prepare a letter, to be signed 
by each member of this House, resigning his seat, in order 
that a new election may be held in each congressional dis- 
trict in the States and in all the Territories. 

“Many Memnens. That is right. Let us vote 
for that. [Laughter and excitement.} 

Mr. MATTESON. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hicrman] on the table; and on that motion I call 
for the ycas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, has the 
substitute of the gentleman from Virginia been 
admitted ? 

The CLERK. No, sir; the substitute is not 
in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I appeal to the 
entleman who made the motion to lay the reso- 
ution on the table to withdraw his motion, so as 

to enable the gentleman from Virginia to offer his 
resolution as a substitute for the original resolu- 
tion, and let us have a vote upon that substitute. 

Mr. MATTESON. I withdraw my motion for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SAGE. Mr. Clerk—— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) I 
believe I have the floor. I had the floor, and 
requested the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Marteson] to withdraw his motion to lay on the 
table for the purpose of allowing the gentleman 
from Virginia to offer his substitute. 
stand that the gentleman from New York has 
withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. SAGE. I propose an amendment to the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia; and that is, that the gentleman offering that 
substitute shall lead off by resigning first, and 
having the House to act on that resignation, and 
then have every gentleman who favors the plan 
follow it, until we get through. 

{Laughter and cries of, “Good!” Good!?’] 

Mr. LETCHER. In reply to that suggestion, 
I would say that I shall very cheerfully comply 
with it, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sace] wil give me the assurance that he will 
play fair and follow my example. 

Now, sir, it is perfectly evident from the state 
of things here, that we are not likely to organize 
for some time to come, and I think it more than 

robable that if we should resign and go home, 
it would be a very difficult matter for the people 
to send back a number of gentlemen who would 
have the same difficulty in electing a Speaker that 
we have had. 

Mr. SAGE. I will not pledge myself to com- 
ply with the wishes of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, from the fact that I fecl conscious ef having 
done my duty here, in compliance with the senti- 
ments of the people who have sent me here; and | 


I move to lay that reso- 


: a ! 
until I become satisfied that my efforts here are `! 


I under- |j 


fruitless, I shall not consent to resign my seat. 
I am acting with the majority of those who stand 
here in opposition to the Administration; and I 
intend to act notin any factious opposition. The 
delay in the organization of the House is no fault 
of mine. And let meassure my friend from Vir- 
ginia, that if the signs of the times do not deceive 
us, we will not trouble him with voting many 
times longer. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I think the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hickman] comes from a very appropriate quar- 
ter. It comes from the faction that has stood out 
here for two weeks, preventing an organization 
of the House. [{Laughter.] And, Mr. Clerk, I 
believe that that gentleman ought to be followed 
by that entire faction, if they adopt the resolution 
and carry it out in good faith, so far as they are 
concerned. {Laughter.] 

Mr.LETCHER. I should like tobe informed, 
before I adopt the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, whether he believes, if the Democratic 
party should think proper to withdraw from the 
Hall, the balance of them could elect a Speaker! 
{Great laughter.] As matters stand at present, 
the Opposition seem to be entirely in a state of 
confusion. The happy family seem to be rather 
in a destitute condition. I doubt whether they 
could organize the House, ifleft to themselves. I 
doubt whether they could get a majority then to 
agree upon any candidate. There seems to be 
greater hostility between the different factions of 
the Opposition, than there is between either of 
them and the Democratic party. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill respond to the inter- 
rogatory of the gentleman from Virginia cheer- 
fully. I do not think the difficulty is so great 
with us as he seems tosuppose. I think if those 
gentlemen with whom he acts will just step out 
of the Hall for about fifteen minutes, they will 
find that we can organize. {Renewed langhter:] 

Mr. WADE obtained the floor. 

{Cries of “ Call the roll!’?] 

Mr. WADE. I will trouble the House but 
just a minute. Ido not think the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TercHeR] is 
extensive enough. [Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’ 
“ No more speeches!” &c.] Gentlemen cannot 
cry me down. I do not wish to speak but for a 
moment; but I will not be put down. [Crics of 
“ Order!” 

Mr. DUNN. I demand to know upon what 
question the House is to vote? 

Mr. WADE. Ido not yield the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state the ques- 
tion; but he first will ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Sace] whether he persists in 
his amendment to the substitute? 

Mr. SAGE. I must persist in it, if the gentle- 
man from Virginia persists in his substitute. 

Mr. LETCHER. As gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House seem to be in trouble about 
my proposition 

Mr. WADE. I have the fioor, and I do not 

ield it for any purpose. [ ask the Clerk if I 
have not the floor? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move to lay the whole matter upon the table. 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman cannot make 
that motion while I have the floor. Ido not 
yield it to him or any one else for any purpose 
whatever. 

Mr. LETCHER. As gentlemen upon the 
other side seem to be in trouble about my propo- 
sition, and as I am pretty sure they would not 
accede to it if adopted by our side, I withdraw it. 

Mr. WADE. I cannot yield the floor for the 
gentleman from Virginia to withdraw his propo- 
sition, until I have made a suggestion by way of 
making it more perfect. I think his substitute 
does not extend far enough. If he will make it 
extend to the whole Administration, and let the 
President resign, and the whole matter be referred 
together back to the people, I will agree to it 
with my whole heart and soul. 

Many Mempers. That’s right! That’s the 
proposition! 

Mr. LETCHER. I have the floor now, I 
believe, and will withdraw my proposition. 

The CLERK. The quesuon is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sace] to the substitute. 


Mr. MATTESON. I now renew my. motion 
to lay the whole proposition on the table: : 

Mr. KEITT. What is the proposition ‘the 
gentleman moves to lay upon the table?) : ©) | 

The CLERK. It is the original resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
with the amendments. aes : 

Mr. MATTESON. I demand the yeas and 
net upon the question. 

r. HICKMAN. We have been engaged 
now for many days in a fruitless effort to electa 
Speaker to preside over this House. 

Mr. MATTESON. I rise to a question. o 
order. The motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. 

Several MEMBERS. 
rupt him. 

r. MATTESON. Very well. I will not 
insist upon the question of order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I say we have been en- 
i gaged for many days in a fruitless effort to elect 
| a Speaker of this House. It is to be presumed, 
sir—for I entertain no presumption to the con- 
| trary—that we all desire an early organization of 
the House; and it is for the purpose of testing 
the‘strength of this feeling that I have offered the 
resolution now before you, for it is perfectly evi- 
dent that if the resolution is to pass, an organi-~ 
zation must be effected before many additional 
votes shall have been taken; and it may be 
| effected this day. I have offered it also for the 
purpose of ascertaining distinctly who are and 
who are not in favor of an early organization. 

It has been,said, and no doubt the country, 
in part, believes it, whether it be true or not, 
that the reason why an organization cannot be 
effected, is because of the numerous candidates 


No matter. Don’t inter- 


| in anticipation, who have not yet been taken up 


as such to any considerable extent, and who are, 
therefore, interested in preventing an organization 
by the election of any of the present candidates. 
Now, sir, the resolution which I have presented 
cuts off any such persons as these from the possi~ 
bility of becoming candidates, unless they shall 


| vote down th 


be voted for on the first ballot this morning. The 
next ballot willcut off the candidates receiving the 
| lowest number of votes, thus reducing the num~ 
| ber by one, and so on until the number is cut 
| dewn to the two candidates from whom the elec- 
| tion must be made. 

These are the reasons which have influenced 
ime in presenting this resolution, which I have 
done ‘upon my own responsibility, without the 
| Solicitation of any man. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I was not in the House 
when the resolution was offered by my friend over 
the way, (Mr. Hicxman,] and fask thatit may be 
again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, I hope that it 
will not be the pleasure of the House to adopt 
thatresolution. Though not of a novel character, 
| yet, sir, it is a proposition that has never been 
adopted within my knowledge by this or any 
i other legislative body. . ; 
1t will be remembered by you, sir, and by this 
| House, that day before yesterday I gave notice 
i that unless an election was effected within two or 
| three days thereafter, I would submit a proposi- 
tion by way of compromise. And I now under- 
take to say that if it be the will of the body to 

e pending proposition, I shall, in 
good faith, on Monday next present my compro- 
mise. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. What is the nature 


| of your proposition ? 


Mr. McMULLIN. I shall offer itin due time, 
and when presented gentlemen can then ascerwin 
its nature. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Offer it now. You will 
keep us in suspense unless you do. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, I will not un- 
dertake to say to the House that my proposition, 
when submitted, will receive the sanction of a 
majority of members; but I will say that it shall 
bear upon its face the principle of equity and 
justice—much more so than does the one now 


under consideration. And I will go further, and 
add, that if it be the pleasure of the House to 
adopt my proposition, I can guaranty mme- 
diately thereafter a speedy organization of the 


Mr. BOCOCK. State your proposition. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, I had hoped 


from: the repeated notices which 
and -more’ éSpecially. fromthat giver 
ing, that we would: -have:.assémbled: hi lay. 
‘and atonte have suceecded in effecting an-election. 
oe Mr: MATTESON: Perhaps we shall: [Laugh- 
Hee Teche BN AN oh Gs ee Bases piin OR ve as s 
ae Mn McMULLIN.”. Then, with my: friend 
from-New:York;:khope we-shall: vote down.the 
‘proposition’ which “has -been -submitted “by the 
gentleman-from. Pennsylvania, [Mr. HICKMAN.] 
< Ma. MATTESON,” That is-just whatweare 
going to-do...» [Renewed laughter: Joi secs: 
<Mr McMULLIN.~. ‘That is very- welt; then. 
reMr: ENGLISH. ‘MreClerk, T-désire: to say 
a few words.in reference to: this question... Lhope 
nov extraordinary expedient will -be resorted © to 
for the purpose of electing a présiding officer of 
this House; and I shall be. much surprised if any 
such: proposition shall meet with favor from the 
Deinocratie side. : y, ER 
‘Sirit isnot- the fault of this side-that many 


days of valuable time and thousands of the:peo-. 


ple’s money have:been squandered.in. a fruitless 
effort to elect. a presiding oficer. No, sir; the 
responsibility is withthe majority upon this floor; 
with those men “who have filled the land with 
clamor abont Americans ruling America,” and 
whovare now manifesting to the country their 
peculiar fitness to administer the. affairs of this 
great Government; since, with an overwhelming 
majority, and, after some fifty-odd ballots, they 
have been unable to even elect a Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. 

A Voice. Have the Opposition a majority? 

Mr. ENGLISH. Yes, sir; the Opposition 
claim:to have a majority of fifty or sixty votes. 
It is conceded that they have. “Reverse the ex- 
isting condition of affairs, and give the Demo- 
crats a majority; yes, a majority of but one; 
and we shall have a presiding officer elected on 
the first call of the roll. And why? Becausé 
the Democratic party is a national party, with 
clear and well-defined. principles, which are as 
broad as the Republic, and as dear to the true 
men of one section of the Union as the other. 
»~D again repeat, let us have no extraordinary 
expedients, “We have had too many instances 
since the organization of a certain modern party 
in this country of extraordinary expedients being 
resorted to in order to carry élections; some of 
them, I regret to say, as disgraceful as they were 
extraordinary. Let us have none of it here. Let 
us abide by the usage of this and other legislative 
bodies. Let us stand by our principles and the 
nominees of the Democratic caucus. 

Tor myself I have no concessions to make, no 
proposition to offer orentertain. I shall continue 
to stand where I always have stood, upon the 
old-fashioned Democratic platform—the platform 
of the Constitution and the Union, ‘The Oppo- 
sition may come to this platform, but I shall not 
go to theirs, nor shall E meet them on any middle 
ground; and even if the twelve Apostles differed 
with me in this instance, I should hesitate about 
compromising with them unless they subscribed 
fully to the Democratic creed. [Laughter] 

Mr, HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I trust, 
Mr. Clerk, that the attempt to place this House 
under an extraordinary rule will not succeed. I 
unfortunately belong to the minority. [Laugh- 
ter.) I do not claim to be a member of that 
majority upon which the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Exouisu] says the responsibility of our 


organization rests. I think the country cannot || 


fail to perceive its own image in its representation 
here. Asa member of that minority, I rejoice 
that the country will have the data, by our diffi- 
culties here, on which to form a sound judgment 
upon the issues presented, and on which to choose 
‘between the members of the triangle that we form 
here at present. Iam willing to abide the sense 
of the country. I believe that we are well en- 
gaged, and profitably to the country, in making 
this exhibition. If you adopt. that resolution, 
what do you. leave to the minority, to which I 
belong-—whose position is national—except to 
turn its back and let the two sectional parties of this 
House manage the best way they can? [Laughter.] 
I trust that the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, who claim to be—I do not exactly know 
what-to call them, but T suppose it.is the Demo- 
cratic party, if they prefer the name. I hope 
they will take a word in season, and not bring 
this thing to a premature denoučment. 


ere to-day, | 


i 


suggestion in: egard to the langu: ige of the reso: 
lution. --Ibelieve that it proposes :to this: House 


| this: That‘in’certain contingencies, which are. to 

| arise in the progress of-our balloting,-persons; | 
| who <by 
| country-are eligible -to office, shall,-by that reso- 


the: Constitution: and» the laws. of the 


tion; be: rendered: ineligible. I should like to 


| know who confers authority for this extraordi- 


nary. ‘system.of ostracism? ERA 

-Thereis-another fact- in connection with some 
portions-of-the resolution::to which I invite: the 
attention of gentlemen: > It-.declares that after the 
first ballot. those:who«shall -have received the 
lowest: vote—and it is. to be remembered that this 
is the action of the House-of Representatives in 
an inchoate condition, and:not that of a.caucus— 
shall be ostracized; that is, shall be no longer re- 
garded as candidates. Are they not to be rendered 
incapable of those honors which the laws ofthe 
land andthe Constitution of the country give 
them? Are- they not to be considered as recu- 
sants, and to have their votes, if they choose to 
adhere to. our first choice, stricken from your 
record? You are required to keep a record of all 
your proceedings. If-I see fit not-to vote for A 
or B or C, and adhere to Z, can you strike my 
name and my vote from your roll, or disregard 
it altogether ? 

I grant that you may in direct terms say thata 
plurality vote shall prevail—and that is what the 
thing comes toat last. 
plain words?—that in the next vote which we 
shall take, the member having a plurality of votes 
shall be declared Speaker. 

Now, sir, my colleague over the way [Mr. 
Enexisu] fell into a little excitement this morning 
—I regretted to see it—about what he supposes 
isa great disorganizing and disturbing spirit in 
the land growing out of the party catchword, that 
‘Americans shall rule America.” I believe that 
where I am best known, it is erféctly well un- 
derstood that I do not sympathize with all the 
sentiments that are attributed to the American 
party, but I take the gentleman upon the words he 
has used here, and Task him, if Americans shall 
not rule America, who he says shall? Let him 
answer that question. [Loud cries of ** Good!” 
“ Good!) 

I bave another word of reply to make to m 
very worthy colleague, and I do it in all kind- 
ness—for he isagentleman for whom I have entire 
respect. He says, falling into the cry of certain 
newspapers that are bringing to bear a vast 
amount of outward pressure, that we are wast- 
ing the precious time and. precious treasure of the 
| people; and I suppose, sir, that when we have 
chosen a presiding officer of this House, then 
we shall hear, instead of its being a wasting of 
thousands of the precious treasure of the country, 
that we have opened the flood-gates to robbers, 
and that they have plundered the country of mil- 
lions. [Laughter and cries of ‘good !?] Such 
has been the past history of some parties that we 
| know of in this country, and J think there had 
better not be a commencement of casting stones 
from certain quarters just yet on that subject. 
We had better wait a little until we are in a con- 
dition to compare notes. 

Now, I have a word or two to say in conclu- 
sion in relation to the organization of the House. 
I have been willing to adopt any mode which oc- 
curred to meas practicable to organize this House. 
I have scen no mode suggested as yet, which, in 
my judgment, would be likely to lead to an early 
result upon that subject. 

I do not intend to make any remarks reflecting 
on the course of any gentleman for his local and 
personal preferences. From the first, I have had 


things had occurred here, which are known to 
the public, a determination to force all men into 
a certain position, local and personal, I have 
chosen for one to hold back. There are other 
reasons, with which, for the present, I do not 
intend to disturb this House. I shall make no 
remarks which would kindle up unkind feelings 
here. But let me ask those who are so anxious to 
place myself and my colleague, [Mr. Scorr,] and 
other gentlemen, who do not choose to come up 
to the mark, with ropes upon our hands, and 
register an edict against us—Ict me ask them to 


wait, and we shall, by and by, have an explana- 
tion which will, perhaps, satisfy some-of them. 


igh: to: makea | Mira pa Taka tty 
} position to create any d 


Then, why not say so in} 


none; but perceiving, as I thought, after certain | 


culty in the organization 
of this House; butas I have been daguerreotyped 
in certain quarters as being one of-the individuals 
who prevent an organization, I have waited pa- 
tientiy:-for:an opportunity to-reply, andto give 
Some reasons why-l-am.not.to. be.roped in. or 
ted as a tool by a corrupt lobby, or by any press 


a country. E E a ; 
Mi came into this Hallin.the last Congress 
an adherent of the National Democratic. party, 
and I took’ ground upon the threshold against 
the present Administration, for. its. appointment 
of men. to officé'whom 1 knew to be Free-Soilers. 
I opposed that Administration openly and plainly 
I came in, as I have said, a National Democrat, 
upon the compromise. measures. of 1850 as a 
finality—upon the platform laid down -by the 
Democratic Convention ‘at Baltimore, opposing 
the agitation of the question of slavery, either in 
Congress or out of it, in any shape or form in 
which it might be attempted. 

= Well, sir, gentlemen on the Democratic side of 
the House differed from me upon that subject. 
They introduced a measure here which I deemed 
tantamount to opening the flood-gates of agita- 
tion. I. opposed it strenuously. I was thus 
thrown, with many of my colleagues, into work+ 
ing vith gentlemen with whom I- had differed all 
my life. ; 

Tireni home, upon that simple issue, an anti- 
Nebraska Democrat. I received a Democratic 
nomination, and, by the aid of votes in my dis- 
trict of all parties, T came back. 

A gentleman has been voted for who I person- 
ally respect, [Mr. Bawxs,] and in the remarks 
which I propose to make I intend him no un- 
kindness. When the Nebraska bill was before 
this body in the last Congress, he took ground 
different from what I did. He voted upon a 
motion made by Mr. Rıcnarpson to suspend the 
rules, and released that bill from the tomb in 
which it had been placed by its opponents, and 
brought it to a direct vote, which rendered its 
passage inevitable. 

I have held myself aloof, acting as an inde- 
pendent Representative; and because some few 
gentlemen have chosen to cast scattering votes 
for me, I have been held up as an aspirant for 
the Speakership. 

Pursued by a corrupt lobby, entreated and 
threatened, I have respectfully declined to do 
anything but upon my own responsibility—to 
act in accordance with my own judgment of what 
I deem to be right, so that Ì might have’ the 
approval of my own conscience, even if. I did not 
have the approval of other.men. 

I do not intend, at any time, either now or 
hereafter, to be made to vote for any man or any 
proponition in conflict with my own sentiments. 

shall discharge my duty regardless of men or 
party. Iam the tool of neither. 

When this election is over, I may give my 
reasons in detail for the course I have seen fit to 
punue in this contest; and I hope that they will 

e satisfactory. I shall certainly feel that Í have 
discharged my duty. I shall identify myself 
with no extremist, North or South; but I shall 
stand_here to aid in maintaining the integrity of 
this Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It is not my in- 
tention to enter into the discussion of any sub- 
ject that has been brought before the House this 
morning. I seek the floor for a different purpose, 
and regard this as an appropriate time to bring 
to the notice of the House the remarks made a 
few days since by the gentleman from Ohio. 
There are many political parties now in the 
House of Representatives; they are called by 
various names, and it is difficult to distinguish in 
reference to any, except that Spartan band who 
have from the first voted for Mr. RICHARDSON. 

It will be remembered that when the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.z,] to whom I 
shall address a questiori—the first. prominent 


| Opposition candidate for Speaker, (for there 


really are so many parties here amongst the Know 
Nothings and Fusionists, that they have finally 
assumed the name of “ opposition.to the Admin- 
istration;”’) I say, when that gentleman declined 
the other day being further a candidate for Speaker, 
in the handsome manner in which he did, he stated 
to the House that he was satisfied he could net 
be elected unless he gave up his long-cherished 
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e should agree to propositions in reference to the 
formation of committees, which, in his judgment, 
would make him a fit subject for public contempt. 
“©'These remarks would imply that propositions 
had- been made io that honorable gentleman, 
either in relation to his opinions upon the subject 
of slavery or in relation to the formation of the 
committees of this House, to secure his election. 
Wow, sir, I know that no such proposition ever 
came from the Democratic party; and I want to 
know from that gentleman, if any such proposi- 
tions have been made, where did they come from 
from what party, and from what section? 

Had not the gentleman made the speech he 
did, I should not have asked such a question of 
him.. I did not suppose that any such proposi- 
tion would come from any party or. any. man 
upon the floor of the House of Representatives. 
Bat, as I have said, the. speech itself indicates 
that such propositions have been made, and that 
is the only evidence I have of the fact. But I 
think it is due to the country, it is due to the 
House, and it is due to the gentleman’s own self- 
respect, that he shall come out and say whether 
such propositions have really been made; and if 
s0, from whom they came. ` Let us know it; let 
the country know it. If there is a party in this 
House that will make such propositions as the 
gentleman intimates have been made in relation 
to the formation of committees, and in relation 
to the subject of slavery, it ought be known, and | 
the sooner the better. I have said that they did 
not come from the Democratic party, and I want į 
to know from what party they did come. 

-I am not oneof those who despair of the Union. 
Tsee no danger in the present condition of the | 
House, from the delay of it organization. The ; 
Democratic party act now as they always have | 
acted—upon principle; and Sondas upon the | 
principles of that party, L am willing to sit here 
and vote from now until the 4th of March, 1857; | 
and I could do it without fear of danger to the | 
Union. Ihave no complaints to make of the | 
conduct of the Opposition; nor have I complaints | 
to make of any one. I like to see good feeling | 
prevail. I have merely risen to ask the gentle 
man from Ohio the question which I have pro- | 
poundca; candidly, whether such propositions 
have been made, and, if so, by whom? I trust 
he will give us an answer, and relieve the House 
from the seeminginsinuation made by his speech. 
Mr. CAMPBELL.» Some days ago, in good 
faith, I withdrew, as far as I had power, the ob- 
stacles to the organization of the House. The 
effort has been made very ingeniously by the 
honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sart] 
to put me on the witness stand this morning, in ; 
order that I may be examined and cross-exam- | 
ined as to what I meant by the remarks I then ; 
submitted. 

Sir, let me say to that gentleman that I have 
served here for six years, and have “ traveled” 
somewhat. {Laughter.] I take this occasion to 
inform him that I do not now recognize his right 
thus-to interrogate me, and that I will not permit 
myself to be placed in that situation which might 
; poate new obstacles to the organization of this | 
body. 

The business, sir, which the country demands | 
at our hands is not this fire and cross-fire. I am | 
responsible, I tell thegentleman, not only to those | 
with whom I act politically, but to my political | 
opponents, for everything 1 uttered on that occa- į 
sion—I take not back one single word—I bide my | 
time, sir, for explanations, if any are necessary. ! 
That time is not now. The only legitimate | 
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business of this body, I repeat, is its organiza- | 
tion, and I decline to be put upon the witnessstand 
for the purpose of producing discord between the 
yarious parties of the House. 

Mr. READE. Mr. Clerk, we are wasting 
time, and fretting each other—mere child’s play. 
When a Speaker is elected, of course he must be 
from the North or the South. If from the North, 
courtesy requires that he should be one least ob- 
jectionable to the South; and if from the South, 
courtesy requires that he should be one least ob- | 
jestionable tothe North. [submita planwhich, | 
if adopted, wouldinsure organ ization certainly, and | 
harmony probably. The plan is this: let the North 
select the Speaker, and the Sonth will vote with | 
them, upon condition they select him from the | 
South; or, let the South select him, and the North | 


oe upon the subject of slavery; or unless || 


will vote with them, upon condition they: select 
him from the North. And to- test the sense of 
the House and allow time for conference, I move 
thatthe House do-now adjourn;:and.on that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays. were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. =. + , 

- [Cries of ‘* Call the roll!”’] - 

The CLERK. The question now recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Marreson,] to lay upon the table the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Hicgman.] The yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. MATTESON. I withdraw the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

[Cries of **Go on with the call. ”’] 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following was the result of the sixtieth vote: 
Whole number of votes cast, 224; necessary toa 
choice, 113; of which— t 

Nathaniel P. Banks received 


Wiliam A. Richardson.. 74 
Henry M. Futter 40 
James L. Orr..... 1 | 
Benjamin F. Leiter 1 | 
John Wiliams... Fes 
Jobn Seott Harri 1 
Jonn Kelly....essoesesoesossesesseosasesesossose l 
Alexander C. M. Pennington....s s.. senses eee E 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bara Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, į 
Dickson, Doda, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gal- | 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- | 
ton, Howard, Hughsion, Keisey, King, Knapp, Knight, | 
Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- | 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Moti, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, | 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, | 

Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, | 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Suanahan, Tappan, Thoring- | 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, ‘Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washbarne, Israci Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, | 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruihers, Caskic, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, | 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- | 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. į 
Harris, Herbert, Hiekman, Houston, Jewett, George W. | 
Jones, J. Glaney Jon Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, | 
Lumpkin, Samuel N all, Maxwell, MeMuilin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Peck, |} 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste 
Tatbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Jow, and John V. Wright. 

Fuller—Messrs, Broom, John, P. Campbell, Car- | 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, | 
Etherid Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Har Har- 


g 
rison, Haven, Hofman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexan- | 
der K. Marshal, Hamphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, | 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, R ! 
Scott, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Unde 
wood, Valk, Wal hitney, and Zollicofier. 

For Bir. Orr—Mr. liams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Ball. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Kelly—Mr. Richardson. 


| 
The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- | 
| 
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ing was the result of thefsixty-frst vote: Whole | 

number of votes cast, 226; necessary toa choice, | 

114; of which— 
Nathaniel P. Banks received 
Williams A. Richardso: 
Henry M. Fuller. 
Jain 
Benjamin F. Leiter 
John Williams. . 
John Scott Har 
William Smith 
Alexander C. M. Pennington.....cceseres 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allisons Barbour, | 
; Bingh i 


zra Clark 
Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, | 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Galo- | 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, 
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Harlan, Holloway; Thomas R: Horton; Valentine B: Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelséy, King, Knapp, Kuight, Know. 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, ‘Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mozyill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, -Purviance, Ritchie, Rob: 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sink 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C.: Waslburne, Elihu. B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch,. Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. x 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R- W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, 
Fautkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris; Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMultin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phetps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samnel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warmer, Watkins, 

Yells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Canile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison , Haven, 
Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, Paine, Porter, Pur- 
year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, ‘Frippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Leiter~Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Harrison--Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Smith—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Ball. 


Mr. FLAGLER, (at two o’elock, p. m.) I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House 
thereupon adjourned till twelve o'clock, m., on 
Monday. 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpar, December 17, 1855. 


Prayer by the Chaplain; Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. ae 
Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Benja- 
min Hathaway, praying that the bounty land to 
which Charlotte Hathaway was entitled as widow 
of his father, Silas Hathaway, a revolutionar 
soldier, may be granted to her children; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, the petition of Robert W. Coggeshall and 
others, heirs of Daniel Hall, deceased, praying 
for compensation for loss of property destroyed 


bythe enemy during therevolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


Also, the petition of Isaac S. Whitford, for 
bounty land on account of the revolutionary ser- 
vices of his father, Thomas Whitford, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Oliver Weeks, 
praying to be allowed the bounty land due their 
father for revolutionary services; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Wil- 
liam H. Dorrance and others, heirs of David 
Dorrance, a captain in the New York line of the 
revolutionary army, and the petition of the chil- 


Í dren and heirs of Captain David Swezy, of the 


New York line of the army of the Revolution, 
praying indemnity for losses by commutation 
certificates; which were referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of ‘Thomas Keith, son-in- 
law of Sarah Crandall, praying for an amendment 
of the act for her relief, approved July 27, 1854; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of Susan Hubbard and Wil- 
liam Logan, children and heirs of Major Samuel 
Logan, an officer in the New York line of the 
army of the Revolution, praying indemnity for 
losses by commutation certificates; which was 
referred to the Commitiee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of Hannah Kniffin, daughter 
of Major Samuel Logan, an officcr in the New 
York tine of the Continental army, praymg 1m- 
for losses by commutation certificates 


ssucd to her father; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Also, the petition of Court Gndley, one of the 
sons of Captain John Gridley, deceased, of the 


Tne, pray 
tation- certificates; h Was ; 
mmittee.on Revolutionary Claims, 
ev petition’ of Dorothy Belknap.and 
i rnaghan; children and ‘heirs of Captain 
Belknap, of the New York line, praying indem- 
nity for losses by commutation certificates; which 
was referred:to-the Committee-on Revolutionary 
Claims: = Peg baer Sy E 
> “Also, the: petition 


‘hich was referred 


of George Dorraiice, child 


and heir-of Captain David Dorrance, of the New | 


York line, praying indemnity for losses. by. com- 
mutation certificates; which'was referred tothe 
‘Committee on ‘Revolutionary Claims. © i 
Also, thë petition of Comelia Van Tuyl, daugh- 
ter’ and heir of ‘George J. Denniston, lieutenant 
and quartermaster in the New York line-in the 
revolutionary war, praying indemnity for losses 
by commutation certificates; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
“Also, the petition of Abigail Hoornbeek and 
others, children of George P. Frost, deceased, 
ptaying annuity or half-pay for the services of 
their father in’ the ‘revolutionary’ war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. ; Sa ; ; 
>: Also, ‘the petition of Martha and Elizabeth 
Morrill, children and heirs-at-law of Joseph Mor- 
ral, lieutenant in the New York line in the reyo- 
lutionary war, praying indemnity for losses by 
commutation certificates; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
’ Also, the petition of Francis M. Denniston, 
child and heir-at-law of Lieutenant Joseph Mor- 
rill, praying indemnity for losses by commutation 
certificates; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented a document relating to the 
claim of W. Maxwell Wood, surgeon in the 
Navy, for additional remuneration for services 
as bearer of dispatches at the breakirig out of the 
war with Mexico; which was referred to the 
‘Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Adso, the petition of Daniel Brown, late a soldier 
in the United States Army, praying for a pension 
from the time he was wounded to the time when 
he was placed on the pension roll; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of settlers on the military reserve at Fort Atkin- 
son, lowa, praying for the right of preémption to 
certain lands; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Caroline Newington, 
praying the right of preémption to the land upon 
whch certain public buildings, purchased by her 
at Fort Atkinson, Iowa, are located; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of Wil- 
sor & Brothers, merchants of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, praying a return of duties paid by them on 
imported merchandise which. was destroyed by 
fire while in transitu between the portof entry and 
the port of delivery; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the memorial of 
Charles Stearns, praying indemnity for damages 
sustained in consequence of certain illegal prose- 
eutions of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DODGE presented the petition of mem- 
bers of the bar and officers of the United States 
district court for Wisconsin, praying an increase 
of the salary of. the judge thereof; which was 
referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the grand and petit jurors 
of the United States district court for Wiscon- 
sin for a change in the time of holding the court; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Foster for compensation for services rendered 
in opening the port of Manzanillo, in Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Wiliam C. McDougal, 
praying compensation for assisting to take the 
eensus of California, in 1850; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. os 

Also; the petition of seventeen officers of the 
United States Army, stationed at Fort Fillmore 
and Albuquerque, New Mexico, praying that the 
ration commutation in the Army may be Increased 


indemnity for losses 


twenty cents; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. esir 3S 
“Mr, MASON. Mr. President, Task ‘leave to 
present the petition of Osmond Peters, an officer 
in the revenue service, praying thathe and others 
in like condition may be included within the pro- 
visions of the late act'of Congress, giving bount 
land. to those who served in any war in whic 
the United States have been engaged. It is stated 
inthe petition that this gentleman was detached 
forthe time being from the reventie service, and į 
served inthe Florida wat and afterwards in the 
war with Mexieo;.:but-that the proper officers 
have -so ‘construed’ the -law as‘ not to include 
officers of the revenue service who were thus 
detached and put into the military service, within 
its provisions... That law was -originally report- 
ed, I understand, from a select committee; as 
this officer belongs to the revenue'service,-I sup- 
pose the proper reference of his petition would be 
to the Committee on Commerce. J move that it 
be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to; 


Mr. WELLER presented joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of California relating to the con- 
struction and establishment of military and post 
roads across the plains; whigh were referred to 
the Committee onthe Post Office and Post Roads. 

_Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, ` praying that a bell-buoy may be 
placed at the entrance to the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California in relation to the Board of Land Com- 
missioners; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, for the construction of amilitary road 
from Sacramento Valley to Crescent City; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, relative to the payment of pensions 
in the State of California; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, praying for the construction of a 
breakwater in the harbor at Crescent City; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, in relation to the establishment of 
light-houses at Trinidad and Crescent City; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, praying for the establishment of mail 
routes in certain localities; which were referred | 
to the Committee on. the Post Office and “Post 
Roads. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of Cal- 
ifornia, relative to the establishment of an addi- 
tional land district in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


c NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. SEWARD. I present the petition of 
Oscar Bullus, commander in the United States 
Navy, who has been placed on the reserved list, 
praying for action by Congress upon the trans- 
actions of the late Naval Board. I will state, 
for the information of the body, that this officer 
suggests as a mode of overcoming the difficulty, 
that the persons who are placed on the retired 
list for disabilities incurred in the faithful, proper, 
and effective dischargesof the service of the coun- 
try, should be promotéd so as to take them one 
rank higher and save them being superseded 
by appointments in their places, but that it be 
done without pay. I move that the petition and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` p 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. Iialso present the petition 
of Commander Samuel Lockwood, relating to 
the same subject, and ask for it the same refer- 
ence. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs . 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I present to the 
Senate the memorial of Captain John H. Graham, 
of Brooklyn, New York, a post captain in the 
United States Navy. In this memorial he sets 
forth in brief, yet modest and. respectful terms, 


that onthe niglt of the 27th of November, 1812, 


that, in Septeniber, 1814, he. was on. board the 


the purpose of suppressing the depredations of the 
Algerines upon our merchant ships; but the object 
having been anticipated: by Commodore Decatur, 
the matter was dismissed and he returned. 

He further states that in 1816 he was appointed 
an acting lieutenant, and was ordered by the 
Navy Department to the recruiting service at 
New York, where he was performing active duty 
for about twelve years, under, perhaps, as many 
different commanders; that under the adminis- 
tration of President Tyler he was deputed to the 
same service as. commander, where he remained 
fortwo years, until, by the order of Mr, Ban- 
croft, late Secretary of the Navy, he was detached 
from that service; and that since that period, for 
want of orders, he has-been unemployed. 

The memorialist finally sets forth, that by the 
action of the board of naval. officers he has been 
transferred. from the active-service. list. to the 
“reserved list,” on-‘furlough ` pay,” wherein 
he complains that great injustice- has been done 
him. -The prayer of the memorialist: is, that, 
though in consequence of his physical infirmity, 
by the loss of a limb, he may not be able to. com- 
ply with the terms of the law which prescribe 
“efficiency” upon the ocean, yet, in considera- 
tion of the nature of the case, he may be placed 
with other officers of his rank upon the most 
honorable list of retired officers, on ‘‘leave-of- 
absence pay.” In other words, he prays that, 
although he may be in a degree disqualified for 
active sea service on account of physical disabil- 
ities incurred in the line of his duty, and while 
engaged in the battles of his country, he may, 


| nevertheless, be relieved from a judgment con- 


signing him to a position which carries with it 
an implied imputation of professional or of moral 
delinquency. : 

It is not my purpose, Mr.. President, on the 
occasion of presenting this memorial to attempt 
to pass any strictures upon the doings of the 
naval board of officers under the recent act of 
Congress. Still further is it from my intention 
to attempt to impugn the motives of their action 
or to call in question the integrity of their pur- 

oses. But however pure and honorable ma 

ave been the motives and purposes by whic 
that board were controlled in their action, it is 
not to be denied or disguised, nor has it escaped 
public observation, that in some instances at least 
they have sadly misjudged; that grievous mistakes 
have been committed; and, as a necessary con- 
sequence, that serious wrong and injury have 
been inflicted upon meritorious officers. 

The case of CaptainGraham, whose memorial 
I now present, is indisputably a case of that 
character.. Upon what evidence the board acted, 
upon what rule they proceeded, or by what prin- 
ciple they were governed in assigning him to the 
inferior list of retired officers, I do not know, he 
does not know—it is all unknown to the country. 
Without a hearing, without notice, without the 
assignment of a reason for it-after a period of 
forty-five years in his country’s service, always 
ready at her call, and bearing upon his person 
the insignia of his bravery and his sufferings in 
that service—he finds himself placed, not upon 
the primary list of retired officers, which ought 
to be made, if it be not now so regarded, a post 
of honor, but upon the secondary or inferior list, 
which is understood by everybody and recog- 
nized by the country as a post: of degradation. 
From this decision of the naval board he comes 
to Congress with his appeal, arid lays. before 
them his professional and ‘private life in testi- 
mony of the wrong he ‘suffered, and invokes for 
both the most rigid scrutiny as the best refutation 
of any justifiable cause for the implied imputation 
which he keenly feels has been cast upon a well- 
earned, and to bim most dearly-bought, profes- 
sional reputation. 

My own knowledge of Captain Graham’s per- 
sonal history authorizes me to’say here in ‘this 


@ 


1855. 


resence, and in the face of the report of the 
Poara; what is equally well known to the naval 
service, that his professional life has been that 
of a brave and gallant and chivalrous officer; that 
his private life has been that of an intelligent and 
upright Christian citizen, whose honor is without 
reproach; whose purity of character is above sus- 

icion. The physical infirmity under which he 
Tibors, in consequence of the loss of a limb in 
battle, although it may disable him for efficient 
service at sea, instead of consigning him toa post 
. of degradation, in any other country—yea,in any 
other age—would have secured to him expres- 
sions of national gratitude in the bestowment of 
honors and rewards and titles of distinction. 
Here too, sir, we have been in the habit of be- 
stowing pensions, bounties, swords, medals, and 
brevets, as assurances of national gratitude, and 
marks of honorable distinction upon those who 
have been disabled by the accidents of war, or 
who have signalized ‘their valor in its battles. 
This policy, and the principle on which this, as 
well as other Governments, has hitherto acted, 
seem to have been reversed, unintentionally though 
it may have been, by the recent action of the 
naval board, unhappilyin but too many instances. 
‘The victims of a mistaken judgment, whether few 
or many, are entitled to a hearing and a remedy. 
The appeal from an unjust condemnation is made 
to Congress. In what manner, or by what meas- 
‘ure of relief Congress may respond to the prayer 
of the complainants, it is not my province to 
indicate; but as this is an appropriate subject for | 
the considcration of the Committce on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom several petitions upon the like 
subject have already been committed, I move that 
this memorial be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was | 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Frances M. i 
Webster be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, That Sarah Vincent, widow of John Vincent, 
have leave to withdraw her petition and papers. | 


On motion of Mr. JAMES, it was 

Ordered, That Edward Dexter have leave to withdraw 
his memorial and papers. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of Robert Stockton have leave 
to withdraw their memorial and papers. 

On motion of Mr. FISH, it was 

Ordered, That Shepherd Knapp have leave to withdraw 


his petition and papers, for the purpose of presenting them 
before the Court of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BENJAMIN, it was 


Ordered, ‘hat the petition and papers of Cephise Piseros, 
widow of Louis Labranche, be withdrawn from the files of | 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Private Land | 
Claims. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. JAMES gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the modification of the | 
patent laws, and for the increase of the salary of | 
the Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill providing for the con- į 
struction of a custom-house at Ogdensburg, in 
the State of New York. : 

Mr. SUMNER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill making appropria- 
tions to continue the public works in Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. WADE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introdace the following bills: 

‘A bill to continue the improvement of the hat- 
bor at the mouth of the Black river, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Conneaut, Ohio; 

‘A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Huron, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 

“bor of Ashtabula, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- | 
bor of Sandusky city, Ohio; 

A bill to continuc the improvement of the har- | 
bor of Cleveland, Ohio; and 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Fairport, Ohio. ; . 

Mr. HARLAN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill in relation to the 


five per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of | 
public lands in the State of Towa. a 


A bill for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Arkansas river; i 

A: bill for the continuation of the improvement 
of the navigation of Red river; 

A bill for the construction of a jail for the use 
of ue district court, at Van Buren, Arkansas; 
an i 

A bill for the relief of the present and late 
land officers in the States of Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, and Arkansas. 

MAIL FAILURES. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to send to the | 


Senate a copy of the memorial of citizens of New Orleans, :; 


complaining of the irregularity of the mail service between 
Washington and New Orleans. 
“COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized 
to employ a clerk at the same annual compensation that is 
paid to the engrossing clerks in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate. 

I will say, in explanation of this resolution, 
that the Committee on Finance find from expe- 
rience that it is obliged to have an old and expe- 
rienced clerk; and the only way to secure the 
services of such a man is to give him an annual 
compensation. I hope the resolution will be con- 
sidered now. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 17, 1855. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DUNN desired the general consent of the , 
House for the purpose of making an explanation 
of a personal character. He had trespassed a 
little on the indulgence of the House on Satur- 
day last, and very much regretted the necessity 
of doing so again to-day. Yet, if there was no 
objection, he should like to be heard. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. DUNN proceeded to remark that it could 
not have escaped the attention of the members 
of the House that for several days past some of 
the public journals of the country had thought | 
themselves’ called upon to hold up, as refractory 


j 
| 
| 


| 
+ 
and recreant, certain gentlemen who_had not | 
{ 


i 
| 


because they persisted in voting against him... 
Mr. DÐ. wad thet this letter was signed “H. 
G.,’? and he believed the initials sufficiently in- 
dicated the writer. In regard to it, he had only 
to say that he should not-turn his back upon-his 
country or her cause, upon true manliness. or his 
own honor, though the devil or Horace Greeley 
himself, or both of them together, should bid him 
! doit. [Laughter and applause.] i 
Mr. D. then proceeded to reply at length to 
| other newspaper strictures on the course pur- 
| sued by himself and those acting with him, and 
i in the course of his remarks contrasted the views 
now entertained by the New York Tribune and 
! Times with reference to Mr. Banks, with those 
held by the same journals during the pendency 
i of the Nebraska-Kansas bill before the House, 
| when they denounced Mr. B. for having aided 
| in bringing that measure toa direct vote. 
In conclusion, he remarked that if gentlemen 
! really desired an organization of the House, if 
| they really desired to concentrate upon one. man, 
i they should, as a preliminary step, call off their 
| dogs and send them to their kennels, where they 
| properly belonged. They should then come to- 
| gether as gentlemen of a like spirit, all conceding 
‘and all surrendering something to the common 


good; and, his word for it, there would be no 
{| more trouble, and no occasion for reflecting one 


| upon another, or for others to reflect upon them. 

| [Mr. D.’s remarks are withheld for revision, 

| and will be published in the Appendix.] 

| Mr. BANKS. I desire to detain the House 
but a single moment, not, however, with a view 

| to make an extended reply to the remarks of the 

distinguished gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


| Duxnx:] As to what has been said by gentlemen 


|| of the New York press, cither for or against me, I 


| am not responsible. I have never solicited their 
support. In my brief period of public life, not 
altogether a quict one, E have relied upon myself 
alone. T have done that under all circumstances 
which my conviction taught me to be right. 1 
i have always thought for myself, and I will always 
| act for myself, whether the gentlemen of the New 
i York Tribune or the gentlemen of the New York 
| Times shall sce fit to compliment or complain. 
I concede to them, under the institutions of this 
country, the largest liberty, cithcr to praise or to 
censure—and I have not a word to say in regard 
to what they have said of me. But I beg my 
friend from Indiana not to hold me responsible 
for it. I am not under their direction. They 
have never undertaken to control me in any re- 
gard whatever, and I have never solicited their 
support. My dependence is upon the people Í 
represent, and not upon the press of New York, 
and to them shall I look for instructions in public 
| affairs. 

Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) Idistinctly stated, 
and I supposed the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts understood me, that I did not hold him re- 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


seen fit to cast thcir votes for Mr. Banks as | 


Speaker of the House. He now wished to read 
some extracts from some of these papers, witha 
view of placing this whole matter right—for he 
thought that what he should say would place it 
right—without going at large into the motives | 
which had governed his conduct; for some of | 


those motives rested upon matters that he could || 


not make public without a violation of confi- | 
dence. He would rather be subject to any | 
amount of misrepresentation, than be guilty of | 
Mr. D. then read an extract from the Wash- 

ington correspondence of the New York Tribune 

of the 13th December, referring to the ineffectual | 
attempts to elect a Speaker of the House. This | 
letter stated that Mr. Baxus still lacked six or | 
seven votes of am election, and that his friends | 
were firm and resolute. They believed that so | 
many votes could not now be concentrated on | 
any other man, and thcir present purpose was 
to stand their ground, and let the country judge | 


anything of that kind. | 
| 
H 


between them and the stragglers who prevented |, 


a choice. If the opposers of Mr. Banxs who | 
were elected on the understanding of their con- | 
stituents that they were hostile to the Nebraska | 
iniquity, and in favor of redressing the wrong 
involved in it, would simply withhold their votes, 


it 
Mr. Bangs would at once be elected. The House i mbu f 
{| strong hostility to some of the institutions of this 


remained disorganized and the public business 


was arrested, not because these gentlemen would :' country. 


sponsible for those articles, but I objected to those 
gentlemen urging me to surrender upon their own 
ground. 

Mr. D. made a further remark whicli was not 
heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BANKS. The honorable gentleman is 
undoubtedly correct. I address no complaint to 
| him—none whatever. No living being has heard 
| me lisp a word of inquiry even as to the correct- 
ness of the gentleman’scourse. Fle is free to do 
las he pleases, and I the same. But I desire to 
; say to that gentleman, to the House, and to my 
| constituents particularly, that I am independent 
; of. the direction of the New York press in every 
| regard. 

One word more, as the gentleman has made 
allusion to my course, and especially to a collat- 
cral vote upon the Nebraska bill. ie is undoubt- 


t 
| 
j edly truc, that I declared to the reporter of the 


New York Times what he has represented me 
as saying, that I would resist that measure to the 
last; and I say to-day that I never yielded, in 
any particular, my opposition to the Nebraska 
bill. There was a question raised about a vote I 
gave at a particular stage of the proceedings, in 
common with other earnest opponents of that 
measure. I have now no reason for going into 
an explanation of that vote. Butallow me to say 
that I represent a constituency imbued with a 


I may say, perhaps, that E reprisent 


defeating me, they returned mé to this Congress 
‘clothed. with a majority of.seven thousand—{ap- 
plause}]—the. largest majority, with a:single ex~ 
‘eeption, any man. ever received’in the. political 
“contests of Massachusettsi. p potery ad 
The whole misunderstanding betwe®h the gen- 
tleman. from Indiana.and myself about that:vote, 
‘ag it will appear to any-man who will examine-it, 
grows:out-of:the point of time when the question 
owas taken: Before the-special order to which. the 
“honorable gentleman alluded was reached, accord- 
ing. to. well understood parliamentary Jaw, itre- 
quired: two thirds to postpone it; but-when it was 
‘reached, in the usual course of- business; a ma- 
jority-of the Committee of the Whole was com- 
petent: to: postpone.it from-day to day. = That I 
am right in.this, my friend from Indiana will see 
if he will refer to- the record.. When the special 
order ‘was reached, after the passage of the Ne- 
braska bill, the same special order was twice post- 
pehed by a vote of a majority, ag that majority 
iad power to do. © This-was done when an anti- 
‘Nebraska man was.in the chair, (Mr. Chandler, 
of Pennsylvania.) “What was done in the usual 
-order of business, after the passage of the Ne- 
-braskabill, would of course have been done by 
the Administration party, if this special order 
had interfered with the suecess.of that measure. 
No result followed that vote, according to my 
judgment then and now, except the postpone- 
ment of its final passage for a week; furnishing to 
gentlemen who had been deprived of it an oppor- 
tunity to express the sentiments of. their con- 
stituents, andthe country to demonstrate its 
«hostility tothe repeal of the prohibition of 1820. 
-That is my tnderstanding of the matter, . I never 
characterized that vote as a blunder; no man has 
ever so characterized it in my presence with my 
consent, I do not now claim that it was right. 
‘YT make no claim to infallibility; I only say 
- idid that which I thought to be right, in the sin- 
cerity of my‘heart, and my constituents sustained 


me in what I did. 
I rise, Mr. Clerk, for the 


“Mr. McMULLIN. 
purpose of presenting to the House the proposi- 
“tony by way of amendment, which I stated the 
other day: Twould present. And, before I sub- 
mit it, I- beg leave: to say, in- reference to the 

entlemen on this side of the House, with whom 

have been.acting—-with whom itis my pride and 
pleasure.to act—and with whom I desire. to con- 
tinue to act, that whatever may be thought of the 
proposition, it is the product solely of my own 
imagination; and no human being on earth is ac- 
countable for it but myself. I regret, however, 
that my very distinguished colleague from the 
valley of Virginia (Mr. Lercner] should have, 
by accident or otherwise, [laughter,] submitted 
on: Saturday last one branch of my proposition, 
{renewed laughter.]_ I have furthermore to re- 
mark, that in what I shall say to the House on 
this occasion, or-in what may be embraced in 
‘tho progomtion which I hold in my hand, I have 
no design of building up for myself a popularity 
athome. Sir, I take.this oceasion to give notice 
to the House, as I did on every question which 
affected the matter last session, when I said that, 
if reélected, I would not, under any circumstances, 
again become a candidate for reélection to Con- 
gress, that that is still my determination. - I am 
ere, then, Mr. Clerk, for the last time. There 
is no possible circumstance that can induce me 
again to come to Congress. And I beg: gentle- 
men to believe that in what I shall say on this 
occasion, or in the resolution which I shall pre- 
sent, there will not be:a line for Buncombe. 

-Mr. Clerk, I shall now ‘send to the desk my 
proposition for the purpose.of having it read, and 
thereafter I shall ask leave to submit -a few re- 
marks to, the House.. But before my proposition 

~be: read, I beg leave to:say that, in my humble 
judgment, if. ever there was a time which called 
* for the calm and serious deliberation and consid- 


Say. one. ; 
ing or Opposition members of any party. If these 
gentlemen meet-on this floor determined to sup- 
port liberal sentiments, to: uphold the liberty of 
-worshiping: God. and. the freedom of speech, no 
man will go further than I-in.xecognizing and 
rotecting them in-their-social, political, and re- 
ligious freedom. . But, ‘sir, we have: been “here 
fifteen days, and as. yet, have not succeeded in 
getting an organization. I think the time-has 


ganization of the House. And, sir, when. my 
proposition. shall have been read, you will: per- 


least the favorable consideration of gentlemen on 
both sides of the House. I. now ask’ that my 
proposition. be read by the Clerk, and then I shall 
take the liberty of making a remark or two fur- 
ther. , : 

Mr. McMov.uin’s resolution was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas, great delay. has occurred in the organization of 
this House, to the detriment of the public service, in conse- 
“quence of the diversity of opinion which prevails among 
“the members thereof: Therefore, it is unanimously 

Resolved by the members of this House, That after its or- 
ganization no business shall be done except to pass the 

necessary appropriation bills ; that the members shall, each 
and all, resign their seats and deliver their resignatigg: to 
the Speaker hereafter to be chosen, to be forwarded b¥Rim 
to the Governors of the several States and Territorics so 
soon as the appropriation bills shali have been passed. 
And to carry the provisions of said resolution into effect, 
[blank] shall be, and ‘is: hereby, declared. the duly elected 
Speaker of this House, for the purpose aforesaid. 

, Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 

that resolution on the table, 
‘Mr. MeMULLIN. Iask, Mr. Clerk, that gen- 
tlemen will give me their attention for a few mo- 
ments. As regards the resolution just read, I at 
least claim for myself that I have offered it in 
good faith; andif it be the purpose of the House 
to organize and pass the legitimate appropriation 
bills for the support of the Government of the 
country then I say to them “you can effect this 
object by the adoption of this resolution.”? 
do not mention in my proposition the name 
of any gentleman for Speaker; I leave a blank for 
thatpurpose. And allow me here to remark that, 
with all the attachment which I feel for the gen- 
tleman for whom I have been registering my vote, 
and for whom I shall continue ‘to cast it, unless 
some proposition similar to that which T have 
submitted be adopted, I am ready to vote for 
| another candidate who may be selected in accord- 
ance with my resolution. But I will continue to 
cast my vote for Mr. Rictrarpson from now until 
the 4th of March twelvemonth, unless gentlemen 
come forward and —— 

Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) ‘Will the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. McMutu1y] allow. me to 
say a word in relation to his proposition? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. His resolution as I understand 
it, proposes that we should simply pass the ap- 
propriation bills. I ask him to accept as a modi- 
fication or as an addition the following clause: 


I move to 


Nebraska bill as repeals the Missouri compro- 
mise.” [Great laug ater] 

Mr.. McMULLIN. am sure the learned 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Duyn] does not 
ask me in good faith to accept that proposition, 
expecting that I should accept it. 

Mr. DUINN was understood to say that if his 
amendment was accepted, he would vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from In- 
diana has said that, if I will accept of his modifi- 
cation, he will vote for my proposition. Let me 
tell that gentleman, and the House, and the 
country, that one of. the objects which I have in 
view in submitting my proposition, is that we 
shall pass the ordinary appropriation bills, soas: 


to previde for the public service of. the country. 
i Let us pass them and go home, and submit 


arrived when. we should endeavor to effect an.or-: 


ceive that there are points in it which deserve at. 


“And a bill to repeal so much of the Kansas- | 


horagainst: the proposition 


‘have or- 

it if’ gentle- 

óuse for practical 
the. way which. I 


purposes, they can. do°s0..in 
ave proposed. ; S e cae a Is 
Lhave but one remark: more to make, and itis 
this: I was about to make it when interrupted by 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Duxw.]." With 
all my partiality for the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Ricarpson,] for whom I-castmy vote, and 
for whom I will continue: to cast it unless some 
change shall be effected here by a proposition:of 
compromise, there are some seventy-five other 
gentlemen here voting also for Mr. RICHARDSON, 
aand—such is the confidence which [have in these 
seventy-five men—TI tell the gentlemen on: the 
other side that, with all my devotion and par- 
tiality for that gentleman for whom I have been 
voting —for many ofthem, ifnot for all ofthem-1 
would cast my vote forthe purpose of effecting an 
organization of. the House. Can you say that 
much over the way? E E E as, EW adh 
The gentleman from North ina, over the 
way, [Mr. Reane,] made a proposition on Satur- 
day, by way of compromise, that the South 
should select a northern man.. Sir, Lask.the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the South 
have presented a northern man? | J ask that gen- 
tleman if the South have not done the very thing 
which he desired? Have they not presented that 
man in the person of Mr. Ricuarpson, of Illinois? 
Is not Mr. Ricuarpson a northern man? Is he 
not a national man? “We have, then, complied 
with your propositién. Tappeal to the gentleman 
himself who so eloquently made this appeal’ to 
the House, to say if we have not complied exactly 
with his proposition, although we have been un- 
able to elect our candidate. calso proposed as 
a compromise that the North should select some 
southern man. Let them select such a man—see 
whether they cannot elect him. If. gentlemen 
desire that the business-of the Government shall 
he carried on, if ‘they desire ‘that the wheels of 
Government shall not standstill, I¢t-them fill the 
blank in my resolution with the name of some 
suitable man. Ithas been suggested that it should 
be filled with that of Mr. Banks. Well, sir, I 
take pride in repeating what I have already said, 
that there are some seventy odd gentlemen in this 
Hall, any one of whom [..would cheerfully see 
placed. in. the Speaker’s chair, to accomplish the 
organization of the House. aap 
Mr. Clerk, I trust I shall be excused for de- 
taining the House this lòng. I have submitted 
the proposition now before you in good faith. If 
ever there were a time when the members of the 
House. were called upon to exercise. the most 
kindly feeling towards each other, this is the 
time. Itis idle to disguise the fact; men. in all 
sections are now looking upon the condition of 
the country as almost in a state of revolution. 
War is now in actual existence: upon your border 
country, and that war is being waged upon this 
very question of slavery. i 
As I remarked before, when the- organization 
of the House has been effected, I design to say 
something at length upon this question of slavery, 
in its effects upon the present condition of the 
country; but f desire to see that organization 
effected as soon as possible. I hope, therefore, 
that in reference to the resolution, gentlemen ‘will 
look the matter right in the face—that they will 
vote directly either for or against it, and. not 
dodge the question. And, by the way, in refer- 
‘ence to this motion to lay on the table, I doubt 
very much whether you have any table. Atany 
rate, I hope gentlemen will not give the: matter 
the go-by, in that manner. As [have said, ac- 


cording to my. understanding: of: parliamentary 


law, in the present condition of the House; I 


-doubt whether such a thing as a table- can: be ‘rec- 


ognized until the House lias been organized; but 


-however that ‘may be, 1 ask gentlemen to'meet 


the matter fairly and squarely, and vote either for 
directly and -upon its 
merits. : ree pii i 
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Mr. ENGLISH. 
of the gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. GROW. Before that motion is submitted 
I wish to say a word, and I will not detain the 
House long. 

Mr. READE. Will the gentlemgn from Penn- 
sylvania permit me to respond to an interrogstory 

ut me by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
cMuurn?] 

Mr. GROW. No, sir; I have but a word to 
say, and I will yield the floor altogether. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McMu uy] states 
that the minority of the House, with whom he 
acts, have brought forward a national man as 
candidate for Speaker, for. whom they have been 
voting; and then calls upon the House to come 
forward and organize upon a national platform 
and upon a national candidate. Now, | believe 
the records show that seventeen men from the 
North have voted with this minority. All the 
others are southern men. I suppose, then, ac- 
cording to his authority, seventeen northern men 
voting with the South upon a question consti- 
tutes them a national party; so that we may here- 
after understand, when it is requisite to constitute 
a national party, that if we of the North can get 
seventeen men from the South to go with us 
we shall constitute the national party. That is 
all that is wanted to secure the right to nation- 
ality. 

Mr. GOODE. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if he can name any man 
of his political party who has, at any time since 
this voting commenced, supported any man as 
a candidate residing in any one of the southern 
States? 

Mr. GROW. As far as that is concerned, I 
will simply tell the gentleman that the record 
shows seventeen northern men voting with the 
South. 

Mr. GOODE. I repeat the question. He 
speaks of these seventeen northern men who 
have supported this northern candidate who is 
also supported by the South. I ask him to name 
a single northern man belonging to his political 


organization who has voted for any southern j 


man? 

Mr. GROW. I have said nothing in reference 
to that question. I was simply stating what was 
the definition of the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. 
McMut1iy] of nationality. 

Mr. GOODE. As far as the party with which 
the gentleman is connected is concerned, its only 
definition of nationality consists in sectionalism. 
The whole organization is a sectional organiza- 
tion, and nothing clse. 

Mr.GROW. All I desire to say is, that, ac- 
cording to the definition of the gentleman from 
Virginia, it is only necessary for seventecn men 


in this House to vote with the South, to consti- |, 


tute nationality. I think that three millions of 
voters living at the North are entitled to some 
consideration in determining a question of nation- 
ality as well as the seven hundred thousand south 
of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

Mr. GOODE. We have men voting with us 


residing in various States and sections of the | 


North. 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I merely wish 


I move to lay the resolution | 


to ask my colleague, [Mr. Grow,] as his re- | 


marks interest me to some extent, how he makes 
it appear that seventeen northern men in this 
House, voting for the candidate of the Demo- 


cratic party of the Union, and he a northern | 


man, makes a southern party? 
know how he makes it out? It 1s a simple pro- 
cess of arithmetic, and I should be pleased to 
see it solved. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of [linois. I now re- 
new my motion to lay the whole matter upon 
the table. 

Mr. DUNN. 
proper shape. 7 
the words “ appropriation bills,” the words— 


I will put my amendment in a 


And repealing so much of the Kansas and Nebraska bill, 


passed at the first session of the last Congress, as abrogates 
the Missouri Compromise of 1820. 


3 


I should like to | 


I move to amend by adding, after , 


i 


Several Memsers. Too late! Too late! Out 
of order. f 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Hlinois 
[Mr. Wasnpurne] having submitted the motion 
to lay the. resolution upon the table, the Clerk 
thinks it is too late to move to amend until that 
motion shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. DUNN. What is the question, then? 

The CLERK. It is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, to lay the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. READE. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. McMuxury] a single ques- 
tion, as he has appealed to me. 

The CLERK. The gentleman will proceed 
unless there be objection. 

Mr. READE. [ desire to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if the party with whom he acts— 
I mean those who voted for Mr. Ricuarpson— 
approve of athe proposition made by me the 


other day? 

Mr. McMULLIN . Lapprove of that part of 
it which is embraced in my own proposition. 
{Laughter.] Japprove of it so far as it approves 
of the conduct of those gentlemen from the 
South who have been voting for a northern man. 
Thus far I approve of the proposition of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Buncombe 
resolution and the Buncombe amendment be both 


| laid upon the table. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I deny 
resolution is a Buncombe one. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do charge it as such. 

Mr. PAINE. Mr. Clerk, I have one word 
to say in reference to what has fallen from the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mc- 
Muxurw } [came here for the purpose of trans- 
acting the public business, and to throw no ob- 
stacle in the way of the accomplishment of so 
desirable an end—fully determined to act asa 
national man on this floor. And, sir, the prop- 
osition which came from my colleagte, [Mr. 
Reape,] it struck me, was of a very fair and 
honorable character, and one properly to be sub- 
mitted to this House under the circumstances in 
which we are placed. If that proposition, then, 
is to be considered at all, I trust that it may be 
entertained in good faith. 

Now the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mc- 


the charge that the 


Mutu] has raised his voice and sent forth tothe | 


land, that we have set before us for our adoption 
a proposition like that submitted to the body by 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr.McMULLIN. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will set myself right in the matter. I 
did not so declare as he has stated. I announced 
that the proposition which I offered embraced one 
branch of the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, to wit: that we of the South had 
submitted a northern man; and that the majority 
of the southern members having selected, have 
voted for him. Therefore I asserted that that 
branch of his proposition was embraced. 

Mr. READE, (in his scat.) Yes, you are 
from the South! 

Mr. PAINE. Mr. Clerk, it is well known 
that we are here in the situation of a sick man 
needing physic. [Laughter.] However nause- 
ating it may be, I apprehend that in an emer- 
gency there is no man who would refuse to take 
it; and I alsu apprehend there is no man so child- 
ish that would not resist its being forced down 
his throat, together with the bottle. That is the 
situation in which we are placed by the selection 
of this northern man. He is brought for our 
acceptance, hedged around with a wall which no 


honorable man, standing as I do, can cither get | 


over or undertake to climb. That resolution 
offers an insult to the constituency which I rep- 
resent; and however well-disposed I might be 
to pass it by in order to elevate this man to 
the Speaker’s chair, I cannot do it unless 1 put 
that insult upon my constituents. That is the 
position in which we are placed; and I wish 
merely to say this in order to counteract the im- 
pression which may go forth from the gentle- 


man’s remarks, that I. stand here. obstinately 
persisting against the organization of the House. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Question!” and “Call the roll!?’] 

Mr. KEITT. ‘What is the question? . 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Wasusunwe] moves that the resolution ‘of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McMouity] 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. KEITT. Does that motion include the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana in 
respect to the reinstatement of the Missouri com- 
promise ? 

The CLERK. It does not. The motion to 
lay upon the table was made first, and it cuts off 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. KEITT. Did he not offer it as an amend- 
ment to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Virginia ? 

The CLERK. He did, but it could not be re- ` 
ceived during the pendency of the motion to lay 
upon the table. 

The yeas and nays are called on the motion to 
lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
to lay upon the table was agreed to. 3 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

[Cries of * Call the roll!” “Go on with the 
call!’ from all parts of the Hall.] 

The Clerk again called the roll; and the follow- 
ing was the result of the sixty-second vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a choice, 
112; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received. ssesess cesses seeeee 106 
William A. Richardson ....... 
Henry M. Fuller... 
Benjamin I. Leit 
James L. Orr... 

John William: 
John Scott Harrison sec. sce eies 
Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 
James C. ACh ssseeseease 


ETTETTETTTETETITEEITEET] 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D, Cainpbelt, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damretl, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, DeWitt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durtee, Edwards, Emvrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Haul, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washbarne, BHihu B, Washburne, Israel 

«Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richavdson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howel Cobb, Willianson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawiord, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas |b. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuliin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, $ Seward, 

Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Steph CW- 
art, Talbott, Tavlor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
low, and John V. W 

for Mr. Fuller—Me: 


For Mr. Leiter—Moevers. Dunn and Moore. 


For Mr. Orr—Mr. V 
For Mr, Willams—Mr. Wheeler, 

For Mr. Harrison—ħr. Henry M. Fuller, 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Bail. 

For Mr. Allen—Mr. Richardson. 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 


iiliams. 


| ing was the result of the sixty-third vote: Whole 


number of votes cast, 223; necessary to a choice, - 
112; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received ...csesecaceersereaee LOS |” 


Jonn Scott Harrison. 
Mies Taylors 6s. 
Alexander C: My Pennington. 
“So no choite. > 
“The following is the vote indetail: — ~ 
- For Mr: Banks—-Messrs. Albright; Allison, Barbour, Ben- 
pon; Bulidghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- 
toi, Buffington, Burlingame, James H- Campbell; Lewis D. 
Camipbell;-Chatiee, Ezra Clark, Clawson,: Colfax,:Comins, 
Govode, Crag 


agin; Cumback, Danirell, ‘Timothy Davis, Day; 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dirree, Edwards, 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B: Hall, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas R: Horton, Val- 
enting B. Horton, Howard, Dughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham; Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Bage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, T appan, T horing- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
‘Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B; 
Washbume, Israèl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. i F i 

For. Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 

Barksdale, Bell, Henry S: Bemiett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, | 

` Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, i 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D: Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, ‘Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones; Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Otiver, Orr, Peck, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruftin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Bhorter, Samuel A. Smith, William) Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
John V, Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller.—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- | 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, | 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Har- 
rison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
‘Trippo, ‘Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
cofter. 

For Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For My. Orr~-Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler, ; 

For Mr, Harrison—Mr. Henty M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Taylor—Mr. Richardson, 

Kor Mr. Pennington—Mr. Ball. 

Mr. BROOM. Task the indulgence of this 
House for a few moments for the purpose of sub- | 
mitting to them a suggestion by which the diffi- 
culty in the way of the organization of this House | 
may be removed. We have been balloting here 
now for the space of two weeks, and without a 
result, or the prospect ofa result. It is manifest | 
to every one that the obstacle in the way of organ- | 
ization is the question of the non-extension of in- 
voluntary servitude within the Territories of the 
United States. That obstacle removed, sir, there 
would be no difficulty in the way of the organiza- | 
tion of this House. The whole country is in 
agitation, and, as has been observed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. McMuxuw] this morn- 
ing, there is now war upon our border arising 
from this very question, : 

The great object of this Government should be 
to allay this agitation, to suppress excitement, | 
and to restore to the people peace and harmony | 
from one end of this Union to the other, that we | 
may indeed not only be caled a nation, but that 
we. may exhibit our nationality by our attach- | 
ment to all parts of our Union. 

The subject of a dissolution of this Union has | 
been, sir, for some time past, too lightly spoken || 
of, in violation of the admonitions of the great ‘| 
father of his country, who enjoined upon those | 
who were to suceced him a fervent and ardent 
attachment to that Union as the only basis of our 
peace and of our happiness. 

‘The proposition, sir, that I am about to sub- {i 
mit, is not in the form of a joint resolution of | 
the Senate and House of Representatives, for, as 
we are not organized, such a matter could not be | 
in that form poe but if the question which | 
has hitherto baffled and defied all spirit of com-| 
promise can be adjusted at all, it must be yet in 
the nature of a compromise by the present Con- 
gress, With that view I present the proposition | 
which I will take the liberty of reading te the | 
House; | 

Whereas it js obvious tat the organization of this ; 
House has been, and is still, delayed and rendered imprac- 
ticuble by reason of discordant views and opinions enter- 
tained and adhered to hy the people and their Representa- 
tives concernfig the subject of involuutary servitude in 


be 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
H 
li 


the Territories of the United. States: And whereas it is! fact I feared I should be trespassing upon the |! 


i [withthe ac 
Hof. th 


“questions i 


have: hitherto baffled 


our beloved country from the rest, and. to enfeeble the 
sacred ties which now link together the various parts:°? 
Therefore. : EUT E E 

$ "Resolved; That the Höusé-öf Representatives, by and 
vice and consent of the Senate and. President 
ted States, do hereby subinit to the Justices of 
mé Court of the United States, as the supreme 
and expounders of constitutional law, for 
and decision, Which ‘shall. be: final and 
the following questions, namely: 


conelusive thereon 

[At this point the réading was interrupted by 
shouts of laughter.| oe 

The CLERK... Order, gentlemen. 

Mr. BROOM. I. regret that- so- serious a 
subject should excite the mirth of ‘gentlemen— 
[renewed. laughter]~of: gentlemen who profess 
their nationality, and their attachment ‘to this 
Union, when they see staring them in'the face a 
qnestion, the agitation of which is leading us 
further.and further apart year after year, with- 
out any probability or prospect of ijs ever being 
settled, and when ‘a suggestion is made to refer 
to the proper tribunal for adjudication and decis- 
ion the points of constitutional law which keep 
the people divided and separated. § had trusted 
that, from the seriousness of the subject, and a 
| desire to avoid all this difficulty, through a long 
session of Congress, this would at least have 
been reccived with respectful consideration. 

The remainder of my resolution embraces the 
following proposition to be submitted: 

1. Has the Federal Government, under the powers enu- 
merated and. delegated in and by the Constitution of the 
United States, or otherwise, any power or authority what- 
ever, either to provide for, or to prohibit, involuntary ser- 
vitude, or in any manner to legislate upon the subject of 
ee servitude in the Territories of the United 
otal £ 

2. Has the Federal Government, after having exercised 
a delegated powerin the erection of a Territory, and pro- 
vided a government therefor, the power or authority to 
repeal or abrogate the same ? 

3. Has the Federal Government any power or authority 
whatever to establish any line, such as that commonly 
known as ‘the Missouri compromise line, which shail 
designate the limits of involuatary servitude in and among. 
the States? 

These propositions, I believe, involve all the 
questions which are now acting as obstructions 
to the organization of this House. They embody 
a spirit of compromise more feasible, by far, 
than that of 1820—the submission of the ques- 
tions to the supreme jadicial tribunal of the 
United States for adjudication and decision; the 
coordinate departments of the Government agree- 


and conclusive settlement of the whole subject. 
Such a settlement would be, to the people of this 
country, a matter of rejoicing, 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him whether it is in 
the contemplation of his resolution, that the mem- 
bers of this House should wait for the Supreme 
Court to decide? [Laughter.] f 

Mr. BROOM. 
question, I would say I stated beforehand that I 
had not prepared the resolution in the shape of a 
joint resolution of the House and of the Senate, 
because the House had not yet organized. But 
if we cannot elect a Speaker these propositions 
might be submitted to the Supreme Courtfor their 
determination, and, after they should be deter- 
mined, we should hear no more of the Nebraska 
bill and the Missouri Compromise. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House ina few remarks at this 
time. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Broom] has wholly mistaken, as I conceive, the 
difficulty which stands in the way of the organi- 
zation of this House. The difficulty is not pre- 
sented in the difference of opinion in relation to 
the extension of slavery into the Territories of 
the United States. That question has been set- 
tled. 


over which the House of Representatives has 
now no control. That was settled during the 
last session of Congress by the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill: The difficulty which lies in the way of the 
organization of the House was disclosed the 
other day in the remarks of my honorable friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. CamreeLL.] 1 should further 


have interrupted him at that time, but from the į 


| could. þe. elected. if. 


agi i 
fied: the: spirit of compromise; 
and: which ‘constantly: tend: ‘to’ alienate one. portion: of” 


ing to bind themselves to that decision as a final | 


In reply to the gentleman’s į 


Whether slavery shall go into the Terri- | 
tories of the United States, or not, is a question Í 


Heindicated that a Speaker 
he .would.. make. pledges in 
relation to the formation -ofthe committees of 
this: House, or in relation to his opinions upon 
the question of slavery. The difficulty, sir, which 
| exists here relates to the persons who shall form 
the: committees of this: House, as was Indicated 
in the speech of that honorable gentleman. Iwill 
do.the gentleman the credit tọ say—and I am élad 
to beable to.doit—that hespurned all propositions 
made to him, if any were made. I suppose- they 
were made, though I knew not from. whom they 
came, and I.am glad to know that the gentleman 
did not entertain them. While I djffer from that 
pleas in opinion: upon the subject of slavery, 

admire those principles which mduced him to 
spurn all propositions made to. him in relation to 
| the formation of the committees of this House. 

Toshow, sir, that this is not the difficulty in the 
way of the organization of the House, it is only 
necessary to state that we have. here more than 
one: hundred and thirty members who are opposed 
to the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and opposed to the 
extension ‘of slavery into the. Territories of the 
United States.. And why do they not act together 
and organize the House? We have thrown no 
difficulty in their way—I mean the Democratic 

arty. We have voted upon principle, and we 
have expected them todo thesame. So far from 
this slavery question being an obstruction to the 
organization of the House, there is a large ma- 
jority who agree in opinion in relation to the 
extension of slavery into the Territories of the 
United States, and who are opposed to it. How, 
then, can that question stand. in the way of or- 
ganization? No, sir; the trouble is a.different 
one. Letit come out. The sooner the better. 
| There was a difficulty in organizing the House 
in 1849, and it would never have been organized 
i if the whole matter which caused that. difficulty 
i had not been ferreted out and exposed, so that 
the country could see and. know the. trae condi- 
tion of things as they existed here. So it should 
be now. ; , 

L hope no such proposition as that submitted 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom} 
will be entertained by this House. We have 
our opinions, and we accord to the Opposition 
the same freedom of opinion which we entertain; 
and I would not utter a word which would be 
calculated to irritate or stir up difficulty here. I 
want to see an organization, and I hope it will 
be soon effected. But if that party which is in 
the majority, and which agrees upon the great 
controlling question, cannot organize this House, 
I ask who can do it, and how can it be dene? 
We receive no propositions and we make none 
| on this side of the House. We vote upon prin- 
ciple; and we mean to stand upon what we con- 
sider national principles, and necessary to the 
| perpetuity of this Union. Iam not one of those 
+ who E to extremes upon the slavery question, 
‘and I freely accord to northern members their 
opinions upon the same subject; and all I ask of 
them is, that they come together and organize the 
House, and allow us to go to work and do the 
business of the country. I will not lend my aid 
to it, because I never can vote for the man who 
entertains the principles of that party. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campse.y] 
ought to come out and disclose the party who 
made those propositions, if any have been made, 
in regard to this conteste Such a disclosure will 
seating the House, and that, too, very quickly. 

r: BROOM. I withdraw my resolution. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. . 

Tellers were called for, and ordered; and 
Messrs. Cutten and Haven were appointed. 

The House was divided; and before the tellers ` 
reported, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

[Cries of ** No, no!” * It’s too late !”’] 

Mr. ORR. Let the count go on by tellers. 

Mr. JONES. I insist upon my call for the 
yeas and nays. ; 

The CLERK. - I suggest that the count-had 
better be finished by tellers before the question 
is put on the yeas and nays. 

r. JONES. It may be too late then. Iin- 
sist on my demand for the yeas and nays. 

The tellers continued to count; and reported— 
ayes 83, noes 94, : 


of the Flousé. 


i 


1855: 


Mr. JONES withdrew his call 
nays. 

Mr. WALKER renewed it. | 

The Clerk put the question whether the yeas ; 
and nays should be ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand that | 
the motion to adjourn has been decided in the | 
negative. ` ` 

The CLERK. Yes, by tellers. 

Mr. SMITH. By tellers, of course; and now. 
those who voted in the negative want the yeas | 


for the yeas and | 


and nays. I 
Mr. BOCOCK. The call for the yeas and || 


nays was made before the tellers had counted. | 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
So the motion to adjourn was disagreed to. | 
[Loud cries of ‘Call the rollt?) | 


The Clerk accordingly proceeded to call the roll | 


on thesixty-fourth vote, with the following result: | 


Whole number of votes cast, 223; necessary to ; 
a choice, 112; of which— 


| 

1 

| 
Nathaniel P. Banks received ssesesssesresesrrec 106 | 
Willian A. Richardson....... 73 -i 
Menry M. Fuller..... . 88 ll 
Benjamin F. Leiter : 
James L. Or. 


John Willian 
John Scott Harrison. 
Warren Winslow 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks — Messrs. Albright, Afkson, Barbour, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, | 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, | 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, ; 
Damel, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, į 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Enurie, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, ; 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- | 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, | 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peiton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringte, Purviance, Ritchie, | 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, | 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- | 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, | 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eltibu | 
B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, | 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. i 

} 
i 
í 


For Mr. Richardsons=Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, | 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Cas 
kie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, ; 
Craige, Crawford, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, EHiott, | 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuiler, Goode, | 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George | 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, | 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, į 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- | 
art, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wins- 
Tow, and John V. Wright. l 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Har- | 
rison, Haven, Hofman, Kennett, Lake, Lindicy, Humpbrey | 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, i 
Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippo, Underwood, Vaik, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
coffer. 

for Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore, 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Willians—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Harrison—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Winslow—Mr. Richardson. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I now renew the reso- | 
lution which I offered this day week. In doing | 
so, I presume there will be no vote taken on it at 
this time. The object of my offering it now is, 
that there shall be no advantage taken of the par- 
ties here—if the members occupying seats on this 
floor ean be called such. I therefore offer the res- | 


olution, and hope that an adjournment will take |! 
place, and that meanwhile members will consider |! 


the propriety of adopting this plurality resolution 


| 
: 
| 


as it is called. Lask for its reading. 
The resolution was read, as follows: | 
Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to | 
the election of a Speaker viva voce, and if, after the roll | 
shail have been called three times, no member shall have | 
received a majority of the whole number of votes, the roll | 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then receive | 


the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority of a 
quorum, shall be declared to be chosen Speaker. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. On that motion 
i call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were declared by the Clerk 


| 
| 
í 
| 
| 


Mr. JONES. Count the-other side, 

The other side was counted; andthe yeas and 
nays were not ordered. © 0 > 

Mr. JONES. Task for 
the yeas and nays. : 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Corràx were appointed. 

The House’ was Wied and the tellers re- 
ported that the yeas and nays were not ordered, 
one fifth of a quorum not having voted in the 
affirmative. ` 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and it was agreed to. 

And thereupon the House (at half-past three 
o’clock, p. m.) adjourned until te-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


tellers on the call for 


IN SENATE. 
Tusespar, December 18, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dray. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Ithiel 


i S. Richardson, asking an appropriation to enable 


him to make a practical experiment of his patent 
annospheric, telegraph, in transmitting intelli- 
gence, mail matter, &c., under the direction of 
the Postmaster General; which was referred to the 


| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial 


of Jonas P. Levy, praying a revision by Con- |} 


gress of the action of the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury upon the act for his relief, approved 
August 3d, 1854; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Eliz- 
abeth V. Lomax, only surviving child of Captain 
William Lindsay, of Lee’s Legion of the Revo- 


lution, asking fer five years’ full pay of a captain į 


of dragoons, with interest; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Mrs. 
Susan T. Lea, widow and administratrix of James 
Maglennen, praying compensation for property 
fost in the service of the United States during 
the war of 1812; which, with papers heretofore 


; filed in the case, was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. BELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Margaret Bar- 
nitz, heir of Colonel David Greer, praying con:muutation 


pay, and the papers in the ease of the administrator of the | 


surviving partner of Peter and Curtis Grubb, be withdrawn 
froin the files of the Senate for presentation to the Court 
of Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Daniel Doland, 
a private in Captain Steele’s company of New York volun- 
teers, praying a pension for injuries reccived in the Hine of 
his duty, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. PRATT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Patapsco river, and to 
render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war 


| steamers of the United States. 


Mr. BAYARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A billto complete the Delaware breakwater; and 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Port Penn, and the harbor of New Castle. 


PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the senate to the Hon. Jesse D. Brieur the difference 
between the amount now received by Lim and the compen- 
sation of Viee President from the date of his election as 
President of the Senate pro tem. to the close of his service 
as such, according to the practice which bas heretofore 
prevailed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) If there he no objection, the res- 
olution will be considered now. The Chair hears 


li no objection. 
I move that the House do || 


Mr. CLAYTON. I only wish to say, sir, in 
reference to this resolution, that itis usual, The 
last four officers that have been elected President 


of the Senate, preceding Mr, Briaut, have been į 
© paidin this manner. 


It is the same compensation 


en, . . Pan § . > 
not ordered, only twenty members rising in their |; which has always becn paid to others, 


seats. ` 


* 


‘The resolution was adopted. 


E. 


| and House of Representatives. 
| Committee on Claims will agree to make as large 


35 
PRIVATE CLAIMS. © i 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I ask the Senate 
to take up for consideration the resolution which 
I offered some days since, in regard to private 
claims which were pending before the Senate at 
the last session of Congress... That resolution 
proposed to refer them to the Court of Claims. 
An amendment was offered by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Hamuty,] to which 1 have 
no objection. I hope the subject will be taken 
up, notwithstanding the fact that the other House 
is not ye organized, because, from the indication 
made by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Srv- 
ART,] when the matter was under consideration 
before, it will require some time to dispose of the 


i subject. It was proposed by the Senator from 
| Michigan to refer the question to the Committee 
; on Claims, to report what shape the proposition 


should properly assume. That will require some 
little time. I propose now that the subject ba 
taken up, and that the original resolution and 
amendment be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, that they may report some proposition 
which will be acceptable to the Senate. 

The motion to take up the resolution was agreed 
to. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I move that tho -7 
resolution and amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I do not object to the 
reference; but I fear that the resolution, in its 
original shape, may embrace within sts scope a 
claim which has been favorably reported on in 
the Senate, and which, according to the prevailing 


i opinion, does not properly fall within the juris- 


diction of the Court of Claims. The adoption 
of the resolution, as originally offered, would pre- 
vent the claimants bringing it before Congress. 
I desire to guard against that, but I can bring the 
matter to the notice of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I offered the ori- 
ginal resolution atthe commencement of the ges- 


sion without nach reflection. `I thought the 


Senate would escape a great deal of trouble in the 
Investigation of such subjects, by referring at once 


| to the Court of Claims as large a class as wo 


thought proper. Other gentlemen thought my 
resolution too latge in its scope, and they pro- 
posed to limit it. I have agreed, however, to 
refer the matter to the committee, in the hope that 
they will report something which will relieve us 
from the necessity of examining claims which 
can be much better examined by the Court of 
Claims, where both sides can be heard. I believe 
that the public has often been wronged by the 


| ex parte, and sometimes careless, examination of 


the Senate 


private claims—nocessarily eae 
hope that the 


I 


s possible the class of cases which should prop- 


‘erly be referred to the Court of Claims. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Tentirely concur with 
the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, in the 
disposition which he proposes to make of privete 
clams. I think it is very desirable to dispose 
of them by ono act of the Senate. My only 


| object in making the suggestion was this: the 


original resolution declared that all claims report- 
ed on by committees at the last session be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, My constituents 
have had a claim pending before Congress for 
damages for spoliations committed on them in 


1836. Reports have been made in favor of the 
claim. I understand, however, from gentlemen 


who are very competent judges of such a ques- 
tion, that itis excecdingly doubtful whether that 
claim does fall within the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, By the adoption of the original 
resolution, therefore, that claim would be placed 
in a very awkward predicament. By the reso- 
lution it would be referred to the Court, which 
could not decide it. This would greatly tend to 
delay action by the Senate. I only designed to 
guard against that contingency. 
är. BELL, of Tennessee. 
remarks are very proper. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


The Senator’s 


I design my remarks 


: for the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. HAMLIN. F concur most cordially in 
the object sought by the resolution submitted by 


the Senator from Tennessee—— ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


a map een pansies - 
would state to: the Senator from Maine that there 
is no.question now before the Senate.. The ori-'| 
` gical resolution, with the amendment, has-been. 
' Teferred to the Committee on Claims, and: there 
“is; therefore, Ho qöeetian beforé the Senate. <. 
“Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. - 

‘On motion, the Senate adjourned. - 


_ | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
O  Sumspay, December 18, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o'clock; m. 


“Phe J ournal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 
oak BLECTION OP SPEAKER: 0. 
“Mr. THORINGTON. “I now renew the reso- 
“Jation which I offered’ just before the House ad- 
journed yesterday. I submit the following: 
‘Resolved, That the. House will proceed: immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce, and if, aftér the roll 
shall have been called threé times, no member shall have 
‘received a majority of the whole number of votes, the roll 
“shail again be called, and the member who shall then receive 


the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority of a 
quorum, shall be declared to be chosen Speaker, 


Mr, MATTESON: I move to lay that reso- 
lution upon the table; and upon that motion I 
‘demand the yeas and nays. —_. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from 
Towa to withdraw his resolution to enable me to 
make a personal explanation. 

Mr. THORINGTON, Iwill withdraw it for 
that purpose. < 

Mr. WALKER. In taking my seat upon this 
floor I had determined, as a general rule for my 
action here, not to notice newspaper comments 
upon my course. But at this particular juncture, 
sir, in the condition of parties in this House, in 
view of the great popular anxiety caused by that 
condition, by the failure of this House thus far 
to effect an organization—knowing the fact, 
every member upon this floor, however humble, 
however unknown he may be, becomes the ob- 
ject of scrutiny, of examination; and I feel it 
due to myself and to the party with which I have 
‘acted here, to vindicate my own conduct, and; as 
far as. | can, attempt, at least, a vindication of 
that party. : 

I hold in my hand a paper published in the 
southern extreme of this Union, a leading paper 
in my own district—a paper devoted to the advo- 
cacy of the. Democratic party of this country. 
That paper, of the 13th of the present month, in 
commenting upon an article to be found in another 
paper published in the same city, but which 
paper supports the great principles of the Amer- 
ican party in that country—I say, in commenting 
upon that article, the paper I hold in my hand— 
-the Mobile Register—uses the following language: 


The Democratic party in Congress has taken its stand 
upon. its principles—principles not of to-day or to-morrow, 
but principles that will stand the test of time, and remain 
the sure foundation ofa party that appeals to the patriotism 
of the people to support it for their own and the country’s 
good. ‘They have no bargains to offer. They do not choose 

‘to buy southern Know Nothings to do their duty to their 
constituents with the paltry pelf of an office, or a contempt- 
ible advantage in the distribution of the powers of the 
House. They offer a ereed and a candidate that ought to 
command southern Know Nothing votes; but the Adver- 

` tiser-and its small party in Congress prefer trifling to duty, 
prefer to waste their suflrages on impossible candidates to 
planting them where they will tell against the enemies of 
the South; and they salve their consciences under this 
solemn inockery by upbraiding a solid body of seventy-nine 
Democrats for not coming to their corporal’s guard of thirty, 
and electing Humphrey Marshall. Qh, but they are will- 
ing to go to Richardson, Dut they have met with no en- 
couragement from the Democrats; they have been treated 
with contempt. We fancy no Democrat would have thrown | 
an obstacle in their way if they had walked up to vote for 
Richardson. If they have met with a rebuff, then, it is on 
account of the trade they brought in their hands as a con- 
sideration for their voting for Richardson. ‘They are ready 
todo their duty, ready to make common cause with the 
only party that is available to combat Abolitionism, pro- 
vided they get a valuable consideration for it. Out upon 
such transparent attempts to hoodwink the people of the 
South in reverence to the true state of this case! The fact 
stands patent to the, public eye, that the southern Know 
Nothings are engaged in solemn trifling, while they have 
had itin their power to have defeated the arch-conspirators, 
Seward, Weed, and ‘Greeley, who are plotting against the 
safety of the South and the peace of the Union.?? 


In the issue of the same paper of the day pre- 
ceding this, in another article commenting upon 
the state of affairs in this House, the editors re- 
fer tome by name, and charge me with having 


_ Now, sir, as lremarked-be 


|; only national: party. 


that upon acerta 
for 
Mr- 


aM 
avis voted forme. coe onen gsi i 
3 PE: ed before, under-ordinary: 
circumstances, I should have.taken no heed. to 
such. comments; but. think the time has come 
when évery man’s position upon this floor should 
ly..be known: to his. fellow-members;-but 
nown to the country: He should: make 
ere he stands, and where he.intends to 
> sir, this small:body of thirty men 
nthe target for the press of the 
ave. been.used: in this House 
ck, and. batile-door, by 
ne: side, and by. the 
“What has the gentle- 


ey metin their prelimina: 
a resolution which many of the calmer members 
of the party cannot. but admit to be.an insult to 
members upon this floor who agreed with them 
on the general principles of Government, and 
only differed with them in. reference to a mere 
matter of legislative expediency. 

Well, what is the condition of tltis small body 
of thirty men? and where do they stand? Have 
they acted thus far in a spirit of captiousness, of 
caprice? What objects had they to gain? What 
had been the result of persistency in their efforts 
upon this floor? Why, sir, is there a man here 


these southern Know Nothings, on the opening 
of the session, had rallied to the support of the 
Democratic candidate, (and here permit me to say 
that I am glad to have met that gentleman in this 
Hall—I say it though not belonging to the party 
of which he is the standard-bearer—the compl- 
ment extended to him is justly his due;) the 
fact, I say, must now be realized by all parties, 
that, if the southern Know Nothings had, at the 
opening of the contest, thrown themselves into 
the ranks of that gentleman’s supporters, there 
could have been no result other than to have free- 
soiled the organization of the House. A union 
of the southern Know Nothings with the Dem- 
ocratic party could not have insured the election 
of Mr: Ricnarpson, for the simple reason, that 
the two forces united would not constitute a ma- 
jority of this House, and such an effort would 
In all probability have placed the control of the 
House in the hands of the Free-Soilers. Then, 
so far as the southern Know Nothings of this 
House are concerned, the effect of our action has 
been to stave off and prevent such an organiza- 
tion as the one mentioned. 

But, sir, that party claims to be a national one. 
It was said on yesterday, that its claim to na- 
tionality is predicated on—what? On a certain 
number of southern gentlemen calling themselves 
Democrats, who have united with fifteen gentlemen 
from northern States, only one or two, I believe, 
coming from a State further north than Pennsyl- 
vania. This union of a portion of southern mem- 
bers upon this floor with a small fragment of the 
northern representation, constitutes, in. their ap- 
prehension, a full and complete title and ground 
to the claim of nationality. Contrast their posi- 
tion, so faras the claim to nationality is concerned, 
with that of the National America or Know 
Nothing party of this House. Some twenty-six 
or twenty-seven southern gentlemen with fifteen 
northern gentlemen, coming from some of the 
largest States in the Union, uniting for a common 
purpose, standing upon a basis known to this 
country, and pledged by their acts here to do— 
what? Why, to abide by existing laws on the 
subject of slavery; to resist with all their efforts 
a renewal of the agitation of the subject in and 


| out of this Hall; and to vote for the admission 


of a State into the Union, whether its constitution 
does or does not recognize slavery as one’ of its 
social institutions. This is the position of this 
much-abused and vilified American party of this 
House; and when I use the term ‘ American 
party,’? understand me as only making applica- 
tion to those thirty or.forty with whom I have 
thus far acted. 

But, say my Democratic friends, theirs is the 
National! Why, sir, its 


trifled in the discharge of my duty: they gay, |i 


claims to. nationality rest upon a sandy founda- 
tion. : 


who has not before this realized the fact that, if | 


“questions?».: 


December 18, 


wy I would: ask: them;:and: inno taunting 
spirit, whether they -have. the power-to-unite in 


|: harmonious action its members from different-sec- 
‘tions? Fask them to point me to any great princi- 


ple emblazoned upon their present banner, potent 
enough to breakdown geographical and sectional 

Tt has no. just claim: to- nationality... It main- 
tains, itis-true, here: and there, its-name:and or- 
ganization, but it has long since lost that integrity 
of:aim-and purpose, that attachment to principle, 
which heretofore won-the popular regard. and 
favor. Ea peng yey Teed gro ey 

It lives but under the shadow of its: past renown. 
It can: only purchase.-a nationality by unmanly 
and disgraceful compromises... But.even at suc: 
a costits claim to nationality.is an empty boast. 

North of Mason and Dixon’s line it has shared 
the. fate of its old adversary, and been absorbed 
in the swelling tide of Free-Soilism. 

At the South, it is divided between the sup- 
porters and the opponents of the. Administration; 
and itis a fact known to the country, that its 
successes. in the late elections, achieved as they 
were by the coöperation of. Whigs—who, with- 
out any coincidence of opinion, save opposition 
to the American, party, united with them for the 
time-—have been rather: the result of local and 
State issues, and a misconception of the aims 
and: purposes of the:new. party, than any gen- 
eral popular recognition of any: great, living 
principle of the Democratic party. Task if this 
is not a portraiture of the Democratic party? 
Yet this is their claim to nationality; and because 
southern men, having an identity. of feeling with 
them, withhold their coöperation, they aré: ac- 
cused as leaguing against that party with Free- 
Soilers. As long as that insulting resolution 
stares them in the face, and is not retracted, it 
places them in a humiliating position. Task the 
members of that party, in all candor and kind- 
ness, whether they are just in putting us in that 
position ? . : 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to make a single remark? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. . i 

Mr. JONES. As I had the honor of submit- 
ting the resolution to which he refers, L-wish to 
state exactly what was meant by it. I will 
merely state that the nationality of Pennsylvania, 
instead of being represented upon this floor this 
day by six national votes, would poll seventeen 
for Mr. RICHARDSON, if it were not for Know 
Nothingism, which is understood, in my coun- 
try, to be synonymous with Free-Soilism. The 
nationality of the Democratic. party in this 
House, in my opinion, consists in this fact: that 
the whole body of the Democratic members from 
the North, and the whale body of the.Democratic 
members from the South, act together here as a 
unit. No other party here presents that aspect. 
Now the gentleman from Alabama certainty does 
not impute to me, or those gentlemen who voted 
for my resolution, an intention to insult any in- 
dividual, or any class of individuals. I am sure 
such was not the case. My friend will search 
those resolutions in vain to find a word about 
the American party. We speak of the Know 
Nothing party, which, in my country—and I 
prosme it is the same elsewhere—means Free- 
Soilism concealed, in contradistinction. to Free- 
Soilism openly and publicly professed. 

F merely wish my friend to understand, as an 
allusion was made to the same thing yesterday, 


that, as I understand the Democracy, they only 


wished to place themselves on a national platform 
before the whole country, so that neither gentle- 
men from the North nor gentlemen from the 
South should misunderstand their position. They 
mean to stand upon that platform without com- 
promise or concession; they do it from devotion 
to what they believe to be a great principle, and 
asa duty which they owe to their country; but 
they never did design to cast any imputation 
upon any class or classes of men. 

I hope, therefore, my friend from Alabama 
will understand that,in speaking of the Know 
Nothing party, as a Pennsylvania Democrat I 
mean to say that, but for that party by that 
name called and known—and the records of the 
country sustain me in that position—I believe 
that Pennsylvania this day would cast. a vote 
that no man would question the nationality of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the gentleman from 


1855. — 


Alabama allow mie to put an inquiry to my col 
league from the Berks district? 
Mr. WALKER. I will yield for that pur- 


ose. 
p Mr. ALLISON. Iwish to know whether I 
understood my colleague aright. I understood 
him to say that the principles of the Know 
Nothing party and of the Free-Soil or anti-Ne- 
braska party were identical, and therefore that 
there was not a majority of national Democrats 
from Pennsylvania on this floor. Now, if I un- 
derstood my colleague aright, I wish to say that 
Lindorse the idea expressed by him—that had it 
not been for the fact that the people of Pennsyl- 
vania condemned the Kansas and Nebraska act 
of the last Congress, it might have been that sev- 
enteen national Democrats would have been found 
upon this floor; but having condemned that act, 
the Know. Nothings and the Free-Soil party 
united, and Pennsylvania is represented here 
by a majority of those whe condemn that act. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. JONES. What was my colleague’s ques- 
tion? I did not understand it, 

Mr. ALLISON. The question I desired to put 
to my colleague was this: Whether I understood 
him aright to say thatthe sentiments of the Free- 
Soil party and the Know Nothing party were 
identical upon the question of the extension of 
slavery ? ` 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but I wish to explain my- 
self in three words, so that I cannot be misun- 
derstood. 

Mr ALLISON. Oh,I perfectly agree with my 
colleague. 

Mr. JONES.. What I meant to say, Mr. 
Clerk, was this, that the national Democratic 
party of Pennsylvania are willing any day, and at 
any hour, to meet the Free-Soil party, as known 
by that name, and to risk everything upon that 
issue before the people of Pennsylvania; but when 
a society, calling itself Know Nothing, is also in 
the field, with asecret organization, and concealing 
those. very same Free-Soil principles—an under- 
ground organization with an above-ground opera- 
tion—between the two, the Democratic party is 
left with only six Representatives standing; but 
we are proud of those six. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 


word in reply to my colleague. 
Mr. WALKER. Not now; I prefer to goon. 
We are all, Mr. Clerk, in the habit of hearing 


much said about principle and party, but I think | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jones,] ! 


in the preparation of his resolution which was 
adopted. by the Democratic caucus, and the per- 
sistence of that party in adhering to that resolu- 
tion, only show what is by no means uncommon, 
that there is a proneness in all men to confound 


mere principle with party. They seem to forget, | 
sir, that the two things are essentially different; 


that the principle had its birth long before party; 
that the party is a mere instrumentality to carry 
out an established fact which is an idea of the 
mind—a principle which, though it in fact has 
no substantiality, though it has no tangible shape 
or form to the outward eye, though I cannot hold 
itin my hand as I do this glass, yet, sir, that it 
has within itself a power and a vitality of its own, 
whilst, on the contrary, a party is a mere means 
for the purpose of carrying out and putting life 
into that principle. 

The gentleman says that the Democratic party 
stands upon principle. Now, what can you hear 
from their own ranks, from the more frank among 
them, upon this very subject of organizing this 


House, and of the object they had in view in | 


placing themselves upon that platform? Why, 
that they had no hope of obtaining the organiza- 
tion of this House; that many of them do not 


desire it; that they look at it as a hazardous thing | 


for them in a party point of view; that the coun- 


try may possibly hold them responsible for what- į 
ever legislation may take place in this Hall; and | 
that, therefore, as a mere party movement, 1i | 


may not be wise and politic for them to take the 
organization. And yet, forsooth, their action is 


based upona naked, great conservative principle! | 


Are there not men upon this floor who occupy 
the same ground with themselves upon this prm- 
ciple?—a principle going back, if you please, to 
the great vital 
rectrecogiition of the sovereignty of these States; 


Will ! 
the gentleman from Alabama allow me to say a | 


octrine of State rights; an. indi- | 


| with her glory and prosperity; he who never gave | 


: holding the reins of Government in their hands, 
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that this Union, all glorious as it hgs been, se- | popular favor cast the office, and who, by the 


curing, as it has done. heretofore, all ‘imaginable 
blessings, and serving as a means to-carry out the 
purposes of its founders; yet that, after all, itis 
not the Union—the Union alone, upon which the | 
reflecting man of this country bases his hopes 
and rests his affections... With him the Union is į 
secondary in importance to the principles it was 
designed to perpetuate and establish, and is only 
worthy of the just man’s and the patriot’s rever- 
ence and support-so long as it serves to carry out 
and perpetuates those principles. 

But Lam wandering from my object. Ispoke, 
in the first place, of the condition of these parties 
inthe House. I will now, as I am upon the floor, 
say something of the condition of parties in the 
country, to account for the present aspect of polit- 
ical affairs inthiscountry. How happens it, sir, 
that there is in fact no national party now? How 
happens it that one great party has disappeared 
from the field of action, and that another party, | 
which so long held sway upon the popular heart ; 
of this country, has lost its claim to nationality? 
How happens it that we are broken up into seg- 
ments and fragments? How happens it that we | 
are all becoming more or less sectionalized in our | 
professions? Why, sir, one of the reasons I will 
give you: Your party leaders—the men who 
molded the public thought,.and directed the pop- 
ular heart, the men who made parties and gov- 
erned them by that power which is the result of 
rare combinations of mental and moral qualities, 
have left the stage of action. 

We no longer have the firm-handed, granite- 
willed Jackson, with his strongly-marked indi- 
viduality, to head the columns of the Democracy 
and lead them on to victory. 

The name and memory of Clay still hold a 
spell on our minds and hearts, but the strains of į 
his almost matchless eloquence, flowing out, as | 
they did, at times, with the swell and grandeur of | 
some mighty symphony, no longer fill the Senate | 
Fouse, the field of his fame, the point from | 
which his words went out over the land, stirring 
the hearts of his followers as with a clarion and į 
summoning them to his standard. 

Webster, to use his own words, ‘still lives,” 
but it is in the record of his great thoughts and 
grand eloquence which form a part of our na- 
tional renown. But his firm-set figure, his pon- 
derous brow, his cavernous and inward-looking 
eye, are no longer beheld in that august Cham- | 
ber, the scene of his great conflicts and triumphs. 
His deep, sonorous voice, rolling and swelling 
under the tide of that wondrous eloquence, which | 
by turns won the imagination, captured the rea- 
son, and subdued the heart, is no longer heard | 
within those walls consecrated by his genius. 
The master-mind, the controlling, ay, and the | 
restraining spirit of New England, no longer | 
lives and labors to direct and guide her people, | 
and save her from aggressions and encroach- 
ments upon her sisters and her equals. | 

And the pure patriot—the great statesman of | 
the South—the man in whose policy, self had no 
place, save as his personal fame was identified į 


up to party what was meant for mankind—whose 

whole life was unsullied by a stain—whose noble | 
nature was never seduced by office or honors, or 
intimidated by the fear of calumny or detraction ; 
from the path of right; he who gave all his great | 
powers to the task of securing to the South the | 
full measure of her rights, and to the inculcation | 
of those true ideas of government upon which 
rest the sovereignty of the States, and the con- 
sequent perpetuity of the Union; the man who 
never trimmed or changed his policy to suit party 
demands or exigencies; the man whose larg vir- 
tues made him the object of the hate and envy of 
party hucksters and time-serving demagogues,— | 


‘ | 
the great Calhoun no longer lives to counsel and || 
j| to warn us. i 


The [thuriel spear of his living intellect, with | 
which, in his indignant scorn, he pierced through | 
corrupt party designs, and probed to the quick, } 
purchasable party demagogues, no longer gleams 
and flashes; it has been shivered and broken by | 


the-scythe of Death. i 


_ The three great representative men of the na- | 
tion—the grand triumvirate, who, though never | 
i 
though never winning the place and title of Pres- | 
ident, yet stood higher than these upon whom 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


power of. their intellects, molded and: directed 
popular thought and ruled the rulers,—have been 
taken away. And who remain to head and lead 
parties? 

Between those men of whom. b- have spoken, 
and those who now aspire. to: be party leaders in 
this country, what a wide stretch of barren waste 
there is!. Some of them aré still laboring in the 
noise and confusion of past controversies. Some 
have lost their usefulness, their dignity, and their 

atriotism in the dark cess-pools of abolitionism 

here is now no man in this country who, so to 
speak, has those largeand grand national propor- 
tions which attract to himself the common eye, 
and center around him the common hopes of the 
country. This, then, is one of the chief reasons, 
in my judgment, for the present condition. of 
things. The country has now nó leader; There 
is now no one great man, standing out—giant- 
like—commanding and enforcing popular regard 
and authority. It was natural, when these par- 
ties had lost their old leaders, when their places 
were filled by ambitious men of small stature, that 
affairs should assume their present aspect; that, 
in the absence of those controlling men, we should 
be broken up into fragments and sections. 

But, sir, I cannot indulge in this train of re- 
marks further, as | should both consume too much 
time and weary the patience of the House. But 
the fact has manifested itself in this House, for 
the first time in its history, that an attempt is 
making to organize it upon a merely sectional 
question. Why, sir, we yesterday heard a speech 
from a prominent member of this House, [Mr. 
Banes: | whose position is identified, as we are 
informed by himself—at least such must be the 
inference of his remarks—with a great sectional 
movement, and places himself upon that move- 
ment to claim the support of a great party in this 
House. He rests his claim for support upon 
the staunchness of his anti-slavery opinions, 
boasting here, that from the State of Massachu- 
setts, after his resistance to the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, he had been returned by an overwhelming 
majority. Thus claiming, or at least allowing us 
to infer, that he predicated his success upon the 
fact that he was identified with this great sectional 
movement. The other day we had placed: upon 
our table a speech coming from one of those dèn- 
dies in belle-lettres scholarships—a speech written 
for the purpose of inducing the northern mind to 
believe that the slave power of the South had 
been the great grasping power in this Confeder- 
acy,—that, from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the present time, the slave power had 
appropriated all the ofices and power of this 
Government. Sir, what does all this mean ? 

Members from the North seem to think that 
the reason why the South has-had so large a share 
in our governmental operations lies in the insti- 
tution of slavery. I tell them they are mistaken. 
It lies behind that institution, It is te be found 
in the administrative faculty belonging to the 
early settlers of the South—the Cavaliers and 
Huguenots—and which their descendants have 
inherited. 

Why, sir, I might ask, what great sentiment, 
what great governmental principle, originated at 


| the North? The idea of the separation of Church 


and State, as a foundation republican principle, ie 
to be found in Jefferson’s bil}. The right of uni- 
versal sufrage had its birth in Maryland. The 
parallelism of State rights and Federal power 
originated in North Carolina and other southern 
States. 

These men of the North talk here about the 
aggressions of the South, and they cite the 
Kansas-Nebraska act of the last session. Well, 
sir, see how history exposes their inconsistency. 
After the adoption of the Missouri compromise, 
in 1820, what took place in the North? Why— 
if I mistake not—the North slew, with a single 
exception, every one of its members who voted 
for that compromise. And again, sir, when the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, which repealed that com- 

romise, came before the people of the northern 
States, what do we again see? Why, sir, with 
only an exception here and there, they slew the 
men from that section who voted on this floor to 
strike out what in times past had been an offen- 
sive measure—to wit, the Missouri compromise 
Iine—thus. showing a singular unsteadfasiness. 
And yet, Mr. Clerk, is it not apparent that what 
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was wrong in 1820. could not have well been 
Weht in 18542: And if a northern man were cat 
‘downat the one time on account.of his favoring 
the Missouri compromise, ‘believed at that time 
to be essential'to the preservation of the national 
peace.and quict—if he were cut down for his vote 
in support, of that measure, is it not passing 
strange, when the followers: of these men on this 
floor in the year. 1854: vote to-repeal what the 
North then regarded as an objectionable measure; 
that they: should, for that very-act; meet with the 
game fate which had befallen their predecessors? 
-Mr. Clerk, I have said far more than I dreamed 
of saying when I first rose to address this Housé. 
T haye spoken discursively and -wanderingly, and 
Thave now buta few.words moreto say. Iam 
anxious to sce this House organized. Jo am 
anxious that this House shall not pass under the 
controlof the: Republican: party. I shall feel it 
my duty to use every possible effort: to prevent 
stich a consummation as that. And for the pur- 
pose of indicating-here, and elsewhere; my own | 
readiness to act with all men who are-really con- 
servative; to act with. men who are opposed to 
further disturbance on this exciting subject. of 
slavery; to act with men who still acknowledge 
their obligations to the Federal Constitution; to 
act With men who-are prepared to abide by the 
existing laws.on the subject of slavery; 1 say 
hereand; if I am not mistaken, I think that in 
this I am speaking for almost the whole of the 
men with whom I have thus far acted—I am will- 
ing-to go into a conference with all men who are 
prepared to stand on that basis, to confer together, 
and see if they cannot devise some pian by which 


there may be'a safe, healthful, and conservative 
organization of this House. 
ow, Mr. Clerk, it seems to me that the 

struggle between the dominant partics in this 
House is simply this: whether the great principle 
of non-interference with the rights of any portion 
of this Confederacy—States or Territories—save 
by the parties interested in them, is the only trac 
Republican doctrine? And, sir, that, at least, is 
my political creed on this subject. And, unless 
T have misunderstood the gentlemen who have 
thus far acted with me, they occupy the same 
ground; and believing this, I am willing to confer 
with those members of this House who stand 
upon this gencral platform with me—to meet and 
confer with them, not as parties struggling only 
for personal or political ascendency, but as men 
of any or all parties, actuated only by one com- 
mon desire to serve the great interests of the jj 
country, and to insure a truo and conservative | 
organization of this House. I say, sir, that 
unless I am greatly mistaken in the feelings and 
the opinions of those with whom I have acted, I 
am but expressing their own thoughts, and giving | 
utterance to their own wishes and their own 
hopes. And I submit this in taking my seat— | 
and I beg that my words may be heard and 
understood—that if no organization be effected 
this day, those members of the House, coming 
from what sections they may, who are willing to 
abide by existing laws on the subject of slavery, | 
who feel it their duty to vote for the admission 
ofa State into this Union whether its constitu- | 
tion does or does not recognize slavery as a part || 
of its social system, meet in this Hall this even- 
ing, at half past seven o’clock, for the purpose of 
having a conference to devise some plan by which | 
a conservative organization may be cffected here. 

Mr. THORINGTON. [now insist upon the 
consideration of the resolution offered by me last || 
evening. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the | 
gentleman from Iowa will first allow me to saya | 


word, 

‘Mr, CTHORINGTON consented. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems now to becon- 
eeded, or, if not eonceded, to be satisfactorily 
poe by what has fallen from the lips of the 

onorable gentlemen on the other side, that there 
js in this Hall but one truly national party, and 
that is the party which has been giving its vote 
to the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts | 
{Mr. Banus] for Speaker—flaugk ter] that thatis, 
as is plainiy and legibly exhibited and expanded 
before the eyes of all men, the only national | 
party in this country. He has proved, sir, | dare | 
say to tte satisfaction of this House, that the; 


; tionably true. 


Democratic party, last ycar'so dominant and tri- | 
umphant, with one hundred and fifty members |: 


to’ some Seventy-five, 


here, now. dwindled d 
is not a national party, an 
national. feeling of: the Union: “ That is unqueés- 
It does not represent that feeling. 
Jtrepresents a section, and nothing else, and noth- 
ing better: And; sir, Ivsubmit that the gentle- 
imself [Mr W aruer] has shown that the 


difference, for he acknowledges ‘and 
is-influenced , after all, by the same 


idea; the same principle; and the same thought, 


which governs the Democratic party. He will 
make ‘his Americanism: subordinate: to. his 
slaveryism. He, sir, has been for several ys 
voting for a candidate here inthis Hall who, he 
now declares; by implication; if not -by words, 
stands with him in favor, really and: practically, 
of the doctrinés-of the Kansas-Nebraska ‘bill— 
there, and nowhere else, because’ our business. is 
with the things and interests of the day; andany 
man who to-day is ready—is prepared to‘ sub- 
mit to the doctrines of that bill, occupies precisely 
the same position with the men who voted forits 
passage. To that extent of responsibility will 
any man and every man occupying that position 
be held by the country. 

Then I say the gentleman from. Alabama be- 
longs substantially to this. same party, and is as 
sectional upon this question as is the Democratic 
party itself; for I maintain that that party is 
thoroughly, entirely, intensely sectional. It makes 
every interest, every thought, every idea, subor- 
dinate to the idea of the extension and perpetua- 
tion of human ‘siavery. No man, however true 
he may have been as a Democrat—no matter how 
sound he may be as a Democrat upon all the doc- 
trines of the party, whether of the tariff, public 
lands, internal improvements, or anything else, 
so long as he is considered to be unsound upon 
the question of slavery, he is not considered a 
Democrat; he is at once repudiated and taboocd; 
there is no place under the Government, from the 
highest to the lowest, to which he can be admit- 
ted. No man can hold a placeas tide-waiter, or 
as keeper of a light-house, who will not bow 
down to the Baal of slavery, and swear to its 
divinity. i 

It is, then, that sectional interest, that sectional 
idea, that sectional doctrine, that bind together 
and unites that party in this country which calls 
itself the Democratic party. And it is in oppo- 
sition to that sectional party, in opposition to that 
sectional idea—it is in maintenance of the doc- 
trine of human right, in maintenance of the 
doctrines of the Declaration of Independence and 


‘| of the Constitution of the United States, that the 


party which has in this House supported as 
their candidate for Speaker the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] ‘stands; 
and it will stand by him; it will maintain its 
ground, until its principles are vindicated and 
triumphant, and till it has proved itself, North 
and South, to be, as it is, the only national party 
in the country. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. ORR. Iaskthe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to allow me to ask the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Wasupury] a single question. I 
desire to know when he was clected to a seat in 
this Housc for the present Congress? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was a year ago last 
September. 

Mr. ORR. Now let me ask the gentleman 
another question. In the election last fall, was 
not the party to which he belongs defeated, and 


‘a Democratic Legislature elected ? 


Mr. WASHBURN. I will explain; and Iam 
happy to have an opportunity of referring to the 
subject. In the State of Maine, at the last clec- 
tion, I will state to the gentleman, that the issue 
was not wholly, or perhaps principally, upon the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill. A leading issue was 


| the Maine liquor law, [great laughter,] and there 


were other questions of local interest. I will 


| state further, that in that canvass there were 


three parties in the field. It requires an absolute 
majority in that State to elect a candidate for 
Governor. Well, sir, the Republican party had 
a plurality of some three thousand votes over the 
Democratic party candidate, and in almost any 
other State 1m-the Union he would have been 
elected)" Then, there was another party known 
as the Straight Whig party. - The candidate of 


d-cannot-represent the. |, 


which:he belongs is:as sectional as that. | 


dvs 
ays. 


| that party; and: the ‘party itself,: professed to be 
as much agaizst the Nebraska billas the Repub- 
lear ‘party i : G UA 

Well, sir, the Democratic party at their State 


convention said nothing upon the subject. They 
indorsed the foreign policy of the Administration, 
by which; T ‘suppose, they probably referred: to 
the’ bombardment “of Greytown: [Laughter] 
They then ‘niadé some reference to the domestic 
policy of the Administration; but also averred 
that they did not choose: to express any opinion 
upon one side or the other in regard to the Kan- 
sasand Nebraska bill.’ ‘The result of the canvass 
was, that Morrell (Republican) received some 
fifty-two thousand votes, Wells (Democrat) about 
forty-eight thousand, and Reed: (Straight Whig) 
ten or cleven thousand votes. = <5) : 

Mr. ORR. Now I want to'ask the gentleman 
from Maine another question: “He says the prin- 


cipal issue in the last fall’s campaign in’ the State 
of. Maine was the Maine liquor law? i s 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir,aleading issue. 

Mr. ORR- Then do } understand:that the 
people of Maine like whisky better than they do 
freedom? {Shouts of laughter.] ute 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not exactly that; they 
like'a little of the former, andwa good deal of the 
latter. [Renewed laughter.] : 

Mr. ORR. Now;one more question. Idesire 
to know of the gentleman from Maine, if he was 
not élected to this House-by the Know Nothings 
of his district? Sete ees i 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will answer the gentle- 
man that I am not aware that I was; although I 
may have received the votes of a portion of its 
members. At any rate I was not a member of 
the order, and I believe that at that time its num- 
bers were not very large in my district. i 

Mr. ORR. One word more and I will yield 
ithe foor. I wish to know whether the gentleman 
himself—and whether Mr. Banxs with him—did 
not urge upon the people of Maine, during the 
last fall’s contest, the fact, that the great question 
to be decided was the principle of the Kansas and 
Nebraska bill? Was not that the issue which 
| they urged upon the Republican party? - 

Mr. W ASHBURN . I will state to the gentle- 
man that I did go before the people of Maine dur- 
| ing that canvass, and that I did urge upon the 
| party‘ opposed to the Democratic. party the im- 
portance of their succeeding in the'election incon- 
sequence of their opposition to the principles of 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill; but I was every- 
i where met upon the stump with the plea that this 
was not an election of national importance; that 
there were no United States Senators to be elected, 
| and no Representatives in Congress to be chosen; 
and that local matters were of paramountimport- 
ance. It was everywhere urged, though I re- 
sisted the idea, that national matters should not 
enter into the canvass. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Maine if he heard the speech of the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] in 
| which he made use of that celebrated phrase, that 
| he *¢ was willing to let the Union slide?” 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Idid hear the speech, 
but I did not hear him use the phrase. 

Mr. ORR. ‘Then you did-not hear the speech, 
! I presume. : 

Mr. WASHBURN, I.did hear the speech to 
i which I suppose the gentleman refers, but have 
' no recollection of his using the language which 
| is attributed: to: him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, (resum- 
ing.) Mr. Clerk, I rise for the purpose of vindi- 
eating the great American party of Pennsylvania 
fromthe charges which have been made by my 
colleague from Bucks county, in reference to 
| Free-Soilism. J understood my- colleague [Mr. 
Jones] to say that it was understood in Pennsyl- 
vania that the American party and the Free-Soil 
party were synonymous. Now I,beg leave to 
| dissent from any such conclusion. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. If the gentle- 
man will permit me‘to interrupt him, I only wish 
to say that 1 distinctly announced that T would 
not use the name of the American party. 1 said 
that wein Pennsylvania considered Know Noth- 
ingism and -Free-Soilism upon that question to 
be synonymous: © > 

- Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I shall not 
quarrel about names: Tam aiming ät substance. 
| Gentlemen may call members: upon the. floor of. 
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this House Americans, or they may select the 
name of Know Nothings, or use any other name 
they please, and I can tell the gentleman that he 
will fad the Americans in Pennsylvania are not 
_afraid of the name Abolition; but what I want į 
“now to disclaim, what I aim at is, to show the 
members of this House that the American party 
in Pennsylvania is entirely a distinctive party 
from the Free-Soil party; and itis easily done. 

I will inform my colleague from Pennsylvania, 
that there are Democratic members upon the 
floor of this House who were elected. to their 
seats as Democratic Free-Soilers. I refer not 
only to the Representative from Wilmot’s district, 
(Mr. Grow;] not only to the county of Chester, 
and the adjoining counties; but, sir, out of the 
five members from our State, calling themselves 
Democrats, two, if not three, were elected upon 
their avowal of opposition to the Nebraska bill. 
I say the Democratic party in Pennsylvania | 
were as much, if not more, reputed to be upon 
the ground. of Free-Soilism, than the American 

party. At the recent election, the American | 
party nominated a candidate for Canal Commis- 
sioner; the Democrats had their candidate; the 
Republicans had. nominated Passmore William- 
gon, and they continued to vote for him, and gave 
him seven thousand votes in the canvass. Nichol- 
son received the support of the American party; 
and why did he receive that support? Because 
it was decmed essentially necessary, in order to 
carry the State clection, to fuse these discordant 
elements. And the American committee of the | 
State addressed interrogatories to Mr. Nicholson, 
and they were each and every one answered in | 
the affirmative. He was placed upon the record | 
as an American. He was asked: “Are you not 
a member of the American party ? Do you recog- | 
nize the principles of that party as posary and 
paramount? Are you opposed to the introduc- 
tion of every ism into that organization which 
might place you, as our standard bearer, in a 
doubtful position??? To each and all of these 
Mr. Nicholson answered in the affirmative. Fle 
was supported by the American party as an 
American, when the Democratic party of Penn- 
sylvania, in various districts and various parts 
of the State, threw themselves into the arms of 
Free-Soilism; and as such they are known and 
represented upon this floor. I deny, then, that 
the great American party of Pennsylvania is a 
Free-Soil party. Ido admit that gentlemen act- į 
ing with the American party are opposed to the ; 
Kansas-Nebraska act. In my own district I; 
received an open Whig nomination, and I was | 
supported, and I am proud to say so, by the 
American party. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If my colleague will per- 
mit me, I would like to ask hint a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted at this portion of my remarks. I will 
yield to my colleague when I have finished my 
argument, and will then be glad to answer any 
question that he may desire to put to me. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, Y wish to say that the people 
of my district are opposed to the Kansas-Ne- 
braska act; and, representing their sentiments, I 
am opposed to it; and I trust that I shall ever be 
opposed to any measure of equal iniquity. But, 
sir, the American party of Pennsylvania came to | 
the present Congress, and presented the name of į 
aconservative gentleman as their candidate for | 
the Speakership. Truc, that gentleman and his | 
constituency were opposed to the provisions of 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill; but a more conserv- | 
ative gentleman could not have been offered for | 
the support of members; and the Pennsylvania : 
delegation, or a majority of them, have continued | 
to vote for H. M. Furrer for the Speakership, 
so long as there was any prospect of effecting an 
organization of the House with hisname. We 
supported him in good faith, because he was an | 
American, and because he advocated the prin- | 
ciple which we advocated, so far as the Kansas- į 
Nebraska act isconcerned. We did not.abandon 
him on account of his principles, but we lost all 
hope of organizing the body with his name as a į 
candidate. | 

We are not factious; we are not disorganizers. | 
We look the question broadly in the face, and ; 
admit that the Opposition members cannot organ- ; 
ize the House unless there is a fusion of some of 
these discordant elements. Striking, then, at an | 
organization, and being sincerely desirous to effect | 


that object, gentlemen with-whom I act voted for 


Mr. Bangs, of Massachusetts... And tell me why?! 


Because we recognized in that gentleman an anti- 
Nebraska man. ; 

And, Mr. Clerk, no man in this House, or out 
of it, has ever more distinctly placed his Ameri- 
can sentiments on record than has Mr. Banxs, of 
Massachusetts. He-was one of the pioneers, so 
to speak, in the advocacy of American principles, 
which my colleague represents. If he was not 
the representative of their principles, he would 
not have received the single vote of a single mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania who is now acting with 
him upon the floor of this House. We vote for 
him now to effect an organization. He repre- 
sents our principles; and let me tell my colleague 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] that he cannot 
submerge Americanism here. He may effect that 
when the memory of Washington is submerged. 
We are Americans, and we will remain such as 
long as we have places upon this floor. I now 
thank members for their attention. 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, I | 
wish to put a few questions to my colleague, and | 
He knows that I; 


not to address the House. 
would be the very last man in the world who 
would put him in a false position before this 


House or the country. When I rose to ask the | 


honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Warr- 
ER] a question, it was with the intention that his 
mind might be dis#bused, or that his friends 


might be disabused, from the idea that in passing | 


that resolution we meant to cast an imputation 


upon any individual, or any collection of indi- į 


viduals. Such was not the intention. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Certainly not. 

Mr. JONES. J also stated to the House that, 
as a national Democrat from Pennsylvania, I 
understood that Know Nothingism in that State 
was synonymous with Free-Soilism. I expected 
a response from one of my colleagues. The 


honorable gentleman, [Mr. Atuisox,] known as | 


a high-minded man, and boldly professing Free- 
Soil principles, rose in his place and stated that 
p 


he agreed with what I had stated; that it was ; 


right. 


the Schuylkill district [Mr. CAMPBELL] in a false 
position. 
He takes issue with me and my honorable col- 
Jeague from the Beaver district, [Mr. Anxiso.] 
I wish now, merely for my own satisfaction, to 
inquire from my colleague, who says that the 
Know Nothing party in Pennsylvania is not a 
Free-Soil party, why it is that the delegation from 
that State, with the exception of three members, 
vote for Mr. Banxs,"of Massachusetts, who is 


publicly held up here as the very bone and sinew į; 
explain that, and F shall be sat- |, 


of Free-Soilism? 
isfed. Ido not know whether my colleague i 


a Know Nothing or not; I never asked him; and | 
I meant no imputation when I uscd the phrase. ii 


I again state that the Know Nothing party, 


known by us as such, has principles synony- | 


mous with those professed by the Free-Soil party; 


that it is Free-Soilism in disguise; and that that | 


Free-Soilism alone, under the name of Know 
Nothing, is what prevents my State this day 
from casting seventeen votes for Mr. RICHARD- 
son, instead of six. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. What do you mean by | 


Free-Soilism? 


Mr. JONES. 


Define your terms. 
I will, with a great deal of 


Ieasure. 1 can only define it as I understand it. | 


fen and things have changed of late with won- 
derful rapidity. If I am wrong Ican be corrected. 
Free-Soilism, about three weeks ago, was the res 
toration of the Missouri line. Mr. Grecley now 
states in his paper that that is not the object of 
contest now; it means non-exlension of slavery. 
The Frec-Soil party means that part 
against the admission of any morc ee States 
into the Union. Am I correct? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ifmy colleague [Mr. Jones] 
had inquired of me whether the Democratic party 
of Pennsylvania had gone over to Free-Soilism, 


I should have referred him to his colleagues, Mr. :: 


Grow, Mr. Barcxay, and others. [Laughter.] 


Mr. JONES. Will my colleague allow me to | 


explain what I meant? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not now. But I say that 
my colleagues and myself have not gone over to 
Free-Soilism. We consider that on this Ne- 
braska question gentlemen from the South may 


I would not wish to place my colleague from | 


He has stated that that is not the fact. ii 


which is! 


represent their views as gentlemen of the N orth 
will represent. theirs. “We. are supporting Mr. 
Banks as an American. He may take any views 
he thinks proper on the. subject of the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will give his 
attention for a moment, white I ask him a simple 
question. : 

Mr. JONES. I desire, first, to have a cor- 

rect understanding with my colleague. T say 
to my colleague that the Democratic party of 
the State of Pennsylvania, to which I belong, 
is a national party. One of my colleagues [Mr. 
Grow} said, yesterday, that he could not under- 
stand why the fact that the whole South, and 
those who are left of us at the North, were voting 
i for a national man living at the North, made the 
! Democratic party a national party. We do not 
make any distinction between the North or the 
Í South. But my colleague found fault with the 
|| paucity of our numbers, and gave it as a reason 
i| why we were not national that we numbered only 
|! fifteen from the North. Well, I believe it only 
‘| required tenmen to save Sodom. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. It only took five at 
i| last. [Renewed laughter.) 
Mr. JONES. So much the better, But we 
i| stand fifteen; and I understand that the point 
made by my honorable colleague was that the 
paucity of our numbers was evidence of our 
want of nationality. Now, as we have been 
|| voting for a northern man, and a national man, 
I thought the intention was rather to call the 
South to account; and I marveled how they could 
be charged with being a sectional party, when 
they are voting fora northern man. I think that 
iis the best test that could be given of nation- 
ality on this floor, coming, too, from southern 
men, stung as they are to the very quick by an 
attempt to rob them of rights guarantied by 
the Constitution of this country—a body of men 
| who come up into this Tall asking for nothing 
| that I have ever heard of butthe simple guarantees 
of that Constitution. 1 have never upon this floor 
been asked by a southern man to cast a vote be- 
cause it was for the South. I have never cast a 
southern vole in my life. The only thing that 
has ever been asked of me (and I have always 
given it to the best of my humble ability) was 
to cast my vote for the South as far as she had 
| rights guarantied by thé Constitution; and I have 
made up my mind long ago that I will stand by 
| those rights, if I stand alone, instead of with 
fourteen others. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. EDIE. Will my colleague yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. JONES. Not now; I will give my col- 
league a chance by-and-by, for he and l agree 
| upon one point at least. 

The magnanimity displayed here by southern 
men is an exhibition I am glad to see, because 
i the hue and cry throughout the country has been 
i| that the South want to dissolve the Union; and E 
|, want the North to sce that there are southertr 
| men in this House who are willing to vote week 
after week for a northern man, thus-declaring to 
the country that all they want is national prin- 
ciples, and that they care not whether the ropre- 
| sentative of those principles comesfrom the N orth 
! or from the South. If this exhibition were con- 
| tinued forty days lenger, I think the time would 
| be well spent. i 

And now, sir, I want to ask a question of my 
i colleague, [Mr. Campnynn.| He said that there 
were Democrats elected to this House from the 
State of Pennsylvania who were not sound on 
this question of slavery. Ido not suppose he 
meant to sġy what might be inferred from his 
remavk.. Ido not believe he meant to impeach 
the motives of gentlemen voting upon this floor, 
and it is contrary to the rules of this House to 
mpute motives. I know, sir, that there are six 
| members from Pennsylvania, who, from the day 
i the Democratic caucus met (and they were all 
| there) to this day, have voted as I have voted. I 
cannot inquire into their motives. If my. col- 
league knows anything about them—— 
i Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) I did not 
| impeach the motives of any gentleman. Į never 
I referred to the fact that cer- 
|| tain Democratic members of this House from the 
|| State of Pennsylvania were elected openly as anti- 
l Nebraska men, 


= 


fr ilism: 
gentleman say: 


same end, which is ri 
- Mr- WASHBURNE: "Then the s 


“i this: That he understands Know Nothingismt6 be 


himself. $. 
-Mr GRO 
that pur 
Mr. J 


les openly, I will take him by that profession. 
M RoW: didnot meet with us in “caucus, and 
has not voted with: us: once. understand that 
he'does hot pretend or profene to’belong to. what 
we call “the national Democracy: I was only 
sorry ‘that I understodd him ‘to’ say yesterday 
that the only objection he had'to it at the North 
was that there were only seventeen of us. «Ihave 
no doubt. he has another reason, but that wag the 
only ‘oné he gave: [have no doubt, however, 
that: he. will-‘explain' himself fully... f 
Other gentlemen from Pennsylvahia met with 
usin caucus and have voted withus. ‘We under- 
stand them to be: opposed to the répeal of the 
Kansas-Nebraska. bill; and anything beyond that 
ig between them. and their. constituents. I did 
suppose that the Pennsylvania vote cast for Mr. 
Banxs, meant that all: who voted for him from 
Pennsylvania were against the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill. ‘If Iam wrong in this, I shall be happy to 
be corrected. - ; 
Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I repeat that 
I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania. 

tMr. JONES. Iwill yield to you for a mo- 
ment. © j ; E 

_ Mr. GROW. I desire the floor tö say a few 
words only, a 


Mr. LETCHER. There is plenty of time; 
take it leisurely. - 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
honorable gentleman from the Berks district 
of Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] made the platform 
which ‘was adopted by the Democratic caucus 
which nominated for Speaker my friend and col- 
league, Mr. Ricwarnson. I understand, from 
the explanation he has made to-day in regard to 
that. platform, that there is a difference between 
the Know Nothings and the Americans; that he 
considers the Know Nothings to be A bolitionists; 


and that the expression “ Know Nothings”’ used | 


in that platform was not intended to apply to the 
southern Know Nothings or Americans. . I un- 
derstood that to-be his explanation here: this 
morning. . I desire to know if he wishes that 
tee so'to go out to the country ? 
r. JONES, I can only say I am sorry my 
friend from Illinois should have misunderstood 
mé upon the subject, for I certainly meant to say 
no such thing. J 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I certainly understood 
the gentlemen as I have represented him, 

r. JONES. Iwill restate the matter. An 

objection was raised here this morning by the 


gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Wauxer,| that į 
the resolution of. the Democratic caucus—not a | 


platform made by me, but by the Democratic 
party in caucus, of which I was merely an humble 
instrument, ‘and, as.such, offered the resolution — 
had: treated the American party with contempt. 


I stated that the words“‘American party’? were | 


not in the resolution, and that not.a single word 


used therein was intended to be disrespectful to` 


any man or class of men. 

` One word further. I stated that in my coun- 
try—and there £ speak for: myself, and do not 
mean ‘to: be sectional by any Mason and Dixon 
line, but mean on the word country the whole 
country—our belief. and understanding is, that 
Know Nothingism is Free-Soilism in disguise; 
and, whatever it publicly professes, it goes to the- 
olis, and defeats the national Democratic party 


y voting with the Free-Soil party, and that ac- | 


counts for the paucity of our numbers. When 
T speak of. Know Nothingism as. we understand ` 
it at the North, I mean this: Know Nothingism, 
wherever it may be found, in its movements and 
consequences, irin direct conflict with the Dem- 


æ 


I understood that the 


‘Abolitionism. in disguise, as contradistinguished 
from Ameriganism. =- ATES ne Ea 


Mr. JONES. No, sir; I did not say that. = 


thingism and Americanism the 


ex 


p 
countr 


itself 
Foreign, which calls itself mee 
which calls itself the nationa! 
times a ‘sectional party; and if the gentleman 
from Illinois means either oghose, as they style 
themselves, then I mean that every one of those 
names are synonymous, and mean a party which 
bodes no good to our country or to the Union. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. [ understood, from the 
language of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
the explanation he made of the platform of the 


arty of the country, 


no barrier to their coming in to such support. I 


merely state how I understood the matter. 


he should place such a construction on my 
guage. Shall I now say, that after I have offered 


licly proclaims the principles of its organization, 


we never will take down one plank of that plat- 
form, can that gentleman now, by any possibil- 
| ity, understand me now to racan that I am open 


repudiate your errors, and come into our party, 

and upon our platform? è 

Mr. WASHBURNE: I- believe I understood 

| the gentleman as others did, and certainly have 
no desire to misrepresent him. ` But some things 

have taken place here this morning which ought 

to be brought to the notice of the country, par- 

ticularly the speech of the gentleman from Ala- 

| bama, Mr Warger,] taken in connection with 
what fell from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

[Mr. Jones.] What is the aspect which presents 

itself to us? The gentleman from Alabama says 

| the platform of the Demoeriitic party, or caucus, 
j interposes between those standing with him and 
| the Democratic party a wall of fire, which they 
cannot pass. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

(Mr. Jones] males his explanation, after which 

the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WALKER] 

again comes forward; and what does he tell the 


| upon this floor? 

arty, if they will ignore the platform they have 
aid down, if they will ignore the candidate they 
i have nominated ‘for me then the Know 
‘| Nothing ‘party of the South will join with the 
ii Democracy, and assist in electing a Speaker. 
I! Now, I want to know what foundation there is 
| for the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama. 
I desire to know if the most conservative part 
of the Democratic party in this House are in 
| favor of abandoning their organization and plat- 


} 


| of the South? 

who the 
Mr. 

|misunderstood me if he supposed I insinuated 
|| that there was any such intention, 

“Mr. WASHBURNE. That is ce 

I understood the gentleman to say. 


If there are any such, let us know 
are. Let the country know it. 


i 


WASHBURNE. Then I willask the gen-' 
mM. Pennsylvania, if he does inot con- | 


now Nothing, which ‘calls itself Anti- 


party, and at other 


Democratic caucus, that he intended that language 
as an invitation to the southern Know Nothings 
to come in and vote for his candidate; and that the 
platform, as laid down by the Democratic caucus 
and explained by himself this morning, offered 


Mr. JONES. Ican only say Iam astonished tliat 
an- 
a resolution in the Democratic caucus which pub- į 


and which says to the country and the world that 


to compromise, except so far as this, that our | 
| party is open to every man of you, as soon as you 


House, the’ country, and the Democratic party | 
hy, he tells the Democratic | 


| form, and of coalescing with the Know Nothings | 
ALKER. The gentleman from Hlinois | 


rtainly what 


fleman. mis- 


ehended me. =: ae 
Mr. WASHBURNE: :-I'stand, corrected, and, 
of ‘course, have no more to say upon that point, 
“Mr. JONES: -Ibelieve T am entitled to. the 
floor, having ‘simply yielded it to the gentleman - 
-from Illinois for the ‘purpose of ask ing a question. 
He'seems, however, to. be making quite a'spetch. 
Mr: WASHBURNE. T wilf ‘occupy but a` 
moment more. “The gentleman from Alabama 
disdaims having made any such remark as I have 
imputed to: him, and declares there:is no Intention 
of pursuing the course I-havé spoken of; ‘but. 
if there, are any Democrats who’ intend to take 
that course, I ‘would'like to’ know ‘who they are, 
and I should like to have the country know. 
‘Mr. JONES I am about to: surrender the 
floor, but I wish to have this matter set right beé- 
fore ldoso. I understand the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Water] to say this, ‘which 
amounts simply to the choosing “of the least of 
two-evils; that it might so happen‘to his party, 
without asking anything at our hands.at-all, that 
| if they are called upon to decide’ between: tlre 
candidate for pene who has received the 
largest numberof votes and the candidate of the 
Democratic: party, as they. now stand, as a choice 
of two evils they might prefer Mr. Ricuarpson 


to Mr. Banks. Seno 6 nerh i 

Mr. WALKER: `The gentlem: 
sylvania also misunderstood mé: = 

Mr: JONES. Ther Istand corrected. 

Mr. WALKER.” T think T said this“and in 
repeating it, I would thank- the’ House to hear 
and ‘weigh well thé words’ I employ to ‘convey 
the idea—so far as I was concerned, desiring vs 
I did a proper and conservative organization of 
the House, and believing as I did that-1 was ex- 
pressing the wishes of most of those with whom 

had acted upon this floor, L was willing, in the 
event that this House should not be organized 
to-day, to meet in this Hall this evening upon 
this basis. f 

I asked that all the members of the Housa 
who are willing to abide by the existing laws on 
the subject of slavery; who are. opposed to a re- 
newal of agitation on this question here or else- 
where; and who, in obedience to their’ constitu- 
tional obligations, are prepared to vote for the 
admission of a State whether its constitution did 
or did not recognize slavery as a part of its social 
system, should meet in conference. These, I 
think, were my words." l 

Mr. JONES resumed the floor. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE. ‘Will the gentleman 
| just allow me to ask him one question? ` 
i Mr.JONES. -Excuseme. I only want tosay 
a word in reply to the explanation of ‘my friend 
from Alabama, [Mr. Wauxer.] “I ‘can now 
easily understand how Iwas mistaken as: to the 
meaning of what he said. He said—using his 
very words—that his sympathies were with the 
conservative party—with the national party, with 
| the party which is opposed to the restoration of 
; the Missouri compromise line, and which desires 
half a dozen other things; and the portraiture 
which he drew of this party fitted my party’ so 
well that I thought the gentleman was alluding 
all the time to the national Democratic party. 
{Laughter.] Now, if I have committed a mis- 
take in this, I hope the geiitlemari from Alabama 
willnot find fault with me on that account, because, 
as I say, he described just.the party to which 
I have the honor to belong. [Continued laughter.] 
B® was therefore only a: simple misconstruction 
of an application, and I hope he will pardon mè 
for making the application which I did of his re- 
marks: ` I certainly did apply all he said to the 
Democratic party. l 

My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Arrr- 
son] has asked me orce or twice for the floor, and 
I now yield it to him. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
tleman from Penns 
gle question. : 

r. COBB, of Alabama. 
and let him get through’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The question I wish to 
ask is this: “Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
varia [Mr. Jones] and his friends go tothe cau- 
cus for which they have got so polite án invita- 
tion from the gentleman from: Alabama, [Mr. 
Warrer?) [Laughter, and ‘shouts: of ** Oh, to 
Il be sure-we will; why not??] 205 as 


an from Penn- 


I want to ask the gen- 
ylvania [Mr. Jones] one sin- 


Do give him the floor 


H 


1855. - 


Mr. JONES. The Democratic party will meet 
in no caucus, except in a caucus called by that 
arty itself, and on its well-settled. princivles. 
hat is the only political caucus that we will at- 
tend. [Cries of ‘Good, good!” and laughter.] 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 will not occupy the time 
of the House long. 
Mr. WALKER, (interrupting.) _ I would like 
to say a few words in reference to the invitation. 
Mr. ALLISON. Icannot yield the floor now. 
It appears, Mr. Clerk, from the statement made 
by my colleague over the way, [Mr. Jongs,] with 
which lagree, and from that made by my colleague 
on the left, [Mr. CAMPBELL, ] from which I differ, 
that this isa kind of three-cornered game between 
us. (Laughter.] And yet I think that when we 
come to understand each other, it will be found 
that there is no great difference between the 
three of us. When my colleague from the Berks 
district [Mr. Jones] put his question, I under- 
stood him to say that the opinions of the Know 
Nothing party, as it is termed, and of the party 


called by our southern friends and by others the. 


Free-Soil party of the North, were, on the ques- 
tion of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, identical. I 
agree with him that in Pennsylvania they were 
the same; that is, that both these parties dis- 
approved of that act; that they went into the 
election of 1855 on that principle;and that owing 
to the fact that the people of Pennsylvania were 
thus opposed to this measure, agreeing with the 
Know Nothings, they bad. sent here the members 
of Congress who now represent that State. Now 
it appears that my colleague to the left [Mr. 
Camppe i] differs with me on the question. 
But I think it is a mere matter of difference as 
to phraseology, not as to facts. 
r. CAMPBELL. I wish to say one word in 
explanation. 
> Mr. ALLISON yiclded the floor for the pur- 
ose. ` 
p Mr. CAMPBELL. I distinctly stated that the 
American party of Pennsylvania made no issue 
whatever on the question of slavery, or of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. The American party of 
Pennsylvania made no issue on that subject. It 
‘was an open question, as far as that party was 
concerned. ` 
Mr. ALLISON. Iagree with my colleague [Mr. 
CamPBELL]}| in that statement; but at the same 
time I would say, that a large body of the per- 
sons attached to the American party condemned 
thatact, and that the members of Congress whom 
they sent here were elected on that question, 


That was the issue, the open issue, before the | 


people of Pennsylvania. In almost every con- 
ressional district in the State opposition to the 
ansas-Nebraska bill was the issue, the great 
issue, on which we went before the people. 
Mr. FLORENCE. That’s true. i 
Mr. ALLISON. 
the city of Philadelphia where that was not the 
all-absorbing question. Ihave yet to learn of 


a single district in Pennsylvania where the ques- | 


tion was not fairly made, discussed, and decided 
by the people against that bill. 
from our Know Nothing friends, if they come 


nere and say that that was not the question in ! 


Pennsylvania, what decided their election? Was 
it Americanism? Was it Know Nothingism? 
Not at all. That was a quiet question. 
under the rose. The question that was before the 
minds of the people of Pennsylvania was the 
Kansas question. And I have said here, and 
l say so now, that, as far as my knowledge ex- 
tends, the opinion of the Know Nothings and 
of the Free-Soilers on the subject of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill were identical in condemnation of 
the act. If ever there was a question settled fairly, 
after full and free discussion in Pennsylvania, it 
was this measure which is so much agitated —this 
question which we have here so much discussed. 
I know that my friend, [Mr. Camppett,] if he 
understands me, will agree with me in the opin- 
ion that a large majority of those who belong to 
the order were Anti-Nebraskaites. I know that 
in my section of the country many united in that 
order because they believed it to be anti-slavery, 
and in opposition to the extension of slavery. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow 
me one moment to reply to him, as he has referred 
tome. I want it to be distinctly understood that 
so far as Americanism was concerned in that can- 
vass, no issue was made on the slavery question. 


I know of no district out of | 


I want to know | 


Tt was |; 
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The views which {represent here 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill are. the views of a large 
body of Whigs and of Americans, but no such 
issue was made by the American party. . _ 
Mr. ALLI-ON. True; but was not the issue 
before the people? Task my colleague, was the 


slavery question not an open issue before the | 


eople? . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It was in some districts; 
but it was not inscribed on the American banner, 
nor was-it made an issue. 

Mr. ALLI. ON. Notatall;I do not claim any 
such thing—I claim that the American party, in 
their acts and through their ballot-boxes, con- 
demned that act, and therein agreed with the 
Free-Soil party. ldo not say that the American 
party came out openly gainst it, but they acted 
in harmony withsthose who were known as Free- 
Soilers. á 5 

Mr. JONES. Will my colleague [Mr. Arri- 
son] let me, in justice, ask him one question? 
and Lam willing to abide by his answer. 

Mr. ALLISON yielded the floor to his col- 
league. 

Mr. JONES. I want to inquire of my colleague 


j on the other side, [Mr. ALuison,] whether there 


was not, a short time prior to the election in 
Pennsylvania, in last October, a Fusion committee 
assembled at Harrisburg, and whether one chair- 
man of that committee did not represent the 
Whig party, another chairman the American 


party, and a third chairman the Free-Soil or | 
Republican party? | want my colleague to answer | 


me whether that Fusion committee did not meet 
within ten days, or at least within two weeks, of 
the election? I want him to state whether there 
was not a proclamation put forth in the State of 
Pennsylvania, in which every man who was 
opposed to the Nebraska iniquity should come 


and cast his vote for Nicholson—that he was j 


the embodiment of anti-Nebraskaism, Whigism, 
Know Nothingism, Free-Soilism, Abolitionism, 


| and all other isms, knocked into one? And I want 
my colleaguc to state, whether that statement was 


not published to the people of the whole Sate, 
oni made the basis upon which the election was 
held? 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague asks me quite 
a number of questions, all of which I will an- 
swer, but onc at atime. In the first place, I will 
answer that there was an assemblage in Harris- 
burg of those o 
to the Kansas and Nebraskaact. 
I say they met in Harrisburg, and tried to concen- 
trate the anti-Nebraska forces of Pennsylvania. 


They tried to unite them upon a single candidate; | 


and I am only sorrg they were not successful. 
They put forth the name of a gentleman who re- 
sides in my district; a gentleman whom I know 
well, and know to be just as sound upon the 
national questions as I am myself. [Laughter.] 


| I know him, but admire him because he is a na- 


tional man, believing that slavery ought not to be 
extended. Now let me ask my colleague (Mr. 
Jones] one question. Did he not attend a con- 
vention held by the Democratic party in Penn- 
sylvania, which convention was afraid to show 
its hand upon this Nebraska bill? [Laughter.] 
Mr JONES. Iwill answer my colleague with 
great pleasure, for I like to respond to questions. 


I did not attend any convention that was afraid į 
| fo speak out upon the Nebraska bill. At least 


they were not afraid, judging by their acts. I 


did’ attend a convention, over which I had the} 


honor to preside, of the Democratic party of the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

The committee appointed for that purpose re- 
ported a resolution. An amendment was offered 
upon which the yeas and nays were called, as the 
resolutions were not considered strong enough. 
It was this: The original resolution read, “ That 
the General Government had no right to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States.” ‘The amend- 
ment added, ‘‘ or Territories.” ‘The amendment 
was adopted with but three or four dissenting 


| voices, and all of those are represented upon this 
floor by my colleague, [Mr. Grow.] The reso- 


lution, as amended, reads as follows: 


Resolved, That the Democratic party need not on old and 
séitied issues to. declare their principles in detail; but thatit 
is enough for us to say that we belong to the Democracy of 
the Union; that we recognize no geographical lines between 
the North and the South, but all portions of the Union are 
the same to us; that we will maintain and defend the con- 
stitutional rights of all the States, and recognize in their 


) pposed to the present Administra- | 
ii tion and oppose 


in opposition to ff 


widest extent the principles of popular sovereignty in the 
Territories. 5; : # 


That was the resolution, and it will speak for 


| itself. The convention clearl expressed its.opin- 


ion.upon the principle of the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill, when it expressly asserted that the 
General Government had no right to interfere 
with slavery in the Territories of this Union; and 
it was adopted, as f have said, with but three or 
four dissenting voices, and all from the district 
now represented on this floor by my colleague, 
(Mr. ene 

Mr. ALLISON. The gentleman has not an- 
swered my question. 

Mr. JONES. 1! have answered it. The yeas 
and nays themselves, upon the resolution, an- 
sewer it. 

Mr.GROW. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield me the floor? 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 occupy the floor myself 
only by permission, : 

Mr. GROW. lask the Clerk who is entitled 
to the floor? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mf Jones Lis entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GROW hen l appeal to him to yield 
the floor for a moment. My colleague has referred 
to certain gentlemen in the Democratie conven- 
tion of Pennsylvania who, he says, are repre- 
sented here by me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have buta word or two 
more to say, and I shall be very happy to yield 
the floor to my colleague. Iam now trespassing 
upon the time of the House, and upon the indul- 
gence of my colleague, by whose permission I 
occupy the floor, and I feel constrained to bring 
mv remarks to a close. I am sorry that there 
should be the least difference of opinion among 
the anti-Nebraska members as to the strength of 
that sentiment among the people. of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. Clerk, I have been in this House before. 
I have often witnessed discussions between north- 
ern members, upon questions growing out of sla- 
very, that have caused me a good deal of pain. I 
remember that the first time I was a member of 
this House, in 1851, the very first question that 
was agitated here was a question growing out of 
slavery. lt was then that the two great parties 
of the Union vied with each other in their attempts 
to nationalize themselves. I remember the Dem- 
ocratic party held their caucus and nominated 
their candidate for Speaker, but refused to adopt 
as their platform the compromise measures of 
1850. As soonas the Whig party, with which 
I then acted, found out that he Bouse had 
omitted this great duty, they met and indorsed 
the compromise measures of 1850 as their plat- 
form, which was to be the final settlement of all 
questions growing out of slavery. That was the 
first introduction we had here in 1851. We pub- 
lished that compromise as the final settlement. 
For the next two years, my constituents saw fit 
to leave me athome. And now, when I return, 
I recognize many of my friends upon the other 
side of the House with whom it was my pleas- 
ure to serve. 

But now they are asking us to make another 
final settlement of questions growing out of 
slavery. And what is the cause of all this ex- 
citement? It is because the people of the country 
will not say that this shall be the fina! settlement 
of slavery questions. They say that you did 
not abide by the compromises of 1850, which 
you proclaimed final. The very first time you 
found yourselves here in a_majority you dis- 
carded that final settlement. You took from free- 
dom that which belonged to freedom; you ap- 
propriated to slavery that which did not belong 
to slavery—that to which slavery had no right. 
And now yousay tous, ‘Come, come, let us have 
another final settlement.’? Some of them say, 
“« We have, perhaps, done you wrong in this 
matter. We have taken from you that which prop- 
erly belonged to you, and appropriated it to our- 
selves. But pass that by, and let us, like breth- 
ren, now have a final settlement of the subject to 
last, at any rate, for a ycar or two, and perhaps 


| longer.”? 


Finally: The people of the North—and that 
is all I wish to say now—have said that that shall 
not be a final settlement. You have taken the ad- 
vantage of them. You have made professions to 
the country, and the country believed you. The 


te oF 
ues 


eople -thus believed and voted, and. per- 
themselves to. be. ‘deceived... ‘They sent 
those who thought proper to disturb the har- 


Mony: 
dom: aes 
"Mr. ORR. i: leman: 
from Pennsylvania, from whencethe Government 


called: Nebraska.and Kansas. ioi 
I should like to ask the gentleman 


of the United States ‘acquired. the: c nary em- 
braced.within the existing Territories of Kansas 


. It wasa compromise forced 
upon: the: country by southern votes; but gen- 
demen did not stand to their own bargain. And 
{bave heard gentlemen here taunt us thus: why, 
say they, you refused to stand by that compro- | 
mise for many years, and because you refused 
to. stand by it, we will take from you the little 
that you were allowed to have, That is the kind 
of justice that is to be méted out to us. You 
drove us into a compromise contrary to the prin- 
ciples of right.and justice. You. gave usa por- 
tion, a small portion, and, when you had the. 
power again, snatched even that small. portion 
from us. Are:we to be put off thus? Are we of 
the North to be taunted, because our constituents 
are not willing to abide by such action? No, sir; 
the time has come when the people of the North 
are determined that northern sentiment shall have 
justice done it, “To be sure it wasa Territory in 
which slavery did exist. That is true; but by 
the compromise of 1820 a large portion of it was 
dedicated to freedom, and that, too, by a solemn 
compact. At that time it was supposed many 
years would elapse before the Territory would 
c Inhabited; but just as freedom was about to 
have some portion of it, when.it was to realize 
some of the benefits of the compromise, a power 
steps in, and. takes that which under the com- 
pact justly belonged to her, And yet gentlemen 
ask us to acquiesce in the wrong that has been 
done us. ‘There are honorable gentlemen hore 
from the South who acknowledged this wrong, 
and who deprecated the act at the time of its 
commission, They believed it to be an injustice, 
and. that it would open the flood-gates of agita- 
tion and bitter feeling. They believed that it 
was an apple of discord thrown among the people; | 
et our constituents are condemned for sending 
here those who reflect their sentiments. 
Mr.JONES, Name the southern men to whom 
you allude? Are they Whigs or Democrats? 
Mr. ALLISON. I will attend to my col- 
league’s question’ at’ some future time. “If he 
will call at my room I will furnish him with all | 
the information of the kind which he may de- 
sire. 
Mr. FLORENCE. With my colleague’s per- 


mission, I would ask the Clerk how long my || 


colleague can retain the floor, and farm it out to 
gentlemen to make speeches? I understand that 
my colleague [Mr. Jones] yielded it to him for 
the purpose of asking him some questions. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will reply to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that there are now 
no rules in force, and that a gentleman can retain 
the floor as Jong as it is the pleasure of the 
House to allow him to do so. A 

Mr. FLORENCE. I-want to ask my col-! 
league from the Schuylkill district [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] some questions which are pertinent tothe 
subject-matter of his remarks... I am desirous | 
of explaining in reference: to what he said which 
was:personal to myself. I ask my colleague to 


floor: ==. 
} - Mr. CAM 3 
have the opportunity for cxplanation which he. 


of the country by taking land’ from. free- || ‘yl 


| ume that an end’ shoul 


ysterious in th 
PBELL. Th 


ê my colleague may 


asks: ` [Cries of Call. the rollt?” “Let usad- 
journa,” &c.] = í E ee ee 
Mr. McMULLIN.. The gentleman from Penn- 


s finished. Who has the floor, Mr. 
LERK. ., The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
ie Clerk’ understands, still retains the 


vania, t 
floor, -= EE eee Le, 
“Mre JONES. When the House shows an un- 
willingness’ to further entertain a discussion of a 
question before it,’ in my opinion’ itis then high 
be put ‘tovit.. I have 


done. . 
Mr. CLERK. The gentleman from Tennessi 

is recognized by the Clerk. peed 
Mr. FLORENCE. I hope 

me, for the purpose which T have sugested. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk, Edid not get 


ee 


| it, And permit me to say, sir; that the spectacle 
of this political-“‘love feast?’ demands that some- 


i| body should use it effectually. “We need some 


repose after the hard, intellectual exertions of the 
morning.  [Laughter.] We have listened to 
most able and elaborate efforts from that most 
rolific. political. family of Maine. [Renewed 
aughter.] And every politician from the key- 
stone State has been playing the part of witness, 
or lawyer taking and giving depositions. 
obvious to us all that we. are not making any 
rogress, and I. suppose this thing of taking po- 
itical depositions is to go on ad infinitum; and 
the result‘is, that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banus] and the gentleman from Penn- 
| Sylvania [Mr. Furrer] and the gentleman, from 
Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarnson,] who are seeking the 
high honors of the Speakership, are completel 
thrown into the back-ground.’ They may all 
saya Save me from my friends.” [Laughter] 
@v, sir, we have been in session about two 
hours. No vote has yet been taken for Speaker, 
and I know what has been said this morning will 
be as much as the people can digest in the next 
three or four days: therefore I suggest that uni- 
versal panacea for the diseases of all legislative 
bodies, and that is an adjournment. {Laughter, 
and cries of ‘ Let us adjourn!” ‘ Call the roll !?"] 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would ask the 
gentleman to withdraw his motion for a moment? 
‘Mr. ETHERIDGE. If I withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn, willthe gentleman renew it when 
he has finished his remarks? 
Mr. SMITH. I will. ; 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Then I withdraw it. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CamPBELL] a 
question or two. I presume that it will be con- 
eeded by every gentleman in the Hall to be im- 
portant that we should ascertain the exact opin- 
ions and sentiments of the members who are 
voting for the various candidates for the Speaker- 
ship. The gentleman from the Schuylkill district 
| (Mr. Camppety] said, if I understood him aright, 
| that he was voting for Mr. Banxs as an American. 
i Did I understand the gentleman aright? 
Mr. CAMPBELL assented. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
i says’ I did understand him aright. T then ask 
him if Mr. Baws did not quit the American party 


| last fall? 
Mr. CAMPBELL.. Not to my knowledge. 


ae SMITH, of Virginia. Not to your knowl- 
edge? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 ask the gentleman if he does 


| not know, or if itbe not the fact—and Iam seek- 


ing information _now—that Mr. Bayxs voted for 
and supported Mr. Rockwell, and against Mr. 


i Gardiner this fall? Is the gentleman informed 
upon that subject? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I have heard about that 


Mr. SMITH. The gentleman does not know 
because he was not present when the vote was 
cast.. He is no doubt perfectly satisfied that, Mr. 
Banus. left the American party last fall. I pre- 
sume he is perfectly satisfied that-Mr. Banks 
| Supported Mr. Rockwell against Mr. Gardiner, 


permit me to do so some time during the day. 


and yet I understand him to tell this House that 


he will yield to 


} the floor to yield it, but for the purpose of’ using” 


It is- 


matter, but I can only answer that I do not know. į 


he is supporting Mr. Banks because he is ‘an 
American, io > Len ne : 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman let me 
ask:him a question now? eine as 

Mr: SMITH... Certainly. ; . ago 

‘Mrs CAMPBELL. Was not the gentleman 
elected as an American? Will-he answer-that 
question?® seise" Sl pi : : 

Mr SMITH.: Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ..You.were ?-. 

Mr. SMITH: No, sir, I was not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not elected asan Ameri- 
cah! we ` n 

Mr. SMITH. I will enlighten the gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, . I would like to be enlight- 
! ened upon that point. I have been wanting to 
know why the gentleman has been voting for 
| Mr. Riewarpson when he was elected as an 
American. Bee Lope 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. ‘The gentleman is not 
well informed of my history.. Ihave always 
supported the Democratic party. I always. during 

“my canvass, from every siand from which. I ad- 
dressed. my fellow-citizens, proclaimed that.1 was 
an old.ironsides Democrat, that I was not a Know 
Nothing, and that I. had never even sought ad~ 
mission into the-order... I proclaimed that, I say, 
in every..speech that. T made., I. went further, 
Mr. Clerk,-and gentlemen. of ‘this House, and 
said that I was against the secrecy that prevailed, 
in the organization. . [went further still, and said 
that while there was nothing in: their platform 
that was not the echo of Mr. Jefferson’s. cele- 
brated act establishing religious ‘freedom, : yet 
there was a purpose to practice proscription, and 
I was opposed to that. But I said this—and I 
proclaim it in this Hall—I said, in every speech 

made, that the ninth and eleventh basis princi- 
ples, as proclaimed by the Virginia Know Noth- 
ings, were sound Democratic doctrines and that 
doctrine was to pledge the whole of the American 
party, to support a strict construction of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman say 
whether he voted for Mr. Wise? [Cries of 
“ That’s it,” and laughter. ; 

Mr. SMITH. One thing at a time, sir. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman’ knows that, well 
enough. I said, further, that in reference to for- 
eignism, the sentiments that were promulged in 

| the basis principles of the American party of Vir- 
ginia were principles that I could approve. I, 
said, my countrymen, and I wish it. to be. heard 
everywhere, that, in. Virginia, the representative 
of a minority section: of this. Union, the Know 
Nothings, upon the principles there. promulged, 
were to be looked upon as allies, and notas ene- 
mies. I said that I would not abuse them; that E 
would not denounce them; that if they were in 
error, I.would reason with them as brothers, ‘but 
j I would not quarrel with them. That is what I 
said, and it has been the labor of all my fecble 
exertions for the Jast, ewo years to.try and make 
the whole southern population a unit, that it 
might be reared up as a breastwork. of living 
and intelligent fire to stay the foul tide of fanati- 
cism. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him another question? 

Mr. SMITH. I suppose you understand my 
position now. ` TT : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. :I would like to. ask-the 
gentleman.if he did not call at the office of the 
American. Organ in the city of Washington—— 

Mr. SMITH, .(interrupting.) Often, sir, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And did he not say tothe 
editors that he agreed in sentiment with the views 
of those gentlemen , as expressed in their paper? 

Mr. SMITH. Inever said anything on the 
subject except what I have stated here, and that 
I said throughout the length and. breadth of my 
district, Any more questions ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would only ask the gen- 
tleman if he voted for Wise? 

Mr. SMITH. I did not. 
satisfied ? ; ` i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Perfectly. . [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. {did not. vote for. Mr. Wise. 
The reasons will: perhaps be .given, and I.doubt 
not they. wil] prove satisfactory to my constitu-: 
ents... I. did not vote for Mr. Wise, nor did I 
vote for his adversary. . I chose to adopt in that 
canvass, quoadiioc, a “ masterly inactivity, “if you 


Is the gentleman 


choose, and you can make the most of it. 
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- “Mr. GIDDINGS. : The same policy now would 
enable us to electa Speaker. (Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. I desire further to know, be- 
cause I am a Union man, loyal in all my relations 
to the Constitution, and loyal to this Union as the 
great element by which the mightiest nationality 
that ever existed upon earth can, if we be wise, 
be reared and maintained—I desire to know if it 

“be true—the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasn- 
Burn] said he did not hear it, but after the sam- 
ple of special pleading we have had from the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Campsext,] who 
says he did not hear that Mr. Banxs voted for 
Mr: Rockwell 3 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interposing.) I did not | 
say I had not heard it. I said I was not aware 
of the fact. I may have heard it; I hear a great 
many things that Ì do not know to be true. 

Mr. SMITH. I presume you see a great 
many things in the newspapers which you be- 
lieve, and T do not know why you cannot believe 
that. I suppose, however, that it is truc, and I 
want this House to understand it, that Mr. Banks, 
lected as a Know Nothing, and the only man, 
I believe, in the last Congress who had the nerve 
to.avow the fact that he was a Know Nothing, 
went home and disconnected himself from that 
party which had given him his seat upon this 

. floor. 

Mr. DAMRELL. Ibeg to corect the gen- 
teman. Mr. Bangs did not withdraw himself 
from the organization. The nomination of Mr. 
Rockwell was by a convention called by the 
American party. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH. Then I suppose Mr. Bangs is 
still of the American party ? 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Never! 
No! [Roars of Jaughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. I ask you, then, Mr. Clerk, 
what party that gentleman belongs to? Perhaps | 
I may furnish some means of enlightening the | 
House upon that point before I take my seat. 

A Vore. Ask Mr. Banus himself? 

Mr. SMITH. I will ask this question: Did 
not Mr. Bans attend the ‘ Republican >” con- 
vention, as it is called—God save the phrase !—a 
time-honored name assumed by a faction that 
stirs and agitates this Union to its very founda- 
tion? Lask that question, sir. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. To whom 
does the gentleman address his question? [Laugh- 


ter. 

‘de SMITH. Not to you, of course.’ 

Mr. MARSHALL. For God’s sake, do not. 
[Renewed laughter.] : 

Mr. SMITH. Oh no, sir. I know that name 
too well. I have the honor of representing it in 
my district, to a considerable extent, and E know 
that it is associated with all that is patriotic and 
intellectual and worthy. 

Mr. Clerk, 1 ask this question: Did not the 
gentleman who now leads for the Speakership 
of this House attend a Republican—a black Re- 
publican convention—no, I will not put in the 
adjective; for the sake of a more polite and har- 
monious phrase, I will say—attend a Republican 
convention in Maine? And did he not there, 
upon that occasion, cut himself loose from the 
Democratic party, as he ought, for the sake of 
decency, to have done, after what I understand 
to have taken place; and did he not, upon that 
occasion, declare, thatunder certain circumstances 
he was willing to let the Union slide? I remember 
to have read, with surprise, in the papers, during 
the-summer, such a statement of his position in 
that convention; I read it also with a feeling of 
indignation, that one so gifted, and one so worthy, 
in many respects, should be so false to his alle- 
giance to his country. I find that that statement 
is also made in the speech of Benjamin F. Hallett, | 
of Boston, which fact shows that he, at least, 
thought him guilty of incipient treason to his | 
couniry. Although the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Wasupvugn,] who heard that- speech, says 
he does not recollect hearing any such remark, I 
Shea the fact will not be denicd as now stated. 

"here arc those upon this floor who heard the 
speech which fell from the eloquent lips of that 
gentleman yesterday. And now, sir, after the 


revelations of yesterday, after the position as- i 


sumed by him in this Hall, when he claimed that 
he represented the strongest Abolition district in 
the United States, we can understand that he is 
in no sense national or sectional, but that he is | 


an Abolitionist; and I want this‘House to under- 
stand distinctly, so far as I-can enlighten them 
upon the subject, that when they call him to ‘pre- 
side over the first legislative body on earth—a 
body which represents tlie feelings of millions, 
they place there a man who will come into the 
chair with principles utterly at war with every- 
thing canonized in the hearts of the American 
people. ; . 

here are three’ parties from which we are 
to. make our choice. The one is the party 
upon which I have already commented. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLLER,] 
whatever his antecedents may have been, is con- 
servative. I understand he is willing to allow 
the existing legislation of the country to rest— 
that he is willing to leave to the voluntary action 
of the people of Kansas the settlement of the ques- 


|| tion, whether they will have their State a free or 


aslave State. The other of the three from whom 
we must choose, is the honorable gentleman be- 
fore me [Mr. Ricuarpson] who introduced to 
the House the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and fought 
it through, and who also did what I fear too 
many did not do when they went home—he went 
home with the will and determination of honest 
purpose to meet the question before his constit- 
uents, and was returned to this Elouse by an 
increased, largely increased majority over that 
| which he had previously received. 

Sir, such being the state of the case, I ask the 
men in this Hall who love their country, how it is 
possible that they can hesitate in the selection 
| which they make ? There may be some legitimate 
distinction between those who affirm the Constitu- 
ion with all its compromises, and those who are 
willing to leave matters stare decisis; yet how those, 
who love their country and desire to see her per- 
| manent growth and prosperity, can hesitate in 
choosing between the gentleman I have alluded 
to, from Ilinois, and a Representative of the 


possisly understand. I donot hesitate, so 
am concerned, and I stand by that gent 


eman 


| because he represents the peace, repose, and har- 


mony of the country. I think there is a way 


In 
my district you know, from what E have already 
said, while I proclaimed my allegiance to the 


called soon to act. I refused to doit, and that 
party is here now, under somewhat peculiar and 
trying circumstances. They believe, honestly I 
have no doubt, that,in fostering and sustaining 
the American party, hey were building up a party 
to put down northern fanaticism. They embraced 
that belief carnestly; and when it was announced 
| that they had the Abolition sympathy, I would 
j not consent to a belief in the suggestion. I be- 
lieved that the southern Know Nothings were 
| patriots, and that when: the crisis came hey 

would be found to mect all the expectations which 
southern men attached to them. When the Phil- 
adelphia meeting was convened, a platform was 
adopted, and the result yop all know. 

The southern Know Nothings found them- 
selves misled and betrayed, and the questio: 
| which immediately arose with them was, whai 
| was their duty. They had sought their organ- 
pization for national purposes. 


i 

| which should crush out that fanaticism, under 
| the sweep of which the gentleman from Massa- 
i chusetts [Mr. Bans] came here with his thou- 
i sands. The Know Nothings of the North have 


scntiment which has threatened woe to the coun 
try. There are, however, a few exceptions; but 


i 
| always been the ally of the black Republicar 
F 
i 
H 


cover to some of the most extraordinary frauds 
which have ever been perpetrated in open field 
We know very wella distinguished member in 
the other branch of Congress has broken ground 
against the Know Nothings. We know how 
they sprang up, like the hosts of Cadmus, in 
the night, and we know the consequences of 
their action. 


‘The consequence was, that large numbers gained 
admittance into the lodges of New York; and 
when. their representatives in the Legislature 


‘i came to the election of a Senator, they sent back 


black Republicanism of this country, I cannot |j 
far as | 


out of the labyrinth of difficulty which surrounds į 
|! us, and I trust we shall find that very soon, 


Democratic party, I refused to enter into a de- | 
nunciation of those with whom I expected to be 


hey had hon-; 
estly and laboriously attempted to gct up a party | 


let me tell you, Know Nothingism has been the | 


The word went out that their |, 
lodges should be filled and taken possession of. | 


one who was held in scorn by those whom they 
had betrayed. i . 

Nor is that all, siri Another ease has recently 
occurred. Another Senator, occupying a position 
in the ether House, and who came in-by Know 
Nothing votes; [Mr. Wison,] now expresses 
his profound regret that he should have ever, 
ay, ever, liad the slightest connection with the 
party. I shall not weary the House with the 
subject, but here, gentlemen, is a very brief refer- 
ence to it. ; 

Mr. S. here read the following paragraph from 
the Lowell Citizen: ; 

& General Wiison said, in the presence of a gentleman 
of tbis city, a few days ago, that the only act in his political 
life, of which he was heartily ashamed, and which he re~ 
gretted having committed, was that he ever, in any way, 
became connected with the American party.” 

In reference to this the Springfield Republican 
says: 

“ We have no doubt that this is true, and it is certainly 
Bor discreditable to General WiLsoNn to avow it, being 

‘The Boston Courier says on this point: 

& We know not what amount of faith isto be put in this 
statement, but General Witson has been in the habit of 
uttering inconsidered words, and he may have said whatis 
| charged upon him by the Citizen. At the same time we 
would submit to the Republican whether it was not Joseph 
Surface-like in its morality, when it.states that such a dec- 
laration is not ‘discreditable’ to General Winson, while he 
sits in the enjoyment of a seat in the United States Senate, 
which he obtained by the most barefaced false pretenses 
which was ever uscd by a swindler in polities or in busi- 
ness—by cheating the very party with which he says now 
he is ashamed to remember that he ever had any connec- 
tion with. Let him give back to the party the place which 
he obtained of them bv fraud and hypocrisy, and our word 
for it, they will care very little: whether he is ashamed of. 
theni or not. | ; 

Gentlemen, here is a most extraordinary illus- 
tration of what is capable of being done in poli- 
ties; and T think that all these evidences are not 
a bad demonstration of the propricty of the sug- 
gestion made by my colleague [Mr. Lercuzn] 
the other day; that is, with all the intelligence 
before us, that we should resign our seats and 
go back to the people, and, under the new ex- 
citements and the new revelations which have 
been made, again submit ourselves to their suf- 
frages. 

Tadvert to these things as extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, and I will now advert to another 
eminent Senator, distinguished in letters, of talents 
unquestionable, “Mr. Sumner,] who caused to 
be laid on our desks, the other morning, one of 
the most false, shameless, and defamatory publi- 
cations, in the shape of a speech delivered in Fan- 
euil Hall, that was ever published here. Ido 
not hesitate to say that it was false in fact, false 
in principle, false in reasoning, and utterly un- 
justifiable and unwarrantable. It is im vain, 
gentlemen. here is one great issue to be raised 
| on this foor—one great issue. It is the issuc, 
|] sir, between the sentiments of nationality and of 
I seclionalism. Yes; say what you will, although 
|i the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasusury] 
|| finds, in the couse of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jowes,] a warrant 
|| for the declaration that Mr. Banxs’s friends are 

the only national party—a strange conception— 
|; and, although the gentleman came to that conclu- 
sion, yet itis undeniable that this spirit thus ex- 
hibited for Mr. Banxs is purely, strictly scctional 
in its character in every particular. Is there one 
man south of Mason and Dixon’s line to be found 
in affiliation with them? Not one. Not one. Is 
i it not strictly sectional, on this one single ques- 
ii tion—a question, gentlemen, it is true, of deep 
l interest to a large section of the Union; a ques- 
i| tion which has been comsecrated by the Constitu- 
tion, and sought zealously to be protected in its 
‘| sacred provisions? And yct that party has been 
i warring on that interest steadily and studiously ; 
warring on it until, at last, that which is called 
| the Radical Abolition party has been started in 
Boston to proclaim aright to war—without refer- 
ence to State institutions or State rights—upon 
slavery, as agreat constitutional obligation. Yes, 
gentlemen, it is a curious fact that here is a new 
organization springing up in that hot-bed of 
« isms,” in which they avow rights under the 
! Constitution to put an end to slavery, Wherever 
| found, in State or Territory. This society 1s to 
| be developed before long. And if the gentle- 
j man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] be elected, 
| I presume he will be the instrument in the act of 
li this new development of public sentiment in the 


ii 
i 


daty 


i The question is; how can itbedone? - Here 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WALKER] has 
suggested ‘one plan. There are: other plans by 
which it.can be accomplished; for it is in ‘the 
power of this House; perfectly within its power, 
if L understand aright its national sentiment, to 
organize the House and start us in. the career of 


our public duties. ">< eo ets 
Mr, LETCHER,: (interrupting.)... Will my 
colleague allow me to interrupt him at this point? 
win KEITT ‘and others." Oh, do not interrupt 
L E raa ag aie oe boy 

~My SMITH.” Tam not through. yet. 

Mr. LETCHER. I merely desire to make a 
point forinformation, My colleague (Mr. Svata] 
says he holds it to..be| important that’ the House 
should organize, and:-that there. is.a way of or- 
ganizing it. That modeof doing so which seems 
to be best;in his estimation, isthe one suggested 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. WaLker,] 
in his, remarks this morning; and’ my colleague 
says that there is a national platform, a national 
organization, on which parties may unite and this 
House’ may organize. Now I desire to know, 
from my colleague, when he is talking about this 
national platform, and drawing the line of sepa- 
ration between ‘national men and sectional men, 
whether it is not within his knowledge that at 
this moment notices ‘are inserted.in the columns 
of Whig.and Know Nothing papers in Virginia, 
from ‘the president óf the State council, calling 
upon the subordinate lodges to send delegates. to 
Philadelphia, on the aod of February next, to 
nominate a candidate for President of the United 
States? Task my colleague to say still further, 
whether in all that has been said’ on this floor, 
any allusion has been made by southern Know 
Nothings in the way of reproach towards their 
northern brethren, while the gentleman over the 
way, and others have taken occasion to assail 
the Democratic party as a sectional party, for its 
vote for Mr.. Ricnarpson? 1 desire to know 
whether, when this council meets at Philadel- 
phia the 22d of February next, the men who 
went out of their council in June last, and re- 
pudiated their platform, are to be received in full 
communion, and be conferred. with upon the 
questions that are then and there to be considered? 

Mr. SMITH. Why, Mr. Clerk, and gentle- 
mèn of the House, I can assure my colleague and 
the members of the House, that T know nothing 
more in reference to this matter than the gentle- 
man frem Virginia himself. 

Mr. LETCHER. Docs not the gentleman 
know that a call for the election of delegates to 
this convention has been published in the papers 
all over our State? ` 

“Mr. GIDDINGS, Let me 
a question, i 

Mr. SMITH. Iwil answer all the questions 
gentlemen may see fit to ask, but first let me 
answer my colleague, [Mr, Lercaer.] Isay to 
my coileague, and I say it in all candor, that I 
know no more in respéct to the matter of this 
convention than himself. I have seen in the 
papers, that, in conformity with resolutions 
adopted by the convention held in Philadelphia 
last June, delegates are being appointed to meet 
in that city in February next; but! alsosce, from 
various portions of the country, that the holding 
of this convention meets with very decided oppo- 
sition, as premature. I see opinions expressed 
that, if the meeting is held, it will merely be one 
of consultation, and not for the purpose of making 
any nomination. Thatis all I see, and that is 
all I know on the. subject: j 
' Then; as-to the second question: has there 
been’ any, fault. found by the northern Know 


ask the gentleman 


ER... As. I understand it, Mr. 
belong-to the American party. 
My; colleague has preciscly the 
the subject that I have. 
ly and exactly the ground 
upon which I acted “during my canvass, and he 
knows as much about the conduct óf the Ameri- 
can party, or the position of thé distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts sto whom he has 
referred, as I do. And now, haying finished 
what I have to‘ say, I move, as I have. promised 
to move, that the. House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS...I ask the gentleman to 
yield the floor to me. ge 

Mr. SMITH. Ifthe gentleman has any ques- 
tion. to ask, I yield with pleasure, and will an- 
swer it with pleasure, ; : 

My. GIDDINGS. I have no question to ask 
of the gentleman. from Virginia. I wish the 
floor to propound some questions to the House 
itself. © eae 

Mr. SMITH. I. mean no discourtesy to the 
gentleman from Ohio; but I am under a pledge 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ETHER- 
IDGE]. to move to adjourn. That gentleman 
yielded me the floor with that express. under- 
standing. F 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. ‘And now I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia to yield me the same cour- 
tesy shown him by the gentleman from Tennes- 


see, ; . 

Mr. SMITH. Again I say that I meän not 
the slightest discourtesy to the gentleman from 
Ohio, but I am under’ obligations to make the 
motion which I have made. - . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I appeal to the 
House. i 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia withdraw his motion? 

Mr. SMITH. I cannot. 

Several Mempers, Vote it down. 

The question was taken, and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My fellow-members: I 
address you thus, because we have no other au- 
thority or officer to whom I can address myself. 
As yet we are in an unorganized condition: We 
are without rules; we are@without officers; we 
are without authority in this Hall. The people 
are looking with the most intense interest for the 
organization of this body. They are expecting 
us to proceed to the momentous business which, 
as their Representatives, we are bound to transact. 

Sir, I am not under the circumstances disposed 
to find fault with these explanations to which we 
have listened for some two days past. I think 
it is right and proper that gentlemen should place 
their views before the country, that their con- 
stituents may know and appreciate them. But 
there is one thing that I dislike. With all del- 
icacy I would suggest that, instead of using 
terms and phrases upon which different individ- 
uals may place different constructions, we should 
speak of principle. Instead of using such terms 
as Democrat and Whig, Know Nothing and 
Free-Soiler, we should use language expressing 
the sentiments and principles held by different 
men. If we will come to that, we'shall find that 
we are not half so various in our sentiments as 
we are when we use phrases implying anything 
or nothing, according to the views of each indi- 
vidual who listens to our remarks. f 

And there is another point to which I wish 
most respectfully to reply. Yesterday we listened 
to various remarks coming from different parts 
of the Hall, from geritlemen from different parts 
of the Union, but all having distinctive reference 
to the North and South. Sir, that is a distinc- 
tion which no man ever heard come from my 
lips. It is upon principle, enduring, eternal, un- 
yielding principle, that I place my whole, my 
entire moral, political, and religious being. I 
have no regard for parties, nor for sections, for 


| they mean nothing. lt struck me, when my 
i friends from Pennsylvania upon my right [Mr. 


Jand 
th 


them; they. would have. found common ground 
upon which all could stand. together.. 0u. 

And now.I speak.of this continual denunciation 
of sectional .views, and. sectional ‘feelings, and 
sectional. parties;: they,-all come from. a party 
which. has been repudiated by. the people of. the 
country. .. Fhey. come. from: that minority of 
seventy-four in -this House. . And these are the 
gentlemen who propose here to the majority of 
the House, that we shall resign and. go home, if 
they- will, The proposition: is-unfair.. We are 
doing the work of “the country, for which our 
constituents sent. us: here. We are endeavoring 
to organize this House; they are.endeavoring to 
prevent an organization, To illustrate my idea, 

will remark that I am reminded of the criminal 
standing upon the gallows, the rope fastened to 
the beam over his head and around his neck, the 
drop.on which he stands sustained by a'simple 
coe which. the sheriff stands ready. with . his 
hatchet :to. cut. ‘Now, says the criminal to 
the sheriff, ‘if -you will resign, I. will, and we 
will go home together, and appeal to the people ° 
(Great. laughter.].° Gentlemen, Jet me tell you 
that this Nebraska question bas been tried before 
the American. people, and judgment has. been 
pronounced upon your -conduct. = And now 
your insensibility of your own condition reminds 
me of a theological writer—I think it was Sweden- 
borg—who states that upon a certain. timè: he 
was entranced and carried to the other world, 
where he met with a class of fogy’s spirits that had 
been. in that world twenty, thirty, and even forty 
years, but had not yet learned that they were 
dead. {Shouts of laughter.) I mention this for 
your instruction; I mention it for your edifica- 
tion—for your good. I hope you will not forget 
it, for I really think it would be more modest for 

ou to reserve such propositions while you are 
in so.small a minority. Be ate ys 

I again come home to gentlemen here who are 
the professed advocates of an institution which, 
at the commencement of our Government, was 
regarded by the fathers of that day as limited 
and sectional, and whichis now still more limited 
and more emphatically sectional than it was then. 
They had the boldness to avow their sentiments; 
and, on a former occasion, when this House was 
in great confusion,. tossed about on, this slave 
question, like the waves of the mighty deep 
amid the storm that lashed them into fury—when 
all the vituperation, and slander, and calumny, 
of which mortal lips were capable, were hurled 
at. the devoted head of the Hon. John Quincy 
Adams—* the old. man cloquent.”’—I_ recollect 
well that he rose in his place, despite slavehold- 
ing detraction and. slaveholding . denunciation, 
and the contempt of northern dough-faces, and 
called on the Clerk to read the first paragraph 
of the Declaration of American Independence. 
I now wish to refresh the minds of my associates 
here with the principles of that document, which 
was penned by the great author. of American 
Republicanism, the apostle of American Democ- 
racy. Itis the first anti-slavery document that 
I ever read. It runs in this vein: | 

«£ When, in the course of human events, it becomes neces- 
sary for one people to dissolve the political bands. which 
have bound theim to another, ‘and to assume among the 
Powers or the earth the separate and: equal station to 
which the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle 
them, a-decent respect to the opinions of mankind require 
that they should declare the causes which impel them to 
the separation.” 

What were they? TI would put the question to 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru,] who, 
with knitted brow, clenched fist, and grating teeth, 
denounced gentlemen from Massachusetts in lan- 
guage that would have better become some other 
place than the Halls of legislation. With the 
great apostle of American républicanism, we Re- 
publicans of this land “hold these truths to be 
self-evident—that all men are created equal.” 
All men—not the high nor the low, the rich nor 
the poor, the negro, the mulatto, nor the white— 
but all men whọ bear the image of God, whose 
countenance beams with immortality, are “en- 
dowed,’’? not by the President, nor fis Cabinet, 
not by the Senate,-nor the House of Representa- 
lives, nor by human laws, or human constitu- 
tions, but “ by their Creator, with certain inalien- 
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able rights; that among theseare life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness.”’ ; 

“ Tifat, to secure these rights, governments are instituted 
among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of 
the governed; that, whenever any form of government 
becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the 
peopie to alter or to abolish it, and to institute a new gov- 
ernment, laying its foundation on such principies, and 
organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem 
most likely to effect their satety and happiuess.’? 

Now, let me say to those gentlemen who speak 
sneeringly of Republicanism, that we here find 
its definition. Upon this rock the Republican 
chureh is built, and the gates of Hell shall not 


‘prevail against it. 
Why is it that 


My. SMITH, of Virginia. 
your party has assumed the name of Republicans? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Because we advocate the 
same principles which Jefferson, and Hancock, 
and Franklin, and the Adamses, and all the Re- 
publicans of 1776, avowed and advocated and 
proclaimed. 

Mr. SMITH. Why did you not take it before? | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Our party is but just 
formed out of the other parties, and we took it 
when the existence of our party commenced. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman allow 
me to puta question to him? I observe in the 
Herald that came last night a letter signed G., 
which copies a resolution said to have been 
adopted at a caucus, and which is said to have 
been offered by yourself. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill not evade the answer. 
Let me proceed with what I was saying, and at 
another time I will give the gentleman an answer. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let me finish. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I know what the question is. 

Mr. LETCHER,. I am sure you do not. I 
allowed the gentleman to interrupt me yesterday; 
and I believe that I have never refused, since I 
have been a member upon this floor, to allow him 
or anybody else to interrupt meif it was desired. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill yield the floor on the 
appeal made by the gentleman. However, I will 
say that I never interrupted any man when he 
was in the midst of an explanation, as I was 
when he interposed at this time. I yield to the 
gentleman, who is always courteous to others. 

Mr. LETCHER. I want to know whether 
the gentleman drafted this resolution? 

“ Resolved, That we will support no man for Speaker 
who is not pledged to carry out the parliamentary law, by 

iving to each proposed measure ordered by the House to 
be committed, a majority of such special committee; and 
to organize the standing commitices of the House by placing | 
on each a majority of the friends of freedom who are favor- 
able to making reports on ali petitions committed to them.” 

If you are the author of that resolution, was 
it adopted by the caucus? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill answer the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


Hear me through. 
One question at a time. 
Very well, then; go on. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I thank the gentleman for 
having introduced the question. I did draft that 
resolution, which pledges us to vote for no man | 
who will not carry out the parliamentary law, 
to measure out cxact justice to all men upon | 
whom that law is enforeed. When a Know | 
Nothing brings forward a proposition to change 
or repeal the laws of naturalization, he isentitled 
to a respectful hearing, and he shall have my 
voice to secure that hearing. Jam nota Know 
Nothing; I never was one, and never expect to 
be one; but I do say that they are entitled to a 
respectful hearing. I would vote for any man 
who would administer justice alike to Know 
Nothings and anti-Know Nothings, to slavehold- 
ers and anti-slavery men. I go for no excep- 
tions. When you who oppose Know Nothings 
bring up any measure against them, we will give 
you a respectful hearing, as we give it to your 
opponents; and we do not exclude pro-slavery 
advocates. if a measure is Introduced for the 
establishment of slavery in Nebraska, my right 
arm should sooner drop from its socket than that 
my vote should be given to prevent a hearing 
upon it. I would let you be heard before the | 
nation, although it is pretty generally understood 
that lam opposed to slavery. [Laughter.] My 
motto is‘ equal rights, and equal privileges, and 
equal justice to all men and all parties. The 
Know Nothings can properly demand nothing | 


more. We canaccord to them nothing less. All 


who act together must act on these principles. |i pounded to them. I ask the House and the coun- 


| sure respectful answers to the 


No other rule can be adopted by those who have 
self-respect, and are willing to do unto others as 
they would have others do unto them. 

Mr. LETCHER. ` will now put the other 
question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, Iam not through yet: 
Iam only beginning. I say, then, and I wish 
the particular attention of the gentleman who pre- 
ceded me, that for twenty-three years no petition 
coming from the North in favor of freedom in this 
District has ever been heard from after it was 
committed to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The rule of the House is, that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia shall take 
into consideration and report on all such matters 
and petitions as shall be referred tothem. For 
twenty-three years that rule has been violated, 
and the parliamentary law trampled under foot. 
The rights of the people of the North have been 
repudiated and trampled upon; our doors have 
been slammed in their faces. This has been done 
under Democratic rule. 

But let me go further. I regret to say that in 
this District, under the laws of the United States, 
men rear boys and girls for the market, and scll 
them for profit. This revolting practice has been 
protected by the Democratic party of this nation. 
They have elected Speakers who have constantly | 
so arranged the Committees on the District of 
Columbia that, when petitidns came up here pray- 
ing that this revolting practice might cease, and 
that the people of the free States should no longer 
be involved in such abhorrent iniquity, their re- 
spectful petitions have been trampled under foot, 
and consigned to perpetual silence. 

I therefore drafted a resolution that we would 
vote for no man for Speaker unless he were 
pledged by his character and past conduct to or- 
ganize the committees so as to correct this wrong; 
who would so arrange the committees as to in- | 
people’s petitions, | 
whether they came from the North or the South, 
from pro-slavery or anti-slavery men. | 

Now, my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Lerener,] ; 
you have asked me one question, and, if you 
please, I will ask you one before you put another 
to me. Would you vote for a Speaker that you | 
believed would thus strangle the petitions of the 
South ? 

Mr. LETCHER. I will vote for a Speaker 
who will do his duty fairly and justly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 never knew my friend to 
be astride the fence before. {Laughter.] 

Mr. LETCHER. I will never vote for any | 
man whose character and conductare so doubtful | 
that I must demand pledges ‘from him that he | 
will be honest. [Cries of “ Good!”  Good!] | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. T calleon this House and | 


| the country to witness the fact that the gentleman | 


dare not answer my question. I gave him a full, | 
frank, and candid reply. He, a slaveholder, 
evades, dodges, and is unwilling to answer the | 
question I propounded. It is the Democratic | 
party that demands verbal pledges, not Republi- | 
cans. And now I will ask the Democratic can- į 
didate, if you please, if he will say that he will} 
so arrange the committees as to give a respectful | 
answer to petitions which may be presented on 
the subject of the slave trade in this District, or 
in regard to the detestable practice of raising men 
and women for the market, or will he so arrange 
the Committee on the District of Columbia as to 
silence those petitions? 

Mr. LETCHER. That is an evasion of the 
issue. You were to question me. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have to deal with your ; 
candidate now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You and I are not 
equal. You are not a candidate, and I am. 

aughter. } 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That gentleman stands be- į 


K i 
fore the country; the eyes of the nation are upon | 
i 


him. His party assail me for knowing the views | 
of one candidate, while neither they nor their | 
candidate dare answer the question they propound jj 
tome. Their position is a most humiliating one. | 
Here they stand before the country more dumb |! 
on this subject than becomes American statesmen. |i 
I would never be a candidate if obliged thus to: 
surrender my independence, and not dare avow | 
my doctrines. Thank God we present no such | 
candidate! When interrogated they have an- | 
swered, and will answer any interrogatories pro 


try to bear these factsin mind. Let them go-forth 
to. the. people; let history record them; let the 
American people understand that neither the carn- 
didate of the Democratie party nor his supporters 
dare answer these questions. Now, I will come 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania,{Mr. Jones,} 
who spoke of the rights of -slaveholders, an 

I want to know if he will vote fora man who will 
so arrange the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia as to silence the petitions that may be sent 
here for the repeal of the laws that authorize-the 
slave trade in this District? Not so arrange that 
committees as that they shall report for the repeal, 
butso arrange them that they shall report either for 
or against repeal? He refuses to answer. Let 
any one of that party speak. And now I will 
propound this question to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia who preceded me, [Mr. Smirn,] who spoke 


i as one having authority. i 


Mr. SMITH. Ifthe gentleman will take a 
word of advice from me—— 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, no advice. I ask a. 
question. [Laughter. 

Mr. SMITH. But allow me—— 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Sir, lasknoadvice. God 
forbid that I should ever be driven to such a 
necessity ! 

Mr. SMITH. [ will tell you what I say in 
reference to that, but first let me make a sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No suggestion. 
my question yes or no. 

r. SMITH. If you wish to kìow how I 
would organize the committees, I can only say 
that I would organize them so as to advance the 
public business in strict conformity to the Con- 
stitution and all its compromises, and none other. 
Now, you may make the most of that. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Now, my friends, mark 
this: The gentleman can assail honorable Sena- 
tors at a distance when he is perfectly safe from 
their answers; he can denounce them, and talk 
about the salvation of the Union. Let me tell 
him that here is space and verge for the display 
of his forensic powers! He now quails before a 
single interrogatory; his proud bearing appears 
to have left him suddenly; he is dumb, like the 
lamb before his shearers, he opens not his mouth. 

Mr. LETCHER, (interposing.) The gentle- 
man has acknowledged that he is the author of 
the resolution [ have read. 1 desire to know, 
now, whether his present candidate and the gen- 
Ueman from Ohio, [Mr. Camrzent,] who runu 
to eighty-one votes, were understood by him an 
by the caucus to be pledged: to an observance of 
it? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do understand every 
northern man who professes the principles of 
liberty to be pledged to this doctrine. I did 
understand Mr. CampeseLL and Mr. Banks, by 
their public acts, by their whole conduct, to have 
been pledged to carry out the doctrine of that 
resolution. I so regarded every man that has 
been named as a candidate by my political asso- 
ciates, as pledged by their public actions and by 
all their professions in favor of the doctrine laid 
down in that resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. Did the caucus adopt this 
resolution ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There was no caucus. 

Mr.LETCHER. Was therea meeting, then? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There was a meeting for 


Answer 


conference. 

Mr. LETCHER. Did they adopt that reso- 
lution ? ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. They did, with perfect 


unanimity. T desire that the gentleman and the 
American people shall understand that they did 
adopt it without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. LETCHER. Were Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Banxs there? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. They were not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will my col- 
league allow me to say a word? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to state this fact, 
that no resolution, no test of that kind, was pre- 
sented to me by any person, or from any caucus 
or meeting. ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, sir. God forbid that 
it should have been presented, or that I should 
have voted for any man who I did not know and 
believe in my heart and conscience was an advo- 
cate of that very doctrine. 


and: just. where 
ing tomy own'c 
Mr GIDDIN' 


sachusetts, (Mr Backs who have been before 
the House as candidates for Speaker, had any 
knowledge whatever of this resolution. = Now 
desire to know, if the record of their lives and of 
-their ‘public ‘conduct as members of this House, 
was. so distinct, so emphatic; leavings: so little 
room for doubt and difficulty; why was the reso- 
lution, proclaiming that ‘the candidate must be 
pledged, adopted by this meeting. l 
Mr. GIDDINGS. T answer most distinctly; 
that we came here composed of different political 
parties; ‘having heretofore professed different 
views and’ sentiments, and it was necessary to 
have some ‘common principle upon which we 
could agree. It was further resolved, that it was 
no objection to any man that he belonged to the 
American party, provided that he stood commit- 
ted to these sentiments. Let me say to the gentle- 
man, [Mr, Gercier,}] who denounces the Know 
Nothing party, that that would be no objection to 
him, provided he stood upon this common ground 
of principle. We should not ask him whether he 
belonged to the Democratic, the Whig, the Re- 
ublican, or the Know Nothing party. When 
¢ shall plant himself upon the principle of that 
resolution, we will even accept the gentleman from 
Virginia: True F should regard his conversion 
as a miracle much greater than the conversion of 
Paul, [laughter;] yet we would even accept him. 
‘We exclude no man for what he has been. The 
question is, “how do you now stand ?” 
Let me say to gentlemen, we are each of us 
now writing our biography with more rapidity 


than we Generally imagine: Coming generations, 
looking back upon this time and seeing these | 


principles adopted by the Amorican people, will 
rejoice, and their hearts swell with thankfulness, į 
that there were men’ at this day who stood forth 
so proudly and firmly in favor of these principles 
of justice, liberty, and the Constitution. . 

And now, gentlemen, I will come to a more 
minute fe of my subject, if my friend from Vir- 
zinia (Mr. Lercusr] has got through asking 
questions. 


Mr. LETCHER. I have got all I want to go | 
to my section of the country with. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Oh, my friend, with what 
emotions I hear that word ¢ seetion!”? Instead of | 
looking to the good and for the approval of com- | 
ing generations, men are always looking over | 


their shoulders to see if the devil is not coming i 


after them. [Laughter] When will men learn | 
that weare not sent here to cavil on mere sectional | 
issues. ] i 
say again, in your attempt to extend this sectional | 
institution, you have called down the vengeance ; 
of the American people upon your heads. The i 
handwriting upon the wall has been seen and | 
read of all men. Your history is written, and | 
your doom is sealed; the sentence pronounced | 
against you, ‘depart, ye cursed.” laughter] | 

! 

f 
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You need not trouble yourselves about our petty į 
difficulties. We will take care of them; you can- 
not help us. We can do without you. e have |: 
a working majority in this House against you. | 
‘When organized we shall raise the standard of || 
united opposition to your party. Indeed, whether 
we elect a Speaker or not, we shall unite in oppo- | 
sition to your Kansas-Nebraska bill, and to its 
principles. 

So much has been said here about Republicans, 
and Abolitionists, and Know Nothings, that I 
want to define terms. Ihave already given my 
Views upon Republicanism. | They are expressed 
in the language of that immortal’ instrument to | 
which'T'have referred—the Declaration of Inde- i 
pendence, which shall continue to increase ih the i! 


Gentlemen of the Democratic party, I; 


! the constitutional 


gentlemen of the Democratic party, stand fórth 
here denying this doctrine. You say men. are 
ndowed by their Creator with the inalien- 

‘ht of liberty. You can maintain your 
‘the States, as we cannot interfere with 
have no authority within your sev- 

Sdictions, and we seek to exercise 
when you ask-uS to extend slavery, 
we answer, with the. patriots of 1776, that we hold 
that this Federal Government was constituted for 
the protection’of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness. “You déñy these doctrines, while we 
affirm and reiterate them.” You, who call your- 
selves Democrats, pronounce ‘your anathemas 
against Jefferson, the apostle of Democracy, and 
turn over his memory and principles to the Re- 
publicans and the Know Nothings of this nation, 
and say you have formed a new basis upon which 
this Government shall be administered. 

I now come to the more immediate issue made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Jones,] of whom I always speak with respect. 
He says the Know Nothings and the Republi- 
cans in Pennsylvania are the same. I under- 
stand my friend on the left [Mr. Atuison] says 
they are the same. Am I right in that? 

Mr. JONES. I only reply that it is so, as 
they tell us, , . ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. You can never find better 
authority under heaven than the word of those 
who profess the doctrines. {Laughter.] I now 
ask my. friend on the left [Mr. Axtison] if that 
is what he understood on that argument? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Now, then, I ask the gen- 
tleman over the way [Mr. Campspext, of Penn- 
sylvania] if that is what he understood as Re- 
publicanism in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave explained myself 
fully on that point, . 

Mr.GIDDINGS. f understood thegentleman |} 
so. I only put the question for the purpose of 
reaffirmation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My sentiments were per- 
fectly expressed, but if the gentleman will yield 
me the floor I will repeat them. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Oh, I so understood them, 
[laughter,] to be sure; and now I want to ask 
my friend here, [Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania,] 
are you, sir, opposed to the restoration of liberty 
to Kansas? Say it right out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. I do not know that I under- 
stand the genilemans question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I merely want my friend to 
say here before the country—I carp not about 
names—are you in favor of slavery in Kansas, 
or are you in favor of restoring liberty there by 
national law? . 

A Vorce. That’s the question. 

Mr. JONES. I will answer the gentleman 
with pleasure. 

A Memper. Restoring it by national law, of 
course. 

Mr. JONES. Iam, through the Declaration of 

Independence, in favor of liberty everywhere. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. . Í am glad to hear it. 
Mr. JONES. Iam in favor of liberty in my | 
own country, and under an obligation which is 
higher with me than anything on carth. 1 mean | 
to stand by constitutional liberty, and I know no 
higher law. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That’s it. 

Mr. JONES. Now I do not mean to shirk 
the question. I am in favor of liberty in Kansas 
just as mach as the Constitution allows, and not | 
one particle more. The bill which I voted for | 
secures that liberty, and by it I am willing to | 
stand to the last. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then my friend insists that | 
the Constitution prohibits our giving freedom to || 
Kansas. Is that it? : 

Mr. JONES. My reply is, the Constitution | 
does not prohibit our giving freedom to Kansas, 
and she has it under the Constitution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want no prevarication or || 
evasion. I say, I understood my friend [Mr. 
Jones]to declare that by national law we had not | 
power to restore liberty to the || 


ij 


people of Kansas. 


egorically. =- - ss z 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. ‘The very thing I want. 

“Mr. JONES. `I do not know how to get atit 
better than by saying this, that the question of 
slavery—for that-is what, it is——. ‘ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. “That is what Tsay. 


| Mr. JONES. Tho question. of slavery. is a 


question which I ‘deny that Congress has the 
right to decide, in the sense in. which the gentle- 
man from Ohio speaks of it; but I'am in: favor 
of that law which gives it to the free white citi- 
zens of Kansas, or. any other ‘Territory, to settle 
that question for themselves. 7. D 

Several Memgers, (approvingly.). That is it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL, of Ken- 
tucky. Task the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(My, Jones] whether I understand the principles 
of the Kansas-Nebraska bill for which the Dem- 
ocratic caucus pledges its members, arè to be ex- 
tended-———. - 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) My friend 
from Kentucky‘ will permit me, with all possible 
kindness, to interrupt him. ; 

Memper.. Oh, let him ask his question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, my. friends, I now 
better the courtesy of debate than to say that 
gentlemen have a right to step in and take the 
floor from me. I would yield it with all pos- 
sible pleasure to that gentleman, if I did not sce 
that he wants to propound a question to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones]. which 
would get up a discussion on another point than 
that on which I now am speaking. 

I was then saying that my friend [Mr. Jones] 
denies that we have the right to prohibit slavery 
in Kansas under the Constitution, I want to 
meet him here. [Laughter.]: 

Mr. JONES. I do say that. 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. I want to have this issue 
poe before the American people. I ask 

iis attention to what constitutes slavery. A south- 


| ern jurist has said,“ A slave is one doomed in his 


own person and posterity to live without knowl- 
edge; to toil, that another may reap the benefits 
of hie labor; the object is the master’s gain; the 
instrument, the perfect subjection of the slave.” 
In the case in which this was said, the master 
had shot his slave; and let me say to the gentle- 
man, that wherever slavery exists, the right of 
self-defense is taken from the slave—that right 
with which nature and nature’s God endowed 
him. Unless you take from the slave the right to 
defend his person and liberty against his master, 
he is not a slave; and therefore it is that wherever 
slavery exists this right is taken from the slave. 
Now here are slaveholding gentlemen, and 
they cannot,be mistaken whether this is the law 
in every slaveholding State of the Union. Now, 
this act of killing slaves by the master is, in my 
opinion, the vilest tyranny, the most perfect des- 
potism which ever cursed’ the footstool of God. 
tis a legalization of murder; it is putting author- 
ity into the hands of an individual to inflict capital 
punishment upon his felow-men. Without re- 
sponsibility to the tribunals. of the country, he 
sits in judgment, declares the sentence, and exe- 
cutes it by taking the life of his slave. And 
while we punish by our own laws the people of 
Kansas for stealing a horse, for stealing money, 
or for robbery, my friend [Mr. Jones] denies 
that we have a right to prohibit this murder of a 
slave. Now I want my friend to say, whether 
he denies our right to prohibit the killing of a 
slave in Kansas? 
Mr. JONES. I answer my friend by saying 
this: Ido not know how I could make it more ap- 
parent. He [Mr. Gippines] is a citizen of the 
State of Ohio. Now, Iam willing to accord to 
every citizen of Kansas just the same right and 
power which he possesses on that question as 
a citizen of Ohio. I understand that the people 
of Ohio have the power and the right to estab- 
lish to-morrow or to abolish slavery.. I tell him 
that I just go for giving a resident of Kansas 
the same amount of power and liberty under the 
Constitution of the United States—nod more and 


i no less: 


Mr. GIDDINGS. And does not my friend 
[Mr. Jones] see where he is? Has henot by his 


i own yote here spread over Kansas the criminal 
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law of the United States? But he does not do 
that in regard to the people of. Ohio. We legis- 
late in regard. to other crimes there; but he denies 
our authority to prohibit this. 
want to make this exposé here, because for days 
and days I have seen the Democrats of this 
House stand forth—I mean no offense—with 
effrontery which would well become a dominant 
majority in this Hall. 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) DoT under- 
stand the gentleman from Ohio to say that a 
niaster has a right to kill his slave in the south- 
ern States? 

‘Mr. GIDDINGS. Isay whatI cannotbe mis- 
taken in. I ask the gentleman, as he isa master, 
whether, if he attempt to chastise a slave in Vir- 
ginia, and that slave defends himself, has he not 
the right, under the laws of that State, to: take 
that slave’s life? Thatis the point.. Come right 
to it. y 

Mr. LETCHER. The criminal law which 
protects me protects my slave. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. He evades my question. 
Let me ask the gentleman to answer directly. 
There should be no equivocation before the Amer- 
ican people. I wish the gentleman to tell me 
whether, if he attempt to chastise a slave, and he 


resist, he has not the right to take the life of that 


slave? 
“Mr: LETCHER. No, sir; there is no such 
right there, and there never was. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I say to the slaves of 
Virginia, ‘‘ Defend yourselves.” I would to God 
I could proclaim to every slave in Virginia to-day, 
“You have the right of self-defense, and when 
the master attempts to exercise the right of do- 
minion over you, slay him as he would slay your- 
selves.’’? But the gentleman is mistaken. This 


deprivation of self-defense is the very gist of | 


slavery; without it slavery cannot exist. 

Mr. READE. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me a moment to answer his question ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. READE. Have you not in Ohio a right 
to correct your children, and to make them sub- 
mit to your authority ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not by taking, his life. 
Have you not the right in North Carolina to take 
the life of your slave? 

Mr. READE. No, sir; we have no such 
rights our right over our slaves scarcely extends 
any further pat ba right over your son in Ohio. 
I now ask, would you advise the sons of Ohio, as 
you advise the slaves of Virginia, to resist their 
fathers ? 

Mr.GIDDINGS. My friend from North Car- 
olina need not put such a question. He knows 
my sentiments on that subject. Does he intend 
to disgrace and lower the relations between a father 
and son by comparing them with those between 
a master and slave? Why, let me tell a fact I 
can show from my own correspondence. Ihave 
a letter from a slaveholder in Virginia, wherein 
he declares that he owned a female slave nineteen 

ears of age; that she was a woman of unblem- 
ished character; a member of the Methodist 
church; that she was set upon by a young man 
with improper purposes; she was athletic, and, 
by one of those unfortunate blows which some- 
times occur, laid her ravisher dead at her feet, in 
protecting that which was dearer to her than life 
—her honor. For this she was sentenced to be 
hanged. 

And now, my friends, here is the issue. 
Democrats have at last, in one instance, been 
outspoken and bold in their avowal of their inten- 
tion to maintain slavery in Kansas. They de- 
clare that the principles of the Kansas bill shall 
be mamtained, that the doctrines of that bill shall 
be upheld. They declare also hostility to Know 
Nothingism as one of the principles of their plat- 
form. Now, sir, the combined forces of the 
Opposition are arrayed against this platform of 
theirs. We say that freedom shall be restored 
to Kansas. We say that the solemn consecra- 
tion entered into by our fathers thirty-five years 
since, shall be restored, and transmitted to our 
descendants. Herewestand. This is the issue 
before this House. This is the issue for the 
campaign of 1856. 
motto. Upon that the people of the Union will 
stand. e are. forming our party. We are 
gathering our forces, We are consolidating our 


My friends, I. 


The | 


“ Liberty for Kansas” is our | 


i the Union. 


l On that issue-we go 
! prosper the right! 
i And now, in reference to this talk about the 
dissolution of the Union, about which we have 
heard considerable this morning, let me say, my 
friends, don’t lie awake of nights for the fear of 
the safety of the Union. Why, do not gentlemen 
know that, of late, the leading Democratic paper 
in the southern portion of the Union, the Rith- 
mond Enquirer, for some months past has never 
ceased to proclaim the coming dissolution of the 
Union?, Day after day it has called upon the 
South to prepare for the dissolution of the Union. 
But all-this comes from the South. We never 
hear the dissolution of the Union advocated at 
the North. No northern man, with any reputa- 
tion as a politician, ever advocated it. 

A Voice. Did not Sumner? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, never. We at the 
North will stand by the Union. We will stand 
by the Constitution. And let me say to timid 
gentlemen’ from the North, be not anxious about 
We do not intend to dissolve the 
Union, and we do not intend to let you do it. 
{Laughter.] Understand that. We mean what 
we say: we will not only maintain the Union, 
but we will tell southern traitors who threaten it 
that they shall not dissolve it. It has been ce- 


for its establishment. We are bound to maintain 
it by all the obligations which bind men, and we 
mean to doit. Threaten its dissolution, reiterate 
the threat as often as you please, and we meet 
you withastera front and unwavering resolution 
that such a traitorous object shall not be reached. 
I speak in all kindness. We have already got 
this House. 
shall have the President; and in two more year 
we shall have the Senate. 
and Legislative branches of the Government will 
be in our power. Then those who threaten dis- 
solution had better look out. 

A Voice. You do not mean to hang us? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not think that you are 
fit for hanging. [Laughter.] I would not hang 
one of you—not one of those who threaten a dis- 
solution of the Union. Iwill tell you what we 
iwilldo. Ifthe threat be iterated and reiterated, 
we will dig up the bones of old Hickory, and re- 


every man who attempted a dissolution of the 


ter.] That will do the work. It did it then, 


| and it will do it again. 


| sincerity of my heart, that this story of the dis- 
solution of the Union has grown stale. It is 


tempt. 

It were useless for us to organize this House 
unless a majority entertain principles hostile to 
the present Administration. 
views, 


think it should be permitted to remain in this Dis- 


of us woul 


compact. These various opinions can only meet 
on the plain principles of justice to each and to 
all. The election of Speaker has relation to the 
transaction of business here. 


for the coming campaign. In that, we may sep- 
arate—we may even oppose cach other; but we 
shall all most cordially oppose the present Ad- 
ministration until it be blotted from existence. 
Mr. KNOX. 
adjourn. 
'Fellers were demanded, but not ordered. 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 


for a few moments, so that I may be heard in ex- 
planation of the position which I occupy upon 
this floor. . 

Mr. KNOX. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 


mented by the blood of our fathers who fought | 


Next year, with God’s blessing, we |; 


Then the Executive i 


publish his proclamation of 1832, in which he | 
swore ‘by the Etarnal! that he would hang! 


Union.” That will be quite sufficient. [Laugh- | 
Now, my friends, let me tell you, out of the | 


no longer current; we hold it in ineffable con- | 


We differ in our: 
Some hold that slavery should never be | 
sustained by the Federal Government; others i 


trict; others are willing to let it remain in Kansas; | 
but all are opposed to the Kansas bill; and most | 
restore liberty to the people there. | 
All condemn those who violated the Missouri 


When that shall | 
be accomplished, we shall then arrange ourselves | 


I move that the House do now |; 
i gentlemen to take that position exhibits the desire 
|| for a renewal of aseclional controversy; and I charge 
I would : 


appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his motion ; 
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It is due, Mr. Clerk, to i| get up a sectional presidential contest. 
the courtesy we owe to each other, after so much | true, will not the country perceive at once that 
| has been said to-day in regard to the positions || the introduction of these matters into a resolution 
of men and parties, that the small party to which |! by the Democratic members preliminary to an 
|| I am attached, and which has to such an extent || organization of this Chamber, is an aiding and 


adjourn. Hn 

1 do not, like the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Waker] who addressed. you this morn- 
ing, feel any uneasiness at my political position. 
Like the Democratic section. in this Chamber, E 
have no terms of compromise to offer or accept. 
I ask no quarter—my party asks no quarter. 
‘We stand before our country upon the. funda- 
mental propositions we have asserted, and we 
are ready at all times to maintain them as.the 
true and only safe bases of our national integ- 
rity. Ido not complain of the legislative declar- 
ation of the Demoeratic members of this House, 
made at the commencement of this . session, 
either for its want of courtesy or for the unusual 
time and place at which it was uttered. On the 
contrary, I regard it as the legitimate sequence 
of the Executive Administration those gentle- 


¡men support—an Administration which pro- 


scribes from office and place all men professing 
the opinions I entertain, and which dares, in this 
free country, to wield the arm of power to strike 
down even the common laborer at his toil for 
an honest expression of American sentiments. 
[Loud applause in the galleries.] They have 
proclaimed before this country that they regard 
us as the enemies of civil and religious liberty, 
because of our enunciation of truths which we 
sincerely believe to be essential to the preserva- 
tion of American independence and American 
nationality, and we accept the issue. Ay, sir, 
we take up the glaive thus thrown by our adver- 
sary, though he plays the Parthian while offer- 
ing it. 

But, sir, we did suppose that this was not the 
arena proper forthecontest. That combat belongs 
to the hustings and before the great body of the 
people. I understood that we came here for the 
purpose of transacting the public business de- 
manding legislative examination and action, and 
that there was no necessity for plans and platforms 
as preliminary to the organization of this House. 
But when gentlemen of the Democratie party 
have undertaken, at the beginning, to congratulate 
the country upon the results of the elections, and 
to proclaim that they stand in solid phalanx as 
the peculiar defenders of great principles of civil 
and religious freedom against extraordinary as- 
saults made upon them by the “Know Nothing” 
party of the United States—when laudations of 
this high ground, so assumed, have been issued 
by their press from this capital, and are echoed 
and reéchoed by their papers of lesser note and 
consequence, from one end of the Union to the 


| other, their action takes a political significance 
| we cannot safely disregard, and they will justly 
il be held responsible by the country for the choice 


they have made of the forum in which to pro- 
claim their political creed and determinations. 
Under these circumstances, I want the people of 
this country to scrutinize that declaration, and 
may be excused, I trust, for declaring briefly the 
position which I also occupy as an American. , 

Independent of their assumption that they are 
the especial friends of civil and religious liberty, 
arrayed to protect the fundamental maxims of 
both from the ruthless assaults of “ American- 
ism’’—independent of their arraignment of the 
American party fora violation of these principles, 
they have taken astand upona sectional question 
to which Finvoke the attention of my countrymen. 

Their resolution tenders congratulations to the 
country for the triumph ‘of the principles of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill,” and they hold it to be 
their highest duty ‘to continue our efforts in the 
maintenance and defense of those principles and 
the constitutional rights of every section, and 
every class of citizens, against their opponents of 
every description,” &e. The readiness of these 


the fact to be, that it is taken with the expectation 
of solidifying the political and material interests of 
one section of this country, and arraying men of all 
parties in that section against the other section, and 
is done with the view of meeting their natural antago~ 


| nists—the Republican party—in order that THEY may 


If this is 


ranks, We intend to be ready for the conflict!) been a theme for commentary by others, should ii abetting of the effort of the Republican section 


of this: House:(which: claims to”-be:a. majority 


upon a purely-sectional issue, and which se 
gontel onithat basis) to have such an organiza- 
tion.as will necessarily transfer'the contest to the 

è arena ata time, and-in-a manner fatal.to 
rican libertyyand:to the Union 


diffe i } 

men throughout the length. and. breadth. ofthis 
land to: regard well the-position. we do occupy, 
and which we proclaim to" be the national—the 
American position. .Wedo not apply asia test of 
political soundness the advocacy or rejection of 
the Kansas-Nebraska. bill.’ We do not ask a 
tian whether:he:is for or against the principles of 
that: bill... We ask-of every. man that he will con- 
sider that contest as closed, and his pledge to re- 
sist- the renewal-of the sectional: strife to which it 
has'given rise; that: he will resist the introduc- 
tion into Congress of questions which ‘affect the 
different systems of labor: under which we live; 
and that we shall have no renewal of sectional 
controversies here, unless. compelled by the: pro- 
gress of events to decide upon such: questions in 
the-legislative branch of this Government. 

There is no necessity for us to arm ourselves 
against each other. before the occasion arises to 
demand.it . When the crisis comes we will meet 
jt as becomes citizens and legislators. That is 
our position. 

I may be told that the Kansas election will 
bring the. controversy here again. Ido notknow 
that this will be so; but I pledge myself, in the 
presence of heayen and before my country, that I 
am as disinterested upon that question as any 
juror that ever took his seatina jury box, andas 
determined to investigate the facts, and upon the 
convictions of my own judgment to pronounce 
according to the right. Y shall know no section- 
alism in regard to that case. [Applauso.] 

“The principles of the Kansas bill? When 

ntlemen talk about “the principles of the 

Kansas. bill,” I should like to know what. they 
mean by that phrase. I was about applying 
to-day to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, when 
he was dilating upon those principles, to know 
whether he understands the principles of the 
Kansas bil} to authorize ‘ squatter sovereignty,” 

or what is known as squatter sovereignty) in 
the Territories. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. If I understand 
the question of the honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky——— . 

Mr. MARSHALL, (interposing.) In order 
that I may be distinctly understood, permit me 
to put my question. in another way. I want to 
know of the gentleman whether he understands 
the ‘principle: of the Kansas-Nebraska bill to 
authorize the passage of laws to prohibit the 
institution of slavery, by the first settlers of the 
Territory who convene under the territorial gov- 
ernment? That is a plain question. 

a Mr. JONES. I had occasion during the last 
Congress to examine that bill with great care 
before I voted for it, and I understood’ that by 
that act all the power that this Government pos- 
sesses over the subject-matter under the Consti- 
tution of the United States was conveyed to the 
people of the Territory; all the power that we 

ave to give is given to them under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; and that is all the 
power we have to give. After that, when they 
come to frame a constitution for themselves, then, 
by express provision of that act, they have power 
to determine whether they will have a provision 
for slavery in their conatitution or not, and they 
suali be entitled to admission into this Union 
with or without slavery, as they in the formation 
of that constitution shall determine. 

Mr. MARSHALL. It will be perceived at 
once, by the gentleman’s own section of the 
House, that he has slided the question. 

Mr. JONES. That is the gentleman’s con- 
struction. 

Mr. MARSHALL. That is my construction 
of. the gentleman’s answer. I want to know of 
the gentleman whether, when he asserts that he 
sustains the principle of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, and goes before the country with that decla- 
ration, he understands that Congress has conferred 
upon the inhabitants of the Territory the right to 
exclude slavery pending the territorial government? 
Thatis my question. 


Mr. JONES. Now A 
gentleman pront z correctly.. 

~ MT MARSHALL, © F have-n ; 
«Mr. JONES. : lunderstood the honorable‘gen- 
tlemat-to-propeand a question: to me, which. 1 
rose to answer in‘behalf of the Democratic party, 
to. the: construction” of that’ resolution, and -1 
ri nim -precisely as I- supposed’ I- was 
authorized: to do. I now- understand my friend 


from: Kentucky propounds a question. as to my 
indi efef. That is an’ entirely different 
question, añ ul answer it. But F will first 
ask hi o see 


ma Question. o o 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, that is a-kind of 
sectionalism 1 don’t understand. [Laughter.]- 
` Mr. JONES. IT am ‘not at-all surprised that 
the gentleman and’ myself do-not.agree in any- 
thing. But as the question. is necessary to: my 
j answer, I ask him whéther this Congress, under 
the Constitution of the’ United States, has. the 
power of. conferring upon a Territory, prior ‘to 
its formation of a State constitution, the power 
of establishing or prohibiting slavery? 

Mr. MARSHALL: T am perfectly willing 
that the country should see the manner in which 
the homogeneousness of the Democratic party is 
exhibited, by the display the gentleman has 
made. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. I ‘hope the gentleman will con- 
sider it a fair question, and not dodge it. The 
gentleman asked my individual belief. I simply 
ask him now, has this Government the power, 
under the Constitution of the United States, to 
clothe the citizens of a Territory, prior to the 
formation of a State constitution, with power to 
legislate upon slavery or not? 

r. MARSHALL. {f say, no. 

Mr. JONES, Very well, if the gentleman 
says no, I reply, if this Government has not the 
power, they never have conferred it; because they 
cannot confer what they have not got. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the gentle- 
man bases his position, then, upon a concurrence 
with myself upon a question of constitutional 
law. He asks my opinion as toa point of con- 
stitutional law, and frames his answer, hypothet- 
ically, upon that opinion: if they have not the 
power, they have not bestowed it. The Demo- 
cratic members of this House stand “ upon the 
principle of the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and I 
venture to assert that there is not a southern 
Democrat upon this floor—unless exception be 
made of one or two cases from Alabama, Ten- 
nessee, and Virginia—who will go before his 
constituency and proclaim the doctrine of squat- 
ter sovercignty; and all the northern Democrats 
justify their advocacy of those “principles” 
upon the plea that squatter sovereignty is secured 
by the bill. . 

I was not here when that bill was passed, and 
I would like to know of gentemen upon the 
other side of the House, when they say they 
maintain the principles of the bill, whether the 
intend to uphold it as a model bill for the organi- 
i zation of other Territories of the Union? because, 
if they do, they are right in declaring themselves 
opposed to Americanism; for one of “ the prin- 
ciples” of that bill gives to a man, who has not 
become acitizen of the United States, the privilege 
of exercising the right of suffrage, and of holding 
office in the Territories. Against that privilege 
of alien suffrage I enter my solemn protest, and 
can never act with a party which proclaims that 
as one of its fundamental principles in this coun- 
try. As they intend to take that cargo on board 
their vessel in the coming presidential contest, I 
am glad to know it by their declaration now-—at 
the time of starting. Itis at war with all my 
ideas of that civil liberty which was achieved by 
the Revolution, and is secured by the Constitu- 
tion. That principle was put into the bill, in my 
! opinion, for the purpose of stimulating emigra- 
| tion, and causing a hot-bed growth of the north- 
| western portion of this Confederacy; but as the 
| Democratic section of this House embrace it 
| among the other * principles of the Kansas bill,” 
l} 
H 
i 
! 


I take a broad issue before the country upon it. 
| Gentlemen upon this side of the House [turn- 
| ing to the Republicans] cannot expect me, with 
| my principles, to act with them. Ido not recog- 
; nize any man as belonging to the American party 
| who does not stand flat-footed upon the Philadel- 

phia platform. Idisclaim the idea that the gen- 
i theman. from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] who- 


member of 
gues may: 


The’ Philadelphia. platform in its twelfth section 
did: nó more; and-does‘no more, than assume the 
position taken. hére to-day by-me- and-thé gen- 
tlemen who have voted with me through these 
several days, viz: resistance to sectional agita- 
tion, and ‘a heartfelt -desire “to. see this Govern- 
ment placed upon a.'‘line of action which shall 
secure the rights of all sections; which shall. pre- 
serve the harmony,and integrity. of the Govern- 
ment in its workings upon. the interests of ¢ach 
and every section; ‘and: which. shall. divert the 
attention of the American people from these mis- 
erable “isms” which:make them all unhappy b 

disturbing the harmony of Government. in all 
sections. Sir, I wish to see the people upon 
some line of progress in which their nationality 
may be asserted, and this Government may be 
made to redound to the benefit of every section 
of our noble Confederacy. nies mee, 

Mi JONES. The gentleman took the liberty. 
of asking me a question, and I hope he will allow 
me the same favor at this point. I: understood 
him to-say he recognized the twelfth section of 
the Philadelphia platform. I wish to ask him if 
he recognizes that section which proscribes men 
from the tights of American citizens, as I under- 
stand them, on account of their religion and the 

lace of their birth? © o os : : 

Mr. MARSHALL. . Ishall haveno difficulty 
at all in answering the gentleman that question. I 
am in favor of the largest freedom in religion and 
liberty of conscience. As I claim the right of 
private judgment in matters of religious belief for 
myself, I respect it in others. I am notin favor, 
and I never have been in favor, and I deny that 
the American party has, in its platform, orin any 
manner, declared an intent to legislate or act so 
as to proscribe a man on account of his religion. 

Mr. JONES. I wouldask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if the Louisiana delegation were not 
refused their seats in the Philadelphia convention 
upon that very ground? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman is as con- 
versant with that matter as Tam. But I can tell 
the gentleman this, that whenever the American 
party see a man in this country. who looks abroad 
for his allegiance, whether it be found at Rome 
or elsewhere, they do not believe he can be trusted 
asa depositary of political power in this country. 

It is useless for us to discuss the catechism of 
the American party, since that gentleman and I 
are as wide as the poles asunder. All I intend 
doing now is, to make an explanation of the rea- 
sons why the organization of this House does 
not proceed.: The gentlemen on the other side 
of the House have followed with their programme 
—a congressional manifesto indicating the ground 
on which they place the Democratic party for the 
future—and in that programme T find my senti- 
ments denounced. I find myself proscribed, ag 
an enemy to civil and religious liberty. I. find 
them making proclamations of adherence to prin- 
ciples which I know, sir, are not understood the 
same way by their own party, North and South. 

Mr. JONES. Will my friend from Kentucky 
allow me to ask him another question? : 

Mr. MARSHALL. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Lassure the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that I would not interrupt him, nor ask 
any question whatever, only I find that his re- 
marks are based upon the construction of the 
phraseology of a resolution which I had the honor 
to present in the Democratic caucus. 

Vill my friend allow me to ask hima question? 
He has announced here publicly before the coun- 
try that he is a member of the American party, 
and he objects to that resolution because he says 
when we declare to the country that we are 
against any party which proscribes civil and re- 
ligious liberty, that means him and his party. 
Now, I assure my friend, I have never said that 
he was against civil liberty or religious liberty; 
but, if my friend puts himself ina party which 
that general sentiment designates, then it does 
hit my friend, an’ we so intended. [Cries of 
“ Good!” “A hard hit.’’] ; 

Now, if the gendeman from Kentucky will 
allow me, L.will ask him this question: If, when 
he entered into’ that American organization, his 
experience there verified the coxrectness of my 
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the basis of the movement is to swear hostility to 
the Catholic religion, and to men who were born 
abroad, so far as regards their social and political 
rights in the country? I merely ask my friend 
whether that is not one of the obligations ? 

A Memerr, (correcting Mr. Jones.) Not to 
vote for Catholics or foreigners. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, I stand corrected. I wish 
to put the question in ashape that my friend from 
Kentucky will understand me. I ask whether it 
was not made a test with*him that, before he could 


become a member of the so-called American | 
arty or Know Nothing party, he had to give a | 


Peize, or oath, or affirmation, or something, that 
fe would never vote fora man for any public 
ofice whose religion is Roman Catholic, or who 
was born abroad. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk, the fairness 
of the gentleman’s interrogation may well be 
doubted; and his courtesy to me is certainly ex- 
hibited by the course of catechism to which he 
has subjected me; and the only reply I can give 
to his remarks is this: If the gentleman sup- 
posed that in entering into a Know Nothing 
council or into the American order I had secretly 
given any such test, then the gentleman’s want of 
courtesy would be exhibited in atiempting to 
catechise me before a public tribunal as toa point 
on which he supposed Iwas bound to secresy. 

Mr. JONES. ‘I did not say seerct. I did not 
mean that, 

Mr. MARSHALL. Very well; but, sir, I 
have already expressed to the gentleman, and I 
have already expressed to the country, that I was 
in favor of—and that there was nothing in the 
American order to prevent—the largest liberty of 
conscience and religion. Iwill now say, sir, that 


I would spill my blood, if it were necessary, to || 
rotect the Catholic in his right of conscience and į 


his right of worship, just as quickly as I would 
to protect the Protestant in the same right; and 
so, I believe, would the whole American party. 

But I have already stated, and in answer to the 
gentleman’s question, I now repeat, that if you 
will exhibit to me a Catholic who believes that 
he owes a political allegiance—conccaled, if you 
choose, under the term of ecclesiastical rule or 
other rule—to a spiritual master beyond the seas 
higher than the duty he owes to the Constitu- 
tion, I neither vote for that man, nor support 
him, nor entertain him for any political station. 
[General applause in the Hall and gallerics.] 

Mr. JONES. Willmy fricnd from Kentucky 
allow me to say that I concur with him in that 
sentiment ? 


* Mr. MARSHALL. I have no doubt at all, |! 
Mr. Clerk, that if I had an opportunity to put $i 


the gentleman [Mr. Jones] through a course of 
instruction, I could initiate him before night. 
{Laughter. | 

But he says that my objection here arises from 
a misconstruction of that resolution. Not so, sir. 
As I said before, I do not complain of the broad- 


ness of the declaration, because it is only what , 


the American party had a right to expect. I do 
not complain of the friends of this Administra- 
tion in making that declaration, because, although 
it may be unreasonable, and although it may 
have been offered in the wrong arena, still they 
were pledged to it by the executive Administra- 
tion, and they might as well adhere to it by their 
legislative declaration. It is a congressional man- 
ifesto for the campaign; it is the first gun in the 
battle of 1856. The gentlemen have exhibited 
the smartness of political tacticians in choosing 
their own ground; and it will be the folly of the 
American party, no matter from what quarter 
that party comes, if they do not teach those gen- 
tlemen the lesson that, while ina majority here, the 


Americans will make the issues, and the cam- , 


paign will be conducted on such issues as that 


majority chooses to present, not such as they | 


choose to assume. 

I cannot act here with any party, and Iwill not 
act with any party in the country which drives to 
sectionalism, and promises by its principles of 


4 


* 


general information, that one of the very tests and 


} 


action to involve my country in a dispute which, 
n my opinion, is unnecessary. Why, sir, re- 
gard the declarations of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Guopines,] who has entertained us here for 
| two hours. I do not know that I hold any one 
sentiment in common with that gentleman. I 
should never dream of putting mysclf under his 
guidance in the determination of what should be 
for the good of my country. But, sir, the Amer- 
ican people cannot fail to perceive, if they will 
dwell on the tendencies of his remarks, that he 
comes down, like Attila, from the North, pro- 
claiming to the South thathcis booted and spurred 
to overrun the South. He makes a declaration 
on behalf of that great Republican army, as to 
| what laws he will give and what he will tolerate. 
| I tell the venerable gentleman, that the people of 
the South are not in the habit of receiving dicta- 
tion from any quarter, much less what comes 
with sectionalism in its mouth, and with a declara- 
tion of hostility to institutions which have cx- 
isted in that section of the country since before 
the date of the Constitution. 

| On the other hand, I warn gentlemen of the 
South not to make political issues with the North 
under the guidance of those who have fixed the 
platform of the Democratic party, and whoexpect 
to spur the spirit of the South to a sectional war. 

Į invoke the country to come up to our na- 
tional position, which eschews these questions, 
which declares, in reference to them, ‘sufficient 
unto the day is the evil thercof.”?” When ques- 
tions arise, we will meet them with the spirit, 
judgment, and candor of statesmen; and we will 
| decide them according to constitutional law, under 


|| a sense of constitutional obligations, and in full 


view of our duty to the Union. Holding this posi- 
| tion, I am not over anxious to see the Fouse or- 
ganize under the call of present parties. IT thank 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Ssaru,] who 


February, 
! summer, it will have to remain unorganized be- 
| fore I abate one jot or tittle from my position. 
j And let those take the responsibility who fixed 
| these results upon us. [Applause.] 
| Mr. McMULLIN. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also sought the 
floor. 
[Loud cries of ‘‘Camppeny!”’ ‘CAMPBELL? 
« Withdraw the motion!” &c.] 
Mr. McMULLIN. If I withdraw the motion, 
will the gentleman renew it? 
Ar. CAMPBELL. I wish to make an inquiry 
the House, and then I will decide. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Very well; I will witb- 
draw the motion. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I do nat propose now to 
speak upon those exciting topics which have 
occupied the House to-day. That would bein 
opposition to the position I have assumed from 
the beginning, and in conflict with the duties 
which I owe to my constituents. I understood 
this morning that a proposition was made to 
adopt what is called the plurality rule. If that 
is before the body, I propose to speak dircetly to 
it, and incidentally to refer to some of the ques- 


of 


| tions that have been discussed here to-day; and 


| particularly to the proposition just now asserted 
| by the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, 


[Mr. Humpurey Marswarz,] that he recognized 
no man as an American who did not take the 
twelfth section of the platform, I wish to inguire 
if the resolution of the gentleman from Towa [Mr, 
Tuortweron] is before the body? 

The CLERK. . It is not. Tt was withdrawn 
this morning, ow the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, if the gentle- 
man proposes to offer it, I propose that he offer 
it now. 

Mr. THORINGTON. T will renew the reso- 

lution offered by me this morning. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. If it is the wish of the 
i House, I will, in accordance with my promise 
| to the gentleman from Virginia, move that the 
| House do now adjourn. 
; The question was put, and the motion agreed to. 
| And thereupon (at a quarter past four o’clock) 
i the House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
| o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpyerspay, December 19, 1855. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
| PETITIONS. 
Mr. WADE presented additional testimony 
| in support of the application of Jobn Brown, for 
ian increase of pension; which, with the papers 
‘already on file in the same case, was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of James 
Harrington, alaborer on the Smithsonian grounds, 
praying to be allowed the same extra compensa- 
tion as was allowed to the laborers on the other 
public grounds by resolution of the Senate of 
| March 3, 1855; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 
| Mr. YULUWE presented the memorial of John 
| Dick, praying that a patent may be issued to him 
| for land scttled by him under a permit granted 
| by the register of the land office at St. Augustine, 
| Plorida; which was referred to the Committee 
! on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Captain 
John B. Moutgomery, of the United States Navy, 
| praying to be released from his liability for an 
| unpaid balance of public money intrusted to him 
for reermiting purposes, and lost by the failure 
of the bank in which it was deposited, which 
| was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
FRENCH SPOLJATIONS. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I present memorials of the 
i heirs of Adam Prager; of John Short, adminis- 
trator of John Short, deceased; of J. Frederick 


trustee of William Hodgson, deceased; of Rob- 
ert Oldden, heir, and for the co-heirs of John 
Oldden, deceased; and of Laura W. Gibbs, exec- 
utrix of George Gibbs, deceased. 

Ail these memorials pray for indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 
1800. Ishall not at this time move any reference 
of these memorials, but shall sufer them to lie 
on the table for the present. I wish, however, 
to avail myself of this opportunity of making a 
single remark. These claimants desire that their 
claims should not be considered as having been 
abandoned. They mean to present and keep be- 
fore the public the claims which they have been 
prosecuting for fifty years. The particular rè- 
mark which I desired to make now was this: the 


i 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
i 
| 
i 


veto message of the President at the Tast session, 
which came in sg late that we had no opportunity 
of discussing it, was one which Iwas exceed- 
ingly anxious to discuss, and in reference to 
which I wish to say now that the single idea, 
upon which the whole message is predicated is 
an error—an error of fact. "The message prot 
ceeds upon the ground that the claims which 


lesquestion 
af i Me. ue dh 
the treaty of, 


there ought. 
hand, it-be n 


the: payments made. under the 
I forbear to go on: ‘the ‘digcussi 
I rose, only.to make. this remark; byt at some 
future ‘day I'shall'call up these petitions 
‘purpose of constd ang è subject more fully. . 
“The PRESIDENT, "The ‘petitions ‘will lie 
upon. the table. Tat E 
WITHDRAWAL. OF. PAPERS, 
On motion hy Mr. CASS, it was. 
Ordered, That Reuben Wood have leave ‘to withdraw his 
petition and. papers. | i : 
On. motion by, Mr. SUMNER, it was 
Ordered, That Richard 8, Coxe. have leave to withdraw 
his: petition and papers, for the purpose of presentation to 
‘the Court-of Claims. i 
“On motion by Mr. STUART, it was _ 
i - Oydered, "Phat John Spencer have leave to withdraw his 
(memorial and. papers from the: files of the Senate, in order 
to present them to the Courtof Claims, 
“Om motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 
«> Ordered, Chat the papers of John: Tucker be withdrawn 
from: the files. of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs... ee ag 
: i ‘PENSION LAWS. 
2 On motion by. Mr. FOOT, it was 
Resolved, Thatthe Committec on Pensions be directed to 
doynire into the expediency oftextending-the benefits of the 
‘existing pension laws to the.surviving officers. and soldiers 
“ot the war of 1812, and to the widows and minor ‘children 
-of those who are deceased. 


NOTICE OF A’ BILL. 

‘Mr. BUTLER gave notive of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill in relation to punish- 
ment in the penitentiaries. 

l » ERRONEOUS REFERENCE. , 

_. My, EVANS. Mr., President, some days.ago 
a. petition. of “Wilham Anderson, praying for re- 
muneration for, losses sustained in consequence 
_of the death of his brother of disease contracted in 
the military service during the last war with Great 
Britain, was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. That committee do not consider 
this as'a case coming within’ their province, and 
they have therefore directed me to report it back 
to.the Senate, and ask to be discharged from its 
consideration, and that it be referred to the proper 
commitice. It should go properly either to the 
Committee on Claims or the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, {do not know which. 


The PRESIDENT. The Committee on Rev- | 


olutionary Claims will -be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 
The petition was‘referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. À 
NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. | 
‘Mr. ‘BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
Peter ‘Wager, jr., late a master in the United 
States Navy, remonstrating against the action of 
the Naval Board, appointed under the act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1855; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee:on Naval ‘Affairs. i aoe 
Mr. CRITTENDEN... Mr. President, rise to 
present the ‘memorial of Uriah P. Levy, late 
captain. in the Navy of the United States, com- 
plaining of the illegal action, in his case, of the 
Jate board of naval officers, whereby he has-been 
stricken from the rolls, and praying Congress to 
pss a law annulling, aş to him, the report and 
nding of the board, and yéstoring him to his 


former place in the Navy; praying also the Sen- | 
ate, in the mean time, to suspend action on the | 


nomination, if any should be made, of any person 
to‘fill' the‘place he held. Imove that it be referred 


iscussion;: 


s for the: 


passed 


public’ service ‘or placéd on the reserved list. 


‘Up iwith: 


reat.ability. ‘The ter 
act. of OASTESS - are: 


atthe Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
je Senate with a copy of the proceedings of the 
navy. officers; dppointed ‘under the act of Congress 
n thé: 28th’ day of February, 1855; entitled “An 
‘Bet to--promote-the- efficiency: of the: Navy,” embracing 
Such charges as. have. been. preferred against the several 
offiters. of the’ Navy who- have peen.ai ised. from the 


If there be'no objections T should like to have 
this resolution considered now. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I would suggest to my 


friend from Tennessse, .as the ‘chairman of the’ 


Committee on, Naval Affairs, (Mr, MALLORY] is 
‘absent, the propriety of suffering this resolution 
to lie over until to-morrow or the next day, as 
“he is expected here from day to day. se 
_ “Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the Senator 
objects to the resolution, it must lie over as a 
matter of course. ; : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. ‘The chairman of the. Com- 
‘mittee on Naval Affairs reported the bill under 
which this board held its sessions, and I think it 
is due to him that all steps talcen in the Senate in 
‘reference to it should be in his presence. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no dispo- 
sition to press the resolution now, but I desire to 
have this information at the proper time. I am 
willing that it shall lie over for the present. 

Mr. CLAYTON, It appears to me that the 
examination to which this resolution. must lead, 
as wellas that to which the memorial presentéd 
by my friend from Kentucky must lead, ought 
‘to be conducted in the executive sessions of the 
‘Senate. Honorable gentlemen who will reflect 
for a. moment how deeply this investigation must 
concern thos¢ who have been the subjects of the 
report of the Naval Board, will sce the. peculiar 
propriety of having the whole matter first con- 
sidered in executive session., I do not venture 
to make any remark which can by possibility 
hurt the feclings of any officer ‘who has. been 
under the consideration of this board, and I feel 
confident that the Senate, if they should sustain 
the action of the board, will desire to do it in such 
a way as will be least offensive to those who have 
been ‘dropped from the naval list. I can very 
well understand, that ifall the information that is 
in the possession of the Department is to be pre- 
sented here in public session, in pursuance of the 
resolution of my honorable friend from Tennes- 
see, gréat injury will be done to many persons 
whose conduct has been the subject of considera- 
tion in this board. I say no more than merely to 
throw out this idea. _ f ; i 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Président, T agree en- 
tirély with what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from Delaware. I have some constituents 
who complain of the conduct of this board, and 
T have reserved what I intended to say upon that 
subject for the deliberation of the Senate in ex- 
ecutive session; because, in that relation to the 
President, we are his advisers, and I should de- 
plore to’ have this subject assume the shape of a 
maiter of popular discussion. Tam perfectly will- 
ing to-give ita fair consideration, both as it, re- 
gards the board that has pronounced upon these 
gentlemen, retiring or furloughing them, and. as 
regards the ‘justice of the sentence of those who 
have been dismissed. But I do think—I give it 
as my suggestion merely—that all these questions 
should be reserved for executive session. Ihave 
committed to me now the cases of three gentle- 
men ‘from South Carolina, and I shall reserve 
them. for executive session, believing that to be 
the true course. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
should certainly be inclined very much to defer 
to the opinions of my friends, the Senator from 
Delaware and the Senator from South Carolina, 
but I am unable to arrive at the conclusion which 
they have announced. I do not propose, how- 


ever, to debate this question. I think it is notin 
order to do so. It is not before the Senate. The 


eful perusal 


f course, under 
én made: to its con- 


n 


I 


as they may. thin 


expedient, in regard to the 
redress which may seem to be due to the late 
officers of the Navy who conceive they have been 
injured; and, if that course requires public dis- 
cussion, I think there is nothing in the nature of 
the proceedings, or of the: subject, which ought 


to prevent it. But if the nature of the redress be 
not of that character, or if the Senate:shall be of 
opinion, in Executive session, after consultation, 
that there is no redress required on the part of 
anybody, then it will be perceived there will be 
no necessity for. public discussion; but if there 
should he, I can see no other means of arriving 
at it than by. open discussion in the Senate as 
well'as in the House. . If, however, we can pre- 
vent thal, I shall be very happy. indeed. At all 
events, I think it is rather premature to, be: dis- 
cussing or considering these subjects at all, until 
we hear the views of the Executive as to the man- 
ner in which the Jaw.of the last session has been 
‘executed, or was sought to be executed. . 

‘Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have been ` 
very forcibly impressed ‘with the view that. has 
been taken of this question by the honorable 
| Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Berr, ] in the con- 

sideration that I have been required to give to the 
pcre! subject of the action of this, board; and 
have so suggested to various. officers who feel 
that they have been aggrieved by the action of 
the board. We donot know—I am sure I do not 
know—what. may be contained in the annual 
| message of the President or the report of the 
| Secretary of the Navy in reference to the results 
| of the deliberations of the board, and of the exec- 
utive action pursuant upon it, upon the general 
welfare and condition of the Navy, or in refer- 
ence to any. wrong which it may be’ conceived 
has -béen done to any officer of the Navy. But 
i I am disposed to think that, if the subject shall 
i be taken up for the deliberation of the Senate, it 
will be ‘found to embrace a very large scope of 
inquiry—wwhethes in executive or in open session, 
Iam not prepared. to‘say; and I submit to the 
honorable Senator who has offered the resolution 
(which I understand he proposes to do) to allow 
it to lie over until we have the annual communi- 
eation containing the views of the Executive, if 
there be any submitted, before any action istaken 


on the subject... PEN ee raa : 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, “Why, Mr: Pres- 


| ident, I believe that is the fact now. “The resolu- 


+ 
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‘tion is not before the Senate. It lies over under 
the rule, and I announced to the Serate that I 
should not call it upinhot haste. Iam perfectly 
willing to wait any reasonable time. I think it 
is very indefinite, however, to wait for the Pres- 
ident’s message, for we may never get that. The 
‘resolution lies over under. the rule. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
-and, after some time spent therein, the doors wgre 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wepnespay, December 19, 1855. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

‘Lhe business first in order was the considera- 
‘tion of the following resolution, upon which Mr. 
‘CAMPBELL, of Ohio, was entitled to the floor: 

Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
‘the eleétion of a Speaker viva voce, and if, after the roll 
“shail have been. called three times, no member shall have 
reccived a majority of the whole number of votes, the roll 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then re- 
‘geive the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority 
‘of a quorum, shall be declared to be chosen Speaker. | 

‘Mr. THORINGTON. I believe it is under- 
stood that, when an adjournment takes place, the 
“matter under consideration passes from before the 
House; in other words it falls; and, in order to 
be continued before the House, requires to be 
‘offered again. The wish has been expressed that, 


‘inasmuch as no vote was taken yesterday, a vote 
should be taken this morning before any discus- 

‘sion takes place. According, therefore, to what 

seems to be a general desire, I shall not again | 
resent my resolution; or, if itis still before the 
Touse, I withdraw it, with the understanding 

that I shall, at some future time, perhaps in the 
ov of the day, renewit. [Cries of * Call the 
roll! 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will merely remark that I 
‘suppose if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camer- 
BELL] desires to speak, he is entitled to the loor— 
‘his right holding over from yesterday. 

-Thé CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio is 
-entitled to the floor; and if he claims it he will 
proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, I did desire 
to speak to the resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and shall perhaps. avail my- | 
self of the opportunity to speak to it if it shall 
‘be introduced in future. But I have no such 
‘ardent desire to talk to the House in its present 
condition, as to require the floor in virtue of my 
right holding over from a former day. 

There are some circumstances connected with | 
‘the discussion of yesterday which might create a 
disposition on my part to say something in reply to 
suggestions which were made, and particularly the 
“proposition of the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Marsmatz] to read out of the Amer- | 
ican organization every member of this House | 
who is not willing to come here with a padlock 
upon his tongue in reference to a subject of deep 
and lasting interest to the people of the country. 
“IT come here anadvocate of full and free discussion, 
in reference to every great proposition which shall į 
be made in this House. But this discussion I re- 
-gard now as premature. When the time arrives 
to discuss this question, I am wijling to meet that 
gentleman, agreeing with him as I do in all the 
material points of Americanism on the one hand, 
and in opposition to the unbroken phalanx of the į 
Administration tipon the Nebraska bill, on the 
other, in a hand to hand struggle upon this or j 
any other question; but for the present I desire 
to throw no obstacles in the way of the organi- 
zation of the House; and the resolution of the 
gentleman from Iowa having, as I understand, 
been withdrawn, Vhope the Clerk will proceed | 
to call the roll. “{Cries of “ Call the roll !?7] | 

The CLERK then called the name of Mr. | 
‘Armen, and received a response. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I desire to make a personal | 
explanation. 

The CLERK. “The Clerk thinks it is too late, ; 
the call of the roll having commenced. | 

The'call was then gone through with. Be- 


fore the result was announced— : | 
Mr. McMULLIN said: Mr. Clerk, before Ii 


give my vote, I desire to know whether or -not it 
is competent, at this stage of the proceedings, 
for me to move a.call of the House? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not. 

Mr. McMULLIN. When the House ad- 
journed last evening I believe it was generally 
understood that we were to be- entertained this 
morning by a speech from the honorable gentle- 
man-from Ohio, [Mr. Campseiu,] and there are, 
in consequence, ‘some gentlemen absent from the 
House. Ido not know that an election can be 
effected on this vote, but. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that no elec- 
tien can be effected on this vote. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Then I will not press the 
matter further. 

The Clerk then announced the following as the 
result of the sixty-fifth vote for Speaker: Whole 
number of votes cast, 219; necessary to a choice, 
110; of which— i 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.. ssessssese 


William A. Richardson... ..; . 73 
Henry. M., Fuller...... oe 38 
Benjamin F, Leiter . ieee, 2 
John Williams.... woe oD 
James L. Orr... Pas i 
Joshua H. Jewett... ee 1 
Nathaniel G. Foster... auedeetesvsesconessess Li 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 
For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Barbour, Ben- 


son, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- | 


fington, Burlingame, James F. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson,Colfax, Comins,Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson,Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Magler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hollo- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Mace, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, 
Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 


Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel į 


Washburn Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 
For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 


Barksdale, Bell; Henry S. Bennett, Rocock, Boyce, Branch, | 


Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 


Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, | 


Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Joftes, J. 
Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Milter, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Powell, 
Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel.A. Smith, William Smith, Stepitens, Stewart, Tal- 


‘bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 


John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, © 
lite, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Edie, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, } 
rison, Haven, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 


shail, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Pur- | 


year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Leiter—Messrs, Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Jewett—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Foster—Mr. Uenry M. Fuller. 


Mr. BARCLAY. Mr. Clerk, I desire tomakc | 


a personal explanation. My colleague from the 
Schuylkill district [Mr. CAMPBELL] thought 
proper in the morning debate which we had here 
on yesterday to refer to my position; and there- 
fore it is that I desire to be heard in a word or 
two of explanation. In the first place, Jet me say 
to that gentleman, that for my action in this body 
Lam not responsible to him, nor to this House. 
That matter is entirely between my constituents 
and myself; and if any defense be necessary for 
any vote which I have, or may hereafter, cast, 
that defense shail be made to them, and to them 
alone. 

I understand that the gentleman from the 
Schuylkill district on yesterday placed me upon 
the Free-Soil platform; am Iright in my informa- 
tion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I did 
not desire to place the gentleman there. I stated 
that the gentleman, according to my understand- 
ing of the campaign, was elected as an Anti- 
Nebraska Democrat. I would ask my colleague 
whether I am correct in that understanding ? 

Mr. BARCLAY. 


ina moment. I now wish to have a categorical 


answer from my colleague in reply to the quess'‘; was an infraction of the plighted faith 


Iwill answer that question į 


‘plause 


tion whether or not he stated, on yesterday, in 
this Hall, that I was a Free-Soiler? I-want’to 
know, also, if he did so express himself, whether 
he now retracts it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I-do not charge that the 
entleman is a Free-Soiler. I stated on yester. 
ay I understood that he was elected as an Anti- 

Nebraska Democrat; and that the Democracy of 
Pennsylvania had gone into the arms of Free- 
Soilism. Ido not charge that the gentleman isa 
Free-Soiler. Hécanstate whetherhe-wasan Anti- 
Nebraska‘man, or not. Ifhe wasnot, I have'not 
‘a word to say. If I am wrong in my under- 
standing of his position, he can put me right. 

Mr. BARCLAY. `I desire to know whether I 
am to understand ‘by the gcntleman’s remarks 
that he did charge me as a Free-Soiler? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know that ‘the 
gentleman was elected as a Free-Soiler. Ihave 
made no suchimputation. I stated that I under- 
stood that the gentleman was clected as an Anti- 
Nebraska Democrat. I do not charge the gentle- 
man with free-soilism. I do not want the gentle- 
man to understand that I do-so charge him. 

Mr. BARCLAY. Iso understood the gentle- 
man yesterday. However, if he is willing to 
withdraw the expression, and deny any intention 
of the kind, then I am satisfied. If not, then I 
desire to explain to this House my precise posi- 
tion on this question; and also the views of the 
majority of my constituents. [Cries of ‘Go 
on!” «Hear him!”’] We have never had the 
slightest sympathy with the Free-Soil political 
heresy. And although some gentlemen in our 
State have long and furiously rode that hobby, 
yet the Democracy in my district have uniformly 
regarded it as the exact and complete similitude 
of the celebrated horse of the immortal Cervantes 
—Rosinante—as a long, lean, lank, miserable 
jackass ofa horse. [Laughter.] That was my . 
feeling, and it was the feeling of the great ma- 
jority of the people of the district which I have 
the honor to represent upon this floor. 

As to my Anti-Nebraska sentiments, I will say 
this: When the question came up in this Hall, I 
was opposed to it. I was opposed to the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise. I was opposed to 
the agitation of the question of slavery, but, I 
presume, on very different ground from that now 
ope by the gentlemen who style themselves 
the Anti-Nebraska men. I opposed it because I 
believed that it was a mere abstraction. I be- 
lieved that this House had no control whatever 
over the subject of slavery. I believed that the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise was unneces- 
gary, inexpedient, and uncalled for. I had no 
idea of giving the gentlemen who opposed the 
Democracy of Pennsylvania and the Union of 
these States any pretext, not even the slightest, 
for the renewal of the slavery agitation. I had 
no idea of furnishing, or assisting to furnish, 
them with balls for their empty guns, even though 
those balls might. be paper ones. [declared such 
sentiments upon the stump in my district. I went 
before the people on the distinctive ground that 
if a bill to restore the Missouri compromise were 
to be introduced into this House, I should, from 
first to last, cast my vote against it. And I here 
say now, that when such a bill is introduced, I 
shall be found, with the solid column of the 
Democracy, casting my vote against it, [Ap- 

4 This is my position on that subject. 
Mr. Clerk, I also understand that my colleague 
from the Schuylkill district (Mr. CAMPBELL] 
stated on yesterday that in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania there was a marked difference between the 
principles professed by those who style them- 
selves Americans, and those of the Republican 
or Free-Soil party. He is reported in the Globo 
as follows: 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. I distinctly stated that the American 
party of Pennsylvania made no issue whatever on the ques- 
tion of slavery, or of the Kansas-Neb: abil. The Amer- 
ican party of Pennsylvania made no issue on that subject. 
It was an open question as far as that party was con- 
coemed.?? 

I will now read from the proceedings of the 
Know Nothing Pennsylvania State Council, held 
in Reading, on Tuesday, the 34 of July.. My 
colleague from Somerset { Mr. Epis] was elected 
president for the ensuing year. Among the res- 
olutions adopted, by the ‘convention, I find the 
folowing: ; F 

“ Resolved, Phat the repea) of the eae Pig atk 
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ps i: 
that it should be restored; and if efforts to that end should 
fail, Congress should -réfuse ‘to. admit any State tolerating | 
slavery, which shall be formed out of..any-poition:of the 
territory from which. that institution was. excluded by the 
compromise.” ; n om ; : 

Mr. BROOM... If my colleague will allow, I 
will: explain’ what was the resolution of only. a. 

ortion. of the council: to which the gentleman | 
refers... The: remaining portion repudiated their 
action, and adopted résolutions to that effect. 

“Mr. BARCLAY. .Ttwas the resolutionadopted 
by a. regular. meeting of the council held at Read- 
ing.: Tt is- somewhat. singular-that they should | 
select the stronghold of the indomitable Democ- | 
racy for their meeting. . How. many repudiated 
that action?. . I will tell the honorable. gentleman 
from Philadelphia: only ten; ten out of one hun- 
dred and seventy-six!. That resolution was in- 
dorsed by the American party of Pennsylvania. 
And I now desire to know when those gentlemen 
come upon this floor, and cast their votes for the 
distinguished gentleman from Fenneyiyapie [Mr. 
Furuse] as a candidate for the Speakership, 
whether they mean us to understand that he stands 
on that resolution or not? The honorable gen- 
tleman from Somerset [Mr. Ene] casts his vote 
regularly for his colleague, [Mr. FuLLER,] and he 
was president of the council which adopted that 
very resolution. Yet the gentlemen come here 
and tell us that they are eminently national; that 
theirs is the national party; and that in the Amor- 
ican party of Pennsylvania no sectionalism can 
be found. And the gentleman from the Schuyl- 
kill district [Mr. Campnexy] tells us that he was 
elected as a Whig: a Whig indeed ! 
like to exactly understand the position of my col- 
leagues who, for the first four or five days, voted 
for the distinguished gentleman [Mr. Futter] as 
a candidate for Speaker, notwithstanding the pas- 
sage of that resolution which he indorsed, and 
which I suppose he now indorses. Subsequéntly, 
ine? voted for Mr. Banxs, of Massachusetts. 

o 


w, I should like to know whether there js | 


any difference between the honorable gontleman 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] and the honor- | 


able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FuLLER] 
on this particular question. If I understand the 
position of the former gentleman, he takes no 
stronger ground. on the question than does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. And yet our 


friends from the South, who pretend that we are | 


sectional in. our feelings, and that between us 
therc is an impassable gulf, still cast their votes 
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
LER, ] who, I presume, stands upon this resolu- 
tion, Can they, with any consistency, cast their 
votes for him? [should like to know why they 
cannot cast their votes as well for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] who does not 
go a step further? heir positions being identical, 
and there being perfect unanimity of. sentiment 
between these gentlemen, as 1 understand it, I 
should like to know upon whom the responsi- 
bility rests of the failure to organize this Hoan? 
The responsibility rests upon those gentlemen 
who pretend to be—and I have no doubt of their 
fecling so—eminently national, but who. throw 
their votes away, and refuse to vote for a gentle- 
man who is acknowledged to be perfectly national 
in hiş feelings. 

Mr. Clerk, I have no desire to detain this 
Fouse. Iam anxious for its organization; but 


at the same time I should like to see that organ- | 


ization effected-upon proper principles. [Loud 
eries.of “Call the roll!’?] i 
Mr. WHITNEY obtained the floor. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. TI rise 


to make a personal explanation, and I hope the 
gentleman will yield me the floor for a few min- 
utes, [Cries of * Fear him!’*] 

Mr, WHITNEY yielded the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am represented in the 
Daily Globe as haying said yesterday that the 
American party of Pennsylvania were not afraid 
of the term “ Abolitionist.”’?_ I beg leave to say 
that {did not use that term. I said that the Amer- 
icen party of Pennsylvania were not afraid of the 
term: “Know Nothingism,’’? and I desire to be | 
corrected in that respect. | 

In reply to my colleague, [Mr. Barcray,] 1 | 
will say that I stated yesterday—and I am so | 
reported—that certain Democratic members of | 

- this- House from the State of Pennsylvania were | 


i 


elected openly as Anti-Nebraskamen. I did not : 


I should | 


charge the gentleman with. having been a Frée- 
Soil candidate, or say that he was elected as such 
to this House. ‘What 1 said was, that. certain 
Democratic members were openly elected as Anti- 
Nebraska men; and I now ask my colleague 
whether he was or was not elected to Congress 


-as an Anti-Nebraska candidate? If not, lam not- 


correctly informed; if he was, the gentleman can 


be es om : 
| Mr BARCLAY. I wil say, in reply to the 


question of the honorable gentleman, that I was 
the regularly nominated Democratic candidate in 
my district; that I was nominated by the regular 
convention of that party, according to its usages 
and customs. I was run as a Democrat, and as 
such clected. cnet 

As I have already said, I was opposed to the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, because I 
conceived it to be a mere abstraction, and to be 
uncalled for and unnecessary; but, at the same 
time, after the repeal was, effected, I took the dis- 
tinctive, open ground, on the stump,.and else- 
where in my district, that I should vote against 
any act which had for its object the restoration 
of that compromise, and that I was opposed as 
much to its restoration as I had been to its re- 

eal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This discussion is quite 
useless, Mr. Clerk, and I am not disposed to ask 
further indulgence. of the House to question this 
gentleman or that. 

But, sir, my motives in sustaining Mr. Fur- 
LER, of Pennsylvania, in the first instance, and 
subsequently Mr. Bangs have been brought into 
question by my colleague from Pennsylvania, 
and I have a word or two to add upon that sub- 
ject. I stated yesterday that | was elected to 
this House as an Anti-Nebraska candidate. My 
colleague and I represented that principle in 
voting for the gentleman whom we first pre- 
sented for Speaker—Mr. Henry M. FuLLER, of 
Pennsylvania. We sustained that gentleman as 


long as we supposed or believed that we could į 


effect an organization upon his name. But, 
recognizing in Mr. Banks, an Anti-Nebraska 
candidate for the suffrages of this House, and 
also an American, when he received eighty-six 
votes, we cast our votes for him for the purpose 
of effecting an organization. We have thus been 
consistent throughout. 

I ,desire to say, also, in answer to my col- 
league, that in the congressional election of 
1854, the American party of Pennsylvania did 
not take ground upon the question of the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill. The convention to which the 
gentleman refers was held in the city of Read- 
ing, in July, 1855, subscquently to the congres- 
sional election, and did not, and could not, form 
an clement in the prior election. I am here, sir, 
as an Anti-Nebraska man, and, in that respect, 
represent my constituency; yet I affirm that the 
American campaign of 1854, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, was conducted without any re- 
gard to that question whatever, and I trust that 
my colleague now understands that. I will not 
prolong this unnecessary discussion. [Cries of 
* Call the roll!??] 

Mr. WHITNEY. Mr. Clerk, I desire to say 
a few words to the House before the roil isagain 
called. After two weeks of balloting, and two 
days of debate, we have failed to give to this 
House a presiding officer, and before I take my 
seat I intend to submit a resolution which, if 
adopted, will produce that desired result. 

But before 1 submit this resolution, I desire to 
say one word in defense of the American party 
at the North. Coming here asa stranger in this 


| Hall, I have not ventured to obtrude my voice 


upon the assembly before, trusting that older 
members—men more able to vindicate the national 
American party—would have taken that respons- 
ibility upon them. But, sir, there has been no 
such response. The only echo from the American 
party that has been heard upon this floor has 
come from the gentleman from Kentucky, a south- 
ern man; and I now rise with diffidence, and fully 
aware of the delicacy of my position, to saya 
few words in behalf of the American party of 
the North. That party has been stigmatized 
here, as identical with the Free-Soil party, and it 
becomes me as a representative of the sentiment 
at the North, to deny the allegation, 

Ihave not been exempt, sir, more than other 


igentlemen from the North, from those taunts 


and vituperative epithets which have been poured 
out by the Freée-Soil, press of my native State, 
But, sir, it has been with me a principle of my 
public career, néver to descend to a discussion 
with- the newspaper press. ` { stand- here upon 
my own responsibility. ` My constituents’ and 
my country are to be the judges of my acts; and 
whatever a partisan press may say in favor of 
my course, or in opposition: thereto, weighs not 
the matter of a straw in my estimation. Sir, it 
is usual, it is natural, and therefore to be: ex- 
pected, that each partisan press will support.the 
policy of its party, and denounce the opponents 
of policy. In that view I recognize it, and 
in th&t view I refuse toenter into any controversy 
with it. 

The American party, in its intrinsic character, 
stands aloof from all sectional controversies of the 
day. Its objects are—to guard the avenues of in- 
telligence by protecting our system.of public edu- 
cation; to protect the elective franchise from. the 
inroads of illiterate and misguided foreigners; to 
ward. off the encroachments of radical European 
theorists; to relicve the industrial interests of the 
country from the unequal competition of Eu- 
ropean pauper labor; to prevent the abrogation 
of wholesome laws, and the mutilation of con- 
stitutions, through the dictation of strangers; to 
resist the political encroachment of that Power 
whose throne is in the Vatican; to save the Gov~ 
ernment of our country from the grasp of any 
priesthood upon earth; and, finally, to conserve 
the institutions of civil and religious liberty, to 
maintain intact the Constitution of our country 
and the confederacy of the States. These are 
among the legitimate purposes of the American 


party. 

Mr. TRAFTON, 
ask a question here. 
from New York to sa 


Kinterep tings) I wish to 
understand the gentleman 

: that he represents the 
American party at the North. Do I understand 
him correctly? 

Mr. WHITNEY. Iclaim to bea Represent- 
ative elected by the national American party of 
my district in the State of New York. 

Mr. TRAFTON. But the gentleman made 
the broad statement that he represents the Amer- 
ican party at the North; and having gone over 
his ground and stated the particular points of his 


i creed, I wish to call his particular attention to all 


the points held by the American party at the 
North, or I wish the gentleman to retract what 
he has suid. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Go on. 

Mr. TRAFTON. Well, I hold in my hand 
the platform of the American party of Massa- 
chusetts. He has gone over, in part, the first 
sections of that platform. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I would like to ask the 


| gentleman whether the platform he proposes to 
‘read is the platform of the bolters of Massachu- 


setts, or of the legitimate American party? 
Mr. TRAFTON. Such questions are rather 


| difficult to be answered, for the simple reason 


that gentlemen find it rather difficult here not only 
to define the position of others, but to define their 
own positions. 

What I said is, I holdin my hand the platform 
of Massachusetts, and Massachusetts is a part 
of the North. Now, I want the gentleman either 
to withdraw the remarks he made, that he stands 
here a Representative of the American party at 
the North, or I want him to permit me to read 
the whole of that platform. 

Mr. WHITNEY. It is impossible for me to 
retract one word of what I have said until the 
gentleman reads that platform. But I wish. to 
ask him whether it is the platform of the party 
that elected Governor Gardiner the second time, 
or of the party that supported Mr. Rockwell? 

Mr. TRAFTON. It is the platform of the 
American party of Massachusetts, of Connecti- 
cut, of New Hampshire, of Maine, and I know 
not of how many other States; but all those 


| States are at the North. With the gentleman’s 


permission, I will read it. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Ishould be pleased to hear 
it, so that I may know what the platform of the 
American party of those States is. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I will read it, then: 


« Whereas the aggressive policy which has been: uni- 
formly pursued. by the slave power, from the commence- 
ment ôf our national existence down to the abrogation of 
the Missouri compact, evinces a determination to ¢ crush 
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out the spirit as weli as the forms of liberty from among 
us, and to subject the free States to a relentless despotism ; 
and whereas the success of the southern delegates to the 
tational council recently held in Philadelphia, in making 
abject and uncomplaining submission to pro-slavery legis- 
lation. a fundamental article in the creed of the National 
American party, renders it imperative upon us to express 
our views upon the great question of the country and the 
age: Therefore, we declare— 

«I. That the action of the legislative, executive, and 
judicial departments of the Government ought to be con- 
trolled by the principle taught by the framers and purest 
interproters of the Constitution—that ‘freedom is national 
and slavery sectional.’ 

«2, That repose for the country and stability to the 
Union must be sought by relieving the General Govern- 
ment—so far as its jurisdiction extends—of all connection 
with and accountability for American slavery.” 

At this point the reading was interrupted by— | 
Mr. WHITNEY, who said: I think it is 
hardly necessary for the gentleman to finish | 
reading the platform. [Cries of ‘Go on!” “Go 

on!” 

Mr. TRAFTON. I suppose the gentleman 
thinks it hardly necessary; but if the gentleman | 
is going to preach a sermon for the North, I want į 
him to have a northern text. [Laughter.] 

The balance of the platform is short, and Tread 
it: 

«3. That the independence and sovereignty of the State 
in its legislation and judiciary should be maintained in- 
violate. 

“64. That the great b 


rier to slavery, ruthlessly broken 
by the repeal of the souri prohibition, ought to be 
specdily restored; and that in any event, no State erected 
from any part of the territory covered by that compromise 
ought ever to be admitted into the Union as a slave State. 

“5. That the rights of actual settlers in the Territories 
to the free and undisturbed exercise of their elective fran- 
chise, granted to them by the laws under which they are 
organized, should be promptly protected by the national 
Executive whenever violated or threatened. 

& Resolved, That the position of the present national 
Administration is one of open, undisguised hostility to ALL 
principles we profess; and therefore we believe that the 
exigencies of the times demand that all men who agree in 
these principles should be united in their political action 3 
and we will cheerfully coéperate with all the opponents of 
our common enemy.” 


I have now, Mr. Clerk, read the text, and 
when the gentleman (Mr. Wurtwer] shall have | 
preached his sermon, I may perhaps add a word 
of exhortation. [Laughter, and a voice, “You 
may pray.” 

Mr. WILITNEY. If I do preach a sermon 
from that text, I trust the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusctts [Mr. Trarron] will listen to me, for 
las one may profit by sermons. [Laugh- 
ter. 

I was arriving, sir, precisel 
which the gentleman has opened. He has read 
his platform, and that has satisfied me, and I 
think the House, that it is the platform of the | 
Free-Soil party of Massachusetts, rallying falscly 
under the banner of the American party. Asf 
stated, sir, the measures which I have mentioned, 
constitute the principal ingredients of the Amer 
ican platform in its intrinsic character. But, sir, 
after the organization of that party, the apple of 
discord was again thrown upon the country by 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise; an act 
deprecated by the whole North, and unrequired 
by the whole South. F assert it here as my 
solemn conviction, that the people of the South 
no more desired that violation of public faith than 
the people of the North, It was forced upon the 
South. It was indirectly forced on the better 
judgment of the South; and its results have been 
the reagitation of this subject throughout the 
land. 

Well, sir, to follow up the gentleman’s [Mr. 
Trarron] position, the American party had by 
that time assumed an attitude of importance, es- 

ecially in the northern and castern Siates; and | 

take it upon me.to say, that even in Massa- 
chusetts, up to that time, no such ingredicnt as 
free-soilism was found upon its record. Sir, E 
had the pleasure of being present at a festival | 
given in Massachusetts, at which the gentleman | 
{Mr. Trarron] was also present. It was a fos- į 
tival in commemoration of the success of Ameri- | 
can principles in that State in the fail of 1854. 

Mr. TRAFTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him one other question? 

Mr. WHITNEY. I will allow the gentleman 
to ask me forty questions if he will allow me to ; 
answer him Yankce-fashion, by asking another. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I have ‘not the slightest | 
objection. 

Mr. WHITNEY. But this is not the time for 
interruption. 


at the point 


a 


Mr. TRAFTON. The gentleman hasdragged 
me into a festival, and is making a false impres- 
sion thereby. I wish to ask the gentleman if he 
will say before the House, and before this audi- 
ence, whether I, inthe remarks which I had the 
honor to offer before that festival, did not heartily 
enforce and defend the same anti-slavery senti- | 
ments which I have read from this paper, and 
whether my remarks were not received every- 
where throughout the Hall. with applause? 

Mr. WHITNEY. I will answer the gentle- 
man candidly. My recollection is distinct. The 
gentleman made a very eloquent and patriotic 
American address. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I did not ask about that. 

Mr. WHITNEY. His address was entirely |! 
separate and distinct from the question of slavery. | 
But, sir, T do not hesitate to say that he declared— || 
and I will do bim the justice to repeat it—that 


him in Congress, he was not the man to flee from 
it. The House will perecive that at that hour, in 
the State of Massachusetts, the American party, | 


tained that line of distinction between the doc- 
trines of the patty and the free-soil issues. But, 
gir, the Americafi party gained power and force. 


ifthe truncheon of slavery should be raised against |) 


through its orators, its leaders, carefully main- |! p 


The Free-Soil elements were rearoused by the 
opening up of the Nebraska question; and the || 
American party, being the party in power, and || 
carrying with it the popular vote, was seized || 
upon as a medium of success by those who fa- 
vored the abolition sentimenis—by those who | 
were opposed to the progress of slavery. These 
threw themselves into its ranks, poisoned the | 
channels of its influence, and under its banners | 
carricd elections to Congress and elsewhere, li 
But, sir, that course was soon discovered. In || 
my native State—in the State which T have the j 
honor in part to represent—that game was played. |, 
But with what effect? A temporary cffect.” At |i 
the last election in our State the Americans, || 


having purged their party of its free-soil interest |i 
and influence, set forth in the campaign on their |} 
own bottom, aud triumphantly elected their State || 
ticket and most of their county tickets. In the || 
city which I represent the papers have given me, |} 
and the world, to understand that the American || 
party are Free-Soilers. In reply Iwill but call to | 
| 
1 
i 
H 
f 
i 
i 
i 
t 


mind the results of the last election in November, 
where Mr. King, the F'ree-Soil, Fusion, Black Re- 
publican candidate for Secretary of State, received 
some six thousand odd votes, and Mr. Headley, 
the American candidate, twenty-six thousand 
odd. [Applause.] Four votes toone.. And yet, | 
sir, I am teld by some of these papers from a | 
part of my disirict that I am not representing | 
the sentiments of my constituents. T know | 
better. Not only am I representing the senti- 
ments of my immediate constituents, but I am 
representing the sentiments of the masses of the 
North; for I assert here, sir, that the heart of |; 
the North is national, whatever your demagogues || 
and your papers may say to the contrary. {Ap- || 
plause in the galleries.] | I will continue this dis- |; 
cussion only to refer briefly to the gentleman’s || 
i 
j 
| 


[Mr. Trarron] statement. On this very plat- 
form which he has read to the House, and which 
was called the American platform, the party in 
Massachusetts made its nominations. The Amer- 
icans proper repudiated both the platform and 
the nominations. A meeting, impromptu, was 
immediately called, and a second convention nom- 
inated a second candidate. And there, sir, in | 
Massachusetts, even in the disuict which the | 
honorable gentleman from Massachasctts [Mr. | 
Banns] told us was the strongest abolition dis- 
trict in the United States 

Mr. BANKS, (in his seat.) I did not say 
abolition; J said free-soil. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I beg the gentleman’s par- ; 
don. In the strongest frec-soil district, then, in 
the United States, the candidate of the second | 
convention received a iriumphait majority. ! 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessec. Before the gentle- 
man takes his seat, I desire to ask him a ques- 
tion. 


Mr. WHITNEY. F will hear the gentleman’s ! 
question. I have concluded what I had to say. | 


[Cries of «Call the roll !’7] 


ican party. Now, I desire to know—I ask for 
‘information, and I hope he will give me a direct 


answer my question. 


i) Kelly, Kelsey 
» Knowlton, Knox, K 


answer—whether he- and. the members. óf ‘the: 
party. in this House with: whom he acts, would: 
vote for the admission of Kansas into the Union,’ 
with a constitution recognizing the institution of 
slavery ? i eee 
Mr. WHITNEY. My position: upon that 
subject is simply and plainly this:..Whenever. 
a Territory presents here a constitution: that em- 
braces republican institutions, I shall not stop to 
inquire whether it contains a clause establishing 
slavery or not. [Applause.] The Constitution 
of my country is my guide in that matter. ` T 
occupy the position that the sovereignty of the, 


: people of the States should be maintained. ` 


Mr. CUMBACK. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a.question? 

Mr. WHITNEY. I will. 

Mr. CUMBACK., 1 wish to ask the gentle- 
man if the State Council of his own State, called 
in reference.to the Philadelphia convention, did 
not in positive terms, deprecate the repeal of the 


| Missouri compromise, and declare that slavery 


should have no advantage in consequence of the 
assage of that act? 
Mr. WHITNEY. 
that act. 

Mr. CUMBACK. The gentleman does not 
fully answer my question. I ask him again 
whether the State Council of New York, held at 
Binghamton, of which, if I mistake not, the gen- 
tleman himself was a member, did not pass res- 
olutions, not only deprecating the passage of the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill, but declaring that 
slavety should have no advantage in consequence 
of the passage of that bill? 

Mr. WHITNEY. The council to which the 
gentleman referred did pass resolutions to the 
effect that the passage of the Kansas and Nebras- 
ka bill was a violation of the public faith, and 


I am myself opposed to 


i that slavery ought to receive no advantage there- 


from. 
Mr. CUMBACK. Now let me ask the œen- 


|, teman from New York how he stands upon that 


platform ? 


Mr. WHITNEY. Mr. Clerk, I now offer my 


| resolution, and I can only say that if it is adopt- 


ed, I have no doubt it will result in the organiza- 
tion of the House, by the election of a Speaker. 
I offer the following: 


Resolved, That in case no Speaker is chosen on or be- 
fore the sixty-filth vivra voce voice, the House will immedi- 
noy thereaiter proceed to the election of a Speaker by 
DAKOT 

Mr. CUMBACK. Will not the gentleman 
[Cries of “Vote, vote ”’] 

Mr. MACK. I moveto lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. JI hope the gen- 
Heman will withdraw the motion to lay upon the 
table, and let us sce who are in favor of electing 
a Speaker by ballot. 


Mr. MACK. No, sir. I do not withdraw 


i the motion. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
nays upon the motion, 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Macn’s 


I demand the yeas and 


| motion, and it was decided in the aflirmative-— 
| yeas 213, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken; Albright, Allen, Allison, Banks, 
Barbour, Barelay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyee, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Butlington, 
Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, James JE Campbell, 


Cox, C i 
son, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, 
De Witt, Dick, kson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Mdwards, Emric, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Pauikner, Flagicr, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
P. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, 
Greenwood, Gr Augustus Hat, Robert B. Hall, Harian, 
J. Morris Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine E. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughs- 
to, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
sey, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
yal, Humphrey 3 ai, Samuel 

well, Me€ > MeMuilin, Me- 
a Miller, iler, Millson, 
wiray, Nichols, 


: nm 
Tappan,» Taylor; Thorington,. Thurston; Todd, Trafton, 


Walbridve; 
Washburne, Bui 
Kins, Watson: 
Wo d, W 
licofér—213; 


aldron, Walter, Warner, . Cadwalader © 
sro wachourae, Terael Washburn, Wa 
ich; Wellsi: Waceler, Williams, Winslow; 
v“ rth, Jobn V. Wright, and. Zol- 


Mr. LETCHER, (sotto voce.) They did not 
understand the issue.. 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, 
Iam notin the habit of being very much dis- 
turbed by what may be. said cither for or against. 
me; but, masmuch as it was intimated this. morn- 
ing by one of my colleagues that my position.was 
misunderstood, 1 desire to avail myself. of this 


opportunity, with: the indulgence of gentlemen |. 


of the House, to declare fully and frankly what 
my relations are. 


{tis conceded, F believe, that the difficulty 


which lies at the foundation of all our troubles is 


n, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, | |: 


propositio 
-this 
tion? 


‘by saying, that when. that, or any other question. 


the one question of slavery. I desire to declare 
I am opposed to the present agitation of the sub- 
Pe of slavery, for the reason that, in my hum- 

Ie judgment, no possible good can result from 
that agitation in the present excited state of pub- 
lie feeling. QOn.the contrary, that all discussion 
upon this subject must now result, as it ever has 
heretofore resulted, in evil and mischief; creating 
popular discontent, individual distrust, sectiona 
alienation and division. 1 am willing, therefore, to | 
leave this question of slavery where the Consti- 
tution of the country has left it, [applause,] with 
the people who tolerate it, to control, regulate, 
and determine for ‘themselves. [Renewed ap- 
plause.].. Ishall not meddle or interfere with the 
subject... I will do nothing to disturb any exist- 
ing relations. If it be an evil, it is their evil; if it 
he a blessing, it is their blessing. I make no 
aggressions upon the rights or foclings of any 
man, or of any section; nor will I submit to any 
invasion of mine. l 

With respect to pastlegislation there isan honest 
difference of opinion. 1 supported the compro- 
mise measures of 1850; and was willing to regard 
thema finality. Ishould have opposed the legis- 
lation of the Jast Congress; Ido not indorse it 
now. Believing that agitation then, as agitation 
now, could resultin no public good, and having 
in view the public peace and the public welfare, 
I am willing that- the past should bury its own 
dead, and I desire, forgetting former offenses, to 
unite with my fellow-citizens everywhere in a 
patriotic effort to bring back the country to that 
state of. good fecling and social harmony which | 
‘ence existed, and ought never to have been dis- | 
turbed. I believe that there can be no doubt with | 
regard to my sentiments on this subject. H there 
be, I am willing to stand up before this great 
inquisition, and submit myself to the interroga- 
tories of the grand inquisitors. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man one question. I do so for the purpose of | 
information. “Would you be willing to allow the | 
institution of slavery to obtain an advantage, or 
be extended, by reason of the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise?. I put. the question to the | 
gentloman with the greatest respect. 

Mr. FULLER. And L will respectfully an- 
swer it, I will leave the matter to the people. | 
[Applause.] | 

Mr. SHERMAN. What people? 

Mr.FULLER. The people who are to be im- 
mediately affected by it. If Kansas—and I wish 
to be distinctly understood—presents herself for 
admission into. the Union, I shall vote for her 
admission without reference to the question of | 
slavery. ; 

[This sentiment was greeted by clapping of 
hands, and cries of “ Good °] 

Mr. SAGE. Would you vote for the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise ? 

Mr. FULLER. Ihave said that I do not seek 


to disturb that question. If the Missouri com- l 


A ü 


Mr: FULLER. -Let me.answer the gentleman 
arises in this House, 1 shall vote-according to: 
my owp conviction: of right.and of duty. [Ap- 

ause, |. : i 
: Mr, dace. I should not_have-put the ques- 
tion to the gentleman. from, Pènnsylvania, 1f he: 
had not stated that he would. hold: himself-ready. 
to answer all questions:that might.be. put.to. him. 
I put. the question in good faith, and I leaye. the 
country to judge of the frankness with: which it 
has been.answered. : 

‘Mr. FULLER. The gentleman is at libert 
to put questions to me. . Lam only sorry that 
cannot frame. my answers to suit him. What E. 
have said is.my. answer, and he must.be:content 
with it. 

Mr. TRAFTON. [ will ask the gentleman a. 
question. [Cries of ‘‘ Hear him!’’. ‘* Call the 
rollt? | ‘t Declare the vole!’’] 

Mr. TRAFTON. I will put a question to the 
gentleman in all good feeling. The question: re- 
Jates to the great doctrine of squatter sovereignty, 
which has. been so often alluded to. 
“ Declare the vote P> ** Hear him!’?] 

Mr. HOUSTON... Unless there is better order 
preserved we cannot hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TRAFTON, 1 do not believe in a chok- 
ing down process. Iwill put my question when 
order is. restored. 

The CLERK called the Housc to order. 

Mr, TRAFTON. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania.whether he would vote 
for the admission of Utah. into the Union as a 
State, if she presented herself with a provision 
for polygamy in her constitution ? 

Mr. TODD, Mr. Clerk, l desire to say a word 
in the way of explanation. [Cries of ‘ Let us 
have Furter’s answer P? “ Declare the vote !”’] 
Mr. Clerk, I desire to. say for myself and those 
with whom [have acted from the first day of the 
session, that when we came forward and voted 
for our colleague, [Mr. Funzter,] we did it under 
the impression and in the belicf that he was sound 
on the Kansas and Nebraska question. [Ap- 
plause.] Andall 1 desire to say uow is justthis, 
to put myself right before my constituents, that 
if [had known that my colleague entertained the 
sentiments which he has avowed to-day, my right 
arm would have withered before he would have 
received my vote. [LAyplause. Cries of ‘Call 
the roll!” ‘Declare the vote? “ No more per- 
sonal explanations !”’ &c.] . 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Clerk, I rise for the pur- 
pose of taking exception to some of the remarks 
made by my colleague, (Mr. Wiirnry.} [agree 
with that gentleman, so far as his national prin- 
ciples are concerned; but I do beg to differ with 
him when he avows upon this floor that the 
Know Nothing party of the North is at all na- 
tional in its feelings. If he knows anything of 
the politics of the city of New York, he cannot 
be ignorant of the fact, that there are in this Hall 
gentlemen from that city who received the Know 


{Cries of | 


Nothing vote, who disagree with him in every 
particular in this respect. The gentleman comes 
from a district that was formerly represented by 
a national Democrat; and had the party been 
united in his district, the late election would have 
sent here a gentleman of different political faith 
from that which he professes. 

I maintain, Mr. Clerk, that the gentleman’s 
particular principle is to throw all the power 
and influence of the party to which he belongs 
against the foreign population of the country. 
it is admitted, that what is called the national 
Know Nothing party is opposed to the immi- 
gration of foreign paupers to live upon the 
American people. The gentleman says that that 
is the particular issue of the American party. 
Yes, sir, in every council, in every convention, 
and in all the meetings that have been held, that 


hasbeen the p 
poy of this Unior 


muy and legitimately a national one?" 
Mr 


tineiple of “the Know Nothing 
“But when he classifies the“ 
now, Nothing party. of, ik asia national | 


-oné,. | say that heis:mistaken, and that he knows; 


not.of what he: speaks: LLook-at the convention: 


that assembled ‘at Binghampton ‘during the last,’ 
‘summer, and see the avewal: 
‘tion to national principles;. 
‘himself, as T understand, was. a delegate to’ that 
4i: convention. ; 
-convention, then, [-would ask the national mem- 
‘bers in this Hall whether they. recognize. the . 


Is made there in. rela- . 
andthe- gentleman; 


Knowing. the declarations ofthat | 


Know Nothing- party of New York as: bein 
. WHITNEY. was. understood to say he.. 
was not a member of the convention. 

Mr. KELLY. Iunderstood the gentleman, to 
say that he agreed with the sentiments there 
declared, but now the gentleman says that«his ` 
particular opposition is to the ‘foreign population ` 
of the country. Now, sir, is that.a.principle for 
any party to stand upon? Is ita principle that 


|a lot of school-boys assembled together would 


declare to be-a true and legitimate’ exposition 
of their sentiments? Why it is a bugaboo that ` 
eommenced in the city of New York; and, if my.. 
recollection serves me aright, the gentleman was 
a member of what was then called the American 
party of New York. ‘But that party was short- 
lived; it: died out within one-year; and as sure, 
sir, as you sit behind that desk, that party’s 
eareer in this nation, has gone as far as it. ever 
willgo. The great Democratic party of the State: 
of. New York, depend: upon it, will be united in 
the coming election; and. you will see, instead. of. 
but one representative of the national Democracy 
upon this floor from the city of New. York, six 
Democrats from that city, national in principle | 
and in every sentiment. 

But, sir, the American people are not favorably 
disposed. towards this Know Nothing party. The 
great American heart beats.in a different way 
altogether; and when the sense of the people shall 
be taken, it will be shown to the country that 
they are fair, honorable, and equitable to every- 
body. 

The American flag has been proudly borne 
through every war in which this country has been 
engaged, and under its glorious folds those who 
have come from abroad. and declared their inten- 
tion to become citizens have fought and bled. 
[Cries of “Call the roll!’?}. In conclusion, Mr. 
Clerk, I hope that when my. colleague gets up 
again to declare that the Know Nothing party of 
the city of New York is national, he will consider 
first what he is going to say. 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the sixty-sixth vote: Whole 
number of votes cast, 224; necessary to a.choice, 
113; of which— p 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. .se.s.... se aesewacias 106 

William A. Richardson. «+. 

Henry M. Fuller. 

Benjamin F. Leite 

Alexander C. M. Pe 

James L. Orr... 

John Williams .... 

Lewis D. Camphell .. 

Samucl S. Marshall... 

Nathaniel G. Foster.... 

_ So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Ball, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
ke), Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridga, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrufi, and Wood- 
worth. ` 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson h. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawfaid, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Bt- 
liott; English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly; Kidwell, 


3 


. diced ? 
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Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Malin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mikson; Mordecai Oliver, 
Ort, Packer, Peck; Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shortér, Samuel A: Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John:V. Wright. Bo 
For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P, Campbell, Car- 
lile; Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter’ Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evahs; Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Ken- 


nett, Lake, Lindley; Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine,- 


Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Riverss Wiliam 
BR: Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walk- 
et, Whitney, aud Zollicoffer.” ~ 
“For Mr. Leiter—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 
-< Bor: Mr. Pennington—Messrs.. Harrison and Scott. 
For Mr, Orr-—Mr, Williams. 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Edie. 
-Kor Mr. Marshall——Mr. Richardson. 
. For. My. Foster—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
Pending the call of the roll— 

Mr. WALKER said: Before I cast. my vote, I 
desire to ask the gentleman from. Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Futter] the question which was: pro- 
pounded to him by the gentleman on the opposite 
side of the House, from the State of New York, 
(Mr. Sace.] The question is this: whether he 
would-vote for the repeal of the Kansas-Nebraska 
act?.or, to use the language of the gentleman from 
New York, would he vote for the restoration of 


© the. Missouri compromise, with the restriction 


as. to the line, or not, if that question were intro- 


“Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. I stated that 


‘4fIshad been a member of the last Congress, I 


should have voted against the territorial legisla- 
tion of that Congress. But I am willing now to 
resist agitation, and abide by the laws as they 
are; and, resisting agitation, I shall vote against 
it. ‘And now, Mr. Clerk, and fellow-citizens, I 
have.one word more to say. [have been charged 
with being an obstacle in the way of. the organ- 
ization of this body. My position, humble as it 
is, has been magnified into this importance, I 
never desired, and have not expected, an election. 
I have neither asked for, nor declined it. I have 
given no pledges to obtainit. Grateful, indeed, E 
am for the expressions of confidence and of kind- 
ness which I have received; but I should be vastly 
more pleased if the suffrages which have been 
given to me should be cast for an abler and a 
worthier man. 

Mr. WALKER. I. beg leave to make this 
remark before I cast my vote. I fecl itis due to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state that 
my question was not the result of any distrust 
which I felt as to that gentleman ’s position. But 
Iheard the names of. gentlemen who had been 
voting with me for him casting their suffrages 
for different members of this Hrouse, upon the 
failure, I presume, as they conccive, of my friend 
from Pennsylvania to answer the question cate- 
gorically propounded to him by the gendeman 
from New York, (Mr. Sace.] When I saw that 
manifestation of distrust, I felt called uponto put 
thé question directly to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and learn whether or not the uneasiness 
of ‘these friends of mine'had or had not any just 
ground to rest upon. Iam now content to vote 
as I have voted heretofore. I cast my vote cheer- 
fully, and in so doing feel an honest conviction 
that I am standing by the best interests of the 
Constitution and the laws of the land. I there- 
fore cast my vote for Mr. Furrer. {Applause.] 

Mr. READY here addressed the Clerk. 

“The CLERK. The Clerk begs leave to sug- 
gestito the members, that the House is in the 
process. of voting, and that they had better defer 
théir remarks until the result of the vote is an- 
riounced. 

Mr. READY. I desire simply to say one 
word to the House. I have been casting my vote 
for nearly two weeks for Hesry M. outer. I 
have done so under an assurance that he occupied 
a position which I could fully approve in reference 
to the question which so much divides the country, 
and its Representatives upon this floor. When 
he was interrogated to-day by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Sacez,] as to whether or 
not he would vote to restore the Missouri restric- 
tion, I understood him to evade a direct answer 
tothequestion. Under thatimpressionand belief, 
wher my name was called, I cast my vote for an- 
othér gentleman. Inanswer tothe interrogatory, 
sincé propounded to him by the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Wazxer,] I understand him to 
answer distinctly that he would vote against the 
restoration of the Missouri restriction. 1 there= 


fore ask to change my vote ‘to Mr. Furirr, of 
Pennsylvania. [Cheers from. the gallery. f" 
Mr. LAKE, - I desire tosay tothe House that, 


not. give my. voçe ‘tothe: individual for whom I 
have voted for several.days:prior to:this times “I 
have been in the habit; recently ;of-voting for Mr. 
Fouter, of. Pennsylvanity, of whose consistency 
and conformity to the Philadelphia platform T be~ 
lieved Thadabundant evidence, and therefore cast 
my: vote with cheerfulness; but to-day, owing to 
that-gentleman not answering the interrogatory 
which was propounded to him by the ‘gentleman: 
from New York; {Mr. Sace,] I thought there 
might be sonie doubts as to the correctness of the 
evidence exhibited to me. I feela reluctance and 
an unwillingness to vote for a man who'is not 
willing to express his views upon important mat“ 
ters in issue; therefore I did. 

FULLER. 
| that lam now perfectly satisfied that. he is con- 
i sistent and correct upon this question, and'I 
therefore ask to change my vote,‘and to ¢ast it 


| from the galleries. ] 
Mr. RIVERS changed his vote to Mr. FULLER. 


to say a few words in explanation ‘of ‘the votes 
I have heretofore’ given. After the withdrawal 
of my colleague’ {[Mr. CAMPBELL] as a candidate 
for the Speakership, there being a wide difference 
in the political sentiments of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] and myself. upon 
almost all matters of domestic policy, I cast my’ 
vote for some days for the gentleman.from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. FuLLER,] upon the assurance of 
a colleague of his that he was right—according 
to my understanding of what is right—upon the 
Nebraska question. I did'not question Mr. Fur- 
LER himself, but relied upon the representations 
of óne who was supposed to be acquainted with 
Mr. Fu.ier’s views upon that subject. “Some 
days afterwards I learned that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had given some pledges or assur- 
ances to gentlemen from the South upon that sub- 
ject. Imet Mr. Futter, and asked him in rela- 
tion to thematter. Iwasassured that he had given 
no pledges or promises in any quarter. He has 
given us the same assurance to-day.’ I also called 
upon one or two gentlemeén from the South, in 
whom I had confidenec, and who would not de- 
ccive me—one from the Missouri-delegation, arid 
one from the Tennessee delegation: they -also 
informed me that they had no promises or pledges 
from Mr. Fortine. One of those gentlemen said 
he preferred Mr, FvLLeR to some other gentlemen 
from the North, merely because there was no 
record connected with him in connection with 
the Kansas-Nebraska question. J did not par- 
ticularly care about cramming a man witha record 
down the throats of the southern Opposition mem- 
bers, provided the man they should take was all 
right upon what we conceive to be the important 
| issues of the day. I voted for him under the im- 
pression that he would vote against the admis- 
sion of Kansas with a slave constitution. Like 
him, I had beon a compromise man, and favored 
the finality of the compromises of 1850. Like 
him, I came here, two years ago, opposed to all 
further agitation of the slavery question. As he 
| said he should‘have donc, I did; I voted against 
the ‘repeal of the Missduri compromise, and T 
have seen no eause-to regret the vote. I would 
vote again the same way: to-morrow. I think, 
in the language of the resolution passed by the 
Know Nothings in convention at Binghampton, 
which has been quoted here to-day, ‘‘ that slavery 
| ought not to receive any advantage by that vio- 
lation of the pledged faith of the United States,” 
land, by the blessing of God, it never shall, by 
| any act or vote of mine. 
L Tnow ask leave to record my vote for Mr. 
| Baxxs. [Applause in the House and galleries. ] 
| Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, I 
| wish merely to say one word in this connection. 
I sce a very strong disposition in the House to 
get rid of difficulties in the way of organization; 
and ini order to relieve our friends from unneces- 
sary trouble in explanations, I will say to them 
i that, if they give me time and call upon me, I 


| justify any man in declining to vote for one of 
! this famous Know Nothing party upon any side 
| of any question. [Laughter and approval.} 


“not ‘vote for Mr. 
But I beg leave to say to the House, 


for Mr. Forrer, of Pennsylvania. [Applause 


Mr. BALL. I wish,-before recording my vote, 


| will furnish them pledges and reasons which will | 


in casting my vote upon this call of the roll, idid |j- 


| 
i 


“Mr. ALEXAND 


z z 


his friends’ froni voting fo: 
ask the gentlefian -to’ furi ` 
those pledges or promises: 5ni d ine i 
Mr. JONES. The gentleman from. Kentucky: 
has'asked-mé a question: and Twi T: 
-Mr CAMPBELL, “of Penisyivania; Gntgr= 
rupting.) Tunderstood the pdiitleman from Penn 
sylvania ‘[My. Towns} ‘to say th 
ke can farnish évidente ‘sufficié sfý 
Know Nothing why; upon anyside of iny gu 
tion; he should not vote for Mr! Futter?” [Crie 
of “No, no; “he did not say s6.”] “DICT unde) 
stand him: aright ‘in thinking he said So? [Cries’ 
of No, no!} That -is the way his “remarks: 
were uiiderstood on this side‘of the Hou 
Mr. JONES: I-will'state'to the Bentleman— 
The CLERK, (interrupting?) Thé Clerk would 
state to the House that the result of thé ballots 
about being announced, andhe would suggest 
that gentlemen defer their rémarks dntT thë resalt' 
ofthe ballot is announced.) © OE es 
` Mr. CAMPBELL. ` As this matter is material, 
I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania: 
[Mr. Sonus} what-he did sayy pott 0 be Der dun 
Mr. JONES." 1 stated that if I had time 
lowéd me, and were: called upon; T could“ 
Mr. STANTON, (interrupting.) I insist-on: 
having the’ result of the vote arinolinced “before 
this maner goes further; [Cries óf OK; let hin 
o on! Pee ASCE OURS ae ee 
‘Mi. JONES. I stated this—that I understood 
the difficulties whieh ‘arose ‘here were ‘as ‘to the: 
position which thé party occupied on this ques-: 
tion of slavery,‘and T only meant, playfully, ‘to 
remark, to save tine in explanation, that if any: 
gentleman wished to understand the position’ of 
the party, [could ‘furnish ‘evidence’ to ‘temove. 
that difficulty from the mind of any gentleman; 
and to'prevent him from voting for any oné of: 
them. ` a bra A ee 
Mr. CAMPBELL. lask'the gentleman; then, 
to mention the party to which he has reference.” 
‘Mr. JONES.: I refer to what ‘is’ called the 
Know Nothing party. X wil explain ‘to my- 
friend again what I imèant by my remark. “Tdid. 
not intend to go further, however. My colleagiré: 
(Mr. Campners.] arose ‘yesterday, ant aid that 
he'repudiated the charge of fréé-soilisim’ or anti- 
Nebraskaisim, but that he voted for the honorable 
gentleman from‘ Massachusetts; [Mr Banks,]' 
because he was'a good American. Now; I only’ 
meant to say that there are’a' number of “gentle+ 
men ‘here who can:vote for him not because he 
is an American, but because hë is right on’ the 
Kansas-Nebraska question. Now, iftthat be the: 
standard, I want’ to say to our friends“or the 
other side, that all they have got to ‘dois, let one 
portion of that party vote‘ for Mr. Banks because 
ne is an American; ‘let: another’ portion vote for’ 
him because he is 'a good Free-Soiler; and let the 
rest of them vote for ‘him: becawse’ he“ lives ‘in’ 
Massachusetts; and if there arc arty remaining,” 
let them vote for him because everybody adinits 
that he is qualified io fill thé station of Speaker.’ 
[Applause apd laughter] : Ce EE ARA 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I understood the, gentle- 
man [Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania;] to employ, 
esterday, téim& discriminating between what 
ne dcnominates’ the Know Nothing party of the’ 
North and the American party of the South; 
aid I understood that, when ‘called upon to ex- 
plain, there was an-¢vasion‘on his part!’ To-day 
he avows the sentiment that, if called upon, and 
if he be given’ time, he will present evidence. 
which will ‘be sufficient to. satisfy us all that'wé 
should not vote for any member of the Know 
Nothing party. Now, sir, I came to this House 
a conservative man, representing a Comron- 
wealth which has ever been conservative on these. 
vexed questions of the day. ‘Her devotion’ to 
this Confederacy has never-yet been questioned: 
her position has been always national. ’ Coming 
from that Commonwealth prepared to act in har- 
mony and concert with the Representatives of 
the several States, I witness on this floor a state 
of things which is in violation of all national faith: 
The gentleman [Mr. Jongs] yesterday avowed 
that the resolution which he had introduced into 
the Democratic caucus was one ‘which: had. no’ 
reference to the American party; but, sir, in the 


al- 


construction of that resolution; he not only. con- 
gratulates. his. party,..but.-he congratulates. the, 
American. people;.on..the successes. of. the -Dem- 
ocratic party in the.recent-elections.in the North, 
in. the Kast, in the West, and also in the south-, 
ern States, in opposition to the Know Nothing 


r Me JONES: Allow- me to-correct the gentle-: 
man trom Kentucky-in.one particular: » He- mis- 
understood: me-if he understood me`-to-say: that 
I did not mean the American. party. stated dis- 
tinctly.L- recognized no such party ;.that.1-was.an 
American; the word I used, was Know Nothing. 
But I said that if-gentlemen were at.a loss to 
comprehend: what was. meant by that, they might 
call it the party which: they called the. American 
party. The Know Nothing party is some places 
sectional, and some places national, and I wanted 
to.embrace allef them under that name. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Sir, I have ever conceived 
that, through courtesy, a party was entitled to 
that denomination which it claims, and that when 
any gentleman in-a convention or in a caucus is 
called upon to refer to that party, he should char- 
acterize it by the name which it claims. Sir, I 
have never yet let fall from my lips the allegation 
that the Democratic party was a Locofoco party; 
and Trecognize no right, in. any gentleman, to 
callthe American party the Know Nothing party. 
{Applause in the. gallerics.] 

at, gentlemen. may evade, they may shrink 
from their declarations in writing or in words, but 
this resolution of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Jonxs,] introduced in the Demo- 
cratic caucus, isan insult to the American party. 
I came here prepared to vote for the distinguished 
Representative of South Carolina, [Mr. Orn, ] if 
it were necessary for the organization of the 
House, looking on him as eminently national and 
as eminently patriotic. But what does that reso- 
lution do? “It binds forty national men, who are 
representatives of the Américan party on this 
floor, in opposition to any coöperation with them, 
and I stand here prepared to cast my vote for any 
national man in opposition to any sectional fac- 
tionist from. whatever quarter he may come. 
[Applatise in the gallery.) 

"The allegation has been made that the Ameri- 
can party is notanational party; and from whence 
does it come? From gentlemen belonging to the 
Democratic party of this House. They tell us 
that theirs is the national party—that it is more 
national than ours. And what evidence is there 
of this fact? Have they held less communion 
with the Abolitionists—with that faction which 
teaches the doctrine of political larceny, of politi- 
cal infamy—than ours? Have they made less cap- 
ital by pandering to the. prejudices of northern 
fanaticism? Have they not sought the votes of 
men who are false to their country? In what, 
then, consists this halo of nationality which they 
say is thrown around the Democratic party? 

r. Clerk, when you come to examine the 
record of the Democratic party, you will find them 
as sectional as any other party. They have as 
sectional a platform as any party in the country 
ever had. They have a national organ published 
in this city, edited by a man formerly occupying | 
the position of United States Senator from the 
State of Tennessee. That newspaper, on the Sth į 
of Junc, 1854, avowed that the Democratic party | 
could never nationalize itself upon the question 
of slavery, and that if the Baltimore National 
Convention had taken that position upon. the | 
compromise measures of 1850, conditioned, as it | 
was, with several separate fragments of which it | 
was composed, there would have been a dismem- | 
berment of that party. Sir, could a national | 
organ, representing a national party, avow such | 
a sentiment as that? f 

And, sir, the resolutions of that convention met 
notthe issue. The Whig party, then boasting of 
its unfaltering fidelity to the Union, held its con- | 
vention; but when the national men of that con- 
vention demanded that resolutions should be | 
ee such as should be satisfactory to the | 

outh and to the North, like political managers 
they faltered; they did not meet the issue, and 
what was the result? These two great parties 
vied with each other in encouraging the support 
of. this fanatical party at the North. And by 
their devices, and the measures adopted by them 
to obtain its coöperation and support, they have | 
brought the country to ils present condition. By ʻi 
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the influence of their fostering care, it has sentto 
the- halls of Jegislation~ sectional and “fanatical 
men. o ies i nE ; Hse 

Then, sir; what did the*American party do? 
They held a national convention, which did meet 
They placed: the question upon a 
hey avowed that this -Con- 
federacy:was designed for the benefit and advant- 
age of each and every citizen alike, whether he 
was. fromthe North or whether he. was from the 
South. -Wherever he came from, every citizen 
had an. equality of-right, and was entitled to an 
equality of protectionin his.property, in his life, 
and in: his-liberty.”-.And further, they avowed 
that they- would: stand by the existing laws of 
the. country, and maintain: them in every part. 
And they further said, that-any man whe faltered 
in carrying his nationality to that extent might 
sever his connection from the party. pa 

Well, sir, what was the result? There: were 
men in that convention who had been associated. 
with the. American party, and who had been 
raised to high positions by that party, which es- 
chewed all sectional agitation, which eschewed all 
allegiance to any sectional or local power;but they 
went out from that convention, and what was the 
result? They formed what is now known as the 
Black Republican party, and they hoisted the black 
flag of hostility to the nationality of the country. 
They calleda meeting, which was heldin Cincin- 
nati,andwhat did they do? They there passed a 
resolution, in lieu of the twelfth section of the Phil- 
adelphia platform, upon the subject of slavery and 
the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. WALDRON, (interrupting.) I wish to 
call the gentleman’s attention to the name used 
by him to designate a party in this country. I 
desire to ask him by what authority he calls any 
party ‘the Black Republican party?’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. JI called the party by the 
name I have heard it designated by. What is 
the name of your arty ? 

Mr. WALDRON. The party to which I be- 
long is called the Republican party. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well. I will call it 
by the name the gentleman wishes to be known 
by. I say, then, these men withdrew from the 
Philadelphia convention. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Thegentleman 
from Kentucky will allow me to interrupt him, 
mercly to say, that I understood him, in his first 
remarks this morning, to complain of me, on my 
part, for want of courtesy in not using the party 
name which his party chose to designate itself by. 
Now, if | understoed him correctly, he called the 
party with which Lamacting a faction. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, I wanthim tounderstand thatthe Dem- 
ocratic party is particularly indignant at the idea 
of being called a faction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will assure my friend 
from Pennsylvania that I have never called the 
party with which he acts a faction, Ihave never 
called it by any other name than by that it calls 
itself. I should have too much courtesy—too 
much self-tespect—to speak of his party as a fac- 
tion. 

Then, sir, this Republican party held their 
convention at Cincinnati, and there passed reso- 


| lutions, demanding the restoration of the Mis- 


souri compromise, and demanding that as the 
ultimatum of their party. Now, sir, we at the 
South have ever looked upon this Missouri com- 
promise as unfair in its essential features, as a 
measure that was scctional and local, that it 
avowed indirectly the principle, that the South- 
crner, however patriotic, however devotional he 
might have been to the Confederacy, whether in 
time of war or in time of peace—he is to be treated 
inferior to the northern man. It forbid the one 
man to emigrate there with his property, while it 
allowed the other to go there with his, and pro- 
tected him in the enjoyment of it. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I ask the gentleman to 
allow me to put an interrogatory to him. Will 
he tell me how many there were of this Black 
Republican party in the South? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will answer the gentle- 
man, that I only know of two in the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. The gentleman from 
Kentucky will allow me to say that we have a 
Black Republican party at the North; and that I 
trust itis, in Kentucky, a grain of mustard-seed 


air:may lodge in-its branches.. 
gallery, and-excitement. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from New 

York calls-his party the Black ‘Republican party. 
The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Waupron,] 
however, objects to my calling it by that name, and 
insists that it shall’be called the Republican party. 
Now. I want.to know who I shall follow, and by 
what name I shall designate that party? 
, Mr. HUGHSTON.. | It: matters not to me by 
what name my party is called. - I wish, however, 
distinctly to be understood that Tam not a mem- 
ber of any American or Know Nothing organiza- 
tion. But the last of all organizations that I would 
ever connect myself with, is with the twelfth-sec- 
tion Know Nothings, who are in favor of what 
they term a national platform. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I will 
ask the gentleman a question. Does he belong to 
that organization? i 

Mr. HUGHSTON. Ido not. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do not refer to the 
American, but to the Republican organization, or 
the, Black Republican organization—take which- 
ever name you prefer. : 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I belong to the Republi- 
can party of New York. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will you tell me what 
are the aims and intentions-of that party which 
you figure as a mustard-seed, and which is to 
grow and strengthen? [Cries of ‘It will take a 
week to do it?” « Declare the vote!”’] 

Mr. HUGHSTON. Iam perfectly willing to 
answer the gentleman. 

Mr. MARSHALL. ‘Tell me, then, what are 
the aims and objects of your organization on the 
*subject of slavery? ` 

Mr. HUGHSTON. Inever cavil in regard to 
names. Gentlemen may suit their own taste in 
reference to the names by which we ere to be 
designated. That is a mere matter of taste. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman does not 
answer my question. I presume that he can do 
it briefly. “(Cries of ‘ Declare the vote !”  An- 
swer the question!” 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I will answer the gentle- 
man from Kentucky with pleasure at the proper 
time; and my answer, I assure him, will be cat- 
egorical. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will waive the question. 
[Cries of ** Let us have the vote!’ ** Declare the 
vote P? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has the floor. 

-Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. Mr. Clerk, 
when interrupted, I was addressing the House in 
relation to the Missouri compromise. I was pro- 
ceeding to state thatit was a measure in its char- 
acter prejudicial to the South; that it made an 
unjust discrimination between northern and south- 
ern citizens; and that its répeal placed the country 
and its citizens of.all sections under the Constitu- 
tion exactly as was designed by the founders of 
our Government. And I say now that the South, 
thus placed in the position which she is entitled 
to occupy with the North, never will submit to 
the restoration of that Missouri compromise line, 
or toa change of policy other than that which 
has been avowed by the American party. . 

Inaddition, we demand that we shall be let alone. 
We ask no legislation on this subject. If slaver 
be a moral, social, and. political evil, then this 
Republican party should be satisfied that the in- 
fluence of the evil is not upon it, but upon those 
which it surrounds. We do not ask interference. 
Not satisfied, however, with their own business, 
with the local institutions of their own States, 
they come forward, despite the plain provisions 
of the Constitution, to take charge of the interests 
of the southern people. And by their expressed 
abhorrence for our institutions, and thé princi- 
ples of their political platform, we are led to be- 
lieve that they are ready to push matters to a 
length which must ultimately lead to'a dissolu- 
tion of this Union. 

Mr. STANTON. By what authority docs the 
gentleman say that the Republican party of the 
United States desires to interfere with the insti- 
tutions of the slaveholding portion of the country ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. By the resolution passed 
at the Cincinnati convention, or the construction 
which it bears, for the repeal of the Kansas and 


[Hisses in the 


Nebraska act. 


that will go on and spread, until the fowls of the |! © Mr. STANTON. Read the resolution. 


* the compromise measures were before Congress, | 


nati, of which he speaks, called as an American ; 


1855. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not read the pre- 
amble, but merely the substance of the resolution. 
It is as follows: 

< That the repeal of the Missouri compromise was an 
infraction of the plighted faith of the nation, and that it 
should be restored; and if, efforts to that end should fail, 
Congress should refuse to admit into the Union any State 
tolerating slavery whieh shall be formed out of any portion 
of the territory from which that institution was excluded 
by that compromise.” 


Mr. STANTON. On that resolution, then, the 
gentleman claims that the Republican party de- 
sires to interfere with slavery in the States in 
which it now exists? Is that the only warrant 


for\hig assertion? That the Republican party 
desi¥f to exclude slavery from Kansas, ee that 
they mean to do it, there is no doubt, provided 
they are sustained by the sentiment of the people 
of the free States. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. My remarks were based 
on that resolution. It is an interference with our 
institutions when our citizens are denied the same |) 
rights in the new Territories with the cilizens 
from the North; for that territory belongs to us | 

“as much as it does to you. In 1849-’60, when 


a proposition was made that the Missouri com- 
promise line should be run through to the Pa- 
cific ocean. Was that proposition voted for by 
northern men? 

In regard to the caucus of the members who 
are now voting for the member from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Banxs,] the resolution which was 
offered by the member from Ohio [Mr. G- 
pines] indicates the exact demands of that party | 
called Republican. In addition, sir, we find that 
every vote which has been taken in either this ors 
the other wing of the Capitol exhibits a determ- 
ination on thelr part to wage an uncompromising 
‘warfare against the southern institutions. We 
see gentlemen on this floor striving towards one 
point, and that is the election of a Speaker who 
is openly opposed to our institutions. We have 
only one remark in answer to the interferences 
which have been made by the northern men by 
their legislation, and that is this: we regard this 
Confederacy as secondary in importance, and that |! 
when a Government falters in carrying out its || 
guarantees for the protection of life, liberty, and || 
property, it is no longer entitled to the fealty of || 
its citizens. And in addition to that, I will avow į! 
this sentiment, believing that it will be indorsed 
by my constituency, that whenever this Govern- 
ment makes a distinction between a southern and 
a northern constituency or citizenship, then we | 
shall no longer consider ourselves bound to sup- 
port the Confederacy, but will resort to the right 
of revolution, which is recognized by all. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman allow | 


me to ask him a question? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; as many as you | 
lease. 
Mr. HOWARD. Then I ask the gentleman | 
this question: Was not the meeting at Cincin- | 


mecting—a meeting of the American or Know | 
Nothing party? Did it not assemble as such? | 
Was it not regarded as such,and did not the dis- | 
tinguished gentleman from the gentleman’s own | 
State, who is president of that wing of the Ameri- | 
can party which stands upon the twelfth section of |! 
the Philadelphia platform, attend that meeting and |j 
approve of the resolution which the gentleman has i 
read ? | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Inanswertothe gentleman, | 
I bave to say that that convention was composed - 
of seceders from the Philadelphia convention, 
{applause in the galleries,] who were not disposed į 
to place their love of country paramount to sec- | 
tional or local opinions upon the great question | 
of slavery. , $ 
I answer his second question by saying that : 


the president of the National Council or Conven- | 
tion was there by special invitation; he was in- 
vited and requested to attend the meeting ant 

witness the proceedings, so as to learn their posi- 
tion upon the question in relation to which they 


considered themselves aggrieved. i 
Mr. HOWARD. Out of respect for the gen- | 


tleman who 1s president of the American organi- | 
zation, L wish to ask if he there said that the |; 

i i 
Americans of the South ought to concede to the į! 


‘Americans of the North the doctrines of that |! 
resolution? I have been informed that he did, © 


and, in justice to him, if it be true, it should be 
brought out. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman his 
authority ? 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not propose to give the 
name of any gentleman. [Applause and hisses 
in the gallery and on the floor.]. I understand 
that all these questions are put and answered 
upon what are current rumors in regard to the 
position of parties. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Sir, whilst I recognize 


upon the part of no gentleman upon this floor a } 


right to ask a question, unless it be in good faith, 
and based upon authority, I will say for the gen- 
Ueman from Kentucky, who is president of the 
convention of the American party, that he stands 
upon national grounds. Whilst I have no per- 
sonal acquaintance with him, and know not any 
expression he may have given utterance to in 
Cincinnati, I know that much of the gentleman, 


| by reputation and character, as I believe will au- 


thorize me to say that he stands upon the twelfth 
section of the Philadelphia platform, that he is 
opposed to the agitation of the slavery question, 
and consequently opposed to the restoration of 
the Missouri compromise. [Slight applausc.] 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If my friend 


from Kentucky will allow me, I will ask him a | 
| question in good faith, having listened with much 


attention to his remarks. It is one which in- 
volves a matter of principle, and { have no doubt 
he will answer me frankly. If I understand his 
position, and that of the party with which he acts 
in this body, it is this, that they are ready for a 
disruption of this Union unless the South shall be 
permitted to take their slaves into all the Territo- 
ries belonging to the Government. My question 
gocs beyond the mere matter of the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, in which I hold the honor 
of the South was involved. It is this: Does he 
and the party with which he acts propose to take 


from the Territory of Minnesota, from Oregon, į 
D> 


and from all the vast territory extending to the 

Pacific, north of 36° 30’, the restrictive clause? 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. In answer 

to my friend from Ohio, I must say that the party 


has announced in its platform the position which | 


it occupies. I ask no northern man as to his in- 
dividual sentiments upon the subject cf slavery, 
or in relation to its policy, its advantage, or its 
injury; but, sir, we ask this, and we demand it 
at the hands of Congress, that they shall leave the 
Territories as they are, and let the people of each 
Territory themselves determine the question, and 
if they say it shall be ‘ʻa land of freedom,” as 
the gentleman would have it, we have no objection 
to that, but are in favor of its admission upon 
that basis. [Applause in the galleries.} But if 
the people of the Territory say that they desire 
that slavery shall be introduced, and that itis a 
matter of policy and advantage to them that i 


shall be, then we say that it is the imperative | 


duty of Congress to admit it as a slave State. 
[Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. My friend does 
not meet the point, and he will bear with me in 
making the suggestion again. I understood him 
to say that the people of the South had. always 
regarded the Missouri compromise as an infamy, 
because it took from them the right to carry their 
slaves north of 36030’. My point, then, is this: if 
it was right for Congress to repeal the Missouri 
compromise, so as to extend to them the privilege 
of taking their slaves there, does it not follow that 
the South, in carrying out that principle, will 
exact the removal of the prohibition in the Min- 
négota act, in the Oregon act, and in relation to 
all the other Territories? 

And now, while the gentleman is speaking 
upon this subject, E want to know whether it is 


|i proposed, upon the part of the South, in order to 
4 secure what they demand as their rights in the 


Territories, to pursue the linc of policy marked 


‘| out in the Kansas-Nebraska bill until they shall | 


have removed all obstructions to the advance of 
slavery into all other territory of the United 
States ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I now un- 
derstand the gentleman to propose to thrust a 
new issue upon the American party. Iam speak- 
ing upon this floor for myscif and my constit- 
vents, and as far as Lam authorized I will answer 
him as to the policy indicated by the American 
party. The policy of its platform, as commonly 
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avowed, is, that matters in relation to the question 
of slavery shall remain-as they .are-that. the. 
Kansas-Nebraska ‘bill, and. the territorial -bill,. 
based as they arein their organization upon the 
compromises of 1850, shall remain.in their- present 
ondion undisturbed. - A : E 
i} But, in relation to this Missouri compromise, I 
say, that what was given to the North thereby. 
was obiained by. the. acquisition. of: Louisiana. 
That territory north of 36° 30', which was. given 
to the North by the Missouri compromise, was 
yielded up by the South, under the demand of the 
fanaticism of the North. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. . The gentleman 
from Kentucky will pardon me for correcting him 
|| upon a matter of history. The Missouri com- 

promise was passed by southern votes, and not, 
l! as he asserts, i northern votes. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I would ask 
the gentleman where the Missouri compromise 
originated? Was not that bill introduced into the 
Senate by Senator Thomas, of Ulinois?) Was it 
not at first defeated in the Senate by the opposi- 
tion and resistance of Henry Clay? Was it. not 
| afterwards introduced by Senator Trumbull, of 
| Ohio, or another bill embodying the same princi- 

les? It came from the North, and appeals in 
its behalf were made to southern men to over- 
come their constitutional scruples in regard to it. 
|| It was claimed that patriotism demanded them to 
yield it their support, simply for the reason, 
that the Union might not be dissolved. The 
| South yielded. Their patriotism upon that occa- 
sion rose paramount to their interests, They, 
sir, have never been found walking by interest 
when their country was in danger, or when their 
country called for their support. 

In addition to that, there has been no, time of 
danger to our country when the South has not 
yielded up her interests and her rights to satisfy 
the North. Even, sir, inthe annexation of Texas 
there was concession made. In the passage of 
i) the compromise measures of 1850 concessions were 
|! made by the South, Slave territory was yielded 
up to he free territory, to satisfy the demands of 
| the North, ° 
‘| In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| Mr > o + sp 
| (Mr. Jongs] and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
i| who declare they have no concessions to make, 
ii no proposition for an interchange of views and 
i| opinions, I stand here prepared to vote with the 
|| membership of the American party until the 
| expiration of our congressional terms.. If they 
i desire that there shall be a wall and. barrier 
|| thrown between the national men of this House 
[and themselves, they have only to pursue the 
| course which has been pursued here to-day. If 
i! they think the country will censure the American 
|| party, they are mistaken. The very best thing 
|| which has occurred, is our sitting here balloting. 
i Tt illustrates to the country, and to politicians, 
|| the fact that the captious are not to control those 
i| who are devoted to the good of the country. It 
i; also shows that the conservative men of the 
| country will commune together, and unite in sup- 
| port of the Government, and thereby entirely 
: crush out and destroy the local feeling which is 
| producing so muclr discord among the States of 
i the Union. ; 
| Mr. STANTON. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, how it happens that 
| he charges the Republican party with the doings 
| of the Know Nothing convention at Cincinnati? 
[Cries “ Vote)? * Vote!?’] 
| {The result of the vote, as above recorded, was 
| here announced.] 

Mr. NICHOLS. Since I have been here, I 
| have seen manifestations of indecorous conduct 
iin the galleries; and conduct not only indecorous 

|i but indecent. { move you, therefore, Mr. Clerk, 
| that. the acting officers of the House be directed 
to enforce the rules of the House in regard to 
| order. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In the first place, 
! sir, there are no rules to be enforced; and, in the 
next place, I hope that those who have been sent 
| here by the people, as their Representatives, will 
|i never turn any part of the people out of this 
i: Hall for following the examples set by them- 
|| selves uponthis floor. [Laughter.}. If the Repre- 
| sentatives upon this floor desire that the galleries 
| shall look on and be silent as to the proceedings 
i: here, I admonish them not to set the example 
u themselves of applauding or hissing. 
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Mr. NICHOLS, “Tam not aware that any: 
hisstiig has come: from. any-members. . But owe: 
have arrived at this’ crisis, that the sentiments of” 
members, uttered ‘upon: this floor, are systemat- 
ically: hissed'or applauded in the galleries: Now; 
sir, the power exists in the officers of the House” 
topreserve order at‘all times, and, notwithstand- 


ing the rebuke of the gentleman from‘ Tennessee | 


[Mr: Jones] may be ‘all very: well, as’ applied: to: 
members, if occurs to. me that some. better order 
should: be preserved than we have heretofore had 
and therefore:l persist in my motion... 75 


Mri JONES: I presume, sir, fron what has | 
occurred in the galleries, that my peculiar senti- 


ments would: find as ‘little sympathy there as 
would those’ of the gentleman frora Ohio; but, 
opposed to proscription, religious or political, I 
am for the largest liberty yand if the Know Noth- 
ings assemble in the'galleries and applaud when 


their friends make speeches here, I, for one, will, 


not, until this House shall be organized and rules 
for. its government adopted, vote to turn out of 
the gallerics of the National Capitol even those 
who would proscribe me. ` 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. ~ 

Mr. FLORENCE: Upon that I demand tellers. 

Tellers:-were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and WeeLter were appointed. : > 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
re orted- ayes 106, nays 80. 

The motion being agreed to, the House accord- 
ingly (at three o’clock and thirty-five minutes) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean, 
TheJournal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. FOSTER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Francis Guilbeau, admin- 
istrator of Bryan Callaghan, deceased, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Court of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, it was 


Ordered, That Nabum Ward have leave to withdraw his 
memorial and papers for the purpose of presentation to the 
Court of Claims. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the resolution in relation 
to private claims, submitted by the Senator from 
Tennessee, [Mr. BELL} and an amendment to it, 
submitted by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hauuw,} have instructed me to report the fol- 
lowing as a substitute for the resolution and 
amendment: à 

Resolved, That al) private elaims, upon which, no adverse 
reports were made or ordered during the Jast session, and 
which were pending before the Senate at the close of the 
Jast session, and which claims, are founded upon any law 
of Congress, or upon any regulation of an excetitive de- 
partment, of upon any contract, express or implied, with 
the Governinent of the United States, and which the ciaim- 
ants choose to prosecute before the Court of Claims, be, and 
the same are hereby, reterred to the said court; and the 
Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
deliver all the papers in such cases to the clerk of the said 
court upon his application. 

Mr. President, if it be the picamire of the Sen- 
ate, Lask that the resolution which I have reported 
asa substitute for the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection; the resolution is, therefore, before the 
Senate. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senate will observe 
that the Committee on Claims have embodied in 
the resolution the words of the law, and have 
only proposed to refer to the Court of Claims 
cases in which they now have jurisdiction. ‘The 
effect of this resolution will be to’ enable private 
claimants to obtain their papers from the Senate 
files in those cases in which the court have juris- 
diction, without a special reference of their cases 
to the court by the Senate. I will read the 
clause of the act which confers jurisdiction upon 
the court: i 

“The said court shall hear and determine all claims found- 
ed upon any law of Congress, or upon any regulation of an 
executive department, or upon any contract, expressed or 
implied, with the Government of the United States?— 


Theseare the words the committee have quoted | 


‘which may be suggested to it by a petition filed therein, 


either House of Congress.? ; we on 
This. resolution: will: only refer tosthe courti 


oweré 1 
‘session in‘which the court have Jeringienon ‘with- 
‘out ‘such a reference. This resolution will enable: 


and aiso-all claiins which ni 


ay be- referred to said court by 


cases-in-which ‘they have jurisdiction, without-a 


-special reference by the Senate; because: there- 
ny cases pending before us at the. last | 


claimants to: obtain their -papers-by the clerk of. 
the Court of: Claims making a call-on the Secre- 
tary. of the Senate for them. a : 
Mr: HUNTER. Mr. President, it seems to 
me it is possible that there may be one. difficulty: 
which: can be provided against by an-addition to 
the resolution. © Will the court consider all such 
claims referred to them as they ‘believe to be 


| founded upon law, or departmental regulation, or 


contract; or will they take jurisdiction of them 
merely because the papers are delivered? -It is 
desirable that the court should only take jurisdic- 
tion of such casés as they believe. come within 
the description of:the law and of this resolution; 
and, therefore, I think the Senator from Penn- 


he’ would add at the end of the resolution some 
such words as these—‘‘if the court should be of 
opinion that they come within the character de- 


words to this effect. . 

Mr. BRODHEAD., Such is my intention, and 
such was the intention of the committee, becatise 
they quote the words of the act conferring juris- 
diction; but the Senator from Virginia will ob- 
serve these words in the act: 

«The said court shall hear and determine all claims 
founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any regulation 


of an executive department; or upon any contract, express 
or implied, with the Government, of the United States: 


These are the words of the act; these are the 
words we have used in the resolution; and, therc- 
fore, the court will not take cognizance of a claim 
unless it falls within this description. The mere 
fact of reference does not confer jurisdiction 
under this resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. With that understanding, 
the resolution is well enough. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SENATOR, FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, at the commence- 
ment of the sessien I submitted to the Senate a 
protest from some of the members of the Legis- 
lature of Tilinois against the election of the hon- 
orable member from that State, [Mr. TRUMBULL. ] 
I said then, that on the organization of the com- 
mittees, I would move its reference to one of 
them—meaning the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I now move that that protest be referred to the 
Committee. on the Judiciary; but I am willing 
that it shall go to a special committee, or to any 
other committee which may be preferred by the 
Senate. If no preference be expressed, 1 ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The PRESIDENT. That. reference will be 
made, unless it be objected to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I am en- 
tirely indifferent as to what committee the pro- 
test may go; but as the signers of the protest 
seem not to have been aware of the fact that I 
ceased to be a judge, and was succeeded on the 
bench, some two years before iy election to the 
Senate, I wish to present the evidence of that 
fact, that it may go to the committee along with 
the protest. 

The PRESIDENT. The document will be 
received and referred.. g 

Mr. BUTLER. The practice upon this sub- 
ject has been different. Upon some occasions 
protests and papers of this. kind have been refer- 
red to acommittee raised specially for the purpose, 
in the nature of a committee of privileges. and 
elections. On other occasions such questions 
have been referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Iam inclined to think there ought to 
be a more numerous committee to try questions 
of this kind, and one which might be supposed 
to be selected for the justice and impartiahty of 
its members in regard to the point in dispute. I 
do not believe the Committee on the Judiciary 
will have any feeling in this case one way or the 
other; but I would prefer to have a special com- 
mittee raised, if such be the wish of the sitting 


member or any of his friends. 


“The PRESIDENT: The Sena 


sylvania would better accomplish his purpose if: } 


scribed in this resolution.”? . Let him add some | 


enator from South 
Carolina subuiits no motion: T believe? 4 

o Mri BUTLER: No sits I make the sugges- 
tion to the sitting member, tho honorable Senator: 
from Illinois, that, ifsit-be the wish of: himself:or 
his friends -thata special committee’ should: be 


| raised; it would’ be: morë agréeable to 


‘Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no wish to express., 
about it. -anr entirely satisfied that. the case 
shall go to the standing committee of the Senate. : 
I have no sort of:feeling on that point. It is.a 
matter of entire indifference to me before what 
committee it shall fo. © í: i l 

On motion, thé Senate adjourned to Mond 
next. se ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuorspay, December 20, 1855. 


_ The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o’clock, m. ` oe, 


Henry M. Fuller... 
Benjamin I. Leiter: 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 
James L. OiT., e.. eos egy 
John Wiliams. s.s.s. 

Lewis D. Campbell. 
John Cadwalader... 
Nathaniel G. Foster 
John Scott Harrison.. 


` 
So there, was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail:. 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Benson, Bitlinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffington; Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell; Chaffee, bara Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback,’ Damrell; ‘imothy: 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfte, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentiné B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel-. 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian. Mil- 
ler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott; Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins; Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, ‘horington, Thurston, Todd; Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader Œ. Washburne, 
Ellihu B, Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth.” ` f 

For Mr. Richardson—Messis. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D.’Fuller,Godde,Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, pera nn W.. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jonés, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver,On, Packer, 
Peck, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Taibott, Taylor, Vail, Warmer, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 
and John V. Wright. f : 

For Mr, Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge’ Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J, Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ri- 
caud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Leitey—Messrs. Dunn and Moore.” 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison and Scott, 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Williams —Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Edie. ` 

For Mr: Cadwalader-—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Foster—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Harrison—My. Haven. 


Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. Mr. Clerk, the 
result of the vote, as just announced, is. a prett 
fair indication as to the point which we will reac 
to-day. It affords very little consolation to those 
who desire to see this thing brought to a close, 
I have forborne, up to this time, opening my 
mouth on this subject, although I have often 
entertained a desire to do. so. | have restrained. 
myself because L believe that speaking is the very 
last mode by which harmony can. be promoted 
here. - : ; 

Ido notrise now to makea speech; I rise tomake 
a proposition—one of my own humble concep- 
tion—not to organize the House, but to promote 
by. degrees the business of the House. My plan 
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is this; and it may be surrounded, and no doubt 
is:surrounded, with difficulties, as all other plans 
are: I propose, sir, that: this. House proceed to 
the selection of .two standing committees—the 
Committee of Ways and -Means and: the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—in this. way: these 
committees, it will be remembered, are composed 
of nine members each... I propose, then, that the 
Republican party, indicated. by. its one hundred 
and five votes, shall nominate four members of 
each of these two committees. I proposethat the. 
Administration party, indicated by its. seventy- 
four votes, shall nominate three members ofeach of. 
these committees. This will make seven. I pro- 
pose then, that the corporal’s guard of the South, 

aided by those men ofthe North who havestood by 

them, have the humble privilege of nominating 

the remaining two members. of each committee. 

I propose then, that these.two committees retire 

and select their chairmen by a majority vote. I 

propose then, that the two chairmen preside over 

the ordinary business of this. House alternately 

until a Speaker shall be elected. I propose that, 

under this plan, one hour of each day be devoted 

to, the introduction of bills and resolutions, and 

to, their reference to the appropriate committees, 

to.be taken charge of by their respective clerks, 

I propose then, that the members of this [Louse 

be sworn in by the chairmen of the Committee 

of Ways and Means; and that. then the House 

proceed to elect a Clerk, Postmaster, Sergeant- 
at-Arms, Doorkceper, and last, but not least, a 
Chaplain, through. whose prayers, perhaps, some 

oil may be thrown upon the troubled waters. 

{Laughter.] 

I have said, Mr. Clerk, that the speeches 
which have been delivered here, have not been 
calculated to promote harmony. Thisis no time 
for invective, Itis no time for crimination and 
recrimination. Jt is no time for the sharp retort, 
for sarcasm, or for defiance. We-want harmony. 
We want concession. We must have conces- 
sion, or else this House will never be organized. 
I believe, sir, that if this plan can be adopted, and 
we can go regularly to the gradual discharge of 
our public duties, and pay more attention to the 
public business than we pay to those harsh difi- 
culties which must arise among all parties, pos- 
sibly there can. be in a few days such a state of 
harmony in this House as will facilitate and pro- 
mote the speedy settlement of these dificulties. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Clerk, of the feasibility 
of this plan, and I submit it, in order to hear the 
older members of the House on the difficulties— 
if.any there be~-which surround it. Ihave not, 
so far, examined the laws and the rules affecting 
this House, as to know whether or not there are 
difficulties in the way of adopting my plan. I 
can only say, that there is no constitutional diffi- 
culty in the way. I have examined it in that 
connection; I have examined the Constitution on 
the subject, and I can say distinctly, that though 
there may be some difficulties in the old rules and 
the”old laws in regard to rules, there is no con- 
stitutional objection to it. 

Mr, BOCOCK. I would state to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Smitu,] that the law 
of 1791 requires the House to elect a Speaker, to 
be sworn in by a member thereof, before pro- 
ceeding to any other business. This is a law 
passed by the House and Senate, and signed by 
the President, and the action of one House can- 
notannul a law of the land. 

Mr. SMITH. As to the fact of the existence 
of the law referred to by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bococx,] I presume there is no 
doubt. Nevertheless, I think that that does not 
preclude the possibility of adopting my plan. It 
does not prevent the House from going on tem- 
porarily to the discharge of the duties which are 
pressing upon us, on the plan which I have pro- 
posed. Thereis nothing in it in conflict with the 
Constitution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, I would | 
ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Surru] 
whether this House can authorize any person to 
administer the oath to the members required by 
the Constitution? The law of Congress requires 


that the Speaker be elected, and that some one 
member shall administer the oath to him. 
Mr. SNEED. Will my colleague [Mr. Jones] | 
be good enough to read that law to the House? | 
Mr. JONES. I have it not before me. It} 


requires that the Speaker elected shalladminister | 
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the oaths to the members. of the: House. -The 
Constitution. of the United States requires that 
this oath shall be.administered.. -I ask him, then, 
if this House, by a mere resolution; has any au- 
thority whatever to. authorize any individual to 
administer the oath .to. me, to him; or to any. 
other: person? -In other.-.words, can the House 
constitute an officer. to perform.that-duty? Can 
they authorize any other petson thana regular! 
elected: Speaker to-admini&ter oaths. which shall 
be. légal and binding. upon any person, unless it 
be passed by both Houses of Congress, and 
signed by the President of the United States in 
the form of a law ?. 

Mx. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, who has just addressed 
the House, 1s one of those members to whom I 
appealed to know what difficulties, if any, sur- 
rounded the proposition I propose to present. He 
has suggested a difficulty, and it may be a serious 
one, so far as the administration of the oath is 
concerned. But I have made this proposition as 
a basis upon which we might more quietly bring 
about the organization of the House. And I 
cannot see distinctly how there can be any insur- 
mountable difficulties in the way of the adoption 
of such a resolution. 

Mr. GROW, (interrupting.) If the gentleman 
from Alabama will allow me, I will refer the 
House to the language of the law to which’ the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] and the 
gentleman from Tennessee. [Mr. Jones] alluded. 

Mr. SMITH yielded the floor. 

Mr. GROW. Ft is the second section of an 
act passed in 1789, and is-in these words: 


“And be it further enacted, That at the first session of 
Congress after every general election of Representatives, 
the oath or affirmation aforesaid shall he administered, by 
any one member of the House of Representatives to the 
Speaker, and by him to all the members present, and to 
the Clerk, previous to entering on any other business.” 


Mr. JONES. When was that act approved? 

Mr. GROW. The 17th of June, 1789. 

Mr. JONES. Was it the first act passed upon 
the subject? > . 

Mr. GROW. Yes, sir, 

Mr. SMITH, (resuming.) I am satisfied that 
unless something of this sort is done, the public 
business of the country will suffer. I know itis 
ordinarily remarked, that itis not a matter of any 
great consequence that the Ilouse should proceed 
at once to business. It is said that it never docs 
any business until after the Christmas holidays; 
and there may be a good deal of truth in the re- 
mark; but it is nevertheless true that ther€ is, 
ordinarily, a vast amount of business introduced 
and placed upon the stocks, so to speak, before 
that time. 

Now, can we nottake up this matter informally; 
have these committees appointed; let gentlemen 
prepare their bills, and bring them forward; have 
them referred to these committees, if necessary; 
and then leg them, instead of making speeches 
upon topics such as we have heard for the last 
several days, which are really exciting and cal- 
culated to do mischief, make speeches upon the 
public business of their constituents? 

There are no hopes that a regular organization 
of the House can be effected for months to come 
in the present condition of things. My honor- 
able colleague from Alabama, [Mr. WALKER,] a 
few days ago, submitted a proposition by wey 
of compromise. And how was it received? It 
was received by the honorable gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] with the declaration || 


that the Democratic party will never go into any 
caucus unless it be a Democratic caucus. What 

robability, then, is there of our harmonizing so 
ong as such feelings prevail—while such senti- 
ments are persisted in by the different parties in 
the House towards each other? Upon what basis 
can any proposition be made by any party in the 
House to any other party, with any hopes of 
success? Why, sir, the whole object seems to 
be upon all sides to throw obloquy by one party 
upon another. And how easy is it to do that! 
Our whole history shows that thisis the bane of 
parties. It is a feature that is developed often, 
even before a party is organized. Scarcely docs 
ever -a party commence its existence, before 
mountains of obloquy are heaped upon it from 
all sides. Now, sir, I would not have that course 
eae in this House. I would say nothing— 

would have nothing said—to excite il-fecling 
in this House. I say that it is its duty to 


proceed to the business.of the country? Ljudge 


every. man. by the sdme. rule» by which:T would’: 


ike. to be judged. myself... I. 2ive to.théem th 


‘same credit for acting in perfect honesty, whieh: L-. 


claim for:myself. I-have;.then, submitted. 


proposition; and make these remarks. in-all-can-. 
’ T present them with azplan: i 
which, though it may not.be -binding upon them 


dor to this. House. 


as a law, yet ‘itis perfntly-practea le forugto s 
N 


thus informally organize to that extent, 


and-pro= 


ceed quietly with-the business of the country-and:{ 


with the business of the perfect otganization‘of: 


quieting the agitation, the excitement, the indig- 
nation of a constituency which certainly have 
some cause to complain. ae ae : 
Mr. CADWALADER, I beg leave to dissent 
from the conclusions, of the eloquent gentleman 
who has just taken his. seat—that the House are 
altogether wasting the public time in their efforts 


profit from the developments attendant upon.the 
delays and apparent difficulties which have stood 
in the way of its organization. “We aré here en- 
gaged in the practical solution of the problem, 
whether America can be governed by such Amer- 
icans as do. not recognize the truth of two propo-, 


minority, as constituting together. the present, 
platform of their party. The’ first. is perfect 
equality of privileges, civil, religious, and: politi- 
cal, of every citizen of our country without ref- 
erence to the place of his birth. The second is 
the unqualified right of the people of the slave- 
holding States to protection of their propert 

in the States, in the ‘Territories, and in the wil- 
derness in which territorial governments are as 


ased on the recognition, not of one, but of both 
of these principles; and when efforts. are made by 
honorable gentlemen to separate ‘these two ques- 
tions, the Democratic party, resting upon its plat- 
form, says: “ We cannot compromise. either 
proposition, but stand united upon both.’ 
ow, of what is the anti-Democratic party 
composed? It is composed of three elements, 
One portion deny both of: the Democratic propo- 
sitions; another portion content themselves with 
a denial of one proposition; the ‘remaining por- 
tion with a denial of the other. I might perhaps 


differ, I will say nothing of the innominate or 


cuss either of the two questions which I have 
stated; but I most respectfully desire to explain 
certain reasons why, m the present aspect of the 


cannot be expected to unite in any measure 
which shall expedite organization otherwise than 
through a majority of all the votes. It may be 
that in this respect a different aspect of the ques- 
tion may hereafter be presented; but the question 
is not presented in any such aspect now. I will 
state briefly what I understand to be the reasons 
to which I have referred. We are taught to 
believe by those persons outside of this House 
who assume to know all the truths upon which 
political affairs depend, that there are upon this 
floor about cighty gentlemen who make the Aho- 
lition or Free-Soil principle their governing rule; 
about sixty who concur in opposing the Democ- 
racy, but, in their estimate of the importance of 
this Abolition principle, postpone it to the ques- 
tion which involves the rights of our naturalized 
| fellow-citizens; and that there are some seventy- 
five who stand upon the Democratic platform, 
recognizing both the propositions which I at first 
stated. The few remaining members of the House, 
as yet, occupy no defined or intelligible position. 

Now, sir, a remarkable occurrence has taken 
place upon this floor—an occurrence as yet unex- 
plained—casting a veil of mystery over our pres- 
ent action, and exciting much more indignation 
throughout this land than the mere negative 
causes which have thus far prevented our organ- 
ization. Every member of this House, I am 
sure, at once recalls to mind the occurrence to 
| which I refer. When the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Camppeni] hed received, as a 
| candidate for the speakership, anumber of votes, 
i which is generally understood to have indicated 

‘ 


the House. The speeches: that. are- made then: 
may be made upon the legitimate business: of the: 
House; and: it will, at least, have the-effect. of: 


to elect a Speaker, or that there has not., beerni - 


sitions presented to the House by the Democratic > 


yet unorganized. The Democratic platform is : 


mention a fourth class; but as I wish to. speak : 
with perfect courtesy: of those from whom F. 


nondescript portion. Fdo not stand here to dis-" 


question of organization, Democratic members , 
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the true force of one of the-elements® to which ‘I |: 


have alluded, he withdrew: his name from’ the 
canvass; and,- with a feeling which drew forth 
approbation from every quarter, declared, in gen- 
eral: terms; that his. honor, or the honor of the 
Hotse—wedid not then, with absolute certainty, 
know which, though his‘own honor'was.under- 
stood: to: be meant—would be involved. in-any 
arrangement by which he could increase his vote: 
In saying this, he referred expressly to the organ- 
ization of the committees of this House as the 
subject-matter. of’ that: suggested arrangement 
which he repudiated with scorn; on what he 
called “a ‘question of honor. : Honor! that was 
the word. Having referred to the organization 
of the committees of this House as the touch- 


stone of this point of honor, every man’s heart, ' 


of course, rose. to his mouth. . A respectful ap- 

lication was, however, afterwards made to that 
Fonorable gentleman to develop the scope and 
extent of his meaning, by making a specification 
of the.serious charge which he had thusadvanced 
ingenerallanguage. That gentleman best knows 
the rule of his own conduct, i 

Fhave hitherto been accustomed to believe that 
whenever a genoral charge is made, it is appro- 
priate to: require a specification. This is espe- 
cially a regularinquiry when persons present are 
to be’ irivolved'in any investigation consequent 
upon the charge. I believe that the gentleman 
from Ohio would have recognized the soundness of 
this rule of conduct, and would have given us the 
specification, if. the request had proceeded froma 
quarter from which he thought that it was rightly 
addressed tohim. But the request unfortunately 
was made by a Democrat, the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Surru,] and as one 
of us took the liberty thus to put the question to 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio, he claimed 
the right to make a specific response, or not, as 
he might see proper. I agrec reluctantly that, 
until the question is asked by one of those 
whose possible connection with the subject-matter 
of the charge might be suggested, he has the right 
thus to take the position which he did assume, 
and to say to us Democrats: ‘Gentlemen, I will 
not submit myself to your cross-examination.”” 
Then our unfortunate condition is this: I have no 
right to submit the gentleman to a cross-exam- 
ination; neither had my friend from Tennessee 
{Mr. Smita] the right. But those who have the 
right—those anti-Democratic members whom the 
charge conccrns—have not yet seen fit to ask for 
a specification. We therefore accepted thank- 
fully the bricf, but not unimportant, response 
which the distinguished member interrogated 
condescended to make. His remarkable reply 
was, in words or in effect, that he refused to give 
the required specification, because, by doing so, 
he might obstruct the organization of the House. 
‘This unquestionably implied, that he was appre- 
hensive lest a premature disclosure of the whole 
of the truths which now rest within his own secret 
knowledge would impair the vote for Speaker of 
the party whose success he desired. 

But, sir, there have since been further develop- 
ments —striking developments—rendcring what is 
known as importantas any portion of that which, 
unfortunately, remains unknown. An honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ban«s,] 
who stands on the same party platform as the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, afterwards re- 
ceived anaccession of a sufficient number of votes 
to make every member whose mind recurred to 
the imperfect disclosures of the gentleman from 
Ohio, desirous to learn from what quarter that 
accession came. xcept for the sake of informa- 
tion, this was no concern, perhaps, of those who 
are not voters on that side of the question; but 


we, the Democratic minority, were at liberty to | 


regard it as a remarkable fact, that a gentleman 
put forward by those who occupy the same polit- 
ical platform, received this large accession of 
votes. We were not, for any great length of 
time, at a loss to know the cause. The honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts, who received 
this accession of votes, has told us—and no one 
doubts his sincerity—that he has not, in person, 
or, as I understood him to mean, through the 
agency of others, been privy to any such arrange- 
ment as the gentleman from Ohio had rejected as 
dishonorable. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts telling us this, we fully confide in it. But we 
are told, by his friends and partisans, that he has 


been politically educated upon Democratic priri- 
ciples, and that he stood originally on the plat- 
form of these principles. However he may have 
deserted them, he must, l-suppose, while profess- 
ing them, have acquired adequate knowledge of 
the modes in which he would, if elected Speaker, 
beable to represent any constituency which might 
happen to elect him. : 
Now, if it-has been the case that gentlemen 
have. forborne to` pursue with him the policy 
which was adopted with such a failure of success 
with the gentleman from Ohio, we can say that, 
profiting by experience, they have this time been 
less imprudent: If ithad rested there, we would 
not, however, have been at fault in forming an 


ould by success become his’constituents; nor 
would we have been at a loss in forming’a con- 
ception of the character and tendency of the rec- 
ommendations which he would receive from those 
who must become participants in his councils. We 
might therefore have conjectured the character of 


į 


the proposed understanding as to the committees 
which had been condemned by the gentleman from 
Ohio. But it did not rest there. Another gentle- 
man from Ohio, the senior member of this House, 
{Mr. Gippives,] has since told us on this floor 
what would be the precise expectations of this 
constituency. I translate into plain English the 
declarations of that gentleman thus: ‘ Make the 
honorable member from Massachusetts Speaker, 
and he will constitute the Committee on Territo- 
ries and the Committee of Elections, and certain 
other committees, in such a manner as to suit the 


platform, and he will compose the committees 
expected to bring forward questions arising under 
Ahe naturalization laws, and cognate questions 
involving principles of civil and religious liberty, 
in the mode which will best suit the views of the 
party who desire to claim for themselves the de- 
nomination of‘ American,’ ”’ . 

The question thus arises: Are those few gen- 
tlemen on this floor, who profess to disapprove 
of the Democratic organization generally, but 
concur with Democrats in desiring to sustain the 
privileges of our brethren of the slaveholding 
States—I say, are the gentlemen who compose 
this portion of the anti-Democratic majority, to 
be forced into the new organization which is 
pledged explicitly by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. opines] to sacrifice what these gentle- 
men concur wit 
ing as constitutionally guaranteed rights of the 
slaveholding States? Upon these gentlemen de- 
pends the organization of this House. Į now,in 
a plain and an honest way, confiding in their sin- 
cerity, address them thus: You have to choose 


least. An Abolitionist, or the Democratic candi- 
date [Mr. RicHarpson] must, sooner or later, 
be elected Speaker of this House by a majority 
or by a plurality of its votes. If you deem the 
choice of the Democratic candidate a less evil 
than that of an Abolitionist, vote, if you see 
proper, forthe Democratic candidate. If you do 
so, you can expect nothing from him or from the 
party which he will, in that case, represent. We 
do not ask this of you. We can offer you noth- 
ing in return for it. He will stand upon the Dem- 
ocratic platform, supported on its two-fold base. 
You desire to retain your honor; it is your con- 
cern to judge whether this can be your mode of 
doing it. Buttake the opposite course; allow an 
organization through a plurality vote, or other- 
wise, in such a manner, that the choice will ulti- 
mately fall upon the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, and you will do indirectly that which you 
disclaim the purpose to do directly. You will 
make an Abolition organization of this House. 
This is undoubtedly the practical question pre- 
sented. f 

Now, sir, those gentlemen stand, as I fully 
the platform of not directly or indirectly pro- 
constitutional rights of the slaveholder. If that 
be so, there cannot be an organization while they 


time been lost in ascertaining this? I say no. 
The questions we are testing in these ballois are 
precisely those questions which, sooner or later, 
are to be tested by votes on this floor. The 
great, the interesting truth which the balloting 


opinion as to their motives and purposes, if they | 
s 


views of those who stand upon the Abolition | 


the Democratic party in regard- ! 


between evils that which you may deem the | 


believe, with perfect honor and sincerity, upon | 


moting an organization which shall subvert the ; 


maintain their present attitude. Well, then, has | 


i States, thirty only were Democrats. 


| of unfaithful allies. 


for-these’ fifteen days has established is; that a 
majority of this House are not in favor of a repeal 
of the Nebraska: bill; not in favor ‘of a repeal of 
the clause of that bill which repealed the so-called 
Missouri compromise; and perhaps ‘notin favor - 
of agitating, In any form, the slavery: question 
with aview to the-sacrifice of the rights of prop- 
erty of the southern: States, within or without 
their limits. Has this been loss of time? No; 
it has healed the wounded.feelings of this nation, 
and has restored confidence in the stability of 
the Constitution. ` i 

I freely concede that; if the people of the United 
States were fairly represented on this floor, there 
would be great force in the argument.that for the 
purpose of organization we must sacrifice these 


‘important considerations, and some other im- 


portant considerations of the pending canvass, to 
which I will not refer. But the Democrats on 
this floor believe conscientiously that the people 
of the United States are not represented here. 
They believe that through artifice and deception 
the anti-Democratic ticket succeeded, as it would 
not have succeeded if the Democrats had been 
opposed by any fairand open organization. I, 
sir, standing here as one of the Representatives 
of the principles of the Democratic platform, was 
elected last year by a bare majority, which, 
judging from what has since occurred, would 
have been increased more than a-hundred fold if 
the election had been held last fall. "The Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the State 
of Pennsylvania, together, are composed of one 
hundred and thirty-three members. Last year, 
of the members of both Houses assembled in 
convention toechoose a Senator of the United 
All the 
others were anti-Democratic. A practical ques- 
tion of great utility was there taught—a question 


| like that which we are now investigating here. 


At that time, with a majority of more than three 
to one, those opposed to this small minority so | 
differed among themselves that they failed to 
elect a Senator of the United States, 

Now, an election has intervened, and an over- 
whelming majority of both branches of that Le~ 
gislature is Democratic. Last year, the minority 
there stood as the minority here stands, firmly 
together. The consequence was, an exposition of 
the incompetency of the anti-Democratic party 
to unite the factions composing it in order to rule 
the State of Pennsylvania. Their incapacity to 
govern a part of America was thus practically 
exemplified and tested. The result has been that 
the present Legislature of Pennsylvania is Dem- 
ocratic. The members of the present Congress 
from Pennsylvania were elected when the anti- 
Democratic Legislature of last year was elected. 
If the vote had been taken in the present year, 
the result would have been reversed.. The same 
thing has occurred in other States. 

We now know how the result of last year’s elec- 
tion was brought about. As early as the year 1851, 
Henry Clay had put in writing his prediction 
that the Democratic candidate for the Presidency 
in 1852 would be elected. One of the last words 
of Daniel Webster, uttered in October, 1852, 
was, that if he should live, and be able to attend 
the then approaching clection, he would cast 
his vote for the Democratic’ candidate, of whose 
election he said that he entertained no doubt. 
Thus both the distinguished leaders of the former 
Whig party recognized its extinction, and proph- 
esied the success of the Democratic ticket. This 
had, for eighteen months before the clection of 
1852, been a subject of repeated and continued 
prophecy. The consequence of that prophecy 
was, that everywhere the Democratic party was * 
numerously reinforced by unsolicited accessions 
Corrupt, designing, caleu- 
lating politicians, forced themselves into their 


| organization, and swelled their apparent numbers. 


The Democratic party throughout the land had 
been honest, and were unsuspicious. They had 
been in the habit of confiding in the purity of 
their local organizations. After the presidential 
election they did not suspect that wherever disap- 
pointments had ensued upon the distribution of 
offices, their ranks were filled with discontented 
traitors. When those traitors united themselves 
with Abolitionists, they did it secretly. So the 
secretly united themselves with the party which 
had. for years been organized forthe proscription 
and disfranchisement of our naturalized fellow- 
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citizens. They*formed in like manner 
known alliances, professing all the.time to con- 
tinue in fellowship with the- Democratic organi- 
vation. It is now easy to recur to what was then 
~unknown and unsuspected.. The Democratic 
organization was dissolved without any suspicion 
on the part of its. honest. members. The secret 
‘conspirators had suceeeded in uniting to them- 
selves all who were discontented. 
the northern States was a temporary defeat of 
the Democracy. The secret combination ex- 
tended itself to the southern States. There, for- 
tunately, the elections. took place long subse- 
quently. : 

Through the secrecy which had covered their 
machinations at the North,the conspirators were 
enabled for a time successfully to deceive many 
Democrats, and nota few well-meaning Whigs 
of the South. “Our southern brethren were for 
a brief season led artfully into the belief that 


Abolition had not been, as it has always been, a | 


principal test of northern Know Nothingism, how- 


ever it has of late been disclaimed by a few. | 


-The Democratic party stood their ground. They 
„knew, that when these anti-Democratic factions, 
North and South, should attempt to form a plat- 
form in order to resolve themselves into a party, 
the delusion would vanish, the veil be stripped 
from them, and the distinction between a party 
and a casual aggregation of factions would be 
manifest. And was it not so? When the dele- 
ates of the so-called American party assembled 
in Philadelphia in June last, what was the result 
of their deliberations? It was this: The Know 
Nothing or American party, so far as composed 
of those who respect the constitutjonal rights of 
our southern brethren; dwindled into a handful 


of persons—a smal! remnant now represented on | 


this flcor by some forty out of two hundred and 
thirty-four members., Yes; a little more than one 
sixth of this representation of the whole people 
represents the so-called Americans who are true 

` to the constitutional rights of the slaveholding 
States. 

Now, sir, I am not going analytically into a 
consideration-of the late triumphant successes of 
our party in various States. Ido not even intend 
to say what we expect from Kentucky a year 
hence, or to refer to those occurrences on which 
this expectation mainly depends. I do not wish 
to get away from the question pending before the 
House. I say to this handful of gentlemen, to 
the Spartan band of “Americans,” as they call 
themselves, who represent that portion of their 
party which is true to the rights of the South, 
that it rests with them to elect, or to prevent the 
election of, a Speaker favorable to Abolition senti- 
ments. TI use this word Abolition as a gencral 
term. Ido not understand specific differences 


between Abolitionism, Free-Soilism, non-inter- | 


ventionism, and non-agitationism. They can 
prevent the election of a Speaker who will organ- 
ize the committees after the standard of the senior 
member from Ohio, [Mr. Gippives.] They can 
allow this result to take place, or can prevent it. 
Lam not sorry thatthey are able to throw into the 


teeth of the Democratic party, as they do, that į 


we have not conciliated and will not conciliate 
them. We do not conciliate them, and we will 
not involve ourselves in any compromise with 
them. We do not ask their votes; but leave them 
perfectly free to cast these votes as their own 
sense of honor and patriotism may dictate. 

I have not intended in these remarks to take a 
controversial position; but have desired plainly 
to state what I believe to be the views of the 
Democratic minority at the present crisis. If 
any one of my colleagues differs from me, I desire, 
so far as he is concerned, to be corrected. Ihave 
endeavored to show why it would at least be pre- 
mature for the Democrats upon this floor to enter 
into any question of a plurality vote, or other- 
wise to complicate matters, in the present posi- 
tion of the House. Should a time arrive whena 


different state of things will be presented, the | 


party will be ready to define appropriately their 
position. At present we do not perecive how 
America can be ruled upon any principles other 
than those of the Democratic platform. 


Mr. McMULLIN. The House need not be | 
alarmed; 1 shall not bore memberg with a lengthy |i 


speech. I rise, however, for the purpose of com- 
: menting on the remarks of two or three gentle- 
men. Before I do so, however, I beg leave to 


The result in. 


crimination. 

I was mortified, sir, yesterday to notice the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wurrwey] fall- 
ing into the crror into which it is evident he did 
all; and I rise for the purpose of vindicating the 
truth of history, so far as the error committed by 
that gentleman is concerned. I understood that 
honorable gentleman yesterday to declare—and I 
desired some gentlemen to correct him then— 
that the Missouri compromise measure had been 
forecd upon the North by the South. In that 
statement, sir, the gentleman was much mistaken; 
and I desire now to say to that gentleman and to 
this House, that if I had been a member of the 
Congress which adopted thatunjust, unnecessary, 
unconstitutional measure, E would have been 


|| against it, if possible, until the expiration of my 
constitutional term of service. 
gentleman is mistaken when he says that that 


it was not so; and it is in part for the purpose of 
correcting that error—that important error, into 
which the gentleman fell, that I have risen. I 
have no desire, sir, that his remark should go to 
the country unnoted and uncorrected. 

But, sir, I desire also to indorse the sentiment 


tucky, [Mr. CAMPBELL. ] 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (in his seat.) Do not for- 
get me. 

Mr. McMULLIN. No, sir, I will not; and 
yet I regard it almost a condescension on my part 
to notice anything said by that member, [Mr. Gim- 
pines.} I do not know but that my constituents 
may hold me personally responsible for noticing 
anything which came from that member’s quarter. 
I had hoped, Mr. Clerk, that, surrounded as we 
old members are by a very large delegation of 
new members who arc here for the first time, the 
seniors of this House would have conducted them- 
selves as becomes American statesmen, and not 
in such a manner as the member from Ohio [Mr. 
Gippines] conducted himself the other day. Sir, 


| anattack on the constitutional rights of the South, 
and of the country generally, that it ought not to 
pass unnoticed and uncondemned. J am admon- 
ished, sir, pot to notice him. I know that I did 
declare duting last Congress that I never would— 
and I thought I never would—notice anything 
that fell from that member. {have not forgotten 
his conduct towards his colleague, Dr. Olds. But 


his place, andacts sucha part, and makes sucha 
speech as he did the other day, such conduct can- 
not be allowed to pass without condemnation. 
He declared to this House and to the country, 
that the Government would go into the hands of 
the North, that the Abolition party would elect a 


be, and ought not to be, dissolved. 
Ihave heard that member talk of the slave- 


arrive at that unfortunate state of affairs that the 
Government should pass into the bands of the 


Government should restore the Missouri compro- 
mise or repeal the fugitive slave law, then in such 
a case I would have to indorse the declaration of 


CAMPBELL;] that is to say, that this Union must 
and will be dissolved, [cries of ‘Oh, no !”’) the 
declaration of the gray-headed man over the way 
(Mr. Gwprves| notwithstanding. Ay, sir, and I 
take occasion here to give this information to the 
House and the country. I do not belong to the 


worse than untrue to myself if I had not voted | 
I repeat, sir, the | 


propesition was forced on the North by the South. | 


uttered by the honorable gentleman from Ken- | 


I regard the speech of that member as so violent | 


when that member [Mr. Grppixes] gets up in | 


President, and then, that the Union should not; 


North—of such anorthern man as that fanatical | 
character over the way [laughter,] and that that 


the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. | 


holder of the South holding the lash over his: 
slave; and yet that member has attempted in. 
his own peculiar way to hold the lash over the : 
South. Sir, let me tell thatmember and this House | 
and the country, that should this country ever | 


the South. They suppose. thatthe southern 
disunionists are:confined to the-Galhoun wing: of 
the Democatie party. . That, sir, isthe greatest 
error that the people: of the North. have: ever 
fallen into. And- I tell-you, sir, and I: want.the 
country to know it—I want the-gentlemen:from 
the free States, our Republicaris, our Seward 
Republicans, our Abolitionists, or whatever else 
they may be called, to know it—that if you restore 
the Missouri compromise, or: repeal: the- fagi- 
tive slave law, this. Union will be dissolved: 
{Laughter, and cries of “ Oh, no!’’] Gentlemen; 
laughing is no part of our duty. If laughing 
were arguments, the subject would be: well ar- 
gued here to-day; but this is no laughing sub- 
ject. 

Mr. Clerk, I desire to. state this proposition, 
I desire to state it more particularly in the hearing 
of the whole southern delegation—-Whig, Demo- 
erat, and Southern American or Know Nothing. 
And I hope that if any gentleman deems I do not 
properly represent the state of public. feeling in 
the South, he will correct me. 1 want to let: the 
country know the state of feeling in the South. 
And I make this declaration: that the people. of 
the South are as one man. on this slavery ques- 
tion. In the district which I have the honor. to 
represent, at all events, we are for the Union and 
the constitutional rights of the South. 

If the Government. goes into the hands of. the 
North, into the hands of the Republican party, 
of the Abolition party—for I like to call things 
by thcir true names—I say if the Government of 
the country goes into the hands of the Abolition- 
ists of the North, and they either repeal. the 
fugitive slave law or restore the Missouri com- 
promise, I tell the House, and I tell the country, 
that there will then be union at the South upon 
this question. I fully indorse the opinion of 
the honorable gentleman from Kentucky. [Mr. 
CampreLy] upon this subject. And let me ask 
gentlemen from the North, if this Union is dis- 
solved, who holds your national Capitol? Sir, 
it will not,be like the difficulties. growing out of 
the separation of the Methodist church. Gentle- 
men know the history of that separation. When 
the dissolution of that Christian church took 

place, their property was mostiy located at the 

orth, and the northern portion of the church, 
Shylock-like, took possession of it, and said to 
their southern brethren, ‘ We have. got posses- 
sion of your property, and we will hold on to it 
to the last. ‘Phe southern branch of the church 
would not yicld up their right, and they went to 
work and recovered their property by law. But, 
let me say to gentlemen from the North, you car- 
not get possession of this national Capitol. 

The Capitol now belongs to no section. It 
belongs alike to North, South, East, and West. 
But, sir, it was erected upon slave territory, and 
if the hand of disunion shall ever sever the States 
of this Republic, you shall never take possession 
of it while I occupy. my seat as a Representative 
upon this floor. And more, [ tell them that when 
the North and the South sever the connection 
which now binds them together, the North will 
never take possession of this Capitol unless they 
pass over my dead body. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Clerk, 1 desire to bring back the 
attention of the House and country to the fact 
that the Abolitionists of the North in this House, 
numbering, as the record shows, in the aggre- 
gate, one hundred and seven votes, have thus far 
been unable to elect their candidate for Speaker, 
Mr. Banks; and taking this vote-as the basis of 
their strength, I take it for granted that there is 
a majority of the House opposed to the election 
of Mr. Banks. The question then presents itsclf, 
is there any way by which the majority ef the 
House can be brought together to defeat the-elec- 
tion of Mr. Banxs? 

Sir, we were told. the other day, by the. gray- 
headed man from Ohio over there, [Mr. Gip- 
pines,] that if the North secure the organization, 
the committees of the House are to be organized 
in a particular way—are to.be organized in oppo- 
sition to the South. The majority of the com- 
mittees are to be composed. of men hostile to the 
institutions of the South. Now, I say there is 
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"a'tiajorityof the House in opposition to the elec- 
tion òf Mr: Bangs as Speaker. Tsay, then, is 
‘there any way by which this majority ‘may be 
‘ broaghtto unite? 8 wa a ene 
The record. shows’ that:there ‘are -some forty-. 
“odd members; not- bélonginig to‘ the Democratic 
“party, who-refuse to vote for Mr: ‘BANKS. Now: 
cask them, North and South; if-it is notin’ ac-. 


‘ cordance with the usages of party everywhere’ |; 


inthe <cotmtry: that: they should ‘go: with’ ‘the 
thajority, and not with the’minority?- : 5> =$., 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.. Did I understand: 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia'to'say that 
Thad taken pledges, if I were elected Speaker, that 
- I would organize the: committees Öf the Hotse 
‘aguinst the South. < : 
Mr. McMULLIN. ‘No, sir; certainly not. -I 
have'brought no charges ‘against the course of 
‘the honorable-gentléman from Ohio; and let ime 


tell him, and the House, that I approve, Tin- 


‘dorse, his manly, open, and frink bearing during 
this whole contest. I would like to be able to 
say as ‘much for [Here Mr. ‘MoM.’ stopped 
short, and’a suspense: followed, accompanied b 
shouts of laughter, ànd cries of “ Call the roll t’ 
No, Mr. Clerk, you need not call the roll quite 
yet... I was’going on, when interrupted by the 
gentleman:from Ohio, to propound an ‘interroga- 
tory to thei gentlemen of this ‘House. 
‘ask the national men injthis House belonging to 
the American party—I ask the Futter men—I 
ask the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Warker] 
—I address myself especially to the ‘southern 
Know Nothings—for I admit that the southern 
Know Nothing party upon this floor is more 
national than the northern Know Nothing party, 
and certainly much more national than the Bladi 
Republican party—I appeal to these gentlemen 
to know if they have the right to expect that the 
lurality of seventy-four'men, voting for Mr. 
RICHARDSON, Shall come over to the minority of 
forty men who have voted for Mr. FULLER? 

Mr.. COX. Iwill answer the gentleman when 
he has finished his remarks. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I shall'be very happy to 
hear the gentlovian’s answer, and I will give way 
for that purpose now, if he prefers it. T was 
going on to say thatit would be magnanimous— 
ay, sir, it would be magnanimous and liberal for 
the minority of those who are acting in’ concert 
with us upon a common principle—who are, in 
common with us, battling against the common 
enemy of the institutions of the South, and of 
the institutions of the country—the Abolition- 
ists —I say it would be magnanimous in them to 
come over and’ join us of ‘the majority. [ask 
those gentlemen to reflect, and see. whether it 
would not be generous and liberal on their part, 
as well as just and right, that they should come 
overand join us in the organization of the House? 
Let thom vote for Mr. Rictrarnson, or some 
other national man of the Democratic: party, by 
which the House may be organized upon anational 
platform. They certainly cannot ask us to come 
over to them.. Notwithstanding the condition 
of the country; it would be contemptible for us, 
who-are so largely in the majority, to come over 
to the minority. But, sir, the condition of the 
House, the condition of the country, demands 
that something should be done. 

‘When I submitted my’ proposition the other 
day, I did it in-good faith; and, if a proper time 
should occur, I shall again submit it in a some- 
what modified form.. My object then was, and my 
object now is, to place the House in'a condition 
where it can’ proceed with the business of the 


country; for, Mr. Clerk, disguise it as-you may, | 


the question of slavery, the question of the con- 
stitutional rights of the South, isat the foundation 
of all our dissensions and divisions in éffecting 
this organization. Sir, let metell this- House 
again, that, dearly as 1 love the Union—and: I 
prize it above all carthly objects—whenever the 
laws of this Government shall cease to protect 
me in my person and my property—ay, ‘sir, 
whenever we shall have arrived at that: point 
when one man residing’ in the South shall cease 
to be, in the eyes-of the law, equal. to another 
man residing in the North, I am ready for dis- 
union, and it-will come. I beg gentlemen who 
are opposed to the majority to reflect, and to con- 
tinue tö réflect. 

South is involved. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. “Will the gen- 


I say, L 


This question of North and | 


‘pertinent one; and 
which ought to comefrom one member toanother. 


platform which could ‘not be abandoned? 
‘resolution adopted by the cauctis which nominated 


| liberty, Se 


teman: from Virginia permit me to ask hima 


“question?” An 
“MroMcMULLIN. «Certainly: 9 
“Mr: WASHBURN, -I'would'ask him whether 


‘he would, thier day circumstantes, be “willing 
‘to tet the Union slide? — Ea 


‘McMULLIN. Yes; butnot to let it'slide 
tothe hands of the Abolitioiiists. {Laughter 
nd es} I consider'the' question an im- 
and not’of the character of those 


Mr. ZOLLICOFPFER.. Does the gentleman 


isk for the reason why thé minority with which 
| Fact canot go over to the’ majority with which 
‘he acts? “Is that'ihe gentleman's ‘question? 


Mr. McMULLIN. - Yés; sir; wished ‘to‘un- 


‘derstand why théy did not come over'to‘us. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iwill say to the’ gen- 
tleman from Virginia, for whose ‘patriotism: I 
have miich réspect, that, in view-of the events 
“which ‘have transpired ‘within ‘the last few days, 
it does become some of the gentlemen with whom 
I have been acting to give an answer to the ques- 
tion which ‘has ‘been propõundėd; ‘and, in doing 
s0, I must bé allowed, Mr. Clerk, to recur briefly 
“to the events whith have océwrred in this Hall. 

We-have assembled here únder extraordinary 
‘¢iréuimstances. Public events within ‘the last 
year or two have tended powerfully towards the 
organization of great antagonistic, sectional, and 
geographical parties. When [came to this Capi- 
tol' from my héine in the South, I saw that there 
would be an effort made to organize this House 
on a northern sectional platform—affecting di- 
rectly, and possibly, in the end, fatally, institu- 
tions of my native State, which, rather than be 
forced to sacrifice, her sons would promptly im- 
peril their lives and everything earthly that is 
dear to them. I came here prepared to meet 
rational and patriotic men of the North on a na- 
‘tional, middle ground—that of the Constitution 
and the Union—upon a basis which secures to 
all men, whether in the South or the North, those 
rights which our revolutionary ‘fathers determ- 
ined should be protected by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rictarp- 
son] Was nominated by my colleague [Mr. 
Jones] as the Democratic ‘candidate. “Within 
a few days afterwards the organ of the Admin- 
istration and of the Democratic party announced 
to the public that Mr. Greeley, of the New York 
Tribune, had declared, and truthfully, that the 
Democratic party might unite with the American 
party, and elect Mr. Futier, of Pennsylvania, 
Speaker of the Housé; but that the declaration 
was very safely made, forthe thing was impos- 
sible; for the reason that the Democratic party 
had planted themselves upon‘a platform ‘which 
they never would: abandon ‘for thegpurpose of 
compromising with any party. » Here is the lan- 
guage of the Washington Union: 

“ When Mr. Greeley declared on` Kriday that, ‘if the 
Democrats and the ‘southern “Know Nothings choose’ to 
elect FULLER. to-morrow, they ‘ean,’ he spoke the truth; 


! but he ran no risk in the statement; he knew that Ricu- 


ARDSON Was ‘the Democratic ciudidate,’ and he knew, 
‘too, that at the ‘beginning of a great presidential canvass 
the Democrats understood the importance. of organization 
too well to abandon their nominee ‘on any terms. ‘This 
fact will not be forgotten by the pcople 3 it was truc that 
the Democrats could have elected’ Purser, but such a 
result was never fora moment contemplated by any one 
of them.”? 


Now, Mr. Clerk, Mr. Futter is a national 
man from the North, who, in this critical junc- 
ture, unites with national men in the South against 
furiher agitation for disturbing the existing laws 
corinected with slavery. I, and others who sup- 


‘port Mr. Furner, are national men, from the 


South and the North, equaily opposed to every- 
thing which may tend to foment further agitation 
between the people of the North’and the South 
upon sectional questions. Now what was that 


Mr. ‘Ricwarpson attributed to gentlemen with 
whom I act a disposition’ to deprive a portion of 
the American people of their * civil and religious 
This sesolution or platform was in 
these words: 

. Resolved, That the Democratic members of the House 
of Representatives, though in a temporary minority in this 
body, deem this a fit occasion to tender to their fellow-citi- 
zens of the. whole Union their heartfelt congratulations on 
the triumph, in the‘récent elections‘in several of thé north- 
ern, eastern, and western, as wel] as southern States, of the 
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-prineiples‘of the Kansas-Nebraska: bill, and the doctrines 


of. civil and religious liberty which have. béen’ so violently 
assailed by, a secret. political order, known as the Know 
Nothing party; and though ‘in'a minority, we ‘hold it to be 
our highest duty-tò presérve our organization dnd continue 
| our efforts in the maintenance and defense. of ‘those’ pringi- 
ples, and the constitutional rights. of every:scction and every 
class of citizens against their opponents of every description, 
whether the so-called Republicatis, Know ‘Nothings, or 
Fusionists sand to this: end, we look with confidence to the 
support and approbation of all-good and true -men—friends 
of the Constitution and the Union throughout the country.” 


“The imputation here embraced had been some- 
times made against'us-upon the hustings. We 
repelled it there, and everywhere when made. 
While it may be deeméd legitimate for'gentiemen , 
in a heated canvass, to make such an imputation, 
if thought promotive of success: in the conflict, 
and while i aid not, and do not now, complain 
of it; yet here,‘sir, in this d@liberative body, 


‘ when gentlemen who profess to stand with me in 


the maintenance of the Union and the- Constitu- 
tior—of the rights of the people North and South, 
deliberately undertake to stigmatize me in their 
party platform with occupying a position of an- 
tagonism to the civil and religious liberty of the 
people, they erect a barrier between us which it 
is difficult to pass. - What followed next? When 
a gentleman with whom] lve had the honor to 
act, (Mr. Warrer; of Alabaina,] looking to. the 
probability. of a majority of members . standing 
upon a middle ‘ground—one ‘conservative of the 

nion, the Constitition, and the rights of all our 
people—did suggest that he thought it time for 
national men to have a conferénce, what was the 
response? When Mr. WALKER said, 

«I am anxious to see this House organized. I am 


| anxious that this House shall not pass under the control 


of the Republican party. I shall feel it my duty to use 
every possible effort to prevent such a consummation as 
that. And for the purpose of indicating, here and else- 
where; my own readiness to act with all men who are 
really conservative—to, act with men who are opposed to 
further disturbance on this exciting subject of slavery—to 
act with men who still acknowledge their obligations to the 
Federal Constitution—to ‘act with men who are ‘prepared 
to abide by the existing laws on the subject of slavery; Y 
say here--and, if I am not mistaken, I think that in this L 
am spenking for almost the whole of the men with whom I 
have thus far acted—I am willing to go fnto a conference 
with all men who are prepared to stand on that basis, to 
confer together, and see if they cannot devise some plan by 
which there may be a safe, healthful, and conservative 
organization of this House”— 

what was the answer given by the author of 
the Democratic platform, [Mr. Jones, of Penn- 
sylvania,] apparently the leader: of the Demo- 
cratic party in this House? He spurnedit. He 
stated that the Democratic party could compro- 
mise with no persons unless they came upon the 
Democratic platform. He said: 

«The Democratic party will meet in’ no caucus, except 
iu a caucus called by ‘that, party itself, and on ‘its’ well- 
settled principles. That is the only political caucus that 
we will atterid. . [Cries of “Good, good Pand laughter.]” 

Now, Mr. Clerk, is it‘not manifest to every 
-gentleman upon this floor, that'as an’ honorable 
man, as a man who hes respect for the trust rè- 
posed in him by his constituents, I cannot go 
over to the Demoeratic ‘nominee, though “a 
national man, while ‘I am thus répelled ‘and 
nnjasily stigmatized—I will not say falsely stig- 
‘matized, for it is not my habit to” use’ expres- 
sions that may be regarded as discourteous—but 
unjustly I say, for I repel. the ‘iniputation, that 
“we would deprive any portion of the. American 
people of their civil and religious liberties. 

A Vore. Did not Mr. MARSHALL, one of 
‘your party, repel this suggestion ? 

; Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. ‘It is true that the'gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Humpukey. Mår- 
sav] ‘did’ say that hco- had no disposition’ te 
| confer with such gentlemen as“had stigmatized 
him; but it was subsequent to the’ employment 
of the language I have quoted from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jowrs;] and, besides, 
| my Democratic colleague [Mr. Smrru] had, on 
Monday, used similar language to that employed 
by Mr. Jones and the Washington Union—say- 
ing, in behalf of the Administration Democ- 
racy—*“ We receive “no "propositions, and we 
make hone, on this side of ‘the House.” ‘Now, 
sir, while it is confessed that they could elect Mr. 
Furrer, a national, Constitution-abiding man, if 
they would,’we are not, under such circum- 
stances, able,to elect Mr. Ricuarpson if we 
would. -Let the country bear thisin mind. 

And now let us‘examine that other powerful 
‘organization in this House, the success ‘of which 
is daily threatening us with a northern sectional 
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-sorganization. What is their precise. position? 
2 he senior gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] 
confesses upon this floor that he drew. a résolu- 
tion which was presented ‘to a caucus of- gentle- 
»men of that organization, at which I think he said 
‘there. were twenty. or thirty members present, 
Which- pledged every man to vote for no man for 
“Speaker unless he stood pledged. to organize the 
“eommittees.of this, House in such a way as. to 
cagive to Free-Soilism the control of the committees. 
= Here is the language of the resolution: 
vs t Resolved, That we will support no ‘man ‘for Speaker 
“who, is not pledged to carry out the parliamentary.law, by 
giving to cach proposed measure ordered by the House to 

¿be committed, a majority of such special committee ; and 

to organize the standing committees of thé House by placing 
“on each a majority of the friends of freedom who are favor- 

able to making reports on all petitions committed to them.” 
Mr. JONES, of Penpsylvania. Will the gen- 
_ tleman allow me to ask him‘a question? 

' Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Permit me first to com- 
piete my answer to thé'question of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and then I will, with pleasure, 
answer any interrogatories which you may choose 

. to‘propound to me. 
Mr. JONES, Very well, sir. 

,. Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. TI have now preserited 
“the two platforms tipon which the two bodies of 
“our antagonists are arrayed. Some things have 
“transpired here which have arrested my atten- 
_ tionvery siiarply. The resolution adopted by that 
“meeting pledged twenty or thirty gentlemen who 

‘are now voting for Mr. Banks, to vote. for no 
` man for Speaker unless he is pledged to organize 

the committees of this House with majorities in 

“favor of “the friends of freedom.’? And yet, sir, 

` notwithstanding the announcement of that pledge, 
“Theard the ‘gentlenian from Massachusetts [Mr. 
“Banxs] utter upon this floor, the day before yes- 

- “terday, these words: 
+. I have never made any pledges, and I stand uncommit- 
ted'and prepared to do what is right and just wherever 1 | 
may be cailed to act, according to my own convictions.” | 


_ Gentlemen, is there not a remarkable conflict | 
of statement here? It was announced upon this 
_ floor that the twenty or thirty gentlemen who 

attended that meeting—men who are now voting 
nfor, Mr. Banks—adopted a resolution. pledging 
themselves to vote for no man who was not pledged 
im this way; and yet the gentleman who is seceiv- 
ing their votes has disclaimed upon this floor that he 
has made any such pledges! But this is only a side 
„issue. The. striking state of things before the 
.,House to. which I wish to direct attention is, 
that here are two platforms—the Administration 
. Democratic ‘platform, taking a party position 
: upon one of the most exciting sectional questions | 
now before the American pcople, (threatening, 
perhaps, the very stability of the Union itself,) | 
. and throwing the gauntlet of opposition rudely 
. down to all others; and the platform of the Abo- | 
litionists, or Republicans, as they call themselves, | 
.érabodicd in the resolution of the member from 
Ohio, [Mr. Gwoines,] pledging its supporters to | 
vote for no man who will not thus sectionally 
organize the committees of the House. On the 
. other hand, those with whom 'T act have stood 
upon the compromises of the Constitution— 
making no partisan or sectional issues calculated | 
_ to. agitate and inflame the country to sectional 
hostility., Although a southern man, and as true 
to the constitutional rights and interests of the 
„South as any man that ever, breathed the bréath 
of life, yet, when I saw public cyents tending so 
imminently to the organization of two great geo- 
‘graphical and sectional partics, I determined that | 
Ewoud plant niyself upon the Constitution, and | 
stand for the Union upon that middle ground 
upon which rational and patriotic men, both at 
the North and the South, may stand without 
any compromise of principle, and for the good 
of their common country. Those with whom I 
stand have denounced nobody: they have done 
mothing to embroil the country: if national 

Democrats and national Americans cannot unite 

“to'repel northern sectional triumph over both, it 
is not the fault of the national Americans. : 

_. Mr. GIDDINGS (interrupting.) I desire toj 

put a question to the gentleman from Tennessee. || 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman from ! 

Ohio will pardon me. 1am now answering the | 

uestion propounded to me by the gentleman from 

-~ Virginia, and T will not answer his question until 

I get through with that. I regard myself, sir, 


.me against further agitation. 
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as standing upon conservative, national, union 
ground. I believe that I have in my. position 
tendered the olive branch’ to the: gentlemen from 
the North, who are not-willivig to-see these-great 
sectional’ organizations. ‘built. up. . I cannot be 
brought to. forsake-the principles. of the Consti- 
tution—never; but I feel, that as far ‘as I can do 
SO, consistently with: my duty as a supporter of 
the, Constitution of the ‘United States, it is my 
duty to: conciliate, to compromise, to hold out 
the olive branch to gentlemen of the North, who 
have not placed me under a ban or stigmatized 
me as wishing to`'deprive a portion of the Ameri- 
can people of * civiland religious liberty.” With 
this view I selected, as the candidate for Speaker 
for whom I would cast my vote, a gentleman 
fiom the North. I resisted the importunities of 
friends to unite on a southern man, because I 
thought that, in this crisis of our great'country, 
it was my duty as a patriot to select a sound 
national and constitutional man from the North. 

Now, gentlemen, one word more. I see here 
a great organization, numbering from one. hun- 
dred and four to one hundred and six members, 
who are steadily voting for Mr. Bangs. Whilst I 
have reason to believe that the great lobby spirits 
that control that organization are Greeley and 
Seward, and Weed and Webb—hien of intellect 
and power at. the North—who are as bitterly op- 
posed to the American party as they are to the 
Democratic party, I do, upon my conscience, be- 
lieve that there are gentlemén voting for Mr. 
Banks, from day to day, who do not belong to 
the Abolition, or, as they style themselves, Re- 
publican organization. For example, I cite the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMPBELL, ] 
at whose position, as he announecd it here the 
other day, I ‘was surprised. He says he is an 
American, and he spurned the idea that the Amer- 
ican party at the North were identified with the 
Free-Soilers of the North; and yet he casts his vote 
steadily against a conservative national American 
from his own State, and gives it to Mr. Bangs, a 
Free-Soil Democrat, who has affiliated, as his 
record clearly shows, with the most ultra and 

violent Free-Soil and Abolition factions! YetI 
suppose that gentleman is sincere. Such are the 
powerful Abolition influences brought to bear 
upon him, he stands in this paradoxical position. 
I believe. there are other gentlemen steadily voting 
‘for Mr. Banks who are by no means identical 
in position with Greeley, and Weed, and Webb, 
the powerful anti-American spirits who are con- 
trolling this organization, but who have had the 
harness put upon them, and strangely feel that 
they cannot shake it off. Itis not for me to de- 
termine their course. They have made their bed, 
and must lie in it. 

Now, Mr. Clerk and géntlemen, what is a 
national man, supporting the distinguished gen- 
tleman from ‘Pennsylvania, (Mr. FuLLER,] to do, 
under these circumstances, but to stand to hisgun— 
stand to the Constitution, to the position based 
upon the principles of the Constitution, and upon 
a love of the perpetuity of the Union? What 
else shall T do, so long as I have power to act as 
a Representative upen this floor? The perpetuity 
of this Union, as designed by the Constitution, is 
paramount to all other considerations; and believ- 
ing as I do, that the agitation of questions affecting 
the subject of slavery is calculated to weaken the 
bonds of the Union, I stand resolved to oppose, 
by my acts here, and to prevent if possible, the 
introduction before this body, of all propositions 
to change existing laws on the subject of slavery. 

Mr. STANTON. I would like to know of the 
gentleman, before he resumes his seat, whether 
ornot he voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iam happy to answer 
the gentleman, that I did voie for it; but, sir, I 
have here taken by the hand national gentlemen 
who voted against that bill, and who stand with 
I did vote for the 
bill, and I most certainly would vote for it again 
were it to do over again; and, if necessary, I 
shall maintain it with all the earnestness of my 
life, because I believe it does simple justice to the 
emigranis from both northern and southern 
States into the common Territories, which are 
the common property of all the States of the 
Union. Ihave taken by the hand here gentle- 
men who voted against the Kansas-Neoraska 
bill, who, I believe, are national, patriotic men. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Furrer] 


| aught to foment-that. sectional agi 


for whom I hav e cast my. vote from day to day’ 


| would himself; had- He‘been a member 6f the last 


Congress, have voted against that bill; but’satis- 
fied as he-is, that agitation “is? fruitlésyy and that 
it would. ‘only tend to weaken the. bonds 
Union, hé would not vote. forts repeal; orado 
On WW. 1 
| now tending to build up two great: sectiona 
ganizations... He agrees with me that weg 
to resist the introduction of-all. questions; whith 
will lead to tlie agitation of slavery, andi: 

dially take him by the-hand. ©; : : 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee.: I wish: 


Nebraska bil? ae a 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. My colleagues wilt:do 
me the justice to say that I hever‘dodge any issue. 
I take my position, and every man knows:where 
I stand. In answer to the questiof I will say, that 
while there is not a truer and more conscientious 
advocate of the Nebraska’ bill. anywhere, ‘yet: I 
did think when we had assembled toe under the 
peculiar circumstances I have described, thatit 
was not a proper time ‘to lay down sectional or 
party positions upon the most exciting public 
questions in such way as to invite the fiercest 
agitation. I Have thought. it better for national 
men to stand firmly together in defense. of; the 
Constitution—provoking no agitation . unneces- 
sarily, and raising no untiecessary_ barriers to 
prevent national men from acting together... 

: Mr. SEWARD. Why did ‘you vote for it 
then? . ; A naisi 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Tdo not recognize any 
man’s right to propound questions to me when 
there appears in his manner a spiritvof trifling. 

Mr. SEWARD. I disavow any intention of 
trifling with the:gentleman. . 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then, I say, the .ex- 
ception I take to the Democratic platform:is the 
impropriety of taking such a position when it 
was uncertain whether we shouldbe able to effect 
a national organization of this Flouse, by even 
the combined efforts of the Democrats and na- 
tional Know Nothings together. I think this 
movement was calculated to promote sectional 
fecling and sectional results adverse to the South. 
My opinion is, that the true ground to`occug M in 
the existing state of things Is the quiet but firm 
maintenance of the perpetuity of the Union, as 
designed by the Constitution, as paramount to 
all other considérations, and that itis the duty of 
every man, under the, circumstances, to stand by 
the laws as they have been enacted. Sir, I think 
I have now answered the question of the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia, I have shown 
why we cannot pass the barriers the. Democrats 
have so inconsiderately erected against us. 
have shown that if, perchance, a northern. sec- 
| tional man is elected Speaker, (with which we 

are immincntly threatened. every day,) that. it 

is not our fault—that we have cast noimputations 
sundering national men, and that our Democratic 
friends, having it in their power, as they confess, 
to elect Mr. Futter, a sound national man, are 
responsible to the country, if, obstinately refusing 
to do it, they: permit the patience of a few north- 
érn men, who: are now scattering their votes, to 
wear away under this prolonged struggle, until 
they finally effect the election of a northern sec- 
tional Speaker. I, therefore, yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Virginia, to whose courtesy 

Tam indcbted for the time I have occupied. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have'no doubt of the pa- 
triotism of my friend and colleague from Tennes- 
| see in the course he has pursucd and in the 
i position he has taken; and I assure the gentleman 
| lasked him the question in order that I might 
the more fully understand his position, and for 
the purpose of basing a few remarks upon that 
i question. : 
| Mr. MeMULLIN. I helicveI have the floor, 
| and the gentleman cannot take it from mein or- 
| der to make a speech. [Cries of “ Call the 
| roll 17] 
| 
j 
| 


Mr. WRIGHT. This House well knowsthat 

this is the first time, since I made my appearance 

i upon the floor of this Hall, that I have: epened 
i my mouth, except to cast my vote. : 

| Mr. WALBRIDGE. [rise to aquestion of: 

order. It isthis: is it fair or parliamentary for- 

one gentleman to get the floorin the morning, and: 


to farm it out to his friends, through the whole: 
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day? The gentleman from Virginia -seems to be 
* doing $0... ; B ds 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ihave yielded the: floor | 
‘once or twice for explanation. : 

Mr. WALBRIDGE: Well, I want to: know 
whether itis parliamentary to do: so? Will th 
gentleman from. Virginia-answer-me?.... = 
~ Mr: WHEELER... -I call the gentleman fro 


Michigan [Mr. Watsringe] to order. ‘The gen- | 


tleman from. Tennessee [Mr. Waieut] has. the 


floor. 5 ae : ee i 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. Well, I wish to ask. the 
gentleman from Virginia a.question.. [Cries of 
& Order??? « Call the roll???] |. : 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has. the floor, andthe gentleman from Michigan 
desires to ask the gentleman from Virginia a 
question, . 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. My questionis, whether 
itis parliamentary for one gentleman to get; the 
floor in the miorning, and farm it out all day to 
his friends? 

Mr. McMULLIN. A gentleman who carries 
such a looking head as that upon his shoulders 
ought not to ask such a question. [Laughtér.] 

Mr. WRIGHT... 1 donot rise for the purpose 
of making a ‘personal explanation. I have none 
to make. ‘But it is for another and entirely dif- 
ferent purpose. My colleague [Mr. ZoLLICOF- 
FER] is a gentleman of the highest respectability 
and of undoubted patriotism, Iwould not say a 
word to injure his feelings, or the feelings of any 
gentleman upon this floor, I care not from what 
section 9f the Union he comes, or what the prin- 
ciples he professes. J think it must be clear to 
every‘one, that gentlemen who belong to the so- 
called American party here are standing out—I 
will not say factiousl y—upon what they consider 
to be an insult offered to them by the caucus of | 
the Democratic party. That point has been so | 
fully explained by my honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Jonns,] that I deem it un- 
necessary to say a word with regard to it. The 
American party upon this floor, in persisting to 
vote for Mr. FurLer—whom I regard as a sound | 
national man, on the ground of his remarks yes- | 
terday, and for whom I entertain the highest 
respect—-are making the principle of a simple 
change of the naturalization laws paramount to 
any other issue before the country; for that is 
all this House can effect. They deny most une- 
quivocally, that they are the enemies of civil and 
religious liberty. All they can accomplish is to | 
extend the period of the naturalization laws; and | 
this question they make paramount to the ques- | 
tion which is agitating the country from one ex- | 
treme to the other; and that, too, at a time when 
one hundred and six honorable gentlemen have 
arrayed themselves here in solid phalanx. against 
what we conecive to be the constitutional rights 
of the citizens of the southern States, 

1 eame here not as a southern man, but for the | 
purpose of codperating with every man of every 
section to maintain the Constitution of our coun- 


try, and to guard the rights of every State. [| 
have the honor to represent, in part, a State | 
which in all time has shown herself to be emi- | 
nently national and conservative on all questions, ! 
and I represent a constituency who are not to be | 
intimidated by the threats of honorable gentle- | 
men, but who ‘know their rights, and knowing, | 
will dare maintain them.” Iam not one of those 
who believethat this Union, hallowed by so many 
glorious recollections, and cemented by the blood 
of the fathers of the Revolution, will be dis- 
solved; but I Would warn gentlemen that there is 
a point beyond which endurance might cease to 
be a virtue. Gentlemen may say what they 
please with regard to these questions, but I am 
one of those who entertain an abiding faith in the 
good sense, the justice, and the patriotism of the 
people of the northern States of this Union; and 

believe, before Heaven, that a fair expression 
of public opinion from that section of our coun- 
try would hurl from power and from place that 
band of Representatives who come here enter- 
taining opinions, as heralded forth by the honor- 
able gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gropixas,] to- 
tally at war with the Constitution. I do not be- 
lieve that the second sober thought of the North 
will affirm the action of many of their Repre- | 
sentatives upon this floor. I believe they. will | 


rally to the support of the Constitution and 
: of the Union; and that they will sustain every | 


Ocratic caucus. ve 
Then, sir, here is the:point I wished.to make: 


| that my colleague, [Mr. ZoLiicorrer,] and those 


who are acting with him, approving, as he says 
he does, that part of the resolution of the :-Dem- 


| ocratic caucus in relation to the -Kansas and Ne- 


braska act; is making the insignificant: question 
(comparatively) of-a change of the naturalization 
laws paramount to the great question of the 
rights. and independence of the southern States 
on the: question’ of slavery. I therefore call upon 
him; and those honorable gentlemen who codper- 
ate with him, to:drop, fora time, his sentiments 
—honest ones, I have no:'doubt—on this question 
of minor importance, and rally to the banner of the 
Democratic: party on this floor, whose: opinions 
on the one great question he has announced him- 
self to favor. Let us organize this House, and 
do the business our constituents sent us here to 
do; and then he can fall back on his advocacy of 
a change of the naturalization laws, and relieve 
himself from the position which, I honestly 
think, he now occupies of preventing an organ- 
ization. These remarks, Mı . Clerk, I submit in 
the kindest spirit, and I hope they will be so re- 
ceived by my honorable colleague and by all 
other gentlemen on this floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I again assure the House 
that I anxiously desire to see it organized. But 
yet the issue has been made by men of the 
North, and we are ready to mcct that issue as 
becomes men. If the people of the North pro- 
pose to indorse the sentiments of their Repre- 
sentatives here, letus know it. Let us know the 
worst, and provide for it. It has been alleged 
against us in this part of the House that in cau- 
cus we passed a resolution pledging resistance to 
those who are in opposition to the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill and to the Administration. Sir, this 
is no time for me, or for any other gentleman 
here, toenter into the defense of the Adminis- 
tration. But, sir, when this House shall have 
been organized—and organized I hope it will 
be—I shall be one of the first and most forward 
in doing justice to the present Administration. I 
do not want to be understood here as conveying 
the idea that the Administration is without its 
faults. But, sir, the Administration has proved 
to me that it is at least true to the South on the 
constitutional question, or the question of ques- 
tions which is now overlying and absorbing all 
other questions. The Administration has been 
true and faithful to the constitutional rights of 
the South on the slavery question. So far as the 
Administration is concerned, it has demeaned 
itself as becomes a patriotic one, having due re- 
gard to all portions of the Confederacy; and at 
a proper time, sir, I will say what I think of it. 
Gentlemen may talk of it as they please, but I 
repeat, that at a proper time I shall defend the 
Administration with all my ability on all those 
questions on which I think it is deserving of 
support. 

But, Mr. Clerk, I have been mortified—not only 
mortified but surprised, at the position taken here 
by some of my southern friends. My brethren 
of the South will pardon *me for what I say. 
There are good men, truc, patriotic, Christian- 
hearted men from the South, in this House, 
with whom I respectfully differ. I allude to 
those southern gentlemen who belong to the 
American party as they call it. Sir, Į am not the 
mian to oppose that portion of my friends of the 
South on account of their attachment to that party. 
I know that many of my fellow-citizens at the 
South who went into. that organization are just 
as good and patriotic men as there are in this 
country; but I do say, sir, that they have been 
deccived, misled, and imposed upon as to the 
doctrines which they have advocated both before 
the people and in this House. A portion of their 
doctrines I myselfam prepared to indorse, and so 
are, I am sure, the whole*of my Democratic 
friends; but others of their doctrines I condemn. 
Whether these doctrines enter into the platform 
of the Know Nothing party or not is a matter of 
perfect immateriality to me. 

Sir, I now call the attention of the House and 
of the country to a very few of the subjects of 
difficulty between that party and myself. We 
have heard a good deal said in this House and 
elsewhere about Americans ruling America. 
Thatis:one of the leading dogmas of my southern 


is there such-a man here? 
is he from? I take issue just here with the gen. 
tlemen. Let them tell me where is the man- who 
will say that any. but Americans. are: to rule 
America..°"There’ is no gentleman ‘here having 
any such idea. - 

But, Mr. Clerk, to proceed to the second dogma 
of the American party |: They are opposed to 
foreign pauper, convict, and felon immigration. 
Where, sir, is the man inthis House who has ad- 


-vocated here or before the people the principle of 


promoting the immigratfon of foreign paupers, 
convicts, or felons? There isno such man_here. 
I am as much opposed to the immigration of for- 
eign convicts, paupers, and felons, as any man in 
the country. agree, then, with the American 
party as to that proposition also. 

But, Mr. Clerk, there is a third dogma of. this 
party with which I do not agree. That dogma 
1s opposition to Catholicism. Now, sir, I difer 
in my religious ideas from the tencts of the Cath- 
olic church as widely as the poles are asunder; but 
I have ever been, and ever will be, an advocate of 
the doctrine of religious freedom. Iam in favor 
of extending to every man the liberty of worship- 
ing God according to the dictates of his con- 
science. 

A Voice. So are we. ; s 

Mr. McMULLIN. But, Mr. Clerk, my friends 
from the South will pardon me for saying just 
here, that I cannot agree to their proscriptive con- 
stitution! Look at their constitution! They 
talk about the Democratic platform laid down in 
the caucus. They have objected to that plat- 
form, and say that it is owing to it that the House 
is unable to organize. They say that the cause 
of our non-organization is, that we have laid 
down a platform which has reared up a wall of 
fire between them and us. But, Mr. Clerk, Lask 
the attention of this House to this important fact: 
what matters it to the country as to who presides 
over this House, if our southern brethren only 
come with us, and help to defeat the election to 
the speakership of an Abolitionist, and help to 
elect a Speaker who will be true to the require- 
ments of the Constitution, and to the rights of 
every section of the Union? Why should they, 
by their action, throw the House practically into 
the hands of the Abolitionists? í 

I have designed, in submitting these remarks 
to my brethren of the American party South, to 
call their attention, and that of the country gen- 
erally, to the constitution under which that party 
exisis, and to the issues therein laid down. Doc- 
trines have been there laid down which should 
never prevail in this or any other country; and 
they must pardon me for my humble objection 
to their constitution, as I deem it utterly incom- 
patible with, and opposed to the principles of this 
republican.Government of ours. 

Mr. COX, Will the gentleman from Virginia 
allow me to interrupt him for the purpose of 
asking him a question? 

Mr. McMULLIN yielded. 

Mr. COX. I desire the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. McMuuury] to state the particular 
principles of the American platform which he 
deems inconsistent with republican liberty, and 
hostile to the institutions of the country. I desire 
him to state them specifically and in detail. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will do go, sir, with 
great pleasure, if the House is disposed just now 
tohearme. [Criesof “ No, no!” and “Go on!?7] 
I am admonished, Mr. Clerk, by my friends 
around me not to do so now, [laughter,] and I 
am disposed to accommodate them. : 

Mr. COX. Well, I wiil withdraw the question 
fer the present. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will inform my worthy 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Cox,] that at a 
proper time hereafter I will with great pleasure 
answer his question. I will do so when the 
House is organized. I will show him that my 
objections to part of the Know Nothing constitu- 
tion are of an insuperable character, and I think 
I will induce the gentleman himself to think that 
they are. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. McMutiin] is not willing to answer my 
question now—and I know his reasons; they are 
satisfactory to me, and are, doubtless, proper 
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reasons—I should like very much that he would 
yield me the floor for explanation, so that I may 
vindicate the principles of the American party. 
[Cries of “Oh, certainly he will t] 

~ Mr. MeMULLIN. Tam willing to accede to 
the gentleman’s request, and do so with great 
pleasure, 

. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh, let the gentle- 
man from Virginia finish first, and then the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky can go on. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Lest I should be accused 
of occupying the floor improperly, I will not hold 
it longer. I conclude by saying, that if the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Samira] persists in his 
resolution, I shall propose to modify it before the 
House votes upon it. I do not, however, think 
that resolution meets the wants of the House at 
all, and before taking my seat I will make the 
motion, which I think is the better one, tolay the 
resolution upon the table. 

The CLERK. The Clerk does not understand 
the resolution of the gentleman from Alabama as 
before. the House, and therefore no motion can be 
made to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I thought the gentleman 
from Alabama offered it this morning. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Alabama 
stated his resolution; but it was not sent up to 

: the desk, and the Clerk did not understand it as 
having been offered. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say something upon the 
resolution of the gentleman from Alabama, and 
if it is not before the House, I would suggest to 
that gentleman that he now offer it. 

Mr. SMITH. I will present it modified at the 
suggestion of gentlemen whom I have consulted. 
I now offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, (for the informal promotion of business,) That 
this House proceed to the election of two standing com- 
mittees—the Committee of Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—upon the following plan: 

The Republican party (votes one hundred and five) shall 
nominate four ; 

The Administration party (votes seventy-four) shall nom- 
inate three ; 
eae National American party (votes forty) shall nominate 

"That the said committees shall each elect its chairman 
by a majority vote ; 

That the two chairmen, beginning with the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, shall preside, alter- 
nately, over the deliberations of the House until a Speaker 
shall be elected ; 

That the House devote one hour every day to the recep- 
tion and reference of bills and petitions, and the usual 
legislative business; and 

‘That said committees shall be dissolved upon the election |! 
of a Speaker, and their business shall pass into the hands 
of the cominittees appointed by the Speaker. 


Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, obtained the floor. 
Mr. COX also rose and addressed the Clerk. 
The CLERK. The gentleman from Alabama 

is entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. COX. I thought I had obtained the floor | 
before the resolution was offered by the gentle- 
man from Alabama. I desire to speak upon that 
resolution, and for that purpose I claim the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk recognized the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. He has no recollection 
of recognizing the gentleman from Keniucky,and | 
he does not know how he obtained the floor, un- 
Jess by some arrangement made with the gentle- 


man from Virginia. 

Mr. COX. I took the floor after the gentle- j; 
man from Virginia took his seat, and have not |} 
yielded it, except for the gentleman to offer lus 
resolution. 

The CLERK, The Clerk will state that it! 
was his understanding that the gentleman from | 
Virginia yielded the floor to the gentleman from |) 
Kentucky, and that after both took their seats, it 
was awarded to the gentleman from Alabama. | 
The Clerk has no power in the matter. He | 
recognized the one he supposed entitled to the i 
floor. 

Mr. COX. . I certainly did not mean to cast | 
any imputation upon the Clerk of the Fouse. [| 
simply wished to state that I had not yielded the | 
floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J ask if the gen- 
tleman from Virginia did not move to lay the 
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resolution upon the table? If so, no one can be 
entitled to the floor, for the motion 1s not de- 
batable. : 

The CLERK. The resolution was not then 
before the House, and therefore the motion to 
lay on the table could not be made. 

Mr. JONES. Then there was nothing before 
the House? 

The CLERK. There -was not at that time. 
The gentleman from Alabama has, however, since 
offered his resolution, and it is now regularly be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Kentucky 
states that he obtained the floor and did not yield 
it. The Clerk therefore supposes he is entitled 
to the floor, 

‘The remainder of the debate of to-day has been 
withheld for revision. Such was the confusion 


| in the Hall, that the reporters could not trust to 


their notes. [It will be found in the Appendix 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 21, 1855. 

The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o’clock, m. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

_Mr. COX, being entitled to the floor, resumed 
his remarks and said: I am much obliged to the 
House for the kindness manifested to me in 
allowing me to close to-day the few remarks I 


| desire to make. The request was made upon my 


partsimply on account of the state of my health, 
which has been such for several days, and was 
such yesterday, as to make it scarcely possible 
for me to finish my remarks. I shall endeavor 
to do so to-day, and as briefly as possible. Be- 
fore I begin this morning to discuss any par- 
ticular question, I will say to gentlemen that I 
do not desire to be considered as wasting the 
time of the Houce. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) Will the 
gentleman from Kentucky allow me a moment 
for personal explanation before he proceeds with 
his remarks? f wish only a moment. 

Mr. COX. Ithasno reference, I suppose, to 
the discussion I am engaged in? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. None whatever. 

Mr. COX. It will not consume much time? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Only two or three minutes. 

Mr. COX. I yield, then. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Tam much obliged to the 
gentleman. I merely wish to call the attention of 
the House to some remarks in the Congressional 


Globe of this morning, purporting to have’ been | 


uttered by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Me- 
Morim.] In alluding to mysclf, he is reported 
as having said I see some gentlemen are impa- 
tient. It is a matter of very little importance; 
but I do not wish to be misrepresented, and for 
that reason frankly requested from the gentleman 
from Kentucky the privilege of the floor for the 
purpose of correcting the misrepresentation. The 
gentleman from Virginia is reported to have said: 

“But when that member [Mr. Gippines] gets up in his 
place, and acts such a part, and makessuch a speech as he 
did the other day, such conduct cannot be allowed to pass 
without condemnation. We declared to this House and to 
the country, that the Government would go into the hands 
of the North, that the Abolition party would eleet a Presi- 
dent, and then, that the Union should be, and ought to be, 


i! dissolved.” 


{I do not know whether the gentleman from Vir- 


' ginia uttered those words or not; f can only say 


that ho, or his reporter, has put into my mouth 
language which I never used, which I never 
thought of, and which I never expect to think or 
utter. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for 


| the opportunity to make this correction. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I certainly, sir, do not 
understand myself as having said that the mem- 


ber from Ohio threatened the dissolution of the | 
I H 


Union. I did not design to be so understood. 
regard myself as having said, that that member, 
when upon the floor, had said, that when the 
Government of our country should go into the 
hands of the North—when that section should 
succeed in getting the Senate and the Presidency, 
then that the South, which talks of dissolving the 


Union, should. not dissolve the Union: I said 
that that member, upon former occasions, had 
assumed to himself the right to hold up the lash 
over the southern slaveholders, and over the 
southern members of Congress. I did condemn 
the course of that gentleman. ‘I have nothing to 
take back—not one word; and my constituents 
will justify atone said, 

Ar. GIDDINGS. One word more, if the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will allow. k 

Mr. COX. Ithink the gentlemen are about 
equal. 

„Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia says I spoke of the North getting control 
of the Government. I did not use that language; 
I never intended to use it; nor did I use it upon 
that occasion. As to replying to the gentleman 
from Virgima, I know no man in this Hall will 
expect me to do so any further than to correct a 
palpable misrepresentation. 

Mr. COX. I was about to remark——~ 

Mr. McMULLIN. One word, if the gentle- 
man pleases, before he proceeds. What does 
that member mean when he says he supposes no 
member will expect him to reply to me? What 
does he mean when he says he will not reply to 
language which I use? Does that member sup- 
pose that he is capable of insulting any one? 
[‘* Order !?*] Order yourself. Iain too well aware 
when I am out of order. But when I am at- 
tacked and assailed, as I have been wantonly, 
by that contemptible member of this House, I 
will defend myself, [Cries of ‘ Order, order pe 
Rise in your place and raise the question o 
order, and not sit in your seats and cry *¢ Order P? 
when you cannot be known. 

Mr. COX then resumed the floor, and occupied 
it fortwo hours. In the course of his remarks 
he yielded to many gentlemen for explanation 
and interrogatories. His speech, withheld for 
| revision, will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. PECK. I desire to ask the attention of 
the House for a moment, in order to reply to the 
remarks which have fallen from my colleague 
| from the third district of Michigan, (Mr. War- 
BRIDGE.] I understood him to say that in his dis- 
trict, an honorable Senator from Michigan, during 
the last canvass, admitted the right of Congress to 
legislate upon the subject of slavery in the Terri- 
tories ofthe United States. Lamapprehensive that 
the House may derive some erroncous impression 
from those remarks, and that it may infer there- 
from that the Democratic party of the State of 
Michigan carried on that canvass upon the basis of 
that position. Lrise simply toapprise the House, 
if such be the inference, that it will labor under 
a wrong impression. Whatever may be the 
opinion of that Senator upon that question, he 
will doubtless take oceasion to state it in the 
proper place and at the proper time; but I desire 
to state for myself, thatin conducting the canvass 
in my own district, I took the position that the 
Congress of the United States had no power, 
either by a direct grant from the Constitution, or 
by implication therefrom, to legislate upon the 
subject of slavery in the Territories. That po- 
sition I asserted, and it was maintained through 
the canvass by all the leading Democratic papers 
throughout the State. All therecognized organs 
of the party maintained the same position. 

In regard to other positions I have nothing 
now to say. Upon the proper occasion, an 
when it will be Jess embarrassing to the business 
of the Efousc, I trust I may receive the indul- 
gence of the House to define my position wherein 
1 differ from the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [J. Graney Jowns,] in the opinion that 
the people of the Territories have no power to 
legislate on the subject of slavery, until they form 
1 State constitution. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. We are near the close 
of the third weck of the session, without an 
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| organization. The charge has been made from 
i party is responsible for this want of organization. 
| Asa member of that party, acting with it, giving 
| Į 29 5 > 5 


| every quarter in this House that the Democratie 
‘to its action here, since the commencement of 
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age 


the session; my*hearty and cordial approval, L 
rise itosay_a word ih defense of the: position 
which it occupies before the country, and to jus- 


tify that position.” When the charge is màde by 
those who: profess to have- a majority in this 
House, by those whose sentiments are reflected 
by.the senior member from Ohio;{Mr. Grppives,] 
and most of whom have.been casting their votes 
for Speaker for the gentleman from: Massachu- 
setts; (Mr. Banxs,]—a party, between:whom and 
the’ Democratic party, there.is:no sympathy of 
feeling, or sentiment, on any. question—the.only: 
reply. T feel called upon to make in‘behalf. of the 
Democratic party is, that we are in the minority. 
Itis a source: of gratification to them. ‘They 
havevcongratulatedthe country upon the fact, and 
surely the minority cannot-be held responsible 
for the -want-of organization. oe | 
-But the charge is made by another political 
organizationin this House, between a portion of 
whom and the Democratic party. there is a sym- 
pathy of sentiment on the great disturbing ques- 
tion of the day, which has so deeply moved the 
public mind of the country, andia more extended 
reply to. the charge coming from them is, per- 
haps, demanded. “It has been said repeatedly, 
and it has gone forth to the country, that the 
failure:of the national men in this House to unite 
inthe clection of a Speaker is attributable to the 
resolution passed by the. Democratie caucus 
which nominated the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Ricuarpson] for Speaker; that that resolu- 
tion has erected a barrier between the Democratic 
party and those who hold national sentiments 
upon some subjects in common with the Demo- 
cratic party; that that barrier cannot be passed 
by them; and, therefore, that we are responsible 
for the failure of an organization. | 
It requires a brief recurrence to the history of 
the past two years, to respond to this charge. 
At the time, sir, when the contest was waging 
and waxing warm in the northern States, when 
all political organizations in the northern States 
outside of the Democratic party were warring 
upon it on account of its nationality, when, for i 
years, it had stood firm against those assaults 
from every quarter and from every faction, there 
suddenly sprung up a secret political organiza- | 
tion, shown, by subsequent history, to be either 
the offspring or the natural ally of those Free-Soil 
organizations which had for years warred upon 
the national principles of the Democratic party. 
The elections transpired. The friends of these | 
national principles in the North, which had beon | 
illustrated by the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bil, and which had been maintained for years | 
by the national Democracy, were stricken down. 
Pnecd only ask you to cast your eyes over this 
House, to sce who occupy the seats which were 
filled by those friends of the Constitution, and 
then to ask you through whose instrumentality 
‘were those men driven from this Hall, and their | 
placcs supplied by those who respond to the sen- 
iments of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gip- | 
pine@s,] and who are now casting their votes for 
Speaker for the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Banxs.] It was not the work of the old | 
organizations at the North. ‘They were incapa- | 
ble of effecting it. It was effected by those who, | 
sympathizing with them in Iree-Soil sentiments, 
struck down the banner, so to speak, which they | 
had before carried in open day, and hid it from | 
the light of day; and there conspiring against | 
the best interests of this country, and against the ! 
constitutional rights of that section of it which Í 
I have the honor in part to represent—combining | 
their secret power and influence with the open | 
enemies of the Constitution and of the rights | 
of the States, were enabled to break down and | 
| 
| 


destroy the power of the national Democratic |! 
party in the northern States, and to fill these |! 
seats with the advocates of sectional, fanatical, į 
and unconstitutional doctrines. l 

Sir, when the news of these things was carned | 
to the South, when the tidings of these results were | 
brought to the people of my section of the coun- | 
try, there was one general expression of regret | 
and mortification among all who could forget | 
their enmities to the Democratic party. - If there | 
were any who rejoiced in these results—if there | 
were any whose feelings and views were repre- | 
sented by that portion of the public press of the | 
South who heralded not the triumphs of Free- | 
Soilism, but the defeat of national Democracy, : 


asthe Constitution of our country, which were 
now: being warred upon by a sectional organiza- 


| your Philadelphia platform. 


j the course I have marked out for myself, I beg 


! State: 


|| these sentiments are embodied in the Philadelphia 


guch-were few; trust, in number. ‘These results, ; 
however, created. a: universal. feeling through -all 
the southern States, thatthe time had. arrive 
when with us-there should be but one: voice, one 
people, one party, in defense of rights dear-to-us 


tion-at'the North, as indicated by the return of 
members:to this House, carrying before it triumph 
and success:through the northern and ‘western 
States. All-our people felt the time had come 
wheh we should. stand firm-and- true by those 
men and that: party-at the North who, by their | 
votes. and: conduct; had proved themselves. true 
to the Constitution. . There was no man at that 
hour who would have risen before a southern 
constituency. and called: to: the stand- northern 
Free-Soilers to prove the want of soundness, and 
nationality, and true principles, in the men who 
had been’sacrificed in defense of their constitu- 
tionalrights. Why was the South notunited then? 
Why did whe not speak but one voice in common 
with those national: Democrats who, in times 
past, had stood here in defense of the Constitu- 
tion, and who have stood here a firm and un- 
broken phalanx from the commencement of this 
segsion down to the present moment? 

S$, I may not be authorized to speak of what 
occurred in other States; but I will speak in ref- 
erence to what transpired in my own. In the 
hour in which thissentiment prevailed, there was 
unknown to us—~unknown to the Democratic 
party as it now stands organized—a secret polit- 
ical organization springing up in our own midst; 
and before we were aware of it, a large part of our 
people were bound by solemn oaths and obliga- 
tions to subject their fellow-citizens to a new test 
unknown to the past political history of the coun- 
try, and, as we honestly believed then and now, 
violative of the constitutional rights of man 
good, worthy, and patriotic citizens of this tans | 
while the Democracy of my own State stood pre- 
pared to unite with every man, North and South, 
who had stood by the Constitution, seeing that 
this question to which I have alluded had over- 
whelmed all other questions, and had, indeed, 
become the paramount question of the day, as 
illustrated here in three weeks’ partisan debate, 
where there has not been one word said outside 
of this question, save as to the one to which I am 
also alluding. While we occupicd this position— 
while we were thus united—while we spoke as 
one man, with one voice and one heart—while |} 
there was a universal spirit of feeling of sympa- 
thysthroughout our land, it breaks upon us—to 
use a homely expression—like a clap of thunder 
from a clear sky, that there exists in our own | 
midst a sceret political organization, having for 
its object the proscription of Catholics and foreign- 
born citizens; and these new tests are applied to 
test the orthodoxy of every man in our State be- 
fore we are permitted to codperate with them. 
Gentlemen say there was no such test submitted— 
none such to be found in the Philadelphia platform, 
none such to be found in their published declara- 
tion of principles. I know not how it may be in 
other States. In my own, I looked not merely at 
I did not content 
myself with inquiring as to your published dec- 
Jaration; but being enabled to look a httle further 
into this matter, T inquired into your oaths and 
obligations, to ascertain what test you intended 
to apply to myself and to those acting with me. 
And that I may be distinctly understood, and || 
that my reasons may not be misapprehended for 


leave to read two or three lines only from those 
oaths taken by a portion, if not by ail, of the | 
Know Nothing or American party of my own 


“That you will not vote nor give your influence to any 
man for any office in the gift of the people unless he be an 
American-born citizen, in favor of Americans ruling Amer- 
ica, nor ihe be a Roman Catholic.” 

I leave it to those whose tastes may dictate, to 
inquire into and make the discovery whether j 


platform or not. 
words: 


“You will, when elected or appointed to an official sta- 
tion, conferring on you the power to do so, remove all for- 
eigners, aliens, or Roman Catholics from office or place, 
and that you will in no case appoint such to any office or 
place in your gift.” 


Again, I find an oath in these 


by these. individual 


| my friends acting with mè; this 


These oaths were openly defended and justified ii 


in the: State 
me, and-io 

e rejected 
he ‘division 


of Georgia; and whe 


it. Who, then, is “responsible fo: 


-inmyown State? -Who is responsible for the 


fact that Georgia, upon this floor;does-not speak 
one united voice? -I:put-no test-to-my friends of 
the American: party; Eraise'no -barriers between 
them arid myself. “They:erected them and:placed 


| them there, and they are responsible for them. 


If gentlemen: mean, when they say that this 

arty are not in favor of ‘proscription; that they 
have not taken -these. oaths: and do not justify 
them, then I would-ask of them*what is their 
political faith? . But if they are the: advocates, 
the defenders, or the apologists of these oaths, 
then I say to them that the barrier between us is 
deep, wide, and impassable, until by their own 
act they remove it. The contest in my.State-was 
carried on upon the issue formed upon: these 
principles; and the voice of Georgia, in:common 
with that of her sister States of this Union, pro- 
nounced against these oaths upon that issue. 

Well, sir, the representatives of the Demo- 
cratic party met in this Hall at the commencement 
of the present session of Congress, and what. did 
they do? -They placed in nomination for the 
office of Speaker the: gentleman from Illinois, 
{Mr. Ricnarpson;} and, sir, we have the testi- 
mony of more than one gentlemian upon this floor 
voting against him that there is.no personal ob- 
jection to him. i 

Mr. BOCOCK, (in his seat.) -Nor political. 

Mr. COBB. There may be political òbjections 
with some, I say, there are no personal objec- 
tions to his election. Why, then, can they not 
support him and vote for his election, agreeing, 
as they do, with him upon the great issue in- 
volved in the Nebrask& and Kansas bill? Be- 
cause of the resolution adopted by our caucus. 
That resolution extends to our countrymen all 
through this land our heartfelt, congratulations 
upon the triumph of the principles of the Ne- 
braska and Kansas bill in many of the recent 
elections. Do our friends desire us to withdraw 
those congratulations? Is there any objection to 
that expression of feeling upon the part of the 
Democratic party in caucus? Does that furnish 
any impediment to the support which a national 
man may desire to give to.the nominee of. the 
Democratic party? I apprehend not. Certainly 


j no such objection can come from any national 


man. ; 

We also extended our congratulations to our 
countrymen upon the triumph of the principles 
of civil and religious freedom, as antagonistical 
to the principles and doctrines contained in those 
oaths which I have read to you here. Well, if 
you to not approve, justify, and defend the prin- 
ciples embodied in those oaths, let me ask you 
what is the demand you make at our hands? 
You yourselves have erected the barrier; we have 
triumphed over it; and because we extend our 
congratulations to our countrymen upon that 
event, you demand that we must take back those 
congratulations. : A 

Mr. READE. I thought yousaid you werein 
a minority in this House. What, then, do you 
mean by the triumphs you have achieved? 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman did not understand 
me. Ifthe balance of the House have so misun- 
derstood me, I have spoken to but little purpose. 
Lam speaking of the triumph of the-people, in 
common with the Democratic party, in various 
States of this Union, over a party which carried 
before them the banner of proscription, with oaths 
and obligations in theirhands. I never expected 
a triumph in this House. 

Mr. READE, Will the gentleman again allow 
me to ask him what he means by triumph? The 
gentleman says he has triumphed over the Amer- 
ican party. I did not understand. him to mean 
that he had triumphed in this: House, but in the 
country. I ask, then, what-do you mean by tri- 
umph in the country, unless you have reference 


| to the elections ; and if you have triumphed in the 


elections, why have you not returned a Democratic 
majority in this House against the American 
party? Ifyou have not done that, how have you 
triumphed? 

Mr. COBB. Iwil trouble the gentleman from 
North Carolina to work out this problem: Have 
not these principles, of opposition to. proseription, 
triumphed in the elections that have. been held 
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subsequent to the-election of many members of 
this House? and is it not possible that there ma 
“be gentlemen upon this floor now holding their 
seats in defiance of the public sentiment-in the 
districts they profess to represent? Take your 
time; work 1t out leisurely, and let us know the 
result when you have ascertained it. 
Į was alluding to the position which we occu- 

icd, and towhatis demanded of-us by ourfriends. 

f these principles, embodied in their oaths and 
obligations, do not bind any Representative on this 
floor connected with the national American or- 

anization, then the resolution passed by the 
Democratic caucus constitutes no impediment in j 
the way of their giving their support to the nomi- 
nee of that party. If they do, however, defend 
and approve these principles, then I ask them 
with what justice and with what propriety can 
they call on us to withdraw our congratulations 
to. the country, when they refuse to take back the 
obnoxious principles over which the triumph I 
have alluded to has been gained? As desirable 
as the organization of this Flouse may be to the 
Democratic party, as desirable as it may be to a 
large majority of the people of the country that | 
the organization shall fall into our hands, I say 
frankly and candidly to my friends of the national 
American order, that a Democratic organization 
of this House never will be purchased, with my 
vote, by the sacrifice of the principles involved in 
the resolution passed by the Democratic caucus. 

Three great principles are illustrated, or fore- 

shadowed, by that resolution: the rights of the 
Siates; freedom of conscience; and the rights of 
the foreign-born citizen. When war ceases by 
the Republican party, as they term themselves, 
on the first principle, and when war ceases on the 
two latter ones by the American party, it will be 
time then to consider the necessity of urging these 
issues longer before the country. When that | 
time arrives, we shall not only be in Georgia and 
in the South, but throughout this broad land, one 
people, expressing one voice and one sentiment, | 
Every mar in whose bosom beats a patriotic and 
national heart, would hail such an epoch with 
sincere gratification, I entertain no hope that 
this so-called Republican or Free-Soil party will, 
by any action of theirs, facilitate such a result. 
There are clements in the other organization to 
which an appeal can be made with stronger hopes 
for a patriotic response. 
barricrs which their test oaths and proscriptive 
doctrines have erected between them and the 
Democratie party, and the work of consolidating 
the entire national sentiment of the country in 
one party is accomplished. We shall stand a 


Let them remove the į; 


firm, wnited, and invincible phalanx, under the 
proud banner of the national Democracy. 

One objection made to our course is, that the 
gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Ricuarpsoy] is the 
nominee of the Demosratic party, and we are 
asked to withdraw him and to unite in the election 
of another man. In other words, there being no 
personal objection to the candidate of the Demo- 
cratic party, and there being no political objection 
to him which does not equally apply to every 
member of that party, we are asked to give our 
votes to another candidate. For what purpose? 
There can be but two purposes: one is to aban- 
don the principles upon which we have stood—I 
have disposed of that; and the other is to waive 
the Democratic organization. ‘To-day, though 
yeduced in numbers on this floor, that party occu- 
pies before the country perhaps a prouder position 
than it ever did before. 
you ask me to abandon the Democratie organiza- 
tion in the hour in which, purged of the last Free- 


Soil sentiment that disturbed its harmony aud |: 
destroyed its power and usefulness, it is entering | 


ona new career of triumph of Democratic and 
constitutional freedom? | cannotrespond to your | 
request. Believing, as I do in my honest judg- 


ment, that the best interest of this country, if not | 
its very existence, depends en the preservation |: 


of the national Democratic party, I will never | 
abandon that organization as Jong as the banner 
which floats over it has inscribed upon its fold the 
principles to which I am in body and mind thor- 
oughly and unfalteringly devoted now and forever. 

Lut, sir, some representatives of the national 
American party have expressed feelings and sen- | 
timents by no manner of means in accordance | 
with the feelings and views presented by my | 
friend from Alabama, [Mr. Waxrker,] who | 


j; make one remark? 
‘on account of the proscriptive character of the ; 
i obligations of the American party, he never will | 
L study it. 


My southern friends, do |i 


opened. the debate on: this question. < My friend 
ifrom Kentucky [Mr. Humparey Marsnair} 


\@utterly repudiated the idea that we should unite 


and coöperate together in the organization of this 
House. He has nailed his banner to the mast. 
dt is his will to stand or fall byit.- Beitso. Bat 
it is ungenerous for them to quarrel with me 
for a devotion to my banner, when they them- 
selves are prepared to fall or to triumph by their 
own. The honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
his colleague, [Mr. Cox,] invites us not only to 
abandon our organization and our principles, but 
to unite with him in the election of the candidate 
for whom he has cast his vote. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will pardon me. 


for whom we shall cast our votes. 
Mr. COBB. I supposed that it would be for 
a gentleman of the gentleman’s party. 


tleman will allow me to say a word in explana- 
tion. I trust that I never was understood as 
inviting the Democratic party to abandon a single 
one of their principles. I never did so, and never 
will. 
House that it was impracticable for me, with all 
the southern men of the American party, to elect 
a Democrat; but I had no authority to say that, 
if I desired it, L could carry them with me. I 
said, however, that a man of that party could be 
elected if the Democrats would support him. 
They might vote for him under protest. 

Mr. COBB. 1 would rather embody my pro- 
test in my vote. It demands fewer explana- 
tions, and is more acceptable to the country. I 
thought that the gentleman asked me to cast my 


risa 
party. I will say frankly and candidly to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, that if this House 
were never to be organized without it, my vote 
: would never be given for the representative of any 


| party which has inscribed on its banner the |) 


| doctrine of these oaths and obligations; and I 
85 
| eration, to cast my vote for the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, because, in the act of doing it, 
there would rise up before me the ghost of the 
murdered Wricut,* who, by that gentleman’s 
constituency, and by his aid and coöperation, was 
stricken down, because he gave his vote for the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, which my friend from 
Pennsylvania says he would have voted against, 
iif he had been a member. 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Georgia, 
' as he addresses his remarks to me, allow me to 
lt is this: he declares that, 


vote fora member of that party. I Jeave it to 
: the country to determine whether he has pro- 


: are the proscribers. 


; party he belougs. [Applause in the galleries.] 
| Mr. COBB. 
; fundamental principles of the Constitution of my 
i country. It may be but an honest difference of 


| the right of entertaining their own opinions in 
their own way, I shall certainly exercise the 
: same right of Judging of the best mode of main- 
taining uy own. In this case J have sufficiently 
indicated both the prince 
: mode by which IJ shall vin 


icate them. ‘The sal 


way. 


and that party held responsible for the want of or- 


He is mistaken about my naming any individual | 


Mr. COX. Certainly it would be. ~The gen- | 


I told the gentlemen on that side of the | 


vote for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. | 
he says now for some member of his i| ) } 
i} to ask a question of his colleague? 


| I cannot save my country by! 
i voting for a man who does not recognize the | 


opinion; and whilst 1 cheerfully yield to others ; 


vation of the country is fot to be secured in that | 


these assaults made upon the Democratic party, : 


hould regret extremely, apart from that consid- || 


| seribed that party himself, or whether or not they i| 
t I say that io save my coun- | 
try [ will take a good man, I care not to what: 


| 
i 
i 


i 


dee I hold, and the |! the honorable me 


i 
i 


of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and. upon.the differ- 
ences which exist in the Democratic party in re~ 
ference to it. I trust I shall: be. able to show at 
that time that, although there do exist differences 
of opinion upon abstract points, yet that; on 
the great, leading, practical idea contained.in the 
bill, there is but one voice and one sentiment 
in the Democratic party... Adopt what. theory 
you please; carry out what views you please, 
entertained by gentlemen of the Democratic party 
varying from each other, they all come at last to 
the great practical point, that the will of the peo- 
ple of the territory shall control and decide the 
| question of slavery, and that I shall attempt to 
elucidate before this Flouse at the proper time. 
My object now simply is to speak of the organ- 
ization and the difficulties attending that organ- 
ization. I have given my own views, and justi- 
fied my own conduct in reference to the past, and 

it will justify my conduct in the future. I am 
i upon the line which duty and my principles have 
marked out to me, and IJ shall continue upon that 
line to the closing scenes of this drama. 

Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask tha 
gentleman from Georgia, who has just taken his 
seat, a single question. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not wish to interfere with 
the time of my colleague. We all know, from 
what has occurred here, that these questions, 
when propounded, lead to debate, and thus, per- 
haps, half a dozen speches are inserted in one 
gentleman’s speech, I should prefer not to in- 
terfere with my colleague’s time. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, if the gentleman pre- 
fers not to answer the question, I will not put it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man from Georgia, who has the floor, allow me 


Mr. WHEELER. What I wanted to know 
was, if the gentleman from Georgia held the opin- 
10ns he has to-day expressed when he supported 
the Whig party of Georgia? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 desire to propound one 
| question. j 
| Mr. COBB. I did not hear the gentleman from 
| New York, [Mr. WRBELER.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the 


| since he united with the Whig party of Georgia, 
; in opposition to the Democratic party, and was 
elevated by them to offices of trust and profit ? 
Mr. COBB. Not in the least. 
Mr. WHEELER. Thatis all, [Laughter.] 
Mr. COBB. The question propounded by the 
gentleman from New York shows that he does 


j 
i| gentleman if he has not changed his opinions 
i 


i| not understand the history of that question; and, 


before he makes a point upon it, I would advise 
hiin, asa matter of prudence and discretion, to 
(Laughter, and eries of “ Good. ”] 

Mr. WHEELER. I thank the gentleman for 
i his advice; but would it not have been as well 
| for him to have explained his position when he 
| Was altacking national men? 

Mr. COBB. It would not, for the simple rea- 
son, that it needs no explanation with those who 
understand it, and those who do not understand 
i it have no right to expectany. [Laughter.] 
| Mr. WHEELER. Very satisfactory. [Much 
i laughter. | iy. 
| Mr. COBB. Ian very happy that it is so. 

; Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to inquire of the 
: gentleman from Georgia why he charges the one 
i hundred and six genuemen who have voted for 
r from Massachusetts [Mr. 
! Banks] with es ining principles adverse to 
the Constitution? Is it because we claim the 
i rizbt under the Constitution of our country to 


T have not risen to go into a wide discussion of |! exclude slavery from the common territory of 
i those principles which have been brought before |} the Government? _ is that it? 

the House, but I did feel that silence longer would | 
: pe unjustifiable, when from cvery quarter F heard | short one. 


3) 
BB. 


Mr. CO My reply now will be a very 


me 
iuil. 


t 
| Mr. CAMPI In other words, does the 
; gentleman consider what is commonly called the 


ganization. I will not now go into a discussion’) Wilmot proviso a violation of the Constitution 


| of principles outside of those looking to the que 

‘tion of the responsibility for the organization of 
: the Ffouse, but at the proper time I do desire to 
_be heard before this House upon the principles 


* Mr. Wright was a member of the last Congress, a 


national Democrat, and voted for the Nebraska bil}, and ii 


. Was deieated for reéiection by Mr. Funier, the American 
candidatu for Speaker. 


i! 


i 


i 


i of the United States? 

Mr. COBB, Whenever I have the floor: 
! Mr. CAMPBELL. You can have it now. 

i Myr. COBB —and the gentleman from Ohio 
proper to propound that question to me 
ith unlimited control of the floor, to speak as 
long as may be necessary to answer his ques- 
tion, I will reply with great pleasure. I perene 
i that the genileman has been reading tae Cone 


gressiorial: Globe containing the debates which || to it. at tl find ready: to deien 
pall the leading characteristic principles of that 


occurred heretofore: Í should judge: so, at-least, 
ashe commences his inquiries: with the same 

tiestion that Ihave ‘heretofore answered upon 
this foor: T want no better justification for the | 
position which Ihave assumed, that a party: of | 
gentlemen are warring upon the Constitution 
‘and rights of the States, than I find in- the fact 
that the sentiments defended by the gentleman 
himself seem: to. meet with a response upon -the 
pon of the gentlemen’ who are associated with 


+ ee : s 

<Mr CAMPBELL... What gentlemen? - : 
.' Mr. COBB. + By those. with whom the gen- 
tlean has acted from day to day: : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Weclaim:herethe right, 
under the Constitution, to exclude slavery from 
the common:Territories. of the Government. I 
understand the gentleman to charge, that in this 
respect we violate the principles of the Constitu- 
tion, and I submit to this House and to the coun- 
try, whether, after having made that charge, as 
he has this morning, the question which I ‘put to 
him is not legitimate: = a 
“The honorable gentleman tells me he perceives 
that Ihave been reading the Congressional Globe. 
More'than that, let me tell him; Í have been read- 
ing the Journals of Congress, and £ discover 
there that he has an opinion apon this great con- 
stitutional question. y think I am entitled to his 
‘opinion now. ` 

‘Mr. COBB... I entertain no doubt upon the 
subject.. Do you want to bring me to my vote 
upon the Oregon bill? 
< Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not wish to bring 
you to ‘your vote upon the Oregon bill alone, but 
if you charge mo with sectionalism, and a dis- 
position to violate the Constitution of my coun- 
try because I maintain that Congress has power 
to exclude slavery from the Territories, I am 
prepared to justify myself by the highest au- 
thority known to this Government, and to fortify 
myself by the action, hitherto, of the gentleman 
from Georgia himself. The gentleman will allow 
me to refer him to his past record, so that he may 
be a little more guarded in future in making 
charges against these one hundred and six hon- 
orable membors of this House, as being faithless 
tothe Constitution; and also, by way of vindi- 
cating the position we intend to maintain. I 
have been learning some lessons from the wis- 
dom of the honorable gentleman in past times, 
and I hope we may Jcarn more in future. 

In 1846, there was a question before this body 
of vast consequence to our country. It was the 
annexation of Texas; and pending that proposi- 
tion. here, a provision, upon the motion of the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,| 
was introduced, which I will read. I take it for 
granted that, in that Congress, members, before 
they voted, were sworn to support the Constitu- 
tion. This is the proviso: 

 Andin such State or States as shall be formed out of 
said Territory, north of said Missouri compromise line, 
slavery or involuntary servitude (except for crimes) shall be 
prohibited.” 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I submit to the House and 
to the country that this provision does not sim- 
ply claim for Congress the jurisdiction of this 
question and place the restriction over the Terri- 
tory, but it goes far beyond that. It provides that 
when the squatters or the sovereigns thereof 
shall form a State constitution—when they shall 
be ready to come into the Union as an independent 
sovereignty—they shall not then have the right 
to tolerate slavery. 

Now, I do not rise for the purpose of making 
a speech, by any means, but for the purpose of 
repelling the gentleman’s assault with his own | 
vote. In the record of that vote, I find from the 
State of Gcorgia the name of the distinguished 
gentleman whom we have just heard speak re- 
corded in the affirmative. 

Lhave said thus much, not with a view of going || 
into debate; for I have heretofore said I should | 
not do that unless some question arose in which | 
my own reputation as a member of this body | 
was involved. The charge of sectionalism and | 
a disposition to violate the Constitution, which | 
I have sworn to support, having been made 
against those with whom {ï have becn acting, I |! 
felt bound to vindicate myself thus far, and in|! 
this way. 


jit? 


i 
P ’ ` . i 
- As to thismatter of Americanism, I will attend | 


to it at the propér time 


organization. ` But the time hag not yet arrived 


‘There may. bea difficulty in’ reference to this 


matter: of slavery; ‘there may be some trouble 
upon the subject of agitation and silent acquies- 
cence, which the future will remedy “Before I 
take my. seat, however, I will say to the honor- 
able gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. HUMPHREY 
MARSHALE;] who seems to claim the right to read 
out of that organization every man who will not 
pledge: himself-against agitation upon this ques- 
tion, that I regard free thought and free discus- 
sion upon all great questions as the vital idea of 
true American independence; and: I would rather 
make myself physically his abject slave for life, 
than to enslave my thoughts and yield my right 
as a member of the American Congress to free, 
full, and fair discussion. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL, ‘The gen- 
tleman will allow me to say that I do not, to use 
his own elegant and eloquent language, assume 
that gentlemen should come here with padlocks 
upon their mouths, nor do L ask that members 
of the American party shall not -entertain and 
express what sentiments they choose; but, sir, I 
speak of the American party as a ‘political or- 
ganization, and I say I do not recognize any per- 
sons as belonging to that political organization, 
which has published to this country a set of sen- 
timents upon a particular subject, unless those 
persons subscribe to those sentiments. The gen- 
tleman might as well, it seems to me, call all these 
Republicans, Democrats, as call them Ameri- 
cans; and he would come much nearer to the 
mark, in fact, than by identifying with the Ameri- 
can party those who enter this Hall with a set 
of principles which he cannot discuss, which he 
cannot enforce without a violation of that prin- 
ciple which declares that they are willing to rest 
upon the laws as they exist, for the purpose of 
avoiding agitation. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. ‘The views presented 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CamPBELL] in 
respect to my record are perfectly familiar tous. 
He has discussed them often. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No doubt of it. 

Mr. COBB. Ihave received assaults in rela- 
tion to that record, and I have defended my action 
to my own satisfaction, and to the satisfaction of 
my constituents, and I shall in this Congress re- 
peat my defense if it be necessary. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman will now 
understand what I desired to show—that, if we 
propose to violate the Constitution, we have an 
example for doing so. 

Mr. FOSTER. : I rise, Mr. Clerk, not with a 
view of making a speech. I felt inclined, a few 
days ago, to seek the floor, not to make a speech, 
but to present a proposition by which I supposed 
we would be able to organize the House. Since 
that time I have had no anxiety to get the floor; 
and it wasas far from my expectation this morn- 
ing, when [ came into the Hall, that I should be 
to-day on my fect for the purpose of addressing 
the Ffouse, as anything could possibly be. I 
feel, however, called upon to say a few words in 
reply to the speech of my honorable colleague 
[Mr. Cons] who has just taken his seat; and I 
promise the House that I will not be tedious; I 
do not intend to spread out my remarks. Iam 
not going to argue at length upon any question, 
but to present my views very briefly on some of 
the points made by my colleague. I would pre- 
mise, however, that it did occur to me, from day 
to day, while we were balloting here for presiding 


| officer of this House, that we were acting like 


children. ‘There was something asserted on this 
floor which, I believe, is not true, to wit: ** That 
the Opposition was in the majority.” You have 
frequently heard that declaration made on this 
floor. They say the Opposition is in the major- 
ity; and why does not the Opposition organize 
the House? NowI ask the question, opposition 
to what? Is it to the present Administration? 
Do I understand gentlemen to assert that every 
man in this House who casts his vote for the 
nominee of the Democratic party indorses the 
present Administration? Am J so to understand 
t? IfI am not, then it is not to the Administra- 
tion that we stand in opposition. To what is it, 
then, that we stand in opposition? Is it to the 
principles embraced in the Kansas-Nebraska bill? 
Be it so. Taking that, then, as the test, I deny 


stand ready to defend | 


are. 


ciples of that bill. Where: : 
strated?) Has thegentlemian from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Bangs,] who represents the ariti-Nebraska 
feeling ón this floor, been enabled, as yet, to get 
a. majority of votes?* Have ‘you not heard: the 
‘call made, day after‘day, forall the anti-Nebraska 
men to meet, with a view of taking measures tò 
organize the “House? And’ yet thet have been 
unable to effect an organization. But, if any 
demonstration has been made on this subject, it 
is that a majority of the House are in favor. of 
the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska bill; ‘that 
is, if we can understand what these principles 
And now I come to that point. “ ° 0 

I confess, Mr. Clerk, that one difficulty with 
me has been—and it has been maintained here 
to-day—that the Democratic party have put them- 
selves on a measure and not on a great principle. 
Why on a measure? Was it that there were 
certain tender-footed men who would not come 
up to the great principle—as we understand it— 
embraced ‘in that bill? Then if the object were 
to wash that ‘party of all uncleanness, let them 
lay down the great principle as a principle, and 
call upon every man to stand up, not to a meas- 
ure, but to'a principle; that is what we want. 
And, Mr. Clerk; it ‘has been made apparent here 
to-day—I did not bring it up, but it came up 
on this floor—that the Kansas-Nebraska bill is 
understood in one place to mean one thing, and 
in another place to mean another thing.” And 
when the gentleman asks me to come’ up and 
meet him on a principle, and stand together in 
the organization of this House, I want it to be 
a principle which speaks the same language in 
Massachusetts as it speaks in Louisiana. IJ want 
itto speak the same language everywhere, all over 
this Union; and if so, I may come up and stand 
with him on that principle. But, Mr. Clerk, I 
did believe, and I take occasion to say here, I 
never had any difficulty in understanding for 
myself what were the principles embraced in the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. Ido not want gentlemen 
to understand me as objecting to the bill, or to 
the verbiage or language of the bill. That isnot 
the objection. I do not care how good the bill 
may be, how well drawn it may be, how well it 
defines itself. Itis not a principle. There is the 
difficulty. I object to making it a test—not only 
that, but any bill. I object to making a test on 
any measure, because gentlemen can take that 
measure, and may say it means one thing in one 
place, and means something else in another place. 
But when you come to a great principle, then it 
speaks the same language in all places, and is 
understood by all men alike; and then you can 
come together face to face, and understand one 
another. And I insist just here, that before gèn- 
tlemen get up and read me out because I carmot 
come up to what they insist, ‘they should be clear 
as to what they go on. If they insist on a prin- 
ciple, let them lay down that principle in so many 
words. 

But again: the gentleman [Mr. Conn, of Geor- 
gia] says that he objects not to the national 
American party going in with his party. And 
be itremarked that the other day a gentleman, 
(My. Jones, of Pennsylvania, ] defining what was 
meant by the resolution offered and passed in the 
Democratic carteus, said we ought to take no ex- 
ception to that resolution. He was willing to 
take us—how? You must not only (said he) 
abandon your organization, but come inas Dem- 
ocrats—you must not only abandon the organ- 
ization you have already joined, but you must 
come in penitent, and with ropes around your 
necks; and then we are willing to accept’ you 
as Democrats, and to act with you, and then we 
can effect an organization. Well, we object to 
this. But the gentleman says.that.is not what he 
means; that is not what the resolution means. 
We only intended to declare that we could hold 
no communion with men who- are in favor of 
civil and religious. proscription; and he says 
that if we are not in favor of civil and religious 


i proscription we are not included in that resolu- 
| tion. v y : 
| these men in adopting that resolution is not for 


Now: what may have been the object of 


me to say; but, by the language of the resolu- 
tion, they not only congratulate themsclves ‘and 
the country upon the triumph of the’ principles 
of the Kansas and Nebraska act in divers States 
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in the Union, but they go-on. to congratulate 
themselves upon their triumph over the secret or- 
ganization called the Know Nothing party. They 
charge us, then, by name with holding opinions 
hostile to civil and religious freedom. The difi- 
culty would not have been insurmountable if 
they had not called us by name. But, sir, when 
they call me by name, and tell me that I hold 
doctrines hostile to civil and religious freedom, I 
ask them to take back the charge, or not expect 
me to. hold communion with them. They may 
congratulate themselves as much as they please 
upon the success of their principles. Nobody 
objects to that. But I doobject to their charging 
me.with sentiments that I do not hold. Idid 
not have the honor to meet my colleague upon 
the stump in my district during the last canvass. 
It might not have been a very great pleasure to 
have met him, butstill I should have been happy 
to have discussed this question with him. 

A Memger. He did not come there, did he? 

Mr. FOSTER. He was in the district once 
or twice, I believe. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. It is true I did not 
mect my colleague in his district. I regret that 
I did not meet him, and have the opportunity to 
ask him a question that I did ask a good many 
of those holding the same political sentiments as 
he holds, namely: whether he had not subscribed 
to the oaths I just read? I should like to ask 
my colleague that question now. 

Mr. FOSTER. What oaths? 

Mr. COBB. The oaths which I just read to 
the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. Ido not recollect what those 
oaths were. For the sake of argument, however, 
I am willing to admit that the American party do 
take oaths, obligations, or whatever you may 
please to call them, that embrace in substance 
what has been read by my colleague; and I 
assure my colleague that at Some suitable time, 
when the House is organized, and has not much 
else on its hands, I shall be willing to discuss 
with him the question of the propriety of taking 
such obligations; but not now. 
Call the eel 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, obtained the 
floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. McMULLIN, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 

Several Voicus. 
taken one vote. 

Mr. SAGE and others called for the yeas and 


Don’tadjourn until we have 


an 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. _I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Tunderstand that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Beynerr,] who 
has the floor, desires that the House shall adjourn. 
As a matter of courtesy to him, I renew the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, that the 
House do now adjourn. 
. Mr. STANTON demanded the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered—ayes 32, noes 131. 

Mr. STANTON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHAFFEE 
and Vari appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 102, noes 96. 

So the motion was agrecd to. 

And thereupon (at half past three o’clock 
the House adjourned till to-morrow at twelye 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 22, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
QUESTION OF ORDER. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Benner] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Clerk, I claim the kind 
indulgence of the House while I shall very reluct- 
antly attempt to offer a few remarks in relation 
to the questions which have been presented to 


our consideration. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


(Loud cries of | 


THE CONG 


Task the gen- | 


now state my question of order. I do not ask 


ut it to the House. It is this:. That-until. the 
organization of the House by the choice of a 
Speaker, no debate is in order. ; 

A Voice. Under what rule is the question 
raised ` 
_ Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman from Maine 
is very clever; after he has had a full opportunit; 
of presenting his own views on matters whic. 
have been brought to the attention of the House, 
he coolly asks an organization without further 
debate, and without the least chance afforded to 
other gentlemen who may desire it to explain 
their position. I have been making efforts for 
several days to obtain the floor, but as yet have 
been unsuccessful. I want to correct the history 
of some gentlemen in reference to Pennsylvania 
politics. I desire to set forth what in my judg- 
ment is the comparative positions of the great 
parties of that State on the slavery, or the Kansas- 
Nebraska question; and toalso refer to the ground 
taken respectively by the members of the Amer- 
ican and the Democratic party. I have not had 
an opportunity for that purpose, and until I am 
allowed to do so I shall oppose all questions of 
order which shall have for their object the cutting 
off of all further debate. It is not fair to have 
only one half of a subject set before the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. My fricnd from Penn- 
sylvania has occupied, I think, as much of the 
time of the House as I have. Itis not my pur- 
pose to interfere with the remarks which the 
gentleman from Mississippi proposes to make, 
but when he shall have concluded, I give notice 
that I shall raise the question of order which I 
| have stated. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My pwrposcis a charita- 
ble one. I desire to put gentlemen correctly on 
the record. J hope that the question of order, 
when raised, may mect with an adverse decision. 

A Vorce. It will be voted down. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope so. 


fer the Clerk will now decide it, or that-he will 


dressed the House in remarks which were with- 
held for revision. [The speech will be published 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. QUITMAN. Task my colleague, before 
he takes his seat, to allow me the floor for the 
purpose of presenting the resolution of which I 
gave notice the other day. 

Mr. BENNETT. 1 will yield to my colleague 
now for that purpose. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Ihave no wish, Mr. Clerk, 
to stand in the way of any member in this House 
who desires to address the House. When I 
asked the floor of my colleague, I did not do it 
with the intention of making any remarks myself, 
but for the purpose of presenting the resolution 
of which I gave notice the other day, in reference 
| to the limit of debate, and which then seemed to 
receive favor from the House. [Cries of‘ That’s 
| right? “ Let’s have it!??] 

Mr. QUITMAN. I would remark that Tam 
informed that the mover of the resolution thatis 
now on the Clerk’s table is willing to withdraw 
it. If not, I will ask the permission of the 
House to offer mine as a substitute for the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Surru.J] TI present this resolution, not for 


I am prepared to meet gentlemen upon every 
queson that properly comes before this House. 
come here not to ask of gentlemen of the Op- 
| position the suppression of any opinions they 
| may entertain, or that thcir constituents may 
| support them in. I come here to meet extreme 
opinions, whatever they may be. Let them be 
uttered—let them go to the world; let us and our 
constituents know what they are, and the extent 
| to which they go. . 
| But, before they are discussed, I desire to sce 
this House organized, thatthe debate upon these 
| momentous questions, upon which the safety 
| aud prosperity of the country depends, may 
be conducted with that parliamentary decorum 
which cannot be expected in the present condi- 
tion of the House. [consider that there are now 


tleman from Mississippi to yield to me for a |i but two proper subjects for discussion by the 
moment. I wish to say that I have no purpose |j House, in its unorganized condition. One is as 


of interrupting the gentleman in the course of the i! to the responsibility that must rest upon the re- | 


remarks which he is to make; but I do desire to || spective parties in the House, and the other, the || E i , í uia 
|i tions prior to the election of a Speaker, and it is 


give notice that when he shall have concluded his || explanation of the position which genticmen per- 
speech, I will raise a question of order. Iwill |! sonally may occupy. For myself, I have no per- 


Mr. BENNETT here took the floor, and ad- |! 


the purpose of suppressing debate—God forbid ! |) 
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; of the constitutional provision. 


sonal explanation, to make. Every man knows 
my position. My desire in presenting this reso- 
lution, then, is to restore order here, and for the ` 
purpose of. confining debate. to its. legitimate 
sphere. I therefore propose my. resolution as a 
substitute for the resolution of the gentleman 
from Alabama. ; ; 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. J understand 
that there is. no proposition before the House. I 
ask the Clerk if fen not right? : 
The CLERK. There is no proposition before 
the House. The resolution presented by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama fell by the adjournment of 
the House. 
Mr. QUITMAN. I then present the following 
as an original proposition: ` 
Resolved, That until the organization of the House by the 
election of Speaker, no member shah occupy more than 
ten minutes in debate ; nor shall any member speak more 


than once upon any question before the House, until every 
member desiring to speak shall have been heard. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask'the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi if he will not consent 
also to embody in his proposition another one— 
that upon a motion to lay on the table there shall 
| be no debate; so thatit may be within the control 
of the House to stop debate upon any question 
when the majority shall desire it? 

Mr. QUITMAN. I accept that as an amend- 
ment to my resolution. f 

Mr. BRENTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi if he will not consent so to modify his 
| resolution as to cut off all debate upon any propo- 
sition? 

Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire if it is de- 
signed that the resolation shall extend back to the 
commencement of the session, and cut down all 


| the speeches we have been listening to for the 
| lasttwo weeks, to ten minutes each? [Laughiter.] 


| Mr. BRENTON. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi accept my proportion ? 

Mr. QUITMAN. I cannot. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion, as modified, was adopted. 
| Mr. STANTON. Ido not propose to occupy 
| the ten minutes to which I am entitled under the 
resolution which the House has just adopted. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must interrupt the 
gentlemen from Ohio. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Bexwerr] was upon the floor, and 
only yielded it for the purpose of allowing the 
resolution which has just been adopted, to be 
| presented. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
therefore entitled to the floor if he desires further 
to continue his remarks. 

Mr. BENNETT at this point made some fur- 
ther remarks, which he has withheld for revision, 
and which will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Clerk, I do not rise for 
the purpose of occupying the ten minutes which 
I am allotted under the rule. J believe that there 
i has already been too much debate; I believe that 
its continuance can in no way be useful to the 
| House; and I therefore rise for the purpose of 
offering a resolution which scems to me to furnish 
| the only practicable means of securing an organi- 
zation. In offering the resolution E put myself 
| on the precedent of 1849, when a similar con- 
| dition of things existed, and when the House 
was organized by the election of a Speaker by a 
plurality vote. I apprehend that there will be no 
difficulty about the constitutional question, I 
apprehend there will be no difficulty about the 
power of the ITouse. 

The Constitution provides that the House 
shall choose a Speaker, and it authorizes the 
House to make rules and regulations for the gov- 
ernment of its proceedings. ‘This Efouse in its 


i present condition isa House within the meaning 


It has been so 
recognized from the day we met till this time. 
You, sir, called the roll. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Joyzs] moved that the House 
proceed viva voce to clect a Speaker. When the 


i proper time arrived, it was moved that the House 


| adjourn. The House met, and your minutes 
| recited that fhe House had donc this, that, and the 
i other, and that the House met pursuant to ad- 
journment. I say, therefore, that in the minutes 


| of the proceedings, in common parlance, and by 


every rale of construction, this House is a 
| House, and competent to adopt rules and regula- 


l! just es competent to make a regulation that a 


plurality shall govern’ as it is to adopt a rule that 
. the election shall be vive voce. o ooo. aose. 
Further, sir, the Constitution also provides that 
Representatives shall be chosen to the Congress 
of the United States, and the mode of choosing 
such Representatives may be prescribed by Coh- 
gress or by the State Legislatures. Now, sir, a 
Taw passed by. a State Legislature, or by. this 
Congress, for the election of members, is no more 
a law thana rule.of this House is. a law.to this 
body. No man ever questioned that a law might 
be passed authorizing a plurality to elect mem- 
bers.of Congress.’ Rules of the House, passed 
in pursuance of the power conferred by the Con- 
stitution, are precisely as much laws. for the 
government of this House as those are for the 
election of members. The same construction 
“which authorizes members to be elected by a 
plurality gives us a right to pass a law or a rule 
thata plurality shall elect a Speaker. 
: ‘Buty sir, there is another point. I apprehend 
that there is no gentleman upon this floor who 
would vote to elect by a plurality who would not 
feel himself bound in honor, whether it resulted 
an the election of his choice or not, to vote for a 
resolution declaring the person having the plu- 
yality, Speaker of this House, although I believe 
that to be entirely unnecessary. Being perfectly 
aware that there is a great varicty of opinion 
upon both sides of the louie touching the pro- 
priety of the passage of this resolution, and that 
no good.can arise from debating it, I shall ask 
the previous question on its passage; and I de- 
mand the yeas and nays upon the previous ques- 
tion, There can be no trouble about the question 
of order, because, by the parliamentary law, 
every deliberative body, when it assembles, has 
a right to stop debate by the previous question. 
I now demand the previous question on the 
passage of the resolution; and I ask the yeas and 
nays upon the previous question. 
r. PHELPS. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. ` 

Mr. BOCOCK. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon ihat motion. [Cries of ‘ Read the resolu- 

jon. ; 

The Clerk read the resolution, which is as fol- 
lows: 

Resolwed, That the Wouse will now proceed to vote 
viva voce for a Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, and 
the member having the highest number of votes, provided 
it be a majority of a quorum, shall be declared to be elected 
Speaker. 

Mr. STANTON. [take it that, in the absence 
of rules, no motion to amend or lay on the table 
can be made after the previous question has been 
demanded. : 

The CLERK. A motion to lay on the table 
secms to be in order under the parliamentary law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We recognize it in the res- 
olution limiting debate. 

The CLERK. The resolution adopted to-day 
recognizes such a motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the aflirmative—yeas 114, nays 107, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Henry 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, H. Winter 
Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
hsh, Etheridge, Eustis, Evang, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. dones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher. Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marsball, Samuel 
5. Marshall, Maxwell, McMallin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Milson, Millward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 


Peck, Pheips, Porter, Powell, Pringle. Puryear, Quitman, | 


Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A, 
Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Ste- 
phous, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, 
valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whit- 
ney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zoilicoffer—114, 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Ajisoa, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington. Burlingame, 
James H. Campbeil, Lewis D. Campbelli, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell. Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hali, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowiton,. Knox, . Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 


i Moda, 'Trafton, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 


arce; Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp; Sherman, Simmons, 


Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs: 
ton, Todd; Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, ‘Cadwalader C: Washburne, Ellihn B: Washburne, 
Tsrae! Washburn; Watson, Welch, Williams, Wood;Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth—107. 

“$o the resolution was ordered to lie upon the 
table. i= : 

-Pending the call of the roll, the following. pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. BARCLAY: -Ihave a word to say before 
I give my vote. I will state to the House that I 
donot approve of the principle of that resolution; 
but inasmuch as we have been balloting here for 
three weeks without any hope ofan organization, 
and as it appears to me that we must ultimately 
adopt the plurality system, and believing, as I do, 
that the responsibility should rest upon those 
gentlemen who throw their votes away, I desire 
to cast that responsibility upon them, and there- 
fore vote against laying the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am opposed to 
the adoption of this resolution; but in order to 
enable its friends to bring it to a direct. vote, I 
shall vote “ no” upon this motion, although, upon 
a direct vote, I should vote against the resolution, 
for reasons which I shall be ready to give at the 
proper time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If it be in order, I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was laid upon the table, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not in 
order. The Clerk begs leave to state that there 
is now no proposition before the House. [Cries 
of $ Call the roll !”’] 

Mr. SAPP. I move the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolned, That from and after this day the House shall 


meet at ten o’clock, a. m., until the election of a Speaker 
is effected. 


Upon that resolution I demand the yeas and 


Nichols; Norton; Andrew Oliver; Parker, 


nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
» Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the resolu- 


tion on the table. 

Several Members. Oh no; vote on it directly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well; I withdraw the ‘ 
motion. I only want to vote against it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would inquire wheth- 
er, if that resolution be adopted, we shall be 
compelled to come here to-morrow? {Cries of 
t No, no!” 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sapp’s 
resolution, and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 109, nays 111; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harrison, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Morton, Howard, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Macc, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Robbins, Roberts, Sa- 
bin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, 


dron, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodvworth—1i09. : 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Comins, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter | 
Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng 
lish, Eustis, Evaus, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Au- 
gustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, 
Hoffiean, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Taibott, Taylor, Thurston, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and 
Zolticoffer—111. 


So the resolution was rejected. i 


| io justify myself b 


Pending the call of the roll— i 
Mr. FLORENCE said: Before I cast my vote 


I désiré to; woid or two 
; sforé. my constitu ts, in order 
that they may not have the impression that Lam 
notavery industrious member, because the whole 
House will bear evidence of that fact. [Shouts 
of Order”) Oh, very well; callon- I can 
wait. [Laughter.] 1 am a very patient ñan, as 
well as a very industrious one. I have'a very 
large correspondence, and have a good’ deal of 
business t6 do at the Departments. Ido not 
desire to reflect upon anybody connected with 
any. of the Departmenis of the Government, but 
every other ‘gentleman of this House, who has 
had ‘any experience here, knows) that it is very 
difficult to have interviews with any gentleman at 
the head of Departments before ten o’clock in the 
morning. Now, the business there is quite as 
important to my constituents as the legislation 
here, and a little more important than what has 
been occurring here for three weeks. T-desire to . 
fulfill all my duties, both at the Departments and 
here, and therefore I do not intend to vote for 
that resolution, not because I am not disposed to 
come here early in the morning, but because I 
cannot come—business calling me elsewhere. I 
vote *no.”? 

Mr. PECK also said: I desire to remark, pre- 
vious to recording my vote, that I am in the same 
category with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Pomevce.| Iam willing to sit here as 
long as any member of this House. Iwil sit 
all night, or from twelve o’clock, m., until twelve 
o’clock at midnight, to assist in the organization 
of this House; but, sir, my constituency have 
imposed upon me duties other than those which 
are to be discharged upon this floor, and since I 
have been here I have not found the first day 
when it has not been absolutely necessary forme 
to consume the entire morning, up to the time of 
the meeting of this House, in the performance of 
these duties, I therefore cast my vote in the 
negative. 

r. SEWARD also: I think I could come to 

a more correct conclusion on the subject before” 
the House by taking the fresh airin the moming; 

than I could by being dragged up here at the early 

hour of ten o’clock, and getting my feelings ex- 

cited at so early an hour of the day; but the 

main reason for giving my vote against this 

resolution is, that I am opposed to it anyhow. 

(Laughter.] 

Mr. PERRY. I rise for the purpose of offer- 
ing a resolution which J think, if adopted, will © 
result in the speedy organization of this House. 
The House has, to-day, determined that they 
will not elect a Speaker by a plurality vote, con- 
sequently we arc held tothe old method of voting, 
according to the majority rule. ‘There has been, 
fora few days past, considerable debate in this 
House, and I, asa member of this House, am 
perfectly willing that the debate should proceed, 
and that every gentloman who found it necessary 
to explain to his constituents and to the country 
his position, should have the opportunity to do 
so afforded him. With the permission of the 
House I will read my resolution: 

Resolved, That this House will now proceed to the elec - 
tion of a Speaker viva voce, and shall continue to vote until 
an clection is effected; and from and after this day no de- 


bate upon this or any other question incidentally growing 
out of this question shall be in order. : 


3. 


- Upon that resolution I demand the yeas and 
nag. 
w, yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN, 
tion upon the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. According to that 
resolution we are to continue to vote until an 
election is made, and that will keep us here day 
and night. 

Mr. TODD. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I would inquire of the mover of 
the resolution, whether he.designs by itto force 
us to continue in session, without adjournment, 
until the election of a Speaker is effected? 

Mr. PERRY. I will modify my resolution in 
order to meet objections, by adding the words, 
t except to adjourn.” 

Mr. ALEXANDER K.MARSHALL That 
amendment simply provides that debate may be 
had upon a motion to adjourn, and does not meet 
the objection. The objection is that the resolu- 


I move to lay the resolu- 
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i 
tion requires us to continue in session until an i 
election is had. 

Mr. PERRY. (Well, I withdraw the amend- | 
ment, and present the naked original resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. - I moveto amend the resolu- 
tion by adding, “‘ unless some member desires to 
be heard.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to amend the res- 
olution so that it shall read, “from and after 
this day no debate shall be in order until a 
Speaker be elected.” 

Mr. PERRY. I accept of the gentleman’s 
modification, and I move the yeas and nays 
upon the substitute. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. Is it in order to move and accept an 
amendment while a motion is pending to lay | 
the resolution upon the table? 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to offer an amendment 
to the resolution, if it be in order. 

The CLERK. thinks an amendment is out of 
order, inasmuch as the yeas and nays have been | 
ordered upowa motion to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is not the resolution | 
upon which the ycas and nays have been or- 
dered. The resolution now before the House is 
a substitute for the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, (Mr. Perry.) - 

The CLERK. The resolution was offered as | 
a modification, and the gentleman from Maine | 
accepted it as a modification. The yeas and nays | 
have been ordered upon the motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia, to lay the resolution of the 
gentleman from Maine upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. would inquire of the 
gentleman from Maine, if he did not withdraw 
his resolution so that I might offer mine? 

Mr. PERRY. I accepted the gentleman’s res- 
olution as an amendment to mine. 

Mr. KEITT. But the trouble is, itis not an 
amendment, but a substitute. 

Mr. SEWARD. Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. 1 move that the House do now adjourn. 

r. WADE. Upon that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. By general request I with- 
draw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KEITT. Tagain inquire of the Chair, | 
whether an amendment be not in order? As I 
understand the question, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Perry] accepted the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suer- | 
MAN.] It was not offered as an amendment, but 
as a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman 
from Maine, and takes the placc of the original | 
resolution. As such it was accepted by the gentle- : 
man from Maine. If that be so, then I inquire | 
whether or not the resolution now before the 
House is not as much subject to amendment as 
was the original resolution presented by the gen- | 
tleman from Maine? | 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks, that as this | 
resolution is substantially the same as the original | 
one, and accepted as an amendment by the gen- H 
tleman from Maine, and a motion having becn 
made to lay it upon the table, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, no amend- 
ment is now in order; but the Clerk may have | 
made a mistake in so deciding, and submits the 
question to the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthegentleman from Maine 
withdrew his resolution, then it might well be in 


order to amend the pending resolution, for it then 
stands as an original resolation. There is no | 
amendment to an amendment pending, and therc- 
fore an amendment is in order, or will be, if my 
friend from Virginia will withdraw his motion to 
lay upon the table. i 
Mr. McMULLI I withdraw the motion to |} 
Jay upon the table. | 
Mr. TODD. Can the resolution be amended | 
after the yeas and nays have beenordered upon it? i 
LERK. It can. f 


i 
i 


i 
i 
| 


that a speedy 


Ly 


gated by debate, or some outside influence. The 
resolution, then, which I am about to offer is 
that after to-day or Monday—and to me it is 


quite immaterial which—all ballots for Speaker 
be suspended until the 3d-day of January next. 
I propose to amend the amendment in that way. 
If the House of Representatives should so far 
organize to-day or Monday as to electa Speaker, 
nothing more can be done than to go on and per- 
fect the organization by the election of other 
officers. As I understand, a majority of the 
Senate has already left the city, and, there not 
being a quorum of the Senate Nee, it is impos- 
sible for us, even if we organize, to have the 
President’s message. If this be truc, as I sce it 
stated, that there will be no organization of the 
Senate, or, in other words, no quorum of the 
Senate, until after the 2d of January, then Í ap- 
prehend there can be nothing effected by our ac- 
tion between now and then, unless to continue 
balloting for Speaker, and, if we succeed in the 
election of a Speaker, to go on and elect other į 
officers of this body. And then the question 
arises, is it likely that between now and the 3d 
of January we will be able to elect a Speaker? 
I have no objection that the House should meet 
just as often and sit just as long as it please. If 
it desire to expurgate itself by debate, it might 
as well be done in this way as not; and perhaps 
it is better than any other way. It is said that 
the public looks anxiously for the President’s 
message. That may be so, but I do not sce 
that any good can be effected. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Willthe gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Kerrr] allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to him? 

Mr. KEITT. Certainly. 

Mr. BOCOCK. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, I will make this 
suggestion. 1 know that it is the desire of that 
gentleman, and of almost everybody inthis Fall, | 
that we may act knowingly in regard to this mat- | 
ter; that we should not place ourselves in’a posi- 
tion where we could be surprised; that we may 
not commit a mistake of which advantage could 
be taken. ° 

Now, the question which arises on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Caro- 
Lina, and which I submit to the consideration of 
that gentleman himself, and to the consideration 
of the House, is this: We are acting without 
rules. The Clerk knows that, under the rules 
of the House of Representatives, a motion to re- 
consider a proposition is only in order on the | 
day the proposition is adopted, or on the next 
day thereafter; but that is an infringement on 
the ordinary parliamentary law. We are now 
acting under the ordinary parliamentary Jaw, and 
not under the rules of the House of Represent- 
atives; and, sir, I take it that, under that ordi- 
nary parliamentary law, it is in order to recon- | 
sider a proposition on any day; and sbould the | 
proposition of the gentleman from South Caro- | 
lina be adopted to-day, a member might on any i 

| 


day between this and the 3d of January move to 
reconsider it, when there might not be a majority 
here in favor of it. Thus, the proposition might 
be reconsidered and rescinded, and the House | 
might procced to ballot for a Speaker. We ought | 
to act understandingly in this matter; and I ther 
fore throw out the suggestion in order that the 
gentleman from South Carolina and the Fouse | 
may consider it. 

Mr. KEITT. I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Virginia for his suggestion. I, too, wish | 
to act understandingly. I am not disposed to | 
question the correctness of the gentleman *s prop- 
osition, that a rnajority of the body may, at apy | 
future time, rescind the action of a previous da 
I go still further. Ido not apprehend, accordi 


to parliamentary law, or to constitutional law, į! 


that we are confined to a former action of this | 


Í! that there shall bea div 


exigency itself having arisen, charge any “man 
with such a gross and infamous violation of goed: 
faith, that I shall-be prepared to act on the adop- 
tion of the resolution or amendment which Ihave 
offered. Any man who would take back his vote 
on this subject, and vote to rescind the proposi- 
tion, would be base and infamous. ; 

It is trac, then, sir, that parliamentary usage 
or constitutional regulations would not prevent, 
but good faith will prevent, such a thing taking 
place, and I am prepared at this time to stan 
on good faith. 

I have now said all that I mean to say on this 
subject. I have no personal interest in the mat- 
ter, for I can go as well without as with the pas- 
sage of this' resolution, I am willing, however, 
to disentangle the House as far as I can conduce 
to doing so, I offered the amendment in good 
faith; but, in deferencé to my friend from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bocock,] I now move to lay the 
whole matter on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I suggest that 
| the amendment of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Kerr] is not in order. It has no 
connection with the original proposition of the 
gentleman from Mainc, (Mr. Perny,] as modi- 
fied by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suznman. } 
[Cries of «Read the amendment.’ 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the amend- 
‘mentin order. [Cries of “ Read it.) 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire tomakea statement. 
TheCLERK. There is a motion to lay on the 
i table, and, of course, debate is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
We have no power under the Constitution to 
adjourn until the 3d of January next. The first 
law which regulates the procecdings of Congress 
| directs that the first business in order shall be the 
| clection of Speaker to this House; and this propo- 
sition before the House is practically one to post- 
pone the first busincss of the House. 

Mr. KEITT. My amendment is not that the 
House shall stand adjourned until the 3d of Janu- 
ary, but ‘simply that the balloting for Speaker 
shall be suspended until that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Butif the gentleman from 
South Carolina will reflect a moment, he will see 
that the effect of his proposition is, if adopted, to 
adjourn the only business that we can transact 


| for a longer period of time than the Constitution 
| allows. Lknow that by passing this resolution 
| we do not adjourn the House, but for what pur- 
| pose do we meet here next week? 
| Mr. KEITT. To debate. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. To debate what? What 
| have we aright to debate? I say, Mr. Clerk, that 
| no business actually can be transacted in this 
| House except the election of a Speaker, because 
| the law of Congress directs that all other business 
i shall follow that of the election of Speaker. That 
Lis the first and only business that we can do; and 
| we cannot make any such order except in viola- 
| Vo cannot post- 
| pone this first act of our organization until the 
because the Constitution will not 
for ten days, which this 


lion of the law of Congress. We 


3d of January, 
allow an adjournment 
| would practically be 
: Mr. TODD. ‘Iask whether the motion to lay 
on the table cannot be divided? If so, I shall 
move to lay the amendment on the table. lam 
in favor of the first resolution as modified by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srermay,] and Tam 
opposed to theamendment of the eendeman from 
! South Carolina, [Mr. Kerrr.] Ftherefore desire 
ion of the question, Mi 
order that we may vote according to our disposi- 
ons. 
The CLERK. The Clerk thi 
mot be divided. 
i Mr. WASHBURNE, of Inois. 
tloman from Ohio [Mr. Surnaay] offers his reso- 
lation in the regular form as read by the Clerk. 
The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Kritt] 
offers his amendment. Now the point I wish to 
make is this —— 

[Cries of Order 177] 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Have we 
| not, Mr. Clerk, established a rule this morning, 
that a motion to lay on the table is not debatable? 
| The CLERK. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. MARSHALL, And is not that the mo- 
: tion now pending? 


| The CLERK, 


zs that the mo- 


tion 
The gen- 


That is the motion now pend- 


e 


Dec 


ember 22 


the gentleman from Ohio. having offered his reso- 
lution, 


Mr. LETCHER. Why, isnot there a motion 


‘The CLERK. That was true, but the gentle- 
man from South Carolina (Mr. Kerrr] then re- 
newed the niotion to lay the resolution and amend- 
ment'on the table. í ; : 

Mr. ENGLISH. I wish to give notice that, 
if the motion to lay on the table is voted down, 
and the amendment of the gentleman from South 
Carolinaalso voted down, I shall move an amend- 
ment. Isend it up to the Clerk’s desk, and ask 
that it may be read. I presume no member will 
object to it. . i 

everal Memgeers. Read it! Read it! 

The CLERK read the amendment, as follows: 

And that'no member be allowed to indulge in the use of 
meat, drink, fire, or other refreshments, gas-light and water 
only excepted, until an election of Speaker shall be ef- 
fected. 

The CLERK. The question is upon laying the 
resolition and amendment upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demandthe yeasand nays 
upon the motion. : ; 

“The ce and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KEITT. I wish merely to announce that, 
as the resolution I understand is incompatible 
with my proposition, I shall vote to lay it upon 
the table, and present my amendment, perhaps 
afterwards, as an independent proposition. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay on the table, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 103, nays 113; as follows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Bell; Henry Bennett, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell ‘Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry~M. Futier, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hail, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Har- 
ris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George 
w. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMulin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Milson, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Purycar, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 


Menaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Sam- | 


uel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, and John V. 
Wright—103, 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Benson, Bil- 
lingħwst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 
fington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Coming, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damreil, 
H. Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, 
Flagler, Foster, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hal, Harian, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Rust, 
Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 


Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- | 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, | 


Waldron, Cadwalader C., Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wheeler, Wood, 
Woodraft, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—113. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
The question then recurred upon the amend- 


ment of Mr. Kert. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
- Mr. WADE. 


I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 


Mr. VAIL. {hope the gent 


Carolina will withdraw the motion to adjourn, 
and allow us to vote on the resolution. 


Mr. CLINGMAN.. Very well; I will with- 


draw it until the vote has been taken. 
The question again recurred. on the amendment 
of Mr. Kert. = l 
Mr. BILLINGHURST. I move to lay the 


“amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina on the. table. 

Several MemreRS. You cannot do that. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I thought it was in 
order to move to lay.the amendment on the table, 
and that it carried Ke origina} resolution with it. 

The CLERK. The motion is.notin order. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. ‘ f 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the original resolution. . 

Mr. ORR. I move now to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr. KELLY. Is that motion in order? 

The CLERK. It is in order. 

Mr. KELLY. Will not that motion carry all 
the other resolutions with it? . 

The CLERK. What other resolutions does 
the gentleman refer to? ; 

Mr. KELLY. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina for one. 

The CLERK. That has been already voted 
down. The only proposition now before the 
House is the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and a motion to lay that on the 
table is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KEITT. This is a gag law, is it not? 

Mr. BENSON. Not in the least. 
of the kind. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to submit 
a remark upon the motion? 

The CLERK. Itis not, under the order of 
the House adopicd this morning. 

Mr. McMULLIN. . Well, sir, I desire to say 
tothe House——[Loud calls to ‘* Order!’?] Well, 
sir, I will make a speech that is in order. I move 
that this House do now-adjourn; and upon that 
motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. MeMuLLIN 
and MitLwarp appointed. 

The question was being taken, when 

Mr. McMULLIN said: At the request of sev- 
eral gentlemen who desire to accomplish another 
object before the adjournment, I will withdraw 
my motion for the present, though I will renew 
it presently. [Loud cries of “Too late!’?] 

r. CARLILE. I submit that it is not too 
late. The question has already been decided by 
the Clerk, that any member has the right to with- 
draw his own proposition before the House have 
taken a vote upon it, and the negative side of the 
question has not been counted. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that, as gen- 
tlemen seem to require that the vote shall be taken, 
the count had hetter go on. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; the tellers having reported—ayes 60, 
noes 105. [Loud cries of ‘Cali the roll!” **Letus 
adjourn over!” “Read the proposition before the 
House!’’] 

Mr. CARLILE. I move, Mr. Clerk, that 
when the’House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on 
Wednesday next. [Cries of “No! ‘Vote it 
down °] 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the 


| yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn over. 


A Voice. Is the motion to adjourn over in 
order? . ; 

Mr. CARLILE. A motion to fix the day to 
which the House shall adjourn is always in 
order. It is a privileged motion. Now, Mr. 
Clerk, I appeal to this House——[Cries. of 
& Order! The motion is not debatable !’7] 

The CLERK. It is always in order to sub- 
mit a motion fixing the day to which the House 
shall adjourn; but the motion is not debatable. 
The motion is a privileged one. 

_ Mr. CARLILE. I understand that the motion 
is debatable. However, I will waive the point. 

The CLERK. The’yeas and nays have been 
demanded. Those in favor cf ordering the yeas 
and nays will rise. i 

Twenty-two members rose. 


Nothing 


* 
Fhe CLERK, hota sufficient num- 
per up. o E E O. 
‘Mr. CRAIGE. “I demand telers:on the yeas 
and nays. = ee mec auer 


“Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Norton and 
Epmunbsox. Were appointed. eels 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays 
were'ordered, the. tellers having reported—ayes 
51; more than one fifth of those present. — 

The question was taken on the motion to, 
adjourn over; and it was disagreed to—yeas 40, 
nays 176; as follows: - : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Henry. S. Bennett, 
Boyce, Broom, Cadwalader, John P: Campbell, Carlile, 
Caskie, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Denver, Edmundson, Florence, Henry M. Ful- 
ler, Gilbert, J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Keitt, Kelly, 
Lake, Lindley, Alcxander K. Marshall, Humphrey. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, Millward, Orr, Phelps, Ricaud, Riehard- 
son, Rust, William Smith, Walker, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, and Zollicoffer—40. ; ee 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, 
Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson; Billing- 
hurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Brooks Buffington, Burlingame, Burnett, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R., 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Durin, Durfee, Edie, 
Edwards; Etliott, Emrie; English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, 
Giddings, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Holtoway,:Tlhomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuet $S. Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, MceMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Milter, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Powell, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, 
Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, 
Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Spigner, stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader C. 
Washbume, . Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel. Washburn 
Watkins, Watson, Welch, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and John V. Wright—176. - 


So the House refused to adjourn until Wednes- 
day next. i 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. : f 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I demand tellers on the 
motion to adjourn, ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hottoway 
and Cuiveman were appointed. - _ 

_ The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; the tellers having reported—ayes 75, 
noes 106. i 

The CLERK. The question now recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that the motion of the gentleman from Ohio be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of that resolution until Monday next. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that motion 
is not in order. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. BENSON. I thought that the yeas and 
nays were ordered on the adoption, of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. KEITY. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Orr] moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and on that motion I demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

- Mr. BENSON. Were they ordered? 
Mr. KEITT. They were. 
TheCLERK. The Journal clerk sustains the 


| gentleman’s declaration. The yeasand nays have 
| been ordered. 


Mr. MeMULLIN, Lappeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his motion for the present. 


| If gentlemen on the other side of the House desire 


hat a vote be taken for Speaker let us have it. 

[Cries of ‘* Order V? ‘Call the roll!’’] 

Mr. SHERMAN. - The speaking has been all 
on that side of the House. ‘There have been no 
speeches made. on our. side of the House. We 
hink that it is too carly to make speeches. I 
therefore respectfully decline to withdraw my 
proposition. I think that we ought to pursue 
our constitutional business, and elect a Speaker 
o preside over our deliberations.. [do not deem 
this the right time for debate. 


va 
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The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that debate 
is out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio desire to state correctly what has occurred 
here? On which side of the House does that 
gentleman sit? I understand that he says there 
has been no speaking on his side of the House. 
Is that so? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can explain myself. A 
proposition was made by the gentleman from 
Alabama to organize this House. Two days 
have passed since that proposition was made. 
While it was pending, none of the members who 
voted for Mr. Bawxs obtained the floor, or spoke 
on the subject unless by the courtesy of others. 

Mr. CLERK. This debate is out of order. 
[Loud cries of ‘Call the rollt? **Order!?’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman undertakes 
to say that none of those onhis side of the House 
have spoken. I leave the House to answer him. 
They have heard speeches of hours in length 
from that very side of the Hall. 

The question was taken on the motion to Jay 
the resolution upon the table; and it was disagreed 
to—yeas 103, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell. Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Deuver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Edwards, Eiliott, English, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haven, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glanecy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Milson, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust,Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samucl A. Smith, William Smith, Wil 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warmer, 
Watkins, Whitney, Winslow, Jobn V. Wright, and Zoli- 
eoffer—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James F. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, 
Emric, Etheridge, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Holo- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Matteson, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Mor- 

an, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 'Trafton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, 
Welch, Williains, Wood, Woodrutt, ard Woodworth—109. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Clerk, this is a resolution 
which will, in all probability, give rise to debate. 
I therefore hope that the gentleman from Ohio 
will consent to have the resolution postponed until 
Monday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. RUST. Withthe gentleman’s permission, 
I will offer what I send to the Clerk’s desk, as a 
substitute for the proposition which is now be- 
fore the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter, until a Speaker is elected after 
meeting in this Hall, at twelve o’clock, m., no motion, 
resolution, or debate shall be in order until we have voted 
two hours for Speaker; and that after debate on any ques- 
tion shall have commenced, there shail be no more voting 
for Speaker during that day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the*House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. ORR. Tt is suggested that perhaps the 
resolution will be given the go-by. Ido not 
pose to accomplish any such result. If such is 
likely to be the result of an adjournment, the 
House had better vote now upon my motion to 


postpone the consideration of the resolution until | 


one o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make my motion with 
the understanding that the resolution will come 
up regularly in order on Monday next at twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. RUST. That can be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL, Thegen- 
tleman had better waive his motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not do so, unless the 


Fuller, } 


pro- | 


| journcd until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


common understanding is that the resolution will 
come up on Monday; at twelve o’clock. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state that 
the resolution will fall with the adjournment, 
and cannot be renewed on Monday except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. ORR. I understand the Clerk to decide 
that the proposition will not come up on Monday, 
unless it is regularly postponed by a vote of the 
House. If so, why not take a vote and allow 
the question to be disposed of; it can be accom- 
plished in half a minute. . 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. ORR. Upon that I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Humrurgy 
Marsmarr and Cumeacx were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported ninety-six in the affirmative, and forty- 
nine in the negative. So the motion was agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly (at four o’clock) ad- | 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, December 24, 1855. 


Hon. Roserr Toomss appeared in his place’ 
this morning. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of in- 
habitants of Penobscot Rivers, Maine, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Mat- 
tawamheay to Nichetou; which was referred to | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Ce- || 
zaire Wallace, praying for the confirmation of | 
his title to a tract of land in Louisiana; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. DODGE presented the memorial of the 
register and receiver of the land office at Mena- 
sha, Wisconsin, praying for additional compen- 
sation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Michael 
Nash, a guard of the penitentiary of the District 
of Columbia, praying for additional compensation | 
for the time he was cmployed on other duty in į 
the penitentiary; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two petitions | 
of citizens of lowa, praying for the establishment | 
of a mail route from Decorah to Mitchell, in that | 
State; 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Iowa, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from West 
Union, in that State, to Austin, in the Territory 
of Minnesota; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Huldab Butler, 
for the kalf pay of her father as Heutenant colonel in the 
Revolution, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was > 

Ordered, That the papers in the ease of Jonas P. Levy 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, for the purpose 
of presenting them to the Court of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the memoria] of citizens of Georgetown, | 
District of Columbia, praying for the purchase of Forrest 
Hall for a post oftice and custom-honse, be withdrawn from i 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was i 

Ordered, That the memorial of Lemuel Worster, praying lt 
for a pension for disability incurred while employed as a! 
waiter to a military officer in the United States service į 
during the last war with Great Britain, be withdrawn from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


REVOLUTIONARY SERVICES OF CAPT. NILES, 
Mr. FOSTER. I ask leave to present the peti- : 
tion of Hannah F. Niles, of Norwich, in the |! 
State of Connecticut. The petition sets forth sub- |! 
stantially that the petitioner is the sole surviving | 
daughter and child of the late Captain Robert 


Niles, of Norwich, in Connccticut, now deceased, 


and his sole heir-at-law;, that prior to the war of 
the Revolution the father of thé petitioner, Cap- 
tain Niles, was engaged in the merchant service 
as a shipmaster, and had acquired so high a rep- 
utation in his. profession, that immediately after 
the breaking out of the war in the spring of 1775, 
Colonel Mott, the chief officer of engineers at 
Fort George, Ticonderoga, made a request to 
Governor Trumbull,then Governor of the colony 
of Connecticut, that Captain Niles might be. or- 
dered to that post with a view-of his taking com- 
mand of one of the armed vessels on the lake—a 
very important service connected with the defense 
and protection of that post; that subsequently, in 
the same year, in the fall of 1775, Captain Niles 
was commissioned in the service of the Colonies, 
and ordered to the command of the. schooner 
Spy, an armed vessel belonging to the colony of 
Connecticut, and ordered to cruise on the coast 
of the colony for its protection, under a commis- 
sion signed by Jonathan Trumbull, then Governor 
of the colony—a name closely associated with the 
name of George Washington, and with the history 
of our Revolution. The commission thus signed 
by him, and dated August 7th, 1775, is appended 
to the petition. . 

The petitioner further represents that in April, 
1776, Captain Niles was ordered with his vessel 
to join the flect of Admiral Hopkins, cruising in 
the service and under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; that during the 
yegrs 1776 and 1777 Captain Niles continued in 
the command of the Spy and of another vessel 
called the Dolphin, and while in the command of 
these vessels performed very important services 
by capturing various prizes on the coast, which 
he brought into port, and which were applied for 
the service of the country and the Army, then 
destitute and in great want; that he was also en- 
gaged in the transportation of provisions and 
stores for the Army at different points along the 
coast between New England and Virginia; that 
in the month of June, 1778, Captain Niles was 
employed by the Government of the United States 
to carry out an official copy of the ratification of 
the treaty then recently made between the United 
States and France; that he successfully performed 
this service, and carried the treaty from the Uni- 
ted States to France, and delivered it to Dr. 
Franklin, then our resident Minister at Paris; and 
he returned home to his country and made report 
of his voyage and services to the proper author- 
ities. 

This is a brief statement of the services set 
forth in the petition by Miss Niles. ‘They are 
set forth, Mr. President, without any ostentation 
or display. She asks at the hands of the Senate 
that some compensation may be made to her for 
these services of her father. I may say a word 
in addition to the facts thus detailed in the peti- 
tion. Captain Niles died in the year 1818, and 
dicd in extreme poverty. He never received 
anything from the Government exeept the de- 
preciated pay with which the Government then 
attempted to discharge its debts, unless the single 
sum of fifty dollars, which was paid a short time 
previous to his death, under one of the acts of 


i Congress which had then recently been passed. 


He dicd before any other payment under the law 
became due. The services which he rendered, 
and which are thus imperfectly and bricfly de- 
tailed in the petition, were of a most important 
character—not as brilliant, it is true, as some 
that were rendered; but the carrying out and 
delivery of the treaty between our Government 
and France must certainly be reckoned as among 
the most important services which could then be 
rendered. Our Government at that time consid- 
ered it a matter of so much importance, that 
there were three several copies of the treaty dis- 
patched by three different vessels. Captain Niles 
was the only man of the three who succeeded in 
crossing the occan and in delivering the treaty; 
both the other vessels were captured by the ene- 
my. Captain Niles succeeded in landing at 
Brest, in twenty-seven days after he sailed from 
the harbor of Stonington, in Connecticut, run- 
ning the gauntlet through the English fleet off 
Brest, where he was chased for a long time by 
two English frigates; but he landed nr safety. 
He found the French fleet waiting for the copy 
of the ratification of the treaty, m order to sail 
for this country, and immediately after he landed 
that fleet sailed, and succor came to our shores. 


ad 


Decembet 


fiss Niles, this petitioner, lives -in“my imme- 
diate neighborhood—indeed, isone of my nearest 
neighbors: She isa’ most meritorious and de- 
- serving woman. She is in, extreme want. She 
iş advancing in years, ‘and isin feéble and infirm 
health.. A- few days before T lefthome she called 
on me, and, with tears, begged that T would say 
a word tothe Senate in her behalf. I hope but 
a single word is necessary to bespeak the favor- 
ablé consideration of the petition... move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. : $ 
“The motion was agreed to. - 7 
CLAIMS FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I offer the-following 
yesolution: ; 

Resolved, That such of the private claims as were em- 
braced in Senate bill No. 43, of the last Congress, and 
which the claimants may choose to prosecute before the 
Court of Claims be, and the same are hereby, referred to the 
aiu court: 


“Mr. FESSENDEN. What are the claims? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Perhaps. it- would be 

7 proper forme to say a few words in explanation 
of the resolution. The bill to which it refers is 
one providing for the payment, in the aggregate, 
of upwards of a thousand claimants for depre- 
dations committed on the citizens of Georgia and 
Alabama, in.1836, during the Indian outbreak, or 
Indian waras some term it, which occurred at 
that period. A bill has been repeatedly before 
the Senate providing for the payment of these 
claims.’ A class of claimants, I understand, re- 
siding in Georgia—and there may perhaps be a 
few in Alabama—desire to refer their claims to 
the Court of Claims. I offer the resolution at the 
instance of the Senator from Georgia, not now 
im his seat, [Mr Iverson,] to enable those of the 
claimants who desire to do so to bring their cases 
before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Are they not covered by 
the order which we passed the other day? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No,sir. Idesired that 
they should not be. I understand that the larger 
number of the claimants design to appeal to Con- 
gress and not to the Court of Claims. For this 
reason, T requested the committee not to embrace 
them in the resolution which was passed the 
other day 

Mr, FESSENDEN. 


It seems to me that they 


are covered by the resolution which we passed | 


last week. . 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir, they are not 
covered by that resolution, and were designed 
not to be included within it. I will say to the 


gentleman that these claims depend on different |} 


considerations. Some arefor theloss of property, 
others for destruction of crops, others for prop- 
erty taken ‘to sustain the army. It is thought 
by some that the Court of Claims will have juris- 
diction over. the cases of those whose property 
was taken to sustain the army while engaged in 
that war with the Indians, in 1836. The Senator 
from Georgia, in whose behalf I have offered 
this resolution is a member of the Committee on 


Claims, and he designed that these claims should } 


not be embraced in the resolution reported by 


that committee, but that it should be optional | 


with the claimants to bring their cases before the 
Gourt of Claims if they should think proper to 
0.80. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the resolution 
had better lie over. This is a subject which has 
been considered by the Committee on Claims, 
and they.can tell us how far it will be proper to 
go in reference to it 


Mr, FITZPATRICK.. I have no objection to. 


allowing the resolution to lic over. 
The PRESIDENT. The resolution lies over 
under the rule. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned to 
next, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 24, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
“he Journal ofSaturday was read and approved. 
The CLERK. The business first in order is 
the resolution submitted on Saturday by the gen- 


Thursday 


tleman from Maine, [Mr. Perry,] the consider- | 


ation of which was postponed until to-day, and the 
pending question 1s on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, submitted by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Rusrv.] 


| Bhe resolution offered by Mr: Perry isin these | 
words: es asta aes eas 
Resolved, That from and after this day no debate ‘shail 

be in order until a Speaker be elected. eye : 

_ “The ‘substitute proposed by Mr: Rust is as 

‘follows: ~~ Pen A lea i 
“Resolved, That hereafter, untila Speaker is elected, after 
omeeting in this: Hall at twelve o’clock, m., no motion, 
‘resolution,.or debate shall be in order until we have voted 
two hours for Speaker; and thatafter debate on any ques- 


tion shall:have:commenced, there shall be no more voting 
for Speaker during that day. : 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. LEITER. I desire to say a word in the 
way of explanation. 1 did hope that it never 
would have become necessary for me, during the | 
present unorganized condition of thé House, to | 
say a word of explanation, or to. make a single | 
remark. But it appears to me that. there is a 
misapprehension on the part of gentlemen with 
whom Laim acting in regard to my position, and 
fearing that there may also be some misappre- 
hension in the country, I deem a word of*ex- 
planation on my part appropriate at this, time. 

For some days past two votes have been cast 
for me for Speaker, and it may be supposed that 
there is something wrong in my position, though 
I have been voting here for Mr. Bangs as con- 
stantly dnd as regularly as any gentleman upon | 
this floor. I wish to say, distinctly, that I have 
never been a candidate, that I am not now a can- 
didate, and that I never will be a candidate for 
Speaker of this House. That, I think, will place | 
me right upon the record, and that is all I desire 
to say. 

Mr. STEWART. I claim the indulgence of 
| the House, Mr. Clerk, for a few moments, some- 
what in the way of personal explanation; and I 
hope the reporters will do me the justice to take 
down as accurately as possible the remarks that | 
I shall have the honor to deliver this morning. 

My position, sir, in this House is somewhat 
peculiar. Iwassentfrom the district which I have 
the honor to represent, under no special or dis- 
tinct organization. I come here to represent no 
peculiar or special party. J am here, sir, not | 
as a partisan of any man, or of any Administra- 
tion, but I am here to discharge my duty to the 
country as a Representative of the people in this, 
a branch of one of the codérdinate departments of 
the Government. Well, sir, what is the attitude 
of matters now before the country? Occupying 
the position I do I have, sir, voted from the be- 
ginning of the session, up to this time, in favor | 
| of the distinguished gentleman from the State of | 
Ilinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson.] I look upon him 
as a northwestern man. 1 look upon him as 
sustaining, truly and fairly, the great question 
in which Í am interested, and in which the people 
I represent are concerned. Ilook upon that gen- 
tleman, so far as personal qualifications are con- | 
cerped,.as equal to those of any other gentleman | 
upon this floor. Distinguished upon the battle- 
field, as he has been, distinguished in the councils 
| of the country—a gallant soldier, and an inflex- | 
ible statesman, it has given me great pleasure, as 
a Representative of the whole people, to cast my 
suffrages for him. 

Now, sir, we are in the fourth week of the ses- | 
sion. The Constitution of the United States, under | 
which we allact, seems to have contemplated that | 
this House should be organized the first day of the 
session, and without any such extended delay | 
as this. The act of 1789, passed in pursuance of | 
the Constitution, and with a view ef carrying out 
the provisions of that instrument, specifically re- 
quires, before any other business shall be trans- 
acted, that the House shall be organized by the 
election of a Speaker; that the Speaker shall be 


the Speaket shall then administer the oath of office 
to the members of the House: Was it ever.con- 
ceived by the framers of the Constitution, or b 
the national Legislative Council of 1789, that sue 
a state of things as this should exist? The Co 


ion declares that the State and National officers, | 
before they shall undertake the exercise of any | 
trust, or the discharge of any responsibility, shall | 
take an oath to support the Constitution. Then, | 
sir, I apprehend that we are in a most anomalous | 
position. I apprehend there is a great duty which | 
we owe to the country. There is a high duty | 
which we have to discharge. : 


stitution of the United States, in another provis- ʻi 


f 


i 
i 


“In’surveying this House, and locking’ to: its 
characteristics, we find. three ‘great.elements.com- 
“posing it. ‘There is this northern Free-Soil party, 
there is a party: which I will characterize. as the 
American party, and ‘there is the. great: Demo- 
cratic: party. - These are three. distinct elements 
of power, and. three distinct parties.: How. is 
the House to, be organized, as long.as we occupy 
the position which we now'do?' Now, sir, I com- 
mend the spirit whichanimated the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Warker,] when he spoke, 
the other day, of the condition.of this House, and 
of what was due fromus: to: the country. “And 
I yield great credit to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Fuuier,] for rising, during: the 
progress of this discussion, and defining, dis- 
tinctly, his position before the House, and the 
country. No matter what were his antecedents, 
no matter what his programme before the people. 
As to those, we have no right to ask any ques- 
tions. We have only the right to inquire what 
his position now is upon the great questions 
now before this country. The position of the 
gentleman for whom I have had the honor ‘of 
casting my vote needs no defining. His position, 
defined by his acts, and avowed from the very 
beginning, is well known to this country. 

Mr. VALK, (interrupting.) The. gentleman 
will excuse me for interrupting him, but I be- 
lieve that a rule was adopted.on Saturday last, 
that no member should hold the floor longer than 
ten minutes. Am I correct in my understanding 
of that rule? : 

The CLERK. I think the gentleman is cor- 
rect, but the gentleman from Maryland has occu- 
pied the floor for only five minutes. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to accommodate 
myself to the rule which the House has pré- 
scribed. But I conceive that, as I rise for the 
purpose of making a personal explanation, I 
would not be included within the spirit of the 
rule, as it is not in the nature of debate. If this 
rule, however, applies to me, I am willing to 
conform to it. . 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- 
man comes within the rule adopted by the House 
on Saturday last, and that he will be confined, in 
his remarks, to ten minutes, unless the House, 
by unanimous consent, allow him to proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. This is the first time sinée © 
the commencement of the session, that I have 
occupied the time of the House, and I do not in- 
tend to trespass upon the kindness of the House 
in elucidating the position I occupy in the pres- 
ent contest. i 

I was about to remark, when I was interrupted, 
that the position of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] who is supported here by 
a strong party, is not defined, and has not been. 
It has been charged that, upon one oceasion, that 
gentleman, in a speech made by him, used. the 
language ‘let the Union slide.” I am not in- 
formed, nor do I think proper to inquire, under 
what circumstances those remarks were made, 
but I say it is due to the country, upon the part 
of that gentleman, to put himself right upon that 
matter, as it relates to the dissolution of. the 
Union. cannot, as I stand, support that gentle- 
man under any circumstances for Speaker of this 
House. Ican cheerfully support the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] who is carrying 
out the views I entertain, and the views enter- 
tained by those whom I represent, upon this floor, 
upon the all-absorbing question of the day. But 
if the gentlemen from the North stand by the 
distinguished candidate from Massachusetts, and 
the friends of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
support him, and the advocates of the gentleman 


| | from Wlinois continue to sustain him, as they have 
sworn by some member of the House; and that | 


done from day to day, I submit to the members 
of this House, when is this struggle to terminate ? 

Now, sir, I hold myself bound, in regard to the 
organization of this House, under my particular 
position and my views of public duty, to adopt 
some practical constitutional mode i sa to 
reach a conclusion of this question. There is a 


| responsibility which we owe to party, and there 


is a responsibility which we owe to the country. 
It is not sufficient to charge the responsibility of 
this state of affairs upon this party or that party. 
We are all responsible, for every man comes 
here under an obligation to discharge his whole 
duty to the country. 


I said I was not a partisan of the Administra- 
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tion. They have their duties to perform, and I 
will say, so far as they have endeavored to dis- 
charge their duty, I have no occasion to com- 

lain; We are not sent here to support this par- 
ticular Administration or to oppose it. We are 
sent here to discharge our duty as the Represent- 
atives of the people, and the people will hold us 
responsible for their proper discharge, as a coör- 
dinate branch of the Government. 

Iwill, Mr. Clerk, without trespassing further 
upon the attention of the House, propose and 
submit for the consideration of the Ponse some 
resolutions which I have drawn up. I will offer 
them either as a substitute for that already before 
the House, or will have them laid upon the table 
for future consideration. 

The resolutions of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Srewarr] were sent to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s [Mr. Srew- 
arr’s] time has expired; and therefore the Clerk 
thinks that his resolutions are not in order at this 
time. [Cries of ‘ Let them be read!?’] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolutions, 
but was interrupted by — 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam averse to interrupting 
any gentleman on this floor. But it seems to me 
better that we should proceed in order, and I hope 
therefore that before the proposition is submitted 
to the House, we will first dispose of the two 
resolutions already pending. Ido not object to 
the gentleman offering his resolutions atthe proper 
time, but I do object to anything that is not in 
order. 

Mr. MATTESON. Do TI not understand the 
Clerk to have decided that the resolutions of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Srewarr] are not 
in order? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have objected in good 


faith to the introduction of the gentleman’s prop- | 


osition, because I think it is better to proceed in 
order, 


ART’s} resolutions be introduced. 

The CLERK. Objection having been made, 
the resolutions of the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Srewarr] cannot now be read. 

Mr. MATTESON. As I understand the Clerk 
to decide that the resolutions offered by the gcn- 
tleman from Maryland are not in order, I now ask 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] to with- 
draw his resolution for the purpose of enabling me 
to offer a proposin for a plurality vote to-day. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Perry] has control of the resolution before 
the House; he having accepted the proposition of 


the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Stenman] as a | 


modification of his original resolution. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit, Mr. Clerk, that 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Stewart] 
has a right to read his resolutions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. He has not; his time has 
expired. 

r. STEWART. The resolutions which I 
have offered are in the nature of a compromise. 1 
want the House distinctly to understand that. I 
should like to have them read for the purpose of 
having them acted upon at the proper time. 

The CLERK. Objection having been made, 
the resolutions cannot now be read. 

Mr.STEWART. I appeal from that decision. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit that itis perfectly 
competent for the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Srewart] to read his own proposition. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
him to read them, inasmuch as his time is out. 

Mr. RUST asked whether he was not entitled 
to the floor? 

The CLERK. Yes; but the gentleman from 


Maryland has appealed from the decision of the | 
Clerk, and the question before the House is, |i 
“Shall the decision of the Clerk stand as the : 


judgment of the House??? 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my appeal. 

Mr. RUST took the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. Task the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. [Mr. Rust] to yield me the floor for a 
moment only. 

Mr. RUST. Iyield the floor to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MATTESON. I supposed, Mr. Clerk, 
that I was entitled to the floor. 


The CLERK. The Clerk has recognized the | 
li (Mr. Marrzson] has the floor. 


gentleman from New York, [Mr. Marreson.] 


After the pending propositions are dis- | 
posed of, then let the gentleoman’s [Mr. Srew- } 


It is not competent for ; 


| what seemed to be its legitimate issue, to wean jj 


| perpetual; that it may forever stand in the record 
| of human histories, crowned with an immortal |: 


Mr. BANKS. Then I desire the gentleman 
from New York to yield me.the floor. 

Mr. MATTESON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BANKS. I was not present, Mr. Clerk, 
in the Hall of the House at the moment.that the 
distinguished gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Stewart] made allusion to myself, Inasmuch 
as my attention has been called to it by one of 
my friends, I beg of that gentleman to do me the į 
honor to repeat his suggestion, that I may re- 
spond to it 

Mr. STEWART. I had the honor to state 
to the House, when I was up—— 

Mr. RUST, (interrupting.) I thought, Mr. 
Clerk, that I had the floor. 

TheCLERK. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Marreson] was entitled to the floor, and 
he has given way to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Bawxs.] 

Mr. STEWART, (resuming.) Itook occasion 
to state that the position of the gentleman whom 
I had the honor to support for the speakership, 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Ricuarpson,] on the great questions which now 
agitate the country, was distinctly and specifically 
known; that the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Furrer] had also, in his own per- 
son, and from his own place in this House, defined 
his position in reference to these great questions; 
but that the attitude of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] in reference 
to these questions was not known, and that it 
had been charged upon him by some member 
here, that in a speech which he made in the State 
of Maine, he had stated that, under some circum- 
stances, he was willing to let the Union slide— 
that he had used the words, ‘‘ let the Union slide. ”? 
Tlis attitude, I remarked, was not precisely known 
in reference to these great questions before the 
House; and I thought it was due to the House, ! 
and to the country, from that gentleman, or from 
the friends who sustain him for the speakership, | 
that his attitude should be distinctly and unequiv- | 
ocally stated for the satisfaction of the House. | 
That is, I believe, in substance what } stated on | 
this subject. : 

Mr. BANKS. {have but a word to say. I 
have never in my life expressed a sentiment of 
indifference to the Union of the States—never in | 
my life. Inthe speech which I made in Maine, | 
and which has been referred to here, I said what 
has been said by almost every man who has ever 
alluded to the Union of the States, Ithad reference | 
to the future only, dnd to the natural results of | 
that new policy which has been inaugurated in || 
relation to the institution of slavery. And I ex- jj 
pressed this opinion at that time that one such j! 
result would be, if that policy were carried outto | 


the affections of good men from the Union of || 
States to which they have always clung. It was || 
an appeal to the people of that State, not against ;i 
the Union, but to bring it again back to the prin- {i 
ciples which animated its founders. 

I never revised any report of that speech, and 
am not responsible for the phraseology in which 
its sentiments are clothed; but no report that I 
have ever scen of it has represented me as speak- 
ing of the Union as it is, but, in every instance, 
as speaking of the consequences to the country, 
if that policy which I indicated should be carried 
out to its last and legitimate results—prostituting 
ils gigantic powers to the extension of a single 
interest, and strengthening and perpetuating its 
influence in every part of the country, in the 
States where it exists, in the Territories, and in || 
the free States. 

I have never yet in my life expressed a fecling | 
of indifference to the Union of the States. Tam 
for the Union as it is, and not for its dissolution || 
under any circumstances. Iwill meet its enemies : 
in the field of the Union, to fight for the Union. |: 
Lam for it as the guarantor of the rights of the 
States, as the main prop—to use the words of}: 
Washington—of the liberties of the American |; 
people. And I trust that its existence may be | 


i 
i 


fame. [Continued applause. ]} 

Mr. BOYCE. I desire to propound a ques- | 
tion to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. | 
Banks 


The 


l 


| 
) | 
LERK. The gentleman from New York 


i 


| tion bas been finished. 


Mr. BOYCE. Well, I ask that gentleman .to 
yield me the floor, that I may ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts one or two questions at this 
time. i 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina? 

Mr. BOYCE. Do so, just fer a moment. 

Mr. MATTESON declined to yield the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Matteson] will allow 
a question to be put to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] for his last answer is 
somewhat peculiar. Let the opportunity, there- 
fore, be offered to him for finishing it up. 

Mr. MATTESON. Iam extremely desirous 
of putting this thing to the vote, and I do not 
wish, therefore, to yield the floor. 

Mr. RUST. I think, Mr. Clerk, that I have 
the right to the floor, and, if so, Eam willing to 
yield it to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Boycr.] 

_TheCLERK. Thegentleman from New York 
[Mr. Marreson} has been recognized by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. KEITT. Then, let the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Marreson] go on. What does 
the gentleman want? 

Mr. MATTESON. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Suerman] to withdraw the resolution 
which he offered on Saturday, so as to allow 
me—— 

Mr. KEITT. He hasnoright todoso. The 
resolution is within the control of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Prrry.] 

Mr. MATTESON. I will take care of that 
matter ina moment. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Sugarman] offered a sub- 
stitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Prrry,] and that 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) Mr. 
Clerk, if the fléor has been accorded to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Marresoy,] of 
course he has a right to it; but, sir, he has already 
yielded it to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Banks] and to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Srewarr] for the purpose of explana- 
tion, That explanation has not yet been fur- 
nished, and it ought tobe. Tam not satisfied 
with the answer of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, and, if no other gentleman will, T will 
propound a question to him. 

Mr. MATTESON. I must insist, Mr. Clerk, 
that I have the floor, and Iam not to be inter- 
rupted. At any other time I would he entirely 
satistied and gratified to have the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Smita] propound any question he 
might desire to the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
but at this stage of the proceedings I must insist 
on proceeding to the business before the House; 
and, sir, if the gentleman from Maine is entitled 
to the floor, then, for the purpose of enabling 
him to speak to his resolution, I will yield it to 


ue 
i him. 


The CLERK. The substitute was offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Rusr.] 

Mr. MATTESON. Tyicld to him, then. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Irise toa question 
of order. Thegentleman from New York 

The CLERK. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired, and he has, there- 
fore, no further right to yield the floor. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I still rise toa ques- 
tion of order. My point of order is this: The 


| gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Srewarr| stated 


n interrogatory that called for an explanation 


i from the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
; Banxs.] 


The debate was arrested for the pur- 
pose of giving that gentleman an opportunity to 
splain. Fe did undertake to give that explana- 
tion, but such a one as I could not understand. 
I want him to place his position where it may be 


distinctly understood upon the subject indicated 
n by that interrogatory. I therefore submit that, 
ii the floor having been awarded for that purpose, 


no other business is in order until the explana- 
That is the question I 
submit, and I want the Clerk to decide upon it. 


‘If it be in order, I desire to propound a question 


to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CLERK. The Clerk overrules the ques- 
tion of order; but states that the gentleman from 
Virginia is entitled to the floor for ten minutes. 

Mr. SMITH. Then if I have the floor I will 


distineily. < 
“Mr. BANKS. 
upon this subject EEA fa ate 
‘Mr. SMITH. Then T wish the country to un 
derstand distinctly, that.those-who, are voting 
upon, this.floor to eleet the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts Speaker of the louse, are voting.for | 
a man who, under. circumstances connected with 
the present agitation ‘of the country, is willing 
‘to see the-Union slide. 1 want gentlemen to.un- 
derstand that when they vote for. the gentleman 
‘from Massachusetts, they are voting for a. mañ 
“who is willing to. sustain this Union slide. 
Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr Smita) wishes the country to understand, 
> that those in this House who are voting for the 
gentleman. from Massachusetts, are. voting for 
him with the full knowledge that, under. certain 
contingencies, he would let the Union slide. With- 
out stopping to inquire. what was the precise lan- 
guage used, or the circumstances and conditions 
in which it was uttered, I wish to. inquire why 
this seeming horror at such a declaration? Who 
that has had a seat on this floor for the last four 
years has not heard members now voting for Mr. 
ICHARDSON declare, over and over, that under 
certain contingencies they were ready to dissolve 
the Union? That declaration was made but a 
day or -two since by the gentleman’s own col- 
league, and has been repeated by others. 

Mr. SMITH. Does the gentleman want me 
to answer him? 

Mr. GROW. I have no objection if the gen- 
tleman wishes to answer, if it will not come out of 
my time. The congressional. resords show that 
members who are now voting for Mr. RICHARD- 
son, and those with whom they are associated 
at:the South, have been. declaring, for years, that, 
under certain contingencies, the Union ought to 
be dissolved, and they are ready to do it. Why, 
then, this attempt to impeach the motives of 
those who are voting for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and their loyalty to the Union? 
We stand here ever ready to abide by all the 
compromises of the Constitution and its guaran- 
tees to every section. The conflict in this Hall 
and. the country is on the true and proper con- | 
struction of the Constitution. You ask us to! 
adopt yours as the only true one, which is, that 
you have an inalienable right under that instru- 
ment to carry: slavery wherever its jurisdiction 
extends, and, unless we will concede that, you 
will dissolve the Union. We deny that the flag 
of the country carries slavery wherever it floats, 
and for this northern men are denounced as un- 
faithful to the Constitution. We only claim the 
right exercised by General Jackson to construe 
the Constitution for ourselves; and that construc- 
tion isin accordance with that put upon it by its 
framers by cotemporancous exposition, and by 
the highest judicial tribunals of the land—by the 
uniform legislation of the Government for sixty 

ears—approved by the act of every President 
irom, Washington to Polk, and by the opinions 
of the most eminent statesmen of the Republic, 
living and dead.. While gentlemen of the South 


are constantly declaring, on this floor, that unless |} 


we adopt their construction of the Constitution, 
and permit them to carry slavery wherever the flag 
of the country floats, they will dissolve the Union, | 
why this attempt to create a false alarm when a 

northern man says what is true, that in certain 

contingencies the affections of all good men would 

be weaned from the Union? and in that case, of 

course, it would fall to pieces, 

Mr. RUST, (interrupting.) Mr. Clerk, I must | 
claim the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will say to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that he has not been rec- 
ognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman from New York | 
[Mr. Marresoy] yielded me the floor to speak 
upon my substitute, and. I have not given it up. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania [Mr. Grow] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.eGROW.. Sir, who that’ has listened to! 


-desire to say || $ 


the 


stitution 


the debats in this Hall for this session, without | 


j referring to the records. of the past. 


issolution o 


f on of the Constitution extends. Sir, 
ý that construction, and appeal to the Con- 
on itself—to.the exposition of its framers— 
to the decision of the courts, and the uniform 
action of the.Government for sixty-years, for our 
vindication; and we yield to no man in devotion 
to the Union, and loyalty to.all its compacts. 

Mr. RUST. Tam, one’ of. those who. believe 
that, the only legitimate business of this House 
now is to elect a Speaker, and that all debate not 


tending directly to bring about that result is out 


of order. And I must say that the character of 
the debate to which we have listened for the last 
few days convinces me that if it is not out of 
order, it ought to be. My resolution is this: 

Resolved, That hereafter, until a Speaker is elected, after 
meeting in this Hall, at twetve o’ciock, m., no motion, 
resolution, or debate shall be in order until we have voted 
two hours for Speaker; and that after debate on any ques: 
tion shall have commenced, there shall be no more voting 
for Speaker during that day. 

You will perceive that I have offered this in a 
spirit of compromise. I have provided that we 
shall vote for two hours every morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Why not say take two 
votes every morning? 

Mr. RUST. No; I prefer the resolution as it 
stands. I say let us vote for two hours every 
day. After that, when the floodgates of debate 
are open, let those who choose absent themselves; 
without submitting us to the risk of having a 
Speaker elected by a mere majority of a quorum. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I move that the resolution 
he laid upon the table. Let us dispose of it at 
once, and then go to voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of 
order, On Saturday last there was a motion 
made to lay the original resolution on the table, 
The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and the 
House refused to adopt the motion. Since that 
time the gentleman from Arkansas has submitted 
his substitute. It seems to me, therefore, that 
according to the rules of parliamentary law, and 
common sense, a motion to Jay on the table now 
is out of order—the House having virtually re- 
fused to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Clerk, I do not under- 
take to reconcile the gentleman’s common sense 
with the rules of the House. It is enough for 
me that the rules of the House are otherwise. 
They may be wrong; but I do not think they 
are. 

Mr. ORR. This is a new proposition. The 
amendment makes the proposition a new one. It 
is, therefore, in order to make a motion to lay 
the amendment and resolution on the table. 

The CLERK. That is the opinion of the 
Clerk. The Clerk therefore entertains the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Clerk, I have but a 
word to sa 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.]_ I deny the conclu- 
sion from his remarks that the opponents of the 
resolution may have the right a dozen times to- 
day, if they choose to do so, to move to lay it 
on the table, after intervening business has been 
transacted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the motion to 
lay on the table may not be agreed to, so that 
the House may be brought to a direct vote on the 
original proposition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I de- 
mand the yeas and nays on the motion to lay 
the resolution and amendment on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I demand tellers on the motion. 

Tellers wore ordercd; and Messrs. Boyce and 
Marreson were appointed. 

The question was taken on the motion to la 
on the table; and it was agreed to, the tellers 
having reported—ayes 96, noes 75. 

So the resolution and amendment were laid on 
the table. 

[Cries of ** Call the roll!’’] 

Mr. BARCLAY. Mr. Clerk, [beg the indul- 
gence of the House for a few moments. I desire 


| man. 


in reply to the gentleman from- 


ion. of the body the 
lerk’s table 


STEWART. 

I only ‘ask that 

read for the informati 

do not meet with the approval of members, let 
them be laid upon the table. >: Bae 
There was no objection; and the resolutions 
were read by the Clerk, as follows: 


1. Resolwed, That this House isin favor of the union of all 
the States, upon the basis of the Constitution, without re- 
gard to sections, North, South, East, or West; and belicv- 
ing the continued agitation of the “ slavery question” to be 
dangerous to the harmony and perpetuity: of the Union, we 
are opposed to the restoration of what is commonly known 
as the “ Missouri compromise line.”? ; 

2. Resolved, That the States composing this confederated 
Republic are essentially and absolutely equal in’ all their 
rights and privileges, within. the scope of the Constitution 3- 
and that said States have no right to impose conditions 
or restrictions upon any new States proposing to be ad- 
mitted into'the Union, not applicable to those already form- 
ing a component part of the Confederacy; that such an 
attempt would be subversive of that order and uniformity 
of equality which is of the very essence of coequal sover- 
eignties ; that as a necessary consequence, according to the 
judgment'of this House, the application of any State for 
admission into the: Union should be considered without 
reference to the question, whether slavery, as. recognized 
in the Constitution of the United States, exists as a part of 
the organic law of said State or not. ; 

3. Resolved, That all efforts on the part of individuals or 
States to confederate together, for the purpose of embark: 
ing upon any enterprise or crusade to disturb the consti- 
tutional rights of any one or more States, are in direct 
conflict with the solemn duty incumbent wpon all good cit- 
izens to support the Constitution and laws in pursuance 
thereof, are disloyal to that paramount allegiance they owe 
to the Union, and ought to be discountenanced. by every 
lover of his country and her well-regulated institutions. 

4. Resolved, That all the citizens of this’ Government 
have the unquestionable right to the full and perfect enjoy- 
ment of their civil and religious liberties; and_all attempts 
to interfere therewith are against constitutional right and 
privilege, and the enlightened spirit of the age in which we 
live, and ought to be discouraged. _ ` 

5. Resolved, That every Representative on this floor is but 
a trustee for the people, and is bound to discharge his duty 
according to the requirements of the Constitution and the 
laws. That this House ought to be fully organized and 
prepared to dispatch the business of the session without 
delay; and that every member thereof, as a primary duty, 
should make every reasonable effort for that purpose; that 
all minor or collateral differences of opinion should be sub- 
ordinated to the performance of this great duty, which we 
all individually and collectively owe to ourselves and to 
the country. 

6. Resolved, That all of the friends of the Constitution 
and the Union, and who are in favor of maintaining our 
constitutional nationality, and opposed to sectional agita- 
tion and aggression upon the rights of any quarter, upon 
the basis of the foregoing resolutions, may, in a spirit.of: 
amity, compromise, and concession, unite. in the organiza- 
tion of this House, irrespective of any outside issues before 
the people, regarding the former as paramount and vital 
considerations, in this stage of our proceedings, in special 
reference to the speedy organization of this House. 

7. Resolved, That this House is opposed to any member 
being elected as the Speaker thereof unless he is willing to 
stand by and maintain in good faith the union of the States 
upon its constitutional basis, regarding no North, South, 
East, or West, but who will endeavor, in a‘spirit of proper 
concession, as far as he has power and authority, in the ap- 
pointment of committees or otherwise, to secure to each 
and every section all of its constitutional guarantees firmly 
and unequivocally. K 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. ee cad that 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Srewarr] 
cannot desire us to vote upon thosé resolutions 
without discussion. I suppose, also, that he does 
not believe that there can’ be a full discussion of 
them within the ten-minute rule. Inasmuch, 
therefore, as it is manifest that we can have no 
discussion upon these resolutions, I: move that 
they be laid on the table. 3 
Mr. RUST. I move that they be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, when a Speaker is elected. i 
Mr. WASHBURN. There is.no. such 
mittee. 
Mr. RUST. There will be one 
is elected. : P 
Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman from Mary- 
land will be kind enough to accept the following 
as a substitute for the series of resolutions he has 


com- 


when a Speaker 


i*proposed, I may feel disposed to vote for them. 


I submit them to his consideration: 


Resolved, That this House earnestly disapproves of any 
attempt, open or covert, to annex the Island of Cuba to this 
Republic. 

esolved, That it would heartily approve of the annexa- 
tion of that part of Oregon which was surrendered to Great 
Britain by the Administration of James K, Polk, 


1855. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


at 


(Great laughter and shouts of **Good!””] 

Mr. BOCOCK. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ihave submitted the mo- 
tion to lay on the table, and I insist upon it. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I-desire to make a 
point of order which will dispose of this matter. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have the floor upon a ques- 
tion of order. IT submit that it is not in order for 
this House, in its present condition, to consider 
any such resolutions as these. The law upon 
this subject has been read, and is familiar to 
members. That law expressly provides that a 
Speaker shall be elected and the members sworn in 
before any proposition shall be in order of a 
general charactér and which does not relate to the 
organization of the House. 

As these resolutions and amendment propose no 
plan for the election of a Speaker, but affirm 
general principles, I hold that they are not in 
order. f 

Mr. COBB. The point of order I makeis, that 
those resolutions have never been offered for the 
consideration of the House. The gentleman from 
Maryland expressly stated that he merely desired 
to have them read forthe information of the House. 
He did not ask action of the House upon the sub- 
ject. He desired that, after they had been read, 
they should be laid upon the table. That was his 
own suggestion. [Loud cries of Call theroll!”? 
and great confusion in the Hall.] 

Mr. BOYCE obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the resolutions were not 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland, but 
were merely read for information, I should like 
to be informed how the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine to lay them on the table can be enter- 
tained? 

The CLERK. It has not been entertained. | 
[Cries of ‘ Call the roll 17] 

Mr. BOYCE. I desire to ask the member | 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] one or two 
questions. I would ask the gentleman if he is | 
in favor of the restoration of the Missouri restric- 
tion, or does he go for the entire prohibition of 
slavery in all the Territories of the United States ? 
I would further ask him if he is in favor of the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MORGAN: Icalithe gentleman to order. 

Mr. BOYCE. Iwould ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, further, if he is in favor of the | 
abolition of the inter-State slave trade? I would 
further ask him if he is in favor of entering into 
diplomatic relations with Hayti, and of receiving, 
asitsrepresentative here,a black minister? Is he 
in favor of the total or partial repeal of the fugi- 
tive slave law? [Cries of ‘Order? ‘Call the 
roll!” 

Mr. MORGAN. I insist that all this is out of 
order, according to the decision just made and 
under the resolution of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I should like 
the gentloman from South Carolina to give way 
to me to let me ask some questions of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.] [Loud 
cries of ‘* Order!” 

Mr. BOYCE. Does the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts refuse to answer my questions? 

[Mr. Banks obtained the floor amidst loud j 

„cries of “Hear him!’’ 4 Order”? 
roll!” 

The CLERK. The Clerk would remark that, | 
there being no proposition before the House, he 
thinks the gentleman from South Carolina is out 
of order. | 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be heard. 
floor. [Cries of “Hear him!’’] 

Mr. BOYCE. I have one more question to 


ask. Is the gentleman from Massachusetts in | 


favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to abolish slavery in the States? 
Now will he answer me. 

Mr. BANKS. I know my friend from South 
Carolina well. I have listened patiently to his 
interrogatories. I have noticed the course which 
he has pursued in this protracted contest; and I 
remember that the candidate for whom he has 
steadily and persistently voted, Mr. RICHARDSON, 


when. similar inquiries were addressed to hin, | 
replied that, inasmuch as he wasa candidate, and į 


the gentleman addressing him was not, the latter 


had the advantage of him, and he should not | 


I thought it a sensible conclusion, and 


respond. 
y honorable friend from South Caro- 


I notify m 


“< Call the ij 


He has taken the | 


lina that I shall profit by that example. - [Laugh- 
ter and applause.| ` 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Clerk, I desire to offer 
aresolution. It will not require immediate action. 
I want it to be read, so that it may be considered 
and acted upon after there has been a vote. I 
will read it myself: f 

That to-morrow, the 25th instant, being Christmas— 
[roars of laughter,} is 

And very likely to be a happy one, judging 
from the merriment of gentlemen— 
—a day held in holy veneration by Christian men as the 
advent of the Savior of the world, [renewed laughter,] and 
being regarded and kept as a holiday almost universally, it 
is ordered that, to enable all who desire to participate in the 
religious observances or secular festivities of the day, the 
members of the House of Representatives of the United 
States will not assemble again, after the adjournment to-day, 
until Thursday, the 27th instant, at meridian. 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

The CLERK. The resolution is not before 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is nota resolution, but a 
mere motion. {Cries of ‘Call the roll!?’] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Itis a common platform 
upon which you can allagree. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll on 
the sixty-eighth vote for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 215; 
necessary to a choice, 108; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.. .s.ssssesereeeresse 101 
William A. Richardson...... o 72 
Henry M. Fuller..... eeeeee . 31 
Alexander C. M. Pennington, 4 
Benjamin F. Leiter. ...ss see. 2 
James L, Ore. se sser es 2 
Lewis D. Campbell.ccceececereeeee cece er eee 1 
Nathaniel G., Foster seeds ikeir kae OL 
Samuel 8. Marshall.... aaa easineeteiew ce: 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Ball, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffiagton, Burlingame, James JI. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Darrell, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfec, Emric, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Rob- 
ert B. Hall, Harlan, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Brox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearee, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Hobison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Vhoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C, Washburne, Elihu B. 
Wushburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Cr Crawford, Davidson, 


Denver, Dowdell, Edmumdson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, ; 


Florence, Thomas J. D., Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Jarris, Her- 
Dert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 


Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Weus, Winslow, and John | 


V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller~Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Wirit- 
ney, and Zollicofter. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Edwards, Harrison, Ha- 
ven, and Scott. j 

For Mr. Leiter-—Messrs, Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Orr—Mes Williams and Evans. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Edie. 

For Mr. Foster—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Mershall—Mr. Richardson. 


Pending the call of the roll— 

Mr. BROOKS said: Before I cast my vote I 
desire to make a few remarks in reference to the 
question which was propounded by the member 
from Virginia [Mr. Smrru] to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Barks.] With due defer- 
ence to gentlemen upon my side of the House, I 
must say that I regard the questions propounded 
to the former gentleman asilliberal. I know not 


what political capital is intended to be made by | 


the questions. I do not understand indirection 
or wire-pulling, nor wish to understand either. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has an- 
nounced to the world that, in certain contingen- 
cies, he is willing to “let the Union slide.” 
Now, sir, let his contingencies be reversed, and 


| knowledged leader. 


| meet them, 
| to me, and I and my people want repose. 


Tam also willing to ‘let the-Union slide”’—ay, 
sireto aid in making it slide. He assumes the 
position, that if the doctrines which we pro- 
slavery men, and as I think, constitutional men, of 
the country hold, shall obtain, then he is willing to 
let this Government go by the board. [hesitate 
not to say, that if his construction of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress over the Territories 
shall prevail in this country, I for one heartily 
indorse the sentiment of the Massachusetts leader. 

I have been taunted at home with being alittle 
too national. My patriotism and my duty tomy 
fellow-men compel me to do all that I can to 
preserve this Government, so long as it is ad- 
ministered according to the intent and meaning 
of the Constitution. With this view, and for this 
purpose, I cheerfully favor the election of my friend 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,| who I know 
to be a constitutional States-Rights Democrat, 
and true to the rights of the people in regard. to 
their property of every description, and every- 
where. For the same reasons I favor the repre- 
sentation of my State in the Cincinnati conven- 
tion, believing, as I do, that the Democratic 
party is now purged of the Free-Soil element 
which heretofore polluted it, and is ready to stand 
by the resolution which is the platform of the 
Democrats of this House. 

But, sir, things are taking a course here which, 
I confess, is music to my ear. It is well that 
gentlemen should understand each other, and I 
think that I understand the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts and the party of which he is the ac- 
If they have a fixed determ- 
ination to carry out their ends, I want to know 
it, and I want my constituents to knowit. I am 
far from rejoicing in the fact that sectional divisions 
are threatening to rend the country in twain; but 
knowing that the principles of the Republican 
party, if carried to their legitimate consequences, 


| must so result, I do rejoice that they have the 
| manliness to téll us frankly what their feelings 


and purposes are, in order that my people may 
distinctly understand them and be prepared to 
Doubt and uncertainty are painful 
We 
have been badgered and bedeviled long enough, 
and we want an issue, clear, distinct, stern, and 
unbending. 

When Free-Soilers tell me of the sinfulness 
and immorality of slavery, I reply to them that 
they are its accomplices; that the receiver is as 
bad as the thief; and that, until they cease to use 
and consume the products of slave labor, and un- 
til they elevate their free negro population to the 
Utopian standard which they have raised for the 
slave, I tell them their talk is but cant and hy- 
pocrisy. But, sir, when they make a distinct, 
tangible issue upon the constitutional rights of 
the South, then I know where to find them. All 
I ask of gentlemen is to make their issue boldly— 
make it here. Hore is the place to make it, and 
the place to meetit. I never could understand 
the magnanimity or chivalry of southern gentle- 
men, who are content to wear the honors of the 
country in times of peace, but who propose to 


| leave this Hall and fly to their constituents when 
; dangers threaten. 


Sir, we are their appointed 
leaders, and when resistance becomes virtuous 
we are the very men who should first display it. 
We are standing upon slave territory, surround- 
ed by slave States, and pride, honor, patriotism, 
all command us, if a battle is to be fought, to 
fight it here upon this floor. I indulge in no vio- 
lence, in no threat; but I appeal to gentlemen on 
the other side to come out like men, make their 
issue boldly—command our respect by their man- 
hood, and be to us foemen worthy of our steel. 
Mr. SHORTER also said: I ask the indul- 
gence of the House to say that I have taken no 
part, thus far, in the discussion upon the subject 
of an organization. I stand here belonging to no 
faction. I belong neither to the house of York 
or Lancaster. I wear neither the “white ™ nor 
“yed rose.” I occupy a position entirely inde- 
pendent, so far as the two great national parties 
of the country are concerned. Since the voting 
commenced, I have nearly all the time cast my 
vote for Mr. Ricuarpsow. I have done so, be- 
cause I approve of the platform upon which he 
stands; and I say here, and I wish the country 
to understand it, that if there were any chance to 
secure the election of Mr. Ricwarpson by my 
continuing to vote for him, I would remain and 


er 


‘country from the sii oud by the employ- 


- sachusetts, as he “does, and boasting’ upon. .this 


“district im the 


nullified the fugitive slave law, and which has 
<: trampled under footthe rights of my constituents— 


December 2 


cast my ballot for him- until theex itation-of 0 1 
congressional term: Bat F desiret atthis H ise 
should. be’ organized; and D- want it. organized 
under, conservative influences. I wish-to save the 


ment of that term “1 -méan nothing personally | 
offensive ‘to’the distinguished gentleman. from 
Massachusetts, [Mr.. Barxs]—I, desire. to. save 
this country from the disgrace of the ‘election of 
a man. to preside. over this body. who. occupies 
the position which has beén assigned to that gen- 
tleman to-day. © Coming from the State of Mas- 


floor that.he represents the strongest anti-slavery 
nited States, I say. it would be an 
insult to my section of the country to elevate him 
to the speakership of this House.. I do not be- 
lieve that the State of Massachusetts, which has 


i say I do. not. believe, under the Constitution, 


tate of Massachusetts to-day belongs. to. the 
Union. . And] take this occasion! to say further, 
that when this House is organized, if it ever 
should be; I intend, if‘no one else-does it, to in- 
troduce:a resolution to the effect that no gentle- 
man, sustaining the position of the gentleman 
from. Massachusetts, and no Representative from 
that State, is entitled to hold a seat upon this floor. 
{Laughter.] ` 

Ihave said that heretofore I have voted for 
Mr. Ricuaroson. I have no personal or po- 
litical objections to that gentleman, so far as I 
understand his history. I find that numbers 
of our political friends here have expressed a 
desire to meet the sound conservative men of this 
House in council, in order to agree upon a third 
man to be supported for the speakership. As 
far as I am concerned, not abandoning in the 
least my opposition to the Philadelphia platform, 
as laid down by the American party—not renounc- 
ing my attachment to the principles of the Repub- 
lican State-Rights party—without abandoning the 
ground upon which I was elected, I say that upon 
the main question here—the question whether 
or. not ‘the Missouri compromise line shall be 
reéstablished, which is paramount to all other 

uestions—I am willing to meet every man upon 
this floor who occupies my position on this question, 
in order to agree upon some sound conservative 
man to be supported for the speakership. Thé 
time has come when it is necessary for us, the 
sound conservative men of the House, who agree 
upon the great principle of acquiescence in the 
existing laws of the United States, upon the sub- 
ject, of slavery, and who are opposed to the 
restoration of the Missouri. compromise line, to 
come together and to act together until an organ- 
ization 1s effected. . 

Jam willing to: sacrifice my aC aead and, 
if necessary, cease voting for Mr. RICHARDSON; 
and I have no doubt that that gentleman is him- 
self perfectly willing to withdraw his name from 
the candidacy whenever it becomes manifest that 
a third party, professing the same political prin- 
ciples which he professes to be guided by, but | 
who will be untrammelod by caucus nomina- ! 
tions, may stand a better chance of election than 
himself. If we can select a third party who will 
be perfectly satisfactory to the sound conserva- 
tive men on this floor, then I have no doubt but 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RICHARD- 
son} will consider it a pride and pleasure to 
withdraw. his name from the consideration of this | 
House. 

Mr. ELLIOTT.. I would inquire of the gen- | 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Suorrer] whom he | 
has voted for thus far? 

Mr. SHORTER. I have voted for Mr. Ricn- 
ARDSON every time, except on two or three ballots, 
avhen I voted for the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, for whom J intend to cast my vote again. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. If you do not vote for him 
now, I wili never abandon bim—ncever. i 

Mr. SHORTER. I make no issue, Mr. 
Clerk, with the honorable gentleman on my 
right, [Mr. Exuiorr,} or with any one occupy- 
ing tke position which he does in this matter; 
and in order to show that I am guided by prin- 
ciple in what I propose, I will state this: that if 
my abandoning Mr. RicHarpson at this crisis 


nd the true theory of our Government, that the | 


in favor of that:part of the f 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr: Stewart] 
this ‘morning; which invites to.-meet in-council 
here; all men: who stand on the: samé high con- 
stitutional: platform on these questions on which 
we. stand. . Therefore, inasmuch asthe gentle- 


}man.from Kentucky. [Mr. Exriorr} objects to 


my abandoning Mr. Ricwarpsow at this crisis, 


| and inasmuch ashe refuses, under any circuni- 


stances, to.vote for a third man if I vote against 
Mr. Rickarpson.now; and anxious as I-am to 


upon the great question. in issue here, I abandon 
for the present the intention-with which I rose, 
and I again vote for Mr. Ricuarpson. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] ; : 

After the announcement of the vote as above 
recorded— : 

Mr. NICHOLS. 
of renewing the proposition of my colleague 
from Ohio, ir. Sranrons] made on Saturday, 
which was voted down. ask for the reading 
of the resolution, and call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House will now proceed to vote viva 
voce for a Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress; and the 
member. having the highest number of votes, provided it be 
a majority of u quorum, shall be declared to be elected 
Speaker. : 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 
lution on the table. 


Mr. PHELPS. And on that motion I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yceas 
114, nays 101; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dann, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morde- 
cdi Oliver, Orr, Paine Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Prin- 
gle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richardson, Rivers, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott; Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—114. 


I move to lay the reso- 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Emric, Flag- 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hal, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Ponnington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Tratton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eltihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth—101. : 


So the resolution of Mr. NıcnoLs was laid on 
the table. 


Mr. ORR. I move that when this House ad- 
journs it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
(Gries of “ Say Friday !?’] 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that we have no 
power to adjourn over; thatif a majority of the 
members of this House should come here to- 
morrow, notwithstanding an adjournment over, 
and elect a Speaker, they would have as perfect 
aright to do so as if we had passed no resolution 
of the kind. 

Mr. ORR. The Speaker elected under such 


On that mo- 


road to travel!’? [Shouts of laughter.] 

“Mr. FLORENCE, I think so too. A pretty 
example it would be for Christian men to present 
tothe country! [Continued laughter.] 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered on the mo- 


shall induce even that gentleman [Mr. ELLIOTT] 
to leave us, Lwil not abandon him.. But I am i} 


tion.to adjourn over. 


olution offered by | 


secure the hearty codperation of all who agree | 


I-now rise for the purpose | 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barelay, | 


circumstances would find that ‘Jordan is a hard || 


the resolution of the gentleman from South. Caro- 
lina,-by-inserting Friday. instead. of. Thursday, 
Mm ORR: -I dó not believe that we coulde- 
gally adjourn over to:Friday: eyit eS 
r. DAVIS. Then I withdraw my: motion to 
`+ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. -I would askthe 
gentleman from South: Carolina to. modify: his 
proposition, and to move that when the House ad- 
journs it: adjourn to meet: on Wednesday. next. 
i think that we should, perhaps, adjourn. over to- 
morrow. -I am willing to vote for that; but I am 
not willing to vote for‘alonger adjournment... 

Mr. ORR. My friend from Tennessee pro~ 
poses that I should modify my motion and move 
to adjourn over till Wednesday.::. E- prefer to. ad- 
here to. my. first proposition, that we should ad- 
journ to meet on Thursday. The Fiouse has the 
chance of deciding between Wednesday and 
Thursday. : 

Mr. JONES. Then, if the gentleman from 
South Carolina refuses to modify his proposition, 
I move to strike out Thursday and toinsert Wed- 
nesday.. [Cries of ‘“ Agreed!’’] : 

The CLERK announced that the vote would 
be onthe amendmentof the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jones. 

Mr. STEPHENS:.; I would suggest, Mr. 
Clerk, that the proper’ course is to put the ques- 
tion first on the longest.time. If one gentleman 
i proposes to adjourn to Wednesday, and another 
i gentleman proposes to adjourn to Thursday, the 
| parliamentary law requires. that the question be 
| first put on the longest term. : F 

The CLERK acquiesced in that proposition. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] makes a proposition to this 
House. I move to strike out a part of it, and 
insert something else instead; the yeas and nays 
are called on the question; must not the question 
be first on my amendment? 

The CLERK... The Clerk thinks that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jongs} is right. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Be good enough, 
then, to state the question before the House. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina moves that when the House adjourns it 
adjourn to meet again on Thursday next. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. if ONES] moves 
| to strike out Thursday and insert, in lieu thereof, 
Wednesday. The question is on the amend- 
ment, f 

Mr. SMITH. Iwill only say that we mayas 
well not adjourn at all, if we do not adjourn till 
Thursday, because otherwise I cannot go home, 
|} [laughter,] and I suppose there are a good many 
| gentlemen here similarly circumstanced. 

Mr. JONES. I would say tothe gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smira,] that I amnot voting 
for this adjournment for the mere purpose. of 
giving gentlemen who have been elected and sent 
here to discharge their duties as Representatives, 
an opportunity to go home and visit their friends 
and families; but itis from a respect to the day 
that I propose to adjourn over to-morrow. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I would like to ask: the 
gentleman from Tennessee a single question. 

Mr. JONES. Iam ready to hear it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. . I want to know how gèn- 
tlemen who desire to go home, and participate in 
| the observances and festivities of the day, and 

who have to travel one hundred and forty miles 

to do so,can, without injury to themselves, come 
i back so as to be here on Wednesday? If they 
desire to go home and participate in the observ- 
ances of the day with their families and friends, 
as is their custom, they should at least have till 
Thursday to return, 

Mr. JONES. Task the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Fiorence] if he is willing to give 
the gentlemen from California and: Oregon. and 
Washington Territories, time, by an adjourn- 
ment, to go home and return here? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well,- the. question is 
plainly put, and I will answer it. Ido not know 
but that I would give them that opportunity; not 
at this time; however, but at a more convenicnt 
and proper season. [Laughter-] 

The question being put on Mr. Jonns’s amend- 
ment, ; 

Mr. ALEXANDER K: MARSHALL ‘said: 
l Ethink, Mr. Clerk, that.that-is an unfair mode 
lof taking the question. I suggest that the qués-. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend || tion be taken on the longest time first, 


1855. 


TH 


E CONGRESSIONAL GL 


OBE. 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks. that the 
amendment of the gentloman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones] isin order; and the House is now 
proceeding to vote on that amendment. , 

Mr. JONES. I think, Mr. Clerk, that if no 
time were specified in the original motion, and if 
then Wednesday were. proposed, and Thursday 
were proposed, and Friday were proposed, the 
uestion ought to be put to the House first on 
the longest time; but where there is a proposi- 
tion before the House with a specified day in it, 
then it is certainly in order to strike out that and - 
dnsert some other day; and. the question should ; 
first be taken on that amendment. 

Mr. GROW. In filling blanks the longest ; 

ime and largest amount ought to be put first. 

The CLERK. So the Clerk understands. 

Mr. ORR. If it be necessary for me to make 
my motion in such a shape as to put it in order 
to meet the views of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Jonss,} I will propose that when the | 
Houseadjourns itadjourn to meet on (blank) day. || 
The gentlemen may then fill up the blank with | 
whatever days they propose, and the question 
will be put first on the longest time. 

Mr. JONES. Thatisno motionat all. There 
can be no adjournment over withouta day named. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise, Mr. Clerk, to the |; 
point of order which I first made. Do I under- ' 
stand the Clerk to have overruled that point of | 
order? j | 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks, with the | 
gentleman from 'Tennessce, [Mr. Jones,] that the | 
question ought to be put first on the amendment, | 
in the shape in which the resolution then stood. | 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I read from Jeffer- 
son’s Manual, page 100, what is the parliament- 
tary law on this point: 

“In all cases of time or number, we must consider 
whether the larger comprehends the lesser, asin a question | 
to what day a postponement shall be, the number ofa com- | 
mittee, amount of a fine, term of an imprisonment, term 
of irredeemability of a loan, or tue terminus în quiem in any 
other ease; tben the question must begin a maximo., Or 
whether the lesser includes the greater, as in questions on | 
thelimitation of the rate of interest, or what day the session | 
shall be closed by adjournment, or wnat day tie nextshall | 
commence, when an act shall comnience, or the termi- : 
MUS & QUO in any other case where the question must begin 
aminimo ; the object being not to begin at that extreme 
which, and more, being within every man’s wish, no onc 
could negative it, and yet if he should vote in tne afirma- į] 
tive, every question for more would be precluded; but at 
that extreme which would unite few, and then to advance 
or recede till you get to a number which will unite a bare 
majority.” 

“Mr. JONES. Well, but where the number, 
amount, or time, is specificd in the proposition 
before the House, and where an amendment is | 
offered —— i 

Mr.STEPHENS. The questionon the longest | 
term must be first put. |} 

The CLERK. The Clerk is in doubt as to the : 
proper construction of the Manual, and submits || 
the question to the House, he not having, of © 
course, any power to enforce his judgment. But | 
he would suggest to.the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] that he should so amend his | 
resolution as to include the proposition of the | 
gentleman from Tennessee, or else let the ques- 
tion come up in the order proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. MILLSON. It is undoubtedly competent į 
for the gentleman from South Carolina to intro- : 
duce his resolution in blank, and at the same 
time move to fill the blank with ‘“ Thursday.” 
Then if another gentleman moves to fill it with | 
another day, the parliamentary rule requires that | 
the question must be first put upon the longest ; 
day. It is also true, as the gentleman from T'en- | 
nessee says, that when the original resolution is 
introduced, naming the day, and another mem- 
ber proposes to amend the resolution by altering : 
the day, whether for a longer or shorter period, |; 
the question must be first taken upon the amend- | 
ment. But now, I understand, the gentleman | 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] introduces his! 
rcsolution in blank, and at the same time moves 
to fill the blank with Thursday. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] then moves to fill 
the blank with Wednesday. The parliamentary 
rule in that case, as the gentleman from Georgia ; 
has stated, requires that the question must first | 
be put upon the longest day. 

Mr. JONES. Lam surprised that the gentle- 
man from Virginia, who has just taken his seat, 
should have fallen into the mistake, which, upon 
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| who desired a longer period might have moved to 


i) sion upon parliamentary law. 


i the longest time. 
i is as the gentleman from Tenne 


| striking out ‘Wednesday’ and inserting Thurs- 


| adjourn until Wednesday. i 
i 


reflection, I think he will see be is laboring under. 
The gentleman from South Carolina cannot make 
a proposition, and, at the same time, move to 
amend it. He may offer his proposition, and, at 
any time before the House has taken.action upon 
it, modify itas he may think proper; but still it 
is his proposition, and cannot be voted upon. as 
an amendment. He may move, that when the 
Ilouse adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday, 
and then he may amend it by inserting Wednes- 
day. Butto move that when the House adjourns 
it adjourn to meet on day, would be no 
proposition at all, and, in my opinion, could not 
be entertained. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman is undoubt- 
edly correct under the old rules of the House; | 
but he will remember that we are acting now 
under parliamentary law; and, under that law, it 
is competent for a member to introduce a propo- | 
sition in blank, and then move to fill the blank. | 

Mr. JONES. I understand parliamentary law 
and ihe law of common sense to be against the | 
argument of the gentleman. Now, sir, the gen- | 
tleman from South Carolina might have moved 
that when the House adjourns it adjourn to mect | 
on Wednesday next, and then some of his friends j 


strike out“ Wednesday’ ’and insert ‘*Thursday.’? | 
Then the question would have been first upon 
inserting Thursday. Whatever isthe determina- 
tion upon the longest time first, that would have 
been the proper course to pursue. 

Mr. ORR. I did not suppose, when I made 
the motion, that it would give rise to this discus- 
It seems to me 
proper thatthe question should be first taken upon | 
Butif the parliamentary law | 
c [Mr. Joxgs] 
has suggested, to obviate all difficulty upon the | 
subject, I will withdraw my motion, and allow | 
my colleague to make it. i 

Mr. KEITT. I now move that when this! 
House adjoums it adjourn to meet on Wednes- į 
day next. 

Mr. ORR. I move to amend the motion by | 


day.” 

Mr. NICHOLS. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sace and 
Kert appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 61, noes 104. 

So ‘the House refused to adjourn over until 
Thursday. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to | 


I demand tellers upon the 


Mr. KEITT. I withdraw the motion; let the |! 
House mect to-morrow. i 


Mr. FLORENCE. I renew the motion, that 
when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on 
Wednesday next, at twelve o’clock. 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Frorence’s 
motion, and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 115, 
nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. 
Bennett, Bliss, Boeock, Boyce, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Jonn P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb. 
Wiiliamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, David. Henry 
Winter Davis, Dick, Dowdell, Edmundson, Edwards, Eus- 
tis, Evans, Faulkner, Floyence, Foster, Henry M. Fuler, 
Thomas J. D. Puller, Githert, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, | 


Augustus Tall, Robert B. Wail, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- | 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. H: Harrison, Valentine B. 


$; 
Jlorton, Ifouston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knox, Lake, Leteh- 
er, Lindley, Luunpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, |} 
Humphrey Marshall, Samnet S. Marshall, Matteson, Max- , 
well, MeMullin, Milson, Millward, Nichols, Norton, An- |; 

i 

i 


drew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Parker, Peek 
Pennington, Phelps, ingle, Quitmi 
Reade, Ready, Richa 
Sandidge, Savage, 
Wiliam Smith, Wi 
art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Tripp 
Valk, Wade, Walker, Watkins, Weils, utney, Winslow, 
Woodworth, Join V. Wright, and Zollicofier—I15. 
NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingbam, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton. Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra, Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Com- 
ins, Cragin, Craige, Craw ta, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Flagler, 


m 


Porter, Powell, 
‘d 


|| tion of the House, if itis desired to put the qoos: | sideration of the House. 


Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Harian, Herbert, Hoteway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, || 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, McCarty, MeQueen, | 


Meacham, Killian Miler, Sinith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Purviance, Pur- 
year, Robbins, Robison, Rust, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Seward, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoving- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel! Washburn, Watson, Wood, and Woodruff—86. 

So the House agreed to adjourn over to Wed- 
nesday. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MACE. Upon that motion I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and 
WALKER appointed. 

r ; 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—aycs 111, noes 40. 

So the motion was agreed to, and thereupon 
(at three o’clock) the House adjourned until Wed- 
nesday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, December 26, 1855. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 

TheJournalof Monday was read and approved. 

(Cries of ‘Call the rollt? Go on with the 
vote for Speaker !”’ 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Clerk, I shall not inter- 
fere with the call of the roll very long. I rise for 
the purpose of submitting a motion to the con- 
I have not, as yet, 
spoken on this question of organization; [ do not 
propose to do so now, further than to say a few 
words in preface to my proposition. There has 
been a general anxiety expressed on both sides 


i of the Fouse to come to an organization, and I 


take it that members are serions in their wish for 
the attainment of so desirable a result, We are 
now in the fourth week of the session without 
a Speaker elected, without an organization of 
Congress, which is necessarily preliminary to the 
publication of the condition of our affairs, foreign 
and internal, through the medium of the Presi- 
dent’s message. The resolution which E send to 
the Clerk’s desk will, in my judgment, if adopted, 
effect an organization of the House during the 
present week: 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That this House will continue to vote vive voce 
and without debate, for a Speaker to-day, tommorrow, aus 
to the conciusion of the t vote on Friday next, it an 
olection shall not sooner be made; bat if there siall be no 
election on the said first trial on Friday, then the House 
will proceed to a second trial on said day, when the 
who shall be bighest in said vote, and shall have am 
of a quorum, shail be the Speaker of the Thirty-Poartia 


BARKSDALE. I move to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, and on that motion I demand. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ETIIERIDGE. Before the vote is taken, 
let me suggest to the FTouse tnis 

The CLERK, Under the order ef the House, 
no debate can take place on the motion to lay on 
the table. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Tamaware of that. I 
rise to make a privileged motion. T move, be- 
fore the question is taken on the metion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Barxspanz) 
to lay on the table, that there be a cali of the 
House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 


T second that motion. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest that there is no 
such motion as that made by the gentleman from. 
Tennessee known to the parliamentary law. We 
are not now acting undcr the rules of the House, 
but under the parliamentary law. 

TheCLERK. According to the parliamentary 
law, ina call of the Flouse each member rises inbis 
place as he is called, and the abs are then 
the only ones noticed. The Clerk thinks that 
the motion is also in order under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If there be a call 
of the House, as I understand, we shall have no 
power to send for the absentecsand compel their 
attendance. If the roll be called on the motion to 
lay on the table, it amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, As there scems to be 
some objection to my motion, I will withdraw it 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
on the table, and it was agreed to—yeas 165, 
nays 94; as follows: 

YEAS~— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Henry 5. 


ii Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Broom,Cadwalader, Jolin 


Fs 


Pi Campbell, Lewis D-Campheul, Carlile, Caruthers,Caskic,. 
ce) neman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W- Cobb, Cox, 
€raige;: Crawford, Cullen, Davidson; Henry: Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn ‘Edmundson, Eliott, English, Eth- 
eridge, Eustis, Evans; Faulkner; Florence, Foster, Henry 
Mt fier, Thomas J. D: FullersGoode, Greenwood; Au- ` 
‘gustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W: Haris, 

omas. L: Haris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert; Houston, 
Jewett, George W- Jones, J: Glaney ‘Jones, Kelly; Kidwell, 
Lake, betcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K: Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell; Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Milward, Moore, 
‘Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Porter, Powell, Pringle, 
Puryear; Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richardson, Rivers, 
Ruin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scoit, Seward, Shorter, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tay- 


$ Jor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat- 


kins, Whitney, Winslow, John V; Wright, and Zollicoffer— 
105." : pig ate Maes 
‘NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison; Barbour, Henry Ben- 


iett; Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- 


ton; Buflington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, 
‘Ezra ‘Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
amrell, Timothy Davis; Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
; Doda, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gallo- 
Giddings, Granger, Grow, Kobert B. Hail, Harlan, 
oway, Thomas R. Gorton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
rd; Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight; Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrili, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
‘Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs: 
‘ton; Todd, Trafton, Wade,Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—94. 
“So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Previous to the announcement of the result of 
the above vote, Mr. Marrgson stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Smirn, of Virginia; and 
that he would have voted. no, and the gentleman 
frora Virginia ay. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. Mr. Clerk, I offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That until a Speaker is elected, the members 
of this House will hereafter continue to vote therefor trom 
twelve, m., to six, p. m, of cach day; and that all further 
discussion, personal explanation, and reason for voting or 
changing votes, shall be prohibited until said clection has 
been eflected. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. I move that the resolution 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I trust that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will allow the proposition 
to be divided, so that the House may first take a 
vote on the first branch of it. I approve of the 
first part of the resolution, and would be per- 
fectly willing to insert twelve o’clock, midnight, 
in place of six o'clock, p.m. I think the House 
ought to continue to vote until the Speaker is 
clected, Let the motion to lay on the table be 
withdrawn, and I will ask for a division of the 
question. I shall give my vote for the first 
branch of the resolution. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw my motion to 
lay the resolution. on the table, and ask that it 
may be again read by the Clerk. g 

The resolution was -again read. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, with due def- 
erence to my friend from Georgia, I cannot con- 
sent to the adoption of any branch of that resolu- 
tion. Itis perfectly competent for the House to 
continue voting for Speaker from six to cight 
hours each day. The adoption of the resolu- 
tion is therefore wholly unnecessary. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia, Mr. Cogg, ] as well as the 

entleman who introduced the resolution, [Mr. 

URVIANCE,] know full well that, when the House 
is disinclined to vote, no vote can be had. Iam 
as anxious to proceed with our voting as either 
gentleman; or any gentlernan upon this floor; but 

do think that these propositions are unnecessary 
anda useless consumption of ourtime. Therefore, 
with due. deference to the judgment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, I renew my motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. I hope that the mo- 
tion may be agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I demand tellers on the 
motion. ; : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CuLLEN and 
Courax were appointed. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
on the table, and at was agreed to; the tellers 
having reported—ayes 90, noes 87. 

So the resolution was-laid on the table. 


Mr. SAGE, I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That until a Speaker is elected, the members 
of this House will hereafter contitiue to vote therefor from 
twelve o’elock, nn, to four, p. m., of each day; and that all 


election is effected =.: 


out all after the words, “each day.” : 

Mr.STANTON. . I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman-from Virginia, -[Mr. Caruine,] that he 
ghould- move to insert, in lieu of what he proposes 
tostrike out, the words, “and no motion toadjourn 
atari earlier hour shall be in order.” Unless 
that is added, it-will certainly amount to nothing. 
“Myr, LEITER.: -DoT understand the gentle- 
man from: New York.to. offer-a resolution that 
has just been laid upon the table? 

The CLERK: It is substantially the same 
resolution, but the gentleman from New York 
has made an alteration in ity = — 

Mr. LEITER. Well, has the gentleman from 
New York, or any other gentleman, a right to do 
that—to reoffer a resolution which has just been 
laid upon the table? i 

The CLERK. He offers it as a new proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. LEITER. Can he do that? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks he can; it is 
substantially a new proposition. f 

Mr. SAGE. In order to meet the views of 
gentlemen on both sides of the House, I accept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. CARLILE. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire the attention of 
the House fora moment. This resolution is but 
calculated to consume time unnecessarily—per- 
fectly unnecessarily; and, moreover, it bears upon 
its face the principle of the gag law, to which I 
am utterly opposed 

I again appeal to gentlemen to know if it is not 
now perfectly competent for us to come here and 
vote from one to six hours? Where, then, is the 
necessity for the adoption of any such resolution? 
It is perfectly idle. i 

I ask you, Mr. Clerk, and I ask every gentle- 
man-of this House, if it is not perfectly compe- 
tent at any time for any member of the House to 
move to adjourn, irrespective of any such resolu- 
tion as this, should it be adopted? I say-that it 
is. Youcannot tic up the hands of members here. 
When gentlemen desire to adjourn, they will ad- 
journ. Suppose this resolution should beadopted, 
and suppose that, after its adoption, some member 
should rise and move an adjournment. I ask 
you, Mr. Clerk, if you would not entertain that 
motion? A motion to adjourn is at all times in 
order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
gentleman from Virginia why a motion to ad- 
journ is at all times in order? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Both the parliamentary 
law and common sense make. it so. 

Mr. JONES. Because the rules of the House 
made it so when you had rules; and I suppose 
that, if this House should think proper to adopt 
a regulation that no motion to adjourn should be 
in order till a particular hour of the day, the 
Clerk, or the Speaker, if elected, would not enter- 
tain the motion before that time. The House 
has express authority under the Constitution to 
make the necessary rules and regulations for their 
government, and that is one of the rules which 
they can make. 

Mr. McMULLIN. But the question comes 
up here whether this House is competent to make 
any rules until a Speaker is elected, except in 
matters relating to the organization of the House. 
That is a debatable question, and one I am not 
disposed to raise now. But I doubt very much, 
with all due deference to the judgment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, whether it is compe- 
tent for this House to adopt any proposition not 
i pertaining to the organization of the House. 
However, I shall content myself with submitting 
a motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. PECK. I would suggest to the mover of 
the resolution, that he should. so modify it as to 
limit the restriction of debate to the time provided 
therein for voting. : 

Mr. BOCOCK. There is nothing about debate 
in it now. 

Mr. PECK. Has that part been stricken out? 

Mr. BOCOCK.. It has. 

Mr. PECK. Then I have nothing further to 
say. 

Mr. STANTON. 
pending motion. 


I ask for tellers on the 


personal explanation, and reasons for | 
voting and changing votes, shall be prohibited until ‘said || 


Mr. CARLILE, Imove toamend by striking 


1 ; December 26. 


~The CLERK áp Messrs: MeMuxtin, 

and Washevrn of Maine, tellers. : 

“Phe “question was taken-on Mr. McMutuin’s 

motion, and the tellers reportedayes 76, noes 85. 
So the House refused to lay the resolution on 

the tables 2.0808, wales od aA 

Mr: LETCHER. . I moveto: ainend. the reso- 


| lution. by adding: thereto. the words: “‘unless.a 


majority of the House desire to have debate, or 
to adjourn at an eatlierhour.”’ With that.amend- 
ment the resolution will.be entirely satisfactory 
to me. ` [Laughter-] 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I presume. that the 
gentleman from Virginia does not'seriously desire 
a vote upon his amendment, and J submit.to the 
Clerk whether or not the original proposition is 
divisible. I entertain no doubt upon the subject 
myself; and, if the Clerk holds that it is, { ask 
for a division, so that the vote may be taken on 
the first part with reference to the adjournment, 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is all there.is of it. 
The latter part of the resohition has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; then I have no prop- 
osition to make. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There may be some doubt 
as to the. proper construction of that resolution, 
and I, therefore, ask the gentleman from New 
York if he will modify it so that it shall read, 
“ shall continue ‘in. session; instead of. ‘‘ con- 
tinue to vote,’ so as to leave it discretionary with 
members whether or not debate. under ‘the ten- 
minute rule shall be had? [did not understand, 
Mr. Clerk, when I favored that resolution as far 
as I have done so, thatit was intended thereby to 
cut off the ten-minute debate to which we have 
been limited. If such is the purpose of the mover 
of the resolution, and such the effect of it, I shall 
vote against it. My object was to go with the 
mover of the resolution so far as to. keep: the 
House in session for four hours each day. Tam 
willing to give my aid in accomplishing that; but 
I am not willing to cut off the ten-minute debate, 
to which we have been reduced by the adoption 
of the motion of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. Quirman.]. Therefore, if the gentle- 
man. does not see fit to modify his resolution so 
as to meet my views, I shall propose to strike out 
the words contained in the resolution, and to 
insert in lieu thereof such as will embody my 
views; that is, such as will provide that this body 
shall remain in session, each day, until four 
o’clock. f 

Mr. COBB. It seems that the action of the 
House has already put a construction upon the 
resolution. The resolution, as originally offered, 
contained a provision which precluded any debate 
whatever, and, by striking out that part of it, the 
House has put upon the resolution this construc- 
tion; viz: that the House will continue to yote for 
Speaker, subject to the rules under which we are 
now acting. Peer 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would say to the gentle- 
man, that the original ‘resolution not only. pro- 
posed to close all debate, but to continue in session 
until sig o’clock, and that may be the reason why 
the House laid that resolution upon. the table. 
If such was the case, it is not correct that the 
House has placed upon the resolution. the con- 
struction which is contended for by.the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Cosg.]: Therefore, I pro- 
pose, in order to remove all doubt as to the mean- 
ing of the resolution, that it be so modified as to 
provide that the House shall remain in session, 
each day, until four o’clock. 

Mr. COBB. «I would suggest to the mover of 
the resolution, that he should insert in it the 
words, “the House shall continue in session 
until four o’clock.”’ i 

Mr. SAGE. I have no objection to that sug- 
gestion, and will adopt it. ; 

Mr. COBB. Then there will be no difference 
in opinion upon the construction; g 

Mr. SAGE. My object being to continue the 
sessions of the House until ‘four o'clock, I 
accept the proposed amendment. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr: Lercuer] insistupen his amendment? 

Mr. LETCHER.™ I do, as the resolution will 
be much more acceptable to me withitthan with- 
out it. ` : : 

` The CLERK. The resolution has been modi- 


fied since the gentleman offered his amendment. : 


Mr. LETCHER. Since the amendment has 
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been modified so as to allow debate, my amend- 


ment will be to add to the resolution the words, 
s unless a majority desire to gdjourn at an earlier 
hour.’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that the 
amendment is not in order, as it is in direct con- 
flict and incompatible with the resolution, and 
therefore I hope it will not be entertained. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I would inquire if a ma- 
jority of the House cannot, at any time they 
choose, rescind the resolution ? 

A Memprr. They can, most certainly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then what can Be the use 
of passing it, as it is sure to be rescinded ? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I would suggest to 
the mover of the resolution that he put it into this 
form: 


Resolved, That no motion to adjourn shall be entertained 
before four o’elock. 

Mr. SAGE. I have already said I have no ob- 
jection to such a form, and will therefore modify 
the resolution accordingly. 

Mr. COBB. It is the best way to put it in the 
shape in which the House desires to sanction it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suggest to the mover of 
the resolution that he put it first in this form: 

Resolved, ‘Chat no motion to adjourn shall be in order 
until a Speaker is elected. 

[Cries of “Good!” ‘Good !’] Put the reso- 
lution first in that form, and if it is voted down, 
then try it in the othcr form. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion to sitting here as long as any other member, 
but it does seem to me that all these suggest 
amount to nothing, practically, because the 
of a majority of this House is the rele by which 
it will be governed. I regard all these proposi 
tions to putan end to debate as amounting 
the end, to nothing, because any man may, at 
any time, move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the resolution of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Quirmax] was adopted a few days 
since, and by such action reopen the door to de- 
bate. I suggest that any resolution which may 
be passed, fixing the time to which this body 
shall continue to vote, must be controlled by the 
will of a majority of this Flouse. It strikes me 
if every member would make up his mind to pro- 
ceed with the business now pending before this 
body, viz: to vote for Speaker, we would make 
more rapid progress. I hope, therefore, all these 
suggestions will be abandoned, and that the 
Clerk will proceed to call the roll on the cleetion 
for Speaker. i 

I would inquire of the gentleman from Georgia, 


will 


[Mr. Cozz,] what arc we to gain, suppose we fix | 
Half an hour from | 


the hour for adjournment ? 
this time uny gentleman may move to reconsider 
the vote, and, in case a majority agree to recon- 
sider, we will be just where we started. I in- 
quire of the gentleman from Georgia if such is 
not the fact? 

Mr. COBB. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that as I understand the parliament- 
ary law, there is no such motion known to it, as 
a motion to reconsider, There isa motion which 
is the same in effect, and that is the motion to re- 
scind. But I apprehend, if a majority of this 


{Iouse indicate a determination to continue in | 


session until a Speaker is elected, the motion to 
rescind will not be made, so as to delay the busi- 
ness of the House. The object is to test the 
question, whether or not the House is in carnest 
in its efforts to elect a Speaker, and it is for that 
purpose I give the resolution my support. 

Mr. LE'TCHER. By way of getting at the 
practical business of the House, I move to lay 
the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the motion is not in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 
of the gentloman from Virginia is in order. 

Mr. SAGE. How does the resolution stand, 
as modified ? 

The CLERK. The resolution reads— 


Resolved, That until a Speaker is elected no motion to 
adjaurn shall be in order before four o’clock, p. m, 


6 


I submit that 


ions | 


> an} 


and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] 
proposes to amend it by adding, “unless an 
carlier adjournment is required by a majority.” 
The gentleman from Virginia now moves to @y 
the whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHIER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lercner 
and Epe were appointed. 

‘Tho House was divided, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 77, noes 81. 


table was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the Clerk be good 
cnough to state what the question now is? 

The CLERK. The question is on the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Sace,] that no motion to adjourn shall be 
in order before four o’clock, p.m. The gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lercnzr] proposes the 
| following amendment, ‘‘unless a majority of the 
House shall desire an earlier adjournment.” 

Mr. STEPHENS. I thought that amendment 
was voted down. 

The CLERK. 
that proposition. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I trust that the House 
will vote down that amendment. Tt will then be 
in order for me to move the amendment which I 
suggested. E therefore give the Elouse notice 
that if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Lercner] be voted down, I shail 
move the amendment that I have indicated. 

The question was taken on Mr. LETCHER 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 


No vote has been taken on 


the word “before,” so as to make it read—_ 

Resolved, That until a Speaker is cleeted no motion to 
adjourn shail be in order. 

I wish, Mr. Clerk, 
i on that proposition. It may be that a majority 
‘| of the House is in favor of the resolution as it 
stands, and may agrce to it without my amend- 
ment, but I can see no use in it. 

If a majority of the House desires to see the 
House organized, the only way for them to do so 
is to come and remain in session until a Speaker 
be elected. I submit my motion us a test to this 
House whether the majority wish to organize, 
and intend to do it. I move, therefore, to amend 
by striking out the latter part of the resolution, 


nays. 
|| Mr. STEPHENS. 
taining the House by calling the yeas and nays. 


tellers. 
be taken in that way. 


but to-morrow, and next day, and next day, and 


** Aorecd i”? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Task the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Sau] if he will 
not accept tho amendment offered by the genile- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Srepurns?} 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope not, because I state 
that I want to test the sentiment of the Louse on 
my distinct preposition. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Exactly; but if the gen- 
tleman from New York accepts your modification, 
then the House will vote directly upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And if voted down, then 
the whole resolution is lest. 

Mr. SAGE. 
fication proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. j, Ike 
the gentleman from Georgia, am very anxious to 
see this House organized, and I think that the 
adoption of this resolution willgo ‘with healing 
on its wings ” before the country. But I think 
that the country might as well understand at th 
same time that when this resolution is adopted 
by am 


$ 


So the motion to lay the whole subject on the | 


to bring the Fouse toa test | 


I am not desirous of de- : 


Lam willing that the question shall be taken by |) 
But if there are others here who desire | 
the yeas and nays, let them ask that the question |} 
I am myself willing, as 1)! 
before remarked, to stay here not only to-day, | 


even for a week, and never to adjourn until the | 
House be organized. [Cries of “Good!” “Good!” | 


I am willing to accept the modi- į 
D 


yity, n majority may at any time take |] 


i 
1 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


L now, Mr. Clerk, move | 
to strike out of the resolution offgred by the gen- |; 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Sace,] all afer | 


any other shoot that it likes; and notwithstanding 


| presented the correct p 


į jority of the House. 


our saying that we will sit here for a.weck, we 
can nevertheless adjourn at two.o’clock, any day 
that we want to do so—and that without rescind- 
ing any rule or doing anything more. than. vote 


: on the isolated proposition which comes up before 


us. It will not require-—after we adopt that res- 
olution—anything but the same majority which 
adopted it, to adopt any other resolution it might 
desire. 

A MEMBER. 
on the question. 

Mr, STEPHENS. I do not want anybody to 
vote for my proposition who is not determined to 
stand by what he says, and if a majority vote in 
favor of it, E suppose that that majority will stay 
here all night, and to-morrow, and next week if 
necessary. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I believe the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Humpurey Marsnanr] has 
arliamentary rule, and that 
every proposition is subject to the will of a ma- 
But I entirely approve of 
the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Srepnens.] I think it will be a test of the 
sentiment of the House. We have spent three 
weeks in attempts to elect a Speaker. Iam desir- 
ous now to try the rue of our forefathers—the 
old common-law rule, of starving a jury until you 
get a verdict. I have a hope that our friends 
vil adhere to the rule; and if the resolution be 
adopted, it will be adopted, not as bindingon this 
House, but as an indication of the determination 
of those who adopt it to remain here without ad- 
journment, until they shall have forced a majority 
mito the clection of a Speaker, 

Mr. CARLILE., T ask the gentleman from 


Let us have the yeas and nays 


© Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,] whether he believes 
n thatthe sectional organization of this Plouse is 


of so little importance to the country that he is 
willing to place Hin the power of those who are 
seeking a sectional organization here to cifeet 


“their object, provided they have a capacity for 


| 
| 
i 


į 
i 
t 
i 
i 
i 
1 


i 
i 


J physical endurance greater than others ? 


Mr. STEPHENS. I answer the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Carine] that this House has 
got to be organized on one line or another. 

A Muanen, (sureestingly.) Or the other, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Or on the other. Taccept 
the modification. If the people of the United 
States, under their organie law, have returned n 


‘majority of members to this House on a particu- 
. ff 
A Memser, (suggestingly.) Callie ycas and |! 


lay Hne—objectionabl: as it may be, the difieuky 
ig with the people, not with us—the House must 
be organized, or we go into dissolution. I do 


‘not know what may be the effect of the proposi- 


tion I submit for the election of Speaker. [every 
gentloman, must vote in that election according to 
the dictates of his own judgment, and the best 
interests of the country. If the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Carib] does not wish a sectional 
organization, let him vote for a national man. 
If he looks upon any of the candidates as sec- 
tional men; if he considers a sectional organiza- 
tion to be antagonistical to the best interests of 
the country, to the peace and quiet of the States, 
as I do, the best thing he can do, in my opinion 
is to vote against such candidate us in his judg- 
ment will effect such an object. 

Mr. LETCHER. [have no objection to the 


: gontleman from Georgia [Mr. Srzpiens] making 


a test for himself in reference to this matter; but 


; I have an objection to his announcing here a test 


which is to govern me in my action in this body. 
Now, sir, no man has any idea of sitting here 
for a week without an adjournment. I do not 
believe there is a man in this House who hag 
any idea of this body continuing in session for a 
week without adjournment, and, therefore, I say 
that I shall vote against this resolution without 
the slightest hesitation. Ido not consider that 
my constituents, when they sent me here, cx- 
pected me to sit here for a week, in order to be 
starved into a verdiet, as my friend from Mis- 


sissippi [Mr. Quitman] expresses it. It is not 
just, fair, or reasonable, that any man should 


be required to sit here day and might. I say, 


82 = 


menin the -House.who have any idea of carrying 
t ‘out. 7 z 3 : : $ eat i 
=< Mr. MILLSON.. I believe there is but one | 
single instance in the-history of our Government | 
-of a continuous. session of the Flouse of Repre- 
sentatives, and. that was during the ever mem- 
-orable effort of the House of Representatives. to | 
elect -a President of the United States in 1801. 
Then it ways the opinion of the House thatthe | 
Constitution of the United States required acon- 
tinuous session; that it was not competent for 
them to adjourn from day today until they had 
performed their constitutional duty of determin- 
ing between Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Burr. > 

i have received: a.most graphic description of 

the events of that period from a most distin- 
wished actor in it. “After many ineffectual bal- 
Teanes. the House desired to adjourn, but could 
not, and, by a sort of agreément—a tacit agree- 
ment—among the members, a large majority re- 
tired from the Hall, leaving sentinels of both par- 
ties. behind to watch the proceedings, and give 
notice of any attempt at meditated fraud that 
might’ beperpetrated. After awhile the House 
agreed to take but a single vote a day, under 
which, after the vote had been taken, members 
repaired to their quarters. 
ow, I ask, if the House is prepared to do 
voluntarily. what it was then obliged to do when 
those obligations proved, as the event shows, 
most irksome and arduous? If this is intended 
as a mere resolution that the House will not ad- 
journ, even though a majority may desire, until 
a given purpose is accomplished, why, then, it 
is in the nature of a vow, and moralists tell us 
that vows, when unnecessary, are sinful. 

But, sir, I see no reason for the House imposing 
this restriction upon its own free acts. lf a ma- 
jority desire to adjourn, let them adjourn. An 
adjournment is always the work of a majority, 
and if it is the will of the majority to sit here 
without adjournment until a Speaker is elected, 
why should we declare that resolution? I have 
steadily voted against carly adjournments. I do 
not know that T have more than once concurred 
with the majority of the House in a resolution 
to adjourn, But I am unwilling to impose any 
restriction upon the free discretion of a majority 
of the House. I prefer to leave it to the majority 
to adjourn whenever they see fitto adjourn. For 
these reasons, I shall vote against the resolution. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I should not have said a word 
in explanation of the vote I el ie to give upon 
this question, but for what has been said by sev- 
eral gentlemen from my own State in oppomtion 

e ques- 


to the resolution under consideration. 
tion has been asked, what is to be accomplished 
by declaring that we will not adjourn when it is 
within the power of the majority to rescind the 
resolution and adjourn whenever they may sce 
fit? Sir, I would regard its adoption as a decla- 
ration upon the part of those who adopt it, that 
they will carry out the purpose expressed by it. 
Now, sir, a membcr may risc here at any time 
and move that the House adjourn; and seeing 
nothing upto make it objectionable, I might vote 
in favor of the adjournment. But when we have 
declared by resolution that we will sit here until 
an clection of Speaker has been effected—when 
that has been declared as the concerted purpose 
of the majority voting with me, I should not so 
vote at any time until that election has been 
effected, unless under peculiar circumstances, 

nd again, a strong reason in favor of the 
adoption of the resolution is, that it will require 
positive action upon the part of the majority of 
the House to rescind it. Under this resolution, 
if a member under the excitement of the moment, 
rises and moves an adjournment, it will not be 
competent for the Clerk to entertain the motion 
nor putit. The motion will be out of order, 

T now come to the suggestion made by my col- | 
league in my rear, [Mr. Cartus.] He asked | 
the gentleman from Georgia if he considered a | 
sectional organization of so little importance, that | 
he would afford facilities for such an organization 
to be effected? 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I am as much opposed to a; 
sectional organization of this House as any man |} 
here; but I submit to my colleague, F submit to 


tion will furnish-any facilities to-a majority of this 


body,.to accomplish such an object, that they do 


J not now possess? If, after the adoption of this 


resolution, a sectional organization is effected in 
the course of a week, the same strength that 
brought about that result would have brought 
about.the same result the next week, or at some 
other ‘time; so that it is merely a question of 
time,” Tf, ‘then, we are to have such an organiza- 
tion, why should we procrastinate? We have 
ven here “for three weeks, sitting only a short 
-time each day, without accomplishing any result. 
The country is looking with deep solicitude, to 
‘sce where this drama is toend. Sir, lct us evince 
by the adoption of this ‘resolution, the sincerity 
of our purpose; let us show that we are sincerely 


of this House. 


Let us not seem to be trifling 
with this matter. 


Let us not seem to come here 


home, there to seek our relaxation and our ease. 
Let us organize at once, or prove to the country 
that there is some deep, vital, and important mat- 
ter dividing us, which prevents an organization. 
I shall vote for the proposition, and cxpect to sit 
it out. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I am and have been as 
anxious as my colleague to sec this House organ- 
ized. I amas desirous of attaining that end as 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,] 
or any other gentleman in this Hall. I voted the 
other day against my better judgment for the 

roposition of the gentleman from Missjssippi, 
iM Quirman.] [voted for the limitation of the 
debate to ten minutes, witha view of showing to 
the House and country that I was in nowise in 
favor of occupying the time of this body unne- 
cessarily with discussion. 

And M me call your attention, Mr. Clerk, and 
that of the House, to a state of things which ex- 
isted in this body during the last Congress. Do 
you not remember that when we had the appro- 
priation bills ugder consideration, that after two 
or three night sessions it was found extremely 
difficult to secure a quorum to progress with the 
business. A motion was made for a recess, so 
that gentlemen might be allowed some oppor- 
tunity of taking necessary refreshment. It was 
voted down; and when a division of the House 
exhibited the want of a quorum, the very gentle- 
men who voted down the motion for a recess had 
a call of the House, and the abscntces brought 
in. And is it now the purpose of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Srernens] to seek to obtain 
the absence of gentlemen on either side of the 
House when we have been here for two or three 
days and nights voting continuously—when we 
shall be compelled to have something to sustain 
the stomach? Is it his desire that we shall còn- 
tinue here day and night? I can tell the gentle- 
man that I represent a constituency who have 
confidence in my intentions. I intend to represent 
them fairly, honestly, and faithfully. 

It is mortifying for me to be forced to differ 
with my colleague who has just taken his seat, 
[Mr. Bococx.] Docs he suppose that his con- 
stituents have no confidence in him? Has he not 
given sufficient evidence already to satisfy the 
most exacting of them that he will on no occasion 
be in favor of sporting with the time of the 
House? 

Mr. Clerk, is it the object of gentlemen to 
change the responsibility of a want of an organi- 
zation of the House? How is he to doit? -The 
Republican party, it is admitted, are in the ma- 
jority. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
to see that party secure the advantage by reason 
of the absence of cither the friends of Mr. Ricu- 
arpson, or those of Mr. Futter? No, sir, I will 
ascribe no such intention on his part. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think, judging from the 
past three weeks’ experiments in this Hall, that 
the Republican party are not in the majority. 
[Cries of ‘That is itt”? « That is it!?’] 

Mr. McMULLIN. Thereare three parties in 
this Hall. There is a clear and decided anti- 
Nebraska majority. The gentleman will not deny 
that? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I must sayin reply tothe 
gentleman from Virginia that, so far as indica- 
tions have been manifested, he is also in error in 
that conclusion. 


the House, whether the adoption of this resolu- || b 


Mr. McMULLIN. [trust in God that I may 
e. ; 


in earnest in our efforts: to effect an organization | 


to amuse ourselves, and then to adjourn and ‘go j 


or since the session commenced, tend strongly to 
show that there is notan anti-Nebraska majority 
on this floor... = ee aes i 
Mr. McMULLIN: -When has this House 
adjourned earlier than four o'clock? . Has it not 
been the habit, sinee our session commenced, to 
proceed with business until that hour of the after- 
noon? : i i 
But, sir, for one, I am unwilling to give cither 
of the three parties here an advantage over the 
other. And I take occasion to repeat what I said 
before, that whenever the majority of the House 
desire to vote, and to continue to vote until eleven 
o’clock at night, or all night, it has the power to 
do so without the adoption of this resolution— 
this monstrous and unprecedented gag-law. 
am opposed to this thing of aiempring to force 
gentlemen into a false position. am opposed 
to it now, and shall continue to oppose it to the 


end. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Clerk, I 
would inquire whether it is not in order to call 
the previous question on the resolution? If it is, 
I desire to make that call. I think that we have 
had debate enough. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the call 
for the previous question is in order. 

Mr. ORR. Does the Clerk decide that the . 
previous question operates on the deliberations 
of this body? f 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that it does. 

Mr. ORR. I should like to know the author- 
ity by which such a decision is reached. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I believe that the Manual 
will bear the Clerk out in his decision. I think 
it lays down that doctrine. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will, with the per- 
mission of the House, read from the proceedings 
of the Thirty-First Congress, after the election of 
the Speaker, but before the rules had been adopted 
for the government of the House: , 

“ Mr. Boy rose and inquired of the Speaker what effect 
the previous question would have on the resolution he had 
ofiered in relation to the rules of the House. 

“The SpeakeER said that the effect would be to bring the 
House to a direct vote on the adoption of the resolution.” 

Mr. ORR. I should like to hear the clause in 
the Manual which has reference to the operation 
of the previous question read for the information 
of members. When that is done I would then 
ask the Clerk to state the effect of the operation. 
If it is in force, which I deny, it cuts off all de- 
bate and amendment. Ido not know that I ought 
to have informed the friends that that would be the 
result. I am opposed to the adoption of any 
resolution, the result of which is to force this 
House from determining the election of Speaker 
on principle, to making the determination a ques- 
tion of the strength of stomach. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would inquire whether 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sace] would 
not accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens?} When that is done 
I shall then call the previous question. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from New 
York did accept the amendment. 

Mr. GRO I will refer the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to page 101 of the 
Manual. He will there find authority for the 
previous question. Itis as follows: 

“ Sec. 34.--The previous question. When any question 
is before the House, any member may move a previous 
question, ‘Whether that question (ealled the main ques- 
tion) shall now be put?’ If it pass in the affirmative, then 
the main question is to be put immediately, and no man 
may speak anything further to it, either to add or alter.°— 
Memor. in Hakew, 28; 4 Grey, 27. 

Mr. ORR. If the previous question is to cut 
off all amendments, and bring the House to a 
direct vote on the original proposition, is not the 

uestion simply then on the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sacr?] 
Pending amendments are saved from the opera- 
tion of the previous. question by special rule of 
the House of Representatives, which has not yet 
been adopted. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. Precisely; but I under- 
stand that the gentleman from New York has 
modified his resolution. 

Mr. SAGE. For the purpose of saving time, 
I modified my resolution by accepting the amend- 
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ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STE- 
PHENS.| : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the previous 
question. ; l 

Mr. STEPHENS. The proper course will be 
to vote down the previous question, or else we 
cannot test the sense of the House upon my 
proposition. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would ask 
the gentleman why the propo’ition of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Sacz,] as it now 
stands, will not test that question? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Has the gentleman from 
New York accepted my amendment? 

Mr. SAGE. I have. 

The CLERK read the resolution as modified; 
it is as follows: 


Resolved, That until a Speaker is elected no motion to 
adjourn shall be in order. . ` 


Mr. STEPHENS. That is right now. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
resolution be laid upon the table. 
Mr. ORR. Task for the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 1 hope it will prevail. 
Mr. PAINE. I understand that the proposi- 
tion now before the House is designed to test the 
physical endurance of members. > 

Mr. JONES. The motion to lay on the table 
is not debatable. 
The CLERK. The Clerk understands the 
gentleman from North Carolina as rising for in- 
formation. 


Mr. PAINE. 


I say, sir, that I understand the 


design to be to test the physical endurance of 


members here. 7 

Thig CLERK. The Clerk thinks debate is not 
order, 

Mr. PAINE. Is debate not in order on a 
motion to lay on the table? 

The CLERK. It is not, by an express order 
of the House, which, as the genticman from 
North Carolina will remember, was made a few 
days ago. 

Lhe yeas and nays were ordored. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’s 
motion, and it'was decided in the negative—yeas 
84, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Bell, Boyce, Broom, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cox, Cullen, David- 
son, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Duun, Durie, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Wustis, Evans, Morenec, 
Foster, Henry M. Puller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hal, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Harriton, Haven, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 
Lake, Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S, Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Maltin, McQueen, Millson, Millward, Moore, Nichols, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Porter, Powell, Reade, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Rufin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A, 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, wart, Swope, ‘laylor, 
Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, 
Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—e4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Henry 8. Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Bronto, 
Brooks, Buflington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James IH. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbeil, Chaftec, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cumhack, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Edie, Edwards, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, J. Glancy Jones, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Morrili, Mott, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Puryear, Quitman, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader €. Washburne, 
ENihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—110. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. GREENWOOD said: I am opposed to 
this resolution upon two grounds: The first is, 
that Lam unwilling that any gentleman should 
put a test to me to govern my votes here. In the 


in 


second place, the resolution would make the con- | 
test for Speaker a question of physical endurance; | 
and whilst I feel that I am as competent to un- | 


dergo the fatigue as any gentleman hore, I am 
unwilling to force it upon others, and least of all 
on my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Sruruens.| I 
therefore vote “ay.” 

Mr. PAINE said: I desire to say that my vote 
upon this motion does not express my vicws in 
relation to the resolution. I desire to take coun- 


jI am called upon to vote on the resolution. 


sel with my family and friends in the city before 


[Laughter.] I desire, therefore, that it shall be 
laid upon the table for the. present, and I vote 
s6 ay. 

After the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. PECK said: I propose an amendment to 
the resolutión. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I believe a 
demand for the previous question is pending. 

The CLERK. The demand for the previous 
question is pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The demand for the previ- 
ous question cannot be pending, because since the 
call Br the previous question the resolution has 
been entirely changed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I renewed the demand 
for the previous question after the resolution was 
modified. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understands the 
modification to have been agreed to by the gen- 
tleman from New York, before the previous 
question was demanded. 

Mr. PECK. Ithas notbcen seconded, however, 
and f wish to suggest to the mover of the resolu- 
tion, that he should amend it soas to make it read: 
‘from and after to-morrow.” I would vote for 
the resolution in that shapo, but not otherwise. 
I want to give my friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Pare] an opportunity to take farewell of 
his friends and family, [laughter,] and to afford 
myself an opportunity to prepare myself to en- 
gage in a contest of physical endurance with all | 
advantage by taking in a stock of provisions, and 
making a fair start. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 would in-|/ 
quire whether debate is in order? 

Mr. CADWALADER. I wish to make a 
suggestion. ‘The unexpected inclemeney of the |} 
weather has prevented many punctual members 
from returning to their places 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise toa question of 
order, I desire to know if delte is in order 
during the pendency of a demand for the pre- 
vious question ? 

Mr. PECK. Ts my motion to amend in order? 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam opposedto the previous 
question, and move that the House do now ad- | 

ourn. 
d The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

The previous question was then seconded. | 

Mr. PAINE. Do { understand that the pre- 
vious question has been seconded? 

The CLERK. The previous question has 
been demanded and seconded. | 

Mr. PAINE. 1 would request the gentleman 
from Maine to withdrew the motion foggthe pre- 
vious question. I would like very muth to be 
able to submit an amendment. We ought not 
to be called upon to make this sacrifice without 
some compensation. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would respectfully 
suggest that debate is not in order. 

Mr. PAINE. I hope I may state what my 
proposed amendment is, in order that the gentle- 
man may be able to decide whether he will with- | 
draw the demand for the previous question. My | 
amendment is, that every member who dics un- 
der the operation of this resolution shall have a 
monument erected to hismemory. [Much laugh- 


ter, 

"the question recurring, ‘ Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put??? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessec, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. DUNN. For the information of gentle- | 
men who may not be familiar with parliamentary 
rules, 1 would inquire whether, if the House 
should refuse to sustain the previous question, 
the proposition would be open for amendment? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the proposi- 
tion would be postponed until to-morrow, when 
the motion can be renewed. 1 

Mr. ORR. [call for tellers on the yeas and | 
nays. | 

i 


Lhe Clerk appointed Messrs. Orr and Kwox. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported fifty-eight in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being, ‘* Shall the main question | 
be now put?” the roll was called thereon, and j 
there were—yeas 125, nays 72; as follows: 
S—Moes: 


: walader O. Washburne, Elihu B, Washburne, f 


Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Henry S. Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss,. Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Brooks, Buffington, Burlingame, James H.Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Damrell,. 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Robert B. Hall, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Knapp, Knight, 

Kowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 

ver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pet- 

tit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 

Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Simmons, 

Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 

phens, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, ‘Thorington, ‘Thurston, 

Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 

Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Euibu R. Vashburne, 

Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Whitney, 

Wood, Woodrutf, and Woodworth—125. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Boyce, Broom, Cadwala- 
der, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Cox, Cullen, Da- 
vidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Bowdell, Dunn, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, l'homas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Valentine B. Horton 
Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel $S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Millson, Milward, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Porter, Powell, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Sneed, 
Stewart, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Wins- 
low, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer~72. 

So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. g 

The CLERK announced the main questior to 
be the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That until a Speaker is elected no motion to 
adjourn shall be in order. 

Mr. ORR. Teall for the yeas and nays upon 
the adoption of that resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. WALKER. J would inquire of the Chair 
if the cffvet of the Jast vote is not to postpone the 
further consideration of the question until to- 
morrow morning? 

The CLERK. The main question has been 
ordered to be now put. If the vote had been in 
the negative, that would have thrown the ques- 
tion over. The Clerk may err in the decision, 
and he submits it to the House for &s decision. 

Mr. WALKER. [do not like to take un ap- 


| peal, though it strikes me thatthe decision of the 


Clerk is wrong. 

Mr. STEPHENS. What was the question 
decided by the last vote? 

The CLERK. Shall the main question be now 

ut? 

Mr. STEPHENS. And what was the vote? 

The CLERK. One hundred and twenty-five 
in the affirmative, and seventy-two in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then of course it is not 
postponed, ‘he House has ordered that the 
main question shall be now put. 

The CLERK. The Clerk agrees with the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi appeal from the decision? 

Mr. WALKER. No, I do not. 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the main question. 

‘The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 116, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Alison, Ball, Barbour, 


Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Henry S. Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Pocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 


Brooks, Buftington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaflee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Jiingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Damreil, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, DeWitt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Edie, Edwards, Emric, Fautknor, Flagler, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hil, Holloway, 'i’homas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
J. Guancy Jones, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Miller, 
Morgan, Morri, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, 
Perry, Veiti Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sim pinner, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring ‘Codd, Traf- 
ton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warmer, Cad- 
1 Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—J16, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bel}, Boyce, Broom, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbcll, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Cox, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 


s Aiken, Albright, Allison, Bab, Bachour, i Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George VW. Jones, Kidwell, 


* 
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chi i umpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
eee ine DS, ‘Marshall. Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQucen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millward, Moore, 
Nichols, Orr, Porter, Powell, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, ‘Ritchie, Rivers, Robison, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A.Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Thurston, ‘Trippe, ‘Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Whitney, Winslow, John 
VWiaWright, and: Zolicoffer~87. oy 5 
So the resolution was adopted. 
[Cries of «Call the roll !?”] : 
‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of- Ohio... I. apprehend, 
from the vote-which has just been taken, that 
there. is before.us-a. protracted session of this 
House. Those of us who have served here for 
years past, know that there are occasional scenes 
of. disorder and ‘turbulence unbecoming the dig- 
nity of the American Congress.. I do not antici- 
pate anything of that kind in making the proposi- 
tion which I have sent to the Chair, though it ma 
be impossible to guard against it, 1 am well 
aware, Mr. Clerk, that you havc discharged faith- 
fully and impartially your duties so far, and Ido 
not design, by this proposition, to impute, di- 
rectly or indirectly, anything which will amount 
toa charge of impropriety upon your part; -but 
it docs seem to, me, in view of what is before us, 
that we ought to have a temporary presiding 
officer. When the resolution shall have been 
read, it will be scen that I have named a member 
of this body who is the antipode of me in all 
respects, as the governing officer of our delibera- 
tions. I have great confidence in that individual 
as a gentleman, and in his knowledge of the par- 
liamentary law. In view of these things, therc- 
fore, I offer the resolution which I have sent to 
the Clork, and I hope it may be adopted without 
serious opposition from either side of the House. 
She resolution was then read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Hon. James L. Onn, of South Caro- 
ut vo invited to preside over this body untila Speaker is 
elected, 


Mr. SAGE. T must say I deem this resolution 
unnecessary. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not, 


Mr. SAGE. It is a proposition, however, 
upon which persons may differ. We have now 
beon in session over three weeks, and have got 
along very well, and I know of no reason why, 
at this juncture, we should travel out of the line 
we have marked outfor ourselves. [ts adoption 
will be a reflection upon this body, that we can- 
not deport ourselves properly in the places which 
we have been called upon to fill, Without con- 
suming further the time of the House, 1 move 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. True, Mr. Clerk, we have 
been in session during the ordinary hours of 
doing business; but the resolution which we have 
adopted contemplates perhaps—though I hope 
we may organize upon the first vole—a pro- 
tracted session of this body; and it is in view of 
that possibility, that I cesire some person well 
vetsed in parliamentary law may be called to 
preside temporarily, for the purpose of preserv- 
Jng the order and decorum which ought to char- 
acterize the American Congress. Waith that 
view I have moved the resolution, and f hope 
serious objection will not be made to it. 

Mr. McMULELIN. 1 desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio who introduced the resolution a 
question. 

_ Mr, CAMPBELL. As many as you choose, 
af itis in order. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether he is willing to place the name of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
in the resolution which I proposed the gther day, 
having in view the organization of the Fouse for 
the passing the appropriation bills? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, No, sir. The first busi- 
ness, under the Constitution, is the election of a 
Speaker. All I desire, in oifering the resolution, 
is, that we may preserve that dignity and de- 
corum, before the eye of the world, which belongs 
to the American Congress. 

The CLERK, The Clerk would suggest that 
debate is not in order, as a motion i3 pending to 
Jay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SNEED. Idesire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, respectfully, to make a modification 
of his resolution. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must say that the 


I demand the 


gentleman, from Tennessce is not in order in 
indulging in debate. ~~ 5 

Mr. SNEED. Ido not propose to debate the 
subject, but-simply to ask the gentleman from 
pee to modify the. resolution before the vote is 
taken. i 

The CLERK. The Cleřk must again -say 
that the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order... . 

Mr, SNEED. My request is, that, under the 
circumstatices, with all respect for the gentleman 
from South. Carolina, [Mr. Ornr,} the gentleman 
from Ohio shall insert 1n his resolution the name 
of the’ distinguished’ gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Coss,] because he is an ex-Speaker of the 
House. - Sr ie. 

The CLERK. The Clerk calls to order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have great: confidence 


mm 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, (interrupting.). I had 
intended to address a few words to the House, 
and I trust they will permit me to do so now. 
[Cries of « Agreed!’ “Agreed !??] 

Mr. COBB. I intended to have seconded the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, especially 
as that motion ‘was coupled with the remark that 
the duties imposed upon you, Mr. Clerk, had 
been discharged by you, since the commence- 
mient of the session, to the entire satisfaction of 
the House. But I did see, and have seen from 
the commencement, that there would be a pro- 
priety, under the circumstances, and preceding 
an organization, in selecting a Chairman to pre- 
side over our meetings. There is a precedent for 
it. In the great contest in the New Jersey case, 
on motion of a gentleman from South Carolina, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. John 
Quincy Adams, was called to preside over this 
body. I believe the resolution of the gentleman 
from Ohio, as it stands, with the name presented 
in that resolution, will meet with as cordial an ap- 
proval of this House as it would with the name 
of any other 1 who could be named. 1 
therefore hope the resolution, as it has been pre- 
i sented, will be adopted by the House, and that 
i there will be no effort to amend or alter it in any 
particular. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio—if such an appeal is necessary—that he 
will let the resolution stand as it is, as I be- 
lieve it is acceptable to the House. 

Mr. TRAFTON. Ifitis in order, I was about 
to appeal to the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw 
his resolution. It seems to me that it is ver 
late in the day to pass such a resolution. We 
| have to-day resolved to sit here until we clect a 
Speaker. Now, with all respect to the gentleman 
| from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] had this motion 
+ been made carlier in the sgssion I should have 
voted f@ghim with pleasure; but I think gen- 
‘ tlemen upomthe floor of this House are well satis- 
fied with the manner in which you, Mr. Clerk, 
| have discharged the duties which have rested upon 
| you; and though the gentleman who offered the 
resolution prefaces it with the remark that you 
have given entire satisfaction to the House, yet, 
sir, to put you out of the chair now, at the fag 
end of this contest, would tend, by implication at 
least, to throw some blame upon you, and I hope 
the gentleman will withdraw it. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I expressly stated, for the 
purpose of showing my sincerity, that I had se- 
| lected a gentleman who is the antipode of myself 
| in polities. There was an occasion when, under 
| similar cireumstances, John Quincy Adams was 
| ealled upon to preside temporarily over the delib- 
i erations of this body. 

I might have, in offering this resolution, selected 
i some other person holding opinions which would 
j have coincided with my own, but it was with the 
view of showing that the only object which I had 
iin contemplation was, the preservation of the 
: dignity of this body through a protracted session 
which may last for days and nights, that I se- 
lected the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Onr,] and under no circumstances, sir, shall I 
change the name—under no circumstances. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Trarron] 
has not; I presume, passed through the midnight 
scenes which have been presented in controvert- 
ling these sectional points in this Hall. It was 
not in the remotest degree my intention, as I have 
already said, to impute any impropriety whatever 
to the Clerk; but he has his other duties to dis- 
|, charge, and it is not te be presumed that he is'as 


which J have submitted. > 

Mr. WASHBURN, of. Maine. It is my mis- 
fortune, Mr. Clerk, to differ, in reference to this 
resolution, with my friend, (Mr. CAMPBELL, ] from 
whom I seldom differ. i 

Mr. RUST, (interrupting. ) “What is the ques- 
tion before the House, Mr. Clerk? 

The CLERK. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the. gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL: ] 

Mr. RUST. Is there nota motion pending to 
lay that resolution on the table? 

The CLERK. That motion has been with- 
draw by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 

AGE. 

Ma WASHBURN, (resuming.) I do agree 
with my friend from Ohio, however, in all that 
he says in reference to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] Thave no doubt that that 
gentleman would preside over this House with 
ability, with fairness, and with entire imparti- 
ality: I have fo question whatever as to that. 
But I am opposed to this proposition for the rea- 
son that it reverses the precedent which seems to 
have been established here, of selecting the oldest 
member of the House for this service. And, sir, 
I am also opposed to it, because it seems to imply 
that there is to be some difficulty, some trouble, 
some disturbance here. Now,sir, I have no fear 
whatever of that. Thave no fear whatever that 
you will not continue to preside here with as 
much dignity and fairness as you have exhibited 
during the twenty days that you have presided 
overus. I, sir, would not in any way invite any- 
thing like disorder, or disturbance, or confusion 
in this Hall, and I have no reason to bekeve that 
during the time we shall continue in session here, 
in our endeavors to electa Speaker, we shall not 

proceed as quietly, as calmly, as we have done 
in the days that we have passed. For these rea- 
sons, sir, believing that the appointment of a 
temporary presiding officer is unnecessary; be- 
licving that if it be not the appointment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina would be re- 
versing an old precedent in regard to this matter; 
and also knowing that, during the twenty days 
that elapsed before a Speaker was elected in 1849, 
there was no more occasion for a temporary pre- 
siding officer than there is now, I am opposed 
to this resolution. I therefore hope that the propo- 
sition will be laid on the table, and I make that 
motion. 

Mr.STANTON. Faskthe gentleman to with- 
draw for a moment his motion to lay on the table, 
and I will renew it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I withdraw 
the call for the previous question on that condi- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON, I wish to remark, in reply 
to my colicague, [Mr. CAMPBELL, ] that there isa 
wide distinction between this case. and that pre- 
sented in 1839, when Mr. Adams was called to 
the chair as temporary presiding officer; and I 
do not know how that instance can be properly 
regarded as justifying this motion. At that time 
there were two sets of members presént from the 
State of New Jersey, both of whom—every time 
that a vote was called for—passed between the 
tellers, or answered to their names; and there was 
no possibility of deciding any question except by 
a resort to the most strict and technical parlia- 
mentary rules. The House, therefore, found 
itself under the necessity—perhaps not. having 
the utmost confidence in the Clerk—I do not 
know—in consequence of the difficulty growing 
out of the conflicting claims of the members from 
the State of New Jersey; to call upon a member 
to preside pro tempore. 

Phe protracted struggle of 1849 was carried to 
its close without any temporary presiding officer; , 
and I confess that, after this thing has been car- 
ried on for three weeks as it has been, without a 
temporary Chairman, there is not, to my mind, 
any necessity for one; nor can l imagine what 


1855. 
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Carolina, [Mr. Orr;] but it seems to me that 
gentlemen will find that this feeling will of ne- 
cessity grow up that, if there is once a presiding 
officer, the election of Speaker will be protracted, 
and there will be a temptation to introduce legis- 


lation on a great variety of things. It will not 


appear as if there was so much necessity for a | 


regular Speaker. 

{ hope, therefore, that my colleague [Mr. 
CamPBRELL] will withdraw his resolution for a 
time; and if disorder shal arise, or if there shall 


be any confusion or turbulence, then it will be | 


time enough to proceed to the election of a presid- 
ing officer to preserve order. But in the absence 
of any such necessity, it seems to me that this 


The CLERK. The Clerk submits the question 
to the. House for its decision. There being no 
obiection 


Mr. FLORENCE. There is objection. I | 


object to the withdrawal of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Iwould suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, that he should not raise 
a point of order upon the Clerk. From the in- 
dications we have scen from votesalready taken, 


it is not likely the House will lay the resolution | 


upon the table. I hope, therefore, that the vote 
may be allowed to be taken now, and then it will 


order. The previous question has been moved 
upon the resolution before the House, and: no- 
debate is in order. 

Mr. COLFAX. [think.I have the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iinsist upon my question. 
of order. : 

Mr. COLFAX. Othergentlemen have spoken 
since the previous question was called, and I 
claim the right to he heard also. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I must insist upon my 
question of order. : 

The CLERK. The recollection of the Clerk 
is, that the previous question was moved, but he 
had forgotten it at the Ume he recognized tlie 
gentleman from Indiana. The Clerk thinks, how- 
ever, that the previous question has been moved, 
and the Journal bears him out in his recollection. 
No debate, therefore, is in order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. {made the motion 
| for the previous question, but understanding that 
the honorable gentleman from Indiana desires to 
make some observations upon the resolution, I 
will withdraw the motion for the purpose, if he 
will renew it. x 

Mr. COLFAX. Iwill renew it. Mr. Clerk, 
I regret that, at this most important move of 
this protracted struggle, which has attracted not 
only the attention of the House, but of the whole 
country, E am compelled, by conscientious con- 


motion to appoint a temporary presiding officer | 
should not be adopted. 1 renew the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to bring the | 
Tfouse to a vote on the proposition; I therefore | 
move the previous question. 


certainly be competent for the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw his resolution. 

Mr. SNEED. Ihave said, that if the gentle- 
man from Ohio withdraws his proposition I || 
would renew it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will read from the 

Mr. CAMPBELL. - Will the gentleman from || Manual the authority upon which he has made 
North Carolina [Mr, Curnamax] be kind enough || his decision: 
to withdraw his motion for a moment? || “Leave asked to withdraw a motion.—The rale of Parlia- 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly. ment being, that a motion made and seconded isin the pos- 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With a view to mect tho || session of the House, and cannot be withdrawn without 


objection of my colleague, [Mr. Sranron] — 


fr. STANTON, (interrupting.) Thave moved | 
to lay the resolution on the table, and debate is | 


not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will not my colleague 
withdraw that motion for the present? 

Mr. STANTON, It is not in my power to 
withdraw it, as I promised the gentleman from 


Maine, [Mr. WasngurN,] when he withdrew his | 
on the table, to renew it for him. į 


motion to la 


[Cries of “Question 1” “ Question !”’] 


Mr. GROW. Allow me to say here, in con- į 


nection with the New Jersey case referred to, that 
in that case the Clerk refused to put any mo- 
tion—— 


The CLERK, (interrupting.) As there is a 
motion pending to lay the resolution of the gen- | 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. CamrseLL] on the table, 
debate is out of order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Inow, in compliance with 


the pledge which I gave to the gentleman from i 


North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] call for the 
previous question, 

Mr. STANTON. Tinsist upon my motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

‘A Member. Will the Clerk read the resolu- 
tion with the proviso? 

The CLERK. The proviso has not been 
added, inasmuch as the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Sranron] persists in his motion to lay on 
the table. 

Mr. NICHOLS. 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
and Borce were appointed. 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 72. 

Mr. SAGE. Icall for the yeas and nays. It 


IT call for telers on that mo- 


NicHors 


to economize time Í call for them now. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then’ stated, and the Clerk 
called the name of Mr. Aew, who responded, 
when 

Mr. CAMPBELL (interrupting the call) said: 
Mr. Clerk, I did not suppose, when this proposi- 


| Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, 
C 


leave, the very terms of the rule imply that leave -may be 
given, aud consequentiy asked and put to the question.” 

Mr. SAGE. For the purpose, then, of avoid- 
ing all difficulty in reference to the question of 
order, I move that the gentleman from Ohio have 
leave to withdraw his resolution. 

Mr. COBB, of George 
Ohio desires to withdraw his proposition, I trust 
there will be no objection to it, because it can be 


immediately offered again by some other mem- | 
D 


bor. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNEED] 
has already indicated his intention to renew the 
resolution if it should be withdrawn. The same 
object can therefore be accomplished, and the 
necessity of determining this question of order 
avoided, by withdrawing all objection to the with- 
drawal of the resolution by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, 
ing to take the responsibility I some time since 
assumed of offering this resolution. I do not 
withdraw my resolution. Let the vote be taken. 


The callaf the roll was then completed, and the | 
motion tolay on the table decided in the negative— } 


yeas 88, nays 108; as foliows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour 
nett, Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, tis al 
James H. Campbet, 
fax, Comins, C 


s, Henry Ben- 
3 B 


Bara Clark, Clav 


ekeon, Dodd, Darit 
ay, Giddings, Ciibert, C A Wy 
n, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, ioy 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Le h 
i Miiler, Morgan, M 


1 l Washbu 

son, Welch, Wood, Wosdruit, and Woodworth— 
NAYS—Mes: iken, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Henry 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyee, Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Lev D. Campbell, Carlile, Carn- 
thers, Caskie, Bayard Clare, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry 
Edmundson, E 
5 Faulk 


Wat- 


Etheridge, Mustis, 
nry M. Muller, 


lorence, Fox! 


s,‘Phomas L. Tar- 


rn. If thegentleman from | 


I am quite will- | 


victions, to vote against the motion of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio, with whom it has 
been my pleasure gencrally to act upon this floor. 
Sir, I am not a lawyer; but I have often heard it 
stated by lawyers that possession is nine points 
inlaw. Itis well known that the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina, whose name 
appears in this resolution, has been spoken of as 
the one likely to be settled on as the compromise; 
and I am unwilling, considering the magnitude 
of the issues involved, to give him the advantage 
which he would derive from the temporary occu- 
pancy of the chair, I am willing, however, to 
act as Magnaniiously as gentlemen on the other 
side could reasonably claim. 1 am willing that 
the Clerk, belonging, as he does, to the Admin- 
istration party, showd continue to preside over 
our deliberations until a permanent organization 
has been effected; and To will go further; Lam 
willing to place the two minorities here, the 
Democracy and the American party, upon equal 
footing with the very large plurality- might 


almost say majority—of members who are Re- 
publicans; for E believe it is pretty well under- 


ver, Dowdell, Dunn, Í 


node, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, : 


Hous- | 


stood that the members voting for Mr. Barns 
are, IF the scattering votes are not counted, a. 
; majority over those voting for both Mr. Racu- 
anpson and Mr. Furrer. Tain wiling that 
three parties in the House shall oce ; 
equal position in this temporary orgar 
propose, therefore, to amend the resol 


by the gentleman from Ohio, by striking out all 
è and to insert the 


aiter the word “ Resoived,”’ 
following: 

“Phat the three parti 
one hundred aud five ve 
votes jor Mr. Krows 


for Mr fs 
and the fo, 
select a mper 
ir the deliberations of this ‘ f 
hal mutually agree among themselves, until a 
Speaker is clected.?? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have but a word to say 
in reply to the gen’eman from Indiana, 

The CLERK. The Clerk would. suggest that 
inasmuch as the call for the previous question 
was pending and withdrawn temporarily in order 
to allow the gentleman from Indiana to address 


t 

ton, George W. Jones, J. Gianey dones, Koly 
Knox, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, iumpki 
farshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxw 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millward, Moore, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Porter, i 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richardson, | 
| Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, idge, Savage, Reott, Seward, | 
| Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, - Smith, Suecd, ; 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tayior, Pripps, Underwood, | 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Weis, Whitney, | 
Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zolticofier—L08, j 
So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
Pending the call of the roll— . 
Mr. MATTESON stated that, having paired | 
: off upon all questions affecting the election of | 
The House has adopted no rule to the effect that '| Speaker, he should not feel at liberty to vote upon | 
ITY H : i £ 4 
a gentleman may not interrupt the call of the roli || this resolution. If he were free to vote he should ! 
to withdraw his motion. i| vote to lay the resolution on the table. I| Mr. SAGE. If my memory serves me the call 
The CLERK. The Clerk will state that he | Mr. COLFAX. I regret, Mr. Clerk, that at || for the previous question was notseconded. The 
acted under the authority of the usual practice of '! this most important move of the session i| call was made, but the main question was not 

the House. i Mr. CLINGMAN, i rise to a question of || ordered to be put. 


some remarks to the Tlouse, the proposition 
which he has submitted is not in order. 

Mr. COLFAX. [vise to a question ef order. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camps] with- 
drew his cali forthe previous question, and yield- 
cd the floor tome. While occupying the floor 
then I was invested with all the rights that can 
be exercised by any member upon this floor. 
The call for the previous question has not been 
seconded. Lam willing to renew the call for the 
previous question; but I maintain that my prop- 
osition is now before the House as an amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and preceding the motion for the previous 
question. 


tion was offered, there would be any serious ob- 
jection toit. As the result shows, however, that 
[was mistaken, to save the time of the Flouse 
[Cries of “Too 


I withdraw my proposition, 
late!’?] 

Mr. SNEED. I renew the proposition. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that, as the 
proposition has been stated to the House and : 
there has been a response, the gentleman cannot ! 
interrupt the call to withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know what rule there is that will prevent the | 
gentleman from withdrawing his proposition? | 


a 


| 
i 
| 
t 
i 
| 
i 
i 
! 
i 
i 
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j 
1 
| 
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j 
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is evident that we shall have them in the end, and | 
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“The CLERK. The Clerk, on reflection, thinks | 
thatthe proposition of. the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Corrax] is in order. ‘The floor was 

yielded to the gentleman from Indiana on condi- | 
tion that before hetook his-seat-he should renew 
athe call forthe previous question, which had 
Seon  viihdrawn b the. gentleman from’ Ohio, 
[Mr. Camppeie.] Before resuming his seat, and 
previous tohis renewal. of the callfor the previous 
question, the gentleman from Indiana: presented 
his‘amendment.. The Clerk thinks that it-is in 


a 


order. ‘ f 

Mr. COLFAX. I submitted my amendment 
before I renewed the call for the previous ques- 
tion. The gentleman from:Ohio desires to reply 
to what I have said, and“I-thereforé withdraw the 
call for the previous question, and give up the 
floor to him for that purpose. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, the proposi- 
tion which I made is a simple one; and T had 
no.idea that there would be any stir or excite- 
ment about it. Nor did. I suppose that I was 
about to separate myself from my very highly 
esteemed friend from Indiana, or anybody else 
on this side of the Hall. What is it? Does it 
propose to give in to the Opposition? And let 
me say to the gentleman, that when it comes to 
war with that Opposition on the Nebraska ques- 
tion, I will be found one of the last men to yield 
the point. Does it propose to give any advantage 
to the Opposition? [A Voice. It gives them. the 
Malakoff.] It gives them the Malakoff, does it. 
If I understand the position of the Clerk on the 

rinciples of the Nebraska bill, he goes to the 

urthest extreme proposed by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] Then. we ‘yield 
nothing in simply proposing that the Clerk, who 
has the duties of the clerkship devolved on him, 
shall be relieved from the charge of presiding, 
and it shall be placed in the hands of one who, 
it is acknowledged on all hands, understands the 
parliamentary law, and will be impartial in ad- 
ministering it, Will the gentleman from Indiana 
then tell me what point of principle in the great 
contest I have waived by the proposition ? 

Mr. COLFAX. ‘I will answer my friend from 
Ohio with great pleasure., I can see, notwith- 
standing I am ‘‘no prophet, nor the son of a 

rophet,” in the vista of the future that after we 

ave spent another three wecks in balloting for a 
Speaker, a proposition may: be sprung on the 

ouse-—worried out, wearied with dissensions 
and discussion, something like this: that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] who 
will be in the chair, who will have doubtless ad- 
ministered its parliamentary duties impartially | 
and acceptably, shall, inasmuch as we cannot; 
elect anybody else, be declared the elected Speaker 
of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the honorable gentle- 
man from Indiana comes here expecting to be 
worried out of principle, he had better make up 
his mind to pack up and go home. [A Vorce. 
‘Will you never be worried out?] No, sir, never. 
You have adopted a rule this morning which will 
require those of us who are determined not to 
give in on it, to sit here and vote, and vote, and 
vote, until you make a Speaker. Now, if the 
gentleman expects to be worried out to-morrow, 
or the day after to-morrow, or next week, or the 
week after next, let him say so. 

Mr. COLFAX. Allow me to explain. My 
friend from Ohio certainly misunderstands me. 
He does not exhibit his usual clearsightedness in 
misunderstanding my pointashedoes. Perhaps | 
Tam vague. I wasalludingin my remarks speci- 
ally to the minorities which have been billing and 
cooing on this floor. Have we not heard appeal 
after appeal made to the friends of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Ricwarpson] to take down 
that Democratic platform, which is a wall of fire 
that divides them, or to present some other can- 
didate whom the gentlemen of the twelfth section 
of the American platform can vote for, without 
being considered as indorsing the resolutions of 
the caucus which nominated Mr. RICHARDSON? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let them take the re- 
sponsibility; and I say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that I would rather belong to a bold mi- 
nority, standing inflexibly against the principles 
of that Nebraska bill; without an organization 
such as we would wish, warring against this Ad- 


ministration with its organization, than to belong || M: 


to that party which, by a kind of machinery, gets || 


thé power of the House. Now, sir, it is the sim- 
plest and fairest proposition, it strikes: me, that 
was ever submitted, under the circumstances; to 


a body like this. It is ‘simply a transfer of the | 


orarily, until you elect a 


send powers, tem u elect 
The honorable gentleman from South 


eaker. 


| Carolina [Mr.. Orr] is acknowledged, on all 


hands; to be a man of fairness. He differs from 


me on all pdints: of politics. 


This is a transfer, with a view to what? AsI 
expressed it a while ago, with a view to the good 
order, the decorum, and the dignity, which 
should characterize an American Congress. Do 
we not all know, at least those of us who have 
served here in times past, that even under the ad- 
ministration of a permanent Spcaker—when you 
come to night sessions, day and night continuous 
sessions without sleep, as your resolution pro- 
poses, and without food, except that which you 
ma pet about the Capitol—there are scenes of 
turba ence and disorder unbecoming the high 
character which ought to belong to this body? 
The proposition is made with the view of. pre- 
serving our character before the eye of the world, 
at the same time exhibiting, I admit, some de- 
gree of magnanimity, when Í propose to take a 
gentleman differing from me widely as does the 
gentleman from South Carolina. Had I con- 
sulted my own wishes, and had I looked to that 
which is, perhaps, due to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from my own State, I should have in- 
serted the name of my colleague from the Ash- 
tabula district, [Mr. Giwpines;] but I knew full 
well, then, that I should be charged with section- 
alism, abolitionism, and fanaticism. 

A minor point, as I expressed it, I thought 
clearly, in the outset, was, not to impute impro- 
priety to the Clerk at all, but to relieve him in 
some degree from the onerous duties which have 
been devolved on him for the past three weeks, 
and transfer them to a man of similar political 
opinions until a Speaker should be elected; one, 
too, in whose integrity and impartiality I have 
the fullest confidence. I lose nothing to the gen- 
tleman’s cause by the motion; nothing to the 
cause of those of us on this side, or to that of the 

entlemen who come prepared to vote for a reso- 
ution showing to the world that we mean to sit 
here until we shall elect aSpeaker, and then when- 
ever they get sleepy or hungry, go home. Ihave 
entered here for this entire campaign, [laughter;] 
and, whenever the gentleman from Indiana finds 
me yielding one single point of principle, it will 
be time enough for him to notify the House and 
the country that he discovers that it is his duty 
to separate from me. 

Mr. COLFAX, I trust that my friend does 
not understand me as imputing to him any want 
of principle. s 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all. 

Mr. COLFAX. I would be the last man to 
do it. Ithink the proposition was a mismove; 
but he knows right well that wherever hisbanner 
leads in the Nebraska fight before us at this ses- 
sion, there will I follow him unflinchingly to the 


end. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido not aspire to lead any- 
body. My ony aspiration now is to make such 
provision as will enable us to go on with the busi- 
ness of the House. We can do so under m 
resolution, harmoniously and im good order. i 


renew the demand for the previous question. 


(Cries of, “ Question!” “ Question!” 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I wish to make 
a single remark, if itis the wish of the House to 
hear me. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order; but, if 
there is no objection, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will proceed. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that there is some 
apprehension, on the other side of the House, 
of a fusion. I took occasion, the other day, to 
state, what I believed I was authorized to say, 
that the Democratic party had made a nomina- 
tion and framed a platform in caucus, from which 
it did not mean to depart; that it meant to stand 


by its own acts. And Ihave merely to assure | 


the gentlemen on the other side, that I have no 
apprehension that they will find, when we come 
to take a ballot, the Democratic party veering 
from the course they have hitherto pursued. 
They will find the Democratic party voting for 
t. Riewarpsow, as they have voted heretofore; 
and that there will be no deviation, unless so 


! Kentucky understands it. 


ordered by the Democratic caucus itself, duly 
assembled. Boe ee SP ce 
Mr. TODD. I would inquire of my colleague 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jones,] whether he. is 
now speaking for the party, or for himself indi- 
vidually? Hoe spoke the other day, he said, for 
the party. , Por . 
ir; JONES. I will answer the question. pro- 
ounded by my colleague. I stated.the other 
ay, when called upon to give my individual be- 
lief, that I had no authority to speak for the Dem- 
ocratic party on that, and that on other questions, 
when I spoke for the party, they. never author-. 
ized me to speak for them. , But I speak now 
what.I believe to be the sentiment of the Dem- 
ocratic party. If I am in error, they will correct 
me. I believe I speak the sentiments of the 
Democratic party when I say that the proposi- 
tion coming from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL,] recommending the appointment ofa 
temporary Chairman of this House, was voted 
for by them as an expedient temporary measure; 
but they never understood it to be a change of 
programme, nor that it should prevent them ` 
adhering rigidly to the nomination made for the 


sponkersiip. 

TODD. Will the Clerk again read the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Conrax?] as 

The substitute was again reported. 

The CLERK. On this proposition the gentle- 
man calls the previous question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I arise 
merely to quiet the apprehension expressed by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cotrax,] that 
any untoward result will arise from the ‘ billing 
and cooing ° which he says has been going on. 
between the Democratic party and the American 
pay on this floor. I assure the honorable mem- 

er that this ‘< billing and cooing ” has gone on, if 
at all, in an entirely different quarter, and that the 
national Americans have taken their position here 
both independently and definitively. I flatter 
myself the country quite understands it, and that , 
the country will at once perceive how this “billing 
and cooing”? commenced, and between what par- 
ties itis being prosecuted. There has been no 
proposition from any individual of the party to 
which I belong, to alter the usual course of pro- 
cedure in electing a Speaker—no proposition to 
curtail the discussion which was developing our 
respective positions, by resorting to a limitation 
upon the debate—no proposition to try to force 
a conclusion by a resort to any extraordinary 
process cither of starving or confinement. We 
were content to let the members act upon their 
judgment, as we had no right to suppose any- 
thing else than that each one was acting upon his 
conscience in every effort: to. elect a Speaker. 
We saw no requirement to ‘bill and coo’? with 
any party, and if anything of that sort is going 
on, we are not parties and are not responsible for 
it. The proposition to elect a temporary Chair- 
man now comes from a distinguished gentleman 
who has been voted for by the Republican section 
of this House, and upon the plea that, after the 
adoption of an extraordinary rule proposed from 
the Democratic section, we shall require services 
beyond those you, Mr. Clerk, will be able. to. 
render. He has announced that, as a proof of 
his desire to be fair, he has taken an antipode in 
polities 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (interrupting.) I 
made the proposition not in behalf of the Re- 
publican party, but of my own suggestion. I 
alone am responsible for it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Very well, and under this 
declaration the country will know where the prop- 
osition comes from, and to whom it is made. 
The political antecedents of the gentleman define 
his position, and his party is now as well known 
as any other in this country. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I belong to the American 
organization. [Roars of laughter. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I know the gentleman 
claimsto belong to that organization, but the House 
and the country will remember that, on sundry 
occasions during our sessions here, he has re- 
fused to stand. on -the platform of the American 

arty, and has taunted. me with inclining to read 
kim out of the American party. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not belong to the 
American organization as the gentleman from 
[Laughter.] 
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Mr. MARSHALL. It was unnecessary for 
the gentleman to afford me that assurance. But, 
Mr. Clerk, I was saying, when interrupted, that 
when the country sees the quarter whence this 
proposition comes and to whom it is made, there 
can be no room for mistake as to the “ billing and 
cooing” of which he speaks, or where the combi- 
nation may be expected; should any occur. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
has departed from the only precedent in our con- 
gressional proceedings, in his proposition to select 
a temporary Chairman. The party with which 
~ he has voted has cast the largest number of votes 
fora candidate. As he has chosen to leave his 
own party, and to look for his selection in another 
section of the House, ‘his antipode in polities,’’ 
it does not become my party to cavil at the dis- 
tinction he proposes, or to object to the quarter 
in which he seeks the temporary Chairman. lt 
is not, I say, for us to be raising objections on 
this score, if he and the party with which he acts 
are all satisfied. 

It affords me pleasure to tender, voluntarily, my 
tribute of acknowledgment of the intelligence and 
entire competency of the honorable member from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to the duties of the 
Chair. I do not doubt he would discharge the 
functions of Chairman pro tempore with perfect 
impartiality, and, I hope, to the satisfaction of 
all concerned; and if the Republicans are dis- 

osed to waive the precedent established in calling 

r. Adams to the Chair pro tempore, and to do 
this compliment gracefully, we shall not—atleast 
I shall not, as one—object to it. 

Mr. COLFAX, (interrupting.) I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Kentucky whether he is the 
author of a letter which lately appeared in the 
Louisville Journal, over his name, in which he 
stated that he would not vote for a Democratic 
candidate for Speaker unless it should be neces- 
sary to do so for the purpose of defeating a Re- 
publican candidate? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The letter to which the 
gentleman refers was written by me, though the 
part to which he refers was ‘ hot intended for the 
public eye.’? [Laughter.] I stated that, should 
a combination be formed here to force me, by a 
plurality vote, to choose between the Democratic 
candidate and an Abolitionist, Imight, asthe last, 
sad alternative, consider it my duty to choose 
between them, and to take the Democrat in pref- 
erence to the Abolitionist, I want, now, to repeat, 
that such a choice would be in the last alternative 
with me, and only when my constitutional privi- 
lege of choosing in other quarters was lost by the 
action of this House. So long as that is left to 
me, I shall not think of making such a choice. 

Now, in reference to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cotrax,] to alter- 
nate the duties of temporary Chairman between 
the representatives of the several partics on this 
floor, I must say that I perceive no necessity in 
the case for such a partition of the honor pro- 
posed for the member from South Carolina. He 
will not be the Speaker. He will not have the 
appointment of committees. He will have no 
power, except to preside until we eleet a, Speak- 
er—no further; and if we invite him at all, let it 
be done for the convenience of the House, and 
not in an ungracious manner, or in a manner in- 
dicating the least misgiving as to the way in which j 
he will discharge the duties of the Chair. So far 
asl am concerned, having perfect confidence that 
this temporary appointment will not affect the 
votes of the national Americans, with whom F | 
have thus far acted, in the contest for the Speaker- | 
ship, and no lack of confidence in the impartiality | 
and integrity of my friend from South Carolina, 
I shall interpose no objection to the proposition | 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CamPBELL,] | 
devolving on the member from South Carolina | 
the dutics of Chairman pro tempore, if it be the | 

leasure of the House to coufer the honor, 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I wish to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cotrax] if he will 4 
accept of such a modification of his resolution 
as to place the names of Mr. Groprves, of Ohio, 
and Mr. Marsuant, of Kentucky, in the resolu- | 
tion, instead of providing that the candidates of | 
the three parties should preside? | 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. There | 
are two Marshalls from Kentucky, and I do not | 
want my name placed in such a connection. į 
{Laughter.] 


Mr. COLFAX. I will state, if the gentleman 
anticipates any trouble by these parties being 
together, I am perfectly willing to modify the 
resolution so as to provide that Messrs. BANKS, 
Ricwarpson, and Futter, should act as Chair- 
man alternately until a Speaker shall be elected. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. would inquire of the 
Clerk if the previous question is not pending? 

The CLERK. It is. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If so, then debate is out 
of order, and I insist upon the previous question. 

The CLERK. By unanimous consent this 
debate has been allowed. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the House take 
arecess. _[Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that this 
House now take a recess until eleven o’clock and 
thirty. minutes to-morrow. [Cries of “Good!” 
s Well done!’’] I will so modify this motion as 
to provide that the House shall take a recess until | 
eleven o’clock and fifty-nine minutes. [Cries of 
* Question !”’ * Question !’”] 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would inquire 1f it 
does not require unanimous consent to take a 
recess? [Cries of “Not” t Question!”’] 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose, sir, this prop- 
osition is equivalent to rescinding the order which 
the House made this morning. I call the yeas 
and nays upon it. This House can rescind that 
resolution by this motion or otherwise; but if it 
is the intention of a majority of this House, as it 
is my wish, to sit here until we elect a Speaker, 
I trust this motion will be voted down. It is 
equivalent to an adjournment. A majority has 
said that we shall not adjourn until we shall have 
elected a Speaker. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
pending? 

The CLERK. Itis. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I submit whether this 
motion to take a recess isin order? It is n6 more 
a privileged question than any other, and can 
only be made when there is no other question | 
pending. Itis, therefore, I submit, out of order. 

Mr. WASTIBURN, of Maine. What is the 
precise question before the House? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see moves that the House take a recess until 
eleven o’clock and fifty-nine minutes to-morrow. 
The gentleman from Georgia calls for the yeas | 
and nays, and the gentleman from Ohio raises a 
point of order, stating that the motion is nota 

rivileged question, and therefore out of order. 

he Clerk thinks it is a privileged motion accord- 
ing to the Manual. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to see the prac- 
tical working of the resolution we adopted this 
morning, before we adopt such a motion as this. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman gpm Ohio 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ido. I appeal. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

The question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative. 

The yeas and nays, upon the motion of Mr. 
Jongs, were ordered. 

The question was then put, and there were— 
yeas 86, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Henry Bennett, 
Boyce, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cox, | 
Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dodd, | 
Dowdelt, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, | 
Evans, Florence Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, | 
Augustus Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampsof_ W. | 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindicy, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, į 
Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Ready, Rich- į 
ardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Sav- | 
age, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, William R. Smith, | 
Sneed, Stranahan, Swope, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, į 
Valk, Walker, Watkins, Watson, Whitney, Winslow, John | 
V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—és6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale, 
Henry S. Bennett, Benson, Bibinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, ' 
Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buffington, , 
Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D, 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell : 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Coifax, Comins, Cragin, | 
Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Dumecll, Timothy Davis, Day, | 


1 


Is the previous question 


Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dunn, Durice, Edie, Edwards, i 


Emric, Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, | 


Giddings, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hol- || 


loway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, J. Glancy : 
Jones, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lei- i 
ter, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, į 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, į 


f 


| Parker, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Pur- 


| retirement of members. 


year, Quitman, Reade, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sew- 
ard, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart. Talbott, Tappan, 
Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Trafton Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth—109. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll 

Mr. SAGE said: Thad the honor, this moring, 
of presenting a resolution to terminate debate 
each day at four o’clock. I deemed it right then, 
and from what has since transpired, J am of the 
same opinion still; and I therefore vote in the 
affirmative, 

Mr. JONES. Iwill make one more motiou, 
and that is that we take a recess until nine o’clock 
to-morrow morning. I am willing to sit here 
during daylight. I can get up at daylight, and 
come here at six or seven o’clock, and sit here 
as long as we have daylight. [A Vorce—‘ Say 
ten o’clock.”?] Well, I will say ten o’clock, 
or any other hour, to suit gentlemen. Iam willing 
to sit here all day; but from my experience 
heretofore, I do not think it right to sit here 
all night, under these circumstances. [Vorces. 
Say eleven o’clock.] Gentlemen around me ask 
that I should make the motion to take a recess 
until eleven o'clock, I will put it at ten o’clock, 
andif the House refuses, I will make no more 
motions upon the subject; but I cannot sit here 
to-night. : 

Mr. KELLY. We have been sitting here 
all day without a vote for Speaker. I think it 
essential that we should have one vote to-day, 
and I trust the gentleman from Tennessee will 
withdraw his motion for the purpose of giving-an 
opportunity of taking at lcast one vote. 

Mr. JONES. [have no objection to that; but 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Campsexy] is in the way. If it is the wish of 
the House to take a vote, by common consent 
the resolution might go over, and a vote be had. 
For that purpose | withdraw my motion. 

Mr. WALKER. . I renew the motion to take 
a recess until ten o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL, Trise to 
a question of privilege. I move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the House adopted the 
resolution, providing that no motion to adjourn 
should be in order until a Speaker should be 
clected, and upon that motion 
vious question. 

Mr. JONES. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that if he would bring up that matter, 
he should move to rescind that resolution, and not 
to reconsider it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
question of order. During the pendency of the 
motion to take a recess, the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is not in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky is out of order, 
inasmuch as another privileged motion is pend- 
ing. 

"Tellers were then ordered; and Messts. COLFAX, 
and Davis of Maryland, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 89, noes 59. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at twenty-five minutes after four o’clock, p. m.) 
the House took a recess until ten o’clock, a. m., 
to-morrow. 


demand the pre- 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 27, 1855. 
The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


By a resolution submitted by Mr. WELLER 
some time ago, the sclect committee appointed 


| during the last Congress to take into considera- 


tion the subject of a railroad to the Pacifie ocean 
was continued,and the President pro tempore was 
authorized to fill vacancies occasioned by the 
‘That duty has been 
performed, and the committte now consists of 
Mr. Rusx, chairman, Mr. Doveras, Mr. BELL of 
Tennessee, Mr. Sewarp, Mr. Gevur, Mr. Evans, 
Mr. Rem, Mr. Foor, and Mr. WELLER. 


PETITIONS, ETC- 
Mr. SEWARD presented a communication 
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«from Alexander Gibson; a liéutetant in the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who has been rétired..on the 
farlough list-by.the late naval board, complaining. 
of their action’ and praying-redress; which: was" 
-weferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
“Mr, FISH presented: the- petition of A. €.! 
Rhind, complaining of the action of the late naval 
board, and asking restoration to his former: rank; 
which was referred to. the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. pe oui’ ; 

Also, the petition of several citizens of Rich- 
mond county, in the State of New, York, asking 
for the restoration of Lieutenant J. C. Carter to 
the-active service list.of.the Navy, from which 
he was displaced by the action ‘of the late naval, 
board; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. f ` ; 

Mr. HAMLIN’ presented the memorial of 
George M.. Weston, a commissioner of the State 
of Maine for prosecuting the claims of that State | 
against the United States, for lands apportioned 
to-settlers under the fourth article of ‘the treaty 
of Washington, and expenses incurred in the 
exceution of the said fourth article, praying for 
the scttiement of those. claims; which, with the 
papers heretofore filed relating to the same case, 
was xeferrod to the, Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Carlton, for himself 
and the owners and sharesmen of the schooner 
Brandywine, employed in the cod-fishery, pray- j 
ing a grantof fishing bounty for the time she Was 
so employed; which was referred to iho Commit- 
tec on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On mation by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Rebecca Halsey, widow of 
Zephmiiah Halsey, he withdrawn trom the fites of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

On motion by Mr GEYER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of 
Captain Langdon GC, Daston, assistint quartermaster ia the 
Army, praying that he may be credited with an amount of 
public money of which he was defrauded by his clerk, he 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. As there | 
is but asmall number of Senators present, I move 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
mect on Monday next. 

Mr. ADAMS. From a report Lhave heard of | 
the voting in the House of Representatives this 
morning, it is not improbable tiata Speaker may 
he clected to-day; and if a Speaker should be 
elected, it would be very desirable to receive the 
annual message of the b sidont as Soon as pos- | 
sible. I merely throw out the suggestion that it 
is not improbable that a Speaker may be elected 
by the other House to-day, and if so, we should | 
meet tomorrow ta-receive the message. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 think it would be much 
better to adept the motion submitted by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. Che vacant seats here 
proclaim that many Senators arc abscat, and they 
will probably be absent for some days, as it was 
not expected that any business would. be trans- 
acted during the holidays. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. | 

Several: messages of an executive character 
having been received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. Wunsrer, his Private Sec- | 
relary—- i 

On motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- | 
eceded to the consideration of executive business; | 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were | 
yedpened, and the Senate adjourned to Monday. | 

1 


Pres 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
-Trourspay, December 27, 1855. 


At ten o’clock, a. m., (the hour to which the} 
House took a recess yesterday,).the Clerk called | 
the members to order. | 

The CLERK. When the House took are- | 
cess yesterday, the pending question was on the | 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Campggrir,] with the amendment, in the | 


shape of a substitute, offered by the gentleman | 
from Indiana, [Mr. Courax,] the previous ques- | 
tion having been demanded bythe gentleman! 
from Ohio, 


~The resolution is as follows: . - 


Resolved, That the Hon: James“L. Orr, of South Car: 


olina, be invited to preside over this body until a Speaker 
is elected. te panes po 


The following is the. substitute proposed. by. 


Mr. Courax: .. ; ae 
Strike out-all after the word “ Resolved,” and insert, in 

Jiet thereof the following : p , ; 

> Thatthe three. parties into which this House is divided, 

represented’ by the ‘one. hundred and five votes. for Mr. 


BANKS, the seventy-five for Mr. RICHARDSON, and the forty 


for Mr. FULLER, shall each select.a Speaker pro tempore, 
who shall preside over the deliberations of this House al- 
ternately, as they may mutually agree amongst themselves, 
until'a Speaker is elected. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I move that there be a 
call of the House. “It is very evidént that there 
is nota quorum here. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of“Mlinois.. I desire to 
know if there is such a thing asa call of the 
House under the parliamentary law? . 

The CLERK. There is such a proceeding 
recognized both by the parliamentary law and 
the Constitution 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Task for tellers upon 


ithe motion of the gentleman from Mississippi. 


The Cuerx appointed Messrs. Trarron, and 
Axxen of Illinois, to act as tellers. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported — 
ayes 57, nocs 14, 

So it was ordered that there be a call. 

The roil was then called, and one hundred and 
eighty-five members answered to their names, 

Mr. SAGE. I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CLERK. The question before the House 
is on the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and the demand for the previous question thereon. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of @hio. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw for the present 
the demand for the previous question, for the 
purpose of stating, that my only object yesterday 
in offering the resolution was to provide for such a 
temporary organization as would be calculated to 
preserve order during a night session. funder- 
stand this morning that one of the friends of the 


proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. | 


Sreruuns,| which prevailed yesterday, and which 
has now been demonstrated to amount to nothing 
practically, are disposed to rescind it, in order that 
we may go on in the usual way of electing a 
Spcaker during proper hours. With that under- 
standing, and for the purpose of giving gentlemen 
an opportunity to rescind that resolution, T will 
witha norarily my resolution, there being 
no necessity forit unless we should have pro- 
tracted sessions. If it should become necessary, 
I shail renew it. 

Mr. ORR, (Mr. CamrerLL yielding the floor.) 
Inasmuch as the gentleman from Ohio has indi- 
cated his purpose to withdraw the resolution 
which he offered yesterday, I feel myself relieved 
from any delicacy in making remarks which, un- 
der other circumstances, I could not have made. 

I have learned with some surprise that a rumor 
has been set on foot, prejudicial both to the hon- 
oreble gentleman and to myself, that the motion 
which he made was by preconcert. So far as I 
know, so far as I have heard, so far as I believe, 
it is false; there is no foundation whatever in 
truth for the rumor which has received currency 
from perhaps interested motives, Noman upon 
the floor was more surprised than myself when 
the gentleman introduced the resolution. It- was 
& compliment to me, coming from that gentleman, 
which T appreciated highly, and. which I shall 
always cortinue to cherish, let the future be 
what it may. J bave associated with that honor- 
able gentleman for six years upon the floor of the 
House of Representatives, and the tribute coming 
from him to my impartiality and integrity 1 
shall always prize. I take this occasion publicly 
to thank him for the compliment he has paid me. 
I make this statement, because it is due to him 
and his friends as wcll as to me and my friends. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam obliged to 
the honorable gentleman for his correction of the 
falsehood. - I will however say, in reference. to: 


that. particular slander, that I never interchanged | 
PEro aa e z -ast A a 
one Single word with the gentleman from South ! 


+ Carolina-upon the subject of: my resolution. 


But, sir, I-care- but little about the rumor, for the 
reason-that there. are a: thousand. other rumors 
which Ihave heard, during our protracted efforts, 
to elect a Speaker, equally false and slanderous, 
but: which I-do not deem worthy. of. notice. I 
believe itis generally understood that the most 
notorious of all liars is Madam Rumor... . ; 
_Now, Mr. Clerk, to the-point. -E understand- 
that it is the -wish of some gentlemen to rescind’ 
the resolution passed. yesterday at the sugges- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Srernens,] and for that purpose. I propose 
to withdraw the resolution now, before the House. 
I hope then we shall go to. balloting for Speaker 
with as little debate as possible, and that we 
shall continue to’ vote as steadily as is practicable, 
without cxtending our sessions into the night. 
I now withdraw temporarily the resolution under 
consideration, with the understanding that some 
one voting with the majority on the adoption of 
the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
yesterday will move to rescind that resolution. 

A Member. Make the motion yourself. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I voted for the resolution 
of the gentleman from Georgia yesterday, be- 
cause my friends desired it, rather against the 
convictions of my own judgment—a thing I do 
not promise to do in future. : To save time, I will 
now myself make the motion to rescind the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Georgia, and upon 


| that motion I demand the previous question. 


The CLERK. The resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio will be, withdrawn if no 
objection be made. sh 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. SNEED. I renew the resolution just 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CUMBACK. 1 move to lay that resolu» 
tion on the table. ; x 

The CLERK. - The Clerk inquires of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio upon what motion he submit- 
ted a motion for the previous question ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon the motion to re- 
scind the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CLERK. Then the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to renew the resolution 
of the gentleman from Ohio is not in order. The 
question is upon seconding the demand for. the 
previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the demand for. the previous 
question for a moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 will, if the gentleman 
from Georgia desires to submit any remarks, with 
the understeiding that he shall renew it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to say that when I 
submitted the resolution. which I did yesterday, 
Twas anxious that we should elect a Speaker, 
and I then supposed there was a majority of the 
House, desirous of the same result. I became 
satisfied yesterday evening that I was mistaken 
in that opinion. A number of gentlemen, fully 
half I believe, who voted with me. for the resolu- 


| tion which I offered, and who I had supposed 
would remain with me here through the night, if 


necessary, on the last vote, when there was no 
record of the yeas and nays, remained in their 
seats when the question was decided by tellers. 
T believe the very gentleman [Mr. Saer] who ac- 
cepted my proposition as a part of his own reso- 
lution, voted, upon the first motion for a virtual 
adjournment, onthe yeas and nays for a recess. 

Mr. SAGE. I did, and should do the same 
thing to-day. I accepted the gentleman’s propo- 
sition on the solicitation of friends, very reluct- 
antly and against the convictions of my judg- 
ment, and shail vote to-day for rescinding it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I believe a majority of the 
members of the House, acting with that gentleman 
upon the last vote last evening, when the yeas 
and nays were not recorded, sat in their seats 
and permitted the recess to be taken. 

Now, sir, my own opinion was, that if those 
with whom I have acted in this Efouse wanted 
to organize the House, we should take the matter 
into our own hands; we should hold the House; 
we should occupy the ground; we should sit 
here day and night, with our flag always afloat— 
that flag which. floats from the old ‘‘seventy~ 
four” gun-ship, whose broadside was felt the 
first day of the session. If we had adopted this 
course, I believe that our opponents, by this time, 
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would have been completely demoralized and 
disorganized. The result yesterday confirms this 
opinion. The ranks of the opposite side were 
routed before a six hours’ session had been 
reached. ‚I say to those who act with me here, 
that I have no personal feeling in the matter. Ido 
not care personally whether they organize or not. 
I can come here as many days as they can. If 
the intention is to go on as we have done; if we 
are to come here and sit four hours a day, and 
talk, vote, and go away, I can come here as 
long as any gentleman can, if my health lasts. 
Ido not think itis dealing fairly with the country. 
Aside from that, I care not what the House does. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As I said yesterday, when 
this matter was under discussion, the will of a 
majority of the House is its controlling rule, and 
will be; I care not how many such resolutions 
the gentleman. may proposes or how many the 
House may adopt, the will of the majority will 
govern us, as was demonstrated yesterday. Now, 
sir, I desire that the House shall continue in 
session; and I promise to continue here as long 
as the gentleman from Georgia, whether the res- 
olution is rescinded or not; but I say that nothing 
is to be gained by sitting here through days and 
through nights, without relaxation, with a view 
to starve members into a verdict. I hope, there- 
fore, that the resolution will be rescinded, and 
that the Clerk will then commence calling the 
roll for the election of a Speaker. I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. TODD. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the question of rescinding. I want to see who it 
is that will vote for the adoption of a resolution 
one day, and vote to rescind it the next. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. f 

The question then was upon the motion to 
rescind. 

Tho yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 112, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bingham, Boyce, Brooks, 
Broom, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Chafee, Howell Cobb, 
Comins, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Denver, De Witt, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edmundson, Liliott, 
English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller Gilbert, Goode, Granger, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Har- 
rison, Haven, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin. Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Me- 
Mullin, MeQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Murray, Nichols, Orr, Paine, Porter, Pringle, 
Reade, Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Robison, Ruttin, 
Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Simmons, Samucl 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stan- 
ton, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Vaik, Wakeman, Walbridge, Walker, Wat- 
son, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and 
Lotlicoffor—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Barclay, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Uenry S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Bufiington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Diek, Edie, Edwards, Emric, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Galloway, Giddings, Grow, Holloway, Howard, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lei- 
ter, Mace, Marshall, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peck, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Purviance, Quitman, Sabin, Sapp, 
Scott, Seward, Spinner, Stephens, ‘Tappan, ‘Fhorington, 
Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Wade, Waldron, Warner, Cadwal- 
ader ©. Washbume, Mibu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Welch, Wells, Wood, and Woodruff—85. 


So the resolution was rescinded. 

Pending the call of the roll—" | 

Mr. STANTON, when his name was called, 
said that, fearing difficulty in the election of a 
temporary Speaker, he should vote for rescinding 
the resolution. 


CHOOSING SEATS. 
Mr. QUITMAN. I offer the following reso- 


lution: f 

Resolved, That the members of this House will proceed, | 
at twelve o’clock, m., this day, to draw for seats, under the | 
direction of the Clerk. 

Ihave but a word te say in reference to this 
resolution, I expect for it the support of the 
Democratic party of the House, not because [am 
authorized to speak for them, but because they | 
are a party of equal rights. 
shall have the support of the outsiders of the | 
other parties, and, if so, we shall carry the resolu- | 
tion. 


I trust, also, that 14) 


Mr. ENGLISH. I would inquire whether the 
Speaker’s chair is included in the “ seats” men- 
tioned in the gentleman’s resolution? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the 
Clerk whether that resolution is in order? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not in 
order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. If the resolution is before 
the House, I move that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am a friend of equal 
rights, but I doubt whether the resolution of the 
gentleman from Mississippi involves that princi- 
ple. I have a pretty good scat now, and am afraid 
that under this equal rights resolution I might be 
transferred to the outer edge. 

Mr. MILLWARD. Mr. Clerk, I do not think 
that the resolution is exactly understcod in this 
part of the Hall, and I ask that it may be again 
read. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
again read, 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I would ask that the mo- 
tion to lay on the table be withdrawn. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Irise for the purpose of 
appealing to my friend from Indiana to withdraw 
his motion to lay on the table, so that those of us 
on the outside may have an opportunity of say- 
ing a word on the resolution. My friend ought 
to reflect fora moment, that we on the outside 
would like to have some chance of securing a scat 
as good as the one which he occupies. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I respectfully decline to 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. QUITMAN obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The motion is made that the 
resolution be laid on the table, and debate is 
therefore out of order. 

Mr. SHORTER. f call for the yeas and nays 
onthe motion to lay onthe table. [Criesof‘ No! 
we will vote it down without them !’’] 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
laid on the table. [Cries of ‘Call the roll!” 
“ Be quick !’’] 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The House proceeded to vote the sixty-ninth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 205; necessary to 
a choice, 103; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks reecived. .sssesegssessessaees 100 
William A. Richardson.... 
Henry M. Fuller.. sese sesso 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

James L. Orr. steree 

Benjamin F. Leiter.. 

Natbanict G. Foster., 

Richard C. Purycar.. 

John M. Sandidge. 

Jolm Williams. 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albrigit, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbeil, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaitee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rel, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, Harlan, 
fLolioway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Torton, How- 
ard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Mil- 
ler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, an 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, ‘Todd, ‘Tatton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washbume, Eilihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Cadwala- 
der, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, EMiott, English, Faulkucr, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Kelly, Leteher, finmpkin, Samuel S. 
hall, Maxweil, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mil- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuci_ A. 
Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taytor, Vail, 
Warmer, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V, Wright. 

For Mr. Fuiler—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Bus- 
tis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Lake, Lindicy, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, 
Purycar, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, 
Snced, Swope, Trippe, Underwead, Valk, Walker, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicofier. A 


I move that the resolution 


‘cries of ‘Give the name !”? 


i 
i 


H 
i 
| 
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3 For Mr. Pennington —— Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 
cott. i 
For Mr. Foster—Mr. Henry M. Fuller, 

For Mr. Puryear—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Sandidge—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

Previous to the announcement of the above 
vote, Mr. Penwninerton stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. KENNETT. 

The Clerk then again called the roll, and the 
following was the result of the seventieth vote: 
Whole number of votes cast, 211; necessary toa 
choice, 106; of which— ` 

Nathaniel P. Banks received sessrsssevesoars 

Wiliam A. Richardson. f 

Henry M. Fuller š 

Alexander C. M. 

James L. Orr 

Benjamin F. Leite 

Jonn Wiliams. 

Martin J. Crawtor 

Richard C. Puryear. 

Nathaniel G. Fost 

Alexander K. Marshall. 


So there was no choice.” 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campben, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatfee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert. B. Hañ, Harlan, Holloway, 
‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, TMugh- 
ston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nicbols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranakan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Toda, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wake- 
men, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
EHihu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodrulf, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale,. 
Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eiiott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letehcr, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
Maxwet, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William: Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Jobn P. Campbell, 
iste, Cox, Cullen, Henry Wiuter Davis, Etheridge, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
der K. Marshall, {umphrey Marshall, Millward, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Keady, Rivers, Willan 
R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Frippe, Underwood, Valk, 
Walker, Whitney, and Zoicofier, 


For Mr. Pennington~Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 
Scott. i 
For Mr. Orr—Mr. Vivans. 


For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler, 

For Mr. Crauford—Mr. Richardson. 
For Mr. Puryear— Mr. Faven. 

For Mr. Foster—Mr. Henry M. Futter. 
For Mr. Marshall—Mr Bayard Clark. 


Previous to the announcement of the above 

vote, the following proceedings took place. 
PAIRING OFF. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, I desire to get 
some information. There are some two or three 
gentlemen now absent. Has any gentleman on 
the other side of the House paired off with the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. TaLsorr?] He 
18 absent. 

Mr. MILLWARD. Mr. Clerk, as an Ameri- 
can, aad to preserve the honor and dignity ofan 
American Congress, L wish to make an exposure 
of an attempted disgraccful arrangement for the 
perpose of securing a Speaker of this House. 
A few moments ao, a gentleman called on me 
and offered, if I would vote for Mr. Banks as 
candidate for the Speaker’s chair, that [would be 
made the chairman of the Committee on Engrav- 
ing and Lithographing; and 1 take this method 
to rebuke the insult, as it certainly was upon my 
honor and integrity. [Great sensation, and loud 
“Who was the 
man??*] His name is Joun J. Prance, of Penn- 
sylvania; and I wish the gentleman to distinctly 
understand that the district which I. have the 


i honor to represent, cannot be bought or sold Like 


sheep in the shambics. 

Mr. BANKS. No such arrangement as the 
gentleman alludes to was made with my consent 
or knowledge. 
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Mr. PEARCE obtained the floor. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MeMvuLtLm} asks for-information in 
reference to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Taport.] - will state the case, because I want 
to-know whether there is any member here who 
has paired off with him. I wantto know whether 
sood: faith hasbeen. observed.. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TaLsorT] was.called home 
by what.he deemed absolutely required his pres- 
ence there, but, previous to starting he requested 
that I would pair.him off with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. [Cries of “Order! -$$ Sit 
down!” “© Wait for the exposure r] ; 


The CLERK. The. gentleman will bear in 


mind that his colleague is:entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PEARCE. took- the floor. - 

[Cries of “Sit down t’? * Order P? 

Mr. PEARCE. If gentlemen will be still for 
a moment, they will hear all that Ihave to say. 
Mr. Clerk, Lam not, and never have been, au- 
thorized by Mr. Banxs to make any such pledges 
as have been mentioned, cither to. my-colleague 
{Mr.-Mitnwarp] or anybody else. I saw my 
colleague a few moments ago, and I did ask him 
whether he would like to be the chairman of the 
Committee’ on- Engraving. and Lithographing. 
[Laughter.]: But I did not say that I was author- 
ized by Mr. Bangs. to say that, if Mr. Baaxs 
should be ‘elected, he would be appointed. the 
chairman of that committee. 

Mr. MILLWARD. I will ask my colleague 
some questions. Did you not come to my seat 
a moment ago and take me back of the screen? 
Did you not. ask me whether I had any inclina- 
tion to change my vote? Did you not ask me to 
vote for Mr. Banxs? I asked you the reason 
why I should change my vote? You stated, 
“ Because you will make a good thing of it.# 
Loananier | “In what way, sir??? “ Why, you 
will be made the chairman of the Lithographing 
and Engraving Committee.” Said I, ‘There is 
no such committee.” Immediately I came to my 
seat, and borrowed the Manual from Mr. W RIENT, 
{laughter,] and, upon reference to it, I found no 
such committee. reported; whereupon I asked the 
question of Mr. Humpnrry MarsnaLL, who 
was passing by at the time, who informed me in 
the affirmative; this being the case I was con- 
vinced of the sincerity of the proposition. I then 
went ont and heard what Mr. Pearce had to 
say further. J said, ‘How do you know I can 
be made chairman of that committee?” He re- 
plied, that he had had a conversation with Mr. 

ANKSs, and that he had assured him that any 
promise he made to me would be carried out. 

Mr. PEARCE. The gentleman did not un- 
derstand me. 

Mr. MILLWARD. You said as I have stated 
to the Elouse. : 

Mr. PEARCE. No, sir; the gentleman mis- 
understood me. I did not state so. [Cries of 
“Order!” “Hear him!?] T claim the right to 
be heard in reply to what my colleague has said. 
l deny what he has said. I positively deny his 
assertions. Fie has misunderstood me, 

Mr. MILLWARD. No, I have not, sir. 
There is no misunderstanding. The language 
was too plain. 

Mr, PEARCE. You have misunderstood me. 
From your own declaration it seems that you 
have examined the Manual and ascertained that 
there was no such committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLWARD. The gentleman mistakes; 
T said no such thing. I ascertained, on the con- 
trary, that there was such a committee. I appeal 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hum- 
rurcy Marsuan.] to state the conversation I 
had with him on the subject. * 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk, 
as I was passing, the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania asked me whether there was any 
such committee as the Committee on Engraving 
and Lithography? [Laughter.] I told him that 
there was,and I asked him why? He then made 
to me a Statement similar to the one he has made 
here. I told him that he ought to expose the 
matter. 2 

Mr. BOYCE. I would like to ask one question. 
T understand that the chairmanship of that com- 
mittee is a profitable one. Is that so? 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I would 
inquire of my colleague (Mr. Pearce] whether 


that conversation with Mr. MILLWARD was au- 
thorized: by Mi. Bangs? Was it -not-of your 
own accord? KS : : 
Mr. PEARCE: Certainly it wasi It was- 
more playful on my part than in-éarnest, but it 
has been made a serious mattér-of. I was:not 


my-colleague.. ee 
Me. FLORENCE; -How did the gentleman 


good place? `-There is such a committee, though 
I donot. know anything about it. [Cries of 
Order! “< Order!”’}: . 

Mr: MILGWARD: I desire to know if my 
colleague had any conversation with Mr. Bangs 
in relation to this matter? [Cries of “Order!” 
and grcat confusion in the Hall, many members 
standing in the area in front of the Clerk’s 


desk. : 

Me FLORENCE. I say it is disgraceful to 
our- State, sir, and to the gentleman who made 
the proffer. [Loud shouts of ‘ Order >and much 
iment a 

Mr. MILLWARD. Iagain ask my colleague 
(Mr. Pearce] whether he had not a conversa 
tion with Mr. Bawxs on this subject? : 

Mr. FLORENCE. There ought to be a com- 
mittee appointed to investigate this matter at 
once. E ehir, and shouts of * Order !’’] 

Mr. MILLWARD. Will you answer my 
question, Mr. Pearce? [Cries of “‘Order!’’ “ An- 
swor!” and great excitement in all parts of the 
Hall.) I ask Mr. Pearce whether he had or 
had not the conversation with Mr. Bangs that 
he told me he had, relative to this matter? 

Mr. PEARCE. I would like you to state 
what the conversation was. We disagree as to 
what it was. 

Mr. MILLWARD. You told me that Mr. 
Bangs had assured you that if I would vote for 
him he would give me the position you promised 
me. : 

Mr. PEARCE. No, sir.. I did not. 

Mr. MILLWARD. Well, I say you did, sir. 
(Shouts of ‘ Order !’* 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 did not. . 

Mr. MILLWARD. Had you any conversa- 
tion with Mr. Bayxs at all upon the subject? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 think we have had about 
enough of this. : 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
| [Mr. Mittwarp,] whether or not this is the only 
proposition which he has heard of as having been 
made, if not to himself, at least to other members 
upon this floor, to induce them to vote for Mr. 
Banxs? T would ask whether be is not aware 
of the fact that assurances have been- given. to 
some members of the Pennsylvania delegation 
interested in manufactures; that in case they 
would give their support to a certain gentleman 
in this House, whose opinions in reference to free 
trade have been expressed and are fully known, 
they might rest assured that the manufacturing 
interests of Pennsylvania, coal, iron, &c.,would be 
perfectly secure in his hands, notwithstanding his 
well-known opinions in relation to free trade ? 

Mr. MILLWARD. Ihave, sir. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Are there not other gen- 
tlemen who have heard the same thing? , 

Mr. MILLWARD. Iam not the only mem- 
ber who has heard it. 

Mr. PAINE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MILLWARD. I hope the gentleman 
from North Carolina will allow me the floor "in 
order to obtain an answer to my question. 

Mr. PAINE. Iwill give way for a moment. 

Mr. MILLWARD. . I insist upon an answer 
to the question whether my colleague [Mr. 
Pearce] had any conversation with Mr. Banxs. 
in reference to this matter? 

Mr. PEARCE. I have stated distinctly to 
this House, and I now repeat, that I have never 
been authorized by Mr: Banks, or by anybody 
else 

Mr. MILLWARD, (interrupting.) That is 
not’ the question. Had you any conversation 
with Mr. Banks? 

Mr. PEARCE. Jasked Mr. Banas if nothing 
could be done for you, particularly, and he told 
me he made no pledges. [Laughter, and cries of 
“Qood!” “ Cail the roll!?7] 

Mr. MILLWARD. But you told me, sir, 
that Mr. Banks said I should be made chairman 


‘authorized-by Mr. Banks to make any: offer. to 


know it was a good committee and would. bea | 


of the’ Engraving and ‘Lithographing Committee. 
[Loud cries of <" Order P p et 
: Mri BANKS. © T-desire to: saya word to: the 


“House touching its honor and ‘my: honor. -1 un- 
derstand: this: -matter’ better than anybody: else. 


No man has had: an assurance from me of ‘any 
kind whatever in regard to the’formation-of the 
committees, neither gentlemen from Pennsylva- 
nia, nor-gentlemen: from. any other: State in the 
Union. © I stand;‘sir, if Iam elected to the office 
for which gentlemen have voted for me to-day, 
and on days past; perfectly free to-do that which 
is right and proper for myself, for the House, 
and the country, and of that-I am- alone. the 
judge; and for what I do, I will be responsible 
to the House and the country. [Applause on 
the floor and in the galleries. ] : 

Mr. EDIE obtained. the floor. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mitwarp] has no right to 
make vague and general charges against the 
members of this House. If such pledges as he 
speaks of have been sought, I demand that the 
men shall:be pointed out. It is his duty to do it. 

Mr. EDIE. I desire to ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mirtwarp,] whether or not, 
in what he has said about assurances having been 
made to members.of the Pennsylvania delegation, 
he had any reference to me? 

Mr: MILLWARD. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr, EDIE. I am satisfied. vay 

Several Memsers. -To whom, then, did you 
refer? [Shouts of“ Order !’? and great confusion. } 

Mr. MILLWARD. I did not name any gen- 
tleman. I had reference toa conversation be- 
tween Mr. Covopr, Mr. CAMPBELL of Kentucky, 
and other gentlemen. [Cries of ‘‘ Order !”’ and 
great confusion. ] 

Mr. TODD. Then the gentleman has, given- 
this information to the House, and has implicated 
the honor of the Pennsylvania delegation upon- 
common, and idle rumor. I hope my colleague 
will hereafter be more riarded, and not suffer 
himself to bė used by others- for the purpose of’ 
casting imputations: upon his colleagues. We 
stand here, sir, as independent Representatives. 
of Pennsylvania, guided by our convictions of 
right me truth, and we ask no pledges, nor will 
we give any. We desire to do our duty, and in 
doing that duty we shall discharge it as intelli- 
gently as we can, trusting to the honor of the 
gentlemen with whom we act, with no false 

retenses and no false ideas on our part. 

ope my colleague will hereafter be careful how 
he tales in matters of this description, lest, in 
trying to drag down a man who is a candidate 
for an honorable position in this House, he may 
accomplish his own destruction and that of those 
who stand alongside of: him. 2 

Mr. MILEWARD. © In reply to- what my: 
colleague says about being’ guarded, I wish to 
say to him, and to every: other gentleman upon 
this floor, that Tam not to be frightened by being 
told to be guarded, as I hold myself. personally. 
responsible to any member of this House for 
what I may say. I cast no imputation upon 
any of my colleagues or any other gentleman, 
except upon the one who has been guilty ofthis 
offense; and that is Joun J. Pearce. Let the 
guilt rest where it belongs—upon the guilty. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. As the 
State of Pennsylvania has been referred to, and 
her honor somewhat touched in this discussion, 
I desire to say, on behalf of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, for whom we have 
been voting for some days, that I have frequently 
met him socially since I have been a member of 
this House, and have had many conversations 
with him; and while I admire his high and chiv- 
alric sense of right and honor, I want to say that 
I have never heard him, at any time or under 
any circumstances, make any remark of intima- 
tion which could be construed into a pledge. I 
have said to my colleague, [Mr. Miriwarp,]and 
to other members, that the interests of Pennsyl- 
vania were safe in the hands of any just and 
honorable member. of this House, and that no 
man having a high sense of right could so con- 
struct the committees as to strike down the in- 
terests of Perinsylvahia. I have placed, and I 
am willing to place, the interests of the Keystone 
State in the hands of the honorable member from 
Massachusetts, because I know him to be a gen- 
tleman possessed of a high sense of right. 
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I want to say further for my colleague, Joun 
Covope, that he is not hére to speak for himself, 
and I regret that this subject has been referred 
to in his absence. A good man, and a true man, 
I know him to be, and I hope my colleague will 
not refer to him until he shall be upon the floor 
of this House, and havean opportunity to defend 
himself. 

I wish to say, sir, that I have not sought col- 
lision or difficulty with any of my colleagues, 
and I trust and hope the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will be guided always by that sense of 
justice which will prevent him from making any 
observations in reference to an absent member 
of this House. 

Mr. MILLWARD. Iunderstood my colleague 

. [Mr. CAMPBELL] to say a moment ago that Mr. 
Covope had arrived. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. MILLWARD. And I supposed that gen- 
tleman was in the House at the time I used his 
name, or I certainly should not have given it. 
Axvexanper K. Marsnaru had asked the informa- 
tion, and I gave it to him. I said I heard Mr. 
Covone make the remark; and it was made in 
the public room of the National Hotel. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I mentioned that Messrs. 
Kunxex and Tyson had arrived; and I did not 
refer to Mr. Covopz. My colleague misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. MILLWARD. A mere misunderstand- 
ing, then, sir. 

Mr. PAINE. TI desire to say a word or two 
to this House. I do not desire to enter into any 
controversy in reference to the delegation from 
Pennsylvania. The honor of the gentleman to 
whom these promises were made was at stake, 
and the House ought to be obliged to him. A 
question was put to him by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Atexanper K. MARSHALL,] 
whether he had ever heard of any other offers 
having been made to the Pennsylvania delegation 
upon the subject of the formation of the coramit- 
tees of this House; and he replied by alluding to 
a gentleman who is not present. I can refer to 
a gentleman who is present; and that is the hon- 
orable gentleman sitting there, (pointing to Mr. 
Pearce.) I heard him say that he had assur- 
ances that Mr. Banks, if elected, would so con- 
stitute the committees of this House as to take 
care of the interests of Pennsylvania; and I can 
prove that fact oy gentlemen who, I dare say, 
are now in this House. The honorable gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Gippives] has stated. that 
he would vote for no man who would not pledge 
himself to carry out the resolution which had 
been passed. Mr. Banks subsequently got up 
and denied that he had made any pledge what- 
ever. I do not implicate Mr. Banxs in this mat- 
ter. I got up for the purpose of saying that I 
heard the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Pearce] state what | have already uttcred—that 
he had assurances that Mr. Bangs would see that 
the interests of Pennsylvania would be properly 
taken care of in this matter. 

Mr. PEARCE. F hope they will, and I ask 
the indulgence of the House 

Mr. PAINE. Did you not say what I have 
stated you said ? 

Mr. PEARCE. I did, sir; and I wish to say 
in what connection, and for that purpose I desire 
the privilege of making an explanation. I did 
make those remarks to Mr. Pare, and probably 
I said to other persons that I had assurances that 
Pennsylvania interests would he protected. No 
such assurances, however, came from Mr. Banks; 
and they had no connection with him. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a question. Whom 
did he get his assurances from? 

Mr. PEARCE. I was just going on to tell, 
and I will so explain the matter as to relieve my- 
self from this apparent difficulty. When I com- 
menced voting for Mr. Banks, and ceased to vote 
for Mr. Furrer—a gentleman whom F esteem as 
highly as I do any gentleman upon this floor— 
I was assured that Mr. Bayxs was a free-trade 


man; and my colleagues assured me that he was | 


a man of sterling integrity and a high sense of 
honor, and would organize the committees of thi 
House in such a manner as not to sacrifice the 
interests of Pennsylvania. Such were my im- 
ressions, and `I received them from my col- 
leagues. 


What the gentleman from North i 


Carolina [Mr. Pare] states is true. I have re- 
ceived assurances from my colleagues and others, 
that if we vote for Mr. Bangs, we would not ran 
the hazard of having the interests of Pennsylva- 
nia sacrificed. s 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. According 
to the statement of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. CaMPRELL,] Mr. Covope is absent 
from the House; and as there seems to be raised 
a question of veracity in this matter, I shall de- 
cline repeating any conversation until that gen- 
tleman is present. [‘*Right! right!”?] And, in 
addition to that, I wish to say to the House that 
the subject of conversation was the construction 
of the Committee on Commerce to suit the in- 
terests of Pennsylvania, and that conversation 
was in the presence of my colleague [Mr. Arex- 
ANDER K. MarsHatu] and of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ENGLISH. This seems to be a pretty 
family fight, as it stands; but as it is confined to 
the harmonious American party, I am not dis- 
posed to interfere with it. AH I desire is to 
record my vate for Speaker for one who is above 
all suspicion; therefore, I vote for Mr. Ricuarp- 
SON. 

Mr. FLORENCE. When the difficulty com- 
menced between my colleagues, | was about to 
ask a question in relation to——([Cries of “Oh, 
no! no!’’] It is in the nature of a personal 
explanation. 

Mr. STANTON. There is no question before 
the House, and I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. J am going to say what I 
desire, and I claim the right to do so as a priv- 
ilege which belongs to me as a member of this 
House. I refer to a transaction between a gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Tacsorr] and my- 
self as to the right of a gentleman upon this floor 
to vote. 

Mr. Clerk, Mr. Tatnorr, of Kentucky, was 
called home by a domestic affliction, and desired 
me to make an arrangement with some gentle- 
man who desired to be absent a week from this 
House, with whom he might pair off. A gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuarrex] had, 
during that same day, conversed with me on the 
subject, and I informed him subsequently that I 
had made this arrangement with Mr. TALBOTT, 
of Kentucky. ‘That gentleman, however, [Mr. 
Cuarres,] had the same evening received letters 
informing him that he would not be required at 
home, and might remain in Washington. He 
sent that note to Mr. Kersry, of New York, who 
was desirous of pairing off with some gentle- 
man. I desire to know now, whether Mr. Ker- 
spy has paired off with Mr. Targsorr or not. I 
understood yesterday that he had paired off with 
Mr. Tatsorr. Ifi had not had that impres- 
sion, I could have yesterday paired off Mr. Tax- 
sorr’s vote, having had two or three opportuni- | 
ties of doing so. Now Ido not want any cheat- 
ing round the board. [Laughter.] Idesire that 
the absence of Mr. Tarporr’s vote be neutral- 
ized, because he went away impressed with the 
idea that an arrangement for pairing off had been 
or would be effected. I only ask now, whether 
Mr. Keusry has paired off with him, or with 
some other gentleman? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. How does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fror- 
ENCE] expect the House to answer that question ? 
Mr. Ketsry is not here, and did not vote to-day. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I understand that Mr. 
Kersey is not here. But I desire to know from 
his colleagues whether they understand that he 
has paired off with Mr. Taxsorr, or with some 
other member voting as Mr.'l'atnorr would have 
done. If he has not paired off with Mr. Tar- 
BoTT, but with some other gentleman, then } will 
consider myself free to make arrangements for 
pairing off Mr. TaLsorr’s vote. It is due to me, 
to the House, to the country, and to the interests 
which I feel here as a Representative of the 
people, that Mr. Tansorr’s vote should be paired 


off, | 
€ i; nities yesterday to effect an arrangement about 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman from Ohio |) 
[Mr. Sranron] need not call me to order; I will |! 


Mr. STANTON and others. Order! Order! 


observe order without his interference. JI amas i 
good a judge of order as he is; and I will be 


heard here in behalf of the one hundred thousand | 
| generous people who sent me, and in behalf of |l 
| my own nights. Gentlemen cannot cry me down. 


| off with me, 


| 
t 
t 
t 


Mr. BRENTON. I could have given a satis- 
factory, reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Frorencr] long since; if he had not been 
disposed to say so much. I beg to inform him 
that in a conversation which I had with Mr. 
Kersey, he desired me to say that he paired off, 
and to take notice whether the gentleman with 
whom he paired off had voted. ‘That gentleman 
was Mr. Tauzort, of Kentucky. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. Allright, sir. 
much obliged to you. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 
Pending the same 

Mr. ELLIOTT said: I desire, sir, to make a: 
farther inquiry in respect to the pairing off of 
my colleague, Ir. Tarzort,] who is ona visit 
home to Kentucky to see his sick wife. I under- 
stood from the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Brtuineuurst] that Mr. Kersey had paired off 
with my colleague, [Mr. Burnetr,] who is now 
in Virginia, and not with Mr. Tatsorr, who is 
in Kentucky. I desire to know ifthatis so? [To 
Mr. Birumcuvrst.] I desire to know whether 
or not your understanding is, that Mr. Kersey 
has paired off with Mr. Burwerr? 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. Mr. Kexseytold me 
that he had paired off with Mr. Burnerr, of Ken- 
tucky. I beg, however, that the House will not 
prejudge Mr. KeLsey’s case, for rest assured that 
Mr. Kersey would do nothing dishonorable. 1 
can say here, and I presume 

Mr. BRENTON, (interrupting.) I have onl 
to remark that I had a long conversation wit. 
Mr. Kersey the morning before he left, when 
the fact of his pairing off was spoken of, and 
was the subject of discussion between us. M 
impression is, that he spoke of the person wit 
whom he paired off as being a member from Ken- 
tacky, and I think that he alluded to Mr. Tar- 
Bort. T only speak of that as being my impres- 
sion, Atall events, he paired off with somebody, 
and is not here voting by himself or represent- 
ative, 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It is true, Mr. Clerk, that 
during the day, on Monday, I did have some 
conversation with Mr. Fi.orencr in reference to 
pairing off. Itis also true that I did have con- 
versation with other gentlemen in reference to 
pairing off. I felt a necessity upon me, which 
was crushing me, to leave Washington and go 
home. But Í found no gentleman willing to pair 
In the evening, however, when the 
mail arrived from the North, I found letters re- 
lieving me from the necessity of going home. 
There was no longer any pressing necessity for 
my leaving Washington. At the same time, or 
a short time afterwards, I received a note from 
Mr. Froruncr, stating that he had paired me 
off with Mr. Tanporr, of Kentucky; but say- 
ing atthe same time that if I had made other 
arrangements, he wished: me to hand over the 
note to some of my colicagues who might desire 
to pair off. None of my colleagues, however, 
wished to pair off; but I knew that Mr. Kersey, 
of New York, did wish to pair off, and I thought 
it might be a kindness and favor on my part 
to him to send him Mr. Fiorencr’s note. 1 
found a boy and sent him with the note to Mr. 


Tam very 


| Kersey; but whether that gentleman ever received 


it or not, isa matter of which I have no knowl- 
edge. As for myself, however, there being no 
necessity for me to go home, I did not feci bound 
by the arrangement made by my friend Mr 
frorence; but in order to carry out the arrar 
ment to the best of my ability, I sent the note, 
as I have said, to Mr. KELSEY. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I would state in this con- 
nection, Mr. Clerk, that I was impressed yester- 
day with the idea, that as Mr. Kersey did not 
vote, he had paired off with Mr. Tarsorrt. 
Finding our vote thinning down, however, and 


| not understanding the reason of that phenome- 

i non, flaughter,] having been impressed all day 

i yesterday with the idea that Mr. 
hi 


TaLporr’s vote 


ad been paired off, I desired this morning to 
{had half a dozen opportu- 


ascertain the fact. 


this vote, but did not of course avail myself of 
any of them. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania allow me to interrupt him fora moment? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say that I am in pos- 


| session of a fact which I wish to state, in justice 
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to-an absent.man..._Mr. Tatporr rooms in. the 
same. house with me. A few moments before he 
left for Kentucky, he stated, to. me. that. he-had 
not paired off—that he-had endeavored to-do so, 
but could not; but that. the message which he had. 
received from his family imperatively demanded. 
at his hands that he:should return. He said that 
under the circumstances he regretted that he had 
to go, but that-he must do so. Lfeelit proper for 
me to make this statement here, so that no injus- 
tice may. be done to anybody. : : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I saw Mr. Tansorr after 
that, sir. Isaw him when he left. > : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. “Well, sup- 
posing you did; what about that? 

Mr. FLORENCE. And‘I made that arrange- 


ment for him. =” 

Several Memsrrs. With whom? : 

Mr. GROW. If my colleague [Mr. Fror- 
ENCE] failed to pair off the vote of a gentleman 
for whom he contracted to déso, that is his own 
fault. as 

Mr. FLORENCE. Let me ‘tell my colleague 
[Mr. Grow] that he is not to take my conduct 
into his keeping. 

Mr. GROW. ‘Of course not; I am not at- 
tempting to do so. 

r. FLORENCE. I am the best judge of 
what I ought myself to do, and I want no men- 
tor. If I did, I would not care to have the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] for one; 
though I am much disposed to accord a little de- 
pendence on my friend here. [{Laughter.] 

Mr, GROW. I am not looking out for the 
honor of Pennsylvania. [Langhter.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. The truth of the matter 
is this, that there has been a little mistake soma 
where; and I tell you, Mr. Clerk, that I am 
tetaliy watchful and energetic. panei 
Probably I was at fault yesterday; but that wil 
not occur again, that’s all. 

The Clerk continued the calling of the roll, and 
announced the result of the vote as above. 


EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
ask the indulgence of the House for one moment. 
XI am opposed to any further balloting for Speaker 
for the rest oftheday. [Loud cries of“ Oh, no Y°] 
There have been intimations made here which, 
in my judgment, reflect on the honor of one gen- 
tleman who has been voted for as Speaker of this 
House. [Cries of ‘No, no! not at all.”’} 

‘There have been charges made on this floor, 
which, if proved, would, Lam perfectly satisfied, 
unfit him for that position—charges which would 
forbid any man of honor, according to my con- 
ception of the term, to continue their support of 
him. These revelations are suspended for a 
time, in consequence of the absence of some of 
ihe members of the House; who have it in their 
power to implicate in these revelations certain 
other members, And, sir, there are other things 
that might be told; there are other revelations that 
might be made, which, if they are made, and if 
they are proved, as I have had intimations that 
they will be—— 

A Member. Give it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, I give it when I please, 
and not till then. I know when to speak, and 1 
shall not give it at the dictation of any member 
on this floor. I state emphatically, that if these 
revelutions of which I have had some intimation 
are made, and are proved, there is not one honor- 
able man in this body—unless I am grossly mis- 
taken—who would dare to record his vote for a 
man for whom the votes of gentlemen in this 
House have been recorded, and then go before 
his constituents with that record and these proofs 
before them. I therefore move that the ballotings 
of the House be dispensed with for the day, and 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to say but a few 
words before that question is put. 

The CLERK. ‘The Clerk must state that the 
motion to adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. GROW. But I should like to know how 
the motion to adjourn is before the House. I 
understood the, gentleman from Indiana to have 
the floor, and “He certainly has not yielded it for 
the purpose of allowing the motion to be made. 


Give it now. 


took -his seat, and it is. therefore. properl? before 
the House... : : : . 
Mr. MARSHALL... I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn, if the gentleman. from: Indiana 
desires. to speak. . ae z= a te 
= Mr. COLFAX. [think the time of the House 
could be. more profitably spent than in the ques- 
tioning and: cross-questioning that has gone.on 
this morning. ‘The gentleman from. Kentucky, 
and other. eee upon this floor, have this 
morning indulged in some dark and vague insin- 
uations-as`to: the character of. the gentleman for 
whom. I have.been voting for Speaker upon this 
‘floor; but that. gentleman on. this,.as on all other 
occasions, has triumphantly vindicated himself 
from the insinuations; like.true gold, the more 
he is rubbed, the brighter he shines.» And, sir, 
all attacks made upon his character, panoplied as 
he has. shown himself to be in an armor of recti- 
tude, will fall harmless upon his unstained eg- 
cutcheon. Sir, this House is not the place for 
the investigation of idle rumors of the bar-room. 
Sir, I might put questions to certain gentlemen 
upon this floor. All kinds of rumors have been 
current in this city. I, too, have heard idlerumors, 
but I have not considered this the place for their 
investigation, nor did I consider them worthy of 
serious consideration, and I have not therefore 
noticed them. * 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL.” I 
have merely to say, as to any impressions he 
may have received of me, that he is welcome ta 
ask me any questions he may choose, either as 
to bar-room rumors or any other rumors. 

Mr. COLFAX. I have no questions to ask 
the gentleman, nor have I heard any rumors in 
relation to him. 

Mr. MILLWARD. I desire to say, in refer- 
ence to the expression, ‘‘bar-room,” which the 
gentleman makes use of, that the room to which 
oe allusion was a public room in the National 

otel, 

Mr. COLFAX. Let me make my meaning 
piein. I have no questions to ask. I stated that 

had heard rumors. I did hear a rumor, which 
I did not believe, in reference to the distinguished 
Representative from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
LER,] for whom a portion of the members on this 
floor have been voting; but I did not feel author- 
ized in consequence to rise in my place and ask 
that distinguished gentleman whether these idle 
rumors floating on the wind were or were not 
true. 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Do I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Indiana entertains 
any suspicions as to the honesty of my course? 

Ar. COLFAX. None at all. I stated that I 
had heard an idle rumor, but that, like those 
made against Mr. Bangs, it was not worthy of 
notice in this Hall. 

A Member. What was it? 

Mr. COLFAX. I did hear it stated that the 
distinguished member from Pennsylvania had 
expressed the opinion that Mr. WHITFIELD was 
the legally elected Delegate from the Territory 
of Kansas. I do not charge it upon that gentle- 
man. Ido not say I believe it is true. I only 
state that there was an idle rumor floating about 
outside the Hall to that effect, showing thereby 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts is not the 
only one whose name has been thus used. 

Mr. FULLER. I have said nothing. I know 
nothing upon the subject of contested elections 
that would prevent me from examining them 
most fairly; and any rumor to the contrary is 
utterly false. I stigmatize as a liar any man who 
has given utterance to any such insinuation 
against me. 

Mr. COLFAX. I said before expressly, as 
I repeat again, that I believed the rumor was 
untrue; and I only adduced it to prove how use- 
less and futile were all these questions and cross- 
questions. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Banxs] had, as well as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLLeR,] heard nothing of 
these rumors before they had expression on the 
floor of this House. ‘They reccive an utter denial 
from them both; and if other rumors were brought 


| to the bar of this House for their adjudication, 


they would doubtless all of them be proved to be 
without the least foundation in truth. And, Mr. 


_TheCLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marsga] made the motion before he | 


Clerk, there is no reason, because of the existence 
| of rumors on one side or the other, that the bal- 
! loting for Speaker should be suspended. -Itis our 


duty-as intelligent citizens, as Representatives of 


those who. sent us here, to organize. the. House, 
and, disregarding all rumors, to -vote-in accordance 
swith our conyictions of whatisright..-Letus take 
the responsibility for.our votes... We are not re- 
sponsible. for-our votes.to any other than those 
who.sent us here, and at that tribunal I am-ready 
and willing to answer forall my acts. = > 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL ob- 
tained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Have Inotthe 
floor? a ius ein a 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has the floor. He yielded it to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr.Conrax] for the:purpose of 
explanation. D 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Clerk, Iwil state 
that, so far as I am concerned and those of my 
friends on this floor, we have asked pledges at the 
hands of nobody. I want no pledge... I stand here 
onmy rights, and place my entire reliance in the 


| justice of my cause. 


Mr..MARSHALL. I renew, Mr. Clerk, the 
proposition which I made and withdrew a moment 
ago, for the purpose of letting the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Courax] explain, that the House 
do now adjourn, in order that there may be proper 
investigation into: the charges which have been 
presented to-day, and with a view, too, of afford-. 
ing opportunity for the investigation of other 
charges which, in all probability, will, be made, 
of a deeper and. blacker character. - I shave no 
reference to any reports from any quarter. Ido 
not speak of the floating rumors of the day. I 
do not pretend to present them here as any reason 
why this bedy should now adjourn, with a view 
to their investigation. I speak and I refer to 
charges of a darker character than any which 
have been made. They have been made, and I 
trust that they will be made again, and that they 
will be either proved or disproved. 

` Charges of this kind, sir, are nothing new. It 
is no new thing for us to hear of propositions 
having come from. some quarter or another to 
gentlemen on this floor, and prominently on this 
floor. Has the House forgotten that not many 
days ago, the honorable gentleman from Ohio, 

[Me AMPBELL,] in declining as he did, most 
gracefully, and as I believe most properly, any. 
further contest for the speakership of the House, 
announced here, in the hearing of every gentle- 
man now present, that he might, perhaps, have 
obtained that high position. If I misquote his 
words, I am willing to stand corrected. He an- 
nounced that he could not continue that contest 
with hope of success, without pursuing a course 
which would have degraded him in his own esti- 
mation, and rendered him an object for the just 
contempt of his fellow-citizens. . I will not pre- 
tend to ask that gentleman, as has. been before 
done, from what quarter these propositions came. 

I know full well from where they came. It is 
palpable to every member of this House. It 
requires no great effort on the part of anybody 
to know it. It has been distinctly, but I think 
unnecessarily, disavowed by the Democratic 
party of the House. I disavow any such prop- 
osition, and I think equally without necessity, 
in behalf of that party with which it has been 
my pride to act. i : 

‘Who made that dishonorable proposition, that 
would have degraded the man to whom it was 
presented and equally degrades the proposer? 
Who made it? It was notthe Democratic party; 
it was not the American party; then who did 
make it? From what quarter could the proposi- 
tions have come? Who desired that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. CamrsELL] should give up 
his well-known opinions on the subject. of sla- 
very? Nobody could have asked him to do that, 
knowing how often he had advocated them and 
how well they were understood. Who desired 
him to give up his opinions of Americanism ? 
The only party that could have asked him that 
question was the Democratic party, or those who 
are aciing in bad faith with: the American party 
in this House—men who have united themselves 
to that party, in my judgment, on the same prin- 
ciple and with the same motive that a certain 
graceless scamp in Kentucky sought.a matrimo- 
nial connection. He said, when remonstrated 
with, that he wanted to marry for neither moncy 
nor love, but simply that he might disgrace the 
family. [Leuptiter| And that is the only reason 
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nary floating reports of the day, no reference to 
bar-room conversations; but I have reference to 
direct charges which have been made, which I 
believe will be made again, and of which, I have 
“no doubt, there is abundant proof—charges, I 
repeat, which if made and proved here, will pre- 
vent any honorable man, of any party, from con- 
tinuing to give his vote for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] Irenew my prop- 
osition to adjourn. $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
word in reply. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I withdraw the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, I had no idea 
of saying a word, but the remarks which 1 sub- 
mitted when I withdrew from the canvass have 
been repeatedly adverted to, and I have forborne 
to say anything by way of explanation, I do not 
how propose to go into any further explanation 
than is absolutely demanded by the allusion made 
to them by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The demand which has been made on me is 
predicated on an inference, and nothing more. I 
will now say, in reference to pledges, as to the 
construction of committees, that no member of 
Congress ever approached me and demanded or 
exacted a pledge. I will say, further, that I am 
glad it is so; for otherwise I should in all proba- 
bility have committed the sin, if it be a sin, of 
kicking out of my room any member who dared 
to so approach me. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Clerk, if 
there are any charges which can be made and 
substantiated here against the honorable and dis- 
tinguished gentleman for whom I have voted so 


I wish to say a 


many days, I should like to have them made now. | 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ALEXANDER 
K. Marsuarx] says, as I understand him, that 
there are charges which have been made, and 
others that can be made. Then I would say to 
him, most respectfully, let them be made now. 
‘What is the necessity for adjournment? He has 
not stated, I apprehend, that there are charges 
which may be made, without knowing distinctly 
what they are, and by whom they are tobe made. 

Sir, is it wise, is it well, is it fitting for us to 
adjourn or to take a recess upon such vague state- 
ments as he has made, net indicating in any way 
what the charges are or by whom they may be 
preferred ? 
nothing has been shown here, which impeaches, 
in the slightest degree, the honor of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mirrwarp] 
did state that some propositions had been made 
to him by a colleague. Thosc propositions, to the 
extent to which they were understood by him, 
are deni¢d by that colleague, and emphatically 
denied by the gentleman from Massachusetts, so 
that he is not compromised at all by anything 
which was said in that case. And so in regard 
to every specification that has been made. An 
attempt has been made upon the other side to 
injure and embarrass the cause of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts by insinuating or intimating 
that gentlemen upon this side of the House have 
been guilty of pairing off with more than one 
member upon the other side; and you see how 
that has terminated. It was all a mistake. 

Mr. MILLWARD (interrupting.) I deny 
that it has been denied by my colleague (Mr. 
Pearce] that the conversation which J related 
here took place between us. He has not denied 
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Mr. WASHPURN. I understand entirely 
what took place between the gentleman and his 
collcague. ‘Phe gentleman’s colleague stated here, 
. expressly and unqualifiedly, that he made no such 

proposition to the gentleman as he has stated. 

‘here may be a question of veracity between 

them; but f submit that nothing has been proved, 
cven against the gentleman on my right, [Mr. 
Prarce.] At any rate, Mr. Bawxs has stated 
here distinctly, and without qualification or reser- 
vation, that he has given no authority for any 


Surcly, nothing has been said here, | 


| interests of Pennsylvania, and pledged to consti- 


controversy, as. he will out of a'l controversies in 
this House, without any stain or blemish upon 
his garments. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Ihave 
not thought proper to make directly any charges 
here. Iam no lawyer; but when Í make a case 
at all I will do it completely, and I do not choose 
to make a case now, nor will I hereafter unless I 
shall be able to establish the facts which I shall 
bring forward. ` I am not able to state positively | 
whether I shall be able to do so or not; but, if 
certain gentlemen upon this floor will stand up 
squarely to what they have told me, I will prove to 
the satisfaction of every member here all [ shall 
charge, not upon the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] himself, but upon those who 
are advocating his causc in this House, and who | 
profess—as did the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Pearce]—to be acting by his authority. 

But, independent of anything that may be be- 
hind, there is a charge which has already been 
made before this House, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has given assurances to the Penn- 
Evian delegation that he will waive his own 
ideas of the true policy of the country upon cer- 
tain subjects, if they will support him. 

Mr. GROW. should like the gentleman 
from Kentucky to say who stated that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had given any such 
assurances. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I asked the question, and 
your colleague replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GROW. Which colicaguc? Ihave not 
heard any such statement. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then you were not list- 
ening. 

Mr. GROW. Yes, sir, I have been listening 
the whole of this discussion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If there is any disposi- 
tion to hear the charge made, I will make it my- 
self, because I heard the conversation between a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. GROW, (intcrrupting.) What I under- 
stood my colleague to say was, that he was satis- | 
fied to leave the question with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, relying upon him asa gentleman | 
of integrity, and that he never had any assurances | 
from that gentleman. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Youhappen to have two 
colleagues from Pennsylvania; one of them is: 
perfectly willing to leave the matter to the gen- ; 
tleman from Massachusetts, but the other is not | 
quite willing to trust the matter there. 

Mr. GROW. ‘Then I suppose he has an as+ 
surance on the subject. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Thope the gentleman will 
not try to turn me back. 

The CLERK. The time of the gentleman 
from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. KUNKEL. 1 have only a few words to 
say. This particular branch of this subject, 
after these personal explanations and difficultics | 
are out of the way, involves, as it has been put, | 
to some extent the honor of the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts; and certainly the honor of the 
State of Pennsylvania; because I hold that it 
would be as dishonorable for the delegation from | 
that State toask pledges fromthe gentleman from | 
Massachusetts upon the question of protection to 
its industry or any other interest as for that gen- 
tleman to give them. i 

The charge made here is, that the Pennsylvania. | 
delegation asked and received pledges at the 
hands of Mr. Bayxs in relation to the question 
of protection. That is the charge. Very well, 
sir. Now I will state all that occurred in regard 
to the matter. i 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Do not in- 
volve me in it, 

Mr. KUNKEL. Oh,! do not refer to my col- | 
league from the Berks district. The charge affects | 
only the sixteen or seventeen gentlemen from | 
Pennsylvania who have been voting for Mr. | 
Banks. A number of us were told some six or 
eight days ago, by a distinguished gentleman of 
the present Congress, not a member of this 
House, that Mr. Bangs stood pledged to certain 
interests in the State of New York against the 


to 


tute the Committee of Ways and Means with 
some reference to those interests in the State of 
New York. My ¢olleague from Schuylkill 
county [Mr. Campreii] and myself ventured 
the opinion that it was utterly untrue. Never- 
theless we went to Mr. Bayxs, taking with us a 
gentléman from the State of New York, a mem- 
ber of this House, and asked himthe question, 
whether any such pledge or assurance had been 
given? He responded that no such pledge or 
assurance had been given by him, or by anybody 
for him, and that he stood perfectly free and un- 
trammeled on thet question. Weasked no pledge 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and we 
have no assurance except that which results from 
the confidence we have reposed in him, and the 
knowledge that our interests deserve to be pro- 
tected. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Clerk, what a 
scene we are witnessing! Grave charges made 
before the country, and gentlemen shrinking from 
mecting them! A distinguished member from 
Kentucky rises in his place, and states that in 
case of an adjournment he will be able to determ- 
ine whether or not certain charges may be mado; 
and the friends of the gentleman implicated are 
interposing, and interposing with all their might, 
to prevent the time being allowed which is re- 
quired for the purpose of determining upon our 
course of action. In other words, the examina- 
tion that is suggested is resisted by those whom 
it is likely to aifect. 

Many Memzers. Not at all. * 

Mr. SMITH. I can only say that it is so un- 
derstood. If they are wiiling to refuse the few 
hours asked by the gentleman from Kentucky 
for this examination of their own proccedings, 
let them do it with all the responsibility con- 
nected with it. 

But, sir, what is the fact in reference to the 
case that has been brought to the notice of the 
House? The fact is, that one member upon 
this floor went to another to ask him if he had 
any particular objection to being chairman of a 
particular committee, and also whether he had 
any particular objection to voting for Mr. Banks. 
You all know what the answer was. The fact is 
unmistakable that a proposition was made to the 
gentleman to vote for Mr. Banks; and he was 
asked at the same time whether he was willing 
to be chairman of a particular committee. I am 
not going into this subject at length, but it is 
gravely alleged that time will develop import- 
ant matters In relation to the efforts to organ- 
ize this House, if an adjournment be permitted. 
Willit be denicd? I think those who are inter- 
ested in it ought to be the last to deny it. But 
we have here some curious instances of special 
pleading. The gentlemen from Pennsylvania all 
at once find out that the committee affecting their 
interests will be formed so as to suit their pur- 
poses, because the gentleman for whom they are 
voting is a man of high character. Of all roa- 
sons ever alleged for constituting a committec, 
that is the most remarkable. I should like to 
inquire how the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. KunkeL] knows that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] would abandon his 
ancient opinions—which are well known—for 
the purpose of protecting the particular interest 
of Pennsylvania? 

And the gentleman from Ohio has undertaken 
to explain the remarks which he made some 
days ago upon three subjects : his opinions as 
to the subject of slavery; his opinions as to Amer- 
icanism; and as to the structure of the commit- 
tees. He confines himself to the committces, and 
says that no member of Congress has propos 
to him to form the committees upon any parti 
lar basis. ‘* No member of Congress,” he says, 
most emphatically. Then, sir, the proposition 
came from those cutside of Congress. That con- 
clusion follows as a matter of course, for that 
gentleman weighs well his words, and understands 
what he says. When he says that propositions 
were made to him to construct the commitices, 
which would involve his own self-respect 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Chio, (interrapting.) 
The gentleman from Virginia does not quote my 
language correctly, and therefore, I cannot re- 
spond. If the gentleman will look back to the 
records, he will find what I did say. 

Mr. SMITH. {should like to have the re- 
marks of the gentleman. But the gentleman said 
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if he was required to give up his notion of sla- 


Very m i 
Mr, CAMPBELL. © The gentleman from Vir- 
_ginia is still incorrect. : 
. Mr. SMITH. 


I will only say that I will have 


the remarks of the gentleman here to-morrow. Ei 


move that the House do now adjourn... 

[Cries of «No, no!” and ‘Call the roll as 

Mr. GROW. -I ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to withdraw his motion fora moment. ` 

Mr. SMITH. I-cannot-do it, as L had prom- 
ised to move to adjourn at the conclusion of my 
remarks, ; 

Mr. GROW. Then I hope the motion willbe 
voted down. 

Tellers were called for and ordered, whereupon 
Messrs. WHEELER and THorineron were ap- 
pointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 67, noes 90. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia.. I-now. desire the 
attention of the House for a moment, in relation 
to what was said by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Camppext] the other day. The House will 
understand, from the remarks which I have al- 
ready submitted, and from what was said by the 
gentleman from Ohio, that there is some misun- 
derstanding between us; and with a view to avoid 
all possible mistake I have sent for the report of 
the gentleman’s remarks, and I will read them. 
He says: 

“J find, through the partiality of friends, that I. have re- 
ceived, in six of those votes, a higher number than any 
other candidate before the House; and in all the votes, a 
greater number than any other candidate of the opposition 
to the Administration. Yet, sir, it is obvious to me that it 
is impossible for my friends to succeed, unless I can per- 
form one of three conditions : to repudiate my well-known 

rinciplcs in reference to slavery ; my views on American- 
ism; or in some way, directly or indirectly, to make pledges 
with regard to the forming of committees which will 
amount to a sacrifice of my self-respect, and make me, in 
my Opinion, a fit object for public contempt. 

“Under these circumstances, and feeling that the inter- 
ests of the country ‘require an organization, and regard- 
ing those interests as paramount to every other consider- 
ation, I withdraw my name from the canvass. And in 
taking my ‘seat, I desire to return to the frietids who have 
shown so much fidelity to me, my sincere gratitude, and 
my. thanks to my political opponents who have given me 
evidences of their personal regard. My name is with- 
drawn.” 

That is what was said by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio. He now says to the House 
that no member of this House has made to him 
any such suggestion as is referred to by him in 
relation to the formation of committees. We 
can, then, come to no other conclusion than that 
such suggestions were made by those outside of 
this Hall; and the consequence is, that the policy 
upon which the committees are to be formed is 
to be shaped and urged upon members through 
outside dictation. It is in that way that the hon- 
orable gentlemen from Pennsylvania—directly 
interested in the iron business—are to be made 
satisfied in relation to this matter. It is in this 
way that the operations which have been referred 
to here have been carried on. 
investigated seriatim. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Smrru] allow me 
to say that I hope he will not intimate that such 
outside influences have been brought to bear on 
my colleague from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, itis idle to talk in 
this way. There is a gentleman, sir, — 

Mr. MACK, (interrupting.) I rise to a point 
of order. 

The CLERK. 
will please state his point of order. 

Mr. MACE. My point of order is this, that 
there is nothing before the House, and all this 
discussion is out of order. [Loud cries of Call 
the roll!?7] 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] is right in his 
point of order, there being no question before the 
ffouse. But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
*Saurs] has nearly spoken out his ten minutes, as 
itis. 

Mr. SMITH. I know, sir; but I have been 
so much inteFrupted, that I was unable to con- 
clude what I had to say. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

© Mr. SMITH. Trepeat, sir,—— 


Let the matter be | 


The gentleman from Indiana | 


| OWN position. 


| the death. 


Mr. SAGE, (interrupting.) ‘We object to 
your re pana ae : 
Mr. SMITH. Allow me, sit, to occupy my 


Mr. SAGE. . You have had your ten minutes. 
Mr. SMITH. Ihave not had my ten minutes. 
‘The CLERK. Within one or two minutes. 
“My. SMITH. -I know; but I shall ‘not Jose 
the time, of course, where I was interrupted. 
[Loud cries of ‘Call the roll!’”] 
“The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Smirx] will please remember that the gen- 


tleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] has raised a | 
_point of order, which the Clerk thinks is properly 


taken—that there being ng. question before the 
House, discussion is out of order: 

Mr. SMITH. Is that point of order pressed, 
or is it not? “i 

The CLERK. The point of order ‘being 
raised, the Clerk stated that the gentleman from 
Virginia cannot proceed without the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. The election of a Speaker 
is the question before the House, and debate is 
in order upon it for ten minutes each. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The rule adopted the other 
day does not allow a member to speak more than 
once on the same question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That is where another 
gentleman claims the floor. But here no person 
claims the floor from the gentleman froma Vir- 

inia. 
E Mr. MACE. My point of order is that there 
is no subject before the House. 

Mr. PAINE. | I rise for the purpose of making 
apersonal explanation. I find myself, Mr. Clerk, 
placed in a porition where I must take care of m 
words, for I see, from what I have heard since 
have been here, that it is necessary for every gen- 
tleman to be exceedingly cautious, not only as to 
the sentiments which he utters, but also that those 
sentiments shall be correctly reported. 

Sir, I find myself partially misrepresented this 
morning in the report of the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives. This misrepresenta- 
tion first comes to me in the columns of the Intel- 
ligencer. Out of great respect for the venerable 
gentlemen who edit that paper, I would have 
allowed it to pass by unnoticed, had I not found 
it also in the columns of the Globe. I believe 
these vencrable gentlemen are capable of giving 
me good advice, and when they represent me here 
as uttering sentiments, I take it for granted that 


they have but come to the conclusion that these | 


were the sentiments which I ought to have 
uttered. [Laughter.] But, sir, I am extremely 
anxious to preserve, as long as I shall remain 
here, the character of an independent Representa- 
tive, and for the purpose of preserving that char- 
acter, I have arisen to correct this misrepresenta- 
tion. 

In the few remarks which I had thc honor to 
submit on the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] yesterday, on the 
motion to lay that resolution on the table, I rose 
for the purpose of removing any appearance of 


|| consistency on my part, and stated that I should 


vote to lay the resolution on the table, but that that 
vote should not commit me againstthe resolution 
or express my opinion upon it, asit was with me 
only a matter of time. Sir, as soon as that reso- 
lution was offered—although we were not told 


| why we wore to devote ourselves even unto death | 


for the election of a Speaker—the gentleman from 


; Georgia hoisted the banner over us, and inscribed 


on it as a motto—‘ Dulce et decorum est pro patria 
mori;’? and I was willing to fight that matter to 
[Laughter.] I therefore desired an 
opportunity of preparing myself for the occasion; 
and I required not only to take counsel with my 
family and friends in this city, but I required also 
to take leave of them. I wish it to 


doors as to how I am to vote in this House. 
admit, sir, that I wished for certaincounsel at the 
time, but it was not for advice as to how I should 
vote, but that I might prepare myself for that 
final act, for I had not made my will; and I did not 


i| want to defer doing so till the moment when I 


should be in artieulo mortis. 


Mr. CUMBACK, (interrupting.) I object 


that the honorable gentleman, who is so intense | 


an American, should deal so 


profusely in foreign 
languages. [Laughter.] { i 


e under- 
‘stood hore tiiat I take counsel with no one out of 
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Mr. PAINE, (continuing.) T beg, therefore, 
to be set right on this point, and to say that it 
was not to take counsel with my family and 
friends as to how T should vote that'l wanted 
time, but simply that I might take leave of them. 


-{Loud cries of ** Call the roll!?"] 


‘Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I was putinto my 
seat, sir, under a question of order; and not for 
the purpose of allowing the gentleman to go into 
a discussion. _ 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Paine] rose to a personal explana- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH. And not to the point of order? 

.The CLERK. No, sir. À i 

Mr. SMITH. Then, I suppose the point of 
order has been abandoned. Am Tright? [Loud 
cries of <* Cali the roll!’ « Let us have a vote !”] 

Mr. McMULLIN. Lunderstand that the ques- 
tion of order raised upon my colleague [Mr. 
Sma] by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Mace] was this: that there was no subject be- 
fore the House, and that, therefore, my colleague 
was out of order. Do I understand the Clerk as 
having entertained the pont of order as raised by 
the gentleman from Indiana? : 

The CLERK. The Clerk did so entertain it, 
there being no question before the House at the 
time the gentleman from Virginia was speaking. 
Bnt till the objection was made, the Clerk did 
not conceive it to be in his power to make any 
objection. The gentleman, however, [Mr; Suivi, ] 
had.spoken out his entire ten minutes, within 
two minutes, when the point of order was raised. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire that this question 
of order shall be advisedly and correctly disposed 
of. Iassure the House that I am not desirous 
of consuming the time of the House unnecessa- 
rily; but if a gentleman raises the point of order, 
and if the Clerk entertains that proposition, that 
it is out of order for a gentleman to speak on the 
question which is before the House, to wit, the 
election of a Speaker, I shall take an appeal from 
the decision of the Clerk. Does the gentleman 
‘[Mr. Mace] insist on his point of order? [Loud 
cries of ‘ Call the roll? “ Let us have a goer] 
If the gentleman has abandoned his point o 
order, I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. MACE. No, sir, I have not abandoned 
it; I insist upon it. 

The CLERK commenced to call the roll. 

Mr. MeMULLIN, (interrupting.) It is due 
to the character of the House that this subject 
be acted on advisedly and understandingly. If 
the gentleman from ladies has abandoned his 
question of order, then I have nothing to say. 

The CLERK. Thee being no question be- 
fore the House-when the gentleman from Indi- 
ana raised his question, the Cierk decided that 
the yuestion of order was well taken, but it 
having passed away from the notice of the House, 
he thinks itis now too late to raiso it again. 

_Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I think the ques- 
tion is a very simple one. We are engaged upon 
the subject of the election of a Speaker, and I 
think that members have the right to speak in 
order, for ten minutes, upon any matter bearing 
upon that subject. It scems to me that is the 
question fairly before the House, and that we 
have the right to discuss it under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. MACE. If the subject of the election of 
Speaker is legitimately and fairly before the 
Flouse as a question to be discussed and stated, 
I beg leave most respectfully to move the previous 
question. {Laughter, and cries of “ Good!’’] 

Mr. SMITH. I have the floor. 

_ Mr. EDIE. I object to discussion unless it is 
in order. ; 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, I now pass from 
the discussion of the point of order, and come 
directly to the subject on which we are engaged. 
Surely it is competent for us to discuss matters 
connected with the election of Speaker, which is 
the business of the House. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I object to any discussion 
that is not in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must say that, inas- 
much as objection is made to any discussion, 
there being no question before the House upon 
which discussion can legitimately arise, in his 
opinion the objection must be sustained, and the 
genileman from Virginia ruled out of order. 
[Loud cries of ‘ Call the roll!) 
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'The House then proceeded to vote the seventy- 
first time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes, 211; necessary to a 
choice, 106; of which— 

Nathanic] P. Banks received..... 

William A. Richardson 

Henry M. Fuller 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

Benjamin F, Leiter...... c 

James L. Orr.. 

John Scott Ha 

John Williams......... 

‘Alexander K. Marshall 

Nathanicl G. Foster ..... 

Hiram Warner ........ 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Gumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, ‘odd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washi 
burne, Elliha B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barksdale, 
Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, | 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson, W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oiiver, Orr, 
Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samnel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Wiiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whit 
ney, and Zollicofier. 

a ‘or Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 
Scott. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Harrison—-My. Haven. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Warner—Mr. Richardson, 

For Mr. Marshall_—Bayard Clark. 

For Mr. Foster—Henry M. Fuller. 

Mr. READE. For the first time I find myself 
compelled to differ from my friend from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Paine.] He says he never con- 
sults anybody out of the House as to his conduct, 
not even his wife. Now, I attribute the distin- 
guished propriety of my conduct here and else- 
where [laughter] to the fact that I always consult 
my wife; and such is the confidence I have in 
the ladies generally, that I should be willing that 
those ladies should select the Speaker, if it were 
not that I am too young aman to occupy the 
chair, [Laughter.] Now, in order to give those 
who have wives an opportunity to consult them, 
and those who have not, an opportunity to hunt 
them, [a laugh,] I would move that the House 
do now adjourn, but adjournments are out of fash- 
ion, and so are recesses. To accomplish my pur- 
posc, therefore, I move that we take an intermis- 
sion until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, meridian. 

A Mrmgser. Why not move an adjournment ? 

Mr. READE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
the motion. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Moreanand 
Va were appointed. | 

The question was put, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 69, noes 97. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ; and it was disagreed to—ycas 92, nays | 

116; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. 


Oo eee cne see eee ne enee 


Task for tellers upon | 


I call for the yeas and l 


Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, Brooks, Cadwalader, John | 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell | 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry | 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott i} 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, He et 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison | 


Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, Kennett, Lake, Letch- 
er, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Mc- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millward; Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Scott, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Sinith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whecier, Whit- 
ney, Winslow, Jolin V. Wright, aud Zolicoffer—92. 
> NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee Edie, Edwards, Emrie, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Tan, Harlan, Har- 
rison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Tyson, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Pk eae Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—116. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


[Cries of ** Call the roll”? “Go on with the 
vote !’*} 

The House proceeded to vote the seventy- 
second time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 211; neces- 
sary to a choice, 106; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Bunks received. s.s.s 
William A. Richardson.... 
Henry M. Fuller........ à 
Alexander C. M. Pennington..... 
James L. Orr 


sees Bnew keene es ee eeee eeeens 


Alexander K. Marshall......-- 
John Scott Harrison.......... 
Benjamin F. Leiter... 
John Williams........... 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatce, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Plagter, Galloway, 


ee eerie 


Beene cena enn eens 


Stee ceneae 


sete ee mare ceneneeoeees 


Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Macc, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelion, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stauton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafion, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrufi, and Wood- 
worth, 

For Mr. Richardson—Messys. Aiken, .Allen, Barksdale, 


Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Fawikner, 


tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas E. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. 
Scott. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 
For Mr. 


Harrison, Moore, and 


Orr—Mr. Evans. 
Seward—Mr. Richardson. 
Foster—-Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
Marshail—Mr. Bayard Clark. 
Harrison—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Leiter--Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GREEN- 
woop and Trarron were appointed. 

The question was put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 103, noes 98. 
i Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
| on the motion to adjourn. 


Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, | 


Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- į 
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Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Pocock, Bowie, Boyec, Brooks, |! 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, and it was agreed to—yeas 108, nays 93. 

Thereupon the House (at three o'clock) ad- 
journed until to-morrow at twelve, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 28, 1855. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m: 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


‘Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Clerk, I introduce the 
following resolution: 

Whereas, it is apparent, under the existing differences of 
opinion in this House, that no organization thereof can be 
effected without some effort to unite all that agree on the 
doctrine of non-intervention, as asserted in the Kansas 
and Nebraska act, viz: that the’ people of the Territories 
shall be left perfectly free to regulate their own domestic 
policy ; and whereas, itis indispensable, to effeetan organi- 
zation, that all differences of opinion on other questions 
should be postponed, without compromise or concession 
on the part of any member voting for this resolution— 

Be tt resolved, That Wintram A. Ricmarnson be chosen 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, for the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress. 

I introduce that resolution for the purpose, if 
possible, of embodying the sentiments of mem- 
bers in regard to the doctrine of non-intervention; 
and for the purpose of relieving members of the 
American party from what they consider an 
insult, in regard to their peculiar position on 
collateral issues, outside of the doctrine of the 
Kansas and Nebraska act. If there be national 
men enough in this House to electa Speaker and 
organize, it is time that there should be a con- 
summation of so desirable an object. If it be 
true that the American party, which claims to 
be national, agrees with the Democratic party in 
sentiment on the doctrine of non-intervention, 
then its members can vote for that resolution 
without compromising a solitary principle which 
they profess; for the resolution declares that 
those questions are postponcd. I speak for my- 
self individually, because I have not consulted 
the Democratic party. I desire to make no issuc, 
at present, with the American party on the quos- 
tions of Catholicism and forcignisin. Iam will- 
ing to put them ahead, and let them be decided 
by the people in the future; with, however, the 
distinet understanding that I do not subseribe to 
the doctrines of the American party on either 
of these questions. It is understood that there 
is an irreconcilable difference between the Ameri- 
| can party and the Democratic party, so far as 
those two issues arc concerned. How else can 
we unite, but by postponing those issues and 
| agreeing on the great principle that the people in 
the Territories shall settle their own domestic in- 
stitutions in their own way? 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. When 
the gentleman from Georgia says that they agree 
on the principle that the people of the Territories 
shall be left to settle their domestic institutions in 
their own way, am I to understand him to assert 
that, in his opinion, the people of the Territory, 
in their ‘Territorial Legislature, may legislate to 
prohibit slavery? a 

Mr. SEWARD. These questions in regard to 
legal points are not properly to be considered in 
this House. [Laughter.] Hence we find a difi- 
culty; and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Foster] said the other day that the Kansas and 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


i| Nebraska act was a measure and not a principle. 


What I want to get at is a solitary principle. 


Whether the doctrine of squatter sovereignty in 


o 


ii the Kansas and Nebraska act is constitutional or 
i| hot, is a question to be hereafter decided by the 


‘court. Our business is to make laws. It is the 
business of the courts to construe them. If they 
are not constitutional, the courts will so decide. 
Therefore this is not the regular tribunal to settle 
the questions; but when they arise under this . 
act, and are presented to the courts, they will be 
settled. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would ask my friend 
from Georgia to modify his resolution by putting 
i inafter * regulating their own affairs” the words 
“subject to the Constitution of the United 
i States.’’ 
| Mr. SEWARD. I accept that modification. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
; the gentleman from Georgia, I desire to ask my 
‘friend from Kentucky [Mr. Humpursy Mar- 


| SHALL] a question, for he and I have been asso- 
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ciated together on many questions. I under- 

stand that he would have voted for the Kansas- 

‘Nebraska bill if he had been in Congress. I ask 

him how he construes it?  Dods he believe that 
the people‘have the right or not to legislate as 
to slavery?’ -As he is one of the friends of the 
measure, and would have voted for it if he had 
been: here; Lask him to construe itici." 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Will the 
gentleman from Georgia yield me the floor? 

” Mr. SEWARD: | F-will yield to hear what the 
gentleman has-to say. oies ; f 

. Mr. MARSHALL. .J have no hesitation, at 
the request of the honorable member, to state 
my opinion upon the point proposed, and I will 
here observe to the gentlemen present that, when 
stated, my position may easily. be understood 
by all men. -It looks the same way, North and 
South. I do not believe the Constitution has 
conferred upon Congress the power to prohibit 
slavery in the Territories by a legislative act. I 
do-not believe that the people of a Territory of 
the United States, through the Territorial Legisla- 
lative Assembly, and pending the Territorial Gov- 
ernment, possess the power to prohibit slavery in 
the Territory. -I believe that the territorial gov- 
ernment is the creature of Congress, and that the 
people who live in such a government must ne- 
cessarily abide by the limitations imposed upon 
it by the authority which created and sustains it. 
The institution of civil government in the Ter- 
ritory is the act of Congress; and, by such act, 
Congress declares how the departments of the 
territorial government shall be divided, vesting 
the appointment of some officers in the President 
of the United States, whilst others are to be ap- 
pointed by the people of the Territory—the latter 
power of the people being a grant from Congress. 
Congress might institute the government, and 
has done so, excluding the people from all parti- 
cipation in the choice of officers. I believe that all 
the powers the people of a Territory may exer- 
cise, Congress can exercise; and that such ee 
ple cannot exercise any more powers than Con- 
gress chooses to allow them to exercise; because 
the stream can never rise higher than the fountain. 
‘That is my position. - 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let me see if I under- 
stand the gentleman, 

Mr. MARSHALL. I now ask the honorable 
gentleman to state what is his position? Let us 

hear his opinion on these questions of power 

My. CLINGMAN. F will answer the gentle- 
man with a great deal of pleasure, but I want first 
to sce if I understand my friend. I will tell him 
my position in a moment. Do [understand you 
to hold that the people cannot legislate nega- 
tively, or affirmatively, on the subject of slavery 
under the Kansas-Nebraska bill? 

Mr.MARSHALL. Does the gentleman want 
my construction of that particular bill? Have 
not gentlemen settled the construction of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill among themselves? They 
say they stand upon its principles. 

Mr. SEWAR . {did not yield the floor en- 
tircly to these gentlemen, and must now claim it. 
{modify my resolution by striking out the words, 
“leaving the people of the Territory perfectly 
free to regulate their own domestic policy.” 

The Clerk then read the resolution as modified. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have modificd the resolu- 
tion for the purpose of obviating the difficulties 


that the gentleman from Kentucky seems to want | 


to throw in the way here in regard to the con- 
struction of the Kansas-Nebraska act. Every 
member of this House has intelligence enough to 
understand that whatever law might be passed 
by Congress, a variety of opinions would exist in 
regard to the construction of that law, and it is 
evident that we never can harmonize so long as 


gentlemen seek to produce division here by ask- | 


ing individual members their opinions in regard 
to the effect of a particular law. 
All I desire is to assert the principle of non- 


intervention, and to leave the question of the j| 


power of the people of the Territories to legislate 
so as to establish or prohibit slavery where it now 
is, to be settled hereafter. If thc American party 
are national on this subject, they arc opposed to 
agitation, and want the slavery question taken 
out of Congress. In other words, if they want 


this Government to take its hands off-the institu- | 


tion of slavery, and to restore peace to the coun- 
try, let them come up and show it by voting for 


| this resolution. The. Democratic party. do ‘not 
| desire agitation upon. this subject. “The question 
must be settled somewhere, either. by the people 
or by the Federal Government. If the question 
is to be settled by Congress, and decided against 
the South by a majority from the North, the Gov- 
ernment will be endangered and the Union cannot 


| be perpetuated. Here “is a -common platform, 


upon which we can all stand.. It says that the 
uestion shall be taken out of the*halls of the 
ational Legislature, and that the Government 
shall not-interfere with it. When we do that we 
shall have peace, and tranquillity willbe restored 
to the country... 

Mr. BOYCE, Lapprove of. the spirit of. this 
resolution, though I think it might have been 

‘more judiciously worded. Here we have been 
for a month engaged. in a vain struggle to elect a 
Speaker, and at the present time we appear, as far 
as we can judge, to be no nearer that conclusion 
than we were at the beginning. It seems to me, 
then, that the time has come when we should 
begin to take our latitude and longitude, and see 
where the land lies, and if there isany probability 
of an organization of the House upon a conserva- 
tive basis. 

In the remarks which I shall make, I do not 
wish to be considered as compromising the Dem- 
ocratic party atall, because I consider that I have 
an individuality apart from the Democratic party. 
I act with it when I approve of its course; when 
I do not, I act for myself.. I belong to the Cal- 
houn wing of the Democratic party. Ido not con- 
sider mysclf as bound by the action of the Demo- 
cratic caucus, or asin any way subject to the dicta- 
tion of the party. I say this much, that the Demo- 
cratic party may not be compromised by what I 
may say; and | would add, that in the course 
which I shall recommend, I shall not do it because 
of any indifference to Mr. Ricnarpson, who has 
hitherto been voted for by the Democratic party. 
If I had had my choice of all the members of this 
House, he would have been my first choice for 
the honorable position of Speaker. 

With these preliminary remarks, I go to the 
main question—the organization. What is it 
that prevents an organization of the House? 
There are three parties here, neither of which has 
a majority of the whole number of votes. That 
is what prevents it. That party which votes for 
Mr. Banxs, if I understand it correctly, repre- 
sents the extreme anti-slavery fecling of the 
North, because, as T consider that Mr. Bangs oc- 
cupies that position, I infer that those who vote 
for him agree with him in that position. Mr. 
Banks, if I understand him correctly, is acting 
with and is supported by that party in Massa- 
chusetts which repudiated Mr. Gardiner, and 
elected Mr. Rockwell as Governor of that State, 
because Mr. Gardiner did not go far enough in 
the anti-slavery crusade, he having vetoed what 
is known as the personal liberty bill. Mr. Banxs 

i himself told us the other day that he represents 
the most anti-slavery district in the United States. 
If that be true—and I suppose it is, as he himself 
asserts it—it follows that Mr. Bayxs is the most 
anti-slavery Representative upon this floor, for 
Representatives are usually but a reflection of 
their constituents. 

Again, Mr. Banks is sustained upon this floor, 
and in the preliminary caucus of those who sup- 
port him, by the vencrable member from Ohio, 
Ente. Grppines,] whose ultraism upon the subject 
of slavery has become historical; and I consider 
all those who support the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as identified with him [Mr. Gipprves] 
fin his extreme opinions upon the subject of 
slavery. 

Again, the other day, when I interrogated Mr. 
Banxs in reference to certain specific matters— 
not matters of abstraction, but matters which will 
come before the House during the present session 
for their determination—what did he do? He de- 
clined to answer. He took shelter behind what 
he considered to be the example of Mr. Rucu- 
arpson. But I hope, if Mr. Bangs takes Mr. 
Ricwarpson for his example, he will not, like 
some artists who paint from the masters of an- 
tiquity, imitate his defects, but rather his good 
qualities. I- only asked him questions in rela- 
tion to’subiects which will probably come up for 
legislation before this Congress; and from his 


declining to answer, Í had the right to assume that 


|i if he had -scen fit to answer, he would have. an- 


swered in the affirmative upon each one of those 


‘questions. I had a right to: présume that those 
I who sustain him represent his extreme opinions: 


There are two other parties here—those who 
support Mr. Furrer, and those who support 
Mr. Ricuxrpson. ‘Upon this subject of slavery, . 
what position, do they occupy? Mr. RICHARD- 
sow. stand#@ upon the Kansas-Nebraska. bill; Mr. 
Furrer upon the position of abiding by existing 
legislation, and discouraging agitation upon the 
subject of slavery. Practically, so far as the or- 
ganization of this House is concerned, those two 
gentlemen occupy the same: position. Between 
their position, and the position peeves by Mr. 
Banxs, there is an impassable gulf. What, then, 
follows? It follows that those who vote for 
Messys..Ricnarpson and Furier—if they are 
in earnest, and I presume that they are—having 
a majority here, can organize on a conservative 
basis. It would seem to follow, too, that Mr. 


‘Bangs cannot be elected Speaker of this body. 


The majority of this House differ from that gen- 
tleman upon this important question of slavery, 
supposing the scattering vote to be equally divi- 
ded of this paramount question. 

The next conclusion is, that the conservative 
men of this House—by which I mean those who 
support Messrs. Ricwarpson and Funier, and 
certain of those who do not vote for either of the 
three prominent candidates, but scatter their 
votes—the conservative men of the House can 
organize the House if they will vote. together. 

Well, sir, if they have the power to do it, is 
it not their duty to do it? Why, then, shouid 
they not do it? I suppose I shall be told that it 
may be injurious to party. This cry of oe 
has too often been the bane of republics. Party 
is a good enough thing in its place, but country 
is not to be sacrificed to party. Let us forget 
party for the day, throw off the shackles and 
paraphernalia of party, and for once assert our 
full freedom. I would adhere to party if it were 
for the good of the country. But what is the 
first great duty which rests upon us as members 
of this House? It isto organize this House upon 
a conservative basis. That is our first duty; and 
shall we be driven from it because we fear that 
the prospects of this or that party, at some fu- 
ture time, may be injured by our course now? 
Ttrust not. Itseems to me, then, that these two 
parties should withdraw. their candidates, as 
party candidates, and that every man should 
come into this Hall at liberty to vote for whom- 
soever he chooses, without regard to party. I 
am willing to vote for any man, North or South, 
without regard to this secondary consideration— 
Native Americanism—provided he is entirely re- 
Liable upon the slavery question, and will organize 
the committses on a conservative basis. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. The res- 
olution which lies on your table, Mr. Clerk, pre- 
supposes an identity of opinion among those 
who shall vote foritsadoption. The intent of the 
mover [Mr. Sewarp] was to make an assertion 
in favor of a “solitary principle’’—to use his own 
language—to wit: the principle of non-interven- 
tion as declared inthe Kansas-Nebraska bill. 1 re- 
spectfully ask that gentlemen on the other side of 
the House will define what is the principle ‘as de- 
claredin the Kansas-Nebraska bill ? 

The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,] 
who addressed the House a few moments since, 
says the question of power, es declared by ihe 
Kansas-Nebraska bill,—I mean the power of the 
people of the. Territory pending the territorial 
government,—is a question not for this House, 
but for the judicial tribunals—that Congress legis- 
lates by that bill so as to leave that question in a 
condition for the courts to take hold of it, in 
such shape, manner, and form as it may assume 
under the varying circumstances under which it 
may arise before the courts. But, if this is non- 
intervention, what principle does. the bill assert? 
That Congress will not legislate on the question 
of the domestic institutions of the Territory, or 
that it has no power so to legislate? That Con- 
gress, not possessing the power, yields it to the 
people of the Territories, or declares the power to 
be with them inherently and originally? What 
is covered, as a principle, by this phrase ‘ non- 
intervention,” as declared by the Kansas-Nebraska 
bi? What I want before 1 vote on such a reso- 
lation as this is, that gentlemen shall define the 
principle they intend to assert, and not attempt to 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 1, 1856. 


define their principles by reference to an act of Con- 
gress, which, as we have scen, is interpreted at 
the North one way by their own party, and, as 
we believe, at the Bouh, as exactly the converse 
‘of ‘the northern construction. 

‘We have heard it stated here that the Demo- 
erats of the North have advocated the principle 
of non-intervention, as declared by the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, because they urged before the 
people.that it was the best anti-slavery measure 
that could be adopted, and was the very surest 
mode “to secure Kansas to freedom,” to use 
their own phrase. Do the Democrats from the 
slavebolding States admit this to be the principle 
and effect of the Kansas-Nebraska bill? If 
they do not, then ict us know what is the principle 
declared in that bill in this regard, or at least what 
they understand it to be, before we record our 
names as ready to assert it forever. Has that 
bill left the question of “squatter sovereignty” 
untouched, wnasserted; or has it declared it to 
exist; or has it referred it to the courts without 
an expression of Opinion as to its limitations, 
extent, existence, or non-existence? Let us un- 
derstand each other clearly, and let us assume 
our positions candidly, Ih which of the posi- 
tions men may and do take as to the true mean- 
ing and principle of that bill am I to understand 
that the Democratic party of this House means 
to exhibit itself? 

But again: the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) -You say that 
the doctrine of non-intervention in regard to 
slavery is a sectional question? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I never said so. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understood you to have 
said so. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Notatall. ButI do say 
that if we are not to have a sectional organization 
here, there should not be a proposition to organ- 
ize this House on the Nebraska bil. And Tsay 
that because you propose to do that to which 
you know the whole sentiment of the Republican 
side of the Chamber is in antagonism, you would 


organize the House on a sectional question; for į 


you propose to plant yourself on a measure which 
is now a law, and your very position keeps 
awakened all the sectional animosities which the 
past has engendered. Add to this, that when we 
ask your side of the House what it means by the 
principles of the Nebraska bill, the North answers 
us one way, but the South is as silent as the 
tomb. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Clerk, I want to 
answer the question of my friend on the right, 
(Mr. Humpurey Marsnaxy;] but I must first see 
whether I misinterpret his position; I will then 
know whether I agree with him on it or not. 
He says he would have supported this Kansas- 
Nebraska bi, and that it is his opinion that, 
under it, the people have no right to legislate on 


specific, and-all friends can unité in favor of: the 
measure. Now, the gentleman the other. day 
condemned our resolution indorsing the Nébraska 
bill, because it was sectional. How could a res- 
olution indorsing it be sectional, if the measure 
itself was proper and national, as headmits him- 
self, and also constitutional? It could only be 
sectional on the principle that it excludes sectional 
men from it, like the Constitution of the United 
States itself... To say that a measure is constitu- 
tional and right, and therefore national, and yet 
that a resolution approving that measure is sec- 
tional, is an absurdity. 

But the gentleman asks me how I stand upon 
this question. I will tell him very frankly. I 
have no doubt that there must be a power to legis- 


j late over the Territories in regard to slavery, 


unless that power be taken away by an express 
provision of the Constitution of the United States. 
Whether that power exists in Congress or in the 
people of the Territories I do not now propose 
to argue. Iam rather inclined to think with my 
friend, [Mr. Humeurey Marsuaut,] that Con- 
gress, upon a fair construction of the Constitution 
and the existing precedents, has within itself the 
right of legislation over the Territories with refer- 
ence to the subject of slavery, and that therefore, 
under the Kansas-Nebraska bill, that power was 


| transferred to the people, as far as we could trans- 


fer it under the Constitution of the United States. 
But even if, on the other hand, it should be held 


the subject of slavery. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Allow me to interrupt the 


gentleman. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Well? 


Sewarp] proposes that, in order to secure the 
organization of this House, by a union of persons 
agreeing in the principle of ** non-intervention, as | 
declared by the Kansas-Nebraska bill,” we shall | 


that Congress has no power over the question, 
then the bill was a sufficient disclaimer on our 
part; so that gentlemen entertaining either opinion 
could well unite in its support. I have no doubt 


postpone our differences upon other subjects. 
Now let me suggest to that gentleman, that 
when he indicated a desire to harmonize by 
postponing the difficulties on other subjects, he 
ought to have inserted in his resolution the name 
of Mr. Funier instead of that of Mr. Ricrrarp- 
son; because, even upon those other subjects, 
there can be no doubt that there is a large ma- 
jority in this House feeling as Mr. Furrer feels, 
and not as Mr. Rrenarpson or the gentleman 
[Mr. Sewarp] feels. It seems to me, therefore, 
when the gentleman proposes to postpone these 


other subjects in order to effect an organization, | 


it would have been a little more magnanimons on 
his part to have respected the sentiment of the 
majority of the House in reference to American- 
ism, by giving the Chair to a gentleman whose 
conceded sentiments on these deferred questions 
were in consjstency with the known scntiments 
of the majority of this Chamber. 

But what does the gentleman propose? He 
proposes. 

Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 


tleman from Kentucky allow me to ask hima | 


question ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I have not tinfe now. 

Mr. SEWARD. I yielded the floor to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, what is the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SEWARD. Are there enough of mem- 
bers of the American party, assenting to the 
principle of non-intervention, to make a majority 
in favor of Americanism ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do not know; I cannot 
tell. We have never polled the House on the 
question. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, I hope you will. 


Mr. MARSHALL. We understand that, on, 


the subject of the naturalization laws, and on the 
other doctrines of Americanism, there is a large 
majority in this Hall. The difficulty in our way 
is this sectional question. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Srwarp] proposes a combination 
between all who agree on the principle of non- 
intervention, as declared inthe Kansas bill, post- 
poning our differences on the doctrines of Amer- 
icanism. If the olive branch of peace and concord 
is at length to be extended, should we not remem- 
ber that on the deferred questions the wishes of a 
anajority of the House, composed of yet other and 
different elements, ought likewise to be consulted? 


7 


Mr. MARSHALL. When the gentleman puts 
in my mouth the sentiment that I would have 
supported the Kansas-Nebraska bill, I suggest to 
the gentleman that he goes too far. Upon prin- 
ciple, there are many points of that bill to which 
I would have objected; and I want to know what 
principle itis to be understood as asserting. The 
gentleman has already heard my principle declared 
openly and above-board. Ucthim, then, address 
himself to my principle as asserted, and not to 
what vote I might have given on the bill; and 


let him come out with his principle as plainly as | 


{T do, and cut himself loose from the bill. 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. Twill do that sufficiently 


for the purpose of letting the gentleman know | 


where lam. I understand him to say he would 


have voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and he | 


tells us to-day that he understands the principle 
of the Constitution to be, that the people of the 


ates Te i 
Territories cannot exclude slavery, and that || 
i shall pass laws to protect slavery. 


under that bill the people of Kansas and of Nc- 
braska cannot exclude it. o 
man is a friend of the bill in that particular—I 
mean in regard to non-intervention as to the 
slavery question as far as it is embraced in the 
bill. 
since he says he would have voted for the bill in 
spite of these ‘‘ other points.” 


ently from him. 
docs the gentleman stand? He is a friend to the 


Constitution of the United States, but if there |) g v 
i I voted for the bill withoutregard to whether the 
; courts would hold that or the other construction. 


should he a resolution introduced approving it, 
he says he cannot vote for that resolution, be- 
cause there may be gentlemen on the oiher side 


of the House who, while approving the Consti- | 


tution, do not construe it as he does. And on 
the same system of reasoning, if some gentleman 
should introduce a resolution declaring our be- 
lief in the Bible, and that it is the word of God, 
he, forsooth, would object to that resolution, be 


cause there are people in the North who do not | 
construe it as he does, though he might admit : 


passed in accordance with it,im which certain 
principles are embraced, then you have something 


Therefore the gentle- i! 


I do not care about the other points at all, ! 


But the gentle- | 
man says he is opposed to this resolution, be- į 
cause there are gentlemen on the other side of | 
the House whe construe the Kansas bill differ- | 
Well, now, in what position i| 


, bition, of slavery. 
| of my mind is the other way. 
| people of the Territory may, under that act, either 
| prohibit or establish slavery; and my impression 


myself that the recent legislation of the people 
of Kansas under this bill is valid legislation. In 
other words, I have no doubt that, under that 
bill, the people of the Territory have a right to 
Pasa laws protecting slavery, if they choose to 

o 80. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. How 
about prohibiting it? i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam going toanswer that 
question. With respect to the matter of the peo- 
ple of Kansas prohibiting slavery, my opinion is 
this: if it werea new proposition I admit I might 
go with my friend, [My. Humprurey Marsvary;] 
but we have had so many precedents in the action 
of Congress, and in the decisions of the courts, 
that I have no inclination to dispute them. In 
other words, I say this: that I have no doubt 
the people of the Territories might decline to pass 
laws protecting slave property. I know of no 
provision of the Constitution which says they 
If they de- 
cline to pass laws for that purpose, then you 
leave the matter as it was prior to the organiza- 
tion of the Territory—justasif no law existed on 
the subject. The inclination of my mind is, that 
under that act the people of the Territory may 
protect or prohibit slavery; but I shall submit to 
the decision of the courts whenever they shall 
give an opinion. : 

As it is clear that the people may decline to act 
at all, and thereby leave slave property unpro- 
tected, so itis rather the inclination of my mind, 
I repeat, that if the people of the Territory pass 
an act prohibiting slavery, thatact would be valid. 


They may decide that the people have a right.to 
legislate for the protection, but not for the prohi- 
As I stated, the inclination 
I believe. that the 


is, that that will be the construction which th 
courts will give toit. ni 
Mr. KNIGH I think that we are consuming 


i time unnecessarily in this matter, and that we 


ought to proceed to vote. I therefore move to 


i lay the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
1 [Mr. Sewarp] on the table. 
Constitution of the United States, or to a law} 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 


I appeal to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to wit 


draw that 


' motion. 
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The CLERK.: No. debate is in order upon the 
motion... i Lii 

“Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Task the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to withdraw the 
motion to lay on the table to enable me to move 
to amend. that resolution. 7 
Mr. SMITH, of. Virginia, obtained-the: floor. 

Mr. KNIGHT. 1 will-withdraw ‘the motion 
to allow the gentleman from Kentucky. to -offer 
his amendment, Done : ele 

The CLERK. Then the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Smirnu] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr: SMITH. T-have but few words to say 
upon the'subject. > f 

Mr. KNIGHT.. The gentleman. will excuse 
me, but I have not withdrawn the motion to lay 
on the table, except for the purpose of enabling 
the gentleman from Kentucky, to submit his 
amendment. If that gentleman is not entitled to 
the floor, I must insist upon my motion. 

Mr. SMITH. Why the gentleman withdrew 
his proposition unqualifiedly, and I have the floor 
upon the resolution.. How could he renew it? 

Mr. KNIGHT. Oh, no; certainly not. Tonly 
withdrew. it fora certain purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [My.. Humenrey MARSBALL] 
having occupied the. floor for ten minutes, under 
the rule, could not be entitled to it again so long 
as any other gentleman desired to speak. 

Mr. BOCOCK. ‘That is very true; but he 
could occupy it for the purpose of submitting an 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I say he would not be entitled 
to the floor upon the resolution; and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania having withdrawn the 
motion to lay on the table, the floor passed to the 
gentleman from Virginia, and it could not be 
taken from him to renew the motion. 

The CLERK. It is true that the gentleman 
from Kentucky, having occupied his ten minutes, 
could not claim the fioor to debate while others 
desjred the floor; but he had the right to submit 
an amendment if he could get the floor for that 
purpose. The Clerk understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion only 
conditionally, and he thinks, under the circum- 
stances, it is his right to renew it, 

Mr. SMITH. Dol understand the Clerk to 
decide that the gentleman from Pennsylvania can 
take the floor from me to renew his motion to lay 
on the table? 

The CLERK. The Clerk decides that the 
motion to lay on the table is pending. 

Mr. SMITH. The motion to lay on the table 
was withdrawn by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. He made the motion and took his seat. 
He then withdrew it for certain purpose, as he 
stated. But, sir, I was entitled to the floor; I 
was recognized by the Clerk; and he announced 


to the House my recognition; I have not yielded | 


for the gentleman to renew the motion; and how 
does he get the floor to make the motion? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had the right to renew 
the motion under the conditions on which it was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I propose to obviate the dif- 
ficulty in which gentlemen seem involved. It is 
very evident from the speech of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsuatt,] that we cannot 
harmonize upon that resolution. l beg leave, 
therefore, to withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
withdrawn, 

pones of “ Call the roll ”] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I renew the reso- 
lution just withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. KNIGHT. 
upon the table. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman certainly now 
has not the floor to make that motion. . 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Samira] has the floor, and is entitled to it 
until his ten minutes expire. : 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman from Virginia 
to allow me the floor for a moment to propose an 
amendment to his resolution, so that the gentle- 
man may have an opportunity to speak, both to 
the resolution and the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH. I will give the gentleman an 
opportunity to offer his amendment. But I can 
neither yield the floor nor proceed myself until 


I move to lay the resolution 


[i 


| conflict with it. 


order has been restored ;and the gentlemen stand- 
ing in the area before me have taken their seats. 
[Cries of “ Down in front!’’] aes 

After a pause, in which the Clerk succeeded 
in restoring order, 

Mr. S. proceeded... Mr. Clerk, I rise for the 
purpose of uttering upon this: floor a sentiment 
which Ihave. often expressed during my various 
canvasses in Virginia, to wit: that the Missouri 
compromise was a violation of the Constitution 
of the United States... That is my oft-repeated 
opinion, nor does the Kansas and Nebraska bill 
Nor does the fourteenth section 
of that act in any wise delegate to the people of 
the Territories'a right which does not exist in 
this Government itself. 

If I had supposed there was any one opinion 
more universal than any other in the South, it 


while it remained in a state of infancy, has no 
power either to admit or to prohibit slavery 
within its limits. I say that this Congress, this 
Government, having no right or power whatever 
to admit slavery or. prohibit it in the Territories, 
has no right or power to delegate that power to 
the Territories themselves. But, sir, I am sur- 
prised to hear the gentleman from North Caro- 
i 


the General Government had a right to delegate 
olitical power. The fourteenth section of the 
cbraska bill—that portion of it bearing upon 
this subject—expressly disclaims the right. It 
says: 

«That the Constitution, and all laws which are not locally 
inapplicable, shall have the same force and cffect in the 
said Territory of Nebraska as elsewhere within the United 
States, except the eighth section of the act preparatory to 
the admission of Missouri into the Union, which, being 
inconsistent with the principle of non-intervention by 
Congress with slavery in the States and Terry ories, as 
recognized by the legislation of 1850, commonly Walled the 
compromise measures, is hereby declared inoperative and 
void; it being the true intent and meaning of this act, not 
to legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States? 


That clause, sir, prohibits the people of the 
Torritories from exercising anything like sover- 
cign political power. They may protect property, 
but they have no right to undertake to create any 
fundamental laws by which it is to be admitted 


this subject, is explicit. It says: 


“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to revive or put in foree any Jaw or regulation which 
may have existed prior to the act of 6th March, 1820, cither 
protecting, establishing, prohibiting, or abolishing slavery.” 
Thus leaving the question as to the right to 
property to be disposed of and to be protected 
according to the adult political power of the coun- 
try. Then 1 say, distinctly, that the Territories 
are but political infants, exercising a power sufli- 
cient to preserve themselves in their social condi- 
tion, but with no power to make or alter any of 
the great fundamental rights of property. It is 


this Government cannot delegate a power which 
it does not possess itself. 

These are my views upon this subject, and I 
now give way to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Cox,] to enable him to offer his amendment 
to my resolution. i 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia, by strik- 
ing out the words “ Wirrram A. RicmarDson,”? 
and inserting the words “ Henry M. Furrer.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido not intend, 
it is no part of my purpose, at this time to go into 
an argument upon the principle of non-interven- 
tion or squatter sovereignty. But, sir, I am one 
of those who believe that all political power is 
originally and primarily in the people, ahd that 
«the powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people.” Then, sir, if the people of the 
States pate delegated to the Federal Government 
the power of legislating upon the domestic affairs 
of the people of the Territories, this Government 
delegated, as far as it could, by the Kansas and 
Nebra&ka bill, that power to the people of the 
Territories. But if the people of the States never 
delegated to the Federal Government that power, 
then it most certainly rests with the people or 


with the States; andit certainly: is not ‘in. the 


na [Mr. Cuiveman] express the opinion that | 


orexcluded. The last proviso, also bearing upon | 


was the opinion, that a Territorial government, ii 


utterly, absolutely, uncompromisingly true, that || 


i 


power-of-any one State; orall the States, to legis- 
late upon the domestic affairs of. the Territories. 
So far as. this Government is concerned, if the 
people of the Siates have delegated this power to 
i fie General Government, then, by- the Kansas: 
and Nebraska bill, this Government- has, in my 
opinion, delegated: that power to the: people of 
the Territory; and if the people and the States: 
| have not delegated to the General Government 
this power, then by. the Kansas-Nebraska, bill, 
the General Government has recognized in the 
people of the Territories full power and: ample 
| authority, the right, in all its vigor, of the people 
thereof to form and regulate their domestic insti- 
tutions in their own way, while under a Territo- 
rial government, as fully and completely as we 
have and do recognize the right of the people of 
ithe States to form and regulate their domestic 
institutions; and without affirmative legislation 
| by Kansas, establishing or protecting the rights 
to certain property, it cannot be held yer 
i under the Kansas-Nebraska act. 
| Then, sir, you may call it by what name you 
| please—non-intervention, squatter sovereignty, 
or popular sovereignty. It is, sir,*the power of 
the people to govern themselves, and they and 
they alone should exercise it, in my opinion, as 
well while in a Territorial condition as in the po- 
sition of a State. I would ask those whe deny 
this doctrine, whether they are of my party, or 
| of any other party—whether they are from. the 
North, or the South—to reconcile another pro- 
vision of that act with the doctrine. that neither 
| this Government nor the people of the Territory 
have any power over this isolated question while 
ina Territorial condition. Look to the Kansas 
and Nebraska act, and you will there find pre- 
scribed the qualification of voters. How long to 
continuc, sir? Until the first election only. And 
the qualifications of voters, and of holding office 
at all subsequent elections, shall be prescribed 
by the Legislative Assembly. Which is the 
higher prerogative of sovereignty, to prescribe 
the rights of property, or to prescribe the qualifi- 
cation of voters? I hold that the highest pre- 
rogative of sovereignty is to prescribe the qualifi- 
cation of voters; to draw the line between the 
! citizen, the coequal constituent of sovereignty in 
a country, and the subject, vassal, or.serf. 

I believe that the great principle, the right of 
the people in the Territories as well as in the 
States, to form and to regulate their own domes- 
tic institutions in their own way, is clearly and 
unequivocally embodied in the Kansas-Nebraska 
act; and, if it is not, it should have been. Be- 
| ieving that it was the living, vital principle of 
the act, I voted for it. These are my views, hon- 
estly entertained, and will be defended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Clerk, I desire a direct 
vote on the proposition. If gentlemen on the 
other side can form an alliance with the national 
American party, so as to elect a Speaker and or- 
ganize the House, I shall be happy to see the thing 
| accomplished. To see exactly what can be done, 
I now-.call for the previous question; and on or- 
dering the main question to be now put T demand 
the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his call for the previous question for a sin- 
gle moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to have the vote 
put directly on both propositions. Tam informed 
that, if my call for the previous question be sec- 
onded, it will cut off the amendment altogether. 

The CLERK. That would be the effect of 
the call for the previous question, if seconded. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then I withdraw.it. Ido 
not wish either proposition to be cut off, or laid 
on the table, but that there shall be a direct vote 
on both. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Clerk, it seems to be 
the fashion of the morning to assign reasons for 
the votes that gentlemen have given. Perhaps, 
sir, there is no gentleman in this House who has 
had greater inducements, nay, I may say greater 
provocation to explain:the reason of the vate that 
he has given in the contest for the speakership, 
than myself; but I have forborne todo so. I have 
no desire to contribute, in the slightest degree, to 
the embarrassments that, up to this time, have 
ates the choice of a presiding officer. And 

would not even now have sought the floor for the 
| purpose of explaining the motives: which have 
| governed me in giving my vote for my friend 
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from Ilinois, [Mr. RicnarpsoN,] but that, on 
some previous occasions, other gentlemen have 
expressed, as the reason governing those mem- 
bers of the Democratie party who are voting for 
My. Rictarpson, sentiments and views in which 
I did not, do not, and cannot concur. i 

I say now, sir, that I have voted for the gentle- 
man from Nhinois merely and only because I be- 
lieve him to be—I may say that I know him to 
be—en honorable man, an intelligent politician, an 
ardent Democrat, and a sincere friend and lover 
of the Umion. And when I refer to him as a 
friend of the Union, I do not mean merely to al- 
Jude to his support of that political confederacy 
constituting our Union, but I allude to him as a 
man whose gencrous impulses lead him to em- 
brace, in one common brotherhood, all the men 
of our common country, coming though they 
may from its most distant sections. These are 
the reasons which induce me to vote for that gen- 
tlemag. {was nota member of any caucus. I 
voted Tor no resolutions. I guve my vote for that 


gentleman not at all for the reason that he is the | 


nominee of a caucus, and because he has been 
attempted to be placed on a quasi platform of 
rinciples proclaimed by that caucus. I vote for 
kim for reasons sufficient to me, and I willnot be 
deterred from giving my vote for that gentleman 
because others may determine to vote for him for 
reasons which do not commend themselves to my 
judgment. f 
Now, sir, in reference to the question involved 
in the construction of the Kansas and Nebraska 
act, this is not the time to go into any exposition 
of my views on that subject. They have been 
once before delivered in the House. F have seen 
no reason to retract any of the reasons professed 
then; nay, sir, every day has but added force to 
` the views to which I than gave utterance. 
time may -come, I fear the time must come, when 
i shall, in the necessary vindication of my own 
political opinion, humble as it is, be constrained 
to again trouble the House with the expression 
of my views on that question. The time is not 
now, nor do I feel at all disposed to widen the 
difference existing between gentlemen on this floor 


by commencing a discussion which, in the present | 


stage of our proceedings, must necessarily be un- 
profitable as it unquestionably is irksome. 

I will vote for Mr. Ricnarpson. l will vote 
for any resolutions making him the Speaker of 
this House; nor would I even be deterred from 
giving my vote for the election of that gentleman, 
though others might be pleased to connect with 
such an expression of their preference, motives 
and reasons which I might deem inconsistent. and 
unfounded. I say thus much, sir, because I have 


been heretofore silent when other gentlemen have | 


referred to the construction of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska act, and because many of the gentlemen 
now present know that my position upon that 
subject is somewhat peculiar. 

I rose, then, to say that I am voting for the 
gentleman from Illinois for no other reason than 


in the exercise of my own free discretion, which | 


prompts me to vote for him for reasons which 
existed prior to the convention of the Democratic 
Representatives in the Hall of the House, a day 
or two before the commencement of this session; 
nor would [ have been deterred from giving him 
my-vote, whatever might have been the reasons 
proclaimed by other gentlemen as the governing 
principle of their own conduct. 
Mr. MACE. I move to lay the resolution upon 

the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 
will allow me, { will withdraw it. 
Mr. MACE. I will withdraw my motion for 
that purpose. 
Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the resolution. 
The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
ntleman from Virginia can withdraw the reso- 
jon. 
No objection was made. 
Mr. CADWALADER obtained the floor. 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Dof un- 
derstand the Clerk to decide that the gentleman 


is} 


g 
lu 


from Virginia has a right to withdraw the reso- | 


lution? 


The CLERK, According to the recent prac- | 


tice of the House, the gentleman has a right to 
withdraw it if there is no objection. ; 
Mr. MARSHALL. An amendment is pend- 


ing and in the possession of the House. Has the 


The | 


4e * og y . 
mover of the resolution a right to withdraw it 


| subjects of équal importance in the organization 


| insignificant. 


| special committee can at any time be constituted; | 


under those circumstances? i 

Mr. CADWALADER. There is nothing 
before the House, and I have the floor to offer a 
resolution. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state that he 
heard no objection at the time the gentleman from 
Virginia withdrew the resolution; and before the 
point of order was raised by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the floor had been assigned to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
question before the House? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks there is 
nothing. 

Mr. 


What is the 


CADWALADER. l rise to offer a reso- 
lution upon a subject on which I desire to say aj; 
very few words of a practical tendency. 
RESTRICTION ON DEBATES. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the resolution by which the time to be | 
occupied in debate is limited be rescinded. i 
Mr. CADWALADER. Important reasons 
have, within the last few minutes, presented them- jj 
selves for the passage of this resolution, which 1 
am impelled to offer: first, because when the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Szwarp,] who 
moved the resolution just withdrawn, introduced 
it, there was I thought so manifest a discrepancy 
between some of his views and reasons as orally | 
stated, and what might have been regarded as 
the effect and meaning of the words of his reso- 
lution, that gentlemen upon this floor would have | 
required time for careful consideration before they |) 
could have voted advisedly upon so material a | 
proposition: secondly, because the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Humenrey Marsan] 
who negt took part in the debate, treated, as 


of this House, the differences of opinion on the | 
slavery question, and the differences of opinion 
with regard to the naturalization laws. 

Now, sir, upon the second ground, it is of 
great importance that time be taken for the de- ! 
liberate consideration of the relative importance, 
practically, of these two questions. In the or- 
ganization of select committees, it is of compar- 
atively little moment who may be Speaker of 
the House; yet in the organization of the stand- 
ing committees it is a subject of the gravest prac- 
tical importance. Let me ask attention to the 
importance of this great and overruling distine- | 
tion. There are no fewer than six—perhaps 
seven or eight—standing committees of this House | 
wiiose permanent organization, by any Speaker | 
who may be selected, will determine whether or | 
not the slavery question, in all its various phases, | 
is to be a subject of continual and repeated agi- 
tation against the views ofa majority of the House. | 
We know thata majority of the House are against 
the agitation of the slavery question, and yet there 
is not only the Committce on the Territories, the 
Committce of Elections, the Committee on Com- 
merce, the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, but the Post Office Committee, and 
perhaps other committees which might be sug- 
gested, in reference to every one of which this 
question of slavery will, if the House be organ- 
ized upon the platform of the candidate from 
Massachusetts; be forced upon our notice, day 
by day, in every shape and form. On the other 
hand, in regard to that question which concerns 
the naturalization laws, the subject of the organ- 
ization of the House is abstract and comparatively. 
There is but one committee—that 
on the Judiciary—whose intervention can pos-! 
sibly occur upon that question; and the interven- į 
tion of that committee could only occur upon it | 
secondarily, or contingently, or unnecessarily. | 
On any subject connected with that question, of | 
which this committee might take cognizance, a | 


i 
i 
j 


and the House can give to such a committee any ; 
instruction whatever which the party possessing | 
a working majority may desire to give. | 

I have asked the attention of the House to the || 


| should pass, I have in a few words state 
| I would myself wish to say upon the subject. 
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purposes, upon the slavery question. The party 
of Democrats, believing as. they do that they 
stand here the Representatives of a majority of 
this nation—as has. been ‘proved’ by elections 
which have been held sincethe majority of ‘the 
members of this House were returned—have exi 
plained fully the reasons why the ‘two questions 
which enter into their platform hold them -to- 
gether in their votes on this question of organiza- 
tion. ; 

I have risen, sir, because there has been hith- 
erto in the debate an entire disregard of the com- 
parative practical importance of those two subjects 
of consideration on this the only matter of busi- 
ness before the House. Weare here as men of 
business, engaged in electing an officer who is 
to have certain determinate powers, measured 
by well known parliamentary rules of right. 
What are those powers thus defined by rules of 
right? It is his right, and in a relative sense his 


i duty, to organize the standing committees with 


reference to permanent principles; but, as regards 


| sclect committees, it is his duty to organize them 


according to views to be determined by the vote 
which calls for the appointment of the respect- 
ive committees. This distinction having Geen 
overlooked, and its importance having been de- 
veloped in the debate of this morning, E conceive 
that the time.has arrived when we should, fora 
season, rescind the resolution limiting the time 
of debate. But if the resolution which E propose 

Pal that 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Iliinois. I move to 
lay the motion upon the table. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the motion was laid upon the table. 

BALLOTS FOR A SPEAKER. 

[Cries of “ Call the roll!?’] 

The House then proceeded to vote the seventy- 
third time for ee with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 207; necessary to a 
choice, 104; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received....... 

William A, Richardson. ..e.seeeeeerere 

Henry M. Pler eee 

Alexander C. M, Pennington. ..ccer eee 

Benjamin F. Leiter vo... .ecee ee 

James Le Orrieccce econ eereee eens 

John Williams...... 

Nathaniel G. Foster. 

Joun R. Edie... oe 

Mordecai OlVCr. cece cece ceeeeeeeeen en 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banxs—Meessrs. Albrighi, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
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Henry Bennett, Benson, Biliingnurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Charee, Evra Clark, 


Clawsen, Colfax, Comins, € 
Timothy Davis. Dav, Dean, De 
Dartee, Flie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
2. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
attcson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearee, Peiton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robinson, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 'Thoring- 
ton, Thurston,‘l'odd, Trafton, Wade, Wa keman, Walbridge, 
Waidron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Evihu B.Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson k. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Max~ 
well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Peek, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
lam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Atex- 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. &mith, 
Snecd, Swope, Frippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, and 
Zoliicofier. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison and Scott. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Orr—Mtr. Evans. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Foster—Iienry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Edie—Mr. Moore. 

For Mr. Oliver—Mr. Richardson. 


Pending the call of the roll, and when his 
name was called, 


rin, Cuaback, Damrell, 
itt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 


> 
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December 29; 


= Mr. COBB; of Alabama; said: I.donotrisefor 
the purpose of detaining the House with aspeech. 
Tdo not intend, upon this occasion, to give ex- 
pression to the. sentiments which I entertain in 
reference to the Kansas-Nebraska bill, but simply 
to correct a misrepresentation which has been 
made in reference to whatoccurred ‘in this Hall on 
the lith day of this month. I find; in-a paper 
which is published and circulated. in my- dis- 
trict; a communication from some letter-writer— 
I know notwho he is, though T know that both 
he-and other letter-writers are my enemies, and 
endeavor to stab me in the dark, and to injure 
my reputation both athome andall over the coun- 
try—in which he misrepresents my position in 
reference tó a motion to adjourn which was made 
on this floor, on the llth instant, by Mr. STANTON, 
of Ohio. That gentleman then stated his object 
to be, ‘that they, the Bangs men,—for he is a 
Banxs man,—might have an opportunity for con- 
sultation. Itis stated in the communication to 
which I have referred; that I seconded the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio to’ adjourn, after it 
had been’ stated, by:him, that his object was to 
enable his party to hold a consultation, in order 
to promote Mr. Banxs’s election. I say, most 
emphatically, that this statement is false. T did 
not second the motion, for I understood well the 
construction which would have been put upon 
such action, and that construction would have 
been circulated in my district, in order to oblige 
mo to meet it there. I prefer to meet it here, 
with two hundred and thirty Witnesses around 
me. I pronounce the statement false, and every 
man of this House will bear me witness that it is 
faise. 

IT have thought it best to say thus much, since 
J remember, on another occasion in the past, to 
have let a misrepresentation go uncorrected, be- 
cause ‘deemed it unimportant, and the assertion, 
though false, was brought up against me in the 
canvass of my district, and caused me much more 
trouble than a correction of it upon this floor, at 
the time, would have done. Therefore I make 
ue correction here, and pronounce the statement 
a lic. 

Mr. EDWARDS also stated that, on account 
of the sickness of Mr. Haven, he had paired off 
with thatgentleman on the vote for Speaker, but, 
were he ut liberty to vote, he should vote for Mr. 
Bayxs. . 

"Lhe House then proceeded to vote the seventy- 
fourth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
‘Whole number of votes cast, 207; necessary to 
a choice, 104; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks roccived.... cece ceesae ee eeee 100 
William A. Richardson... 68 
Henty M. Pullers... ccav scene 31 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 3 
Benjamin P. Leiter. 1 
dames L, Orr... 1 
John Williams 1 
Nathaniel Gh, Pos L 
Lawrenve OB. Branch ..eecccece eer eeeeeeeeneee L 


Q H 
So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

{Vor Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, AHison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Biiss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Buringame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafee, Rava Clark, 
Ciawsou, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrel, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Diekson, Dodd, 
Durie, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddiugs, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, Holioway, ‘Mhomas R. 
forton,; Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
230N, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 

ll, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
uty Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, |! 
Pringle, Purviunce, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, | 
Simuions, Spinner, Stanton, Stranaian, Tappan, Thoring- 
tou, "Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
ridve, Waldron, Cadwalader C..Washburue, Efihu B. 
burn, Israet Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood 
Woodrai, and Woodworth. ? 
For Mr. Richardson 
Barksdale, Bell, Honry 8 


essts, Aiken, Allen, Barclay, i 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobh, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- į! 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Engish, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, || 
A us Hall, Sampson W. Hartis, Thomas L. Harris, 
t, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy. Jones, 
s Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuct S. Marshal, 
vel, McMultin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, |! 
ui Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell. Quitman, Rufin, Rast, 
idge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
am Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, ; 
ins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 
For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Broom; Join P. Campbell, 
iulite, Cox, Cuilen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 


THE CONGRE 


“Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshali,: Millward, } 


Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe; 
Whitney, and Zollicofier. ~ à é 
For: Mr. Pennrington—Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 


Ready, Rivers, William R- 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, 


Scott. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Orv—Mr. Evans. 

“For Mr. Wiltiams—Mr. Wheeler, 

For Mr, Foster—Mr..Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr.:Branch—Mr. Richardson. 

The House. proceeded to vote the seventy- 
fifth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole numberof: votes cast, 208; necessary to a 
choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received... sess eeeeeee eens oe 

William A. Richardson...... 

Henry M. Fuler.. A 

Alexander C. M. Penning! 

James L. Oir. essesee ee 

Benjamin &. Leiter.... 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Biskop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Breutén, Bufiington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Edie, Emrie, Plagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCart: acham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mor- 
| rill, Mott, Murra: ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pea Pekon, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Pu 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thur- 
ston, ‘'odd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader €. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 


Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allew Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bococks Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Ettiott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Leteher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai 
Otiver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samucl A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Weils, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller. —Messrs. Broom, Jobn P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, 
| ander X. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R, Smith, 
| Sneed, Swope, Yrippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whit- 
ney, and Zalticofier. 

š For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harison, Moore, sand 
Scout. 

For lr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williems~Mr. Wheeler. 

Por Mr. Whitney—Myr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Davidson—Mr. Richardson. 


_The House proceeded to vote the seventy- 
' sixth time for Speaker with the following result: 


choice, 105; of which— 
Nathaniel P. Banks received..... 
1 Wihan A. Richardson 
Henry M. Fuller, 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 


ston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 


Leiter, Siaec, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Mil- 


ller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, An- 
| drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 


Pettit, Pike, Pringie, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Toud, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Fllihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Myr. Richaurdson—Mesers. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 


Brooks, Cadwalader, Carnthers, Caskie, Clingman; Howell 
Cobb, Williamsen R- VY. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 


nee, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, | 


Ysracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and | 


J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alex- | 


Whole number of votes cast, 208; necessary toa 


Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, | 


Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, || Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, t 


i 


: Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 


` yote: 


= w i = 
Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, Thomas L. Barris, Sampson W. Harris; Herbert, 
‘Houston; George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Letcher; Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMuliin, McQueen, Smith, Miller, .Millson,. Mordecni 

andidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V: Wright. shes 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Jobn P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Lastis, 
Foster,J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade; Ready, Rivers, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Frippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whit- 
ney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. *Pennington—Messts. 
Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr, Evans. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Packer—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. LEITER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. LETCHER. On that motion I emand 
tellers. i 
-Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Lerrer and 
Vai appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 95, noes 44. 

So the motion was agreed to, and thereupon 
(at three o’clock) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


Harrison, Moore, and 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 29, 1855. : 

The House was’ Sehlled to order at twelve 
o’clock, m. ns 5 

TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved, 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. A 

The House proceeded to vote the seventy- 
seventh time for Speaker, with the. following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 209; neces- 
sary to a choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received..... 


William A. Richardson. 68 
Henry M. Fuvler... ccc seesceseeeene es . 32 
Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 3 
Benjamin P. Leiter...ese sese. 4 
James L. OLr es ceeavessevees 1 
John Williams... 1 
Thomas R. Whitney... 1 
William O. Goode,.... 1 


So there was no choice. ° 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Com- 
ins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day; Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Kmrie, Fiag- 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Wall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Know!- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 


| Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 


Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader O. 
Washbume, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washbum, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, “Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright.’ 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Hartis, Haven, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

P For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 
cott. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr: Evans. 

For Mr, Williams—Mr.. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Goode—Mx. Richardson. 


The. Clerk then again called the roll, and the 
following was the result of the seventy-eighth 
hole number of votes cast, 211; neces- 
sary to a choice, 106; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received. ..es.esva wasee eee LOS 


TE 


LOB 


E. 101 
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William A. Richardson, .s.sesseesssessessósesesee 68 
Henry M. Fuller... 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 
James L. Orr, sssi. : 

Benjamin F. Leiter 
Jobn Williams...... 
Thomas R. Whitney. 
Zedekiah Kidwell... 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


‘For Mr. Banks—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell,, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfec, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox,. Kuukel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thoringjon, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barskdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R., W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
800, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Engtisi, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris 
Hlerbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, ueen, Smith Miller, Miilson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savages: Se Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Wi w, and Jobn V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—} oS 


Broom, Jobn P, Campbell, 
Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Millward, Paine, Porter, Pury 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Urippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollieoffer. 
grr Mr. Peanington—Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 

coil 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Bunn. 

For Mr. Wüliums—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Kidweli—Mr. Richardson. 

Previous to the announcement of the vote, 
_ Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, said: Mr. Clerk, 
in looking over the proceedings of yesterday, as 
reported in the Globe, I find that my name is 
omitted in the last vote. Ata moment like this, 


when the eyes of the country are directed with | 
s, I would not 


much solicitude to our proceeding 


have those whe honored me with their confidence 


to belicve that I have been at any time absent | 


from my post of duty. Iwas here, sir, and voted. 
I should not have alluded to this, but it is the sec- 
ond instance where | find my name is omitted 
from the votes. I furthermore wish to say that, 
if this be a correct transcript of the Journal, I 
hope: it will be corrected so as to conform to the 
facts. 

The CLERK. ` The Journal has been sent for, 
and the Clerk would state to the gentleman frora 
Alabama, that his naime appears in the vote indi- 
cated. 

The House proceeded to vote the seventy- 
ninth time for Speaker, with the following resuit: 
Whole number of votes cast, 209; necessary to 
a choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received 

Willian A. Richardson..... 

Henry M. Fuller... ssesse osse 

Alexander ©. M. Pennington... . 

James La Orreccecesecaceees 

Benjamin F. Leiter,. 

Thomas R. Whitney. 

Albert G. Taibott... 

John Williains....... 


So there was no choice, 
The following is the vote in detail: 


Por Mr. Bunks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camph Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, C > Cuniback, Bamrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Wdwards, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, Hollows 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hu 
ton, King, Knapp, Knight Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel,Le 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oji- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage; Sapp, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stantan, Siranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 'Timirs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 


ar, Reade, Ready, Rivers, | 


i 


f 
{ 


{ 
| 
i 


i 


j Foster, J. Mo 


D 


: burne, Israel W 
| ruff, and Woodwo 


| Barksdale, Sell, Henry S. Bena 


| son, Denver, Dowdell, Edinund 


Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B.Washbume, 
Israel Wa: hburn, Watson, Weich, 
Wooivoiti 7 
‘or Mr. Richardson.—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barcla 

Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Boeock, Bowie, ieee, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J:"D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Thomas L. Harris; Sampson W. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samucl S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messys. Brooin, Jobn P. Canjpbell, Car- 
Hie, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Purvear, 
Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
coffer, 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison, Moore, and 
Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Duan. 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Talbott—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Wiliiams—Mr. Wheeler. 


Previous to the announcementof the above vote, 

Mr. ROBISON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Avexanper K. MarsHALL, who was 
unexpectedly called from the city. 


_ The House then proceeded to vote the eightieth 
time for Speaker, with. the following result: 
Whole number of -votes cast, 208; necessary to 
a choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. ..cceeccerecceceress LOL 


William A. Richardson.......« 
Henry M. Fuller...... 


secscevecceseece OS 


veee DU 


Alexander ©. M. Penmington.......06- esas 
Benjamin F. Leiter... l 
James L. Orrssssasa 1 
John PVII 6... cee ce cee ee cere ERr Eae A 
Thomagg. Whitney ...... a awoke 1 
John SPOaskiesscevecceccccccasccssevecesesavece È 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Benks—M right, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
| Henry Bennett, Benson, Baii 
! Bliss, Brenton, Batiugton, Burlingame, Tames H. Camp- 
i beli, Lewis D, Caimpuell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Ciawson, 
! Colux, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Gamrell, ‘finothy Da- 
i vis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfec, 
; Edwards, Edie, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
| Granger, Grow, Robert. B. Hall, Harian, Holloway, Thomas 

R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
| Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


pa 


Ps r, Peares, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritebie, Sabin, Sag: D, Simmons, 


Spinner, Stanton, Stvanaban, rs 
ton, Todd, "traton, Tyson, te, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Waskburne, Blim B. Wash- 
ashbura, Watson, Weich, Wood, Wood- 
be 

son— Messrs, 


appan, Phoringtou, Ti 


For Mr. Richar 


Broous, Cadwalader, Carathe 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cra 


wood, 
L. Barris, 


Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rost, 
Sandidge, Savage, Sewn sorter, Samuel A. Smith, 


liam Smith, $ S, vart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Welis, Winslow, and John V. V t 
For Mr, Iuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Camphel, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis 
ison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindiey, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. Smith, Snecd, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whitney, Walker, and Zoli- 
cotter. 
For Mr. Pennington—Meszrs. 
and Scott. 
For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn. 
Por Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 
For Mr. Wiliams: 
For Mr, Whitney— 4 
For Mr. Caskie—Mir. Richardson. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. We have called the roll 


Harrison, Haven, Moore, 


| four times, and the result does not indicate that 


we will effect an election to-day. We have had 


: the usual number of ballotings, and, if I believed 


any gentleman here was prepared to change his 


voting go on; and if any gentleman will rise in 


| his place and say that, after one, two, or three 


votes more, he will change his position, I will 


|l make. [Tuaughter.] I think itis as well to order 
the Clerk to set down the names, upon the next 
i ballot, as they were upon the last. It is now 


Wood, Woodruil, and. 


ghurst, Bingham, Bisbop, | 


fer, Mace, | 


position, IT myself would be willing to sce the | 


not make the motion which I had intended to | 


Saturday afternoon, and- we: have performed a 
very good week’s-work.. Our not. eifécting.a.re- 
sult has not been the fault.of. any gentleman herey. 
and to-morrow being the Sabbath day, for which 
we need: time for preparation, I move that, the 
House do now adjourn, and I hope there will be 
no objection to the motion... [Cries of “No? 
no!??] . 

The motion was not, agreed to. 

The House then proceeded to vote the eighty+ 
first time for Speaker, with the following result: 
| Whole number of votes cast, 209; necessary to 
a choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks reccived...... .ceeeseeee eree 102 

William A. Richardson....ccceces sewer 

Henry M. Puller... ccc cee ecc cc ceee ee 

Alexander C. M. Pennington...... 
jamin F. Leiter... 

James L. Orr... 

Jobn Williams...... 

Thomas R. Whitney. 

Thomas J. D. Fuller... 

So there was no choice, 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. 
Hoary Be 
Bliss, Bradshy 
H. 


r ay, Nich 
darker, Pearce, Pelton, Pénning 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabi 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranaha 
Thurston, Todd, ‘Fratton, Tyson, W > Waker 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. sbburne, 
Washburne, Tsrael Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, 
Woodruly, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richerdson—Messrs. Aiken, Ailer 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Bovee, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 
eH Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawiord, Da- 
vidson, Denver, Bowdell, Edinundson, Elliott, Bnglish, 
Faulkner, Plorence, ‘fhomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Groan- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Swnpson W. Marrs, ‘fhomas L, 
Harris, Herbert, Viouston, Guorge W. J J. Garey 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpki muel S 
; shall, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, + 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Rufiin, 


appan, T 


< 


Barclay, 


Rust, Sandid 2, Seward, Shorter, Samud A. 
Smita, Willian th, Stephens, Stewart, Tavior, Vail, 
atkins, Wells, Win d John Y. Weight. 


r, Henry M. Puiley—¥ s. Broom, Jobn P. Carp- 
lile. Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
4 Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
e, Ready, Rivers. Wihan R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
» Underwood, Vaik, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 


= 
on 
= 
= 


< 


For ir, Pennington—Messrs, Harrison, Haven, Moore, 
and Scott 


. Dunn. 


Leiter-—Mr, 
AL 


For dr. Thomas J. D. } 
The Cierk proceeded to call the roll on the 
eighty-second vote for Speaker, but had not got 
any response, when— 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, took the floor, amid 
loud crivs of ‘Call the roil,” “Go on,” ‘* Too 
late,” &e. 

The CLERK recognized Mr. Surry as having 
the floor. 

Mr. SMITHI. Ihave a proposition to make, 
Mr. Clerk, bat [have no objection—if it graufy 
gentlemen—to have another call of the roil, and 
then 1 will state what I was going to. 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll, and the 
following was the result of the cighty-sccond vote: 
Whole number of votes cast, 208; necessary to a 
choice, 105; of which— 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 
For Ir. i r All 
| hour, Heny 
: Bishop, Bliss, Brac 
: James H. Campbe 
| Clark, Clawson, Col 


sewis D. Campbell, Chafee 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
ii ren, Timothy Davis, Dean, De , Diek, Dic 
H Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Emrie, Fiagler, Galloway, Giddii 
| Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hollow 


D 


i) Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hagi- 


102 
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‘ston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton,. Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Maze, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Motril; Mott; Murray, Nichols; Norton;. Andrew: Oliver, 
: Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringte, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ion, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellinu B: Wash- 
burne; Israel. Washburn; Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
nd: Woodworth» ... : a i 
mie Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S: Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks; Cadwalader, Caruthers, Chskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson.R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Denver; Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Berbert; Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxweil, 
MecMullih, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oli- 
er, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Taylor; Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wiuslow, and John V. Wright. 
_ For Mr. Fuller-—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
liste, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Hunphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
cofter. 
For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Edwards, Harrison, Haven, 
Moore, and Scott. 
For. Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 
For Mr. Leiter—Mr. Dunn, 
For Mr. Williams-~Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr; Whitney—Mr. Wenry M. Fuller. 
For Mr. Millson—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. BALL, (at three o'clock, p. m.) I move 
that the House do now adjourn. . 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers. A 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr.STEPHENS. [call forthe yoo and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
20, nays 179; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs. Ball, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Cox, 
Etheridge, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Harrison, 
Lindley, McQueen, Porter, Ready, Shorter, Sneed, Swope, 
Tyson, Underwood, Walker, and Zoilicoffer—-20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Bar- 
bour, Barelay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Henry S. 
Bennett, Benson Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton. Broom, But- 
fington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D, Campbell, Cartile, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Voltix, Comins, Cragin, Craige, Crawtord, Cullen, 
Cumbuek, Damreil, Davidsou, Henry Winter Davis, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Eg- 
wards, Mitiott, Mmriec, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Florenec, 
Foster, fbhomas J. D, Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Auguatus Mall, Robert B. 
Natl, Hartan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
‘Thomas L, Harris, Haven, Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Uaghston, 
George W. Jones, J, Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, 
Leteher, Lumpkin Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S, Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pen- 
nipgton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvianed, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Rufin, Rust, 
Babin, Sage, Bandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Reward, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Sinith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Lappin, Vaylor, ‘Mhorington, Phurston, Todd, ‘Crafton, 
Trippe, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Warner, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elliha B. Washburue, 
Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Winslow, Wood, Woodrutl, Woodworth, and 
dolin V. Wright—170. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be glad, 
Mr. Clerk, to gain the attention of the House for 
a few minutes; and I promise the House I will 
not oroupy it long. It will be in the recollection 
of this House, that some days ago a question 
was raised here as to the position of one of the 
gentlemen who is voted for as Speaker of this 
House-—the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Jans] It will also be recollected by this House 
thata gentleman from Massachusetts of the Amer- 
ican party (Mr. Damrett, I think,) corrected 
me in my statement, by denying what I said. 
Sir, I had, of course, no full knowledge on this 
subject; but I now deem myself to be in posses- 
sion of all facts requisite to place us right in the 
matter; and it is for that reason that J ask the 
attention of the House. 

Ihave the Boston Post before me, using very 
pone language on this subject, which paper has 
been here for two or three days, without its state- 
ments being noticed by the gentleman referred to 
in. it, and-who corrected me on that oceasion.. I 
see that this paper, upon its responsibility, states 


to the House—I will notread the strong language Ji 


Jtuses—thatthatgentleman, in correcting me, and 
denying that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
voted for as Speaker, [Mr. Bawxs,]} had left the 
American party, knew, at the time he made the 
statement, that he was making a statement which 
-would not be sustained in Massachusetts. I shall 
not.read the paper on this subject, for the reason 
that Lhave stated. - The language is stronger than 


reference to a member of this House. 

Mr. Clerk, there is a further allegation as to 
the position of the distinguished gentleman [Mr. 
Banks] voted for as Speaker by a portion of this 
House. “It is represented that that. gentleman 
commenced his political career as.a Democrat; 
that he was elecied to this House on a former 
occasion under the profession of that faith; that 
during the last Congress he cut himselfloose from 
the Democratic party, having, in the mean time, 
turned Free-Soiler; that he went home from this 
Hall at the expiration of the long session last 
Congress, and became an American; that, after 
having so become an American, it was found 
necessary to create a new party—known here 
nowas the Republican pany; that that gentleman 
went home and joined that new party; that he 
became one of the fusion party, and as a fusion- 
ist, having previously, as an American, and as a 
Free-Soiler, notas a Democrat, obtained that very 
majority on which he prided himself a few days 


ago. ; 

ENor, Mr. Clerk, is this all. I say here, sir, — 
and J have authority before me which is, I think, 
sufficient to establish the fact, —that the fusion 
party was formed out of the fragments of all par- 
ties In Massachusetts, and that in support of that 
fusion party, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to whom T refer [Mr. Banus] traveled through 
the State, submitting addresses to the ple in 
various and different assemblies. What Was his 
argument then? What the position which he 
occupied? I willread from this paper a few words 
to show it: 

“ Banks believed that this fusion party would carry the 
whole North and make him Speaker, and so he joined it. 
‘fhe convention nominated Rockwell (a former Whig) on 
an exclusive anti-slavery platform, to oppose what they 
called ¢ the aggressions of the slave power.’ »? 

I say to this House, then, that the position of 
that gentleman [Mr. Banks] was that which is 
here described. He joined the fusion party for 
the express purpose and design of resisting what 
he charged to have been * the aggressions of the 
slave power,” Noris this all, Mr. Clerk. To 
show that that was the understanding and the 
character of that canvass, the Licutenant Gov- 


| enor who was nominated—for the first nomin- 


ations under this fusion party were at the Wor- 
cester Republican Convention—comces out and 
proclaims the objects of the party as follows: 

& The object to be accomplished is that the free States shall 
tuke possession of the Government by their united votes. 
Old party aftiliations and prejudices must be forgotten. 
We have the power in number”? 

The nominec for Governor, Mr. Rockwell, on 
accepting his nomination, says: 

“ Recognizing the paramount issue (anti-slavery) I recog- 
nize, as the only practical means of sustaining our position 
npon thet issue, our codperation with the masses of our 


party of the Union.” 


These were the sentiments the gentleman main- 
tained in that canvass, resulting in the over- 
whelming defeat of the party he sustained. 

I refer thus rapidly to these matiers, because I 
want this House to understand distinctly, that the 


as their only duty hostility—I may say sectional 
hostility, and nothing else—to what they called 
the pro-slavery power. I say, and I want it to 
go out to the country, that in this very canvass 


| the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] 
who now claims to be an American, and who is 


supported now in this House as an American, 
then openly denounced the American party in 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to say a word ? 

Mr. SMITH Not now. I cannot be inter- 
rupted. Now, sir, having stated these things, I 
want it to-be understood here how these gentle- 
men are supported at home. Let it be remem- 
hered that the members now occupying seats in 
this Hall from the State of Massachusetts were 


I, perhaps, ought to read from a newspaper in’ 


friends ia other States in the formation of the Republican | 


candidates of this fusion convention recognized | 


elected prior to this fusion convention, but par- 
tici a in it, and in the’ subsequent movements 
of-the fusion party in that States 0. 
T-shall now call the attention of. the House to 
the result of that fusion movement, and:show the 
mighty change which ‘has been wrought at the 
subsequent election fot Governor. I will show 
that these gentlemen who boast of their majority 
of thousands, stand here to-day supported by 
only a minority of their constituents. . I send up 
this extract to the Clerk’s desk, and ask the Cler. 
to read it. i 
Mr. SAGE. Is the article the gentleman re- 
fers to from the Boston Post or from the Wash- 
ington Star. “ s 
Mr. SMITH. Ido not know; it may be for 
aught I know. 
The Crsrk then read as follows: 


“ Mr. Banks’s Seven Tuousanp Masoriry.—The Bos- 
ton Bee, of the 26th ultimo, enables us to throw light upon 
“the condition of popular sentiment in Massachusetts. The 
reader will perceive, from so much of its article a3 we ex- 
tract, thet Mr. Banks’s seven thousand majority, when Jast 
elected, has dwindled into a very lean minority indeed, in 
the recent gubernatorial election in the Bay State: 

“€ One year ago, Robert B. Hall was elected in the first 
district by about three thousand five hundred majority over 
all; now the mapa vote shows his party to be in 
a minority of four thousand seven hundred and twenty- 
two, showing a net loss to Mr. Hall, in one year, of over 
eight thousand votes: The American ticket has a plurality 
now of over eighteen bundred votes in his district. 

4< One year ago, William S. Damrel! had a majority over 
everything combined of six thousand and eighty-three ; this 
year his party is in a minority in the same district of only 
six thousand three hundred and seventy-five. A loss to 
Mr. Damrell of only about twelve thousand five hundred votes 
ina single year. Somè thunder there ; but wait till next 
year, and then hear it cru! fg ea Th 

“< Anson Burlingame—alias “ sleepless Burlingame” 
was chosen by twenty-two hundred and fifty-four majority 
overall, which majority last year is nearly double the whole 
vote his party cast this—it being but the most miserable 
—— of sixteen hundred and forty votes. His party threw 
the lowest number of the four having candidates in the dis- 
trict. There is a majority against Mr. Burlingame’s rep- 
resenting the district of seven thousand two hundred and 
forty-five. We wonder if he will ‘listen: and obey.’ Ile 
will next year, if he chooses to be deaf this. 

“CN, P. Banks, Jr., had last year six thousand one hun- 
dred and seventy-four over all: now he is in a minority of 
seven thousand six hundred and seven-—a loss of only tour- 
teen thousand votes, or thereabouts. 

© So with Chauncey L. Knapp: where he had three thou- 
sand over all in 1854, now the Republicans are between 
five and six thousand behind ! 

€< Last year, in the aggregate vote of the six congres- 
sional districts the American party candidates had a clear 
majority over all of twenty-one thousand four hundred and 
sixty-five: now, the Republican party, into whose ranks the 
gentlemen above-named have gone, is in a minority, in the 
same six districts, of thirty-nine thousand one hundred and 
seventy-nine, or a loss in a single year of over fifty tbou- 
sand votes.’ ?? 


Before the reading of the above extract was 
concluded, 

Mr. WALBRIDGE (interrupting) asked if 
the ten minutes of the gentleman from. Virginia 
had not expired? : 

The CLERK replied that it had not. 

When the reading was concluded, 

Mr. SMITH said: Mr, Clerk, has my time 
expired ? i 

The CLERK. Ithas. 

Mr. SMITH. I move that when this House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to mect at ten o’clock 
on Monday next. I will now proceed to submit 
my additional remarks. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee. 
batable motion. 

Mr. SMITH. If that motion is not debatable, 
I will submit one that is. . Does the Clerk decide 
that the motion I have submitted is not debat- 
able? 

The CLERK. The Clerk decides that it is 
not. 

Mr. SMITH. I presume the Clerk did not 
understand my motion. I did not move that the 
House do now adjourn, but that when it does 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet at ten o’clock on 
Monday. : 

oe STEPHENS. Thet-motion is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. SMITH. I reckon itis. 

A Memzer. Move to rescind the rule of the 
House limiting the speeches to ten minutes. 

Mr. SMITH. Very wel. For the sake of 
giving mean opportunity to finish my remarks, 

will submit that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I hold that the 
gentleman from Virginia is not entitled to the 
floor. Flis ten minutes having expired, he could 
not hold the floor longer. 


That is not a de- 


€ 


1855. 


‘Mr. SMITH. Of course I could not hold the 
floor to continue my remarks, without some other 
question being before the House. But I could 
obtain the floor, as I did, for another purpose. I 
could move to rescind the rule, and continue my 
remarks upon that motion, . 

Mr. JONES. If that was to be the practice, 

our order, limiting the speeches to ten minutes 
each, would be a nullity, because any man, at 
the expiration of nine minutes, could make an- 
other motion, and go on with his speech until 
the expiration of this Congress, if his physical 
strength could hold out for that time. 
` Mr. SMITH. That makes no difference. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks, as the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has suggested, that such 
a practice would virtually be an evasion of the 
ten-minute rule, and must rule it out of order. 

Mr. SMITH. Why, Mr. Clerk, I have known 
this very thing to be done over and over again. 
It was done during the last Congress repeatedly. 
{Cries of “ Order!” and confusion. 

Mr. JONES. I will state to the gentleman 
from Virginia the only instance of the kind that 
48 within my recollection. During the last Con- 
gress, when the hour rule was in operation, Mr. 

entworth, of Ilinois, got the floor at the con- 
clusion of Colonel Benton’s speech, when his 
hour had expired, and made a motion, upon 
which Colonel Benton went on and finished his 
specch, and the House acquiesced in it. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not care; if it was right 
then, it is right now. I claim the floor, and insist 
on my right to occupy it. 

Mr. COLFAX. f rise to a question of order. 

Mr. SMITH. I will appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, if necessary. Task the Clerk, how- 
ever, to reconsider his decision. 

The CLERK. In the opinion of the Clerk, 
the gentleman from Virginia is out of order. The 
question raised by the gentleman from Tennessee 
seems to the Clerk to be right. He may, how- 
ever, be mistaken; and if exception is taken to 
his decision, he will submit the question to the 
House. 


Mr. SMITH. Oh, no; I will not insist upon | 


my right. I can easily get the floor. [Loud 
cries of ‘Order! “ @rder!’?]_ 1 say I can easily 

et the floor at any time, and I will have it out. 
fshouts of “Order!” and excitement.] 

Mr. GROW. I shall not consume the time of 
the Houselong. Ihave buta word to say. We 
have been for the last few days, indeed, almost 
from the day of our meeting 

The CLERK. The Clerk must inform the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that there is no 
question before the House. 

Mr. GROW. What question did the gentle- 
man from Virginia speak upon? 

The CLERK. There was no question before 
the House, but the gentleman from Virginia rose 
to a privileged personal explanation. 

Mr. GROW. Well, sir, I rise to explain his 
explanation, and I have but a word to say. We 
have seen almost from the commencement of the 
aession, a very remarkable degree of kindness 
and solicitude upon the part of our friends in the 
House who are voting for Mr. Ricnarnson, lest 
those who are voting for Mr. Banxs should be 
betrayed by their own negligence. They seem, 
therefore to have taken us under their patronage, 
and from day to day give us some warning that 
some great interest of our constituents is in dan- 
ger. They manifest an especial interest, lest any 
man upon our side of the House should prove 
recreant to his duty. 

We think that we understand our own duties. 
The men who vote for Mr. Bangs, in our opinion, 
are as competent to exercise their judgment, and 
to act in accordance with it, as others on this 
floor, and that, too, without enlightenment from 
any other source. And we believe, too, that the 
delegation from Pennsylvania are capable of at- 
tending to the interests of that good Common- 
wealth. They need no patronage from men who 
are voting for other candidates, lest they be be- 
trayed in this conflict. They know and are able, 
I trust, to discharge properly their duties to their 
constituents and their State in regard to the selce- 
tion of a presiding officer for this House. [Cries 
of ‘ Call the roll!’ “ Order !?’] t 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I am in order un- 
less somebody else desires to address the Housc. 


* 


| toeracy shall rule 


+ a people. 


If such be the case I am ready to yield the floor, 
and to quietly listen to what may be said. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. If there is no question 
before the body, I hold that the gentleman from 
Virginia is out of order. — l 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania proceeded with his remarks without objec- 
tion, after the Clerk had reminded him that there 
was no motion before the House. [Loud cries 
of ‘*Call the roll !”} If it be the pleasure of the 
House, the gentleman from Virginia will proceed 


| with his remarks. 


Mr. GROW. My remarks were in answer to | 


those of the gentleman from Virginia: I only 
asked the same indulgence that had been extended 
to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, I do not profess to 
be conversant with the rules of order, but I pre- 
sume that a motion to rescind the order limiting 
debate will be in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk is of opinion that 
such motion will be in order. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I submit that motion. 


| Mr. Clerk, the gentleman over the way, of course, 


needs no instruction. There may be two good 
reasons for it: his instruction would be hopeless; 
or it may be possible he is too enlightened to be 
in any way benefited by it. I speak here that 
the House may understand the position of those 
who may be called to preside over its delibera- 


| tions; and more, that the country shall under- 


stand it. And while I do not 
hope to benefit the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Grow] by anything that I may utter, yet I 
choose to speak, that each man’s position may be 
well defined, in order to the information of the 
House and the country; for the corrective is with 
the latter, at last. 

But to go on with my original train of remark. 
It was remarked, the other day, that the gentle- 


That is all, sir. 


man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] had given | 


expression to disunion sentiments. 


was then made from his speech. I have a larger 


quotation with me now. I intend to exhibit the | 


quotation | 


true character of that speech. The invitation to | 


the meeting is couched in the following language: 


“REPUBLICANS OF Marvy !—A Grand Rally of the People, 
opposed to the National Administration, and to the exten- 
ston of slavery over the Territories of the United States. 
“The citizens of the State, who desire tos help reseue 

this Republic from its perils and downward tendencics, are 

requested to meet in Mass Convention, at Deering Hall, in 

Portland, on Tuesday, August 14th, to take counsel and 

determine on such a course of action as the love of freedom 

and sound patriotism demand. ‘The slave power in this 
nation has so strengthened itself by the forbearance and 


remissness of the North and West, and the treachery of | 


some of their Representatives, that it is no longer a ques- 
tion whether Africans and their descendants shall be en- 
slaved, but whether the people of the Free States shall be 
the humble servants of the slaveholding oligarchy. Ft is 
not a sectional issue between the North and the South, but 
the question pressing on us is, whether democracy or ans- 
ation. 


this mighty Republ 
The y 


are to determine whcther the free States are to be sub- 


dued provinces, with a mere outside orsecondary influence | 


in the counsels of the nation, or equality, good faith, and 
sound republicanism shall prevail among the States of this 
Union. Is the law of freedom, or the iron rule of slavery, 
to be regarded as national? Let the freemen of Maine 
answer as the crisis demands. ‘The Government must be 
restored to the principles and policy of its founders, or this 
Union cannot permanently endure. The immense territo- 
ries of the West must be saved from the black tide of slavery 
that threatens to sweep over them. Kunsas, betrayed, out- 
raged, overrun by armed rutfians, speaks to us with a tongue 
of flame. The people of Maine will prove true to her in- 
stincts of justice and freedom, and to her former renown. 
“Let the assemblage of August 14th, in numbers and 


' determination, be such as the occasion demands. Emi- 


nent speakers of our own, aud from abroad, will address 
the Convention. The following gentlemen are engaged, 
or confidently expected to be present on the oceasion.’? 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Clerk, 
what is the question before the House? : 
The CLERK. It is on the motion submitted 


| by the gentleman from Virginia, that the order 
for the limitation of debate be now rescinded. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then I make the point of 


order, that the gentleman from Virginia is in- 


| dulging in remarks utterly irrelevant to the ques- | 
| tion under consideration. . | 
I think that Iam showing their 


Mr. SMITH. 
relevancy. I do not suppose that we are acting 


! under fixed rules. 


Mr. STEPHENS. If the Clerk decides that 
the gentleman is in order, I will take an appeal 
from that decision. 


The CLERK. - The Clerk thinks that the 


To-day, the Government of | 
in the hands of a class, and not of | 
s through which we are now passing | 
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remarks of the gentleman from Virginia are in 
order. He thinks that it‘is not his provincé-to 
decide in reference to the relevancy of debate. 

Mr. STEPHENS, | I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Clerk: > < 5 : : 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, is the appeal 
debatable? > : ta, 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that itis. . 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to address my- 
self to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS.] Is it possible, sir, that when an election 
is pending before this House—— 

Ar. MEACHAM. Irise to a point of order. 
If I understand the rules and the Constitution, 
each gentleman must address the Chairman, or 
the presiding officer of the House. Therefore I 
rise to appeal from the decision of the Clerk, if 
the Clerk decides that the gentleman may ersist 
in addressing an individual member of the House 
of Representatives. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is in order. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Then I take an appeal. 

The CLERK. There is another question of 
order, and another appeal now pending: 

Mr. SMITH. I have already referred to the 
paper, If I had not been interrupted, I would 
have finished my remarks in a few moments. I 
first wanted to call the attention of the House 
to the character of these fusion movements in 
Maineand Massachusetts. By the notice referred 
to, we can understand the character of the meet- 
ing it convened and the speeches delivered. On 
that occasion, the gentleman from Massachusetis, 
[Mr. Banks,] with Mr. Wave and others, at- 
tended, and uttered his disunion sentiments, as 
follows: 

« Although Tam not one of that class of men who cry for 
the perpetuation of the Union, though J am willing in a 
certain state of circumstances to let it slide, I have no fear 
for its perpetuation. But let me say, if the chief object of 
the people of this country be to maintain and propagate 
chattel property in man, in other words, human slavery, 
this Union cannot stund, and ought not to stand.” 

The fusion movement was signally defeated in 
Massachusetts and also in Maine; and thus it 
seems that gentlemen from those States are openly 
acting to carry out a policy here that has been 
utterly routed and exploded in those States. 
[Loud cries of“Order!?? “ Whatis the question?” 
“ What becomes of the question of order?’”} 
Gentlemen may cry order as much as they please. 
I have said what I wished to say. You may go 
on with the call of the roll. [Laughter.] 

The CLERK. Is the Clerk to understand that 
the gentleman has withdrawn his motion to re- 
seind the order for the limitation of debate? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir, I have withdrawn it, 
and would have long since finished my remarks, 
had I been let alone. 

The House then proceeded to vote the eighty- 
third time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 205; necessary to a 
choice, 103; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. .ssesssessoreersse ee e699 

William A. Richardson.....eee 

Henry M. Fullets.ccsccceceens 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 

James L. Orr . 

John Williams. 

Thomas R. Whitney. 

Henry 8. Bennett, esses.. 

So there was no choice. | ; 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durtee, Edie, Emric, Mlagler, Gallaway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Marian, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B., Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Milter, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Fratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman Howe) 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Tall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S., Marshall, 
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Maxwell, MeMullin,.MeQueen,: Smith: Miller, ‘Millson, | 
Mordecai Oliver, OP sók, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage; Seward; Shorter, Samuel: Ay Smith, 
Williani Smith, Stephens, Stewart; Taylor, Vail; Warner, 
Watkins, Winslow, and- Jobn Vy Wright. , 

For. Mr: Fuller—Messrs, Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
Ne, Cox; Cullen, Henry Winter Davis; Etheridge, Eustis, 
Eoster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Hum-) 

hrey: Marshall, Paine, Portér,: Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Rivers; Wiliam R: Smith, Sneed; Swope, Frippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer: = 0., 

“For Mr. Penninglon—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore; and Scott => + : è 

For Mr. Orv—Mr. Evansa = o> 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler — 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr, Henry M. Faller. 

For Mr. Bennett-—Mr. Richardson: © AR 

Mr. EUSTIS.. As We appear to. be. making no 
progress, I move thatthe Housedo now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


The House proceeded to vote the eighty-fourth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 203; necessary to a 
choice, 102; of which— : 


Nathaniél P. Banks received...... 
Wiliam A. Richardson.... + 

Henry M. Faller.e..sscecaecees 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
Jamos Ls Omri ies oino we cee 
dolini Wiliams. eee 
Thomas Ri Whitney. ssssesi. 
Paulus Powell......csveases 


So. there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Dzra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Dainrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, be Witi, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Edic, tunvie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugbston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Etihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Weshburi, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. : i 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, B 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, 
Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Muller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Leteher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshal, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruflin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A, Smith, William Smith, 
‘Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, and 
Jobn V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuler—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Bustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 

Rivers, William R, Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, aud Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dum, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

dor Mr. Orr—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Williams—Myr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Whitney—Mr. Henry M, Fuller, 

dor Mr. Powell—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, [loud shouts 
of ‘Call the roll!” from all parts of the Hall,] I 
will thank gentlemen to behave a little better; | 
they cannot ery me down. 
day evening, (lavighter,] and we cannot possibly 
make an election to-night. I will take this occa- 
sion, however, to give notice to gentlemen that on | 
Monday evening next, unless my mind changes, 
I shall be willing to remain here and continue in 
session until we can effect an election. I now move | 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ORR, I call for tellers. 

Messrs. Eustis and Tuorineron were ap- 

“pointed. aes 

The question. was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 67, noes 108. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that when the 
House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 

Mi. McMULLIN.. Upon that question I call 
for the yeas and nays. : 

Mr. WHEELER, 


areclay, 


I call for tellers upon the 


It is now, sir, Satur- |} 


| not-votin 


‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs: WHEELER, 
and. Wasmnvrne of Illinois, were.appointed. ~ 
_ whe. House was-then. divided, nae 


and. nays were not ordered, one fifth of a quorum 

g in favor thereof. [Cries of ‘Gall. the 
rol] Si mae nok a oR 3 
Mr. SEWARD. The House is getting disor- 
derly; and I desire to know whether it is-in order 
to move that Janns-L. Orr, of South Carolina, 
be. invited’ to preside over this House until a 
Speaker ghall-be elected? 2°. 

The CLERK. -The Clerk thinks it is. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. WHEELER.. E rise -to_a question. of 
order. .The gentleman. from Georgia cannot 
make that motion until the House first disposes 
of the motion I made a few minutes since, and 
upon which the yeas and nays have just now 
been refused. ; f 

The CLERK. The Clerk was under the im- 

ression, for a moment, that the motion had been 

isposed of. The gentleman from New York is 
right. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. 
Wuer.en’s motion, and it was decided in the 
negative. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I move 
that the House do now adjourn, aiid upon that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and hays were ordered. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 79, nays 126; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brooks, Broom, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cox, 
Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dunn, Edmuudson, 
Edwards, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Goode, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W, Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Houston, Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, MeMallin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Mil- 
son, Moore, Orr, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rich- 
ardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Scott, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Wakeman, 
Walker, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicofter—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Biilinzhurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James IL. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
sou, Clingman, Howell’ Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Durtee, Edie, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Hol 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunket, Lake, Leiter, 
Matteson, MeCarty, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrill; Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Paine, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringic, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Sabm, Sage, Sapp, Savage, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Taylor, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Valk, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, El- 
liha B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—-126, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that when this 
House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next, at ten o’clock. 

Mr. BOYCE. Upon that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR. I move that this House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. [Cries of “Nol? 


: & Nol”? 


Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I think it is evi- 
dent that nothing will be done here to-night, and 
if gentlemen will vote down the demand for the 
yeas and nays, I think the House will now ad- 

ourn. 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks’that the 


| motion of the gentleman from Mississippi—that 


when the House adjourns, it adjourn until Mon- 
day next at ten o’clock—amust first be put. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. READY. Inasmuch as the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] is out 
of order, and there seems an indisposition upon 
the part of the House to adjourn, 1 move that 
the House take a recess until twelve o’clock on 


| Monday. ` 


The CLERK.. The Clerk thinks the motion 


“yeas and nays. 


of the gentleman from South Carolina is inorder, 


T s the. tellers: |). 
| reported fifteen-m the affirmative... So.the. yeas 


| which was referre 


: the motion of. the gentleman from: Mississippi: 
| [Mr. BArgspate] having beeh withdrawn. - 

Mr. MATTESON. I demand the: yeas and 
nays upon the Motion, O S ATS ee 

The CLERK. As mańy asare in favorofthe 
yeas and nays upon the motion’ to adjourn, will 
stand up and becounied. [Cries of “Up, up, and 
“ Down, down;”’ great confusion existing in the 
Hall] ; f ee : 
` The Clerk declared that the yeas and nays 
were demanded. [Cries of ‘Call the roll!?] = 

The question’ was then taken ‘by yeas ‘and 
nays, and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
102, nays 92; as follows: : 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbeil, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W.. Cobb, Çox, 
Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, 
English, Etheridge, Evans, Fauikner, Florence, Henry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall; Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Porter, 
Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Walker, Ellihu B. Washburne, Wat- 
kins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and 
Zolbeoffer—162. 

NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James. H. 
Campbell, Lowis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Crawford, Cumback, Dam- 
reli, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Durtee, 
Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hollo- 
way, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pur- 
viance, Reade, Babin, Sapp, Scott, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 'Thorington, Thurston, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel "Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Wood, and Woodruff—92. 


Before the announcement of the vote, Mr. 
STEPHENS said: As it is Saturday night, and 
we are not likely to do anything if we stay here, 
I will change my vote from “no ” to “ay;” but 
I give notice, if this House do notelect a Speaker 
to-night, on Monday I shall do my best to pre- 
vent another adjournment until a Speaker shall 
be elected. i 

The House accordingly (at six o’clock, p. m.) 
adjourned until twelve o’clock, m., on Monday 
next, 


IN SENATE. _ 
Mownpay, December 31, 1855. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 


The PRESIDEN announced the presence of 
Hon. Roserr W. Jounson, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of Arkansas a Senator from that State for 
the term of six years from the 4th of March last, 
whose credentials were ee at the last ses- 
sion. The oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to Mr. Jounson, and he took his seat in the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a document relative 
to the claim of Richard Oothoudt for arrears of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. . 

He also submitted a document in relation to the 
claim of Isaac Carpenter to a pension; which, 
with the papers already on file, was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented 
the petition of William R. Combs, praying to be 
allowed a pension on account of disability incurred 
while in the military service of the United States; 
to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of the Rev. J. Ly Elliott, late a chaplain in the 
United States Army, praying fora grant of bounty 
land; which. was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Allen Pierce, praying to 
be allowed a quantity of land equal to that pur- 


chased by him, but of which he was deprived by 
the neglect of the United States surveyor temake 
¢ 


1855. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘| a return of the same; which was referred to the. 


Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Also, the petition of D. Wilson and others, 


praying the establishment of a mail route from’ 


ecorah to Winona, Wisconsin; which was. re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post. Office and 
Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Wiliam H. De 
Forrest and others, praying for compensation for losses. sus- 
tained by the bombardment of San Juan del Norte, or Grey- 
town, Central America, be withdrawn from the files, and 
Teferred to the Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Allen Lewis, of Boothbay, 
Maine, praying for bounty for the schooner “ Forester,” 
lost at sea while engaged in the fisheries; the petition of 
Thomas Thurston, owner of the schooner “c Wanderer,” 

raying to .be allowed fishing bounty; and the petition of 
Ezekiel Holbrook and others, for bounty for schooner 
“ Grampus,” of Boothbidy, lost at sea while engaged in the. 
fisheries, be withdrawn from. the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on- Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thomas Ew- 
bank, praying for an appropriation to test certain improve- 
ments made by him in the mode of constructing the pad- 
dies of steamers, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Denison E. 
Seymour, representing that he was induced to enlist in a 
corps of United States engineers, by certam misrepresent- 
ations, and praying for some remuneration for losses sus- 
tained and hardships suffered in consequence thereof, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers relating to the 
claim of Sarah Crandall be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, ‘and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LIPPINCOTT’S GAZETTEER. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 


Resolved, That seventy copies of Lippincott’s Gazetteer | 


of the World be purchased by thé Secretary tor the use of 
the Senate. 


HOUSEHOLD EFFECTS OF EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committce on Finance inquire whether 
any amendment or modification of the law in regard to the 
exemption of household effects of emigrants is necessary 
or expedient. 


PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
Sent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office be instructed to consider the expediency of repealing 
so much of the existing law as requires the word “ patented”? 
and the date of the patent to be stamped on the thing pat- 
ented. 


COLONEL BENJAMIN S. ROBERTS. 


Mr. FOOT. Task leave to submit two resolu- 
tions, both having reference to the same subject- 
matter, and upon which I desire to submit a few 
remarks by way of explanation before I interpose 
a motion to refer them to the appropriate com- 
mittee, 

The PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be 
read. 

The Secretary read them as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of Benjamin S. Roberts, Cap- 
tain of the Rifles, made to General Twiggs, on returning to 
him the American flag which had been the first planted 
upon the Capitol of Mexico, and which he had intrusted 
to the keeping of Captain Roberts in the storming of Che- 
pultepec, and the taking of the city of Mexico, bearing 
date “City of Mexico, 17th September, 1847,” be taken 
from the files in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 
and be printed ; and that the President pro tempore of the 
‘Senate cause an engrossed copy thereof to be deposited in 
the Department of State with the flag whose history it gives, 
and which has aiready been aeposited in said Department 
by order of the Senate. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be requested to cause a 
sword, with suitable devices, to be presented to Colouel 
Benjamin S, Roberts, in testimony of the high sense enter- 
tained by Congress of his gallantry and good conduct at 
the storming of Chepultepec and the taking of the city of 
Mexico. 


Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, it is not my pur- 
pose to ask the Senate to act on these resolutions 
at this time, but I shall move to refer them to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as being the most 

: 


* 
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appropriate organ through which propositions of | 
this character should: be presented: to the Senate 
for its direct action. I desire, however, to submit 
avery few words of. explanation upon the intro- 
duction of these resolutions. 

Upon reference ‘to the Senate Journal of the 
first session of the Thirtieth Congress, it will be 
found that, of the 2d day of June, 1848, Mr. 
Davis, of Mississippi, now at the head of the 
War Department, presented to the Senate a flag 
which had been transmitted by General Twiggs, 
being the first national flag of the United States 
raised on the palace in the city of Mexico. It; 
further‘appedrs that on the next day, Mr. Day- ! 
ton, of New Jersey, submitted a resolution in ref- 
erence to this flag, which was considered by | 
unanimous consent, and agreed to. That reso> 
lution is in these words: 

“ Resolved, That the Vice President be requested to have 
the fiag of the United States first erected by the American 
army upon the Palace in the Capitol of Mexico, and now 
here presented, deposited for sale-keeping in the Depart- 
ment of State of the United States.” 

Tt also appears from the Senate Journal, that 
on the Ist of July following, Mr. Davis, of Mis- | 
sissippi, prescnted a document in relation to an 
American flag stated to have been first planted: 
upon the Capitol of Mexico, and submitted a mo- 
tion that it be printed; when, on motion of Mr. 
Dayton, it was ordercd that it lie on the table. 
It was now late in the session; there were other 
and important public measures pressing upon the 
į attention of Congress, and especially on the Sen- 
ate, and no further action was taken in reference 
to the motion of Mr. Davis to print the document, 
and no action has since been taken in reference 
te it. 

The first resolution which I have offered merely | 
proposes that this document or report be printed, | 
and that an engrossed copy of it be placed in the | 

| 


; as commemorative of the final and great victory 


of all of General Scott’s unexampled victories 


| the storms of battle as yet remain unhonored, : 


Department of State, with the flag whose history ; 
it gives. I hold in my hands a copy of that | 
report, and as it is brief and expressive, I will | 
ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment in | 
reading it: iI 

| 


Crry or Mextco, September 17, 1847. 

Sir: I have the honor to return the American flag you 
intrusted to my keeping in the storming of Chepuitepee 
and the taking of the city of Mexico. Your charge to me | 
was: “J expect that flag to be the first planted upon the 
Capitol of Mexico.” The commission bas been executed, 
and the first American flag that ever floated upon the 
Palace of the Capitol of Mexico is now returned to you. 

It was also the first planted on tbe five- gun battery 
stormed and carried by the rifle regiment between Chepui- 
tepec and the Garita. 

it was also the first planted on the batteries at the Garita, 
and the first on the Citadel of Mexico. i 

It was carried by Sergeant Manly, of “F” company, 
whom I selceted to bear so distinguished a flag, and the 
anticipations | entertained of his doing honor to the banner 
of his country were not disappointed. I desire to commend 
him to your special consideration. a 

This flag would have been returned through him, but for 
a severe wound that confires bin to his quarters. It is 
proper that I should state that I was not with the flag when 
planted on the battery at the Garita, and when planted on 
the battery between the Garita and the city, having been 
detained to guard the prisoners taken at the five-gun bat- 
tery, assaulted by my storming party. On inspection, yon 
will perceive that this flag has been pierced six times by 
the balls of the enemy. 

I have the honor to be, with high regard, &e., 

B. S. ROBERTS, Captain Rifles. 
General D. E. Twices, Commanding Second Division. 

That flag has been received by the Senate and 
deposited in the archives of the State Department 
as the property and the glory of the nation— | 


in the valley of Mexico—as the crowning trophy 


y 


from Vera Cruz to the Mexican capital. The } 
flag is there; but the name of the officer who bore : 
it is not there; his report, which gives the story | 
of its triumphs, is not there—has not even been } 
published. The flag is there alone,—‘* alone in; 
its glory,” if you please,—its history untold. | 
Those who bore it aloft and in triumph through i 


unrecognized, unnoticed, even by the mention of 
their namos, 

This is all wrong, Mr. President, palpably 
wrong, though doubtless the result of an uninten- 
tional oversight, which I trust the Senate will be | 
very prompt to correct. Asa personal friend of | 
Colonel Roberts, although of opposing political |, 
faith—as a representative from his native State, |} 


i 
1 
: 


i 
i 
| 
l 
i 


| of the Senate to this subject. Why, sir, butil 


| was borne. 


lately, the. European. papers were filled with the: 
praises of the French soldier who raised the first 
flag on. the tower of the Malakoff, and “he. wag 
forthwith advanced’ to posts of honor and dis- 
tinction. ` Is it asking too much of the. Senate to 
ask them to notice an American soldier, so fat 
forth at least, as to publish his report on returning. 
to his superior officer the flag with which he had 
been especially charged, and which, under his 
special command and by his own right hand, had 
been first planted upon the palace walls of the 
ancient capital of Mexico? {trust not; and this 
is all that is proposed in the first resolution. The 
proposition is a very simple one; it is a very just 
one; it is indeed a very modest one; and I trust 
that here it will call forth no responsive voice in 
the negative. 

“In reference to the second resolution I have but 
a word to say in advance of the. action of the 
committee. i hold in my hand. extracts copied 
from the official dispatches and reports of the vari- 


j ous battles during the whole of General Scotts 


triumphant march from Vera Cruz to the city of 
Mexico, which relate to the conduct and bearing 
of Colonel Roberts, then Captain of the Rifles. 
I will not, at this hour, occupy the time of the 
Senate in reading these extracts, which are some- 
what elaborate, but will pass them over to the 
reporter to be appended to my remarks. To this 
documentary evidence of the official conduct and 
character of Colonel Roberts, throughout that 
extraordinary and brilliant campaign, I invite the 
special attention of the Committee on Military: 
Affairs, a portion of whom, at least, I see now 
present. Upon this testimony, and upon this 
alone, I am quite willing to submit to the judg- 
ment of that committee the question, whether or 
not Colonel Roberts is entitled to the compliment- 
ary notice from the American Congress which 
is contemplated by this resolution. The official 
dispatches and reports of all the chief officers of 
that campaigh—of Scott, and Twiggs and Smith, 
and Quitman, and Lane, and others—bear united 
and unqualified testimony to the important ser- 
vices, to the gallant bearing, and the heroic courage 
of Colonel Roberts on all occasions of difficulty 
and danger. 

These records of his services, if I misread 
them not, if I misjudge not, fully justify and 
sustain the assertion that he received the first fire 
of the enemy at Vera Cruz; that he had selected 
extraordinary commands in every main battle; 
and that he executed those commands with the 
utmost fidelity, and with entire and uniform suc- 
cess; that he was the officer to whom was intrust- 
ed the American flag which led the army into the 
city of Mexico; that he was the first American who 
entered the palace of the Capitol, and raised there 
the first American flag ever reared in the halls of 
the Montezumas, and fought the last fight in the 
streets of the city of the Aztecs. 

You have indeed honored that flag, but you 
have not honored the officer with whom it was 
specially charged, and who bore it wherever it 
You have not even acknowledged 
him as concerned in its honor, or as à partner in 
its glory. L humbly submit that this is not right. 
To show special marks of honor to the flag, to 
deposit it among the archives most valued as the 
memorials of the country’s honor and its glory, 
without even a tender of thanks or any token of 
approbation to the officer who bore it, and who 
gave it all its value and all its consideration, I 
respectfully submit again is not just, nor wise, 
nor even very sensible. 

Itis my purpose, as it is my privilege, to make 
a reasonable cffort at lcast to have this wrong - 
repaired; to vindicate, so far forth as 1 may be 
able to do it, the claims of Colonel Roberts to 
proper notice, and his services to a proper recog- 
nition by his Government. He is himself far 
away, upon duty on the outer borders of the 
country, and is unadvised of this proceeding. 
But, sir, his professional reputation belongs not 
to himself alone; it belongs not to his family 
alone; it belongs to the country, and it belongs 
emphatically to the State which gave him his 
birth and his education; and is, in a measure, 
committed to the keeping of the representatives 
from that State. 

Vermont, sir, shed too much blocd upon the 


1 T but discharge. alike the obligations of private || battle-fields of Mexico; too many of her youthful 
|| friendship and public duty in calling the attention |! sons were left upon its plains, and among its 


mountain passes, to allow her fo be unmindful 


T: 


- December 81, 


of, the reputation of ‘those who. survive... She 
made a costly. sacrificé to the spirit of that war 
when her galla 


nt and: accomplished Ransom fell: 
before thé walis of Chepultepee.. “It shall not be 
laid to my charge if she makes a greater sacrifice 


by neglecting to vindicate the well-earned =| 


tation of any of her surviving sons. “But, s 
forbear farther remark until we. shall hav 
ceived the report of the Committee-on’ Military. 
Affairs, to whom I move the reference of. the 
resolutions. : Š g 

Thése, Mr. President, are the documents to 
which I have referred: 


Extracts from Reports f the battles in Mexico, showing the 
services of Lieutenant Colonel B. S.Roberts, of the Army. 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND BRIGADE OF THE ARMY, 

Camp ar VERGARA, NEAR Vera CRUZ, 

March 15, 1847. 
Sir: -L have the honorto reportthe occurrences in which 
my. brigade has been concerned since the commencement of 
the march fromthe place of debarkation until now. * * 
Making considerable of a detour, to avoid some ponds of 
Water, I arrived abournoen on the great road leading to the 
city of Mexico. On coming outhere, Lieutenant Roberts’s 
company of mounted riflemen, leading a party of mounted 
men, was discovered. After a short skirmish, the enemy 
were dispersed, my men receiving no injury. 
` D. E. TWIGGS, 

Brigadier General United States Army. 

[Senate Doc. 1st sess. 30th Cong., vol. 1, p. 246.) 

Heapquarrers REGIMENT OF MOUNTED RIFLEMEN, 
Camp.att VERGARA, March 24, 1847. 

Yesterday a number of Mexicaus were reported to have 
beenseen up the Puehla road;and to-day, after dinner, I de- 
tached Lieutenant Roberts, with his company C, to proceed 
in that direction, and, crossing towards the sea, to rerum 
by the beach: about two and a half miles from this, near 
the Puente del Medio, he discovered six men, who displayed 
u white flag, and invited him to approach, Supposing they 
would surrender on discovering his force, he met them on 
the bridge, but found they had the same expectation from 
him; and discovered that they were several hundred strong 
on the ridge which commanded the bridge on the other 
side. Uncertain what was his strength, they permitted him 
to withdraw under cover of the height on this side, while 
they still displayed the white flag; from which position he 
sent information to camp of what had occurred. By the 
general direction, I marched to his support with about two 
hundred men. On approaching the place, we advanced to 
reconnoiter, when the enemy opened a fire of musketry 
from alarge body placed on either side of the road, on the 
hill rising from the further end of the Puente del Medio, a 
handsome stone structure thrown across a small stream 
running into the river Antigua. The bridge was barricaded 
with abatis, and intrenchinents thrown up on the heights. 

Udirected Lieutenant Roberts to display in the ehaparal to 
our right, and crossing below, to turn their left; while Cap- 
tain Popo, with two companies, crossed above, turning their 
left, I advanced the remainder by the road and bridge. 
Lieutenant Roberts having before been over the ground, 
reached their left first, and drove them with great spirit trom 
their position. e pursued them about a mile, when sun- 
set induced me to halt, and recalling the skirmishers, we 
returned to camp about seven in the evening. We had 
four men severely wounded—I hope not dangerously—two 
sergeants and two privates. We found three dead Mexi- 
cans in the pursuit, but the contest having been in the 
bushes, others may have escaped notice. An officer 
wounded, as was supposed mortally, was passed in the 
pursuit, but on our return the place could not be found. 

L have great satisfaction in speaking of the promptitude 
and spirit evinced by the whole command, but the activity 
and gallantry evinced by Lieutenant Roberts and the two 
snbulterns serving with him on the occasion—brevet sec- 
ond Lieutenants Maury and Hutch deserve particular notice. 
We took four muskets and many cartridges. The enemy 
were estimated to be over two hundred and fifty men, and 
supposed to be an advanced party of a force of some 
strength, collecting between us aad Puente Nacional. 

Your obedicnt servant, 

PERSIFOR F. SMITH, Colonel. 
To Lieutenant W. T. H. BROOKE, Acting Assistant Adju- 
tant Gencrul Second Brigade. 
» [Senate Doc., lst sess. 30th Cong., p. 250.] 


‘This movement was also intended to support Quit- 
man’s storming parties, both on the Causeway. The first 
of these, furnished by ‘Twiggs’s division, was commanded 
im succession by Captain Casey, Second Infantry, and 
Captain Paul, Seventh Infantry, after Casey had ‘been 
severely wounded ; and. the second, originally under the 
gallant Major Twiggs, Marine Corps, killed, and then Cap- 
tain Miller, Second Pennsylvania Volunteers. The storm- 
ing party, now commanded by Captain Paul, seconded by 
Captain Roberts, of the Rifles, Lieutenant Stewart, and 
others of the same regiment, Smith’s brigade, carried the 
two batteries in the road, took some guns, with many pris- 
oners, and drove the cnemy posted behind in support.” — 
General Scott’s report of the officers designated by him, “the 
list of individuals of conspicuous merit? Senate Doc., ist 
sess. 30th Cong., vol. 1, p. 379. 

«Too much cannot be said in praise of the officers and 
men who composed the storming force, with Captain Paul 
in command, ably and gallantly supported by Captain Rob- 
erts, of the Mounted Rifles; ‘Captain Dobbins, Third In- 
fantry ; Licutenant Richardson, Third Infantry; Lieuten- 
ant Wescott, Second Infantry; Lieutenant Hill, Fourth 
Artillery; Lieutenant Bee, Third Intantry; Lieutenant 
Steete, Third Infantry; Lieutenant Stewart, Mounted 
Rifles; and Lieutenant De Russy, Fourth Artillery. The 
party advanced without a falter or check.” — General 
Twiggs’s Report, Senate Doc., 30th Cong., vol. 1, p, 398. 


Captain Roberts, of the Rifle Regiment, who had led the (| 


adoanced’ company of the “storming ‘party: at Chepultepéc, 
and had greatly distinguished himself during the preceding 
day, was detailed by meto plant the ‘ star spangled banner *- 
of our country upon the national palace. That flag—the 
first strange banner which had ever waved over that palace 
since the conquest of Cortez—was displayed and saluted ` 
with enthusiasm by the whole command.”—-General Quit- 
man’s Report, Senate Doc., 30th Cong., vol. 1, 9.417. 
x R era -2 

Captain Roberts, regiment of Mounted Riflemen ; Cap- 
tain: Dobbins, Third Infantry; Lieutenant Haskins, First 
Artillery z: Lieutenants: Richardson and Bee, Third Infan- 
try; and Lieutenant James Stewart, regiment of Mounted 
Riflemen, were. the officers detailed from this brigade for 
the storming party; and they all justified the choice by the 
most daring courage? = -= 

“In the course-of the I4th,a fire from the houses and 
corners was commenced by the Mexicans, which was not 
entirely quelled until the next day; and all the companies, 


in succession, were engaged in driving them off. After a: 


very vigorous attack on the L5th, by a party of mounted 


riflemen under Captain Roberts, on the main body of these ! 


irregular combatants, and the severe loss he oceasioned 
them, put an end to thisannoyance. A report of the killed, 
wounded, and missing has already been transmitted. The 
number is onc hundred and sixty-six.?*—General Persifor 
‘F. Smith’s Report, Appendix to Senate Doc., 30th Cong., 
vol. 1, p. 185, 


Vera Cruz, February 7, 1848. 
Sır: It has been brought to my notice that the services 
of Captains Roberts and Porter’s companies of the regi- 
ment of Mounted Riflemen, at the actions of Contreras, on 
the 19th and 20th of August last, have not been noticed in 
the report of their immediate superior. I deem it an act 
of justice to state, that these two companics composed the 
advanced guard of my division, and under my personal or- 
ders made their way through the pedregal, driving in the 
enemy’s skirmishers, and keeping the advanced position in 
the afternoon and night of the 19th. These two companies 
being separated from their immediate commanders, the 
conduct of the officers and men came under my observa- 
tion, and deserves the highest commendation. Captain 
Roberts, Captain Porter, and Lieutenants Morris and Stew- 
art were the officers serving in this command, and are en- 
titled to a place of distinction in the report of the action of 
bar bale i ied 
am, sir, very respectfully, your obedint servant. 
arate >" D. E. TWIGGS, 
Brigadier General, United States Army. 
Honorable W. L. Marcy, 
Secretary of War, Washington, District of Columbia. 


Ciry or Mexico, September 22, 1847. 

Sır: I have just reecived your communication of this 
date, and, although confined to my bed, will endeavor to 
comply with the request of the General. 

Ou the 12th instaut [ was placed in command of two 
hundred and twenty-five picked men and volunteers of the 
second division of regulars, for the purpose of forming a 
storming party in the attack on Chepultepec. By direction 
of the Gencral-in-Chief, I reported on the evening of the 
12th to Major General Quitman, for orders. I organized 
the party into six divisions, comprising the six regimental 
detachments of which itwas composed. The first division 
was conynanded by Captain Roberts, of the Rifles; the 


second, by Lieutenant Haskins, of the First Artillery; the | 


third, hy Captain Dobbins, of the Third Infantry; the fourth, 
by Lieutenant Hilt, of the Fourth Artillery; the fifth, by 
Lieutenant Wescott, of the Second Infantry; and the 
sixth, by Captain Paul, of the Seventh Infantry. Having 
been provided with scaling ladders, crow-bars, powder- 
bags, and all the necessary implements, on the morning of 


the 13th ingfaut, as directed by the General, I followed the | 


Marines, in the direction of the Castle. Soon after passing 
Drunv’s battery, we entered a ditch on the left of the road, 
the enemy opening quite a brisk fire, but which, from our 
position, did us no injury. Ina short time the Marines, in 
our front, halted; on perceiving which I ordered the storm- 
ing party to take the road and pass them. My order was 
promptly obeyed, and they gallantly advanced up the road 
under a galling and destructive fire. On arriving near the 
eauseway, I received a wound in the abdomen, by which 
I was unable further to direct the operations of the storm- 
ing party, which devolved on Captain Paul, of the Seventh 
Infantry. Ailer being wounded, E managed to reach a 
rancho, on the roadside, where T remained until the action 


was over, using what strength remained to me in urging | 


on the st 


agglers who stopped there. From the peculiar 


and desperate nature of the service, and from their zealous | 


coéperation, I would recommend all the officers of the 
storming party to the special notice of the Commanding 
General. 

Captain Roberts, by his position as commanding the lead- 
ing division of the column, more particularly attracted my. 


attention. From what I myself witnessed, and from the | 


testimony of others, he, by his activity, zeal, and gallantry, 
merits the highest praise. 
Very respecttully, your obedient servant, 
SILAS CASEY, Captain of Second Infantry. 
To A. N. Page, Acting Assistant Adjutant General. 


Crry or Mexico, September 18, 1852. 
Sir: Under a most galling and destructive 
fire of grape and musketry, the charge was most gallantly : 
made by the storming party of the division, in which some ! 
stragglers and a few marines joined, and the work was car- | 
ried at the point of the bayonet. Captain Roberts and Lieu- | 
| 
ji 
1 
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tenant Stewart of the Rifles, Captain Dobbins and Licuten- 
ants Richardson and Bec of the Thir Infantry, Lieutenants 
Hill and De Russy, Fourth Artillery, and Lieutenant Wes- 
cott, Second Infantry, by their bright example, encouraged i 
the men, who never faltered an instant. * *°* Another 
portion of the storming party, led by that gallant officer, 
Captain Roberts, of the Rifles, assaulted, and after a desper- 
ate hand-to-hand conflict, carried the battery in rear. of 
Chepultepec, killing and wounding many of the eneniy, 


- eUtting off their retréat, iting an end to the conflict. 
SE OTE would be a delicate ahd difficult’ task for me to 
discriminate among the’ officers; where: all. were- conspicu- 
ous. for individual gallantry and. daring; and efficient ser- 
vices, yet to Captain, Roberts, of the Rifles; Lieutenant 
Hin, Fourth Artillery; Lieutenant Wescott, Second Tn- 
fantry; and Captain Dobbins, Third Infantry, I am:mostly 
indebted for the: success of the: operations..of.the: storm- 
ers. E Sed * R te 

I have the honor to.be, &e., G. R. PAUL, 
| Captain: Seventh Infantry; Commanding Stormers. 
Lieutenant A. LOVELL, Acting Adjutant General, Volunteer 
Division, United States Army. i 


Extract of a Letter from General Persifor F; Smith to the 

Secretary of War. 

Crrv oF Mexico, January 14, 1848, 

Str: * * * Captain Roberts, who has distinguished 

himself on all occasions in our operations here, is an officer 
well qualified by his intelligence, zeal, and industry, tosee 
that ali provisions are made in these matters; and his ex- 
perience has made him well acquainted with the wantsof 
the peculiar arm of the regiment. 


ith much respect, &e., 
PERSIFOR F. SMITH, 
Brevet Brigadier General United States Arny. 


“Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War. 


Extract of a Letter from General Smith to the City Author- 
aa ities of New Orleans. 

Captain Roberts is one of the most distinguished officers 
of my own regiment, the Mounted Riflemen ; and you will 
find him mentioned in all the official reports with the high- 
est commendations. His partin the capture of the city, as 
well as of Chepultepec, where he led one of the storming 
partics, entitles him to the consideration of all his country- 
men. Permit me to*recommend him to your kindness. 

Your obedient servant, PERSIFOR F. SMITH. 
Remarks of General Scott on Colonel Roberts’s claim to 

Brevet distinction. a 

Lieutenant Roberts very justly complains that much dis- 
tinguished service on his part was passed by, and he was 
breveted a lieutenant colonel for actions in which he was 
not engaged. This error should, no doubt, be corrected ; 
but, in doing justice to Lieutenant Colonel Roberts, care 
should be taken that the rectification of one error may not 
lead to the commission of others. 

Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War. 

WINFIELD SCOTT. 
Jume 10, 1852. 


Extract of a letter from General Persifor F. Smith, to Mr. 
Marcy, relating to the services of Colonel Roberts. 


PRILADELPHIA, November 20, 1848, 

As brevets have been granted at Madalan, I would claim 
on the part of the regiment, a like distinction for that of 
the Rio Medio, where, about two hundred and eighty of the 
regiment (the rest being on picket) attacked and. defeated 
four hundred and fifty of the enemy in a very strong posi- 
tion, killed and wounded many, and completely routed 
them. The regiment having been posted on the extreme 
left of the line of investment of Vera Cruz, covering the 
approach from Mexico, was distant from headquarters, and 
its services in this afiair have not received the attention 
they merit, compared with other similar affairs. In this 
Captain Roberts led the attack, and highly distinguished him- 
self, as he aixo did in several affairs under General Lane’s 
command, and that of other officers in the districts of 
Puebla and Perote, and is well entitled to another brevet 
atleast. Besides the circumstance mentioned in relation 
to the action at Rio Medio, others have occasioned the 
oversight of some of the officers. . In the battles of Cerro 
Gordo and the city, the. commanders of the regiment fell, 
and their successors could not know the previous services 
of the officers. At Contreras and Churubusco, the regiment 
was, at the former partly, and at the latter, wholly, de- 
tached from its brigade, and the service it rendered was not 
reported by the commanders under whom it was tempora- 
rily placed, and to whose command it did not properly be- 
long. Nevertheless, the whole army unite in awarding its 
distinguished praise on all occasions. 

With the highest respect, &e., 

PERSIFOR F. SMITH, 
Brevet Major General. 

Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War. 


Joint Resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, presenting a 
sword to Captain Benjamin S. Roberis. 

“Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
That the Treasurer of the State be authorized to procure a 
finely-wrought sword and seabbard with the proper inserip- 
tions, to be presented by the Governor to Benjamin 8. Rob- 
erts, of the Rifle regiment, as a memento of the pride of 
his fellow-citizens of this State in the soldicrike patriot- 
ism and deeds of valor performed by him in the late war 
with Mexico. 

“APPROVED, January 15, 1849.9 

Beyond the services noticed in the foregoing, 
Colonel Roberts was selected to command five 
hundred picked voluntcers, and one. hundred 
mounted riflemen, to go from Jalapa to Vera Cruz, 
about the Ist of May, 1847, and this command was 
the first that swept the road of guerrillas after 
the battle of Cerro Gordo. He returned, and 
safely conducted the first supply train that reached 
General Scott on his march to Mexico. This was 
the only command that was marched this route 
without loss, and with complete success, during 
the war. 


After the great battles in the valley of Mexico 


and the city, Colonel Roberts was transferred by 


1855. 


General Scott to serve with General Lane, in the 
district of Puebla, against the organized guerrilla 
forces under Generals Torrejon and Rea. He sur- 
prised those two generals with their entire force 
at Tlaseala, on the 10th November, and defeated 
them, taking thirteen officers prisoners, and kill- 
ing over sixty of their men, and capturing a large 
supply train, valued. at a half million. About 
four hundred mules and five hundred horses, with 
all the appointments and supplies of the enemy, 
fell into his hands. This was the important blow 
given to the guerrillas during the war. Colonel 
Roberts was sent out in the night from Puebla, 
by General Lane, with orders to push his mounted 
command forward, and, if possible, to reach the 
rear of Tlascala before daylight, while General 
Lane, with Colonels Gorman and Brough’s regi- 
ments of volunteers, by another route, expected 
about the same time to reach the enemy, and at- 
tack in front. The route of General Lane across 
the Mariana mountain, delayed him until tena. m. 
Colonel Roberts in the mean time had reached 
Tlascala, and, by a sudden and vigorous charge 
upon Torrejon’s lancers, had defeated that gen- 
eral, and captured the city. Gencral Lane, in 
his official report, bestows high commendations 
on Colonel Roberts for his conduct in this affair. 
That report, however, made subsequent to the 
others of General Scott’s, has never been pub- 
lished, and forms no part of the history of Gen- 
eral Lane’s brilliant operations against the guer- 
rillas. 

Extract from Captain Duff's report of the storming of San. 

Juan de los Llanos. 

“Captain Roberts, who commanded the main storming 
party, anticipated my every wish in all the operations of 
his command; and it is to bis experience, activity, and 
gallantry that L aia mainly indebted for the complete suc- 
cess of the day. 

“ To General P. F. Surra.” 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to the 
immediate reference of the last resolution to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. That resolution 
simply proposes proper honors to Colonel Roberts, 
to which I have no doubt he is entitled. The first 
resolution, however, relates to a subject in which 
a distinguished citizen of my own State is inter- 
ested, and I ask that it may not be passed upon 
at present. I wish to have an opportunity of 
looking into the history of that flag, avout which 
the older members of the Senate will recollect 
there was a controversy here on a former ocea- 
sion between two gentlemen who had the honor 
to represent my State in this es Task that it 
may be postponed in order that I may have an 
opportunity of looking into the record and seeing 
that, in a proceeding which proposes to do honor 
to Colonel Roberts—to which I certainly mean 
to interpose no objection—tlrere shall be no im- 
plied want of credit to that distinguished citizen 
of my State who bore so honorable a part in the 
battle before Chepultepec. A delay of a day or 
two can do Colonel Roberts no harm, and it may 
be the means of doing proper credit to a gentle- 
man of my State, who is equally entitled to the 
thanks of Congress and of the country for the 
part which he bore in the battle. 

Mr. FOOT. If the Senator from Mississippi 
apprehended me aright, he understands my mo- 
tion to embrace both resolutions, that both be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and there undergo all the investigation suggested. 

Mr. BROWN. Precisely so; but I am not 
willing to have that reference made until 1 shall 
be heard in defense of the conduct, position, and 
character of a gentleman from my own State who 
bore the part to which I have alluded in that 
battle, and who is now a member of the other 
House of Congress, [General Quitman.] Lhope, 
therefore, the motion will lie over, 

Mr. FOOT. The first of my resolutions is a 
simple Senate resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to the 
last resolution—the joint resolution precene 
the conferring of honors upon Colonel Roberts. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 understand that ob- 
jection is made to the consideration of both res- 
olutions. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
they must lie over under the rule. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


During the delivery of Mr. Foor’s remarks on 
the resolutions which he submitted, Mr. Sipney 
Wessrer, the President’s Private Secretary, 


Mr. Presipent+ I am directed by the President of the 
United States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing, 
and several accompanying documents. 

Mr. FOOT*then resumed his remarks, but he 
was interrupted by- 

Mr. CLAYTON, who said: I ask my hon- 
orable friend. to give way for one moment. I 
believe the message which has been received from 
the President‘ of the United States is not of an 


į executive character, but is actually his annual 


message to the two Houses of Congress. [Sen- 
sation and expressions of surprise.) Now, if 


the Senator from Vermont will give way, I will 
ask that the message may be read. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ver- 
mont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FOOT. I yield, of course, to such an 
announcement. 

The PRESIDENT. The message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States will be read. 

The Clerk read the message. [See A 
for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, farcly since 
the origin of this Government has an exccutive 
message been sent to this body treating of topics 
of more interest and importance than that which 
isnow upon your table, and which has just been 
read. I do not rise, sir, for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the subjects that are embraced in it; that 
would be contrary to the ancient usage of the 
body, and F am not disposed to introduce any 
innovations. But, sir, it.does seem to mo that 
there is one subject presented prominently in 
the foreground of that message,on which it may 
be proper now to say a few words before sub- 
| mitting the ordinary motion to print the message 
| for the use of the Senate. 

The President has informed us, in one of the 
first paragraphs of his message, that the most 
important subject in the foreign relations of this 
country is that which is connected with the 
treaty of the i9th of April, 1859, in regard to 
the country called Central America. He tells us, 
after two years, at least, of laborious negotia- 
tions with Great Britain, our Minister has entirel 
failed to bring the British Government to a fair 
construction of the treaty—such an interpreta- 


Sendix 


head of the Foreign Office, himself construcd it, 
since the exchange of ratifications on the 4th of 
July, 1850. This, the President says, may se- 
riously involve us, and he apprehends the ‘con- 
sequence may be a rupture of our relations with 
Great Britain, Concurring, generally, in all that 
the President has said upon this subject, from 
hearing it read at the table, I desire to make a 
| few remarks in regard to it for the purpose of 
showing our countrymen—at the same time that 
the message goes forth to them—the soundness 
of the grounds upon which the President has 
undertaken to conduct the negotiation with the 
Government of Great Britain, the strength of our 
own position, and the oppressive injustice of the 
Government of Great Britain against us. 

‘We have never been a nation anxious to break 
relations of peace with any European country. 
However it may be charged upon us, the history 
ofour country will show, from the beginning of this 
Government, that we have long and often borne 
outrageous injuries from other countries, and have 
been among the last to resort to the ultima ratio. 
Great Britain, on the other hand, whenever she 
is trespassed upon, is prompt to avenge the wrong. 
She gocs to war and breaks up peaccful rclations 
with other Governments and countries upon 
grounds which we have never assumed. She 
takes upon hersclf to break up the peace ere 
by asserting the integrity and independence of the 
Ottoman Empire—an empire in whose territory 
she has no claim and no direct interest. She goes 
to war upon the ground that the balance of power 
in Europe is disturbed by the conduct of the 
Government of Russia. She assumes to herself 
the right to regulate the affairs of the world be- 
yond her own territory. We have never made 
rs such assumption. À; 

t haslong been apparent to us, and it was clear 
to her at the time when we made the treaty of 
| Gaudalupe Hidalgo, and annexed our possessions 


ron the Pacific coast to this country, that there 


tion of it as one of the British Ministers, at the | 


terests were 


eculiar, and. in regard. to which it 
was impossible for us, consistently with what was 
due to ourselves, to permit any. other great mari-> 
time nation tooccupy itexclusively,soas to enable 


them to shut us out of it at their will. Sir, with 
that keenness of sagacity which has distinguished 
British statesmen, and T am sorry to say, too, 
with that selfishness which has often character- 
ized them, the very momemt Great Britain dis- 
covered that we were about permanently to atinex 
to the United States California and New Mexivo, 
she sent an armed expedition from Jamaica with 
two ships of war, entered the river San Juan de 
Nicaragua, took the town of that ancient name, 
called it Greytown, stormed the fort of Serra- 


paqui, and proclaimed her own terms to a people 
| who bad gallantly, but unsuccessfully, fought in 
| defense of their own territory, and have proved 
| themselves our friends in an emergency, for 
/ which we ought-to be grateful. 
Sir, it is impossible for any man who desires 
i to seek for truth in investigating this subject, to 
| overlook the fact, that Great Britain placed herself 
| across all the passages to California in Central 
| America, just at the moment when she saw the 
United States were about to acquire California 
and New Mexico. For what purpose was it? I 
| do not. resort to mere coincidents always to furnish 
arguments, but when one so striking as this pre- 
sents itself to my mind, it at least furnishes a 
substantial reason for demanding from such a 
Government as that of Great Britain why this 
country was seized, and then seized by them. If, 
as Lord Palmerston has undertaken to assert, 
they had title, as allies of the Mosquito Indians, 
there for two hundred years back, why was it 
that they solemnly abandoned all pretensions to 
“any part of the country, and dismantled all their 
forts in obedience to the treaty of 1786 with 
Spain, and repudiated all connection with the 
| Mosquito Indians? They afterwards resumed 
| their disreputable alliance with those miserable 
barbarians, and seized their country by force of 
| arms at the critical moment when it became neces- 
| sary for them to hold it as a means of obstruction 
to us—a fence athwart the only passages we had 
to our Pacific territories ! 

Sir, a brief history of the events which have 
occurred relating to that country, will fully vin- 
dicate the statement contained in the President’s 
message, and I hope the Senate will pardon me 
if I pass that subject shortly in review. When 
the old English buccaneers first began to inter- 
rupt the Spanish possessions in the Isthmus, 
| Great Britain had no title, or pretension of title 
jthere. Her first claim to a mere tenancy at 


|| the Balizc, under Spain, was founded on the pos- 


| session of these buccaneers. Their usurpations 
iof territory without the shadow of title led to 
| the treaty of Paris of 1763, in which she agreed 
‘to demolish all the fortifications they had erected 
|in every part of the country on condition that 
i they should be allowed to cut logwood. She af- 
terwards violated that treaty, and went into a war 
with Spain, and, in her declaration of that war 
in 1780, assigned this grievance as a ground of 
the war. The result was, that in 1783, after she 
had vainly attempted to retain her possession 
there, she made another treaty with Spain, by 
which she agreed again to leave the whole coun- 
try, and to abandon the entire Isthmus, except 
the little territory of Balize, where she was only 
to have the right to cut dye-wood aud mahogany. 
She did not then undertake toclaimany dominion 
at the Balize, or in any portion of the Isthmus, 
The words uscd in the treaty were, thatall the 
English on the Spanish continent should retire 
within the district of Balize. 

In the publication which has been made within 
the last three ycars by one of the British Pre- 
miers himself, Lord John Russell, of the corre- 
spondence of Charles James Fox, the Minister in 
1783, it appears that, at the very time when the 
british Cabinet made that treaty agreeing to leave 
Central America, and in express terms to retire 
from ‘continent Espagnol,” (the Spanish con- 
tinent,) the Prime Minister wrote to the King, 
that the Cabinet had resolved to sign the treaty, 
reserving to themselves the intention afterwards to 
| violate it. Mr. Fox and all the Cabinet, except 
| Lord Stormont, made it such a mental reservation, 
that the words “ continent Espagnol,” or Spanish 
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continent; might be understood to- mean some- 
thing ‘different from what everybody: else under- 
stood ‘them’ at that time to-mean, as embracing 
the-whole of the Isthmus. “Here-is, in fact; an 
expréssacknowledgment, published about seventy: | 
‘years after the treaty, of an intention to:defraud, 
in making it, in reference to this very Isthmus, 
if; as Mr. Fox writes, it should hereafter be 
deemed expedient to do so from prudential con- 
siderations: In another letter, written “by Mr. 
Fox to the Duke of Manchester, a few days after 
this, this article of. the treaty is called the cursed 
sixth Spanish article, and soon after “this. the 
Government took the ground that “Spanish con- 
tinent’? did not mean-“*American continent;”’ 
and so they resolved to violate the treaty and re- 
tain possession, as they now propose to do in 
defiance of the treaty of 1850 with us. Then, 
sir, what followed?» Ina short time the Spaniards | 
were told thatthe words ‘‘ continent Espagnol’? did 
hot mean Spanish continent in America, as they 
had understood it, and Great Britain still held 
the keys of commerce in Central America and 
the whole country she ocetipied during the treaty. 
Then necessarily ensued another quarrel with 
Spain on account of it.. She was driven into 
another treaty, the treaty of -1786, by which she 
agreed, in the strongest language that man could 
devise, to evacuate the country. There is rather 
a remarkable article in that treaty, in which the 

arties promise to observe it ‘sincerely and 

ona fide.” So his Britannic Majesty was made 
to declare that this time he actually meant to 
keep his word! 

What followed that? They then abandoned 
all their fortifications, withdrew their forces fronr 
the Isthmus, and called away their colonists. The 
Ministry were immediately afterwards attacked 
in the House of Lords by Lord Rawdon and 
others, enemies to the then existing administration 
in Great Britain, who brought in a resolution for 
a vote of censure because the administration had 
by this treaty given up the then Mosquito coast. 
By a vote of three to one, the Ministry were sus- 
tained. It will ba-not less instructive and amus- 
ing, to read from the “ Parliaracntary Register” 
of that day the speech of Lord Chancellor Thur- 
low, delivered in vindication of the Ministry, in 
which he demonstrated, by recurring to the whole 
history of the past, that Great Britain never had 
a particle of tide or interest in any portion of the 

osquito coast. Flow was it in the ather Louse— 
the House of Commons? Mr, Pitt shortly after- 
wards introduced into that House a bill to in- 
demnify the British settlers who were driven out 
of the Mosquito coast, by the treaty of 1786, and 
the House of Commons passed that bill, thus 

paying those who by the seductions of the Brit- 
ish Ministry had been lured into that country in 
violation of the treaties of 1763 and of 1783. 

After all this, would any man suppose that the 
Government of Great Britain would again have 
setup a title to this country? Shedidso. When 
and under what circumstances? As I have said, 
within six days of the date of the treaty of Gau- 
dalupe Hidalgo, aequiring California and New 
Mexico, the British Government sent an armed 
expedition to that country, and took possession 
of itagain; and has now the face to declare, in 
a public dispatch, that she had had the undis- 
turbed possession of the Mosquito coast for two 
hundred years. Ifarrogance and bold and reckless | 
assertion could carry it, we could make no success- 
ful controversy with them. Butisit not astonish- 
ing thata nation which challenges the respect of 
the civilized world, should suffer a Ministry to 
exist there, claiming that they have held the un- 
disturbed possession of that region of country 
for two hundred years, in the face of the facts | 
which Ihave now stated t the Senate, and which 
no man can with truth contradict? 

This possession disturbed us. Why? What 
interests had we init? you may inquire. Sir, 
the route through the Isthmus is palpably the 
main route from the whole of our Atlantic coast 
to our Territories on the Pacific. We have talked 
about a railroad to the Pacific, but we have not 
made it yet, and God only knows when it will 
be made. Many think it will be finished about 
the time of the ingathering of the Jews; but | 
when it shall be made, it will not supersede the 
necessity of a passage through the isthmus for 
us. We must go through there, or we may have | 
to give up California and the rest of our Pacific |} 


the: Rocky. Mountains.. -No men understand it 


| thorough: discussion of this subject at this time. 


| was tak 


| there with a high hand; but I think that, when the 


possessions, at some future days to form for them- 
selves a separate Republic on -the other side of 


better than the British Ministry: : 
Mr. President, Fdo not wish to prolong these 
remarks unnecessarily, nor shall E go into a 


Mr. SEWARD. . Will the honofable Senator 
allow me.to. ask him a question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. ith pleasure. 

Mr. SEWARD. Tam aware that this subject 
must-excite.a very deep interest and apprehen- 
sion: The honorable Senator from Delaware was 
Secretary of State during the. negotiation of the 
treaty in regard to Central America.. I observe 
that the British Government is now stated by the 
President to assume the ground, that the stipula- 
tion net to colonize or to occupy: was prospective 
only, and not present and actual. That strikes | 
me as being a new suggestion, a new idea, en- | 
tirely different from that which I entertained as a 
member of the Senate when that treaty was rati- 
fied, and when I defended it. I do not know that | 
there. will be a better. time or place, or a-higher 
authority, upon which to obtain the view which 
y the Executive Department of the 
United Stafes in the negotiation of that treaty, 
than to ask the honorable Senator, if he feels at 
liberty to state, what was the view which was 
taken of that article of the treaty by the Execu- 
tive of the United Statesin making it? 

Mr: CLAYTON. I am glad that the honor- 
able Senator has called my attention to that sub- 
ject; I might have omitted to consider it if he had 
not mentioned it. It is true, as the honorable 
Senator says, that this.is a new view of the sub- 
ject. Itis something of which we have not heard 
before. It is a cdnstruction put upon the treaty 
by the British Cabinet, for which they are cer- 
tainly entitled to all the merit of originality and 
novelty, Prospective in its operation! I never 
dreamed of such a thing. Merely prospective! 
Does any man suppose that I, in the possession 
of my senses, could have entered into a treaty 
with Great Britain to allow her to remain in pos- 
session of the whole of this Isthmus, and to pro- 
hibit my own countrymen from taking posses- 
sion of it, leaving her there undisturbed?) What 
could we gain by it? What inducement could 
there have been on our part to enter into such a 
treaty? What motive could an American states- 
man have in making such a treaty? What mo- 
tive couldany American Senator have had in voting 
for the ratification of such an instrument? Is it 
possible that any man on earth can have his un- 

erstanding so perverted as to believe for asingle 
moment that that view was in the contemplation 
of the negotiators? What is the language of the 
treaty ? Both parties agreed that neither of them 
would occupy, colonize, fortify: 

Mr. CASS. Or exercise dominion over, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir; or assume or ex- 
ercise dominion over any part of Central America. 
Let us look at that language? Whatis the mean- 
ing of the word “occupy??? That is the first 
word. “Occupy,” according to every dictionary 
you can lay your hands on, means, first, to take 
possession; second, to keep possession. He is 
said to oceupy who either takes possession ori- 
ginally, or retains possession which he formerly 
took. They agreed by this treaty to do neither, 
They agreed that they would not occupy, and 
they agreed, further, that they would not exercise 
dominion there. Now they say that isa stipula- | 
tion which was to be prospective in its operation. 
Well; sir, suppose we consider it prospective, | 
how is it then? They were not to exercise do- | 
minion thereafter, but they were to exercise the 
dominion they had before. How can that be? 
The language of the treaty was, that they should 
thereafter exercise no dominion, and, no matter 
what dominion they might have had before, they 
were compelled, by the plain terms of the treaty, 
to abandon it. 

Sir, it is wonderful that a nation so enlightened 
and of such standing in the world as the people | 
of Great Britain, should have consented to permit 
any ministry to stand ina controversy upon such 
points as these. I do not believe the British | 
people understand their position. I know that 
Lord Palmerston has heretofore carried things 


British people do understand that they are to be 
degraded’ and disgraced by such miserable quib- | 


| bling and equivocatingas his, they. will turn their 
‘backs:on Lord: Palmerston. and his Cabinet, and. 


any other set of men that have such an estimate 
of what-is due to British honor. -I do not believe 
Englishmen have sunk so low. _ Depend upon it, 
sir, there is.some misunderstanding among Boug- 
lishmen on this-subject.. Itisimpossible.that the. 
people of England can comprehendit. If they do, 
they. will not suffer such miscrable special plead- 
ing to dishonor. them, and force us at last into an- 
open war with them. . ` i 

The President of the United States, in my. 
judgment, has very wisely resolved to stand by 
the treaty. Independently of the message, we 
know from some recent occurrences, which have 
taken place within a few days, that the Execu- 
tive has strictly enforced the treaty, and has pre- 
vented American colonization in Central America; 
and has avowed the object of stopping a ship in 
the harbor of New York to be to maintain the 
treaty. Sir, Great Britain having denied. the 
plain meaning of the treaty, as she has done, we: 
should be perfectly justified in breaking up the 
treaty on our part, if that would place us in any 
better condition. Now, I ask the attention of 
the Senate, for but a few moments, to consider 
that point. We have the right, in foro conscientie, 
to annul the treaty, and we should be justified 
before the civilized world for annulling it, if it be 
our interest to do so. We have not been charged 
by Great Britain with attempting to violate it 
heretofore; and, as an American citizen, I thank 
God that we have maintained such a ground that 
we cannot be charged with want of faith in this 
matter at any period. But is it to be endured 


| that we shall abandon the treaty, if our position 


is made worse by abandoning it? Suppese we 


| do abandon and annul it, where shall we be then ? 


The British say they are in possession, and have 
kept possession, through the Mosquito king; but 
if they are not now, they would undoubted! 
then take possession and ip it. Can we tol- 
erate that? American Senators, I ask, would 
you tolerateit? Tu such a contingency they would’ 
control every passage through the Isthmus, in 
the event of a fature rupture between this country 
and Great Britain. Yes, sir, they would be at 
hand, with their colonists, and seize any and 
every canal or railroad between Tehuantepec and 
Panama. 

The question forces itself upon us, if we 
break up the treaty now, what will be-our posi- 
tion? We shall have given up the whole con- 
troversy, or we must assert that ancient doctrine 
which my ancient friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] ad others here have been desirous very 
often to assert, called the ‘Monroe doctrine,” 
In reference to this, particular territory, 1 would 
not hesitate at, all as one Senator to assert the 
Monroe doctrine, and maintain it by my votes; 
but do I expect to be sustained in that, or does 
any other man here, expect to be sustained in 
such a vote by both branches of Congress. 
Whenever the attempt has been made to assert 
the Monroe doctrine in either branch of Congress 
ithas failed. The present Democratic party came 
into power after the debate on the Panama mis- 
sion, on the utter abnegation of the whole doc- 
trine, and stood upon Washington’s doctrine of 
non-intervention. {tisa principle which, whether 
it be right or wrong—and I am not standing here 
to-day to discuss its propriety—you cannot pre- 
vail on a majority, and I will venture to say you 
cannot prevail on one third of either House of 
Congress to sustain. Well, sir, if we cannot 
sustain that, let us stand by the treaty. The 
reason for which I was particularly anxious to 
make the treaty was, because I was conscious of 
the fact, that Congress would not assert the 
Monroe doctrine, and that we must either give 
up the country to the British, or obtain a treaty 
binding Great Britain to abandon. it. We have 
the treaty. I say again, that I think the Presi- 
dent has rightly decided to stand upon it, and 
to demand from Great Britain compliance with 
it, and, if it became necessary in the last resort, 
to compel her to submit toit. Resistance should 
be promptly made to any occupation of any part 
of Central America. 

My. President, before I have done, let me say 
very briefly that I am anxious that the attention 
of Senators and of our countrymen now should 
be directed to another point, in order that they 
may rightly decide upon the merits of this con- 
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troversy with Great Britain. In January—cer- 
tainly not later than February, but I think in 
January—1852, Lord John Russell, thenacting as 
British Secretary of Foreign Affairs, wrote a letter 
to Mr. Crampton, to be laid before the American 
Government, in which he virtually acknowledged 
the American construction of the treaty, and de- 
clared that the whole Mosquito Protectorate, 
which we are now told Great Britain intends to 
maintain at all hazards, was a sheer fiction. Take 
that letter of Lord John Russell, and place it by 
the side of the letter of Lord Clarendon, subse- 
quently written; letthe American people have the 
two letters side by side—one of the British Sec- 
retary of Foreign Affairs in January, 1852, and 
the other of the British Secretary of Foreign 
Affairs in April, 1852—and they will find them 
as strongly antagonizing as the recent dispatches 
of Lord Clarendon and Mr. Buchanan, on your 
table. 

Sir, I have detained you too long. My object 
in rising was to draw the attention of the Senate 
and the country particularly to this topic, which 
the President Jimself has made the most prom- 
inent in his message. I will not detain the Senate 
longer. I now offer the usual resolution for the 
printing of the message: 

Ordered, That the usual number of the message and'doc- 
uments, and. fitteen thousand copies of the message and 
accompanying documents in addition to the usual number, 
be printed for the use of the Senate by the printer for the 
Jast Congress. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I rise principally 
to express my entire concurrence with what has 
fallen from the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
and my gratification at the course and views re- 
commended by the President of the United States 
in the message which we have just heard read, on 


the subject of the Central American diffeulty. Ii 
think the time has come to assert the honor and ; 
interests of the United States, and I agree fully | 


with the views which have been presented by the 
honorable Senator from Pelaware on that point. 
Sir, inthe whole history of diplomacy—of the 
most tortuous diplomacy—there is no chapter like 
that which recounts the conduct of Great Britain 
with respect to this identical treaty. Thore is 
“none in which'an interpretation so palpably con- 
trary to the plain meaning of the phraseology 
employed was ever so pertinaciously urged b 


one nation to get rid of its engagements with | 


another. I must confess, however, that this state 
of things is what I had foreseen; and, if the Scnate 
will pardon me for doing so, I will read twenty 
lines of what I said on the same subject in this 
body two years ago. In alluding to the proposi- 
tion which, it was then suggested, had come from 
the British Ministry to make a new treaty, I said: 


“Nor do í see, in any view, what we should gain by a | 


new treaty. The first one is well enough, if carried out in 
its true spirit; and another would be no better 
to the samne process of construction, or rather n 
tion. What Lord Clarendon expects from a new treaty, 
or what either party is to demand or concede, E am at a 
loss to conjecture. What we want, aud ali we want, is, 
that the Central American States should, be Jet alone to 


manage their own affairs, in their own. way, leaving to the : 
civilized governments, within whose territories they live, | 


to regulate the Mosquito Indians as they think, propor, 
agreeably toa principle everywhere rec 
since the discovery of tle continent. And ail this is pre- 
cisely what the Clayton-Bulwer treaty would chcet, if fairly 
interpretated and fairly executed; and .an honest compli- 
ance with its stipulations presents in my opinion the only 
‘scheme of adjustment (in which we can have an agency) 
by which the affairs of ‘Central America—Mosquito inè 
eluded—can be satisfactorily and permanently settled.’ 
And I think we owe it to our honor-and position in the 
world to say soto England, in finn but temperate language ; 
and, haying said so, to act accordingly, be the consequences 
what they may, 

{am aware, Mr. President, that such language, just in 
itself, may expose me to captious remarks. I shall be ac- 
cused, as I have been before, of a desire to promote war, 
while 1 only desire to maintain the name and fame of my 
country above suspicion and above reproach. I have little 
feeling in common with that morbid patriotism which is too 


eautious to look our injuries in the face, and too-timid to | 


avert or avenge them.” -Appendix to Congressional Globe, 
Lhirty-Third Cong., lst Sess., p. 70. ‘ 

I congratulate myself and the country, Mr. 
President, on the accession we have this day re- 
ceived—the able and powerful accession we have 
received in the person of the Scnator from Dela- 
ware—to the Monroe doctrine. I shall look 
forward. to his hearty and zealous coöperation, 
“expecting and hoping from it the best results. 
The honorable Senator says now, he has said so 
before, and said very truly, that whenever the 
Monroe doctrine has been urged, either one House 


xposed | 
onstruc- } 


nized and adopted ; 


.the action of Congress, and Congress never acted 


„tended British philanthropy and charity for the | 


| changed! 


Thnois, [Mr. Doveras] whois not nowhere. I; 
stated then what the difficulty had. been. . The 

doctrine was first proclaimed by-President Mon- 
roe. Our President, not having the power of 
European ‘executives, could only lay down a! 
doctrine, but it.could: not derive force except from i 


on the subject. Thope.this controversy will give | 
us the occasion of laying down the doctrine in! 
such a way as to produce effect in Europe, and | 
that we shall adhere to it, come what may. i 

As the honorable Senator has observed, across 
the isthmus in dispute is the great highway of | 
nations by land or by water. The, honorable } 
Senator’s investigations of the subject have led į 
him to the same conclusion to which I have: 


arrived—that the spirit ofaggrandizement in Eng- || 


land with respect to this section. of the world | 
never displayed itself fully until we got poss 
sion of California. Her interference in Central į 
America was bafiied from the time ofthe Spaniards | 
for one hundred and fifty years. She at first: 
obtained a feeble foothold there. The Spaniards : 
claimed that the country was theirs. Great} 
Britain confessed it; but she still held on, under į 
the claim of protecting Indian after Indian, in | 
order to obtain possession of the country; but | 
never realized the importance of it, and never ; 
determined on that spirit of aggression which | 
she now feels, until she saw that the great. pro- | 


ducts of the world were to pass across that isth- || 


mus, and then she sought to get possession of it. i 
It is this which stimulates her exertions now, | 
and directs the course of her policy, and will | 
continue to do so. | 
A word now in regard to the provisions of the } 
treaty. The honorable Senator from Delaware | 
has very correctly observed that the most deci- i 
sive objection to the present interpretation of 
England is that she never thought of it before. 
From the beginning of the treaty, and from the į 
beginning of our disputes with her in regard 
to it, down to this very day, I never heard, until 
the reading of the message apprised me of the 
fact, that such a ground was taken, and it; 
never was taken until all other grounds had: 
failed. It cannot be maintained for a moment. 
No honest man can maintain it. 
of the treaty was expressly that neither the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States nor of Great Britain ; 
should ever ‘* occupy, or fortify, or colonize, or į 
assume, or exercise any dominion over Nica- 
ragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any | 
part of Central America.” Now, I wish to know | 
where is the provision there that this stipulation | 
should simply have an effect in futuro, and not 
upon the then existing state of things? She was 
never to have dominion there; she was never to 
exercise dominion there under any possible cir- | 
cumstance, and if she had dominion there then, 
it was her duty to relinquish it. | 
I know a title is set up to a protectorate over 
the Mosquito Indians. 'Fhatis an old story. My 
honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirres- | 
DEN] knows as well as I do the meaning of such 
a pretense in regard to the Indians. This pre- 


Indians is to enable her to use the Indians. From | 
the time when Lord Chatham made that impas- | 
sioned apostrophe in the House of Peers, on the | 
subject of the employment of Indians in civilized 
warfare, England has pursued the practice; and 
that is the purpose for which she wants the Mos- 
quito Indians. The true policy for her, if she 
desired to fulfill the treaty, would be to let the 
Mosquito Indians alone; Jeave them, according į 
to the recognized principle of the world, subject 
to the government of the Christian States within 
whose dominions they live. That would be her ; 
proper course. But does any man within the 
sound of my veice pretend or contend that Eng- 
land would not be the first to use these Indians 
to maintain her own supremacy? Suppose we 
should claim the right of going into Canada and 
protecting the Canadian Indians, what would be | 
said? Why, sir, from Calcutta to London, the | 
whole world would resound with the impudence 
of Brother Jonathan; and yet reverse the case, 
and apply it to the poor Governments of Cen- 
tral America, and the whole principle bedomes 


The stipulation |; 


| 


i 


The ‘honorable. Senator from Delaware. ex- 
resses some surprise atthe course of England. 

J wonder that :he could.do so; I wonder. that. he 
expressed any surprise, after the fact he alluded 
to.. ‘Why, sir, there is scarcely in the history of 
the world a more singular fact.than the. onead- 


-verted to; and in order to bring to. the view of the 


Senate at this time the course of England .on.a 
portion of this very subject, when. the. disputed 
country was connected with Spain, I shall.occupy 
the Senate for a moment in reading what.J said 
upon it two years ago. The incident.is A very 
extraordinary one. ‘The Senator from Delaware 
stated the same fact when this.subject. was agi- 
tated by him then, and I made this remark upon 
it: 

The Senator from Delaware, in his remarks the other 
day, referred to a singular incident in relation to the treaty 
of 1783, which bas been brought to light by the recent 
publication of the life of Fox, by Lord John Russell; and 
as itis rather a marked feature in this history of encroach- 
ments, I Reg leave again to introduce it, with a more par- 
ticular re ice to the documents. "The sixth article of 


that treaty described the country to be abandoned as the 
Spanish continent—‘ continent Espagnol,’ and the Eng- 


lish Cabinet seems to have had great reluctance to give up 
the Mo-guito coast, as they were evidently required to do 
by that provision. After much delay, an expedient was 
suggested to remove the difficulty, whieh, if not rare in 
diplomatic proceedings, is rarely revealed so authorita~ 
tively tothe world. This treaty was one of the definitive 
treaties growing out of the acknowledgment of our inde- 
pendence ; and the condition of England required the im- 
mediate adjustment of all the questions connected with 
that great event, including peace with France, Spain, and 
Tolland. Mr. Fox, in a note to the: King, dated July 18, 
1783, undertook to reconcile him to the measure, by show- 
ing how the fair consequences of the engagement might be 
avoided.” x t 

_He did not deny that the King was right in 
his construction; he was only holding out to the 
King the means by which the Spaniard might be 
cheated and the treaty signed at the same time. 

cc There has been,’ said Mr. Fox, ‘a great deal of dis- 
eussion upon this matter ; but it appearing to be still in our 
power to put our own interpretation upon the words.con- 
tinent Espagnol, and to determine upon prudential con~ 
siderations [not by honest construction] whether the 
Mosquito shore comes under that description or not,’ 
therefore, as immediate action was very desirable, the Cab- 
inet recommended the signature of the treaty, leaving this 
article urffouched, and had instructed Mr. Fox to ask the 
King’s consent. To this application the King answered, 
that ‘it was a very untoward circumstance, that a defini- 
tive treaty cannot be signed without leaving clear ground 
for fresh dispute; but Ido not mean by this reflection to 
object to the opinion of the Cabinet, that the Spanish 
tréaty should not, on account of the sixth article, be de~ 
layed.’ Whether the King’s remark was the result of pru- 
dential considerations, or of conscientious scruples, we 
have -not the means of knowing. Whatever they were, 
they interposed no obstaclo to his acquiescence.” 

Now, I must express my surprise that an ex- 
perienced statesman like the Senator from Dela- 
ware, after reading that fact connected with the 
diplomatic history of England in relation to this 
very case, should intimate any wonder at the 
course she is now pursuing in regard to us. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, although I 
am afflicted with a sore throat, and am laboring 
under a severe hoarseness, I should be doing in- 
justice to my own feelings if I were to abstain 
from expressing the pleasure which I have de- 
rived from listening to the message which has just 
been read. Whatever difference of opinion may 
exist among us as to the manner in which the 
executive patronage has been dispensed, there are 
none of us, I believe, on this side of the Chamber, 
who question the soundness of the principles by 
which this Administration has been governed. 

The view which is presented in the message 
of our foreign affairs is, in my judgment, just 
such as we hada right to expect from an Amer- 
ican President, whose energies have been con- 
stantly directed to the maintenance of the national 
honor. There is no bravado, no blustering to 
stir up the spirit of strife and to excite the angry 
passions of that portion of our people who do not 
properly appreciate the blessings of peace, nor 
count the full cost of involving their country Ina 
foreign war. Its bold, frank, firm, and-yet con- 
ciliatory tone will, in my judgment, command 
the respect of every portion of the American 
people. 

Sir, I sincerely hope that the President may 
be right in expressing the opinion that all the 
questions now in controversy between our Gov- 
ernment and that of Great Britain can be peace- 
ably and honorably adjusted; and yet it does 
seem to me, that there is so wide a difference of 
opinion between us, as to the proper construction 
to be given to the treaty in regard to Central 
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América; that this cannot be accomplished unless 
either the one party or the other abandons’ the 
position which has Mees assumed. Thé ‘tone and 
tempér-of the message, however, as well as the: 
past “history of our Chief Magistrate, give me 
the most:satisfactory assurances that, whilst he 
désires to preserve peace with all nations, and. 

articularly with Great Britain, to whom we are 

ound by ties of interest, of language, and: of 
kindred, he will yet not: fail to` vindicate our 


rights- and ‘maintain the ‘national honor- untar- 


nished, at allhazards. We cannot; sir,abandon the 
osition which:we: have. assumed: in regard: to 
entral America. ~We cannot suffer that portion 
of: this continent to be. controlled by any Euro- 
ean Power. “While we have studiously avoided 
intermeddling’ with those questions which have 
unfortunately convulsed the Old World, we will 
not. suffer any. European State to direct the des- 
tinies of the Vew. And here let me say, that if 
the time shall ever come when we are unfortu- 
nately involved in a war with England, she will 
learn ‘that the reliafice which she now places on 
our dissensions'and divisions is deceptive and illu- 
sive, She counted largely on our divisions in the 
war of 1812. Let her not be mistaken again. 
Quarrel and wrangle as we may upon the domes- 
tic questions of the day, whenever the national 
honor is at stake, whenever there is a foreign foe 
in the field, we present an undivided front. 
Now, sir, in regard to domestic questions, those 
which affect the internal peace and tranquillity of 
the country, the President has spoken with the 
manliness and independence of an American 
statesman. . 1 am lad he has thus spoken; for 
no onc can shut his eyes to the fact, that there are 
now sectional questions growing out of a differ- 
ence of local institutions and local laws, in the 
respective States, which threaten the perpetuity 
of the Union. The truc history of that sectional 
contest, the inevitable effect of refusing to our 
southern friends full security for their property, 
and a just and equal participation in the blessings 
of our Federal Constitution, are forcibly and elo- 
quently portrayed. They will challeyge the ad- 
miration of every friend of constitutional liberty. 
In my judgment the question of slavery is there 
placed upon its true basis; and if the political 
party with whom I am associated cannot main- 
tain’ their ascendency upon those principles, I 
should not regret their expulsion from power. I 
desire, then, to sec the American Democracy 
plant themselves on that constitutional platform, 
and, come weal, or come woe, steadily and firmly 
maintain it If we cannot put down the spirit 
of wild fanaticism that now pervades a section 
of this country; if geographical lines are to be 
drawn; if sectional parties are to be organized; 
and if we have not the power to strike down the 
arm of the traitor that is now raised to apply the 
torch to the temple of liberty, we shall at least 
have the proud consolation of knowing that we 
have fallen in an effort to maintain the Constitu- 
tion of our fathers unimpaired—in an effort to 
give to every section of the Union the full and 
undisturbed enjoyment of its constitutional rights. 
The President’s message, I doubt not, will be 
denounced by misguided philanthropists, by wild 
fanatics, by infuriated politicians, who live on the 
popular excitement of the day, and who trifle and 
tamper with the blessings of liberty; but it will 
meet witha cordial response in the heart of every 
truc American. It will be read throughout the 
length and breadth of this land, and I trust that 
its sound doctrines will sink deep into the hearts 
of our people. I hope it will have a salutary 
influence in dispelling the clouds that are noẸ 
gathering over us, and in breaking down the bar- 
riers which fanaticism is attempting to erect be- 
tween the North and the South. ï hope it will 
encourage that spirit of fraternal feeling which 
ought to exist amongst members of the same fam- 
ily, and that we may Ql regard the injunction of 
the Father of his Country, to avoid the organiza- 
tion of geographical parties, as binding as though 
we had assumed it in the form of an oath admin- 
istered before the Supreme Ruler of the world. 
Ihave said before, and I repeat it, that lam ready 
to unite with all trae Americans, no matter what 
their political antecedents may have been, in an 
effort to put down forever the infernal factions 


which are now seeking to. draw geographical | 


lines, and organize sectional parties. 
Mr. President, I do not desire’ to trespass on 


‘the attention’ of the Senate. at this time. ` There 
are some points that were. made by the distin-" 
guished Senator from Delaware, in regard” to 
which, at some other time, I shall ask the indul- 


gence‘of the Senate to be heard atlength. 1 refer | 


‘especially to those questions which affect that 
portion of the Union from whence.I come, and 
‘particularly to that point to which the Senator 
alluded when he said that he believed the object 
of Great Britain was to separate our people on 
the Pacific from our brethren on the Atlantic. 
Whether the ‘Monroe doctrine ’? be carried out 
in your legislation or not, I undertake to say, 
that.the American people will. never suffer Great 
Britain to control the destinies of Central America. 
Our destiny is to cover this continent, and although 
the intrigues of foreign Governments and the ac- 
tion of our own may impede, they cannot prevent 
its ultimate accomplishment. My constituents 
have no disposition to separate from the Union. 
We willstand by you as long as this Government 
is administered upon just.and constitutional prin- 
ciples. Butif the time should come when do- 
mestic questions render it impossible for you on 
this side of the continent to live peaceably and 
quietly together, we of the Pacific will endeavor 
to form a Republic of our own which shall se- 
cure to us and our descendants the blessings -of 
liberty. 

But, sir, I will not trespass further on the at- 
tention of the Senate. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, the President 
of the United States has called the attention of 
the Senate and of Congress to an interesting ques- 
tion in our foreign relations. I agree with the 
Senator who last -addressed the Senate, [Mr. 
WerLer,] that this is an occasion upon which 
the voice of difference ought not to be heard, un- 
less for very grave reasons, cither in the Senate, 
or in the other House of Congress, or in the coun- 
try. I shall therefore show my appreciation of 
the importance of this question, and of the im- 
portance of having a harmonious and a united 
action of the American people in support of their 
rights, by a waiving o al notice of any other 
topics discussed in the message, and saying what 
seems to be necessary in order to enable the Sen- 
ate of the United States to know how far one so 
humble as myself, who was herc at the time when 
the Clayton and Bulwer treaty was made, and 
was concerned in it, is prepared to stand by the 
Government of the United States in the position 
which it now takes. f 

Sir, the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass,] the honorable Senator from Texas, 
[Mr. Rusx,] and others, will, I think, recollect 
that, when that treaty was under discussion in 
the Senate, there was a criticism made upon the 
language of the treaty, in regard to occupation, 
colonization, anf dominion. The suggestion was 
barcly made, that there might be an equivoke in 
that treaty; and the moment that it was made 1 
remember the article was read, and every honor- 
able member of the Senate agreed that it was im- 
possible that a doubt could ever be raised on that 
question, 

Sir, I am prepared to stand by the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, and insist upon its enforcement, 
if that will do.. I give the honorable Senators 
constituting the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the President notice that I am ready to go 
further, if need be, but not any further, unless 
need be; that is to say, if we cannot stand and 
hold the British Government to this treaty, I am | 
ready the for the assertion and the maintenance 
of the Monroe doctrine. Those two distinguished 
and vencrable Senators [Messrs. Cass and Cray- 
town] will alow me to say to them—and I say it 
with great deference and great respect—that I 
think they have both done injustice to the Congress 
of the United States in regard to the position of 
Congress on the Monroe doctrine. It Is true that 
each House of Congress has declined to assert it; 
but the honorable Senators must do each House 
of Congress the justice to acknowledge, that the 
reason why each House did decline to assert that 
doctrine was, that it was proposed, as many mem- 
bers thought, as an abstraction, unnecessary— 
not called for at the time. For instance, though 


I have always been in favor of asserting and | 
maintaining the Monroe doctrine, I believe that, |! 
when the question was last up, I rather coéperated || 


with those who said that the Clayton-Bulwer 


H! treaty secured all that we required at that time, | 


i 
1 


that the British Government ‘were held by it, and 
that they would maintain it. Tdo not doubt, for 
one, that the country demands and requires peace. 
T believe: that either of these: two great nations 
that shall light the flame of war ‘will call down 
‘upon itself the execrations of mankind. ‘Lam, 

therefore, for maintaining peace, but at the same 
time we must maintain the national rights, the: 
continental rights of our position. -I believe the 
Congress of the United. States will be ready to 

take either form which, on due consideration, 

shall be found to be the one most practicable and 
most wise. 4 $ 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I extend my con- 

ratulations on still another accession to the true 
octrine. The honorable Senator from New 
York has said that the sanction of Congress was 
not given to the assertion of the Monroe doc- 
trine in consequence of the opinion entertained 
by many that it was an abstract proposition. 
ell, sir, it was no more abstract in Congress 
than in the President. The difficulty is, that in 
the foreign affairs of our Government the Exec- 
utive has very modificd powers compared with a 
European ‘Executive. The head of a European 
nation can lay down great principles of action 
which will be‘adhered to, but our President can- 
not. Whenever, therefore, our President lays 
down great principles of action, it obviously be- 
comes necessary to fortify them by the concur- 
rence of the body most strictly representing, the 
power of the nation. Thatis-the point, but lam 
not going to argue it of course. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is upon 
agreeing to the following order vroposed by the 
Senator from Delaware: 

Ordered, That the usua! number of the message and doc- 
uments be printed, and that fifteen thousand copies of the 
message and accompanying documents, in addition to the 


usual number, be printed for the use of the. Senate by the 
printer of the Senate for the last Congress. 


Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to suggest that the 
demand for the President’s message is much 
larger throughout the country than for the ac- 
companying documents; and, if it be in order, I 
should be pleased to have adivision of the ques- 
tion, so as to adopt the resolution so far as the 
message itselfis concerned, and to refer that por- 
tion of it relating to the accompanying documents 
to the Committee on Printing. Of some of these 
documents, perhaps the necessities of the country 
will require a larger, and of some a smaller, num- 
ber. For this reason I should prefer to have the 
vote taken, first on printing the proposed number 
of the President’s message—a number that is 
certainly not too large as to the message, but it 
may be too large as to the accompanying doc- 
uments. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Any amendment of that 
sort can hereafter be made. We had better pass 
the resolution as it is, and the question of printing 
any additional number can hereafter go to the 
Committee on Printing. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the suggestion of the 
Senator from Mississippi will be acquiesced in. 
‘We cannot have the message with these accom- 
panying documents printed for months. Some 
of them are wholly unnecessary to be printed 
extensively. I think we had better refer the mat- 
ter to the committee to see how many of these 
documents should be printed. In regard to the 


| message itself, I am willing to print any num- 


ber required. I am willing to go to the extent 
of fifty thousand copies if Senators wish it, heart- 


| ily concurring, as I do, in the message, both as 


to foreign and domestic policy. I think, how- 
ever, that fifteen thousand would be a very un- 
necessary number of many of the documents, 
and to order the printing of so many will delay 
us in the use.of the copies of the. message. I 
hope the Senator from Delaware will modify his 
resolutions, by striking out all in regard to. the 
accompanying documents, and then let us refer 
the question of their printing to the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. With the understand- 
ing that they shall be printed hereafter. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Of course. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I accept the modification; 
but I am anxious to have these documents printed, 
and I wish to state what theyare. They contain, 
among other things, the correspondence between 
Mr. Buchanan and Lord Clarendon in reference 
to this question, which threatens to disturb’ the 
peace of the two countries. I have not read that 
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correspondence; but I think that, when those 
papers are read, the cause of the American Gov- 
. ernment will stand out so brightly and clearly 
that there will not be a single murmur among our 
people. Iam anxious, therefore, that these doc- 
uments should be printed and extensively circu- 
lated. Morc, sir: a controversy has been going 
on for two years, between Mr. Buchanan and 
Lord Clarendon, on this subject, in which on 
both sides the whole subject is exhausted. Every 
effort has been made by the British Government, 
and they have been met, as I think, fully by our 
Minister. I desire the world to see the arguments 
on both sides, and then I wish to know where 
the man is to be found, under the canopy of 
heaven, who is not an Englishman, or interested 
in the question, who will decide the matter against 


us. Ido not wish to delay the passage of the 
resolution. I concede the propriety of printing 


the message early. 

Mr. TOOMBS. -I have no objection to print- 
ing as many copies of the message as are wanted, 
and also the documents in regard to the treaty. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I submit the motion the 
gentleman suggests. Let us say ten thousand 
copies of the documents, that is, the correspond- 
ence with the British Minister. « 

Mr. CASS. Let me suggest that the message 
itself will appear in every paper in the Union; 
but the documents cannot be got by the public 
unless they are specially printed here. They are 
too voluminous to be printed by the newspapers 
over the country. I wish to suggést to the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia, that whether you 
order ten thousand or.fifteen thousand copies of 
the message will not procrastinate the commence- 
ment of the delivery? > .0 

Mr. TOOMBS. I did not say that. 

Mr. CASS. For.that-reason, I think we had 
better let the resolution pass in the shape in which 
it is presented. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to a fact connected with this business, 
and I do not know that I desire to make any 
suggestion about it. We have no public printer, 
no printer for the Senate under the law; we have 
no Conimittee on Printing; we have no Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing. Under these circum- 
stances it strikes me, that if we are to indicate, 
as the resolution does, an individual to do this 
printing, we should prescribe something in re- 
spect to POD! : , 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The law prescribes it. 

Mr. STUART. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
The law does not cover this resolution. The law 
covers printing done by a public printer, elected 
agreeably to the law; but it docs not cover the 
resolution as it stands. Witha view'to this diffi- 
cu, ‘F had myself prepared a resolution which 
mply directed the Scerctary of the Senate to 
‘contract. for the printing of the message and doc- 
uments at prices or rates not exceeding those 
established by existing law. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator can propose 
that amendment. 

Mr. STUART. I shall be glad to have this 
resolution amended in that respect. 

Mr.CLAYTON. The resolution on the table, 
for which I ask the vote of the Senate, provides 
that a certain number of the message and docu- 
ments shall be printed by the printer of the Sen- 
ate for the last Congress. It designates the indi- 
vidual who is to print for us. It seems to me 


that is quite as good as authorizing the Secretary į 


to select a printer for us. J am for taking the old 
printer until another shall have been elected, and 
giving him the printing of this document. I see 
no reason why we should not do it. 

Mr. STUART. That is not the point whigh 
I made. I suggested that he should be restricted 
in price to the terms of the existing law; but he 
willnot be restricted without some amendment to 
the resolution. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. [have no objection to that. 
I very willingly accept a modification that the 
printing shall be at the rates provided by the 
existing law. I modify the resolution to read: 

Ordered, That the usual number of the message and 
documents be printed, and that fifteen thousand copies of 
the message and accompanying documents in addition to 
the usual number, be printed for the use of the Senate, by 


the printer of the Senate for the last Congress, at rates not 
exceeding those established by existing laws. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the resolution 


by striking out ‘ fifteen thousand ” and inserting 
tten thousand ” in that portion which relates to 
the accompanying documents. -Thatis the number 
which we printed last year, and I have no doubt 
Senators will recollect that many of them had 
documents for which they had no use in the 
world. Printing such large quantities only serves 
to increase the expenses of the Government, and 
to trammel the mails. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
last year. : 

The amendment was rejected. $ 

The resolution as modified by Mr. Criayro 
was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Resolved, That tive hundred additional copies of the an- 
nual reports of the Secretaries of the Treasury, Interior, 
War, and Navy Departments, and the Postmaster Geueral, 
be printed for the use of those Departments respectively. 

Resolved, That two hundred additional copies of the 
President’s message and accompanying documents be 
printed for the use of cach of the Seeretaries of State, the 
‘Treasury, Navy, Interior, and War Departments, respect- 
ively, the Attorney General, and the Postmaster General. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask that it may be now considered: 
Resolved, That the clerks to committees who were ap- 


pointed under the resolution of the 13th instant be paid 
from the first day of the sessiou. 


Mr. CLAY. Let it lie over. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope my friend will 
withdraw his objection on a statement of the 
purpose of the resolution. A precisely similar 
provision was made at the last session. The 
committee clerks were then not appointed at the 
commencement of the session, but by a resolution 
passed a few days afterwards, and were allowed 
to draw their pay from the beginning of the ses- 
sion. They are all here in attendance at the 
commencement of our sessions, waiting for the 
passage of the resolution anthorizing their em- 
ployment; and many of them performed their 
duties before they were actually authorized by 
resolution to do so. As this course was pursued 
last year, I hope there will be no objection to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CLAY. My objection is, that it is pay- 
ing these gentlemen for nothing. It is paying 
them for waiting in expectation of employment 
as clerks of committees. I donot doubt that we 
shall be able to find a sufficient number of clerks 
to supply all our wants, and I think it bad policy 
to pay them to come here and attend in expecta- 
tion of employment. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution being 
objected to must lie over under the rules. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. BROWN, the Senate pro- 


Some had not enough 


! ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Scnate adjourned to Thursday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 31, 1855. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


[Cries of “ Call the roll !”’] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States was here announced, at the hands of Sip- 
ney Wenssrer, Esq., his Private Secretary, in 
the following language: ‘lam directed by the 
President of the United States to deliver to the 
House of Representatives a communication in 
writing.” 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the message 
be read, in order that we may know what it is; 
and then we can determine if any action thereon 
be necessary. 
the yeas and nays. . 

r. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to 
determine the question by the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Clerk—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I believe I have the floor. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was about to say that, 
of course, I do not know what is contained in 
| that message any more than any other gentleman; 


Mr. MORGAN. Upon that motion I demand | 


i; Seems to me 


but that the President hasa right, upon. the as- 
sembling of Congress, at any time when he shail 
think proper to do so, to. send a message to the 
House of Representatives, T- have no: doubt, for 
the Constitution authorizes: him, and. requires 
him, from time to time, to communicate to: the 
House of Representatives, and. 
; Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise toa- ques- 
tion of order. The reading of the message is 
the transaction of business, and we cannot trans 
act any business until the House is organized. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not agree with the 
gentleman at all. Hearing the message from the 
President read is not, in itself, the transaction of 
business. We may make business afterwards 
by proceeding to take action upon it. It is our 
right to hear; but we can then act only ina cer- 
tain manner with reference to it. But I am per- 
fectly willing, as I remarked before, to determine 
the question of order, in the first instance, by 
the House upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOYCE. I hope the House will permit 
the message to be read, as the contents may con- 
stitute a reason for our organization. 

Mr. GIDDINGS again addressed the Clerk. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio desire to ask me a question? — 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, sir; I desire to obtain 
the floor, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I cannot yield the floor 
yet. I would inquire of the Clerk how he de- 
cides the question of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. CamrBELL?] 

The CLERK. ‘Will the gentleman from Ohio 
state again his point of order 7 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is, that the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CLING- 
MAN] contemplates the transaction of business 
before this House has been organized, and be- 
fore a presiding officer is elected; and I refer the 
Clerk and the gentleman from North Carolina to 
the act of Congress of 1789. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I sce nothing in that act 
to the point. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I do. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, It scems to me that we 
may receive the message and hear it, and then 
determine whether we ought to act or not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We do notcven know, 
yet, who are members of this House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
ought not to establish this precedent. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio insist upon his question of order ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly, Ido. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I do not see much force 
in the objection of the gentleman, for if we are 


I think we 


|| not members of this House, we have no right to 


elect a Speaker. None but members can‘vote ` 
fora Speaker, and by voting as we have done, 
we have adjudged that we are a House. This 
question was discussed some years ago in con- 
nection with the gencral ticket members, and 
again in connection with the New Jersey con- 
tested seats. It was then held that the Honus 
was a House for certain purposes, though not for 
legislation and for certain other specified pur- 
poses. I am of opinion we may receive a com- 
munication from the President for information, 
just as we hear discussion; but our action is lim- 
ited. Our right to hear is unlimited, however. 

Mr. ORR. The second section of the first 
article of the Constitution expressly recognizes 
this body as a House of Representatives. It is in 
the following language: 

“ The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker 
and other officers.” 

In reference to the question, as to whether any 
disposition can be made of the message after it 
has been read, the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Ohio may be well taken; but he 
raises his point too soon. This communication 
comes from the President of the United States, 
and it is but respectful to him that it should. be 
read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Allow me a word. It 


Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.). Excuse 
me; I did not intend to give up the floor at this 
moment. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, (continuing.) It seems to 


+ me that it is utterly useless for ùs to have the 


message read, unless that we can proceed to do 


-somothing-with it after: 
justas well proceed to legislate, 


TAM oes pees a 

: .Mr: GLINGMAN.. «Mr. Clerk. PESES 

z+ Mro STEPHENS.“ Will-the-gentleman from. 

‘North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] allow me to make: 

aremark eo no ee ged ey 
Mr: CLINGMAN.. I will hear whatmy friend 

from. Georgia [Mr. SteruEns] has to suggest.” 

Mr. STEPHENS: -I have :thistosay:to the 

gentleman from-Ohio, [Mr. Camps eLL:] He asks, 
what can we'do-with the message if 1t be read? 
Ido riot“ know what. we are. to do-with it;-and 
Cannot say what-ought-to be done with it, until I 
know what it contains, but there may be import- 
‘ant facts there communicated which may he of 
consequence for us to know—the information it 
contains may show-a-state of the country requir- 
ing immediateaction on our part, The third sec- 
tion and second articlé of the Constitution is in 
these words: f : 

“ He [the President] shall, from time to time, give to the 
Congress information’ of the state of the Union, and re- 
commend to their consideration such measures as he shall 
judge necessary. andexpedient. He may, on extraordinary 
occasions, convene hoth Houses or either of them,” Xe. 

Now, sir, there may be.a communication here 
which is of so important and extraordinary a 
character as that, if Congress were not in session, 
the. President would convene us. . But according 
to the law.and the Constitution, it is known to 
him that we.are in session, and he cannot, there- 
fore, issue a proclamation to the-people. I say 
it is. the duty of the President, on such. great 
questions, to confmunicate them to us. There is 
no action on the part of this House in hearing 
read to us what the ‘President has said in his 
message. After we have heard it, it is then for 
us to take action, I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsuiy] that we cannot take 
action on it until we are organized. The Presi- 
dent may have felt it his duty, in view of the 
important interests involved, to communicate this 
message tous. He has done so in the discharge 
of a constitutional duty which he owes to the 
country. We are here in session, That fact is 
known to the country. We are here in session, 
though unorganized, however; and it is certainly 
respectful to the President, who has felt it his 
duty to make a communication to us, to say 
nothing of duty to ourselves, that that commu- 
nieation should be read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN again took the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
teman from North. Carolina (Mr. Cumeman] 
yield me the floor for but a single moment? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iwill yield to the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN, The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Srernens] has not read that part of 
section three of the second article of the Consti- 
tution which has reference to messages from the 
President to cither Flouse. Itis in these words: 
€ He shall from time to time give to the Congress inform- 
ation of the state of the Union, and recommend to their 
consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary 
and expedient.” 

Now I submit that there is not at present a 
Congress, and that there cannot be a Congress 
while cither branch is unorganized. This is not 
a body with which the President can communi- 
cate-until we shall have. been organized by the 


election-of a Speaker, inasmuch as the first busi- | 


ness of this House is to elect a Speaker. By law 
that must be done before members can take the 
oath of office, or transact any business. Conse- 
quent y it results, it seems to me, that the Presi- 

ent cannot, at this stage, communieate to us in 
writing or otherwise. “We have. no right to re- 
ceive, and he no right to communicate to us any 
message in relation to our organization. ‘These 
are our matters, and ours alone; and as there can 
be no. other business done by the House until it 
shall have organized by the choice of a Speaker, 
soit is clear and inevitable that the President has 
no. right to communicate with this House at this 
time; and if he communicates to us, and we have 
read a message, it follows by necessary impli- 
cation that.we must act on that message. And 
as I said before, without any disrespect to the 
President, I hold that it would be establishing a 
precedent, and doing that which never was done 
in the history of this Government, to receive a 
message: from the President -before we have 


a Jt tatv, 6 an 
would like to ask my-colleague.one question. 
“Mr. WASHBURN, (continuing.) I submit 
that the Senate cannot communicate.with us in 
our present unorganized condition, and wky then 
ean the President communicate with us? =. 
“Mr. FULLER. Will my’colleague allow me 
to.ask him one question? 

Mri WASHBURN. Certainly. 

- Mr. FULLER. The ‘question which I wish 
to propound: to. my colleague is this: we both of 
‘us happen to represent a State which is princi- 

ally a maritime State, having, as it is.said, some 

$50,000,000 invested in comvnerce. ‘Suppose that 
the condition of our foreign relations was such 
that the President felt it to be his. duty to com- 
municate it to this House, would that gentleman, 
so representing the constituency that he does, 
think it right that the House of Representatives, 
after having been in session here four weeks, 
should be deprived of that information, and that 
it should be kept locked up in the Secretary of 
State’s office? 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the information can 
be communicated to the House, it can equally be 
communicated to the Senate, and can be commu- 
nicated to the country through the newspapers. 
What I say is this: that until the House is or- 
ganized—and of that the House must be its own 
judge; it must not be dictated to in relation 
thereto—it would be a breach of privilege for the 
President to undertake to state to the House that 
it must organize. He can say nothing in regard 
to any business which we must transact; until, 
I say, this House is organized, no message can 
be received from the President. Therefore it is 
that I sustain the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL. ] 

Mr. CLINGMAN resumed the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would remind the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuinemay] 
that his time has expired. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was interrupted by the 
point of order which was raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio. The floor was taken from me under 
that point of order, and I was unable conse- 
quontiy to finish what I intended to have said. 
Most of what I would have said, however, has 
been said by my friend on the right, [Mr. Sre- 
rrens,] and by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Orr.] I was about to say that the 
Constitution provides that Congress shall assem- 
bleat acertain time. That time has arrived, and 
the members of the two Houses have assembled. 
It also says, that the House of Representatives 
shall choose its Speaker. Well, of course, that 
implies that we must be a House before we pro- 
ceed to choose a Speaker. If the argument of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasusurn] 
were right, sec what the effect of it would be. 
‘Suppose that after the election of Speaker that 
Speaker should die, and there should be an inter- 
regnum in the speakership, would we cease to be 


That is his doctrine; at least, that is a fair view 
of it. This is a subject which some time ago 
was very much debated. 

Mr. WASHBURN, (interrupting.) I make 
this distinction 

Mr. CLUNGMAN, (continuing.) The gen- 
tleman will excuse me. I desire to go on with 
my remarks. The Constitution provides that 
the President shall, from time to time, make 
communications to Congress. Well, the Presi- 
dent is well aware that Congress is in session. 
It is his duty to know that fact, and he does 
know it. The gentleman from Maine intimated 
that the President may have undertaken in this 
message to dictate to us. . 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then the gentleman’s 
remarks about the President dictating to us has 
no meaning at all, and therefore should have no 
weight with the House. The President has cer- 
tain duties devolved.on him; we have our duties 
likewise. ‘he President may, whenever he 
undersiands Congress to be in session, commu- 
nicate to it, and it is his duty to do so whenever, 
in his judgment, it is important to the well-being 
of the country.. That communication has been, 
in this instance, made; and my object in. rising 


to move for its reading was, that the House 


ne, (interrupting.) 1} 


a House? According to his argument we would, | 


I 
wish therefore my colleague to withdraw his point 
of order for that purpose. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
much by surprise to find that this message had 


desire to have it met in the broadest manner. 


I was taken very 


been presented here. I was at a loss, and am 


‘still at a loss, to understand by what authority 


the Clerk could recognize any person as entitled 
to the floor to present the message of the Presi- 
dent to this unorganized Congress. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Let me appeal to my col- 
leaguc [Mr. CamrBELL] to withdraw his point of 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 desire to ask the Clerk, 
in the first place, to whom that message is 
directed? ` 

The CLERK. It is directed to the House of 
Representatives. The Clerk asks permission to 
say that he was not aware that the message was 
here until the announcement was made by the 
Doorkeeper. He had no information that any 
message was to be presented. He willsay, how- 
ever, that if he had received the information prior 
to the presentation of the message, he should 
have received it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Gentlemen seem to have 
formed some idea as to the contents of the mes- 


sage. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre- 


puzns] has made the point that it contains in 
some form reasons why we should proceed to 
the election of a Speaker forthwith. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will allow me fora moments | expressly disclaim 
any stich statement, if the gentleman refers tome, 
or to anything uttered.by me—— 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I do not allude to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia as knowing what are the 
contents. of the message. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Here is my point. The 
Constitution makes it the duty of the President of 
the United States to communicate to the Houses of 
Congress information touching the state of the 
Union, &c., I take it for granted that the Presi- 
dent would not thus communicate to us, unless 
there was some public matter which ,in his opinion, 
ought tobe made Known to us. Shall we’have the 
communication he has sent read, or not? 

i Mr. CAMPBELL. But the gentleman urged 
that- : 5 i 

Mr. STEPHENS. I said that there might 
be information contained in the message which 
would be with us strong reasons for the speedy 
organization of the House, What that informa- 
tion is, or what reasons it may give rise to, I do 
not know. I do not mean that the President 
urges such reasons upon that ground, but that 
there may be matters of great public interest 
communicated, which shall show to us that it is 
our duty to effect a speedy organization. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from Ohio on 
my right [Mr. Gipprves] speaks of this as an 
unprecedented proceeding. It may be unpre- 
ecdented in the parliamentary. history of this 
country, because the House of Representatives 
never remained so long unorganized before; and 
it may be that no questions have heretofore pre- 


‘sented themselves of sufficient public interest ‘to 


make the .President consider it his duty to com- 


|-municatc to Congress inits unorganized condition. 


I say such an act may be unprecedented in our 
history, but itis not unprecedented in parliament- 
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ary history. Ifthe House will permit me, I will 
read the latter part of the ninth section of the 
Manual, showing that such precedents are. to be 
found.in the history of the British Parliament. 
It is that part of the Manual which treats of the 
state of the British [louse of Commons before a 
Speaker is clected, and how a Speaker is there 
chosen: 

“When but one person is proposed, and no objection 
made, it has been usual to put any question to the House 3 
but withouta question the members proposing him conduct 
him to the chair. But if there be objection, or another pro- 
posed, a question is put by the Clerk, (2 Halls, 158,) as are 
also questions of adjournment, (6 Grey, 406,) where the 
House debuted and exchanged messages and answers with 
the King for a week, without a Speaker, until they were 
prorogued. They have have done it de die in diem for four- 
teen days, (1 Chand. 331, 335.) 


So that it seems that this 1s by no means an 
unprecedented instance in parliamentary history. 
The British Parliament has been, according to 
this authority, in session for at least fourteen 
days without the election of a Speaker, during 
which communications have passed between 
the two Houses and between the House and the 
King. No such instance has ever arisen in our 
history, because no such necessity has ever arisen 
for such a proceeding. The British Parliament, 
on the occasion referred to, was in session for 
fourteen days, without the clection.of a Speaker, 
during which time communications were passed 
between them and other branches of the Govern- 
ment. Now I think itis due, as a matter of cour- 
tesy to a codrdinate branch of the Government, 
especially as it is the duty of the President to 
give us information touching any public interests, 
that the message should be received and read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tleman from Ohio allow me for a moment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not now. I have mercly 
risen to appeal to my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
Camppe.i] to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
to understand distinctly the position taken by the 
geneman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens.] Do 

understand the gentleman from Georgia to inti- 
mate, when he was upon the floor some minutes 
since, that the contents of that message might he 
arguments in favor of the immediate election of a 
Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not at all. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I understood the gentle- 
man to say something of that sort. 

Mr. STEPHENS. No, sir; no such thing. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, that it might have 
the effect to accomplish that object, or something 
of the kind? ` 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
matter that would lead to that result. For illus- 
tration: suppose that while we remained here in 
an unorganized condition, the country should be 
invaded by a hostile force; the House not know- 
ing of the fact, greatly to the detriment of the 
country, I take it for granted that the House, as 


soon as it was informed of the fact, would pro- | 


ceed to organize immediately, when otherwise 
they might not. My object was not to state that 
the message contained matter directly referring to 
the organization at all, but that it might contain 
information in reference to the condition of the 
country, such as would lead to a more speedy 
organization of the House than would otherwise 
be effected—not that such was the object of the 
President, but that such might be our duty. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, Mr. Clerk, without | 


pursuing the point stated by the gentleman from 
Georgia further, I will merely say in reply to the 
remarks of that gentleman, that the message 
either is business or it is not business. If it is 
business, then we have nothing to do with it; if 
it is not business, then it hag no right here. 
Now, Mr. Clerk, in reference to the sugges- 
tion of my colleague, [Mr. Grppryes,} that I 
should withdraw my question of order, I will 
simply say this: that I regard this as an innova- 
tion upon the usages of the [louse and the whole 
practice of the Government. 
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The Executive i 


Will the gen- 


I should like first | 


I said it might contain | 


department of this Government is absorbing very 
rapidly the powers of the Government. For onc, 
I intend now and in future, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to strike down every such innovation as 
this so longas I have the honor of a seat upon 
this floor; and, in pursuance of that intention, I 
prefer, in the first place, to submit the point of 
order which I have submitted. Then (in reply 
to my colleague over the way, [Mr. Gippies] 
I am ready to mect the issue upon the great prin- 
ciples to which he has alluded: I want the ques- 
tion first to be taken upon the point of order I 
have submitted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, I suppose we might 
as well give our views upon the question—upon 
a question of order as any other, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
Ueman from Ohio allow me, fora single moment? 

The CLERK. The Clerk will suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Guwopies] that his 
ten minutes are rapidly passing away: 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If it be, as the Clerk sug- 
gests, that my time is now going on, I cannot 
yield to any one. I say, Mr. Clerk, that this is 
an attempted innovation upon the uniform prac- 
tice of this body from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. The gentleman telis us that itis the 
duty of the President to communicate with this 
body. Well, sir, if it is the duty of the Pres- 
ident to communicate to this body in its unorgan- 
ized condition, why did he not send us his message 
four weeks since? Yet, sir, the friends of the 
President—those who are the supporters of his 
policy, who have prevented the organization of 


this House during the whole of that period—now |! 


ask that the President may come in and speak to 
us in this unorganized condition, Sir, I will not 
hear hin, I repeat, sir, that the President has 
no right to communicate to the House until we 
become a constituent branch of Congress by 
electing a Speaker and taking the oath of office. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. ‘Will the gen- 
tleman from Ohio allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No,sir. I cannot yield to 
any gentleman, if it is to come out of my time. I 
say that when the President presents his message 
here in our present condition, it is an encroach- 
ment upon the rights of the House. He has no 
right to send messages to this body except to 
transmit his annual message at the commence- 
mont of the Congress, and he shall have been in- 
formed of our organization. In no case can he 
communicate to the House of Representatives, 
but to Congress in its aggregate capacity. This 
is in its nature a serious attempt at innovation 
and revolution. From the time that General 
Washington assumed the presidential chair down 
to this the very last day of December, 1855, no 
Executive has ever attempted to palm himself on 
this body until we were an organized branch of 
a complete Congress. I meet the innovation at 
the threshold. It is an encroachment gn our 
rights, and I resist it at the start. For one, I 
will not submit to it. The majority may; but 
with them will be the responsibility. 


If the President wished to communicate to us, |! 


why did he not do so before we left our dwell- 
ings? We were then as much of a House of 
Representatives as we are now. There is a 
point of time when we become capable of acting 
in concert with the Senate, when both bodies 
together constitute a Congress in the consti- 
tutional acceptation of the term. When our 
Speaker is elected and sworn in, when the mem- 
bers have been admitted, taken their seats, and 


been sworn in, the country then looks upon usas | 


a constituent branch of Congress. With the 
Congress of the United States constitutionally 
organized, itis expected that the President wil 
communicate. 

Mr. MATTESON. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Ohio, I will read the second 
section of the first law ‘ passed at the first ses 
sion of Congress which was begun and held at 
the city of New York, on Wednesday, March 
4, 1789, and continued to September 29, 1789.” 
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It has an intimate connection with the 
now at issue. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Go on. 

Mr. MATTESON. The section reads as fol- 
lows: : 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That at the first ses- 
sion of Congress afier every general election of Represent- 
atives, the oath, or affirmation aforesaid, shall be admin- 
istered by any one member of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Speaker; and by him to all the members 
present, and to the clerk, previous to entering on any 
| other business, and to the members who. shall afterwards 
| appear, previous to taking their seats. The President of 
the Senate, for the time being, shall also administer tho 
said oath or affirmation to cach Senator who shall hercaf- 
ter be elected, previous to his taking his seat, and in any 
future casc of a President of the Senate who shall not 
have taken the said oath or affirmation, the same shall be 
administered to him by any one of the members of the 
Senate. 

{Loud cries of ‘That is it!” That is the 
point!”’ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I am obliged to the gentle- 
man from New York for his reference. That 
was the first statute passed by the First Congress. 
Since then we have obeyed, and strictly carried 
out the practice therein prescribed. And now, 
while the President, in the White House, is de- 
claring that it is of the utmost importance to the 
country that his message should be immediately 
presented, received, and published, his political 
friends in this Hall have, for four weeks, defeated 
i all efforts to organize this body by the election 
ofa Speaker. On them rests the responsibility 
of the present delay. 

It is due to ourselves to maintain our own 
rights and dignity. The President has no right 
thus to thrust his message upon us while we are 
engaged in the important work of organizing this 
; body. We ought not to permit the President or 
any other officer or individual to interrupt the 
progress of our business. Whilst I would treat 
the Executive with perfect respect, I will demand 
the same respectful treatment of this body. If 
there is any duty incumbent on us @s citizens of 
the Republie; as statesmen and Representatives 
of the people, it is the preservation of our entire 
constitutional prerogatives as they were estab- 
lished by our fathers, and have been observed 
and maintained by our predecessors for three 
fourths of century. I would recognize no au- 
thority in the President to invade the time hon- 
ored practice of this body, He shall not do it 
with my consent. This legislative branch of 
| Government is cqual in dignity with the execu- 
| tive. Let us maintain that dignity with becoming 
independence. And while we will not invade the 
| rights of the executive, let us see to it that he 
shall not invade ours. On the precedents estab- 
lished by our fathers and former statesmen, I, 
for one, am willing to stand. The President 
shall not draw me from them. I stand here, not 
to act for the President or a party, but for the 
| people whom I have the honor to represent. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, the 
{| Constitution provides that the Senate and House 
| of Representatives shall constitute. the Congress 
l 
f 


question 


| of the United States. It also provides that Con- 
| gress shall meet at least once in every year; and 
| that, until otherwise provided, that meeting shall 
i! be on the first Monday of December. ft thtn 
|i wakes it the duty of the President of the United 
| States from time to time to communicate to the 
{| Congress, whenassembled, the state of the Union, 
i: and to recommend forits adoption such measures 
l as ho may deem best for the interest and pros- 
|| perity of the country. What rule has been pre- 
i seribed by which the President is to know when 
Congress is in session? None save that to be 
i found in the Constitution. 
| A gentleman asks me whether we do not always 
|| communicate to him the fact of our organization? 
That is truc; but it is merely a practice of cour- 
tesy, not a duty devolved on Congress by the 
+ Constitution. Suppose, when we shall have elected 
a Speaker, it shall be the will of the majority to 
: refuse to inform the President that we are assem- 
i: bled and organized, then how is he to know that 
|: fact? How do we know that there isat the other 
|. end of the Avenue a President to communicate 
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we ~ Decemb ool, 


with tis? Members ofthe House of Represent- 
atives“know'that the Constitution of the United 
States has provided for one, and they must take 
it for granted that he is at his post.. And it. is 
the President’s duty to. take.it for granted. that 
the people have done-their duty,-and.sent to the 
Capitol their proper Representatives In order. to 
constitute the Congress of the United States... He 
must take it for granted that the people’s'Repre- 
sentatives’ have dissharged their-duty; that they 
have assembled in pursuance of the Constitution. 
When. he deems it his duty to communicate to: 
Congress he must do so; and though his Private 
Secretary should find this Hall vacant, not-a seat 
occupied, the Executive will have discharged his 
duty. : , p 

re to the question why he did not present his 
communication before, I have only to say that 
he may not have thought that it was important to 
doso. If we were in an unorganized condition 
for five or six weeks, or threo or five months, is 
it to be an established doctrine. here, that. the 
Executive is not to communicate to us anyin- 
formation, however important, until Congress 
shall ask it at his hands? That is -not the con- 
stitutional provision; it is that he shall, from time 
to time, communicate with Congress. -I can see 
no.objection—there can be none to the practice of 
courtesy which has been followed from the or- 
ganization.of the Government up to the present 
time, that. when both Houses are organized we 
shallinform the President that Congress is assem- 
bled, and ready. to receive any communication | 
that he may see fit to make to them. Now, shail 
we stickle on a question of courtesy, or etiquette 
which is unknown to the Constitution, and in 
nowise obligatory on this House, or anybody 


else? For myself, I have respect for gee or f 
| decision is? 


custom, or ctiquette, or anything of the sort no 
longer. than, it has good reason in its favor, no 
Jonger than it is founded on right and justice. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylyania. Mr. Clerk —— 

TheCLERIK. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee yield to the fentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, I center 
my protest against the whole practice of interro- 
rating every gentleman that gets up to address 
the House. ftis wrong. I do not intend any 
disrespect togthe gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
but I do think that it is a practice which mars the 
deliberations of the body as much, perhaps, as 
gnything else, 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, I 
did not rise to ask the gentleman a question; I 
merely desired an opportunity to say this: the 
President of the United States has assumed the 
responsibility or presenting his message to us in 
our present unorganized condition, treating us as 
a House under the Constitution. I wish merely 
to call for the pose question on the question 
of reception of that message; and let every mem- 
ber of this body take the responsibility without 
debate, by his vote, of declaring whether or not 
he will recognize the existence of this Louse, or 
prevent important papers from going to the coun- 
iry touching matters which affect the Government 
and the whole country. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Clerk will decide 
who has the floor, 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Bococx] has been recognized. 

_Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. Iwant to know whether that side of the 
Mouse is entitled to the exclusive right to the 
attention of the Clerk, and whether we are to be 
heard at all? . (Laughter, and cries of “* Good !’’]! 

Mr. CARLILE. “What is the question before 
the House? g 
The CLERK: The Clerk will state the ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] raises the point of order that the reading 
of the message is not. the business before the 
House. The Clerk, not desiring to decide that 
question himself, thercfore refers it to the House 


to decide whether the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is in order. 

Mr. CARLILE., What is that motion? 

The CLERK. The motion is that the mes- 
sage be read. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I shall occupy the attention 
of the Elouse but one or two minutes in relation | 
to this matter. Gentlemen. upon the other side | 


of the House, Mr, Clerk, have spoken of this as } 
a yery extraordinary contingency... Never before, |! 


| it has been said, has the President of. the United || 


States senta message to this House until it was 
organized by the election of a Speaker. ` I an- 
swer that never before, since the foundation of 


this Government, has it been the case that the, 


members of the House of Representatives’ have 
sat-here for four weeks without a Speaker... A 
gentleman over the way has read the.law which 
was brought out here some weeks ago. 

Mr: SEWARD, (interrupting.) I rise toa 
question of order. - 6 

Mr. LETCHER.. There is.a question of 
order already pending. `.. 

The CLERK... The gentleman from Georgia 
is notin order.  , : 

“Mr. SEWARD. I want to know whether the 
question of order has been decided, and if so, 
whether an appeal has been taken., 

. Mr. BOCOCK, . There has been an appeal 
taken, and it is debatable. S 

The CLERK. There has been no appeal. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The question of- order has 
been presented to the House, which is the same 
thing, and it is debatable. I was proceeding to 
say, Mr. Clerk, that the fact that the President 
of the United States has thus, for the first time, 
communicated to the House, while it was ina 
disorganized condition, may be justified by the 
fact that, for the first time in the history of the 
Government, the House of Representatives has 
sat for four weeks without electing a Speaker. 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) The question 
now before the House is, whether the House will 
entertain the motion of Mr. Cumeman that the 
eva of the President of the United States be 
read. 

Mr. SEWARD. <A question of order-has been 
raised on that. Now, I want to know what the 


The CLERK. That is the question of order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. In relation to the law which 
has been read by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Marreson,] what I have to say, Mr. Clerk, 
18, that it was brought out by myself, many days 
ago, and is in the recollection of almost every 
member of this body, but the phrase used in that 
law is, that a Speaker shall be elected and the 
members sworn in before proceeding to any 
other Business.” The term *‘business” has a 
specific, and I may say, a technical meaning. 

Now, we have been debating here for a long 
time. Would gentlemen say that in so doing we 
were ‘proceeding to other business??? he 


| House of Representatives has passed various res- 


olutions, either of order or in relation to its organ- 
ization, Was that “t proceeding to other busi- 
ness???) Wehave aright to take any steps which 
may be conducive to the election of a Speaker and 
to the organization of this House, and until that 
message isread we do not know how far ‘it may be 
persuasive to thatend. The mere reception and 
reading of the message is not proceeding to busi- 
ness. When we have read it,and action shall be 
proposed, growing out of it, other than the clec- 
tion of Speaker, it will then be time enough for 
gentlemen to object, and intrench themselves 
Dehind the law aforesaid. Then I shall agree 


i with them. 


There is one point that has been hinted at over 
the way, wich wish to present more specifically 
to the attention of this House, and it was for that 
purpose that I arose on this occasion. 

Mer. Clerk, when the Congress of the United 
States is not in session, the Coustitution of the 
country gives the President the right to call this 
body together. There might be danger of an in- 
vasion, ourcommerce might be threatened, orsome 
of our rights as a nation might be attacked, and 
in such cases, Congress not being in session, the 
President of the United States, by proclamation, 
may call. us together, and show us in that proc- 
lamation why we are calied together. Now, we 
have been here since the Ist day of December, 
and if the doctrine of gentlemen be true, that the 
President cannot communicate with us, we should 
all this time have been in a worse condition than 
if we hadnetassembled. All these things might 

rise; we might be threatened with invasion, our 
ommerce might be attacked, or other of our 
national rights might be invaded—at least there 
might be occasion for some important action on 
the part of the Congress of the United States, 


and yet the information could not be got before 
Congress or the country. Can that be so? Can 


there be a time when our rights:or our safety are 


invaded; and--yet the President cannot communi- 
cate it? “He might have communicated with us 
before: we mèt. Are. we'in a! worse condition 
now? Information of an important character may 
be communicated: in this message, and such in- 
formation might.be.strongly persuasive to, the 
organization.of this House. How do we know 
that such is not the. case?) How do we Atnow 
until the message is read that it does not contain 
something which, if Congress had not been in 
session, would have properly induced. the Presi- 
dent.to convene this body by proclamation, We 
want to know—the couniry wants’ to know, 
whether such matter is in existence as requires 
this Congress to be speédily organized; and I 
insist that upon that ground, if on no other, the 
President has a right to communicate to this 
House, and we have a right to receive the mes- 
sage, and have itread. - i 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk, 
I think it possible that. this message ought to be 
received, because we are a House in our present 
condition. We are a House before we elect a 
Speaker; we are contemplated as a House before 
we elect a Speaker; and as a House we forma 
constituent branch of the Congress of the United 
States. The President has taken the responsi- 
bility of-addressing us while we are in a disor- 


i ganized, orrather an. unorganized eondition. We 


assume here to be a House} but. the Constitu- 
tion says that each House shall be the judge of 
the election, return, and qualification of its own 
members. We are here, and- we have not ex- 
changed credentials with cach other, and we do 
not know, therefore, that the body of gentlemen’ 
here assembled, and assuming to be a House, is . 
a qualified House; or if there is the majority of 
a quorum of a House here. And how are we 
to know. that fact? Why, when the oath shall 
have been administered tous, and upon the pre- 
sentation of our credentials. . 

The Constitution says in the fifth section of the 
ninth article: ; 

“ Each House shall be the judge of the election, return 
and qualification of its own members, and a majority o; 
each shall constitute a quorum to do busincss.”? i 

I take it, therefore, that until there is an ascer- 
tained majority of a constitutional House, whose 
election and qualification are established, we are 
in an unorganized condition, and cannot possibly 
do any business. Yet we have saaaied: as the © 
President has a right to assume, that we are a 
House. We have assembled here, and have 
called the yeas and nays. Although we have 
not communicated to the President that we are 
organized and ready to receive communications 
from him, still, when his messenger appears at 
our door, and informs us that the President has 
sent a message to the House of Representatives, 
I think we should be stultifying ourselves if we 
were to turn round and say to him, ‘* We are not 
yet a House sẹ as to receive it.” Tam of opinion 
that we ought to receive it, and that, when we 
shall have received it, it ought to lay just where 
it now lies, until we are ready, by an organiza- 
tion, to read it, and to act upon it. 

I move, therefore, Mr. Clerk,—because there 
seems a necessity for a motion,—that the message 
be received and laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order in reference to the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. Elis motion to receive and lay 
the message upon the table is not. in order until 
the other question of order, raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Camppexi, | is disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the Clerk entertains the 


| motion of, the gentleman from Kentucky, I ask 


for a division of it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk does not entertain 
the motion, as he thinks it is out of order until 
the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio, which is still before the House, is 
first disposed of. - 

Mr. GROW. Is not the question of receiving 
the message the first question before the Tlouse? 

The CLERK. The question now before the 
House is, will the House entertain the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cunc- 


_MAN,] viz: ‘* Shall the message of the President 


of the United States be now read?” 

Mr. MILLSON here obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, My motion was, that the 
message be received and read. f 
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The CLERK. The gentleman is correct. 

Ar. SEWARD. [rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I move that the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] be invited to take the chair, 
in order that we may have some order in this 
House... [Laughter] . . j 

Mr. WAKEMAN. That motion cannot be 
in order now, as there is another motion pending. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not in 
order at thistime. . 

Mr. MILLSON. If I was recognized by the 
Clerk, Iclaim the floor, and do not yield it to any 
gentleman. . 

Mi. SEWARD. A certain class of members 
seem to have the exclusive right-to the floor, and 
Iam not willing to submit to that arrangement, 
under the hand of a Clerk, a Speaker, oranybody 
else. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Virginia will yicld the floor, I think we 
ean disentangle this snarl into which we have 


rot. $ 
: Mr. MILLSON. I cannot yield to any one. 
The question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsrnx] necessarily presents 
two inquiries to the House—first, as to the au- 
thority competent to determine this point of order, 
next, as to the right-—I will not say the obligation 
~-of the House to receive this message from the 
President; and as these two questions are kindred 
ones, the consideration of the first branch of the 


inquiry, as to who must determine this point of | 


order, will, in a great degree, throw light upon 
the question whether we are now an organized 
body, as I maintain we are. 

' Wow, sir, what is the function of the Clerk of 
this House? 
Clerk, invoke the decision of questions by him, 
and suggest appeals from his decisions, just as if 
the Clerk were a member of this House, and au- 
thorized to make decisions binding on members 
here. Sir, the Clerk is but a ministerial agent of 
the House. He is not a member of the body. 
He has no control over members. He has no 
authority whatever to decide questions raise 
by the different Representatives for the considera- 
tion of this body;and although, as a matter of 
convenience to members, the suggestions of the 
Clerk are acquiesced in, and respected by the 
House, as the presumed expressions of its own 
will, yet, sir, I protest against this solecism in 
legislation—in considering one of the exccutive 
officers of the House as its presiding officer, 
having authority to make decisions binding upon 
its members, and requiring to be reversed upon a 
formal appeal taken to the House. I have several 
times heard gentlemen talk of taking such ap- 
peals, and, had it really been done, I should have 
availed myself of the opportunity to protest 
against encumbering the congressional Journal 


by the record of so extraordinary a proceeding | 


as that of an appeal to the House from a decis- 
jon of its Clerk. And when I say this I trust 
the Elouse will understand me as not designing, 
in the least degree, to reflect upon the Clerk, who 
has discharged the duties of his present position 
with impartiality and a sincere desire to dg justice 
to all. 

Now, then, the Clerk not being’a member of 
this House, and not authorized to make decisions 


governing the body, the question is, who must | 


determine all these points? Why, the House of 
Representatives. 
of Representatives? Do we become the House 
of Representatives only when a Speaker is chosen? 
Ts a selection of a Speaker necessary to the or- 
ganization of this body? Why, gentlemen have, 


in careless phraseology, spoken of the organiza- 


tion of the House as if it had not been organized 


on the first Monday of Deeember. This House ; 
i {tis as much organized | 
now as it will be after the election of a Speaker, |: 
and before the election of a Clerk; or as it will ke j 


now stands organized. 


after the election of Speaker and Clerk, and be- 
fore the election of'a Sergeant-at-Arms, and all 
its other officers. The Constitution says that 
the House of Representatives shall electa Speaker 
and other officers. 

Mr. BELL. Iwish to puta question to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman must ex- 
cuse me. Ther, sir, this. being an organized 
pody, organized by law, organized by the elec- 
tions of the people, organized by the assembling 


Gentlemen address motions to the | 


And are not we the House i 


of the people’s Representatives here, we are under 
all the responsibilities attaching to the House of 
Representatives. Itis, asa House of Represent- 
atives, that we elect a Speaker and other officers. 
‘The only reference made to a Speaker in the Con- 
stitution is in that clause in which it is stated 
that the House of Representatives shall elect 
their Speaker and-other officers: 

Now, sir, suppose_a Speaker to have been 
elected, is the House disorganized by his death? 
Span not. And it is not the less organized 
now than it would be upon the removal of a 
Speaker by death. Then, sir, the Presidentmay, 
by the Constitution, address from time to time 
communications to Congress. Having a right 
to address such communications, the President- 
has a right to be hea. d here, as I have a right to 
be heard; and you have the same right, in the 
present condition of the House, to hear the mes- 
sage of the President, communicated in conso- ; 
nance with the Constitution, as you have to hear 
menow. The President speaks to you by mes- 
sage; I speak to you ore tenus. What is the dif- 
ference? You may not be bound to hear either, 
unless you choose; and after you have chosen a 
Speaker, you will not perhaps be bound to read 
a message at the momentof its presentation. In 
the exercise of your discretion you might refuse 
to have it read; but your power is no greater 
in the one cage than in the other. The President 
has the right to send the message to you, and 
you have the right to hear it now, as well as at 
any other time. Then the question is one which 
is addressed to your discretion, and not one as 
to your constitutional competency. “Will you 
hear it? Will you reecive information which 
the President is now willing to.communicate? | 
There is no constitutional impediment, 

And permit me here to say, this course docs 
not involve any innovation upon the practice of 
the Government, because, as my colleague [Mr. 
Bococx} has just suggested, there nover before 
has been a House of Representatives which has 
remained without a Speaker, to so late a period | 
of the session. It is then altogether a question | 
as to what the House may please to do, and it 
will judge, in view of all the questions, whether į 
it will receive the message now, or wait until we 
have chosen a presiding officcr. But I take leave 
respectfully to suggest, that if the House should 
refuse now to reécive the message, it will not be 
because it is constrained by any constitutional | 
obligation to do so; and it would be a breach of 
that comity which should always govern the re- 
lations existing between the legislative and exec- 
utive branches of the Government. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The question, sir, that is 
here presented is, in my judgment, a very simple 
one. Itis, whethera corporate body—a political 
corporate body—is by any regular and constitu- 
tional law under heaven, capable of acting with 
an aggregation of the raw materials, before such 
corporation is, in fact, organized? Suppose a 
railroad corporation, or any corporate body— 
suppose, for instance, the Judges of the Court 
of Claims come -here, and assemble together, 
can they proceed to do business before, perhaps, 
they are sworn in? Why, I take it, sir, it needs 
no lawyer to answer that question. It only needs 
the exercise of plain, fair, common sense to see 
that this body is not a public corporation for the 
purpose of doing any business whatever, but to 
organize. The ordinance regulating the action | 
of Congress says that the House has the right 
to choose its own Speaker. The framers of the | 
Constitution, the very men who were in that 
convention, voting for that very law which has 
been read, which prevents the Ffouse from doing 
anything, officially, before its clecting a Speaker, 
knew very weil the effect of that law. Now, I i 
ask, what is it to act officially, as members of 
this House? Why, we may set here very po- 
litcly, as an aggregation of individuals expecting 
to be a corporation by-end-by: we may very po-| 
litely receive and Jay on the table a message from 
the President of the United States; -and 1 take it 
that the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Humrurey Mansuarn] means that. If he 
means that we are authorized, officially, to re- 
act upon, and 
lay on the table, a message, 1 think it is begging 


without hands. and.feet... This body must be 
sworn, and must-have an organ through whieh 
it can speak. “What is that: organ called? A 
Speaker. : Why? Because he speaks for the 
House. . The House speaks through him, and 
cannot speak through: anybody’ else, except by 
the Clerk. counting the votes, according to the 
law, which forbids anything else to be done until 
a Speaker is chosen. Bots ge 
I have no very particular objection. to merely 

reeciving and laying on the table a message, but 
it cannot be done officially. It is only done in 

our character as. individuals, mecting together 

more like a caucus than a House. of Representa- 

tives. Probably that will be about all that the 

President will expect. But, sir, I look upon this ° 
House now, or upon those members who will 

make a future House after the Speaker is elected, 


| a good deal as I would upon the raw materials of 


which the world was formed before the fiat went 


| forth, “ Let there bo light.” Now, to’be sure, 


we are all individuals acting here, but, until a 
Speaker is elected, we are acting unofficially. 
But, if the law which has been read here is 
constitutional, we can do nothingelse but proceed 
te vote for a Speaker. Whores sir, is the doc- 
trine of limited powers? Why,I should have 
expected all the Representatives from old Virginia 
to have risen at once, when this message was 
sent in, and exclaimed simultancously that the 
people could not distingyish which were which. 
Here we have a power given by the Constitution, 


j that the Ttouse will elect its own Speaker; and 


then we have a power given by law, that’ nothing 
else shall be done in the way of business until a 
Speaker shall have been clected—no message re- 
ceived, nor anything of that kind. And yet, itis 
gravely proposed that we take the question into 
our official action,—reccive it not as individuals, 
nor as a caucus, nor as respectable gentlemen in 
courtesy towards a respectable man, but receive 
it officially and have it read. The next step 
would be to appoint committees in the same way . 
That looks to me a little lif what is beyond our 
power, and i am opposed io it. 

Mr. CARLI The Constitution provides 
for the assembling of Congress on the first Mon- 
dey in December. It has been the practice, I 
belicve, from the foundation of the Government 
to the present time, for the President to commu- 
nicate to Congress on its assembling. 

Mr. GROW. Not always; in three weeks 
after it, sometimes, 

Mr. CARLILE. It is now four weks since 
Congress assembled, in pursuance of the terms 
prescribed hy the Constitution; and we present 


we 
iu. 


| to-day the extraordinary spectacle of the House 


of Representatives having spent a month in fruit- 
Jess efforts to elect a Speaker; and gentlemen 
seem to have fallen into the error—because the 
Constitution provides for the election ofa Speaker 
by the House of Representatives—that until the 
election of a Speaker, it is not a House of Rep- 


| resentatives, although so recognized by the Con- 


stitution. I think it has been demonstrated, 
beyond all doubt, that we are the House of Rep- 
resentatives us fully as we will be should we ever 


i succeed in electing a Speaker. It has been usual, 


however, for the President to wait until a Speaker 
shall have been chosen by the House of Repre- 
sentatives before he communicates to it his mes- 
sage. The President, in accordance with that 
usage, has foreborne for the last four weeks, and 
has waited throughout the month of December 
for the election of a Speaker by this House, in 
order that, in conformity to usage, he might 
communicate with it. ‘This Tfouse is still with- 
outa Speaker. Now, sir, it is but fair to pre- 
sume that the President would not have sent in 
this communication this morning—having de- 
layed so long waiting for this election of Speaker— 
unless there were matters treated ofin the message 
which, in his judgment, the country ought to 
know, and of which, therefore, the House of 
Representatives should be informed. 1 say, sir, 
it is but fair to presume this. 

it may be found, after we have heard the mes- 
sage, that instead of the President receiving the 
censure of members on this floor for communi- 
cating his message to this House, the members 
themselves, and the country at large, will feel 
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to the reading of the ‘messagé. I'move the. pre- 
vious question. = eae ee 

Mr. BOYCE obtained the floor. De 

The CLERK. © Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia withdraw his call for the previgu» questiön? 

“Mr. CARLILE. ` Iwill, if the gentleman from 
South Carolina desires to address the House. ~ 
Mr. BOYCE: I do-not propose to detain, the 
House for more than a minute. . It seems to me 
that this whole question lies ina nut-shell. The 
law. which has been read by the gentleman from 
New-York, [Mr.. Marreson,] and. which has 
frequently been referred to by various gentlemen 
sinte the commencement of the session, prescribes 
that no. business: shall be. transacted until a 
Speaker has been elected. If, therefore, this be 
business, the message cannot be received. If it 
be not business, itan. If every member will look 
at: the question in this point of view, I think the 
House will be relieved from any difficulty in rela- 
tion to the matter. For my own part, I do not 
consider ‘that this is business. 1 look upon it 
merely‘as a matter of communicating information 
to the House; and looking upon itin that point 
of view, I see no reason why the message should 
not be received. and. read. i 

Mr.CARLILE. [move the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand that a motion for 
theprevious question is pending? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Canut]; moved the previous question, 
and that motion is now pending. 

Mr. ORR. Task the gentleman from Virginia 
to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CARLILE. I will withdraw the motion 
if the gentleman from South Carolina will re- 
new it. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to reply to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Simmons. 

Mr. CARLILE. Well, sir, I will withdraw 
the motion. 

RR. The gentleman from New York over 
Mr. Simmoys].compared this House of 
Representatives. to aailroad corporation, but he 
did not trace the analogy, it seemed to me, very | 
clearly. I confess that at first it seemed to me 
that the analogy was not traced with sufficient 
clearness to enable me to comprehend its perti- 
nence. But, siy, the gentleman says the message 
cannot be received, because the House has no 
power to transact business of any description until 
a Speaker has been elected. Why, Mr. Clerk, 
has not the gentleman from New York, since he 
took his seat upon this floor, the first Monday in 
December last, voted upon a resolution directing 
the Doorkeeper to exclude certain persons from 
the Hall of the House? Did he not vote upon a 
resolution limiting. debate to ten minutes? Did 
he not vote upon a resolution cutting off all dè- 
bate? Was he not voted upon half a dozen other 
resolutions, although no Speaker has been elected ? 

Mr. SIMMONS, 1 snid the House had no 
right to transact any other business until a 
Speaker had been elected; but resolutions directly 
connected with the business of electing a Speaker 
are included in that business, and are, of course, 
in the competency of the House to act upon. 

Mr. ORR; Mr. Clerk, the reading of the mes- 
sage from the President may have the effect of 
satisfying the House of the necessity there is of 
an immediate organization, as was suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens.] 
The message may contain information such as to 
convince the House that a Speaker ought to be} 
elected immediately, and thereby bring it within i 
the rule laid down by the gentleman from New | 
York, as to what was business within the com- 
petency of thn House to transact in its present 
unorganizcd condition, 

Now, as to the point made by the gentleman 
from Ohio furthest from me, [Mr. Guppives,] | 
that this is an innovation upon the practice that | 
has been. pursued ever since the organization of 
the Government; it is true that is an innovation, 
but it is an innovation which is sustained and 
sanctioned by the extraordinary scene which pre- | 
sents itself. Here we have been in session for | 
four weeks. ‘The:President has consulted the! 
precedents that have been set him by his pređe- | 
cessors, During that whole time he has not sent} 
m hiş message. But now, after the House has! 
been in session for four weeks, with the prospect 
for an election of Speaker as far off, apparently, 
as it was-the day we met, the President, feeling | 


j 


|| the responsibility: that ‘devolved. upòn him to 
perform the duty imposed-upon him by the Con- | -in the. Ameri 
| gars? Opera, with the request. that it. should be 


stitution to communicate to the Houses of Con- 
gress, has'sent in his message, and it*has been 
received.” n ; i 
“Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina allow me for a moment? 

Mr- ORR. Excuse me, T cannot. Why was 
it that the President has not sent in his message 
before? -It'was because he did not desire to make 
a new precedent: That is the reason why it was 
not sent in ‘earlier. “But it seems to me perfectly 
obvious—and it séems.to me that it must be ob- 
vious to the gentleman from Ohio—that there is 
a ncċessity for the President communicating with 
this House. Does not the gentleman know that 
the foreign relations of the Government can only 
be known to the country through the two Houses 
of Congress? The most important duties devolv- 
ing upon the Government are connected with its 
management of its foreign relations. 

It is now two or three months since T heard 
through the newspapers that a British fleet was 
hovering almost on our very coast, and common 
prudence requires that the country should be in- 
formed—anid informed officially—of the facts in 
relation to the report. 

It is known to us all that for a year or two ne- 
gotiations have been carried on in relation to one 
or two matters, in reference to which we should 
be informed. It is known that quite recently 
some difficulties have arisen between this Gov- 
ernment and the British authorities in reference 
to the enlistment of foreign troops within our 
borders. The newspapers speak of these things, 
but we have no official information in reference 
to them. Ihave no doubt the President, under 
the responsibilities resting upon him, has felt it 
to be his duty to communieate the facts to Con- 
gress, so that if harm results to the country from 
the non-organization of the House, he at least 
might be freed from the responsibility. 

{tis due to that functionary that we should 
receive his message. It is due that functionary 
that the message should be read. It would be 
discourteous to that functionary to pursue the 
course recommended bythe honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnauu,] toreceive the 
message and lay it upon the table without having 
it read. It is true, without doubt, that the House, 
in its present unorganized condition, has not the 
power to go on and proceed to dispose of it. But 

repeat, that to refuse to receive and read a com- 
munication from a codrdinate department of the 
Government, would be an act of discourtesy upon 
the part of the House. 

Mr. MEACHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. ORR. Ithas been suggested to me, and 
Ce Lought to advert to it, that in the carly 

history of the Government the Presigent commu- 
nicated the information which he had to make to 
the two Houses of Congress, ore tenus. [believe 
the first time the rule was departed from was by 
Mr. Jefferson. That is the information I have 
upon the subject. 


Mr. MEACHAM. Iadmitvery readily, against | 


the opiniotis of many of those with whom I am 
accustomed to act, that this is a House of Repre- 
sentatives; thatitisa House for certain purposes, 
some of which I will name. Itisa House now 
to elect a Speaker, to clect its other officers, and 
to complete its organization. Butin discharging 
its duties as a House, it cannot, until a Speaker 
has been elected, go on to make provision for the 
support of the Army or Navy. It is a House 
organized, so far as is necessary to proceed to the 
election of a Speaker, Sergeant-at-arms, Door- 
keeper, Postmaster, and all the officers necessary 
to complete its organization, but that does not 
imply power to go on and receive the President’s 
message and act upon it. 

And it seems to me not a little singular that 
the three leading men upon the other side of the 
House who have spoken to-day—the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens;] the gentieman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr;] and the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuiweman]— 
should have expressed the opinion that the House 
has either the power to receive or act upon it. 

Now, what do you want to do? What do you 
want-of that message when you are not going to 
act upon it? Suppose the President should send 
in here that he had received a spiritual direction 
from above to write a literary performance for 


the, benefit of this House; and suppose that he 
should send in the morning an American. Beg- 


read to the House of Representatives. ` Would 
members say, with-the gentleman from ‘Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Jonzs,] that there is no constitutional 
objection to our reading, or having read, a Beg- 
gars’ Opera by President Pierce? Would they 
say, Why not take it; it is simply an act of 
courtesy? But what is the use.of it?) Just ex- 
actly the same use, just as much and no more, 
than there is in. that message which lies on the 
table. Ifyou take it merely as an actof courtesy, 
let me say, that that is not what we are here for. 
Our duty is to be here as Representatives of the 
United States. 

A gentleman on the other side speaks of our 
having been here for four weekg without: having 
had_any communication from the President of 
the United States? Whose fault is it? “If there 
is any fault, it is with the. President. Why did 
he not tell us that there was danger? If there 
were fleets along the coast, why did he not tell 
us at the time, and not wait until they have hid- 
den away or gone into wifiter quarters? He 
waited for four weeks, and then comes here and 
tells us that there is a great deal of danger. What 
is it? He will tell us in his message, he says. 
Why did he not tell us in his message at the hour 
of danger? This isnot the time to talk to us in 
that language. If there is any fault in our not 
having the information, we are not to blame for 
it? That information is to be communicated to 
us by the President. It is his duty to dö so 
You may say that he has done so now. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maines obtained the 
floor, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Clerk, I rise to a point 
of order. The gentleman from Mainc has already 
had the floor on this subject Under the order 
of the House adopted the other day, no gentle- 
man can occupy the floor twice on the same sub- 
ject until all those who may desire to do so have 
addressed the House. Therefore Task to now 
occupy the time which the gentleman is disposed’ 
to take up with his remarks. I claim the floor 
from the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I spoke in the time and 
by the consent of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Cuiveman.] I now occupy the 
floor by the indulgence of the gentleman from, 
Vermont, (Mr. perom I have only a word 
to say. I will detain the House but a moment. 
I would ask the Clerk, what is the distinct motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina? I. under- 
stand him now to say that it is to receive and 
have the message read. f 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The message has been 
received, and I simply ask that it may be read. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me, Mr. 
Clerk, that if my friend from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] will agree with me, it may be as well for 
him to withdraw his point of order, and to sub- 
mit in lieu therefor the motion which has been 
indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Houmpurey Marsnau1,] that the whole subject 
be laid on the table. There is certainly no neces- 
sity for this message being read. The informa- 
tion has already been communicated to’ the 
country. i 

Mr. MEACHAM. There is no power to do 
that thing. We cannot communicate with the 
Senate. They do not know that we are organ- 
ized. They have no power of communication 
with us, What is proposed cannot be done. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is no necessity for 
reading the message here, in order that it may go 
to the country. It is already before the country. 
This is not merely a question of courtesy. Ifit 
were I would make no objection to the reading 
of the message. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Clerk, the question now 
before the House is a simple one, but, one I know, 
of the greatest importanee. Jt seems, however, 
that gentlemen on this floor take different views 
of it. The distinguished member from Kentucky 
(Mr. Humpurey MarsuaLL] thinks that mem- 
bers of this House have no authority to act until 
they have been sworn in. The honorable mem- 
ber from New York [Mr. Sammons] assumes that 
this House is without power to act until it has a 
Speaker. Now, Mr. Clerk, under sich circum- 
stances, and when we are placed in so novel a 
situation as we at this time occupy, it may not be 
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improper to recur to first principles. There was 
a time when the Congress of the United States 
was to assemble without such a law as that which 
now exists on our statute-book in relation to the 
election of a Speaker. There was no provision 
of law by which the members who were to con- 
stitute one or either of the Houses of Congress 
were to beswormin. How, then, was the power 
of organization to becompleted? The Constitu- 
tion of the United States declared that all the 
legislative power of the country should be vested 
in the two Podies—the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. It declared that the House of 
-Representatives should be composed of individuals 
elected in a certain manner. It is a settled prin- 
ciple of parliamentary law, that the very instant 
an election has been had, the person who is se- 
lected by his fellows to act as their representative 
is the representative, and that the privilege with 
which he is clothed by the Constitution of the 
United States attaches to his person then, and no 
officer, no functionary, has the right to disregard 
that constitutional privilege. If he do so, itis at 
his own peril. It attaches to his person before he 
is sworn in—before the Honse has assembled. I 
speak of the general parliamentary law as it ex- 
isted with respect to the members of Parliament 
of Great Britain, from whence we have derived 
our own parliamentary law. 

The House of Representatives exists by au. 

thority of the Constitution of the United States 
Itis constituted the moment the people of the Uni- 
ted States have exercised their power in selecting 
their Representatives. It can mect for the trans- 
action of business only on the day fixed by the 
Constitution or the day fixed by the President of 
the United States, acting on his own responsi- 
bility. But when they get together, they con- 
stitute a House, with full power to act. 
. The only reason that a Speaker is required is, 
not that the House may act; not that the House 
may be competent to discharge its constitutional 
functions; not that it may exercise legislative 
power; but in order that it may act with con- 
venicnce and dispatch. 
in whom certain authority is vested by the House 
when it has adopted the rules, no step can be 
taken, no act relating to the transaction of busi- 
ness can be done, unless by a direct and specific 
vote of the House. In every instance, and with 
respect to any step desired to be taken, it is 
necessary to take the collected sense of the House 
by vote. The election of a Speaker is.designed 
for convenience; but it is not essential to the ex- 
istence of the House, nor to its transaction of 
business. It is cssential merely to the speedy 
transaction of business, and that isapparent from 
the language of the Constitution. 

The legislative power is vested in Congress. 
Congress is authorized to do certain acts. The 
concurrence of the ELouse of Representatives is 


necessary to give validity to its legislative acts; | 


but it is not necessary that such legislative acts, 
receiving the sanction of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, shall be authenticated by the Speaker. 
The House, however, after it has elected a 
Speaker, may, if it sees fit, delegate to its Speaker 
the right of authenticating its acts and furnishing 
evidence of what it has done. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Simmons} said that he was astonished that the 
delegates from Virginia, and all those who were 
such sticklers for constitutional rights, had not 
risen inamass. It is precisely because those gen- 
tlemen and others upomthis side of the House rev- 
erence the Constitution, and believe in its su- 


preme authority, that this motionis pressed. The | 


act which has been referred to is a mere act of 
the three Departments of the Government, acting 
in their legislative capacity. The authority of 
this Housc, however, to transact business, and Lo 
act upon all those subjects specially referred to 
in the Constitution of the United States, is de- 
rived from the Constitution itself;and when, owing 
to accident, or to design, or owing to differences 
of opinion, the ordinary steps cannot be taken 
for furnishing this House with the organ through 
which it is usual to speak, the House still is pos- 
sessed of all its constitutional powers, and is still 
possessed of authority to act. It can act, though 
it is compelled to act through the collective sense 
of its members and their specific votes at every 
stage of every contemplated proceeding. 

+ Now, it is true that the usual course of pro- 


Until there isa Speaker, | 


| in here and doing that which the Constitution 


ceeding is to elect a Speaker, and then informa- 
tion is given to the President ‘that the House is 
ready to proceed to business, and thereupon he 
communicates with it. But that is not necessary. || 
The authority to act is derived from the Consti- 
tution. That authority can be exercised without 
reference to any legislative action. Thatauthority 
can at any time be exercised; and under those 
circumstances, in view of the original character 
of this question, it seems to me that it is not only 
competent for the House, but that it is its imper- 
ative duty, to receive the communication from the 
Chief Magistrate of the Union, and, after having 
become acquainted with its contents, to take such 
action upon it as their own sense of duty may 
dictate. 

Mr. SEWARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The CLERK. The genileman’s time has ex- 

ined. 
r Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Clerk, I bave been try- 
ing to get the floor for some time, for the purpose 
of saying a few words. I never permit myself 
to eniertain opinions that I do not express any- 
where, and I felt that, at a time when the*Clork 
knew I was upon the floor and addressing him, 
he purposely avoided hearing me and assigned 
the floor to another gentleman. If 1am mistaken 
in that, I ask to withdraw the remark which I 
made just now, in reference to the Clerk’s in- 
clining his ear to the other side of the House; if 
Iam not mistaken, then I have a right to com- 

lain. 

p The CLERK. The Clerk begs to say that 
the gentleman is certainly mistaken. 


Mr. SEWARD. Very well, then I am satis- 
fi 


ed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Twas sorry 
to hear the gentleman from Georgia cast a reflec- 
tion upon the fairness and impartiality of the 
Clerk, because—— 

Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) I am satis- 
fied with the explanation of the Clerk, and I 
desired to make the statement for the purpose of 
having this matter understood. Iam _ perfectly 
satisfied, and the gentleman bas no right to ex- 
press regret forme. I donot ask it. [Laughter] 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States de- 
mands of this House of Representatives an organ- 
ization. We have been here for four weeks and, 
in defiance of the Constitution, have refused to 
organize this House, and have thus paralyzed 
the legislative arm of this Government. And 
because we have been delinquent in our duty, and 
have disregarded the behests of the Constitution 
thus long, gentlemen say that the President of 
the United States has usurped power by coming 


demands of him while we have refused to perform 
our duty. 1®ay, sir, that itill becomes any mem- | 
ber upon,this floor to talk about a usurpation of 
power on the part of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, when he has simply done his constitu- 
tional duty, and we stand here, I may say, in the 
midst of revolution, peaceable though it may be. 
Now, sir, this is a House of Representatives, 
or it is not a House of Representatives; and if 
it is not a House of Representatives as contem- 
plated by the Constitution, I ask gentlemen what 
it is? In what capacity do we mect here, and 
how are we recognized by the Constitution, unless 
it be as a House of Representatives? Otherwise 
we are all usurpers here. And if it be true that 
wo are a House of Representatives as recognized 
by the Constitution, I-ask some gentleman to tell 
me what portion of the Constitution restrained | 
the President of the United States from commu- 
nicating with us from the very hour we assem- 
bled here on the first Monday in December, under 
the Constitution? I should like to know how it 
is that we are not a House of Representatives in 
the contemplation of the Constitution. This | 
House has been in session four weeks. The 
President of the United States, acting under the 
Constitution, and recognizing this organization 
under the Constitution, cémmunicates tous, and | 
gentlemen say that we cannot receive his com- | 
munication. What sort of condition are we in, 
then? We refuse to do our duty under the Con- 
stitution, and we say that the President of the 
United States, whose duty itis to make known 
the condition not only of our domestic, but of | 
our foreign affairs, shall not be heard, for this is 


 nicate with the people of this great country 


the only medium through which he can commu- 


is proposed to puta gag upon the Esecutse and 
to make him emphatically a.nonentity. -= 

Sir, the only department of the. Government 
that stands untouched by this disorganized body, 
is the judiciary of the country. “Two depart- 
ments of the Government are absolutely : parą- 
lyzed by the course we have. pursued, and the 
only one remaining untouched by us is the judici- 
ary. Now, sir, I think it is an outrage upon the 
Constitution, upon. the rights of the Executive, 
anda disgrace to ourselves, to say.that we will not 
reccive that message and have it read, and so letit 
go to the country. : 

Mr HUMPHREY MARSHALL. [rise to 
a question of order. In the first place, I desire to 
know what is the pending question? 

The CLERK. The question is now upon the 

ointof order raised by the gentleman from Ohio, 
PMr. CamrBELL,] which leaves the subject before 
the House as follows: ‘Will the House enter- 
tain the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Cuueman,] that the message of 
tho E peter! of the United States be received and 
read? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to correct the 
Clerk, as he has misunderstood my motion. My 
motion was, that the message of the President be 
read. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That implies 
that it was reccived without objection. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. The message having been 
i ae without objection, I moved that it be 
read. 

The CLERK. The Clerk of the House, as 
well as the Journal Clerk, understood the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Cimeman] to 
amend his original motion, so as to make itread, 
“that the message be received and read.” It 
was so understood at the desk. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I believe my amendment 
comes in here—that it be laid upon thétable, 
instead of being read. 

Mr. DUNN. I believe I 
insist upon it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understands that, 
as the suggestién was made to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, inasmuch as a point of order 
was pending, his motion seemed*to be out of 
order, he (Mr. MarsnaLL] did not press his 
amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. These documents, whatever they 
may be, have not been received, nor can they be. 
The Clerk very properly remarked, both upon 
his own judgment, and upon his own feelings of 
delicacy, that these were questions which ought 
to be decided by the House. There is no officer 
here for the reception of documents upon this 
floor. 

The first duty, and the sole enumerated duty 
of this House, in its present condition, is the 
clection of a Speaker. I state to this House, as 
a matter of law, that where one thing is enumer- 
ated upon a given matter, all other things are 


have the floor, and I 


| excluded. That is a leading maxim, and when 


our duty is limited, by express provision, to the 
election of a Speaker, all other powers and duties 
are excluded, those only excepted which neces- 
sarily belong to the discharge of that duty. That 
is all I have to say upon that point 
Suppose, sir, we had a Speaker here, could he 
receive, of his own volition, that document? He 
could not, and would have to submit this ques- 
tion to the House, ‘Shall the document be re- 
ceived and that question must be passed upon 
either by silent acquiescence or by vote. If it is 
decided by acquiescence, then it is the same as if 
voted on. This is the only way it could be re- 
ceived. Nothing of that sort has occurred here, 
nor is there anything in the existing state of 
things to require the propounding of such a ques- 
tion. I beg leave to say—I say it upon delibera- 
tion, but I do not intend to enlarge upon this sub- 
ger na the sending those documents to this 
Jouse, under existing circumstances, 1S a greot 
public indecency, and ought to be rebuked. 1 
say that upon authority. I say it upon the au- 
thority of a Government less mindful of the rights 
of their Commons than ours is, and more re- 
spectful and submissive to those who sit in high 
places than ours. The law is our sovereign. I 
will read, sir, from page 59 of the Manual: 
“It is expedient, says Hatsell, for the due preservation 
of the privileges of the separate branches of the Legislature, 
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that. neither should encroach ‘upon the other, or interfere 
in ‘any matter depending before thei, so as to preclude, or 
even influence that freedom of debate which is essential 
toa free council.” i : a, 

“And I understand that one of the very objects 

of the gentlemen desiring thatdocument to be-read 
here is, that we. may be whipped into.a speedy 
submission and organization: ‘There is, sir, no 
man- who- has: the right-to use the rod in’ this 
< Hall: es Y E E EE 
“Mr. RUST, (interrupting.) « T wish to ask the 
gentleman one question. The Constitution pro- 
vides that, under certain circumstances, it shall 
be the duty of the President to convene Congress 
in extra session. “Now, let us suppose this Con- 
gress to be convened by the exercise of that ex- 
traordinary power, and the President should, for 
four: weeks; withhold from Congress the motives 
which induced him to convene this body, what 
would he.think? 
Mr. DUNN, If the President were to convene 
Congress in extra session, would he have the 
right to say who should preside over our deliber- 
ations, or the right to dictate the day of our or» 
ganization? That is the point. f 

I protest against all usurpation. Gentlemen 
will say this is a small matter. Sir, small be- 
ginnings come to great endings, and I protest 
against the smallestcommencement ‘of usurpation, 
which will, if permitted, grow into such strength 
as to walk in here, and say that there is no need 
of us. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to read a word or two? 

Mr. DUNN. I will read all. The extract 
from which I was reading procecds: 

« They are, therefore, not to take notice of any bills or 
matters depending, or of Votes that have’ been given, or of 
speeches which have heen held by the members of either 
of the other branches of the Legislature, until the same 
have been communicated to them in the usual parliament- 
usy manner”? ; 

Us ir, in this country has fixed the com- 
mon daw, propriety, dignity, and habit upon the 
subject; and that is, after an organigation, to in- 
form the President that we are organized, ready 
to proceed to business, and to receive any com- 
munication he desires to make. o 

Now I willgead what applies to the subject of 
executive usufpation: à 

Thus the King’s’?—[and I have said we have no King 
but the daw, and L will rebel when it is proposed to set up 
one)-—“ thus the King's taking notice of the bin for sup- 
pressing soldiers, depending before the Houses his propos- 
ing a provisional clause for a bill before it was presented to 
him by the two Houses ; his expressing displeasure against 
some porsons for matters moved in Parliament during the 
debate and preparation of a bill, were breaches of privileges 5 
and it was declared a breach of fundamental privileges to 
report any opinion or pretended opinion of the- King on any 
bill or proceading depending in either Honse of Parliament, 
with a view to influence the votes of the members.” 

And that is the answer which I make to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] when 
he says that this document may inform us of facts 
which will show us the great necessity of imme- 
diute organization. ir, we are told that. the 
President desires to avoid having placed upon his 
own shoulders the responsibility of the condition 
of things. I send the following resolution to the 
Clerk’s desk, to be read when the present propo- 
sition is voted down. 

Mr. Dunn’s resolution was sent to the Clerk’s 
desk, but was not immediately read. | 
Mr. LETCHER. Iam not much afraid, Mr. 
Clerk, of the rights of the House being usurped. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. RUFFIN... Will the gentleman withhold 
his motion for a moment to allow me to 

Mr. LETCHER. [will not give way to any- 
body. Inow move the previous question. 

Several Mrmnens. Let’ the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Duxy] be read. 

Mr. LETCHER, _linsist on my call for the 
previous question. Let us get one thing done at 
a time. i 

The CLERK announced thatthe previous ques- 
tion was seconded, and that the question now 
Was, “Shall the main question be put?” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for a} 
division of the House on seconding the call for į 
the previous question. z 


The CLERK. In the present state of the 


Howse, a single member can second a call for |! 


the previous question. 
Fouse now is 
put”? 


i The question before the | 
» “Shall the main question be now 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
nays on ordering the main question. 

Several. Members asked Mr. Lercnzr to 
withdraw his call for the previous question, so as 
to.allow Mr. Dunn’s resolution to.be read.]: <° 

Mr: LETCHER. As gentlemen all round 
here aré so very. anxious to have the resolution 
of the gentleman from Indiana read, I withdraw 
my call forthe previous question, on the under- 
standing that‘I do so for the purpose of allowing 
that proposition to be read, and for nothing else. 

Me. McMULLIN. TI object to the withdrawal 
`of the call for the previous question for that pur- 

ose. penig Pu aA 
i Mr.ORR. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Letcuer] has a right to withdraw his call for the 
previous. question. 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh, if objection be made, 
then let it go. ‘tog 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays on ordering the main question 
to be put. : i 

Mr. LETCHER. I renew it. [Cries of 
“ Question!” < Question !?7} 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state that the 
House was in the act of dividing on the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdrew the call for 
the yeas and nays. ‘ 


the call to be renewed in another part of-the 
House. 

The question being on ordering the yeas and 
nays on the call for the previous question— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Before the question is 
put, I should like to know on what authority the 
yeas and nays have been called for. The gen- 
tleman from [llinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] states to 
the House that-he withdrew his call for the yeas 
and nays on the previous question. I should 
! like to knew, therefore, who called for them. 

Mr. LETCHER. I did. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. . Very well; then I un- 
derstand; and I.hope my friends on the other 
side of the House will keep their seats, and not 
vote for the yeas and nays. 

Forty members—more than one fifth of a 
quorum—standing im their seats, the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Before the yeas and 
nays are called, I desire to ask in relation to the 
effect of the vote about to be taken. Suppose 
the House refuse to order the main question to 
be now put, what results? I understand that the 
previous question is asked on the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Olio, [Mr. Came- 
BELL. | 

Several Memners. No, no. 

Mr. COBB. Letus understand it, fhen. What 
is the question before the House? 

The CLERK. ‘That is the state of the ques- 
tion now. {Loud cries of ‘‘ Question!” “ Ques- 
tion!”? 

Mr. COBB. T have the floor; and I desire be- 
fore I quit it simply to understand where we are in 
relation to it, so that gentlemen may vote advis- 
edly. I understand that the question before the 
House is the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. CameBELL,} and that upon 
that question the gentleman from Virgina [Mr. 
Lercurr}] has moved the previous question. 
The point to which I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of the FIouse is this: Suppose that the main 
question be voted down, and that the House 
refuse to order it to be put, what then, under the 
parliamentary law, is the condition of this ques- 
tion? Does it not go over a day? 

Mr CLINGSIAN. Yes. . 

Mr. COBB. Ifso, what become of the other 
questions pending before the FIouse and involved? 
Task my friend from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] 
to withdraw his call for the previous question. 
I can sce no injury to result to the House or to the 
country from a fuil discussion of this question. 

Mr. WALKER. I made the same point the 
other day, and the Clerk overruled it. 

Mr. COBB. It is a question which is to be 
decided here. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) Will the 
gentleman from Georgia yield me the floor for a 
moment? 

Mr. COBB. With pleasure. 

_Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lzrcuzr]} will withdraw his de- 


ask for the yeas and: 


TheCLERK. Yes; but the Clerk understood’ 


mand for the previous question, I will. withdraw 
my point.of order, and move, as a substitute for 
the resolution ofthe gentleman from- North.Car- 
olina, [Mr Curneman,] the resolution submitted 
by the gentleman. from: Indiana, [Mr. -Dunn;] 
and on that I will move the previous question... 

Mr. LETCHER. On that understanding, I 
withdraw the call for the previous question.: 

Mr. WHEELER.. Lobject,to.the withdrawal. 

The CLERK: The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Lercuer] has a right to withdraw his prop- 
ositlon. : ae > 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Clerk-—— . 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.). I ask 
whether the gentleman from. Ohio, who has 
spoken once already on this-question, has aright 
to speak again? : 

he CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Camppei.] spoke on that occasion within 
the time of another member of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Vir- 

inia [Mr. Lercuer] having withdrawn his call 
for the previous question, | now also withdraw 
the point of order which I made. . 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Letcuer] has no right to withdraw 
his motion for the purpose of giving the floor to 
the gentleman from Ohio, who has spoken once 
on this question. : 

Mr. LETCHER. My colleague is altogether 
mistaken if he thinks that I have transferred the 
floor to any one. I have not sought the floor for 
any other purpose than to move the previous 
question; and having done so, I sat down. 

The CLERK decided that Mr. 'CamrreLL had 
a right to the floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN, I ask the Clerk whether ` 
the gentleman from Ohio has not already ad- 
dressed the House on the question now before 
us? : 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio ad- 
dressed the House within the time of another 
member. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My friend from Virginia 
need not be under any apprehension as to my 
making a speech. Ido not propose to address 
the House again on this subject. 1 wish to get 
to the end of this thing as quickly as possible. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to be heard on 
the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose to withdraw the 
question of order which I made, and to move aga 
substitute for the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuyeman] the 
resolution sent to the Clerk’s desk by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Duxx;] and on that res- 
olution I demand the previous question. 

[Loud cries of “< Let it be read !’’} 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I want 
to move an amendment to that substitute. “My 
amendment is, that the message be received and 
laid on the table. Strike out all after the word 
‘*resolved,’’ and insert my amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. [Loud cries of “ Read! read !”] i 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. McMutziy] will state his point of order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. My point of order is this: 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] has 
withdrawn his proposition, and submits instead 
of it the proposition of the gentlemen from In- 
diana, [Mr. Dunn.] _ Before this proposition was 
submitted to` the House,’ the previous ques- 
tion had been moved and*seconded. My point 
of order is, that after the previous question is sec- 
onded,a second proposition cannot be submitted 
to the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave submitted but one. 
[Loud cries of “ Read, read.”] | - 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio is in order, and 
the Clerk will now report the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana, presented as a substitute - 
to the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. The substitute was read as follows: 

Ordered, That the packages delivered to the Clerk of this 
body on this day, purporting to be a communication from 
the President of the United States to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, be returned by the Clerk to the person who pre- 


sented the same to him; as this House is not yet organized, 
and sois incompetent to receive such communication or 


į entertain any question in relation to the same. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


I move tolay the motion 
on the table, es 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.” I move the pre- 
vious question. : : 

-[The greatest confusion prevailed, most of the 
members. standing on thcir fect, and half of them 
addressing the Clerk or the House. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. How can 
the gentleman from Ohio move the previous ques- 
tion when I am ‘upon the floor. 
foor fur that purpose. . 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- 
man from Ohio submitted a motion for the pre- 
vious question before the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was upon the floor to submit hisamendment, 
and that the motion is properly before the House. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Why, Mr. Clerk, I ob- 


tained the floor and submitted my amendment | 


‘before the resolution was in a condition where a 
motion for the previous question could be enter- 
. tained. The resolution had not been read at the 
Clerk’s desk, and was not properly in the’ pos- 
session of the House. f 
The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio ob- 
tained the floor regularly, and submitted his res- 
olution, and moved the previous question.upon it. 
Mr. MARSHALL. He did obtain the floor, 
and accomplished his purpose, so far as the 
offering of the resolution was concerned; I then 
submitted my amendment, and it could not be 
cut off by a motion for the previous question 
now. [Calls to order and confusion.] 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is out of order. If, how- 
ever, the gentleman is not satisfied with his de- 
cision, he will submit it to the House for its 
decision. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to inquire 
of the Clerk if the effect of the previous question, 
if it be sustained, will not be to cut off the sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly, that must be 

_its'effect, under parliamentary law, under which 
we are now acting. [Cries of “That’s right!” 
and ** No! 

The CLERK. The Clerk'thinks the construc- 
tion given by the gentleman from North Carolina 
is in accordance with the usages of the House 
“when acting under parliamentary law. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I rise to a point of 
order. I understand that the question, as it now 
stands, is upon the resolution submitted by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CLineman] 
and that offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Campserr] as an amendment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Substi- 

. tute. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir, there is no such thing 

as a substitute known to parliamentary law. It 


is an amendment. I say the gentleman from Ohio | 
offered his amendment in the nature of a sub- | 


stitute, if you please, and upon that moved the 
previous question. Now the point of order I 


submit is, that the quéstion cannot be put upon | 


sustaining the call for the previous question so 
long as there is an amendment pending. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Oh, no! the 
gentleman is mistaken there. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir, I am not mistaken. 
Gentlemen will find upon examination that there 
is no doubt asto the point I have named. Gen- 
tlemen have the Manual before them, and can 
examine it for themselves. I know that the 
ees has been different in this House, but the 

Manual is explicit upon the point. The ques- 
tions must be put to the House in the order in 
which the motions aremade. When there isan 
amendment pending, and the previous question is 
moved, the question cannot be put upon sustain- 
ing the previous question until the amendment 
has been disposed of. Gentlemen will find the 
authority upon this point upon page 93 of the 
Manual, under the head of *‘ Fourth Class.” It 
says: 

“« Amenument of the main question first moved, and after- 


wards the previous question, the question of amendment : 


must be first pat 3’? 

and gentlemen will find a table of precedents 
showing that I am right in the point of order 
which I have taken. 


I do not yield the’ 


‘to exist. 


question will then be upon the amendment, which 
must be decided, under the previous. question, 
without further debate, the same as the main 
question itself. $ 

Mr. COBB. If I understand my colleague, I 
think he has placed a wrong construction upon 
the parliamentary law... Itis explicitly laid dawn 
in the Manual that the question must be first put 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That 
question has been ordered. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; you cannot put the ques- 
tion upon ordering the previous question while 
there is an amendment pending. You cannot 
apply the previous question to an amendment at 
all. The main question is upon the original 
proposition, and does not apply to an amendment 
atall. If gentlemen will examine parliamentary 
law, they will find this question pretty fully dis- 
cussed in the Manual. 

The order suggested by my colleague ‘is pre- 
cisely that laid down in the rules of the House 
of Representatives, which we have heretofore 
adopted—rules which were adopted to prevent 
such a state of things precisely as we find now 
They provided that when the previous 
question was moved upona resolution and amend- 
ments, the previous question should first be or- 
dered, and the question then taken first upon the 
amendments pending, and then upon the original 
proposition: The construction urged by my col- 
cague would make the rules of the House, 
wluch are an invasion of parliamentary law, pre- 
ciscly ‘the same in this respect as the parliament- 
ary Jaw itself. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I coneur with my col- 
league that the rules’ of the House are in this 
respect in exact accordance with parliamentary 
law. Icean accountfor it only on the supposition 
that some gentleman must have given to parlia- 
mentary law, when the rules were framed, the 
same strange construction which my colleague 
has given it. : 

Mr. COBB. I am perfectly willing that the 
House should give it the construction which my 
colleague gives it, if gentemen will agree to 
that and allow the effect of the previous question 
to be the same as that givenitinthe rules. [Cries 


is after the previous 


“of * Agreed!”’} But thatis not my judgment of 
| the proper construction to be given to parliament- 


ary law. 

But, Mr. Clerk, Iam not going to avail myself 
of the opportunity which I have obtained from 
possessing the floor, upona pen of order to dis- 
cuss the general question. I have submitted my 
question of order, and if gentlemen agree to give 
the matter the construction suggested by my col- 
league, I am content. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Tf the House will allow 
me for a moment, Í desire that we should act un- 
derstandingly upon the subject. Lf gentlemen 
will turn to the Manual they will find the whole 
question pretty thoroughly discusscd. On page 
103 it says: i 

«& On the whole T should think it best to decide it ab in- 
convenienti, t0 wit: which isthe most inconvenient, to 
put it in. the power of the House to defeat a proposition by 
hastily moving the previous question, and thas forcing the 
main question to be put unamended, or to put it in the 
power of the other side to force on, ineidentally, at least a 
discussion which would be better avoided.?? 

Mr. COBB. Very well; read on. - 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It goes on to say: 

& Perhaps, the last is the least inconvenience ; inasmueh 
as the Speaker, by confining the diser m rigorously to 
the amendment onty, mM t the: ing indo the main 
question, and inas. 1 proportion of the 
cases in which called for are fair 
and proper subjects of public di ion, and ougut not 10 
be obstructed by a formality introduced for questions of a 
peculiar character’? 

It was decided by the Jast Speaker, when thie 
House was acting under parliamentary law, that 
the previous question cut off all amendments, and 


| the Manual would scem to support that construc- 
! tion. 


Mr. CORB. My friend from North Carolina 
will perceive that this discussion applies to the 
question, whether or not the previous question 
may be considered as moved, or at what time it 
may be considered as in the possession of the 
House, after it has been moved and seconded 
simply, or not until it has been stated by the 
Chair. 


i tion now immediately under co 


tented that the construction claimed ‘by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia: shall be adopted, that the 
question “shall be first: taken. upon ordering ‘the 
previous question, then upon the amendments, 
and then upon the original resolution itself. -E 
believe the point of order Ihave. submitted will 
be sustained by parliamentary law, but if- there 
is no objection to the construction given by the 
gentleman from Georgia I am content. 9°" 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Jam satisfied with ‘that 
construction. [A general assent to the proposi- 
tion was expressed. f ; 
Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio; [Mr. Canr- 
BELL,] who submitted the substitute—for whose 
usual justice and impartiality Iam willing to 
bear witness—to the nature of the proposition he 
has submitted. J ask him whether it isin ac- 
cordance with his usual candor and fairness to 
submit a proposition of so important a nature as 
that submitted by him this morning, and then to 
move the previous question upon it. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state tothe gentle- 
man that I am very anxious tò see this Houso 
organized; the country is anxious to sce the 
House organized; and, from what we have seen 
here this morning, 1 take it for granted that the 
President is exceedingly anxious that we should 
organize. In order, therefore, that we might dis- 
pose of this matter in some form or other as | 
speedily as possible, and proceed with the elec- 
tion of Speaker, I have moved the previous 
question. f 
Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire, then, to ask the 
Clerk what is his decision upon that motion? 
Does he decide that the gentleman from Ohio had 
the right, after submitting his proposition, to 
move the previous question before taking his 


seat? 5 
The CLERK. The Clerk decides that the 


Phe CLERK. The Clerk has made no decis- 
ion in favor of the gentleman frog: Ohio. Fe 
mercly suggests that he isin order. The Clerk 
submits the question, as objection has been made, 
to the decision of the House. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Has the 
call for the previous question received a second? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that it has 
been seconded. 5 : 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I may be mistaken, but I 
do not think that it has. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If it hag not, then I beg 
the Clerk to understand that I now second it, ang 
I also move the amendment which I have already 
indicated, `, 

Mr, MeMULLIN. Iam entitled to the floor. 

I gave notice that if the Clerk made the decision 
which has been mentioned, that I would take an 
appeal. I wish to say a few words on the ap- 
deal. 
: Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I dosire toask 
a question, apd it is this: What would be the 
effect of a motion to lay the whole subject on the 
table? [Loud cries of, “ Non? «Meet the 
question fairly !?] 

The CLERK. The motion to lay the whole 
subject on the table is in order. 

Mr. CARLILE. After the call for the previous 
question has been seconded, is the motion to lay 
on the table in order? i 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks so; but there 
seems to be doubt en the question. Onreflection, 
the Clerk.is of opinion that the gentleman from 
Virginia made his point of order before the call 


for the previous question reecived a second, Ho 
will now state the point to the House, Tt is, 


whether the motion of the géntleman from Ohia 
[My. Campzent] is in order, ‘The Clerk will 
not attempt to decide the question himself, but 


i will leave its decision to the House, 


Mr. McMULLLN. 
discuss the point? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks not. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ido not wish to detain 
the House with any protracted discussion, but to 
merely submit a fow words pertinent to the ques- 
i sideration. 


Bi! 


Is it competent for me to 
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tileman from Virginia is out of order. 

"Mr, FLAGLER... Is itin örder. to move that 
the President’s message, together with the various 
propositions that have been offered in connection. 
vith it, be laid-on the table? po, 0 oto oai 

The CLERK. The motion is in order,-inas-.. 
much as the Clerk now understands that the call 
for the previous question has not been seconded. . 
If the gentleman will allow the Clerk, the question 
of order raised by the gentleman from Virginia 
will be fst settled. ae ee: 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I withdraw the point of 


order. : ; 

The CLERK. Does the. gentlernan from New 
York persist in his motion that the entire subject 
be laid on the table. 

“Mr. FLAGLER. Ido. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand 
nays on that motion. 

Mr: FLAGLER. T-want it understood that J 
inchide in my motion the message of the Presi- 
dent. 

Several Memnzrs. That is included. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think, Mr. 
Clerk, that the motion would imply that the mes- 
sage has been received. 

he CLERK. That is the understanding of 
the Clerk. f 

Mr.. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. [ think 

that it implies that we leave the message out of 


doors. 

The CLERK, The Clerk thinks that the mo- 
tion to Jay on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Clerk, I want to 
move that the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Dunw,] as introduced by the gen- 
Homan fror Ohio, (Mr. Campsx.y,] belaid on the 
table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is that motion in order? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks, as the call 
for the previous question has not been seconded, 
that thë motion is in order. 

MRR. desire that the papers shall all 
be read’before I votc-on the motion to lay on the 
table. (Laughter.] I cull forthe reading of the 


papers. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, under 
the parliamentary law, any member can call for 
the previous Question, and, like any other motion, 
it requires but one person to second it. By ex- 
press rule of the House, a majority of those 
present is required to second a call for the pre- 
vious question. There has been a second to the 
call for the previoug question, and that question 
is now pending before the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But the motion to Jay on 
the table has been declared to be inorder, and on 
that motion the yeag and nays have been de- 
manded, 

Mr. ORR. No, Mr. Clerk, I demand that the 
message and others papers be read. [Loud crics 
of «tl objet? "Tho message is notin.our pos- 
session!) The papers are in the Clerk’s posses- 
sions they are ðn his desk; and if the motion to 
lay on the table is to be entertained, I ask that 
they may be read. Fask it, that I may vote intel- 


the yeas and 


ligently. [Cries of tf Order !’? “I object to the 
reading !” 1 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSITALL. If the 


motion to lay on the table prevails, I understand 
that it docs not touch the message at all. 

Mr. ORR, The genileman stated that in his 
motion the message and other papers were in- 
eluded. Before I vote, Lasked to be informed of 
the nature of those papers. I have the right to 
be so informed, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, if the motion 
tolay on the table does include the message, then 
I have only to say that it is an underhand way 
of pushing the papers en the House. It cannot 
be done. I protest against it. 

Mr. LETCHIER. Uf the message is not in 
the House, what have we been fussing about all 
morning? [Laughter.] It was presented by the 
Secretary of the President; it was received by 
the Clerk and placed upon the table; and there- 
upon this discussion arose. Nobody objected 


to it. 
Mr. MORGAN. Itake issue with the gentle- 
man. The reception of the message was ob- 


jected to as soon as it was possible for any mem- 
ber todo so. When it was announced that the 
President’s Private Secretary was at the bar of 


he CLERK. The Clork-thinksthat thégen- 


i 
} 


“The motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
l- Duxy] refers to such papers as were delivered to 


the House, and: that. he presented-a message. in 
writing, I rosein my place and- objected to. the 
reception of the message. I made the. objection 
before the message was placed on the Clerk’s 
desk. ‘Therefore it is that I hold the message 
has not-been received, and that that is. the ques- 
tion. now. more particularly before the House for 
its decision. i rent i 

Mr. CRAIGE.. I wish to. say a few words. 


the Clerk by the private Secretary of the Presi- 
dent, and proposes that they be now laid on the 
table.in order that they. may be returned to the 
President of the United States. Now another 
motion is. made, that that motion, and all pre- 
vious motions, together with the message, be 
laid on the table. Does not that motion include 
the message? Of course it does, and in direct 
terms. Is‘not the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Orr] therefore right in his demand, 
that before voting he shall have those papersread, 
so that he may exactly know what willbe the ef- 
fect of his vote? Most certainly he is. Has not 
any one member that right? Ido not care whether 
you call it a message, or call it a paper delivered 
to the Clerk by the Private Secretary of the Pres- 
ident. The papers are in the hands of the present 
Clerk, and I think that the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] is right in making the de- 
mand for the reading of them, that, in order when 
we vote on the motion to lay on the table, we 
may know whether we vote right or wrong. 

The CLERK. If the gentleman will permit 
the Clerk, he will read from the Manual what 
seems to be applicable to this subject: i 

t Where papers are laid before the House, or referred to 
a committee, every member has a right to have them once 
read atthe table before’ he ean be compelled to vote on 
them; but it is agreat, though common error, to suppose | 
that he has a right, toties quoties, to have acts, journals, 
a¢counts, or papers on the table read independently of the 
will of the House.” 


Mr. CRAIGE. ‘Well, I demand the reading 
of the papers. 

Mr. WHEELER. Has the sealonthatmessage 
been broken? 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state that the 
document was handed to him without his knowing 
that such a message was about to be presented, 
and the Clerk, accustomed to the same practice 
in former Congresses, broke the seal; but that is 
all that has been done with the papers. 

Mr. McQUEEEN. It will be seen, by the read- 
ing of the resolution and amendment now pending, 
that direct reference is made in them to the docu- 
ments lying on the Clerk’s table, and now mem- 
bers ask simply to have those documents read 
before they are called upon to vote. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to 
withdraw his demand for the reading of those 
papers. The President of the United States has, 
under extraordinary circumstances, sent to us a 
message, which we are bound to presume contains 
important information for this House. If gen-| 
tlemen are so disposed to treat him with discour- 
tesy, that they will not permit the message to be 
read, [ do think that no friend of the President | 
should endeavor to get it read by a picce of 
parliamentary trickery. I want that the President 
shall be met in that spirit which has brought 
him into this Hall, believing, sir, that he has 
sont that message here because, in the discharge 
of his duty, he deemed that the interests of the | 
country required that he should send it here. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
question of order. Has not the previous question 
been called, and docs not that cut off debate ? 

The CLERK. The motion to lay on the table 
is not debatable. 

Mr. ORR. Iask the privilege of stating the 
reason why I have made the demand for the read- | 
ing of these papers. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from South Carolina can proceed. f 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. | 

The CLERK.. Objection being made, remarks | 
are not in order. i 

Mr. MAXWELL. It becomes a personal ex- 
planation now. {used the word ‘ trickery” in 


my remarks just now, which might seem to im- 


i 


pute to my friend from South Carolina a dispo- | 
sition to gel the papers read by a triek. Tonly ; 


meant that we shoulds-not a 
téchnical parliamentary rulé : 
Mr. ORR. Mr, Clerk —— 3: ; 
Mr. WASHBURN, of: Maine, . Is debate in 
order? eet Fhe ene en eS 
` The CLERK. . The. gentleman from South 
Carélina [Mr Orr] rose to-ask for the reading 
ofthe- papers on the table; ‘The Clerk read the 
parliamentary law upon the subject, and now, if 
gentlemen desire-it, will pat that question to. the 
House for its decision. eee 

Mr. ORR. It will perhaps:relieve the. Clerk 
and the House from some difficulty, in reference 
to this matter, if gentlemen” will. take a distinct 
vote upon each of the pending propositions—the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

unn] and the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Curneman.] The disposition 
manifested to evade a vote upon those propositions 
induced me to call for the reading of the papers. 
If gentlemen will withdraw the motion to lay on 
the table, and take a direct vote upon the propo- 
sition öf. the gentleman from Irdiana, as offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campsgxy,| I 
shall be satisfied. 

Mr. FLAGLER. 
lay on the table 

‘Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I do not 
intend that my motion shall be turned out in this 
way, because it is distinct and substantive. I 
do not want to treat the President of. the United 
States with disrespect, and therefore I will not 
vote for the resolution of the gentleman from In- 
diana. Nor dọ I wish, in the present condition 
of the House, to have that document read.” I am 
inclined, however, to receive it. 

The House will at once take the distinction. I 
do not want to return the President’s message to 
him. Tdo not doubt our ability to receive it. I 
want to have no question of privilege or duty 
between the President of the United States and 
this House. I conceive that, although he has 
passed out of the line of precedent, he is still 
within the line of privilege, and within the line of 
constitutional duty. He would have had a right 
to come to that door and say to us as a House, 
“I want to confer with you, and to announce to 

ou something that, in my opinion, concerns the 

nion;” and had he so come, we should have 
told him: “Sir, we are not yet organized, or ina 
condition to communicate with you,” but we 
should not have slammed the door in his face, or 
put him outside of the door, as the gentleman 
from Indiana proposes todo by his resolution. 
We should ‘have treated him with the courtesy 
duc to his high station. Now, as I understand ' 
myself to be distinctly in order, and as I have 
been attempting here for an hour to put my mo- 
tion in the shape of an amendment, I propose now 
to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) The motion 
will be in order if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CampseLL] will withdraw his demand for the 
previous question, 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir; as I understand 
that rule, it is justas distinct as language can put 
it, that, after the previous question is seconded, 
but before the main question is ordered to be put, 
an amendment is in order just at that point, and 
it was for that express reason that I seconded the 
previous question, in order that I might have the 
floor to move the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would say. to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, with his permission, that 
his object can be attained when we come to vote 
on the motion submitted by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cuwemax,] by calling for 
a division of the question. His motion, as I 
understand it, is to receive and read the mes- 
sage. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. No, sir; my motion is 
only to read it. 

My. STEPHENS. Let me say further that I 
wish the House would, by common ‘consent, 
agree to let us take a direct vote upon the ques- 
tion, ‘* Will the House reecive the message?” 
I hope the gentleman from North Carolina, and 
the gentleman from’ Indiana will withdraw their 
motions for that purpose. ° 

Mr. MARSHALL. The question might be 
put upon the motion to receive the message, and 
after it is received I will move to lay it upon the 
table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 


L-ourselves. of a 


I withdraw the motion to 


Task the gentlemenfrom 
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North Carolina and Indiana. if they will not 
withdraw. their propositions, so that a vote shall 
taken distinctly upon the motion to receive? Will 
the gentlemen agree to that? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As this matter will ulti- 
mately be determined by a majority of the 
House, and as lam willing to expedite the action 
of the House in any way I can, and witha view to 
meet the wishes of gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House, I am willing to withdraw my mo- 
tion, if that will have the cffeet to withdraw the 
other motion. Then I will have the privilege 
of substituting a motion that the message be 
received and read. That question can then be 
divided, and we can have a vote upon both prop- 
ositions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cuneman] and the House to this suggestion. 
By universal consent the gentleman can modify 
his motion, and provide simply that the message 
be received. 

Mr. ORR. That can be done by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
that modification. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The question will then be 
first upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Duxn.] : 

‘The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio, the 
House will remember, has called the previous 
queien upon both propositions as they stand, 
and——— 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) Twill sub- 
stitute the word ‘‘received,’’ in order that no 
gentleman may be surprised, and that this House 
may agt upon itas a majority may prefer. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How then does the question 
stand? i 

The CLERK. The original proposition of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuing- 
MAN] is, that the message of the President be 
received and read. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duxn,] which has been 
accepted by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
is that it simply be received. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the yeas and 
pe. s upon the amendment of the gentleman from 

ndiana. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now renew the 

oint of order which I made some time since. 

he resolution contemplates both the recepticn 
md the reading. I takea point of order upon 
that. . 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to lay the 
whole subject upon the table, and though debate 
is not regularl¥ in order, I will state the object I 
wish to attain. 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order, except 
by unanimous consent. The gentleman will 
proceed, if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwil now make an explanation 
of the object I desire to attain by my motion. 
A person appeared in the House this morning, 
announcing at the door that he brought to the 
House a message from the President of the 
United States. That much we all know. That 
paper was sealed, Mr. Clerk, and carried to your 
desk. A motion was then made, which has 
been varied until it is now reduced to this defi- 
nite shape—‘ I move that the paper’’—nobody 
knows its contents—‘ be received and read.” 
That motion is then amended on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duxy,] “ that 
it be returned to the person who brought it here.” 
I now move that the whole subject be laid upon 
the table, for the purpose of reaching this pre- 
cise point. There are two questions now before 
this House—shall that paper be received at all? 
and if it be received, what disposition shall be 
made of it? There are a large number of mem- 
bers of this Flouse who wish to do neither the 
one thing or the other—who do not desire to vote 
upon the question whether it shall or shall not 
be received, Now, if we move to lay the whole 
subject upon the table, and that motion prevail, 
what will be the condition of affairs? Matters 
will remain precisely as they are now. It will 
not, as some gentlemen fear, be referring back 
the message to the President of the United States. 
It will not be flinging back the message into his 
face. That I do not desire to do. It will not 


I have the right to make 


their wishes, and who do not desire to receive 
it, because it is other business than that of the 
election of a Speaker, to receive that paper. It. 
will not be compelling gentlemen to hear it read; 
which can only be done upon an order of the 
House—which would be business ‘in the most 
emphatic sense’ of the term. - The only way to 
avoid these-difficulties is, to take no action what- 
ever upon the subject at this time, and to let the 
matter rest where it is. 

Now the message has not yet been received, 
under the motion to receive it—which is pending; 
and until the House shall vote to receive it, it will 
rest upon the proposal that it shall be received. 
The motion, hee rick I make, to lay the whole 
subject upon the table, is not a motion to lay the 
message upon the table—a message of which no 
one knows the contents—but a motion to lay the 
motion to receive upon the table. If that shall 
prevail, then, as soon as this House shall be or- 


| ganized, or al some subsequent period, any mem- 


ber can move that the subject be taken from the 
table. .When that motion shall be made to take 
it up, it will be a motion—and I appeal, for the 
correctness of my remarks, to gentlemen more 
conversant than i am with parliamentary law— 
not to go into the consideration of the President’s 
message, but to take up the motion that it be re- 
ceived; and at a subsequent period the House 
can pass upon the motion; or, after delaying a day 
or two, until a Speaker shall be elected, it can be 
received and read by unanimous consent, 

I therefore move that the whole subject be laid 
upon the table, and upon that motion I call the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
question of order. It is, that the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland is not in order, pend- 
ing the question of order taken by the genteman 
from Ohio, {Mr. Campseti.] It seems to me, 
also, that we shall, substantially, arrive at the 
same result as that desired by the gentleman 
from Maryland by action upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 
of the gentleman from Maryland is in order: 
upon that motion he has demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. Is not the first question the 

sesion of order raised by the gentleman from 
hio? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 
of the gentleman from Maryland is first in order. 

Mr. ORR. What was the precise question 
raised by the gentleman from Maine? 

The CLERK. That inasmuchas a point of 
order was pending when the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland was made, that motion 
was out of order. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. ORR. If it is intended to avoid a direct 
vote upon the question, and gentlemen do not 
like to take the responsibility of receiving the 
message, I must again ask for the reading of the 
papers. [Cries of “Good,” and “Stick to it!?’] 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina asks for the reading of the papers. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I wish to under- 
stand what I am called to vote upon. I under- 
stand the question to be the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maryland to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

The CLERK. That is the question. 

Mr. JONES. If that motion prevails, I take it 
that it carries the message and all the papers to 


the table. But Task the gentleman from Mary- Í 


land, if his motion prevails, where docs he leave 
the message? At the door? And after we shall 
have organized by the clection of a Speaker, and 
a motion is made to take up the motion which 
be desires to lay upon the table, what shall we 
have to take up? Why, sir, the message is here 
in our possession, and we have been quarreling 
all this time about what we shall do with it, and 
we have got to get clear of it and dispose of it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Where is that paper now? In 
this House, or at the door? 

Mr. JONES. [ask the gentleman if it is not 
in this House, where is it? 


Mr. DAVIS. It is here in the possession ‘of 


i 
| 
li 
i 
i 
| 


| the reading of the papers. 


| 
i 


the House for its consideration, but it has not | 
be driving members of this House, contrary to || yet been reccived; otherwise, the motion to re- 
: 


j 
f 


ceive isan absurdity, which the learned lawyer 


‘from’ North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] would 


never have submitted to:this body. It is-etitirely 
an ambiguity in. the use of words, it strikes me; 
which creates all the difficulty. The paper has 
been brought here; it is laid before this, body; 
and the question is, whether this body shall now 
receive it? The motion I make is’ to lay that 
question on the table, and leave. the message 
where it now is, pending before this body, on the 
question whether it be or be not received. “And 
then, at any subsequent day, that motion can be 
called up from the table, and wil! stand just ex- 
actly where it stands now. It is in the House. 
[Great uproar in the Hall, and cries of “Read 
the paper!” 

Mr. ORR. With a view, Mr. Clerk, of forcing 
a direct vote on the question of reading, I. ask 
that that question be put to the House, and on 
that I call for the yeas and nays. Have I right 
to require that the paper be read ? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has a right to require that the paper be 
read, the Clerk thinks. 

Mr. FLORENCE. And it is for the House to 
decide that question. : 

Mr. WHEELER, (at three o’clock, p. m.) 
I move that the House do now adjourn; and on 
that motion l call for the yeas and nays. [Loud 
cries of, Oh, no!” “ Withdraw that motion, ”] 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, | withdraw it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will again read, for 
the information of the House, that portion of the 
Manual which refers to reading papers, from 
which the House will see that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orn] has a right to call for 
y [Loud cries of, 
‘Read, read!”] I read from page 93 of the 
Manual. 

The CLERK procceded and read as follgws: 


“Where papers are laid before the House, or referred to 
a comnuttec, every member has a right to have them once 
read at the table before he ean be conipelled to vote on 
them; but itis a great, though common, error to suppose 
that he has right, toties quoties, to have acts, journals, ac- 
counts, or papers on the table, read independently of the 
will of the House.” 

Mr. COLFAX. Will the Clerk read the con- 
unuation of that paragraph? 

The CLERK continued to read as follows: 

“There is, indeed, so manifesta propriety of permitting 
every member 10 have as much information as possible on 
every question on which he has. to vote, that when he de- 
sires the reading, if it be seen that it is really for informa- 
tion and not for delay, the Speaker directs it to be read 
without putting a question, if tio one objects; but if ob- 
jected to, a question must be put.” 

Mr. COLFAX. Then J ask that the question 
be put. : . 

The CLERK proceeded to put the question 
whether the papers should be read. : 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand that the question 
is to be submitted to the House whether the mes- 
sage shall be read ? 

The CLERK. Yes. 

Mr. ORR. Then Lask those who are in favor 
of having the message read, to make this a test 
question. By this means we will get at what we 
want. I call for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion. $ 

Mr. GROW. Irise to a point of order on 
the call of the gentlenian from South Carolina. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Does not 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Davis] take precedence of that of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina? [Loud cries of 
“ No, not”? 


The CLERK. 


I will answer the gentleman 


l| from Ilinois, with the permission of the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania, who rises to a point of 
order. ` 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the re- 
quest of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
involving the right of a member on this floor, 
takes precedence of the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland; that is, that it will have to be 
decided by the House, before they proceed to 
vote on the motion to lay the question on the 
table. 

Mr, GROW. The point of order which I 
submit is this: that the gentleman from South 
Carolina cannot cail for the reading of papers 
under this parliamentary law that has been read. 
That law only refers to cases where papers have 
been laid before the House; there, members can 
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call for theii reading. “But the question here is 
as to the reception of the papers. They are not 
before the House for its action, but on the simple 


uestion, ‘© Shall they be received???” Members | 


have been talking here about these papers having 
been received. . How have they heen received? 
Why, a person comes into this Hall who has 
no more right to make. his appearance here ‘than 
any one of our constituents; he is recognized by 
the.Clerk, and proposes to present a paper. ‘That 
paper is not received by. this House, until the 
presiding officer asks Whether there is any: objec- 
ton toréceivée it: If there be any objection to 
ite reception, then the question comes up on its 
being received; and until it 1s received, no mem- 
ber can ask for.its reading. Under this parlia- 
mentary law, itis provided that, where papers are 
laid before the House, a member has a right to call 
for the reading of them. But that is not the case 
here. No paper has been laid before the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Penn- 
` sylvania [Mr. Grow] is altogether under a mis- 
apprehension in this matter. Tho first question 
that comes'up is not upon the receiving of the 


_ message; itis upon returning it to the President’s. 


Secretary, and allowing him to, carry it home 
with him. "That isthe first question: And when 
gentlemen undertake to say that it is a question 
of the reception of the message, they are mis- 
taken. The question comes up on a resolution, 


on which they promised to give us a direct vote,- 


and on which they are not now willing to come 
out and vote directly. rae 

Several Memurns. Well, let us vote, then. 

Mr. ORR. I desire that the proposition shall 
be submitted to the House, ‘* Shall the paper be 
read??? and I ask those in favor of the reading of 
the message to vote for that measure as a test 
question—|[cries of “That’s right !??]—and on it 
Lask@or the yeas and nays. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I rise to a question of 
privilege, and I think it is my right to doso. I 
proposed to modify my resolution, in the hope 
that we could get action upon the message. Now, 
inasmuch as that modification has only led to 
confusion, T desire that the resolution shall stand 
as originally made, and that was, that the message 
be read. here hag been no action taken upon 
it, and therfore I have a right to change my res- 
olution into its original form. : 

Mr. KENNET. I wish toknow, Mr. Clerk, 
whether it is possible to have a paper read which 
is not first received and acknowledged to be in 
the possession of the House? . } wish to know 
whether the gentleman from South Carolina ean 
foreo the reading: of it, or forse a direct vote on 
the reading of that paper to this House, before 
we have first had an opportunity to say whether 
we will or will not receive it? Now, let us talk 
no more; but let the question go on the direct 
reception of the paper, and then on the reading. 

Mr. ORR. The first proposition before the 
House—submitted by the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cringman|—is that the message 
of the President of the United States be d. 
The gentleman modified it—that it be received 
and read—but has since changed that modifica- 
tion, and restored it to its original form, and that 
he had a right to do. “Shall the message be 
read 2”? is the first proposition. To that an amend- 
ment is offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Dunn,] that the packages delivered to the 
Clerk this morning, purporting to be a message 
from the President of the United States, be re- 
turned. ‘These are the two propositions before 
the House. Both of them refer directly to the 
paper which ison your desk, Mr. Clerk. A mo- 
tion is then made by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Davis] to lay the whole subject on the 
table. That carries with it the packages, or the 
message, under cither of the resolutions. And, 
before voting on that proposition, I claim, asa 
matter of privilege as a member of this House, 
that the papers shall be read, so that we may 
know how to vote. I claim that privilege; and [ 
claim that the question shall be submitted to the 
the House, vrider the clause of the Manual which 
was referred to by the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Denn.] And fask that those who are in 
favor of the reading of the message shall make it 
atest question. 

ido this, Mr. Clerk, for the reason that there 
is an indisposition manifested here to vote a direct 


vote. “If gentlemen will come up square to the 


mark, and vote first on the ameridi : 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Donw,] and-if that is 
rejected, then. vote upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr Ciineman,] 
b1 will make no objection. But if gentlemen will 
not.come to a direct vote, I claim that the. ques- 
tion shail: be submitted to the House, whether I 
have not aright to demand the reading of these 
papers, [Cries of “Call the roll!?’] ; 

Ar. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr: Clerk, I have 
several timcs submitted a question of order which 
soés to the foundation of this whole proceeding. 
[T again renew the:question of order, and, of 
course, it must be the first question submitted to 
the House, and the first voted upon. “Gentlemen 
cannot demand the reading of anything; they 
cannot have any paper read until that question is 
settled. I again make the point I originally made, 
that the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. CLineman,] upon which this whole 
procecding is predicated, is out of order. 

A Memper. What proposition? aes 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The proposition that the 
paper sent to the House from the President be 
read, [Great confusion. Cries of ‘ That’s right!”’ 
“Stick to it!” “ Too late!??] : . 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is too late 
to renew that point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, this House is 
yet unorganized. We have——[{Cries of «Or- 
der!” and great confusion. ] . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Iamuponthefloorspeaking 
to a point of order. 

` Mr. HOUSTON. But the gentleman cannot 
raise his point of order at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings. He withdrew it, and the House has 
passed from the consideration of it. It is too 
late. . à 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, I have the 
floor, and do not yield it. I have the right to 
renew my question of order at any time before 
the vote is taken upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. It is not too late. I 
insist upon it as stated; and I now call for the 
previous question upon it, and demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. RUST. I rise to a question of order. I 
want to know if the point of order renewed by 
the gentleman from Ohio has been entertained ? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio first 
made his point of order when the gentleman 
from North Carolina submitted his motion. He 
afterwards withdrew it, and again renowed it 
before the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
moved to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIEN. I must be allowed to ex- 
press my surprise ` 

Mr. RUST. Ihave the floor. 

[A dozen other gentlemen also claimed the floor, 
| and commenced, all at the same time, to speak 
at the top of their voices.] 

The CLERK. It is impossible for the Clerk 
to hear what is going on, unless gentlemen will 
take their seats and preserve order. 

Mr. RUST. Will the Clerk allow me to say, 
| that the question of order now raised by the gen- 
i Ueman from Ohio cannot be entertained, if for 
no other reason, because there is one question of 
orderalready pending, and two questions of order 
| cannot be pending at the same time. A question 
was raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Grow,] which has not yct been decided. 
The CLERK. ° Does the Clerk understand the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to insist upon his 
question of order? 

Mr. GROW. No, sir; I withdraw it. 

Mr. RUST., The question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was certainly pending when 
the gentleman from Ohio rencwed his, and, there- 
forc, the question raised by the gentleman from 
Ohio could not be entertained. 

Mr. GROW. I withdraw the question of 
| ordered raised by me, and submit the question 
raised by the gentleman from Ohio, that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina could 
not be entertained. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I again raise my objection 
that the question of order comes too late, and 
| cannot be entertained. The gentleman from 
Ohio raised his point of order at the proper time, 
when the motion of the gentleman from North 
| Carolina was originally submitted. But he sub- 


| sequently withdrew his point. He abandoned. 


merit of the gen. | the field; and the House proceeded from the point, 


Amendments were proposéd to. the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina- and are now 
pending, and I must insist.that it is too, late to 
raise the question again. By- his withdrawal he 
virtually yielded the point, and he cannot renew 
it at this. stage of the proceedings.. ‘The plea 
that itis only a renewal amounts to nothing: the 
question stands the same asif the question had 
now been made for the first time. is 
Mr. McMULLIN. While we are here dis- 
cussing the question, whether the reading of the 
message’ shall proceed, it is already being read 
in a codrdinate branch. of Congress. : 
Mr. SAGE. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Sir, such is the disorgan- 
ization of this House that-—— 
A: Memser. How do you know the message 


is being read in the-Senate? 


Mr. McMULLIN. Because I have just come 
from the other end of the Capitol, and I heard 


the document read. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Winois. What is it? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Iwill not have my time 
consumed by such interruptions. I say I have 
just come from the other end of the Capitol, and 
the message of the President now lying upon 

our table is there being read. I submit that it 
is too late for questions of order to be raised in 
this House as to the reading. "What is to be ac- 
complished by it? You cannot prevent the con- 
tents of the message from going to the public. It 
is already before the Senate, and it will go to the 
country in spite of anything the House can ‘do to 
prevent it. 

[While Mr. McM. was making the above 
remarks on one side of the Hall, the following 
discussion took place on the other:] 

Mr, BALL. Mr. Clerk, is this discussion in 
order? : , 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is. 

Mr. BALL. What is the question before the 
Efouse? : 

The CLERK. It is upon a question of order. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
demanded that the papers sent in ‘this morning 
be read. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] also renewed his question of order, that the 
original motion of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina could not be received. : 

Mr. BALL TI understand; but must not those 

uestions of order be-decided without debate? - 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that questions 
of order are debatable. 

Mr. BALL. Is there not a motion pending to 
lay the whole subject on the table? 

The CLERK. There is. 

Mr. BALL. Then no debate isin order. I 
object to any debate that is not strictly in order. 

The CLERK, (Mr. McMou un still speaking.) 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Batt} having 
raised the objection, the Clerk must decide that 
the gentleman from Virginia is out of order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Why, I should like to 
know who raised that point of order upon me, and 
upon what principle? [Laughter.] 

The CLERK. The objection was raised by 
the gentleman from Ohio, for the reason that no 
debate is in order upon the motion to lay on the 
table, which motion is pending before the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN,. Well, sir, I will not trouble 
the House further if objection is made. 

The CLERK. The question now is.upon the 
demand made by the gentleman from South Car- 
olina that the papers be read. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Has the ques- 
tion been taken upon the point of order. raised 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camppeuy,] 
that the original motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is not in order? . : 

The CLERK thinks that, the point of order 
having been withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Ohio, and not renewed by him until the House 
had passed from the subject; and amendments 
offered, and a motion made to lay on the table, 
it is now too late to renew it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the gentle- 
man from Ohio to renew his point before the gen- 
tleman from Maryland moved to lay the subject 
on the table. 7 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood him to 
withdraw it. i 

Mr. CARLILE. What do I understand to 

bg the question before the House? i 
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The CLERK. Itis upon the request of the | 
gentleman from South Carolina that the message 
be read. 

Mr. CARLILE. 
vious question. s 

Mr. GREENWOOD made a remark that was | 
not heard by the reporter. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must state that no 
‘debate is in. order. . ` 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I'am not going to de-.] 
bate. No one, I imagine, looking at this Hall 

` at this moment, would be inclined to debate any- 
thing, with such confusion. [Loud calls to or- 
der.] It is known that I am a very modest 
young man. (Laughter, calls to order, and con- 
fusion.] I scarcely ever participate in the dis- | 
cusions of this House at all. I rise now simply 
to make an inquiry as to the state of the question } 
before the House. I will state itas I understand | 
it, and the Clerk will correct me if I am in error, 
First and foremost, the gentleman from North 
Carolina submitted his motion, and then modi- 
fied it, as he had the right to do. Subsequently, 
he modified it again, which he also had a right to 
do. In the mean time, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr, CAMPBELL] introduced a proposition as an 
amendment to that of the gentleman from. North 
Carolina in the nature of a substitute. He then 
called the previous question. Pending the call, 
for the previous question, the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Davis] moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table. Pending that proposition 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
demanded the reading of the message, when the 
gentleman from Ohio again renewed the question 
of order which he originally made, that the prop- | 
osition of the gentleman from North Carolina was H 
out of order. ; 

Mr.McMULLIN. But the Clerk decided that |! 
the point of order was raised too late. ! 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand the first i 
proposition before the House, then, to be decided | 
as upon the request of the gentleman from South | 
Carolina that the papers which the gentleman 
from Maryland moves to lay upon the table shall | 
be read. 

Several Memsers. That ig ri 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
derstand that my question is 
House? 

The CLERK. The Clerk decided that, inas- 

. much as the question of order was not raised į 
until after the gentleman from Maryland had | 
moved to lay the whole subject on ‘the table, it 
came too late. 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARLILE. The previous question has f 
been called, and no debate is in order until itis 
ascertained whether or not itis to receive a sec- : 
ond. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I second the call for the ! 
previous question. It only requires one member 
to second it, as I understand? 

The CLERK. That is all. 

Mr. GROW. I rise toask the Clerk for in- 
formation. Is the question to be now put on the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Orn,] that the papers be now read? 

The CLERK, ‘That is the question on which 
it is asked that thc main question shall be now 
gut. 

? Mr. GROW. T raise the pointof order, that 
the motion is not in order until it has been de- 
termined whether or not the message shall be re- 
ceived. ; 

The CLERK. There is a question of order | 
now pending of nearly the same character. {Loud ; 
cries of “ Question!” * Debate is out of order!” 
‘Let us vote.”] Shall the main question be now 

ut? 

F Mr. WHEELER. What is the question on 
which it is asked that the main question shall be 
now put? : i 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] asks that the papers be read. 
On that the question is raised, shall the papers į 
be read? This question is put to the House, and | 
on it the previous question has been called and i 
seconded. Shall the main question be now put? 

Mr. SNEED. What will be the ‘effect of or- 
dering the main question to be now put? 

The CLERK. It will be to bring the House 
to a direct vote on the motion that the message 

be read. 


Upon that I move the pre- 


i 
t 


ght. f 
Why, do I un- 
not before the 


| here the whole day whether they 


j main question be now 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays. aan 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, 
make my point of order on the “gentleman from 
South Carolina? The gentleman proposes: that 
there shall be read 
message of the President of the United States; I 
make the point that we have no power to transact 
business until we are organized. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the gen- 
tleman fiom Ohio. is out of order. [Cries of 
“Order! order !?? z 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Is not 
the question whether the papcr shall be received 
or not?. How do you manage to get a paper 
read that has not been received? Js there any 
parliamentary rule for such a proceeding? [Cries 
of * Question! question !?*] 

-The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Irise to 
a point of order, thata paper cannot be read until 
it has been received. 

Mr. ORR. The papers are referred to in the 
resolution, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The papers 
have.never been received by the House. They 
were objected to from the start. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 'Thatis matter fi orargu- 
ment. 

The CLERK. The House has practically de- 
cided the question for itself, and that is, that the 
papers are more or less in the possession of the 
House. te 

Mr. MARSHALL. We have bee 


Is it too late to 


n discussing 


or not, [Cries of “ Order! & Debate is out of 
order.”?] I have no idea of any parliamentary 
tactics by 

jected to from the first, can be considered to be 
in the possession of the House. 

Mr. BARKSI 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That paper 
is not in our possession, and I would ask gentle- 
men_ how itis to be read if it is not in our pos- 
session? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. What was the last 
question on which we voted? Was it not that the 
ut? to wit: shall these 
papers be read? he House has ordered the 
main question to be now put. Everything is out 
of order until that order of the House is exc- 
cuted. [Cries of ‘Call the roll!’ Order!’ 
“Co on with the vote!” 

Mr. EMRIE. I ask whether it is in order for 


in our possession, and especially in our present 
disorganized condition ? 

Mr, ORR. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CamPBELL] refers to those papers, and 
Jask that they n 
I may vote intelligently. 


House be executed. Let the main question be 
now put. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
consider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. COBB. That motion cannot be enter- 
tained. There is no such motion known to par- 
liamentary law. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move, then, to rescind. 

Mr. COBB. The motion to rescind is not a 


order of the House, that the main question be 
now put. [Loud cries of “Call the roll!?? « Or- 
der P? 

The question was taken on the motion that 
the message be read, and it was disagreed to— 
yeas 87, nays 126; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, Barksdale, Be 
Cocok Bowie, Boyce, Brooks, Cadwalader, John 


Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot 
s, Faulkner, F 


Milier, Milson, Nichol 
Orr, Peck, Po 
Ruffin, Rust, S f 

i Smith, Sneed, Stephens, S rt, Tay- 
a, Mrppe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Waikcr, 


< 
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a paper purporting to be the | 


shall be received | 


by which these papers, having been ob- | 
5 H 


DALE. I call the gentleman to | 


. i 
any member to ask for the reading of papers not 


ty be read before I vote, so that | 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Let the order of the | 


I move to re- | 


privileged question, and none but a privileged į 
question can interfere with the exceution of the 


Warmer, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright— 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bah, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Behson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlinganie, 
James. H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, ‘Covode, 
Cragin, Cumbaek, Damreil, Henry Winter, Davis Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd; Dunn, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, ‘Grow, Robért B. 
Hal, Hatan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven; Hollo- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey. Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelion, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, } ade, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Siiamons, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Strauahan, Stope, Tappan, Thorington, 
Todd, Trafton, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washbutne, Bhibu B. Washburne, 
fsvacl Washbarn, Watson, Weleh, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Wood, Woodrat, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer--126. 3 
æ So the House refused to have the message read, 

Previous to the announcement of the above 
vote, the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, when his name was called, 
rose, and asked to be allowed to explain the 
i, reasons for his vote; whereupon he said: I find 
under the third section of the second article of 
the Constitution of the United States this em- 
phatic language: “He [the President of the United 
States] shall from time to time give to the Con- 
gress information of the state of the Union.” 
This section of this article makes the President 
of the United States the judge of the time he 
shall give the information’ he possesses of the 
state of the Union to Congress. This House is 
now, by the course it is this day pursuing, con- 
stituting itself the judge of the time the President 
is to communicate, which is a direct invasion of 
the right guarantied by the Constitution to the 
| President of the United States in this most im- 
portant prerogative; wherefore I find myself con- 
strained to vote in the afirmative, s 

Mr. LAKE, when his name was called, said: 
Mr. Clerk, 1 admit that itis made the duty of the 
President, under the Constitution of the’ United 
States, to communicate with Congress from time 
to time on the state of the country. Iwas in 
favor of receiving the message and having it read. 
But the question has somewhat changed from its 
first aspect. The message has not been received 
by the House. It has been presented, but not re- 
ceived; andi am asked to vote that it shall be 
read before it has been received. In this attitude 
of the question T am compelled to vote no, 

Mr. TAPPAN, when his name was called, rose 
and said: Itried to gct the floor during the debate 
preliminary to the taking of the present vote in’ 
order that f might state the exact position which 
I occupied on this question. If it be in order, I 
should like to availmyscif of that privilegeat this 
time, and when Tam called onto vote in response 
to the call of my name. 

“he CLERK, If there be no objection, the 
gentleman will proceed. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. TAPPAN, “Mr. Clerk, I object to the re- 
| ception and the reading of the message of thew 
President at this time, because by so doing I lend 
my favor to the establishment of a new precedent. 
This Administration has been somewhat remark- 
able in the establishment of new precedents. It 
has, in my judgment, already broken down too 
many of the great landmarks fixed for our action 
by the fathers of the Republic. Ido not now, 
as I have said, propose to lend my vote to the 
stablishment of another, and, it may be, a dan- 


j! gerous preeedent—one that may be used hereafter 


against the privileges of this House. 

I believe that we are now a House of Repre- 
| sentatives for certain purposes, but nota House 
ifor the transaction of business. The question 
now is in regard to an organization. Í under- 
stand the law to be clear and emphatic that the 
‘ first business’? to be done is ‘ the choice of a 
Speaker, and that until a Speaker be chosen 
“no other business can be transacted.” Then 
we are narrowed down to the inquiry, whether 
the reception and reading of the message is or is 
not “business?” The very reception and read- 
ing of the document presupposes action on the 
part of this body. If the House can order the 
message to be read, why can they not order it to 
[be printed? If we can order it to be printed, 
cannot we then do any other act of leg 
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previous:-to the organization? We may. receive 
a bill from the Senate, and. proceed with the or- 
dinary legislation. of. the country.” ‘ 

I vote against: the: reading.of the. message for 
another reason. I want. the responsibility for 
the present- disorganization of the House to be 

laced where it belongs. ‘It does not rest-on the 
great majority, who. propose to go on with ‘the | 
‘voting until a-Speaker. is elected and the House 
organized.’ No, sir, itis with those who, though 
in the minority, declare that they have ‘nailed 
their flag to the mast, and that they will not re- 
cede from the position they have assumed in their 
caucus. It is with them, with those who wish 
to force the majority to come to them. I want 
it to. go out to the country that the responsibility 
for this long delay in the organization of the 
House is with the Administration.. I vote no. 

Mr. WALKER, when his name was called, 
rose and said: Mr. Clerk, before I cast my vote, 
I desire to make oncor two remarks. 1 happen 
to belong to an unfortunate class of persons on 
this floor, who, from the feebleness of their voice, 
or the smallness of their stature, and despite the 
most persistent efforts, always fail either to reach 
the ear’ or to attract the eye of the present pre- 
siding officer of the. House. It was my desire, 
sir, and my intention, when the debate firstopened 
‘on the power of. the House to receive this mes- 
sage and to have. it read, to give my reasons for 
believing that, if there was the slightest doubt as 
to that power of the House, I should feel myself 
constrained, in the present exigency of the Flouse 
and the condition of the country, to haveassumed 
that the House should receive and have the mes- 
sage read. But I failed to obtain the floor for | 
that purpose. I conceive that it is too late to do 
so now, even if my poor arguments would have 
any weight with this body, to show that such 
should have been and should now be its policy. 
I merely rise for the purpose of saying this, that, 
like the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Lare,] 
T was in favor of receiving and having these papers 
read, butunlike the gentleman from Mississippi, 
if [ cannot attain my end in one way, I am per- 
fectly willing to do so by resorting to a more 
perlamontary system of tactics. ‘Therefore I} 
vote ay. 

Mr, ZOLLICOFFER. The explanation given 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Laxe] 
is just such a onc as I had intended to give in 
explanation of my vote. Were the proposition 
before the House to receive and read the message, 
I should vote ay, but I do not, as a mere ques- 
tion of order, approve of the motion of the gentle- 
nau from South Carolina, (Mr. Onr,] and I am 
nol inclined in that mode to resort to a mere par- 
liamentary mancuver to secure the reading of a 
peper which has not yet been reccived by the |i 

Louse. E will merely say further that I do not 
regard this as a test vote. I vote no. | 

After the announcement of the vote— 

Mr. WEITENEY. The question is now on 
laying the whole subject on the table? 

The CLERK. ktis. 

Me CLINGMAN. Give us the yeas and nays | 
on that. 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I desire, if it be in order, 
to move that the message be received and laid | 
upon the Clerk’s table until a Speaker is elected. |: 

The CLERK. That motion is not in order. '| 
A motion is now pending to lay the whole matter | 
on the table, 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I) 
would like to know whether, if this motion pre- 
yali the message and papers would go upon the | 
tabie? 

The CLERK. The Clerk does not feel called 
upon to express any opinion on that subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [rise to a question of order. 
I wish to inquire of the Clerk whether the propo- 
sition now is to lay the whole subject on the table? | 

The CLERK, | It is. 

Mr. STEPHENS, If we vote that down, then | 
the question will arise upon the proposition of | 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duxn,] and, ifi 
that be voted down, then upon the propositionof | 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuina- 
MAN. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state that if; 
the motion to lay on the table does not prevail, | 


Ohio, [Mr. Campszent.] 


Mr. STEPHENS: And- that is- the 
question of the reception of the message. 


The question. was. then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 104; as 
follows: : : i - 


: -YEAS—Messrs.: Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Bénson,. Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James. H: Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode,- Cragin, Cum- 
back; Damrell, Henrý Winter Davis, Tinfothy’ Davis, 
Dean,:De Witt, Dick; Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Edwaeds, 
Emrie, Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, 
Haven, Holloway, Thomas*R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter,.Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nortou, 
Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan,. Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Tratton, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Etlihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and. Wood- 
worth—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Brooks, Cadwalader, John Pe 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Dur- 
fee, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Fautkner, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, 
Gcorge W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kid- 
well, Knight, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl $. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richardson, 
Rivers, Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, need, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, 
Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Wamer, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—104, 


Soit was ordered that the whole subject do lie 
upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I wish 
to say that as a vote in the affirmative involves, 
in my view of the matter, the reccipt of the mes- 
sage, and I am not of the opinion that we can 
legally receive it, I vote no. hen the question 
comes up on receiving it, I shall also vote no. 

Mr. COLFAX. As a vote to lay the whole 
matter on the table will be the strongest mark of 
disapprobation which this House can evince, I 
vote ay. 

My. FOSTER. I voted against the reading 
of the paper, not because I was opposed to the 
reading, but because I did not desire to get at it 
in that indirect way. I shall vote to receive and 
read the message, if we ever reach that point, and 
I therefore now vote no. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I shall vote 
against laying on the table, because I desire 
that the paper shall be received by the House. 
I. voted against the proposition of the gentleman 


direct 


|| from South Carolina, because I did not desire to 


reach the matter in that way. I vote no. 

Mr. TODD. I desire to give my reasons for 
the vote Iam about to give. I believe that it is 
the duty of this House to receive these papers if 
the President only exercised a constitutional right 
in sending them here, but I should be opposed 


ito any further action upon them, because the 


House, in an unorganized state, has no power to 
take action upon them. With this explanation, 
I vote no. 

Mr. DUNN, (who when his name was called 
had voted in the negative.) In compliance with 
the wishes of friends, and against my own judg- 
ment, I change my vote, and vote ay. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. For the same reason 
Į do the same thing. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Upona 
reconsideration of the subject and further expla- 
nations from gentlemen, I also change my vote, 
and vote ay. 

After the result ot the vote was announced, 

Mr. CLINGMAN said: I rise to a privileged 
motion, and that is, that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday 
next, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to another 


the next matter before the House will be the !! 


one, and that is to call the yeas and nays. 


sa 


question of order raised by the gentleman from || Mr 
i | and nays, 


Mr. SEWARD. 


[ask for tellers on the yeas 


The CLERK appointed Messrs. Sewarp.and 
_Fuacier to actas tellers. e ee es 

‘Mr. KELLY. I move to: amend. the motion 
by inserting, instead of‘ Wednesday next,”’ the 
words, ‘€ until the first Monday in January.’’ 

The CLERK: The Clerk thinks: that motion 
cannot. be entertained... | : 

The House was, then divided, and the tellers 
reported thirty-one in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays. were not ordered. 

The question being on the. motion to adjourn 
over until Wednesday next, j 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
-Birtineuurst were appointed. 

Mr. DUNN. Before the vote is taken upon 
the motion, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to accept a modification, so as to 
provide that the House shall mect at ten o'clock 
on Wednesday. [Cries of ‘No, no!’’] 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 97, noes 86. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLFAX. I called, Mr. Clerk, for the 
yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The CLERK... The yeas and nays were re- 
fused upon the motion. 

Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GALLOWAY.. I call for the yeas and 


ays. 
Ar. JONES, of Tennessee. And I hope the 
House will give us the yeas and nays. | 

_ The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 81, nays 125; as fol- 
lows: , Ea, 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brooks,Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Cox, Craige; Cullen, Davidson, Henry. Winter Davis, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, .Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Gilbert, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus: Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson’ W. 
Barris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Jewett, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Sam- 
uel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Orr, Paine, Pearce, Porter, Powell, 
Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers Rufin, Savage, Shorter, 
„Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William . Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Underwood, Walbridge, 
Walker, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Jonn V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—81. Neg 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
€ ovode, Cragin, Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, bay, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Ermrie, Faulkner, Flagler, Renry M. Fuller, Thomas 
J.D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R, Horton, 
Valentine 8.-Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Robbitls, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, 
Sapp, Scott, Seward, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Strana- 
han, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Tyson, 
Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washbume, Elihu B.Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
kins, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—125. 

Pending the call of the pas and nays, 

Mr. ENGLISH said: I desire to say that I 
was out of the Hall at the time the vote was 
taken upon the motion to lay the President’s 
message and the accompanying papers upon the 
table. If I had been in the Hall, should have 
voted in the negative. Upon this motion I vote 
in the afirmative. : 

Mr. RUST said: Ihave paired off with a re- 
liable friend of Mr. Banxs, and therefore do not 
vote. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE said: Before I vote, I 
wish to know whether the paper laid upon your 
table, purporting to be a message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, has been received by 
this House? ; a 

The CLERK. The pending question is the 
motion to adjourn. _[Laughter.] i 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I kħow that, but I wish 
to understand before I vote, whether the paper 
to which I have referred has been received by this 
House? r. i 

The CLERK. The gentleman asks a question, 
which the Clerk does not think it competent for 


i 
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him to decide. The House has been acting, it 
seems to the Clerk, upon the presumption that 
the papers referred to were upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (at the Clerk’s 
desk.) Here they are. [‘Right!? “ Right!?"] 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. The papers were laid 
upon the table, with the motion ? 

Mr. LETCHER. They seem to be in a good 
state of preservation—all rolled up. 

Mr. STEPHENS said: Has the House de- 
termined to adjourn until Wednesday? 

The CLERK. It has. ; 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I change my vote, 
and vote “ay.” ; 

The vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. 


PRESIDENT’ S MESSACE—AGAIN. 


- Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I offer 

to the House the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the communication sent by the President 
of the United States to the House of Representatives this | 
day, be respectfully Peceived. by the Touse, and the Clerk 
is directed to take charge of the same until an organiza- 
tion of this House shall have been effected by the election 
of a Speaker, $ 

I do not desire to discuss the resolation, but I 
do not understand that the vote to lay the various | 
motions, which have been presented here to-day, 

“upon the table, has disposed of the question of 
the reception of the message; and I am indis- 
posed to scc this House adjourn without receiv- 
ing the message of the- President. In offering 
the resolution m the terms in which it is couched, j 
Thave indicated my desire to treat the Executive’ 
with respect, and at the same.tiine to preserve 
what I consider to be the dignity of this House. 
T call the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman 
will allow me to offer an amendment to his mo- 
tion. It is to add, “and that it be read.” 

Mr. MARSHALL. Icannot. I insist upon | 

the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to lay the resol- | 
tion upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to ask the Clerk a 
question. Is that message in your charge now? 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. Wait a moment, and allow 
the Clerk to answer. 

The CLERK. In reply to the gentleman 
from Virginia, the Clerk would say, if the House | 
should adjourn leaving the papers upon the table, 
we shall lock them up in a safe place, awaiting | 
the further order of the House. | 

Mr. LETCHER, And they will be forth- | 
coming when the House calls for them? | 

The CLERK. They will. 

Mr. JONES, of 'Tonnessee. As I think the 
asia have already been received by the House | 

shall decline voting upon the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kaptucky. 

Mr. COX. I respectiully ask my colleague | 
[Mr. MarsnaLL] to withdraw his demand for | 
the previous question. . 

Mr. MARSHALL. I cannot, 

Mr. COX. I wish to say one word in expla- 
nation: I shall vote for the resolution of my col- 
league—that the message be received. The res- 
olution does not go as far as I desire, but I do 
not wish to raise a controversy about it. My 
opinion is, that the message ought to be received 
and read. I consider it as coming from a co- 
ordinate department of the Government, whose 
duty it is, under the Constitution, to communi- 
cate to Congress, at such times as in his discre- 
tion he may deem advisable, information in 
regard to the condition of the country. Itis his | 
duty to make such communications under his 
responsibility and 

Mr. MARSHALL. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. COX. Docs my colleague rise and insist 
upon the question of order on me 
Mr. MARSHALL. I must insist on the 
question of order. I have called the previous | 

question. 

The CLERK decided the debate out of order. | 

Mr. COX. Very well; I wih say what I have | 
to say at some other time. | 

The CLERK. Thegentleman from Kentucky 


[Mr. Cox] having proceeded without objection, ; 
the Clerk did not deém it proper for him to inter- | 
rupt him. As the point has been raised, however, - 


the Clerk: must. decide that the 
of order. 
Mr. EDMUNDSON, (at twenty minutes to 


gentleman is out 


five p. m.) I move that the House do now ad- | 


journ. $ 

The yeas and naye were called for and ordered 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
120; nays 85. 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clinginan, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Denver, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Edinundson, Edwards, Elliott, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkver, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M: Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Goode, Greenwood, Angus fall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Hasrts, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, laven, 
Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, 
MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Nor- 
ton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Peck, 
Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Richardson, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Rutin, Sabin, Savage, Seott, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sueed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vait, Walbridge, Walker, Warmer, Elihu 8. Wash- 
burne, Watkins, Watson, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, 
Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—120. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Broom, Buttington, Burliagame, James JJ. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dameeil, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Kunkel, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Purvianee, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Sage, Sand Sapp; Seward, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Mhurston, Todd, 
Trafton, ‘Tyson, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Wasiburne, fsrael Washburn, Welch, Wells, 


‘Wood, and Woodrutf—85. 


So the House agreed to adjourn, 

On motion by Mr. ENGLISH the reading of 
the yeas and nays was dispensed with. 

And thereupon (at five o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned to mect on Wednesday, at 
twelve m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenvyespay, January 2, 1856. 
The House was called to order by the Clerk at 


twelve o’clock, m. : 
The Journal of Monday wasread and approved. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Mr. KNIGHT. One weck ago, Mr. Clerk, 
Thad the honor of offering a resolution here 
which 


TIE JOURNAL. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting. ) 
correct the Journal. 

The Clerk assigned the floor to Mr. Gropinas, 
his motion being a privileged one. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Clerk and gentlemen, 
I propose to amend the introductory portion of 
the Journal by stating, as precisely as I am capa- 
ble of doing, the facts as they occurred; and I 
ask the attention of the House while I read the 
proposed amendment. Itis as follows: 

After the reading of the Journal of Saturday, and be- 
fore the members had procecded to ballot tor Speaker, the 
Private Secretary of the President appeared at the bar of 
the House, and, without permission of the members, an- 
nounced that he was directed by the President of the United 
States to present to the [ouse of Representatives a mes- 
sage in writing. He then handed a sealed package to Hon. 
Jonn W. Forney, Clerk of the House of Representatives of 
the last Congress, and flow, in accordance with past cus- 


I move to 


tom, acting by general consent as Clerk for the purpose of | 


electing a Speaker; and having delivered said package, he 
withdrew : whereupon Mr. CLINGMAN moved, &c. 

These, Mr. Clerk, I belicve to be precisely the 
facts as they occurred; and I must desire that 
they shall so appear on the Journal. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Let the amendment 
be read to the House by the Clerk. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to strike out the 
introductory part of the Journal as read by the 
Clerk this morning, and insert, in lieu thereof, 


5>? 
what I have proposed. 


Mr. WALKER. Before the amendment of į 


the gentleman from Ohio is reported by the Clerk, 
I should be glad to hear read that part of the 
Journal which he moves to strike out. 

The CLERK. The proposition of the gentle- 


i will make it state that the message 


man from Ohio is to strike out the first paragraph 
in the Journal, as follows: 3 

“A message in writing, from the President of the United 
States, was handed in at the Clerk’s desk, by Stoner WEB- 
STER, his Private Secretary 37? ; EE 


and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
[The Clerk again reported Mr, GIDpINGS’s pro- ` 


posed aeni ment] Sh 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I desire, Mr. Clerk, to make 
a correction i y amendmont, by inserting, in: 
stead of Mr. Wi. “acting by general consent 
as Clerk,” the words, “acting as Clerk under the 
resolution of 1791,” 

Mr. LETCHER. If I recollect the facts of 
the delivery of the message they are’ these: the 
Doorkeeper announced in the aisle, “A message 
from the President of the United States;’’ the 
Secretary of the President then addressed the 
Clerk, stating that he had such message; and it 
was sent to the Clerk’s table without objection 
from any one. 

Several Memuers. 
jection. 

Mr. LETCHER. According to my recollection 
no objection was raised until the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cinemax] proposed thatthe 
message be read. Then the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Morean] called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr.WASHBURNE, of Tlinois. Will the gen- 
tleman from Virginia state whether ornot he is sure 
thata message from the President was announeed, 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes,! heard it; and then 
the Secretary addressed the Clerk. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, [I thiek the gentleman 
from Virginia is mistaken. When the package 
was handed to the Clerk the gentleman from New ` 
York [Mr. Monrean] rose and made an objection 
to the receiving of it, and called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. That is news to me.’ 
I never heard that. 

Mr. LETCHER. As T understand, the report 
in the Globe states that the objection was to the 
reading of the message, and it was on that the 
yeas and nays were called. 

Several Memprns. That is right. 

My. LETCHER. Thatreportis in accordance 
with my recollection. 

Mr. MORGAN. When that package was sent 
up to the Clerk’s table, before it had actually ar- 
rived there, or certainly before it had more than 
touched the table, and before any gentleman had 
moved for its reading, I rose in my place here 
and objected to the reception of that message, I 
think that must be recollected by all gendemen 
who were present. After the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Crineman] had made his 
motion for reading, then I called the yeas and 
nays on that motion. ; 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I did not hear the 
statement made by the gentleman from New York 
as to what occurred. It seems to me, from hear- 
ing the Journal, that the fact is sufficiently and 
properly stated. 1 apprehend that there can be 
no doubt about the history of what occurred here 
on Monday last. 

The Doorkeeper of the House announced “A. 
message from the President of the United States.” 
The Secretary of the President then advanced and 
announced that he was directed by the President 
of the United States to deliver to the House a 
communication in writing, The communication 
was received by the Fouse without objection. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ciixe- 
man] then moved that the message beread. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio 
to the Journal is therefore wanceessary, because 
the factsare correctly stated there as it now stands. 
But if the House intends to go into the recital 
intimated by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, I must move to amend the amendment 
in one particular, if I heard it correctly. The 
amendment states that the message was delivered 
without permission by the House. I move to 
amend by striking out the word “ permission,” 
and inserting the word “objection,” so that it 

i ge was received 
without objection by the House. That isa truth- 
ful statement of what occurred. 

I do not think, however, that it is necessary to 
amend the Journal at all. I think that in that 
respect it is correctly made up. I move, there- 


Certainly there was ob- 


i| fore, the amendment! have intimated to the motion 
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-ofthe gentleman from. Ohio, and then T submit.j 
the additional motion, that the motion with the | 
amendment be laid on the table. 


Mr. CLINGMAN.. I hope the gentleman will || 
withdraw. his motion to lay on the table for ai 
moment. > a 


Mr. COBB. Twil 9 t o a 
Me GLINGMAN. I will detain the House 
buta moment.. ‘Iwas about. to state what was 
my. recollection of the facts as the occurred on. 
Monday. Of course it is a merga tter. of recol- 
lection, in reference to. which Gentlemen may 
differ: . When the message was announced by 
the Doorkeeper, it was handed to himby the Pres- 
ident’s Private Secretary. 1 then saw. him walk 
` deliberately down and. deposit the message on 
the Clerk’s table, and no gentleman rose to 
object, or make any motion in reference to it. 
I then rose and moved that the message be’read, 
in order that we might hear what it was. The | 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Morean] de- 
mended. the yeas. and nays upon the: motion, to | 
which I remarked that I had no objection to the | 
juestion being determined by yeas and nays. | 
then made another remark,when the gentleman 
from Ohio [My. Camrsext] raised the question of 
order. that it was not competent for the House 
ta have it read; that it would be in the nature 
of transacting business, which was prohibited 
by the act of 1791. A little discussion was then ; 
interchanged upon that point; but I heard no 
question raised as to the reception ‘of the més- 
sage up to this point in the proceedings. 
Mr. VALK. It is due to my colleague from 
New York [Mr. Morcan] that I should state, 
unequivoeally and distinetly, that I did hear him 
‘make objection to the reception of the message 
at the very moment it was announced. He did | 
distinctly and unequivocally state that the mes- | 
sage could not be received, before it had been 
received.or deposited on the Clerk’s.desk. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not dispute the gen- 
tleman’s recollection. 
Mr. COBB. I have the floor and cannot yield 
“it further, , 
“Mr. CLINGMAN. I merely wish to state 
that I do not question the statement of the gen- 
tleman from New York; but it must be admitted 
that, if the objection was made, it did not reach 
the car of the House, and it did not seem to reach 
the car of the gentleman from Ohio, for, directl 
after, he made the point that it could not be read. 
Certainly it did not reach the ear of the House, 
and could not be considered by the House as 
having been made. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, ‘Will the gentleman allow 
‘me to say, 
Mr. COBB. T cannot yield the floor further. 
Ido not doubt the recollection of gentlemen. in 
relcronce to the objection raised by. the gentleman 
from New York, but it was not heard or recog- 
nized by the House. The rule is, that until an 
objection is heard and. stated by the presiding 
officer, it is no objection at all. 
Mr. GROW. ‘Phe gentleman will allow me to 
say. 
Mr. COBB. The gentleman will excuse me; | 
J cannot yield. [ say that no such objection was | 
made by the gentleman from New York. We | 
will not stop to question the correctness of ob- | 
jections being made which the House did not i 
lear and which were not entertained. I say, as! 
J said before, that the Journal is right in’ this | 
thing. 1 wish, therefore, that the amendment I | 
have indicated shall go with the original resolu- | 
tion, and I move that-both be laid on the table. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. If the gentleman from 
Georgia will withdraw his motion for a moment | 
to enable me to reply to his remarks, I will 
renew it. . 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to say a 
word in reply to the gentleman from North Caro- | 


Jina, [Mr. Curveman,] if the House will allow |} 


me. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a question of | 
order.. I understood my colleague from Georgia | 
(Mr..Cozs] to make a motion to lay on the table, | 
which motion is not debatable. Tobject to any | 
discussion, therefore, and call for a vote-on the | 
motion of my colleague. . . 
_ Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will not the gen- | 
tleman from Georgia withdraw his motion to lay 
on tae table for a moment? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. J object, 


The CLERK. Both © o0 


nays upon the motion, then. 
‘The yeas and nays were-ordered.... » 
The CLERK then proceeded to state the ques- 
tion. : : i 
Mr. DEAN. DoJ understand that the effect 
of the motion to lay onthe table will be to carry 
both the resolution of the gentleman from Chio 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia with it?. i 


Mr. CAMPBELL. : I call for the’ yeas and 


“The call of the- roll was then proceeded with 
upon the motion to-lay on the table, during 
which ie p ADEG. or 

Mr. ROBISON said: I. wish to state to the 
House the reason for my vote... In the first place, j 
I believe the Journal is correctas it stands, and 
in the next place, I am going to sustain it. I 
vote ay. 2 . 

Mr. WHITNEY (when his. name was called) 
said: I wish to state that I have examined the 
record, and find it there stated on the Journal, 
that the message was received or handed in at the 
Clerk’s table by the President’s. Private Secre- 
tary. I think that is a correct statement of the 
facts, and I therefore vote to lay on the table. 

The vote was then announced—yeas 125, nays 
89; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell @Cariile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard 
Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, Dixon, 
Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K, Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Ready, Rieand, Richardson, Rivers, Robigon, Rufin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Weils, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Jolin V. Wright, 
and ZollicoMer—125, 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buftington, Burlingame, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Col- 
fax, Cragin,’ Cumback, Damrcll, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, 
Grow, Harlan, Harrison, Nolloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, King, Kuapp, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morzan, Morrill, 
Murray, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eviibu B. Washi 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
rutt, and Woodworth—89. 

So the resolution and amendment were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 

Mr. KNIGHT obtained the floor amidst cries 
of “Call the roll P’ and said: Ifthe House will have 
patience, I will make a motion which, if adopted, 
will facilitate the business of organizing. the 
House. IJtis nearly a week since a similar motion 
was made and laid upon the table by the vote of 
a majority of the House; but the evenis of every 
day since, and the results of vote succeeding vote, 
aflord the strongest reason for the passage of 
such a resolution as the one now presented to the 
consideration and for the adoption of the House. 
I have no prospect that we can get a majority to 
elect a Speaker, and I do not wish to reflect on 
anybody, or on the conduct éf any party in this 
House, though its number may be of the smallest 
kind. Each and every member has an undoubted 
right to the exercise of his own proper judgment 
on all questions that may arise for our determin- 
ation. J demand that right for myself, and of 
course accord it to every other member of the 
body; but at the same time I cannot refrain from 
the expression of opinion that it is now high time 


that we had a Speaker and the Housc organized. 

With our delay the business of the country suffers | 
neglect. The President’s message is before us; | 
it has not been read in this House, but it is still | 
in the Clerk’s possession, and may be taken _up į 
from the table at any moment for disposition and | 
direct action on its several recommendations. It} 
contains many important matters which, in my | 


| ER] to 


: judgment, demand the ‘Insiant-attention of Con- 


gress: It cannot receive that attention until we 


jaré organized, and the Committee on, Foreign 


Affairs, and the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the other standing committees, are appointed. 
I appeal to members to lend their -help to me in 
effecting an organization. of the’ House. . If we 
cannot do: so` while a majority is required: for the 
election of a Speaker, let us then adopt this plu- 
rality resolution. I introduce the following reso- 
lution, arid: on that motion call for the prévious 
question: f : 
Resolved, That the House will immediately proceed to 
the eighty-fifth: ballot for a Speaker; upon the result of 
which, and no choice, the House will make the eighty-sixth 
ballot; which, if it shall not effect an election, shall be 
succeeded by the eighty-seventh vote ; when, if there shall 
still be no election, the person highest in vote, and having 
the majority of a quorum, shall be the Speaker of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress ; and the said proceedings shall be con- 
ducted viva voce as heretofore, but without debate, ad- 
journment, or recess. 
. Mr. HUGHSTON. I second the call for the 
previous question. i 


: Mr. PHELPS. I move that the resolution be 
laid upon ‘the table. 
Mr.STANTON. Idemand the yeasand nays 


on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table, and it was agreed to— 
yeas 115, nays 103; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, Barksdale; Bell, 
Bocoek, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell; Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskiec, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell! Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cuilen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dann, 
Edmundson, Edwares, Elliott, Engtish, Etheridge, Wustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M., Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L., Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glanecy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K., Marshall, 
Humphrey. Marshall, Samuci S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, Moore, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Tripp Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Volis, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—115, 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, bufington, Burlingame, Chatlee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hick- 
man, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman,’ Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wili@as, Wood, Woodruft, 
and Woodworth—103. r A : 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Previous to the announcement of the result of 
the above vote, and when his name was called, 

Mr. RUFFIN said: Mr. Clerk, I desire to make 
a personal explanation. In the reported: prò- 

adi f last day’s session I find the fol- 
ceedings of our las YS session o 
lowing: ) g 

“Nr. Letcner. Tam not much afraid, My. Clerk, of 
the rights of the House being usurped. I move the previous 
question. 

“Mr. Rerrin. Vill the gentleman withhold his motion 
for a moment to allow me to 

“Mr. Lercuer. IF willnotgive way to anybody. I now 
move the previous question.” 


Nothing more is said than “ Will the gentle- 
man withhold his motion for a monient to allow 
me to > AlI now wish to state is, that this 
report does me Injustice; it rather saws me off 
at the legs. [Laughter.] I have not asked this 
House to permit me to make any motion. I did 
not call on my friend from Virginia [Mr. Leten- 

permit me to make any motion of any 
kind. have contented myself by quietly re- 
maining in my seat and voting whenover [ was 
called on to doso. : I wanted to vote squarely on 
the question of the reception and the reading of 
the President’s message. I was willing to assume 
the responsibility that attached to the vote. I did 
not wish to dodge any motion, nor did I make 
ge ere myself, : 

Mr. SAGE (when his name was called) rose and 
said: Mr. Clerk, I wish to makean explanation, 
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and this is probably the, best if not the only op- 
portunity which may be afforded me to do so. I 
regret that the plurality resolution now under 
consideration came from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Knicut,] because it has been 
offered: without success three several times from 
this side of the House already.. 

But the particular motive for this explanation 
arises out of a Statement made in a leading Demo- 
cratic paper ublished atthe capital of the State 
of New York. That paper very recently stated 
that the Opposition here consumed the time of 
the House in fruitless efforts to elect a Speaker and 
organize the House; that they voted against the 
plurality and other resolutions which promised 
any chance of effecting that organization. Inow 
rise for the purpose of particularly directing the 
attention of the country to those who vote for 


and those who vote against this plurality resolu-: 


tion. Look and see who vote for the résolution, 


and who moved that it be laid on the table, and’ 


then we may learn how correct is the statement to 
which I have referred. 


i 


In this connection let me express the hope that | 


no member of the Opposition will again submit 
a plurality resolution. When the Administration 
and its friends in this House desire an organiza- 


tion, they. will make that fact known to us in a 
9 y. j 


tangible shape. I vote no. , 

[When it was announced by the Clerk that the 
plurality resolution had been laid on the table, 
oud cries rose from all parts of the Hall of “Call 
the roll? “Let us votet”? “No more resolu- 
tions or personal explanations °] 

THE PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE: 

Mr. LAKE. I know, Mr. Clerk, that the 
election of a Speaker for this House is a matter 
of the first importance. There is no member 
more desirous for the’ attainment of that result 
than myself. 
the attention of members to the message which 
was gent to us by the President of the United 
States on Monday Jast. Ido not feel that the 
House has discharged its whole duty in reference 
to that communication. I stated on a former 
occasion that I was in favor of receiving the com- 
munication and the accompanying documents, 
and of having the President’s message read. 
There has been no direct vote on the question, 
and, for the purpose of securing such a vote, T 
now submit a resolution for the adoption of the 
House. I have no doubt that the House is suf- 
ficiently organized for that purpose. 


I nevertheless wish to call back | 


If Lever had any doubt, Mr. Clerk, in refer- | 


ence to the reception and reading of the Presi- 
dent’s message, the debate which took place in 
this Hall during our session of Monday would 
have freed me fromit.. As I have said, the Presi- 
dent has done nothing more than to discharge his 
‘constitutional duty—a duty which is plainly de- 
volved on him by the terms of the Constitution. 
I think that we are under an obligation to receive 
this document. T call for she previous question 
on my resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the message of the President, “with the 
accompanying documents, be received, and that the mes- 
sage be read to the douse. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
point of order. We have no right to entertain 
that resolution, or to act on it, inasmuch as it is 
the transaction of business before the House is 
organized. 

© The CLERK. The Clerk thinks, inasmuch 
as nearly similar propositions have been before 
entertained, that the resolution is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. : I move then that the res- 
olution be laid on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPEENS obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Georgia 
will please remember that debate is not in order, 


a motion having been made that the resolution be | 


laid on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The action of the House, 
Mr. Clerk, shows that in the opinion of a ma- 
jority of members the message has been re- 


ceived; and it is therefore that I shall vote to lay | 


the resolution of the gentleman from Mississippi 
on the table, although I am willing that the mes- 
sage be taken from the table and read. 

Mr. READY obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order: there 


| 


i 


| 
on the table. 


| has been read. 


i 


i 
H 
H 


is a motion pending that the. resolution be haid 


Mr. FLORENCE. | I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. LAKE. «Tunderstand that the gentleman 
from Georgia will withdraw his motion to lay on 
the table, in order that I may make a few words 
of explanation. . . 

‘Mr. STEPHENS. I did not move that the 
resolution be laid on the table; that motion was 
made by the gentleman from Maine. Theaction 
of the House, I repeat, shows that in the opinion 
of a majority the message has been reecived— 
that it is now in the possession of the Clerk. 

Mr.SEWARD. [ move to strike from the 
resolution the word “reccived,’’ so that we may. 
vote on the question of reading alone. 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s motion is not 
in order. : 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Mr. 
Clerk, I wish to arrive at a satisfactory explana- | 
tion of the knotty point of whether or not the 
President’s message has been received by this | 
House. Task at your hands, Mr. Clerk, and I 
presume that you are the presiding officer of the 
body, and the only one who can give an opinion 
on this subject, whether the message has been 
received? 

The CLERK. The Clerk will answer the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that the message is now 
in the safe of the House of Representatives, 
awaiting its order. > 

Mr. MARSHALL. Has the message been 
received by the Licuse? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the mes- 
sage has been received. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I refer to the 
Journal for an answer to the question. 

Mr. STANTON. I hold that the message has 
not been received. T take issue with the Clerk. 

Mr. MARSHALL. LT have the floor. There 
is something like courtesy duc to somebody. I 
have asked the Clerk to decide the question. He 
has answered me. His answer is in accordance 
with my own opinion; but, with a view of arriving | 
at the conclusion to which this House’ has come, 
I take an appeal from the decision of the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The gentlefnan from Kentucky 
will allow the Clerk to state that he has made no 
decision on the subject. , : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understood so. 

The CLERK. "Che Clerk simply stated that, 
in his opinion, the message had been received by 
the House. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Who, then, can decide | 
the question? 

The CLERK, 
question for itself. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 


The House must decide the 


Tf I can do so, then, I 
appeal from the Clerk's opinion to the decision 
of the House, [Gaughter. | 

Mr. LAKE., F would ask the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. Wasusurs] to withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table, in order that I may answer | 
some of the objections which have been raiscd to 
my resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Wilithe ecntleman renew 
my motion and stick to it? Jf he will do that I | 
wil withdraw it for the purpose of cnabling him | 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. LAKE. I dislike very much to move to 
lay my own motion upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I cannot withdraw my 
motion unless the gentleman will agree to renew 
it 


Mr. LAKE. Under the circumstances, then, | 
I will renew the genticman’s motion at the close | 
of my remarks. I simply desire to say that 1 
have already indicated to the House the reasons 
which induced me to offer the resolution which 
It is now met by the objection 
that the message has in fact been received. My 
own opinion is that it has never been received. | 
My own opinion is that it is in a state of pre- | 


| sentation; that the President has sent the mes- || 


sage to the House, but that the House has not | 
ct acted upon it, cven so far as to receive it. | 
admit that, in the opinion of some gentlemen 
here who are well skilled in parliamentary Jaw# 
the Ifiousc has received the message; but I sce, 
on the other side of the House, gentlemen equally 


which ought not to be left in doubt; and the very 
fact, that different opinions prevail in different 
parts of the House upon the subject, demon 
strates that a doubt does rest. upon’ the matter, 
I desire that such doubt should be removed, and 
I think it is the duty of the Flouse to determine- 
whether or not that"focument has been received, 
If gentlemen are right in supposing that it has 
been received, they can have no. objection to 
voting with me in declaring a fact. which they 
consider alraggly exists. i 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to propose tothe 
gentleman from Mississippi to so modify his res- 
olution as that it shall read: 


Resolved, That the message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and the accompanying documents, having been 
received, the message be now read. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I did not withdraw my 
motion to lay the resolution upon the table for 
the purpose of allowing an amendment of the res- 
olution, or a modification of it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman has the 
vent to modify his own resolution if he thinks 

it. 

Mr. LAKE. With all deference to the sen- 
tleman from Georgia, I must decline to make 
the modification which he suggests, because I do 
not agree with him, in point of fact, as to the 
reception of these documents. «L do not think 
the document has been received, and the fact 
that such is my belief is the reason why I have 
offered and now support this resolution, 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi allow me to suggest a modification for his 
consideration ? 

Mr. LAKE. Certainly. . 

Mr. ORR. The modification which I suggest 
is, that he insert the words, “ that the message he 
taken fromm the table and read.” 

Mr. LAKE. Icannot consent to the modifi- 
cation, as that would be yielding a point which 
I desire to have the vote and decision of the 
House upon, and that is the question of recep- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. I will say to the gentleman that 
the House, by its vote on Monday, laid upon the 
table a resolution which recognized the reception 
of the message. 

Mr. LAKE. I remember the action of the 
TIouse on Monday, but I understand that action 
differently from the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Orr] The House on Monday, by 
its vote, laid on the table a motion to receive the 
message. Now, f do not understand that such 
action amounts to laying the documents upon the 
table. I am confirmed in that opinion from the 
fact, that immediately after such action the House 
entertained a motion, made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. H. MARSHALL, ] to receive this 
very document; and, in the judgment of a la 
portion of the House, that question ofreception has 
not becn covered by any previous motion, The 
| gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuineuan] 
made a motion that the message be read, taking 
for granted that the message had been received, 
an assumption which very many gentlemen think 
ought not to be admitted. A 

It is for the purpose of covering all these difi- 
culties that I have offered this resolution; and I 
cannot conecive why gentlemen who have ex- 
| pressed a desire to hear the document read 
should make the objection which they now do. 
Why should we not mareh straight up to the 
decision of this point, and not reach it by an indi- 
rect mode? 

I am required, by my pledge to the gentleman 
from Maine, to renew his motion to lay my reso- 
lution upon the table, but instead of doing that, 
if it is agreeable to him, I wili yield the floor, and 
allow him to do it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I renew my 
motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 


Mr. JO} of Tennessee. Has the gentle- 
man from ine the floor to make that motion? 
The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 


of the gentleman from Maine is in order, inas- 
s he gave way to the gentleman from 
pi, with the understanding between 
them that the motion to lay upon the table should 
be renewed. 
Mr. JONES. Lwish to make one remark, if 


well skilled in parliamentary law, who declare 
that, in their opinion, the House has never re- | 
ceived the document. I think this is a matter | 


ithe gentleman from Maine will withdraw the 
motion. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 1 cannot do it. 
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Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nesses can say what he desires.in the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, whose time has not 
expired by*four minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yielded tọ the gentle- 
man from: Mississippi, but te motion to lay upon 
the table was made by me, and I do not withdraw 


t : : 
i Mr. JONES: ` Ishall vote against the motion, 
but I-desire to say a word or two before I do'so. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I dest to make an 
inquiry. In the event that this motion to receive 
and read:shall be laid upon the table, will it be 
in order for those. who desire to hear it read—yet 
believing it has already been: received, and there- 
fore are unwilling to vote. directly or indirectly 
upon the question of its reception—afterwards to 
yote on a motion that it shall be read only? Lam 
willing to vote to lay this resolution upon the 
table, as I am unwilling to vote for any resolution 
which presupposes that the message has not al- 
ready been received; but I shall vote for a motion 
> to read the message, if such a motion shall be sub- 
mitted to the House. I am: in favor of reading 
the message, but Lam not willing, by any vote, 
to:admit thatit has Hot been already received. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. lf the 
House refuses to lay this resolution on the table, 
cannot it afterwards be amended by striking out 
the words, “and read,” so as to make it read, 
& that this message be received ?”’ 

The CLERK, The Clerk thinks a motion so 
to amend the resolution would be in order, if the 
motion to lay upon the table be decided in the 
negative.. : 

Mr.GREENWOOD. Iwithdraw my demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. So the resolution was laid 
upon the table. [Cries of ‘* Call the roll!??] 


BALLOTING FOR SPEAKFR. 


‘The House proceeded to vote the eighty-fifth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 218; necessary to a choice, 
110; of which—- 


Nathaniel P, Banks reccived. 
William A. Richardson .. 
Very M, Butlers. ca eee 
Alexander ©, M. Pennington, 
James L. Orr, 
John Wilias.. esse esesse 
Wiliam W. Boyee wo... ee 
Gilehrict Porter cece cree e een eeesaeeaes 
John MEQUE sereruesssessererorenaconea 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


for Mr. Banks-—Megsrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Coin- 
ins, Covode, Cragin, Camback, Dantrell, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, DeWitt, Diek, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emric, 
Fiagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert b. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Lloward, thughston, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlion, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stauton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, ‘Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbtidge, Waldrou, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Euihu 
B.: Washbume, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, 
Woodruff, aud Woodworth. 

Tor Mr. Richardson — Messrs, Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawiord, Davidson, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, ‘Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Mail, Sampson W., Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, Hickman, Jewett, George W., Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. 
Marshal, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller 
Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Powell, Quitman’ 
Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For My. Fuller -— Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell 
Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Etheridge, Bustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shail, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitey, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington— Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harri- 
son, Haven, Moore, and Seott. 

Eor Mr. Orr-—Mr. Williams. 

for Mr. Williams—Wir. Wheeler. 

Por Mr. Boyce—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr, Porter—Mr. Henry M. Puller. 

For Mr. MeQueen-——Mr, Richardson, 
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THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE-—~AGAIN. 
Mr. MILLSON.... I now submit.a motion that 
the message of the President of the United States, 
communicated to this House on the 3lst day of 
December last, bé now read. : ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. That it be taken from the 


‘Mr. MILLSON. No; simply that it be read. 
‘Mr. STANTON. TI rise to a question of or- 
der. It is, that this House is notin a condition to 
read-the message of the President of the United 
States. 0a 

Mr. MILLSON.. I'am upon the floor, and the 
gentleman from Ohio cannot take it from me. 

Mr. STANTON. [raise a question of order, 
and I have the right to take the floor for that 
purpose. . 

Mr. MILLSON. The House will perceive 
that my motion assumes that the-message has 
been received and—— d 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave made a question of 
order, and I insist upon a decision of the ques- 
tion. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from. Virginia 
[Mr. Miurson] is upon the floor, abd is entitled 
to it. i 

Mr. MILLSON. There is nothing in the 
gentleman’s point of order.. My motion 1s alto- 
gether within those rules which now regulate our 
proceedings. It assumes that the message of the 
President of the United States was received by 
the House on the day of its transmission; and 
really, sir, it seems to me wonderful that gentle- 
men should entertain any doubt upon this ques- 
tion of reception, on which so much has been 
said. If we will only reflect that the President 
of the United Statés has the constitutional right 
to address communications to this body—if gen- 
tlemen will only remember that the President 
may, as was the case in the early stages of our 
congressional history, address his communica- 
tions to Congress in person as well as by mes- 
sage—if they will only recollect that the President 
of the United States has the same right to offer 
suggestions, and make communications to this 
House, that any one of its members has, they 
will sce that it is almost preposterous to maintain 
that a communication, made in the discharge of 
his high constitutional duties, was not received 
by the Hlouse as soon as it was uttered, or as 
soon as it was transmitted. 

If J address a motion to the House, as I have 
just donc, it is inconsistent to say that that mo- 
tion has not been received by the House. The 
moment the motion is uttered by me it is received. 
You may do what you will with it. You may 
reject the motion; you may lay it on the table; 
you may postpone it indefinitely; but, sir, it is 
idle to maintain that the motion has not been re- 
ceived. And so with any communications made 
by the President of the United States to this 
body, whether made in person, as they may be 
made, or in writing, as they are now usually 
made. The instant that communication is trans- 
mitted to the body it is received by the body. 
There is no question on its reception. Thecom- 
munications of the President. stand on equal 
ground with the communications of individual 
members, because it is the right of the President, 
equal with that of the members of the House, to 
address any communication to this body. 

Then, sir, the message is received. It would 
be received if transmitted through the post office. 
It would be received if handcd in at the door by 
his Private Secretary. The moment that it leaves 
the hands of the President of the United States, 
and is given into the charge of one of the officers 
of this House, it is received by the House, and 
the House may do what it pleases with it. The 
House. may—acting on the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn]—return it to 
the President if it please, but itis received. Nor 
would it be competent for the House to return 
it unless it were received. And I suggest very 


respectfully to the consideration of gentlemen on |: 


the other side of the House, that the very resolu- 
tion introduced on Monday for returning,this 
yuessage implied the previous reception of it; for 
Tt could not be returned unless it had been re- 
ceived. . 

Now, sir, I make this motion, because I appre- 
hend that the late proceeding of the House, in 


laying on the table the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Laxn,) might 


t 


place the House—at least the members on this 
side of the Houseé—in a somewhat false position. 
The-yeasand nays were not taken on it... Quietly, 
and with very little debate, and even without a 
division, the resolution to receive and .read“was - 
laid on the table. | That seems to, be discourteous 
to the President of the United States, and itis. to 
relieve the House from this seeming discourtesy, 
and to place, at least, the friends.of the Admin- 
istration. on the ground’ which they would’ be 
pleaséd to occupy, that I have submitted the 
motion that this admirable message of the Pres- 
ident benowread, And [take pleasure inavail- 
ing myself of this opportunity to say that it is, 
indeed, in my judgment,an admirable and excel- 
lent State paper. . 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. Lonly wantto make one remark. 
I suppose that the gentleman will not insist that 
we can do, in our present unorgagized condition, 
what we would not do if we were organized, and 
were in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. . Now, I call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to this... . 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) That would 
be a committee; this is the House. 

Mr. DUNN. - If the House of Representatives 
—as the Parliament of Great Britain—be.in com- 
mittee when a message is sent, the Speaker takes 
the chair to receive the message. This. shows 
that the Speaker is the organ, and the exclusive 
organ, of the House in relation to all persons 
outside of this House. 

Mr. MILLSON. Sir, that very suggestion is 
one which I mysclf have repeatedly made in con- 
versation to various gentlemen on this floor, to 
prove the very opposite of what is maintained by 
the gentleman from Indiana. And itis this: that 
such are the obligations of courtesy to the Pres- 
ident, and such the’ obligations imposed by the 
Constitution, to receive his communications of 
all kinds, that even when a message is sent while 
the House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, its business is instantly sus- 
pended, the Speaker immediately called to the 
chair, and without any formal motion the com- 
mittee rises, and the message ig received. 

Mr. DUNN, Let me read one line tothe gen- 
tleman from Virginia: ` 

“ Messages are not submitted by a member, much less 
by the Clerk, but by the Speaker to the House.” 

Mr.MILLSON. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Dunn] is reading to me rules of courtesy in 
the British Parliament. And, sir, it is unques- 
tionably proper that, where there isa Speaker, 
he should, as his riame implies, speak for the 
body. ‘That is not-now the question. I am dis- 
cussing the question as one arising under our 
Constitution. I am showing that the President 
has the same right to address you that I have. 
Am I addressing the Speaker? “I am addressing 
the members of the House; and the President 
has addressed his communication to the members 
of the House. He sends his message to` them. 
Now, I desire that that message shall be read by 
them. I say there is no question of difficulty in 
the way, because you are now listening to me, 
and why not listen to the President? © Has he less 
right to be heard here than Ihave? Sir, the Pres- 
ident has so much greater claim to be heard by 


| you than I have, that, no matter who may have 


the floor, it is invariably yielded to the reception 
of his communications. Whatever may be the 
business before the House, the President may 
speak; and every member pauses till his commu- 
nication is in possession of the body. ‘ 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia yield me the floor, that T may put a 
question ? : 

Mr. MILLSON. If it be merely to put a 
question, T will. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wishsimply to put a ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Virginia. About an 
hour or two ago, I examined some of the author- 
ities on parliamentary law. ‘We were taken by 
surprise hére when the message was sent in—— 

Mr. MILLSON, (interrupting ) I did not 
yield the floor to allow the gentleman to make a 
speech. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish merely to puta ques- 


i tion. 
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Mr. SEMMONS, (reading from a paper:) 

“ The House of Commons cannot assemble without their 
Speaker.”—4 Comyn’s Digest, 497. 4 Dist. 8 Lord Coke. 

“After the Speaker is chosen and the oaths are taken, 
from thence the session begins.” — Idem, 

“Without their election, no Speaker ean be appointed 
for them, because he is their mouth, and trusted by them, 
and so necessary, as the House of Commotis cannot sit 
without hins.??—Jdem. 

Now, sir, will you show how erroneous these 
are, and how, without a Speaker, we can act of- 
ficially ? 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman’s argument 
will go very far to prove that the Flouse cannot 
clect a Speaker until it has a Speaker. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; we are only sitting 
here asg.electors. 

Mr. MILLSON. The simple inquiry I have 
to make is this: whether the House is or is not 
competent to listen to communications addressed 
to them—whether they have the right to receive 
suggestions that are made to them? Because, if 

ou have no right to hear suggestions from the 

resident of the United States before a Speaker 
is chosen, you have no right to hear me until a 
Speaker has been elected. i 

The gentleman will perceive that the whole 

oint. of argument I am endeavoring to present 
1s, that the President has the same right to offer 
suggestions to the House before the election of 
Speaker as any member of the House. IfI have 
the right to make suggestions to the House in its 
present condition, the President has the same 
right, because we both stand upon the same foot- 
ing in this particular, and to deny the right of the 
President is to condemn yourselves to silencé. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I have presented the resolu- 
tion in the form in which 1 have offered it, for 
the purpose of having the question taken simply 
upon the reading of the message, unembarrassed 
by any other question. I want the House to 
decide whether or not they are willing to have 
the message read. I hope the question will not 
be embarrassed by any proposition to amend. 
The House may, if they think proper, lay my 
resolution upon the table, and then it will be 
understood that they refuse to have the message 
read. I hope the resolution will be adopted, and 
that the House will relieve itself from the dis- | 
courtesy of having deliberately ordered a message 
from the President to lie on its table, without | 
even being considered or read. I move, therefore, 
that the message of the President of the United 
States, communicated to this House on the 31st 
day of December last, be now read, and upon 
that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr, STANTON. I think myself that it is 
best to dispose of this question upon a question 
of order, because, if the House decides that it is 
not in a condition where it is in order to receive, 
or take any action touching the message, that is 
an end of the matter. There will be no further 
agitation of the subject. My point is this: that 
until the House is orgarized, and messages have 
been interchanged between the two branches of 
Congress, and a committee appointed by both to 
inform the President of the fact, there is no such 
organization as will authorize the President to 
communicate with Congress. It will be remem- 
bered that the provision of the Constitution rele- | 
ting to this subject is not that the President | 
shall communicate to the House, or that he shall 
communicate to the Senate, but that he shall 
communicate to Congress. It authorizes the 
President to communicate from time to time to 
Congress, but not to one House or the other sep- 
arately. Sir, there is no Congress organiz6a 
within the meaning. of the Constitution. It is | 
not capable of legislating. It is not capable of 
exercising the duties or powers of a Congress 
until the two Houses have elected their presiding 
officers, exchanged their messages, and informed 
the President of their organization. I hold that | 
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decencies which regulate the intercourse between 
the legislative. and executive. branches of the 
Government; for the President to intrude himself 
upon us in our unorganized condition, and thrust 
his message in our faces before knowing fromus 
that we.are ready to receive it. 

The gentieman from Virginia who has just 
taken his scat [Mr. Mrtusoy] has taken occasion 
to speak of the contents of thatmessage. Now, 
sir, I would say—if it were competent for me 
to speak of its contents—that it is in my judg- 
ment as disreputable a public document as ever 
emanated from a President of the United States. 
It is a public official document that falsifies the 
history of the country in every essential partic- 
ular from the organization of the Government 
down to the present day. But Iam not disposed 
to go into a gencral discussion in reference to the 
contents of the message. The time will come, if 
we ever organize—and, by-the-by, I very much 
doubt whether the other side of the House want 
to organize—when we can discuss that subject 
fully. But, Mr. Clerk, what I desire is, that the 
House shall come to a direct vote upon the ques- 
tion of order, as to whether the House is organ- 
ized, and in such a condition as to make it proper, 
or to confer upon it the power, to receive or take 
any action whatever touching the message of the 
President of the United States. 

But, sir, if the question of order is debatable, 
and discussion is likely to rise upon it, rather than 
that the House should be delayed upon it, before 
I take my seat I will move the previous question. 
I trust the Clerk will submit the question to the 
House at once. I move the previous question. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Before the question is put 
to the House, I ask that the Clerk shall state the 
question distinctly. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state the ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STANTON] 
submits the question of order, that the House is 
not in a condition to entertain such a resolution 
as that presented by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Mison.) The question is. upon the point 
of order, upon which the previous question has 
been mored. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. § Jask that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Virginia may be divided, 
so that we may first have a vote upon taking the 
message from the table. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia, if I understood it, was 
that the message shail be taken from the table 
and read. Now, it may be that a majority will 
refuse to take it from the table at all, in which 
case there will be no necessity of the other branch 
of the resolution being put to the House. 

Mr. STANTON, My question of order cov- 
ers both propositions. It is, that the House is 
not in a condition to take any action touching the 
message, and, therefore, a motion to take up or 
read cannot be entertained. That is the point I 
want the House to decide. 
“Order!’| 

The CLERK. The previous question having 
been called, no debate is in order. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I rise toa question 
of order. The question of order raiscd by the 
gentleman from Ohio was not, asI understood it, 
stated by the Clerk in the language in which the 
gentleman himself stated it. Fask, 
the gentleman from Ohio will reduce his question 
of order to writing, or have it done, so that we 
may understand precisely upon what we are 
voting. 


Mr. STANTON. 


T ask the Clerk to reduce it 


stated it to the House. 
Mr. COBB. fe 
it to writing himself; for, if I understood him 
correctly, £ do not believe there is a member of 
the House who would support the point he made. 
Mr. STANTON. Very well, 1 will reduce it 
to writing. 
Mr. S. then 
of order. 
The CLERK. The following is the written 


proceeded to write out his question 


it is a great outrage upon the proprieties and 


[Cries of “$ Order!?? | 


therefore, that i 


to writing precisely in the language in which he |; 


I hope the genileman will reduce | 


statement by the: gentleman. from: Ohi e 
point of order which he submits to. the’ decision: 
of the House: nie acpais x 


Mr. STANTON obj 


4 A ected to the resolution of the géntie~ 
man from Virginia, 


(Mr: MiuigoN,) that itis. notin order, 
because the House is not organized hy the election ‘of a 
Speaker, and therefore has no power to receive, or’ take 
any cognizance of a message from the President” <0) 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Isubmitto the Clerk 
and the House, thata point of order cannot go 
beyond the question before the House.” The 
question before the House, on the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrsoy,] is to 
take up the message and read it. The gentleman. 
cannot include in his point of order any other 
matter than that included in the pending question. 
He makes a point of order on the question of 
reception that is not included in the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia, and therefore can- 
not be brought up by a point of order. Nobody 
in this House, I apprehend, will deny that a point 
of order must be restricted to the question before 
the House. The only question now before us 
is that of taking up and reading the message. T 
insist on the point of order being confined to. the 
pending question. ; o 

Mr. DUNN. Will the 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. ; f 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman’s position would 
be true if there was a proper case for it; but the 
gentleman will remark that the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Virginia, to which excep- 
tion is taken in the point of order raised-by the 
gentleman from Ohio, agsumés the fact that the 
message has been reecived. Then, as it assures 
that fact, which is a controverted onc, I hold that 
it is competent to embrace in the point of order 
everything which necessarily grows out of the 
proposition. 

Mr. COBB. In other words, the point made 
by the gentleman from Indiana is, that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has presented his motion in 
such a way as willnot enable the gentleman from 
Ohio to make his point of order, and that there- 
fore he ought to be permitted to make itanyhow. 
[Laughter. } f l 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is mistaken. I 
say that the gentleman from Virginia cannot take 
that statement. We have the right, in presenting 
a point of order, to embrace in it not only the 
proposition which the gentleman makes, but 
those things which are necessarily assumed by 
the presentation. 

r. COBB. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman cannot 
relicve himsclf from the position, that the only 
pending question is to take up and read ‘the 
message. The point of order may be made that 
it cannot be done; and gentlemen may vote for 
that point of order for any reason which they 
may think proper. But the point of order must 
be restricted to the pending question. 

The CLERK. The House will-be good enough 
to remember that the previous question is pending, 
and that debate is not in order until it is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. STANTON. Oneword. I do not appre- 
ciate the objection of the gentleman from Georgia 
atall. The point of order is, that in the present 
condition of the House it is not competent for the 
House either to reecive, or to read, or to take 
from the table. We are not precluded from 
making a question of order on the reading, or any 
assumption that the message may or may not 
| have been received. The point of order goes to 
the competency of ihe House, in its present con- 
dition, to transact such business as is contem- 
plated by the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. And why it is that the point of order, as 
itis made, does not cover the question and bring 
it fairly before the House, passes, I confess; my 
comprehension. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to make.a suggestion. 
As the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] has 
stated, the point of order must be confined to the 
matter of the resolution; and the fact that I have 
assumed that the message was received when, in 


gentleman allow me to 
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the opinion of: other gentlemen, itwasnot received, 
constitutes.no just.ground of exception by point. 
of order. Jf, instead of referring to-the message 
as onè delivered. on the 31st of January last, I 
had alluded to”it as .a message delivered -on the 
20th of January, that, no doubt, would be a good: 
reason to'vote against the resolution asa mistake 
in point of fact; but would it justify the gentle- 
man in-correcting. an error: of fact by raising a: 
oint:of order as to the correctness of the state- 
ment that the message was delivered on the 20t 
instead of the 31st of January? : Gad 
‘Mr, STANTON, ` It is unfortunate. that gen- 
tlemen cannot confer on-me the capacity to com- 
prehend their point; for I confess that T have not 
that capacity. The point of. order, in the terms 
in which it is made, makes the question that it is 
not competent for the House'to read the message. 
The gentleman’s motion is to read. Well, Ido 
not apprehend any difficulty about the question, 
as to whether the message has or has not been 
received. It covers the whole ground—the ca- 
pacity to receive, the capacity to take from “the 
table, the capacity to read, or to do any act touch- 
ing the message of the President. It does seem 
to me that that ground is fairly covered by the 
pointas T-have made it. Linsist on the call for the 
previous question, 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman say 
that he cannot makca point of order on the prop- 
osition to read the message, that it has not becn 
received, and therefore cannot be read? _ The 
question of the reception of the message is not 
before us; there is only a proposition that the 
message be taken from thb table and read. 
Mr. STANTON. Iso understand; and I make 


the point of order that it is not competent to read | 


it or to take any action on it. 


Mr. MILLSON. Thatis your point of order?’ | 


Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then why refer to the re- 
ception of the message? ‘There is no proposition 
that we receive it. It has been already received. 
The proposition is to read it, and Your point of 
order must go to the legality of reading the mes- 
sage, and to no other step in our proceedings. 

r. STANTON. I scc no reason why I 
should not make the point of order largor than 
the question the gentleman intended. The point 
of order is not only that it is not competent to 
take the message from the table, and read it, but 
that it is not competent to receive it, 

Mr, HOUSTON. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Has not the previous ques- 
tion been moved? If so, this debate is out of 
order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will read the prop- 
osition to the ELouse, and will state to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, that he does not refer to the 
reading of the message in his point of order. 

‘The point of order was again read, 

Mr. STANTON. Iwill modify it by striking 
out the word “receive,” and insertin lieu thereof 
the word “read, ” so as to make it read as follows: 


«Mr. Sranron objected to the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr Munnson,] that it is not in order, 
beenuse the House has not organized by the election of a 
Speaker, and, therefore, has no power to read, or take any 
cognizance of a message from the President.” 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. [submit a point of 
order, and desire to have it decided; and that is, | 
whether or nota point of order can be made upon 
a question not pending before the House? _ 

the CLERK. The Clerk thinks the point of | 
order raised by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. ! 
Sranroy] is in order, inasmuch as he hasi 
amended it, so as to have the power of the | 
House refer to the reading alone, and not to the | 
receiving. 

Mr. STANTON, Iwill still further modify 
my point of order, and will not assign any reason 
whatever for such modification. Let it read as 
follows: 

c Mr. Sranron objected to the resolution of the gentie- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Mirison,] that itis not now in order 
to receive or take any cognizance of the message of the 
President.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope my col- 
league will also take the other point: 

« That it is not in order to read this message, for the rea- 


son that it has not been received by the House, and cannot 
be, in its present unorganized state.” : 


I hope-my colleaguo will accept of my sugges- 


| 
; is 
Why do you: put iat m? whether, if this motion to lay upon the table pre- 


Mr. WINSLOW. -I riseto a point of-order, 
and that.is, that this debate is all-out of order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihope the gentleman will. 
accept my modification, for the purpose here. is 
to get. us, by some sort of a vote, to acknowledge, 


tacitly, that this document has been received. - 


-“Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I distinctly disavow | 
‘any such purposes, because I think the House 


has already. made that. acknowledgment by its 
vote on Monday last. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | I desire that the last part 
of:the point of order should take this form: 

“That it-is not inorder, first, because the communica- 
tion has not been received; and, secondly, if it has been 
received, the reading thereof would be the transaction of 
business, for which the House, until after the election of a 
Speaker, is not competent.” 

Mr. STANTON. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to my colleague. It seems to me that the 
more loose the terms you use in sucha point, the 
better it is. [Laughter.] Idesire to state the 
point of order in the broadest terms, so that gen- 
tlemen may vote upon it for a variety of reasons. 
Now my colleague assigns a reason why it is not 
in order to do this and that. I would assign no 
reason, leaving gentlemen to assign what reasons 
they please, and take what ground they choose; 
and then the very gentlemen who disagree with 


i my colleague [Mr. Campzetr] or with myself, as 


to the reasons why this should not be done, and 


| yet think it should not be done for other reasons, 
| can vote with us. 


Mr. COBB. I understand the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sranron] to adhere to his point of 
order, as he originally stated it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk so understands. 

Mr. COBB. I move to lay the point of order 
upon the table. 

Mr. MACE. 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Point and all? 

Mr. MACE. That is what I desire to do. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
the yeas and nays upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Mace.] 


I move to lay the whole matter 


Mr. SEWARD. Irise to a point of order. 1! 


submit to the Chair whether it is in order to 
move, at the same time, to lay upon the table the 


ucstion of order and the resolution offered by | 


the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. oe | 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks itis in order. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I wish to know 
vails, it carries with it the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

The CLERK. Such, the Clerk understands, 
will be the case. 

The call of the roll was then commenced, but 
was interrupted by— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire, if it is nat 
too late, to submit to the Clerk a point of order. 
It is, that the last motion to lay upon the table 
cannot be entertained. A motion to lay upon the 
table a motion to lay upon the table never has 


been entertained; and this House cannot now i 


entertain it. A point of order is taken, which, 
ordinarily, would be decided by the Chair, and 
an appeal taken therefrom to the House; but, 


there being no presiding officer, the question of | 


order is to be decided by the House. The de- 
cision must be first made upon the point of order, 
before a motion can be made to lay the whole 
subject upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gen- 
teman from Georgia is too late with his point of 
order, since the call of the roll had already com- 
menced, anda response made, before he made it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. It occurs 


to my mind that the last motion to lay upon the | 


table can be entertained; and when it is enter- 
tained it carries the point of order with it, upon 


it, 

Mr. COBB. Can a motion be made to lay 
upon the table my motion to lay upon the table? 

‘The CLERK. Does the gentleman insist upon 
his last point of order? 

Mr. COBB. Ido. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the objection 
of the gentleman from Georgia comes too late, as 
a call of the roll had commenced, and a response 


tion. 


made to such call, before he raised the objection. 
If the gentleman. insists, however, upon the 


the principle that the major takes the minor with |i 


‘objection, the Clerk must refer that also to the 


| -House for its decision. 5: 


Mr. COBB. : As.a response has-been made to 
the call of the roll, I will not complicate the ques- 
tion by adhering to my objection. . WD 

The roll was then called, and the question was 
decided inthe affirmative—yeas 118, nays 91;.as 
follows: . : ; ; : 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour,- 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton,, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, 
Lewis D. Campbell; Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode,. Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, 
Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, 
Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Wood, Woodruft, 
Wondworth, and Zollicoffer—118, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, John 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R.. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall; Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Quecn, Smith Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge,, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taibott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, 
Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Williams, Wins- 
low, and John V. Wright—91. 

So the whole subject was laid upon the table. 
[Cries of “ Call the roll?’ “ Call the roll t°] 

i BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 

_ The House then proceeded to vote the eighty- 
sixth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 213; necessary to a 
choice, 107; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks received. .sassesrases eese eves 10L 

William A. Richardson, ....+ 

Henry M. Fuller... cece seeeee 


Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 
James L. Orr. 


treme eneeenen 


Gilchrist Porter........ 
Samuel A. Smith........ deeeeeveeeeueeeaunecues 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Halt, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill. Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, “fhurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruf, and Woodworth, : 

For Mr, Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lutnpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Foster, 
J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zoliicofier. R 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Boyce—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Smith-—Mr. Richardson. 


Pee et ret ek a 


1856: - 


Pending the call— 


Mr. NICHOLS gave notice that he had paired | 


off with Mr. CRAIGE. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
motion which is always in order. If, however, 
after I have made the motion, it be seriously ob- 
jected to, I will of course withdraw it. . I might 
perhaps submit a double motion. Onemight be, 
that the Clerk proceed to register the names of 
the members as voting on another ballot as they 


have voted. on the last, unless some gentleman | 


enters an objection to that: and the other might 
be a motion to adjourn. I will remark, however, 
before submitting a motion to adjourn, that if 
any gentleman indicate a disposition to change 
his position, I will readily withdraw my motion. 
My object is to accommodate all the members 
present. If, however, no gentleman feels a dis- 
position to change his vote to effect.aresult—and I 


presume no one does feel such a disposition, else | 


he would avow it—I hope my motion will be 
agreed to. If any gentlemen do feel a disposition 
tochange their votes, or to attempt to effectaresult, 


and will indicate that disposition to me, I will | 


cheerfully withdraw the motion which I now sub- 
mit, which is, that, it being now half past three 
o’clock, the FIouse do adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. I call for the yeas and 
nays, and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GALLOWAY, 
and FuLLER of Maine, were appointed. 

The House was divided, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 9; noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 


agreed to;and thereupon, (at twenty-five minutes jj 


to four o’clock,) the House adjourned till to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 3, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 


Hon. S. R. Matrory appeared in his seat this 
morning. 
. 


MAIL FAILURES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, in reply to a resolution adopted 
December 17th, transmitting a memorial of citi- 
zens of New Orleans, complaining of the irregu- 
larity of the mail service between Washington. 
and New Orleans, and also a note of the President 
tothe memorialists, anda letter of the Postmaster 
General on the subject. On motion by Mr. 
SLIDELL, the communication was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SLIDELL subsequently rose and said: 
At the instance of the Senate, the President sent 
to us to-day a memorial, numerously signed by 
certain citizens of New Orleans, on the subject 
of the irregularities of the mail service. I neg- 
lected at the time to ask that the message of the 
President, together with the letter of the Post- 
master General and the memorial itself, be printed. 
I pereéive that the signatures to the memorial gre 
too numerous to allow me to ask that it be pringéd; 
and I therefore confine my motion to the prigting 
of the other documents, to which I presumefhere 
will be no objection. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON FINANCES——PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury on the state of the finances. 

Mr. WELLER. I môve to dispense with the 
reading of the report, and that it be laid on the 
table and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to suggest, as I observe 
that a special order was made the other day, in 
regard to the printing of the President’s message, 
that perhaps it would be as well that this order 
to print should conform to that special order. 

Mr. CASS. And let the document be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. YULEE. I propose the printing of the 
usual extra number, which I believe has been 
ten thousand. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ascertain whether or 
not this document is embraced in the order made 


I propose to submit a || 
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the other day... Is not this one-of the documents 
refeyred to as accompanying the President’s mes- 
| sage? Cet hy : : 

Mr. YULEE. This is not embraced in the 
previous order. . I move that-ten ‘thousand extra: 
copies be printed for the use of the Senate, and 
five hundred additional for the use of the Depart- 
iment. Tunderstand that number will be sufficient 
| to meet their necessities. 

Mr. HAMLIN. When the motion was made 
the other day to prinfthe President’s message, 
I did not deem it expedient to interpose any ob- 
jection; but I think there are questions involved 
| which: the Senate should examine before they 
order the printing of this or any other document. 
If I am right in my recollection of the law, it 
provides, in terms, that the printing of Congress 
shall be donesby persons who are elected for that 
purpose; and it points out the method in which 
that printing shall reach the public printer. 
recollection is, that the law provides that the print- 
ing of Congress shall be done by public prmters 


all printing ordered by either 
shall be sent to the printer through the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing; and the law specifics 
certain acts which heis to do at that time. Now, 
if Iam right in my recollection of the law, this 
| isa vote of the Senate to abrogate that law, to 
step over directly its clear and plain requirements, 

The law provides, besides, that every question 
in relation to printing extra numbers shall be 
referred to the Committee on Printing, who are to 
| investigate the subject, and then, through the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, the work is 


view of the subject I do not sce how, without 
violating the law, we can undertake, by a simple 
vote of the Senate, to engage any individual to 
print this or any other document. 

There is another point which I would present 
to the consideration of the Senate. No paper 
for the purpose of printing can be obtained ex- 
cept in a certain method. That paper must be 
obtained by the printer on requisition of the Su- 
perintendent of Publie Printing. We have now 
no Superintendent of Public Printing, and there- 


the necessary paper. 
there is no method of getting it but that pointed 
out by law. I have obtained the law to which I 
referred, and I find that it provides as follows: 

“ There shall be elected a public printer for each House 


which he or they may be chosen, and such printing for the 
Executive Departments and bureaus of the Government of 
the United States as may be delivered to him or them to 
be printed, by the Superintendent of Public Printing. ‘The 


time for such printing as may be ordered by Congress.” 


; law, agreed with the House as to the mode and 
manner in which the printing shall be done; and, 
in my judgment, the simple question before us is, 
i can the Senate, by a separate vote, abrogate the 
provisions of that law? I think they cannot; 
| and for that reason I think that the motion of 
the Senator from Florida had better be laid on 
the table. I submit that proposition, unless some 
Senator shall desire to address the Senate, in 
which case I withdraw it. ` 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, an order has 
already been made to print a document, the print- 
ing of which, in my judgment, would not bear 
delay—the President’s message, with the reports 
accompanying it. It is exceedingly important 
that the information contained in those reports 
should be in the possession of the Senate. Now, 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury is one 
of very great and pervading interest to the coun- 
try, and it is equally important that the Senate 
should be in possession of that. Although it is 
very true that it may be a proceeding of some 
irregularity to make a special order by resolution 
for the printing of a document, when the subject 


must conform to some extent to the necessities 
of our position. It is improper that the public 
business shouid be delayed or disparaged by the 
inability of the Senate, because of the existing 
state of things, to comply strictly with the pro- 


į abled from proceeding in any stage to transact 


My | 


| elected either concurrently or separately, and that 
ouse of Congress | 


to be committed to the public printer. With this | 


fore have no appropriate mode in which to get | 
‘We cannot obtain it, for | 


of Congress, to do the public printing for the Congress for | 


following rates of compensation shall be paid from time to | 


As I understand that provision, we have, by | 


is under the regulation of a gencral law, yet we | 


vision of that general law. As the Senator from | 
Michigan [Mr. Cass] suggests to me, we could | 
not have a bill printed; we should be utterly dis- | 


Senator from Maine, of: 


i| ida (Mr. 


the public: business, if there be'really-validđity m 
the objection made—and properly imade—by ithe: 
the -existence.of a gens 
eral Jaw on the subject. .. Ehere-is no abrogation: 
of the law; the law remains in full force; but th 
Senate, as an independent ‘bod y—and it is inde: 
pendent, and peculiarly independent: just now. 
as the right to obtain information necess ‘or. 
our action. Ifthe objection which is ‘taken be. 
valid, the Senate would be disabled-fram dispatch: 
ing public business, because. of its: inability to; 
comply with the general rule. I should’ prefer, 
to have the vote taken at once onthe ‘motion. 
which is presented, so ‘that we may go on, as far’ 
as we can, to discharge our duties. EN 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Itseems to me, Mr. Pres, 
ident, that there is no difficulty in our ordering 
printing to be executed in the manner in which, 
on Monday.last, we directed the printing of the’ 
President’s message. We. ordered fifteen thou- 
sand copies to be printed by the late. printer. of 
the Senate, at the prices. paid to him under the 
existing law atthe last session. But the difficulty 
suggested by the Senator from: Maine. is, that 
we have no Superintendent of Public Printing. 
Whose fault is that? He says we have no joint, 
committee in regard to public printing, Whose 
fault is that? Certainly, we are not to be left 
without public documents because the House of 
Representatives is not organized, or because ‘we. 


| have no public printer. If his objection be good 


at all, it applies to the Joint Committee on Public 
Printing; for, in the twelfth section of the law, 
authorizing the appointment of a Superintendent 
of Public Printing, I find a provision. “ that a 
committee, consisting of three members of the 
Senate and three members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, shall be appointed.” If we adopt 
the view of the honorable Senator from Maine,: 
we can have no public printing, except in the way, 
pursued the other day, until we have a Joint 
Committee on Public Printing. That, I take it, 
is not the case. I hope the motion of the Sen-| 
ator from Florida will be agreed to, and that the. 
report will be printed upon the same terms which 
were adopted: in regard to the President’s mes-. 
sage. 

The PRESIDENT. Wil the Senator from. 
Virginia state his motion again? 

Mr. MASON. My motion was, that the num- 
her of copies suggested by the Senator from Flor- 
ute} should be printed in conformity 
with the special order that was entered in refer- 
ence to the President’s message. This resolution 
can be made to correspond with that. 

Mr. STUART. I beg the indulgence of the 
Senate for a moment, while I state briefly my 
views on this subject, and the course which I 
shall take upon it. I cannot agree with the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that the action now proposed 
abrogates the law, but I agree with him most 
fully that it is an evasion of the law. That 
evasion [am willing to carry just so far as the, 
necessities of the Senate demand, and no further. 
The consequence I think will be, that so much 
printing as the Senate orders in this mode for its 
own use must be paid for out of its contingent 
fund, and cannot be charged to the Treasury, un- 
less Congress, by a’subsequent law, shall author- 
ize it tobe done. The document thatis now laid 
before the Senate may be of such importance as 
to make its early printing and distribution very 
necessary. The inclination of my mind, I con- 
fess, is that it is not so, and that a few days’ de- 
lay would work no difficulty either here or in the 
country; but such seems to be the impression of 
Senators, and thus far I am willing to yield. So. 
I am willing to provide for the current printing 
of the Senate, that may be necessary to be done 
from day to day, but I can go no further; for it is 
so plain an evasion of the existing law of Con- 
gress in respect to the printing, that nothing but 


| an imperative necessity to enable us to go on with. 


the business of the Senate ought, for one instant, 
to induce us to evade it in this way. 

Thus much I have thought it necessary to say 
in order that my action at this time, and upon 
such future questions.of a similar character as 
may arise, may not be misapprehended; for, if 
Congress does not organize—if a public printer 
shall not be elected by the Senate for itself, if a 
Superintendent of Public Printing shall not be 
confirmed, there is nobody to blame for that ex- 
cept one or both branches of Congress. 
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“Mr: ADAMS: Mir: President, if T understand: 
the law; as read by the Senator from Maine, it 
contemplates that the Senate should clect a-public 
printer; and if it be a violation of the law to order. 
the printing’of the communication proposed to be 
printed, we are each day violating the law“ by 
not clecting.a public printer: I understand ‘the 
purpose of the law to: be, that when there is a 
publie printer you shall not overslaugh him py 
assigning the public: printing to another, or by 
ordering it to. be done in-any other way than ‘in 
the mode pointed out by law. But when it hap~’ 
pens, as it does at the present time, that we have 
no public ‘printer, and ‘there are communications 
necessary to be printed; does the omission to 
elect a public printer deprive the Senate of the 
right to have its necessary communications 
printed? I think not. I think that, in the absence’ 
of a public printer, the Senate have sagt power 
over the subject, to order whomsoever they think 
proper to do their public printing, to any extent 
they thitik- prover. J think, however, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is clearly tight in saying that 
it must be paid for out of the contingent fund, or 
a law must be passed subsequently authorizing 
it to be paid for out of the Treasury. 

Mr. TOUCEY: Mr. President, this isa prop- 
osition to print extra copies, if I understand it. 
The law on that point is very clear and unequiv- 
ocal. It requires, in so many words, that a 
proposition of that kind shall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. I read from the act on 
the subject: 

& AH motions to print extra copies of any Dill, report, or 
other public document, shall be referred to the members of 
the. Committee on Printing from the House in which the 
game may be made?’ 

The Senate cannot make an order for the print- 
ing of extra copies, without a reference to the 
Committee on Printing of the Senate, butin direct 
violation of this law; and it then becomes a ques- 
tion whether the Senate, by its own act, can either 
evade that law or can violate it. That is to say, 
can the Senate do an act which will be valid, 
when at the same time it is in direct violation of 
public law? My attention has not been drawn 
to this subject until recently; but I think it is 
incompetent for the Senate to make an order to 
print extra copies without a reference of the mo- 
tion to print such extra copies to the Committee 
on Printing of this body. If we have not ap- 

pointed a Committee on Printing, what then? 

Ve can appoint one, and it is our duty to appoint 
one; but, as the law now stands, the Senate can- 
not order extra copies to be printed without sub- 
mitting that motion or proposition to a Commit- 
tec on Printing, to be appointed in pursuance of 
this law: 

Inquiry is made “how it was the other day?” 
There was a proposition by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Cravron] to print the 
annual message of the President; but the atten- 
tion of the Senate was not drawn to this pro- 
vision of the law. It did nos occur to me then, 
that there was such a provision. ‘Lhe proposed 
order then passed without objection; but when 
the subject now comes up, and the attention of 
the Senate is called to the fact, that an order to 
pin: extra copies isin direct violation of existing 
aw, I think the objection ought to prevail. i 
will add that I sce no difficulty in the matter. The 
Senate can very casily appoint a Committee on 
Printing, and can comply with the law, and then, 
if there be no other difficulty, the motion can be 
referred to that committee, or we can take the 
course that has been taken heretofore, and order 
the subject to be referred to the Committee on 
Printing when the committce shall be appointed. 

Mr. YULEE. I suppose, Mr. President, that 
a delay of a day or two cannot be material. 
Yam exceedingly solicitous that all the subjects 
connected with the finances of the country should 
go before the people as fast as practicable during 
the session. he expenditures of the Govern- 
ment are becoming very large, and I wish to bring 
the intelligence of the people to bear on that sub- 
ject. Perhaps it is unavoidable, but at all events 
itis not unlikely that during this session there 
will be some efforts on the part of Congress to 
modify the existing revenue laws. Although I 
am desirous that the printing of this document, 
which is alarge one, should be entered on as early 
as possible, I shall have no objection, if Senators 
deem it desirable, thatit should be referred (if that 


$ 


be the proper mode) tothe Committec'on Printing; 


tobe acted upon by them when organized: I sup- 


pose that committee ought to be constituted within“ 


aday or two: -That committee; however, may 


be unable to act until there has been an organi- 
‘gationof the House, and there is no telling how 


lorie we may be delayed if we wait for them. ~1 


feel-disposed. to be governed by the disposition of: 


the Senate, and, instead of pressing for a vote on 
my motion now, I will, if the Senate prefer, move 


| that it lie‘on the table for the present, and in the 


coursé’of:a day or two we can judge whether it 
be advisable ‘to make'the order or not. 

Mr. HALE:  Tf-itis in order, F wish to move 
to amend the resolution by: striking out all after 
the word “ Resolved,” and inserting a proposi- 
tion for the reconsideration of the vote, ordering 
extra numbers of the President’s message and 
accompanying documents to be printed, which 


| passed on Monday. If that be in order,] have a 


word or two to say upon it. . 

The PRESIDENT. Such a motion isin order. 

Mr. HALE. I will occupy the attention of 
the Senate for a few moments on my proposition. 
I make the motion now, because it was not my 
fortune to be in the Senate Chamber when the 
message. of the President was reccived, irregu- 
larly, as I think—irregularly, because the Senate, 
if T understand their proceedings, had only noti- 
fied the President that they were ready to receive 
such communications of an executive nature as 
he might be pleased to make. I think that was 
the vote we passed. As the Senate had repeat- 
edly indicated by its action, when gentlemen pro- 
poned to introduce subjects pertaining to the 
egislation of the country, that they were un- 
willing to entertain them, (even refusing to allow 
the introduction of a bill of which previous 
notice had been given,) and as the President 
had been simply notified that we were ready to 
receive from him messages of another character, 
thereby excluding the conclusion that we were 


| ready to receive messages relating to legislation, 
and as we had refused to reccive legislative busi- 


ness from our own members, I think it was a 
breach of the privileges of the Senate, in that 
state of facts, for the President to send us a mes- 
sage, particularly after he had acquiesced—I be- 
lieve acquiescence is the popular doctrine of the 
day—for four weeks in that state of the case, 
and had submitted to the propriety of the con- 
struction which the Senate had put upon its or- 
ganization, and refrained to send any message 
pertaining to legislation here. I think, then, to 
spring upon the Senate with this document, after 
waiting four weeks, was a breach of the privi- 
leges of tho Senate, and can only be excused by 
an illusion that the President must have got into 
his head from an unfortunate remark which fell 
some days since from the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. Crayron,] that the country was waiting 
with great anxicty to sce it, [Laughter.] 

Mr. YULEE. Iask the Senator to yield fora 
moment. I think the motion which the Senator 
now mikes is in the nature of a motion to recon- 
sider some former action of the Senate; and I 
submit to the Chairthat itis not properly in order 
as an amendment to a proposition to print a spe- 
cific paper, which is not part of the subject-matter 
about which the Senator is talking, 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. The prop- 
osition offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is not now in order. After the subject now 
before the Senate shall have been disposed of, it 
will be proper to entertain the motion to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the printing of the Presi- 
dent’s message. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Chair, in an- 
swer to a question which I put, to say that it was 
in order. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be in order. 

Mr. HALE. Iunderstood, before l commenced, 
that it was in order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the 


Senator to ask whether a motion to reconsider the | 


vote referred to would bein order. As two legis- 
lative days have notintervened since the adoption 
of that proposition, the motion to reconsider will 
be in order, but not until the pending question is 
disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Very well, sir. I can wait as weil 
as the country did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS, The motion of the Senator 


from Florida, as I understood, wasito lay on the 


table. © 


The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from 


|-Morida move to lay the motion of the Senator 


fróni Virginia on the table? 0 fo 

Mr. YULEE. I did; but I withdraw it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr: President, thé objection 
to ordering this printing to be‘done im this man- 
nér is, that it is'an evasion of the law. If it were 
possible to obtain'the printing in accordance with 
the terms which the: law has provided, it would 
be proper todo so; but itis impossible that it can 
be obtained in that way. - But, sir, though. that 
is the case, I see no reason why we cannot elect 
a public printer for this body at avery early day. 
It may be that I am mistaken. There may be 
some serious and real objection to the election of 
a public printer‘at present. It is optional with 
ourselves to throw obstacles in our way and not 
elect a public printer, and then go on and dispose 
of the printing in this way; and that indirectly 
becomes an evasion of the law. 

I ar opposed to printing anything at present, 
except what comes in strict accordance with the 
law. I- hope that motions to print additional 
documents Avill not be insisted upon until the 
Committee on Printing shall be appointed, be- 
cause the law requires that motions to print extra 
numbers shall be referred to that committee. I 
think, however, that we may order this report to 
be printed before the Committee on Printing shall 
be appointed. It is the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, which he is required by 
law to make. We have a rule of the Senate 
which provides for the appointment of 

“A Committee on Printing, to consist of three members, 
to whom shall be referred every question on the printing 
of documents, reports, or other matter, transmitted by 
cither of the exceutive departments, and all memorials, 
petitions, accompanying documents, together with all other 
matter, the printing ot which shall be moved, excepting 
bills originating in Congress, and excepting, also, messages 
and other communications from the President of the United 
States, and such reports and. communications from the 
heads of Departments, as may be made to Congress, or to 
the Senate, in obedience to law.” 


With the exceptions here provided for, motions 
to print all other matter must be referred to that 
committee. This report comes within the ex- 
ceptions, and, therefore, it is not a matter which 
must be referred to the committee. The only 
difficulty about the matter is, that there is no 
public printer. That difficulty can be easily 
overcome, unless I am mistaken as to the power 
of this body, by going on and electing a public 
printer. Isee no great reason why those who 
are So anxious to see the documents printed may 
not wait for a day or two. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Florida renew his motion? 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. 

Mr. TOUCEY. TIT renew the motion that was 
made to lay the subject on the table. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to say a word on the sub- 
ject. 


The PRESIDENT. The motion is not de- 
batable. . 

Mr. TOUCEY. I withdraw the motion. “ 

Mr. CASS. I merely desire to obseryæ: that 


this is an important and an interesting document 
to the people of this country. It is the account 
of the receipts and expenditures of their money 
for th fi sal year. They want to see it. So far 
as ress myself, I believe it comes from a most 
able, efficient, and faithful officer, and I trust. it 
will be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I-wish to 
say a few words to justify my own course in 
moving to print the President’s message. When 
I submitted that motion‘ did not conceive that I 
was violating any law of the land; andnow, after 
having examined the act to which my attention 
has been called particularly by the -honorable 
Senator from Maine, and the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut, I do not see that there is any 
violation, by the resolution which I submitted, 
of any valid provision of law. What are the 
sections of the law to which reference has been 
made? Section eight, of the act approved August 
26, 1852, to provide for the public printing, en- 


i} acts: 


.« Phat there shall be elected a public printer for each 
House of Congress, to do the public printing for the Con- 
gress for which he or they may be chosen, and such printing 
for the executive departments and bureaus of the Govern- 
ment of the United States as may be delivered to him or 
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them to be printed by the Superintendent of the Public 
Printing.?? 

Afterwards comes the twelfth section, which 
was properly commented upon by the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania, providing for a joint 
committee of three members of.the Senate, and 
three members of the House of Representatives, 
to be called the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Those are very salutary provisions, but the 
were not, according to my view, intended to pre- 
vent the Senate from printing the neccessary doc- 
uments to enable it to transact the public business. 
We have no public printer, no Superintendent of 
Printing, no Committee on Printing, and I appre- 
hend we'may be without some of them for many 
weeks to come; and because we have notall these, 
is it impossible for us to order the printing of any 

aper necessary to enable us to proceed with the 
egislation of the country or our dutics as mem- 
bers of the advisory council of the Executive? 
I do not see, inthe course which the Senate has 
pursued, any inconsistency whatever, or anything 
repugnant to the law. e must have the power 
to order printing to be done, or we have not, in 
fact, the power to legislate; because we cannot 
understand. the papers on which we are to act 
unless we have an. opportunity to read them. 
When a public printer shall have been elected, 
and the Comenities on Printing shall have been 
appointed, and when all the things which the law 
prescribes shall have been done, we can then 
apply it to the cases embraced by our own rules; 
but, for the present, the law does not apply, and 
cannot be operative in any case. 

Sir, if there was an act directing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to be clected, or some other officer to be 
appointed by the President of the Senate or the 
Speaker of the House, is it possible that the 

ouse or Senate could not by some temporary 
arrangement keep order until the officer prescribed 
oy law should be appointed? Our own rules 
direct what papers shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and expressly except the 
President’s message and documents, and the 
reports of heads of departments. Each House 
has the right to make rules to govern their own 
proceedings, and we have madc ours, and they, 
and not a law conflicting with them, must govern 
us, supposing such a law existed. Tam not at 
all solicitous as to who shall print the document 
now laid on the table—the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, But I have this to say about it, 
that it is a paper of so much importance that I 
shall be very glad to have it. Whether A B, or 
C D, shall print it is indeed to me a matter of no 
importance whatever. I want it to enable me to 
discharge my duties here as a Senator of the 
United States. I do not think it right that I 
should be deprived of the opportunity to examine 
it, merely because, from circumstances which 
gentlemen here understand better than I can ex- 

lain, we cannot get a Superintendent of Public 
rinting, or a Committee on Printing, or because 
the other House cannot organize, or because we 
cannot appoint a public printer. p 
SEWARD. Mı . President, the laws 
which have been referred to were made for the 
ordinary course of the organization of Congress 
and for its action. We all know the difficulties 
which have occurred in the other House per- 
haps in this, which have prevented us taking the 
steps necessary for a complete organization, so 
as to secure the benefit of the operation ef these 
laws; and so we are able to transact no business. 
We are able to do nothing. But I submit that 
that is no reason why we should also shut up 
our eyes and ears,.and determine to know noth- 
ing, and that the country shall know nothing, 
about the operations of the Government. ‘This 
is a very important document. It is, as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan has well said, the report 
of the fiscal action of the Government. I hope, 
therefore, that, whether it be regular or irreg- 
ular, the document may be ordered to be printed. 
The manner in which it shall be printed, the per- 
son by whom it shall be printed, or the price at 
which it shall be printed, are matters of no kind 
of consequence, compared with the importance 
of having this report given to the people as soon 
after the first Monday in December as the two 
Houses of Congress may be in their places. 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the objection 


which I made referred to the proposed order to | 
print extra numbers. .The Senator from Dela- | 


1 


i documents of a certain class should bi 


is 


; buil, Wade, and Wilson—13. 


ware did not refer, in commenting upon the act 
of August 26, 1852, to. that provision. which is in 
the twelfth section, where there is. an explicit 
enactment, that a motion to print extra numbers 
of any document. shall goto the Committee on 
Printing of the House in. which the mosion is 
made. . Congress has. enacted that law, and the 
motion which is here- made to print extra num- 
bers. J. meant .to:insist should go to the Com- 
mitiee on Priating according to law. Beyond 
that I-do not interp8se any objection; and the 
miotion I made to lay on the table was with the 
view that that.committee might be appointed, 
and might act upon the subject, and that we might 
go forward according to law. 

I agree that this document is a very important 
one. I should be very unwilling to throw any 
impediment in the way of its publication and 
its distribution; but at.the same time it seems to 
me that it is proper that this body, when we have 
the power, should conform to the law which we 
have enacted, in connection with the other House, 


| for the purpose of guiding the action of both 


branches of Congress in a matter of this kind. 
The publication of extra numbers of documents 
had become an evil; that is, it had been carried 
to an extent which madc it an evil; and, in order 
to remedy that evil, and to introduce caution in 
the publication of extra numbers of documents, 
it was thought fit to provide by law that every 
motion of that kind should go to the Committee 
on Printing of that branch of Congress in which 
the motion was made. Tere is a motion to print 
ten thousand extra copies of the Treasury report. 
Iam in favor of printing that number of extra 
copies. That is my individual opinion. [ am 
in favor of printing it, and in the earliest legal 
manner, but I am not willing here to set an ex- 
ample before the country of violating a law which 
we have enacted, and which we alone cannot re- 
peal. I prefer to adhere to existing law. If we 
violate a law, let it be done inadvertently; but 


| when the subject is presented to cither House of 


Congress, I hope the example will be set to the 


| country of adhering to law—of submission to 


law; and therefore, notwithstanding any evil that 
may arise in the present case in delaying the 
printing of the ‘Treasury report, 1 prefer to sub- 
mit to that evil, rather than here, deliberately, in 
the face of the country, to trample upon a law 
of our own enactment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think it is tramp- 
ling on any law of our own enactment, or the 
enactment of any other body. When a Com- 
mittee on Printing shall be appointed, whdoubtedly 
any motion made to print an extra number of 
referred 
to that committce; but is it possible re to 
remain here for months, during which time the 
other House may refuse to organize, deprived of 
the power of informing the people of the country 
what is contained in the President’s message, and 
what is contained in the public documents that 
come from the heads of departments? That 
might be the result of the Senator’s construction. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to interrupt him? Ewould suggest that 
it is not necessary that the House should act 
upon that subject. We appoint a Committee on 
Printing, and any motion for the publication of 
extra documents by the Senate is referred to the 
Senate Committee on Printing, and the com- 
mittee on the part of the House has no power to 
act upon the subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Butthey must meet in joint 
committee, and the decisions of that committee 
must often decide propositions to print. From 


j the necessity of the case, we must apply our- 


selves, if we have no other resource, to the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut insist on his motion to lay the sub- 
ject on the table? . 

Mr. TOUCEY. I do, so that the motion to 
print extra numbers may hereafter be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Adams, Clay, Colamer, Durkee, Fes. 
den, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Wandin, Johnson, Jones of 


m, 


Mallory, Sebastian, Slidell, Sumner, Toucey, Trum- 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Boll of New Hampshire, Bell of 


| the volume 


| ofa State; and that the c 


Tennessee, “Benjamin Bright, = Brodhead E 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Evans, Fis 
Jones of Tennessee,’ Mason, Rusk, S 
Thompson of Kentucky, Weller, and Yulee 

So the motion was not ‘agreed to.: 

Mr. BROWN. - Irise simply to mentiona. 
in connection with this subject. which I suppo: 
has escaped the attention of some 


ie, 


@ Senate: 
the opening of the last Congress, the: Presid 
message and accompanying documents were 
in under the law which is still in: force: 
were ordered to be printed; and the work was 
by the previous printer, General Armstrong, who; 
it will be recollected, was not elected printer-of 
the Senate at that Congress. "He was ‘not printer 
of the Senate at that time. . We had no printer. 
Some days afterwards Mr. Beverly Tucker was 
elected, but the former printer went on, ‘and ex- 
ecuted the job, as the title-page will show; and 
yet there Was no question raised then about the 
law, or, if the question was raised, it was: cér- 
tainly determined in aceordance with. the course 
which things have taken now, that, in; the ab- 
sence of any regular printer to the body, the late 
printer does whatever work is ordered: 0 ierta 
The amendment of Mr. Mason was agreed:tos 
and the motion of Mr. YuLex, as amended, wag 
agreed to. So it was 2 
Ordered, That the annual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the finances be printed, with the documents 
communicated therewith, and. that ten thousand additional 
copies of the same be printed for the use of the Senate, and 
five hundred additional copies thereof be also. printed: for 
the use of the Treasury Department, by the printer of the 
Senate tor the last Congress, at rates not excceding those 
established by existing taws. ue ae 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have seen, with- 
in a day or two, the report in the Globe.of.a 


| protracted and somewhat desultory debate in the 


other wing of the Capitol, in which the opinions 
of my colleague und myself, respecting the prin- 


| ciples and operation of the acts for. the. govern- 


ment of Kansas and Nebraska had becomo a 
matter of grave investigation by the Represent- 
atives of the nation; and witnesses were called 
to the stand to testify concerning the views we 
took of this general subject during the political 
campaign which followed the passage of those 
laws. As it may be considered necessary for the 


| public welfare still further to prosecute this im- 


portant inquiry, I rise for the purpose of saving 
the valuable time of the codrdinate branch of the 
Legislature by saying, that if any interest con- 
tinues to be attached to my position, in relation 
to this matter, it may be gratified, without a resort 
to this high proceeding, by turning to a copy of 

t hold in my hand, being the twenty- 
ninth volume of the Congressional Globe, whero 
wiil be found, beginning at the two hundred and 
seventicth page, my remarks upon the passage 
of those acts, containing my full views of the va- 
rious questionsconnected with them. The curious 


| inquirer after the truth of history will find I there 


maintained that the people of every organized 
Territory, possessed of a Legislature, have the 
right, through such Legislature, to regulate all 
the relations of domestic life—those of parent and 
child, of husband and wife, and of master. and 


servant, and of all similar conditions, and to in- 


troduce or abolish slavery, as fully as the people 
range from a Territorial 
to a State government docs not enlarge, or dimin- 
ish, or change this power of legislation. I con- 
sider it an essential attribute of the rightof man to 
govern himself, without interference elsewhere. 
That great American principle, human indeed, 
nicknamed, in these days of progress, not always 
forward, ‘‘ squatter sovereignty,” which neither 
ridicule nor reproach, neither hard words nor 
opprobrious epithets can drive from the hearts 
of the American people, enshrined as. it there is, 
by all the glories of the past, by all the blessings 
of the present, and by all the hopes of the future, 
F shall take the first opportunity which presents 
itself to the Senate, as it no doubt will ere long, 
to express more fully my sentiments upon this 
interesting subject. Asto my colleague, the Sen- 
ate and the country know that he is fully compe- 
tent to define and defend his own position. = 
Mr. STUART. Iam not disposed, at this pe- 
riod, and in this informal manner, to consume the 
time of the Senate. But for what- has been said 


iby my distinguished colleague, I ‘should have 
| been entirely silong and I now only am disposed 
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to say ‘that what was stated in the debate alluded 
io, by the gentleman who immediately represents 
the district in which. I reside, I have no doubt 
whatever, was honestly said. In. one respect, 
however, he fell into a ‘slight error, and at a 
proper time, ànd upon a proper occasion, I shall 
undertake to show at some length the extent and 
character of that error. ;: I. only desire to say 


now, sir, that as T understood those Senators who jt 


voted: for whatis called. the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, came to.a tacit understanding, so:far as they 
and the party tọ which they belonged were con- 
cerned, to submit the question. of slavery, with 
all others of a kindred character, to the people to 
be affected thereby. - In all the discussions which 
I had in my own State—and they were somewhat 
numerous and lengthy—lI took that ground, and 
no other. _I said. here, when the bill was under 
consideration, what I did not say there. I did 
not there express a regret at its introduction, nor 
did. I say a word in respect to its policy. I lived 
up at home to just that creed which L expected | 
gentlemen residing in other parts of the Union to 
ive up to—a fair and full bona fide execution of the 
Kansas-Nebraska act; authorizing the people in 
the Territories and in. the States to legislate for 
themselves on the subject of slavery. T insisted 
that it was fair, was reasonable, was judicious, 
so far as Congress was concerned, even if. they 
possessed the power, to leave the matter to the 
people. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not rise for 
the purpose of making a personal explanation, 
because I believe that the country thinks of no | 
very great consequence what the opinion of any 
individual Senator may be; but, sir, I have nota 
word to say against the propriety of those gentle- 
men from northern States who voted for the 
Kausas-Nebraska bill, and are still members of 
the Senate, making explanations; for there is not 
one of thom that has ever had his election sub- 
mitted to the people of a free State, who has had 
a chance to make an explanation on this floor, or 
will be likely to getit very soon. Hence, I have 
nota word to say about that, 

Thave but a single word to say in relation to 
what has fallen from the honorable Senator from | 
Michigan, (Mr. Cass.] Nobody entertains a 
higher respect for that honorable Senator than I 
do. There is no State in the Union that cher- 
ishes his name with more just pride than the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent; 
and there is Hoody that will defend his famo, 
when unjustly assailed, with mare zeal or with 
more generosity than the citizens of that State. 
His fair fame they consider a part of their inher- 
itance, But pamit me to tell him, with as much 
kindness as I entertain towards bim—and cer- 
tainly no man feels more—that there have been 
more tears shed, than congratulations expressed, 
anie course he felt it his duty to take upon that 

UL 

I rise now, sir, to make a motion which the 
Chair notilied me wasin order a short time since. 

The PRESIDENT. When the Chair indi- 
cated to the honorable Senator that the motion 
was in order, he was not aware that the order of 
the Senate had been partly executed—that the 
copy had passed from the hands of the Secretary 
to the hands of the printer. | 

Mr. HALE. “Whatever has been done by the 
officers of the Senate cannot divest a Senator 
here of his constitutional right to make a motion 
to reconsider. : 

The PRESIDENT. It is clearly within the 
power of the Senator to make the motion, two 
legislative days not having intervened since the | 
order was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. If the matter-has got into such 
a state that the order which we may make cannot 
be carried out, it is not my fault. My motion is, 
to reconsider the vote adopting the resolution 
ordering extra copies of the President’s message 
and accompanying documents to be printed, and 
T will now state the reasons which impel me to 
make this motion. I had begun to state the rea- 
sons for my proposition when it was suggested 
to me by the Chair, that I was not in order at that 
stage of the matter. The first reason was, that 
the message, as | indicated, was irregularly sent 
to the Senate, and sent to the Senate in violation 


1 


stood by the resolution we häd sent to him, and 
by the course he had taken for four weeks. He 
knew, from-our action, that we were not: in:ses- 
sion to recéive’ messages-touching our legislative 
capacity;:and thereforeI think that the message 
was irregularly sent, and, if 1 had. been in my 
seat, L should have voted not to receive it, for that 
reason. : But it has been received, and a motion 
has been*made to print it.. That motion has 
been agreed to, and I now move to reconsider 
that vote; because I believe*the document should 
not retéive that compliment at the hands of the 


Senate; it-is not entitled to it; and I will state | 


some of my reasons for this opinion. 

I have no right to-assign any motive to the 
President for sending the message here under the 
circumstances under which he transmitted it. I 
shall not do so; but, sir, there is a privilege 
which appertains to the Yankee nation univer- 
sally, and that is guessing: That we have the 
right to resort to, and I can only guess what the 
object was. Iam not going to undertake to say, 
that the sending of the message at the time when 
it was sent, with the extraordinary doctrines 
which it contains, had any possible relation to 
the fact that several southern Democratic State 
conventions were to sit about the 8th of Janu- 
ary, and that it became important to let it be 
known what were the views entertained by the 
President on certain points before those conven- 
tions sat. Ifhe did have any such view as that, 
I wish to say to the President, here from my 
place, that he spoke too late, altogether. He is 
like a desperate politician, or a speculator of 
desperate fortunes, coming in just as the auction 


has closed, who makes a tremendous high bid, | 
but the article has been struck off to another | 


man before he gotin. He is just as effectually 
“out of the ring” as if he had held his tongue. 
It is unkind of those gentlemen who are the 
peculiar friends of the President to let him labor 
under such a delusion any longer. There is no 
more chance of his being renominated, than there 
is of one of our pages receiving that honor. He 
may be told so, and he may be flattered into be- 


lieving*it, until about the time when the National | 


Convention sits. But I wish to suggest to his 


. > yo a . | 
particular friends, whether it is not unkind, seeing 


that the President can make nothing by it, to 
let him get down on his knees and humble him- 
self, and insult his native State, by the insinua- 
tions with which his message is filled, when it 
can do no possible good to anybody on earth. 
The thing ig done; the matter is settled. He has 
been used Just as much as you want to use him, 
and he wll be thrown aside. In fact, he is 
thrown aide already, though he does not know 
it. 


Now, sir, I wish to say a few words in regard 
to the doctrines of the message. In the first place, 
the President has a great deal to say about Cen- 
tral America, as if that were the engrossing 
subject with the people at this time. I tell the 
President that there is a central place in the Uni- 
ted States—not Central America, Central United 


States—called Kansas, about which the people of | 


this country are thinking vastly more at this time 
than they are about Central America down in the 


land of fillibusters;and it seems to me that the Pres- ! 


ident of the United States would have discharged 
justasappropriately his proper constitutional func- 
tions if he had favored us a little with that, instead 
of consuming so much space upon Central Amer- 
ica, outside of the United States. Ido not wish to 
enter the list with the distinguished Scnators who 
have spoken on this message—the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Crayron;] the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Cass;] and my friend from New 
York, [Mr.Sewarp;] because, if I were to do so, 
though there would be no foundation for such a 
charge in fact, public rumor would at once say 
that 1 was ambitious to put myself forward as 
the lieutenant of a company of gentlemen who 
occupy distinguished positions before the country. 
Itis for this reason that I touch on Central Amer- 
ica with great caution and great diffidence. Cen- 
tral America, sir, is an agitating subject just at 
this time, and it is seized upon by those agitators 
who do not think it prudent to take hold of a sub- 
ject which will really agitate the people. They 
care nothing about Central America—nota straw; 
the whole thing is a humbug exploded long ago. 

I wish, however, to state for the benefit of the 


of an understanding which the President under- ' 


Senate and the country, for a moment, what the 


| cated this to our Government. 


whole ‘of this: great“ Monroe*doctrine really is. 
Does thè country know that it is entidy of 
British origin? This doetritie, which*the Dem- 
ocratic party of the présent day, ‘sd called, are 
going to elevate and put prominently before the 
country às a great question, was à position taken 
by Mr. Monroe at the suggestion ‘of the British 
Cabinet; and he did not. take it until the British 
Cabinet told him they would stand up to him if 
he did take it.I make this'statement on the 
authority of the late Mr. Calhoun, formerly a 
Senator on this floor from the State of South 
Carolina, who made. this distinct declaration on 
the floor of the Senate on the 15th day of May, 
1848. Gentlemen who are desirous of finding his 
statement in full may find it in the nineteenth 
volume of the Congressional Globe, being the 
Appendix for the first session of the Thirtieth 
Congress. He made some remarks on the 15th 
day of May, 1848, in which he gave the origin 
of the Monroe doctrine. 3 

He said, that after the Allied Powers had over- 
thrown Bonaparte, and reinstated the Bourbons 
on the throne of France, England was rather an 
unwilling ally. The Holy Alliance, so called, 
then took it mto their heads, having conquered 
Bonaparte, and established the doctrines of des- 
potism in the Old World, to turn their eyes to 
this hemisphere, and put down public sentiment 
in South America. "When the. Holy Alliance 
took that view, England hesitated, and intimated 
to Mr. Rush, who was then Minister of this 
country at Great Britain, that if the United States 
would take a position, and defy the Allies if they 
should undertake any such measures, Gréat Brit- 
ain would sustain our Government init. I will 
read the very words of Mr. Calhoun. ‘He said: 

“ Canning was then Prime Minister. He informed Mr. 
Rush of the projects, and gave to him at the same time the 
assurance that, if sustained by the United States, Great 
Britain would resist. Mr. Rush immediately, communi- 
It was received here with 
joy, for so great was the power of the Alliance, that even 
we did not fec) ourselves safe from its interpositions. | Jn- 
deed, it was anticipated almost as a certain result, that, if 
the interference took place with the Governments of South 
Amcrica, the Alliance would ultimately extend its inter- 
ference to ourselves, I remember the reception of the dis- 
patch from Mr. Rush as distinctly as if all the circumstances 
had occurred yesterday.” 

He said, further, that the subject was submit- 
ted to every member of Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet, 
and the result was the famous declaration of Mr. 
Monroe. Afterwards, England: withdrew from 
the Alliance, but the attempt which was feared 
wasnever made. I willgive you the conclusion of 
the matter in Mr. Calhoun’s words: 


“ That very movement on the part of England, sustained 
by this declaration, gave a blow to the celebrated Alliance 
trom which it never recovered. From that time forward 
it gradnally decayed, till it utterly perished. The late rev- 
olutions in Europe have put an end to all its work, and 
nothing remains of all that it ever did.”? 


But, sir, in the extent to which it has been 
undertaken to be pushed, it was never intended 


j by Mr. Monroe, and never has been sustained by 


this country, and, I venture to say, never will be. 
Sir, I am not afraid of war with Great Britain: 
I have not the slightest fear of any such thing. 
My fears are the other way. My fears are that 
she cannot do anything that will wake up ‘the 
national spirit beyond a little talk and recrimina- 
tion against those who are supposed not to. favor 
certain views. Why do I think so? Because I 
know the history of the past. I know when you 
made it'one of the issues in this country that we 
should insist on the boundary line of 54° 40’ or 
fight: I know that when Mr. James K. Polk took 
the oath of office, on the eastern portico of this Cap- 
itol, he delivered an inaugural address, in which 
he declared that our title to the whole of Oregon 
was ‘clear and indisputable’’—just as clear as 
our title to the District of Columbia—for that is 
only clear and indisputable, (there cannot be 
anything clearer than that;) and I know, after 
that, after it had been made an issue upon which 
Mr. Polk came into the presidential chair, and 
after the Democracy pledged themselves to sustain 
our rights in Oregon or fight, and after it was 
proclaimed, under those circumstances, from the 
eastern portico of this Capitol, as our indisputable 
territory, what was our nextchapter? Why, sir, 
we gave it all away to Great Britain—we gave 
her more than she asked. .We gave away Yan- 
couver’s Island, sustaining the same relative 
positions to the harbors on the Pacific coast and 
the Columbia river that Cuba does to the harbors 
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on the Gulf coast and to-the Mississippi. We 
gave that away to Great Britain without asking 
for a. consideration. The next chapter in the 
history.of the same Administration was, that 
they offered §200,000,000 for Cuba. That is the 
difference between territory North and South! 
Vancouver’s Island could be given away, but 
Cuba was to be bought even at the cost of 
$200,000,000! ~ 

‘Sir, I have had occasion to allude ‘to. these 
transactions before, and I- have stated on other 
occasions, and I repeat now, that there is one 
curious fact in regard to our territorial treaties, 
and it is a very-curious one. Fdo not know but 
that it is what Mr. Weller—I do not mean the 
member of the Senate, but Sam Weller, of Pick- 
wickian memory—would. call an “ astonish- 
ing coincidence.” At any rate, the fact is, that 
every treaty that has been made in regard to ter- 
ritory on our northern border has been to cut off 
and give away. We cut off Maine, and sold to 
Great Britain all she wanted, which was a good 
military road from Nova Scotia to Canada, and 
then we gave away an empire to her on the Ore- 
gon question, On the South, however, we have 
always taken. We have constantly been cutting 
off at one end, and buying at the other, and when 
we could not sell northern territory, we gave it 
away. 

Then, sir, I think I can say to the President, 
that the people would have been quite as much 
pleased to hear a little more about Kansas, as so 
much about Central America. The President, 
however, does have a very little to say about 
Kansas—a very little indeed. He says: 

“Yn the Territory of Kansas, there have been acts preju- 
dicial to.good order, but as yet none have occurred to justify 
the interposition. of the Federal Executive.” 

I wish that were true; but [ take issue with 
him. I say the interposition of the Federal Ex- 


ecutive has been there, and it has been there on | 


the side of those very acts of violence. Sir, the 
people of Kansas have had to protect themselves 
against mob law, instigated by the President and 
sustained by his officials there. When he says 
there has been nothing to “justify” official in- 
‘terposition, I admit it is true there was nothing 
to justify it; but the ihterponition was there, 
whether justified or not. Then he goes on to 
say that the people of Kansas must be protected. 
Well, sir, they willbe protected; but they have not 
had protection from the President of the United 
States. Do you not know, sir, does not the Sen- 
ate know, and does not the country know, that 
Governor Reeder came home and proclaimed in 


the ears of the President that Kansas was a con- | 


uered aati And what did he do? The 
overnor told him that Kansas was conquered. 


‘What do you suppose General Jackson would | 


have done, if one of his Governors had come to 
Washington and said, ‘‘ General, that Territory 
which 
quered.? ‘* Why, in the name of the Etcrnal,”’ 
he would have said, ‘* who has conquered it?” 
He would have called upon the country for all its 


military force and all its volunteer force to retake | 


it. But, sir, it was not to General Jackson that 
the story was told, but to another and different 
sort of man. What was the answer? The Pres- 
ident turned him out. He said: ** Governor, we 
have no further need of your services; we wish 
you all prosperity, but you are not the man to 
carry out squatter sovereignty in Kansas.” Then 
he took Mr. Wilson Shannon; and Mr. Wilson 
Shannon went, shouting over the plains as he 
went that he was for slavery in Kansas. He 
wert too fast; and, I think, between the North 
and the South, Mr. Wilson Shannon will not find 
a vef wide place to stand upon. I do not think 
he will find a friend here to say, ‘‘God save him!”’ 
when his time comes up. 

` Somuchfor Kansas. After this brief allusion 
to it in his message the President undertakes to 
read a long lecture upon slavery. Itis not the 
first time the President has delivered lectures on 
slavery, and I have a word or two to say on the 
view which he takes of it. The President of the 


United States, in the paper which he sent here a į 


few days ago, takes the ground that the gentle- 
men who do not agree with him in his peculiar 
notions are the enemies of the Constitution. He 
so puts it, for he says: 

“Tf the friends of the Constitution are to have another 
struggle, its enemies could not present a more acceptable 


ou sent me to govern has been con- j| 


| 


i 
i 


issue, than that of a State, whose constitution clearly. em- 
braces ‘a republican form of government,’ being excluded 
from the Union because its domestic institutions may not 
in all respects comport with the ideasof what is wise and 
expedient entertained in some other State.” : 

Thus the President-undertakes to. designate as 
enemies of the Constitution those who differ from 
him on this subject.. I do not know how others 
feel, but I-say it is an insult to the majority of 
this nation. The President knows, if he reads 
anything beyond the most servile sheets that his | 
creattres send ‘to him, that the public sentiment 
of this. country condemns most decidedly his 
action in that Territory. Noman knows it better 
than he, or at least no man ought to know it 
better; and when he goes on to characterize as 
enemies of the Constitution those who differ from 
him, he knows he so characterizes certainly one- 
half of the popular branch of Congress, and quite 
a number of ihe members of the Senate—no mat- 
ter for them, however; as they do not belong to 
“ healthy organizations,” let them take care of 
themselves. I will not speak for them, but I 
speak for myself, and I say the President can do 
me no sort of harm by any such dewunciation as 
this. I am perfectly willing to take it; but, sir, 
standing here as a representative of our native 
State—his and mine together—I will not have him 
hurl such an imputation as that unchallenged or 
unrebuked. He has no right to designate any 
men who are here under the same oath to support 
the Constitution which he has taken, as enemies 
of the Constitution; and when he does it he comes 
down from the high place which God, in his wrath 
for the punishment of our national sins, and for | 
the humiliation of our national pride, has permitted 
him to oceupy. I say he comes down from that 
high place into the arena of a vulgar demagogue, | 
and strips himself of everything which should 
clothe with dignity the office of President of the | 
United States. 1 deny the issue; I hurl it back 
in his face; I tell him, when he undertakes to 
designate these men as enemies of the Constitu- 
tion, he abuses and defames men whose shoe- 
latchets he is not worthy to untie. 

Sir, these are plain words, but the time demands | 
them. When the President of the United States 
sends such a message as this to me, or to a body 
of which I am a member, I shall be restrained by 
no consideration from speaking what I believe to 
be the truth. The President says, that if the ene- 
mies of the Constitution—we all know whom he 
includes in this phrase—~are to have another con- 
test with its friends, there cannot be a better one. 
Grant it, sir; letus have it. I tell him that is the 
very place where the fight is to be made. This 
part of his message, stripped of its verbiage, 
means this: If, by the illegal vidlence of the men | 
who have gone over into Kansas, and undertaken 
to establish slavery there, they shall come here 
and ask for admission into the Union with aslave 
constitution, and Kansas shall be rejected, the 
President tells us thatis the most favorable aspect | 
in which that question can be presented. That | 
will be the issuc, and, if it be decided against 
slavery, we are threatened with civil war. 

Sir, I am not a man of war; but when I have į 
heard it threatened so often, E have sometimes 
wished that God in his providence would let it 
come. Ifit had no other effet, I think it would 
have one. I think it would learn those men who 
are constantly talking about the dissolution of 
the Union a lesson which neither they, nor their 
children, nor their children’s children, would ever 
forget. I am not certain that I should not want 
the war to come on while we have about just such 
a President as we have now, and Iwill tell you 
why. Ifthe attempt at disunion were made with 
such a man as Gencral Jackson, or General Tay- 
lor,in the presidential chair, and it were repressed 
promptly, as it would be, people would say, “Oh, 
it was his great military power, his reputation, | 
his popularity, which did it.” God knows they 
could not say it of this President. [Laughter in | 
the galleries.| H the President succeeded, and if | 
the Union were sustained, as it would be, it would | 
be by its own inherent energy, and from no fac- | 
titious power which it would Sag ae from the 
overshadowing popularity of the President. 

Sir, when the President undertakes to stigma- | 
tize, as he has done, those who differ from hin, | 
he steps beyond what he has a right to do; he 
steps over the mark; he violates the laws which, 


I think, should govern the intercourse between 


| 
the different members of this Government. | 


tion those who differfrom him, I-think 
to moet him in th: y;:and, to take:is 


people of this couñtr if 
he is safe, it is his obscurity, and nothing’ else, 
that shields him—it is the utter hopelessness of 
his position. ` Sir, I heard. very instructi jm? 
ment made upon his message by a southern gen- 
tleman within a very brief time; ttOh,” said 
he, ‘*it is one of the best messages that ever was 
written, and Pierce is the best President we have 
ever had since Washington.” *‘Well,”?, said 
the person to whom he was speaking, ‘é you will 
renominate him, will you. not?” |“ No,” said 
he, “that is another ‘thing; his message isa 
little too strong to get northern votes with; we 
shall not use him any more.” That is exactly 
the position in which the matter stands. ` 

I do not wish, sir, to go any further into. this 
matter. If the views which I have entertained 
are received by the Senate and country, as I'sup- 
pose they will be, and no controversy be made, 

shall have nothing more to say aboutit; but if, 
on the other hand, my views shall be controverted, 
I may take occasion at some future day to.go 
somewhat at length into the various topics which 
the President has suggested. But, sir, when'he 
sent such a message as this, and when the only 
comments that were made on it were. commend- 
atory—not commendatory of this part, I know, 
but commendatory of the nonsense with which it 
is filled about Central America, and no-man had 
a word of rebuke (not even my excellent and 
worthy friend from New York, Mr. Seward) to 
utter at the atrocious sentiments to which I have 
alluded—I felt compelled by a sense of duty with 
great reluctance to lay before the Senate the views 
which I have entertained. Having done. so, I 
withdraw the motion. i 


THE LEGISLATURE OF MAINE ON SLAVERY. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I present resolves of the 


| Legislature of the State of Maine, relating to 


slavery, and I ask that they may be read and 


| ordered to be printed. 


The Cuurk read them, as follows: 


Stateof Maine.—Resolves relating to Slavery. : 


Resolved, First, That human slavery is, in all its aspeots, 
an unqualified cvil and wrong, and as such merits the rep- 
rehension of mankind. i k 

Second, That, in the early periods of our national history, 
both the opinions of the people, and the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, Were adverse to the institution. 

Third, That the Constitution of the United States is, and 
was designed to be, a charter of liberty, and hence that all 
acts of the national Government by which slavery maintains 
aJegal existence in territory subject to the exclusive juris- 
diction of Congress, are in direct conflict with the whole 
spirit and with the clear provisions of that: instrument. 

Fourth, That the act of the Thirty-Third Congress, repeal- 
ing the law of 1820, known as the Missouri compromise, by 
which slavery was forever prohibited in the territory north 
of the parallel of 36° 30/ was an unjustifiable violation of a 
solemn compact, and a flagrant breach of faith. 

Fifth, That Maine will never consent to the admission 
into the Federal Union of any more States with constitu- 
tions authorizing slavery. 

Sixth, That the act of 1850, called the “fugitive slave 
law,” is unconstitutional, and odious to the whole North: 
Maine therefore demands its immediate and unconditional 
repeal. 

Seventh, That it is the duty of the General Gavernment, 
without delay, to abolish slavery wherever it has exclusive 
jurisdiction, and to exert its influence whenever and where- 
ever it legitimately may on the side of universal liberty. 
Therefore 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress oe instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, to use all practicable 
means to secure the passage of the tollowing enactments: 

First, Au act repealing all laws of the United States au- 
thorizing slavery in the District. of Columbia. 

Second, An act repealing the statute of 1850, known as 
the fugitive slave law. 

Third, An act forever prohibiting slavery or involuntary 
servitude, except for crime, within the territories of the 
United States. 

Resolved further, That our Senators in Congress be in- 
structed, and our Representatives requested, at ali times 
hereafter, most strenuously to Oppose in every justifiable 
way, the admission of any new State into the Union, except 
upon the condition, tobe embraced in the act of admission, 
that slavery or involuntaty servitude, excepting that for 
crime of which the accused shall have been'duly proved 
guilty, shall be forever prohibited therein. 


Resolved, That the Goveruor be requested to forward a ` 


copy of these resolves to each of our. Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and to the Governors of each State, 
with a request that the resolves be laid before the Legisla- 
ture thereof. 


THE. CONGRESSIONA 


GLOBE 


January: 


In ie Hover oF REPRESENTATIVES, March 17, 1855.— | 


Read-and passed. SIDNEY PERHAM, Speaker.. 
BE à 7, 1855.—Read and passed- 
IN Senate, March 1e ANKLIN MUZZY, President. 


“Approved March 17, 1855. ANSON p, MORRILL. 


: rue ci Attest : : eee y 
E. PRIE AP A. Jackson, Secretary of State. 
"The resolutions were laid on the table and or- 
dered.to be printed. À 
” FRENCH SPOLIATIONS, 


Mr, FESSENDEN.. I present resolves of the 
Legislature of Maine relating to the veto of the 
French spoliation bill; and Lask that they may 
be read and.ordered to be printed. 

“The. CLERK read them, as follows: 

State of Maine,~Resolves relating to the Veto of the French 
ae Spoliation Bill. ; 

Resolved, That the recent veto, by the President of these 
United States, of the French spoliation bill, so called, has 
created ‘a general and well-founded disappointment and dis- 
satisfaction throughout this State ; and thatthe reasons given 
by the President for this arbitrary act are extraordinary and 
wholly insufficient. ` 

Resolved, That the obligation of the General Government 
to make indemnity for the French ‘spoliations (in: part pro- 
vided for by said bill) has been repeatedly examined and 
demonstrated in Congress, and ought. to be faithfully per- 
formed. : BO Te 

Resolved, That our. Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and. our Representatives requested, to endeavor, in every 
practicable.way,-to secure the payment of the claimsof the 
citizens of these United States on account of said French 
spoliations. i 
‘Resolved, That the Governor be requested to forward a 
copy of these resolves to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

In rne Nocss or Represenratives, March 15, 1855.— 


Read and passed. 
; SIDNEY PERWAM, Speaker. 
In Senate, March 16, 1855.-—-Read and passed. 
J FRANKLIN MUZZY, President. 
Approved March 16, 1855. 
ANSON P. MORRILL. 
A true copy—Attest: 
ALDEN Jackson, Secretary of State. 
The resolves were ordered to lie upon the table 
and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Miles Devine, praying to be allowed a pension 
for injuries received while employed as a laborer 
on Fort Seammel; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of of- 
ficers of the Army, praying an increase in the 
commutation price of rations; whicli was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RUSE presented the petition of Charles 
Taylor, of Victoria county, Texas, praying com- 


pensation for services rendered and supplies | 


udvanccd to the United States at Chicago, in the 
Stato of Winois, during the Black [Lawk war in 
1832; which was referred to the Committce on 
Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Samuel 
V. Niles, praying compensation for services as 
temporary clerk in the Genoral Land Office; which 
was referred to the Committec on Claims. 

Mr. MASON, I also present the memorial 
of the Agricultural Socicty of Jefferson county, 
Virginia, asking for the establishment at Wash- 
ington of an office for collecting and digesting 
meteorological observations taken on land. 1 

resent it at the request of the society, for whom 
have very great respect, without any admission 
that the subject is properly cognizable by the 
Congress of the United States. [ move the refer- 
ence of the memorial to the Committce on the 


Library, who, {I believe, have charge of kindred į 


subjects. 
The motion was agreed. to. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two petitions | 


of citizens of Buchanan and Fayette counties, 
Towa, praying for the establishment of a mail 
route from Independence to West Union, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. FISH presented documents in relation to |i 


the claim of Enoch S. More, representing that he 
has been deprived of his rights as a soldier in the 
United States Army, owing to an erroncous entry 


oa the roll of the company in which he served, | 


and praying that an act may be passed for his 
relief; which was referred: to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr, MALLORY presented the memorial. of 


Cyprian. J. Jenkins, praying to be allowed to } 


locate a quarter section of land in Florida under 


the armed occupation-acti which was réferred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. =- -~ 

Mr. GASS. 1 present the memorial of sundry 
citizens, praying that Commander J.J. Nicholas, 
of the Navy, who has been placed on furlough, 
under.a decision of the late naval board, may be 
restored to his position on the Navy-list.. This 
memorial was addressed. to the President of. the 
United States, but the President having decided 
not to act‘on the: subject, I have. been: requested 
to present it to:the Senate. *I-know Commander 
Nicholas; and consider him a most excellent offi- 
cer.. I was on board his ‘ship, and had means 
there of judging of him. I say nothing in respect 
to the proceedings of the naval board at present. 
I merely move that: the memorial -be referred to 


-ihe Committee on Naval ‘Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That devi S. Bartlett have Jeave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the documents in relation to the claim of 
John Metcalf, praying for remuneration for property lost in 
consequence of the inypressment of the schooner Tempest 
into the military service of the United States during the 
last war with Great Britain, be withdrawn froin the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion-by Mr. WADE, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Isaac Cook, Peletiah Shap- 


l herd, and Benjamin A. Napier, praying for compensation 


for the schooner ‘Tempest, which was impressed into the 
service of the United States in 1814, be withdrawu from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Comunittee on 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Henry Volcker, praying 
confirmation of his title toa tract of land in New Mexico, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the Board of Trustees of 
Public Schools of Washington city, District of Columbia, 
praying the donation of city lots for educational purposes, 
or that a portion of the procceds of sales of lots heretofore 
made may be invested for that purpose, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John Cameron and others, 
praying for bounty for schooner Stephen ©. Phillips, 
wrecked while engaged in the fisheries; the petition of 
James ©, Doane, praying for fishing bounty for schooner 
Ursula, abandoned at sea in consequence of injuries re- 
ceived in a gale; the petition of Wyer G. Sargent, praying 
for fishing bounties for the schooners Olive Branch and Two 
Brothers, of which he is owner; and the petition of John 
Gray, praying for fishing bounty for the schooner Mary, 


be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to į 


the Committee on Commerce, 
On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was- 


Ordered, That the petition of Thomas 'T. Russell and 
Antonio J. Noda, the register and receiver of the land office 
at St. Augustine, Florida, praying compensation for making 
locations under the Arredondo grant, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committce on 
Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Jacob Cooper, son of Apollos 
Cooper, praying that the heirs of said Cooper may bo allowed 
seven years half pay, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. é 
On motion by Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of McKinley Ward, guardian 
of Julia F. Peebles and George W. Peebles, of iino: i 
bouvty land and half-pay pension ou account of the services 
and death of Robert Peebles in tue late war with Mexico, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of Colonel Isaac 
Shelby, praying compensation for his services during the 
revolutionary war, be withdrawn from the fiies of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mrs. Mary Jones, widow 
of Adjutant General Roger Jones, praying a pension, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion by Mr WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
mect on Monday next. s 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr: WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
wy Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of William Anderson, praying for remuneration 


for losses. sustained in consequence of the death 
of his-brother of disease contracted in the mil- 
itary service during. the last wàr- with: Great 
Britain, asked to be ‘discharged. from. ‘its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed ‘to. 

“0. NOTICE OF A BILL. ` E 

Mr. WELLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to.introduce abill for the relief of Jacob 
Dodson. pe 

DISTURBANCES IN KANSAS. 


Mr. WILSON ‘submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: : ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate all information in 
the possession of the Executive in- respect to the disturb- 
ances in the Territory of Kansas, affecting the freedom of 
elections; and that he be further requested to inform the 
Senaté by what authority armed men from the State of 
Missouri were marched into the Territory of Kansas, 
against the peace and good order of the said Territory ; and, 
aiso, what steps have been taken by the Executive to. pre- 
vent these outrages upon the legal rights of the people of 
this Territory; and what persons holding office under ex- 
ecutive appointment have participated in these acts, and to 
what extent. 


MICHAEL DOOLEY. 


Mr. SEWARD. Task leave to submit the 
following resolution, which I hope the Senate 
will oblige me by immediately considering and 
adopting: 3 . POM os 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to.the widow òf, Michael Dooley, the late 
superintendent of the folding-room,: the ‘sum “of ‘$150: for 
funeral expenses, and the salary of the said deceased until 
the close of the present, session. : 


Mr. EVANS. Thereisa rule of the Senate, 
which I think ought to be observed, that all 
propositions to make appropriations out of the 
contingent fund shall be referred to the commit- 
tee on that subject; I move, therefore, that this 
resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, in accordance with that rule. . 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to state on that mo- 
tion, that on the 13th day of January, 1841, as 
appears by consulting the records of the Senate, 
there was paid to the widow of Stephen Haight, 
late Sergeant-at-Arms, funcral expenses, and sal- 
ary for the residue of the term; that by resolu- 
tion of the Senate passed April 2d, 1846, which 
will be found on page 225 of the Journal for that 

car, there was paid to the widow of Stephen 
Taight funeral expenses and salary; that there 
was. paid in 1846 to the. sisters of Lewis San- 
ders, a messenger in the Seerctary’s office, the 
funeral expenses of their brother and pay until 
the end of the session, and extra allowance; and 
that by a resolution of the Senate passed in 1846, 
there was paid to the mother of James Timms, 
a messenger and acting postmaster, $150. for 
fundral expenses. I have drawn up this resolu- 
tion in accordance withthe precedents which 
have so long been observed by the Senate, and Į 
was in hopes that there would be no dissenting 
voice. ` 

Mr. EVANS. I -desire only that the resolu- 
tion should take its ordinary course... I do not 
suppose any such consequence can. result in this 
case as I have seen in other instances; but I 


: know that in very many cases the Senate have 


been entrapped, if I may use the expression, into 
granting motions of this sort to pay large sums 
of money. out of the contingent fund; and it is 
time, I think, that there should be some arrest of 
that practice, and that the matier should be con- 
sidered by some committee before the money is 
appropriated. Iamove to refer the. resolutio to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 
The motion was agreed to. ; 


JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of the follow- 
lng resolution, submitted by him on. the 24th of 
December: s 

Resolved, That such of the private claims as were em- 
braced in Senate bill No. 43 of the last Congress, and 
which the claimants may choose to prosecute hefore the 
Court of Claims, bé, and the same are hereby, referred to 
the said court. , 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, this 
question was discussed when 1 submitted this 
resolution, in consequence of an objection on the 
part of the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Fussexven,| that the object. was provided for by 
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— i 
the resolution reported from. the Committee on 
Claims. The airman of the. committee, who 
reported that resolution, [Mr. Bropueap,}] was 
notin the Senate Chamber at that time. Perhaps 
I had better state now that the resolution which 
he reported, and which the Senate adopted, cov- 
ered three classes of claims. The act organizing 
the Court of Claims provides: 

“The said court shall hear and determine all claims 
founded upon any law of. Congress, or upon any regulation 
of an executive Department, or upon any contract, express 
or implied, with the Government of the United States, 
which may be suggested to it by a petition filed therein.” 

The resolution reported by the committee on 
Claims covers all these cases, but the act also in- 
cludes— 

“and also all claims which may be referred to said court 
by either House of Congress.” i 

Perhaps there are some gentlemen now in the 
Senate Chamber, who were not here the other day 
when this question was discussed, and who do 
not understand the position which I took upon 
it. So far as I am concérned, representing a 
large number of the claimants, it is a matter of 
perfect indifference to me whether the subject 
shall be referred to the Court of Claims or acted 
upon by the Senate. I desire, however, to have 
the question settled. 1f the claims shall be re- 
ferred to the court, and the court determine that 
they have no jurisdiction, then, of course, when 
they are brought before the Senate, we shall not 
meet the argument that we have refused to go be- 
fore the court. As I said, when this question 
was under consideration before, there are a class 
of claimants residing in Georgia, who wish to 
test the question whether the court will assume 
jurisdiction over the claims or not. That point 
we desire to have settled, for the obvious reason 
that we wish to know whether the Court of 
Claims will take jurisdiction, or whether we are 
to have the claims presented and settled here. Fj 
offered the resolution on behalf of my friend from 
Georgia, who is now absent, [Mr. Iversow.] 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, jurisdic- 
tion over these cases can be conferred on the | 
court by the Senate, if the Senate chooses to con- 
for such jurisdiction. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. So T understand. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator from Ala- 
bama says he so understands the case. Very well. 
I doubt, then, very much whether his resolution | 
would confer jurisdiction. The court of itself | 
only has jurisdiction in three classes of cases; | 
and in those cases we have, by a general resolu- | 
tion, referred to the court all the papers upon file. 
Those cases are where a claim arises under any 
act of Congress, or a regulation of an executive | 
Department, or a contract with the Government, 
whether express or implied. Now, does the hon- 
orable Senator say, thatin the cases to which his | 
resolution refers, the court has jurisdiction, as | 
being within the three classes I have named? 

Mr. HITZPATRICK, Not at all. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Then the honorable Sen- ! 
ator will have to change the phrascology of the 
resolution, and inform the court that we refer 
these cases under the last clause of jurisdiction | 
mentioned in the act, and then they will be obliged 
to take cognizance of them. Iask the honorable 
Senator from Alabama to read the last clause of 
that portion of the act conferring jurisdiction. 
An examination of it will, I think, show him the 
necessity of changing the phrascology of this | 
resolution, in order to confer jurisdiction over 
those claims upon the court. According to my 
construction. of the law, we can confer jurisdic- 
tion on the court in any cases that we choose to 
refer to it. If the Senator from Alabama thinks 
these claims should be examined, and believes 
the court has not jurisdiction to examine them 
under the three first clauses named in the law 
he should so frame his resolution as to confer 


| with it, that the claim must be one which in its 


‘that some of these claims are precisely of that 


i tion without particularly designating the specific 


| by the Committee on Claims,and has been passed 
iby the Senate. 


i court shall have jurisdiction only in three classes 
| which it specifies. 


jurisdiction under the lastclause conferring juris- 
diction in the act. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
noted the phrascology of the resolution, he would |; 
have perceived that it refers the claims to the court |! 
in the language of the act itself. Let the resolu 
tion be read. | 

The resolution was again read. j 

i 
| 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Ifthe Senator thinks that 
will confer jurisdiction, I have no objection. 


i 


drawn by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iver- | 


| 
i 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. The resolution was ;| either House of Congress referring to it claims of 
j the specified descriptions. I think so, because, 


son,] and I know his design was to refer the sub- 
ject tothe Court of Claims, and to refer it in such 
a manner as to authorize the court to assume 
jurisdiction over these cases. If the Senator from 
ennsylvania thinks the phraseology is not suffi- 
ciently broad to confer jurisdiction on the court, 
I shall be willing to amend it to make. that pur- | 
pose clear. If T mistake not, however, the reso- 
ution uses the language of the act. ‘The act says, 
“and also all claims which may be referred to 
said court by either House of Congress.” This 
resolution says that these claims “< be, and the 
same are hereby referred to said court.”’ 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That may be sufficient. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The resolution is in 
the language of the act. We merely wish to test 
the question, whether, under a reference of this 
nature, the court will consider and adjudicate the 
claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The court is bound to 
consider and adjudicate them, if we refer them 
to it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK? I think the language 
of the resolution is sufficient for that purpose. It 
is in the words of the act. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that Lhave any objection to these papers being 
withdrawn and referred in the mode proposed b 
the honorable Senator from Alabama, but I wish 
to make a suggestion to the Senate in regard to 
this subject, and it will perceive the importance 
of the suggestion, I think, on referring to the lan- 
guage of the act itself. The act establishing the 
Court of Claims, as I read it, means to confer no 
jurisdiction whatever on that court, except over 
cases in which claims exist against the Govern- 
ment which, if they existed against an individual, 
could be enforced in a court of law or equity. 
That scems to me to be the manifest intent and 
construction of the act. If I remember its ln- 
guage, it provides that the court should have 
jurisdiction of the claims arising under a law of 
the United States, or a regulation of an executive 
department, or a contract express or implied | 
with the United Siates—thus referring to claims 
founded on contract, and carrying a Icgal idea 


rature is such that it could be enforced against a 
private individual in a court of law or equity. It 
appoints the Court of Claims the tribunal to hear | 
and adjudicate such claims. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let me state to the Senator | 


class, and others are not. Thisis the reason why 
I presume my absent colleague drew the resolu- į 


claims which he desired to have referred to the | 
court. Jn some of the cases, supplies were taken 
by the army from the people of Georgia and 
Alabama. Hicoow that to be the case from having | 
examined some of the claimsin both States. One | 
man has a chim founded on onc state of facts, - 
and one ona different state of facis. Some are of | 
the class which the Senator from Maine is now | 
arguing do not come legitimately before the Court | 
of Claims. Others are cases where the partics 
have legal rights. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Claims 
may be referred under the genera 
have passed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
that. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They come within the 
language of that resolution which was reported 


£that character 
rder which we 


I do not think I have seen 


Now, the question which is 
raised is, whether the statute provides that the 


| 
l 


There were certain claims of 
those descriptions pending *efore the Senate and 
the House of Representatives at the time when | 
the act was passed; and the question is, whether | 
all that was meant was, that the Court of Claims 
should take cognizance of precisely those three 
classes of cases which the act enumerates, tha 
might be brought before it by petition of the | 
claimants, and of such of the same classes as 
might be referred to it by either House of Con- 
gress. My interpretation is, that those classes 
of cases might go before it from two quarters— 
from the individual claimants themselves directly 
presenting their claims to the court, or from 


after enumerating the cases, it says simpl 
also all such claims as m reforré 
` Surely, we should not undertake tore 
Court of Claims a mere matter of diséretion, s 
as a petition to us: to grant: something, of E: 
and favor, in what is called à hard case, ora prop- 
osition for the extension: of a patent: © Ibis very: 
clear that the Court of Claims Bas n i 
ity and no. discretion by which it -éould 
that class of cases: It was not ‘mea 
should have any such power. The judges of that: 
court ‘cannot fix amounts, ‘or do- many things 
necessary to, he done with this class of claims, 
and which we may do, becaise we'act with wn 
limited discretion on the subject. ee ed 
If that be the case, we can, by a proposition 

of this kind, confer no jurisdiction on the court; 
but we only send them a class of cases’ which 
will take up their time, and whieh will occupy 
their attention to no purpose, for they must inev-. 
itably, from a-want of power inherent ih the ver 
nature of the court itself, be unable, after:hearing, 
to decide them. If they cannot act upon "these 
claims from the nature of their constitution; we 
are burdening them with business of that descrip- 
tion which it was not intended they should have, 
and which they cannot act upon well and sens 
ibly. If they could do so, are we willing or are 
we ready to confer that kind. of discretion ‘on 
anybody but ourselves? T'o be sure, the matter 
will come back to us tobe definitively acted upon 
at last, but that involves the necessity of arè- 
examination. Itscems to me, that we can refer 
to the court no question of law, and no question: 
of fact as connected with the law, which ‘appeals 
to the discretion of the. three gentlemén who 
constitute the court. Cases. involving discre- 
tion alone we must reserve to’ ourselves. I be- 
lieve it would be setting a very bad precedent for 


rus, or for the other Efouse of Congress, to send 


them anything which might assume to give therm 
a jurisdiction beyond that expressly conferred by ' 
the statute. Ido not believe we could do sô; but 
if we could, I think it would be very bad policy 
to give them jurisdiction ever any cases except 
those which come within the description of the 
three classes mentioned originally in the act. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Tf do not agree to that 
construction of the law. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Icannot say that it is 
the truc construction; I only say that it is’ the 
vart of wisdom, in my judgment, so to construe 
it, The Senator from Pennsylvania undoubtedly 
has his own views, as I have mine, on the sub- 
ject; but, for myself, I can see no good reason 
for sending to this court a matter which they are 
to act upon without reference to any legal claim 
existing, or to any facts existing on which such 
a claim could be founded. The Senate, of course, 
will do what they please with this resolution. I 
have no feeling in the matter one way or the 
other; but, as a member of the Committee on 
Claims, I have thought it to be my duty to Sug- 
gest this view of the question to the Senate. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. This is a question 
which must be presented to the Court of Claims. 
The court may determine, as ‘the Senator from 
Maine anticipates, to decline the jurisdiction; but, 
as I said on a former occasion, there are many 
of these claimants who may fall in the category 
spoken of by my honorable friend from Georgia, 
(Mr. Tooas,}| over whose claims the court has 
jurisdiction. “There may be another class in 
regard to which the court may decline exercising 
jurisdiction.. Some of the claimants desire to 
have that question tested. Senators will perceive 
at once that if we had presented a bill for the 
payment of these claims without referring the 
question to the court, we should be met. by the 
argument that we were afraid to submit the gues- 
tion to their investigation and Mijudication. When 
a court has been created to relieve: Congress of 
the onerous task under which both FLouses have 
labored for so long a time in the investigation of 
private claims, every Senator would be melined.to 
have all matters which could be properly cogni- 
zable by that court brought before it; and, there- 
fore, if we should make an effort to get theelaims 
provided for, without having had the question 
brought before the court, it would be fatal to the 
claims before the Senate. : i 
My great object in proposing togive the claim- 
ants the discretionary power .of btinging ‘their 
cases to the notice of the court is, to enable all 
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of them; if they: see proper, to refer their claims 
to the court; and, if the- court assumes jurisdic- 
tion, and presents the. facts to the. Senate, well 
and good; we shall still have control over it; bat 
if the.court declines go susuon, then I-say the 
argument with which we should otherwise. be 
met, and which would. then be fatal to the-case, 
will have been destroyed. 2 Cf 
to take jurisdiction, and say that it is:a case ap- 
pealing to the equity and liberality of Congress, 
we shall be properly. entitled to come.before this 
body, and ask ‘for compensation. -Hence I say 
the question. must be met by the court on some 
čase, and the sooner the question: is determined 
the better. If the court declines to decide the 
cases, as a matter of.course we must introduce a 
bill appealing to the liberality of the two Houses 
of Congress to pay the claimants. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why can we not control 
the matter of jurisdiction ourselves? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Perhaps we can do it; 

but suppose we attempt to control it here, should 
‘we not be met with.the argument that it would 
be proper to let the cases undergo the scrutiny of 
the court, and have them submit the facts to the 
Senate? If, however, we make the effort to have 
the court settle them, and the court declines juris- 
diction, that argument will fall to the ground, and 
an appeal will then be proper to the equity and 
liberality of Congress. Honce, I say, the sooner 
the question is met and decided the better. I 
can seeno earthly reason why these claims should 
not be referred; and if, in the opinion of the 
court, they have no jurisdiction over them, we 
can bring them before Congress, and we shall 
destroy the argument that would otherwise be 
used against us, that we were skulking from an 
investigation by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If that is the object of 
passinsa this resolution, I have no objection to it; 

ut if the mere effect of reference is to confer 
jurisdiction, it becomes a very questionable reso- 
ution. 

Mr FITZPATRICK. I wish to give them 
ail the power we can., 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ifthe object of this reso- 
lution is only to confer jurisdiction in the three 
cases mentioned in the law—those arising under 
an act of Congress, under a regulation of an ex- 
ecutive department, or under a contract, express 
or implied—I have no objection to its passage. 
The honorable Senator from Alabama says he 
wants this court to decide whether or not they 
will assume jurisdiction. Why, sir, they will be 
bound to assume jurisdiction, and to consider the 
cases, if we refer them, in general terms, under 
the last clause of the law conferring jurisdiction. 
For this reason, if the resolution be so modified 
as to confer jurisdiction in the three cases I have 
named, I shall have no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I have con- 
sidered the question involved in this debate in 
regard to its cifect upon a few claims of my con- 
atituents which have been confided to me, and I 
will state the conclusion to which my mind has 
come. l have supposed that, under the law, the 
claimants themselves, or their attorneys or other 
proper representatives, would take the respons- 
ibility of determining the nature of their claims; 
and if they were claims arising ex contractw, or 
payable legally and equitably, as we lawyers say, 
ex equo et bono, they would go directly to the 
court; but ifa claim were one appealing to the 
generosity of Congress, (as a claim for a pension 
for disabilities incurred in the service of the coun- 
try,) the claimant would come here and present 
his petition, Uf a private claim be one upon 
which the Government is liable and could be 
sued in a court of law or equity, if it were an 
individual, then the claimant may go to the court. 
All cases involvi@&® breach of contract with an 
ocean steamer, with a postmaster, with stage 
contractors, or anything of a nature for which 
the Government is responsible, properly should 
go to the Court of Claims; but where the case is 
that of a crippled soldier, who asks you to give 
him something on an appeal to the generosity of 
the country, I think. it should be brought to our 
notice. This is the distinction which I have 
made. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, if I understand 
the ground assumed by the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, I deem it my duty as a mem- 

-ber of this body to say wherein I think that 


If the court decline | 


not determine the jurisdiction of the court; that is 
a question which belongs to the court itself, and 
cannot be determined elsewhere. The extent. of 
the jurisdiction is to be derived from an examin- 
ation of the. statute, and a decision as'to its extent 
must ‘be made by the court, and by the court 
alone... Now, sir, whilst I am willing to-vote for 


bama, or for any other resolution of a similar char- 
acter, I beg leave to call the attention of. the 
Senate.to the statute itself, and then to submit in 
a very few words: my view of its character and 
extent... The law. provides: : 

& That a-court shall be established to be called-a Court 
.of Claims, to consist of three judges, to be appointed by the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and to hold their offices during good behaviors and the 
said court shail hear and determine all claims founded upon 
any law of Congress, or upon any regulation of an execu- 
tive department, or upon any contract, express or implied, 
with the Government of the United States, which may be 
suggested to it by a petition filed therein; and also all claims 
which may be referred to said court by either House of 
Congress.” z 

In my opinion—and I only throw it out here 
for the purpose of not being understood impliedly 
as assenting to the doctrine of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania—this last clause means all claims 
referred to the court by cither House of a similar 
nature to those described in the foregoing: lan- 
guage of the statute. I think the ground assumed 
by the Senator from Maine on that point is the 
only tenable ground, for that is the only charac- 
ter of claims which a court of law or equity can 
adjudicate and settle. The moment you go into 
that class of cases which constitute a mere gra- 
tuity, a court has nothing to do withthem. There- 
fore it is that,in my judgment, the concluding 
language which I have read simply provides an- 
other mode of getting a claim before the court. 
One is by the petition of the claimant, and the 
other is by a reference by either House of Con- 
gress; but when the claim is sent there it will be 
for the court to determine whether it is of such 
a character as it has jurisdiction over. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It has been considered 
that the judges of the Court of Claims are made 
masters in chancery. They are to prepare the 
cases for adjudication here. The proceeding be- 
fore the cowt is adversary; the Government is 
represented. The last clause conferring jurisdic- 
tion was placed in-the act for the purpose of 
emabling either House of Congress to refer knotty 
questions of fact for the purpose of being pre- 
pared and digested by the court in such a form 
as to enable us to decide them. In the three first 
classes named they have jurisdiction without a 
reference by either House of Congress; they as- 
sume jurisdiction upon the petition of the claim- 
ant himself; but either House may refer any 
other claim. That I believe was the object in 
preparing the act. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Ifthe construction 
paced on the act by the Senator from Michigan 

e the true one, there can be no injury done to 
the public Treasury or to the individual claim- 
ants by the passage of the resolution; but I have 
a few words to say upon that construction, be- 
cause it seems to imply that we have not the 
power under law to refer to the court any 
other description of cases than those specificall 
mentioned in the preceding clause of the act which 
has been referred to. I should be very sorry if 
that were true, because one of the evils which we 
have found to exist here in the examination of 
private claims—even in those cases appealing to 
our generosity and discretion, in which our feel- 
ings Induce us so often to support them, though 
noi strictly bound to do so by any existing law 
of Congress, or any act of the Government—is 
in the’want of compte proof on both sides. It 
is in that very class of cases that we are liable to 
be misled by the imperfections and the partial 
nature of the proofs and representations that are 
brought here. If we have not the power to 
refer to this tribunal for investigation any other 
cases besides the restricted classes contended for 


little relief in the establishment of the court from 


the members of the committees of both Houses 
of Congress, and the public Treasury will find 
very little relief, 

I havc had my attention lately called to a very 


! extraordinary case, (I will not mention it, 


Senator is wrong. I submit that the Senate can-: 


the resolution presented by the Senator from Ala-- 


by the Senator from Michigan, we shall find very || 


the tax that has heretofore been imposed upon | 


1 


: Se : 
because. it has occurred to:me that we are liable 
to fall into such errors-continually,).in. which we 
-committed a. gross ‘error, because there was no 
adverse interest: inthe. preparation. of the case 
for- our adjudication. There are many claims 
which come, within the equity. of some law of 
Congress, but.yet where Congress is not. bound 
to make remuneration. The parties come here 
with their -own representations, and: with. the 
general recollections of partial witnesses, and we 
are not only liable’ to commit error, but we act- 
ually do frequently grant such claims to five-fold 
the amount of what is actually due, or would be 
found to be due if we had some tribunal to in- 
vestigate the evidence upon which each of those 
claims were founded, ’and to take adverse evi- 
dence, and investigate the subject thoroughly. I 
presume such an investigation is had before the 
Court of Claims, for I suppose it isthe duty of 
the Solicitor of the Government, in all claims 
preferred. before that Court, to use his diligence 
in ferreting out adverse testimony. when he has 
reason to suspect it maybe found or can exist. 

There are many claims founded upon some 
order or action of the executive departments of 
the Government, and yet not strictly within its 
letter; and there may be appeals to our discretion 
in such cases, though there be no actual obliga- 
tion on Congress or on the Government to allow 
them. We do frequently allow such cases as 
though they came clearly within the letter of the 
law, or of an executive order of the Government. 
We frequently allow claims of this description 
which, when they are afterwards. investigated 
thoroughly, and the real truth comes to be ascer- 
tained, are found to have had no foundation. In- 
justice is very often done by rejecting in toto 
all such claims in consequence of the prejudice 
created by the allowance of bad ones. In fact, if 
either House of Congress had reasonable assur- 
ance that proper proof was taken, exhibiting the 
truth of the case on both sides, we should be at 
once prepared to vote the amount really and bona 
fide due to the parties making the claim. 

Then I should like to extend the jurisdiction 
of the court to cover such cases, if it be the fact, 
as I apprehend it is, that it is the duty of the 
officers the Government has appointed to see that 
justice be done to the Government before that 
court—to hunt up adverse proof, where there is 
any reasonable ground to suspect that it may be 
had by due diligence. If it be not the fact that 
there 1s such an obligation on ‘the officers of the 
Government, in the investigation of claims before 
that court, it will be all abortive in the end. 
Under the construction which gentlemen are con- 
tending for, we shall be exposed to all the evils 
and frauds to which we have been subjected ever 
since I have been a member of Congress. Ihave 
often had occasion to regret votes which I have 
given in favor of private claims that have been 
allowed, when, after further investigation, it hap- 
pens to be brought to the notice of the public 
that the claims had no foundation in fact. It is 
because I supposed the establishment of the Court 
of Claims would afford an opportunity to get a 
full investigation on both sides, that I have con- 
sidered it as likely to be of great use. to the public. 
If, however, its jurisdiction is to be limited in the 
manner now contended for, it will be of very little 
use, except to present us cases in which there is 
no dispute, and to have them adjudicated with more 
dispatch than formerly; but that class of claims 
is of small importance compared to the others. 

Mr. TOOMBS. .There is really no difficulty 
about this question of jurisdiction. The court 
itself has already decided it. I supposed that the 
Senators who looked at thelaw, and were arguin 
its construction, had heard of the decision, or 


| should have before referred to it and stopped the 


debate. Besides the enumerated heads of jurisdic- 
tion, the court has determined that the reference of 
a question to it by either House of Congress is 2 


| distinct head of jurisdiction, subject of course to 


some limitations such as that it shall be a judi- 
cial question, and others named by the court. 
There is, therefore, no necessity for this discus- 
sion, and. there is no real difficulty about the 
question. 

The resolution was adopted. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several messages from the President. of the 
United States were received by the hands of 
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Sipyey Wesster, Esq., his Private Secretary; 
and, on the motion of Mr. Mason, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

he Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 3, 1856. 


The Clerk called the House to order at twelve 
o'clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Mr. MACE. I think} Mr. Clerk, that weare 
all satisfied that it is of the utmost importance to 
effect a speedy organization of the House, and I 
have a proposition which will, I apprehend, if 
adopted, accomplish that result. I trust that after 
it shall have been sent to the table and been read, 
it will not meet the opposition of any portion 
of this House. I feel satisfied, sir, that when I 


shall. have referred to the precedent which has’ 


induced me to make the proposition which I pur- 
pose making, my friends who have been support- 
ing the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Ricnanrp- 
son] will make no objection whatever to it. I 
am. fearful, however, that that portion of my 
friends who stand on the twelfth section of the 
Philadelphia platform may be, for a time, some- 
what shocked at the precedent. That portion of 
the American party, or of the quasi American 
party, who cannotstand on the Philadelphia plat- 
form, will, I am sure, recognize the precedent as 
being at least binding on them. I therefore ask 
gentlemen not to make up a judgment in regard 
to the resolution, until I shall have referred more 
distinctly to the precedent which is the founda- 
tion of it. With these remarks I send the reso- 
lution to the Clerk’s desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the acting Doorkeeper of the House be, 
and he is hereby, required to lock all the doors leading to 
this Hall instanter, and to keep them securely fastened until 
a Speaker be elected, unless opened for the purpose of let- 
ting in absent members. 


Mr.MACE. I desire that gentlemen shall pay 
attentfon to the precedent which I have for this 
resolution, and that they shall consider it as au- 
thority. I do not speak, Mr. Clerk, of a legisla- 
tive precedent, nor do I speak of a modern prece- 
dent. Ispeak ofan ecclesiastical precedent which 
arose in the thirteenth century, and which has 
been binding on the distinguished body in which 
it occurred from that hour to the present. I will 
now refer to it. : 

Intheelectionof a Pope to succeed Clement IV, 
im the year 1268, the cardinals were nearly three 
years unable to agree inthe choice of a successor, 
and were upon the point of breaking up, when 
the magistrates, by the advice of St. Bonaventure, 
shut the gates of the city, and locked up the car- 
dinals in the pontifical palace till they agreed. 

Now, gentlemen, all we have got to do is to 
adopt this precedent; and I, for one, acknowledge 
its binding authority. I am not so much of a 
Know Nothing as not to do that. If that resolu- 
tion, although extraordinary in its character, be 
adopted, I will venture to say that the calls of 
members, for one cause or another, either for 
refreshments or otherwise, [laughter,] will be of 
such a pressing character as to force them to 
one in the space of ten hours. 

ith these.remarks, Mr. Clerk, I most respect- 
fully submit the proposition. I will not call for 
the previous question, because I regard this as 
the turning point in the organization of the House, 
and I desire to elicit all the light and all the inform- 
ation which can be broughtout onthe subject. I 
therefore trust that, inasmuch asI do not eall for 
the previous question, the matter will be lefi open 
and fully discussed. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to lay the resolutionon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

The House proceeded to vote the eighty-seventh 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 219; necessary toa choice, 
110; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received 
William A. Richardson.... 
Henry M. Puller... 0.0. 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
James Li. Orrsece seed eeeseeeeene 


John Williams.. 

Gilchrist Porter. 

P. H. Beli 

Johu A. Quitman... à 
` So there was no choice. i ; 

The*following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrz.. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingburst,: Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H: Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Grange 


rt et et nd, 


ton, 


Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Sranalian, Tap- 


pan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 


Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 


For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, : 


Barksdale, Beil, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 


Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, , 


Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 


Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edinundson, Eifiott, English, ` 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- į 


wood, Augusms Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 


Harris, Herbert, Houston, Hickman, Jewett, George W. | 


Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteber, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuiler—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, I 


William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whimey, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Evans. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Bell—Mr. Richardson. 

Pending the call of the roll— 


Mr. FAULKNER said: Ihave been requested ; 
by my colleague [Mr. Carseg] to state that he | 
has paired off for the period of a week with Mr. | 


Davis, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. SEWARD announced that he had paired 
off with Mr. Perry, of Maine. 


The House then proceeded to vote the eighty- 
eighth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 219; necessary to 
a choice, 110; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received sses ...66 
Willian. A. Richardson . 


+102 
.. 73 
+» 33 


6 
2 
John William: 1 
Jobn A. Quin P i 
Gilchrist Port osseassoa 1 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—-Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Biillinghurst, Bingham, 


Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Damreli, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Daon, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Emrie, Flagicr, Galloway, Giddings Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, foward, Wughston, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, 


Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Sts 


Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, BHibu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth. 


For Mr. Richardson ~Messr#@ Aiken, Allen, Barclay, ! 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie Boyce, || 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, į 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Da- ; 
vidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florenec, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- | 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampon W. Harris, Thomas L. : 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, | 


Lumpkin, Samue) S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Quecn, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Ort, Peek, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 


Shorter, Samuel A. Smitb, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, || 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, : 


Winslow, and John V. Wright. 


For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- ; 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, ! 


a 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holoway, Thomas R. Hor- : 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Qughston, King, Knapp, ; 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, | 
McCarty, Meacham, Kiilan Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, ' 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, i 
Pringle, Purviance, : 


Wade, : 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- i 
burne, BHibu B. Washburne, Israet Washburn, Watson, ! 


oster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoftman, Kennett, Lake, | 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Mill- ! 
ward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, | 


Bishop, ; 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James ; 
H. Campbell, Lewis Ð. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, } 
Cumback, | 


Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, : 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, i 

nton, Stranahan, Tappan, | 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wakeman, į 


Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lind- | 


ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 


T Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade; Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
? 


William. R. Smith, Sneed, Swope; Frippe, Underwood; 
Valk, Walker; Whitney, and Zollicoffer. ° š ; 
For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Duan, Edwards, H 

Haven, Moore, and Seott. oe ee 

For Myr. Orr-—Messrs. Williams and Richardson. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 22 ive 

For Mr. Quitman-=Mr. Evans, = pont S 

For Mr. Porter~Mr. Henry M. Fuller. | 
_ The House proceeded to vote. the eighty-1 
time. for Speaker, with the. following; 
Whole number of votes cast, 219; necessa, 
choice, 110; of which— D 

Nathanial P. Banks received. 

William A. Richardson © ;.. 

Henry M. Puller ierices. 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 

James L. Orr.. 

Jolm Williams...... 

Güchrist Porter..... oe 

John A. Quitmanii.ceccce dees 

So there was no: choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: f 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bara: Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covade, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hot- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard,* Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Olivér, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, ‘Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, BHibu B. Washburne, israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. Vy 

For Mr. Richardson -—~ Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. . Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, El- 
liott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, 
xoode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Hickman, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
lin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Shorter, Samual A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Weils, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller — Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Fo-ter, J. Morrison. Harris, Hofman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey. Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricand, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zonicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington — Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harri- 
son, Haven, Moore, and Scott. ; 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr, Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Evans. 

Mr. WALKER. I rise for the purpose of 
offering a resolution, in the hope of facilitating 
the organization of the House. We have been 
engaged in, thus far, wholly ineffectual efforts to 
obtain that end. It is known to the House and 
the country that such have been the facts. . It is 
known here and elsewhere what are the obstacles, 
in the way of effecting that organization, and the 
whole is resol ved into this simple truth—that party 
feeling on all sides of this: House is so fixed as 
to have thus far prevented anything like a codp- 
eration and a union between the conservative 
elements of the body. On one side, sir, we have 
seen presented a large, firm body, under the name 
of the Republican party, uniformly casting their 
uffrages for a distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banxs,] and solely ona great sec- 
tional question. In another portion of the House, 
we see what the press of the country has termed 
“ the immortal seventy-four,”’ rendering their sup- 
port for a distinguished gentleman from the State 
of Illinois, (Mr. Ricnarpsoy,] predicating their 
support for that gentleman upon his identity with 
a well-known political measure. We know that 
there is a third and still smaller party here, comi- 
posed, as we believe, of men eminently conserva- 
tive in their political opinions, of men desirous 
of effecting such an organization here as shall 
insure good order and decorum in this body, as 
shall insure everywhere, as far as the presiding 
oficer of this body can have the power of insur- 
ing it, a strict observance of all the obligations 
of the great organic law of the land. Thus far, 
as I have said, these barriers have risen, day after 
day, against bringing about a good and healthful 
organization. 
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"The time ‘has come, sir, when the country is 

demanding that we should do something more 

than waste our time and the general’ treasury in 

these unavailing efforts; and I trust that the reso- 

lution which T now offer may receive the sanc- 

tion of a majority of this body. “I bave cast my | 
eye over the entire ‘House. -I have taken as a 

candidate for the Speakership a gentleman not 

entirely identified with any of the parties now 

arrayed against each other inthis country—a man 

of high character; a man of unquestioned mark | 
and ability; a man of singular firmness. óf pur- 
pose, a wian having that rare: independence of 
spirit. which moves him in high party times, | 
although temporarily acting with a great party of 
the land, to rise in his’ place on this floor, and to 
truthfully and manfully indicate to the House 
and the country his desire and his wish that we 
should organize with the union and conservative 
elements of the House; a. man called, itis true, a 
Demoerat, but one who has said here that he does 
not claim to belong to that. party in the strict 
technical and party sense of the term; but thathe 
acts with that party because of a general coinci- 
dence and harmony. of: opinion; a man who has | 
said that he was not in the caucus which nomin- 
ated the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricwarp- | 
soni] that he had ‘nothing to do with that caucus; | 
that he refused to go into it; that his support of 
that gentleman was not the result of any mere 
party inclination on his partut a support reon- 
dered because he knew and felt that the gentle- | 
man from Illinois was sound on what he con- 
ceived to be the great ruling question of the day. 
Now, sir, itis known that for weeks past I have, 
day after day, steadily and unflinchingly given my 
suffrage for a distinguished gentleman fiom the | 
State of Pennsylvania, [Mr. Henry M. FuLLER.] | 
I have seen and felt for days past, that it is be- | 
yond my power, and the power of the small body 
of men wilh whom it has been my honor to; 
act, to carry out our wishes, and: to put him in 
that chair; and if I now withdraw my support | 
from him, I take this occasion to say that it is in | 
nowise from any distrust that I have either as | 
to his competency or his patriotism; but it is | 
nothing but the result of conviction of my mind | 
that we have not the ability to place him where 
we desire, ; | 

Mr. Clerk, I have said far more than I designed; | 
and l have risen merely for the purpose of making 
one more effort to bring about the organization 
of this House on a sound and true basis, by taking 
aman not obnoxious as a mere party man—a 
man standing somewhat by himself, and on his | 
own independence. I hold in my hand a resolu- | 
tion, which is in. these words: 

Resoived, That the Hon. Winitiam W. Boyer, of South 
Carolina, bu declared the Speaker of this House: . 

T offer it in the same spirit that induced mé, on 
the 18th of last month, to suggest to this House ! 
that there should be a conference of the conserva- | 
tive elements of all partics to be called and held, 
in the hope and for the purpose, if possible, of 
bringing about and insuring a proper organiza- | 
tion of this body. Inthe same spirit; I now offer! 
the resolution. What its fate- may be here, [i 
cannot tell; but, sir, it is made in good faith; and: 
for one I shall render the gentleman named a, 
cheerful and ready support, because it is duc to | 
him asa. man and a ‘politician. I think that it | 
holds out the promise of a result which is so much | 
desired by all good men. i 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Mr. Clerk, I move to | 
amend that resolution by striking out the name | 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Boyce, J and to insert in lieu thereof the name of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] 

Mr. CADWALADER: Irise to a point of | 
order, I hold thay the amendment is. not in or- | 
der. ; | 

Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir; the purpose which | 
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Wawa] had | 
in view is somewhat departed from. {Laughter.] i} 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the | 
amendment is in order. \ 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Mr. Clerk, Lam as much i 
disposed to be conciliatory as any other man can | 
pretend to be, but I like’ to be conciliatory on 
principle. I have some doubts in regard to terms | 
which have been freely used in this House, which | 
I desire to have explained before I can vote for | 
any resolution such as has been proposed by the ! 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Warxer.] The! 


i] 
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gentleman very courteously informed thi “House, 
in his designation of the different parties, that 


» Which he char- 


~ Mr. WALKER. The gentleman misunder- | 
stands me. : Te 

“Mr. GALLOWAY. Conservative, then: 

“Mr WALKER. I used no such terms as the 
gentleman attributes tome. ` 

Mr: GALLOWAY. The inference is irresist- 
ible, that if one is sectional the other is something 
else. -What that something ¢lse is, has been dis- 
tinctively and disagreeably indicated by many 
gentlemen on this floor. e have heard the term 
national again and again. Now I-am a native 
of thiscountry, and I claim to be a descendant of 
the men who showed their nationality by life and 
labors for the cause of freedom, and Lalrays had 
an impression that the greatelement of nationality 
in our country was freedom. J supposed thatthat 
wasa cardinal object of the noble men that framed 
the Constitution. In the preamble of that instru- 
ment, as I understand, they declared that their 
object. was to form a more perfect union, to pro- 
mote the general welfare, and to secure to them- 
selves end their posterity the blessings of liberty. 
And it docs notappear, among the patriotic objects 
set forth in that preamble, that they had any idea 
of a certain element of nationality which has re- 
cently arisen in this country. They had before 
them, as the great, prominent object of their effort, 
the preservation and perpetuation of freedom. 

We hold that to be the great clement of nation- 
ality at the present time; and so, without intend- 
ing to prejudice those. who differ from us, we 
hold as the great purpose of our efforts at this 
time in attempting to organize this House, that 
same element of freedom; and wherever we go, 
in any part of this land, when we arc interrogated 
as to what is the great clement of our nationality, 
we say, as the fathers of the Constitution did, 
that itis to secure to ourselves and to posterity 
the blessings of liberty. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Nig- 
ger posterity ? 

r.GALLOWAY. Well, sir, I have none of 
that sort; but I should very much dislike to vouch 
for others on this floor. [Long-continued roars of 
laughter.] Isay that, wherever we go, we can 
hold up this element of nationality to the world. 
If, for example, a gentleman should go from this 
highly-favered land, crowned with the blessings of 
liberty, to other lands, and should travel through 
England, or Austria, or Russia, and should be 
asked what his element of nationalityis, he would 
reply. freedom, and it would be understood; but 
if, on the other hand, he should answer that sla- 
very is the fundamental principle of our nation- 
ality, they would reply that that has been the 
foundation clement of the nationality of all the 
despotisms that have crushed humanity in all 
parts of the world. I say, then, Mr. Clerk, that 
we are the men who hold and maintain a great 
distinctive element of nationality, by which we 
may be known throughout the world; and it does 
not come withggn attractive grace from any gen- 
tleman in thisWtouse to charge upon us section- 
alism, when we base our efforts upon the same 
great cardinal principles von which were based 
the efforts of the men who secured to us the 
blessings of liberty. 

I do not propose to go into an argument to 
show that we are traveling in the footsteps of 
those ‘illustrious predecessors.” I rose merely 
to repel the insinuation—ay, not the insinuation, 
but the direct charge, that the gentlemen who are 
my coadjutors in thigpart of the House are sec- 
tionalin their views. Mrain andagain have we been 
met in this House by the charge of Abolitionism. 
What do these gentlemen mean by “ Abolition- 
ism??? Is their idea upon that subject as indis- 
tinct and undefinable as their peculiar clement of 
nationality? If they mean by Abolitionism the 
non-extension of slavery into territory that is now 
free, we are Abolitionists, as were the gallant 
founders of our Republic. Bat if they mean by 
it the breaking down of the distinctions of caste, 
deranging social order, or disturbing the true do- 
mestic relations, gentlemen, we present ourselves 
as clean on tnat whole subject, and let those who 
are as untarnished as we are say so upon this 
floor. I am willing, as ene of the members on 


} 


t 


; , to hë classified among the 
faihers-of the. Republic, by sympathy of senti» 
ment, and to be characterized by epithets that we 
understand; but when gentlemen convey by terms 
an idea disrespectful to our dignity.of character, 
oF to our attachment to the Constitution and to 
the principles of- our-country, we indignantly 


fwepel the accusations... 


ww, Mr: Clerk, hear afew additional remarks. 
THF gentlemen: who are representing the peculiar 
administration ofthis country join with others in 
characterizing us as sectional. Does it- become 
the Pretorian band ofthe Administration, which 
rode into power upon a high tide of popularity 
some two or three years ago, and has now dwin- 
died into a feeble insignificance—does it become 
those gentlemen to taunt us with not organizing 
this House? Where is the glory that character- 
ized that Administration some two years ago? 
Where are the prestige and the prosperity in 
which they then gloried? Ah! where are they? 
Why have the prosperity and power of that Ad- 
-ministration become so suddenly and sadly ob- 
secured? Has. it been because your element of 
nationality has reduced the power of the Admin- 
istration? fso, can only ask an increase of 
that same element, and in a short time the power 
of this Administration cannot be either defined or 
described; if will not be a calculable quantity. 
And now, Mr. Clerk, I think ‘it is’ respectful in 
those of us who constitute a plurality in this 
House, to ask that we who represent the most 
powerful constituency. and the preponderating 
vote in this country shall choose the Speaker of 
this House. Ihave no other means of ascertain- 
ing what is nationality, except by the expression 
of the nation. These gentlemen may be national 
ex non natione; as lucus was said to be lucus a non 
lucendo. But we are national, because we repre- 
sent a larger portion of the free people of this 
nation than is represented by both classes of 
our opponents on this floor., So far, then, as 
members are concerned, we claim the epithet of 
national; and so far as the great distinctive, per- 
vading, penetrating element of all that consti- 
tutes our glory and our grandeur is concerned, 
Freedom, we claim to be national. : 

Mr. DUNN. I would inquire if the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, GaLLo- 
way] is still subject to amendment by striking 
out the name of Mr. Banus, and substituting the 
name of another gentleman ? 

The CLERK. It is still subject to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DUNN. In that form? 

The CLERK. So the Clerk thinks. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Clerk, I am just as anxious 
for the organization of this House as any mem- 
ber is, or ought to be; but, at the same time, I 
desire whatever organization shall take place 
shall be such a one as will, as far as practicable, 
under existing circumstances, secure some de- 
grec of harmony in all quarters, and particularly 
amongst those of us anxiously wishing the ac- 
complishment of one object. I want no extreme 
representation, but one whose moderation will 
command respect, while his fixed principles will 
secure our ends. aa 

Now, sir, I wish to say,’in order to cut this 
matter short, that it is well known, by most 
members upon this floor, that matters have been 
transpiring for weeks past, and have at last taken 
a form that render it, as far as I know or can 
sce, utterly impossible for some of us to cast our 
votes for the gentleman from Massachusctts, 
(Mr. Baxxs.] We have not created that condi- 


tion of things, nor are we responsible for it. It 
has been forced here by others. You, gentlemen, 


if willing, can accommodate and settle this difi- 
culty. I have a preposition to make with a view 


| to that accommodation; and I make it without 
having a personal preference in any direction. T 


have selected a gentleman who has had enough 
experience to preside over our deliberations; onc 
of undoubted integrity; onc who is true to you 
upon the great subject you have so much at heart, 
and one whose antecedents are Democratie, and 
therefore differing from my own. He is every 
way worthy of cur confidence. I present him to 
you in order to get clear of the difficulties which 
some have suggesied. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the name of Mr. 
Bayxs, and inserting in lieu thereof the name of 
Mr, Lerrer, of Chio. Gentlemen, we can agree 
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there if we try; and there are many others on 
whom we can unite. 

Mr. LEITER. I take the liberty again to say 
to this House, that under no circumstances will 
Į permit the use of my name. in connection with 
the office of Speaker of this House. It has been 
charged that I desired that office.. Et has been 
charged, because I have received a few votes 
here, from time. to time, that I, perhaps, was 
Operating in such a manner as to embarrass: the 
organization of this House. I have no aspiration 
for any such position as that proposed for me by 
the gentleman from Indiana; and I cannot, under 
any circumstances, permit the use of my namé 
in that connection. I therefore ask my friend— 
for I say to him that I recognize in him a good, 
generous, warm-hearted friend and gentleman, 
for whom I entertain the highest regard—that his 
regard for me will not permit the use-of my-name 
in the connection in which he has put it, espe- 
cially when I ask it at his hands and the hands 
of the House. 

Mr. SAGE here obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire, then, to change my 
motion, and hope the gentleman from New York 
will yield me the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. SAGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. I will, at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lerrer,] withdraw his 
name from. my amendment. It was not upon 
consultation with him or with any one clse that 
I proposed his name, but upon my own judgment 
of what was best. I withdraw his name, and 
in lieu thereof substitute the name of ALEXANDER 
C. M. Penxixeron, of New Jersey. 

Mr. SAGE. I rose for the purpose of making 
a motion which will terminate this debate, and 
advance our efforts for an organization of the 
House. I move to lay the resolution and the 
amendment upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Mainc. 
yeas and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 141, nays 75; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Binghain, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Buffington, 
Burlingame, Cadwalader, James TL @ampbdell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Chaflec, Bara CRP, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covede, 
Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Da- 
vidson, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Mmrie, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, An- 
gustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris 


I demand the 


“homas L. Harris, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen | 


tine BR. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughiston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Humi 


phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, i 


McMullin, MeQuecn, Meacham, Kilian Miler, Spiti 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Mordces 
Oliver, Orr, Parker, P Pelton, Pennington, P 
Phelps, Pike, Poweil, Pringle, Purviance, Reade, Ri 
Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher 
Simmons, William: Smith, Sneed, Stephens, St 
Swope, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Trafton, V 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, 
ader C. Waskburne, Elihu B. Washbarne, Israc 
burn, Watson, Weleh, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodrult, Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zoilicofter— 
M1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Ball, Barclay, Honry 8. Bennett, 
Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Broom, John P. Campbell, Caskie 
Clawson, Cox, lienry Winter Davis 
Duna, Edmundson, Edwards, 


didge, Savage, Scott smith, Willian 
R. Smith, Spinner, 
Todd, Trippe, Tyso 


Wheeler, and Whitney—75. 
So the resolution was laid upon the table. 


Shorter, Samuei A. 


Pending the call of the roll, the following de- | 


bate took place: 

Mr. KNOWLTON. A word of explanation 
as to my vote. For the purpose of having an 
opportunity to vote upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana, |Mr. Duny,] if 
this resolution is. not laid upon the table, I vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Mr. Clerk, in voting on 
this motion, I do not now intend to commit my- 
self to cither of the propositions now before the 
House; but I prefer a direct vote on these propo- 
sitions, and, without changing my preference, I 


nton, Stewart, ‘Palbott, fhorington, | 
ny, Underwood, Walker, Watkins, | 


“myself in favor ofthe proposition now. before 


| that sort; and, besides that, he is an accomplished 


| tothe House will b 


desire to see the developments which a vote. upon 
these resolutions will exhibit. -I therefore vote 
against laying the subject on the table. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Without. compromising 


the House, as our friends of the Opposition. are 
amiably disposed this morning I shall vote against 
laying the resolution upon the table, in order to 
give them:a chance to do something for the good 
of the country. I-desire to give them a chance 
to shape things to suit.themselves; 1 vote no. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I shall state very briefly the 
reasons which will govern my vote. The hon- 
orable gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Boreer,].now proposed for the speakership of 
this House, was a member of the last House of 
Representatives. He declared very emphatically 
in a very sound speech, as he deemed it, and very 
clearly, that he considered a dissolution of this 
Union certain, but that it was a mere question of 
time. During the short session which we have 
already had here, he has again declared that he 
represents a particular branch of the southern 
Democracy, of which the great pattern is Mr. 
Calhoun. We know what thatis. Now, sir, I 
am in favor of this Union, and my constituents 
are in favor of it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to a question of 
order. This debate is not in order. 

The CLERK. It can only continue by unani- 
mous consent. [Cries of ‘ Let him go on!’’] 

Mr. FAULKNER. Well, as there is a gen- 
eral disposition to hear explanations, I withdraw 
my objection. 

‘The CLERK. If there is no objection the gen- 
tleman will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In regard to the personal 
qualifications of the gentleman from South Car- | 
olina for the chair, independent of the polities 
which he r sents, I must say I know no person 
for whom 1 would vote with both hands, with 
more pleasure, than for that gentleman. He is 
undoubtedly very well qualified for anything of 


gentleman, as everybody knows. But, sir, all 
that has nothing to do with our votes. Now, 
the gentleman who proposed it probably expected 
Massachusetts to come to his aid, [laughter,] be- 
cause I find that the Charleston Mercury—which | 
is the only paper which I have seen from that 

part of the country—justifies the extreme law 

which passed the Massachusetts Legislature by 

acclamation, though vetoed by the Governor. 

‘That paper represents Mr. Calhoun’s doctrines. 

It claims that Massachusetts has the right to pass | 
such a law—that it has the constitutional power 
to do it. Now, the fact that so many gentlemen 
here are voting to make the gentleman from South 
Carclina Speaker of this House, shows, to my 
mind, that nullification is so much a bugbear to 
them only because it is not theirs. [Laughter.] 
if they had the power to swecp away treaties, 
they would drive the Cherokees into the woods, 
and nullification would not be in their way at all. 
Now, these gentlemen denounce us as * Black 
Republicans.” Whatif we should call them hard 
names—names which may easily be imagined 
from what I have said, and wich would be 
justified by facts—what would they think? But 
we will not do it. We have been voting for 
weeks for the organization of this House, but I 
want gentlemen to know that there must be an 
end to these things some time. There are two 
sides and two parties. [Here some member; 


! called to order.] Of course 1 have explained the | 


reasons why I vote ay. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Before I cast my vote | 
I wish to know what the state of the question | 
will be in the event that Š. resolation is not | 
laid upen the table. If I understand the matter ! 
aright, if this motion fails, the question presented : 
ea choice between Mr. Bangs | 
yeron; that is, whether the name | 
‘ken out, and that of | 


i 
{Laughter.] | 
i 
f 


and Mr. Per 
of Mr. Banx 
Mr. PenxN substituted., . i 
The CLERK. The Clerk understands that: 
such willbe the question presented to the Efouse 
if the resolution js not Jaid upon the table. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. As I do not desire to 
lace myself in a position where I shall be com- | 
pelled to take my choice between these two gen- i 
tlemen, I give my vote in the affirmative. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Lhope tne honorable ge 


n-i 


tleman from. South:Carolina.-[: f 
those who haye ‘been voting. for him, will) not 
regard: my vote as: casting: any: reflection upon 
them... I beg leave to say, however, to the genx 
teman- from: Alabama, | Mi. WALKER] and to 
those acting with shim, that whenever; that gens 
tleman and a sufficient. number’ o Use, 
shall have cast their votes. for. Mr. Boycx), or fo 
any other gentleman, to suth an éxtent that it 
can be ascertained that. the national’ Derndcrata 
have it in their power to effect'an-election,; then; 
and not till then, have .they:a right, to expect: a 
yielding or giving way upon the part- ofthe nat 
tional Democrats. Sir, 1 esteem: preéminently: 
the gentleman from South Carolina; but, like the 
gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. Gresnwoon,} I 
am not disposed to place myself in a position to 
be compelled to choose between Mr; Bangs and 
Mr. Prennineron, and for that reason I vote ‘in 
the affirmative. : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Clerk, I was prè- 
sent at a meeting of the Democratic members of 
this House, which made a declaration of prin- 
ciples, and nominated the honorable. gentleman 
from Ilinois as their candidate for Speaker. E 
also attended a second meeting of the Democratic 
members of this House, and the proceedings of 
that meeting have all been made public. ‘That 
mecting declared, as I understood, a fixed and 
unalterable determination to adhere to My. Rica- 
arpson until further consultation should be had; 
no matter what proposition might.be made by. 
either of the opposing parties upon this floor. 
Such was my understanding of the proceedings 
of that mecting, and, in accordance with that:de~ 
termination, we have continued to vote for the 
honorable gentleman from Ilinois; 

A proposition is now made to elect the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Boycn}as Speaker 
of this House. Sir, Tindorse every: word which 
has been said of that gentleman by the momber 
from Alabama, as to his high character, talents, 
and his fitness to preside over the deliberations 
of this body; but, sir, I cannot, consistently 
with my obligations to my party and to my pri: 
ciples—beeause principles cannot be carricd out 
except through the instrumentality of party —vote 
for a resolution which would, in effect, be a de- 
sertion of the nominee of our caucus. He is 
still our candidate, and he at least, so far as my 
information extends, has not authorized his name 
to be withdrawn. . lask honorable gentlemen, 
then, who attended that caucus, how they can; 
under these circumstances, vote against Jaying 
this resolution upon the table? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I can answer the gentleman 
for myself, but not for others; and I would like 
the opportunity to do so now, or at some othe 
time. I voted against laying the resolution on the 
table. $ 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I have no objection to 
the gentleman ’s doing so, if the House is willing 
to hear him. 

The CLERK. This whole debate is out of 
order, but it has proceeded without objection from 
any quarter. . 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks a question which I can answer to my 
satisfaction, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman can have 
an opportunity after I have yielded the floor.  { 
believe it isthe duty of the Democratic party to 
maintain its organization here; and how can it be 
done, unless the resolution of the gentleman from 
Alabama is laid upon the table? How can it be 
done if we divide our votes upon this question ? 
I came here in opposition to the Know Nothing 


| party, and pledged to oppose it in any and every 


shape in which it should present itself before the 
country; and for one Lintend to make that pledge 
good, ` Advocating, as I _hondltily believe thoy do, 
proscription from office because of reigious opin- 
ions, in violation of the Constitution, which de- 
clares there i be no religious test for office, I 
jam not willing that the gentleman from Alabama, 
lected to a seat upon this floor by that party, 
ould dictate tome how f shail vote upon the 
election of a Speaker. : 

Mr. WALKER, (interrupting.) I desire: to 
say one word in answer to the gentleman’s last 
remark. I hate dictation as much as the gentie- 
man; and Į desire to repel a charge which cannot 
justly lie at my door. I said that the resolution 
‘was net the olfspring of any spirit of dictation. 
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Tt-was the result of. an ardent and heartfelt desire 
to aid in the organization of this. House. l 
not desire to dictate to. any gentleman upon this 
floor. 

Mr J 
my course to suit the .purpo 
the gentleman from Alabama, 
which. heis associated. : 

“Tt seems to me, then, that-it is our- duty: to 
maintain the organization of the. Democratic 
party—to stand upon our principles. We are} 
not responsible for the non-organization of: this 
House, and we cannot be held to that responsi- 
bility before the country: The Democracy are 
ina minority here of more than eighty votes. | 
The Opposition are responsible, whether they 
agree upon the slavery question or not. ‘Together 
they are making war upon the Democratic party 
and a Democratic Administration; and upon them | 
devolves the responsibility of organizing this 
House; .. Hence, 5 cannot vote for the resolution 
of the gentleman from Alabama. I believe if I 
should give such a vote—and in saying this I do 
not.intend any reflection upon gentlemen who vote 
differently from myself—I ‘should be violating 
my obligations to my party, and imperil the 
interests. of my. constituents. 

Mr.McQUEEN. IfI understand the question, 
the. original proposition is to clect Mr. Boyce as 
Speaker; the first amendment is to strike out the 
name of Mr. Boyce and substitute that of Mr. 
Banxs;, the second amendment is to strike out 
both those names and insert that of Mr. Pennine- ; 
ron. Then I presume that the first vote will be 
taken for the election of Mr. Pennineron, the 
second for that of Mr. Banxs, and the third and 
last for that of Mr. Boyce. Under these circum- 
stances, I vote ay. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I regret to differ from my 
honorable colleague [Mr. Barkspaie] in opinion 
as to the results which, from his remarks, he | 
appears to think will follow from a refusal to lay 


$ 


} 


.BARKSDALE. I am not willing to shape | 
ses or the object.of 


or of the party with 


Ido} 


it is for them to do .so—either. on the floor of 
this’ House or elsewhere. The question now be- 
fore us. is merely one of policy, not of principle. 
For: myself, I am- determined to adhere to the 
prineiples upon which I have hitherto. acted, so- 
ong as my conscience approves of them, and no 
longer... When the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama shall come up for a direct vote, T 
will: prefer first to confer with my own party; 
but; for the present, the only question before the 
House is‘on: laying the resolution on the table, 
and coming’to a direct vote on the various prop- 
ositions.: Ido not:commit myself by my vote 
toeither of them.  Tleave myself entirely uncom- 
mitted, and at liberty-tö vote according to the 
dictates of my own conscience when the direct 
vote shall come before the House. 

I have said, Mr. Clerk, all that I intend to say 
in explanation of my vote. It seems to me that 
many of my friends misconstrue and misappre- 
hend the true question before them. It simply is, 
whether we shall come to a direct vote on these 

ropositions, or whether we shall passthem over. 
it we do come to a direct vote, I shall probably 
be found voting with my party. But I take the 
responsibility of acting from my own suggestion 
on the proposition to lay on the table, because I 
believe that the permanent good of the party with 
which I act, and the permanent good of the coun- 
try, will be promoted by allowing developments 
to take place on the direct vote on these proposi- 
tions. If, as I said before, it be the sense of the 
House to elect Mr. Banks, we must submit to 
the majority. If it be the sense of the House to 
elect Mr. Boyce, I shall rejoice at such a result. 
But I do not mean to act directly on the proposi- 
tion until I shall have met in consultation with 
those with whom I have thus far acted. 

Mr. BOCOCK.. I ask leave to make an ex- 
planation in regard to a point introduced by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Barxspae.] 

Mr. BARKSDALE, (interrupting.) I desire 


these propositions on the table. I have, in com- 
mon with some other gentlemen who have here- | 
tofore acted with me in this House, voted against ! 
laying this resolution on the table; and I wish to | 
say to those gentlemen who think otherwise, that | 
they misapprehend the question. By laying these | 
resolutions and amendments on the table, we shall 
prevent a direct vote on them. Now, I desire a 
direct vote on these propositions. Are gentlemen 
afraid of that? Are there any members of the 
Democratic party afraid to meet either of the 
propositions before the House? Why, they are | 
simply what we have been voting for all along. | 
So long as the Democratic party will continue to | 
vote for Mr. Ricuarvson, I expect that I will also | 
vote for that gentleman, and I will vote against | 
the substitution of any other name for his. But 
I think it essential and important to the interests 
of the party with which F am acting that we 
should hear the developments which will prob- | 
ably be made if we proceed to a direct vote on 
these propositions. What will be the state of 
the question if the motion to lay on the table be | 
not agreed to? In the first place, the House will | 
proceed to vote on the substitution of the name 
of Mr. Pennineron for that of Mr. Banks. If 
that amendment be not adopted, the House will | 
then proceed to vote on the substitution of the | 
name of Mr. Banks for that of Mr. Boyce. Well, 
sir, if a majority of the Fouse approve of electing | 
Mr. Banks as Speaker, so be it. Ido not stand i 
here to prevent the carrying out of the will of a 
majority of this House. It isto be presumed, 
however, that inasmuch as no majority can be | 
found to elect Mr. Banus by a direct vote, neither 
can any majority be found to vote for the amend- | 
ment. Then, ifthe amendment be voted down, the | 
question will come up on the original resolution | 
of the gentleman fi@m Alabama; and then, if the | 
party with which I am acting do not approve of | 
ity my colleague and myself will be found voting 
against this resolution. But I repeat, if the mo- 
tion to lay on the table be negatived, we will | 
probably see some developments which may here- 
after serve the party with which I am acting. In 
my assent to the proceedings of the Democratic | 
caucus, I did not consider myself as precluded | 
from independent action on questions such as 
that now before the House. 
If the gentlemen on the other side of the House, | 
who. support the proposition of the gentleman | 


to make a remark or two in reply to my honor- 
able colleague, [Mr. Quitman,] but if I cannot 
get the floor now for that purpose, I give the 
House notice that I will ask it at some future 
time. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to say one or two 
words, in consequence of some remarks that have 
been made by other gentlemen, and especially in 
consequence of the introduction on this floor of 
proceedings that have taken place elsewhere. 

Now, it is needless for me to say to my breth- 
ren of the Democratic party, with whom I have 
thus far acted, that there has been no man more 
cordial and thorough in his devotion to the prin- 
ciples on which the Democratic party has hith- 
erto stood in this contest than I have been. There 
is no man on this floor, Mr. Clerk, who has. a 
higher appreciation of the character and the ser- 
vices of the honorable gentleman from Ilinois 
(Mr. Ricnarpson] than I have; and no gentle- 
man would go further than I would to make him 
Speaker of this House. I came upon this floor 
at the same time with the honorable gentleman 
from Ilinois.. During the whole time of his ser- 
vice, I have been his associate on this floor, and I 
take pleasure ig saying, that on almost every im- 
portant quest™h which has arisen, so far as I 
now remember, I have found my judgment and 
determination cordially coinciding with his. I 
may therefore say, that I should consider it an 
important achievement, not only for the great 
Democratic party of which I am a member, and 
which, for the country’s good and the country’s 
quiet, I hope soon again to see restored to com- 
‘plete ascendency on this door, but I should con- 
sider it a greater achievement for the Constitution 
and for the nation,if we could secure the election 
.of that honorable genf™man. We have been, how- 
ever, trying to accomplish that object for four or 
five weeks. The prospect now seems to be not 
more bright than it was at the beginning. 

I should not think, therefore, that I was doing 
my duty to my country nor. to my constituents, 
if, with so slight a prospect of electing the gen- 
tleman from Illinois Speaker of this House, I 
should stand here and oppose a proposition to 
elect another gentleman in his stead, when that 
other may be of sound faith, of sound principles, 
and in cordial and thorough coöperation with us 
| on the very platform on which the gentleman 


from Alabama, will tender to us the olive-branch, 


from Ilinois has been nominated. I could, under 


| 
! 
i no circumstances, vote for any gentleman whom | 


I did not consider sound- on the cardinal points 
of our faith. . But, sir, if lam not mistaken, there 
is-no ‘gentleman here ‘who: has- more. cordially 
indorsed. the resolution adopted: atthe original 
caucus: of the Democratic.party of the; House, 
than my honorable friend: from South Carolina, 
[Mr: Bovcsr.].: Again, sir, I say, im justice to 
myself.and to the constituents whom I represent, 
that, though at an earlier period of the session. 1 
might have done’ otherwise, yet atthis stage of 
these proceedings, I cannot stand here to reject 
such a proposition, notwithstanding the fact that 
T Wwould. like exceedingly to have the gentleman 
from Illinois elected. : ` 

Now, Mr. Clerk, another question has been 
raised by the gentleman foin Mississippi, [Mr. 
Barrxspare.] It has been said that the Demo- 
cratic party in the House, by its action in caucus, 
stands committed to adhere to -its candidate. 
Sir, it is always inconvenient, and, I may say, 
that, in my judgment, it is a violation of parlia- 
mentary usage, to introduce the action of a caucus 
upon the floor of a legislative body. The usage 
seems to me to be a sound and discreet one, be- 
cause if one gentleman, for the sake of explain- 
ing his position, brings forward his recollection 
of what was done in caucus, another gentleman, 
holding a different opinion, may feel it incumbent 
upon him to bring out other things which were 
done for the sake of setting himself right. I 
shall not, therefore, go into the action of the 
caucus here, further than. to say that, if the 
gentleman from Mississippi is under the impres- 
sion that there was any understanding among its 
members, in.case the national American party in 
the House presented a candidate here for Speaker, 
standing upon our platform, in such a shape as 
to make his election probable, that in such an 
event we should reject the proposition, I can“ 
only inform him that my recollection is different 
from his. $ 

In relation to myself, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has expressly exonerated me, and I have 
nothing to say on that point by way of further 
explanation. 1 will say a word in relation to other 
gentlemen acting with me. Ido not consider that 
there was any understanding in either of the Dem- 
ocratic caucuses, that in case a proposition was: 
made by the American party in good faith, to 
take a sound an@rcliable man, and there was a 
probability that an election might result from it, 
then the members of those caucuses should be 
pledged to reject it. 

Sir, how are we to know what is the probabil- 
ity of an election? How can we tell what would 
be the effect of the proposition if we lay it on the 
table? I want to see how far the gentleman from 
Alabama has submitted this resolution—I will 
not say in good faith, for I will not question the 
sincerity of the gentleman—but I desire to see 
how far he has moved in concert with those who 
usually act with him on this floor. I desire to 
see whether they will indorse his action as em- 
bodied in the proposition. If this is the result 
of a concerted movement amongst those gentle- 
men, it would place it very nearly in our power 
to effect an election. A little aid from the scat- 
terers would do it. If the members of his party 
do not indorse this movement of the honorable 
gentleman from Alabama, let us show it by bring- 
ing them to the test. 

Thave just been requested by a friend to ask 
the gentleman from Alabama whether, in the prop- 
osition which he has made, he has consulted the 
members of the party with which he acts, and 
has their concurrence? 

Mr. WALKER. Does the gentleman wish 
me to answer now? 


Mr. BOCOCK. No, sir; to save time, I with- 
draw the question. 
Mr. WALKER. Itis very well you do. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not know what the gen- 
tleman from Alabama means by saying, it is very 
well that I do. I will go on to say a word or two 
in relation to the rules of parliamentary practice 


|] arising in this case. 


Some of the gentlemen who have explained 
their positions here have, in my judgment, mis- 
taken the parliamentary proceeding which would 
follow in case the resolution is not laid on the 
table. They appear to think that in that event 
the House and each member of it would be com- 
poea to choose between the gentleman from New 

ersey [Mr. Pennixcron] and the genfleman 


st 
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from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] asan ultimate 
choice... Thatis not the fact. If the motion to 
lay on the table is voted down, the question will 
then recur on striking out the name of Mr. Banks 
and inserting that of Mr. Pexnineton. If it is 
carried in the affirmative, Mr. Pennineron’s 
name will be inserted, and the question will then 
have to be decided between Mr. PENNINGTON 
and Mr. Borce. Otherwise the question will be 
between Mr. Banxs and Mr. Boyce 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER _ I rise to a question of 
order. J ask the Clerk whether the result of the 
vote has been announced? : 

The CLERK. It has not. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then I submit that all 
this discussion is out of order. 
- The CLERK. The Clerk has so stated; but 
it has thus far proceeded without objection. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, I object to its proceed- 

further. 

r. BOCOCK. 


in 
Tonly desire to state the par- 


liamentary law of the case. I hope the gentleman | 


will allow me to go on and finish. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. -I dislike to interrupt 
the gentleman from Virginia, but there are other 
gentlemen here who also desire to make explana- 
tions; and I think the result of the vote had better 
be announced, and then gentlemen may make 
their-explanations in order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Well, sir, I will only say 
that, if this resolution is not laid on the table, a 
vote must ultimately be taken between Mr. Boyce 
and Mr. Pexnineton, or Mr. Banks, or what- 
ever gentleman is named in opposition to him. 
Gentlemen may take whomsoever they will, and 
his strength must be tried with that of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce.) We 
may thus ascertain who is strongest, and whether 
any gentleman can obtaina majority of the House. 
This can only be donc at this time by refusing to 
lay the resolution upon the table. Having said 
this much, I wiil not detain the Fouse by any 
further remarks. 

Mr. READY obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 

entleman that this discussion is all out of order, 
Inasmuch as the result of the vote has not been 
announced. The gentleman from Tennessec has 
raised the question of order, and objects to its 
proceeding further, è 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would merely suggest that 
the gentleman from Tennessee raised his question 
upon me, and, inasmuchas I have concluded m 
remarks, I suppose the question of order falls. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not in 
order for the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Reavy] to proceed with his remarks. 

X Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Imove that the result 
of the vote be announced, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Desiring to understand 
from the Clerk the state of the question in case 
the resolution is not laid on the table, I ask if the 

‘next vote would not be upon striking out the 


name of Mr. Banxs, and inserting that of Mr. j 


PENNINGTON ? 

The CLERK. That question would next be 
submitted to the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then, sir, not desiring to 
make a choice between these two gentlemen for 
Speaker, and not in consideration of anything 
which has fallen from gentlemen on this floor, L 
aesire to change my vote from no to ay. [Cries 
of **Order!’’ ** Announce the vote.*’] 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The question of order having 


been raised, the Clerk must decide that all this | 


discussion is out of order. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Clerk, I have not voted. 
{Laughter.] 

The CLERK. The Clerk begs the gentle- 


man’s pardon; he thought the object of the gen- | 


tleman in rising was to continue the discussion. 
Mr. ORR. I desire'to vote, but, before doing 


80, it may perhaps be well to state, that when this į 


question was first presented, I was considerably 
embarrassed to know how to act. But the votes 
that have been given upon the motion to lay upon 
the table have relieved me from that embarrass- 
ment. I find that eight gentlemen belonging to 


the American party have shown their opposition | 

to the resolution of the gentleman from Jabama, ! 

ey voting to lay it on the table, to wit: Messrs. 
v 


LLEN, Humrurey MARSHALL, ALEXANDER 
K. MARSHALL, READE, SNEED, SWOPE, VALK, 


t 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Rivers, and ZoLLICOFFER: Now, sir, itis evident, 
with that number of the- American party of the 
House hostile to it, if I were to vote'in the neg- 
ative upon laying upon the table, the resolution 
would result in nothing. T therefore vote in the 
affirmative. (= 0 ibe pariin 

Mr. HARRIS; of Hlinois. .Ishallnot make. 
a very lengthy speech to the House. I change 
my vote from no to ay. E : 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Finding that. the 
South Americans [great laughter] are deserting 
us, I change my vote from no to ay. 

[Here a large number of members rose in their 
places, and changed their votes from ay to no, or 
no to ay.] : e 

The CLERK. Tt is impossible for the clerks 
to take down the changes, if members continue 
to change as rapidly as they have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUST. r. Clerk, as gentlemen who 
voted with myself have seen fit to change their 
votes and assign their reasons for doing so, if in 
order I would be glad to state why I shall adhere 
to mine. If, as gentlemen say, it places me in a 
false position, I am willing to occupy it, and meet 
the responsibility, whatever it may be, that_at- 
taches to it. But, sir, I do not think so. My 
understanding is, that the first vote would have 
been upon the proposition to insert the name of 
Mr. Pennineron, as offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, in the place of that of Mr. Banxs, as 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. As that had 
failed or carried, the question next would have 
been upon substituting for the name of Mr. 
Borce, of South Carolina, that of Mr. PENNING- 
ron or Mr. Bangs. If this had carried, I cannot 
perceive the difficulties of the position in which 
we would have been placed, and which seems so 
much to have excited the apprehensions of gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House. I would have 
then moved that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Warrer] as amended be laid 
upon the table. ` 

The CLERK. The gentleman will be kind 
enough to remember that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Rrapy] raised the point of order 
that this debate was out of order. 

Mr. RUST. I would beg the indulgence of 
the House for a few moments longer. [Cries of 
‘Order!’ “Goon!” * Hear him!’”] I would ask 
but two minutes, but one, to state my position to 
the House. [**Go on! go on!’’] It is this: as 
between the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rien- 
ARDsoNn] and any other upon this floor, l prefer him 
immeasurably; but whep I have to decide between 
throwing niy vote away upon him and casting it 
for a gentleman unexceptionable to myself and 
the people whom I represent upon this floor, 
whom we can clect, and effect an organization of 
this House, I shall not hesitate as to my course. 

[When it was announced as above, that the 
resolution and pending amendments were laid on 
the table, loud cries rose from all parts of the 


Hall of ‘Call the rollt? «Go on with the} 
voting °] 
Mr. COVODE. I beg gentlemen’s indulgence 


for a moment. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That from and after Saturday next, no member 
of this House shall be entitled to receive his daily pay until 
a Speaker shail have been elected. 

Mr. KEITT. ‘There is no member who is 
entitled to pay now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania know that any member 
has received pay? 

Mr. NICH OLS. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The question was taken, and the resolution 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope, for the credit of the 
House, that the last vote may by unanimous con- 
sent be disregarded, and that the resolution may 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES. It is too late; the resolution has 
been tabled. 

Mr. MILLWARD. 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers. 


I move that the House 


= i 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MILLWARD 


and Bizxenurst were appointed. , 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; the tellers having reported—ayes 78, 
noes 90. 

[Cries of “ Call the rol P? 

The House then proceeded to vote the ninetieth 


ai 


time for Speaker; with the following result: Whole 


number of votes:cast, 214; 
108;. of which : : 
‘Nathaniel P, Banks received. 3.4 iss 
William. A. Richardson. . . 
Henry M. Puller... sess ze sees 
Alexander.C, M. Pênningtot 
James G. Orr... ce ee E 
John Wiltiams.. 
-Gilebvist Porter. 

John A. Quitman. sssesssies 

So there was no choice. :; TERA 

The following is the vote in detail: = +“ : 

For Mr. Banks—Messts. Albright, Allison, Ball; Barbour; 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop; 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumbacky 
Damrell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson; “Dodd; 
Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert; 
Granger, Grow, RobertB. Hall, Hanan, Holloway, Thonias 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Wughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Maties 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker; 
Pearce, Pelton, Pehnington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade,’ 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C: Wash 
burne, Bllihu B. Washburne,. Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. g 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Henry S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling-’ 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George WwW. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kein, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samue) A. Smith, William: Smith, Steptiens; 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wins- 
Jow, and John V. Wright. lees ; 

For Mr. Fuller ~ Messrs. Broom, Joho P. Campbell, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope 
sree: Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
coffer. : 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr, Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mer. Evans. 


Mr. VALK. I move that the House.do now. 
adjourn. , 

‘The motion was agreed to; and: thereupon. (at 
ten minutes to four o’clock) the House adjourned 
till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 4, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk, 
at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Clerk, yesterday an honor- 
able gentleman from New York [Mr. Simmons] 
made an allusion to opinions expressed by me, 
with reference to the continuance of the Union, — 
I did not think it proper at that time to interrupt 
the House with any remarks of my own, for I 
did not desire to present even the apparent sem- 
blance of wishing to influence the House in their 
choice for Speaker, under the resolution then 
before the House. That state of things being 
entirely removed, I feel at liberty now, very briefly, 
to express my position upon the point referred 
to by the gentleman from New York. 

It is true, Mr. Clerk, that I have had, and still 
have, the most melancholy forebodings as to the 
future of our country. Ihave thought, and I still 


necessary to a.chol 


i think, and J have expressed the opinion, and I 


still express the opinion, that there are circum- 
stances at work which are hurrying us almost 
irresistibly to a disruption. Why do f think this? 
Because, in my opinion—and I speak not as. a 
party man; I speak from the honest convictions 


I of my heart, with entire candor, and not with the 


purpose of influencing any measure or any party 
—because I think that there is a spirit at the 
North, a public opinion growing up, hostile to 
the institutions of the South, that is inconsistent 
with the continuance of the Union. The Consti- 
tution, if I understand it correctly, was the result 
of compromise between the North and the South 
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uot -the. subject-of slavery; it was the résult of a 
spiritcof conciliation and fraternal concord: Fhe 
great men of the North at that day—your Ham- 
iltons, your Jays, your Livingstons, and: your 
Franklins—were. willing. to sink a- sentiment- in 
obtaining a great good. That great good they 
considered the formation. of the Federal Union, 
and to obtain that, they placed in abeyance their 
sentiments of hostility to. the institution of Sle- 
Seren: Rea Gr Ler che cee 

iconsider, first, that at the time: of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, there:was no objection to 
the admission of slave States... Why? Because 
nearly all-of the States of the Confederacy were 
slave States, and -no man: at the North then ob- 
jected to the admission of slave States into the 

nion.: Further: the Constitution adopted by 
the great men of the North, in concert with the 
great mén of the South of that day, in various 
particulars recognizes and acknowledges slavery. 
t does this in that clause which provides for the 
apportionment of representation to the House of 

Representatives; it recognizes slavery in that 
clause which provides for the apportionment of 

-direct taxation; it recognizes slavery in that clause 
which provides that the Federal Government shall 
preserve every State from domestic violence; that 
clause which, provides for the extradition of fugi- 
tive slaves also recognizes slavery, and recognizes 
it pro hac vice in a free State. And further, that 
clause of the Constitution which provides that the 
African slave trade shall continue open for twenty 
years, recognizes. slavery in its most striking 
form. 

I say, then, that the Federal Constitution was 
the result of a spirit of compromise between the 
men of the North and the men of the South on 
the subject of slavery. Without that spirit of 
compromise and concession and concord and 
harmony, the Constitution would never have been 
formed, and the Union would never have existed. 
Well, it strikes me as a logical conciasion that 
the Union can only be preserved by the continu- 
ance of that same spirit of concord and harmony 
and compromise and fraternal concession on the 
part of the North. It has, therefore, been with 
the most profound regret as a lover of my coun- 
try, that I have seen at the North the formation 
of a great party, based upon the single idea of 
hostility to the institutions of the South. The 
only question with me, then, as tothe continuance 
of the Union is, whether that party will take 
possession of the North. If ‘lie do, in my 
opinion the Union is atan end. Well, will that 
pay take possession of the North? L say, and 

say it with the profoundest regret, that] think it 
will—not to-day, perhaps, nor to-morrow, nor the 
next day; but that the tendency of things is such 
thatit will ultimately take possession of the North, 
I entertain but little doubt. Well, what is that 
party pledged to? The great leading idea of that 
party Js that freedom is national and that slavery 
rssectional, ‘That party, then, are obliged, ifthey 
come into power, as is recommended in the reso- 
lations of the State of Maine presented to the 

Senate yesterday, to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, and to prohibit it in all the 


‘Territories arsenals, and dock-yards in the United | 


States. Well, then, it seems to me that if that 
party comes into power pledged to those meas- 
ures, we shall be in the midst of chaos and 
anařchy and revolution, 
No, God forbid that I should. 
my country peaceful and happy. I wish to see 
my country going forward in its great historical 
career, making its mark upon the pages of time, 
and working out its great destiny for the benefit 
of ourselves and of universal humanity. Would 
that it were in my powcr this day to give peace 
to my country! I would drive from this Hall 
and our land the fanatical spirit of discord which 
would destroy that Constitution which the great 
men of our country in its classic era adopted, and 
which we all love. 

Now, why do I think that that party at the 
North will succeed? Because it recommends 
itself to the great sentiment of the North—the 
sentiment of anti-slavery—and because, too, it 
recommends itself to that love of power which 
no people can resist. What people have ever 
deciined to receive power when it was offered to 
them? This great sectional party at the North 
goes upon the idea that, by uniting together at 
the North, they can obtain the control of this | 


But do I desire this? | 
I wish to sce 


Government, and* dispense its: vast: patronage 


| amongst themselves, and reduce. the eopie of- 


the South to a secondary and subordinate con- 
dition, -That is their great idea.. Well, what 
people, I would ask, have ever had the greatness. 
to decline power when offered to them? There 
is-but one-man who stands out on the canvas of 
history. illuminated with the glory of having had 
the magnanimity to decline power. There he is, 
[pointing tothe portrait of Washington;] but no 
people-in ancient or modern times have had the 
magnanimity.to decline powcr. The people of 
the North cannot decline it. That party, therc- 
fore, which. places itself upon the. position of 
giving power to the North, will eventually suc- 
ceed; and when that party does succeed, in my 
opinion the Union will be at an.end. I say it 
in no spirit: of: threat, at all. J am merely ex- 
plaining my position.: I think that this sectional 
anti-slavery party will. succeed at the North,and, 
therefore, that revolution will be inevitable. . But 
I do not desire it; far, far from it. All we ask.of 
you at the North is, to administer the Constitu- 
tion according to the spirit in which your fathers 
adopted it—the spirit of concession, compro- 
mise, and concord; to administer the Govern- 
i ment in the spirit in which it was administered 
f for the first quarter of a century; and then you 
will find the people of the South loyal to the 
Union, and no one more so than myself. What 
a glorious spectacle it would be if such a state 
of things could exist; instead of this, the master 
branch of the Government, being paralyzed and 
disorganized, it would be in action, giving vital- 
ity to the workings of our Government; and 
the hearts of our twenty-five millions of people 
would beat in harmonious unison! Why do 
we hear of treaties abrogated, of threats of send- 
ing naval armaments to hover upon our coasts? 
Why do the masts of hostile ships, perhaps at 
this very moment, cast their malignant shadows 
over our seas? Because our country is torn to 
picces, discordant, distracted by the war one por- 


| tion of the Confederacy have declared against 


the institutions of the other portion. I have the 
most melancholy forebodings as to the ultimate 
consequences growing out of this sectional cru- 
sade. But, ol! that it may be otherwise! 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel called upon to reply, 
in a few words, to the gentleman from South 
Carolina upon a single point. He alluded to the 
spixit whish characterized and influenced the sages 
of the Revolution, and was pleased to allude to a 
distinguished man from Pennsylvania, and to the 
spirit which actuated him and others of that time 
intheireonduct. Lallude to Dr. Franklin. Now, 
sir, for the sake of the truth of history, and for 
the reputation of that great name, I will state what 
were the principles that controlled the action of 
that great man upon the subject of slavery. Ido 
this the more readily this morning because, upon 
another occasion, I have heard the position of 
the State which I have in part the honor to rep- 
resent misrepresented upon this floor in regard to 
this great question. In order that what he has 
deelared to be the principles of Franklin, and 
| those who acted with him, may not go forth to 
the country and create the impression that that 
man was in favor of extending this institution, I 
| wish to call to the remembrance of members pres- 
fent the opimons of that man. Before we had 
acquired our national independence, there was an 
act passed by the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
abolishing slavery in that State. ‘There was also 
a society incorporated by the Legislature which 
had for its object the abolition of slavery, and 
Dr. Franklin was its very first president. [have 
the honor—and I look upon it as a very great 
honor—of having in my possession a certificate 
į which was held by an ancestor of mine, issued 
to him shortly after the Revolution, certifying 
| that he was a member of that honorable society 
at that time. {t is a copper-plate engraving. 
Mr. ORR. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 


cicty for the abolition of slavery in his own State? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it was, and I thank 
the gentleman for calling my attention to it, 
though I should soon have referred to that fact. 
Tt has been declared upon this floor that some 
of the northern States abolished slavery because 
it was their pecuniary interest to do 80, without 
giving them credit for that wide-extended benev- 
olence which actuated them. In reply to such a 


| if the society to which he. alludes was not a so- | 


| statement, Isay that:the:initiative steps. for that 


object were. taken in. Pennaylyania:in-1780, before 
wehad fully acquired our national independence, 
while the revolutionary war was-yet in progress, 
at the: instanceof Dr. Franklin and: his:coadju- 
tors, and the same end was fully consummated by 
the act of 1788. ` T take exception to thedeclara- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, that 
the influence of Dr. Franklin and those-:who acted, 
with him was in. harmony with the spirit which 
actuates. some distinguished southern statesmen 
at this time. I-repel.the accusation that it was 
their intention to extend slavery over territory 
then free. The ordinance of 1787 and cotempo- 
raneous history goes to disprove that declaration. 

Imerely rose for the purpose of making the 
declaration that the influence, example, and téach- 
ing of Dr. Franklin were against the doctrine 
taught at the present day by those who advocate 
the extension of slavery; and that those who 
acted with him had no purpose, no intention, no 
desire to extend that institution over territory 
then free. Their action, their purposes, their ini- 
fluence, history shows, all tended to circumscribe 
slavery to the limits within which it was then 
circumscribed, and not to extend and perpetuate 
it. 

Now, sir, itis said that there is a disposition to 
make war upon the institutions of the States. 
There is. not a disposition to, make war upon 
thoserights, which gentlemen here fear and charge 
upon us. While we declare that we are opposed. 
to the institution of slavery, and irreconcilably 
opposed to its extension, we deny that we have 
any disposition to make war upon it where it 
already exists in the States. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question before he takes his seat. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
this whole debate is out of order. 

Mr. ORR. I believe no objection has been 
made to this debate. I wish to say I do not 
understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania as 
indorsing the speech made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] a few days ago, in which 
he advised the slaves of the South to rise up and 
butcher their masters. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS here sought the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam responsible for what I 
say myself, an@not for what may be said by- 


others. I say that I am opposed to the institu- © 


tion of slavery, and to its extension, but I would 
not interfere with the rights of the States. 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me to set the. gentieman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] right? 

Mr. ORR. I want to know whether the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania indorses the speech of 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

r. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has put words in my mouth which I 
never uttered. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman was understood to» 
use that language. I do not know how he may 
have printed his speech. The gentleman, how- 
ie, cannot provoke me into a controversy with 
him. 

Mr. GIDDINGS here obtained the floor. 

Mr. KNIGHT. I rise to a point of order. All 
this debate is disorderly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. T am sure the gentleman 
will not refuse to allow me to- set myself right 
before the House on the point referred to by the 
gentleman from South Carolina. [Cries of “ Call 
the roll,” and ‘* Hear, hear!??] 

The CLERK. The gentleman will proceed, if 
there is no objection ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I object. 

The CLERK. The gentlemen who have al- 
ready spoken not being objected to, the Clerk 
allowed the debate to proceed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I object to its continuance. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. But the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines]. rises for 
the purpose of explanation. - i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that my 
colleague be permitted to proceed. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have no desire to detain 
this House more than one minute. I think that 
for the last eighteen years I have, in almost every 
speech that I have addressed to this House, suf- 
ficiently disavowed any intention of invading the 
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rights of phe States of this Union.” So careful 
have ‘been, that in nearly every address which T 
fiave made, I have ‘specifically, in spirit and in 
language, avowed that we had no right to legis- 
late for or against slavery in the States. But 
when we wére about to legislate, and were de- 
élaring our right to legislate for Kansas, I stated: 
what L deemed to be the law of’ slavery—the 
sower of the master over his slave. T laid it 
own, in as explicit language as I could com- 
mand, that the slave was deprived of the right of 
defending himself against the master. At that 
point of my remarks the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lercuer] arose and declared on this 
floor, that his slave was protected by the samt 
law as he himself, Then I remarked at once 
that the slaves of Virginia had the right of self- 
defense, and would have a right to protect them- 
selves against the violénce of the master just in 
the ‘same degree as the master had to protect 
himself against the violence of the slave; that 
in such case the right of self-defense would cx- 
tend to that of slaying the assailant if necessary 
to defend himself. And I immediately added 
that the gentleman from Virginia was mistaken 
in what he said—that the law of Virginia gives 
the master this power to defend himself, but 
takes it from the slave. I did say that, if the gen- 
tléeman from Virginia were correct, the slaves of 
that State would have the right of self-defense. 
I mado that statement explicitly, with that quali- 
fication, if that gentleman were right in what he 
stated; and I immediately added that he was 
wrong. I stated that I would give my authority 
for what I said, in my printed speech, and I have 
done so. [Loud cries of “ Call the roll !”] 
k ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


‘i The House then proceeded to vote the nincty- 
sttime for Speaker, with the following result: 
hole number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a 


Henry M. Puller. sssseeeees 
Alexander O. M. Pennington. 
James L. Orreccecceneevees 
Jolin Wiliams. seses errre 
Gilchrist POrter,saessrssraseessoevseeesavereseresa L 


+ Sothere was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—~Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinguurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Glawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Camback, Dam- 
Tel, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 

adie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
stow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
gon, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchic, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorineton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wake- 
mman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Tihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
‘Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

Fort Mr: Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W.. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliot, English, Faulkner, 
Elorence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, i 
‘Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lampkin, Samuel 
S: Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 


Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 


owell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
amuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
Bott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, and 
4Fonn -V.- Wright. 

‘or, Mr. Huller— Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, 
Ba ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
EBvaris; Eustis, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- 
nett; Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Wiliam K. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 


: Underwood, Vaik, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicotfer. 


for Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 


= iior Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 


r Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
Mr. Porter—Mc, Henry M, Fuller. 
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Herbert, ; 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 9, 1856. 


Mr: DUNN. fam éonvinced, Mr. Clerk; that 
all men-must now sée that we are in an entangle- 
ment; out of which Wwe cannot, so far I can see, 
readily extricate oursclves; and being disposed 
to-arrivé at-a ‘solution of the difficulty, without 
regard to ` means, provided they be only not im- 
proper in themselves, I want to make a proposi- 
tion. -What I cannot untie without more labor 
than is reasonable—to make the matter short and 
results practical—I would cut. Sir, I an’ sorry 
that under the rule which we have adopted, there 
are only ten minutes’ time allowed me for the 
explanation of what, I think, if fully understood 
and appreciated, would end our troubles here and 
bring about an organization. [Cries of “Go 
on!”] I thought I saw yesterday a proposition 
which, if it had not been laid on the table, would 
have closed this contest. 1 regretted to see it so 
disposed of. Ido not intend to cast reflections 
upon anybody, to ask the question, who is at 
fault, or to defend any person against imputations 
of fault. But I do ask gentlemen onevery hand, 
is it not time that we should make some effort— 
that somebody should make an effort—to get clear 
of this trouble? I know that my position is not 
just the sppropriate one to make thateffort; but, 
as others do not, I will take the responsibility, 
regardless of positions, or what may be thought 
of them anywhere. 

I shall make no reflection upon gentlemen who 
adhere to their colleague, [Mr. Banxs;] nor upon 


those who, from any consideration, past or exist- | 


ing, rally around him. But I ask them, have they 
not seen, and do we not all sce, that there are 
obstacles here which cannot be passed over, if 
ever, in any reasonable length of time? What, 
then, is the course of wisdom? What, men of 
Massachusetts, is the teaching of your own great 
and glorious history, whenever it has been mani- 
fest that your personal wishes stood in the way 
of the attainment of a great end which we were 
all struggling for? Look at the burning page that 
is before you, and read its teachings. Let me 
ask, in kindness, I beg of you, what is written 
in the history of your own eventful and brilliant 
past. Eight years—almost one eighth of the cx- 
istence of our Government—your children have 
sat in the chair of the speakership of this House. 
There was your Sedgwick, your Varnum, your 
Winthrop. ` And in the other end of the Capitol, 
twelve years of presidency have been yours. Your 
great Adams and your Gerry have been there. 
The scat of highest honor—the Chief Magistracy 
—the great father and the great son, the elder and 
the younger Adams, have occupied. In the na- 
tional Cabinet, from the first, your voice has 
almost always been heard. In our diplomatic re- 
lations, your name has been registered in nearly 
every court upon earth. You have earned these 
honors, and have worn them well. They were 
yours by the highest title—merit. 

I know that “ Judah is a lion’s whelp.’”? From 
“the prey” he has “gone up.” I know that the 
scepter was rightly given to him. But I ask if 
itis not true that a day was to come when others 
were to share the emblem of power? Has not 
that day come? I ask in all kindness, whether, 
when that day has come, an uncompromising 
resistance should be made to its rights? The 
children of the “land of corn and wine,” the 
‘land of bread and vineyards” are here. Their 
garments have been ‘ washed in wine,” and their 


2. 


« clothes in the blood of grapes.” And was it not | 


prescribed that your right to the scepter should 
then cease? Ought you new to object that “a 
law-giver’? should depart from between your 
feet? Ought you to struggle forever? Sir, it is 
not yet seventy years since our prophet fathers, 
from the tops of these high mountains here in the 
Fast, looked out upon our Canaan, then a vast, 
dark wilderness, filled with barbarous men and 
prowling beasts of prey. They gave us their 
blessing—the blessing of liberty forever—and 
told us to go and possess that wilderness. That 
was our portion. We needed no more—we ask 
for no more; for they gave usa free earth—a free 
and honest labor forever. Dimly they saw the 


great futures but they felt that their 
be-a reality. And ibis ee eee 
That wilderness has passed away; those sat 
agë wilds, and savage men; and savage beasts: - 
are gone; and in their stead there stands proudly. 
up, this day, an empire, with all the elements: of: 
greatness, grandeur, end of glory: Her people: 
have been numbered, and they are six millions— 
twice the strength of those who achieved the 'in-~ 
dependence of this nation. We understand the 
cause of all this, Why, then, stand we here in 
idle contests about particular men? Andéther 
land of promise is opened before us. Shall that, 
with its future millions, be blessed as we have 
been blessed? That is the question—not whether 
Judah shall still hold the scepter, which, iù the 
fullness of time, is rightfully anothér’s. T patit 
to you, men of Massachusetts, if the lesson of" 
the past does not say, concede a little? To whom 
is the concession asked to be made? Do we 
wish that the scepter shall pass entirely from 
Abraham, and go to a stranger? On the con- 
trary, do we not only wish that it shall pass froni 
one of his descendants to another? j 
Ohio has long been here. She has never oceu- 
pied & seat there. None of these high places have’ 
been hers. She stands here upon this floor, 
young as she is, only third in point of numbers 
She is second to none—the equal of the proud- 
est in ability, in patriotism, and in devotion to 
the great common cause. Ber claims were mod= 
estly and respectfully submitted here at the begin- 
ning of the session, not exactingly, not perti- 
naciously; meeting a steady repulse, these claims, 
for the sake of harmony, were generously, mag- 
nanimously withdrawn. ‘That harmony was not 
secured, but only increased discord, I will not 
impute this to personalambition. Let everything 
pass away from our minds which can wound or 
irritate; say, if you please, it was the result of mis- ` 
understanding—anything which will turn away 
unkindness, and bring us together in a strong and 
abiding union in feeling, purpose, action. Let 
our strife cease, for it all comes to nothing; blot 
out and forget what has passed, and let us begin 
afresh. That step taken, our efforts will.at once 
be crowned with success. Is this unreasonable? 
It is the lesson taught by Massachusetts herself? 
Your own John Adams passed over your war- 
riors, born to lasting renown amid the smoke and 
flame and carnage of the first great battles of frec- 
dom, and sought in another colony the man who 


| was to command the armies of the Republic, and 


who, as has justly and appropriately been said 
here afew daysago, was destined in that struggle 
to crown himself and his country with an ever- 
lasting fame. That was an example worthy of 
him who gave it, and all honor from all men, 

Now, sir, I proposed on yesterday an amend- 
ment to a resolution that was offered here by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Warxer,] to 
strike out the name which had been inserted for 
the presiding officer of this House, and insert that . 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Leirer.] The 
gentleman from Ohio protested against the use 
of his name in that connection, and, against my 
own judgment as to what was best, upon his 
request I withdrew his name, and substituted 
another in its place. Now I intend again to renew 
the proposition which J then made. I intend to 
present the name of that gentleman for the uso 
of the House. And let me remind him that Cin- 
cinnatus, though in quiet, humble retirement, en- 
gaged at his plow, came, when called, to occupy 
the highest place in Rome, to relieve her from 
peril. Washington did not seek the toils, the 
cares, and the responsibilities of the public ser- 
vice. He stood abashed and trembling when that 
proposition of the distinguished son of Massa- 
chusetts fell upon his unwilling ear; but he stood 
not back when his countrymen required his as- 
sistance in their greatest need. : 

{Here the hammer fell, the time to which the 
honorable gentleman was entitled under the rule 
having expired.] 

[Cries of ‘Go on! go on!”’] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: I hope the hon- 


orable gentleman from Indiana will be. permitted 
to continue his remarks. [Renewed cries of ** Go 
onl?” © No objection !’7] fase 
< Mi: DUNN. I thank the House forits kind 
indulgence- a pa ; f 
“Mx. MeMULLIN,: -‘Lobject. 0 00.58 
: Mr. JONES; of ‘Tennessee. If. there. is. ob- 
jection, L move that the gentleman from Indiana. 
e heard. , ay 3 z 
Mr: MeMULLIN.. I objected not- from any. 
indisposition to. hear the gentleman from Indiana,, 
but because I prefer. that the ten-minute -rule 
should be rescinded. = -. a 
Several Memsers.. Oh, not. Let-him go on. 
Mr. McMULLUIN. Well, sir, as gentlemen 
seem to request it, I will withdraw my objection, 
and allow the. gentleman from Indiana to proceed. 
Mr. JONES. . I suggest, then, that, by unan- 
imous consent, the gentleman from Indiana be 
allowed to continue his remarks for ten minutes 
longer. : 
“My. DUNN. I beg leave again to thank the 
House for this kindness. I shall not trespass 
upon its-indulgence. unreasonably.. I was going 
on to say, that Ihoped. there was no man any- 
where to be-foundin this country, that would dis- 
regard the force of two such illustrious examples 
as those I have named.” The proudest are. not 
abased in following them; the humblest elevates 
himself when he walks in the footsteps of such 
men. None have the right to say nay, when 
called by the wants of the public service to duty. 

Now, sir, I have mentioned the name of the 
gentleman from Ohio, with the reliable informa- 
tion which I have received of his entire fitness 
for the place for’ which I have designated him.. 
He has experience if such duties, and is a man 
of general ability. Gentlemen, he is true to your 
jnterest. He is true to the great lesson of that 
land which was dedicated to freedom and to free 
labor, forever. He has known no other lesson 
but that taught by our great and wonderful his- 
tory. Fle could not be otherwise than truc to 

ou. Does any man doubt it? If there is one, 
et him speak.” He is honest; he is capable; he 
is faithful to the Constitution, These are the 
conceded requisites for’place. He will not betray 
yo: he will not prove. faithless to the cause of 
his country. Why, then, should we hold back 
fora moment? There, I doubt not, we can con- 
centrate our strength, and organize if we will 
but try. 

Gentlemen say that they are embarrassed by 
their old party positions, from the fact that the 
have been Democrats. My answer is, that such 
are the antecedents of the man that I propose. 
Tie has no other; there he is with you. Now, 
what-is your. objection? Let me “know your 
faith by your works ’’ on this proposition. But 
the gentleman himself objects. [base noticed 
already what ought to be a sufficient answer to 
his objections; and because he does object I like 
him none. the less: in my judgment, we should 
all like him the more. These high places should 
not be sought by men, but should seck the man; 
and if we shall establish and steadily adhere to 
that rule of conduct, the generations ofa thousand 
years will rejoice in the blessings which are ours 

_ to-day—not diminished, but still Increased and 
advanced with the march of time. Our insti- 
tutions and our blessings then will not fail, but 
they. will, stand—will endure forever. ‘These 

laces ought not to be regarded as the object of 
individual, of eager, of grasping, of bold-faced 
ambition; and in. the day we surrender them 
to such pursuits, it would be better at once to 
apply the torch and consume all; for it is only 
a vain struggle to preserve that which is passing 
away, and will result only in individual suffering 
to all who come to the rescue. 

I shall present, sir, the name of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Lerrer] as the means of accom- 
modation, I shall notcall for the previous ques- 
tion. Other gentlemen may desire to submit 
amendments. Let that be done. . Let us have 
the amendments. Let us cast about; let us try 
if there is not one man in this House who will 
be acceptable to all. Amend, if you choose, with 
the name of Mr. Bawxs—see if he can command 
a majority. I shall not say one word in dispar- 
agement of that gentleman, 1 point you to an 
existing fact. You know that there ure some 
embarrassments which it is scarcel pee to 
expect. gentlemen can overcome. hings have 


‘there; they 


And I say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Lerrer] that, if at last it shall be found that he 
is the man of our choice, he ought to surrender 
himself to the necessity of the occasion. He 
ought, then, to withdraw the words of repugnance 


which he uttered yesterday. He cannot decline 
the station if we tender it-to him. I know he 
distrusts his own abilities and shrinks from this 
responsibility. He contemplates the whole sub- 
ject with unmixed dismay. Let him arm himself 
with his accustomed fortitude. 
this 

——— “sea of troubles, 

And, by opposing, end them !”? 
Let him be encouraged by tne certain knowledge 
that, in all the trials which may await him, he will 
be surrounded by brave hearts that will comfort, 
and strong arms that will sustain him. I insist 
that he should yield himself to us as a means of 
deliverance, ane’ I beg gentlemen on all sides to let 
his submission be a peace offering, and a bond of 
harmony and concord amongst us. 

Our reconciliation effected, and our differences 
on this subject settled, we may go on harmo- 
niously to the accomplishment of the great work 
which is so earnestly desired by‘ all who have 
been struggling‘on one side of this House. I 
offer, for the purpose of accomplishing these ends, 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
I hope that it may not be laid on the table. We 
should at least make an experiment on the sub- 
ject. Iam perfectly willing to hear and consider 
any amendment which gentlemen may wish to 
offer. 

In conclusion, let me say that I have carefully 
tried to avoid anything that might give offense. 
If one word has escaped me that has in the least 
wounded any man’s feelings, he may be assured 
it was not intentional. References to painful 
subjegts here have ‘necessarily been made, but 
that has been done with as much delicacy as was 
possible in order to be understood. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That BENJAMIN P. LEITER, a Representative 
from the State of Ohio, be, and be hereby is, declared to be 
the Spexker of the House of Representatives of this, the 
‘Snirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Clerk, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] has represented 
us as being in an entanglement. To whatever ex- 
tent that may be truc, those of us who are acting 
witha large majority of the anti-Nebraska strength 
of this House feel that that honorable gentleman, 
and a very few other equally honorable gentle- 
men who were elected like him on similar issues, 
have it in their power to help us out of this en- 
tanglement. We do not wish to be severe. We 
do not, and we will not, indulge in harsh words, 
or in any unkind feelings towards those gentle- 
men, he great mass of the anti-Nebraska 
strength on this floor has come up here from 
different parts of the country to represent and to 
act on a great principle; and we do fecl, sir, and 
comprehend the propriety of a few gentlemen 
presenting to us, who are united on a man whom 
even our enemies admit to be preéminently fitted 
for the position, a proposition that we shall leave 
that man and vote for another. 

The honorable gentleman from Indiana has 
spoken eloquently of the great West. Sir, the 
far East appreciate the great and giant West. 
The cords which bind us together are indisso- 
luble. Our sons and our daughters have gone 
ere; | “have taken with them our capital; 
they have made for themselves homes; and they 


Let him face | 


| tion of the Union. 


well be proud. 2 

The gentleman from Indiana has said, *‘ Let us 
be reconciled.” I hope, Mr. Clerk, that we 
anti-Nebraska men have not yet got so far from 
each other that the use of that term is appropri- 
ate. We came here—I speak. now of anti-Ne- 
braska men—entertaining differences of opinion 
upon some other questions. We have been in 
session balloting for five long weeks, it is true; 
but what are five weeks? hat is a war or 
strife, if you choose to call it so, of five weeks’ 
duration when weighed in the scale with human 
liberty? Mr. Clerk, I am free to declare, as one 
membr of this House, that I am willing calmly 
to remain here for five weeks, or even for five 
months longer, contending for the great princi- 
ples which underlie this struggle—not from any 
personal preference for any man, or for a man 
from any particular State, but contending for 
those great principles which, in our estimation, 
lie deep down at the foundation of all that is 
valuable in this Government—the principles of 
human freedom as opposed to oppression and 
slavery.” ‘ 

The honorable gentleman from South ,Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Borce,}] who has spoken’ this morn- 
ing, has taken occasion. to say that “there are 
circumstances at work that must produce a dis- 
ruption of this Government.” I beg to say to 
that honorable gentleman, and to those gentle- 
men who codperate with him, that it is just as 
they please about that. I wish to be distinctly 
understood. We are not alarmed at these declar- 
ations. If gentlemen are pleased to. declare that 
there are circumstances at work that must neces- 
sarily produce a disruption of this Union, I sa 
to them, as a Representative from a free State, it 
is just as you please about that, gentlemen ! 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
gentleman that his time has more than expired. 
[Cries of “ Go on l”? from all parts of the Hall.) 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Clerk, I thank. the 


| gentlemen of this House for their courtesy, es- 


pecially as. lam a young man and anew man 
here. I was about to say, sir, that we of the 
free States have no idea of producing a disrup- 
We want to preserve this 
Union, and, God helping us, we will preserve it 
for all coming time, to spread the blessings of 
liberty throughout all our vast domain, and to stand 


| a spectacle before the whole world of what liberty 
| and freedom can do for a nation. 


That is what 
we intend to do, bùt if gentlemen will go out —~. 
Ah, Mr. Clerk, I do not like to use such language. 
I never like to speak of disunion. We do not 
talk of it at the North. [A Voice. You are 
talking of it now.] A gentleman over the wa 

says lam speaking of it now. Sir, when these 


i Ars 
words are put into our mouths and crowded upon 


us here, how can we help referring to it? e. 


* 


mourn over it. Weare willing to take the ground 
that our. fathers took, and to do what the great 
men of the North, to whom the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina has-referred,were will- 
ing to do. I ask the honorable gentleman what 
the great men of the. South were: willing to do? 
What did your own immortal Jefferson, a part 
of whose reputation we claim, although he wasa 
southern man,--and we claim him as the: father 
of true and pure Democracy—what was he will- 
ing to do? To draw a prohibition against the 
introduction of slavery into territory that, was 
free, and that is what we who. claim to-be the 
true, real Democracy of the present day ask, and 
nothing more. But we cannot follow the lead of 
the sham Democracy of this day, who have back- 
slidden from. Jefferson, and whose once proud 
banner is now trailing in the dust of slavery. 

When gentlemen talk about conciliation, com- 
promise, and harmony, we say to them distinctly, 
if they expect harmony and: conciliation when 
they are asking everything for slavery, when the 
whole policy of their Administration, within its 
present short term, has been changed upon this 
question, we say to them distinctly, you cannot ex- 
pect harmony upon that ground. “We were will- 
Ing—I say we, the great mass of the free States— 
were settling down into a willingness, reluctantly, 
to be sure, to have harmony upon the compro- 
mise of 1850. But this Administration comes in 
and breaks ground anew. After having put upon 
its banner, ‘no further agitation of slavery,” not 
a single Administration is permitted to close be- 
fore they force upon the country the greatest 
agitation which has ever been known inthis land. 
And now, before that agitation, which they them- 
selves commenced, has had time tobe quieted and 
settled, as it will be settled, by the freemen of this 
country, they rise heré and talk of harmony, 
compromise, and concession. We say to them 
in all sincerity, we wish for principles first—those 
groat principles of human freedom for which our 
fathers contended. Docs the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] believe 
that the great Father of his Country, who stands 
there upon the canvas, [pointing to a portrait of 
‘Washington,] fought and lead on this nation to 
victory, for the purpose of spreading abroad the 
institution of slavery ?. He would not so slander 
the character of that great man. He had the 
cause of freedom in his great patriotic heart, and 
it was that which lead him on, and caused him to 
lead on our armies to victory. 

With these remarks, and again thanking the 
House for their kindness and attention, I have 

.Only to say, as onè member of this House, not 
as an eastern man, or a northern man, but one 
who has come here representing a great princi- 
ple—the anti-Nebraska and anti-slavery-exten- 
sion principle—we ought to continue to vote for 
the honorable gentleman for whom we have voted, 
because we can unite more votes upon: him than 
we can upon any other man, and because he is 
preéminently qualified to fill that honorable sta- 
tion. 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to present to the 
House my views in regard. to the entanglement 
referfed to by the honorable gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Doxx;] and first, I wish to call his 
attention and the attention of the House to one 
single fact. The gentleman alluded to the North- 
west Territory, or rather to the States formed out 
ofthat territory; and as I have the honor to repre- 
sent a small portion of that territory, I beg to be 
heard. The State of Ohio, whose honored son 
[Mr. Lerrer] the gentleman himself proposes to 

` place in the chair, was the first-born State from 

that great Territory. But does Ohio come here 
asking that gentleman’s elevation to the speaker- 
ship of this House? Have not nineteen out of 
twenty-one of her Representatives been steadily 
casting their votes for the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts? Then, by what authority 
does the gentleman from Indiana claim this 
honor for the State of Ohio? How does the mat- 
ter stand with reference to the gentleman’s own 
State, Indiana, formed out of a part of that sarme 
territory? Are not all the anti-Nebraska Repre- 
sentatives from his State voting steadily for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, with the excep- 
tion of two ?. How is it with Wisconsin, another 
of those States? Is not every one of her anti- 

Nebraska members acting with the inflexible 

“ one hundred and five,” in favor of the honor- 


| as regards the State of’ Illinois, another of the : 


able gentleman from Massachusetts. How isit 


States formed out of that territory? Is notevery | 
one of her anti-Nebraska Representatives stand- 

ing with us, shoulder to shoulder, and voting for 

the honorable gentleman ‘from Massachusetts? 

How is it with ‘the. State which, in part, I have 

the honor to represent? Why, sir, we have but 

three anti-Nebraska Representatives, and sixt = 

nine times have we voted in-solid column for the 

gentleman from. Massachusetts. What, then, I 

ask, is the voice of the anti-Nebraska sentiment 
of the whole Northwest? 

Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) I would say to 
the gentleman that I studiously avoided reference 
to anything in the ‘slightest Lere criminating, 
and the gentleman’s very questions are a reflection 
upon the conduct of some here who are not an- 
swerable to the gentleman, or to this House, for 
their course upon this subject. 

Mr. HOWARD. : Not at all. 

Mr. DUNN. Such adeclaration does not avoid 
the force of what the gentleman has already said. 
T beg leave to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. And I hope he will answer it. 
Does he not know that the unanimity to which 
he has alluded was brought about by a stress of 
circumstances to which some of the gentlemen 
to whom he refers did not very patiently yield, 
and by influences which they condemned; and I 
ask, further, if he knows where the origin of those 
difficulties commenced? 

Mr. HOWARD. Upon that subject I know 
nothing beyond this general fact: There are, no 
doubt, gentlemen voting for the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts who would not recog- 
nize that gentleman as their own first individval 
choice. It was so with myself. But I deny, so 
far as I know, that any unfair or unreasonable 
pressure has been brought to bear upon any of 
us, except the pressure we all feel—a desire to 
see the House organized. Ifthe gentleman knows 
of any other pressure, it is proper for him to state 
lt. 

Mr. DUNN, (in his seat.) Ido not think it 
proper for me to do so now; but if crimination 
1s to begin, answers may become as unpalatable 
as imputations. 

Mr. HOWARD. Now, sir, having said thus 
much about the Northwest Territory, I say fur- 
ther, that I certainly acknowledge the right of 
even a single member from the Northwest Ter- 
ritory to act freely, unembarrassed, and without 
creating any bitterness of feelings upon the part 
of any other Representative from that quarter. 
They act in view of their responsibility to their 
own constituents. But I speak of the facts of the 
case, and neither explanation, nor anything elsc, 
can alter the facts. Again, I ask what is the 
voice of the Northwest? 

Let me, for a moment, refer to the record as it 
has been made up during the five weeks we have 
been trying to organize this House, and see where 
the responsibility of this failure of organization 
rests. What do we find? We find the honor- 
able gentlemen who are opposed to us are divided 
into two parties, of neither of which will 1 speak 
with the least disrespect. They are divided into 
two parties, and yet they protest that they are 
united, and agree exactly with each other in ref- 
erence to the * nationality” of their views upon 
the slavery question. They agree with each 
other, and they disagree with us. They agree 
in making this the all-important and predominant 
issue, the vital principle on which the peace, the 
prosperity, and—some of them even say—the 
salvation of the country depends. Well, gentle- 
men, if youagree upon the vital principle, why 
do you not unite? 

And there is another thing, sir. This record 
shows forty-one votes for the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Furier.] It 
shows seventy-six votes for the honorable gen- 
tleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson;] and 
both these votes together, according to my arith- 
metic, make one hundred and seventeen. Ibe- 
lieve that the highest vote which has been given 
here is two hundred and twenty-six; and, there- 
fore, these two votes united make a majority of 
the whole. Why, then, do you not, being ina 
majority, as appears by the record, unite and 
organize this House in spite of us, “ factionists 


and sectionalists’? as you call us? Are your | 


I? 


clude his remarks, provided it is not tak 


arty strifes a 
put the qu all 
{ wish to bè so understood. 
“ But suppose that we yielt 
is doubtful which side has got 
the principle, or whether there “i 
either sidé, if thoroughly ‘unite 
concede the point that. some of. thos 
voted for the gentleman from Pennsy ia 
FuLLER) have done so, not from political, 
from personal considerations! «Well, s 
be with the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr.’ 
arpson.]. And, therefore, the ‘united voté 
not show fairly the strength of the principle, 
that alone. Suppose it to be doubtful on which 
side of this great gulf the majority les! ‘And 
there is something laughable about: this gulf. 
Members stand up here and announce that they 
agree with each other upon this vital issue—that 
they want to make the gulf between them’ and 
us as broad and as deep as possible; and we say 
not a word. We stand upon.our bank of the 
gulf, and you on yours. Very well! Who has 
got the majority? The record shows that “you 
have. But if this be erroneous, and if it be true 
that, on the contrary, we have the majority, and 
that we can organize provided all the men on our 
side agree to vote for the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. BAnKs,] still we find 
it difficult to unite We concede that we cannot 
marshal our forces. so. as tọ; bring every. man 
into the ranks. Neither can you., S0, on which. 
ever side of the gulf the majority is, it is impôs- 
sible: to unite that majority. iri, 

But what next? Four times we tendered and 
voted for the plurality rule, which would. have 
ended the strife. Those boasting of their: ‘< na- 
tionality” united to defeat it.. In almost. every 
instance they unite to prevent an organization, 
but refuse to unite to organize even on their own 
basis. Placing myself on this record, I appeal 
to the country, and, if need be, will continue 
voting until the 4th of March, 1857—— 

[Here the hammer ‘fell.} 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor. ee 

Mr. HOWARD.. I hope I will be allowed to 
finish what I was about to say. A 

Several Mempers objected. bas 

Mr. ORR. Ihave no objection to allow the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Howanrp] to-¢on- 
Out 


of my time. Ea 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Let us settle this 
thing, Mr. Clerk. > 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.) I move 
that the resolution limiting the debate to ten 
minutes be rescinded. 

Several MEMBERS. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITE. 1 move to amend, by extending 
the ten-minute ruleto thirty minutes. : ; 

The CLERK. Does'the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce [Mr. ZoLLicorrer] persist in his motion? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Yes. : 

Mr. SMITH. DoJ understand the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to be to rescind 
the ten-minute rule altogether? 

The CLERK. That is the motion. 

Mr. SMITH. I propose to amend the prop- 
osition by striking out “ten minutes,’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘thirty minutes.” 

Several Memsers. Say twenty minutes, instead 


of thirty. 

Mr. VALK. I hope the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Howarp] willbe allowed to finish his 
speech before the question be taken. i 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I amend my proposi- 
tion in such a way as to make it read, to reseind 
the ten-minute rule for this day. [Loud cries of 
“ No, no.”] . 

Mr. ORR. Have I not the floor, Mr. Clerk? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Orr] was recognized by the Clerk 
when the time of the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Howarn] expired. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
make my motion? 

The CLERK. Not without the consent of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. ORR]: ©. 

Mr. ORR. Lhave no objection to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Howarp] going on by 
unanimous consent, provided. it be not taken out 
of my time. ; 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER.. I would inquire how 


On that motion I call the 


Had I not the floor to 


4, 


January 


arolina obtained the 


ORR.. The. Clerk had recognized me.. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER: ‘[thoughtthe Clerkhad 
senized’me: R E 
ike CLERK. The Clerk wasunder the im- 
‘pression that the gentleman from South Carolitia 
[ae Orn] had yielded the floor tothe gentleman 
tom Tennessee [Mr. Zortiċcorrek] to make his 


motions). 5 P aea ; eo 
Mr. HOWARD again took the floor. - 


- Mr. ORR. Am! to understand, Mr. Clerk; that 


consent'is given to the gentlenian from Michigan 
proceeding with his remarks? ~ 

Several Members. : Not at all. TI object. 

The CLERK.: -Objection ‘having been. made, 
the gentleman from Michigan is not inorder. 
«Mr. HOWARD. I simply ask for sich treat- 
ment as has been extended to other members on 
this floor. [Cries of “ Certainly; that is right; 
Tet him have tenmiriutes ‘more.”” Se ee 

‘Mr. ORR. T now yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ZotticorrEer] to make 
his motidsi,-if the House be willing to entertain it 
at this time. 9, : ae i 

Mi ZOLLICOFFER. . Then I renew my 
Yhotion to Suspend the ten-minute'rule for to-day. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. .I niove tolay 
that motion on the table, and call for the yeas 
and nays. at ; 

` Mr. COBB, of Alabama. DoT understand that 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessée (Mr. 
Zorricorrer] has been entertained? 

. The CLERK. The Clerk has entertained that 
motion. 

Mr. COBB. Then I raise this question of order: 
that the question before the House—the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dien] 
«must be disposed of, before the House procee 
to another, ‘I objéct to the rescinding of the ten- 
minute rule, because I think that under it mem- 
bers are able to have the floor quite often enough 
and quite long enough. 

“The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the 
motion. of, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Zoriicorrer] is in order, inasmuch as it has 
reference to right of debate; but as the gentleman 


from Alabama (Mr. Coss] objects, the Clerk re- | 


fers the question to the House for decision. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, if the House has to decide 
everything, I withdraw the point of order. 

The question being on Mr. Wasusurn’s mo- 
tion to. lay on the table the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. ZOLLICOFFER,] on 
which the yéas and nays had been demanded— 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were then. demanded and ordered; and 
Messrs. Dunn ‘and Eustis were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 129; a further count not being demanded. 

So the motion was laid on the table. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not know whether I precisely 
understood the statement of the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Howarp.] I understood him to 
say that the vote for Mr. Ricnarpson with that of 
Mr. Furrer would secure an election of Speaker. 
Now, sir, it is true that at one time Mr. FULLER 
received forty-one votes. Butsincethegentleman 
from. Pennsylvania explained his position, the 
ear vote he has received at any one time 
has been thirty-four. 
some gentlemen who have heretofore voted for 
Mr, Fut.er who are absent, as also are some of 
those voting for Mr. Rictanpson. If all were 
present, the combined vote of the two this morn- 
ing would have been one hundred and seven—not 
a sufficient vumber to secure an election. 

There has been ‘no ‘time since the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Furrer] defined his 
position, when the combined vote for Mr. Fun- 


Ler and Mr, Ricuarpson would not have tacked | 


some six or seven votes—five or six, perhaps— 
certainly five—of a majority of the votes cast. 
But, sir, 1 do not propose to consume the time of 
the House upon this point further. 

Tam, of course, opposed to thé resolution of- 
fered by thegentleman from Indiana, [Mr.Dewy;] 
but I am willing to afford that gentleman an op- 
portunity of haviriga direct, square vote upon his 
resolution. I was éembatrassed in my course 
Peserday upon the resolution of the gentleman 

rom Alabama; [Mr. Warkenr,] in consequence 
of there being two amendments placed. upon it, 
by whieh I should have been compelled to select 


It is known that there are | 


betwéén the names of two: 


my colleague [Mr. Borce] to be. 
should, of course, have voted for it. 
-Tthink it is competent for the House to elect a 
‘Speaker by resohition. The plurality rale can- 
‘ot, of course, prevail by such a course, because 


i Gur votes in its favor; arid hence the prin- 
ciple is just the same as that upon which the 
Housè hasal along been acting in its votes. I 
: say, I am willing to afford the gentleman from 
Indiana an opportunity of having a direct vote 
upon his résolution, and, therefore, without pro- 
posing an amendment, I move the previous ques- 
tion. [Cries of ‘* That’s right !’7] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the géntle- 
man from South Carolina to withdraw that mo- 
tion until I can have the opportunity of saying a 
few words, and I will then renew it. 

Mr. ORR. I will do so. : 

Mr. JONES. I concur in the opinion expressed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, that the 
House can elect by resolution, and that it is 
proper to do so. But, sir, I deny the right of 
this House, or of any man in this House, to 
nominate a man as candidate for Speaker, and 
require me to vote cither for or againsthim. The 
resolution of the gentleman from Indiana, which 
is now before the House, is nothing more than 
the nomination of the gentleman whose name is 
mentioned in the resolution. 

had the honor, sir, on the first day of the 
session, to put in nomination, as the candidate 
of the Democratic party of this House, the name 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson;]} 
and, sir, that name has not been withdrawn. 
When, therefore, the question shall be put upon 
the adoption of that resolution, under tho opera- 
tion of the previous question, if you please, and 
I shall be called upon to respond to the eall of 
my name, I shall vote for Winuiam A. RICHARD- 
son, and I shall requirethat my name be recorded 
as voting for him. .Mr. Clerk, can any gentle- 
man, by getting the floor, put in nomination any 


and require that he shall be first voted for or 
against by the House? 

Mr. ORR. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. No, sir, it is not so, in my 
opinion. Ihave the right to vote for any gen- 
tleman in this House I please. Because any other 
gentleman happens, by chance, to get the floor, 
and put in nomination some one whom he may 
select as candidate, I am not thereby excluded 
from nominating another, and voting for him. 
I say that the effect of such a resolution is nothing 
but a nomination. Thold that the other names 
previously presented are still before the House, 
and we have the right to vote for either of them 
we may see fit. 1 shall, therefore, when called 
upon to vote upon the resolution, vote as though 
the gentleman from Indiana had put the name 
of the gentleman from Ohio, whom he designates. 
Having now explained the reasons for the course 
I expect to pursue, I move the previous question 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a question of order. 
If this is mere nomination, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Jones,]in which 
opinion I entirely concur, [ submit that the pre- 
vious question cannot apply. You cannot call the 
previous question upon the election of Speaker. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state, in reply 
to the question raised by the gentleman from 
Alabama, that there are numerous instances on 
record where the House has elected its officers 
by resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as objecting to that course atall. I have 
no question, as far as my own opinion is con- 
cerned, that it is perfectly competent for the 
House to elect a Speaker by resolution. There 
isno questionaboutibat. But thisis’a mere nom- 
ination, and if other gentlemen choose to vote 
for other gentlemen who are members of the 
House, as they have the right to do, then the 
question will come up as to how they areto be 
recorded, upon a vote purporting to be simply 
upon. the adoption of a resolution. The ques- 
tion has never heretofore been brought up for 
decision. I say, when the vote comes to be 


taken upon the adoption of the resolution, and 


ñ -gentlemen not named : 

‘in the original resolution. Tf T could have voted jj- 

| directly upon the original resolution, declaring 
Speaker, ii 


solution cannot pass unless a majority of p 


gentleman he may choose to name by resolution, į 


body. - 

‘And again: suppose that any one of the par- 
ties of this House had seen fit to adopt this 
mode for the’ election. of a Speaker; that one 
‘member had offered a resòlation to that effect, 
naming for the high position a ‘member of the 
same party—A; that another had moved to 
amend by the insertion, in place of- A; the name 
of B; and that then still another, who was in the 
secret, had moved to strike out and insert C. 
We would then be at the end of the roll. There 
would be a resolution and an amendment, and 
an amendment to an amendment. Everything 
else would be cut off; and there would ‘be ‘an 
election going.on in the House of Representa- 
tives in which members would be compelled to 
vote between men, neither. of whom they are 
willing to accept, and be deprived of the privilege 
of casting their suffrage for their own candi- 
date. i - 

Mr. ORR. Let me say to the geniléman from 
Alabama, that he has a perfect right, in the casé 
which he supposes, to vote in the negative in 
every instance. And if there is not a majority 
of the House in favor of any of the amendments, 
or of the original resolution, ‘in the case which 
he presupposes, he can rise in his place and offer 
his resolution, and have a vote taken on it. j 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam excluded, by the rules 
of the House, from offering an amendment when 
an amendment to an amendment is pending. 
am precluded from offering an amendment after 
the call for the previous question. But the gen- 
tleman says that I can vote in the negative. What 
sort of an election is that? Here is an election 
going on by the House of Representatives. A 
large body, if you please, of its members rise and 
vote no. Who are they voting for? They, vote 
no against the amendments and the original reso- 
lution. Why, sir, thatis notanelection. Thave 
the right to vote for the candidate of my choice. 
I am not required, in an eléction before and in 
the House of Representatives, to come up and 
vote against any man’s candidate, when I am 
denied the permission to vote for my own. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama insist ön his point of order at this time? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly, sir. ‘This is as 
gooda time to scitle the point as any other. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Clerk, I intend to , 
speak to the point of order. I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Alabama in his point of order. 
I think that we can elect a Speaker, or any other 
officer of the House, by resolution, if we see fit 
to do so. Itis in order to make the resolytion. 
This is a motion to elect by resolution, and it is 
therefore in order. “I agree entirely with the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] in the 
argument which he presents on that point. I 
wholly disagree with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Joxes:] He admits that we can elect 
by resolution. Weil, if so, what becomes of his 
argument? He says that, if we can do it legiti- 
mately by resolution, he will vote, when the reso- 
lution is. before him, either ay or no, What I 
have saidis to the point of. order. It is in order, 
in my opinion, for the House to entertain.the 
resolution if they see fit; andif an election is had 
in this way, it is legitimate and proper. I do 
not doubt all that; but I am utterly averse to that 
mode of electing a Speaker of this House. Tam 
against the resolution, not only on the merits of 
the individual proposed, butas tothe manner. It 
is legitimate and proper, if the House choose that 
mode, but I prefer to proceed viva voce, as we have 
been doing. Therefore, without deiaining the 
House any longer, I move that the resolution be 
laid on the table. [Cries of “ That’s right !’"] 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 
nays.on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the ‘motion to lay 


on the table, and it was. agreed to—yeas 166, nays 
39; as follows: ~ ne : 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright,“Allén, Allison, Bar- 
pour, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bliss; Boceek, Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brooks, Buffington, Burlingame, Caskie , Chaffee, 
Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, .Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
liamson R. W: Cobh; Colfax, Comins; ‘Covode, - Cox, 
Cragin, : Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, 


Davidson, Day, Dean, De With, pick, Dickson, Dodd, || 


Dowdell, Durfeé;. Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, 


Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Foster, } 
J.-D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, ‘| 


Thomas 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert. B. Hall, 
Harlan, Sampson. W: Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, - Mace, 


Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S: Marshall, Matteson, Max- f 
well, McCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Kilian | 


‘Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan,’ Morrill, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pearce, 
Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Powell, Prin- 
gle, Purviance i { 
Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Sherman, Shorter, 
Simmons, Samuci A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, 
Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, ‘Thorington, ‘Thurston, Trafton, 
Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Wasbburne, 
Elihu B. Washbunie, Isracl Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, ‘Winslow, Wood, Woodrufl, Woodworth, 
John V. Wright, and -Zollicoffer—166. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ball, Brenton, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dunn, Edie, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, 
‘Harrison, aven, Hoffman, Holloway, Kelly, Kunkel, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Moore, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Paine, Pennington, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Savage, Scott, Todd, Vail, Valk, 
Wheeler, and Whitney—39, 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Pending the call— 

Mr. BARKSDALE said: Mr, Clerk, I have 
been requested by my colleague [Mr. Henny S. 
‘Bennetr] to state that hisabsence from the House 
to-day and on Wednesday last has been caused 
by severe indisposition. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Clerk, I wish to say a 
word. I understand that my colleague [Mr. 
Lerrer] has not consented to the use of his name. 
“With entire confidence in, and high regard for him, 
A shall, under the circumstances, vote ay. wh 

» Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Clerk, propositions 
for the organization of the House seem to be the 
order of the day. ‘The worse fate which appears 
to attend any of them is, that of being laid on the 
table. Ihave a resolution which, Tam sure, if 
adopted and carried out in good faith, must neces- 
sarily result, although it will take some time to 
accomplish it, in the election of aSpeaker and the 
organization of the House. From the present 
attitude of members, I am deliberately of the 
opinion that there is no other alternative, no other 
expedient than the one presented by my resolu- 
tion. It is presented in good faith; and itis sub- 
mitied, furthermore, for the purpose of giving to 
every gentleman a fair and full chance of occupy- 
ing the distinguished position to which some gen- 
tlemen have been aspiring so long and so labo- 
ae Gs by any impro er aspirations of their 
own, but by the devote 
“who have so faithfully voted for them. 
the resolution to the Clerk’s table. 

Tht Clerk read the resolution as follows: 


Resolved, That the first genticman on the roll or list of 
members of the House of Representatives be put in nomi- 
nation for the office of Speaker; that thereupon the roll be 
-ealled once, and if he fail to receive a majority of all the 
votes east, being a majority of a quorum, that then the next 
member on the roll be in like manner put in nomination 
and voted for, and so on through the roll, until some mem- 
ber réceivesa majority of the whole number of votes cast, 
which said member shall be duly declared the Speaker of 
this House. But should it so occur, when the whole list 
of members has thus, been called through and voted for as 
aforesaid, that no member shall receive a majority of the 

‘whole number of votes cast, being a majority of a quorum, 
-the House shall report the fact to the Senate, and request 
¡its concurrence in an adjournment until the first Monday 
_ of June, 1856. 


Mr. ALBRIGHT. 
tion on the table. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Idemand 
the yeas and nays. 

r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Clerk, under the 
suggestion of.a friend, I modify my resolution 
-50. that the words in reference to the adjournment 
shall be stricken out. 

Mr.WADE. I suggest that the resolution be 
further modified so that we of the lower half of 
the list may have something like an equal chance 
with the others. Those in the W’s may have 


I send 


I move to lay the resolu- 


Ready, Richardson, Roberts, Robison, | 


adhesion of their friends . 


aspirations, and it is but fair-to give theman equal 
chance. Let the gentleman amend so that the 
vote shall commence with the énd:of-the roll. <. 
1 Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. 
| move that we commence with A-and. go next.to 
Z, and so on alternately... [Laughter]. = 


i day on the-tables ==; ppe BRS) 
Mr. DEAN, =I renew the motion. 


olution if-itis in order. i 
| >The CLERK. A motion to lay on the table 
j| is:now.: pendi 
H- Mr, STANT 
out tle-word ‘ majority,” and insert ** having 
| the largest number.” 
‘The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 


_ The House proceeded to vote the ninety-second 
time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 221; necessary to a 
choice, 111; of which 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. ....cseseecuee 

William A. Richardson........ x 

Henry M. Fuller.... 

Alexander C. M. Penn 

James L. Orr s.s... 

John Williams,. ie 

Gilchrist Porter co.cc. svisis exscsdaeece aes 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bitlinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H.. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffec, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Coliax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Emric, Flagler, Gailoway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israe] Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruif, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, EHiott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. flarris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, Hickman, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQuecn, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Staphens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winstow, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Foster, T: Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, ‘Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr--Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Uenry M. Fuller. 

Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ; . 

Ar. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand tellers 
on that motion. 

The Clerk appointed Messrs. Cuineman, and 
Wasupaurn.of Maine, to act as tellers. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 92, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at a quarter past three o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, 
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m. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. V 
SATURDAY, January 5, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o’clock, m. ` 

TheJournalof yesterday wasread and approved. 

Hon. Dante, B. Wrigur, of Mississippi, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk, I desire to 
make a short statement to the House, preliminary 


Perhaps I shall not be able to make my purpose 
| plain and intelligible in the short space of ten 
| minutes, and I respectfully ask now, that if I 


: Mr. ALBRIGHT. I withdraw the motion to | 


Mr. STANTON. I-move to amend that res- | 
| gentleman. has 


ng... 
TON. My amendment is to strike | 


to a proposition which I shall submit for its action. | 


It would 
sense-of the House not t 
roperly : 
tion of public affairs. is ; 
it in detail. -Iwill briefly say- thai 
the various candidates who-have been voted’ fo; 
have shown their deep devotion. to. their respect 
ive favorites.. Ninety-odd votes haye been ta 
and. those votes have. demonstrated. onl 
propositions: first, that the gentlemen, being: 
for have. warm :and enthusiastic. friends; 


secondly, that if either of them should be elected, 


they would not refuse the honors of the chai 

Sir, I have voted for Mr. Furrer; of Pennsyl 
vania; with great pleasure. I do not ‘propose 
peremptorily to abandon him now. If the prop: 
osition which I-shall make is not responded: to 
by sotie of the friends of the other candidates, 
[shall not fail to. go back and give my vote for 
Mr. Furrer as I have heretofore done. I: will 
assume, however, that in case either of the gen- 
tlemen who have been. voted for‘should:-be:elected 
Speaker, none of the evils which . gentlemen 
have predicted would befall: the country. ję- 
lieve that if the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Banks,} whois yet- young in 
yoain, and desirous of an enviable fame, should 

e elected, (I do not care. what considerations 
may have moved his friends in selecting’ hi 
a candidate,) he has too: much pride and too 
much self-respect and intelligence soto deport 
himself as to excite the just indignation and 
reprehension of the country; and.so of the gen- 
teman from Illinois, and the gentlemen’ froni 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey. dg tong 
| But, sir, voting for those gentlemen has become 
chronic, and the longer.we vote for them the more 
impossible it will be for any of.us to abandon our 
positions. In the present aspect of things, noth- 
ing can or ought to be done without a change of 
nominations. Nothing will be done so long as 
all those candidates are kept in nomination. -$ 
have no authority .to withdraw Mr: FULLERS 
i name; and I will frankly state that. the:coursé 
which J deem it proper to pursue on this occasion 
does not receive the approval of that gentleman’s 
friends. But it meets my own views, and acting 
upon my own responsibility as a Representative, 

I shall not hesitate to adopt that course which I 
think the public exigency requires. : 

Now, this House is divided in political senti- 
ment. There are threeor four parties here, elected 
jas the representatives of particular sentiments, 
Those sentiments have been inflamed by the 
occurrences of the past month. . ‘I.say,.in this 
state of the casc, it would not be fortunate-for 
| the country if any member was to be elected who 
| is the representative of extreme sentiments. | Jt 
would be better if a gentleman weře chosen who 
had intelligence, pride of character,and independ- 
ence, and who was not. indissolubly tied up with 
either one of the parties here, because then he 
would be free to act as his judgment and duty 
might dictate. 

Tt has been urged in private circles that letters 
of encouragment are pouring in from the people. 
I suppose that many gentlemen here have received 
from intelligent constituents at home, letters indi- . 
cating theirapproval of the course which their Rep- 
resentatives have respectively seen fit to pursue. 
Now, I venture to say that those letters are mostly 
written by the politicians in the country, and-do 
not speak the proper sentiments: of. the: great 
body of the people.. I think myself that it will 
be regarded as very remarkable that the Repre- 
sentatives of the American. people, elected for 
their supposed patriotism. and intelligence, cannot 
in some way, by some exercise of forbearance, 
elect a presiding officer who. would be competent 
| to enforce such rules as we may adopt :for our 

own government, in the performance of the ordi- 
nary business of legislation. I say it is remark- 
able that it cannot be done. I believe: the senti- 
ment of the country demands of this House u 
speedy organization, and that the public judgment 


is that such organization should not be a triumph 
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‘of any section; or any extreme‘opinions. ‘I believe 
that such a triumph would ‘be productive of no 
gõod ‘ nes B 
Some of: my friends have expressed much-dis- 
approbation of a resolution which the Democratic 
‘caucus thought proper to adopt. ` Ihave said, 
‘Heretofore, nothing’ about that resolution ‘because | 
‘J cared nothing about it. “It was- never a matter | 
‘of the ‘slightest ‘importance to anybody, for in 
‘this age ‘of the world: platforms and: resolutions 
‘are the orders of the day, and they-are made’ one 
hour to be: despised and repudiated the next. -I 
have not, l say, attached the slightest importance 
tö` that resolution; and I care ‘nothing about it 
now. If the Democratic party, in passing that 
resolution, thought proper ‘to insult any portion 
of their fellow-citizens, the act will recoil upon 
themselves; if such was not their design, they 
are puby of nothing more than a blunder. 
iy: honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Humpursy Mansaarz,] who thought proper, ‘at 
an early day of the session, to express his opin- 
ions, declared ‘he: would neither ask»nor receive 
arter: That was è chivalrous declaration; and 
doubt not ‘the ‘declaration was ‘sincerely made. 
Udonot'ask ‘that ‘gentleman to disclaim it now. 
‘But I am-one-of* those unfortunate men who, 
during my wholelife, have been guilty of so many 
acts of folly, that I have been compelled often to 
beg quarter. 1am not afraid to beg for quarters 
when I consider it proper to do so. Iam one of 
that class of politicians who do. not subscribe to 
the celebrated declaration of Daniel Webster, 
made upon a memorable occasion, that he ‘took 
no step backward’’—a declaration which, in my 
‘judgment, has been injurious to many lesser men 
in the country. Sir, he might well make the 
declaration, for, right or wrong, he had the intel- 
lectual power and position to live up to his posi- 
tions. 
But, sir, secondary men like myself might well 
‘act upon a different principle. And I suggest to 
some of my associates that they had better take one 
step forward and two backward, and perhaps they 
would be quite as near right as some of them 
now are. It has come to this, that no gentleman 
here is inclined to take a step backward. Sir, in 
making a proposition which shows concession 
and a spirit of compromise on my part, I demand 
some concessions from others, think, in the 
present condition of things, that the Speaker 
should be one whose election will furnish some 
apology, at least, to that portion of the House 
who have been elected under the influence of that 
intense excitement which, for two years, has per- 
vaded the northern mind. I know that a large į 
‘majority of this House are Representatives of 
congressional districts, the people of which, it 
“is well known, were opposed to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise; but I tell them that their 
demands should not be such as to insult their 
brethren in other sections of the country. 
I propose for Speaker of this House, one who 
voted upon the passage of the Nebraska bill, 
and whose vote stands upon the record against 
it. And I say to my southern friends, who have | 
made the Nebraska bill a test of political ortho- 
doxy, that something of concession is demanded 
at your hands. I do not desire, in the present 
“state of the country, that the Speaker of this 
House should be the embodiment of the extreme | 
opinions of either section of the Union. Sir, is | 
there such aman here? Is there a gentleman in | 
this House, combining congressional experience, | 
talent, integrity, and firmness? Sir, there are | 
many members here who were opposed to the 
pee of that measure, and whose opposition | 

as become-a mania. Their hostility to that | 
measure, I fear, is now made a pretext by which | 
to carry out their extreme opinions in such a 
manner, and to such an extent, as to beget in- 
tense excitement in the South. ‘That, I fear, is 
their purpose and aim, and it is to defeat. that | 
purpose that I now appeal to the moderate men 
of all parties to come up and do that which will || 
work no injustice to any reasonable man’s opin- | 
ons, and which will do justice to all quarters. 
I allude to the honorable gentleman from. Vir- 
ginia, Mr. Miuisow. 

Now, sir, in proposing to vote for that gentle- 
man for Speaker I surrender, for the present, my 
long cherished Whig principles, to which I am 
devotedly attached, and which are still my first 
Tove: I have been devoted to the Whig party in 


i} veto. 


the days of its prosperous fortunes. Ihave never 
yet said that “the Whig party is dead.” Ihave 


thought that the’ Whig party, like the King, may . 


že demise; ?” but- never *“die;’’ and I have: believed 
that “it can-do no wrong.” Tam willing-upon 
this occasion—elected as I was, proclaiming my 
devotian.to Whig principles: upon every-occa- 
sion; denouncing, as I did, the favorite measure 
of this Administration, which has brought upon 
as the ‘present unhappy condition of affairs—I 
am ‘willing now to cease, for the present, voting 
with sole reference tomy own opinions, if, by so 
doing, I can aid in organizing the House. © Mr. 
Minrsow isnot my first choice. -My own prefer- 
ence ‘is for the-gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Haven. 
-- Now, I propose to test the sincerity of the so- 
called Republican party, who make: opposition 
to the Nebraska bill a “sine qua non” in the or- 
ganization of this House. ‘They have said, that 
they cannot, and they will not, vote for any one 
who stood committed to that. measure, tell 
them, the record shows that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Minison] to whom I 
allude voted against that bill. And, sir, I will 
say to that portion of my friends who with me 
have voted for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. FuLLER,] that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Mixuson] stood in his place during the 
pendency of that contest, ready and anxious to 
offer an amendment which was designated or 
known here as the Clayton amendment, the 
object of which was to remove from the bill that 
objectionable feature which legalizes alien suf- 
frages in the Territories. I will add further, that 
that gentleman was not a member of the caucus 
which nominated Mr. Ricwarpson; and I will 
declare to those who have had so much to say 
respecting the peculiar principles of the Kansas- 
Nebraska. bill, that the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia docs not approve the principles of that 
bill, as its friends have recently expounded them 
on this floor. 

In the election of the gentleman from Virginia 
to the speakership you who are standing on the 
Democratic caucus platform will have no cause for 
exultation. The people of the North, when they 
see their Representatives voting for a gentleman 
who stood opposed to the passage of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, cannot revel in the consciousness 
that they have elected one who is personally 
offensive to their brethren in the South. As I 
before remarked, those who, with me, have voted 
for the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. FuLLER,] should remember that Mr. Mri- 
son was opposed to that particular feature of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill—alien suffrage—to which 
the American party stands opposed, and which 
composes one of the fundamental principles of 
the national American platform. if would not 
propose this gentleman if his election would be a 
triumph of any section or of any party. He has 
much legislative experience. He would bring 
to the chair ability, pride of character, and an 
honest desire to promote the interests of the 
country, and to facilitate us in the discharge of 
our duties. 

I might perhaps enlarge on what I have said, 
but it is unnecessary, because every member must 
see and know that the House cannot and will not 
be organized unless there be some concession 
from some quarter. I willadd, furthermore, that 
that portion of the Republican party which makes 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise a test 
question, ought to remember that the bare intro- 
duction of such.a question will be productive of 
mischief, and cannot possibly result in any good. 
But, sir, there is no man.of common sense in this 
House who does not know that, if that proposi- 
tion were to pass this House, it would have to 
n the gauntlet of the Senate, and would then, 
if it survived that ordeal, have to encounter the 
sword of Executive displeasure in the shape of a 
And knowing this, and fecling this, after 
the House has spent five weeks in fruitless efforts 
to organize, they should be satisfied that it is 
impossible to elevate to the chair any gentleman, 
from any section, who is the embodiment of but 
one idea. - 

In conclusion, Mr. Clerk, I will say that in 
taking this- step I have not consulted the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia, whose name I have 


resented. I did not deem it proper to consult 
im, though it might perhaps have: been right 


formë todo so. “But I know; if he be elected, he 
could not, and ought not to decline. -- . 
-The gentleman from Pennsylvania. for whom 
I have voted [Mr. Futter] has-still my confi- 
dence; ‘and ih withdrawing my support from him 
for ‘the present, I may be ‘permitted to express 
my continued: good: opinion of him. as a’ gentle- 
man, and my confidence in his integrity-and abil- 
ity, and inthe ‘soundness of the position which 
he has seen proper to take. I throw out these 
remarks for the consideration of the House. «1 
do -not expect them to: be favorably received by 
those extreme men who I fear have a disposition 
to carry out, at all hazards, their own peculiar 


views. Iaddress my remarks to the conservative 
portion of this House; and I trast there will be 
found a sufficient number coming from among. all 
parties. here to enable us to end this unwise and 
unnatural controversy. ` 

I now nominate for the office of Speaker of 
this House, the Hon. Joun 8. MaıtLsoxn, of Vir- 

inia. 

. Mr. BROOM. I have hitherto, Mr. Clerk, 
refrained from participating in the discussions 
“which have taken place in this House on the po- 
sition of individuals and of parties for several 
reasons: first, that I believed the time had not 
arrived for such a purpose; and secondly, that 
the business of legislation being new to me, left 
it to others more experienced. "We have had now 
ninety-two ballots. for Speaker, and without the 
slightest prospect of our being able, in the present 
course of affairs, to arrive at the ultimate object 
which we have in view; during which we have 
heard much in relation to the position which 
different parties and different individuals have 
assumed in this contest. I deem it proper now, 
and an appropriate time to remind gentlemen of 
this [louse of the distinct and paramount issue 
on which they were elected to represent the will 
of their constituents, comparing a majority of 
the people of this nation— allude tothe Ameri- 
can issue. That is an issue preéxistent to that 
which hag arisen on the disturbance of the Mis- 
souri compromise. Every member professing to 
be an American was elected as such—on that of 
Americanism as the great, prominent issue before 
the American people; and it seems to be very 
strange, sir, that now, at this particular juncture, 
they would desert the principle on which they 
were elected, and resort to another. I trust that 
the experience which we have had in those suc- 
cessive ballotings here are fully sufficient to con- 
vince them that the issue on which they have been 
standing is one on which they cannot succeed in 
this House. 

Therefore it is necessary to appeal to them to 
change their position, and come back to the main 
patriotic principles, and show that, acting on the 
American basis, Americans can organize this 
House. And how is that issue manifested? Sir, 
the American spirit was spreading ina rushing 
tide over this country, and had extended to the 
remotest ends of it, long prior to even the concep- 
tion of the iniquity—if I may use the expression— 
| of disturbing the compromise of 1820, when the 
Administration, to guard itself, to protect itself, to 
save the very existence of its party from itg over- 
whelming influence, were obliged to resort to that 
measure, not as a southern measure, but as a dis- 
tinct party measure, so as to avail itself of the 
prejudices of the South for the purpose of defeat- 
ing, if possible, the American spirit in that section 
of the country at least. 

The associations formed for the guidance of 
this patriotic spirit, together with all their con- 
stitutions and platforms, were established prior 
to the disturbance of that compromise. Yet 
Americans in this House are standing here, 
battling for the triumph of the cause of Free- 
Soilism, and against the extension of slavery in 
the Territories; and are thus allowing the Ad- 
ministration party to be gratified with the success 
of their schemes and plans to break down the 
American party in the land. 
| Sir, it is time to appeal to the Americans in 

this House. [tis time to ask them to come to- 
gether upon that issue, as the only one upon 
which we can properly urge the organization of 
the House. 

Now, sir, I cannot agree with the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Eruzermee] in 
what he says about descending at all from the 


i high and exalted position which we now occupy 


upon American. nationality... I court; no. alliance 
with those who are not with us. . We stand upon 
the broad. principles of. the Constitution, which 
spreads its protection. alike over the North and 
the South; which guaranties to-all sections of the 
Union respective rights—rights which were estab- 
lished by our fathers. of the Revolution—those 
rights which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Kyow.ton] so. eloquently appealed to when 
pointing to the picture.of Washington there upon 
the canvas—-that great leader, who led the peo- 
ple of the United Šiates on to. freedom. But, sir, 
allow me to say that the gentleman from. Maine, 
in my opinion, misunderstands the great princi- 

le of the Revolution, if he regards its battles as 

aving been fought to relieve the negroes of the 
country from slavery. It was to free themselves 
and their posterity. They fought for their own 
freedom, that they might not. remain slaves as 
well as their negroes; and, not being able to 
agree as to the emancipation. of the others, were 
obliged to leave that question to the events of 
time. I appeal to Americans on this floor, whether 
there is but one alternative upon which we can 
proceed to organize the House; and that is, 
either to adopt. the resolution which I am about 
to submit, or come together as Americans, and 
nominate,an American candidate who shall deal 
out equal and exact justice to all parties and sec- 
tions, and who will maintain the principles of the 
Constitution and of the Union, as left to us by 
our fathers? 

I trust that the Americans of the House will 
see that their constituents are intelligent enough 
to know that no legislation whatever, during the 
present session, can possibly be effected in refer- 
ence to the non-extension of slavery in the Ter- 
Yitories, nor for the restoration of the Missouri 
compromise. Even if we were to pass a meas- 
ure for the restoration of the Missouri act, it 
would be defeated in the Senate; and, if it were 
to pass both the House and the Senate, it would 
certainly die before the chair of the Executive. 
Therefore, it is a waste of time; it is a waste of 
energy; it is a waste of the public treasure, to 
continue the fruitless efforts to organize the House 
upon this issue.. Let the Americans of the House, 
then, come up as Americans, irrespective of that 
issue, and Jet us organize the House upon the 
great principles of the American cause. 

“Mr. TOWARD. If the gentleman will allow 
me to interrupt him, I will ask him a question. 
He says it would be fruitless to attempt to pass 
any law in respect to the non-extension of sla- 
very. Now, let me ask him if, knowing as he 
does, the opinions which prevail in the Senate, 
and at the other end of the avenue, there would 
be any hope of successful legislation upon the 
subject of Americanism? 

Mr. BROOM. That would be a matter of 
patriotism which would cover the interests of the 
people of the entire country, and on which, if 
standing alone, we could at least organize this 
House, and that is the subject of which I am 
speaking. But the other is merely a sectional 
matter, objectionable to the South, and, as they 
believe, injurious to their rights. Now, sir, it 
appears to me to be preposterous for gentlemen, 
standing upon strictly sectional grounds, to pro- 
claim themselves (as did the gentleman from 
Maine yesterday) the true friends of the Union. 
While occupying a sectional position, such ex- 
pressions cannot be admitted. There can be 
nothing national in a sectional course. Every 
step taken in that direction is an advance towards 
further agitation and the disturbance of the great 
principles of this Union. | 

Mr. SAGE. Will the gentleman allow me to | 
ask him a question? | 

Mr. BROOM. I cannot yield. 

Mr. SAGE. Just for a moment. 

Mr. BROOM. I had rather not. 
man will excuse me. I do not approve of these | 
interruptions. I have merely, in conclusion, to | 
say, as I said before, that the only alternative for | 
the Americans in the House is to proceed to or- | 
ganize the House upon American principles— | 
upon the principles on'which they were clearly 
elected, or to adopt the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the friends or supporters of the prominent 
candidates for the speakership be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested to withdraw them from the farther consideration | 
and action of this House; that the members representing the 
different parties of the House are hereby requested to meet 


The gentle- 


| of my own name as a candidate for the position 


together, and appoint a committee of five each, with the 


view of selecting a conservative member of this House'as a: 


compromise candidate for the position: 7 : : 

Mr. MILLSON. Itwas my desire to take the 
floor immediately at the close of the remarks 
submitted by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Ernermnce;]” and I should have 
done so, but that, having expressed this purpose, 
I was, at the moment, engaged in conversation 
with.two friends, who were endeavoring to dis- 
suade me from it. I now avail myself of the first 
opportunity I have since had to address a very 
few remarks to the House. - 

I came into the Hall while the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Ernerince] was addressing the 
House, and, when I was still engaged in specu- 
lating to the objects he had in view, I was sur- 
prised at hearing from him the announcement 


of Speaker. 

Mr. Clerk, I trust I shall be allowed to appeal 
most earnestly to the gentleman from Tennessee 
to withdraw that nomination. There are a great 
many reasons, personal to myself, that induce 
me to address the request to that gentleman. But 
I do not know that it would be proper, and it cer- 
tainly is not necessary, that I should now give 
expression to them. I trust, when I say nolo 
episcopari, the House will give me credit for un- 
feigned sincerity. I hope, then, that the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee will accede to the request I 
make, for the reasons I have just suggested; and 
if my personal entreaty will not weigh with him, 
I beg leave to suggest to him that there are other 
considerations that induce me to dissuade him 
from the further prosecution of his purpose. 

The gentleman must be aware that I stand here 
associated with my political friends in an earnest 
effort to elect the honorable gentleman from Hli- 
nuis [Mr. Ricuarpson]} as the Speaker of this 
House; and he cannot fail to see that some of the 
very considerations which have prevailed with 
him to place my name before this body would 
constitute, in the estimation of many of these 
gentlemen, a grave objection to the consumma- 
tion of the object which he has in view. While, 
then, as the gentleman must admit, there is little 
or no probability of accomplishing his own object, 
even were it as important as he has supposed it 
to be, he places myself and my friends in an at- 
titude which neither they nor I desire to assume; 
I beg leave, therefore, Mr. Clerk, to repeat the 
earnest request that the gentleman will withdraw 
my name as a candidate for the distinguished post 
of Speaker of this House. I trust that he will not 
hesitate to do so. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Clerk, I will remark 
to the House that, if I had need of any justifica- 
tion whatever for the course which [have thought 
proper to pursue, that justification is evidently 
found in the very remarks which the gentleman 
has just addressed to the House. I knew that, 
in presenting his name, it would be unexpected 
to him; and I knew further, sir, that it would be 
somewhat painful to him, because his nomination 
might come in opposition to what he regarded as 
a primary consideration on the part of those with 
whom he has acted. 

I stated, sir, when I placed that gentleman’s 
name in nomination, that I knew he could not 
be elected Speaker, unless it was done in the spirit 
of. forbearance, of concession, and of compro- 
mise. I stated that I had not conferred with hie 
on the subject, and I knew at the time that the 
gentleman himself did not desire the honors of 
the office. But, in my judgment, the first quali- 
fication we can have for a presiding officer is found 
in the fact that the gentleman who may be called 
to the chair docs not desire the position. 

As I have already remarked, if I needed any 
justification, it has been found in the remarks 
which the gentleman has just addressed to the | 
House. I will remark, further, that I took that 
step,, not belicving it would at the moment be 
approved by either of the parties here. If the 
gentleman, however, makes a personal appeal to 
me to withdraw his name,—and I trust he will | 
not do it on personal grounds,—of course I shall 
be compelled to do so. I know that he does not 
desire to be the presiding officer of this House; | 
but, sir, he has had enough connection with pub- 
lie life to know that the honors of the speaker- 
ship will best attach to him who does not seek 
them. The honarable gentleman has not sought 
the position, either directly or indirectly; and he ! 


| position if it-were assigne: 


‘will pardon me if 1 di 
to withdraw his name 
assured. that ‘he would per 


eing before the House can 
believe, sir, there are many mem 
voted. for the four géntlemen w) y 
been in nomination, who think as: Iha 
that this House cannot be organized unl 
done in a spirit.of forbearance... But if th 
man insists that. his name sha perempti 
withdrawn, I can have no other alternative 
insist, however, that he shall not now ma) 
request of me. — og heen! San ah ees 
prefer that the demand shouldnotbe made... I 
wasgoverned by a high sense of publie duty; and. 
know that if this House is properly organized, it 
willbe organized. on some such basisas There tae 
gested; and in looking around for one who. pos- 
sessed those personal and intellectual. qualities 
which would adorn. the speakership, I found. no 
gentleman to combine them more eminently than 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Minison.}.... 
know the political position which he occupies in 
relation to some of the questions of the day.. That 
position was not taken by him in the. apirit-of 
calculation, or for the purpose of advancing. his 
own ambitious ends. I have seen him, sohtary 
and alone, standing out against- bis. whole delé- 
gation, when I knew that personal appeals were 
addressed to him, and addressed to him in yain. 
And I venture to state, that if, he had consulted 


his own personal advancement and. promotion in: 


a spirit of selfishness, ke would have pursued, a 
different course. He was, on that occasion, gov- 


erned by a high spirit of patriotism, a desire. to. 


do right in the discharge of his public duty... Be- 
lieving that if he were Speaker of this House, he 
would bring the same desire and the same dispo- 
sition to the chair, I placed his name in nomin» 
ation; and I do hope that as the gentleman has 
had but little time to‘reflect on the subject, .he will 
not require me, at this time at least, to withdraw 
hisname. When he has taken a little more time 
for reflection, if he demands the peremptory with- 
drawal of his name, I will be compelled to accede 
to his request. à 
Mr..MILLSON. My friend from Tennessee 
has had the kindness to say, that if I made a 


personal request for the withdrawal of my name, 
h 


e would withdraw it. I am notinsensible to the 
great compliment involved in the nomination of 
the gentleman from Tennessee; nor, ‘sir, could I 
think that I had any right to prefer a personal 


request that was in conflict with any of my ọwn : 


convictions of duty; but as at present my own 
sense of duty agrees with my personal inclina- 


tions, I have the less hesitation in repeating more | 


urgently the request to the gentleman, which is 
made in all respect, that he will withdraw my 
name as a candidate for the speakership. ; 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Then, Mr. Clerk, as no 
alternative is left me, I will withdraw so much 
of ihe nomination as may leave mie the privilege 
of voting for the gentleman, if I think proper. 

Mr. STEPHENS. ls the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom] now 
before the House? 

The CLERK. | Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Clerk, I am opposed 
to that resolution, just as I was: opposed to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr, 
Erneningr.] I think the suggestions made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or rather his 
plan for an organization, wholly impracticable. 

Ve cannot organize the House, sir, in that way, 
in my opinion, and I should be opposed to doing 
it, if we could. One or two remarks, however, 
fell from that gentleman, which 1 wish to reply 
to before making the motion which I intend to 
submit. He said that the members of the Amer- 
ican party, to which he is attached, of this House, 
as | understood him, were elected upon the prin- 
ciples of that party, as paramount. to all other 
questions, and his whole object scems to be to 
invoke and effect an organization of this House 
upon the basis of the principles of the American 

arty. What the strength of that party isin this 
House I do not know; but the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Humpurey Marsua tz] theother 
day informed us, if I did not, misunderstand 
him, that there was a majority upon this floor be- 
longing te that party.. It may be, then, that the 
House could be organized upon-the principles of. 


- te 


NG] 


party paramount, we are told, with them t 
her estion; but L wish to ask the gentle- 
y and the country, what sort 


allo as; 
man, and the House, t rhat sort 
of a spectacle would: be presented to the world | 


t 


by sucha result? It may be, Isay, —for I do 
Know,—that there is à majority in this Hous 


say one hundred and. seventeen or one-hundred 
ed that} 
y-four, all | t 


and eighteen -members—who have 
party, but-there are only about-thirty-four 
told, who vote with the gentleman from: Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr: Broom] and thé gentleman from Ken: 
- tucky, [Mr.: Humpurey Marsnaiy.y and. bo 
five or six, T- believe, from the entire North who 
stand. with them for Mr. FuLpek against Mr. 
Banks. All. the other members of that-party— 
amounting, if this statement be true, to more than 


two thirds, and perhaps three fourths of the party | 


standin solid phalanx against’one whole sec- 
tion of this Union, for Mr. Banks has not received 
asingle vote from the entire South. ‘Now, sir, 
if such-be the Ameriċån party, what a spectacle 
does it present to the country! Might I not äp- 
peal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself, 
as well as to his. associates from the South, and 
ask, if the party in its beginning, not much over 
two-years old, has ‘become'so thoroughly corrupt 
that-at least two-thirds, if not: three fourths of its 
members, are arrayed in solid phalanx against one 
whole section of the Union, ought it not to be 
put down? i 
- I am, therefore, sir, opposed to the organiza- 
tion of this House upon the basis of the princi- 
ples of a party so organized and so constituted— 
one that. presents no better grounds than this to 
my consideration. But the gentleman said that 
the American. party were elected upon the prin- 
ciples of that party as paramount to all others. 
ow gentlemen were elected in different portions 
of the country, or what questions were consid- 
ered as paramount in the canvass, I shall not 
undertake to say. So far as my own election 
was concerned, Iwill say this, however: I was 
elected upon the principle of maintaining the 
Constitution of the United States in all its length 
and breadth, height and depth—every clause and 
every section of it. This, with me, sir, was par- 
amount to all other questions, 
Mr. BROOM. Allow me to say that so was I. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then let us see, Mr. 
Clerk, if I understand the principles of that 
party, and the gentleman can sect me right if l 
amin error, because we outsiders have got only 
the little glimmering light that is occasionally 
shot forth from the dark caverns of the sccret 
“order.” [Laughter and applause.) If I un- 
derstand, I say, the principles of the gentleman’s 
party, on the principles of which, as a basis, he 
desires an. organization of the House, it sets out 
with this: that no member of it shall ever vote 
for anybody, for any office, who is not a native- 
born American, who is notin favor of ‘Americans 
ruling America,” nor if he be a Roman Catholic. 
Task the gentleman if thatis not the corner-stone 
of hisparty. This I understand to be true—and, 
perhaps, hereon “ hangs a tale”? which may ex- 
plain why some gentlemen from the South cannot 
vote forthe gentleman from Ilinois,[Mr. RICHARD- 
son.] He, it is true, may be a native-born Amer- 
can; he may be no Roman Catholic; but he does 
not Subscibe to their creed of ‘‘Americans ruling 
America ’’—that is, of excluding all foreign-born 
citizens from office. Hence their inability to vote 
for him consistently with their obligations. Sir, 
the Constitution of this country does not exclude 
foreign-born citizens from office; and because the 
gentleman. from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] will 
not assume a position higher than and above the 
Constitution, and make atest for office thatit never 
makes, there is an ‘‘ impassable barrier’’ between 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and every other man that is 
notin favor of “Americans ruling America,’’ or 
of excluding foreign-born citizens from office. 
Now, sir, the next principle of that party, as 
I understand it, is, that if an individual is elected 
by it to office, he never shall-confer office upon any 
foreign-born citizen, or upon a Roman Catholic, 
and shall remove all such from office where it can 
be done. Your President, sir, would be bound 
by the principles'of that party—and bound, too, 
I believe, by an oath—never to appoint a Roman 
Catholic to office, as well as to remove all such 
~who now hold office where he could do it. Now, 
sir; the gentleman says that he isin favor of main- 


them to. 


|| ican party makes it the duty of thé: Président,’ 


| Coustitution. Now, is an officer elected by that 
and, but | 


‘taining the Const 
Constitution says 

be required for any office 
the United States; but this pr 


blie trust under 
ple of the Amer- 


‘and of any other officer elected by them, never 
to appoint a Romian Catholic‘to officé; that is, it 
makes it‘the duty of those they éleét to require a 
their appomtments. ‘It is, therefore, in 
Wpposition to that great principle of the 


party to :omply. with the obligations of the party, 
‘or withthe obligations of the Constitution? 

Mr: READE, (interruptiig.) ‘Will the gen- 
| tleman allow. me to ask him a question? 
' Mr. STEPHENS: Yes, sir. 

Mr. READE. Suppose a candidate for office 
were to admitto you, or, if he did not admit it, 
you were yourself satisfied of the fact, that he held 
religious opinions inconsistent with the freedom 
and safety of the country, would. you vote for 

im? ` ; f 

A Member. That is an impossibility: - 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iam not here, Mr. Clerk, 
to discuss questions of “religious opinion.” 1 
judge men by their acts—by their deeds—by their 
works. “By their fruit ye shall know them,” 
and not by their professions, their faith, or their 
creeds in matters spiritual. Ifa man—a candi- 
date—should hold “ political opinions ” incon- 
sistent with the safety of the country, I should 
vote against him. His religion is a matter be- 
tween himself and his God. 

Mr. READE. The gentleman allowed me to 
ask him the question; I hope the House and the 
country will mark that he will not answer it. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I should like to ask the 
‘gentleman from Georgia a question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will hear the question. 

Mr. WHITNEY. T understand that the gentle- 
man declines answering the question propounded 
to him by the gentleman from North Carolina. I 
will ask him another, which he may perhaps be 
able to answer. 

Mr. STEPHENS. What is it? 

Mr. WHITNEY. 1 would ask that gentle- 
man to suppose a person should apply to him for 
an appointment to an office of public trust, and 
that:person should avow, or the gentleman should 
possess satisfactory evidence of the fact, that the 
person applying entertained political opinions 

1ostile to the institutions of this Republic, would 
hein that case appoint such person to office? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would not. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Thatis all; itis the polit- 
ical character of the Papacy which affords the sole 
basis of my opposition to its encroachments in 
this country. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman says that 
is the basis of his party’s opposition to Papacy; 
that is the reason they will allow no Roman 
Catholic to hold office by election or appointment; 
and that assumes that every man who holds that 
religious faith, native-born or not, is an enemy 
to our country, which assumption I spurn in be- 
half of that church, thousands of whom I believe 
to be as true patriots as ever breathed American 


air. 

Mr. EUSTIS, (interrupting.) Ihave no desire 
to interrogate the gentleman from Georgia. The 
opinions of that gentleman are perfectly well 
known, and I take occasion to say in this House, | 
and I desire itto go to the country, that I coincide 
with him in every respect with regard to his opin- 
ion on the subject of this religious test. 

Mr. WALKER. So dol. 

Several Memsers. So do I. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The State of Louisiana has 
repudiated in the most formal andemphatic man- 
ner the action of the national American party of 
this country. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The American party of 
the State of Louisiana, I had heard, sir, have re- 
pudiated that doctrine; and that other States have 
done, or will do the same, I have no doubt. They 
have done, or will be compelled to do it, State by 
State, council by council, until the great fabric | 
of Americanism, as at first reared by its secret, 
unknown architects, growing ‘small by degrees 
and beautifully less,” will be extinct and defunct 
in less than twelve months. [Laughter.] It is 
founded in error—concocted in it; thrown into 
existence from it; the diverse changes and muta- 


‘such’ a party? Those “principles—those of the 
national Amicrican council—are‘as I have stated 
| them; at least as.I tnderstand them. A House 
so organized would‘be thrown ‘into the hands of 
mèn; iñ my p whose objects aiid aims, so 
far from sustaining the“'Constitution, would be 
to strike it down. an some of its widst essential 
particulars—somie of the most characteristic ideas 
and principles of that true Americanism” which 
I was reared to ‘approve, and’ to ‘cherish ‘and 
admire. In appointment or’ election to office of 
men who are citizens, either by birth oradoption, 
within the constitutional limitations, merit alone— 
in which I include not only ability and personal 
integrity, but political principles—should be put 
into the scale, and it is immaterial to me where 
they are born, or what is their religion... This is 
one of the glorious featurés of American insti- 
tutions. Are they true to the Constitution? Do 
they come up to its requirements touching qtial- 
ifications; and otherwise suitable- for the office ? 
If so, no question of eligibility arising from 
birth-place, religious faith, or creed, should, ever 
be raised in odious and unjust discrimination 
against classes or sects. : 

The CLERK, (interrupting.). The Clerk must 
remind the gentleman from Georgia that his ten 
| minutes have expired. [Cries of “Go ont>“ Go 
on!”] The gentleman will proceed by unani- 
i mous consent. ; SOR 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I make the same 
| motion now that I made when the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Srepiens] objected to my col- 
| league’s proceeding the other day. I move that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iwill not proceed, âs there 
is objection. EAN. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move that the ten-minute rule ‘be rescinded. I 
| have objection to one gentleman being allowed to 
proceed while others are not. Let all have the 
same chance. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand the gentle- 
man from Georgia does not wish to proceed with 
his remarks, and therefore I withdraw the mo- 
tion. ; 

7 Mr. WHITNEY was here recognized by ne 
lerk. 

“ Mr. STEPHENS. I move to lay upon the 

table the resolution of the gentleman from Ten- 

nessee. This motion I intended to make when 

I took the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk recognized the gen- 
tleman from New York before the gentleman from 
Georgia made his motion. 

Mr. BROOM. I desire to say‘a word or two 
in explanation. 

The CLERK. The Clerk has recognized the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I would say to the Clerk, 
that I did not ask for the floor at that moment. 

The CLERK. Then the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has the floor. 

Mr. BROOM. It becomes necessary, to pre- 
i vent my being placed in a false position by the 
remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, to define 
the position which I really do-oceupy upon this 
question. He starts out, in his remarks, with 
the‘assertion that the American party is but two 
years old. That assertion astonishes me, inas- 
much as I have been an earnest advocate of the 
cause for the last twelve years. But the honot- 
able gentleman did not allude to the cause in which 
this American party originated, when he spoke 
so feclingly and firmly of his purpose to vindicate 
the Roman Catholic religion, and defend them 
against, what he terms, proscription on the part 
of Americans. invite that gentleman’sattention 
to the years 1843 and 1844, and ask whether I 
am to regard him as the apologist of the foreign 
papists who then slew the citizens of Philadelphia 
at the very altar of their devotion tothe principles 
of American liberty—-whether he, or any other 
member, will stand upon ‘this floor and express & 
thes et on behalf of foreign aggression against 
the dearest rights of the American people? 

The American cause had not its origin in the 
events of the two last years. Tt originated in the 
years 1843 and 1844. Ipresumed that this cause 


! tions it has undergone in different places show | 


had become a part of our history, as all the papers 


156. 
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of the day agreed upon the facts. atthe time. 
Two years old, sir!—and filled with corruption to 
such a degree that they are unable to.act together ! 
Probably such ‘a severe rebuke to those who were 
elected as Americans to: this: House, and regard 
other issues as paramount, may be eminently ser- 
viceable to, those who, since they have been upon 
this floor, have shown their almost entire: aban- 
donmeit of thé American ‘question, so far as: it 
relates. to the organization of this House, and: 
who have'planted themselves upon. the sectional 
issues which now agitate the country.’ "The prin- 
ciples of this party, based as they are upon those 
tragical scenes which. occurred: in the ‘ity and 
county of Philadelphia, and. which ‘overtook 
Americans while in the enjoyment of their inher- 
ent rights, are not confined to the dark caverns, 
with scarcely a ray of light, as intimated by the 
honorable gentleman, but stand out. fully embla- I 
zoned on the banners and ‘the constitution of 
every American association in this land. Tt is | 
true that, for the purpose of meeting and defeating 
secret associations which’ were plotting—I say it 
fearlessly—the destruction of the liberties of this 
country, it was-deemed appropriate that they 
should be met in like manner, until the name of 
| Americans should be legion; until they could 
come forth drilled in the patriotic spirit of their 
ihera, to repel the invaders of their American 
rights. ` 
“These principles, sir, are not to be found in dark 
caverns. They are to be found in the action of 
thë very council of Philadelphia, spread forth to 
the world; and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Srepuens] is as conversant in them as I myself 
am. If he is not, it is his own fault for not 
making himself acquainted. with the principles 
which were there promulgated. Who dare speak, 
sir, of the American pary uniting theniselves for 
the ee of Roman Catholics? I have | 
heard that charge repeatedly assérted, but I have 
never yet heard it justified by a reference to the 
principles of the American party. The honor- 
able gentleman from the second district of Penn- | 
sylvania, [Mr. Chandler,] who, last year, made 
such a flaming speech on the subject of the tem- 
oral power of the Pope, withthe view of show- 

ing that the Pope does not endeavor to exercise 
any temporal power whatever, except that inno- 
cently given to ‘him by Christian princes for the 
simple purpose of hislimited government, stated, 
in his patriotic emotion, that if he thought that 
the Pope and his army were about to come to 
invade our coasts, he would, if he were too 
old. to take the field, be found in his chamber, 
and on his knees, invoking the God of nations 
to preserve the liberties of his country from 
aggression. I believe in the sincerity of the gen- | 
tleman’s [Mr. Chandler’s] patriotism when he 
made that remark; and I join him in it, and trust 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sternens] 
would also feel disposed to join him in such an | 
expression. 

But I would go even further. So deep-rooted | 
in my heart is the American principle on which 
we are organized, that no age could keep me from 
the field, where I should be found, if alive, wicld- 
ing the weapon of defense against all invaders of 
the liberties of my country. And I would say, 
sir, that, in the pious and patriotic devotion of 
that gentleman, [Mr. Chandler,} and of those 
who agree with him on this floor, I,as an Amer- 
ican, and every member of the American associa- 
tion, so far from proscribing those who differ with 
me and them on religious opinions, would stand 
sentinel in front of their altar while in thcir de- 
votions to their God, but at the same time, sir, 
sentinels between their priesthood and the civil 
institutions founded by our fathers. No, sir, we 
are actuated by no proscription; nor is there any 
proscriptive feature in the whole policy of the 
American party. We adopt the glorious, pa- 
triotic principles of the great Father of his Coun- 
try, whose idea and expressions were, that ‘‘it 
does not accord with the policy of this Govern- 
ment to bestow office, civil or military, upon for- 
eigners, to the exclusion of our own citizens ;”’ 
and “as to immigration, I see no reason why it 
should: be encouraged, except that of useful me- 
chanics.’’ 

{Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. STEPHENS. I now move to lay the 
resolution on the-table. 4 

Mr. SAGE. Task the gentleman from Georgia 


geni 
| tleman from New ‘York: [Mr: Sace} 1 witha naw 


{[Mr. Srzrnens} to withdraw that motion fora 
few minutës i co Peri negor, Ele S 
Mr. STEPHENS. -At the request-of the 


my motion to lay.on the tables- od 
r: SAGE... see-by-the course of discussion 
thatthe'gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 


and the. gentleman. from. Pennsylvania. [Mr. 
Broom] have got intoa difficulty about the pre- 


-cise-principles of the American party, and I rise 


for the purpose of. saying a few words in regard. 
to thé question involved. T, too, love the Union 
and ‘the Constitution, and I believe I might say, 
with perfect sincerity, that the gentlemen on this 
side of the House are quite as devoted to the 
Constitution, “in all its length and breadth and 
depth,” as cither the gentleman from Georgia or 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and that they 
will be found standing shoulder to shoulder to 
protect the rights of the States under all circum- 
stances. And let me say, in this connection, 
that there is no gentleman on this floor who is 
more attached to the reserved rights of the States 
than I am, and none that is more opposed to the 
surrender of these rights to the General Govern- 
ment than I am. When gentlemen consider the 
increasing honor and patronage of the Govern- 
ment, its disbursements now amounting to near 
$70,000,000 annually—and within. twenty years, 
in my opinion, they will reach $100,000,000 an- 
nually:—now, with this enormous expenditure, 
patronage, and power in the General Government, 
L do not desire nor intend to allow, so far as I 
have the power to prevent, the surrender or ab- 
sorption of any of the reserved rights of the 
States, without such States’ free and full acqui- 
escence in the same, which | do not believe will 
ever be given by any State in the Union. 

But I desire to propound a question to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Broom]—— 

Mr. BROOM, (interrupting.) If the question 
has any reference to my remarks, or be merely 
put for explanation, I will answer it; but I do 
not concede the right to any gentleman in this 
House to catechise me on any subject what- 


ever. 

Mr. SAGE. I inferred, when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was on ‘the floor the first time 
to-day, that he was an anti-Nebraska man at 
home, for he spoke of the iniquity of the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise, and spoke of it as 
a party mcasure—not as a mere sectional, but as 
a party measure—and then he went on to speak 
of the absurdity of our attempting to do any- 
thing by which we might undo the great wrong 
done by that iniquity. Now, I wish to inquire 
of that honorable gentleman if he was not an 
anti-Nebragska man in the last canvass, when he 
was clected a member of this House? 

Mr. BROOM, I will reply to the question of 
the gentleman from New Yok, [Mr. Sace, ] by 
stating that, during the entire canvass, from the 
beginning of it to the conclusion, I did not at- 
tend a single political meeting, nor make one 
solitary speech on any subject. I will state, 
farthermore, that when the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill was passed I did speak, at an anti-Nebraska 
mecting, against the propriety of having dis- 
turbed the Missouri compromise, because that 
that measure opened up the old see-saw between 
the North and South, and allowed it to become 
again a subject of agitation in this country. An 
honorable gentleman, my colleague, [Mr. FuL- 
LER,] has declared that he was opposed to the 
repeal of the Nebraska bill, but was also opposed 
to a fruitless effort to restore the Missouri com- 
promise, or to repeal the territorial law. That is 
my position, too. 

Mr. SAGE, ‘There is one part of the gentle- 
man’s answer to which I wish to call attention. 
I understood his colleague [Mr. Furrer] the 
other day to define his position, and I under- 
stood then that the gentleman’s [Mr. Broom’s] 
position was the same. That was, that he was 
elected on an anti-Nebraska issue, I would ask 
the gentleman now, [Mr. Broom,] if he was not 
voted for in the last canvass by the anti-Nebras- 
ka men of his district? 

Mr. BROOM. I do not know, because I never 
considered the subject. I can only say that I 
am not afraid to meet my constituents on the 
ground it seems proper to me to take. I believe 
that four fifths of the people of Pennsylvania are 
conservative in their ideas, and that they sustain 


this principl 


to the Nebraska bill: 
3 -Mr SAGE. “Emay say. 
Pennsylvania that’ my co! 
conservative; I dowb 
want to say, in this‘conn 
told that'the honorable gen 
vania, (Mr. Fuirer;) who: 
as candidate for the ispeakership 
people on this anti-Nebraska issue. 
want to ask him what: position: he 
ferent from that of the hônorable gentle 
predecessor, who voted for~the*bill,:-w 
and made that the isste,y:and was defoa Í 
largely Democratic district, while he himself was: 
elected by anti-Nebraska votes? suf ee ve 
Mr. BROOM. Dol understand the gentleman 
from New York as alluding: to my predecessor?, 
He was nota candidate. ; E E once ge 
Mr. SAGE. I want'to know'from ‘thé: honor: 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania whether, when: 
he received these anti- Nebraska votes, he knew: 


las much—from. the. power inthe ‘other end -of. 


the Capitol and at the White House—about the 
impossibility of restoring the Missouri Compro-, 


| mise line, as he knows this morning?:“E-submit 


to this Elouse that it does not: come: with a good 


| grace from that gentleman, to get up here and 


read lectures. to the gentlemen who are: true to 
their principles and to the constituents who: sent 
them here. i ee “igh baa 

Mr. BROOM. I will réspond ‘to the gentleman 
cheerfully by saying, that. out of upwards.-of 
three hundred letters I have -received in teference: 
to the difficulties that are besetting, the: House, 
the authors of only. two have reminded. rhe that 
they were anti-Nebraska-men, and voted for me 
as such. ar aera | 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. Mie a Aap Shek oe eg 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania.” 1 ask 


| the gentleman from New York to withdraw-his 


motion to allow me to respond to my. colleague. 
Mr. CADWALADER also sought, the floors 
and made the same request. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I have the floor, sir. ; 
The CLERK. The Clerk must remind both 


gentlemen from Pennsylvania, that the gentle- 


man has not withdrawn his motion, and that-no 
discussjph is in order. ` Se tee 

Mr. CADWALADER. T desire to-reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New Vouk, 
I hope he will withdraw his:motion. Led 

Mr. CAMPBELL. _ I claim the floor. 

Mr. SAGE.. Well, E wil withdraw the motion. 

The CLERK. The motion will be withdrawn, 
unless objection be made. 

Mr. WHEELER. _I object. 

Mr. LETCHER,. I hope the motion will be 
withdrawn, and that we shall have a free fight. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I desire to: explain 
the position of my constituents, who have been 
misrepresented here. ate ` 

The CLERK. No debate is in order. : 

Mr. CADWALADER. What I have to say 
is in the nature of personal explanation. . 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that such an 
explanation would not be in order pending a mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The gentleman from New - 
York withdrew his motion to lay on the table. 

The CLERK. He proposed to withdraw it, 
but objection was made by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. WHEELER. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand that no ob- 
jection is now made. 

The CLERK. Then, if there is no objection, 
the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PURYEAR. There is objection: I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New 
York had the right to withdraw his motion to lay 
on the table. No one can object. oe 

Mr. SAGE. I think Ihave the right; and I 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Idesire simply to say that 
I cannot concur with my colleague, the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Broom,} 
in the statement that certain members upon the 
floor of the House have forgotten the. principles 


j upon which they were elected, and have gone 


over entirely to a sectional party. I desire es- 
pecially to explain my position here, because an 


allusion was made in this connection to myselfa 


few dayssince. Nowysir, 1 désire to explain my 


osition fully upon the. question of the principle: 
tontained he the Kansas and: Nébraska bill: ri 
trust the House will pardon me if I find it neces- 
sary to-.refer tothe remarks made by me some: 
days since;‘and even if [should repeat, to some 
extent; what I then said. ; ee $ 

~ Fhe'people of the State of Pennsylvania, when 
the cornpromise resolutions of 1850 were passed, 
although: those measures -did- not meet withthe 
approbation of many- of us, ‘yet the’ great mass: 
of the people ‘of that State, acquiesced: in: them: 
asa.final’ settlement of the. questions to which 
they referred: -They acquiesced for the purpose: 
of putting the vexed question of slavery.at rest. 
Some ofthe measures embraced in that: compro- 
mise were obnoxious to the: people of Pennsyl- 
vania, in common withthe great mass of the 
people of the: North, but they were willing for 
the sake of peace and compromise, to submit to: 
them all'under thébelief that the subject would 
never again. be agitated. They believed then, as 
they believe now, that there was nothing in those 
compromise measures of 1850 which in any way 
disturbed, much less repealed, the Missouri com- 
promise of 1820, made by our fathers, and which 
the great men of the ‘nation, North and South, 
pledged themselves to abide by forever. 

Under that belief. the public mind became quiet. 
‘We believed ‘that the peace and quiet of the coun- 
try would not again be disturbed. We were 
willing to abide by the resolutions of 1850, but 
‘we reprobated further agitation; and we were 
amazed when we heard that the distinguished 
Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Doveras] had pro- 
posed to repeal the Missouri compromise. We 
were alarmed and disgusted when we learned that 
the Missouri compromise was repealed by the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. Let me say, that the 
public mind in Pennsylvania was then agitated 
in every direction upon the subject. 

Well, sir, the election of 1854 was held; and 1 
want to say to my colleague [Mr. Broom] that 
the present distinguished Executive of that State 
was known to be hostile to the Nebraska and 
Kansas bill,and in every public discussion during 
the canvass he so represented his views upon the 
subject. 

Mr. BROOM. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir; I do notgvant to 
be interrupted. But, sir, I will say, that in the 
city of Philadelphia, in the very district repre- 
sented by my colleague, [Mr. Broom,] the gen- 
tleman now Governor of Pennsylvania, in that 
election, declared his continued hostility to the 
principle of the Kansas and Nebraska, bill. 

And let me say, as I said, before, that althoughy 
the Nebraska bill was not made an issue by the’ 
American party in 1854, though that party had no 
plank in their platform upon the subject of sla- 
very, yet the people in Pennsylvania, irrespective 
of party, were opposed to that bill. Nineteen 
anti-Administration men were sent to this House | 
pledged to oppose that principle; and there are six- | 
teen out of the nineteen who have not been, and 
will not be, recreant to the high trust confided in | 
them, and who are now, as they werein 1854, op- 
posed to the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 
And why the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
sce (Mr. Zotucorrer] undertakes to say that my 
position upon this question is enigmatical, I do 
not understand. I was nominated as an anti- 
Nebraska man. [ represented myself as such in 
every town in my district. I made that issue 
boldly then, and I make it now. And Inowsay 
to the honorable gentleman from ‘Tennessce, that | 
i will continue to oppose the repeal of the Mis- 
gouri compromise until I can be recreant to my 
constituents, my country, and myself. 

One word in reference to my colleague from | 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLLER,] who has, by his 
answers to certain questions addressed to him 
some days since, surrendered’ the whole ground | 
upon that subject. I entertain the highest respect 
for that penlienen:, for whom many members 
upon this floor have cast, and continue to cast, 
their votes for the speakership. But I want it 
understood distinctly, that it was my understand- 
ing that that gentleman was elected to this House 
in opposition to Mr. Wright, who voted for the 
Nebraska bill, and that was the issue made in 
the canvass between them; and, according to my 


understanding, my colleague [Mr. Fuirer] was 
elected as an anti-Nebraska man.” I understood | 


him to take his seat upon this floor as such;.and 
E voted for him, as my first choice for Speaker, as: 


an -anti-Nebraska candidate. ..: 


+ 


‘The Democratic party in Pennsylvania, as.the 


votes in the House: for: the last five weeks will: 


show;-are here only in strength sufficient:to add 
to the confusion of that party in this body, and 
aré thus in the minority because they advocated 
inthat canvass the principle of the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill, and opposed:the doctrines advocated 
by the great: American party. ‘They came into 
power on the compromise propositions of 1850, 
and in:their train followed the present Executive, 
with twenty-seven States, and over one hundred 
and sixty members of the popular branch in the 
last Congress. Where are they now? That party, 
collected here around their ruined altar, is con- 
fessedly too weak to organize the House, and 
only able to aid factions, and thereby prevent 
progress with the regular business of the country. 

Let me say to. gentlemen now, as I have said 
before, that I am still an anti-Nebraska man, 
and that I will continue to act-with the gentlemen 
who are opposed to the principles of the Kansas- 
Nebraska pi. Yet, inall the distinctive American 
doctrines, I am as sound as my colleague, [Mr. 
Broom.] And I say to him, that the State of 
Pennsylvania repudiated the twelfth section; and 
if the honorable gentleman will acknowledge the 
authority of the council which met in the city of 
Reading, he cannot advocate the election of any 
gentleman on that section. I desire to say it to 
the people of the great commercial city of Phila- 
delphia, that I believe they are anti-Nebraska 
to the core; that I believe they voted for the 
Executive of Pennsylvania and for honorable 
gentlemen on this floor, because they were not 
willing that the institution of slavery should ob- 
tain any advantage from the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise of 1820. 

After this explanation, Mr. Clerk, I hope that 
members will not point to my position as enig- 
matical. I am here in opposition to all the fea- 
tures of the Kansas-Nebraska act; and I shall 
so remain. I will vote for any gentleman on the 
floor of this House who professes to staud by 
the truc principles of Americanism, and hostility 
to the Kansas-Nebraska act. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Mr. Clerk, Ido not 
rise with the slightest desire of interfering with 
these domestic dissensions in the family of the 
so-called American party. This quarrel they 
may fight out in detail for our present and future 
instruction, if not for theirimprovementoradvant- 
age. Irise, because there fell from my colleague, 
[Mr. Broom,] with what I believe to have been 
a deluded, though perfect sincerity, certain ref- 
erences to past occurrences which he chooses to 
call historical. These are the melancholy occur- 
rences at Philadelphia in the years 1843 and 1844, 
when this American party was, for a brief season, 
an open instead of a secret organization. In 
those days there were occurrences which the 
honorable gentleman truly describes as historical; 
but he has given what I believe to be an aliogether 
erroneous statement of the historical facts to 
which he refers. 7 

Let me briefly state what is the version of those 
who differ from him with equal sincerity of belief, 
and with at least equal means of knowledge. In 
every great city, crowded with inhabitants, there 
is a portion of the population ready to take part 
in any scenes of rapine, or murder, or arson, or 
religious persecution—offenses which, for polit- 
ical purposes, I class in the same category. For 
the misdeeds of such persons, the rest of-the 

opulation is to a very limited extent responsible, 
if responsible at all. Sir, my native city is not 
exempt from the unavoidable curse of -having 
within her limits a class of such outlaws. Thank 
God! but a small portion of her population is of 
that description. Inthe years 1843~'44 there were 
heralded, in front of the dwelling-houses ofa por- 
tion of our naturalized population who professed 
a religion entitled in this land to equal toleration 
with any other, placards and banners, and paraded 
through the streets which they inhabited with 
every species of public demonstration insulting to 
their religious creed. Mobs, composed of such 
outlaws as I have described, paraded, as is usual, 
through certain suburbs of the city, side by side 
with those who thus tauntingly displayed these 
insulting insignia.. As soon as a few poor hum- 
ble naturalized citizens were goaded into natural 


expressions of resentment:at.these unprovoked 
insulis, then, sir, began a work of which: T will, 
only mention. the. results... The results will guf- 
fice.. These.results were the buming of dwelling- 
houses, ‘every..one: of which was «inhabited. by 
naturalized citizens :and:-Catholics. = -> 

Mr. WHITNEY. :. Let me ask the gentleman, 
a questions Sess z ci 

Mr. CADWALADER. In, a: moment.. F 
say, and [repeat it; that they burned dwelling- 
houses. of poor, unoffending.citizens;.not.one of 
them a native-born, and-not one.of thema: Pro- 
testant. It did not cease here. .-What.followed ? 
Churches were next destroyed, and. their ruins 
smoked in the city for days. ‘The churches 
were those of our fellow-citizens who. professed 
the Catholicreligion. What was the consequence? 
This party, which thus, fora season, attempted an 
open organization, dwindled while it was thus an 
open organization into a miserable, pitiful rem- 
nant of a faction. Disgraced and deserted, it 
shrank from the light and disappeared. When, 
and how, did it reappear? It reappeared after 
some years as.a secret organization. And why? 
Because its professors had the sagacity to per- 
ceive, or had learned from experience, that, when- 
ever they openly disclosed their principles, every , 
man of education and of liberal and enlightened 
patriotism would shrink, as. the members of their 
party on this floor now shrink, from some of the 
propositigns which had. been 1nculcated in their 
secret conventicles. I say it to the honor of the 
gentlemen who, on reflection, do so... Here we 
find one member disclaiming that portion; an- 
other member this portion; and a third member 
another portion of what this so-called American 
party had primarily proclaimed as their distinctive 
principles. - 

Mr. WHITNEY. The gentleman from Penn- 
| Sylvania has given to the House the beginning 
and the sequel tõ what he is pleased to designate 
asa history. I would ask him to relate the mter- 
mediate events of that history. What causes led 
to the incendiary acts of which he speaks? What 
provocation was given? Were not Americans 
murdered in cold blood in the public streets? 
Were they not slain by the assassin’s bullets, fired 
from those very houses, and by those very for- 
eigners, at a moment when those American citi- 
zene were peaceably exercising a constitutional 
right! ` 

Mr. CADWALADER. I will answer the 
gentleman, although what he calls a question is, 
in an interrogative form, a repetition of the very 
assertion of my colleague to which I had risen 
to reply. Ithas been asserted 

Mr. WHITNEY, (interrupting.) Will the 
gentleman answer my question, whether Ameri- 
cans were not murdered from those houses? - 

Mr. CADWALADER. It has been asserted, 
and the assertion has been contradicted, that the 
event stated by the gentleman from New York 
occurred. I, myself, do not believe it; and I 
never did. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Whatever diversity of state- 
ment may have appeared to palliate the atrocity, 
there could exist no diversity of fact. The cold 
corpses of eight murdered Americans were there, 
the ghastly, but silent witnesses of the deed! 

‘Mr. CADWALADER. | I-reply by saying 
that there were two versions of those facts, and 
also as to the origin of the occurrence. There 
are always on such occasions contradictory asser- 
tions on the question which party was the ag- 
gressor. The gentleman from New York, I say 
again, has only repeated, in the form of an inter- 
rogatory, what my colleague from Pennsylvania 
primarily asserted. There is here again, then, I 
repeat, a different version of that part of those 
occurrences. ° 

If the fact were even so, that a poor foreigner 
or Catholic was taunted into aif act of lawless 
retaliation for unprovoked insults, would that 
have justified, from men claiming to be. enlight- 
ened native citizens, and calling themselves Amer- 
icans,—would it have justified a species of revenge 
such as was perpetrated on that occasion, in a 
country calling itselfa land of freedom,-—arevenge 
more cruel, more brutal, and more ferocious than 
that of the savages of the wilderness? 

Mr. EDIE. I move that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania to indulge me for five minutes. 


1856. - 


© Mi EDIE. Will the’ gentleman renew the 
motion ? ` 

Mr. WALKER. Iwil: - 

Mr. EDIE. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WALKER. `I have‘not sought the floor, 
Mr. Clerk, for the purpose of participating in this 
discussion, or with a view of attempting anything 
like a defense of the principles of the American 
party, which have this day been assailed. It is 
my intention, at an i i ota id season, and 
when by the rules of the House I may have time 
ample enough to enable me to`do ‘the subject 
justice, to.avail myself of such: an_ occasion for 
that purpose. But I rise now, sir, for a different 
object: The debate to which we have listened 
this morning has, as has been very apparent, af- 
forded great pleasure and amusement to one side 
of the House; and whenever the family: quarrel, 
if I may call it so, amongst the members of the 
so-called American party, became warmer and 
warmer, and whenever the Clerk’s hammer fell, 
why, sir, cries were heard from the so-called 
Democratic portion of this. House of ‘* Let the 
gentleman go on. They enjoyed this species 
of whatthey doubtless considered mutual slaugh- 
ter. i 
Now, sir, I have no objection tosome merriment 
and amusement, even if be at the expense of 
those who claim to belong to the American party; 
but Iam unwilling that all the amusement shall 
be upon onc side of the House. While the debate 
has tended to show that there is not entire unity 
and harmony in the American party, and while 
that disclosure here has provoked merriment on 
the part of my Democratic friends, I beg to call 
their attention to an authoritative declaration as 
to the condition of their own party, and see 
whether or not there is the most commendable 
harmony in their own ranks. Sir, I read from 
no ephemeral newspaper of the day; I read from 
a speech delivered by one of their most distin- 
guished and eloquent members—a gentleman now 
occupying a seat upon this floor, and who distin- 
guished himself as a member during the last Con- 

ress, and especially in reference to the Kansas- 

ebraska bill. Here, sir, is what he has but 
very lately said, with regard to the Democratic 
party. [Loud cries of ‘‘His name !”] I, will 
give his name presently. He is in my eye, and 
within the sound of my voice. Heis an entirely 
orthodox State-Rights Democrat. . 

After speaking upon the general topics of the 
day; the condition of parties; the fragments into 
which they had, under the force and stress of 
circumstances, been resolved in all sections of the 
country, he came down to speak of the then and 
the present condition of the Democratic party, 
and here is what he says: 

“ How fares it now with the Democratic party? Its ban- 
ners still glance in the sun, and its legions still rally at their 
chieftains’? biddings.. But what inscriptions are on the 
banners? and, what cries resound over the field? Are 
not the Softs the Democratic party in New York? And 
have they not upon their flag the Wilmot proviso, in the 
shape of ‘ uncompromising hostility to the extension of 
slave territory?? Did not Bigler, in his canvass for Gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, carry a banner with Free-Soil on 
one side and Conservatism on the other? Did not the 
party in all the New England States skulk from the slavery 
question ? Is the picture any brighter in the Northwest? 
Where, in all that region, save Hlinois, have the constitu- 
tional rights of the South been upheld? How stands the 
party even upon the Nebraska bill ? 

* Inthe free States it is maintained upon the ground of 
squatter sovereignty, and alien suffrage, and northern fa- 
cilities for colonization. Canthe South uphold it upon these 
grounds? Who here will indorse the monstrous doctrine 
of squatter sovereignty, born of political cowardice and 
selfish ambition? Where, then, is the unity of the Demo- 


cratic party? It differs in the defense even of its funda- 
mental measures.” 


That is the language employed by my honor- 
able friend from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] in 
a speech lately delivered at Barnwell court-house, 
in the State of South Carolina. [Much merri- 
ment.] Now, what a spectacle is here presented? 
Some days ago, my distinguished friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cox,] in an able effort upon 


this floor, for the purpose of showing how much |4 


dissension and difference of opinion there is in 
the Democratic party, thought proper to call to 
the stand as witnesses certain gentlemen ranged 
and fighting under a hostile banner, in order to 
show what had been the course of the discussion 
by Democrats in the free States upon the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill. Shortly afterwards, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coxsg,] 
in a spirit of rebuke, cqoveaeed hie surprise and 


southern States should, for the ‘putpose even of: 
exposing the weakness and division’ of an ad- 
versé party, resort to such testimony. Now, sir, 
Tdo-not do ‘that upon’ this occasion. I go to their 
own household, and take ag my witness one of 
their best; theirablest, and most reliable members. 
Now I did nót rise for the purpose.of making 
a‘speech.. I: had no idea~that -this discussion 


astonishment ‘that ony man coming from ‘the | 
> 


would have sprung up in this Hall this morning. | 


Thave-heard, coming from the Americans, much | 


said about Americanism, which I cannot but feel 
is utterly abhorrent to my sense of right and 
justice.” But, sir, I could not well keep silence 
when I saw the repast which my Democratic 
friends seemed to be enjoying, in witnessing what 
they considered a family quarrel in the American 
party. They may take the testimony of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] as 
to their own condition, and I think the laugh will 
be upon the other side. 

I promised to renew the motion to lay the reso- 
lution uponthe table, and Inow make that motion. 

The question was put upon the motion to lay 
the resolution upon the table, and the Clerk de- 
clared that it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. BROOM. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the call is 
too late. -° 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to-say a word or 
two in reference to some remarks which fell from 
my colleague. [Cries of ‘Call the roll!”] I 
move that when this House adjourns it adjourn to 
meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. READE. I desire a few minutes in order 
to set the position of the American party right 
before the House, and in reply to some remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. STEPHENS. ]} 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have been struggling 
several times to get the floor during the morning, 
and I am not inclined to relinquish it now I have 
got it. Do I understand that the Clerk recog- 
nized me as having the floor? 

The CLERK. The Clerk did recognize the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BROOM. Will the gentleman allow me 
amoment? I rise to a question of order. The 
result of the vote on the motion to lay upon the 
table had not been announced when I demanded 
the yeas and nays. I wish to have the decision 
of the Clerk upon the question whether my de- 
mand was not in time. 

The CLERK. The Clerk distinctly recollects 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania called for 
the yeas and nays after the result of the vote had 
been announced. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [I trust there will be no 
objection to taking the yeas and nays upon the 

uestion, as the gentleman called for them. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question has been once 
decided, and I object to going back. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania rises to say, that the decision upon the mo- 
tion to lay the resolution on the table had not 
been announced when he called for the yeas and 
nays. The Clerk thinks the question had been 
decided before he heard or recognized the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I beg Icave to suggest 
to the Clerk, that after he has decided that a mo- 
tion is carried or lost, it is not too late to call for 
the yeas and nays., Such was the practice of the 
House when Iwas familiar with it. It is not too 
late, because the Constitution authorizes one fifth 
of the members to require that a record shail be 
made of the vote by yeas and nays; and until 
the House passes to some other business, or has 
taken some step towards other business, it is not 
too late to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDIE. According to the position of the 
gentleman from Georgia, the gentleman: from 


Pennsylvania is too late in his demand, because | 


a motion has since been submitted. 

Mr. MORGAN. After a question has been 
once decided, I think we shonli abide by it; and 
I object to bringing up the matter again. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think the difficulty can 
be obviated by offering the same resolution again. 

Mr. BROOM. I withdraw my demand forthe 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB. J-understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania withdraws his demand for the yeas 
and nays; but nevertheless I cannot acquiesce in 


the decision of th 
two-years hadit: 
House, and fortwo: 


Mr. FLORENCE. [-withdraw myn 
reference to’ the adjournment; and mov: 
scind. the rule by which debate:has been I 
to'ten minutes: © During the discussio} 
ing between. the: gentleman from Pe Tvaniag: 
{Mr. Broom;] and my immediate colleague, as to 
the position which the Américan party océupie. 
the State of Pennsylvania, and during the ver 
eloquent appeal of my colleague to the American~ 
ism of gentlemen upon this floor,’to unite and 
effect the election of-a Speaker by thé union:of: 
those clements of Americanism; the gentleman 

ossibly forgot the position of the American party 
in the State. of Pennsylvania a few short months. 
ago. I desired, during a former discussion be» 
tween the Pennsylvania members upon this floor,’ 
to recite a small portion of the history of the com~ 
mingling of the “black spirits and. white, the 
blue spirits and gray,’’ in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. Just previous to the last State election, 
there were three distinct nominations made in our 
State. The American party, throughits councils, 
nominated Peter Martin as candidate for:Canal 
Commissioner- S as 

Mr. CUMBACK,, (interrupting. 
know what the 


( y I desire ‘to 
uestion is before the House? 


Mr. FLORENCE. Ido not‘yield the floor. 
Mr: CUMBACK. I rise to a question: of. 
order. ie ž 


The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania moves to rescind the ten-minute ryle.: r, 
Mr. CUMBACK. The gentleman, then, isnot 
speaking to his motion. : tele ore 
The CLERK. The Clerk does not'undertake 
to confine gentlemen, in their discussion, to the 
motion before the House. dS 
Mr. FLORENCE. The Whigs. nominated. 
Joseph Henderson, and thè Republican part 
nominated the martyr, so called, Passmore Wil- 
liamson, for Canal Commissioner. Confusion 
worse confounded reigned within our borders. A 
convention, meeting at night, in the city of Har- 
risburg, the capital of our State, engineered by 
David Wilmot—— ; ‘ 
Mr. COVODE. I desire tocorrect the gentle- 
man in his statement. go i ah 
Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman can. have 
an opportunity, after I shall have finished what I 
have to say, to vindicate the truth of history, so 
far as the character and purpose of gentlemen par- 
ticipating in it are concerned, and who the individ- 
uals were. The facts, however, of the action of 
thatcommingling, I apprehend, will not be denied 
I, indeed, do notcare ane the individuals were who 
initiated that night session, at the sacrifice of the 
spirit of Americanism, as understood by ‘my im- 
mediate colleague, [Mr. Broom,] who. is a na- 
tional or a twelfth-section American.. This night 
session—and I suppose the gentleman [Mr. Go- 
vope] will justify me in the declaration that the. 
mecting took place at night—this night session, 
held somewhere in Harrisburg, in the 
“ Wee sma’ hours ayont the twal,” 
or perhaps it is more trathful to say it pro- 
longed its deliberations until between one and 
two in the morning—concluded, with the consent 
of the chairman of the American organization, to 
withdraw the name of Peter Martin. The chair- 
man of the Whig Central Committee withdrew 
the name of Joseph Henderson; and that portion 
of them who sympathized with the so-generally 
called martyr, Passmore Williamson, took down 
his name; and they nominated Thomas Nichol- 
son as the candidate of the fusion party. They 
did it—these patriotic Americans did it—because 
Pennsylvania could only thus, speak against the 
iniquity of the Nebraska swindle, as they were 
pleased to denominate it, and by fusion with all 
the isms, and by the medium to which I have re~ 
ferred. ; 
My colleague [Mr. Broom] will therefore ac- 
complish nothing by appealing to, or invoking 
the spirit of Americanism upon this floor, so far 
as many of our colleagues are concerned. They 
are wedded to the isms of the day, and I presume 
care but little for Americanism, except so far 
as it may be made available to the support and 
success of Abolitionism, Free-Soilism, or some 


; T. 


thersor;all, ofthe single ideas of the.day.: I fear 
National Americanism isnot to be found-in-their 
political. vocabulary, oris. not regarded as the 
substantial element. of success in their ardent 
‘contest. for the Speakership.proceeding daily.on 
this floor.. This much I feel it to-be my: duty to 
say to gentlemen who.are talking of the national | 
‘organization of the American partyin -Pennsyl- 
vaniazand, Mr. Clerk, Jet mesay.to.the gentleman 
from. the Schuylkill district, [Mr.. CAMPBELL} 
that.the.commercial. people of. Philadelphia—and 
1can-speak for a large portion of the. American 
party there—are opposed to the agitation of. this 
question of slavery. Philadelphia, at least, stands 
out. in her national position.as an advocate of the 
equal rights of the citizens of all.the States of this 
Confederacy... And. this is evidenced by- the 
declaration. of many of the American councils 
sustaining by-resolutions, which have been pub- 
lished in. the newspapers ofthe city of Philadel- 
hia, the position of my colleagues [Messrs. 

ROOM and Miiuwano] in their votes for Speaker 
in the contest now going on here. And I say to 
these gentlemen, that as far, at least, as. the cit 
of Philadelphia is concerned, they, by. their 
national position, coincide with the universalsen- 
timent of its.citizens. 

I have no hesitation in declaring that Philadel- 
phia, in its length and breadth, will prove itself 
eminently national in all its acts, opinions, and 
sentiments, and will adhere to that position, sus- 
taining, by its great commercial, social, and polit- 
ical influence and power, the declaration of the 
Sage of the Hermitage, ‘The Union, it must be 
preserved,” . 

And now, sir, the gentleman refers-to the scenes 
which took place in the city of Philadelphia in 
1844. I had hoped, sir, that a veil would have 
been forever thrown over the disgrace inflicted on 
the fair fame of my native city at that period.. 
But, sir, as the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
Waser] introduced evidence on this floor a 
moment ago, so do I now introduce, as a witness 
against the American party, a gentleman of their 
own, now occupying a prominent position in their 
own party. xc Elon. Edward Joy Morris, my 
predecessor on this floor, and my competitor at 
the last election,—although now professing to be 
a representative of the American principles, and 
nominated by the American party,—in a speech 
which he delivered during a contest between my 
immediate predecessor, himself, and myself, sev- 
eral years ago, said that the burning walls of St. 
Augustine should proclaim their infamy—refer- 
ring to the then Native American organization—to 
all coming time. And I will state to you, Mr. 
Clerk, that that temple, dedicated to the worship 
of the. living God, which was thus burned down, 
was. at. least a mile, and probably more than a 
mile, from the scene of. cither of the riots which 
disgraced our city in 1844. The people worship- 
ing at its altar—cxcept that they entertained a 
religious belief obnoxious to the violent mob 
which disgraced our city at that time—had com- 
mitted no offense. I might retort upon gentle- 
men, by referring to the scenes which took place 
recently in Cincinnati, in Louisville, and in New 
Orleans, where the ballot-boxes were broken to 
pieces to prevent an expression by American 
citizens of their opinions how America should be 
ruled, but Iwill notdo so. All good citizens, all 
lovers of our country, and its glorious institu- 
tions, deprecate appeals to the passions of a mob, 
which “rules the hone ”? of madness, and are then 
held in abhorrence by even those who have for- 
gotten their duty and self-respect by a participa- 
tion in them. God knows———[Here the hammer 


fell. 

Mr, BOCOCK. I have not arisen, Mr. Clerk, 
at the present time, to enter into a discussion on 
the resolution submitted by my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. FLornence;] neither have I arisen 
for the purpose of taking part in the discussion 
of the principles of the great American party, 
which has cut so distinguished a figure here this 
morning. I have arisen for an entirely different 

urpose. The honorable gentleman from Ala- 
ama, (Mr. Wauxer,] appearing not to enjoy 
qui so much as we did on this side of the 
Jouse the amusement which was produced by 
the manifest harmony and concord of the great 
American family, arose for the purpose—as he de- 
clared —of showing that the Democratic party were 


| sir, did the gentleman do that? He undertook.to 


scarcely more harmonious. And he did succeed 


; in-showing that a little laugh could be produced 


at the expense-of this side of the: House... How, 


establish our. want of harmony and. uniformity 


of faith and doctrines, by citing the authority.of 


my honorable friend from South: Carolina, (Mr. 
Kerrr.} And, sir, I think—to give the authority 
the morepoint. andthe more force—he claimed 


is-a.member.of the Democratic party,.and a lead- 
ing member-of that party.. Sir, no man respects 
more than I -do:the:talents.and merits of the hon- 
orable member from -South, Carolina, but I take 
it upon myself to say—and he will not contradict 
theassertion which lmake—that he is not claimed 
by the Democratic party as a member, nor does 
he claim, himself, to be a-:member of that organi- 
zation. He agrees with many of our principles. 
He sides with us on many .of. the important 
issues. . But. yet he does not claim -to be a mem- 
ber of the Democratic party; and I believe that 
when he-made that very speech referred- to bythe 
gentleman from. Alabama, [Mr. Waxxer,] he 
was persuading his fellow-citizens of South Car- 
olina not to send delegates to the Democratic Con- 
i vention at Cincinnati. 

But, sir, as the gentleman from Alabama has 
undertaken to produce authority, and has made 
the condition of the Democratic party a question 
of authority, I rise for the purpose of introducing 
some on our part to counterbalance that which 
he has introduced. Ishall not cite the authority 
of any’ man with whom the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not acquainted, nor shall I take authority 
about the validity of which the gentleman may 
raise any question. I refer, sir, to the distin- 
guished member from the Mobile district of the 
State of Alabama [Mr. Waker] himself. Do we 
not all know that he rose on this floor in the earl 
part of the session, and in a very patriotic speec 
said, that the conservative men of this House 
ought to unite for the purpose of organizing it; 
and to show his appreciation of the soundness of 
the Democratic party here, he invited them to 
meet the national Americans, and other conserv- 
ative men of this body, in friendly consultation ? 
He was willing to unite with us in consultation 
and to codperate withus. “What was that but an 
indorsement of the conservative position of the 
Democratic party in this House? Ay, sir, the 
honorable gentleman, when he comes to serious 
work, cannot help recollecting the old paths in 
which he lately found safety, the old party on 
which he lately relied, and the old doctrines which 
he, a short time ago, revered. Yes, sir, though 
his new love in “the beginning may have been 
strong, and though he is still fighting under an- 
other name and a new flag, yet he cannot help 
turning occasionally back in memory to the time 
when he was working earnestly, faithfully, and 
effectively with the Democratic party, and he 
cannot refrain from occasionally rendering them 
the tribute of his admiration for their sound and 
conservative faith and position. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman will excuse 
me; I shall be through in a minute. 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not ask the gentleman 
to yield. I only hope the House will allow me 
to reply when he gets through; that is all. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Now, Mr. Clerk, one word 
more. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WALK- 
er] referred also to the spcech recently made 
upon this floor by my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. Cox] over the way, who is now in my eye. 
That gentleman did undertake, the other day, in 
the course of his remarks, to call forth the testi- 
mony of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, bitterly opposed in politics both to him 
and myself, to prove unsoundness and want of 
harmony in the Democratic party. Yet in that 
very speech, in a candid moment, the gentleman 
himself [Mr. Cox] admitted that the Democratic 
party were sound and conservative, and only 


i asked that we should make the same admission 


for him and his party. 

Mr, COX. Will the gentleman allow me to 
explain? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have but a word more. I 
say, that having the admission or declaration of 
the gentleman from Alabama, and of the gentle- 


; man from Kentucky, both of them acting in an- 


tagonism to the Democratic party, as to the 


soundness and conservatism of that party, may 


thatthat:honorable and distinguished gentleman | 


wwe net-claim to offset them -against the contrary 
statement of my friend. from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Kzirr,] who does. not belong to-our organ- 
ization?..The question ag to the relative. weight 
of these authorities I.can safely leave to-the bon- 
-orable-gentleman from Alabama. - ue 

Mr. WALKER... The. object:I had. in view 
at first has. been. partially attained.. It:was-to 
awaken a voice fromthe oll bencsreay: Aiwished 
to ascertain, if possible, whether anything like 
party conscience was left among them. -[Laugh- 
ter.) . My-object was,to ascertaim whether there 
was anything like a spirit-of fairness left among 
them. My friend from-Virginia: (Mr. Bocock] 
has undertaken a response, and. what does it 
show? g 
“ Let the galled jade wince.” - 

The gentleman says that 1 am a credible and 
good witness to what he calls the conservatism 
of the Democratic party. 

And, sir, the honorable gentleman would fain 
involve me in an inconsistency. Why, in the 
remarks I addressed to the House the other-day, 
did I use the word conservatism, as applied to 
the Democratic party? And, sir, this morning, 
what was my object? what my aim? I called to 
my aid.one who is not.a Democrat in-the tech- 
nical sense of that term, but who has been-assid- 
uously and constantly pulling under the yoke of 
the Democratic party and of the Democratic cau- 
cus; who has voted, from the opening of the ges- 
sion upto the presant time, for the nominee of the 
Democratic party for Speaker... I cited the speech 
made by him at Barnwell court-house, in South 
Carolina, not for the purpose of showing that his 
argument was against the conservatism of the 
Democratic party, but for the purpose, as I then 
stated, of showing that there was no unity or har- 
mony of feeling or opinion in.that party. I said 
that they had misled the country by substituting 
a measure for a principle. I said that your party 
had advocated the Kansas and Nebraska bill in 
one latitude, because it contained what they called 
the great idea of popular or squatter sovereignty; 
in another latitude, it was supported for another 
aad a wholly different reason, And what was 
that? 

Sir, what is the prevailing southern opinion op 
the question of territorial government. Why, J 
take it to be this, in spite of the authority of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. J onea land the 
equally; in my opinion, unsound and objection- 
able opinion of the honorable gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Curveman, | to the contrary. 
What, I say, is the prevailing opinion in the South 
upon that subject? Iwill briefly state what I con- 
sider it to be. 

I believe that the Territories are the common 
property of the States as co-sovereigns; that to- 
these Territories the people of all the States have 
equally the right to emigrate, and to take their 
property of every kind with them; that Congress 
has no power to prohibit the introduction of that 
property, whatever it may be; that the people of 
the Territories have no power, while in a con- 
dition of territorial pupilage; that the Territorial 
Legislatures have no power to legislate upon the 
subject of slavery; that not until the people of 
the State meet in convention for the purpose of 
framing an organic law, preparatory to their ad- 
mission into the Union as a-sovereign State, does 
the power to legislate upon the question of slavery 
spring into being. . 

Now, sir, to go back to the purpose for which 
I arose. I did admit in the speech to which 
the gentleman from Virginia alluded, (and I am 
ready frankly now to admit) the conservatism of 
the Denosrade party. Yet; sir, when I presented 
a proposition by way of compromise, the other 
day, tothe Democratic party of the House, how 
was it received? It was spurned (though not 
in terms personally offensive) by the leader of 
that party in this House. (I allude to J. Guaney 
Jones, of Pennsylvania.) I ask this House, 
then—I ask the country, if the.manner in which 
they received it was nota recognition of the same 
spirit of want of confidence and discontent to 
which I have alluded ? 7 

Now, sir, what I said was simply this: that I 
was tired of this vain struggle; that while I ad- 
mitted, to.a certain extent, the force of party ob- 
ligations, yet there was in my mind, and I trusted 
always would be, a sense of obligations higher 
than those of party. I believed that the country 


was demanding a proper otganization-of this 
House; and for one I was willing to make sorme- 
thing evenlike a surrender of party position, and 
ask the thinking, the thoughtful, and. the con- 
servative men—the men who are content with 
things.as they are, the men who are prepared to 
stand by existing laws of the land, and who are 
moved by a.sense of duty, by every demand of 


patriotism, by the reverence which they: owe to: 


the past, by the hopes which :they should enter- 
tain. for the future of our country—to meet on a 
common platform, making mutual surrenders,-and 
banishing for.a time to his-dark and unholy den 
the fell spirit of party, and see whether’ they 
‘could not, as good men and.true, as real patriots, 
effect an organization of this House as it should 
be, for the sake of the laws and the general peace 
‘of the country. > 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococr] 
expresses his regret that I should have left the 
“good old paths in which I have been accustomed 
totread.’’ I beg himtodismiss his anxiety upon 
that score. Tam walking in the path cut out by 
our fathers, and which leads to the Constitution; 
a. path whereon there are no false lights to blind 
me—a path from which I cannot be won to leave 
by the ignes fatui which have led others into the 
-quagmires ‘of partyism. 


Mr. COX. I desire to make a personal ex- 
planation. A 
Mr. READE. With the gentleman’s indul- 


gence, I would just say a word. 

Mr. COX. Ì have but a few remarks to make, 
and the gentleman can have the floor when I con- 
clude what | have to say. 

Mr. READE. Very well. 
then. ; 
Mr. COX. Mr. Clerk, I had no idea that I 
would have been involved in this discussion. 
My friend from Virginia (Mr. Bococx] rose up, 
and as I happened to accidentally pass up the 
main entrance, he casta little pebbleatme. Tam 
sure that he did not intend to charge me with any 
inconsistency in any assertions of mine; but it 


I will wait till 


did scem as though he wanted to place me in the | 


position of summoning witnesses to the stand 
in order to prove a fact which I did not myself 
believe. In the course of my remarks the other 
day, I did say that I thought the Democratic party 
was sound on the slavery question, taking the 
resolutions of their caucus as being the expressed 
sentiment and belief of that party. But nobody 
could have inferred from my remarks on the oc- 
casion mentioned, that I was of the opinion that 
‘every member of that party was sound on the 
slavery question. By no means. [donot judge 
a party by the practice or the faith of some of 
its votaries. It is an unfair way of reaching the 
fact. It is proved, however, by the testimony 
which I adduced before the House, that the 
Kansas-Nebraska act was advocated by Demo- 
crats of the North as a measure of freedom. I 
brought the witnesses to the stand, and there 
was a rattling of dry bones. {Laughter.] 

Is it possible that it has come to this, that the 
spirit of the Democratic party is in opposition to 
the statement, on this floor, of the exact history 
of issues in a political canvass? You charge me 
‘with proscription, I wl not go into a discussion 
of that point to-day; but Ihave not, and never 
shall, go so far as to say that the Representative 
of any portion of the American people shall not 
testify to the points of a political controversy 
which has agitated the nation. 

Gentlemen in the other end of the Capitol—hon- 
orable Senators—have thought proper to allude 
to an inquisition that-was alleged to have taken 
placchere. They, in their statements, only served 
to bear out the testimony: of the witnesses in this 
House, that the Democratic party of the North 
took the ground that the people of the Territories 
had the right to legislate on the subject of slavery 
during their territorial existence, and, by impli- 
cation, that it was a great measure for freedom. 
I say, again, when a party comes into this House 
and presents a resolution correct in itself, that I 
am willing to admit the platform is sound; but I 
cannot help condemning the hypocrisy of men 
who say, “I advocate it on that ground here, but 
take another one at home.” This is my view of 
the matter; and is all I have to say. I yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 


Brane] 
Mr. READE. Mr. Clerk, I have only a few 


~- 


but to'call-the attention of. the Hóuse to the- ré- 
marks which were made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens,]}.in regard tothe charge 
of religious. intolerance against- the American 
party, simply: for the parece of stating our po- 
‘sition in reference to the subject. » And ‘when our 
position is: known, when there can be no doubt 
about it; we-may then, at the proper time, chal- 
lenge discussion on it, not in the sense of defi- 
ance, but-in this sense: that on any position we 
take, we are willing to meet a manly argument 
ina manly way. 

Tadmit, if the charge which is made against the 
American party is true in the sense in which it is 
made and understood, that it then ought to go 
down; but the charge is untrue in the sense in 
which itis made and understood. Those, there- 
fore, who make it ought to cease to make it, or 
make it good. Manliness requires it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I will, with the gentleman’s 
permission, ask him a question. If the gentle- 
man’s so-called American party is not proscrip- 
tive, why then did the National Council which 
met at Philadelphia reject the Catholic portion 
of the Louisiana delegation? 

Mr. READE. I am going to state the position 
of the American. party plainly and distinctly, not 
for the purpose of discussing it-now, but in order 
thatit may be discussed hereafter. [had the gen- 
tleman’s point in view at the time I put the ques- 
tion to the honorable gentleman’ from Georgia, 
(Mr. Srernens,} whether or not, if a man pre- 
sents himself to him as a candidate for office, and 
avows at the time that he holds religious opin- 
ions inconsistent with the freedom and safety of 
the country, he would vote for such a man? T call 
the attention of the House and the country to the 
fact that he would not, on that question, give us 
even the glimmering light of a dark lantern; that 
he would not do so much as intimate his opinion, 
and that he was advised by his friends not to 
answer. 

Now, for the purpose of seeing what is the dif- 
ference between us on this question, and for the 
purpose of meeting it fairly, I again propound 
the question to the gentleman, or to any opponent 
of the American policy on this floor. If a can- 
didate for office, or a man in office, avows, or, of 
your own knowledge, without his avowal, you 
know the fact, that he holds religious opinions 
inconsistent with the freedom and safety of the 


words to-say to the Howse at-thie:time: -F desire: 


country, would you vote forhim? ‘Where is even | 


an intimation of 
Will anybody stri {Laughter.] Has 
nobody so much as a dark lantern in his hand to 
shed a little light on the subject? 
you vote for a man for office, or if a man be in 
office, will you keep him there, if he has religious 
opinions inconsistent with the freedom and safety 
of his country? Let the country know that to 
that question—a fair one, everybody will admit— 
there comes no answer. Gentlemen cannot an- 
swer that question; gentlemen are afraid. I do 
not mean in the sense of cowardice, but gentle- 
men are afraid to answer yes, and go before the 
country; they are afraid to answer it any way, 
because if they consider it at all, why then they 
yield the point that you may naide a man’s 
religious opinions in voting for him to filFan office 
under the Government, although not for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether he differs from you 
or not, for that, sir, I would spurn; much as I 
love this country, I would desert it and find a 
wilderness, if there be one to find, rather than 


your opinion on that subject? | 
e alight? 


Tell me, will | 


live ina country that would put such a test as | 


that tome. No, sir; my doctrine is the largest 
religiousliberty. What, then,dowemean? What 
is the extent to which we go? It is this, that we 
not only feel ourselves at liberty, but we feel it 
to be a high constitutional duty, to consider a 
man’s religious opinions only for the purpose of 
ascertaining if he holds any inconsistent with the 
freedom and safety of the country, and not for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether he agrees 
with or differs from us. 
of our party, as declared in our platform. No 


other doctrine has ever been avowed or practiced | 


upon, and upon that doctrine we challenge dis- 
cussion at any proper time. 

Ido not say this ina spirit of defiance, for that 
is not my habit or temper; [am rather timid than 
otherwise; but I mean, that upon that principle 
we stand, hot under the shaded light of a dark 


That is the principle | 


oppose us. 


Mr. CU 


The CLERK. That is the question: : : 
Mr. CUMBACK. Well; not being able -to:see 
the application of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Fuorence].or of other 
gentlemen to. that question, I moveto lay the 
motion on the table. Wyse es i 
The motion was agreed to.: © Lp Pay 
‘Mr. GALLOWAY. Imove that the 
do now adjourn. pa PA 
The motion was disagreed to. efits 
Mr. KEITT obtained the floor. 05 i i085 
The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest to 
the gentleman from South Carolina, that there 
being no question before the House, he can only 
proceed by unanimous consent. :. [Loud..cries*o? 
“ Hear him. ”?]) aoaia ee piini piga 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l hope: the gentleman 
from South Carolina: will: have’ the unanimous 
consent of the House to..make “his remarks. 
[Loud cries of “Agreed P? “Agreed PJE ioti 
Mr, KEITT.: Mr. Clerk, the gentleman’ from 
Alabama | Mr. Wa.xer] has dragged me into:this 
rambling discussion; and as J will: not allow.an 
party ,—and particdlarly the: party. with which: 1 
am coéperating,—even through implication, to be 
wronged through me, I choose ‘now to speak for 
myself. The gentleman quotes. froma: spéech 
made by me last fall before a portion of my con- 
stituents, at Barnwell court-house. I will’ say, 
that I advanced no opinion in that speech which 
I wish now to retract, and made no statement 
which I am disposed to qualify. aren 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococxr] ‘is 
correct in saying that I do not technically belong 
to the Democratic party organization. "Sir, £ 
wear no party collar, and «never will wear! one. 
I never will abdicate my individuality, or merge 
myself in any party, so.as to. cominit self-abne- 
gation. I will support any measure ‘which ‘is 
just, wise, and constitutional, come it from what 
party it may; and I will resist any measure which 
1s the opposite to these, however emblazoned it 
may be with party insignia, and however authen- 
ticated by the stamp of party council.. I am con- 
tent, sir, to express here my own opinions, and 
those of my constituents, which I may legitimately 
represent. {I advise gentlemen to some modest 
and circumspection in uttering the oracles. of 
party. A few years ago you had men who could 
speak for party. You had men whose’ splendid 
intellects and lofty patriotism made -parties, 
Parties were then based upon principles, and 
their organization was the breath of these men. 
Now, men are the breath of parties.. Now, parties 
make men; then, men made parties. But those 
times are gone, and those great names are only 
illuminated with historic glories. 
I repeat: then, sir, that I cannot be quoted, as 
a member of the Democratic party, to show a 
wantof harmony in its ranks, as I am not strictly 
in its organization. I will say, however, that I 
have hitherto supported it upon this floor, and I 
expect to continue todo so. I have given itmy 
support, and I shal! continue to give it my sup- 
port, because it approaches much nearer:to the 
true policy of the country and the principles of 
the Constitution than any other organized party 
in the Republic. Itis the only party which, in 
circling round its mighty orbit, touches the poles 
of the Constitution. ` 
In the speech to which the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Waker] referred, I condemned 
the doctrine of ‘‘ squatter sovereignty.” In. my 
speech on the Nebraska bill; in 1854, on this 
floor, I condemned it. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bococx] can say whether he approves 
itor not? Gentlemen from the North can say 
how fared the discussion’ upon. this bill with 
them. I will not enlarge:upon:these‘points now; 
but as seon as the House organizes, I shall take 


an early occasion to: 
these various questions. os 

“> Mr: BROOKS: “Will: my colleague allow me 
to ask himand I do itin the way of a sugges- 
tion—if he docs:not approve of. the principles. of 
the resolution of the Democratic caucus, and of 
the President’s message ? o ien ae me! 

Mr: KEITT. -Ido most cordially. I thank my 
colleague for the inquiry, as it enables nieto 
take up. the glove so courtéously.thrown down 
by the gentleman from North “Carolina, [Mr. 
Reape.] > I say to: himthat,in my judgment, his 
party—that is, the American or “Know Nothing 
eo guilty of civil and religious’ persecution. 

his I will'show. The Know Nothing: party 
binds its members, I. understand, to vote against 
all members of the Roman Catholic church. Is 
not this making a religious test? and are not reli- 
gious tests prohibited by the Constitution? Let 
us examine this. 

What is suffrage? It is a political contrivance 
to collect and express the public opinion and 
public will. Is the right of suffrage a natural or 
a conventional right? It.is the ‘latter, beyond a 
doubt.’ If so, from what do you get it? From 
your organi¢ law. Now as you get it from your 
organic law, it. is; of course, given with all the 
limitations:and. conditions imposed by the funda- 
mental law. What docs that say? Why, that 
there shallbe no religious test. The clause grant- 
ing suffrage, and the clause prohibiting religious 
tests, mustbe construed in accord with each other. 
Thus the organic law imposes a restriction upon 
the exercise of suffrage; and whoever makes 
religious tests violates that constitutional restraint. 

But it has been argued that the Know Nothing 

arty docs not contemplate the énactment of a 

aw excluding Roman Catholics and naturalized 
foreigners from all offices. If this result is ac- 
complished through the agency of the ballot-box, 
will it not be as violative of the Constitution as 
if achieved through positive enactments? If, 
through an instrumentality put into your hands 
by the organic law, you accomplish the subver- 
sion of the latter, is it not as violative of all ob- 
ligation and duty as if you circumvented it by a 
positive statutory provision? To give an exam- 
ple: The President of the United States is under 
the obligations of the Constitution, just as any 
voter is. If he were to declare that he would 
bestow office upon no one whois a member of 
the Roman Catholic church, simply because he 
was a Catholic, would it not be making a reli- 

ious test? Clearly so. How would this be so? 

y determining the qualifications for office and 
station according to the religious convictions of 
the candidate. ‘The same is true of naturalized 
foreigners; yet, in this instance, the circumven- 
tion of the Constitution would be without any 
positive law. 

In answer to this view of the question, it has 
been said that the voter may vote as he pleases. 
Within the limitations imposed by the Constitu- 
tion, State and Federal, he may vote as he chooses; 
but if he votes over and against those limitations, 
he is guilty of legal or moral wrong. Though 
no specific penalties may have been defined, and 
no legal tribunal instituted to enforce them, yet 
the wrong is not the less clear and disastrous. 
This argument also implies an absolute and un- 
qualified right of property in suffrage. If this 
right exists, why cannot the vote be sold? It 


wil be answered: because the law prohibits. | 


Exactly so; but this proves that the right is a 
qualified one—that there are restrictions upon its 
exercise. This is all I contend for. 1 contend 
that the right of suffrage is a political or qualified 
right; that it must be exercised in conformity to 
the limitations of the Constitution; and that the 
fundamental limitation is, that it shall not be so 
used as to make religious tests. Suffrage is a 
qualified political right, given to individuals in 
correlation to public duty, and the latter reacts 
upon the former. 

At this pomt I may answer an inquiry put 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Reape.] He inquires, “if we would vote for 
any one hostile to civil liberty and the Constitu- 
tion??? T answer him frankly, that I would not. 


believe that every member.of the Roman Cath- 
olie church-is hostile to civil liberty and the Con- 
stitution? fso, does he believe them to be thus 
hostile to thom ‘because of their religion? If he 


presént my views “upon:||does: 


oth: of these- propositions, then 
he cannot shelter himself behind his.implication. 
df there. be-any number-of-Roman Catholits: in 
this. country who are true- to the Constitution 
and civil liberty, then the Roman Catholic re- 
ligion. does not. make its votaries. false:to their 
civil: duties and. obligations, and their political 
proscription must: be because of their religious 
faith. Thus, in this event, the gentleman makes 
á religious test... Nor: will he fare better on the 
other horn of the. dilemma. If he alleges all 
Roman‘ Catholics to be hostile to-civil liberty be- 
cause of their religious creed, he pronounces 
sentence against the Constitution, and takes 
issue with the sages and founders of the Repub- 
lic. ‘The Constitution declares that- there is no 
incompatibility : between republicanism and the 
Roman Catholic religion; and the sages of the 
Republic believed. that Catholics might be as 
loyal citizens as the followers of any other faith. 
lf the gentleman believes this provision in the 
Constitution to be unwise, he should strive to 
amend it in the way provided in that instrument 
itself. While it exists,it is the law, and dis- 
obedience to it is the ‘“‘higher law.” 

I pass now, sir, from this branch of the in- 
quiry of my colleague. He asks me, also, if I 
approve of the President’s message. I do ap- 
prove of it, most emphatically. Itisa bold, wise, 
and statesmanlike document, and should com- 


mend itself to the sanction of the public judg- | 


ment. In this connection, too, I will say, that 
while I am opposed to the representation‘of my 
State in the Democratic nominating convention 
at Cincinnati, if President Pierce is the nomince 
of the Democratic party, I will cheerfully and 
cordially support him, and I doubt not my State 
will do so. T think he has high claims upon the 
party; and in this I believe I but express the 
judgment of the people of South Carolina. 

My object, Mr. Clerk, was to define my own 
position. 1 will add, however, that I believe the 
Democratic party is, to-day, purer, and truer to 
the Constitution, than it has beén for years. It 
has passed through fire and water, and many of 
its impurities have been consumed or washed 
away. It has the smell of fire upon its garments, 
and while it moves on in the historic track of the 
founders of the Republic, Ishall bid it God speed! 
Many of the halt, and lame, and blind have 
fallen by the way; had this fate overtaken all 
such, it would have been better. 


The gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Camp- ! 


PELLI SOYA that the Democratie party came into 
this Hall two years ago upon the crested wave 
of popular power; and he asks, where is it now? 
He says it is a feeble and scanty band, clinging 
to its broken altars. Why feeble and scanty? 
Because it. has been much more friendly to the 
South, and truer to the Constitution, than either 
of the other parties. Clinging, says the gentle- 
man, to its broken altars! Why, sir, to what 


| else should it cling? While Abolition fanaticism 


is sweeping over the free States, prostrating the 


guarantees of the Constitution, and tearing down ! 
the remaining pillars of our republican edifice, | 
where should the Democratic party be, but within į 


the sacred precincts, fighting down the foe? 
While the lust of northern domination and Free- 
Soil prépagandism is driving the chariot of sec- 


i tional power ever the remains of the Constitu- 


tion, to what should the Democratic party cling 
but to those altars, reared by the founders of the 
Republic? If it be true to the Constitution, and 
steadfast in the faith of the fathers, let it bind 
itself to the horns of the altar; and as the angel 
deseendcd to rescue the son of the patriarch even 
from the uplifted knife, so may the genius of the 
land stoop down to rescue it from the gleaming 
dagger of the fusion cohorts. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] has said that 
the Democratic party is sounder now than it has 
ever been. This is unquestionably true, if the 
gentleman’s idea of soundness be correct. Ihave 


no doubt that the true doctrine of the Democratie | 


party is—because the doctrine of the South will 
be the doctrine of the Democratic party—that it 


7 | is not competent for Congress, that it is not com- 
Bat he does not put the question fully. Does he || 


petent for the people of the Territories, that it is 
not competent for both combined, to declare that 
slavery shall not exist within the Territories of 
the United States. f 

The next doctrine of the Democratic party will 


be=-because it will be the doctrine proclaimed by 
the South, as, indeed, it-is the doctrine she in 
part holds now—that the people of a Territory, 
even when they come. to form a State: constitu- 
tion, cannot declare that slavery shall not-exist 
in such-State so formed. And, sir, let: me say, 
itis a little difficult toeunderstand how it is that 
the. people of a Territory. may have the power, 
when they come to form: a State. constitution, to 
decide: whether or. not slavery shall exist, and 
still not have such power.in their legislative 
capacity before that time.. :. ea ; 

. The next doctrine of the Democratic party will 
be, that it is incompetent forthe States themselves, 
under their respective constitutions, to exclude 
slavery, because that would be inconsistent with. 
the great doctrine of equality of rights. : They 
will ask you whether the citizens of Maine may 
go into Massachusetts with what they claim as 
their property, and whether Massachusetts may, 
at the same time, prohibit the citizens of the 
South from coming into that State with their 
property—that is, their slaves. 

But I did not rise to speak upon these matters 
at length. “Gentlemen belonging to the national 
American party have asserted the importance to 
themselves and the country, that they should 
state here where they stand, and what their views, 
their doctrines, and their creeds are. If it is 
necessary that they should be understood at all, 
it is equally necessary that we should understand 
fully what they mean, and where they stand. 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom] 
took occasion to mention that he was opposed to 
an attempt to restore the Missouri compromise, 
because he did not believe it could be accom- 
plished. I desire to ask him, because I want to 
know the whole truth, whether, if the President 
and the Senate were favorable to the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise, he, and those with 
whom he acts in the House, would vote for that 
restoration? ; . 

I desire an answer to that question. We de- 
sire to know where he is, and we do not want 
any dodging upon the question. Would he vote 
for the restoration of the Missouri compromise, 
if he did not apprehend that it would meet with 
objection in the Senate, and at the other end of 
the avenue? I saw the gentleman [Mr. Broom] 
here but a moment ago, and I supposed. he was 
present. As he is notin his seat, I would now - 
mquire of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Wuirney] what the Americans of his State would 
do in that contingency ? 

[Mr. Broom entered the Hall at this stage of 
Mr. Wasusurn’s remarks.} 

Mr. BROOM. J understand that the gentle- 
man from Maine has propounded a question to 
me—will he be good enough to repeat it? 

Mr. WASHBURN. The question which I pro- 
pounded to the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is this: whether, if he understood that 
the President and the Senate were favorable, or not 
unfavorable, to a restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise, he would, in this House, vote to restore 
that compromise? 

Mr. BROOM. I state now, sir, what I stated 
on a former occasion, that I believe it was wrong 
to have disturbed the compromise effected in 1820; 
that had I been a member ofthe House when the 
Nebraska bill was passed, I should have voted 
against it, with the principles involved in it. And 
I now say that, for the purpose of restoring tran- 
quillity to the people of this.country, were there 
a reasonable prospect of a restoration of that linc, 
or of making any other compromise, I would most 
cheerfully give my assent and coöperation to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I understand the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to say that, if he 
believed it were possible to restore the Missouri 
compromise, he would vote for that measure? 

Mr. BROOM. No, sir; I say this : 

Mr. WASHBURN, (interrupting.) » Well, I 
wish him to answer that question categorically, 
whether or not he would vote for it, if he believed 
it could, by his voting forit, become a law? That 
is what I want to understand... Let the gentle- 
man answer-that question one way or the other. 

Mr. BROOM. I say that I would be willing 
to restore: the Missouri line by compromise, but 
not by common law; because, in my judgment, 
Congress has no power io pass such a law. 
Several Members. That is right. 

Mr. WASHBURN. So the gentleman holds 
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that the Missouri compromise was unconstitu- 
` tional? I have further understood—and I desire 
\ WB know the fact in relation to this matter, because 
it is important to understand precisely the position 
of gentlemen here—from what I supposed to be 
good authority, that the distinguished -gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Futier,] who is a can- 
didate for Speaker, did, in that canvass of 1854, 
take extreme anti-Nebraska ground, and address 
the people from the same stand with the Hon. 
David Wilmot. Now I should like to know from 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether or not 
that is true? 

Mr. HENRY M. FULLER. I declared the 
other day that I was opposed to all this agitation; 
but if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN] or other gentlemen haveany graceful speech 
in preparation which they wish to send out to 
the country to give themselves character and 
reputation, I have no objection to listen, I thought 
į heard the gentleman answer, after the declara- 
tion which T made here the other day, that that 
was my political decease, and I was willing, sir, 
to rest quietly in the tomb until the day of my 
resurrection. 

The gentleman has inquired if I addressed a 

ublic meeting on the stand with the Hon. 
avid Wilmot. Ican say to the gentleman, in 
reply, that I did not, and that 1 have not seen 
thatgentleman for the last four years. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have been credibly in- 
formed, Mr. Clerk, from what 1 supposed to be 
a trustworthy source, that it was true the gen- 
Ueman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Futter] had ad- 
dressed the people from the same stand with Mr. 
Wilmot. And I thought it due to that gentleman 
and to the House to inquire whether that state- 
ment was true or not. But, Mr. Clerk, I do not 


rise for the purpose of going into any discussion | 


at this time, but merely for the purpose of offer- 
ing a resolution which is to stop all further dis- 
cussion in the House until after its organization. 
{Loud cries ‘of “No, no!’’] I propose now, 
that from and after Monda 
for debate to-day and Monday, if necessary— 
until the election of a Speaker shall be effected, 
no debate shall be in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay that resolu- 
tion on the table. 


next—giving time | 


Mr. ORR, (at three o’clock, p. m.) I move | 


that the House do now adjourn. 
' Several Members called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Wasusurn] withdraw his resolution until 
the House shall take another ballot? 

Mr. WASHBURN. As it seems to be the 
general wish to have a vote for Speaker, I with- 
draw my resolution. 

Mr. ORR. Then I withdraw my motion to 
adjourn. [Loud cries of “ Call the roll!?’] 

The Fíouse procceded to vote the ninety-third 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 219; necessary to a choice, 
110; of which 


Nathaniel P. Banks received......006- 
William A. Richardson... 


Henry M. Fuller... teeoe 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 6 
James L. Orr..... >- 2 
John Williams...... 1 
Gilchrist Porter . see 1 


So there was no choice. 


"The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Həll, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellinu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weléh, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson; Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 

crt, Houston, Jéwett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 


Tr 


| here upon myself the responsibility of making 


i want of devotion to him personally. Or if we 


| and carrying out a great principle, I take the same 


| building up a party, my vote has shown my de- 


| this time to the members of the Fouse and to the 


Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S.: Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller,Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A: 
Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tay- 
lor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Witam R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BRENTON said: Before I cast my vote on 
this ballot, Mr. Clerk, I desire to state that my 
present inclination and determination is to look 
about me, and to ascertain whether some other 
gentleman may not be selected for whom I can 
vote with a prospect of final success, with a view | 
to the organization of this House. Iam satisfied 
that, in making this announcement, I may subject 
myself to the censure of some of my friends. But 
I wish to say this, that in the contest which has | 
been going on for the last five weeks, we have | 
been contending cither for a person, a party, or a | 
principle. 1f we have been fighting on the ground 
of personal preference for the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs,] no one | 
of the friends of that man can charge me with a | 


have been fighting for the purpose of establishing 


ground that, uniformly, from the time that the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- | 
BELT] voluntarily withdrew his name, I have |} 
voted for the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

[Mr. Baxgs,] and have thereby shown my de- 
votion to the principle involved in the contest. | 
If we have been fighting for the purpose of | 


| 
| 
i 
votion to that object. So that in either event I 
would not be chargeable, in giving even the notice 
I now give, with a want of devotion to the prin- 
ciples involved, a want of devotion to the party, 
or a disrespect or dislike’ to the distinguished |i 
gentleman [Mr. Banxs] for whom I have voted. |} 
J deem it justice to myself, without indicating 
at the present time any individual for whom Í! 
may ultimately be disposed to cast my vote, to 
state, that after the present ballot I shall, at least, | 
exercise my right as an individual, of casting 
around and ascertaining, as far as I am able to do 
so, whether it is possible to make a selection of 
another individual for whom I can vote with a} 
good prospect of success. Ishall vote, therefore, 
to-day for Mr. Bayxs, with the understanding— 
which I now have with myself at least—that I | 
shall hercafter pursue the course indicated. I take 


this announcement—and fÍ wish it to go out at 


country—that I assume the position I have indi- 
cated on my own responsibility, and not in concert 
with anybody. Nor is it to be considered indic- 
ative of discontent among the friends of Mr. 
Banxs. It comes from myself and myself alone. 
I vote for Mr. Banks. i 

Mr. KELSEY. Before recording my vote, Mr. 
Clerk, I want to make a single personal explana- 
tion. On the 27th of last month I find there was 
a question raised in this House by the genile- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Frorencr,] in 
relation to my pairing off. I simply desire to say 
now, in answer to the question then raised, that 
J paired off with Mr. Burner, of Kentucky; that 
I had no knowledge or information that Mr. | 
Tarsorr desired to pair off; and that the fears | 
expressed by gentlemen on that occasion, that 
there had been cheating round the board, were, 
so far as that remark may have been intended to 


i 
i 
| 
i 


apply to me, entirely without foundation. The jj 


time for which I paired off with Mr. Burnert: 
expired last night. I see that he does not respond | 
to his name to-day; but the time having expired, | 
I am at liberty to vote again. I vote for Mr. ! 


Banks. i 
Mr. FLORENCE. The history of this sub- |! 


ject is so well known to the House—and the | 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Keser] has 
had the advantage of the Congressional Globe— 


that there-should:really-be no -necessity. for say. 
ing a word about it.. ([Cries sof. Very welll’? 
t Call. the. roll !”’] But. 1 do. wish. to say. one 
word... I disclaim any. intention: or disposition 
of accusing that gentleman or:any other member 
of this House of cheating. L only wanted te in- 
quire then how the matter stood... But if my 
friend. [Mr. Brenton] had: not been in. such -a 
violent hurry to correct:me, we could havelearned 
immediately that the gentleman [Mr. Kexsey] 
had paired off with Mr. Burnert, and..not with 
Mr. TALBOTT. ged 

Mr. BRENTON. The gentleman will recollect 
that I put the statement of the fact upon my re- 
membrance. I made no positive statement. F 
do not wish the gentleman to implicate me in the 
remarks he is making. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly not. I have no 
intention of implicating anybody. I only said 
that there was a misunderstazding somewhere in 
reference to the pairing off of Mr. Tatzory,:and 
I wanted the matter to be set right. ` 

Mr. SNEED, when the name of Mr. Reano 
was called, stated that his colleague was too un- 
well to be present in the House; that nothing 
but indisposition would have prevented him from 
being here, 

The result of the vote was then announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. 
motion. i 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WATSON an 

Bare.ay were appointed. 
The CLERK then pu the question, and the 


I move that the House do 


I demand tellers upon the 


tellers began to count. 


Mr. COVODE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit that itis too late 
to call the yeas and nays. The House is dividing. 
The CLERK. The Clerk will entertain the 


‘call. 


Mr. RITCHIE, 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Warson and 
BaRciay were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported thirty in the afirmative. 

[Cries of “Call the roll!’? ‘Withdraw the 
motion !??] 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania withdraw his call for the yeas and 
nays, if I will withdraw my motion to adjourn, 
until another vote has been taken? 

Mr. COVODE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well; I withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I renew the motion to ad- 
journ. [Cries of *¢ No, no!’ © Let us vote!’’] 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Mr.Clerk, 
we ought to have a Speaker. IJ hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion to adjourn, and 
allow us to go to voting. [Loud cries of ““With- 
draw!” 

Mr. BARCLAY. Very well; [will withdraw 
if the House will go to voting. : 

The House proceeded to vote the ninety-fourth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 210; necessary to a choice, 
106; of which— 


I demand tellers upon the 


Nathaniel P. Banks received ...ccesseeee cers eee ee 98 
William A. Richardson..... essre . 72 
Henry M. Fuller,...... ETETEN 29 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 6 
James L. Orr. RE 2 
John Williams. . L 
Gilchrist Porter .. 1 
John 8S. Millson...... cc ..ee sseesasaasesosen 1 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Buflington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Galioway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hail, Harian, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Par- 
ker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader O. 
Washbure, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Weich, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth, 
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~ Ror- Mre- Richardson—Messrai: Aiken, : Allen,: Barclay, ; 
“Ay 


Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch Brooks; 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, ‘Cas ie, Claginan, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W: Cobb, Craige, Cri f 

Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson; ElKott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence; Thomas’J.. D. Fuller, Goode; Greenwood, Au~ 
gustus, Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt,; Kelly, Kidweil# Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 


shalt; Maxwell; McMutin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- | 


son, Mordecai: Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman; Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sharter, Samuel 
A. Smith, Willian ‘Smith, Stephens, Stewart, ‘Talbott, 
Taylor; Vail, Warner; Watkins; Winslow, and John V; 
Wright. mae 
For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis Eustis, 
‘Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 


'rawford, Davidson, | 


-Mro FOOT submitted: documents in relation 


Reade, Ricaud, Wilham R. Smith; Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 
For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore; and Scott. wee < 
For Mr. Orr—Messrs; Richardson and Wiliams. 
For Mr- Wittiams—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
For Mr. Millson—Mr. Etheridge. . 
{Cries of ‘ Call the roll!’’] : 
Mr. GOODE. Imove that the House do now 
adjourn. S ; Da 
The. motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
four o’clock) the House adjourned until Monday 
next at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
`” Moynpay, January 7, 1356. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
ghe Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. SUMNER pres@ted the petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, interested in the navi- 
ation of Martha’s Vineyard and Long Island 
Bounds, and the memorial of a committee of the 
Boston Marine Society, both praying an a pe 
priation for the erection of a light-house on Block 
sland; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Cath- 
arine Jacobs, widow of Francis Tanoba, a waiter 
in the household of General Washington during 
-the. revolutionary war, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
‘sions. ; , 

Also, the petition of John and Elizabeth Bel- 
linger, heirs of Frederick Bellinger, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying for commutation pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also, additional documents in the case of Sam- 
uel Lockwood, late of the United States Navy, 
who was placed on the retired list by the action 
of the late naval board; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Also, a document in relation to the claim of 
Nathan Cook, a revolutionary soldier, to a pen- 
‘sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two petitions 
of citizens of. Iowa, praying for the establishment 
of a new semi-weckly mail route from Monte- 
zuma to Pella, in that State; and also a new post 
office on that route, to be called Mill Grove; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Otiice 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BROWN presented the memorial of John 
A. Ragan, proposing to put in execution a plan 
discovered by him for preventing the overflow of 
the Mississippi river and its tributaries, on con- 
dition. of a grant of every alternate section of the 
lands reclaimed from inundation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
Alison Logan, mother of Henry J. Paul, late a 
lieutenant in the Navy, who was drowned in the 

, Gulf of Mexico in 1838, praying to be allowed a 
ension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam M. Armstrong, a commander in the Navy, 
who was placed on the reserved list by the de- 
cision of the late naval board, praying to be re 
stored to his position.on the Navy list; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Rhodes, late a lieu- 
tenant m the Navy, praying to be restored to his 
rank in ‘the service, from which he was dropped 
under. a decision of the late naval board; which 
was referred tothe Commiittee on Naval Affairs. | 


Also,.the petition of Joseph 
commander -in the Navy, who. was placed on the | 
reserved: ‘list by a decision of’ the late naval | 
board, praying to be restored to his position on 
the Navy list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 


to. the. claim of Lucinda Peters, wife of Barton 
Peters, to a pension for the services of her father, 
Hezekiah. Herendeen, a revolutionary soldier; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
SIONS. on D : 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the petition of 
Robert Graham, representing one of the heirs of 
the late General Arthur St: Clair, praying to be 
indemnified for sacrifices and losses incurred by 
General St. Clair in discharging ä debt contracted 
by him for the use of the Government, while 
acting as superintendent of Indian affairs in the 
Northwest Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. i 

Also, the petition of William Bingham, who 
was in the military service of the United States 
during the war of 1812, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Marvin, praying for the confirmation of bis 
title to certain lands in Florida, claimed under a 
Spanish grant; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of 
Polly Scott, praying to be allowed the bounty land and pay 
to which her son, Benjamin B. Scott, was entitled on ac- 
count of military services in Mexico, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of David Gordon 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of 
Jolm H. torne, praying that money illegally required of 
him by the Governmentin payment for land may be refunded 
with interest, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, | 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the dociments in relation to the claim of 
Levi ©. Harris for a pension on account of a wound re- 
ceived during the last war with Great Britain, be witndrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was | 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Anthony Ran- 
kin be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of Richard B. Mason have leave 
to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of citizens of 
Sedgwick and Brooklin, Maine, praying that fishing bounty 
may be allowed in the case of the schooner Union, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and accompanying papers of 
Oscar F. Johnston, a passed midshipman in the United | 
States Navy, praying for the difference between the com- 
pensation of a nudsinpinan and a passed midshipman, from 
the date of his promotion to the date of his warrant, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

COLONEL MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BROWN presented the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate the. proceedings of | 
the court martial in the case of Colonel Montgomery, of 
the United States Army. 

CIRCUIT COURT IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Conmittee on the Judiciary be in- | 
structed to inquire and report as to the expediency of pro- 
viding for appeals and writs of error from the district courts } 
of the United States in Florida to a circuit court. 

APPALACHICOLA MARINE. HOSPITAL. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine hos- į 
pital at Appalaciicela, in the State of Florida. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted a document on the 


Myers, late..a 


same subject; which was referred tothe. Gommit- 
tee. on Commerce. oe ey Pt e 

“INITIATION OF APPROPRIATION: BILLS. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that the Senate 
proceed to. the ideration of the resolution 
which F submit the 11th of December, which 
is in these terms: k 

Resolved, That the Committee ön Finance be directed to 
inquire into the expediency of reporting the appropriation 
bills for the support: of the Government, or adopting other 
measures, witha view of- obtaining more speedy action on 
said bills. A ; a gers : 

The motion to proceed to the consideration. of 
the resolution was agréed ‘to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD.. Mr. President, I beg leave 
to subinit.a few suggestions and considerations, 
very briefly, in support of this resolution.. "The 
evils which it is intended to remedy are well known 
at the seat of the Government, but they may not 
be so well known throughout the country. -I 
allude to the protracted sessions, and especially 
to the night sessions, during whigh the appropria. 
tion bills are usually considered, and some forty 
or fifty millions. of dollars are voted away; and 
voted, too, during the absence of the best and 
most experienced Senators, who, in consequence 
of physical exhaustion, are not able to remain in 
the Senate Chamber to the midnight hours. It 
is desirable to prevent midnight sessions, also, 
because it is known that.scenes sometimes occur 
in those night sessions which a sense of: delicacy 
prevents me from describing. I may, however, 
say with great truth, that if, at. such times, Cort- 
gress is not in possession of the jobbers, both 
Houses are at least besieged by them. What is 
the cause of this? I undertake to say.that it is 
in consequence of the delay on the part of the 
House of Representatives in considering and 
sending to us the appropřiation bills. An allega- 
tion of this kind should at once be followed by 
the proof; and this I am ready to offer. 

l have looked into the history of legislation 
with considerable care, and have prepared a state- 
ment which exhibits the general fact that, during 
a long session, the House of Representatives 
retains the principal appropriation bills—to wit: 
the civil aad diplomatic, thc Army, and the Navy 
appropriation bills, (which together provide for 
the expenditure of about forty millions of dollars,) 
—for generally two hundred days, and leaves the 
Senate about ten days to consider them. I have 
prepared a statement, showing the days on which 
the principal appropriation bills for the support 
of the Government were received in the Senate 
from the House of Representatives, the number 
of days of each session expended by the House 
before maturing and passing each bill,.the num- 
ber of remaining days of the session left to the 
Senate for its action upon each bill; the.whole 
number of days:in each session, with the periods 
of adjournment. ‘This table begins in 1842, and 
concludes at the close of the last session in 1855. 

I desire to call particular attention to what ap- ` 
pears upon the table from 1850 to the close of the 
last session—a period of five years, during which 
the evil has assumed an alarming magnitude. In 
1850, the Hlouse of Representatives took two 
hundred and sixty-nine days to consider the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation. bill, and the Senate 
had: thirty-three days left for its consideration 
and disposition. In the same year, the Senate 
had but four days: to consider the Army appro- 
priation bill, and six.days.for the naval appro- 
priation bill. In 1851, the House of Representa- 
tives took eighty-seven days to consider the civil 
and diplomatie bill, and five days.remained for 
the Senate to act upon it. At the same session, 
but three days were left to the Senate for the 
consideration of the Army, and a part of the last 
day for the consideration of the Navy appropria- 
tion bill. In 1852 the House consumed two hun- 
dred and fifty-six days before sending us the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, and but nine- 


| teen days of the session remained for its consid- 


eration in this body. At the same session but 
fifteen days of our time remained when we received 
the Army appropriation bill, and but ten days 
when the Navy appropriations were transmitted 
to us. In 1853, seventy-eight days of the ses- 
sion passed away before we received the civil and 
diplomaticbill, and but ten days remained. At 
the same session we had only three days for the 
consideration.of the Navy, and nineteen days for 
the consideration of the Army, appropriation bill 
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In 1854 the House of Representatives took two 
hundred and eighteen days for the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, leaving only twenty-eight days remain- 
ing before the termination of the session. During: 
the same year we had seventeen days for the 
Army, and eleven forthe Navy, appropriation bill. 
In 1855 the House allowed eighty-three days to 
pass away before sending us the civil and, diplo- 
matic bill, leaving seven days for its consideration 
by the Senate. At the same session we had four 
days for action on the Navy appropriation. bill. 
The statement which I have presented includes 

only the three principal appropriation bills. The 
other small appropriation. bills have received the 
same treatment. I think these facts.show that 

. the withholding of the appropriation bills by the 
House of Representatives is a practical denial to 
the Senate of the constitutional right to consider 
them. Itis a growing evil, which must be reme- 
died in some way,.or the well-adjusted machiner 
of our Government will be deranged, and ulti- 
mately the whole system must fall. At the last 
session I introduced a bill for the establishment 
of a court of claims to relieve us from the con- 
sideration of private claims, and to prevent our 
being@electioncered with upon those questions. 
It was passed into a law, and I hope it will work 
well, Its object was to remedy a crying evil. I 
now present to your notice another acknowledged 
evil. How isittoberemedied? First, by bring- 
ing it to the notice of an enlightened public, and | 
having an enlightened public mind brought to 
bear upon the question. Second, by our consid- 
cring whether we have the constitutional powcr 
to originate the appropriation bills, and, if so, 
whether it is expedient that we should do so. In 
the third place, I think it could be remedied in 
some measure by doubling the compensation of 
members of Congress, and giving it to them in 
the shape ofa salary. I believe it would be 
sound statesmanship and true economy thus to 
alter the law concerning the compensation of 
members of Congress. 

Now, sir, a word or two upon the power of 
the Senate to originate the appropriation bills. 
When I first entered upon the consideration of 
this question, I thought it exceedingly doubtful 
whether we ‘had the power, or whether, at any 
rate, it would not be contrary to the spirit of the 
Constitution, to originate the appropriation bilis 
in the Senate. Further examination and reflec- 
tion have satisfied me that we possess the con- 
stitutional power, and I think our duty to exer- 
cise it becomes clear in view of the facts which 
I have stated. The constitutional provision upon 
this subject reads as follows: 

“ All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House 
of Representatives; but the Senate may propose or concur 
with amendments, as on other bills.?? 

Although we are not altogcther prohibited 
from originating bills appropriating revenue, an 
appropriation of revenue necessarily involves the 
necessity of taxation, and, therefore, I thought 
that perhaps it might be as well to allow the 
appropriation bills to originate in the FLouse of 
Representatives, where the great taxing power is 
confided by the Constitution, the members of that 
House being. the immediate representatives of | 
the people aud the grand inquest of the nation. 
An examination of the proceedings of the con- 
vention which formed the Constitution shows 
that the original resolution agreed to by the 
convention, and the original draft of the Consti- 
tution, contained a clause prohibiting the origin- 
ation of appropriation bills in the Senate, and 
giving that power exclusively to the House of 
Representatives; but, towards the close of the 
session of the convention, the clause conferring į 
the power upon the House of Representatives 
alone was stricken out; thereby showing a clear ; 
intention on the part of the framers of the Con- 
stitution to give the Senate an equal right with 
the House in regard to appropriation bills. The | 
original proposition agreed to by the convention 
reads as follows: 

“ Resolved, That all bills for raisings or appropriating 


i 


money, and for fixing the salaries ofthe officers of the 


© H 


| ate. 


Government of the United States,.shail originate in the 
first branch of the. Législature of the United States, and 
shall not be altered or amended by the second branch 3 and 
that- no money shall be drawn from the public Treasury but 
in pursuance.of appropriations to be originated by the first 
branch.” 

Gentlemen will find this resolution at page 206 
of -the.first volume of Elliot’s Debates of the 
Federal Convention. It was passed on the 16th 
of July, 17187. On the 26th of July it was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Detail. On the Gth 
of August the proposition was reported by the 
Committee of Detail in the first draft of the Con- 
stitution. A motion to amend it was then re- 
jected, and the consideration of the subject post- 
poned. It was subsequently referred to a special 
committee, and the provision was agreed to, on 
the 8th of September, in the form in which it 
now appears in the Constitution—the clause con- 
fining the power to originate appropriation bills 
to the House of Representatives having been 
stricken out. 

From these facts, I conclude that the only re- 
striction upon the power of the Senate to origin- 
ate bills is confined to bills for raising revenue, 
and we have full. power to originate all others, the 
appropriation bills not excepted. In view of the 
facts embodied in. the statement which I have 
presented, an which I will hand to the reporter 
for the purpose of being appended to my remarks, 
I think it is expedient that we should exercise 


this power in regard to the appropriation bills. | 


The present House of. Representativessit is: trus, 
may do better than their predecessors: It, does: 
not become me to speak ofthat body. It-would: 
be contrary to courtesy: and the rules-of the Sens: 
ate todo so. I will simply express the-hope that, 


¿notwithstanding the present indecision: in that! 


body, it will do better in this regard:than its pre~ 
decessors, though I must confess it is commencing” 
to do business very slowly. 

For the reasons which I have stated, I hope 
the resolution will be adopted, and that the Com- 
mittee on Finance will inquire into the expedi- 
ency of reporting the appropriation billy.; ‘That 
committee can confer unofficially with the proper 
committee of the House of Representatives, and 
see whether it is not possible to make an, arrange- 
ment by which we may appropriate the people's, 
money in the face of day, and not at the dead 
hour of midnight. The course which has been 
hitherto pursued is injurious to the character of 
Congress. It tends to create among the peoplo 
dissatisfaction with our form of government, It’ 
would be more becoming the representatives of a 
great people to appropriate in the face of day,and: 
not in the dark kours of night, the vast sums. of 
money which this Government expends... If the, a 
resolution be adopted, I hope the committee will 
take the subject into consideration, and if it is 
determined that we have the power let us exer- 
cise it. : 

The following ig the table referred to: 


Statement showing the days on which the principal appropriation bills for the support of the Government were received in the 


Senate from the House of Representat 


ws—the number of days of each session expended by the House of Representatives 


before maturing and passing cach bill—the number of days left of each session to the Senate for its action upon each bill— 


the whole number of days in each session, and the days of ad 


journment. 
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27th Cong., lst session] Special, or called session, 
no appropriation bills. 
2d session} Civil and diplomatic......{April 21, 1842| ` 137 132 269 jAug. 31, 1842 
For the Arniy.... [June 8, 1842 185 84 269 jAug. 31, 1842 
For the Navy....ses [May 24, 1842) 170 89 269 Aug. 31, 1842 
3d session! Civil and diplomatic.......Feb’y 28, 1843} “6 3 89 [March 3, 1843 
For the Army,....6 -]Rebey 1, 1843) 59 30 89 |March 3, 1843 
For the NaVy.sssess [Eeb’y 9,1843 67 22 89 (March 3, 1843 
2th Cong., Ist session! Civil and diplomatic «June 7, 1844 187 10 197 June 17, 1844 
For the Army.....e [April 16, 1844 335 62 197 June 17, 1844 
For the Navy «June 8,1844 188 9 197. June 17,1844 
2d session} Civil and diplomatic, s... [Pepy 24, 1845 85 7 92 |March 38, 1845 
For the Army March 1, 1845) 90 2 92 |March. 3, 1845, 
For the Navy.... e Mareh 1, 1845 90 2 92 [March 3) 1845 
29th Cong., Ist session} Civil and diplomatic. «[May 29, 1846! 380 73 253 lAug. 10, 1846 
For the Army [May 20, 1846) 171 82 253 jAug. 10, 1846 
| For the Navy.. [June 16, 1846 188 65 253 Aug. 10, 1846 
2d session; Civil and diplomatic,.....,Feb’y 6, 1847 62 25 87 March 3, 1847 
For the Army.... + +/Feb’y 24, 1847 80 7 -87 |March 3, 1847 
F Eor the Navy..vees ceseco jan? y 30, 1847 55 32 87 ¡Mareh 3, 1847 
30th Cong., Ist session: Civil and diplomatic......jJuly 22, 1848) 2230 23 253. [Aug. 14, 1848 
For tlie Army.... .. August 7, 1848 246 7 253 jAug. 14, 1848 
For the Navy... seseddune 22, 1848 200 53 253 jAug. 14, 1848 
2d session! Civil and diplomatic.. .... |Jan’ y 24, 1849) 52 38 90 |March 3, 1849 
For the Army...... «}Tanty 26, 1849 54 36 90 March 3, 1849 
For the Navy...... Feb’y 7, 1849 66 24 90 {March 3, 1849 
Bist Cong., lst session; Civil and diplomatic......;Aug. 28, 1850) 269 83 302. [Sept. 30, 1850 
For the Army Sept. 26, 1850 298 4 302 Sept. 30, 1850 
For the Navy. ; Sept. 24, 1850 296 6 302 jSept. 30, 1850 
2d session! Civil and diplomati Feby 26, 1851 87 5 92 |March 3, 1851 
j For the Army....e. Peb?y 28, 1851 89 3 92 |March 3, 1851 
For the Navy........ March 3, 1851 92 part of last day. 92 [March 3, 1851 
32d Cong, lst session: Civil and diplomatic....../Aug. 12, 18 256 19 275 |Aug. 31, 1852 
i For the Army... wees ANg, 16, 18, 260 15 An Aug. 31, 1852 
For the Navy.... eseese eel 265 10 275 jAug. 31, 1852 
2d session; Civil and diplomatic... 78 19 88 [March 3, 1853 
For the Army...... 69 1 as March 3 ee 
For the Navyseesses 85 : March 3, 185: 
33d Cong., Ist session! Civil and diplomatic.. 219 98 246 jAug. 7, 1854 
For the Army.....sesee WY 17 aa Aug. 7, 1854 
For tho Navy..e.es os 235, dW 24 ug. 7, 1854 
2d session! Civil and diplomatic.. 83 7 90 {March 3, 1855 
© | For the Army.....+ 28 64 90 [March 3, 1855 
For the Navy..ceas oe 86 4 90 Mareh 
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Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I concur 
with the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania || 
in the view which he has takenof the importance į; 
of this subject, and I regret that what he has said | 
did not receive more general attention by the Sen- 
There is hardly amore important subject for 


us to consider. Now how stand the facts? During 
the last Congress, and the Congress preceding 
that, the appropriation bills came here. so late that 
it was utterly impossible for the Senate to do jus- 
tice to itselfand to the country in the examination 


| of them; and now we can predict almost with 
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certainty, that, during the heats of thë next'sum- 
mer, when members.are exhausted and worn out, 
a day or tivo. before the close of the session some 
of the ‘most important. appropriation: bills will 
be presented here, wh ) 
tunity—when in fact we have not the physical 
ability to examine-them. At that period ofthe 
session, we are usually exhausted by the heat; we 
are worn out by the length of the session; and 
appropriations pass, taking hundreds upor hun- 
dreds. of thousands of dollars out of the Treas- 
ury, without the knowledge of one-half the mem- 
bers of the Senate. This is not an-evil of recent 
growth. 
known the Senate. It was almostas bad twenty- 
seven years agoas itis now, and nomgasures have 
ever been taken to arrest this state of things. 

Now, sir, I rise only for the purpose of making 

one. or two remarks, to point out the remedy to 

which*the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has referred; for that is the important point 
to consider. What is to be done? Everybody 
admits the existence of this monstrous evil» What 
is to be done toremedy it? - He has made several 

ropositions. I have heard other suggestions. 

thas been proposed that we pass a rule, and de- 
clare that we will not receive from the House of 

Representatives and act upon an appropriation 

bill if it comes here so as to deny us sixty days 

for the consideration of the bill. ‘hat would 
be very well, perhaps, if we would stand by and 
enforce our own rule, and the other House could 
@ also understand that we intended to enforce it; 
but they understand us as well as we do our- 
selves. They know very well that, whatever 
rule we pass, the exigencies of thé occasion will 
require of us to repeal our rule, in order that some 
most important appropriations may be passed; 
so that I should look upon a rule of that sort as 

a perfect brutum fulmen, coming to nothing in the 

end. 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has suggested another remedy. He undoubtedly 
ig right in the view which he takes of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. There is nothing 
in the Constitution to prevent us from originating 
money bills here. Itis not here as it is in Eng- 
land, where that right rosides solely with the 
British House of Commons. We are prevented 
from introducing revenue bills, but bills for an 
appropriatigif we have as much right to introduce 
as the othe? House has. Now, if it couid be 
arranged between the Committee on Finance of 
this body, and the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, that cer- 
tain bills of a vastly important character shouid 
originate there, for instance, the general civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, while the Senate’s 
committee were originating and considering the 
Army and Navy appropriation bills, (thus di- 
viding the labor, and enabling our committee to 
devote itself to one great subject, while the gen- 
tlemen of the committee in the other House 
-werc devoting themselves to another,) I think a 
great improvenient might come out of that. In 
that way we might send them, three or four 
months before the end of the session, the Army 
and Navy appropriation bills, and they might 
send the general civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill here at the same time. 
Sir, I repeat again, the evil is becoming a cry- 
ing one. Every experienced member of Con- 
gress knows that, in consequence of the existing 
mode of legislation, the Senate is virtually de- 
pea -of power. to consider and examine, as 

ecomes it, and as it is its duty todo, some of the 
most important measyres of legislation proposed 
for the country. 

Mr. HUNTER. As I understand it, Mr. 
President, this is simply a resolution of inquiry. 
It directs the Committee on Finance to inquire 
into the expediency of originating the appropria- 
tion bills in this body. In that point of view, it 
seems to me that it is a proper resolution. It is 
a proper subject for the Senate to inquire into, 
whether they will depart from the practice which 
has existed since the crigin of the Government, 
in regard to the appropriation bills. As to the 
question of power, I think there can be no sort 
of doubt. We exercise the power in almost every 
little pension case, and in thousands of bills in 
which we appropriate money... The restriction of 
the Constitution has been decided in this body to 
apply only to those bills which provide for raising 


when we have not the oppor- f 


It has been an evil ever since I have: 


revenue—taxingbills.. I believe it has never been 
disputed here that we havé the power to.originate 
appropriation bills. -Itis a mere question dF ex- 
pediency and courtesy. It seems to me, that the 
mode which the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
suggested is probably the right one—that. the 
Committee’ on Finance should inquire into the 
‘expediency .of originating those bills in this body. 
In regard to the history of legislation for many 
years past’ upon this important subject, I have 
nothing to ‘say. “That history speaks for itself, 
and needs no comment. Ihbclieve thatit is proper 
that this subject should be inquired into by the 
committee, who, doubtless, will soon make some 
rt upon it. 


gested by this resolution will, I venture to predict, 
result in nothing. There is no question: about 
ithe power 
about the enormous evils suggested by the hon- 


They are generally such as are estimated for by 
curtailed, and sometimes enlarged; but in regard 


evil of bringing in the appropriation bills at the 
close of the session grows entirely out of the 
amendments added to them. Every bad thing, 
every job, every proposition that cannot stand 
discussion, is put into an appropriation bill, in 
one House or the other, by way of amendment. 
One of the greatest evils in our Government at 


Executive’ Departments upon such propositions. 
They send us, at the commencement of a session, 


but Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
i resentatives who want particular appropriations 
for particular objects—the outside jobbers, the 
outside influence that want things done—go fre- 
| quently to the Departments—to the Treasury, 
or War, or Navy, or some other Department— 
and get a recommendation from a Secretary. 


passage of an appropriation bill, with a pocket 
| full of recommendations for appropriations from 
| the Departments. 
| money are voted that ought not to be voted, and 
| would not be voted if the Senate and House of 
| Representatives had an opportunity for examina- 
tion and consideration. ‘T'o the great scandal of 
| the two Houses, improper appropriations are, in 
‘this way, inserted in the appropriation hills. 


things? The Senator from Delaware. seems to 
think that no rule which we can make will be ef- 
fectual as a remedy. I tell him that if the evil 
cannot be cured by arule, it cannot be done by the 
course now suggested. If an appropriation bill 
were to be introduced into this body to-morrow, 
and we should pass itin a month and send it to the 


| within afew days of the close of the session. 


| gress, the House did send us some of the appropri- 
Í ation bills months before the close of the 
They came to this branch of the Le 
We took up the subject in due time,—our com- 
mittee did its duty in good time,—and sent them 
| back with very many amendments. One of those 


session with along string of amendments—fifty 
jor sixty I think—in regard to which the two 
! Houses disagreed. The statement of the fact 
i 
i 


i which I bave just mentioned shows where the 
/mischiefis. It does not depend on the time when 
the appropriation bills are introduced and passe 
by one House or the cther. When anapprop: 
ation bill is sent here by the House of Represent- 
atives you puton amendments. They are sent 
| to the House, and they put on additional amend- 
| menis. {thas been part of the policy of those 
| who endeavor to obiain bad appropriations—ap- 
| propriations that ought not to pass—appropri 
ll tions that would not pass if they were fairly 
| investigated by cither House—to hold back the 
| appropriation bills until investigation becomes 


| impossible, and then to offer their propositions as 


amendments. : 
An experience of eight or ten years as a mem- 
i ber of the Committee of Waysand Means of the 


a 


repo er 
r. TOOMBS. Mr. President,the inquiry sug- | 


of the Senate; there is no question | 
orable Senator from Delaware; but this is-not' 
the remedy. Neither House, usually, has any | 
difficulty in regard to the ordinary appropriations. i 


| the Departments. Their estimates are sometimes | 


to them there is usually very little difficulty. ‘The | 


: f Gabe Higa 
the present time arises from the &ction of the, 


estimates of appropriations required for the year; | 


! During my short service in this body, I have scen | 
Senators come here, within two hours of the final | 


The result is, that millions of | 


Picea 


Now, what is the remedy for this state of’ 
> 


House of Representatives, it would le there until | 


Gentlemen may recollectthat, during the last Con- | 


bills was returned to us in the last hours of the: 


other House, and- my observation. here, have 
taught methat the true remedy, on the partof the 
Senate at least, is to adopt a rule that the Senate 
will not consider any amendment which. is not 
introduced a certain number of days before the 
end of the session, say twenty or thirty days, so 
as to allow. nothing to be added to`an appro- 
priation bill’ which has not been investigated. 
Then, if we adhere to the rules, we shall not suf- 
fer our bills-fo-be-crowded with amendments 
which ought not to bethere. Since I have been 
a member of Congress I have known cases to be 
provided for in appropriation bills, when separate 
bills for the same purpose had been defeated again 
and again on their own merits. “Questions have 
been debated during a session, fairly considered, 
and defeated by overwhelming majorities; and 
yet they have been tacked to an appropriation bill 
in one branch, and then carried through, by the 
agency of a committee of conference, in spite of 
nine tenths of the members of one or both Houses. 
If a Senator objects to some provision of an ap- 
propriation bill, he is told he must take it as a 
totality or defeat the bill. This is a crying out- 
rage—it is an enormous evil; and we are almost 
as guilty as if we connived at the wickedness 
which goes through Congress every year on the 
|| appropriation: bills. 
| Lhave suggested the propriety of adopting &” 
rule by which we shall consider nothing but reg- 
ularappropriations, and not consider amendments 
proposed in either House without an opportanity 
for their examination having been afforded. ™ For 
|| our own protection we gught to do this, and we 
ought to protect ourselves against the House of 
Representatives and their committees, as well as 
| our own; and we ought to say that we will not 
consider any amendment involving a new appro- 
priation which is tacked to a bill within thirty 
days of the close of a session. I trust the Ben- 
ator from Pennsylvania, who has turned his at- 
tention to the subject, will propose that or some 
other measure—not to hasten the appropriation 
bills; that will not cure the evil, for Tio not cere 
wheh you pass the bulk of them. The great object 
to be accomplished is to cut off those amendments 
by which jobs are created on the last night of a 
session in both Houses. 
Mr. SEWARD. [ shall vote very cheerfully 
for this resolution of instruction to the Committee 
on Finance to inquire into this subject; but I deem 
it proper to say now, that I do not, by any means, 
intend to commit myself to the proposition that 
the measure proposed is right in itself, or that it 
is right in view of the Corfstitution. Ttis true 
that, according to the letter of the Constitution, 
appropriation bills may be originated by the 
Senate, for they are not strictly revenue bills; 
yet we all know that, in point of fact, they have 
come into the place of revenue bills. We make 
arevenue bill but once in ten or twelve years, 
and these appropriation bills are in fact what were 
intended, I suppose, by the framers of the Con- 
stitution, as bills of revenue. They appropriate 
the revenue which is only regulated by a bill 
passed once in a period of several years. Now, 
notwithstanding all the inconveniences attendant 
on the present mode of transacting business, L 
am quite satisfied that this branch of the national 
legislation is most safely reposed in the House of 
Representatives of the United States—represent- 
atives from limited districts, the direct represent- 
atives of the people themselves, and not of the 
States—representatives responsible to the people 
directly and immediately at the expiration of every 
two years. [think it would be very mneh to be 
deplored, so far as concerns the appropriation of 
the public money, thatitshould in any degreé be 
withdrawn from that House and concentrated in 
the Senate of the United States. As the tendency 
of things strikes me, itis now, as it has for many 
years been, to concentrate in the Senate a larger 
share than in the House of the various legislation 
which the country requires. That happens so, 
because the number of this body is smaller; be- 
cause its rules, therefore, are more practicable, 
and business can be more feasibly transacted; 
while, on the other hand, the constitution of the 
other House is such that business is more slowly ` 
transacted, and with greater difficulty. Butift 
know anything of the constitution of the two 
Houses, what Í do know has led me to believe 
| that proposed appropriations are more carefully 
ii examined by committees in the House of Rep- 
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` ject which I believe all Senators: desire. “While 


; Government; and it is well for it that it is so. | 
Without that mixed form of government, we 


1856. satel. 


resentatives than they naturally would be here; : 
and that if this be not the fact, and if our com- ] 
mittees arc equal, yet there ig a more strict sense | 
of accountability on the part of the members of 
that House in regard to the fiscal affairs of the 
Government. Itis for these reasons, while I think 
some remedy is necessary: for the inconveniences 


il 


which have been. stffered—and I am willing to |} 


vote for this.resolution of inquiry—lI yet, atthe 
same time, am far from belicving it will be right, | 
or safe, or judicious, or strictly within the spirit 
of the Constitution, for us to assume this great: 
branch of business, which properly belongs to 
the commons of the country—the House of Rep- 
resentatives—according to the previous. settled 
habit of the country. ~~ ey ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I am inclined 
to concur with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
'Toomes.] as to the best method to effect the òb- 


the gentleman from Delaware has veiy little faith 
in, and very little reliance on, any rule which may 
be adopted, I am, inclined. to believe that more 
good may result from the adoption of rules, either 
by the Senate separately, or by both Houses 
jointly, than in any other way. I think the 
resolution is broad enough as it now stands to 
authorize the Committee on Finance to conclude 
their investigation by recommending any process 
which, in their judgment, shall be deemed best. 
Now If think that a joint rule of the two Houses 
whic}gy ould authorize and make it compulsory, 
if yotmpleasc, on the Senate committee, to report 
certain of the appropriation bills, whilst certain | 
others should be reported in.the Honise at the 
same time, thus énabling the Senate to be acting | 
primarily on one class of the appropriation bills 
while the House was acting on another, would be | 
desirable, and in’ that way the amendments to 
those bills could be acted on deliberately. I think 
a joint rule (a rule which could not be abrogated 
or annulled by a vote of either body by itself) 
might also be adopted, which should require 
action primarily upon an appropriation bill within 
a limited number of days before the session should 
conclude. I believe that much of the evil which 
we experience in relation to our protracted sit- 
tings, and to the obrioxious thatter that gcts in- 
corporated into an appropriation bill, could thus 
be avoided. 

Sir, in my judgment, all the appropriation bills 
should be passed by both’ Houses of Congress 
many days before the time when their sessions 
terminate, An appropriation bill ought to be 
submitted tothe Senate with a sufficient time in- | 
tervening between its final action upon it and the 
conclusion of the session to justify the House or | 
the Senate inactually killing the bill; giving them 
time to originate another, if there were enough 
objectionable matter contained in it to authorize | 
that course. Now, however, we are compelled t@ 
take an appropriation bill as itis. The Govern- į 
mentis to be obstructed in its ordinary functions, | 
unless we take an appropriation bill as it is pre- 
sented to us, with all the objectionable matter 
which it may contain. - 

I think these are suggestions which are worthy 
at least of the consideration of the Committee on 
Finance; and, however feeble and however inef- 
fectual may be an effort to remedy the evils under 
which we suffer, I believe sincerely that by rules 
here, and by joint rules binding on both branches 
of Congress, more good can be accomplished than 
by any other process. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the resolution i 
| 


before the Senate is simply a resolution of in- 
quiry,and I should not indulge in a single remark | 
in reference to it but for what was said by the | 
honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Seward] | 
in the conclusion of his remarks. This is not: 
the first time that ‘that honorable Senator, as it! 
seems to me, has indulged in a line of remark | 
calculated to impair the dignity and proper weight 
in the government of the body of which he is a 
member. That portion of his remarks to which 
Talude is the contrast which he attempted to 
draw between the Senate, as representing the 
State sovereignties, and the [Touse of Represent- 
atives as representing the power of numbers. 
Phat, sir, is the form of. organization of our 


could hardly have expected the Federal Union to | 


last as long as it has. But for that principle, it i| rules. 


| 


i 
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must, ere this, either have been concentrated into 
a popular sovereignty, or have become-a dismem- 
bered Union. ER alge : 
Mr. President, Ido not mean to go into any ar-. 
gument on this question; but the idea was thrown 
out, though not professedly stated, in the remarks 
of the Senator from New York, that. there was 
an aspect of unconstitutionality about the inquiry 
which this resolution proposes, or at least about 
the action.to which it maydead.. On what ground? 
The Constitution of the United States places the 
Senate of the United States, for al) legislative 
urposes, precisely on the same footing as the 
House of Representatives. They are codrdinate 
branches. It is true, in our form of government, 
the ore represents the sovereignty of the States— 


‘the other the popular sentiment of the country; 


but there is no more weight to be attached to the 
action of the one than to that of the other. Most 
assuredly, the Constitution gives no greater au- 
thority to the one body than to the other. The 
fiat of cach is necessary for all purposes of legis- 
lation, and that was the intention of the framers 
of ourGovernment. Itwasintended, further, that 
the principle of State sovescignty represented here 
should operate as a check upon the power of 
numbers represented in the other House, or else 
I entirely misread the Federal Constitution. 
Now, sir, I would not derogate from the weight 
of numbers; I do not wish to impair the effect of 
the public opinion of the whole country; but I 
still think that our form of Government requires 
that we should maintain the Senate in its proper’ 
position; not that we should attempt to concen- 
trate in the Senate any powers that do not belong 
to it. But how is tt concentrating such powers? 


What is the meaning of the language of the hon- | 
erable Senator fron New York, when he tells us | 
that the Senate is concentrating powers in itself | 
apart from the other House? For any purpose |; 


of legislation, all we do here is virtually useless 
unless concurred in by the other House. The 


fact that we pass upon an appropriation bill first, | 


does not prevent the subsequent thorough exami- 


| nation of it by the House of Representatives; but, 
on the other hand, the system that has been hith- | 
certo maintained has been, that appropriation bills į 
have come to us at so late a period, that it has | 
been impossible to diseuss them in the Senate, and | 
we have been forced oftentimes to adopt measures | 
which otherwise would not have been adopted, | 


even in the shape of appropriations. Further, 
under the pernicious system which exists, of 
tacking general legislation to appropriation bills, 
we have been forced into the adoption of general 
legislative measures, without even the semblance 


of discussion for the purpose of determining | 


whether they were right or wrong. 
Sir, I hold—and this is the object of my re- 


marks now—that the Senate of the United States | 
stands on a footing of equality with the House | 
of Representatives of the United States. Though į 
the one represents the popular sentiment, and | 
the other represents the sentiment of the people i! á 

i| the flag mentioned in the resolution was intro- 
f 

t 


of States, they equally represent the popular sen- 


timent of the country in its true, proper, and ij 
They cqually have a right | 
i| and now Secretary of War. 
| of that year, as is shown by the Journal, he pre- 


constitutional sense. ` 
(with the exception preseribed in the Constitu- 
tion as to bills for raising revenue) to initiate all 
legislative proceedings. 


{am at a loss to conceive on what ground the | 
charge is made against this body, that we have | 
attempted to concentrate legislative powers in our | 
ven, and on what occasion? j 
The charge is without specification, but it goes | 
forth to the country with the sanction of the honor- || 
able Senator from New York. I can understand, | 
Mr. President, that a gentleman holding a distin- |) 
guished position from one of the largest States in 1 
the Union might desire to make such an impres- ; 
sion upon the country that, if this Government | 
should be transferred from a mixed republic into | 


hands.. Where, wi 


a pare democracy, in which the power of num- 
bers alone should rule, popular sentiment might 
give greater individual influence to him, as head- 
ingone of the largest States. I can understand 


that; but I trust that objects or motives of that | 


kind will never, in the judgment of the Senate 


of the United States, lead them to abandon their | í 
‘unintentional injustice— 
‘that it is unintention 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, something © 
has been said in this debate as to the efiicacy of ; 
Since I have had any knowledge of this |; 


true and just position in the legislation of the 
country. 


= o 
body;.we have had 
Houses; which L.wilkrea 
(J6: No bill:that shalt have. passed:one 
sent.for, concurrence tothe other.on either of the last thre 
days of the session: SEE ae Sod 
“17. No. bill-or resolution: that shall F 
Mouse of Representatives. and ‘the’ Sen 
sented to thé Président of the United States. 
bation, on the last day.of thesession:? 3 
Now, sir, IL appeal to all -the:members here; 
both these joint rules havé-not been abrogates 
every session of Congress forthe last twenty-yea 
No one can deny this fact; arid it’shows what the 
effect of a jointruleis:~ If, however, itbe deemed 
by ‘honorable gentlemen’ that “a rulé ‘be of any. 
benefit to cure this evil, I am perfectly willing to. 
accept it. I only-wish it to be understood that,- 
in my judgment, the rule will:not-have'the effect’ 
intended, and that there must ‘be ‘some other 
remedy applied. I hope the wisdom of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will enable them to apply some: 
other remedy in order to get rid of this evit; : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cray in 
the-chair.) The question is on agreeing tothe: 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
The resolution was adopted. me 


COLONEL BENJAMIN S. ROBERTS. : 
Mr. FOOT. I ask the Senate now to proceed, 
to the consideration of. the resolution. which I 
introduced this day week, in reference to Colonel 
Roberts. < I understand that the Senator from’ 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] désires to submit some. 
remarks upon it before it shall be referred tq the. 
Committee on Military Affairs, that being” the: 
motion pending. -I introduced at the same time, 
a joint resolution to request the President to cause. 
a sword, with suitable devices, to be. presented to 
Colonel Roberts, in testimony of the high sense, 
entertained by Congress of his gallantry and good. 
conduct at the storming of Chepultepecand taking. 
of the city of Mexico; but inasmuch asthe Senate’ 
| are acting upana determination not to receive bills, 
j or resolutions requiring the codrdinate action of 
| the other House, until that branch of Congress 
shall be organized, that joint resolution is with- 
drawn for the time being. å 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the report of Benjamin S. Roberts, Cap- 
tain of the Rifles, made to General Twiggs, on returning to” 
him the American flag which had been thefirst planted. 
upon the Capitol of Mexico, and which he had intrusted 
to the keeping of Captain Roberts in the storming of Che-. 
pultepee, and the taking of tha.city of Mexico, bearing date 
“ City of Mexico, l7th September, 1847,” be taken from 
the jiles in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, and 
be printed; ond that the President pro tempore of the Ben- 
ate cause an engrossed copy thereof to be deposited in the 
Department of e with the flag whose history it gives, 


and which has already been deposited in said Department 
by order of the Se $ 

The pending question was on Mr. Foor’s mo- 
tion to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr, BROWN. Mr. President, it will be recol- 
lected by the older members of this body that 


duced into the Senate on the second of June, 1848, 
by Mr. Davis, then a Senator from Mississ 


ippi, 
On the Ist of 


July 


| sented a document in relation to that flag. "The 
document then presented is the one which is now 
called for from the files, by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. On the introduction of that document, as 
is shown by the debates in Congress,a discussion 
arose in the Senate between Mr. Davis and Mr. 
Foote, ef Mississippi, which the curious on that 
subjoct may find at page 890 of the Congressional 
Globe of that year. Ishall not detain the Sen- 
ate by reading it: it is sufficient forme to remark 
that Senator Foote thought that, in the paper 
i which was then presented, injustice was done to ' 
Major General Quitman, who commanded the 
forces under whom, and at the head of whom, 
the first fag was placed upon the Capitol of Mex- 
ico. The paper which is offered does not disclose 
the fact that General Quitman was in the action 
atall, had anything to do with the command, or 
| gave any orders which led to the planting of that 
upon the walls of Mexico, Because of this 
am willing to admit 
—to the major general 
commanding the forces, Senators at that day ob- 
jected to having this paper placed upon the files 
of the State Department, as giving the correct 
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history. of the transaction.’ Itis noted in the -de- 
bates that anangry controversy arose in reference 
to'it. "That portion of the debates has been sup- 


pressed, and very properly suppressed, in, my 
jJudement. ~ ee 

As [intend to make the popor part of my 
remarks—F mean the-one.alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, which he desires to: have 
printed, and-enrolled on parchment, and filed: in 
the State Department—I send.it to the Secretary’s 
desk, and-ask to have it read, -a 

The Secretary read it, as follows: Eie cot 
wee es Curvy or Mexico, September 17, 1847. 

SR t-I have the honor. to renun the. American flag you 
jntrusted to my keeping in the storming of Chepultepec 
and the taking of the city of Mexico. Your charge to me 
was: “Texpect that flag to be the first: planted upon the 
Capitol of Mexico.” “The commission has-been executed, 


andthe. first American. fag that ever floated upon the- 


Palace.of the Capito} of Mexico is now returned to you. 
It was also: the ‘first: planted on the five-gun ‘battery 
stormed and carried by the Rifle regiment between Chepul- 
tepec and.the Garita. ; 
{t was-also the first planted:on the batteries at the Garita, 
and the first on the Citadel of Mexico. 
It was carried, by Sergeant Manly, of “F> company, 


whom: t scleċted to. bear so’ distinguished a flag, and the 


anticipations I entertained of his doing honor to the banner 
of his country were not disappointed. J desire to commend 
him to your special:considération. g 

This fag would have been returned through him, but for 
a.severe wound which confines him to his quarters. It is 
proper that I should state that I was not with the flag when 
planted onthe battery at the Garita, and when planted on 
the battery between the Garita and the city, having been 
detained to guard the prisoners taken at the five-gun bat- 
tery assaulted by my storming party. On inspection, you 
will perceive that this flag has been pierced six times by 
the balls of the enemy. f ` 
. Lhave the honor to be, with high regard, &e., 

; ; B.S. ROBERTS, Captain, Rifles. 
General D. E. Twrees, Commanding Second Division, 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it will be scen, 
from the-rcading of that letter, that I was correct 
in saying that it makes no mention whatever of 
Major General Quitman. Captain Roberts seems 
to have received this flag from General Twiggs, 
who was not in command at the time when this 

‘service was performed. It will be further re- 
marked, that Captain Roberts states in his dis- 
patch that the flag was ‘the first planted on the 
five-gun battéry stormed and carried by the rifle 
regiment between onepnlienec and the Garita.” 
He also says that it was “ the first planted onthe 
batteries at the Garita, and the first on the cit- 
adel of Mexico.” He afterwards remarks, how- 
ever-— ` 

“itis proper that I should state that I was not with the 
flag when planted on the battery at the Garita, and when 
planted on the battery between the Garita and the city.” 

Tf Colonel Roberts was not present, the history 
of the transaction ought to state how he came in 
possession of the fact, that this precise flag was 
the first raised at those two points, for he admits 
himself not to have been personally present, and, 
therefore, he must have derived his information 
from some other quarter, Outof that has grown 
some controversy in which Ido not wish to cn- 
tangle myself; but itis better, when we are settling 
a transaction of this sort, in which the reputation 
of gentlemen who have rendered distinguished 
services to the country is somewhat involved, to 
turn our attention to the report of the General-in- 
Chief. [ask that the committee who shall have 
this question in charge will turn their attention to 
Major Gen. Scott’s report, dated ¢* Headquarters 
of the Army, National Palace of Mexico, Septem- 
ber 18th, 1847,” to be found in the first volume 
of Senate documents, first session Thirtieth Con- 
gress, 1847and 1848, beginning at page 875. From 
that paperit willbe seen that the General-in-Chief, 
after giving an- account of certain consultations 
between officers of the Army, and stating the 
views expressed by them, says: 

“Those views-I repeatedly in the course of the day com- 
municated to Major General Quitman; but being in hot 
pursuit—geHant himself and ably supported by Brigadier 
senerals Shieldsand Smith—Shields Wadly wounded before 
Chepultepec and refusing to retire—as well as by all the 
officers and men of the column, Quitman continued to 
press forward under flank ahd direet tires 5 carried an inter- 
mediate battery of two guns, and tren the gate, before two 
o'clock in the afternoon, but not without proportionate 
Joss, increased by his steady maintenance of that position.” 

After giving some further account of the day’s 
transactions, he says: ~ 

“c Quitman within the city, adding several defenses tothe 
position he had won, and sheltering his corps as well as 
practicable, now awaited the result of davlight under the 
guns of the formidable citadel, yet to be subdued.”? 

After the whole fighting was over, General 
Scott gives.an account of a visit of a deputation 


him, for the purpose“of surrendering the city on: 
terms which he promptly rejected, and: insisted 
upon taking it upon his own terms. After the 
interview he says: 

“At the termination of the interview with the city depu- 
tation, I communicated, about. daylight, orders to Worth 
and-.Quitman to advance ‘slowly and cautiously (to guard 
against treachery) towards the heart of the city, and to oc- 
cupy its stronger and more commanding points. Quitman 
proceeded to the great plaza or square, planted guards, und 
hoisted the colors of the United States on the national palace, 
containing the hallsof Congress and executive departments 
of federal Mexico.” 

Now, sir, when itis proposed to do honor to 
national flags because they were first planted 
upon the walls of Mexico, I donot. choose that the 
name of the. major general in. command, espe- 
cially. when that major general is a distinguished 
citizen of my own State, shall be wholly omitted 
from the record without some effort on my part, 
as his representative in this body, to see justice 
done him. I am as willing as the Senator from 
Vermont to award all possible honors to Captain 
Roberts, but Iwill never. consent to.see the honors 
of the nation bestowed ypon a captain in the line 
to the exclusion.of hismajor general; and espe~ 
cially when, in doing honor to that captain, for 
aught that appears on the paper, Major General 
Twiggs, who was not in the field at all upon that 
occasion, is represented as the general who gave 
the order to bear the flag. Sir, the man-who in 
after years shall examine the archives of the State 
Department and find this paper there, if he knew 
nothing else of the transaction, would be very apt 
to conclude that Major General Twiggs was in 
command, and that Major General Quitman was 
not in the feld at all, whereas the reverse was the 
case. s 

I hope that the committee who shall have this 
question in charge will sift it to the bottom. Let 

aptain (now Coloncl) Roberts have aH the honor 
that is due to him. Heaven knows I would not 

pluck a solitary leaf from the laurel that adorns 
his brow. That he is agallant soldicr, ï am per- 
fectly willing and ready to admit. That he ex- 
posed his person and endangered his life in defense 
of his country Jam as ready to acknowledge as 
the Senator from Vermont. But I am not will- 
ing to admit that he planted the first flag that was 
ever pees upon the walls of Mexico, and did 


eral Twiggs. 
Sir, 1 have here a letter to which these squab- 


bles gave rise when this question was up before. 
rs 


dated St. Louis, Missouri, July 12, 1848. I send 
it to the Seeretary’s desk, and ask to have it read. 
I present this letter as the true history of the 
transaction rather than the one which is found on 
the files, and which my friend from Vermont pro- 
poses to honor. Although it does not, I think, 
come up to the history of the. transaction as de- 
tailed by Major General Scott, the General-in- 
Chief, it does make honorable mention of General 
Quitman, who was in command. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 

Sr. Lovis, Mrssourr, July 12, 1848, 
To the Editor of the Union: : 

{have noticed, through the Washington correspondent 
of the Journal of Commerce, of date July Ist, giving the 
debate in the Senate of that day, that misunderstandings, 
out of which difficulties may grow, have arisen between the 
friends of Generals Twiggs and Quitman touching the flag 
presented by General Twiggs to Congress. It may be proper 
before mischief can arise, or these misunderstandings grow 
further, to correct the errors that seem to be entertained 
rclating to the history of this flag. I know its entire history. 
It is as follows : g 

On the 12th of September, General Smith called for two 
hundred and fifty picked men trom General Twiggs’s divis- 
ion, as a storming party for the assault of Chepultepee. I 
was selected by General Smith to command the party from 
his brigade, and, after the party was organized, was taken 
by him to Gencral Twiggs’s headquarters, where was this 
flag, which General Twiggs gave to me, saying in substance, 
among other things, ‘This is a flag I wish to go with the 
storming party frum my division. Let me hear that itis the 
first fag on Chepultepee, in the city, and on the Capitol.”? 
Six non-commissioned officers and privates were selected 
from the Rifle regiment to bear this flag at the head of the 
storming column, era 

The storming party from this division (commanded by 
Captain Casey, Second Infantry) reported to General Scott 
at facubaya before sundown, and was assigned to the 
command of General Quitman ; and from that time, until 
the flag was raised upon the Capitol, it was under his con- 
trol, and all the movements of the storming party carrying 
it were under his eye and direction. 

'This storming party stormed and carried the strong five- 
gun battery commanding the Tacubaya road at the base of 


| fhe hill in the rear of Chepultepec, and this flag was the first 


it of his own will—or by the order of Major Gen- | 


It is a letter written by Captain Roberts himself, 


of the city—the city council—-who. waited upon aanta on that battery. It was-also the first flag planted 


on. the strong battery midway on the road between Chepul- 
tepec and the Garita of Belen, which was stormed and car- 
riéd by the rifle regiment, supported by the South Carolina 
regiment. It was also the first flag planted on the Garita 
of Belen, which work was also stormed: by the rifle regi- 
ment, supported by General Sinith’s entire brigade and 
General Quitman’g entire division, Phe storming of these 
tliree batteries ‘was directed by General Quitman in person, 
with the assistance and support of General Smith. : 

The fighting of the 13th ended with the day; and at day- 
light next. morning, General Quitman formed his division, 
(General Smith’s brigade in front,) and entered the city. 
He took possession of the Citadel; and by his order, đe- 
livered to mie through General Smith,- this flag was raised 
above that mighty fortress. . The division advanced, led by 
Generals Quitman and. Smith on foot, and took possession 
of the Capitol, when this flag, by the order of General Quit- 
man delivered to me by a staff-officer, was raised, display- 
ing the first American banner dhove the National Palace of 
Mexico. This is the entire history of the flag. .J under- 
stood it to be the property of General ‘Twiggs, and at his 
request returned it to him with my written report. Jt wag 
borne in these actions by troops of his division, detached 
from his immediate command, and placed:-under the orders 
of General Quitman. 

If this flag is to become of any historical interest, its his- 
tory should be truly toid; and if any merit is supposed to 
attach to the fortune or accident of raising the first flag 
upon'the Capitol of Mexico, it is just to General Quitman, 
to have it known it was done by troops he commanded in- 
person and-under his orders. 

Tam, sir, very truly yours, i 

B. S. ROBERTS, Captain Rifles. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, if that had been 
the report which it was proposed to print by order 
of Congress, and to, transcribe on parchment and 
file in the State Department, as containigg the 
true history of this flag, there would pibly 
have been no controversy about it. Here Cap- 
tain Roberts again repeats that it was the first flag 
planted at three different points, but he admits 
himself not to have been at two of them. He 
omits to mention how he came into possession 
of the knowledge of those facts, but they are yet 
of sufficient consequence to have given rise to 
controversy, and. there is-difference of opinion as 
to whether it was the first flag planted on these 
points. To that matter I beg to call the attention 
of the committee, when they shall take this sub- 
ject into consideration. I desire that the letter 
which has just been read by the Secretary, at my 
request, shall go to the committee, and shall be 
considered by them in connection with this sub- 
Jeet. 

With these remarks, I am willing to let the 
subject go to the committee. If credit is due to 
Gencral Quitman, I want him to have it. Ifit is 
not due to him, I know he would scorn to take it. 
And now, it is but just to him, to say that, though 
he is a member of the House of Representatives, 
I have not made these remarks at his request, nor 
by his solicitation, nor even with his knowledge; 
but his reputation belongs to the State of Missis- 
sippi, and, as one of her Senators here, I have felt 
bound to protect it. 

% Mr. FOOT. . Mr. President, I. do not intend 
to prolong this discussion in anticipation of the 
action of the Committee on Military Affairs—a 
very proper tribunal to investigate any question 
that may arise between conflicting claimants for 
the honor of being concerned in planting the first 
national flag of the United States on the palace 
walls of Mexico. It will be recollected that upon 
the introduction. of the resolution, so far from 
calling: for the action of the Senate upon it, I ae- 
companied it with a motion to refer itto the ap- 
propriate committee—the Committee on Military 
Affairs—for their investigation and report. Itis 
proper, perhaps, that I should say that. at the 
time of the introduction of the resolution, I was 
not apprised of the existence of conflicting claims 
to this honor. I knew that by the order of the 
Senate the flag had been deposited in the archives 
of the State Department. I knew that it had 
been presented to the Senate by the present 
head of the War Department, Mr. Davis, then 
a member of this body from the State of Missis- 
sippi. I knew that he had received it from Gen- 
eral Twiggs, and that Colonel Roberts, then cap- 
tain of the Rifles, had returned it to General 
Twiggs, from whom he received it, giving its 
history so far forth as it is given in that report. I 
stated the history of the flag to the Senate as dis- 
closed in the documents appended to the few 
remarks which I submitted the other day, among 
which are extracts from the report of General 
Quitman, in which he himself appears to have 
placed Colonel Roberts at the head of the storm- 
ing party under whom that flag was first raised 


1856. 


upon the walls of Mexico, but undoubtedly by 
the direction. of General Quitman at the time; and 
therein there is no controversy between the par- 
ties in respect to the exactness of the transaction 
as it occurred, in my judgment; but, if there are 
any points of controversy between these or other 
parties, claimants. to this honor, it is preémi- 
nently proper that the matter should undergo the 
proposed examination bythe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs: : 

It is proper that I should add further, that if 
there be any implied or inferential injustice done 
to General Quitman in the report of Colonel 
Roberts, by the omission of the mention of his 
name in these transactions, itis, inmy judgment, 
altogether unintentional and accidental on his 
part; for I say what I know when I declare that 
no man in this country entertains for the personal 
and public character of General Quitman as a 
citizen, as a general, and as a hero, higher esteem 
than Colonel Roberts himself. His claim to the 
honor of having, by his own hand, first raised the 
national flag upon the palace walls of Mexico, 
rests mainly upon the testimony of Gencral Quit- 
man himself. 

The motion to refer the resolutión to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Thursday next. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 7, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o tlock, m. 

TheJournal of Saturday was read and approved. 

{Cries of “ Call the roll!’?} 

Mr. BOYCE. As there seem to be but a few 
members present, I move that there be a call of 
the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. Upon that motion I demand 
the eas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 99, nays 108; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Hend- 
icy 5. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Blanch, Brooks, Cadwal- 
ader, J. P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Howel Cobb, Wil- 
Jiamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Engl ish, 
Etheridge, Hastis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, "Thomas J. D. Fullerj Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S, Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Carty, McMullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Puryear, Quitmam 
Reade, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Rufiin, Rust, Savage, 
Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Warmer, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—09.” . 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, 

_ Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. 
Hall, Harian, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins; 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
William Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, 
Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
‘Welch, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—108. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

. The House proceeded to vote the ninety-fifth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 214; necessary to a choice, 
108; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received.. 

Wilian A. Richardson...... 

Henry M, Puller... sssseueree 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. ... 

James L. Orrisecess. 

John Wiliams.. 

Gilchrist Porter... 

John &. Millson.... 

Henry Bennett..... 


So there was no choice. 
å 


‘Lumpkin, Samuel S. N 


The following is the vote in:detaily 0 00.0. 

For. Mr. Banks-+Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour; 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee; Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Day, Dean, DeWitt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway; 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan; 
Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B; Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton; 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, -Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorivgton, ‘Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne,} Eiibu B.Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eltiott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas lL. 
arris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Par- 
ker, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warren, Watkins, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr, Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, Cullen, 
Henry. Winter Davis, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J, Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, 
Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Waiker, and Zoli- 
coffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Williams —-Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M, Fuller. 

for Mr: Millson—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. W@ODRUFF stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Crarx, of Connecticut, had paired off fora 
few days with Mr. Suorrer, of Alabama. 

Mr. TYSON also stated that in consequence of 
the unavoidable absence of his colleague, [Mr. 
Broom,] on account of ‘domestic affliction, he 
should not vote for Speaker to-day. 

The House proceeded to vote the ninety-sixth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: W hole 
number of votes cast, 214; necessary to a choice, 
108; of which— : 


Nathaniel P, Banks received... 
William A. Richardson.. s.s.. 
Henry M. Fuller.......- sie 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 
James L. Orrececccceeveee 
John WiliaMS..ssesesrsssee 
Gilchrist POYtCr..esesesssoosse 
Joln §, Millson 
Henry Bennett... aa 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. A Ibright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Riiss, Bradshaw, Butfing~ 
ton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edic, Emrie, Mayler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowilton, Knox, Kunkel, Lei- 
ter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
barne, Eltihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodrufl, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyee, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 

Jrawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, BHiott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Half, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Hickman, Jewett, George W., 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
shall, Maxwell, MceMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pack- 
er, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Winsiow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Johu P. Campbell, Cox, Culien, 
Henry Winter ‘Davis, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, 
Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zolticoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Duan, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 
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| Lor Mr Milson—Mr: Etherid 
For Mr. Benneti~Mr, Brenton... 
“The House proceeded: to yö 
enth time for Speaker, with the 
Whole number.of.votes cast; 214; ne 
choice, 108;-of ~which— i 
Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
William A. Richardson S 
Henry M, Fuller... S 
-Alexander C. M, Pi gton` 
James L, OM uss sesa 
John Wihiams.. tiss 
Gilchrist POOK. isis srossiassies 
Jolin S, MISON sssr srersss 
Henry Bennett. cccceecseareess 


So there was no choice. ’. O > a 
The following is the vote in detail: . - 


For Mr. Banks -— Messrs, Albright, Allison, Birbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buf- 
fington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D, Camp- 
bell Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Covade, ‘Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Day, Dean, DeWitt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, flarian, Holloway, Thomas, R. tor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hlughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, ‘Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, ‘Andrew. 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, ‘Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritehie, Roberts, Robison, Sibin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranalian, 
Tappan, 'Chorington, ‘Thurston, Todd; 'Trafton, Wade- 
Wakeman, Wailbridge, Waldron, ‘Cadwaladér-C. ‘Wash, 
barne, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodrull,.and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Ajken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Emundson, Eliott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood #Aigustus Hall, Sampson W. ‘Harris, Thomas 
t. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W, 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Smith. Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Phejps, Powell, Quitman Rufin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V, Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Cox, Cul- 
len, Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison. 
Harris, Hofman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, 
Puryear, Reade, Rieaud, Rivers, William, R. Smith, Sneed 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 
Zollicoffer. ae 

For Mr. Pennington-—Messrs. Clawson, Dunn, Edwards, 
Harrison, Haven, Moore, Robbins, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr-—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter--Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Millson—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton. 


The House then proceeded to vote the ninety- 
eighth time for Speaker, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 216; necessary to 
a choice, 109; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... esessuesroessneee 
William A. Richardson.. 
Benry M. Yuller........ . 
Alexander C. M. Peunington . 
James Ta. Orr.sesensee 
John Williams 
Gilchrist Porter 
John 8. Milso 
Henry Bennett 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Mesars. Albright, Alison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buf- 
fington, Burlingame, James TL Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaflee, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrel!, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Enric, Hagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Tall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, Meacham, McCarty, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morriil, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew. Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison; Sabin, Sage» 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranalian, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, W adé, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 


wee ee 


i harne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washbaru, Watson, 


Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth, 

For Mr. Richardson — Meggrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley Benneit, Bocock, Bawie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howcll Cobb, Williamson R W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas F. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augusius Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Fhomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George Ww. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 


Powell, Quitman, Ruthin, Rust, Sdudidge, Savage, Samuel 
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A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, ‘Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warner, ~ p atkins ‘Winslow, Dàniel B. 
Wright, and John V: Wright. 

Por Mr. Fuller — Messrs. John P. Campbell, Bayard 
Clark, Cox, Cullen, Eustis 


; Evans, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, L 


e d ake, Lindley, Alexander, K. 
à brey Marsha aine, Porter, Puryear. 
Road A aad Willan R: Smith, Sneed, Swope; Trappe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney; and Zollicoffer.: 
For Mr. Pemnington Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dunn, 
Edwards, Harrison#Haven, Moore, Robbins, and Scott. 
For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams, © 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. aes ` 
For Mr. Portet —Mr. Henry M. Fuller,, 
For Mr. Millsoñ—Mr. Etheridge. 
For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton.,  . 
Pending the call of the roll, e 
Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called) said: 
‘Before I give my vote I rise to a personal ex- 
planation. It was my intention, Mr. Clerk, not 
to have occupied. this floor until an organization 
of this House had been effected; but the peculiar 
complexion of the debate of Saturday last, and 
the remarks which have fallen: from the lips of 
an honorable gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Bennetr,] and which have been brought to my 
notice, compel me to change the course which I 
had determined upon. ` ` 
Mr. STANTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he had bettér wait until the roll has 
been caed. [Loud cries of‘ Let him go on!”’] 
Mr: EUSTIS. Werc it not, sir, thatin taking 
the floor at this time, for the purpose of personal 
explanation, I am merely following the éxample 
of other ‘gentlemen, I should certainly yield to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. I 
read, Mr. Clerk, from the speech of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Bennerr,] as re- 
orted in the Daily Globe of Thursday morning, 
Fanuary 3, 1856. The gentleman, after alluding 
to the views 
said: j 


“Did not the American party in Louisiana take that 
view of the eighth article of the platform, that Catholics 
and foreigners were proscribed? When that platform was 
presented, they ignored and repudiated the eighth section 
of it, because of the proscription of those who professed 
the creed of the Roman Catholic church—because of its 
religious intolerance. . And not only that, but, unless Eiun 
misinformed, the gentleman from Louisiana, a member in. 
this House, who was elected by the American party in | 
Louisiana, which repudiated that portion of the platform, 
‘ig harmoniously acting with the American party bere in the 
support of Mr, Punrer, of Pennsylvania, for Speaker. 
Then I say, if they can thus unite and harmoniously act 
with a member of their own order, who has repudiated the 
principles of their platform, with what propriety or con- 
sistency can it be pretended upon this floor, that we have 
proscribed them, aud that they cannot unite with us in the 
selection of a Speaker? We have in our resolutions given j 
the same construction to the eighth section ofthe platrorm, 
that their own party have given to. it, and the same that 
many Protestant religious periodicals have placed upon it; 
and, sir, I maintain, if that article in their platform does not 
mean to proscribe Catholies, it aneans nothing.” 


taken by the Democretic party, 


ĮI regret exceedingly, Mr. Clerk, that the vote 
which I have had the honor of giving for the hon- 
orablo, the patriotic, and conservative gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, should have given any con- 
cern or uneasiness to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, more particularly as I do not think that 1 
require from that gentleman any prompting, or 
suggestion, or any Jecture—-1 say it in a spirit of 
kindness and of courtesy—in regard to the course 
Tam to pursue, or the votes that 1 am to give, 
in this House. F arm responsible, sir, tomy con- 
stituents and to my political friends, and to none 

_ Others. I yicld to him the broadest latitude for 
the expression and exercise of his opinions here 
and elsewhere, and I clim, sir, the same privi- | 
lege without any reserve or limitation whatsoever. | 
t have voted for Mr. Furrer because he pre- |} 
sented himself to me as the most acceptable can- | 
didate. IL know him to bea sound conservative | 
man. Ihave voted for him previous to to-day; i 
I have voted for him to-day; and I shall continue 

„to vote for himaslong as he will permit his name 
to be used by his friends in this House. [Ap- 
plause inthe galleries.] [regret exceedingly that 
my vote for Mr. Futter should not meet with | 
the approval and sanction of the Konorable gen- | 
tleman from Mississippi, but 1 must inform that || 
gentleman that I will fndeavor to bear with pa- | 
tence and resignation his displeasure, if I can 
only count upon the sanction and approval of my || 
constituents and of my political friends. ` i 

And here, Mr. Clerk, I will take occasion to | 
state, in a very few words,—reserving to myself | 
the privilege of stating my views at greater length | 
on some other oceasion,—what isthe position of || 
the American party of Louisiana on the subject |: 


and -must be repudiated by every party in this 
“country: . We consider that-it is in violation of 


i therefore, if none but native-born Americans are 


| therefore, if foreign Catholics are excluded on 


l are the only Catholics who can be considered as | 


‘religion, the only Catholics who remain to be 


of religion... We hold, sir, in Louisiana, and! we 
hold it as a cardinal maxim—and I hope to-God 
that it will be so held in évery State ef this 
Union—that religious faith is a question between 
each individual and his God; and we consider 
that any attempt to abridge or circumscribe re- 
lizious freedom is unworthy of our great country, 


the organic laws: of the land; and in that spirit 
the American party in -Louisiana repudiated the | 
eighth article df the Philadelphia platform; and, | 
sir, I now repudiate.it in toto.- I care not, sir, 
what construction gentlemen, in perfect good 
faith, may be pleased to put upon it. I know 
that gentlemen have addressed. this House, and 
told us that they meant. nothing by the eighth 
article of the Philadelphia platform: that 1s to 
say, that the construction which they place upon 
it could not be considered as offensive as against 
American Catholics, and therefore as inoperative 
and innocent as against that class of our citizens. 
But, Mr. Clerk, as I said before, I care not what 
construction they put upon it.. I listened with 
pleasure to the remarks of the eloquent gentle- 
man from the Louisville district, [Mr. Humpurey 
Manrsuau1,] and I am satisfied that that gentle- 
man agrees with me entirely. I am satisfied that 
the honorable gentleman from the Louisville dis- 
trict does not intend to proscribe American Cath- 
olics. Iam satisfied that, when he says that he | 
is in favor of the broadest religious liberty, what 
he says comes from the bottom of his heart, and 
that he stands with me, where every American 
must stand, upon the broad basis of religious |; 
liberty. [Applause in the galleries.] 

But, as I said before, E care not what construc- 
tion is put upon it. The words are there in 
white and black, and they are offensive and in- 
sulting to the American Catholics of America. 
Let us look at what took place in the State of 
Virginia during the last State elections What 
was the construction which the American can- 
didate for Governor of that State placed upon 
the eighth article of the Philadelphia platform? 
We all know that, in the early part of his can- į 
vass, that candidate published a letter in which he | 
said he never would vote for a Catholic. ‘Thank | 
God, that gentleman was defeated, aud, sir, he | 
ought to have been defeated. There was enough | 
in that letter to defeat ten thousand candidates | 
for Governor; and I trust that every man who | 
holds such odious and monstrous doctrines, will 
ever meet with as deep a political grave as the į 
honorable gentleman, the American candidate for | 
Governor of Virginia, has met with. | 

I agree with the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Bexnu when he says, if the 
eighth article of the Philadelphia platform docs 
not mean to proscribe Catholics, it means nothing. 
And, sir, what can it mean? I believe it means 
nothing. It is a mere abstraction—a mere idle 
concession to the prejudices of one class of reli- 
gionists—and has no place ina national platform. | 
And I undertake to show to this House, if they 
will take the declaration of the members of the 
national American party upon this floor, and if 
they will examine the eighth article of the Phila- | 
delphia platform, that they will find that it means | 
nothing; because the cardinal principle—the great 
principle, according to my understanding—of the 
American platform is this: that none but native- 
born Americans should be elevated to office; 


to be elevated to office, all foreigners are ex- 
cluded—foreign Catholics are excluded, foreign 
Protestants are excluded, and foreign Jews are 
excluded. And they are not excluded on account 
of their religion, but on account of their birth; | 


account of their birth,and not on account of their 


dealt with, and the only Catholics who can come 
up and be considered as candidates by the Amer- | 
ican party, are the American Catholics. They | 


i 

| 
candidates by the American party, because all |; 
foreigners are excluded; and, as f said before, i 
foreign Catholics are excluded by coming within || 
Ufat designation. 

Mr. VALK. I suggest to the gentleman from ! 
Louisiana, with great courtesy and kindness to | 
him, that, at this particular stage of the proceed- : 
ings in the call of the roll, he should be kind = 


! honorable gentleman from North 


enough to suspend his remarks.for..the ‘present, 
{Laughter, and cries. of “Go ont] ` 
Mr. EUSTIS. I would accept of the gentle- 
man’s suggestion, but I beg to inform him that 
Ihave. but little more. to’say.. The gentlemen 
whom. J.am-addressing now are not the Dem- 
oeratic. party of this House. The gentlemen 
whom. l-am now addressing belong to the national 
American. party,.and I-want them to understand 
distinctly where I stand. Iam no Catholic, and 
I have. beén. but seldom within. the walls of a 
Catholic church—and that, however, is nothing 
in my favor... [Laughter.] I say I desire that 
they should understand exactly where I stand; 
and I tell them that by that cighth article of the 
Philadelphia, platform, according to the view Í 
take of it, they either exclude or intend to pro- 
scribe American Catholics, or they mean nothing, 
because gentlemen have stated upon this floor 
that they did not intend to prosecribe American 
Catholics. ‘Then, gentlemen, if you mean nothing 
by that article of the platform, in the name of 
God strike it out, for it isa blot upon the his- 
tory of our country. Every one knows, who 
has given any thoughts to the prospects of this 
American. party, that that article has driven thou- 
sands from our ranks who coincided with us in 
other respects. _The American people are gen- 
erous, and you have excited that generosity. 
They will not agree with you in this crusade 
against Catholicism; and I would rather that this 
night arm should. wither than be connected with 
any party whose purpose it is to persecute the 
Catholics of this great country. 
Gentlemen talk about the Papal power. The 
arolina [Mr. 
Reape] the other day asked the honorable gen- 


| tileman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepuefs,] whether 


he would vote for a Catholic whose religious 
opinions he suspected of being hostile to the 
general interests of this country. What right 
has that gentleman to challenge the nationality 
of his peer, his equal, and require him to purge 
his conscience, before he can hold communion 
with him on the footing of an American citizen? 
What right have you to denounce him as a traitor - 
to his country, and compel him to stand before 
your bar as a criminal—as an individual hostile 
to the institutions of your country? 

(Here the hammér fell, the ten minutes having 
expired. Cries of ‘Go on!’ 

No objection being made, 

Mr. EUSTIS resumed. I tell you, gentlemen, 
you have just a$ much right to put your hands 
in another man’s pocket, to see if the money he 
has belongs to him, as to take that position to- 
wards the American Catholics—as to dare to pre- 
sume to ask him whether he entertains opinions 
hostile to the institutions of this country. 

Gentlemen ought to recollect that here, in this 

ongress, there is not a single Catholic priest. 
And, for my part, fam opposed to all religious 
interference with our political affairs. Tam in 
favor of maintaining and keeping up the divorce 
between Church and State which has been estab- 
lished by our great fathers. But, sir, that very 
same reason which makes me a deadly enemy of 
Catholic interference with our institutions, makes 
me blush for my countrymen when | see the 
Protestant Church soiling its robes by draggling 
them in the mire of polities. [Cries of ‘ Hear, 
hear!” and ‘*Good!??]_ Your Legislatures are 
filled with gentlemen who wear white cravats 
and black coats. [‘* Hear, hear!” and laughter.] 
Your Congress has a large proportion of these 
clerical gentlemen. And I ask you, with all due 
respect and all due courtesy to gentlemen of the 
cloth, to show me a Catholic priest or an accred- 
ited agent of the Church of Rome in this Hall. 
(Laughter, and cries of “ Hear, hear!’?] Gentle- 
men who talk about the Pope of Rome ought to 
recollect that that poor old man, who is an object 
of such terror to them, is now in the custody of 
a guard of French soldiers. 

But, Mr. Clerk, I have consumed more time 
than I desired to have done. 1 will simply close 
my remarks by asking the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Reape] where he gets the authority 
for thus blackballing his peers, his equals, the 
Catholies?—where he gets the authority for stamp- 
ing them as the mere tools of the Pope of Rome? 
where he gets the authority for considering them 
as unworthy of participating in the great councils 
of this country? Does the gentleman find his 
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authority, or will he find it in the Constitution of 
the United States? Will the gentleman find it in 
the treaty between Franceand the United States, 
by which the Territory of Louisiana was ceded 
to this country, and by which the religious rights 
of its inhabitants were-guarantied to them? Will 
the gentleman find it in the Farewell Address of 
the great Father of our Country—in that address 
which is so often quoted by the orators of the 
American party? Will the gentleman find it in 
that great book, the Bible, on which so much 
veneration has. been wasted so unprofitably in 
the Philadelphia platform?. I will tell the gentle- 
man where he will find it.. He will find it in the 
teachings and in the inspiration of that dark 
spirit of fanaticism which is the curse of the An- 
glo-Saxon race. The gentleman will find it in 
that spirit by which Protestants were driven from 
New England by their fellow Protestants in our 
colonial days. He will find it in that spirit which 
made the Episcopalians of Virginia drive away 
their Puritan brethren from that State. And 
where did. these persecuted Puritans and Protest- | 
ants in general go? What spot did they choose 
as an asylum in order to be protected from their 

Protesant persecutors? I will tell the gentleman 

where they went in those colonial times. They 

went to the colony of Maryland-—to that colony 
whose inhabitants were under the influence of 

“the aggressive policy of the Church of Rome 

and its corrupting tendencies.” Yes, these Puri- 

tans sought a refuge in that colony which first 
in the United States established the law protect- 
ing every man from religious persecution. 

Mr. Cierk, the American party of Louisiana 
has a right to be heard; I regretexcecdingly that 
the only exponent of its views is myself. I re- 
gret exceedingly that the pretensions of that party 
are notin abler hands. But, sir, 1 will state this | 
much, that in every Native American organiza- 
tion, or in every Native American party, the 
American party of Louisiana has a right to be 
heard; for, if Lam not mistaken, the Legislature 
of Louisiana was the first Legislature which 
passed resolutions demanding a change in the 
naturalization laws of this country. 

~ J thank the House for the indulgence which it 
+ has extended to me on this occasion. I vote for 
Mr. Fouuver. 

Mr. READE. I do not rise, Mr. Clerk, for 
any other purpose than simply to set my friend 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] right in respect to 
a mistake which he has made as to the question 
which I submitted last Saturday to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens.] I do not 
now, as I stated I did not then, intend to discuss 
this question, but I simply desire to put my 
friend from Louisiana right, and I have no doubt 
but that that gentleman wishes to be set right. 
In the remarks which he has just made to the 
House he represented me as asking a question 
which I never did ask, and attributed to me sen- 
timents which I expressly disavowed at the time, 
and which E now disavow. The question which 
I put then was a distinct question. It was re- | 
‚ported by the reporters for the House in the very 
way, I believe, in which I put it; and there can 
be no mistake about it if the gentleman will give 

himself tne trouble to read it as reported. ‘The 
question which I put to the gentleman from |! 
Georgia was this: 

“ Suppose a candidate for oflice were to admit to you, or 
if he did not admit it, you were yourself satisfied of the 
fact, that he held religious opinions inconsistent with te 
een and safety of the country, would you vote for 

Mr. WALKER. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Reapeg,] that | 
my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is not | 
now in the Hall. 

Mr. READE. I was under the impression | 
that that gentleman was present. It makes no 
difference, however, for I have no question to ask 
him in regard to it. I only desired to put myself 
“right as to the question which I asked, and the 
Sentiments which I avowed on that occasion. 
They are correctly, I believe, reported by the 
reporters of the Fouse, and are to be found so | 
reported in the Globe of to-day. Tsay now, as 1} 


tion, and then by denouncing the question which 


-it now, and I call for an answer. 


| did not admit it, you were yourself satisfied of 


| a man entertaining such religious ideas as he has 


| thousand years, a Roman Catholic priest never 


heard speak on this floor, misrepresents the Amer- 
ican party on that question. Ido not: mean to 
say.that they misrepresent, the. American party 
purposely. I disavow any such intention. But: 

do say distinctly, that every gentleman who has 
spoken on this floor on that subject has begun by: 
misrepresenting the American party on that ques- 


I put to the gentleman from Georgia last Satur- 
day. I reiterate the same to-day to every oppo- 
nent of the American party on this floor. ` In the 
language in which I put the question then, I put 
i Suppose a can- 
didate for office were to admit to you, or, if he 


the fact, that he held religious opinions inconsist- 
ent with the freedom and safety of the country, 
would you vote for him? 

Mr, LETCHER. Will my friend from North 
Carolina allow me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. READE. Yes, if it be to answer that 
question. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, I will, if you answer 
another. 

Mr. READE. Not until you answer mine. 

Mr, LETCHER. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina will tell me whether he ever saw such 
a manas that in his whole history, then I will 
answer the question. Iask him if he ever saw 


put forward? [Laughter. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Ithink the gentleman 
from North Carolina has only the right to make 
a personal explanation now, and has no right to 

rigld the floor for the purpose of discussion, 

The CLERK. Not unless he yields the floor 
for a question. 

[The subject was here dropped.) 

Mr. SMPTET, of Alabama, (when his name was 
eulled,) said: I feel it due to myself, as a member | 
of the American party, that I should make a 
remark or two lnreference to the specch of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Evszts,] | 
and in reply to some other remarks which have 
on various occasions fallen from honorable gentle- 
men in this House, touching some of the princi- 
ples of the American party. . 

Mr. Clerk, so far as Lam personally concerned, 
I stand fully committed to the country upon nearly 
every question advocated by that party, and Ido 
not recollecta single sentiment, or a single expres- 
sion of mine, upon that subject, which I would 
desire to recall or to modify. Sir, I will not 
dodge the Roman Catholic question, or any other 
of the principles of that party. I expect to live 
to see the day when the party with which [ am 
allied, coming in contact with the other parties 
in the country, in an open and fair discussion of 
principles alone, distinguished from this fighting 
of shadows, which our adversaries up to this 
time have been engaged in, will have an opportu- 
nity of presenting to the country the true issues 
of Americanism. 

The gentleman from Louisiana seemed to con- 
gratulate himself that, although there were many 
Protestant clergymen in this House, there was no 
Roman Catholic priest. Ithank God for that; 
and I hope that, should this Republic stand a 


will be a member of Congress. ° [Applause in the 

galleries.] And, sir, I hope with equal fervency | 
that no clergyman of any other denomination, | 
who is now a member of this House, will inter- 
fore, as a politician, with any religious question 
whatever. I will go as far as any manin my 
opposition to the proscription of any man on at- 
count of his religion. 

But the gentleman from Louisiana should re- 
member that, although there are no Roman Cath- 
olie priests in this assembly, there have been 
Roman Catholic priests in other legislative as- 
semblies, in other countries. And I ask the gen- 
tleman—I ask any member of this House, hoid- 
ing opinions with that gentleman, if they can 
point me to an instance when the Roman Cathol 
clergy, in any convention, or in any assembly in |! 
the world, as legislators, ever arrayed themselves || 
on the side of liberty? [Renewed applause in |! 
the gallerics.] When, in any country, in the!) 
history of the legislation of the world, were the || 

1 
t 
| 


Roman Catholic clergy arrayed on the side of the || 
people on the great questions of civil or religious |! 
liberty ? “ 


Mr. DAVIDSON, (interrupting.) I will ask | 


| but he only intervened between the King and the 


ephen 
iether 


“Mr. SMITH, (resuming. 
the name of:the distinguishe: 
revolution which.resulted in iblishme 
Magna*Charta.. He may ] Pbeen.a Cat 
riest; but, sir, he: only intervened: betw 
ope. and the King; and. the gentleman oug! 
have remembered that the Pope excommunicated 
every man who aided: in. the ‘establishment-of 
Magna Charta. . [Loud and Jong-continued ap- 
plause.] I say, Mr Clerk, that Stephen: Langdon 
may have been a Catholic priest, andno doubt was, 


Pope; end the gentleman ought.to have remem- 
bored that for his agency in working out that great 
chart of liberty, he with every other man who 
acted with him, including the King himself, was 
excommunicaicd by the Pope: an interdict.was 
laid upon the charter itself, and its great and 
glorious doctrines were denounced as heresies! 
Again, sir, I ask the gentleman when, in any 
assembly on the face of the earth, was the Roman 
Catholic clergy ever found on the side of liberty? 
When, in any contest between the people and 
the tyrant, did the Roman Catholic clergy fail to 
take sides with the existing power, whethar king, 
Popes or emperor. > : 

r. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama if he regards Charles Car- 
roll, of Carrollton, as having been a friend to 
liberty ? 

Mr SMITH.. Certainly. I would not. utter 
a word against that illustrious name. He stands 
revered, in my estimation, not far below the Father 
of his Country, [pointing to the picture of Wash- 
ington.) That isan individual case. Iam speak- 
ing of the Roman Catholic clergy as legislators. 
I trust, sir, that I shall never be wanting. in my 
veneration for any of the illustrious founders of 
this Republic; and l am sure, sir, that no mem- 
ber of the American party would hesitate a mo- 
menttodo homage in memory of Charles Carroll, 
of Carrollton. 

A Meisen But he was nota Catholic priest 
at all. 

Mr. LETCHER, (in his seat.) No, but. he 
was a Catholic, which is the same thing. `- 

Mr. SMITH. Itis no matter whether he was 
a priest or not; the American party will be the 
last to forget him. 

But, sir, when I was interrupted by the two or 
three questions which have been asked me, Iwas 
about to revert to that Assembly in Frantce, in 
the beginning of the French Revolution, when La 
Fayette and other illustrious lovers of liberty 
acting with him, desired to frame a constitution 
which they hoped would restore the liberties of 
France. Where were the Catholic clergy. then? 
Did they not in the National Assembly invari- 
ably cast their votes on the side of the King, 
using all their efforts to thwart the liberty party,’ 
sometimes retiring from the hall, to produce 
anarchy in legislation, and always contending 
for the clergy and privileges—the Pope and the 
King? I might refer you, sir, to other and nu- 
merous instances, in the legislative history of 
nations, to show the bearing of the Roman 
Catholic clergy to that sort of government which 
is best typified by the monarchical regulations in 
the Roman Catholic church—an essential tyran- 
ny—its head the leading tyrant of Christendom. 
And this brings me to speak of the great funda- 
mental principles of the American party on this 
subject. It is not the religion of the Roman 
Catholic—it is his polities. [say that I object to 


' the Roman Catholic, because spiritually, tempo- 
i rally, and politically, he owes an allegiance to the 


Pope above that which he acknowledges to the 
Constitution ofthe United States;and atthe proper 
time, sir, I shall give to: gentlemen of this House 


i the fullest, the most thorough, and complete 


authorities in reference to the points which I here 
make; and I shall defy them, not to mect my poor 
arguments, but.to dispute the authorities. 

Now, sir, as to the position of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, {Mr. Eusris,] I have-only this 


| to say: if the Louisiana Cathohcsare not Roman 


Catholics, they do not come-within the objection 
raised by the American party. _** 
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` iMr. BUSTIS. Ifthe gentleman will allow.me 
to interrupt him, I will inform “him thatthe Lou- 
isiana Catholics are Roman Catholics. “Every 
Catholic is a Roman Catholic. There is but one 
denomination—there is ‘butone word known to 
that church, and that is Roman Catholic. . 

Mr. SMITH. Then my opinion is very dis- 
tinctly known tothe gentleman: from Louisiana. 

But perhaps ntleman is mistaken. It is 
well known tha 
differences of opinion as: to: thé Pope’s temporal 
power between the various orders of the Roman 
Catholic church. . I do not think, sir, that the 
gentleman. from Louisiana, [Mr. Evsris,] or his 
friends, ought to consider themselves proscribed 
by the eighth article of the American platform. 
Here it-is: 

“VITT. Resistance to the aggressive policy and corrupt- 
ing tendencies of the Koman Catholi¢ church in our coun- 
try by the advancement to-all political stations—executive, 
legislative, judicial, or. diplomatic—of those only who do not 
hold civil allegiance, directly or indirectly, to any foreign 
Power, whether civil or ecclesiastical, and who are Ameri- 
cans by birth, education and training—thus fulfilling the 
‘maxim, ‘AMERICANS SHALL ONLY. GOVERN AMERICA.? ?? 
+ The protection of all citizens in the legal and proper 
exercise of their civil and religious rights and privileges ; 
the maintenance of the tight of every man to the full, un- 
restrained; and peaceful enjoyment of his own religious 
opinions and wOrship, and æ jealous resistance of all at- 
tempts: by any sect, denomination, or ghurch, to obtain an 
ndency over any other in the State, by means of any 
ul privileges or exemption, by any political combina- 
tion of its members, or bya division of their civil allegiance 
with any foreign power, potentate, or ecelesiastic.’? 

Tf the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] 
will remember that Americanism is the leading 
idea of the party,.he should know thatif the Ro- 
man Catholics of Louisiana “ do not hold civil al- 
legiance, directly or indirectly, to any foreign Power, 
whether civil or ecclesiastical, and are Americans by 
birth, education, and training,” they can be mem- 
bers of the American party. : 

In this connection f will refer to the question 
of my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Ruape] 
the other day, which the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Srernens] declined to an- 
swer, intimating that it would lead to a religious 
controversy. ig make that distinction now. I 
ask the honorable gentleman from Georgia, or 
any gentleman who may please to answer—- 

r. KELLY. Let me ask the gentleman a 
uestion. I desire to know if the gentleman 
rom Alabama will say here in his place, that he 

has ever known a Catholic, native-born or a for- 
eigner, Who has become a naturalized citizen, who 
was opposed to the institutions of this country? 

Mr. SMITH. Iwill not say that I have. I 
have had but very little intercourse with the Cath- 
olics, Tlive in a portion of country where there 
are very few Roman Catholics; but, siz, I argue 
from their antecedents: what they have done in 
the past they will do in the future, if ever they 
getthe power, Why, sir, during the Reign of 
Terror im France—the bloody days of the Jaco- 
bins—were there not Roman Catholic priests 
who joined themselves to the Jacobins—who re- 
nounced their religion, and, stripping off their 
robes, kneeled before the Jacobin altars and 
swore ‘‘ there was no other God but reason?” 

Mr. KELLY. And let me ask the gentleman 
from Alabama if thcre were not clergymen of 
Protestant denominations who did precisely the 
same thing ? 

Mr. SMITH. Thope some of these gentlemen 
who have so many questions to ask will, at a 
proper time, take the opportunity to furnish to 
me and to the House one single instance in which 
the Roman Catholic clergy, in a controversy be- 
tween the king and people, have been found on 
the side of the people? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will give the gentleman 
an instance now. Did not Father Murphy head | 
the Rebels, as they were called, against the forces 
of the King, and did he not preach cloquently, 
and fight bravely, in favor of Irish freedom? The | 
battle of Vinegar Hill stands out in bold relief in 
English history, and attests that the gentleman’s 
remarks are liable to strong exception—that he 
was a little confused in his historical knowledge. 
[Great laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell, the ten minutes to which 
Mr. Surry was entitled having expired.} 

{Loud cries of “Go on!” Go on °] 

The CLERK. The gentleman will proceed if 
no objection be made. 

There was fo objection, and 


A 


re are very great andleading }| Teast it was a vinegar war. That controvers 


climbed the mountains or had dissolved them with 


-searches into history further, and, at some future 


Mr. SMITH continued:-I ‘am very much ip- 
clined to think my friend from Pennsylvania‘does 
not distinctly remember the natyre of the contro- 
versy in which Father Murphy was engaged. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir, I recollect dis- 
tinetly. a ; 

Mr. SMITH. . My recollection of the occasion 
(if T have any) to which the gentleman -from 
Pennsylvaniaalludes, is thatit was aspiritual—at 


gave the name: to the locality where it occurred. 
The great question at issue, I think, was whether 
Hannibal, in- crossing the Alps, had actually 


vinegar. [Laughter.] Thope, however, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will prosecute his re- 


time, be able to give me some instance where, in 

a controversy such as I have cited, the Catholic 

clergy were found arrayed on the side of the 
eople. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman asked for 
asingle instance, and I thought I would give him 
one. . 

Mr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir, excuse me. I cannot 
yield further, with all respect to my honorable 
friend from South Carolina. 

When I was interrupted some minutes ago by. 
the numerous questions which have been showered 
upon me, I was going to propound a question 
similar to the one asked some days ago by my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Reape,] to 
which I have yet heard no response. Suppose 
aman were to comé into your neighborhood, and 
professed to be a school teacher; suppose he ap- 
plied to you for a place in your academy, either 
to lead or teach; suppose he professed a religion 
—that he belonged to a church the cardinal policy 
of which was to destroy the very founfation of 
the Protestant religion; suppose you knew that 
his master required of him to burn Protestant 
catechisms—the question is, would such a man 
be the proper teacher for your children? Yet, 
will any man pretend to deny that it has been 
the practice of the Roman Catholic clergy to 
burn Protestant books? 

A Memser. No. I deny it. 

Mr. SMITH. Then the gentleman denies the 
current history of the day—so far as the public 

ress is concerned; and he denies the recorded 
history of the Roman Catholic policy for ages— 
from the days of Luther to this hour. Does not 
the gentleman know that the Catholic priests burn 
Protestant Bibles ? 

Several Mempers. No! not 

Mr. SMITH. History will attest how often 
this has been done. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will tell the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH. I am not talking about the 
Catholics of Louisiana. (Laughter.] Do not 
the Roman Catholics make war upon the Protest- 
ant Bible? Do they allow theirfollowers to read 
it? Have not they a Bible of their own peculiar 
translation? Do youforget thatthey wage a fear- 
ful war against all Bible societies? ` In the presi- 
dential election, when Mr. Frelinghuysen was a 
candidate for Vige President with Mr. Clay, the 
Catholic Whigs refused to vote the ticket, because 
Mr. Frelinghuysen was the president of the 
American Bible Society ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. The gentleman speaks about 
burning books, and especially about the burn- 
ing of Bibles. He goes a little further back into 
history tan I am willing todo. But I will ask 
him one question. I will ask the honorable gen- 
tleman whether it has ever occurred to him, or 
whether he has in his reading of history ever 
heard of Catholics being burned with or without 
their books? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. Before that had happened, there 
had been many Protestants burned by Catholics. 
If the gentleman wants to meet me in an argu- 
ment with regard to proscription, very well; I 
shall always be prepared for him. He ought 
to know that the Roman Catholic church has 
always been one of proscription, That man 
who raised his voice for the freedom of religious 
opinion from the earliest ages of the power of 
the Church, was a marked man. “To the stake 
with him !?? was the fearful cry —“ To the Inqui- 
sition!”? How can the honorable gentleman dare | 
to talk about the burning of Catholics by Protest- | 


i 


ants, with the history ofthe. terrible: massacres 
of Protestants by Gatholics staring him in the 
face? I will not now enumerate these dreadful 
scenes; but I have no doubt that five hundred 
Protestants: have been destroyed by the Roman 


church: for every Catholic that has fallen by the , 


Protestants, 

‘Sir, the feeling of the American party in ref- 
erence to the Catholic question, as I understand 
it, resolves itself into the position taken ‘by the. 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Wuirney. | 
is not religious proscription; it is a political priv- 
ilege—a political privilege which we, as a party, 
and which I, as an individual, claim. I have 
the right to say that I will not vote for any man 
whether on account of his religion or his politics. 

And here is another question: Many gentle- 
men seem to pride themselves in the suggestion 
that this is a violation of the Constitution; that 
the Constitution requires that ‘no religious test 
shall ever be made asa qualification for office.” 
I ask any man to answer me whether any private 
citizen, with his mere vote, can, by‘any possi- 
bility, violate the Constitution? I lay down the 
broad principle that a private individual, by his 
vote, cannot violate the Constitution in any pos- 
sible contingency. Then, why is it a violation 
of the Constitution, when I say that I will not 
vote for a man, whether it be on account of his 
religion or atiything else? Here is the true posi- 
tion. [have aright to vote for any man I please 
for office, whether the Constitution says that he 
is or is noteligible. The Constitution lays down 
the qualifications for office, but does not direct 
my vote. I can vote, if I please, for an Irishman 
for President; I do not violate the Constitution; 
but if the Irish-born citizen should take the office, 
he would violate the Constitution. 

Allow me to say, in connection with these re- 
marks, Mr. Clerk, that I am not the man to pro- 
scribe another for his religious opinions. I have 
known many Roman Catholics. I have friends 
among Roman Catholics; and I will say with 
great pleasure that some of the best and purest 
men and women I have ever known belonged to 
the Catholic church. As a member of the Amer- 
ican party, I do not desire to proscribe any man 
for his religious opinions; but, sir, from the found- 
ation of the Roman Catholic church up to this 
day, it has, at all times, been arrayed on the side 
of power, and never on the side of the people— 
always for the tyrant, and never for liberty. At 
some other time, I intend, so far as I am individ- 
ually concerned, to set myself right on every 
position of the National American party; and I 
do trust that, notwithstanding this controversy— 
this apparent division in the ranks of the Ameri- 
can party—we willbe enabled to rally our forces, 
and meet our legitimate enemies with a solid front 
and an undaunted prowess. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, (interrupt- 
ing.) Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Furie] coincide with the gentleman from 
Alabama in the remarks which he has just ex- 
pressed? ' 

Mr. SMITH. The opinion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the subject is none of my 
business, I have not inquired into it. If he 
thinks differently on that subject, it would not 
weigh afeather with mê, so farashe isconcerned 
Allow me, sir, to say, in this connection, that 
the Roman Catholic branch of the doctrines of the 
American party is merely collateral. We do not 
wish to battle on that subject alone. We present 
to the country great principles, independent of 
that one. So far as I am concerned as an indi- 
vidual, I will take that one, too, without feeling 
it to be very burdensome. Ivote for Mr. HENRY 
M. Furrer. 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was ealled) 
rose and said: Mr. Clerk, with the indulgence 
of the House, I will notice one remark made in 
reply to my colleague, [Mr. Eusris.] The ggn- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Smitu] stated, that 
since the world began, the Catholic clergy 
never yet was found arrayed on the side of frec- 
dom. The gentleman has forgotten history. I 
hold in my hand the history of the French revo- 
lution, and that, Mr. Clerk, is the first event in 
which there was a coniest ae the people 
and theregal power where the clergy took a part. 
In the history of the French revolution, it will be 
found that when the States-General were assem- 
bled with a view to attempt to remedy the dread- 


It 


ful evils under*which France then labored, it was 
divided, as in the olden’ time, into three bodies: 
the nobles, the clergy, and the third estate. The 
estate was composed of those who belonged to 
and represented the people. “That composed of 
the nobles embraced those who, from birth and 
ancient usage, held aristocratic privileges. ‘The 
remaining one was constituted of the priesthood, 
and in it were assembled the dignitarie of the 
church—those who had become assimilated to 
and united to the aristocratic class because.of the 
power and the other temporal advantages which 
their station conferred, together with the repre- 
sentatives of the great mass of the Catholicclergy, 
humbler members of the order—those tie in 
the actual cüre of souls. And what spectacle 
resented itself at that time? When these three 
odies were assembled, each in its own house, 
the third estate, the representatives of the people, 
said: ‘“ We will not act unless there is united with 
us the members of the other two bodies which 
constitute and embody the sovereignty of the 
ation.” The nobility resisted the appeal; and 
unless one body yielded, and a majority of that 
body came to the assistance of the third estate, 
opular power would still have been manacled; 
it would still have been without a voice. “But it 
had a voice; the gentleman spoke of the stirring 
times when it spoke in tones of thunder. What 
gave it its voice? Tt was the action of that Cath- 
olic priesthood. It was the action of those abused, 
calumniated .Catholic priests. In monarchicel 
France, in the midst of all. the feudal glories, in 
the midst of all the temptations held out by the 
hopes of attaining to the higher dignities of their 
profession, the Catholic priests joined the third 
estate, and by their action gave motion and power 
to the popular element, which achieved freedom 
for France. And is it that lesson which is taught 
‘by history, and the history of our own day, that 
is to be perverted for the purpose of striking down 
in. theit usefulness a class of men who have 
“displayed such devotion to the cause of morals, 
and by their teachings and example have raised 
‘up those angels of mercy, who, where the pesti- 
lencaghas stalked abroad in our land, have so 
yhinistered to suffering mortals in the midst of 
disease and death, that they have won praise and 
blessings from an opposing people? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Clerk, I desire, before 
casting my vote, to say a word or two on what 
may be regarded as the theological aspect of. to- 
day’s discussion. Ihad not the pleasure of hear- 
ing the whole of the cloquent speech of my friend 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Eustis.) I came into the 
‘Hall just as he was concluding; and I am satis- 
fied, sir, from the few words which fell on my 
ears, that there isa full and complete coincidence 
of opinion between that gentleman and myself. 
And I here announce to this House, and the 
country, that 1 take issue openly and direetly 
with my honorable colleague, [Mr. Surru,} who 
replied te the speech of the gentleman from Lou- 
isana. 

Much has been said about the eighth section 
of the Philadelphia platform of the American 

arty, And what is the meaning of that section? 

tslanguage, I think, is that we entertain hostilit 
to the aggressive policy and the corrupting tend- 
ency of the Roman Catholic church, and that it 
is our purpose to manifest that hostility by re- 
fusing to elevate any man to office who acknowl- 


edges a higher allegiance to another Power than | 


-the one he owes to the Federal Government of 
this land. Now, the first question which springs 
up in examining this section isthis: What did its 
framers mean? what object had they in view? 
Did they intend the public men of the country to 
understand by the terms which they employed 
that we are opposed to the aggressive policy and 
the corrupting tendencies of the Roman Catholic 
church? E wilk give what I. conceive to have 
been their purpose. They drew, as I think, a 
distinétion between what I will call the govern- 
“mental polity, or civil government, of that Church 
ane tie tenets of the religious faith of its mem- 
ers. 

. But the language, I say, was unwarranted by 
that council. In the first place, they assumed 
the existence:of facts which certainly have never 
fallen under my cognizance. I live ina commu- 
nity of which a large number are Catholics; and 
Isay, as I have said elsewhere, that I have yet 
to meet with the first American Catholic who 
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hesitated for a moment to acknowledge that ‘his 
allegiance to olr great organic law was paramount 
to all others. And, in discussing: this platform, 
I have uniformly taken this: position, that if. the 
construction I have placed on that eighth:section 
was-not the true onc, that if I was wrong in sup- 
posing that. the framers’ of itdid not intend to 

voscribe men for their religious opinions, then 

-contemptuously place that platform under my 
f This thing of -proscribing men for their 
religious creed has dwars shocked my moral 
sense; and I only regret that the men-who met 
in that grave council, that the men who, so to 
speak, sought to place swaddling clothes around 
the great infant of the American party, went so 
far as to have almost strangled it in its birth— 
that they soiled its earliest robes with the religious 
proscription. And I say this, sir, that however 
much I may be attached to what I conceive to 
be the great fundamental principles of the Ameri- 
can organization, if I believed that this idea of 
proscription was to be embodied in its future 
policy, I would this moment cut myself aloof 
from it. 

But what is the great fundamental principle of 
this party? [ willtell you what itis. It is, sir, 
the recognition of what I believe to be the true 
idea of citizenship. We believe that citizenship 
is not merely evidenced by a constant and habitual 
observance of our laws, by a cheerful payment 
of our taxes, by a ready obedience to the Con- 
stitution of this land, by a regard to the rights 
of others and a strict maintenance of our own; 
but that the true source of this great idea of citi- 
zenship goes down far deeper than ‘that—that it 
is to bo found in what I term the native and 
traditional sentiment, upon which we believe the 

ermanence of our institutions alone depends, 

t is the existence of this national and traditional 
sentiment that distinguishes the native-born from 
the alien-born citizen. 

Now, my eloquent and distinguished friend 
from Carolina, [Mr. Kurrr,] in discussing this 
thing of suffrage, said that it was a conventional 
right. Why, will he argue that this right of 
suflrage is not the mere growth and result of 
legislation, and that it belongs to the catalogue 
of inalienable rights enumerated in our Declara- 
tion of Independence? Such as “the right to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” It is the 
result of legislation, and being the gift of the 
legislative power, what is it? Why, it is liable 
to be limited, to be enlarged, or to be taken away; 
and this I believe to be the great purpose of the 
American party. We belicve that the time has 
come, that a crisis has arrived in the history of 
our country, demanding a change in the mode 
of giving access to the polls on the part of alicn- 
born citizens; and they start upon the assumption 
that the principle of which I am speaking is a 
true one—that suffrage is not an inalienable right; 
that it belongs to the legislative power, and is to 
be controlled by it; and that it can be abridged, 
enlarged, or taken away. This is the intention 
and purpose, I conceive, of the great American 
party of this country. 

Bat, sir, I rose merely to disclaim anything like 
an adoption orindorsement of what is known as the 
anti-Catholic feature of the ordes. I repeat what 


| I said beforc, that I stand here as a native-born 


citizen, born of Protestant parents, brought up in 


| the Protestant faith, and knowing and intending 


to maintain the rights that belong to me as an in- 
dividual citizen; but I am at all times prepared to 


| frown down, ay, and fight against any attempt, 


whether made by my own party or by the party 
of others, to invade the same rights appertaining 
to all men in this land, I care not to what church 
they may belong. 

I havc said thus much because personal ex- 
planations seem to be the order of the day; be- 
cause I coincide in the sentiments expressed by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Evsris;] and 
because, inasmuch as opposite sentiments had 
been expressed by one of my colleagues, I was 
unwilling that the presumption should be enter- 
tained that the State which Í have the honor in 
part to representis committed to this thing of reli- 
gious proscription. Sir, the whole matter is ab- 
horrent tomy very nature. I vote for Mr. FuLLER. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as 
given above. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. 
the House do now adjourn. 


I move that 


| anniversar 


í Monday, 


è: 
adjotirns it adjourn to meet on 
because ‘to-morrow is: the 8th 
; of the battle ‘of New 0: j 

Mr. BARCLAY. J:move to amend the motion; : 
so-as to provide'for an‘adjourmment until 
in June... [Criesiof Noti order 

Mr. FLORENCE, -There. isto bea cony 
tion of-old soldiers in*this city to-tiorrow, and if 
we vacate the hall, it would perhaps be'only a 
proper courtesy to extend to that convention; 
offer them the use of this Hallto-morrow. T would 
suggest that to the gentleman‘ from Tennessee, as 
an amendment to his motion. ae ee 

Mr. SMITH. That ought to come up'as an 
original proposition. My motion is only foran 
adjournment until Wednesday, because to-mor- 
row is the 8th of January. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think the gentleman is 
right. I will offer itas an independent proposi- 
tion, if his motion should prevail. SESS 

Mr. MORGAN. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I trust 
that the proposition will prevail. . 

Mr. STA TON. I call the gentleman to order. 
I suppose the motion ‘is not debatable; if it is 
debatable on one side, it is on the other, >° 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is debatable 
under the parliamentary law. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. To-morrow is'a day con- 
segrated in the feelings of the American people 
in consideration of a great event. But apart from 
that, we need not conceal from ourselves the fact 
that our friends over the way have duties to per- 
form clsewhere than in the public councils. Ihave 
no doubt at allthat they wantto célebrate the day, 
because they appropriate it almost exclusively 
to themselves in view of the event: that it coni- 
memorates. Now, we have got along in very 
good humor up to this point of time; we have 
passed through the holidays, and have given an 
adjournment upon the other days that were na- 
tional holidays; and I hope that there will be 
enough liberality upon our side of the House to 
give those gentlemen opposite a chanceto-morrow. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. I think we can get along 
very well without them to-morrow. f 

Mr. MARSHALL. Now, the American day 
is the 4th of July, but we shall probably have 
occasion to be elsewhere on the 22d of February; ` 
and 1 have not a doubt that the Democratic side 
of the House will give us a chance to go and fix 
this much-mooted platform. I hope that the 
motion will prevail. Iwill give it my vote with 
cordial pleasure. 3 

The ycas and nays were then ordered. 

The call of the rell was then commenced, and 
Mr. Aren answered to his name. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Did not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorence] offer an 
amendment to lend the use of the Hall for to- 
morrow to the convention of the soldiers of the 
war of 1812? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No; it is not connected 
with this. This is a simple motion to adjourn 
over. - I withdraw the amendment, as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee did not, very properly, ac~ 
cept it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I was pleased to hear the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to give up this war to our brethren of the war of 
1812. [Cries of « Order!?"] i 

The CLERK. Objection being made, the gen- 
tleman is out of order. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Well, I shall submit such 
a motion, if the House determines to adjotirn 
over. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, I hope the 
Hall will be devoted to no purpose but the legiti- 


mate business of Congress. Next thing, you 
will have an Abolition meeting in this Hall. 


[Much laughter.} + i 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 101, nays 107; as 
follows: ’ 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Allison, Ball, Bell, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P..Camphell, Lewis D. 
Cainpbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, 
Howell Cohb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, David- 


| son, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Ed- 
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Edmundson, Eliott, Baglish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D: Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
Li. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Jewett, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kennett,sKidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin; Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millward, Moore, Nichols, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Pearce, Pennington, Phelps; 
Porter, Powell, Purviance, Reade,’ Ricaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scott, Samuel A. Sgt ; William. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stepliens, Swart, Talbott, Tayloy, Todd, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Watson, Wil- 
Hams, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—101, 

“~NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Banks, Barbour; Bar- 
clay, Henry. Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett,:Benson, .Bing- 
ham, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, 

: Buffington, Řurlingdme, James H: Campbell, Chaffee, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Crawford, Cullen, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Faulkner, Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, George W, 
Jones, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Puryear, Quitman, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan; Swope, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwaladet ©. Washbure, Elihu B. 
Washbutne, Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Wood, Woodrnff, 
Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—107. 


Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 


Mr. FLORENCE said: When the gentleman 
from Alabama asked any gentleman to refer toan 
instance of a Catholic clergyman being engaged 
in a contest for liberty, I incidentally referred to 
the fact of the Rev. John Murphy being one of 
the leaders in the Irish rebellion on the occagion 
of ir defeat at Vinegar Ffill, on the 9th of June, 
1798. 

Mr. PURYEAR.. Irise to a question of order. 
The debate is not in order on a motion to fix the 
day of adjournment, 
© Mr, FLORENCE. Iam only making a per- 
sonal explanation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SNEED. The gentleman cannot do that 
upon a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. `I find, by reference to the 
history of that period, that other Catholic clergy- 
men were engaged in that struggle. 

. The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has forgotten that this is a vote upon fixing 
the time of adjournment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I was simply explaining 
my position. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania be allowed to explain the rea- 
sons for his vote. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PURYEAR, The gentleman cannot pro- 
seog, as my point of order has been decided 
against him. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Tshould have beenthrough 
with my explanation if gentlemen had allowed 
me to proceed. ‘Those clergymen were the Rev. 
Mr. Kearns and—— 

The CLERK, "Phe gentleman will suspend a 
moment. [Laughter.] The Clerk did decide, 
on the point of order raised by the gentleman 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Punrran,} that the | 


remarks of the gentleman ,from Pennsylvania 
were not inorder, inasmuch as the vote was upon 
a motion to fix the time of adjournment. But the 
gentleman from Virginia now moves that the 


gentleman be permitted to explain his reason for | 


his vote. ` 

Mr. PURYEAR. I object. 

Mr. GROW. L hope the gentleman will be 
permitted to tellus what became of Father Mur- 
phy after he fell. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SNEED. Tmove to lay the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER, 
been acquiesced in by unanimous consent. 

The CLERK. There was a great number of 
objections. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


tion. 
Mr. SNEED. And I withdraw my motion. 
Mr, FLORENCE. They were the Rey. 
Messrs. Kearns, Perry, Fitzgerald, and John 
Hay; and {further find that the following note 
is appended to the page recording the event of 
those gentlemen being so engaged: 


Then I withdraw the mo- 


“When Murphy fell, he was but a few paces from the 
barricade, and was waving a banner over his head, embia- 
-zoned with a huge cross, and the motte, ‘Death or Lib- 
erty i??? ; 


I thought the motion had | 


[Gries of ‘Order! here came from all parts of 
the. Hall, Mr. Frorence in the mean time stand- 
ing in-his place.]_. ae : 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is certainly out of order. i 

“Mr: FLORENCE. Fam not saying a word. 
{Laughter.]. I am waiting for the ‘confusion to 
cease, and the House will bear me witness that I 
am not a‘paiticipant in it. - I have been standing 
here like ‘Patience on a monument.” [Laugh- 
ter.] His ws ma ` : 

“The call of the roll was then proceeded with, 
and the result announced as above recorded. 

Mr. KEITT moved that when the House ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday 
“next. 

Mr. ORR moved so to amend the motion as to 
provide for an adjournment until Wednesday. 

Mr. STANTON. Now let us have the yeas 
and nays upon adjourning over until Wednesday. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
amendment to Mr. Kerrr’s motion, and decided 

in the aflirmative+yeas 122, nays 68; as fol- 
lows: 


_ YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskic, 
Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dick, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Kustis, 
Evans, [aulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M, Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hal, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harriton, Maven, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, 
‘Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Hamphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Moore; Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Packer, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, 
Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Poweil, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, 
Ricaud, Roberts, Ruftin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Tatbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Wade, Walker, Warner, [srael Washburn, 
Watkins, Watson, Wheeler, Wiliams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—122, 
NAYS-—Messis. Albright, Banks, Barbour, Barelay, 
Heury Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cumbaek, Daimreli, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Emric, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert: B. Hall, Harlan, Hick- 
man, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 


Knight, Knowlton, Matteson, MeCarty, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Pringle, Puryear, Robbins, Sage, Spinner, 
i Stanton, Stranahan, Thorington, Trafton, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wastiburne, Elihu B. 
as Welch, Wood, Woodruit, and Woodworth— 
8. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The motion of Mr. Krrrr, as thus amended, 
was then agreed to—yeas 102, nays 90; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Alen, Ball, Bell, Bliss, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis D., Campbeli, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williainson R. W. Cobb, Cox i 
Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Da 
ver, D 
Etheridge, Justis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Puller, Thomas J.D. Fuiler, Goode, Green wood 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Garris, Sampson W. F 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hofman, 
Jewett, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, 


traion 
nige, 


S 
Den- 


> 


Ht Lete Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuct 
1S. Marshall, Mawel, MeMuliin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
l Milward, Moore, Nichols, Mordceai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 


i 

l 

| Pennington, Pheips, Port 
| Ricaud, Roborts, Rafn, Rust, Sandidge, Scott, Samuact A. 
1 Smith, Wiliom R. Smiti, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Tayior, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walker, 
; Watkins, Watsou, Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, 
| and Zoliieofer—192. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Banks, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, 
Bocock, Bradshaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
Xampbell, Chaffee, Clawsen, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
| Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, De Witt, Diekson, Dodd, 
Duri 
j Gran 
i 
f 


i Wwa 


rton, Andrew Oliver, Pac 
» Pettit, Pi Pringle, Puryear, Quit- 
i unin, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sap s nner, Stan- 
ton, Stranaban, Tappan, 'Thorington, Thurston, Tre 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalade 
Washburne, Elfin B. Washbourne, israel Washbur 

| Welch, Wheeler, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel 
B., Wright—99. 


adjourned until Wednesday next, at twelve 
1 o'clock, m. 


Howard, Hughston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, | 


> Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Bioti, : 


1, Purviance, Reade, | 
: , : 


And thereupon (at five o'clock) the House | 


- : HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
~ - Wepvespay, January 9, 1856. 


The House was called tò'order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock,-m. 


The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that there bea call 
of the House. - i , 

Mr. PHELPS. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. © ~ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 77, nays 127; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Banks, Barclay, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett; Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Burnett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Etheridge, Dustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hoffman, Valentine B, Hor- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kcily, Kidwell, Lake, 
Leteher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millwarg, 
Moore, Paine, Pearce, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, William Smith, 
Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Walker, Warner, Wheeler, 
Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and Joim V. 
Wright—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, 
Buthngton, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Chaflee, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edinundson, 
Edwards, Eliott, Emrie, English, Flagler, Foster, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, Holloway, 
‘Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Howard, Kelsey, Kennett, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Al- 
exander K. Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, MeMullin, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, 
Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sam- 
uel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, 

Inderwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburnè, Evihu B. Wash- 
burne, Esracl Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Weleh, Whit- 
ney, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer-#127. 


So the House refused to order a call. 


While the call of the roll was proceeding, 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, (when his name 
was called,) said: Mr. Clerk, I rise for the pur- 
pose of making a personal explanation, and, as 
this motion for a call of the House is evidently 
for the purpose of allowing members time to come 
in, this isthe best time to make it. Ifthe House, 
therefore, will indulge me at this time, I promise 
to be as brief as possible. [Cries of **Go on!’ 
«c Consent !”?] -A few days ago, it will be remem- 
bered—or if itis not remembered, it is upon the 
record—I voted against laying upon the table a 
resolution introduced ‘by the honorable gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Waiker,] nominating 
for Speaker my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Boycs.] In doing so, I, to some extent, separated 
myself in that particular from a large majority of 
the Democratic party in this House. Some cen- 
sure was, for the moment, cast upon me for that 
act, though F believe no Democrat who voted 
against laying that resolution on the table was 
suspicioned even of an intention to waver from 
his support of the regular nominee of the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Now, sir, the reason why I gave that vote I 
want to explain; and I want to do it for this pur- 
pose: there has been a shrewd, ingenious, but 
deliberate attempt made to cast the responsibility 
of the non-organization of this House upon the 
Democratic party and upon the Administration 
upon the President. When the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Warrer] first made the remark 
which he did here, in relation to the responsibil- 
ity of the want of organization of this body, the 
Democratic party had said nothing upon the sub- 
ject. They had attempted to throw the respon- 
sibility upon no one of the contending parties 
in the House. They were willing—and they did 
it—io sit here and vote, and to stand by their 


| platform, and to stand by their candidate, the 


gentleman from Hlinois, [Me. Ricnanpson.] We 
had struggled here for some time; and though no 
result had been accomplished, each party had 
succeeded to some extent in dcfining its own po- 
sition. But, sir, to my astonishment and regret, 
I find that a party here, agreeing with us in senti- 
ment,as they say, in relation to the great question 
that now agitates and divides the country, instead 
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‘of making war upon the Black Re ublicans, as 
they are called, attempt most ingeniously: to cast 
the odium upon the Democratic party for the 
failure that has occurred to. organize the House. 
And that.attempt having been promoted by two 
of my colleagues from Tennessee—the honorable 
gentleman [Mr. Zouiicorrer] who represents 
the Nashville district, for whom I have the high- 
est respect, and my honorable colleague, [Mr. 
Ernenwce,}] who proposed Mr. Mirrson, the 
other day—I say that the attempt to: throw this 
odium upon the Democrats having been promoted 
by these two gentlemen, I desire to show the per- 
fect and utter fallacy of any such charge against 
the Administration or the Democratic party. 

Mr. Clerk, if there isa Democrat in this House 
who does not most earnestly desire an organiza- 
tion, I know not who he is. Ishould, however, 
not say a word upon this point in relation to the 
Administration, but fora charge that has been 
made in the leading organ of that once very re- 
spectable but now defunct organization, known 
as the Whig party—that the Administration is 
responsible for our want of organization. But, 
sir, as that charge has begn made from so respect- 
able a source, and asi s become a prominent 
charge against the Administration, I take this 
occasion. to say, that though I am not authorized 
to speak for the President nor for the Adminis- 
‘tration, I speak what I know when I say that 
there is no man in this House who more earnestly 
desires the speedy organization of the House than 
the President of the United States. Ispeak what 
I know when I make this statement, though I am 
authorized to speak for no one but myself; but, 
sir, I am anxious to see the House organize; and 
why the attempt should be made by this Know 
Nothing party, as it is called, to throw upon us 
the responsibility of the failure thus far, I cannot 
see. 

Sir, strange things have occurred here, which 
ought to goto the country. Here are two parties 
opposed to the Democratic party of the House. 
Of course I do not refer to every individual in 
those parties; but I say that those who are called 
Black Republicans in this House, owe their elec- | 
tion here to Know Nothingism. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I should like to ask the 

entleman from Tennessee. what he means by 
that expression? 

Mr. SMITH. By what expression? 

Mr. TRAFTON. Black Republicans. 

Mr. SMITH. I mean those gentlemen who 
have been voting for Mr. Bayxs; they have been | 

‘ealled Black Republicans. I use the term in all 
courtesy, 

Mr. TRAFTON. Who calls them Black Re- 
publicans? That is the question. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 use the expression in all cour- 
tesy. The reason why they are called so, I sup- 
pose, is, because they want to put the negro upon 
an equality with the white man. 

Mr. HOUSTON. “Above—they would put 
them above naturalized foreigners. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I do not understand the 
party to which the gentleman from Tennessee 
alludes to occupy any such position as he gives 
for them. I aim not in favor of putting the blacks 
upon an equality with the whites, and Iam not || 
aware that any such position is occupied by the 
party with which I am acting. 

Mr. SMITH. Ido not belicve that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio w8uld be willing to do that. I) 
am pursuing.a line of argument, and not casting 
any reflections on anybody. I give the common 
acceptation of the terms of the various parties in 
this House. I say, sir, that the large majority of 
the Black Republicans owe their election mainly 
to the secret organization to.which some gentle- 
men from the South in main owe theirs. But what 
do we sce now? I speak from experience on the 
subject. The Know Nothings nearly rode me 
down in my district; and how did they do it? 
They did it on the eighth section of the Philadel- 
phia American platform. It was proclaimed in 
‘every district of Tennessee that the proscription 
of Catholics for their religious tenets, which, they 
alleged, were inconsistent with their true allegiance 
to this Government, was the great and moving 
principle of the Know Nothing party. 'Fhe con- |! 
‘ference of the: ministers of the -church whose 


| bitteri 


favor of the principle of the eighth section.of the 
Philadelphia. platform, and against: the constitu- 
tional ideas of the Democratic party on the sub- 
ject of religious toleration. If they had not done 
so, I should never have had the least difficulty in 
reference to my election. But such was the fa- 
naticism there in my. county on the subject of 
religion, —not on the question of the exclusion of 
foreigners,—that with a thousand majority of my 
olitical friends, it was with the greatest difficulty 
“was enabled to carry the district. 

What, Mr. Clerk, did we see here day before 
yesterday? We see the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Eustis] rise in his place and assert 
that the doctrine contained in the eighth section 
of the Philadelphia Know Nothing platform was 
a monstrous declrine. š 
The CLERK. The time allotted the gentleman 
under the order of the House has expired. 

Mr. SMITI. I am speaking by unanimous 
consent. 

The CLERK. If there is no objection, the 
gentleman will proceed with his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH. Iam obliged to the House. In 
order that I may not be misunderstood, L will 
read what the honorable gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Eusris] did say on the’ subject of the 
religious test. Inthe GlobeI find him using this 
language: 

< What was the construction which the American can- 
didate tor Governor of that State placed upon the eighth 
article of the Philadelphia plattorm? We all know that, in 
the early part of his canvass, that candidate published a 
letter in which he said be never would vote for a Catbolie, 
Thank God, that gentleman was defeated, and, sir, he ought 
to have been defeated. The as enough in that letter to 
defeat ten thonsand candi 2s for Governor; and f trust 
that every man who hold v odious and mowstrous doc- 
trines, will ever meet with as deep a potitical grave as the 
honorable gentleman, the American candidate for Governor 
of Virginia, has met with’? 

I was astonished to hear that doctrine from one 
who was of the secret organization which so 
denounced the religious opinions of the 
Catholics in my own district. Here a member of 
the American party holds doctrines diametrically 
opposite to those of that party, published and 
advocated in the gubernatorial and congressional 
canvass of Tennessee. But my astonishment 
was increased when f found these dissimilar 
doctrines were indorsed by the honorable gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Warxrr,] who is an 


acknowledged leader of the Know Nothing or | 


American party. What do we see? These gen- 
tlemen hold, that if the cighth section of the 
Philadelphia American platform means anything, 
it declares a principle which is not only subvers- 
ive of the Constitution of the United States, bat 
is, in the language of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, (Myr. Eusris,] monstrous. 


met here on the Saturday night kefore the com- 
mencement of Congress, and passed a resolution 
in which they said, in most respectful terms, that 
they congratulated the country on the triumph 
of the Democratic party, in many of the States, 
on the principle of civil and religious liberty, 
which was so fiercely assaulted by the Know 
Nothing or American party. Two gentlemen 
rise in their places, and tell the House that the 
doctrine embodied in the eighth section of the 
Know Nothing platform is sub¥rsive of the 
Constitution, and that itis monstrous! And yet 
thoy say they cannot unite with us, because we 


have congratulated the country on our triumph | 
That is the efiect | 


over that very cighth section, 
ofit. We have it disclosed, and authoritatively, 
too, that the principle against which we fought, 


and in the success of which triumph we congrat- | 


ulated the country, is not only subversive of the 
Constitution, but is a monstrous principle! 

I want this matter to properly go before the 
country. Ido not want to be placed in a false 
position. I must use what feebie means J have 


to repel the ingenious assaults which are to be, | r á 
i I have stated, that the Democratie party is the 


and now are, made against the Democratic party. 
The Black Republicans, as they are called, make 
war on the Constitution, in reference to slavery. 


The Know Nothing or American party make | 
war on the Constitution, in regard to religious | 
That the latter, in their national | 


toleration. 
council, made war on civil and religieus liberty, 


principles I profess, butto which I do not belong, 
(I belong to none,) met in my county, and the |; 


isadmitted by two gentlemen of the same party— 


one from Louisiana and the other from Alabama. | 


influence of those men was almost. irresistible in 


And yet, what | 
did we hear in the next breath? 'The Democrats j 


of the House, cnough of them voted against the 
resolution to prevent.its passage; and therefore 
a large number of our friends changed their votes. 
I did not.change mine, because-I never change a 
vote that has been given with an understanding 


of all the facts of the case. I never have done 
it, and I never expect to do it. I have changed 
many votes, when I did not understand the ques- 


| tions, but that is the only reason which, in my 


opinion, would justify me in changing my votes. 
Now, sir, the intent of the American party, as 


! indicated by the gentlemen who have spoken in 


this debate, is to cast the odium of our non-or- 
ganization upon the Democratic party and upon 
the Administration. As I said before, I know 
that the President of the United States desires 
an organization,—not that he would interfere at 
al by any means,—but as the Executive of this 
nation he desires to see the Government go on in 
the regular way, and to let the popular will have 
frec expression through its only legitimate organ. 
That is his desire, I apprehend, without even a 
thought as to who shall preside over this body. 
This is an inquiry he has no right to make, ex- 
cept in a spirit of solicitude for the interest of the 
country. I say here, now, to this House, that I 
believe there ought to be a speedy organigation, 
more particularly in view of the critical state of 
our foreign relations as disclosed in the President’s 
message, which we have really, though not offici- 
ally read. While I believe that, Las firmly believe 
that the only party which can save the country is 
the Democratic party, and I believe that it is im- 
portant to preserve it in its unity and its strength. 
That was exhibited at the incoming of the present 
Administration. I desire to say a word or two 
upon that subject, and I shall have done. 

Those gentlemen who are attempting here to 
cast odium upon the present Administration, are 


| placing themselves in an unenviable attitude be- 


fore the country, if not now, at least in days to 
come. When this Administration came into 
power, it found the Government, to use a common 
expression, lying ‘loose all about.’ [t found 
every Department of it disorganized or unorgan- 
ized. Itfound thirty six secret inspectors of the 
customs stalking the streets of Washington. upon a 
salary of $100,000 in the aggregate, without any- 
thing to do; it struck them off the list, and re- 
organized every branch of the Government and of 
the public service. Now, sir, you may come on 
with your committees—I care not who appoints 
them, even if he. be the worst enemy of the Ad- 
ministration—and letthem go into their investiga- 
tions. Those investigations will only show what 


only party that has ever shown its capacity to 


‘administer properly the affairs of this Govern- 


ment. I only wish the Opposition would examine 
the conduct and business of the. various Depart- 
ments of this Government. 

I, sir, have never asked anything at the hands 
of this Administration. Ihave never had any- 
hing. J do not want anything. But when I see 


o 
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-an Administration assdiled“in this indirect way, 
-which has been true to: the country, true to ‘the 
Constitution, and'true to the principles and opin- 
ions of the very gentlemen who assail it upon the 
great question of the day, I feel thatsilence would 
do injustice not-only to the Administration, but 
to the country.” While upon this subject I may 


say, that. when ask these gentlemen what 
objection they hao the Administration, or to 
the President, ti ‘universally ‘refer to some 
appointinent “to office. I- want to express this 
opinion here, sir, that I think it unbecoming in a 
southern man ‘to stickle about the appointment 
of any officer of this Government. Why, sir, I 
am willing that you shall have all the offices. 
The North may have- them all if she wants them. 
‘Give us our constitutional rights, and that is all 
that we ask of you. I, for one, stand here to say 
that the President may reject every man for whose 
appointment I ask,-and {will never complain of 
him as long as he sustains those constitutional 
rights which I believe to be dear tothé people 
of my section, and absolutely necessary to the 
perpetuity of this Union. That is all I ask of 
the Administration; and I submit that it is not in 
keeping with the dignity, the character, and the 
chivalry, if I may sò speak, of southern men, to 
„Stickle about the appointment of officers by a man 
who, amidst all the prejudices of his own section, 
stands by the peculiar institution of the South, 
as guarantied = the Constitution. When I am 
told that the President of the United States has 
‘expressed his opposition to slavery, I say that he 
is only entitled to the more credit for the support. 
of the guarantees of the Constitution that protect 
us in the enjoyment of that institution. The man 
who owns a thousand or ten slaves is entitled -to 
no credit for the support of the institution. It is 
his interest to do it.” But the man who has been 
raised at the North, in the midst of all the preju- 
dices which have been excited there by dema- 
gogues and politicians against this institution, 
and yet has the boldness, the courage, and the 
patriotism, to stand by the guarantees of the 
Constitution for the protection of our rights and 
our institutions, is entitled to high credit; and a 
warm support from those who desire a perpetuit 
of the Union: I have but little patience With 
southern men who stickle about offices when 
such great principles as these are at stake. 

The position which the President has taken 
since his clection, and in his fate message, has 
been the jpesition that he has uniformly taken 
during the course of a long public life—in the 
Legislature of New Elassipanits, in’ the two 
branches of Congress, and in the executive chair; 
and Iichallenge the proof of any inconsistency on 
his part in relation to this question. And yet 
we sce southern gentlemen here assailing lim 
most furiously for what they call his Abolition 
tendencies. { feel, sir, that there is an error in 
the minds of a portion of the people of the South 
who belong to the Amorican: party in relation to 
this, and I wish it to be corrected. Ido not mean 
to impute Improper motives to any of those gen- 
tlemen, but it is duc to the history of the country 
that this thing shall go no further. lam willing 
to meet all men who make war upon no provision 
of the Constitution, as I understand it; and upon 
the subject of this Catholic test, upon equal terms, 
personally or politically, I beg leave simply to 
state what I said in a few words during the last 
Congress on this Catholic question, as 1 was one 
of the first to discuss this subject in the House 
of Representatives. 1 said it then, I say it now, 
and I intend always to say it: 


“Ido not come as the advocate of the Catholic religion, 
or the apologist of the Catholic faith, believing, as I always 
have, in the religious doctrines of my ancestors. T, ut an 
early day, imbibed a prejudice against the tenets of the 
Catholie church, and these carly iupressions bave never 
been removed. J dissent from its doctrines, discard its 
heresies, and denounce its persecution. 

“Tama Protestant because I believe its teachings to be 
the teachings of the Bible, and its religion the religion of 
our Savior. But while Í am strong in my own faith, T 
scorn to proseribe others who differ from me in religious 
sentiment. I donot seek to dive down into the hearts of 
men to ferret out their religious dogmas, but would seeure 
to every denomination thei constitutional ‘right to wor- 
ship God according to the dictates of their own con- 
science.’ ?? 

For this T was denounced at home as being 
favorable to Catholicism, and many votes were 
cast against me on account of a deluded belief 
that I favored their religious dogmas. Yet, now 
it is said upon this floor, by honorable gentleme 


‘who are ackriowledged leaders of the so-called 
American party, that any otHer ‘doctrine than 
‘this, which I asserted during the last Congress, 
and for which I was furiously denounced by 
that party in Tennessee, is not only subversive 
of the Constitution, but is monstrous. It-is for 
this reason that I have read it, because every man 
in my district and in my State will see at once 
that the point made against me has now not only 
been abandoned, but denounced, by some of the 
leaders of that party on this floor; ‘and yet they 
complain of us’ for objecting to that feature of 
their national platform which the *‘ sober second 
thought” of the people -has compelled them to 
abandon. With all due deference to those gen- 
tlemen, I think it is time now that they should 
agree upon some common ground, and let us 
know what it is, so that the country may not be 
longer misled. 
Now, Mr. Clerk, I must return my most grate- 
ful thanks to the House for the privilege they 
have accorded me to make this explanation, and 
for the ‘attention with which they have listened 
to the remarks I have had the honor to submit. 
Mr. WHITNEY. I should be pleased to say 
a few words before I record my vote. 
Mr. HUGHSTON. T object. 
Mr. WHITNEY, ‘With the -consent of the 
House I wish to say a few words, suggested by 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Sern] in connection with the debate which 
took place in this House on Monday last. 
The CLERK. Does the gentleman from New 
York withdraw his objection? 
Mr. HUGHSTON. Ido not. 
Mr. ENGLISH. I think it due to the gentle- 
man from New York that he should be heard, and 
therefore I move thathe be permitted to proceed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITNEY, (vesuming.) Allusion has 
been made here to the fact that gentlemen in this 
House, who owe their election to the party which 
I also represent, and whose principles I cherish, 
have dissented, in the strongest terms, from one 
of the cardinal principles of that party. Gentle- 
men, sir, have the undoubted right to express upon 
this floor their views and their sentiments upon 
all political subjects, liable to the scrutiny of 
legislation, and interesting to the public. “But, 
sir, when gentlemen, in their individual capacity, 
assume to place constructions upon creeds, plat- 
forms, or principles of any given party, contrary 
to the letter of that creed, that platform, or those 
principles, they cease to speak for the party. 
Such, sir, I think is the attitude assumed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. Unless I mistake his 
position much, he has assumed the attitude of 
championship on behalf ofthe church militant, 
the church political in the United States. If such 
be the fact, [ advise him to burnish his armor, 
point his lance, and set it well in its rest, for he 
will find himself called upon to meet in the arena, 
stern facts and realities invulnerable, upon that 
issue—facts, sir, which cannot be miseonstrued 
like the platform of a party—realities which 
; cannot be veiled in sophistry. The rule, sir, of 
our Touse forbids more than a mere allusion to 
these facts at the present time; but, sir, at the 
proper period, when these subjects shall be fairly 
presented for discussion, I can assure the gentle- 
| man from Lopisiana, and all others who choose 
to present th® gauntlet upon that issue, that they 
i Shall he metas men. I desire now, sir, simply 
to allude to a cotemporancous fact of history, 
connected with a question raised by my colleague 
from New York [Mr. KerLy] during the debate 
which oceurred un Monday. T read, sir, from 
the published debates of that day, a question 
propounded by that gentleman to the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr.Ssnru.] It is this: 

“T desire to know if the gentlentan from Alabama will 
say here in his place, that he has ever known a Catholic, 


native-born ora foreigner, who has become a naturalized cit- 
izen, who was opposed to the institutions of this country 7? 


In this debate, sir, we are to deal not with men, 
but with measures, with systems, with principles 
and influences; and though it may be necessary 
at times, in dealing with those measures and sys- 
tems, to refer to men, the less we individualize 
the better. But, sir, I stand here to answer di- 
rectly the question of the gentleman from New 
York. I stand horé to say to him, to this House, 
and to the country, that individuals in this coun- 


i try, naturalized Catholics, have presented them- i 


‘selvesin hostility to the laws of the country, and 
those laws I imagine to be a-part of ‘its institu- 
tions, 

But, sir, en passant, dealing. with measures, 


‘principles, and ‘systems, I would inquire what 


are we to expect for republican liberty from a 
system: which declares. sentiments like. these, 


‘which I quoté from alate encyclical letter of the 


present pontiff-of Rome? | It.says: 

“Liberty. of conscience is an absurd and dangerous 
maxim, orrather the ravings:of delirium.” 

Also, in the same letter: : 

“The liberty of the press is that fatal license of which 
we cannot entertain too- great a horror.” 

Sir, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
KeLLy] is one of the true faith, he must indorse 
the doctrine of that letter; and if he docs not in- 
dorse that doctrine, he is not proseribed ‘by the 
eighth section of the Philadelphia platform. 

it is perhaps not generally known, though the 
fact is one of history, that at the ‘Council. of 
Bishops, held in the city of Baltimore in the year» 
1849, an ordinance was passed. to this effect. It 
is still extant, in most excellent Latin, and I 
pledge: myself. to the House that I will present a 
free translation of itto pure English in the 
course of the debates upon this subject. That 
ordinance provides, that the Bishops of the Romish 
churches inthis country-shalltake into their own 
hands the temporal cffects~-the property of their 
several churches, the law of any ‘State to the 
contrary notwithstanding. There, sir, is.a direct 
attack upon the institutions of our country by the 
hierarchy of the Romish church. But let uslook 
at the practical effect of the provisions of that 
ordinance. The Bishop of Buffalo, in the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, 
demanded of the trustees of the St. Louis church 
in that city, the tenure of their property, 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s time has 
expired, [Cries of “Go on!” ‘Go on!?] 

Mr. KEITT. I trust the House will permit 
the gentleman to proceed, and I make a motion 
to that effect. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITNEY. The Bishop of Buffalo de- 
manded of the trustees of his diocese to deliver 
over the property of that church into his hands, 
Those trustees, be it understood, held that prop- 
erty by a law of the State of New York. They 
declined a compliance with the demand, and the 
Bishop proceeded .to coercive measures. He 
took from them their spiritual instructor aid 
guide, closed the doors of their'church, and held 
them in abeyance. ‘I'he trustees still refused 
compliance, and the Bishop sent to the triple 
crown at Rome for instructions. The result of 
that message cannot be forgotten. The Nuncio 
Bedini came to America,.and proceeded to Buf- 
falo. I divest my discourse of all extraneous 
matter, Bedini, L say, proceeded to the city of 
Buffalo, and entered upon an examination of the 
merits of the controversy, the laws of the State 
at the same time before him—— 

Mr. QUITMAN, (interrupting.) I am sorry, 
Mr. Clerk, to have to interrupt the -gentleman 
from New York, but I make this question of 
order: The House has adopted a resolution to 
limit debate to ten minutes, unless a-longer time 
be allowed to a member by the unanimous con- 
sent of the House. Now I object to the gentlo- 
man ‘proceeding in his remarks beyond that 
limit. Ido not wish to see the time of the House 
any longer consumed witlf such discussions as 
we have had here for the last six weeks. If the 
gentleman from New York will permit me, I 
will say one word more. I object to the discus- 
sion of the issues raised by the gentlemen on 
the other side about the Church of Rome. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi objects to the gentleman from New York 
proceeding-after his time hag expired. The Clerk, 
however, thinks that the gentleman from New 
York is in order, inasmuch as a majority of the 
House allows him to proceed, and inasmuch ag 
others have gone on in the same way. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Five minutes more will 
suffice, as I am only answering a question pro- 
pounded by my colleague to the gentleman from 
Alabama. I say, then, the Nuncio assumed the 
examination of the subject. 

Mr. KELLY. I desire, Mr. Clerk, to ask my 
colleague whether he has ever known an instance 
of a Catholic priest descending from his altar and 
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running as a candidate for Congress or the Legis- | 
lature? {Laughter.] Ki ; 

Mr. WHITNEY; (unnoticing-or not- hearing 
the question of his colleague.) The Nuncio de- |i 
clared to the trustees of the church of St. Louis 
that they must disobey the. law of. their State, 
must yield to their Bishop, and surrender. their. 
trust. The trustees remaining still contumacious;' || 
the Nuncio resortcd to the only alternative known 
to the church: he hurled upon that congregation 
the last implement of Papal authority and.ven- 
geance—the anathema maranatha; and.turned. his 
back upon them. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Jinsist, Mr. Clerk, onthe 
point of order whieh: Ihave raised. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Ihave finished my remarks, 
sir. [(Laughter.] 

[Loud cries of “ Call the roll!?*] i 

‘The Clerk resumed. the call of the yeas and 
nays. ; f | 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. . I: move to dis- |! 
pene with further proceedings on the call of the 

+House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Let the vote be first 
announced.: There can be no dispensing with 
further proceedings on: tp call, if the call of the 
House be:hnot ordered. 

Mr. PELTON. I move that the reading of 
the names: on the call of the yeas. and nays: be 
dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk anngunced the vote as above. 

Mr. KNIGHT. I have understood that-our 
Democratic friends wish to make a continuous 
session until we shallhaveelected à Speaket. In 
that matter I think I shall vote with them. [wish 
to have a session also until we clect a Speaker. 
It is clear that something out of the usual course 
must happen, or we cannot elect a Speaker. I 
offer a plurality resolution, so as to avoid the 
necessity of a continuous session day and night, 
which would not.be so agreeable. “The resolu- 
tion which I offer is as follows: 


Resolved, That this House will immediately proceed in 
voting tor a Speaker as heretofore until there bean election, 
or until three ballotings shall have becn had, whenif there 
shall still be no election, the person highest in vote on the 
third of. said ballotings, and having a majority of a quorum, 
shall be the Speaker of the ‘Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Imove to lay that reso- 
lution on the table; and on that motion I call for 


the yeas and nays. 
Mr. VAIL. 1 call for tellers on the yeas: and 
nays. 


Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KNIGHT. [desire to say that I mean by 
the words in the resolution “as heretofore,” that 
we shall vote viva voce. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
118, nays 102; as follows: 


YUAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allon, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Ctingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, 
Davitison, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Edmundson, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J: Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leteher, Lind- 
ley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. MarshaH, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Ma axweil, MceMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, } ard, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Paine, Peck, Pelton, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruf- || 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Sinith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, |! 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, | 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zoliicoffer—J33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bali, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buftington, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Danireil, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert’ B. Hall, 
Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas Ri Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King; Knapp, 
Knight; Knowiton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- |} 
Carty, Meacham, fhliian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, i 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, | 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, PMiurston, Todd, | 
Trafion, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, | 

| 
i 


Cadwalader C, Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, 


| the point to which L object. 
| me; and lest there might be apposed to be any 


i graph found its way into the paper. 


Pending the call of the rolly = faa Sos Pa 

Mr. BURNETT rose toa personal explanation. 
He said: T holdin my hand, Mie Clerk, an extract 
taken from: the Genesee (New York) Democrat, 
published, I believe,in the district of the honorable: 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. KiLser:] ‘That 


i gentleman and myself paired off here by. agree- 


ment until: Friday last.” Ido not rise now for the 
purpose of complaining of the action of the gen- 
tleman-at-all, but only for the purpose of letting 
the country understand’ correctly that he paired 
off with myself, and:in:order-that the gentleman 
may stand-right.at home. I will read the extract 
taken from that paper: 

“Our Congressman; Hon. Wm. H. Kensev, made ùs a 
flying visita tew days since, returning to his seat in the 
House on Monday. It is gratifying to his constituents to 
observe that, during the struggle for Speaker, Mr. Kensry's 
vote has uniformly been placed where it wilf do the most 
effective service in the cause of freedom.” 


Now, the portion to which I desire to call the 
attention of that gentleman particularly, is as 


|follows. The editor. here scems to speak as by 


authority from him; and he-can explain whether 
the editor speaks by authority, and represents him 
correetly or not: í 


“Tn order to make a'visit to his home, he ¢ paired off? 
with a member from Alabama—a Ricwarpson man—and 


Major Wititams, of Monroe, whose vote has been among 


the seattering, making, if we may be allowed the expression; 
a triple pair. The lady of Mr. K, returned with him to 
Weshington.?? 

Now, sir, [made an agreement with Mr. Ker- 
sry, by which we paired off together until the 
4th of January. That agreement he duly. kept 
with me up to that time, and Ihave no complaint 
to make as far as that is concerned. But here is 
the point which I make: that the gentleman at 
home claims the credit of having made a triple 
pair, thereby strengthening his party. That is 
Ile paired off with 


mistake in the name here published in this paper, 
I desire to state that there has been no scattering 
of votes so far as I am concerned, I having uni- 
formly, since the contest commenced, voted for 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarnson.] 
I do not desire that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Kersey] should have the credit at home of 
making such a bargain as: he is here represented 


| to have made. If the cditor of this paper rep- 


resents the gentleman correctly, then, sir, I do 
not regard the position which: he occupies as an 
enviable one by any means. The gentleman can 
explain how this matter stands. {vote ay. 

Mr. KELSEY. If this is a proper time to 
respond to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Burnerr]—and I suppose it is—I desire to say to 
that gentleman, that] paired off with him and with 
him only, and that the paragraph which he has 
read from the paper published in my district is 
incorrect, I did repcat—and, I presume, in the 
hearing of the editor of that paper—that some 
gentlemen who voted with us on this side of the 
House held that we should not pair.off-unless it 
were with a RicHarpsonman and a FULLER man, 
so as to neutralize parties. I stated that this had 
not been done in my case, although, probably, 
the same practical result wouid be reached, be- 
cause Major Winuiams, of Monroe, who was 


Hi . ` 
scattering his vote, had returned homeat the same 


time I did, and that I offered to take himin and 
form atrio. It will thus,be seen how that para- 
I trust that 
this explanation will satisfy gentlemen on this 
floor how the matter stands, and that it will es- 
pecially satisfy those who have had the kindness 
to call my attention to a letter written by an 
individual in my district, inclosing that slip to 
various persons here. I do not propose to notice 
anything coming from that source. When any 
charge against me has a responsible, or cvena 
decent backer, | will mect every question which 
gentlemen here or elsewhere choose to raise with 
me: 


Mr. BURNETT, (interrupting.) Will the | 


gentleman from New York allow me to ask him 
a question? 
applies the latter portion of his remarks? 

Mr. KELSEY. I applied itto the writer of 


the letter inclosing this slip, which has been sent | 


here, and to which some gentlemen have had the 
kindness to call my attention this morning. 


and Woodworth—162. 
> So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. WILEIAMS. Idesire to state that there 


| was no arrangement whatever made between my 


I want to understand to whom he | 


‘to my ‘vote 


“my observation. 


colleague (Mrs Riiser] and anyselfin: 


: The: matter:here dropp 
sumed tbe-call ofthe oll 
Also, pending the call ofthe 
Mr. PENNINGTON said: M: 
New York. Tribune of the-Tth ins ) 
graph—transferred to that paper from the Boston 
Telegraph. of the 4th: instanty-has: fallen; under 
. Ddesire to yead.it, and then t0 
say a word to the House:in relation- to it: The 
paragraph is as follows: ff basa Si 
CMR. PENNINGTON AT Bostoni We believe there Has 


; been no public statement òf the fact-that Mr- PENNINGTON, 


the. New Jersey Congressman, who has- received some 
votes for Speaker, has been. in this city recently on‘a visit 
to Governor Gardiner. - He was here last Saturday. | Sore’ 
person, who saw him at: the State House; aecompanied: by: 
the Governor, thinks that this visit: has some. peculiar, sig- 
nificagee. A telegraphic . dispatch: states. that: Ahere has, 
been an effort at Washington to indice Mr. PEXSINGrON to 
decline being: a candidate for the speakersltip. Wëe'shall 
soon know the result: of this effort:-Boston:: Telegraphs: 
January 4.” i is 


I presume, Mr. Clerk, that this paragraph: has 
fallen under the observation of othermembers ‘of. 
this House; and they must, I think, have been: 
considerably surprised on reading it; foritis well 
known to all the members of this House, that, on. 
the day referred to in. the article which I’ have 
read, Mr. Pennineron was in his: place in: this 
Hall attending diligently to the public business. 
Now, I wish: to state ‘that, although it. is: possis 
ble this: statement may be true,(for-it: is’ said: 
nothing is impossible, ) T have no personal knowl- 
edge of the fuct'so positively and circumstantially: 
stated.. [Great laughter] 
the House that if any such visit asthis was made: 
to. Boston, the transit thither was: made by the 
telegraphic wires, and the return by the same con+ 
veyance—[renewed’ laughter]—an achievement 
which ought to be made known to the scientific: 
world without further delay. [Renewed laugh~ 
ter. g i 
ide. TRAFTON. I think I may be able to 
throw a little light upon that mysterious fact 
I saw the statement the gentleman has read in 
the Boston correspondence of the Springfield- 
Republican. That correspondent stated that Mr. 
Pennincron’ was in Boston in conférence with 
Governor Gardiner. The Boston ‘Telegraph, and: 
I suppose the New York Tribune, copied. this: 
statement from the Republican, the correspond- 
ent of the Republican being responsible: for: it, 
It may no doubt be accounted for onthe ground 
of Spiritual rappings: . [Laughter-] f 

The call of the roll was then concluded, and: 
the result announced, as above stated. 

[Cries of.“ Call the roll !??] f 

‘Lhe House proceeded to vote the ninety-ninth. 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole: 
number of votes cast, 214; necessary to a choice, 
108; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks received. 

William A. Richardson... 

Henry M. Fuller.sceesesees 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

James L. Orr... : . 

John Williams 

Gilehrist Porter 

Henry Bennett .csveesseeee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishap, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis,’ Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emtie, Flaster; Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R: Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Prin- 
gle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, fboriugtoa, Thurston; ‘Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader Č. Wash- 
burue, Piibu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, 
Weleh, Wood, Woodruil, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell; Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W, Cobb, 
Craige, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eiott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Puller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S: Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Olver, Orr, Packer; Peck, Phelps, Pow~ 
el, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. 


97 
72 
33 
7 
2 
1 
1 
1 


Oe e ween eromeranceeene 


x 


And. Iwill state:-to: ‘ 


174 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


January. 9; 


7 
Smith; William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tay- 


lor, Vail; Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Jobn, V. Wright. © i 

For Mr. Filler—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Wil- 
lian: R. Smith, Sucede Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Vaik, 
Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. Petco ee Is 

For Mr, Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, Robison, and Scott. ws 

For Mr. Orr—-Messys. Richardson and Williams. “ 

For Mr. Wiltiams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter--Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr, Bennetti—Mr. Brenton. 


During the-call of the roll, ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I regret the ne- 
cessity of asking of the House, the privilege of 
making.astatement somewhat personal in its char- 
acter. “I donot, know that I shall be able to make 
it as intelligible as L.could wish inashort thf, as 
itmay involve the necessity ofan explanation from 
a colleague-of mine from Ohio, and. also from 
some other members of the House. I therefore 
ask that Ican be permitted, by unanimous. con- 
sent, to occupy.more than ten minutes of the 
time of the House. [A general assent was ex- 
pressed to. the request.] I preface the reading of 
a portion of a letter written by my venerable 
co. 


vines] to a 

the New Yor 
my attention was not called until within a day or 
two; by this statement. Tregretexceedingly that 
ever my Dame was connected with this question 


paper in his district, republished in 


of the speakership. I regret still more that the | 


spirit of frankness and candor I have endeavored 
to evince in all the conferences 1 have had with 
the members of this body, has not seemed to 
have been met with a corresponding spirit. 

From the very commencement, sir, I took the 
ground, when 1 was consulted, that I desired those 
who were opposed to the repeal of the Missouri 


compromise to confer together and ascertain who | 


was the strongest man to be run for that office, to 
let me know the result, and Lwould stand by them 
to the end in his support; expressing for myself 
simply this desire, that if our friends thought 
proper to present my name, if it should be ascer- 
tained that I bad the greatest amount of strength, 
they should stand by me, not deserting or leaving 
me to be humiliated in the face of the common 
foe. Suggestions were made that it would be well 
to gratify this man and that man with compli- 
mentary votes, to which L uniformly responded 
that E wanted no. complimentary votes, that I cafe 
here to transact busines#—to clect a Speaker, &c., 
and not for compliments at the expense of duty. 

I send now the extract to which I refer, and 
ask that.it may be read. There are other mat- 
ters in the letter with which I have nothing to 
do. Lask the Clerk to read merely the extract 
T have marked. $ 

Several Mrempers. Read itall. Let it all be 
read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is because of its length 
that [only ask that the portion I have indicated 
may be read. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read as follows: 

“On Tuesday, it was proposed to give Mr. Campers 
as high a vote as we could, preparatory to leaving him and 
concentrating upon some otlier candidate. One geutieman, 
of ‘Now York, informed me that it was agreed to go for 
Mr. Banks, of Massachusetts, next; and when we had 
given as high a vote as we could, we should then elect Mr. 
PENNINGTON, of New Jersey. He did not say by whom such 
agreement had been entered into. Mr. Cam *3 Vote Wis 
raised, by the eflortsof Me. Banks’s friends, to eighty-one; 
but Mr. Campneny’s friends were unwilling to have him 
withdraw. They thought such a majority ought otto yield 
toa minority, But it should be borne in mind that this ma- 
jority sina large proportion made up of members who 
pret other candidates, but who were induced to vote 
for Mr. Camparne in order to gratify him and bis friends, 
and pli im in a situation to withdraw honorably. 

“As bis friends did not withdraw his name, members 
began to lead off on to Mr. Banks, until CAMPBELL’s vote 
fell down to torty-five. F bad been among those who had 
given our votes ior Banks, wheu it was first proposed to 
give CAMPBELL & heavy poll, preparatory to withdrawal; 
and, at the earnest solicitation of friends, changed, and 
again voted for him, when L kad no expectation of his elece- 
tion. it wasin my opinion, a wrong vote; for statesni 
should alwa uove directly and frankiy to their object. 
Vet it gra lends, at the expense of my own consist- 
eney on the 
think I never will again,” 

* 


* * * x * * * * * 


“ At the adjournment of the House there was some feel- | 


ing against Mr. CAMPBELL, of our State. He had probably 
been ‘somewhat imprudent in expressing the opinion that 
Mr. Banke could not be elected, and inferences were drawn 


rd—a thing which I never did before, and j 


cague from the western reserve [Mr. Gim- | 


Tribune and other papers, to which | 


| simple facts. 


also from the fact that those three members from Ohio, and 
two from Indiana, being his friends, yet voting in opposition 
toMr. BANES, had done so with Mr. CAMPBELLS approval. 
I merely give the historic fact that this feeling existed some- 
what extensively, without expressing any opinion. as to its 
correctness. ?? 

1 


Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. 
would ask the gentleman from Ohio whether, 
or not, he has any objection to the reading of 
the entire Jetter? Í, of course, shall not propose 
the reading of any portion to which he objects. 

Mr: CAMPBELL. My only objection to the 
reading of the entire paper is, that it would con- 
sume.too much: of thetime of the House. [Cries 
of “ Read a 

Mr. HOUSTON. Time will be allowed you 
for the reading of the paper. 

The CLERK. The House, it seems, desires 
that the paper shall be read. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio object? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will proceed with my 
remarks, for the purpose of making which I took 
the floor. That portion of it has been read which 
applics to me personally. I have nothing to do 
with that portion which refers to others. 

Mr. Clerk, before presenting my objections to 
the paragraph which has just been read, I have 
to request of those persons who agreed and con- 
sulted with me relative to the question of the 
speakership, that they will, if I have stated any- 
thing in reference to it which is not strictly true, 
rise up in their places and make it now known. 


i Do any of them deny I took the position, uni- 


formly, that I wanted no personal gratification, 
no complimentary votes? I pause. There is no 
one; and I wiil proceed. 

Mr. Clerk, the inference fairly deducible from 
the extract in my colleague’s letter, which has 


just been read, and which has gone before the | 


country, is, that I stood here keeping this body 
together for five days, asking simply that I 
should get a vote that would gratify my own 
feelings and allow me to retire with honor. If 
my colleague meant to make a charge aguinst 
me of that sort, cither directly or indircetly, I de- 
sire that he will say so before this House and the 
country. H not, E must be relieved from the 
inferential imputation of that paper. 

Mr. GEDDINGS. Mr. Clerk, I have but a 
word to say, and that word is, and will be, well 
understood by the ELouse and the country. When 
I speak from my seat or by my pen, it is my 
intention, at all times, to utter the simple truth— 
to do no man injustice. My colleague does not 
deny one word or syllable that is written in the 
extract read. I do not understand him as deny- 
ing any; if he does, he will say so. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If my ‘colleague intends 
that the inference shall be drawn from what he 
has written, that I desired a single vote for per- 
sonal gratification, I tell him that it is without 
any foundation in fact. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If my colleague intends to 
say, that I might have uttered sentiments which 
would have been untrue—if he wishes me to now 
state matters which I never thought of declaring — 
then I ean say to him that I have no disposition 
to do so. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague can settle 
the matter in a moment. Did he intend that the 
inference I have indicated should be drawn from 
what he had written? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I£ my colleague will keep 
cool, he will be answered. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill keep as cool as my 
colleague. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I see no reason why my 


friend or myself should be excited on the present 


occasion. I state now, as I‘have done already, 
that I gave utterance to naught other than the 
I never thought of saying, nor did 
I ever intend to say, that my colleague had made 
or entered into any arrangement of the kind to 
which allusion has been made. Ineverexchanged 
a word with him on the subject; nor did I hear a 
man express the idea of his in any way interfer- 
ing in the question. I have imputed to him no 
expression of the kind indicated. In explaining 
the dificalties here, I did state what members had 
said, what it was proposed to do, and what has 
been done. My colleague takes no exception to 
that; but he thinks that an inference might be 
drawn which would be prejudicial to him. If he 
desires it, I will exculpate him from any implica- 


| tion, or conclusion, or imputation of the charac- 


ter described; for I intended:none: such. [Cries 
of “That is enough P? «* That will do!’?] 1 think 
that my colleague might have ‘saved some imputa- 
„tions in regard to myself which were in the first 

ortionof his remarks. Hemust-know that, if E 

ave any sentiment which reigns predominant, it 
is to do him-and every other colleague, and, indeed, 
every man_in this. House, full and exact justice. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I certainly said nothing 
in any unkind feeling. fy i 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I withdraw what I 

have .said on that point... I did think that there 
was some unkind expressions in the first por- 
tion of my colleague’s remarks, i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihavehad no disposition 
of unkindness towards the gentleman. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Therefore I withdraw any- 
thing in my remarks which’ my colleague may 
think unkind towards him. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iconfess, Mr. Clerk, and 
; I think that the House will justify me in the con- 
clusion, that there seemed to be something in the 
letter of my colleague which cast an imputation 
on me. I desired my colleague to relieve himself 
from any intention of such imputation. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Whe unkind remarks to 
which I referred were those in which my col- 
league stated that he had dealt in great frankness, 
and had hoped to have been met ina correspond- 
ing feeling of candor. That was the substance, 
if not the exact words of the gentleman’s remarks. 
I thought it meant to impute tọ me the want of 
candor. and friendly feeling. p . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I had reference in those 
| remarks to other matters than my colleague’s 
| letters. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. You did not impute want 
of frankness to me ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I did not. In allourcon- 
versations there has been, I believe, mutual 
frankness, l 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I withdraw every unkind 
| expression on my part. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I-want to know, before I 
leave this matter, whether there ‘is any friend 
| of mine who ever heard me, during this contro- 
versy, express, either directly or indirectly, any 
desire to receive any vote to gratify myself, or in 
order that I might retire with honor. If there is 
any such, I request it as a favor that he will get 
up in his place and declare the fact. As there is 
no member who will make such declaration, I 
have nothing further to say on this subject. 

I come now to another matter to which I desire 
to call the attention of the House, because it seems 
to affect my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] as well as myself. I am notin the habit of 
noticing on this floor what.the newspapers say of 
me. Insix years’ service I have never consumed 
the time of this House with any such explanation. 
Were I to undertake to correct all the misrepre- 
sentations that have been made through the news- 
paper press in reference to my course during the 
last few months, it would take perhaps a weck of 
the valuable time of this body. I recollect that 
during the last summer—and I speak of it now 
in the hearing of one of the editors of the paper, 
who, as an ex-member of Congress, is entitled 
to the privileges of the Hali—I was denounced 
in the New York Tribune as being in the city of 
Philadelphia, endeavoring to sell out the northern 
portion of the American party to the ‘slave oli- 
garchy ” of the South, 

The truth of the matter is simply this, that at 
that very time I could not have been in the cit 
| of Philadelphia, unless I had been sent by this 
new system of telegraph which the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Pennineroy] has spoken 
of, in the morning from my home on the Miami, 
and returned again in time for my dinner. In 
reference to the charge of being a ‘+ doughface,”’ 
that has been heralded through that press and 
others, to my constituents, and all over the coun- 
try, I have simply to say, without intending to 
use denunciatory language, or any expressions 
of unkindness to those ecitors, that there is not 
one syllable of truth in this charge. I have uni- 
formly, since I have been connected with polities, 
| taken the position, that power is conferred upon 
; Congress by the Constitution to exclude slavery 
from the Territories, and I have contended that 


| itis expedient to exercise that power. I have 
fought the battle before the people upon that 
| principle, and I appeal to gentlemen from every 
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section of this country to say, whether. I have 
not,in my poor feeble way, foughtthe battle here; 
and I challenge all. the Tribunes, and all the 
newspapers, and all the letter-writers, and all the 
outsiders, and the rest of mankind, to prove that 
Lever uttered, either in writing or orally, publicly 
or privately, here or elsewhere, anything incon- 
sistent with that position. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, afew days ago, our Repub- 
Tican friends on this side of the House thought 
it best to follow in the lead of the distinguished 
gentleman ‘from Georgia, [Mr. Srrenens,] and 
vote for a ‘continuous session of this body. I 
thought it was rather a remarkable. thing, for I 
have had the honor of sitting with that gentleman 
for six years past, and I know he is too shrewd 
aman, too good a tactician, and. too well versed 
in parliamentary tactics, to commit a'mistake, or 
make any proposition advantageous.to his oppo- 
nents. JI did not think it wise that we should on 
that occasion follow his lead, but I voted with my 
friends, because I thought it best not to separate 
from them on that vote... When that resolution 
was passed, I madę a proposition which seems 
to have disturbed our friends somewhat. What 
was it?, Simply, that the taggporery presiding pow- 
ers now exercised by the Clerls should be transfer- 
red, until a Speaker was elected, to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Onr.}] Why didldo 
it? I-stated at the time, and I now repeat—for I 
want it to go to the country—that on a former and 
somewhat similar occasion, when a temporary 
presiding officer was needed, Mr. Rhett, of South 
Carolina, made the courteous motion by which 


there was called to that chair “the old man elo- | 


quent,” the distinguished Jonn Quincy Apams, 
and I thought thal, in submitting the motion, (as 
I am regarded. as an extreme northern man,) 
there would be a seeming propriety in selecting 


one fully qualified who was opposed to me in | 
every branch of national politics by way of re- | 


ciprocating the compliment then tendered by the 
South to the North. 
drew it, and on that occasion the distinguished 
gentleman frony South Carolina [Mr. Orr] made 
a remark to which I paid little attention at the 
time, because I regarded it only as one of the 
thousand little slanders that were being passed 
about here for sinister purposes; the remark was 
to this effect, that there had been, as he under- 
stood,a charge made that there was collusion 
between the gentleman and myself in reference to 
my proposition, prejudicial to me. 

> ‘T find, sir, that the fact that I made that motion 
has been used not only to my prejudice, but to 
his. A newspaper—another ‘Tribune—the Chi- 
cago Tribune —comes here, and is circulated 
through the Northwest, containing a charge that 
I had moved a resolution to give Mr. Orr the full 
powers of Speaker, and upon that false charge the 
predicate again the charge of “ doughfaceism. 
Other papers join in this war-cry, and bolster it 
up-by a reference to the old assault of the New 
York Tribune. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I wish to apologize to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, becaúse it seems 
that I have injured him by my motion 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) The gentleman will 
pardon me for interrupting him for a moment. 
Jpon the occasion to which the gentleman rc- 
ferred, | thanked him for the compliment which 
he paid mein placing my name in the resolition 
which he offered, providing for a temporary 
Chairman of this House. It is not necessary 
that he should claim any pardon at my hands 
now. J appreciated the courtesy, and I have no 
doubt that a very large proportion of the people 
of that region of. the country from which I come 
will also appreciate his. courtesy and magna- 
nimity. I appreciated it highly, for the reason 
that Ì had been associated with that gentleman 
for six years upon this floor, and such a compli- 
ment coming from him was more highly prized 
than it would have been if it had come from a 
new member. I thanked him then for it, and I 
thank him now. It was a courtesy extended to 
me, differing as we do in politics, which will be 
appreciated by nine tenths of the people of the 
region ofcountry from whence I come, the Charles- 
ton Mereury. to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Let me say to the gentleman that that print has; 


for the last four or five years uniformly assailed 
me. without: any. just cause. . It is powerless to 
harm or help even one so humble as myself; it is 


On the next morning I with- | 


} j 


incapable of practicing or even appreciating a just 
or generous act. I care not for its assaults; ast 
do not read. them. I would rather it should be 
against me than for me. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Having read- the-article 


man from South Carolina at home. It would 
seem that, because I made the motion, I am to be 
put down at the North as adoughface; and at 
the South, if the assertions of the Mereury are to 
preval the gentleman from South Carolina is to 
e put down asa Frec-Soiler. Well, it will be 
a fair pair-off; and when we go to the tombs 
political, I hope we shall both have a more quiet 
time than either of us have had here. i 
Again, because of these things, it has been 
charged in-the newspapers, and it has been whis- 
pered around pon this floor, that I was, in fact, 
the opponent of Mr. Bayxs. On that point I 
have a very few words to say, and I shall speak 
them with all frankness and candor. Mr. Banks 
never was, and he is not now, my first choice for 
the speakership, for reasons—some of them of a 
public, and some of them of a private character— 
which it would not be proper now to give. But, 
Mr. Clerk, I have’supported him for about eighty 
votes, with the expectation and desire that this 
House might be organized, I have acted upon 
the principle that, if I could not have my first 
choice, nor my second choice, nor even my third 
choice, I would take almost any sort of choice, 
in order that we might go on and transact the 
business of the country for which the people sent 
jushere. Tam willing to make the sacrifice of my 


who loves his country ought to make some sac- 
{rifice of his personal predilections when he can 
do so without sacrificing great principles, with a 
view to the organization of this body. That 
gentleman entertains somo political principles 
which I cannot approves He knows it. F have 
supported him because I believe he occupies the 
same position upon the question of slavery that 
I do, and which I have just avowed—a position 
which proposes to give to the slave States, in good 
faith, everything which the Constitution of our 
country guaranties to them, and which proposes 
to use all the powers of that instrument—and no 
more—to prevent the extension of the area or 
power of the institution of slavery. 

Again, I have supported that distinguished gen- 
tleman under the full belief that he is, as I am— 
and I am proud to declare it—an American, fap- 
plause in the galleries, ] and in favor of the leading 
characteristic principles of that organization. He 
openly declared such to be his principles when 
interrogated in the last Congress, and 1 know the 
fact from other sources, And recently, lis col- 
league, (Mr. DamneLL,}] when the question was 
before this body, declared the fact that he still 
belonged to that organization. If I have been 
deceived in this, it is due that either that gentle- 
| man or his friends should undeccive me now; 
| for there has been going on what is called the 
i “crushing out” process. I understand full well 
; that the leading politicians of this country, a year 
ago, sent out a decree from this Capitol, that every 


i . . 
i man who was adhering to the American party 


| must be “crushed out;” and that decree was fol- 
| lowed up by the active efforts of prominent news- 
paper editors. IT have been made to feel their 
power; but I still survive. f 

! Iholdin my hand a copy of a paper, issued 
this day, which has a very cxtensive circulation 
| in the North—ihe National Era, of this city. I 
find this language in that paper, speaking of the 
; gentleman from Massachusetls, [Mr. Banxs:] 

“ What is his position? He is known to have been a 
Democrat, as he is known to be a Republican; but what 
Republican cares for his opinion about ihe tarif?” 

Now, sir, as a member of this body, I care 
about his opinion, and the opinion of every other 
gentleman im this House, upon the subject of the 
tariff, because 1 am one of that class of politicians 
who believe in the great American principle sus- 
tained by the greatest American slatesmen, that 
the Government ought to protect, by law, all the 
interests, and all the industry of this favored land 
of ours against-the adverse policy of foreign na- 
tions. Yet I do not make that question para- 
mount to all others. Iam willing to waive that 


| temporarily, for the sake cf achieving a greater 


in the Charleston Mercury, I.did not know but I- 
had, by that act of mine, unwittingly. been the | 
means of destroying the fair fame of the gentle- | 


preferences, because I belicve that every man j 


| the House, and I do not desire to do so now. 


| for himself. 


end; but-I cannot wa: 
not..waive,-for-any.: 
declared. by the Americar 
read a little: further from 
others to, decide whether:an' 
from any. one.is necessary. orn 
“He is known to have been a miembe: 
order; he. is now-a Republican.” i: 
‘The inference would -seeni to b ; 
not-hold the gentleman: from- Massachus 
sponsible for ‘it—thaf.-he: has’. renounced: 
Americanism. If that be the fact; let:it-be made: 
known, because I am bound <“to-believe; nnt 
there shall be some clear and ‘satisfactory proo: 
to the: čontriry, that: the statement of ‘his: col«: 
league, made the other day, was correct; that het 
still adheres to the principles of-that organiza. : 
tion, a $ soria SPE Lee ITE 
And now, Mr. Clerk, having said thus much; : 
I thank the House for its attention: . have: been: 
voting with this understanding ond: belief, +I 
have been voting for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, not because he is my first ‘choice; ‘but: 
because I believed I should be advancing’ thege:: 
great principles by his election; ‘and 1 expect to: 
continue to vote for him until thefe shall be some 
reasonable prospect of concentrating. more. suc: 
cessfully the anti-Nebraska and American senti- 
ment of this House upon some one else.: Then: 
Tam ready to leave him. 0) os rub SEE 
The call of the roll was ‘then resumed, and: = 
Mr. DAMRELL (when his name'was‘called)’ 
said: I wish. to make a simple statement:’ (1° 
désire now to reiterate the sentiment expressed’. 
by me a few days since, when correcting ‘the 
gentleman from Virginia, in reference to.the po- 
sition of Mr. Banxs, and. in addition to that to: 
say, that J myself am a member of the American’ 
order, and also a Republican. I. call myself an 
American Republican, The. House and. the: 
country may put what construction they please 
upon that, and draw what inference they choose. ` 
Mr CARLILE., I desire to inquire of the. 
gentleman from Massachusetts who” has just: 
taken his seat, whether he was a supporter for 
the office of Governor of the State of Massachu- 
setts, of Mr. Rockwell, or Mr. Gardiner? 
Mr. DAMRELL, In answer to that question 
I will say, that the nomination of Mr. Gardiner 
was a nomination made after the meeting of a 
convention called by the American party. and 
others, which nominated Mr. Rockwell. “I felt 
bound, as an American, to stand by the nomin- 
ation of the first convention.. Mr. Gardiner 
never was my personal choice, but he received 


| the nomination of that convention, and I believed 


him to be a good anda true man. I did not en- 


‘ter into the canvass on account of my health— 


and I may say I had ïo desire to enter into it. 
I was placed in an unnatural position by the 
conduct of Mr. Gardiner, and I could not go into 
the canvass. But I believed, and I now believe, 
that the nomination of Mr. Rockwell was a fair 
one by the American party. 

Mr. CARLILE. I wish to inquire further of 
the gentleman, whether his friend, the distin- 
guished gentleman [Mr. Banks] from his own 
State, for whom he has been voting for Speaker 
for many weeks, was himself a supporter of Mr. 
Rockwell; or a supporter of Mr. Gardiner ? 

Mr. DAMRELL. That gentleman cah answer 
I was not in the canvass. 

Mr. CARLILE. T trust I may be allowed the 
indulgence of the House for a very few moments. 
I have not heretofore trespassed upon the time of 
I 
am honest in the political principles which I pro- 
fess to represent here, and I desire that. other 


i| gentlemen, occupying the position which they do, 


should present to the House, cither themselves, 
or through their friends, the true position which 
they occupy. Americanism in. Massachusetts— 
as expounded by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts—is not Americanism in Virginia. 

A Voice. We don’t deny that. 

Mr. CARLILE. In reply, My. Clerk, to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] I 
will say that the honorable gentleman for whom 
I have been voting [Mr. Furrer] has defined his 

osition. 

Mr. GROW. How has the gentleman defined 
his position in reply to the question propounded 
to him by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gm-~ 
pines ?] l : 


b 


176 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


J anuary 9. 


Mr. CARLILE. | I repeat that the gentleman: 
for: whom. Ihave .voted:[Mr.. FuLzer] has: de- 
fined:it satisfactorily to every reasonable mind in 
this House. ê 

A Mrmper: Well; we are all satisfied. 

Mr. GROW. ‘I referred ‘to the gentleman from: 
Ilinois, {Mr.. Ricrarpson.]. a 

Mr. CARLILE, (continuing.) Satisfactorily 
to: every patriot that loves the union of these 
States, though not satisfactorily to Black Repub- 
licanism. [Laughter.] 7 

And now, sir, one word moreand I-shall have 
done. Since my absence from this city Lhave had 
my attention called to some resolutions said to‘have 
been adopted. in the. capital of my own State. 
Lest these resolutions might mislead gentlemen, 
F tell. them here—-and I believe in that Ë spaak the 
voice of the American party in the South—that 

, the harmony of no, party. which ignores the sla- 
very: question can be preserved: 
I would like, if it were in my power, and if I- 
had the time, to call the attention of the people 
of this country to: theremarks which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee on my right [Mr. Smirx] 
made here this morning. From: the resolution 
adopted by his fii in caucus, and published in 
the Union, I-had supposed that the members of 
that party had determined to devote their time 
exclusively to the organization of this House from 
this time henceforth until an organization should 
be effected; but I confes that 1 was surprised 
when I heard a presidential electioneering speech 
fall from that gentleman’s (Mr. Sairu’s] lips by 
way of his speaking to a personal question. I 
have done. 
Mr. COMINS. I wish to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Canumz.] I 
want to know whether, in the last contest in his 
State, he supported, for the governorship, Mr. 
Flournoy or Mr. Wise? 
Mr. CARLILE. Sir, I was with the seventy- 
three thousand who voted for Mr. Flournoy, 
although I did not vote myself, not being in the 
county the day of the election. 
Mr. COMINS. The reason I asked the ques- 
tion was, that the otherday I heard gentlemen 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and from Tennes- 
see, claiming to belong to the American party, con- 
gratulating the country on the defeat of Mr. Flour- 
noy, and of course I did not suppose that the 
rentleman from Virginia (Mr. Carine] could 
rave voted for him. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CARLILE. Tam not hereas the defender 
of Mr. Flournoy. I am not from his immediate 
district; nor have I the pleasure of a personal 
acquaintance with him; but the Representative 
of his district on this floor, although differing 
politically from him, will bear testimony that a 
more high-minded, honorable gentleman does not 
live. He would be as far as any other man in the 
Union, or outof it, from interfering with the civil 
or religious liberties of any citizen of this country, 
Mr. SNEED. I desire to correct the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Comins] who put 
the question just now to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Caruite.] Fle stated that a gentleman 
from Tennessee had the other day congratulated 
the country on the defent of Mr. Flournoy, of 
Virginia, in the contest for the governorship of 
that State, desire to say that no member of 
the American party in the Tennessee delegation 
will take it upon himself to say that he entertains 
any such sentiment as that. 
Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. Clerk, I have to take the 
responsibility on myself. I said that. [Laugh- 
ter. 
Hove the matter dropped, and the Clerk re- 
sumed the call of the roll. 

Mr, MACE (when his name was called) said: 
I wish to state, Mr. Clerk, that in view of the 
night session said to have been resolved on, the 
gentleman from the Lexington district of Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Arexanper K. Marsaui] and my- 
self have made an agreement, from the present, 
and for all time to come, that every day, at pre- 
cisely a quarter past three o’clock, we leave this 
House, and do not return again until twelve 
o'clock the next-day. I wish to have this state- 
ment placed on the record, in order to relieve both 
of us from the necessity of making personal ex- 
planations hereafter. J vote for Mr. Bawxs. 

Mr. ROBISON (when his name was called) 
said: When I cast my first vote here-for Speaker 
ef this House, I cast it for a gentleman whom I 


admired as a man, to. whom my heart: warmed, 
and to whom Tbecame attached onia very-short 


acquaintanceship, [Mr.  FurLerR;}] but when I 


found that that gentleman did not agree with me 
in opinion—and he had the manhood and honesty 
to tell me so—I left him, and voted for another 
gentleman, [Mr. Bawxs,] who I thought enter- 
tained the..same opinions as I do. Now, Mr. 
Clerk;-I-do not intend to be party led, nor have 
Lever: been, but. the charges which have been 
made-in the public: prints, and-reiterated here: by 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 
BELL,] Should ‘be, I think, answered by Mr. 
Banks before: he can get my vote. The gentle- 
men whe have been voting for: him for the last 
five weeks have also been silent,.and given no 
answer to these charges. I think that for his 
own sake, and I-know that for the: sake of. my 
own consistency, he should answer one: ques- 
tion; that. can be done in one words The ques- 
tion is, *¢ Is Mr. Banxs, the candidate for Speaker 
‘in this House, a member of the American party, 
oris he not?”? Ifhe is, I will give him my vote; 
but if he isnot, Icannot do so. [A pause, and 
cries of ‘*Answer!”}] I have not yet. voted. 
Does the gentleman answer? [There was no 
response.| As the gentleman does not answer, 
I vote for Mr. Pennineron. [After listening to 
some suggestions from members in his vicinity:] 
It appears that_my question has not been fairly 
put, perhaps: Now I am willing to give Mr. 

ANKs every chance that I can possibly give him; 
and I will candidly admit that if I vote against 
that gentleman for Speaker, and if I were a can- 
didate in my district to-morrow, I would be 
beaten five to one. My own father has written 
me a letter, last week, urging me to stick to Mr. 
Banxs to the last. But if the dearest friend that 
ever God gave me upon earth should ask me to 
vote fora man who is not a member of the Amer- 
ican organization, I would not vote for him. 
{Applause in the galltries.] I want that to be 
understood. Now, wilk the gentleman [Mr. 
Banxs] be kind enough to tell me whether he is, 
or is not, a member of the American party? 1 
will add—and I want this to go to the country— 
that T admire his talent and appreciate his fitness 
for the post to which he aspires. 

[There was no response, and Mr. Rosrson 
allowed his vote to go for Mr. Pennincron.] 

Mr. SHERMAN, (on his name being called.) 
I desire to say a few words; and I would pre- 
face them with the remark, that I do not intend, 
while I havea seat in this House, to occupy much 
of its time in speaking. But I wish to state now 
why I have voted, and shall continue to vote, 
for Mr. Banxs. I care not whether he is a 
member of the American party or not. I- have 
been informed that he is, and I believe that he 
is. But [repeat I care not to what party he be- 
longs. Lunderstood him to take this position: 
that the repeal of the Missouri compromise was 


an act of great dishonor, and that under no cir-4 


cumstances whatever will he—if he have the 
power—allow the institution of human slavery 
to derive any benefit from that repeal. That is 
my position. I have been a Whig, but I will 
yield all party preferences, and willact in concert 
with men of all parties:and opinions who will 
steadily aid in preserving our western Territories 
for free Jabor; and I say now, that I never will 
vote for a man for Speaker of this House, unless 
he convinces me, by his conduct and by his voice, 
that he never will, if he has the power to pre- 
vent it, allow the institution of slavery to derive 
any advantage from repealing the compromise of 
1820. 

I believe Mr. Bawxs will be true to that princi- 
ple, and, therefore, I vote for him without regard 
to his previous political associations or to his ad- 
herence to the American party. I vote for him 
simply because he has had the manliness to say 
here, that, having the power, he will resist the en- 
croachments of slavery, even by opposing the 
admission of any slave State that may be formed 
out of the territory north and west of Missouri. 
I vote for Mr. Bayxs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I would 
hike to ask the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suer- 
MAN,] a question, and that is: what slaveholding 
State has ever asked for legislation to promote the 
interests of slavery? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will cheerfully answer 
the question of the gentleman from Kentucky, 


and'T answer itin this way: In-1852 the people 

of the: northern States were urged by their south- 
ern‘brethren to acquiesce ‘in the slavery com- 

promised: one of which was a barbarous and in- 

uman: law for the recapture of fugitive slaves. 

The great majority of our people did-so upon the 

solemn. declarations of both the great political 

parties, that all further agitation of the slavery 

question should cease. Yet within two years, 

while these pledges were faithfully. observed, the 

Representatives: of the southern States, of both 

political parties, did demand that the eldést of 

these compromises sliould be repealed, by Con-. 
gress; and, with shame I say it, they found 

enough aid in the northern States to accomplish 

their purpose. Now Isay, that, until our south- 

ern brethren come forward and reinstate the clause 

prohibiting slavery in the north and west of Mig- 
souri, or until that question be settled by the ad= 
mission of Kansas asa free State into the Union,” 
I cannot go with them in any party organization, 

When this is done, it will be time enough for 
them to appeal to me to become what I once gloried 
in being—a conservative Whig. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I understand the 
gentleman from OhiofMr. Susrmax] to admit 
that in no instance can he point to an occasion 
where there hasbeen any legislation asked for on 
the part of the slavcholders of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. J understand that the re- 
peal of the Missouri compromise was for the 
purpose of extending the institution, and for that 
reason alone was asked for by the slaveholders 
of the country. It has been so regarded in the 
southern States, and violence has been used to 
accomplish it. A distinguished member from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has recently published 
an address, in which he boasts that the result of 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise has been 
to extend slavery into Kansas, by the removal of 
the restriction against slavery, and that such was 
a part of the design of the Democratic party in 
breaking down the Missouri compromise. Tsa 
that this measure was a measure for the bencfit 
of the institution of slavery; that it was accom- 
plished by the Democratic party, and it now 
takes the responsibility of it; and until my breth- 
ren of the southern States, occupying with me the 
old Whig platform, will come forward and help- 
resist the consequences’of that measure, I cannot 
unite with them. I therefore have voted, and 
shall continue to vote, for the gentleman from 
Massachusctts—Democrat as he is—whatever 
opinions he may hold in reference to other matters. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. The gentle- 
man from Ohio makes the allegation that the 
Democratic party is responsible for the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise. Now, sir, I disavow 
any such declaration. That provision in the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill came from the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Dixow]—a Whig—and was : 
accepted by Senator Doveras. And when he 
attempts to make the Democratic party respons- 
ible for that feature of the measure, or to make 
a Democrat the author of it, he misapprehends 
the history of the country and the facts of the 
case. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
gentleman from Kentucky that he is out of order. 
No debate is in order. f ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well. I have said all 
I desire to say. I only desired that the facts’ 
should stand correct upon the record. 

Mr. TALBOTT (when his name was called) 
said: If the House will indulge me for a few min- 
utes, I desire to make a personal explanation. 
I hold in my hand the New York Courier and 
Enquirer, in which I find the following para- 
graph, contained in a letter from a Washington 
correspondent of that paper, dated December 
27, and signed “ Inspector.” The paragraph to 
which I desire to call the attention of the- House 
reads as follows: 

“Mr. Bococx, of Virginia, Mr. Tanporr, of Kentucky, 
and other decided friends of Mr. Ricuarnson, have been 
absent to-day, and it-is thought they are willing to allow 


Mr. Banxs to be elected, if he can be by the mere reduc- 
tion of Mr, Ricuarpson’s minority vote.” 


Sir, this paragraph attributes to me a willing- 
ness to see done in this House that, which I have 
studiously and zcalously endéavored to- prevent 
since we commenced the first ballot for Speaker. 
It imputes to me motives unknown to my head 
or heart, all of which I spurn with the unknown 
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author. 
this Hall while the ballot for Speaker was being 
taken, about the time the article- just read pur- 
perts to have been written; but, I was not ab- 
sent for pleasure or for profit, but in the faith- 
ful discharge of what I conceive to. be ahigh, 
imperative, indispensable duty. I was in the 
sick chamber, and by the bed-side of a beloved 
wife, who has been confined to her room for the 
Jast three months, ministering to her wants and 
éndeavoring to alleviate her pains. Most. unex- 

ectedly to me, sir, on the 24th day of December 

ast, I received a communication from: an affec- 
tionate and devoted daughter, informing me that 
her mother desired my immediate presence, that 
she had been suddenly and violently attacked with 
a disease which, if not at once relieved, threat- 
enea speedy dissolution. I did not, sir, hesitate 
for a moment to adopt the course which duty and 
affection dictated. I left this city for my home 
in Kentucky in Jess than one hour from the time 
I cast my sixty-ninth vote, I think, for the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ulinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
-ARDSON.] I traveled some two thousand miles m 
the performance of what, under the circumstances, 
T conceived to be my imperative duty. 

Sir, if I had not adopted the course I did, if I 
had refused to obcy such asummons, made under 
such peculiar circumstances, I would to-day, in 
my judgment, have justly merited the undivided 
scorn and contempt of every member upon this 
floor, and have proven mysclf unworthy the 

enerous and magnanimous constituency which 
I have the honor to represent. 
If the paragraph to which I have alluded had 


been published in my own State, amongst my | 
own people, those who know me and the motives į 


and ‘principles which prompt and control my 
action, I would not have troubled myself to notice 
it. They know me, and E would have left the 
Matter with them without comment or explana- 
tion; but; sir, T am for the first time a member 
upon this floor—a stranger to almost all the mem- 
bers present; and although I have always believed 


that any and every article, cmanating from a driv- | 


eling scribbler who loafs about the halls of legis- 
lation with+a view to impugn the motives and 
villify the course of gentlemen, is too far beneath 
contempt to be noticed; yet, sir, being a stranger, 
FE have thought it duc to the House, to my consti- 
tuents, and to myself, to present the facts and 
make the explanation I have. 

Ihave nothing to say in regard to the honor- 
‘able gentlemen whose names are connected with 
my ownin the paragraph I have read. ‘They are 
present, and can speak for themselves, I have no 
doubt, however, they were actuated by the same 
honorablé motives which I claim for myself. 

Mr. Clerk, I have uniformly cast my vote at 
every ballot which has been taken for Speaker 
in this House (except when I was absent in Ken- 
entucky) for the honorable gentleman from the 
State of Ilinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson;] and before 
I take my seat I desire to state, very briefly how- 
ever, why it is that | have heretofore, and I ex- 
pest hereafter to continue to vote for that gentle- 

èman until, in my judgment, the interest of the 
country, or my own convictions of propriety and 
policy, shall require a different vote. I desire to 


state, too, sir, before I take my seat, why it is | 


that it is utterly impossible for me, cither directly 
orindirectly, by my vote or otherwise, to aid in the 
election either of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Banes, ] who belongs to the Free-Soil 


Republican party, or the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania, [Mr. Fui.er,}] who belongs to the 
American, or the Know Nothing party. 

.. Sir, Twas elected to a scat in this House as an 
Independent Whig, pledged to no party as such, 
but:to all-parties and to the country upon the 
following platform of principles: 

First, That I would stand by the Constitution 
of the United:Siates and the American Union as 
they noware, in spirit and in letter, against all 
innovation or infraction, come from what quarter 
it-may-. ae ; 

Second, That no religious test should ever be 


a 12 


It is true I was absent a few days from 


required of a citizen for any office or place of trust 
under the United States, whether he be native-born 
or naturalized, Protestant or Roman Catholic. 
Third, That, except for the Presidency and 
Vice-Presidency, every office in the Government, 
State or National, should be equally accessible to 
every citizen, whether native-born or naturalized; 
that-neither the place of birth, religious faith, 
sectional locality, nor worldly pursuit—nothing 
but citizenship, character, qualification, fidelity to 
our common country and political creed, should 
ever be required as a prerequisite for any office or 
place of trust under our republican Government. 
Fourth, That, except as fugitives, the power to 
legislate upon the subject of slavery as property 
is not conferred upon Congress by the Const- 
tution; nor is such a power necessary to the ex- 
ercise of any other power given. In order, there- 
fore, to do justice to every citizen in every State 
in the Union, free and slave States, and to secure 
peace and harmony between the different sections 
of the Confederacy, and to the people of Kansas 
and Nebraska the proud privilege, when they come 
to organize themselves into States, and form their 
organic laws, of regulating for themselves theirown 
domestic institutions, I will resist every effort to re- 
peal the bill passed by the Thirty-Third Congress, 
| known as the Kansas-Nebraska act, and any and 
every effort to restore the Missouri restriction line. 
Fifth, Foy strictly inforeing that clause in the 
Constitution of the United States which provides, 
that no person held to service in one State under 
| the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in 
consequence of any law or@egulation therein, be 
discharged from such service or labor, but shall 
be delivered up, on claim of the party to whom 
such service or labor may be due; and resistance 
to any modification or a repeal of the existing 
fugitive slave law, by which property in slaves 
might be rendered less secure, or fugitives more 
difficult to recover. 
Sixth, Opposition to all secret, cath-bound 
political organizations, whenever, wherever, or 


politic, improper, and anti-American. 

Seventh, In the administration of the Govern- 
ment and execution of the laws, we should know 
no North, no South, no East, no West; that all 
the rights of every citizen inevery section of this 
great Confederacy should be as equally protected 
by law as they are secured by the Constitution. 

This, sir, is the position } assumed in the late 
canvass for a seat upon this floor; this is the 

latform upon which t was elected and to which 

stand pledged to all parties in my district and 
to the country. 1 will not now, sir, attempt to 
claborate or to justify them; I will state, however, 
| that by the indulgence of the House I may take 
oceasion to discuss them at length at some future 
period. I will only add that, understanding the 
onorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] as being the great leader of the Free-Soil 
Know Nothing sectional Republican party, advo- 
cating doctrines which, in myjudgment, are inim- 
ical to civil and religious liberty, and sustaining 
! and endeavoring to carry out a sct of anti-slavery 
and Free-Soil principles, which, if triumphant, 
would not only prove highly detrimental to the 


in part to represent, but which, if pressed to the 
extreme to which Í understand that gentleman is 
willing to go, would render doubtful, at least, the 


ifederacy. Entertaining this view, Mr. Clerk, of 
that gentleman’s posilion, there is at once a gulf, 
deep, wide, impassable, between him and myself. 
J could not therefore, sir, vote, or aid inany man- 
ner, directly or indirectly, to elevate him to the 
speakership of this House, without proving rec- 
reant to all the high trusts which have been con- 
fided to me by my constituents. 

How is it, sir, with the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futter?] While he 
is practically a little Jess anti-slavery, yet in 


| Americanism or Know Nothingism he is greatly 


for whatsoever, formed in our Republic, as im- | 


best interest of the State which I have the honor į 


permanency and perpetuity of this glorious Con- | 


theory, I presume, from his own definition of his | 
position, he is pretty much the same, and in | 


| 


i 


ahead of the honorable gentleman from: M 
setts, [Mr. Banxs;] holding doctrines 
cating asystem of policy, under the head of R. 
Nothingism, which T “think. not only violative. 
of the Constitution of my- country, but if carried 
out, subversive of civil and religious liberty. Sir, 
Know Nothingism,-as I understand it, is a mon- 
strous political heresy. It means no foreign-born 
citizen, it matters not how great or how good, no 
Roman Catholic, however patriotic he: may be, 
shall have any office in the gift of the American 
people, from the fourth sergeant ina militia cóm- 
pany up to the presidency of the United States. 
Lhisis what I understand to be the doctrines held 
and propagated by that party. ` This, [know, was 
the doctrine preached and propagated by them in 
the district which I have the honor to represent, 
during the canvass the past summer. et, sir, 
they talk about civil and religious liberty... They 
say they do not proscribe Catholics. “Wh8&t is 
civil and religious liberty without civil and reli- 
giousequality? Whatis civil and political liberty 
without civil and political equality? Treedom is 
but a name, and batty a curse, whether civil, 
political, or religious, when fettered with. political 
disability. Surely, sir, it is a monstrous political 
heresy to be taught in the land of Washington and 
Jefferson, that an entire class of our citizens, no 
matter how great or how. good, are to. be ostra- 
cised and proscribed because they were accident- 
ally born in the wrong place, and another. class 
ostracised because the Meigen to belong to the 
wrong church. Sir, the glory of our Govern- 
ment is its religious toleration; the glory of our 
Constitution, its equality of rights. 

I will not enlarge. This, to me, is a doctrine 
monstrous and heretical. Sooner would I suffer 
my right arm to wither, or my tongue to cleave 
to the roof of my mouth, than I would indorse 
that doctrine, or aid in the triumph of a party 
which holds political opinions so adverse to m 
judgment, so revolting to my feelings, and whic 
would, cither directly or indirectly, proscribe 
a man for his religious faith. -I could not do it 
without proving a traitor to. the men and the 
principles that placed me in my present posi- 
tion. I cannot, sir-~-I will not do it. I voted for 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois sixty- 
nine times, [ think, before I left for Kentucky, as 


| I have before said, and I know I have voted for 


him on every ballot since my return. I now vote 
for him, and I cxpect to continue to vote for him, 
until, as I said before, the interest of my country, 
or my own views of propriety, or my sense of 
duty, shall require me to vote for another. 

Mr. Clerk, what was the aspect of political 
parties when we first met at this Capitol?. The 
Republican. party had met in the North and 
organized themselves into a sectional Free-Soil 
Abolition party, determined, many of them, upon 
a repeal of the fugitive slave law, and all of them 
upon the repeal of the Kansas-Nebraska bill; the 
restoration of the Missouri restrictive line; the 
restriction of slavery in the Territories; the non- 
admission of any more slave States into this 
Union, This party, Mr. Clerk, promised no good 
to the country, but, by its system of political 
warfare, threatened a disruption of the Union. 
Whatelsc, sir? The great American party, which 
had boasted so Jong and so loud about the na- 
tionality of its principles, and the glorious results 
which would acerue to the country from the tri- 
umph of its principles—they, sir, afew days 
before we met here, held a meeting at Cincinnati, 
nine States being represented, and they, too, 
adopted a platform, threatening the institutions 
of the South, though it might cost this glorious 
Union to carry out their principles. What next? 
A few days before we met here, the great Amer- 
ican party South, seeing that, by the action of 


| their brethren at Cincinnati, the last hope of Amet- 


icanism was gone in the South unless they. in 
some way or other should meet and caulk. their 
already leaky and fast sinking ship—thicy, too, 
had a meeting at the city of Louisville, in my 
own State; and what did they. do? They yepudi- 
ated the action of their party at Cincinnati by 
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reindorsing the twelfth section of the Philadelphia | 
latform, thus dividing and denationalizing and 
completely sectionalizing the -great American 
“party, swearing that there was, at least, a Spar- | 
tan band of Americans at Louisville, Kentucky, 
who, though they had: bowed the. knee to Sam, 
would never do thelike to Samso. And I believe. 
in my heart they are in good earnest. In my 
judgment, if there is ever any more bending of 
the knees between them, Samso will have to be 
_ the fist to bow. ; a 
But what, Mr. Clerk, was the peculiar political 
‘aspect of the country after this action of the Amer- 
ican party at Louisville and Cincinnati? The | 
old: Whig party was dead. The great American | 
party, which had promised so much to the coun- 
try; stood thus irreconcilably divided, and inef- 
ficient for good. The people at once saw that | 
there was no party left but the old Democratic | 
party, with her banner unfurled to the breeze as | 
a national pary. All eyes were at once turned to | 
that party as the only hope of saving the Consti- 
tution and the Union against the aggressive policy 
of the Republican party of the North. The great 
problem yet to be solved, however, was, whether | 
the old Democratic party, although she had never 
yet failed.to save the country under any and all | 
circumstances, might not, too, split upon this | 
great denationalizing elemcnt—the slavery ques- 
tion—-when she came to meet ina national caucus | 
or convention to makea platform. This, sir, was | 
the truc condition of parties in this country when | 
this Congress first met, and that the great ques- | 
jon to be settled. Sir, we did meet in caucus in | 
| 
i 
H 


this Hall on the nightof the Ist day of December 
jast for the purpose of solving and settling that 
vexed question. I confess it was not, though my 
faith was strong, without some trepidation that | 
T entered this Hall on that memorable evening. T 
had somo slight fears as to what might be the 
rosult; but, sir, to the honor and glory of the 
Democratic members of this House be it said, | 
from every sectionof the Confederacy, at the very | 
first effortatan organization and the adoption of | 
a platform, we not only adopted by a unanimous | 
vote our conservative platform and planted our- 
selves upon the Constitution and the Union, but | 
we nominated for Speaker, upon that platform, ; 
bya similar vote, our present distinguished stand- ; 
ard-bearer, the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. | 
Rucuarnson,] from a free State; presenting to | 
this House and to the country a man having a | 
head and a heart capacious enough to defend and 
maintain the Constitution of the country and this | 
glorious Confederacy of States as they are. Thus ; 
organized, Mr. Clerk, the old Democratic party | 
stands to-day firmer, more united, and more im- į 
pregnable than she ever did, She stands to-day, 
as L trust she ever will, as a pillar of cloud by | 
day and a pillar of fire by night, pointing to the 
Constitution and the Union as the only ark of | 
our political safety. I vote, sir, for Winuram A. | 
RICHARDSON., f | 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Clerk, I rise to a priv- | 
ileged question; and in its statement I hope that 
my words may be reported. For several days | 
past T have been struggling against a severe in- 
disposition. I came here this morning in the 
hope that I would be enabled to remain in the 
discharge of my duties during the entire day's 
session; but Lam now so unwell as to be unable į 
to longer occupy my seat. I have found it im- | 
practicable to pair off with any gentleman of the | 
adverse party; and fearing that this will be the 
last vote that I shall cast to-day, I mention the 
fact now, so that members may understand why 
it is, when my name is called, that I do not 
respond. 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. 
that the House do now adjourn, 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman will : 
withdraw his motion, fora personal explanation. | 
Mr. MARSHALL. IJ withdraw the motionto | 
adjourn. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. Mr. Clerk, | 
t 
j 
| 


I move 


Į rise to a personal explanation. Itis my desire | 
that the position ofthe American party shall not 
be mistaken, I desire particularly to refer to an |} 
article in the Maysville Express, edited by an; 
ex-member of Congress from Kentucky. 

The CLERK. ‘There is no question eee the 


iG 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise toa personal expla- 


i 
| 
House. | 
i 
i 


nation. Am Ito proceed? [Loud cries of “Go 


sent to his dèsk. >74 > 

The Clerk read as foll6ws: 

_ Since the opening of Congress, there have been occa- 
sional rich developments, growing out of the embittered 
state of feeling between the northern and southern Know. 
Nothings. If things continue in their present state much 
longer, all the rascality ever contemplated or practiced by 
the party will ‘soon leak out, for there are many leaky ves- 
sels among the brotherhood at Washington. A few days 
ago, in a debate which occurred ‘between Mr. CAMPBELL, 
of Kentucky, and. Mr. Howanp, of Michigan, the former 
indulged in some strictures upon the resolutions of the late 
bolter’s convention atCincinnati, when Mr. Howarp asked 
if E: B: Bartlett; of Kentucky, the highest officer of the 
order in the United States, was not present at that conven- 
tion, if he did not approve the resolutions, and say that the 
South-ought to, and would, adopt them as the basis of com- 
promise between the two sections of the party?. This was 
a poser, and Mr. CAMPBELL, well knowing it all to be true, 
made no direct reply. We think after Bartlett’s official 
presence at the Abolition convention, his indorsement of 
its resolves, and the pledge he gave of support from the 
South, it was well for Mr. CAMPBELL to shut up.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. When I see an article 
from a gentleman who has occupied a seat on 
this floor for six years, in its statements directly 
contrary to the professed and open sentiments 
of those with whom I have acted, it is necessary 
that the attention of the country should be called 
toit. I now assert here in my place that the 
spirit and substance of the statement of that 
article are false. 

The House proceeded to vote the one hundredth 
time for Speaker, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes cast, 200; necessary to a choice, 
101; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received... ceeceee cree eeeeee 

Willian A. Richardson. 

Hevry M. Fuller...... 

Alexander ©. M. Pennington.. sessenses eres a 

James L. OU. scccccs cence scccvccessenetesseseeee 

Jobn Williains occ ec cece cece eee cece eaeeeeen eens 

Gilchrist Porter....... 

Henry Bennett sesser. 

So there was no cMoice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr, Banks--Messrs. Aison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buffing- 
ton, Burlingame, James H, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chafee, Clawson, Coifix, Comius, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
re, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Fiagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hartan, Holloway, Phomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B, Horon, Howard, Hughbeton, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 


on!?’] Then the Clerk will please ‘read what I 


were meen er eenereceeseees 


terra reer 


on 


Norton, Androw Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- | 


ton, Peitit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabing Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sismons, Spinner, 
Stanton ranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Tratton, ‘U'yson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. 
Washburne, Auiha B. Wasaburne, Isracl Washburn, Wat- 
son, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyec, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carnthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Wiliianson R, W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Denver, Dow- 
dott, Edmundson, Eliott, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris Herbert, Hiekman, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Leteher, Lumpkin, Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMMul- 
lin, MeQueen, Smith Miller 
Orr, Packer, Peek, 
Samdi savage, 
Mtephe Shewa 
kins, Winslow, L 

For Mr. Fuller- 


Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Raffin, Rust, 
Samuel A. Smith, Willian 
Raibott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
Wright, and Jom V. Wright. 
«doim P. Camphell, Cartile, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, s Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, 
Bastis, Hvans 5 uan, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Humphre Millward, Pai 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, W 
R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Whit- 
ney, and Zolli č 

For Mr. 


‘on — Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harri- 
and Seot 


Fe rr—M 


Richardson and Williams. 


For Mr. Bennett-—Mr. Brenton. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. FLORENCE stated that his colleague, 


| Mr. Bancnay, had paired off with Mr. Garro- | 


WAY. 

Mr. ROBISON (when his name was called) 
said: It has been suggested to me, since I pro- 

ounded my question to the gentleman from 
Massachusetis, that some days since he publicly 
declined to answer any more questions, and my 
own recollection is that he did so. 


can satisfy myself upon that point. 

Mr. BANKS. That there may seem to be no 
discourtesy on my part towards the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 1t may be proper for me to 


say, after the remark he has made, that courtesy | 


to the House, and especially to the gentleman 


Millson, Zfordecai Oliver, | 


Smith, | 


I skall there- ; 
fore, for the present, withhold my vote until I | 


from “South. Carolina; [Mr. Borce, ] requires me 


to adhere to the declaration I made;some daya 
since; under what T thought ‘to. ‘be a safe:prece- 
dent. Upon the subjects-to which the gentleman 
has alluded, I have heretofore- expressed, my 
opinions, and they stand upon the records-of the 
House. . _. : vie 

“Mr. ROBISON. ‘Are they the same still, Mr. 
Banks? [Cries of **Call-the roll!’?] 

Mr. VALK (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, I have voted for the past five weeks 
for the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
and, as I desire my people to know why I have 
thus voted, and shall continue to vote, I will here 
in my place give my reasons. ~I have voted for 
Mr. FuLLer, because he is a firm and ardent sup- 

orter of the Constitution of the United States, 

have voted for him, because under no circum- 
stances would he be willing to ‘let the Union 
slide.” Ihave voted for him, because he is a true- 
born native of the soil of the Keystone State ; 
and, lastly, because he is utterly and firmly op- 
posed to the agitation of the slavery question, 
both in Congress or outofit. For these reasons 
I vote for Mr. FULLER. 

Mr. ALLEN (having previously voted) said: 
I desire to inquire if my colleague, Mr. Knox, 
has voted on this ballot? 

The CLERK. He has not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I then desire to say to the 
House, that I agreed this morning to pair off 
with him. We did not fix upon the time that we 
were to leave. I understand that he has not been 
in the House during this ballot, and presuming that 
he has left under the agreement we made I re- 
calliny vote. [Cries of“ That is right V°] 

The result of the vote was then announced as 
recorded above. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, (at fifteen 
minutes after four o’clock, p. m.,) moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and first time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 192; neces- 
sary to a choice, 97; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. .c.ccecee eee ee renee 88 

William A. Richardson... esse sees 

Henry M. Pullers. .......ee eee 

Alexander ©. M. Pennington.. 

James Le OTe ccc ceceewee rene 

Henry Bennett..... 

Gilchrist POET eseese 

Fiisha D. Cullen. 

John Williams... ssecessessssososesasorsanea 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Benks—Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bradshaw, Buffington, Bur- 
lingamo, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cha 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrel!, 


othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 


burne, Isras. ë 
ruf, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Bocock, 
Row: Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Ca- 
, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
avidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Piliott, 
Goode, 


5 Th 
W. Cobb, D: 
] ish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D, Pa 
rconwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Í man, Houston, Jowett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuliin, MeQuecn, Smith Miller, 
3 decai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Siaith, Steph Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, War- 
Vatkins, Winslow, Danici B. Wright, and John V. 


n Falle srs. Jonn P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cullen, Ner inter Davis, Etheridge, Evans, Eus- 


n Harris, Hofman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
rshall, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reude, Ready, 
Rivers, William R, Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
wood, Vaik, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 
For Mr. Peanington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, and Scott. 


For Orr—Messts. Richardson and Williams. 
For Mr. Parter— Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mfr. Bennett-—My. Brenton. 

For Mr. Culien—My. Millward. 


For Mr. Williems—Mr. Wheeler. 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that Mr. Pecx had 
paired off with Mr. Tuurston. 

Mr. QUITMAN stated that his colleagues, 


THE CONGR: 


Messrs. BanxspaLe and Henpiey S. Benner, 
has paired off. =. : . 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that. he had not voted 
on the one hundredth ballot for the reason that 
he had paired off for that one- vote with Mr. Axr- 
BRIGHT. i 

After the result was announced, 

Mr. KEITT moved that the House do now 
adjoum,: i 

Mr. WHITNEY. I call for tellers on that 
motion, . RE 

The CLERK appointed Messrs. Waitneyand 
‘Waxsrinee to act as tellers. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 31, noes 91. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I call forthe yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SNEED. 
the House. este E i ; 

The CLERK. That motion is not in order, 
pending the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. | call for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMunun 
and Brapsuaw were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 33, noes 110. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, ode fifth 
voting in favor thereof. t 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 40, nays 143; as fol- 
lows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Boyce, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Day, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, MeMullin, McQueen, Millward, Orr, Paine, 
Parker, Porter, Powell, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Sav- 
age, William Smith, Sneed, 'Trippe, Underwood, Wheeler, 
Whitney, and Zollicofier—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocock, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Bullington, Burlingame, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Caskic, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. VWV. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, De Witt, 
Dick, Dixon, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edmundson, 

Edwards, Elliott, Binrie, English, Flagler, Florence, Thomas 
=D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Green- 
wood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, 
Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kel- 
sey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, 
Letcher, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Mitler, Smith Miller, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, 
Pheips, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Rich- 
ardson, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rufin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, 
Yhorington, Todd, T'rafton, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodrufl, Wood- 
worth, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—J43, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, : 

Mr. DUNN (when his name was called) said: 
I suppose it is the object of gentlemen, by oppos- 
ing all motions to adjourn, to overcome our brute 
natures, and in that way force the acquiescence 
of our minds in that which our reason and con- 
science disapprove. I have rarely seen such 
efforts result otherwise than in mischief. In fact, 
it has sometimes proven to be a sword that cut 
the hand hat held it; and hence, as a general 
thing, it is perhaps best to transact the grave 
business of life in the usual hours, coolly, dis- 
passionately, and without resort to unreasonable 
or coercive measures to induce resuits. Never- 
theless, as some gentlemen show a fixed purpose 
to resort to this extraordinary and very question- 
able effort to compass their ends, I am willing 
they should have all the benefit of their trial. 
This resort must operate as inconveniently—it 
may be as injuriousiy—upon me ae as it 
possibly can upon any member of this House— 
still, sir, I will abide it, come what may; and I 
sincerely hope that those gentlemen whoare now 
insisting upon this contest of animal endurance 
will not change their purpose until we have a 
Speaker, Let us have no relaxation of muscle in 
this spasin of patriotism. Ishall thercfore, to oblige 
them, vòte against the resolution to adjourn now, 


I move that there be a call of 


and until the wisdom of brute force shall have | 


been thoroughly tested: I vote no. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. I move a call of the 
House. “Es 

The-motion was disagreed to. 


| Ohio. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I believe that all the dif. 


ficulty which now prevents an adjournment grows | 


out of the fact, thata night or two ago our Dem- 
ocratic friends passed a resolution thatthey would 
not vote fora recess or emotion to adjourn until 
a Speaker should’ be elected.. That rules isnow 
in full operation ‘upon the House, and to relieve 
ourselves fromthe embarrassment I move to 
rescind that rule.» [Laughter.}: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If my colleague 
is certain that this is a Democratic caucus, as I 
was chairman of that caucus, I will take the chair, 
and call the caucus to order. [Renewed laugh- 
ter. Cries of ‘ Call the roll!”'] 

The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and second time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 199; neces- 
sary to a choice 100, of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received . 92 


William A. Richardson .. 68 
Henry M. Fuller P + 28 
Alexander C. M. Pennington...... - 6 
James Ls Oiya rasi . 2 
Jolm Williams, , . 1 
Gilchrist Porters... cesses - tl 
Henry Denne th, wecesen Ges vetenskenccaccesseavvere T 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


. For Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Alison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bradshaw, Buffington, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis Ð. Campbell, Chat 
fee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfec, Emric, Flaglor, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine R. Horton, Howard, Bughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Milter, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, 'Charston, Todd, Tration, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne, Pihu B. Washburne, Isracl Wash- 
burn, Watson, Wood, Woodrat, and Woodworth, 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, C Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, 
Exbnundson, Eliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, ‘Thomas 
J.D. Puller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Rickman, 
Jewett, Ge W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Taunpkin, Samuel S. Marshali, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, Packer, 
Peck, Pheips, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandi TC, 
Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B, 
Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Futler—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Hoffman, 
Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer: 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Seott. 

For bir. Ovr—-Mce Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Wi dr, Wi 

For Mr. Port Tr. Henry M. Puller. 

For Mr. Bennetl—Mr. Brenton. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. EDIE gave notice that he had paired of 
with Mr. Craian, of North Carolina, until to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Assome doubt has been 
expressed as to whether a majority of the dele- 
gation from Ohio has properly expressed the sen- 
timents of the people of that State, I propose to 
read, in justification of the vote which has already 
been given hy a majority of that delegation, and 
in explanation of our present vote, and the votes 


which may hereafter be given by them, a tele- | 


graphic dispatch just received from the State of 
Tt isas follows: 

Corum 

Sim: The following resolution w 

by the Republican and American $ 


January &, 1856. 
auimonsly adopted 
tors of Ohio, twenty- 


ska members of the 
e of Obio, having 
ftue State, and 
ey 3 acquainted with their 
, are Well assured that a large maior- 
ity of the citizens of the State approve the course pursucd 
and aéepted by the eiegation in C 
in regard to the ry and they 
bers of ti 
aker known to 
be opposed to the further extension of sluvery.’? 

A. KELLY. 


Hon. SAMUEL GALLOWAY. 

Mr. HARRISON. c 
House may have been referred to in the tele- 
graphic dispatch from Ohio, which has just been 


read, I have only to say that Lowe no allegiance 


So far as my action in this | 


long as T shall have the ho 
floor I shall do my utmogt 
principles. I vote.for Mr. 

Mr: McMULLIN..:: Idis 
tlemen‘of this House’ have got-into: 6 
personal explanations when their: 
called; but, lest I should be regarded. 
ionable, I desire to trespass upon the attentio 
the House“for five minutes or more T desire to 
know. of my Democratic. friends; with whor it 
has been my pride and pleasure ‘to act, and who. 
were present on Saturday night at the caucus 
which adopted the resolution. by which to en- 
deavor to settle this question of the speakership 
by a test of physical endurance, what they expect 
to accomplish by it? If any gentleman who was 
in that caucus can satisfy me that by remaining 
here during the night an election can be had, t 
will act with them; but I hold that such ‘action 
is notin accordance with the usages of the party. 
Do you expect to obtain an advantage by theab- 
sence of members, produced by indisposition or 
otherwise? I regret, sir, to differ with the great 
national Democratic party. I desire an organiza- 
tion of this House as much as any man‘upon this 
floor; but fair play is a jewel. “Why not meet 
the question like men, and not endeavor to settle 
this matter by a test of physical endurance? ‘I 
would not attend the caucus. to which I have re- 
ferred, for the reason that I feared such a resplu- 
tion would be introduced and adopted. I am 
opposed to such a policy. 

But, I repeat, if any member of the Democratic 
pariy will satisfy me that we can effect an election 

y a protracted session, I will remain here to-night 
and to-morrow night. If Tam not so satisfied, I 
shall take occasion to move an adjournment when- 
ever I think best. I vote for Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. MOORE. The telegraphic dispatch which 
has been read by my colleague, [Mr. Gartowat] 
from the twenty-nine Senators from the State o 
Ohio, has been read, I suppose, either for the 
purpose of operating as a salve for the nineteen 
gentlemen from that State on this floor who have 
been voting for Mr. Banks, or for the purpose of 
ringing in two gentlemen who have seen proper 
to vote Wgainst Mr. Bangs, Now, so far as I 
am concerned, it is sufficient for me to say, that 
I do not represent, on this floor, the twenty-nine 
Senators who have spoken, but I represent the 
tenth congressional district of the State of Ohio, 
I came here to speak their sentiments, and not 
the sentiments of twenty-nine men who may have 
happened to be sent to the city of Columbus as 
Senators. If I came here to represent any one 
Senator, it would certainly be that Senator who 
came from my own district; and I now propose 
to read what he says in reference to my course. 
[Cries of * Read!’ t Read !”] Tholdinmy hand 
a letter dated December 21, 1855, up. to which 
time I had been voting against Mr. Banxs, as I 
have been ever since. He says in that letter: 

* Your course in reference to the election of a Speaker 
is acceptable to your constituents, so far as I am advised.” 

A Vorce. Who is that letter from? 

Mr. MOORE, From the Senator of my dis- 
trict—li. S. Bundy, one of the twenty-nine. 
(Laughter. ] 

The call of the roll was resumed, and the re- 
sult announced as above. 

Mr. MILLWARD, (at ten minutes past six, 


.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE, On that motion I call for 
tellers. 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Tuorineron were appointed. i 

The House was divided; and the tellers: re- 
ported—ayes 19, nocs not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. j 

‘The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and third time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 196; neces- 
sary to a choice, 93; of which— 

N niel P. Banks received........ 
m A. Richardson ..... 
y M. Buller...... ETETE 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
Samuel Caruthers... 
James U.. Orr. siese ve 
John Williams .... 
Henry Bennett ......... 


So there was no choice. 


ccoqeenactansstesoesee È 
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T'he following is the vote in detail: 
“Boy Mr. Banks—Messrs: Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett,- Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Buflington; Burlingame, James H. Camipbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, ! 
Cumback, Daniell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie; Fiagter, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B: Horton, How- 
ard; Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp; Knight, Knowlton, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew. Oli- 
yer, Pearce, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie; Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, "Thurs- 
ton; Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron; Cadwalader ©: Washburne, Elliha B. Wash- |: 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh; Wood, Wood- 
tuff, and Woodworth. | 

For Mr. Richardson—— Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Barks-. |) 
dale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- i 
nett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Bow- 
dell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, || 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. 
Warris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Launpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Mo- 
Qneen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, Parker, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Vail, Warren, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright. . 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen; Henry Winter Davis, Eustis, J. Morrison Harris, || 
Hofman, Kennett, Lake, Humphrey Marshall, Milward, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, and Zollicoffer. R 

For My. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, | 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. f i 

For Mr, Caruthers—Messrs. Etheridge and Richardson. 

For Mr. Orr-—Mr. Williams, | 

For Mr, Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton, 

Pending the call of the roll, 3 

Mr. DICK'(when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, as I understand that it is proposed to |! 
continue in session untila Speaker be elected, || 
and, as in consequence of my infirm health, I can- 
not sit outa nightsession, I have made an arrange- |! 
ment with the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Kip- 
WELL] to pair off with him. Probably, therefore, 
this will be the last vote that I will give to-night. | 
In the prospect of an election of Speaker during || 
the night, I think it proper to define my position. į 
Much has been said here, sir, in defining the posi- | 
tion of. gentlemen, about principles of nagjonality. 
I consider, sir, that one of the most mportant |i 

rinciples of nationality is universal freedom. 

n that principle J stand; on that principle I have 
voted, and will still continue to vote. I, like my 
colleague, (Mr. Fuster, of Ponnsylvania,] am 
opposed to the restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise. But I oppose it ona different principle 
from that on which he opposes it. I oppose it, 
sir, on the ground that a vote of mine for the res- 
tgration of the Missouri compromise would imply 
a willingness on my part to admit territory south 
of that line as slave territory. Now, am utterly 
opposed to the introduction into the United States 
of any more slave territory; and I will vote for 
no man who I think entertains any other priv- 
ciple, And, sir, if it were not for the infirmity 
of my health, I would stand here on that principle 
and vote till the crack of doom. I vote for Mr. 
Banks. 

Mr. KIDWELL (when his name was called) |; 
said: I desire to state that I have agreed, after 
this vote, to pair off with the gentleman from ji 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Dick] until ten o’clock to- | 
morrow morning. | 

The Clerk continued the call of the roll; and f 

$ 


the vote was announced as above. 

Mr. KEITT, (at ten minutes to seven, p. m.) 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAINE. On that motion 1call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Paing and 
Comins were appointed. : 

The House was divided; and there were—ayes 
14, noes 91. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. KEITT. {move that there bea call of | 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
motion. 

A Memzer. There is no quorum. You cannot || 
go on to take any votes without a quorum. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You can go on || 
and call the roll, and if there is no quorum, there | 
will be no election; just as there has beer no elec- 


I demand tellers upon the 


! grcatly prefer to see gent 


tion every vote that has been given for the last 
five weeks. 


d 


~- Mr. RUFFIN. The Clerk has the right- to 
count the House and ascertain whether a quorum 
is present. He has that right, according to all 


| precedent. 


Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I do not 


see that anything is to be accomplished by refus- 


ing to.adjourn. ‘Those gentlemen who have voted 
for the last one hundred votes without change, 


will not change their votes, if we sit all night. 


There are no particular elements here for an im- 
mediate change. I move that the House do now 


j adjourn. 


‘The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that there be a-call of the House, upon which 
tellers had been demanded. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Pearce-were-appointed. 

Mr. KEITT. Iunderstand thatthe gentleman 


| from Missouri (Mr. Kenwurtr] desires to address 
|| some remarks to the House. 


For that purpose 
l will withdraw the motion that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. KENNETT. I make the motion that the 
rule of the House, limiting debate here tospeeches 
of ten minutes each, be rescinded. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, E believe 1 have the floor. I 


| make that motion, and upon it I desire to submit 
| a few remarks upon the present condition of the 


House. [Cries of ‘Go on!’’] I trust, sir, that 
> 


i gentlemen will not get tired of a little talking. 


Sir, if we are to sit here all night, voting, and 
perhaps all day to-morrow, for my part i should 
rentlemen come plump up 
to the scratch, and do directly what they thus 
propose to do by indirection. 

Mr. Clerk, who are the parties acting with the 
plurality upon this floor, voting against adjourn- 
ment? The immortal seventy-four. Sir, what 
is the object of these gentiemen who have pre- 
vented an adjownment? As has been weil said 


| by my friend from Virginia, {Mr. McMunury,] 


afew moments ago, it is not with the slightest 
hope of securing the election of the honorable 
gentleman they have all along kept before the 
House as their first choice for Speaker. No, sir; 
it ean be only with the hope of electing the gen- 
tleman froni Massachusetts, [Mr. Banss.] If 
that be the case, then let them come out like men— 
let them come up boldly and vote for an clection 
by plurality. Let them elect Mr. Banks as 
Speaker, and take the responsibility. Let them 
not come up here with statements of having paired 
off, and giving their reasons for the last vote they 


| ever expect to give for Speaker. Well, sir, Lam 


not very strong. This is the first time I have 
attempted to address the House: it may be the 
last; and perhaps I had better take this oppor- 
tunity to explain why I have so long stood by 
my friend from Pennsylvania, (Mr. FuLLER,] 
and still intend to stand by him. 

Jtis true that I have got no long telegraphic 
dispatches from home to me here, announcing to 
me that my friends are delighted with the course 
I have pursued. I cannot even show a letter. 
But I take it for granted that the people in my 
district are satisfied to leave their interests in my 
hands, and have nothing to say upon the subject. 
T take that to be a fair inference. And, sir, 
though I cannotsee thatI have any hope of elect- 
ing my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
by standing out in his support, yet I can say as 
an old lady in our country said last year, to con- 
sole herself for having failed to raise any corn a 
year ago. Shesaid, ‘Tt is true that I have raised 
no corn, but, thank God, my neighbors are no 
better off.” [Laughier.] It seems to me that 
the other branches, or factions, or divisions, or 
whatever you may choose to term them, in this 
House, stand upon pretty much the same ground, 
unless I except my friends of the Democratic 
party. They are not satisfied with standing on 


|! the same footing with other people, thanking God 


that they stand precisely where their neighbors 
stand; but if I may be permitted the remark, with- 


| outintending anything discourtcous to them, they 
| throw themselves back, wrap themselves in their 


cloaks, and thank God that they are better than 

other people are. [Renewed laughter.] I say 

they thank God that they are better than other 

men; better than one hundred and fifty other 

ma who stand in opposition to them upon this 
oor. 2a 


jas you.” 


T think the fact wit not be disputed that there 
aré at least one hundred and fifty out of the two 
hundred and thirty mémbers’ here who have been 
clected in opposition to the present Administra- 
tion of the National Government. That-fact, at 
least, cannot be gainsayed. It may be said, and 
said truly, that that Opposition differ ‘amongst 
themselves—that they ‘are not united in ‘their 
efforts to elect a Speaker. But for that reason 
‘are the seventy-four to be exempted from respon- 
sibility? Are they to.be released from all odium 
in the matter? Are they to be exempted on the 


| ground that they arë the plurality? I tell them 


thatthe Banks men beat them.’ Upon the ground 
that they are asmall minority? Certainly. We 
who are voting for Mr, Futter can say to them 
as the Irishman said, “© We are twice as small 
(Great laughter.] Or, to goa little 
further down, the half dozen outsiders, who have 
been voting for almost anybody in general, and 
nobody in particular, are still less. responsible. 


i a ys : 3 
The responsibility, therefore, remainswith them— 


the Democrats. 

But, seriously, what has that party in this 
House, on which, as I contend, the great re- 
sponsibility does rest, done towards effecting an 
organization of the body? They have offered 
us a highly honorable gentleman from Illinois, 
{Mr. Ricnarpson,] my friend, and one for 
whom, under certain circumstances, I could and 
would have voted with the greatest pleasure. I 


j have not required that that gentleman shall be 


taken down and some other put in his place, in 
order that 1 may vote for a man of the Demo- 
cratic party. I believe that he is among the best, 
if not the nobiest Roman of them all. He is a 
western man, and my neighbor; and I could vote 
for him with great pleasure if I had ever, since 
the first attempt to organize the House, had a 
chance; but we have had none. Those gentle- 
men have not only stood by their plaiform but 
they tell us that they intend to die by it. They 
have, moreover, told us that they would not 
even extend a helping hand from that platform 
if we were willing to desert our principles to get 
there, but we must crawl up to it at the risk of 
breaking our necks in the attempt—and even 
then to come up with ropes around our necks, to 
be hanged as soon as we got there. [Laughter] 
If I had known that the resolution of the Demo- 
cratic caucus was to be binding here, | would 
have brought my coffin along, and had it con- 
venient in the lobby. [Renewed laughter.] 

I say that those gentlemen have not shown 
such anxiety for the organization of this House ag 
their position demanded of them, as the support- 
ers of that Administration of the country which 


| has been in power for some three years. The re- 


sponsibility does rest with them. They havea 
greater responsibility to use every effort in their 
power, consistent with principle, to organize this 


| House, than with any other body of men in it. 


Isay that they have not made any effort—not 
one step, toward conciliation and the organiza- 
tion of the House. {I am willing that that as- 
sertion shall go forth to the country. I hope 
it will; and I think, if the time and my strength 
would allow, that I could sustain the proposition 
satisfactorily. Have they offered us one of my 
colleagues, [Mr. Carurners,] an old-line Whig, 
one voting with them, or another (Mr. Porrer] 
voting against them, as a compromise man? 
Have they sought to take my colleague, (Mr. 
Carutuens,] the old-line Whig, who has felt it 
to be his duty, in the present crisis and conjunc- 
ture of affairs, to vote for Mr. RICHARDSON as å 
compromise man? Nota word of it. Havethey 
offered to take, as a compromise candidate, an- 
other colleague, [Mr. Porrer,] an old-line Whig, 
who has been acting with the Americans, the 
national Americans, on this floor, who, although 
he is with, is not of them? Have they offered 
to take him, in the effort and in the hope of an 
organization of this House? They have not. 
The gentleman’s time has 
expired. [Cries of “ Go on P? “Go on!”] 

The CLERK. If there is no objection, the 
gentleman will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. KENNETT. Ihave donc. 

Mr. DAVIDSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I wish to say a word 
or two in reply to my colleague. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Louisi- 


Z 


The CLERK. 


| ana is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr: DAVIDSON. I- yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. ae - 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Mr. Clerk, I do not 
desire to address the House ‘dt any length. All 
the points to which I would like to attract general 
attention could not be fairly set forth under the ten- 
minute rule. [have sought the floor now for the 
purpose simply of explaining why [have not and 
cannot act with my colleague, [Mr. Kennerv,] 


who has so kindly ‘made allusion to my position. . 


To explain why Í have acted as I have in voting 
for the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. RICHARD- 
son] would require, I repeat, longer than the time 
allotted to cach member under the order of the 
House. I shall seck some other opportunity to 
set myself fairly and fully before the House—I 
will not say, in fashionable phrase, and before 
the country, for perhaps the country would take 
no note of what I do—but before the House and 
the people of my district. . 

I desire tostate at this time, and in the present 
connection, in order that what I may remark may 
go out with the observation of my colleague and 
friend—~and I am proud to call him such—the 
reasons why I have not, do not, and never will, 
vote for the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Henry M. Funier.] Icouldnot 
vote for Mr. Furrer—and I believe that we are 
allowed to call members by their proper names 
before the organization—because, while a mem- 
ber of the last Congress, I knew and now remem- 
ber that, throughout the Kansas-Nebraska fight, 
in every stage of that trying contest, his predey 
cessor, the Hon. Hendrick B. Wright, stood fast 
by us—was one of us; and, sir, before I had cast 
a vote I found that the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Futier] had come here 
as his successor from a Democratic district, and 
because of his triumph over Mr. Wright in con- 
sequence of his vote on the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
at the last session. I could not vote for him, 
then, on the first vote. When the first vote was 
taking I watched its progress, because many of 
the gentlemen with whom I was previously asso- 
ciated were disposed to vote for Mr. Futter. In 
that very first vote, when we were casting our 
votes for the purpose of making up a record, and 
when he had the entire House from which to 
select, I saw that gentleman throw his suffrage 
for Mr. Penniyeton, of New Jersey. JT remem- 
bered then, that at the last Congress Mr. Pen- 
NINGTON had voted to suspend the rules with a 
view of affording Mr. Eliot, of Massachusetts, 
an opportunity to introduce a bill to repeal the 
fugitive slave law. 

hen Mr. Furrer could take a northern or a 
southern man; when he could select a conserva- 
tive man for whom to cast his vote, L saw him 
vote for a man who had been in favor of allowing 
the privilege to introduce a bill to repeal the fugi- 
tive slave law. [could not vote for him. Mr. 
Pennincron, on that vote, voted for Mr. Camp- 
BELL, of Ohio, a gentleman, by-the-by, for whom 
I entertain, as he knows, the most profound re- 
spect personally, but whom I regard as the em- 
bodiment of northern sentiment on the slavery 
question. Another vote was had. Mr. FULLER 
voted for Mr. Pennixcron,and Mr. PENNINGTON, 
on the third vote, voted for Mr. Banks, of Mas- 
sachusetts, who is not only the embodiment of 
Free-Soil Democracy, but, 1t seems, also of north- 
ern Americanism and of ultra northern Republi- 
canism. Mr. Pennineton voted for Mr. BANKS 
upon that ballot, and Mr. FuLLeR voted for Mr. 
Pennineron after he had voted fôr Mr. Banks; 
and for sixteen times: I sat in my seat and saw 
Mr. Fuuner, after Mr. Pansinerdn had voted 
for Mr. Campsenr and Mr. Banks, cast his vote 
‘sixteen timesfor Mr. Perxrmecrox. Could i, sir, 
as true to the principles of the Nebraska bill, upon 
which I was elected; as true to the State to which 
I owe allegiance; as true to the constituents who 
sent me here upon that Nebraska issue—could I 
vote for a man with such a record as that? 

Bat it is said that Mr. FuLLER hasinade decla- 
rations. here that entitled him to all respect ‘and 
to ‘sotithern votes. Sir, Mr. Futter did make 
declarations here, and in the course of those elo- 
quent déclarations he announced some doctrines 
in which I heartily concur; and when I state that 
I return to him, br the announcement of those 
doctrines, my sittcere’ thanks, Ido not do it in 
any idle spirit of compliment. I do it because I 
appreciate the high motives of the distinguished 


| had been in the last Congress, he would have been 


j towards that gentleman induce me to answer 


| understood me. 


Í voted. I tell him there is no Whig—none, sir. 


i clared that both the old parties—the Democratic j 


gentleman, and I return him those thagks in the | 
same good faith in which T agsail those things in’ 
his course of which I disapprove. “Well, six, 
Mr, FuLLer, in the’ course of the explanations 
which he thought proper to make, was asked by 
Mr. Sages, of New York, whether, if it were pos- 
sible that that part of the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
which repealed the Missouri compromise should 
be itself repealed, he would be in favor of it? I 
do not pretend to give the precise language in 
which the question was couched, for I have been 
called into this discussion unexpectedly, but I 
give the substance of it. What was his reply to 
that question? I call upon southern gentlemen— 
and, as] have been thus incidentally arraigned 
by one of my colleagues, I call upon him—to no- 
tice what that answer was. Was it that he stands 
upon the same principle that we do? Was it that 
he believed that the principle of non-intervention, 
as established by the Nebraska-Kansas bill, was 
true and just? Was that the reply he gave to the 
gentleman from New York? Not one word 
it! I heard it and I marked it well, and upon 
rests my eternal opposition to his election as 
Speaker. He replied that he was in favor of the 
restoration of the Missouri restriction; that if he 


opposed to the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and that he 
was in favor of restoring the Missouri restriction, 
if it could be done; but as it could not be done, 
as a practical statesman, he was against all agita- 
tion. This may suit other gentlemen; it does not 
suit me. I want a man who codperates with me 
to stand upon some principle upon which I can 
meet him. 

The principles of the Kansas-Nebraska bill are 
right, or they are wrong. If they are right, those 
of us who sustained that bill acted rightly. If 
they are wrong, we acted wrongly. If it was 
right to repeal the Missouri compromise, then 
that repeal should stand. If it was wrong, he is 
a coward who declares it wrong and does not de- 
chare for restoring it. [Loud applause on the 

oor. 

M COX, (interrupting.) Wil the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question. [Loud cries of 
Oh, no.”’] The gentleman has stated the rea- 
sons why he cannot codperate with those who 
are voting for Mr. Futisr. I would like him to 
tell me if there is no gentleman in the House who 
has heretofore agreed with him in‘sentiment as 
a Whig, for whom he could have voted for Speak- 
er? and why it was that when my colicague from 
the Louisville district, [Mr. Humpurey Mar- 
SHALL,] who is not obnoxious to the charges he 
brings against Mr. Futter, was voted for by the 
American party, he would not support him or 
some other gentleman of the American party? 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
gentleman from Missouri that his time has 
expired, 

{Loud and general cries of “Go on!”’] 

The CLERK. The gentleman can proceed if 
no objection be made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. CARUTHERS, (resuming.) Well, sir, 
I might make several answers to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who comes in sideways. [A 
laugh.] In the first place, I might say that his 
question has no relation whatever to the line of 
argument I was on when he interrupted me; but 
my respect and my unfeigned kindly feeling 


him in a different way. He asks me if there is 
no Whig in all this House for whom J might 
have voted, instead of for Ricuarnson. I under- 
stand him to arraign me for that vote. Sir, I 
will defend that vote 

Mr. COX, (interrupting.) No, sir; you mis- 


„Mr. CARUTHERS. The gentleman asks me 
if there is no Whig for whom I might have 


Mr. Humpurey Marsuarr, who was first voted 
for by the “South Americans,” as they have 
been called, is no Whig. Do you tell me thata 
Know Nothing isa Whig? [Loud laughter, and 
much applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 
Why, sir, (turning to Mr. Cox.) the Philadel- 
phia convention of last year, in their platform, 
which you have been swearing by ever since 
you have been a member of this Congress, de- į 


and the Whig—were so corrupt that such pure {| 


gentle 
and yet y 


all: se Bee : 
Mr. CARUTHERS. Wa 


to say so, büt I will tak 
raigh.” ; CERT ge 
Mr. COX. My remarks were no 


arraign the gentleman’s motives: I havet 
in the world that a gentleman who is able to 
covér the front doors and the- side doors by wi 
gentlemen entertoask a civiland respectful g 
tion here, will always so: conduct himself a 
have no difficulty upon the subject of arraign- 
ments before his country. EEEa BERS 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Docs the gentleman wan 
to make a speech, or to ask a question?’ r 

Mr. COR. I want tomakea suggestion: You 
have plenty of time. 
leave to 20 on. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. 
House for that. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says that ‘there is 
no Whig upon this floor for whom he could vote, 
that that party is broken up, awd that [have'said 
80. 
Mr. CARUTHERS. No,sir. 

Mr. COX. Tunderstood the gentleman to say 
that I had sworn that it was broken up, and that 
I could not codperate with it, I will not go into 
a discussion of that subject;. but I will ask the 
gentleman where the Whig party is? He pro- 
fesses to be a Whig, and yet is acting with the 
Democratic party, on the ‘declaration that the 
Democratic party must succeed, or the country 
will go to ruin.” That is the meaning of it; and 
he, professing to be a Whig, seems to be casting 
a refiection upon me, because I professed there . 
was no Whig party. ; 

Mr. CARUTHERS, Not atall. ` 

Mr. COX. I should like to know where the 
Whig party is. I want the gentleman to come 
to the point, and tell me where it is. My friend 
from Missouri has been a Whig all thetime, and 
I want him to tell me, as he can, where the Whig 
party is in this House. 

r. CARUTHERS, | I was very unfortunate 
in my remarks, if I may judge of it by the. man- 
ner in Which the gentleman from Kentucky un- 
derstood me. He asks me why it was that I, 
elected as a Whig, had voted for a Democratic 
candidate for Speaker upon the first ballot? In 
that connection, I understood him toask me why 
I had not voted for his distinguished colleague. 
I reply to him that I could be under no obligation 
as a Whig to vote for his distinguished colieague, 
for he indorsed a platform which expressly re- 

udiated not only the Democratic party, but the 
Whie party. Tcould be under no obligation to 
vote for him,as this American party was founded 
apon the ruin of both the others. The idea of 
the language, which I have not before me, is, that 
the party is established. upon the corruption of 
both. [Laughter.] Iam corrected, Mr. Clerk, 
by some gentleman near me. I am informed 
that the language is, that the American party 
was established upon the ruin of both the other 
parties, and both were ruined by their corrup- 
tions. [Laughter.] 

Now to the question of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cox.] -Heasks me how I, pro- 
fessing to be a Whig, could do so and so. There 
he touches me. I have been a Whig from my 
boyhood; and I tell that gentleman that when I 
first became anaspirant for political station in the 
district which I have the honor to represent, that 
district was Democratic by four thousand major- 


~The House has given you 


Yes, and I thank the 


‘ity; and I tell him, as my people well know, that 


in all the contests in my district, I never abated 
one particle of my Whig devotion; and- I never 
went into the political field to engage ina fight, 
but what I carried the Whig banner openly, and 
poe my love for its principles. I came 
here, then, asa Whig. f i 

The gentleman asks me where the Whig party 
is. I might tell him there was one Pythagoras, 
who entertained thé doctrine of the transmigra- 
tion of souls, and that when the Whig party: died, 
the soul of that party went into the present Dem- 
ocratic party. [Great laughter.] -F saw during 
the last summer a great field of fight opened; 
and we were calm lookers on. ‘looked ‘over the 
whole field of fight for a Whig banner. I looked 


“to the gallant, glorious old Tennessee. I saw no 
‘Whis banner there.. In that canvass for Gover- 
1 here was no Whig. candidate—no man carry- 
ing the Whig colors. Casting my eyes fromT'en- 
“pessee; L looked over to the Statefrom which the 
gentleman. himself hails—to the. gallant, noble, 
revered old Kentucky. What did. I see there? 
"The old banner under which T had rallied: from 
the days of my childhood, and which had. ever 
been borne aloft by. her gallant son—where was 
it? It-was trailing ingloriously over the grave of 
the immortal Henry Clay. And when you bring 
down that. banner upon the grave of Clay, coul 
L believe that the Whig party still existed? Sir, 
T did not believe it. If you could take down that 
bannerj-and fold it quietly over the grave of that 
immortal patriot and statesman—the first states- 
man of his times, the most eloquent man of any 
time, and the greatest party leader of all the 
world—and he could rest well under it, could I, 
in the State of Missouri, believe that the Whig 
party was dead? Sir, do you believe it is dead? 
r. COX. Does the gentleman desire an 
answer? i ; 

Mr. CARUTHERS. | Certainly. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says that when he 
took the stump in his district, he took it as a 
"Whig, though there was a majority of four thou- 
sand Democrats against him—that he advocated 
Whig principles, and led his opponents over into 
hiş ranks, 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I did not say I led them 
into the Whig ranks. 

Mr. COX... But they voted for the gentleman, 

roclaiming himself a Whig, and rallied under 
fis banner as a Whig, and went with him into 
the Whig party, at any rate. 

Mr. CARUTEHERS. I protest, in all kind- 
ness, against any language being put into my 
mouth. Isaid, that when I first became an as- 
pirant for congressional honors, there were four 
thousand majority against me. F said I never 
struck the Whig flag in my district. | 

At Cox. F understood the gentleman as I 
“sald. ; 

Mr.CARUTHERS. Ifthegentleman pretends 
to.say what I said, let him say what I did say. 

Mr. COX. I said the majority had changed 
their position from the Democratic rank and had 
followed a Whig leader. 
Mr. CARUTHERS. 
[Lenghter:, 

Mr. COX. He says the Whig party is dead, 
and has gone back to the Democratic ranks. 
understand he considers that the Whig party 
at marched up the hill, and then marched down 

ain’? 

Mr. CARUTELERS. Mr. Clerk, if there be 
anything in this interruption, except so far as 
relates to my constituents, Í should not, perhaps, 
devote any time to it, A few words, however, 
are due to: my constituents, as well as to myself; 
for I do not wish to set myself up as an extraor- 
dinary champion, or grand leader, or anything 
of the kind. I think the House will bear me 
witness that, during the two years I have been 
a member of it, I have never spoken perhaps four 
times; never even called for the yeas and nays, 
laughter:] never made a motion to adjourn. 
[Continued Iaughter.] They will bear me wit- 
ness, I think, that I never showed any loud dis- |i 
position to “eet myself on the record;” for Tj 
thought that gentlemen would get more nonor and | 
more credit by keeping off the record, nine out | 
of ten times, than they get by keeping on it. 
{Laughter.] I therefore claim no credit for any || 
extraordinary modesty in that matter, {t was on 
principle I acted. 

But the point which I wish to reach is this. | 
The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr, Cox] seemed | 
to think that I must imagine myself an immortal | 
leader, from the fact of my having started out, as i 
ĮI said Í did start, against a majority of from three 
thousand five hundred to four thousand, and | 
of my having overcome that majority without | 
striking the banner of the Whig party. - Well, the | 
first time I came here, L beat them, or else I would | 
novhave been here, {Laughter.] And Iwill tell |) 
you how I beat them, Mr. Clerk. ‘There were 
three Democrats running. [Roars of laughter.] I 
am not very vain about that. But [ have come 
here twice. Well, the fact of my coming here 
the second time was due—I believe in my heart— 


That is what you say. 


{ 
} 


Jaughter]—they concluded in their hearts, I say, 


|| life which would make me sacrifice one portion 


highly, perhaps, as any man does, or as any man 
Sy, F F ’ y 


to this simple reason, that in the last Congress I | 
& 


had so rdifected the will of my constituents, and 
had so borne myself on all those great measures 
in which they were interested, that they ‘con- 
cluded in their hearts—and I say, from that spirit 
of frankness with which I am dealing in all this 
subject, that I believe they were right [roars of 


that there was no man in that district who could 
better reflect their will and who would represent 
them more faithfully than 1. And so they run 
only one man against me that time, and i beat 
him by two thousand five hundred votes; and the 
wonder has been to me ever since that I did not 
beat him by five thousand votes. Has the gen- 
tleman {Mr. Cox] any more questions to put to 
me? [Laughter.] Ps 

Mr. Clerk, I have been drawn into the most 
of this matter. I only rose to tell you—and to 
speak seriously upon that—why I have not voted 
for the distinguished gentleman from.Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Futier.] But I was hurried up by 

s ten-minute rule; and as I had so very seldom 
appeared béfore the House, and did not know 
anything about the disposition of the gentlemen 
toward me, I did not suppose they would allow 
me to go onas I sawthey were disposed to crush 
down modest men; and so I hurried on. But 
here is what I want to say seriously in this con- 
nection, that, if I said one word, in explaining 
the reason why I did not and could not vote | 
for Mr. Furrer, which could be at all disagree- 
able to the nicest sensibilities of that gentleman, 
I wish now, without being called upon, to recall 
that word. I honor him for the position which 
he has taken when he says here in his place that 
he would yote for the admission of States into 
this Union without regard to the fact of whether 
it was a slave State ora free. I honor him for that i 
declaration. 1 tell him that, thus far, he is my 
political brother. When he preaches a sermon 
to these anti-Nebraska men, about whom we hear 
so much, and tells them that it is unpatriotic to 
continue this agitation, I give him the right hand 
of fellowship, and teli hirm that there, too, he is | 
my brother. But when he tells me that, if he 
could—that is, if the Senate and President were 
not against hin—he would restore that Missouri 
restriction, I tell him that there we. are at war— 
ata war to be without end. I vote for no man 
who is not contentto leave all these questions of 
slavery on the great doctrine of non-intervention. 
I vote for no man, Mr. Clerk, who will not give 
to the people of the Territory—to the people to 
he affected by it—to the people who go from your 
States, where they have rights, into your Territo- 
ries, where they Jose none of those rights—the 
rights of self-government. I vote for no man 
who will not recognize in the government of the 
Territories the great doctrine on which your 
whole Government rests—the doctrine that the 
people are capable of self-government, and that | 
the people are the best governors of themselves. 
Holding these doctrines I could not vote for Mr. | 


FULLER. 

I will answer another branch of the question | 
at another time, when I can do so without tres? 
passing on the patience of the Efouse. Twill then 
explain why I have voted for Mr. RICHARDSON. ; 
Aud I now promise the gentleman who asked me 
that question, that when I make that explenation 
Twill make it satisfactory even to him. T know 
that it will be fully satisfactory to those to whom 
Lowe allegiance. {1 have no fears of that. [ take 
no course which I cannot defend, or for which, | 
in my own judgment and in my own heart, 1| 
have not a good defense. So I have no fears. 
And when I am taunted—as I have been taunted— 
that my course here will ruin me at home, I have 
only this to say—and I say it without boasting— 
I say it because it is trac—that, so help me God, | 
while Í am a member of this House Twill spedk 
no word, I will give no vote, in order to secure a 
re’lection herc—never! Pleasant asthe gentle- | 
men are who are around me, there is nothing in 
all the fascination of political life here which | 
would make me sacrifice one portion of my duty 
to the people who have honored me by sending 
me here, much less iy there anything in all this 


of my self-respect. I prize highly—ti prize as | 
should do, the approbation of my constituents; 
but I have this to say to them, that I am here as 
their agent, not as their slave; that lam here to 


vote according to-miy conscientious. conviction 
of right, and that I will-so give my votes; that 
whenever they are not satisfied with-these vo 
they have an easy remedy. Let.them just 
some man here who will vote according: to: 
notions of voting, and I.can retire” to mi 
Lean retire to my profession; I can yetiré ’ 
family; -lcan retire withouta murmur. Bu 
while lam their Representative, 1 will. be 
Representative in fact and in deed. I shal 
what I choose to vote.” Ishall vote what I 
to be right and fit. I know my people 
than others know them; and I know the 
indorse my vote—indorse it, because,” here, 
know -even better than they: know. themselves 
what is for their interest;—indorse it, because 
they well know that I would not deal falsely with 
them. I forbear now to give the. reasons why 
I have voted, and shall continue -to vote, for 
Mr. Ricuarpson, but I promise to give them in 
due time. [Cries of Call the roll!”] 9° 
Mr. SAGE. I move to lay the motion of the 
gen ileman from Missouri [Mr. Kenner] on the 
table, we 
Mr. KENNETT. I will withdraw the motion, 


The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and fourth time for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 199; 
necessary to a choice, 100; of which— s 


Nathaniel P. Banks received.. se. 
Wiliam A. Richardson 

Henry M, Fher... 
Alexander ©. M. Pennington 
John Williams. 
James L. Orr 
Henry Bennett.. 
Gilchrist Porter.. 
Samuel Caruthers.. 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Puting- 
ton, Burlingame, James H, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbel A 
Chafee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Curaback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas Ry 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Toward, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, ‘fappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Fratton, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 

er C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washbuine, Israel Wash- 


burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth, 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Caa- 
walader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmund- 
sou, Elliott, English, laulknér, Plorence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson Ww. 
Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel 
A. Smif, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Saylor, Vail, War 
Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. 


tt. i 
Mr. Fuller—Mossrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, Callen, Henry Winter Davis, Ethe- 
ridge, Eustis, J. Mo ï is, Hofman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Hwnplrey 1 alt, } ard, Paine, Porter, Pur- 
year, Reade, wud, Rivers, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and Zolticoifer. 
For Mr. Peanington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Sco! 
For Mr. Williems—Mr. Wheeler. 
My. t Williams, 
Mr. Brenton. 
Mr. Henry M. Fuller, 
ers—Mr. Richardson. 


For Mr. Portege 
For Bir. Caru 


Pending the call of the roll, : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, (when his 
name was called,) said: I desire to explain the 
position which I, asa member of the American 
party, occupy in connection with the organization 
of this House. That party have been charged 
with holding sentiments antagonistic to any or- 
ganization whatever. Now, sir, let me say that 
I desire to see an organization effected. I am 
prepared to vote for any national man for that 
purpose. Twill vote for the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Ricuanpson,] for whom I have been 
voting since the meeting of the House. Iam 
ready to vote for the distinguished gentleman 
ftom South Carolina, [Mr. Orr;] Iam ready. to 
vote for his colleague, [Mr. Boycs.] Jamready 
to see the House organize upon national grounds 
by the election of a conservative man, but not 
upon sectional grounds: That is the position 


ore 


which I occupy... I will throw no obstacle in the 


way ofa national organization... 

Mr. PORTER (when his name. was. called) 
said: Before recording my. vote Ihave afew re- 
marks to make. F have been ‘contented. hereto- 
fore to remain a silent member.of this body. I 
have had no personal. explanations to.make, no 
remarks to offer. in reference to any. matter per- 
sonal to myself. . But, sir, allusion having been 
made to me in the course of this. incidental- dis- 
cussion, thathas sprung up during our present 
sitting, it-may have become necessary. that I 
should. make a few remarks for the purpose of. 
defining my. position, or rather for. the purpose 
of presenting some reasons why.I. shall continue 
to. vote as I have heretofore voted.for my distin- 
guished friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLL- 
LER. : 

My acquaintance with. that distinguished gen- 
tleman originated. during the Thirty-Second Con- 
gress, of which I had the honor to be a member 
with him. I found him at that time codperating 
with me as a member of the great patriotic Whig 

„party, of which my colleague who last addressed 
the House [Mr. Carurners] was a member, 
and with which I have acted from my boyhood 
down to the present time. I say I found the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania then a Whig mem- 
ber from the Keystone State—a Fillmore Whig, 
coéperating with me in supporting the meas- 
‘ures of Fillmore’s administration—a conservative 
Whig, standing by the compromise measures of 
1850, in their length and in their breadth. And, 
sir, if he has changed his opinions upon that sub- 
ject—if he has departed from that. great and glo- 
rious faith—from those principles which we then 
Fipportsd in common--I have not learned the 
‘act. 

When I met him again, I recognized him as 
standing upon the compromise measures of 1850 
—those measures adopted under the lead and sup- 
ported by the eloquence of the immortal states- 
man of Kentucky, to whom my worthy colicague 
{Mr. Carurners] has so eloquently referred. 
Elected here, sir, as a Whig, professing the prin- 
ciples of the Whig party, I felt called upon, in 
my: choice for Speaker, to vote as nearly as I 
could in accordance. with the principles of that 
party; and in. casting about me to ascertain for 
whom I should vote—to see who would come the 
nearest in his position to the principles which I 
professed—I recognized the distinguished gen- 
tlman from Kentucky, [Mr. Humpurey Mar- 
SEALI] and the distinguished gentleman for 
whom I have been voting for the last eighty or 
nincty votes for Speaker, as the friends and sup- 
porters of Whig principles and measures. I found 
them in the Thirty-Second Congress, standing 
upon the true national platform so far as the com- 
promise measures of 1850 were concerned, con- 
tending for those measures as ‘a final seulement, 
in principle and substance,” of the slavery ques- 
tion in the States and Territories, as well as for 
internal improvements and the other wise and 
conservative measures of which the Whig party 
were the advocates. Under these circumstances, 
I felt myself justified in casting my votes for these 
gentlemen, and I did so cheerfully. But it has 
been intimated, that perhaps the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania may not occupy a 
sound position upon the important question on 
which the good people of my State and my dis- 
trict feel so deep an interest—the slavery ques- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, I care not what position that 
gentleman, or any gentleman here, may have oc- 
cupied-during the last Congress in regard to the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise as a part and 

arcel of the Kansas.and Nebraska bill. It is well 
ane to the country that a great many most 
distinguished and patriotic.statesmen, belonging 
to both the great parties of the country—the 
Whig and the Democratic. party—believed that 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was an 
injudicious measure; that it was not demanded 
by public opinion, as uttered through the public 
press; by the Legislative Assemblies in any of 
the States, or by the people in their primary as- 
emblies, or'otherwise; that it was calculated to 
violate an- important: principle of both the two 
greal parties, as-declared by their platforms laid 
down at.their:.Baltimore conventions of 1852, 
which was, that :the slavery agitation should be 
finally settled bythe- compromise measures of 


| but it was an crror. My intentions were wholly mi 


į now transferred to history. 


1850, and. that. it 


after in Congress or out of: 
whatever. 


she yuld not be.-reopened: there 
ndg pretense 


mise act, FAS. m 
-the Kansas and Nebraska bill, 
last. Congress,- ik a E tah 

A. bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska, 
modeled after the Utah. and New Mexico bills of 
1850, was introduced, during. the Thirty-Second 
Congress, by. my,then colleague from the St. 
Joseph district, [Mr. HaLL,] passed this body, 
and received here and in the Senate the sanction 
and support of the entire delegation from Missouri. 
I repeat, that the opinion that the unexpected and 
uncalled-for effort to repeal the ‘* Missouri com- 
promise” would revive the slavery agitation with 
renewed ficrceness, which I honestiy entertained 
and frankly expressed, was held and expressed 
by many distinguished national statesmen of both 
the great partics, among them the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] it will be 
seen, by referring to the speech made by 
during the pendency of the Kansas and Nebr 
controversy, that he expressed his deep regret 
that any motion should have been made to repeal 
the Missouri compromise act, saying that at the 
time that it was passed, it gave peace and quiet 
to the country; and that all useful and beneficial 
objects could have been accomplished without its 
repeal. 1 will refer to that speech, for £ well re- 
member it. Ie uses this language: 

“ Mr. President, I have not withheld the expression of 
my regret elsewhere, nor shall I withhold it here, that.this 
question of repeal of the Missouri compromise, which 
opens all the disputed points connecied with the subject of 
congressional action upon slave nthe Territorios of the 
United States, has been brought before us, 1 do not think 
the practical a ut from the measure will 
outweigh the injury ng fated to accompany 
the discussion of this s rv, ix sure 

sion from 


passed during the 


extension of slavery; for leg : 
power can establish it in the regions defined by thes 
And such were th ntiments of two eminent patr 
whose exertions we are greatly indebted for the satisfactory 
termination of the dificulties of 1850, and who have since 

ssed fron their labors, and f trust to their reward. ‘Thus 
ng, I should have been better content had the whole 
n left as it was by the bil when first introduced 
3 or from Mivois, without any provision regard- 
ing the Missouri compromise. lam aware thatit was 
ported that I intended to propose the repeal of that me 


re, 
sunder- 
igu Whatever to take such a step, and 
thus resuscitate a deed of conciliation whicb had done its 
patriot- 


ia 


stood. f had.no aes 


awas bajlowed by 

ciation with t naw 
belonged to a 
tora political tempest which appall 
stin the lend, it had said to the waves 
ofagitation, Pe be stili, and they became still. It would 
have been be: in my opinion not to di rb its slumber, 
as all useful and practic objects could have been attained 
without it. But the question is here without my agency.’ 
Delivered February 20, 1854. 

When I saw it, though I differed from that 
distinguished gentleman on many questions of 
public policy, I yielded. my hearty assent to the 
views which he expressed, and, in the canvass 
which resulted in my election, declared them to 
be sentiments worthy of a patriot and a siates- 
man. I was for standing by the compromise of 
1850 as a “final setilement”’ of the slavery ques- 
tion, and opposed to taking any step that would, 
inits nature and consequences, have the effect of 
reviving the slavery agitation. Tt was predicted 
that the repeal of the Missouri compromise would 
have the effect of reopening the slavery agitation, 
as such procedure was in violation of the plat- 
form of the Whig party, to which I belong, and 
of the Democratic party, and was entixely un- 
necessary for any practical or useful end what- 
ever. 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. [Cries of ‘Go on!”’] ff there is no 
objection, the gentleman will proceed with his 
remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PORTER. "Mr. Clerk, I was decided: in 
the expression of my opinion on the subject at 
the time the first movement. was made in the 
Senate of the United States, during-the pendency 
of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. I believe that 
Judge Doveras took: the true ground in his first 
| report. It was that of opposition to introducing 


work, and donc it well, and w 
ism, by success. and by its 


tion; andin tbe mi 
the wisest and firn 


3] Sir, they were opposed to the repeal |} es 
of the eighth section.of the < Migsouri-compro- |] 
’ which.was made part andr parcel of- 


| 


i ê i 
but that the departure.: 
the feature which sought 
disturb. the legislation. 
injudicious and. uncalled fo 
ment. atthe South; thatit: 
the people everywhere; and calo 
nature aud- inevitable. tendency; to teo 
slavery agitation, and do. a thousand-fold 3 
mischief than the repeal of ‘the resi V 
do good to any section, North or South. 

But that bill was introduced and. passed. by: 
the Senate, with the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise in it.. It came to this body. If Tvecol- 
lect right, the opportunity. of making any amend- 
ments to. the bill was. virtually. denied by: the. 
parliamentary tactics resorted toin the House. 

f I had been a member, and had had the ppor- 
tunity, L would have proposed the amendment of 
the bill, so as to make ils provisions conform to 
the Utah and New Mexico acts—as ‘it did: when 
first reported in the Senate—so.that it would 
have been silent on the question of the existence. 
or non-existence of slavery therein by law; leay- 
ing, to use the language of the Progident’s last 
message ‘‘ the dormant letter of the. statute’? ag 
it was left by our fathers of 1820, among whom 
was tho illustrious and lamented Clay, whom my. 
eloquent colleague [Mr. Canurners] so properly. 
characterizes as the great champion of the Whig 
party. If I had failed to have the provisions of 
the bill conform to those of the Utah and New 
Mexico bill, T would have voted, as my colleagues 
now here did, for the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
notwithstanding what I regarded to be an inex- 
pedient and objectionable feature in’ it; because 
as a western man, interested in the prosperity of: 
the great West and of our common country, I 
felt that the speedy organization of those: Terri- 
tories, lying on our western borders; was a matier 
of strict justice to Missouri; wasa matter which 
was calculated to confer immense bencfits and ad- 
vantages not only on Missouri, Arkansas, and. 
Towa, and the entire tier of western States, but. 
on the entire Union—especially in view of the 
fact that it had a direct and necessary connection 
with the success "of a great national measure, 
the ‘* Central Pacific railroad,” then projected, 
and which was an important question .then ex- 
citing the attention of our ablest statesmen, of 
the American people, and of the Government of 
the United States. 

On the same principle that I opposed the re- 
opening of the slavery agitation, which unhappily 
took place on the passage of the Kansas-Nebras- 
ka billfrom the cause above adverted to, some of 
the bitter fruits of which we are at this time tast- 
ing, [would now oppose any attempt to amend, 
or modify, or change the Kansas and Nebraska 
act. Lam opposed to slavery agitation. I believe 
it to be the greatest aad most portentous evil of our 
Republic. I believe it to be one of the most fruit- 
ful sources of mischief to our common country, 
and of danger to our glorious Union. I am there- 
fore opposed, as is my honorable. friend from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLLER,]} to any attempt to 
modify or change that bill, and thus revive, as 
might be the case, and increase, to an indefinite 
extent, the agitation of the slavery questien, Tn 
the sentiments expressed by the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Furrer] I 
fully and cordially concur, to the extent of oppo- 
sition to slavery agitation; and, like him, I would 
vote against the restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise restriction. : 

'Thatis the position of the gentleman from Penn: 
sylvania, as he publicly and solemnly. Avows 
it, While originally opposed in. good. faith. to 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise restric- 
tion, like the distinguished Senator have quoted, 
and many other bold and. trūc and conservative 
statesmen, whose speeches I could quote if time 
allowed,—like them, he is opposed to any attempt 
to reinstate that compromise. Let the legislation 
of 1854 stand, as the legislation of 1820. and 1850 
ought to have- stood, for weal or for woe.: Let 
the bitter sectional strife which now. rages in 
our country, and manifests itself in the halls of 
legislation, to the impediment of. the public Dusi- 
ness and the reproach of our-free institutions, be 
allayed... Let peace once.more be restored to.our: 


’ 


January 9,. 


borders, as it avas-prior to the legislation. of 1854. 
And when it is restored, sir; leta monument, like 
that ofthe fabled-god “ Terminus,”’ be-erected 
to. peace, between the two great sections of. the 
Union, “ never to be thrown down!”?.: Let. there 
be no-revival or increase of sectional jealousies! 


Let. thera.reign an’ eternal. peace between the’ 


membersof our great American family of States! 

This is what the gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
[my-friend My.-Forrer,] in substance, most.elo- 
quently and feelingly-says. ..I care not what-his 
antecedents. may: have been... He may have been 
opposed to.the repéal of the Missouri compro- 
mise; but that isa thing now numbered. among 
the'things that were. What statesmen. have to 
do with, and what it behooves them to attend to, 
is the present and the future. I believe him to be 
an honorable and a reliable man—a man who 
will stand firmly to his avowed principles.. When 
he- tells me:that if a bill were introduced for the 
restoration of the Missouri compromise, he would 
vote-against it because he is opposed to reviving 
or. continuing the slavery agitation, then I can 
say to-him, that for all practical purposes, he and 
1, as well as he and my worthy colleagues, are 
together on that subject. Iam opposed to any 
agitation for. a restoration of the 
promise; and we are practically, therefore, upon 
the same ground, so far as that is concerned. 
The gentleman may have regretted, as I regretted, 
the movement that resulted in the repeal of that 
measure, which had the sanction of the illus- 
“trious Clay and of the great men of the South 
in 1820, and that restored peace to a distracted 
country, and saved the Union, (as was then be- 
lieved. by the great men of the South,) which 
was imperiled by the slavery agitation of that 
period. A 

But, Mr. Clerk, the great practical question at 
last in regard to the Kansas-Nebraska bill is this: 
in a very short time, probably before another 
Congress shall be elected and convened, Kansas 
will have the ‘requisite population to entitle her 
to admission into this Union. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania declares that he would admit 
her into the Union without regard to the ques- 
tion whether she has slavery in her constitution 
or not. Upon that great practical issuc—the only 
practical one, 1 submit to this Fouse, involved 
in this Kansas-Nebraska question—my colleague 
(Mr. Caruruens] himself admits that the gen- 
tileman from Pennsylvania occupies sound and 
proper ground, and he ‘thanks him’? for declar- 
ing himself in favor of that great republican prin- 
ciple which is dear to me, as it ought to be dear 
to every friend of the Union. ‘Thon, for all prac- 
tical purposes, although a northera man, like the 
distinguished gentleman from [lnois, [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON,]| he stands upon the broad basis cf the 


Constitution, guarantying to all the Territories | 


of this Union the right to come into the Union 


issouri com- | 


when they have the requisite population, upon | 


the simple condition that they have republican 
constitutions, and apply for admission with such 
constitutions, without regard to whether they 
have one kind of domesiic institutions or an- 
other, that being a question to be settled by the 
people of the Territory and by them alone. As 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania stands upon 
that great principle, and is as sound upon that 
question as any other member upon this floor, I 
should consider that I was acting ungratefully to 


him, and unjustly to my own section, if I were to | 


withhold my support from him because, in some 
of his opinions and views in regard to the ab- 
stract question of slavery, he differed from my- 
self or from a majority of the people of my sec- 
tion. I should consider that I was dealing most 
unjustly by him and by that“section.. He is 
entitled to credit and gratitude instead of being 
censured for daring, in the face of any fanatical 
prejudice that may exist, if any, in his own dis- 
trict, in relation to slavery, to come up boldly and 
manfully and take his stand in favor of the con- 
stitutional rights of the South involved in this 
question. And, sir, after the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania made this frank and manly declara- 
tion of his principles—that declaration which, for 
all peel purposes, placed him on ground as 
high, as reliable and tenable as is occupied by 
any southern Representative upon this floor—the 
organ. of the Administration, to which I stand 
opposed upon this floor, the Washington Union, 
indorsed the gentleman’s doctrines, and pro- 


nounced him, in-substance; sound upon the ques- 

tion of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
Sir, as was very properly said b 

colleagues, who first addressed the House, [Mr. 
KenseTT,] E have no unfriendly fceling towards 
the distinguished gentleman who is the nomince 
of the Democrats. He is my neighbor, and a 
nearer neighbor to me than he is to my colleague. 
T know. him well. -I had the honor of serving with 
him inthe Thirty-Second Congress. Iesteem him 
asa gentlenian and-a statesman of large and liberal 
views. - Heisa western man in his sentiments 
| and principles; and, if I am correctly informed in 
| regard to his former course, is in favor of that great 
Whig measure—the. improvement of rivers and 
| harbors by the General Government. © He stands 
| upon the same ground as Mr. Foizer upon that 
question. IfI felt.at liberty to.choose a Speaker 
out of the Democratic party, I should prefer him 
to any other Democrat upon thisfloor; butin many 
| views of public policy I differ with that gentle- 
man. He is a supporter of this Administration, 
andvas put forward as such, as I understand. 
Twas elected to this House as a national Whig, 
l and as an opponentof the present Administration 
| of the Federal Government. Then, sir, how can 
I, consistently with my duty to my constituents 
who sent me here as the Representative of a dis- 
trict which is strongly Whig—having a Whig 
majority of from seven hundred to one thousand, 
| and myself elected by some twelve hundred and 
| eighty majority against a distinguished Adminis- 
| tration Democrat—how could 1,in justice to my- 

self and to my constituents, andasatrue and just 
man, come here and cast my vote, from first to 
last, for the candidate of the Administration party 
upon this floor? 


duced to vote for the gentleman from Illinois. I 
might vote for him in opposition to a man who is 
| opposed to the admission of Kansas into the 

nion with a constitution recognizing slavery if 
she chooses to form such a constitution; I might 
{do it in opposition to a man in favor of contin- 
; uing the agitation of the slavery question for the 


E might vote for him in opposition to a man hold- 
ing those views and sentiments. I might have 
| voted, and would cheerfully have voted for the 
gentleman from Ilinois in such an alternative, if 
I had been reduced to that alternative, but I have 
not yet been reduced to it. When my colicague, 
or any other gentleman, can demonstrate to me 
that ean defeat Mr. Banks, or any nominee of 
| the Republican caucus entertaining similar views, 
| twill as cheerfully as any man upon this floor 


| feating a man entertaining those views and senti- 
ments, because I believe them to be in violation 
of the Constitution of my country, of the peace 
of the States, and of all the interests we ought to 
hold mostdear. But that alternative is not before 
us. All the votes which the friends of Mr. FuL- 


cast for Mr. Ricnarpson would not elect him, 
| and, therefore, in voting for him now, or at any 


|: time since we met, I should simply be placing 


i myself in the attitude of coming here asa Whig, 
and an opponent of the Administration—clected 
as such in August, 1854—and casting my vote 
without attaining any practical end for a Demo- 
cratand a supporter of the Administration. Ido 
not choose to involve myseif in such an inconsist- 
iency as that. And I know my generous and 
; enlightened constituents do not expect, and would 
not ask me to do it. That is my justification, 
and I consider it a full and complete justification 
in regard to my course upon this matter. 
Gentlemen have said that the Whig party, as a 
party, is dead. It may be so in some localities, 
but La 
| State which I have the honor, in part, to repre- 


glorious flag—that flag which, in times past, has 
been borne aloft by a host of illustrious statesmen 
who from time to time have shed luster on our 
annals. I say that flag is not pulied down, butis 
yet floating in the breeze, andso long as I find it 
| floating, with the great national, patriotic, con- 
| Servative principles of the Whigs of 1840, °44, 
748, and °52 inscribed upon it, though some of its 
i Stars may he ‘‘ erased, ”” and some of its * stripes”? 
| be “ polluted,” shall still be found rallying under 


its “ample folds.” 


one of my | 


Under certain circumstances, I might be in- | 


purpose of restoring the Missouri compromise. | 


i vote for Mr. Ricnarpson for the purpose of do- | 


LER now voting for him, as all of us know, could | 


ssure gentlemen that the Whig party of the | 


! sent, has not hauled down its time-honored and j 


But, Mr. Clerk, whatever change may. take 
place in its organization, however. many may 
prove recreant to the organization .or- principles 
of that-party, the great principles and measures 
of that party still remain and ‘still live,” and I 
trust wii live forever; for, sir, they: are sacred 
to the cause- of constitutional freedom, and ‘the 
purity and: success of our representative system 
of Government. In casting my suffrage for aspir- 
ants. for ‘political ‘station, who have control of 
political power here or elsewhere, I shall cast it 
for those who most strongly and most sincerely 
believe in, and faithfully-practice, the doctrines" 
and principles of the Whig party. In pursuance 
of that determination, I have cast:my votes for 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
as an advocate of those principles and doc- 
trines—as one who is still true to them in their 
whole length and breadth. T shall cast my vote 
for him, because I know him to be an able, an 
honorable man, and one competent for the posi- 
tion to which I desire to see him elected. 

I have said, Mr. Clerk, all I intended to say in 
explanation of the course which I have taken. E 
vote for Mr. FuLLER, because his position on the 
slavery question is sound, national, and conserva- 
tive; because he is a Whig in his principles, and 
views of public policy; and I vote against Mr, 
Ricuarpson because he is a Democrat, a warm 
supporter of the present Administration, and be- 
cause some of his views and principles of public 
policy, as well as his party affinities, differ from 
my own. 

The call of the roll was then completed, and 
the result announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McMULLIN, (at nine o’clock p. m.) 
I move that the FIouse do now adjourn, and upon 
thet I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I demand tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kyieur and 
Maxws uz were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported, ayes 25, nocs 121. So the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn until Saturday at 
twelve o’clook, m. Upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays, and call for tellers upon the ycas and 
nays. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Eraermnen 
and TuorineTon were appointed. 

The House was divided, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 20, noes 110. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question then recurred on Mr. ETHER- 
icE’s motion to adjourn over; and it was not 
agreed to. à 

[Loud cries of ‘Call the rol 1°] 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, it must be very 
obvious to gentlemen here 

Mr. ENGLISH, (interrupting.) I rise toa 
question of order. What question is the gentle- 
man from Virginia speaking to? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I move to rescind that un- 
constitutional and unnecessary resolution, limit- 
ing debate to ten minutes: and on that question E 
ask to be heard. Mr. Clerk, I need not say to this 
House that I am in favor of an organization, if it 
can be effected to-night, or at any other period, 
on fair and equitable and just terms. 

But, sir, the House has indulged some gentle- 
men here to-night, in speaking not only ten min- 
utes, but twenty, thirty, and some almost an 
hour; while it has refused to other gentlemen 
that privilege. I submit, therefore, whether gen- 
tlemen should not, in justice to themselves, re- 
peal that unnecessary and useless ten-minute rule. 
If we are to have electioneering speeches, such 
as we have had here to-night, having reforence 
to the approaching presidential election, I sub- 
mit to gentlemen whether it is not better to repeal 
that rule, and let us go to work in good faith, 
andmake speeches with a view to the next pres- 
idential election. I ask the attention of gentle- 
men of the House to the fact that, while the gen- 
teman from Kentucky, [Mr. Tarsorr]—a gen- 
tleman here for the first time—proposed to address 
the House for the first time this session, he was 
voted down under this ten-minute rule, and the 


‘House refused to let him go on. And yet, there- 


after, gentlemen were permitted to speak for 
twenty, thirty, and some forty minutes. I sub- 
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mit, therefore; that gentlemen’ should act consist- 


ently in the matter. I voted for that ten-minute 
rule, and now I am ready to vote against it. 

J submit the motion, therefore, ‘to rescind that 
rule, not for the purpose of consuming time, but 1 
do so in good faith, hoping ‘that the House will 
take the same view of the matter as I do. 1 have 
so much respect for the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Quitman] who made the mo- 
tion to establish this rule, that I absolutely, in 
opposition to my own better judgment, was in- 
duced to go with that gentleman. I hope. that 
the distinguished gentleman who submitted the 
proposition in- good faith, for the purpose of 
effecting the organization of the House, will, now 
that he sees the rule disregarded and ridden over 
by the House, go with me in the effort to rescind 
the rule, so as to give every man who desires to 
be heard a fair chance to be. heard, without. the 
necessity of throwing himself on the courtesy of 
the House. 

I again appeal to the Democracy. I want the 
Democracy to tell me what they are to effect for 
themselves, for the Democratic party, and for the 
country, by this extraordinary system of bad 
legislation. I ask them, what are they to effect ? 
In all my experience in legislation, I have never 
before seen such a course resorted to by gentle- 
men who go for the largest possible liberty of 
debate. We are not only gagged by the ten- 
minute rule, but gentlemen are now endeavoring 
to.starve us into action at variance with the prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party. j 

I hope, sir, that the gentleman who introduced 
this ten-minute rule will—now that it has been 
so repeatedly violated—vote with me for its re- 
scinding. want to have a vote on my motion 
to rescind, and 6n tbat motion I should like to 
have the yeasand nays. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to lay the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia upon the 
table, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I demand the yeas and 
nays upop that, and tellers upon the yeas and 
nays, 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerrr and 
Norron were appointed. 

The qacation was put;and the tellers reported— 
ayes 14, noes92, —' 

So (one fifth not having voted in the afirma- 
tive) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
to lay on the table, and, being taken » was carried 
in the affirmative. 

So the motion was laid on the table. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, and demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. PELTON, 
yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PELTON and 
‘Wins Low were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 21, noes 104. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

My. ETHERIDGE., I demand tellers on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Savacr, and 
Wasupurn of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the Houserefused 
to adjourn, the tellers having reported—ayes 30, 
noes 96. 

[Loud cries of ‘ Call the roll !’7] 

á Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, obtained the 
oor. 

The CLERK. Mr. Arev. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on 
Saturday next. 

Mr. NORTON. Irise to a question of order. 
There was a response; and during the call of the 
roll, | maintain that the gentleman from Kentucky 
has-no right to move an adjournment over. 

The CLERK. The response was not heard 
at thë Clerk’s desk; but the gentleman from 
Kentucky had the floer before the call of the roll 
was commenced. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and | 
nays on my motion. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE.. AndI demand tellers on | 
the yeas and Hays. : 


I demand tellers upon the 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Laxe and 
Sarr were appointed- - 


Mr. NORTON. :-Lwould inquire -wl 
in order. to. make. these motións to 
siete Succession ?. e oes se Fess: 
The CLERK. -There is nothing in the Con- 
stitution to prevent the. repetition of the motion: 
to: adjourn. SAE o e E 
The tellers reported seventeen. as voting that 
the yeas and nays be-ordered.. . 

Ar. TODD.. -I riseto a question of order.. One 
fifth-of a quorum is necessary to order the yeas 
and-nays,and seventeen. is not one fifth of a quo- 
rum; therefore the yeas and nays are not ordered, 
and. there is no necessity for continuing the count. 

The CLERK. . Under the Constitution, one 
fifth of a quorum is not required to order the yeas 
and nays, but one fifth of those present. 

The question was taken, and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered; the tellers having reported— 
ayes 17, noes 104. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
call of the House. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I demand the yeas 
nays, and tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The Clerk appointed’ Messrs. Morean ant 
Banxspare to act as tellers. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 11, noes 90. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I call for tellers on the 
motion. s 

The Clerk appointed the same gentlemen tellers. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 10, noes 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BOWIE moved to rescind the ten-minute 
rule, and addressed the House at some length, | 


I move that there be a 


He has withheld his remarks for revision. [They 


will appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. k: having concluded— 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and upon that I asx the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. McMULLIN, 
yeas and nays. . 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 

and Cumpack were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 25, noes 102. 

So the yeas and nays were refused, not one 
fifth voting in favor thereof. 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
adjourn, and it was decided in the negative. 

he question then recurred upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Bowir] to 
rescind the ten-minute rule; and, being put, it was 
decided in the negative. 

Mr. SNEED. [move that the House do now 
adjourn, and upon that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wricut, of | 
Tennessee, and PrincLe were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 47; more than one fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
36, nays 159; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Boyce, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Cox, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Henry M. fuller, Harrison, 
Keitt, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Millson, Millward, Moore, Orr, Paine, 
Porter, Ready, Savage, Willian R. Smith, Snecd, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Wheeler, and GZollicoffer—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Baf- 
fington, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Camphell, Caskie, Chatfee, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamsoa R. W. Cobb, Coifax, Com- 
ins, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrel, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Donn, Durfee, Edmundson, Emrie, English, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, 
Robert B. Hall, Hartan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Holloway, T. R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, Howard, Hugnston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Max- 
well, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oti- 
ver, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim 


I demand tellers upon the 


mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, 


jaon; Va 
Wa ie RE nln 
bume; Israel Wi 
Hams; Winslow; Wood. 
Wright, andJobn¥, W 
Pending thecal ofthe: re 
Mr, DAVIDSON (whenh > 
said: Before I-vote;: Mr. Clerk, Fask 
formed-how many votes Mr. Rrcnands 
the last-ballot? . poe ET 
The CLERK: | Sixty-seven: : 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Wel, then, as that is seven 
votes short of the vote given by the Democratie: 
party—the immortal seventy-four—and.as it ds: 
well understood by those who knew methat there 
is no better party man living than Lam, that Igo! 
to caucuses and abide by caucuses++I- consider’ 
that, on this occasion, it is neccessary that I should 
give the reason why I vote in favor-of adjourn-: 
ing. tod 
Members of my party have gone into caucus, 
and determined to "remain here during.the night, 


oN hi 


i and to-morrow, and to an indefinite time, soas 


to effect the election of a Speaker. -After doing 

that, some seven of them have paired off—taken-a 

comfortable way of voting—instead of remaining 

here, with a view of solving the problem, ot 

whether a man may be forced, by physical ability 

or inability, to determine that which the mind will 

not authorize them to determine. As I havebcen 
always opposed to tests. in -physical ability or 
inability, and as I desire to. be placed fair “with 

al those gentlemen of my party, and finding that, 
no combination of circumstances on God’s earth ` 
would induce me for a moment to vote for any 

man but Mr. Ricuarnpson, and feeling that every 

other honorable gentleman of this House is actu- 

ated by at least as equally honorable sentiments 

asl am—aside from fanaticism—I do not sup- 

pose that, after cleven o’clock, any election of 

Speaker can be effected I shall therefore vote for 

the adjournment, and assume the responsibility 
of so voting. 

Mr. SNEED. My colleague, Mr. Smita, of 
Tennessee, being unwell, has paired off with 
Mr. Rircaus, of Pennsylvania, and has desired 
me to say so, in the event of another call of the 
roll. 

After the announcement of the vote, there were 
loud cries of ‘ Call the roll!” 

Mr. SNEED. I hold in my hand, Mr. Clerk, 
a resolution which it has been my purpose, ‘for 
some three or four weeks past, to offer to. the: 
serious consideration of this House: I should’ 
have preferred that some gentleman of experience 
here had offered this resolution, at-whose pre- 
sentation it would be more likely to have met 
with a favorable result; but it seems that no other 
gentleman will press seriously the resolution. 
Before declaring what this resolution is, I will 
say that Í desire not to trespass on the indulgence 
of the House, nor do Lask the favor of being 
heard beyond the rule. But upon some suitable.: 
occasion—and an early one, I hope—it is my de=- 
sire to speak in response to at least two addresses 
which have been made reflecting upon the Amer- 
ican party. Imean the speeches of the Hon. 
Hower Cons, of Georgia, and of my colleague, 
Mr. Smrrn. With these parenthetical remarks 
as to my intentions, Į desire to say that I have 
thought all along—since the contest has been 
shown to be a continuous one, and likely to be 
a bitter and violent one—that the dignities and 
proprietics of the House of Representatives ought 
to be presided over by a member of our own body 
—by a gentleman who had received the popular 
sanction to be here. And I think, sir, that the 
scenes to-day, on more than one occasion, should. 
have carried this conclusion to every gentleman 
who consults his own respectability asa part of - 
this constituent assembly. A gentleman from 
among ourselves presiding here would be respect- 
ed more, in the first place; and inthe next place, 
would have the rights which I desire to see exer- 
cised over this House. A 

With these remarks, and with the additional one 
that the promptness of my own will would, at‘an 
earlier period. of our meeting, have induced me to 
select an ex-official to. preside over this -House,-T- 
will say that.as things have transpired here,-and 
as a name has been presented of a gentleman who 
is, I am sure,eminently fitted to preside over this 
House, I: will not stop to. inqutre-whether that 
gentleman agrees with me in-politics, or whether 
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as not.even offered: insult: to: the: Order of 
eh Tavew-myself, with pride;a member. The 
selection of a name different from the one. which 
was selected. when the subject. was: up before 
might seem invidious, and Ido -not wish-to lay 
wyselfopén to that charge: I therefore move that 
James: Li Orr, of. South: Carolina,’ be. requested 
to preside as temporary Chairman untila Speaker 
be elected; and. on:that proposition I: demand. the 
yeas and nays. ee 

Mr, COLFAX. -$ -move.a:‘substitute for that: 
strike; out- all: after: the word ‘resolved,’ and 
insert the following: i 
` “Phat Messts. BANKS, RICHARDSON, and FULLER De- in- 
vited to preside. temporarily. as,Chairmeén. of this: House, as 
they may mutually agree, until a Speaker.be elected. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the whole subject:on the table. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL, (at eleven 
p.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SNEED. What would.be the position of 
the question, if Icall for the previous question? 
‘Would it be to cut off allamendments, and bring 
the House to a vote on my motion? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Sneen] will bearin mind, that after the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana, (Mr. Coxrax,] the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Wasrisurn] moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. That is the motion now before 
the Elousce. 

Mr, PAINE. On that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAINE, I wish to ask whether, if this 
resolution is laid upon the table, it will be in order 
to ask a division of the question upou the amend- 
ment, so that the question shall be first taken upon 
striking out? x 

Mr. SNEED. Ifthe gentleman from North 
Carolina will allow me, I will relieve the gentle- 
man and the House from any difficulty that my 
resolution may have involved them in; F withdraw 
the resolution. [Cries of“ Call the roll !??] 

Mr. PAINE. I submit the following resolu- 
tion for the consideration of the House; and I 
hope it will be adopted: 

Resolved, That, until Saturday next at twelve o’clock, 
m, nO motion to adjourn, or to take a recess, shall be in 
order, Wiless a Speaker shail, before that time, be elected, 


I move to lay 


Now, sir, I desire to say that no member of 
this House is less disposed than I am to do any- 
thing that would be unpleasant to a single indi- 
vidual here. But it seems that one party hore is 
determined that an adjournment shall not take 
place untila Speaker has been elected. By two 
successive trials, a large majority of the House 
have shown that opposition to an adjournment. 
L have therefore olinrod this: resolution for the 
purpose of cutting off these repeated motions to 
adjourn, when it is evident the Elouse will not 
entertain or vote for them. l want to sec the 
purpose carried out to its legitimate result. I did | 
not come here with the expectation that any man, 
invested as a Representative of any portion of | 
these United States, would be called on to go into 
an exhibition of physical ability; but it seems that 

: we are to be put to that test. Now, I should like 
to know, in order that I may make up my mind 
as to what I have to endure, whether the intention | 
is ta be carried out in good faith. I therefore 
hope, if a majority of the House are opposed to 
an adjournment until a Speaker is elected, that 
they will act in good faith, and adopt. the reso- 
lution. I submit the resolution, and call for the 
previous question upon it. 

Mr, BOCOCK. T would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he include in his resolution the prep- 
osition that no motion to take a recess shall be in 
order. 

Mr. PATNE. That is in the resolution. 

Mr. BOWIE. Now, Mr. Clerk, I believe 1 |} 
have the floor? 

The CLERK. No debate is in order while 
the motion for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. PAINE. Upon consultation with friends | 
around me, I will for the present withdraw my 
resolution. | 

Mr. SNEED. I now renew the resolution 
offered by me some minutes since, and demand 
the previous question upon it, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to lay 


Mr. SNEED. T have not:yielded the floor... 

| The CLERK... No debate is in order pending: 
the.cail for the previous question. — f 
{Much disorder and. .confasion preyailed in- -the 

Hall] i 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I call for the yeasandnays 
upon laying: the resolution upon the table. 
Mr. PECK. Irise to.a question of order. I 
submit. that it is not in order to move to lay the 
‘motion for-the previous. question upon the table. 

The CLERK... The effect of the motion would 
be.to carry the-resolution with it to the table. 

Mr. BOWIE: :Ewant to see this House or- 
ganized... [Laughter,.and.cries of ‘‘ Order!’’]_ I 
am discussing a question of order. [Loud calls 
to order, and great confusion.]° What 1s the ques- 
tion of order? a 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Maryland 
will allow the Clerk to say, that a motion has 
been made to.lay the resolution upon the table, 
which motion is not debatable. The Clerk -is 
entirely powerless to preserve ‘order unless gen- 
tho of the House will assist him. He appeals 
to the House to aid him in preserving order. The 
question is upon laying the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina upon the table, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been demanded. ` 

The yeas and hays were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and the motion 
decided in the negative—yeas 100, nays 101; as 
follows: : 

YLAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Breaton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Cunpbell,Chafive, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damreil, Timotby Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Umric, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Rall, 
Harlan, Harrison, Wickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugiston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearee, Pelon, 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘odd, 
Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwatader ©. Washbarne, Elihu B. Washburne, fsracl 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrufl, Woodworth, 
and Zollicoffer—100, i 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwala- 
der, John P, Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Eliott, Baglish, Mtheridge, Bustis, Faulkner, Florence, 
Henry M. Falter, Thomas J, D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Tall, J. Morrisou Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
‘Thomas L. Haris, Haven, Herbert, Hofiman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Lake, 
Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl 
S, Marshall, Maxwell, MeMultin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Pisclps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Rutin, Rust;Sandidge, Savage, 
Seott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
‘Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Warner, 
Watkins, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B Wright, 
and Jolm V. Wright—101. 

So the IIouse refused to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WADE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Briss, in consequence of ill health, had paired off 
with Mr. Henpiry S. Bennerr for the night. 

Mr. QUITMAN (when his name was called) 
said: Before I give my vote, I desire to say that, 
since the gentleman from Meryiand [Mr. Bowie] 
has exhausted almost every subject that has occu- 
i pied the attention of the House since the session 
commenced, in connection with the election of 
Speaker, and since my friend from Virginia [Mr. 


| MceMuiur] has spoken fully upon the subject of 


the ten-minutes rule, I simply take occasion to 


| say, that hereafter I shall call any gentleman to 


order who exceeds the ten minutes to which he 
is entitled under the rule.. I shall call any man to 
order, whether friend or foe. [Cries of ** That’s 
right!’ “Good ae I simply give this notice 
now, in order that I may not be considered guilty 
of partiality. i 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand the 
yeas and nays on ordering the main question to 
be now put. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I rise to a privileged 
question. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. [Cries of “No! no’?’] 


The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered on ordering 


that resolution upon the table. 


| the main question to be now put. 


f 


} 


| could be claimed. 


n Mr. MEACHAM, 
-amendment? i : 
The CLERK. Itis not. 
-Mr MEACHAM. | The previous question has 
not: been ordered... i 

-The CLERK. -It has. been seconded; and the 
question is now on ordering the main question to 
be now. pute: "ag : 

` The question was then-put, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 92, nays 106; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, ‘Bell, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Jolin 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman; Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb; Cox, Davidson, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry. M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, 
Tiaven, Herbert, Hoffman; Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, : Maxwell, Me- 
Muhin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, Millward, Moore, 
Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, ‘faylor, Tripps, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Warner, 
Watkins, Wheeler, Williains, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Jom V. Wright—-92. ; 

NAYS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis. D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Culten, Cumback, Daimrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, 
Etheridge, Piagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thom- 
as R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Ioward, Hughston, 
Kelsoy, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike; Pringle, 
Purviance, Reade, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William R. smith, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘lappan, Thorington, "Thurston, 
Todd, Trafion, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zoliicoffer—106. 

So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion should not be now put. 

Pending the call of the roll— . 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Clerk, I desire’ to state, 
as I have the right to do, the reasons for my vote. 
I will occupy but a few moments. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I will make the point of 
order that, in a procecding under the previous 
question, no debate is in order. 

Mr. COLFAX. In answer to that point of 
order 1 will state that the honorable gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Qurrman] was allowed to 
speak in regard to a question which was not pend- 
ing, during a call of the roll on the recent mo- 


-Is the: resolution. open to 


| tion to lay on the table. 


The CLERK. It has been tho usage to allow 
gentlemen to explain their votes during the call 
of the roll, and the gentleman will proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. COLFAX, Mr. Clerk, then, if I amin 
order, I desire to say afew words, not so much 
to the TIouse as to the people who are anxiously 
watching every movement here. It became my 
duty, or at least I felt it to be so, a week since, 
when a proposition similar to the one now under 
consideration was introduced, to set forth what 
in my judgment would be the legitimate results 
of the adoption of. that resolution by this body, 
and I predicted then that, if the gentleman from 
South Carolina was placed in the Chair tempo- 
rary, he would be retained there permanently. 
The gentleman from. Tennessee [Mr. Sneen] 
again presents the resolution this evening. He is 
asouthern, or, asit is generally called, a “ twelfth 
section American.’’ I immediately proposed, as 
I did on a former occasion, an amendment, that 
the three gentlemen who have been respectively 
voted for as candidates for the speakership should 
be invited to act as temporary chairmen, to pre- 
side alternately over our. deliberations as hey 
might mutually agree, until a Speaker was elected. 
This, in my opinion, was as magnanimous as 
It was a proposition from the 
majority to place the two minorities, whose 
united vote only equals ours, each upon an equal 
footing with the Republicans; and yet, by the 
sharp tactics of my friend from Tennessce, it was 
refused, and no vote allowed to be taken uponit, 
he first withdrawing his resolution, which caused. 
my amendment to fall with it, and then reoffering 
it, and calling the previous question before he took 
his seat, so as to cut off the unpalatable amend- 


ment. 


1856: 


What has passed in this Hall forthe past few. 
weeks, Mr. Clerk? There. have-been ‘offered 
from this side of the House, atfive'several times, 
plurality resolutions, as. means by which this 
entanglement might promptly be'settled and an 
organization effected without sacrifice of prin- 
ciple by any one. Who were. the members that 
voted them down? Gentlemen say that they are 
not in alliance with the Democratic party: 

Mr: SNEED, (interrupting.) If no other-gen- 
tleman will, Iwill call the. gentleman to order. -L 
called: for, the previous“ question, . and: that, I 
think, cuts off all debate. — 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam in order. 
few words to say, and I insist. on my right to 
complete my remarks. 

Mr. SNEED. I insist on-my question of 
order. 

The CLERK. The practice of the. House 
has been to allow gentlemen, during a vote, to 
explain their position. The Clerk submits the 
matter to the House for its decision. [Cries of 
“Call the rol? ‘Go on!” ‘ Hear him 
through t°] à 

Mr. COLFAX. Am I to understand that I 
am ruled out’ of. order? 

The CLERK. The Clerk simply states that 
it has: been the practice to permit gentlemen to 
explain their votes during the call of the roll. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then I will proceed. 

Mr. SNEED. I will say with great respect, 
that such has not been the practice on motions 
to adjourn, or on ordering the main question to 
be now put. Ssa. 

The CLERK. Tehas been indulged on mo- 
tions to Jay on the table, and also. on motions to 
adjourn. “(Cries of ‘* Go ahead, then !’’] 

Ir, COLFAX. I will now proceed with my 
remarks. We have offered a plurality resolution 
time after time on this side of the House~—the 
same kind of a resolution under which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cogs] 
was elected Speaker of the House. Though 
that plurality rule once inured to the advantage 
of the Democratic party, a change has now come 
“o'er the spirit. of their dream,” and it is now 
bitterly opposed by that same party. Again, 
while they profess a holy horror for those whom 
hep call Know Nothings, yet, sir, they exhibit 
no tenderness of conscience, no coy reluctance, 
when striking palms with them with a view to 
make war against a foe which seems common to 
both, which is pledged and resolved to use every 
excrtion to prevent the extension of slavery, and 
which regards the great issuc. of freedom as 
paramount to all others. The alliance of the 

emocracy and the southern Know Nothings on 
the votes against the plurality resolutions, which 
would have organized this House inan hour, and 
also on the resolution now pending before us, is 
as perfect as that between England and France. 
Although they may talk of the hereditary hates 
of the past, yet, in actand deed, they are now in 
offensive and defensive alliance. So, in act, and 
vote, and deed, do these minorities war, shoulder 
to shoulder, against the Republicans. What a 
spectacle is presented tous! The gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,]} the chosenchampion 
of the Administration members, voting with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FúLLER,] the 
chosen champion of the national Americans; the 
Democrats and the twelfth-section Know Noth- 
ings side by side! We see the good-natured gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia [Mr. FLornmwcr] voting 
most cordially on this resolution and the plurality 
rule with those whom he has called ‘ Church- 
burners.” “We see the gentleman from Phila- 
delphia, his colleague, [Mr. CapwaLapzr, | voting 
with those whom he says are guilty of rapine 
and of almost every other. crime in the calendar. 
And so on through the whole roll-call, we see 
thé gentlemen who engaged with.so much anni- 
mation in a battle of words making the same 
record in their votes on all the resolutions which 
look towards the organization of the House. 

The proposition was offered by Mr. Syrup, a 
twelftli-section. Know Nothing, that Mr. Orr 
should be selected as chairman to preside over 
our deliberations until a Speaker. was elected. 
To that I proposed an amendment, that the three 
principal candidates for the speakership should 
preside temporarily, each inthis turn. ‘The gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee, in order to get rid of that 
amendment, withdrew his proposition, and with 


I have buta | 


| the. withdrawal of the resolution m; dient 
fell... Immediately afterwards ‘the propositio. 

was renewed by him, and ‘the previous question. 
called on -it before he took ‘his seat, so-that -all 


| longer, and are then: unable tò elect a Speaker, it 
| would be; easy-to force the gentlemen whose votes 
will place. Mr. Orr temporarily in the chair; into 
a sda aga necessity which will justify them, 
though it will not justify any on this side of the 
House, in continuing the gentleman from South: 
Carolina [Mr Onr]in that position permanently. 
I have: indéed been told by distinguished men of 
his own party, and I state, in confirmation of my 
prediction the other day, that if once: put in the 
chair they would insure that he could not be 
ousted, but that he would remain there until the 
end of the session. After all this contention of 
words, this apparent hostility in debate, itappears, 
if the recent vote is a test, that this drama is to 
close by a coalition between the two parties who 
are and have been pretending to war against each 
other—a coalition which is to fill the Speaker’s 
chair with a gentleman acceptable to both of 
them, and to end this contest by a fusion of par~ 
ties, who assume to be hostile, but who, recog- 
nizing slavery as the greatest of all other issues, 
join their exertions to achieve a victory over the 
party of freedom. : 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Conrax] saw fit to speak to 
the House and the country of the extraordinary 
spectacle presented here of the combination be- 
tween the Democratic and the American or Know 
Nothing party; and he individualized the in- 
stances of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
CADWALDER, } and the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cogn,] and he observed that there 
was acollusion between the Democratic party and 
the Native American or Know Nothing party. I 
wish to ask that gentleman whether, to-night, he, 
Black Republican as he is, has not been voting 
ali the time with Mr. Coss and Mr. CADWALADER 
against ogjounmenis? If there is collusion oa 
the one side, there is collusion on the other. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will answer the gentleman 
with great pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, Ihave only ten minutes. 
The gentleman can get the floor when I have con- 
cluded. There is another extraordinary spectacle 
presented. We find Mr, Banks, of Massachusetts, 
amember of the Republican party, and a candi- 
date for the spealership, voting on every inci- 
dental question of order or otherwise, to add to 
the number of votes; but when it comes to the 
vote for the officer to preside over our delibera- 
tions, he has the magnanimity to give himself a 
| half-a-vote by notvoting atall. [Laughter.] That 
is the position of that gentleman. The gentleman 
from South Carolina |Mr. Orr] votes on all prop- 
ositions. 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish to say that I expect to 
vote with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cops] 
on a great many appropriation bills, and a variety 
of other appropriations involving no principle; but 
on the organization of this Elouse and questions 
affecting slavery, directly or indirectly, 1 do not 
intend or expect to vote with that gentleman. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Clerk, as gentlemen have been allowed 
to give their reasons for their votes upon the 
proposition to sustain the previous question, I 
will give my reason for the vote I am about to 
give; and if gentlemen will not make the ap- 
plication, that “a word to the wise is suffi- 
cient,” they may, when I am donc, take the con- 
sequences. As soon as the vote on the motion to 
lay the proposition on the table was announced, 
Į immediately moved an adjournment of this 
House, supposing that every gentleman who 
preferred an adjournment toa temporary Speaker 
would understand my object; but, cither from 
stubbornness, or a want of comprehension, or 
something that is a good deal better and more 
praiseworthy, a good many of those who evince 
so much sensibility about the adoption of that 
resolution voted in accordance with the rules 
previously provided for their own government. 
I have never desired a temporary chairman of 
| this House; and it is due to yourself, Mr. Clerk, 
who. have presided here for weeks, to say that, 
under all circumstances, an-honest effort has been 


| made by yeu to. be impartial to every member, 


-who will enforce such- rules asiwe may. 


opinions: of the: gentleman from Indiana. 


pe of amendment was-cut off. . We: all | harm 
know very well; that if we votefor six weeks- l: 


hour of midnight, we:ought to hay: 


te 
ce: 


our government: “You may: make what. effi 
you can, but- you will be. powerless -to-enfo: 
the rules: of: this. House; and L would say. dis- 
tinctly now, that, as-soon aa the: result. of this. 
vote is announced, I will move.an adjournment;: 
if no other man will do-it; and, if this. Blouse. 
does not adjourn, then I will vote for a temporary, 
chairman. I now:-vote no...’ “ekg WEE 

Mr. CULLEN. . I-would beg leave.to:make'a 
single remark. Sey 

The CLERK. The Clerk would: remind the. 
gentleman that debate is not m-order.: [Cries of 
“ Hear him!” and “ Object!’’]. There.1s:objec- 


Y 


tion, and the gentleman is out of ordets) g seces; 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. 1. hope: the 
gentleman. from Delaware will be allowed ‘to: pro- 
ceed. ; 

Mr. CULLEN. Wehave been invited by the. 
members of the Democratic party.to, this.evening 
session. They have resolved: in caucus that we 
should stay here and sit.it out. T; concur with 
them. I say that they are responsible for the 
organization of this House. Tsay that itis their 
duty to organize this House. Idisclaim.all.asso~ 
ciation or connection with the. Democratie party, 
although T have voted with them on several occa- 
sions. They have urged us and invited us to sit 
here until this matter is settled; I agree to.that. 
Iam willing to stay here to-night and to-morrow, 
and until we die. [Laughter.] Iwant an elec- 
tion. I will not vote for Mr. Orr, although I 
regard him asa gentleman well qualified for the 
position of presiding officer. I am opposed to 
any temporary chairman. I shall vote against 
that gentleman, but not because I have any per- 
sonal objection to him—because I may say he isa 
most honorable and gentlemanly man, and, ong 
well qualified for the station—but because he and 
I differ in political views. [cannot go for him, 
and I shall not go for him. I shall vote only for 
a man who isa member of- the American. party 
—a man who sustains the principles that I-wag 
sent here to support, and who is true to. the great 
principle that ‘Americans shall rule America.”? 
[Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I will not vote forany man who sup- 
pores that resolution of the Democratic caucus. 

never will go for him; I cut myself loose from 
him; I disclaim all connection and association 
with that party. I was sent here to. oppose that 
party, and I go against the whole of them. f 
say, if you place Mr. Orr in that chair, you will 
never get him out of it. [Roars of: laughter] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to say. just-one 
word. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cor- 
rax] was pleased to make a remark in relation to 
myself, complimenting me as a-very good-natured 
man, but putting language in my mouth that I 
never der. I never use offensive. language to 
anybody. I did not agsail the American party as 
«“ Chureh-burners.’’ T referred to matters that 
occurred in the year 1844, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, growing out cf the remarks as to the age 
of the American party made by my colleague, 
[Mr. Broom.] introduced the opinion of a gen- 
tleman, now. a member of the American or Know 
Nothing party—thatis.a word I very seldom use 
—who was a competitor of mine for a seat upon 
this floor last fall; and I quoted his opinion of 
the Native American party of 1844, Tnever-use 
offensive language to any party.of men or-any 
class of men; and I defy proof of that fact. in any 
canvass that I have ever gone through in my dis- 
trict, or in the State of Pennsylvania. 

I am opposed to the. principles of the so-called 
American party. I was opposed to the princi- 
ples of the Native American organization of 1844. 
I declared, as often as I could, my hostility to 
them, without'making use of offensive language. 
I have among them many personal friends, and I 
am- glad to say:that many among them.in Phila- 
delphia are national, and do not coincide ee 

re- 
ferred to that fact the otherday. “ ; 


> Now, as to coalitions, I have been voting with 
the gentleman from Indiana several timesto-night, 
as T supposed, upon principle.’ - I believed that it 
Was just as important to ‘sustain the: principle 


that prompted ‘the resolution ‘of ‘the Democratic | 


éalicus asit was to elect a Speaker} and, acting 
under that impression, T thought Iwas perform- 
ing my duty when T united with ‘him and’ other 
gentlemen, although I felt it was rather an unholy 
alliance. [Laughter] I voteay. 

Mr; HUMPHREY MARSHALL (when his: 
nanie was. called) said: Mr: Clerk, E merely 
desire, in casting the vote I shall now give, to 
make some- reply to the remarks which have 
fallen from ‘the gentleman from. Indiana, [Mr. 
Courax,] who'-charges that the vote just given, 
failing to lay on the table the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Sneep,] 
was evidence to his mind of a coalition here be- 
tween the so-called American party and the Dem- 
ocratic party.. I think, sir, the gentleman has 
gone off upon a trifle as light as.air, and that his 
assertion or charge of a coalition, based upon 
that vote, can carry with it, in the face of the 
facts, no weight to the country. 

“Tt must: be admitted, Mr. Clerk, that, if there 
is any instrumentality that we may ae by which 
order may be preserved in this Hall, by which 
we may-take one step towards that organization 
which itis our duty to effect, it behooves every 
man here to take that step. 
< Upon a former occasion, when a proposition 
was made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL,] to place the honorable member from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] temporarily in the 
chair, I indicated my disposition to accede to 
that proposition, Ido not believe that it would 
have any effect at all upon the election of a 
Speaker of this body; but if the votes which 
have been cast here to-night are indices of the 
determination of two large parties in this body 
that we shall remain here until an organization, 
then we have had evidence that we owe it to our 
own protection to have, by the voice of this 
body, some one in the chair who can inforce 
order; and, by way of bringing this Elouse to a 
by vote ay. 

"Mr. PAINE (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Corrax] was pleased to tell this House, and to 
threaten to tell the country, that because this 
House saw fit, by calling the previous question, 
to deny him the poor privilege of putting his can- 
didate, and our candidate, and the candidate of 
the Democratic party successively in the chair, 
he meant to sound the tocsin of alarm throughout 
this country, that the Democratic party and the 
national’ American party in this House had 
formed a coalition. Į take occasion to say to 
that gentleman—I speak only for mysclf—thatT do 
not desire to see a man who has borne aloft the 
national American banner in this House follow 
to that chair, or even precede to that chair, the 
banner-man of the Democratie party which has 
been so flagrantly unjust and insulting to the na- 
tional American party, or the banner-man of that 
other party which, in my bumble opinion, strikes 
at the peace, and prosperity, and permanence of 
the Onion; but, sir, I am willing to sec any man 
occupy that chair temporarily for the purpose of 
preserving order here in this House. The step 
which we are now about to take, and in which T 
cooperate, has been thrust upon me, as I have no 
doubt it has been thrust upon the national Dem- 
ocrauic party who are acting with me, in spite 
of all our efforts here this evening to rid ourselves 
of this difficulty, Why, sir, the majority here 
have almost gone as far as to intimate their de- 
sire to pass the resolution which I submitted, and 
which { shall submit again at the proper time. - I 
think, then, that it becomes every member of this 
House who desires to preserve order during the 
long period that we shall necessarily be engaged 
in voting for Speaker here, to be willing to see 
that chair occupied temporarily by any member 
of this House, whatever may be his political 
opinions. But I tell you, Mr. Clerk, that this 
right arm shall wither before I will vote for any 
man for Speaker who has insulted the national 
American party. I form no coalitions, sir, with 
any man. I will vote forno man for Speaker of 
this House who has offered a flagrant and unpro- 
voked insult to my constituents, nor will I vote 
forany man who is connected with a party that 
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has offered such an insult, “I am willing, how- 
ever, that the gentleman who has been named in 
that resolution shall occupy the chair ‘tempora- 
rily for ‘the purpose of preserving order. © These 
are my sentiments, and I will vote for the main 
uestion.. I vote ay. i i 
` = Mro READY (when his name was called) 
said: T desire to submit a'very few remarks before 


for the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Futter} to fill the Speaker’s chair of 
this House. Though I am a southern man, and 
entertain opinions and feelings in common with 
my southern brethren here, which I trust are 
conservative and national, and though the gen- 
tleman for whom I have cast my vote is a north- 
f ern man, I was satisfied he was sound upon the 
great question which so deeply involves the in- 
terests of the country. I was satisficd that he 
was prepared to stand upon the Constitution of 
the United States as long as any other man. I 
was Satisfied he intended to cling to the Union of 
these States as long as any other man. I was 
satisficd that he stood upon the twelfth section 
of the Philadelphia platform. I was satisfied 
that he was for preserving the vested rights of 
every citizen of this country, whether native or 
foreign-born. When he was specially interro- 
gated as to his position on certain questions, he 
answered that he was opposed to the agitation of 
the question of slavery in the Congress of the 
United States; that he was opposed to the repeal 
of the fugitive slave law; that he was in favor of 
maintaining the compromises of 1850; that he 
would vote for the admission of Kansas as a 
State of this Union, upon her application, with a 
constitution tolerating or prohibiting slavery, as 
the people of that Territory, in convention as- 
sembled, might determine. When he came to 
answer the question as to whether or not he would 
| vote for the restoration of the Missouri restriction, 
as gentlemen here well remember my stating on 
a former occasion, 1 understood him to hesitate, 
and to evade giving a direct answer. 

Under that impression I cast my vote for my 
colleague, whom [ knew to be sound upon that 
question. When the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was afterwards interrogated by the honor- 
able gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WALKER] 
more especially and particularly on that question, 
he answered emphatically that he would vote 
against the restoration of the Missouri restriction. 


be restored he would vote for it; but he was 
| opposed to the agitation of the question of slavery. 
He believed the restriction could not be restored; 
that an attempt to do so would be but an agitation 
of the slavery question, and therefore he would 
vote against its restoration, That answer was 
satisfactory to me, and I changed my vote, and 
cast it for him,as 1 had been doing for weeks be- 


tinued to vote for him, and I should be satisfied 
| to continue to vote for him as long as this contest 
for the speakership lasts, because I have entire 
| confidence in his patriotism, in his integrity, in 
his nationality and conservatism. But, Mr. Clerk, 
that is collateral to the subject to which I wish 
mainly how to direct my remarks. 

I have said I am a southern man, and sympa- 
thise with my southern brethren in their opin- 
ions and feelings; and it is due to myself to say, 


a determination not to be fettered and bound, be- 
| yond a reasonable extent, by party tics. I felt 
that I owed an obligation to the country higher, 
and above all other considerations. ‘Therefore 
| Thad determined, upon a certain contingency, 
j that I might cast my vote for Speaker for the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rica- 
arpson,} who has been so steadily voted for by 
| the Democratic portion of the House; or I might 
vote for any other gentleman of the Democratic 
i party whom I might conceive qualified to dis- 
charge the duties ef that responsible position. 
| Why I have not done so, or whether or not I 


i now to say. Upon the present occasion it is 
| only necessary to remark, that I desire, next 
| to the organization of the House, that its busi- 
| ness should be conducted with order and de- 
| coney. I desire it to be borne in mind that thisis 


fat 


the Congress of the United States; that we came 


] 
| 
i here as the Representatives of a great and intel- 


` 


I čast my vote. I have voted here for five wecks | 


It is true he had said if he believed that it could | 


fore; and from that time to the present I have con- | 


that, when I took my seat here, I did so with į 


| will do so hereafter, it is not necessary for me | 


‘gent people; that we boast the ‘country which 


wein part represent now occupies a higher and. 
prouder position than any other nation. on the 
[abitable globe. -- [Here the hammer fell.] 

The CLERK. The 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. THORINGTON. . T object. 

Mr. READY; I will not further trespass upon 
the time of the House, ‘as objection has been 
made. It hag not been my habit to do so, as 
every gentleman will bear witness.- And I may 
take occasion hereafter to say much [would now 
have said, had I not been. cut: off by the rule of. 
the House. I only add, that I believe the tempo- 
rary appointment of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] to the chair willfacilitate the 
organization by more effectually preserving order 
than itcan be done under existing circumstances, 
while it will tend to maintain the dignity and.char- 
acter of the House asa branch of the Congress of 
the United States, though in an unorganized con- 
dition. I vote ay. 

The call of the yeas and nays was. then con- 
cluded, and the result announced as above re- 
corded, 

So the House determined that the main ques- 
tion should not be now put. 

Mr, ETHERIDGE, (at one o’clock, a. m.) 
I again move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sace, and 
Cosg of Georgia, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 32, noes 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CULLEN. I wish now to inquire of the 
Clerk whether the resolution that Mr. Orr be 
placed in the chair is now before the House? If 
it is I propose to move an amendment. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would answer the 
question of:the gentleman from Delaware in these 
words from the Manual: 

“When the question was put in this form, ‘shall the 
main question be put? a determination in the negative stp- 
pressed the main question during the session; but since the 
words ‘ now put? are used, they exclude it. for the present 
only; formerly only till the present debate was over, but 
now for that day and no longer.” 

Mr. CULLEN. Then it lays over until to- 
morrow. 

The CLERK. It does. 

Mr. CULLEN. When that resolution comes 
up I shall move to substitute the name of Mr. 
Fyrer in the place of Mr. Orr. 

Mr. PAINE. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That until Saturday next, at twelve o'clock 
p. m., no motion to adjourn or to take a recess shall be in 
order, unless a Speaker shall, before that time, be eiected. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Task the gen- 
tleman if he will accept this amendment: ‘ And 
that no debate shall be in order?” 

Mr. PAINE. J shall accept no amendment. | 

Mr. GROW. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr. PAINE. I move the previous question 
upon my resolution. 
Mr. CULLEN, 

bate is in order? 

The CLERK, No debate is in order upon a 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. CULLEN. Task the Clerk whether it is 
in order to move an amendment at this time? 

The CLERK. It is not. š 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

“The question then recurring upon the mation to 
lay the resclution of Mr. Paine upon the table, 
tellers were called for, and ordered. 

Mr. PAINE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epwarps 
and Greenwoon were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 49; more than one fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays on the motion to lay on 
the table were ordered. 

Mr. CARLILE, (at five minutes past one a. 
m.) Before the vote is taken on that question, 
Mr. Clerk, I desire, as itis now after one o’clock, 
to move an adjournment of this House; and in 
making that motion I appeal to the members 
who have witnessed the proceedings here during 


gentleman ean proceed by 


I inquire of the Clerk if de- 
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the last:nine’or ten hours, what. good. has .come 
of this night’s session? f move. that this House 
do now adjourn. I call for the-yeas and nays, 
and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CaRLILE and 
Tyson were appointed. 
The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 9, noes.76. 
So the yeas and nays were not. ordered. 
Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers. on: the 
motion to adjourn. pare: 
Several Members. There is no quorum pres- 
ent. 
The CLERK. That makes no difference. 
Mr. McMULLIN. As there is no quorum I 
move.a.call of the House. 
The CLERK. That motion is not in order, 
pending a motion to adjourn. 
Tellers were ordered; and the same gentlemen, 
Messrs. Carre and Tyson, were appointed. 
The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
orted—ayes 17, noes 72. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
{Loud cries of ** Call the roll t] 


The CLERK. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pare] is pend- 
ing; and on the motion to lay that resolution on 
the table the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
99; nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS~—Mess 
Rowie, Boy 


s. Aiken, Allison, Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, 
Brenton, Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. 


Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cragin, Davidson, 


Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, | 


Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Evans, Florence, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas“J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, 


Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keit, Kennett, Knapp, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Pearee, Peek, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Pringle, 
Quitman, Rustin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Sherman, 
Sneed, Stanton, Stewart, Swope, Talbot, Taylor, Thurs- 


Dunn, Emrie, Faulkner, Plager, Galloway, Granger, 
Morrison Harris, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knight, 
Kuowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Packer, Paine, Pelton, Pettit, 
Pike, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Roberts, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Simmons, William R.Simith Spinner, Stephens, 
Stranaban, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Todd, ‘Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
bume, Elba B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruft, and Woodworth—90. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KENNETT said: As it is very evident, 
from the present disposition of this House, that 
no business will be done here which will be any 
credit to it, I renew the motion to adjourn. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the mo- 
tion to adjourn, while the House is in the act of 
taking a vote, is notin order. ; 

Mr. GOODE (on his name being called) said: 
I wish to state, that from this time forward, till 
to-morrow at twelve o’clock, I have paired off 
with Mr. Simmons, of New York. I vote to lay 
on the table. tp 

_Mr. SNEED. In consequence of the indis- 
position of my colleague, Mr. Reapy, he has 
paired off with. Mr. Rossrixs, and has requested 
me to state so to the House. 

The vote was here announced. 


Mr. MILLWARD, (at two, a. m.) T move | 
that the House do now adjourn; and I call for 


tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Comins and 


Mi.iwarp were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 88. 
.So.the House refused to adjourn. 


_ Mr. PAINE. I move the following resolu- | 


toni.. 


Resolved, That the Hon. Wiutiam R. Surrn, of Ala- | 
bama, be chosen-to preside as temporary Chairman of this 


House, until a. Speaker be elected. 


“Mr. Clerk, Loffered the resolution which has 
just been laid on your table in good faith. I have 


“been voting:to adjourn ever since:fi e -0°¢ 
voted to adjourn on the last votetaken: previous: 


to that-on laying my resolution:on ‘the table.“ 
voted, also, for—or at least as. nearly foras Ewas 
permitted—the honorable James. Li: ORR topreside 
temporarily over the deliberations: of ‘this body. 
In my efforts: to. obtain a temporary. Chairman, 
however, I was defeated; but E trust, from what 
we have seen here: to-night, that it must. be ap- 

arent to every gentleman that it is necessary to 
have one of our own body to preside tem 
over our deliberations until a permanent 
can be elected. 

1 offer now the name of Wituiam R. Smiru 
for that place. He is a member of the national 
American party, and therefore cannot be excepted 
to by any member of that par 


peaker 


cratic party, and I apprehend that, with the ex- 
ception of one single question, he cannot be 
exceptionable to any member of that party. 


I offer this resolution, then, with the remark, | 


that the vote upon it will test the sincerity of 
what has been said by some gentlemen upon this 
floor, that they belong to the national American 
party. And, sir, I trust that gentlemen will come 
up now and show their disposition to preserve 
order in the House, and facilitate a permanent 
organization, and elect the man 1 have presented 
as a temporary Chairman. I tell them that the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] was 
no favorite ôf mine, so far as that was concerned, 
but I desired to show to the House that I was 
anxious that some gentleman should preside over 
our deliberations, and therefore 1 proposed him. 
For the purpose of testing the House upon this 
resolution, 
upon it, and call for the yeas and nays upon its 
adoption. 

Mr. CULLEN. What is the resolution? 

A Memnzr, It is to place Wituiam R. Saurn 
temporarily in the chair. 

Mr. CULLEN. Then I goforit. [Laughter.] 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
adoption of the resolution, 


The question was taken, and decided in the į 
negative—yeas 22, nays 151; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Boyce, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Henry 
Winter Davis, Evans, J. Morrison Harris, Holman, Ken- 
nett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 
Moore, Paine, Puryear, Ricaud, Sneed, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vaik, and Zollicoffer—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Banks, Bar- 
bour, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bocock, Brenton, Brooks, Buflington, Burlingame, 
Barnett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell Caruthers, Caskit, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cumback, 
Damrel, Davidson, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Duun, Durfee, Edimund- 


son, Ndwards, Effiowt, Emrie, Euglish, Eustis, Faulkner, | 


Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Dill, 


Robert B. Hah, Harian, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas fh. | 


Harris, Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George 


W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, | 


Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lampkin, Samucl $S. 
Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, Me- 
Q 1, Meacham, Killian Miler, Smith Miller, Milison, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Pelton; Pettit, Phelps, Pike, 
Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Rob- 
erts, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, 
Scott, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakerian, Walbridge, 


Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Jullihn B. 


Wasbburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Jobn V, Wright—Lal. 


So the resolution was not adopted. 

Whilst the call of the roll was proceeding, the 
greatest possible confusion prevailed in the Hall. 
Members were continually addressing the House, 
amidst calls to order, and the utmost efforts upon 
the part of the Clerk to preserve order. The fol- 
lowing occurred: 


Mr. BOWIE said: Mr. Clerk, I want to know ! 


if fam called upon to vote here upon inviting to | 


that chair the man who made a speech-the other 
day. in favor of proscribing Catholics? 

A Menger. The very same. 

Mr. BOWIE. Thenif I hada thousand votes to 
give I wouldcast them all againsthim. [Laugh- 
ter, and calls to order.]_ The gentleman who rep- 
resents the State of Alabama—no, sir, not the 


porarity H 


y ty. He is a gen-| 
tleman who has been connected with the Demo- 


now move the previous question | 


| 


WIE: =- Who-calls mi 
Mr. MARSHALL. Thegé 

tucky calls:you'to order?" 

The CLERK. The 
powers in endeavoring to preserve ‘ord. 
is powerless to accomplish ‘anything ‘unless 
tlemen will-assist. him. Gehl : 

Mr. BOWIE... The Clerk called upon ‘me to 
vote... [Laughter.}. Noman has the right to de- 
prive me of that Vote; and no: maw has the right 
to deprive me of the privilege ofstating the téason 
for that vote. - [Calls to ‘order, and laughter.} 
Now, sir, what has my- honorable friend fron. 
Kentucky to say? ESERE 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the Honse is disposed 
to allow the gentleman to proceed, 1 have not a 
word to say. : 

Mr. BOWIE, I am saying what I have: the 
right to say. I ask the indulgence of no man. 
{Calls to order.} sot 

{Here the Clerk reminded Mr. B: that his time 
was out.] 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir, my time is not out. 
Somebody else’s time is out. | [Laughtex, calls to 
order, and confusion.] : : 

The CLERK., The 
is out of order, : ; 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir, I am not out of arder 
—I have not exhausted the subject. (Laughter, 
and cries of “‘Order!’?]_ I am upon a question 
of order. The Clerk cut me: down when I had 
been speaking about three seconds. 

My. NORTON. . I move that the House’ re- 
quest the gentleman from Maryland ‘to: take-his 
scat. i 

Mr. PAINE. T hope the gentleman from Mary- ` 
land will not be interrupted. He is uttering some 
patriotic sentiments. [Laughtcrand confusion. ] 

Mr. BROOKS (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Clerk, I understand the question upon 
which Lam called to vote is to request the hon- 
orable Wixriam R. Smitu to take the chair, and 

reside over the House until a Speaker is clected. 
have to say, sir, that I would vote for NATHAN- 
rev P, Banks or Josnya R. Giopies a thousand 
times in preference tothat gentleman.: They have 
the influence of education, and: the. prejudice of 
locality, against the institutions of my ‘section of | 
the country; but, sir, Mr. Smita has lived in the 
slave-owning South all his life, and whatis his 
present position? When the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] arraigned the Know 
Nothings upon the charge of religious proscrip- 
tion and when another member from Alabama 
(Mr. Warger] complicated his position. by com- 
plaining of the resolution ofthe Democratic caucus, 
and repudiating the eighth section of the Phila- 
Gelphia platform in one and, the same breath, the 
honorable gentleman [Mr. Smrrn] availed. him- 
self of the occasion to justify religious tests, and _ 
indorsed that eighth section in toto. Now, sir, I 
will never vote for any man who is the enemy 
of religious freedom. 

Does the gentleman remember that the only 


gentleman from Maryland 


| States taken into the Union as slave States, and 


formed out of territory acquired since the Revo- 
lution, were all originally peopled by Catholics? 
The States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, 
Florida, and Texas, were formed from Catholic 
territory, acquired since the Revolution. How, 
then, can I, as a southern man, be expected to 
cast my vote for one who is the acknowledged 
political enemy of the Catholics, who have always 
proved themselves to be the friends of the Con- 
stitution and of the South? 

I will suggest another reason why southern 
gentlemen on this floor cannot.consistently vote 
for Mr. Smiru. Neither the Know Nothings, 
‘North nor South, propose to shut the door upon 
immigration, Their purpose is simply to with- 
hold the elective fanehise for twenty-one years. 
The operation of sucha measure will be.to.ex- 
clude every. man. of intelligence and- character, 
while those.who are driven to our country by 
reason of their poverty or the terrors. of violated 
law will.continue to come. - They avoid the 
competition of the negro. laborer, and. flock to 
the North. What is the political effect of this? 


State of Alabama, but the American party in the || Why, sir, to give to that northern State into 


Januar 


i which-ninety-three thousand foreigners may -sét- 
tle an additional.Represeniative on this-floor—to 
jnevease. the political power-of ‘a section already 
hostile to‘our institutions, and to concentrate that 
power-into-the hands. of native Free Soilers... So 
well do.the Free Soilers understand the:operation, 
of this: Know Nothing scheme, andthe advantages 
which. will accrue: to them if. the present pro- 

rammeis executed, that I venture the prediction,” 
fa proposition was made. to them to exclude 
foreigners. from our shores forever, they would 
instantly reject it. . With all their horror-of the 
domestic servitude of the black man, they have 
no scruples of conscience. in binding. the white 
man withthe. chains of political. slavery. -Qur 
black slaves make us money; their intended white. 
slaves will give them power, and with this power 
they willin time rob us.of our money. OW, 
then, can I, as a southern man, bound to my 
home as a patriot, and entertaining these views, 
give my. vote for one. who entertains. principles 
which directly subvert the institutions of the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent? 

Again: the perpetuity of the institution of sla- 
very depends upon the South expanding com- 
mensuratelywith the North... Large territories 
at the North are rapidly ripening into States, and 
where can the South expand but in the Catholic 
direction? Cuba, Mexico, and Nicaragua are 
each of this persuasion. 

And again: the State-rights and State-sover- 
eignty doctrines are essential tu the preservation 
of the institutions of the South. If the gentle- 
‘man relies upon Congress to confer and regulate 
the right of voting in the dificrent States, his 
premises will lead him inevitably into consolida- | 
tion. If he expects the Legislatures of all the | 
States uniformly to extend the time required for 
the enjoyment of the political right to vote, he 
will surly reckon without his host. If the Le- 
gislatures of every State save one were so to 
agree, that excepted State would have the strong- 
est political reasons not toagree. The tide of 
immigration would flow into the refusing State, 
and would cause it soon to rival New York or 


Pennsylvaniain population, in wealth, and polit- |j 


ical powcr. 

These considerations, together with the fact that 
the gentleman’s party allegiance is so strong as | 
to cause him to vole against my colleague, (Mr. | 
Orn,] forbid my casting my vote for him, Were | 
the naked question of slavery at issue, I believe | 
that the gentleman from Alabama would be as | 
true to the rights of his constituents as any of us 
are to our own, I do notdistrust his patriotism, 
but I do the tendency of his political princi- 
ples. 

Mr. CULLEN. I wish to make a single re- 
mark. Ishould not have said a word in relation 
to the honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
Smiri) had it not been for the remarks just now 
submitted to the Elouse by the honovable gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Brooxs.} He 
said that we had acquired territory from the 
Catholics. Catholies! Does it follow that be- 
cause we acquired Catholic territory we are 
bound to people it with Catholies? Docs it fol- | 
low that that large domain shall be given to them 
for the propagation of a false religion? Is this 
the doctrine to be taught in the American House 
of Representatives? Why, sir, this is one of 
the reasons for my vote for the honorable gentle- | 
man from Alabama. 

1 will state here that Lindorse every word my | 
honorable friend from Alabama said the other 
day on Catholicism. Igo against. the Catholics 
in toto. [Laughter.] I never will support them. 
They are not fit to be supported by Americans, 
The people of the State from which I come look 
on them with abhorrence. A Catholic priest a 
short limeago cameamong us. He was a stranger. | 
He taught the doctrine of purgatory. He let his 
friends know that. with money he could get the 

oor souls out of purgatory. [Laughter.] Let || 
me tell the House a remarkable fact. After he'i 
had proclaimed: that doctrine, an honorable -gen- 
tleman of the State of Delaware, and who at the | 
last election ran for Governor on the same ticket | 
with myself, declared that he ought to be egged! 
{Laughter.] He then got-certificates from various 
perons that the candidate of the American party | 
nad declared that a Catholic priest ought to be 
egped. They were sent into the county of New 
Castle; where there are a few Catholics; and let | 
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‘me tell the House that-every Catholic yotedthe 


but their money-to the Democratic party. I say 
that there never was a Catholic who- supported 
‘the American.ticket, and there ‘never will 


chave no.affinity with that party in any shape. 


Democratic-ticket.. n es ee 

I will-ask my friend from ‘Maryland whether 
there ever -was a Catholic who supported: an 
American ticket? They gave not only their votes 


e one. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Were you not a Demo- 
Grater: codes ape ts 

Mr. CULLEN. I have denounced them. I 
I 
have, it is true, been a Democrat until recently. 
I supported Mr. Pierce for the Presidency. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. .. Did. the gentleman from 
Delaware state that the Catholics were inimical 
to civil and religious liberty? : 

Mr. CULLEN. — I never said any such thing. 
I said that I would not support Catholics. I did 
not say anything of their views. I vote against 
the Catholics. I gave no reasons for doing so, 
as I had not the time. I want an opportunity to 
define my position on that subject. 

Mr. DAVIDSON . The gentleman assumes a 
like position with the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. Smirx.] Let me here, at the outset of the 
discussion, for fear it may be considered that 
Tam recreant to the high trust confided to me by 
as enlightened and intelligent a constituency as 
there is in this vast and glorious Republic, that 
I repel the intimation that the Catholic com- 
munity is opposed to civil liberty. * My constit- 
uency of the Catholic persuasion yield to none 
in the love of liberty, and the defense of the 
rights of the Constitution, and the liberties | 
guaranticd by it. I wish gentlemen, when they 
assert upon this floor that the Catholics are 
opposed to civil and religious liberty, if they 
please, to pass over the Catholics of Louisiana, 
for they have proved themselves, by their acts, 
which belong to the history of this country, and 
which will descend to the remotest period of time, 
that they stand by the Constitution, and by the 
civil and religious liberties of this country. [ 
ask gentlemen, when they assert the want of 
patriotism of their Catholic constituency, whether 
they have ever heard of New Orleans, and the 
8th of January, 1815, which was made glorious 
by these republicans, and Task them who stood 
by thatimmortal man, General Jackson, when—— 

Mr. CULLEN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he is making allusion to anything which 
Isad? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Did yousay you indorsed 
Mr. Smurru’s sentiments ? 

Mr. CULLEN. Nota word. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Then I desire this House 
to understand that the gentleman does not indorse 
the sentiments of the gentleman from Alabama. 
I understood him, when I asked him a question, 
to indorse the views of that gentleman; but, as 
he now says he does not, Ido not allude to him. 
But T desire it to be understood, by every man 
upon this side of the House, that when the Cath- 
olies of Louisiana are attacked Iam prepared to 
defend them. F vote no. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Before proceeding to give 
my vote, I desire to say a few words. “I must į 
confess, as an American citizen, representing in 
part a people who are sober, quici, and conserva- 
tive, who love their country—a religious commu- | 
nity—] am exceedingly pained at the spectacle | 
which has been presented to-night and for the 
last weeks by the American Fouse of Represent- 
atives, in the middle of the nineteenth century. 
Iam disposed to recur to the history of the past, 
preéminently before my mind—when Rome was 
burning, Nero was fiddlingand dancing. Tomy 
mind, merriment is altogether out of place and 
ill-timed. Now, sir, while this House is indulg- 
ing in this spectacle of amuscment—and I speak 
kindly of it, for I suppose it is somewhat in the 
spirit of passing away an idle hour without the 
prospect of an organization soon—whilst in the 
midst of laughter, we arc standing upon a slum- 
bering volcano. Upon our borders, m the com- 
mon territory of this country, our people are 
marshaling their forces to try the great question 
as to whether they are able to govern themselves— 
it may be with rifles in their hands. It becomes 
us to look, as patriots, seriously, soberly, these 
grave questions in the face. lt becomes us to 


maintain that gravity duc to the consideration 
of questions now being forced upon us, which 
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! their children. 


involve.the peace and:happiness. of our people and 
the permanence of our institutions... L have been 
reminded by. the ludicrous scenes. witnessed here, 
of-a parallel-to-be found in a book entitled.**Geor-~ 
gia Scenes,” which I read. many. years since. 
it was penned by Judge Longstreet, formerly of 
Georgia.» Ned. Brace, the hero of the story; hap- 
pened in a city during-the prevalence -of a great 
fire—the-flames in red volumes were rising higher 
and-higher each moment—the people were run- 
ning to and fro in great consternation—women 
and children were screaming through the streets, 
and the midnight fire-bells were sending out their 
rapid and startling sounds, when. Ned quietly 
took his position on the side-walk. About this 
time a large, old man, nearly out of breath, canie 
running by in great haste, whose home was 
threatened with destruction perhaps, and. was 
abruptly stopped by Ned with the interrogatory : 
‘¢ Sir, can you tell me whore I can find Peleg Q. 
C. Stone?” “Damn Peleg Q. C. Stone! my 
house is on fire !” was the impatient reply. Now, 
sir, while the fire of civil war is threatening tobe 
kindled upon our borders, whose flames. once 
started may not be quenched until the temple of 
our liberties is burnt up, and the last hope of hu- 
manity for freedom is extinguished in the breast 
of man, questions are propounded here quite as 
impertinent at this time of danger, and calcula- 
ted to provoke similar impatience, if nota similar 
reply. 

Sir, those questions about the extension of the 
naturalization laws, and the ‘* corrupting tenden- 
cies of the Roman Catholic church,” can be de- 
cided by our people, and we shall have a decision 
at the proper time; and I have no fear that any 
party in this country opposed to religious liberty, 
will ever be strong cnough to control its legisla- 
I have no tear that the rights of our fel- 
low-citizens, native or adopted, or of those who 
may hereafter emigrate to this country, will now be 
infringed, or that the people of this country will 
everconsent to be shackled by any party proposing 
to interfere with the rights of conscience, or suffer 
the avenues to citizenship, opened by the wisdom - 
and generosity of our republican fathers to their 
oppressed and suffering neighbors across the 
ocean, to be blocked up. We have no fear of 
this—none at all; our apprehensions in this regard 
have been entirely removed, after witnessing the 
election results of the last few months. A pro- 
position to that effect I understood to have been 
made by a small party—at least, whether so in- 

ended or not, the inference from the platform 
laid down was legitimate, and it embodied a 
selfish principle which would, in my humble 
judgment, if carried out, wither the prosperity 
of this great and glorious American nation. Let 
us reflect for a moment. At an early period of 
our history—yes, sir, during our great Revolution 
which gave frecdom to our continent, andthe 
hope of it to the world~when we were weak, 
few in number, poor in purse, but of large and 
liberal hearts—when we were unable to cope with 
the nations of the earth without the aid of patriots 
from other lands, we threw open our doors, and 
invited foreigners-—yes, sir, foreigners, to come in 
and partake with us the perils of defending our 
liberty. They generously responded to the invi- 
tation, and the portrait which there graces our 
walls [pointing to a portrait of La Fayette] will 
carry us back to the time when France sent out 
her voluntecrs to fight side by side with Ameri- 
cans for liberty, and the memory of that great 
man, united in our affections with that of the 
glorious Washington, will not be forgotten by a 
free and grateful people, but the glory of their 
joint deeds, common sufferings, and common 
struggles, will be transmitted to the remotest pos- 
terity. When we were weak we invited them 
in. They came: their bones whiten every battle 
field, and their heroic deeds illuminate every 
page of onr history. The same Bope which 
cheered the heart of the American soldier filled 
the breast of the Irish, the Scotch, the French, 
the German, the Pole. Yes, sir—all, all fought 
for, many died for the blessings of liberty to 
Now, when we are strong—a 
powerful people, population large, and an over- 
flowing treasury—fully able, without the aid 
of patriot forcigners, to take care of ourselves, 
a portion of us are disposed to say that they 
shall not come in and be citizens upon equal 
terms with us, on safe conditions. When we 
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occupy broad and rich lands, capable; under the 
hand of industry, to yield food and clothing 
enough to furnish the millions of earth; when we 
have a population large enough, strong, intelli- 
gent and moral enough, to assimulate all who come 
under the natural law ‘controllimg emigration; 
when we know ‘that ;they whose athers. fell by 
the side of our fathers, are now bound down to 
the earth under the iron heel of ‘despotism, arid 
who pant for this land of promise as the * hart 
panteth after the water brook,’’ I ask, sir, shall 
thismagnanimous Republicat once ignoreits duty 
and its destiny ‘by closing the door against those 
who knock so earnestly and entreatingly? Never, 
sir, by my consent, They are our brethren. 
This earth is God’s earth, and he who taught us to 
love our neighbor will not forgive us if we do not. 
He who said, ‘* Thou shalt not vex the stranger; 
thou shalt not oppress him in any wise: if you 
do, and he ery unto me, I will hear his cry, and I 
will kill you with the sword; your wives shall 
become widowsand your children orphans,” will 
not fail to avenge such wickedness. May we 
continue the wise policy under which we have, 
by the blessing of Providence, prospered so 
largely, avert the curses which we should so richly 
deserve for persecution and,. proscription, and 
make this nation what our fathers designed it—a 
blessing to mankind—a house of refuge for the 
oppressed—an asylum for the sufferers of earth! 

[Here the hammer feil.] 

Mr. DOWDELL. I wish to say, as there is 
a question pending, which was by my colleagne’s 
vote laid over until to-morrow, that I am indis- 
posed to allow a resolution upon the same basis to 
take precedence, and therefore I shall vote no. 

On the name of Mr. Hexry M. Fouuer being 
called, Mr. PENNINGTON announced that he 
had paired off with that gentleman. 

Mr. PAINE (on his name being called) said: 
Theg to say to this House, that I offered the name 
of the Hon. Witriam R. Surri, of Alabama, as 
temporary Chairman, without any consultation 
with him, or with anybody else. I have ncither 
seën him before nor since I presented his name 
to the House. Iregret exceedingly I have placed 
that gentleman in the situation which Ihave. He 
may have feltsome delicacy in defending himself 
on this floor. I know that he is capable of defend- 
ing me better than Tam ofdefending him. I shall 
attempt no other defense of him than simply to 
say that, in my humble opinion he has been mis- 
conceived on this question. He asked the simple 
question, ‘Where did the Roman Catholic clergy 
ever appear on the side of freedom??? As I under- 
stand that gentleman, he is as far from being in 
favor of religious proscription as any man in this 
House. He was willing that cvery man should 
enjoy his religion and all the rights guaranticd 
to him under the Constitution; but he reserved 
to himself that right which every freeman holds 
most dear, of exercising the elective franchise in 
the manner which seems best to himself, and 
holding himself accountable to no human being, 
but to God alone; for the manner in which he 
exercises it. And that, sir, is the privilege of 
every freeman of this country. Well, Mr. Clerk, 
I now wish to test the sincerity of those gentle- 
mcn.who come here and say, that they have no 
feeling in their bosoms on this subject. Task 
one of them to answer me this question categoric- 
ally—I ask whether any gentleman in this House 
is willing to see the Government of these United 
‘States and the Congress of the United States in 
the hands of the Roman Catholics of this country? 
Task for an answer. 

Mr.SANDIDGE. Ifthe gentleman from North 
Carolina will permit me, I' will; as representing a 
Catholic constituency, say that Iam not willing 
to see this country in the hands of the Catholics, 
nor am I willing to see it in the hands of any re- 
hgious denomination whatever. 

in PAINE. Answer the question categoric- 

“ally. f 
Mr. EUSTIS. I will answer the gentleman 

“eategorically, and say this, that I am willing to 
seé this country in the hands of the men whom 
the People see fit to intrust it to, whether they be 
Catholics or Protestants. 

_ Mr. PAINE. Thatisnot answering the ques- 
tion. ‘Who ‘can ‘prevent the Government going 
into such hands’ as the people choose? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Well, if ‘there are Catholics 


enough in the United States to fill this Cqngress || 


with members ‘of 
thatdone. __. ; 

Mr. MecMULLIN. 
North Carolina 
one question? ` f 3 7 eg 

Mr. PAINE: Ldonotintend tohave any more 
of my time taken up. -Thave-asked-this question 
to test the sincérity of men’s hearts in relation to 
this matter, and there is not a man of them to 


Wil the gentleman from 
[Mr. Pame]allow meto ask him 


| respond to it categorically. © They have said that 


they were willing to see the Government and the 
Congressin the hands of those to whom the people 
confide it. In the name of God, is not that the 
government of the people, and how can we pre- 
vent it? But does not this show that gentlemen 
cannot answer that question, and that they do not 
know their own hearts? I tell you, sir, that this 
is a matter which entersinto the private feelings, 
however unwilling members may be to expose it. 
These very gentlemen themselves would not trust 
the government of the country and Congress in 
the hands of Roman Catholics. 

Mr. BOWIE. Itis your intolerance alone, sir, 
which would not. 

Mr. PAINE. Ihave no religious intolerance 
in my bosom. : 

i Mr. BOWIE. Yes, you have, or your party 
has. 

Mr. PAINE. I am willing that men shall 
worship their God as they please; but when the 
question is put to me, ** Whom will you select 
to be your ruler or your Representative ?” I shall 
choose a man according as I feel inclined; and I 
will not undertake to say that I would regard his 
religious opinions if they were not incompatible 
with liberty. 

Mr. VALK (when his name was called) said: 
I have not risen, Mr. Clerk, for the purpose of 
making a specch, or of occupying the time of the 
House more than a minute, if so long. The hon- 
orable gentleman who addressed the House a 
short time ago [Mr. DowpeLL] took occasion to 
draw the attention of the House to the once living 
embodiment of that portrait on my right, [that of 
General La Fayrrre] referring to him as having 
come to this country and assisted in defending 
her from foreign focs, and in rescuing her from 
the dangers which then surrounded her. I frankly 
and freely do honor to his memory. But the gen- 
tleman from Alabama forgets, however, one re- 
mark which fell from the lips of that man when 
living. The words will be remembered by all 
the gentlemen of the House who have read his- 
tory to any advantage. He said: ‘If ever the 
liberties of this country are destroyed it will be 
by Catholic priests.’’ ` 

Mr. BOWIE. Sparks says that that is a lie. 


Mr. VALK. And Washington told us to be- 
ware of foreign influence. This cannot be denied 
by gentlemen on this floor. 

Mr. DOWDELL. That is a garbled state- 
ment, as I have read it. 

Mr. BOWIE. Sparks says that any man who 
asserts, that either George Washington or La 
Fayette said that Catholics orforcigners were not 
to be trusted was a liar, and did notsay the truth. 
I will show that. 

Mr. KELLY. 
vote. 

The CLERK. . The Clerk would remind the 
gentleman from New York that it is too late. He 
can proceed, however, if no objection is made. 

[Loud cries of ‘ Object!??] 

Mr. BOWIE. Who objects? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. BOWIE. Let the fact be noted that Mr. 
Brvewam objects. 

Mr. KELLY. Does the Clerk decide that I 
am not in order? 

The CLERK. The Clerk makes no decision, 
but merely suggests to the gentleman that he 
should defer his remarks until the result of the 
vote is announced. Obiectionis made at present. 


I should like to explain my 


The result of the vote was then announced as ! 


above recorded. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. TImove that the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Kexzy,] have leave 
to explain his vote, and I do so because the 
gentleman is a Catholic, and the only one of that 
faith, I believe, upon this floor. 1. think that 
under the circumstances it would be only common 


that faith I am willing to! gee | 


Mr BOWIE: 
Catholic here: 

“The CLERK. .; Does 
Maine give way, in-order:to. 
from New ‘York:to ‘be heard : 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 will-yield 
tleman for ten minūtes. onr eno : $ 

The CLERK. Then. if-there be no objection 
the gentleman from New York. will: proceed: for 
ten-minutes... >. i z i 2 

No objection was made. ice at 
_ Mr. KELLY. Fam aware, Mr. Clerk, that 
it is very improper to bring religious matters into 
legislative podies- at all, but when I hear-suchre- 
marks as have fallen from ‘the: intelligent gentle- 
aman who has just spoken, I feel thatit becomes 
me, as a member of that religious body which 
that gentleman has-been assailing, to say some- 
thing, at loast, in its defense. ; 

The accusation is made here, that the Catholie 
religion is dangerous to the institutions :of ‘this 
Republic. Sir, I am aware that no man possessed. 
of any intelligence at all would give any weight 
to a charge of that sort. When have:the Cath- 
olic clergy urged upon their flocks to support:par- 
; ticular individuals for office? When have they 
from their pulpits urged their congregations to 
support particular ‘measures, or to vote for-par- 
ticular men? There is not, in the history of this 
country, an instance in which the Catholic clergy 
have so acted; but can the same be said of other 
religious denominations'in this country? ‘Tri the 
eastern portion of this Union you will frequently 
find ministers from. their altars: invoking their 
flocks to vote for measures which interest them 
and the section of the Union to which they be- 
long. Now, Mr. Clerk, I am a Catholic, and I 
love this Union. I defy any man in this Con- 
gress to say that he is a better citizen, -or more 
devoted to the true interests of this Union, than 
Tam. This is-not only my sentiment, but it is 
the sentiment of the religious sect to which I 
belong. It is the sentiment of our priesthood. 

I let the accusation, that the Catholic religion 
is dangerous to our beloved country, go for what 
itis worth; for I am satisfied that no sane man 
would make such an assertion, This charge 
has been frequently made since we first met here. 
When my colleague [Mr, Vaux] made: several 
charges against the Catholic religion, I. had: not 
an opportunity to say one word in reply; but, 
sir, lam surprised that the gentleman from Long 
Island—a man of intelligence and a Christian, as 
I take him to be—should get up upon this floor 
and denounce his fellow Christians because he 
differs from them in opinion upon religious ques- 
tions. 

Mr. VALK. Ibeg pardon of the gentleman, 
I have not denounced my fellow Christians upon 
this floor, and he knows I have not. 

Mr. KELLY. I understood that you did: 

Mr. VALK. That is your interpretation, and 
not mine. 

Mr. KELLY. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Pare]. asks, would you like to 
see this Government in the. hands of the Cath- 
olic people? Suppose that it was in the hands of 
the Catholic people, have the Catholic people of 
this Union ever been false to its true interests? 
Why, sir, look at the early history of our coun- 
try, and look to that State which borders upon 
this District—a Catholic community which ex- 
tended a liberality to all other religions which did 
not exist in other colonies at that time. While 
Calvert (Lord Baltimorc) was founding a free 
colony there, religious persecution was. going on 
in other colonies; and when they were persecuted 
lin other colonies, where did they go that they 
might worship God according to the dictates of 
their own consciences? They came tothe Catholic 
| colony of Maryland. ‘These are the Catholic peo- 
le to whom the honorable gentleman from Ala- 
ama has referred. And, sir, such is the history 
| of the Catholic people in this country, and such 
i has it ever been... These people, when they leave 
their homes.in Germany, in Ireland, or in. what- 
lever country they may be found, and come- here, 
| it is to. make this country their home. They im- 
| bibe the spirit of true patriotism before they leave 
| the Old. World. They come here -with their 
|-brothers, their sisters, and:theix-fathers, because 
they‘can-here enjoy their liberty... And tell me, 


a 


Sit, is hot the assertion; that they areinimical to 

your liberties, unfounded; and are not the people 

awhoe make-it blindedby prejudice and bigotry? | 
Why, sir, they are. identified with: the army of 

the country. ‘They have. fought ‘side by side 

with. “your native-born citizens 1n every battle 

ihat has been fought.from. the earliest- period:of 

your existence as a-nation, down to the present 
time. They have been. working-in a ‘common 

cause. to promote common objects—the. blessing 
and prosperity of this Union. : ag 
-- Then let me say to this House, thatif they come 
not here: with wealth, they come with: willing 
hands to work, and earn their bread upon- your 
public works from: their very commencement to 
their completion.. How. could they have been 
constructed without these men? 

Mr. SAGE. I have a motion which I desire 
to ‘submit; I move that this House do now pro- 
ceed to- vote for Speaker, and upon that motion I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. -I hope the gentle- 
man from, New York will withdraw his demand 
for the. previous question, and allow the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Keir] to proceed 
with his-explanation. ; 

Mr. EUSTIS: Ll hope the gentleman from New 
York will be allowed to proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Several Memsers objected. 

Mr. LEITER.: Lappeal to the House to with- 
draw all objection, and allow the gentleman from 
New York to go on with his speech. 

Objection was again made. 

Mr. SMITH. I move that the gentleman from 
New. York have permission to proceed. 

The CLERK. The motion is not in order, 
for the reason that a motion is pending, made by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sace,] that 
the House do now proceed to vote for Speaker, 
upon which the previous question is demanded, 
and which motion will take precedence. 

Mr. KELLY. 1 do not care about proceeding 
farther. I wished to deny the charges made by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Paine, ] 
and by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Vaux,} and having done that I am satisfied to let 
the matter rest for the present. 

Mr. PAINE. I understood that the gentle- 
man from New York addressed a part of his 
remarks to me. I did not hear a word he said. 

A Memsen. No matter; he only denied your 
charges against the Catholics. 

Mr. BOYCE, If the House will allow me, I 
wish to say buta single word. Ido notunderstand 
that the resolution before the House indorses, in 
effect, the opinions of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Smrru,] in reference to the Cath- 
olies, _I differ from him entirely upon that sub- 
ject. I have a very high respect for the Catholic 
church, as I have for every other Christian 
church, 

The House then proceeded to vote the onc 
hundred and fifth time for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 188; 
necessary to a choice, 95; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks receive 

William A. Richardson.. 

Henry M. Pullers... e eens 

Alexander C. M. Penningtor 

John Williams 

Henry Bennet 

Bamuel Caruthers......cceeveees 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks-—Messrs. Albright, Alligon. Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Claw- 
son, Coifax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Bmrie, 
Fiagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Halt, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 


Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, | 


Meachani, Killian Miter, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwaiader ©. Washburne, Bliku B. Wash- 
burne, I 
ruff, and Woodworth. 

Hor Mr. Richardson—Messys. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Cart s, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Withamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Eliott, English, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 


el Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- i! 


weil, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai. 
Oliver; Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps; Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
-Vail, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright. 
_, For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, J. Morrison Larris, Hoffinan, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Painc, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, William R: Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Seatt. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

‘For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton. 

For Myr. Caruthers—Mr. Richardson. 

Pending the call of the roll, i 

Mr. PAINE. Mr. Clerk, the American party 
stands here as.the only conservative party in this 
House. ` 

Mr. ENGLISH. Whatis the question before 
the House? 

Mr. PAINE. The question I am talking about. 
I will be heard, because every other gentleman 
who has desired it has been heard. The Amer- 
ican party of this country opposes neither the 
Democratic, nor the Whig, ner any other party; 
and, as a proof of what Ì say, L can point you 
in this Hall’to some of the most distinguished 
Whigs and Democrats who are members of that 
party. But the national American party has been 
opposed by the Administration and the Demo- 
cratic party. A man is required to swear that he 
does not belong to the American party, before he 
is entitled to hold any office under the Govern- 
ment, 
conservative element of the House, we would be 
lostnot only to our own self-respect, but we would 
be negligent of our interests in the existence of 
this very Union itself, if we were to change that 
position in any particular, 

I repeat it, that a party has risen up here, not- 
withstanding the jeers, and taunts, and insults 
heaped on it. They stand before the country and 
the world more firm and unselfish than any party 
has ever before stood. They have been insulted 
and scoffed at—ay, and the heel of tyranny has 
been ground on them-—because they dared to as- 
sert what has been the prevalent fecling of the 
people of this Union from the organization of the 
Government down to the present time. Now, 
sir, I am determined to speak out, and not to 
submit to these insults any longer. I tell gentle- 
men that I do not ask any odds—political or 
otherwise. Iam called here, for instance, to vote 
for two men; one insults me, and the other insults 
the sense and propricty of the Union by pro- 
claiming himself here as, par eacellence, the repre- 
sentative of the Abclition sentiments of the Uni- 
ted States. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Bangs] stated on this floor that he was the 
Representative of the anti-slavery sentiment of the 
country. If there are any such men who desire 
to leave the American party, let them go. They 
are not conservative men. Í tell those men who 
have insulted us, that I have as little regard for 
them as 1 have for any others. 

Jam rojoiced, sir, that this tyranny has been 
| exercised over us by the Democratic party and 
ithe Administration. What a spectacle is pre- 
| sented by the Democratic party in this House! 
We must either vote for their candidate, or they 
will be willing to sce the dearest interests of the 
country destroyed. That is the alternative they 
have offered us. They have refused to allow us 
to select one from their own ranks. They have 
| rejected every overture that has been made from 
the conservative element of this House. 
forsooth, they take to themselves the position of 
being the keepers of the honors and the interests 
of this country; that unless a man is called a 
Democrat, no matier what his opinions may be, 
he is unfit to be trusted with anything that con- 
cerns the Government of the Republic. And I 
hope, sir, that the gentlemen with whom I have 
been acting, and cordially acting—those who have 
made every sacrifice of teeling for the purpose of 
organizing this House—will stand steadfast in the 
position which they now held. I vote for Mr. 
Flenry M. Furrer. 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the fol- 
| lowing was the result of the one hundred and 
sixth vote: Whole number of votes cast, 187; 
necessary to a choice, 94; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. s.es esesreerererse rese 38 


William A. Richardson... .sereseserrrsreseresre e62 


:Keitt, Kelly, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max- k 


Then, standing as we do, as the only | 


And, | 


Henry M. Fuller... .ccseaaressens 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 
:Jolm:Wiliams..... POE ARESA 
Samuel Caruthers..sass serivet vese 
‘Gilchrist Porter. esve eses evee nsec ese 
Henry Bennett........ Meee dose eee AOPEN T ok 


So there was no choice. ` 


The following. is the vote in detail: 

For My: Banks+-Messrs.: Albright,  Altison,. Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Buttington, Bur- 
lingame, Jaines H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatite, 
Clawson, ‘Colfax, Comins, “Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt; Diekson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Rob- 
ert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Hogliston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wasliburne, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weich, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Mossrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W.Cabb, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliot, English, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Leteher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, War- 
ner Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. 

right. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, 
Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and Zoilicofrer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr, Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Caruthers—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Porter--Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton. 

_ Mr. EUSTIS obtained the floor, but yielded 
it to q 

Mr. ORR, who (at half past four o’clock, a. m.) 
said: We have been in session for sixteen hours 
and a quarter. The clerks are worn out, and the 
members are worn out. We have now less than 
eight hours until we have to reassemble in this 
Hall. I therefore move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CARLILE. It is now morning, the day 
is dawning, and it is the proper time to devote 
to our dutics. Gentlemen of the Democratic 
party have met in caucus, and have resolved that 
they will not adjourn until a Speaker is elected. 
E hope that we shall have the yeas and nays, so 
that we may see who is for adjourning now in 
day-light. es 

Mr. ORR. I respectfully beg leave to with- 
draw my motion, to gratify the gentleman from 
Virginia. [Cries of “ Good!” Call the roll!”"] 

Mr. EUSTIS. I gave way to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, because I knew that he 
intended to submit the same motion which I 
intended to propose. We have been here for 
sixteen hours. One third of the members are 
asleep. I think we have tried this night session. 
I voted against it. I knew exactly what it would 
come to. We have gratified both the Democratic 
party and the Republican party in this respect, ` 
and gentlemen seem to vote now precisely the 
same as they did when the night session began. 
1 move that, when the House adjourns it adjourn 
till twelve o’clock on Friday. . 

Mr. CULLEN. I wish to make a single re- 
mark, 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Dela- 
ware is not in order. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. I think we have punished ourselves 
long cnough. 

Mr. CULLEN. 
subject. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. é 

The CLERK. The motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana has not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. SNEED. {move to amend the motion 
so as to make it to-morrow instead of Friday. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I call forthe yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk, I will 
ask you if our Journal will show that this is 
Thursday, if we adjourn now? No, sir, it will 
show that it is Wednesday. 

‘ 


I wish to be heard upon that 


HE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOH) 


- Trinry-Fourrn CONGRESS) Isr. SESSION: 


MONDAY, JANUARY M4, 1856, : 


“The CLERK.. The Clerk will state that the text 


of the Journal will show that to-day-is Thursday. 

Mr... WHEELER, (at a quarter before five 
o clock, a.m.) I move’ that the House do now 
adjoura.: Per 

r. PAYNE. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. i 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was dé- 
cided in the negative—yeas 53, nays 152; as fol- 
lows: : 

YAS —Messts. Barksdale, Boyce, Branch, Burnett; 
John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Cox, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Durfee, Edwards, 
Bhiott, Etheridge, Eustis; Evans, Henry. M. Fuller, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, Keiti, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Samuc! S. Marshall, 
Smith Mitler, Milson, Milward, Moore, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Paine, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Savage, 
Wiliam Ri. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, 'Trippe, Underwood, 
Wheeler, Winslow, and ZoUlicoffer—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 
fy Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocock, Bowie, Brenton, 
Brooks, Buffington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Cl n, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, De Witt, Diekson, Dodd, Dowdell, Drmn, Eamund- 
son, Emrie, English, Fiagler, Florence, Thomas J. D: 
Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Tarlan, J. 
-Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hofman, Hollo- 
way, Thomas K. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, 
Kelly; ‘Kelsey, King, Kuapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpsin, Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty, 
MeQueen, Meacham, Kilian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Noiton, Packer, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud,` Rivers, 
Roberts, Rufin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Seott, 
Sherman, Spimer, Stanton, Stephens, Stranakan, Talbott, 

appan, Taylor, Thorington, ‘Fhurston, Todd, 'Cratton, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, 
Cadwalader C. Wasbburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Esracl 
Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—152. 
80 the Efouse refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, 
©- Mr. CULLEN (when his name was called) 
said: In my own State E have had to fight notthe 
Whigs but the Democrats. Well, the Democrats 
of this House met, and determined to come here 
and sit this matter out, and I have determined to 
meet them on that ground, and sit it out as long 
as Thave life. [Jaughter.} I vote no. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (when his name was | 

called,) said: I am willing to sit here for two 
hours longer if there is any chance that we can 
elect a Speaker. I shall vote against adjourning 
now, in the expectation that we shall endeavor to 
elect a Speaker; but, unless there is some change 
im the vote, I shall vote for the next proposition 
to.adjourn.: 
. Mr, HARRIS, of Ilinois. I would stay here 
very cheerfully for any length of time if any good 
could be effected by it. Jam satisfied that none 
ean be effected, and, although my vote cannot 
change the result, I want to vote in the way I 
think right. I vote ay. 

The résult was then announced as recorded 
above. 


TEN-MINUTE RULE. 


Mr. PAINE. I move to rescind the ten-min- 
ute rule, and I give way to the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Bowiz.] 

Mr. BOWIE. Now, Mr. Clerk, as gentlemen 
have been called upon to assign reasons for the 
votes they Have given, I want to say that Iam | 
now acting with the Democratic party, and I am 
going to act with it until the presidential election 
is over. [Laughter.] I regard that as the only 
party that stands upon the platform of the Con- 
stituion of my country. 

Mr. TRAFTON, (interrupting.) What ques- 
tion is now before the House? 

The CLERK. A motion to rescind the ten- 
minute rule. | 

Mr. TRAFTON. It strikes me that the gen- 
tleman is not speaking to that question. 

Mr. BOWIE. That is the very question Lam 
now discussing; and if my fricnd wants. a theo- 
logical discussion of the question of Native Amer- 
icanism, or Americanism in its broadest extent, 
Iwillgiveittohim, (Laughter, and cries of “ Go į 


| its destroyer? . IfI 


pe like my friend from Missouri, 
party is dead; ‘but who has been 

iad the Know Nothing party 
under indictment, drawn up by myself, in any 
county court. in my own State, or in any other 
State, I would. convict them of murder in the 
first degree—of willful homicide. [Laughter.] 
Every man knows it who ever did belong to the | 
Whig party. I certainly ought to know some- 
thing about it, for I was a candidate for elector, 
with two of my colleagues, for the State of” 
Maryland, for General Scott against. your present 
President. I ought to know something about it, 
for lam aman who never gave a vote for a Demo- 
erat except in the last campaign, in my own 
congressional district and in this House, since I 
have been here. I ought to know something 
about the glory of the Whig party and the pride 
which we all felt in its conservatism and its ad- 
herence to the Constitution of the country. My 
colleagues can tell you as much upon that point 
as I can. But, most extraordinarily, when Gen- 
eral Scott was defeated, these very same standard- į 
bearers, unlike myself, went into some other 
organization—an organization whose true prin- 
ciples we have never heard. It is not even 
understood upon this floor. My friend from Loui- 
siana [Mr. Eustis] and the gentleman from | 
Alabama [Mr. Warxer] say it is one thing, and 
the judge from Alabama [Mr. Smirne] says that 
it is another thing. 

The gentleman from New York tells you he is 
an eternal enemy of the Pope. [A Voice: What | 
says the gentleman from Delaware ?] And the 
gentleman from Delaware seems to be of the same 
opinion, flaughter,] that the bull of the Pope is 
to destroy this country; and J can only tell you 
what I told a friend of mine as to the bull of | 
the Pope. Ihave a neighbor who has got one | 
bull that will whip fifty bulls of the Pope. [Roars 
of laughter} Put them into a ring, and my 
neighbor’s bull will whip all the bulls the Pope 
ever issued. [Laughter.] And yet, Mr. Clerk, 
the question is seriously to be fought upon this 
floor, before the American nation, whether the 
Pope of Romeis not the King of America, having 
all temporal and ecclesiastical jurisdiction here— 
whether our Declaration of Independence, our | 
Constitution, and the declarations of rights of all 
our State constitutions, are to have any force 
and effect whatever—or whether the litle empire 
or kingdom of Rome, a pontifical State, has not | 
universal jurisdiction over America! We have 
forgotten, sir, that we have achieved our inde- 
pendence; we have forgotten that we owe no 
allegiance to any other Power in the worid, except 
to our States In their respective limits, and to the 
United States within its constitutional limits, 
which bind us to the Union; we have forgotten 
that, and we have slept on, and on, until now we 
are waked up here, In this nineteenth century, 
and begin to suspect that we are all colonics of 
the King of Rome, the weakest of all Powers in 
Christendom! Why, sir, the Pope of Rome is 
not even the King of all Italy. He is only a 
temporal prince over a pontifical State. The 
King of Naples, a part of ltaly, has jurisdiction 
independent of him. The weakest of all earthly 
principalities that exist upon the face of the 
globe !—and yet this little Tom Thumb of a King | 
is supposed to be so powerful that this great; 
nation is about to fall right into his dominion and 
under his jurisdiction. And I can tell you, upon 
the honor of a gentleman, [laughter,] upon the } 
honor of a statesman, upon the honor of a poli- 
tician, [renewed laughter,] upon the honor of a! 
man who has placed himself before the people for | 
their suffrages, that I had to fight with this very 
issue in my congressional district. [Laughter.] 

My friend from Louisiana, and the gentleman | 


on™]. Tsay, sir, 
that the Whig 


of their people. The eighth section of the Phila- 
delphia platform was not understood by them as 
it was with us. Why, sir, I recollect very well, | 
early in the campaign, in the month of April, 


| proposes asubstitute for that. 


about the time that Mr. Wise was nominated for 
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from Alabama, say that kink pervaded the minds | 
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Governor of Virginia by the Democrats, and Mr. i 


the hammér fell} ni 
The CLERK, ‘The gentlem 
general consent, 0 sy 
Mr. WASHBURN; of Maine; 
jected. ee i 
Mr. BOWIE. Who'objects ri, 
Mr. WASHBURN. A majority of 1 
Mr. BOWIE, No, sit; take ‘your's 
Mr. WASHBURN, -I moye to strike oùt all 
after the word ‘resolve ”? from’ the resolution; 
and ‘insert in lieu thereof what I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk; and'T call for the previous questions 
Mr. PAINE.. I rise to a question of order. J 
wish to know if the amendment offered’ by the 
gentleman from Maine has any relátion to. thé 
motion which I made? pe í 
Mr. WASHBURN. I think itis gérmani 
The amendment was read, as foots: > 


Resolved, ‘(hat until a Speaker shall be elected, neither : 
debate nor personal explanation shall be in order. pees 


Mr. BOWIE, I desire to be heard upon that: 

The CLERK. ‘The gentlemanfiom Maryland . 
is out of order. EE sg a8 | 

Mr. WASHBURN. Do. understand thatit 
has been ruled by the Clerk that the previous 
question cuts off amendments? 0.“ a 

The CLERK. The Clerk does notiso rules: 

Mr. WASHBURN. © T propose to:call the pres 
vious question, if it does not bring us direetly:to 
a vote upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. aa 

Mr. LETCHER. There: is a- preliminàr 
guestion. Does the Clerk entertain the amend- 
ment as a proper amendment to the. resolution 
before the House? eae 

The CLERK, The Clerk thinks, that inas- 
much as the first resolution refers to rescinding 
the ten-minute rale, which limits debate, andthe 
other also, itis in order. : 

Mr. PAINE. I wish to say a word. 

The CLERK. Debate.is not in order. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I believe I have thé floor. 

Mr. PAINE. I believe the gentleman, from 
Maine got up and moved his. amendment, ‘and 
said, “Mr. Clerk, I move the previous:question; . 
no, sir, E do not move the previous question,’’ 
and took his seat; and then the gentleman from 
Delaware got up. 

Mr. LETCHER. I insist upon my point of 
order. The proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is to rescind the ten-minute rule. 
Now, sir, until that is rescinded, I take it that: no 
such amendment, as a substitute, is in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the substi- 
tute is in order, inasmuch as both refer tothe 
subject. of debate. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was decided the other 
day—and there seemed to be a general consent to 
that decision—that the effect of the previous ques- 
tion should be the same here as itis in the House 
under the rules; and with that understanding, F 
have demanded it, and insist upon the question 
being put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I desire to submit 
this point to the Clerk: The gentleman from 
North Carolina has proposed to rescind the res- 
olution, adopted at a former day, limiting debute 
to ten minutes. The gentleman from Maine now 
Now, a motion to 
rescind that resolution cannot possibly be amend- 
able at all; and I ask that that question may be 
decided by the House. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I will settle all this in 
a short way: I move to lay the whole subject on 
the table. s 

Mr. WASHBURN. I want to bring the 
House to a direct vote on my proposition to stop 
debate. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BuRN] isin order; but not being willing to decide 
any question, he submits it to the House for its 
deciston. The question now is, whether the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine is in 
order? 


neuer 


Mr. PAINE. I withdraw my proposition, and 


make another proposition. .Inow move that the | 


ten-minute rule be-suspended for the space of two 
hours; and on that motion I move the previous 
question.” eee Pe re eee 

“Mr. CULLEN. I appeal. to. the ‘gentleman 
from North Carolina to. withdraw his call for the 
previous question, so. as to allow me to. make a. 
remark. o : fe eres 

Mr: PAINE. .At.the request of the. gentle- 
man from Delaware, [Mx. dorren] I withdraw 
the call for the pretiĝas question. ; 

Mr. CULLEN took the floor. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pare] has no right to as- 
sign the floor to any gentleman he thinks proper. 

Mr. PAINE. I havea right to withdraw the 
previous question at the request of a gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. The exhibition 
through which we are passing, Mr. Clerk, satis- 
fies. nie of the correctness of the vote which I 
gavé some moments ago. . I now [fifteen minutes 
to. six o'ċlock, a. m.] move that the House ad- 
jour. i, 

Mr. PAINE.” I rise to a question of order. 
Cana motion be made to adjourn while a gentle- 
man has the floor, unless he give way for such 
motion. 

The CLERK. The Clerk clearly understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina as yielding 
the floor, when he withdrew the previous ques- 
tion, 

Mr. PAINE. I did, at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, [Mr. CoLLen,] give the 
floor to him. He asked me to withdraw the 
previous question, and I did so. 

The CLERK. 
in order. 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York. ï move that 
when the House adjourns it adjourn till to-mor- 
row at twelve o'clock, noon. 

Mr. CARLILE. Did the gentleman who 
made the motion to adjourn vithdiaw that mo- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not withdraw it. 

The CLERK. Then the Clerk thinks that 
the motion to fix a day to adjourn, while a mo- 
tion to adjourn is pending, is not in order. By 
the rules of the House, it would be, but under 
parliamentary law it is clearly notin order. The 

uestion, then, is on the motion of the gentleman 

rom IHinois, (Mr, Efannis,] to adjourn, 

Mr. CUMBACK, J demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Ilinois, and Penton, were appointed. 

The Elouse was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 37, noes 73. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CULLEN. What question is now before 
the Flouse? 

The CLERK. The motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Pare] to rescind the 
ten-minute rule, 


Mr. PAINE. 


The gentleman from Delaware 


(Mr. Cu.ien] wishes me to yield the door for an | 


explanation, and I do so. 

Mr. LETCHIER. Lobject to the gentleman 
transferring his right to the floor. 

Mr. PAINE, 1 insist on the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Lerenen] letting things pursue 
their regular course. 
ect? 

Mr. LETCHER. 
to anything that is notin order in this House, 
just as the gentleman from North Carolina has 
the right. lask to have the objection decided. 
If we are going to do anything here, let us pro- 
ceed to do business: if not, let the House adjourn. 

Mr. PAINE. That is another question. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the 

oint of order raised by the gentleman from 
ivginia (Mr. Lercnun} is well taken, inas- 
much as there is objection to the assignment of 
the floor. i 

Mr. PAINE, Ihave not assigned the floor. 
The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. CuLLEnN] 
asked me if I would yield the floor to him for a 
few minutes; and have I not the right to comply 
with his request? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina has the right to 
yield. the floor, but then he cannat recover it. 


The quéstion was put, and decided in the afirm f Mr: PAINE. Ido not wish: to recover it. 


A motion to adjourn is always | 


What right has he to ob- | 


I have the right to object į 


ota January. 


Mr. CULLEN. “I must ‘commence, first; by 
expressing my indebtedness to “you, Mr. Clerk, 
for the. ‘privilege of addressing “this House: ` Í 
have been seeking the floor for hours, but: have 
not been able to raise my voice. Now, sir, I 
desire to speak in reference to the question before 
the House... The proposition. is to.suspend the 
ten-minute rule. i am in favor of that proposi- 
tion: “I say that justice cannot be done while 
this rule limiting debate to ten minutes is in force. 
Gentlemen cannot make the explanations which 
they may deem necessary in that short space of 
time. I havé very little to-say, but nevertheless 
I have for some time had an anxiety to get the 
floor. Various charges have been made against 
the party with which I am connectéd. Charges 
are made by a dozen different men, and we are 
restricted to ten minutes to answer them all. 
Why, sir, what sort of a liberty, what sort-of a 
privilege, is that? (Laughter.] Liberty ofspeech, 
sir, is one of the dearest privileges that we have. 
We regard liberty of speech as among our dearest 
rights—as dear as the rights of property and 
other inalienable rights. I say it is utterly impos- 
sible for us in ten minutes to answer the charges 
that are made all round us. Now, my friends 
are pressing me to speak in favor of rescinding 
this ten-minute rule, Mr. Clerk, let us do justice 
to all partics. You have tried voting for five 
weeks without effect. Now let us try talking. 
[Great laughter.] Let us try arguments, and sce 
if something cannot be accomplished. Give us 
an open ficld and fair fight. I trust the Ilouse 
will repeal the ten-minute resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, who said: I now 
renew the motion I made some time ago. I move 
that when this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Friday, at ten o'clock, a. m. 

Mr. MORGAN. [demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for tellers 


| upon the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Morcan 
and Exiiorr were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 51; a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 66, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS — y . Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bocock, 
Branch, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbeil, 
Caruthers, Cox, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, 
De Witt, Dowdell, Edwards, Eliott, Biheridge, Restis, 
Evans, Florenee, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W, Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Havem Herbert, Hofiman, 
Valentine B. Horton, George W. Jones, Keit, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Skmuel S. Marshall, 
MeQucen, Smith Miller, Milison, Millward, Moore, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pennington, Phelps, 
Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, Savage, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Swope, Tatbott, Trippe, Underwood, Watkins, 
Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and “ollicoffer—66. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bowie, Brenton, Brooks, 
BuGington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Cartile, Caskic, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cullen, 
Cumback, Damrcil, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Edmundson, Emrie, English, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Norton, Houston, Howard, Jewett, Kelly, 
Kelsey, King, Kuapp, Knight, Kuowltou, Knox Leiter, 
Leteher, Lumpkin, Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mortill, Mott, Murray. rton, 
Packer, Pearee, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, 
Quinnan, Reade, Roberts, Rufin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, San- 
didge, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, ‘Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, irat- 
ton, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, War- 
Cadwalader C, Washburne, Elihu B. Warbburne, 
Vasnburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—110, 


So the House refused to adjourn over to Fri- 
day. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BURNETT (when his name was called) 
said: As it has become the custom for gentlemen 
to assign reasons fer the votes they give, I desire, 


before recording my vote upon this motion, to! 


say a few words by way of personal explanation. 
There has been no man upon this floor more 


earnestly desirous fcr the organization of this į 


House, and for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness the country demands at our hands, than I 
have. Up to this time, sir, I have voted with 
my party, in pursuance of the resolution adopted 


! m caucus, that the Democrats of the House would 


| of the Hall. 


feach- i 


| ceed. 


| vote against ‘all adjournments until 4 Speaker was 


elected: I ‘will state; However; that I was not 
present at the caucus which adopted that rés- 
olution; Iwas notin the city of Washington at 
the:time. But we have tested fully the question 


whether or not. a-night session would resultin 
‘the election of a Speaker. We have tried the 


experiment now. for seventeen hours... The 
clerks of the House are nearly worn out With 
fatigue; gentlemen upon. this floor are nearly 
worn out; I myself have slopt but little for: the’ 
last six nights. But nevertheless, sir, if I saw 
the remotest possibility of bringing about the 
election of Speaker, I would sitin my seat, and 
vote against all adjournments until it was. physi= 
cally impossible for me to sit longer.’ I-ask the 
members of this House, I ask those who. have 
been here for years, whether the scenes we have 
passed through during the past night are such as 
are calculated to facilitate the organization of 
this House? . 

Now Í desire to know what we are to accom- 
plish by sitting here longer? J ask the gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House--of the Repub- 
lican party, I ask my friends of the same party, 
what is to be gained by keeping men in their 
seats here, until it is physically impossible for 
them longer to attend our sessions? Sir, if there 
is one gentleman here who. believes that there is 
the slightest hope of electing a Speaker by re- 
maining longer, let him proclaim it; for myself, 
I can see none, 

One gentleman, in alluding to the scenes we 
have passed through, told us that the House wag 
playing acomedy. Sir, we have been acting a 
farce, not a comedy. 

I say again, that I ‘will sit here as long as my 
vote is needed, if anything can be accomplished 
by it; but, in my humble judgment, we have 
tested the question thoroughly. 1 ask members 


| on all sides of the House what they expect to ac- 


complish? And if we can accomplish nothing, 
why should we not adjourn? I have not, since 
the commencement of the session, been in the 
habit of voting for carly adjournments. Up to 
the present time, I have voted in almost every 
instance against all motions to adjourn. But, 
unless we can have some assurance that there is 
some prospect of securing the election of Speaker 
by longer continuance in this course, I shall feel 
compelled, worn out as the members and as the 
clerks are, to vote in favor of adjournments in 
future. Lappeal to the generosity of gentlemen 
to allow the adjournment to take place. Gentle- 
men are now asleep in their seatsin various parts 
I shall vote in favor of the adjourn- 
ment, 

Mr. BOWIE took the floor. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order, unless 
when a gentleman rises to explain as his name is 
called; the gentleman’s name has been passed. 

Mr: BOWIE. But when a gentleman raises a 
question of order, that point of orderis debatable. 

The CLERK. The gentleman is not in order. 
[Cries of “ Order, order!” 

Mr. BOWIE. Who calls order ? 

The CLERK. The Clerk submits to the gen- 


; tleman’s generosity. He will please take his seat. 
ti 


Mr. BOWIE. ake my seat, although I dif- 
fer with the Clerk in regard to the parliamentary 
law bearing on the question. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Mr. Clerk, I do not wish to 
make an explanation of my vote, Ifthe Demo- 
cratic party, under its new leadership, is determ- 
ined to starve gentlemen, and to render them 
incapable of sitting here for, and to compel, the 


| election of a gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


Basia] so far as I am concerned they can suc- 
am not able to stay here any longer. I 
shall vote this time to adjourn; if it does not 
succeed, I shall not be present at the next vote. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Clerk, in considera- 
ion of the reason assigned by the gentleman from 
Missouri, I will change my vote, and vote in 
favor of the adjournment, 

Mr. PECK. Mr. Clerk, before voting I de- 
sire to say, that if I had consulted my own opin- 
ion, and been influenced by my own feelings of 
propriety, and justice to myself and the coun- 
try, I would on several previous occasions have 
voted for the adjournment. I should have done 
so, because. the scenes enacted here to-night 
reflect no credit oh Congress, and do no honor 
to the people whom we represent. But, sir, as 
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one member of the Democratic party, I assented 
to the. proposition: made in the caucus, which 
has been referred to as a last effort—as the only 


effort which it seemed to us we could make-tọ- ' 


wards. establishing the fact that we; too, were 
anxious to organize the House of Representa- 
tives, and discharge our duty to the country. I 
looked en it.as the last resort, and therefore it 
was that it received my assent. Bound by-that 


en ee ee ee 


caucus, from the assent which my presence gave | 
to it, I have felt compelled to carry out the reso-: 


lution as far as I could, and gentlemen will par- 
don me when I say, that I have acted undera 


sense of personal degradation in doing so: amid | 


the scenes of last night and this. morning. 
vote no, with the assurance that, if similar 
scenes are repeated, I shall immediately vote for 
adjournment. - 

Mr. MORGAN. Imove that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I object. 

The CLERK declared that the House refused 
to adjourn. g . 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state that the 
question now recurs on the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Pate. ] 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
the resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. PAINE. If there be no objection [ will 
withdraw that resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The CLERK. Objection has been made to 
the withdrawal of the gentleman’s proposition in 
regard to the suspension of the ten-minute rule 
for two hours. The Clerk will put the question 
of withdrawal to the House. : 

The question was taken, and leave was granted 
for the withdrawal of the proposition. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SNEED. I move that the House adjourn 
until to-morrow at half past ‘eleven o’clock. It 
is now six o’clock, a.m. We have been in ses- 
sion eighteen hours. I presume that all must now 
be satisfied that nothing is to be gained by test- 

_ ing members’ physical endurance. 

Mr. CARLILE. The motion to adjourn is 
not debatable, and I insist on gentlemen observ- 
ing the rules of order. 

The CLERK. The Cleyk thinks that the mo- 
tion to adjourn, made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, is not in order. 

Mr. SNEED. Why? 

The CLERK. Inasmuch as it is a motion for 
an adjournment to an unysual hour. Twelve 
o’clock.m. is the hour fixed by the order of the 
House. A similar proposition was decided the 
ether day to be out of order. 

Mr. SNEED., Iam always out of order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk regrets that he can- 
not agree with the gentleman; he tries at all 
times to do his duty. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SNEED. What is the use of adjourn- 
ing? We must come back here again in a few 
hours. A 

Mr. PAINE.” I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pawe and 
Morcan were appointed. 

The .question was taken, and the House re- 


I move that the 


I t 


fused to adjourn; the tellers having reported— | 


ayes 30, noes 77. 

Mr. PAINE. Mr. Clerk, I now offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That unti) Saturday next, at eleven o’clock p. 
m., no motion to adjourn, orto take a recess, shall be in 
order unless a Speaker shall be elected before that time. 

I wish to say, sir, and the record will bear me 
out in the assertion, that I have been willing to 
adjourn this House ever since five o’clock yes- 
terday. 
otHers besides the members of this House who 
were fatigued by this farce that has been enacted 
here... Gentlemen have characterized it as a 
farce. : 

Mr. SAGE. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman’s remarks are not pertinent to the 
question before the House. 


The CLERK... The Clerk would say to the || , i 
‘Jet us sit until the laws of God forbid us to work, | 


|| and that is until the Sabbath day. I have no ob- | 
{i jection to work until daylight Sunday morning, | 


gentleman from New York, that he has notatany 
time attempted to limit debate. - 
Mr. SAGE. Well, I request him to do so 


I knew, Mr. Clerk, that there were | 


i| now. anre 
North Carolina is only attempting to.consume the 
time of the House... > : 


The CLERK. - The Clerk must decline to do 


Mr. BARKSDALE addressed the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The gentleman:from Missis- 
sippi will allow the Clerk to-state the question of 
order. The gentieman from New York raised 
the point of order that the remarks of the gentle- 
man from ‘North Carolina were not pertinent to 
the pending question. The Clerk declined to 
-say whether the gentleman from North Carolina 
should confine himself to the particular subject 


before the House or not. ‘The gentleman from 


it 


question to the House, whether the gentlman 


from North Carolina is in order? 


withdraw the point of order. ` 

Mr. PAINE. And now I want to know 
whether the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BuRN] Withdraws his point of order? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ofcourse mine falls with 
that of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAINE. And now, for the sake of teach- 
ing gentlemen here a lesson, I wish to tell them, 
that when the presiding officer, or he to whom 


the Clerk—decides that I am out of order, I will 
sit upon the floor if he asks me to do it, and I 


of order in this House, against one or all of the 
members of the House. I hope gentlemen will 
understand me. When the gentleman from New 


imputed to me what I was not guilty of, to wit: 
that I, forsooth, was consuming the time of the 
House. [A Voice. It referred to the course 
of policy you were pursuing.) Well, it is a dis- 
tinction without a diference, I have served in a 
legislative capacity—not perhaps in so high a 
sphere as this—for the period of ten years, and 
thes I learned that a gentleman has no right to 
impute motives to any man who rises to address 
a legislative body, and I apprehend that the 
House of Representatives of tine 

as conservative as any legislative body in the 
United States. 


from Maine [Mr. Wasusury] got up and lectured 
me, saying l had consumed more time than any 
other member in this House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Notatall. 

Mr. PAINE. You did it. 

Mr.WASHBURN. Willthe gentleman yield 
to me for the purpose of making an explanation? 


Mr. PAINE. 


apology from the gentleman. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
an apology. Ihave none to make. I only wish 
to Rave misunderstood—— 
Mr. PAINE. 


to raise any disturbance in this House. I say 


in preserving order, though not another man 
should stand by you. I shall protect myself 
from insult here, whatever I may do out of doors. 
That is certain, and I owe it to my constituents, 


have done. 

I have told you that, since five o’clock yester- 
day evening, I have voted for it, whenever a 
question has been taken upon a motion to ad- 
journ, and I was going on to give the reason 
for it. 
not to the gentlemen who had resolved to sit here 


Mr. Clerk, and gentlemen sitting at your desk, 
waiting upon us in this Hall; and [ voted for it 
for the reason that I knew no good could result 
from this thing. I said, sir, when I before of- 
fered a resolution somewhat similar to this one, 
that I offered it in good faith. Idid so. What 
| is the use of all these motions to adjourn? If 
you mean to sit here until a Speaker is elected, 


Itis very evident that ihe gentleman from | 


New York insists that the House shall decide | 
that question, and the Clerk will now put the | 


Mr. SAGE. At the request of friends, I will | 


the House has delegated the authority—I mean f 


will stand at his right hand to enforce the rules | 


York [Mr. Sace] raised his point of order, he | 


United States is | 


But that is notall, Mr. Clerk. The gentleman | 


I do not care for explanations. | 
A am telling the truth, and I do not want any | 


I do not want to make | 
to explain what I said, as the gentleman seems | 
I am right, and I do not mean : 


I will stand, Mr. Clerk, by your right hand i 


and to my country, and I shall protect myself. | 
Very well, so far from consuming the time of ; 
this House, I have acted in good faith ia all Ij 


I did so because I believed it was duc, i 


until a Speaker should be elected, but to you, | 


i 
\ 


but some men think Sunday.commences at twelve: 
o'clock Saturday. night, and for that reason I-put 
the timeat thathour. cocas i se eg git 
But I merely rose for the purpose of correcting 
those gentlemen about.this thing.: I do-not want: 
to consume the time of the House: papp Rag 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to lay the reso». 
lution of ‘the gentleman from North- Carolina 
upon the table: i p ges 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee... Let it be read: 
The resolution was again read. 
_ The question was taken upon the motion, an 
it was decided in the-affirmative. ; 
So-the resolution was laid upon the table. 


TEN-MINUTE RULE. 


Mr. CARUTHERS. I move to rescind the 
rule limiting debate to ten¢minutes. Į- move- to 
rescind this rule, with the simple object in view, 
of making an appeal to both sides of the House. 
[A Vorce. Three sides.] Well, three sides, or 
four sides. We have been here upon a trial of 
physical endurance for eighteen hours anda half, 
The voice in which I now address you shows. 
that I am pretty much exhausted, and I do hope 
others are as much exhausted as I am. [Laugh- 
ter.] If not, I congratulate them upon. their 
powers of physical endurance. The point is this: 
it is unworthy of me, unworthy of you, unwor- 
thy of the American: Congress, that we. should 
come here and test great principles upon the point 
of physical endurance. . Perhaps no man’s con- 
stituents, when they voted for him at the polls, 
took into consideration the fact whether he could 
stand eighteen hours, or twenty-four hours, or 
whether he could stand forty-eight hours, of such 
confinement and labor as this.. If not, then it is 
a cheat and fraud upon his constituents to com- 
pel him to remain here as we have done. To 
compel us to remain here to make a solution of 
this question of spealership by. the influences 
bearing npon usisa fraud upon our constituents. 

I moved to reseimd the rule, in order that Imight 
expræs the indignation and contempt I feel for 
such a course. We are to be kept here without 
sleep, without food, until we agree, like a jury 
upon a verdict, in regard to the speakership. Sir, 
we will notdo it. T hold, when a man is elected 
Speaker of this House, he should be elected upon 
a calm, deliberate, well-considered verdict of this 
House; and an effort to force it by absentees is 
doing injustice and wrong to those men who 
happen to be absent; and no man, with a proper 
sense of honor and proper self respect, would 
accept the speakership when gained by the absence 
of members. 

I should denounce and detest that man who 
should come into that chair and occupy its dig- 
nified position in consequence of the accidental 
absence of members, when that absence was 
occasioned probably by sickness, or physical ex- 
haustion, or disability. He would bea false and 
recreant man, and unworthy the high dignity and 
honors of the speakership. These are my views; 
and, in conclusion, I appeal to my friends of the 
Democratic party, and to my friends of other 
parties, if these views are not right? If they are 
right, then I call on the men of all parties to join 
me in support of the motion which [ now make, 
which is, that this House do now (twenty-five 
minutes past six, a, m.) adjourn till twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. COLFAX. Can the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Caruruers}] make two successive 
motions without leaving the floor? 

The CLERK. ‘The motion to adjourn is in 
order. 

he question was taken, and was decided in 
the negative. 

The question then recurred on Mr. CARUTH- 
ERS’s motion to rescind the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. LETCHER. I submit the proposition, 
Mr. Clerk, that the House take a recess until nine 
o’clock, so as to allow members an opportunity 
to get their breakfast. Iam pericctly willing to 
come and sit here hour after hour, in the endeavor 
to organize the House. [Several gentlemen here 
made suggestions to Mr. Lercusr.] [do not 
ask any gentleman’s sympathy at all. Thave not 
the slightest occasion for the sympathy of. any 
one. My course is regulated by my own con- 
sciousness of right, and not by motives of sympa- 
thy or‘any other considerations which gentlemen 
may entertain in regard toit. I have presented 


* 


this motion, and: will proceed: to give: some.of-the 
yeasons-which induce -me to make it... [tis pef 
fectly manifest here now, to.the House Us 
Fhe CLERK, interrupting.) . ‘The gentleman 
from: Virginia [ Mr. Lurcuer|-will recollect that 
there is a proposition pending to rescind the tens 
minute ryle- : ed > ae 
<Mr WINSLOW... I move to: lay: that, propo- 
sition on the table. $ erate AET es 
Ma. LETCHER. Itis perfectly manifest, sir, 
from. what-has’ already: occurred, that gentlenien* 
renot mthe best temperall-overthis Houge: the 
natural result of want:of sleep: and of- hunger. 
Under: these circumstances L-propose. this: that 
if we cannot get sleep, we may, at least, get our 
breakfast. Ipropose that the House take a recess 
antil ninee’clock.. ~ a ee 

«Mr, SAGE. -E only desiretosay afew words 
in.reply: to. the: gentleman fiom. Virginia, [Mr. 
Lereusr,] and also inreply to the gentleman from 
Missouri, (Mr. Caruruers.| F think. that the 
gentleman from Missouri, for whom I feel the 
highest: respect,- has done great. mjustice—no 
doubt unintentionally—to some of the gentlemen 
who served with him in last Congress, when he 
alludes. to this continuous session, and to the 
wrongs done to gentlemen. ` He should recollect 
that in the last Congress, he, among others of his 
associates, Rept the minority inthe Thirty-Third 
Congress in session for thirty-six hours. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. desire simply to state, 
that. atthe time of the thirty-six hotirs’ session, to 
which the gentleman from New York has alluded, 
Thappened tobe absent in Missouri, and had no 
eonnection with the matter. If I had been here, 
I would have had. 

Mr: SAGE. I want to say further, that no 
important. bill, where there is great diversity of 
opinion, is ever carried, in either end of the Cap- 
itol, or in any other body, without long and con- 
tinuous sessions. 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that all this. 


debate is out of order. 

Mr. SAGE. Ehave to say one word further. 
Iwish to say that we were invited here, and have 
accepted the invitation, to sit in continuous session 
till a Speaker be elected; and we do not desire to 
decline that invitation now. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, I withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Irise to speak toa mat- 
ter of personal privilege. 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) There is aprop- 
osition now pending before the House. 

Mr. COLFAX, What proposition? 

The CLERK, The proposition of the gentlo- 
man from. Missouri [Mr. Canurumrs] to rescind 
the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. WINSLOW. move to. lay that proposi- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I withdraw it. ` 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. COLFAX. I now desire to make a propo- 
sition. As my friend from New York [Mr. Sacr] 
well observed, we came here by invitation. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [ask the gentleman 
who invited you? 

Mr. COLFAX. We were invited by a res- 
olution of the Democratic caucus, published in 
the Washington Union, declaring that the Demo- 
cratic party would. not vote for an adjournment 
untila Speaker should be elected. 


Mr. LETCHER, What is the 


question, Mr. 


Clerk? 
Mr, COLFAX. Tamabout offeringit. I will 
read the resolution first: ig 


Resolved, That until Saturday at eleven o’eloek, p. m., 
no motion to adjouru or to take a recess, and no debate nor 
personal exphunation, shall be. in order nor entertained by 
the Clovk, while the House is voting for Speaker, unless a 
Wpenker be elveted previously to that time 3 and this reso- 
lution shall prohibit any action'on a motion to reseind the 
resolution cr to reconsider its adoption.” 5 

This is a resolution, Mr. Clerk, which ties the 
thing up; and tests the sincerity of our friends on 
the other side of the House. ‘In the resolution 
published in the Washington Union, they de- 
clared that they would come here and take no 
adjournment or recess until a Speaker should be 
elected. We meet. them in precisely the same 
spirit, We are willing to remain here to the 
threshold of the Sabbath to attam this object, if 
itean be attained. 

Mr. LEITER. J would liketo offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from 


cand. water, 


i to carry out the action 


Indiana, [My.-Courax:] Ibis; toadd,atthe end: 
of the-resolution; that. the members:of the House’ 
shall be prohibited from corresponding with any 
person not-a member: of thé House; that they 
Shall have nothing to eat or drink except, bread: 
Ithink. we may:as well go-.the 
whole length; 
within the Hall by the Sergeant-at-Arms during 
‘the whole tine. 
Mr: MILLWARD. I move. to lay the res- 
-olution:and: amendment on the table. ~~ 

Mr. COLFAX.’ I withdraw the resolution, out 
of. compassion to, the- other side of the House, 
who. appear. to: be-so’rapidly losing their attach- 
ment for continuous sessions... 


MOTION TO ADJOURN. - 


Mr. WINSLOW, (at fifteen minute’ past seven 
o’clock, a.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn till twelve o’clock on Friday. Š 

ellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 
Tripre and Morean were appointed. . 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 60, noes 78. í 

So the Louse refused to adjourn till Friday. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I demand the ycas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 72, nays 105; as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Jobn P. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Cox, Davidson, 
ienry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, 
Eiliott, Ethe 
Thomas J. D. Puller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Iarris, Har- 
j rison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, 
George W, Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Lake, Lumpkin, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel $. Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, 
Sinith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Ricaud, Savage, Wiliam k. Smith, Sneed, 
Stowart, Swope, Talbott, Laylor, Trippe, Underwood, 
Ww atkins Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zolli- 
cote r—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocoek, Bowie, Brenton, 
Buflington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Chai- 
fee, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.. W. Cobb, Col- 
fax, Comins, Cragin, Cullen, Cuimback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Xd- 
mundson, Emric, English, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Tuomas KR. 
Howard, Hughston, Jewett, Kelly, Kelsey 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Matt 
| Carty, Meacham, Killian Mitler, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
| Murray, Nichols, Norton, Packer, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Roberts, 
Rufin, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stepilens, Stranakaa, Tappan, Tuoringion, 

‘Paurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Wale 
bridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Ellibu B. Washhurne, Israel Wasiburm, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodiuil, and Woodworth—105, 

So the House again refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FLORENCE (when his name was called) 
jsaid: Lamimpelled, by what I.deem to bea sense 
of duty, to say a word just at this point in the 
calling of the roll. Ihave voted consistently with 
the resolution of the caucus of the Democratic 
party, from first to last, against alladjonrnments. 
1 was not present at the caucus which adopted 
that resolution, but I nevertheless considered it 
| to be my duty to vote to prolong the session as 
į far as Í considered the organization of the House 
to be practicable. I feltbound by asense of duty 
of the caucus thus far, 


and no further. 
Mr. CULLEN. Then you should have said 
so in the resolution, 
Mr. FLORENCE. I say so now; and, sir, 
having witnessed the scenes that have taken place 
during the past night, I cannot allow the occasion 


I feel of what has occurred. Durmg the short 


| time { have had the honor of a seat upon this | 
floor, I have witnessed several protracted sessions | 


of the House; but never in my life have F wit- 
nessed, what I conceive to be, the tyranny of ihe 
majority attempted to be exercised so unscrupu- 
lously and to such an extent as now. Whata 
spectacle has this body presented to the people of 
the United States! Gentlemen have attempted, 


| by virtue of the power they supposed they ex- 


ercised, to arraign the motives that prompted 
men on the oiher side of the House, either in the 
expression of their opinions or in the resolutions 
that they considered it to be their privilege and 


i their duty to present tothe House. Under these 


and-I go for members. being kept. 


ige, isustis, Florence, Henry M: Fuller, | 


to pass without expressing the strong reprobation | 


' cireumstanceg, having thus briefly. explained the: 
position E oecupy, E shall 
to vote ay: r 


feel myself compelled 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Clerk; itstrikes me: 
that.the.Jast several votes taken in this: House 
have-evinced the fact that it ia utterly: useless 
longer: to- protract; this. session.: Owing to in- 
disposition, I was:not presen! at the. Democratic: 
caucus which passed: the resolution sa. often re- 
ferred to. during. this: session, that. they would: 
vote against all adjournments until a Speaker was: 
elected. . If. L had been there, should have voted) 
against the adoption of theresolution.. In accord- 
ance, however, with the. purpose expressed by 
it, I have thus far voted with. the Democratie: 
party against all motions to adjourn up to this: 
time. But, sir, I feel it now to. be my-duty to- 
vote for the motion to adjourn. For one, i am. 
not willing to risk the rights and ‘interests of .my 
constituents here, upon so grave and important: 
a matter as is the clection of a presiding officer 


‘of this House, upon my power of physical en- 


durance. -Í admit that I am well-nigh exhausted: 
and I advertise my political friends now that I 
shall, from this time on, vote for motions.to ad- 
journ. I vote ay, 

Mr. CADWALADER. Before casting my 
vote upen the motion to adjourn, I will say to 
the Flouse that I have arriyed at the same. ton- 
clusion, in respect to the course to be pursued; 
with the honorable. gentleman who: has, just 
taken his seat, though not for the same. reason. 
I shall vote for the motion to adjourn, not from. 
a want of confidence in my powers-of physical. 
endurance, but because I think the experiment: 
has been fully tried. The resolution has been. 
carried out so far as to show that no probable 
good can result from it. I vote ay upon the mọ- 
ton to adjourn, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, Clerk, before, casting 
my vote, I will state to the House that E was 
willing to meet our Democratic friends upon the. 
other side of the House, who threw down the 
gauntlet to us by their resolution to remain in, 
session until a Speaker was elected, But, sir, F 
have been satisfied for some time that the experi- 
ment would prove a failure, and I am satisfied to 
vote with those who are in favor of an adjourn- 
ment over until Friday. I believe it is in the 
power of our Democratic friends to enable us to 
elect a Speaker whenever it is their pleasure that 
we should elect. I believed that it was their in- 
tention to give us the power to go on and organ- 
ize the House; but it seems that they are not 
now so disposed. I, however, propose to do what 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bargs- 
DALE] just told the House he had been doing; 
that is, follow the lead of his party. I propose, 
now, to vote with the party with which Iam in 
the habit of acting. I vote no. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to say a single 
word in explanation of my-course during this 
night session, and in explanation of the course I 
now intend to pursue, 1 was not present at the 
caucus which ‘adopted the resolution to vote 
against adjournments until a Speaker was eclecteds. 
but, like the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Barxspare,] Í have generally voted against ad- 
journments. I was willing to try the experiment 
of sitting out one night, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether it was practicable to organize the 
House. But, sir, gentlemen over the way have 
frequently told us that we had invited them to act 
with us in voting against the adjournment of the 
House, Sir, the Democratic party do notinvite 
any other party to act with them; they make 
no coalitions. They simply expressed what was 
their purpose, without reference to the action of 
the Republican party, orany other party. ` They 
invite nobody to act with them, and, least ofall, 
the Republican party. They say that the Dem- 
ocratic party invited them to a feast. Asamem- 
ber of that party, I will say that, holding the po- 
litical opinions which I do, they would be the 
last persons whom I would invite to any feast in 
which Í was to be a participant. I vote ay.” 

The Clerk then declared the result of the vote. 

Mr. SAGE. - Í move that the Flouse now pro- 
ceed to vote for Speaker; and on that motion I 
call for the previous question. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. I move that the 
House-do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAINE. Tdemand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 


The yeas and nays: were not ordered. 
Mr KEITT. -I:demand tellers. >: 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WRIGHT 
of Mississippi, and Warsow- were appointed. 
The questron was taken; andthe House. re- 
-fused to adjourn, the tellershaving reported—ayes 
29, noes 72.. ; . 
ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


` Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House 
adjourn until Friday, at twelve o’clock, mi- 


Mr. SAGE. Jvraise a point of. order on the: 


motion, i X : 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the mo- 
tion is in order, inasmuch as the House has 
transacted business since a similar. motion was 
made and defeated. i 

Mr. SAGE. The yeas and nays have been 
demanded on my motion. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the 
gentleman’s motion is out of order, inasmuch as 
there is an existing order of the House in the 
very same words, : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the. yeas and 
nays on the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays are not 
ordered, 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
yeas and nays. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Penninaton were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays 
were ordered, the tellers having reported—ayes 
37—more than one fifth of those present. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to—ycas 98, nays 91;.as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Durfee, Ed- 
wards, Eliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Mlorence, Henry 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. Ð. Puller, Giddings, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Iuris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Valentine B. Morton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Joncs, 
Keitt, Kennett, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Hum- 
phre Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeQueen, 

mith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Richard- 
son, Ruthin, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Warner, Watkins, 
Watson, Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zoli- 
coifer—38, f 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocock, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Buttington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chatlee, 
Clawson, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Edmondson, Emrie, English, Flagler, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Howard, tlughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Muray, 
Norton, Pe Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchic, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Tratton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washbume, BHihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
Daniel R. Wright—dL. i 

So the House agreed to adjourn until Friday, 
at twelve o’clock, m. : 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. RUFFIN (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Clerk, personal explanations seem to 
be the order of the day, and | now ask leave to 
make one to the House. I desire to change my 
vote on this question; I have uniformly voted 
against adjournment. I was a member of the 
Democratic caucus, and I was opposed to the re- 
solution which was adopted. After it was adopt- 
ed, I was for standing by it in good faith. Cor- 
plaints had been made that the Democratic party 
adjourned the House over every evening, and 
would not permit them to organize; would not 
give the Black Republicans—I call parties by 
what I understand to be their true names—a fair 
opportunity to organize the House; and for that 
reason, though I disapproved of night sessions, 
Lhave voted up to this time invariably against 
adjournments, to see what they would do; and I 
am now satisfied that they are not likely to organ- 

` ize this House. -They have given votes time and 
again. Since we have been voting for a Speaker, 
the two candidates of that party, Messrs. Banxs 
and PENNINGTON, received votes which, if con- 
solidated, would have elected: a man of their party 


> 


I demand tellers on the 


i them in the Halls of Congress, and we are still 


| Government can get along without it. 
| patriotism enough in the country to carry on the 


| will violate my conscieiee—betore I will violate 


| been published, and up to this time I have voted | 


| effect an organization of this House, we have been 


| concerted attempt on our part to effect an organ- | 
| ization by the election of Mr. Bayns. This charge | 


| this night session by gentlemen belonging to the 


| so-called “ American” party. 
| the resolution in the caucus, in the hope that this 


| reasonable proposition to adjourn. 


Speaker—a:manwho stood on the same platfoim 
and advocated the same principles: But it seems 
that ‘they cannot agree among themselves. <>: 
Now, sir, so faras Tam concerned: personally 
Tam not disposed to stay here night.after night, 
to: give them further opportunity-of settling the 
matter among themselves.. We have stood here 
eighteen hours.and upwards, and as yet they have 
done nothing. - The responsibility of the organi- 
zation of this House lies principally:on the friends 
of Mr. Bawxs ‘and of Mr. Penniweron. When- 
ever they have amind to organize the House, they 
can do ‘so. pay tell us that they were invited 
to stay here by the Democratie caucus, and that 
the Democratic caucus is now backing down. I 
‘disavow, for one, having invited them; I have 
never done it; the Democratic party. never did 
it. I -was well satisfied what these night sessions 
would bring about. We have seen, within the 
last twelve hours, scenes that would disgrace the 
wood-sawyer’s house on the canal, or the lowest 
tippling shop on English Hill. We have seen 


asked to stay here. We have not invited them 
to any feast; we have marked out a course for 
ourselves, without any reference to the Black Re- 
publican party ;and I, for one, will say that Inever, 
never will meet with them in council on any ocea- 
sion, except as a Representative oh this floor. I 
will have no understandings with them in any 
way. 

I am one of those who think that, probably, 
the neglect of this House to organize has been 
a God-send to the country. Ifwe had been or- 
ganized on the principles they hold here, which 
war on the interests of one section of thie coun- 
try, and on rights which we in the South hold 
dear, there might now have been created a con- 
fusion throughout the country far greater than 
any we have scen. My scction of country has 
nothing to expect from this Congress or its le- 
gislation; and it is a matter of perfect indiffer- 
ence with me whether it ever is organized: The 
There is 


Government until the 4th of March, 1857, with- 
out money, after the term for which existing 
appropriations bave been made. There are plenty 
who will hold the offices of Government without 
money. I, for one, am never to be forced into | 
doing anything that I believe to be wrong by any 
such threats as these: that our Government will 
need money; that it cunnot get along without it; 
that: members will need their per diem; and that 
we shail have to vote appropriations for ourselves, 
Now, I can say, for my own part, that before I 


one principle that I believe to be right—I will set 
here until the 4th of March, 1857, an pay my 
own expenses, though it takes every cent I have 
in the worid, and I have to borrow from my 
friends besides. F vote ay. 

Mr. SANDIDGE (when his name was called) 
said: I hope { shall be allowed the privilege of 
saying halfa dozen words in explanation of the 
vote which I desire now to give. I, sir, belong to 
that unfortunate party which, it is said, has a | 
majority of fifty against it in this House. iam 
one of the Democrats who attended the, caucus 
held in this Hall the other evening. I am one 
of those who agreed to the resolution which has 


against cvery proposition to adjourn. But, sir, 
when my friends and I have come here in good | 
faith to do what we could in every proper way to 


told by gentlemen opposed to us, that it is a pre- 


has been frequently hurled in our teeth during! 
I, sir, agreed to! 


majority of fifty members oppose to the De-i 
mocracy and to the Democratic Administration, | 
might, if they were kept here eighteen or twenty 
hours, either fall in love with the good looks of 


their several members, or come together onaccount || 
J of their political affinities. 


‘We have done every 
thing that we could do to effect an organization, 
and I shall from this time forward vote for every 
I think the 
motion now. made is a reasonable one, and I vote 


“My: WINSLOW (when his hame was called) 
said: I, too, was ta member. of ‘the Democratic 
caucus, and I agreéd ‘to ‘the ‘resolution that that 
party should resist ail: motions: to adjourn antila 
Speaker was elected. I camehere determined to 
carry cut the resolution’ of ‘that“caucus jast so 
long as the interests of the party, tho interests: 
of my ‘country, ‘and: the dignity ‘of the House 
reqnired it; and -with a determmation to“ cease 
to carry out that resolution just ‘so soon asi tha 
interests of my partyand of my country required 
me todo so. That, sir, occurred just about the 
small hours of the morning, and since that time 
I have been constantly voting “to adjourn: “Ido 
not by any means regret having stayed ‘here‘all 
last night. I had heard much of these night 
sessions and protracted ‘sessions, and I wished 
to see one. My curiosity is now satisfied, and. 
I have no desire to see another. {Laughter.] I 
vote ay. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi, (when his 
name was called,) said: It has become a sort of 
practice for gentlemen to explain the reasons why 
they vote either this way or that way, and T shall 
follow that practice in this instance, whether from 
‘the force of habit or from-an inclination to explain 
my views I will not pretend to say. It has been 
asked who was in the Democratic caucus? Who 
favored the resolution of the Democratic party? 
Who called that caucus together? What were its 
objects? Well, Mr. Clerk, I would say that I was 
one of those who called it together, not to dictate, 
not to exercise a controlling influence, but to be @ 
mere spectator. Iwas there. Tdid not favor the 
proposition to test our powers of physical endur- 
ance. Iwas not here when this session com- 
menced; and it would be unjust to this House if 
I did not say that ¥ felt a perfect indifference in 
reference to what might occur when this House 
convened, I knew its clements; I knew my own. 
duties and the interests of my constituents, and I 
knew that the mongrel group that would be as- 
sembled in this Hall, looking to the spoils of 
office, and to the Joaves and fishes, more than to 
the honor of their country and the perpetuity of 
the Union, would not organize. I did not, there- 
fore, care to be here. But L am here now; and 
if í believed that patriotism rose higher than the 
loaves and fishes—if I believed that you, the Rep- 
resentatives of an enlightened and free people, 
worshiped at the shrine qf the altar of freedom 
more than at the low shrine of the loaves and 
fishes, I would propose that we should all resign 
our seats and go home to our constituents as 
unworthy to occupy seats in the Congress of the 
land of our fathers. But I know that theso gen- 
tlemen would bang upon the flesh-pots of Egypt 
until doomsday, and, like the pelican, steal back 
for another crumb. [Laughter.] It is needless, 
therefore, to make such a proposition; but I say, 
for one, that i would stay here until the 4th of 
March, 1857, rather than hand over the powers 
of this Government to a party which looks, not 
to the supremacy of the Constitution, but to a 
higherlaw. I showd scorn to affiliate with such 
aparty. IfI believed that in any of the elements 
of this House there were the materials of an 
organization, I would not speak thus, but the 
times are sadly outofjoint. A gentleman declared 
during the past evening that we werc in the midst 
of revolution. Some smiled, and some laughed, 
and some seemed to scoff at the idea, and yet, 
sir, nevertheless, it is true. When in the history 
of this Government has this House ever before 
failed to elect its Speaker according to the man- 
ner preseribed in the Constitution, handed down 
to us by the sires of tue Revolution? Never! 
never! . 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Before T cast my 
vote, I desire to say that 1 was a member of the 
Democratic caucus which adopted the resolution 
| to which reference has bean made, and I not only 
voted for it, but was a warm supporter and advo- 
cate of it, I urged it upon the caucus for its 
adoption, and therefore I take upon myself all 
the responsibility which may properly attach te 
| one standing in that relation to the action of the 
caucus. I believed it would effect an election. I 
trusted that one night’s session would. have ac- 
complished that end; but I am now satisfied, by 
what has occurred during the past night, that the 
object desired will not be attained at this time, or 
at this session at least, and I therefore now vote 


ay. 


for an adjournment, 


ETCHER. .My. vote will depend upon 
he-answer which TI. shall -get from my. colored 
Republican: brethren.upon ‘the other side. of the 

House. [Laughter]. should: like: to know. 

from: them whether theré-is. any prospect of an 

election; and whether, if we should sit here for 
twenty-four hours, we should: have.an: organiza- 
tion?’ [Vorces. ° There is; weshal have an elec: : 
\tion.] < Thave ‘heard. that ery for the last four, 
‘five; or six weekse The New York Tribune has 
madea regular proclamation of it each morning 
“during that time, and particularly ‘on Monday 
aniornings, after-a Sabbath day’s preaching, and 
‘now the chance-is no‘better than it has been for 
five weeks past. f[ A Vores. Itis much better.] 
‘Much better! Will gentlemen begood. enough 
to tell me the signs. [A Vorcz.. Give-usa call 
‘of the roll and you will see.] “We have called 
the roll'from: yesterday twelve o’clock up to this 


“morning, now eight o’clock, and so far from | 


electing a Speaker we are further off from it than 
‘we were ten hours.ago. [A Vorce. ‘We have 
not hada vote in three hours.] Every vote takes 
‘you further off. Thesigns appear not to be very 
auspicious, and I would liketo hear from any one 
iof hom what it is that. indicates that they will 
now make an election? 
“Mr, CUMBACK.. The fact that you gentlemen 
“on the other side have not permitted us to take a 
vote for the last three hours? 
Mr. LETCHER. Have we not allowed you 
tocall the roll?, As [can get no satisfactory in- 


formation aboutit,and ás Iam to judge the future |; 


by the past, lam perfectly satisfied that there is | 
no earthly prospect of making an election at this 
time; and that the prospect of some of my colored 
Republican brethren is fàr better for the kingdom 
of heaven at this time, than itis for the election of 
aSpeaker. I therefore vote in the affirmative. | 
Mr, EUSTIS., I vote in the afirmative because 
I am satisfied that nothing short of the plurality 
rule will elect a Speaker of this House—and T 
shall vote against hatwhen itcomes up. [Laugh- 


ter. 

idr. STHERIDGE. Idesire to say one word. 

The CLERK. The gentleman is out of order, 
unless he has not yct voted. The roll shows that 
the gentleman. has voted. 

Mr, ETHERIDGE. I have not voted, as I 
was sick when my name was called, and was not 
present, and I desire to say a word before I record 
my vote, I have risen for the purpose of casting 
my vote, but before I do it I desire to say, brictly, 
that- I should regard myself as shameless if J] were 
to charge upon the Democratic party of this House 
the sole responsibility of the want of an organiza- | 
tion, Isay I should descend lower than f have | 
yet descended, if I could, after witnessing the | 
scenes of the past night, charge upon the Demo- 
cratic purty alone the fault of having failed to 
organize this House. I have not time now to 
characterize properly the conduct of those upon 
whom | will kenane: charge the failure. Sir, I 
must teli those who failed to organize this House, 
if anything could demonstrate that they ought 
never to organize it, the events of the last night 
show that fa When more than one: hundred 
men cannot agree upon any one proposition, not 
even a proposition for an adjournment, I say it is 
unfair and nn proper to charge upon the Democratic 
party the sole failure to organize; aud I think it 
isexecedingly fortunate that it was not organized 
in the spirit which provailed last night; for if it 
is organized it ougnt to do something in the way 
of business, and the country would expect it to | 
doso. Those who have had the power have failed 
for five weeks to do it; and if they were finally 
to succeed, it would take the balance of the session 
before they could so succced in acting together as 
to accomplish any business. 

Mr CARLILE. Asthe Democrats have had 
the physical endurance of their constitutions test- 
ed, and as they have taken down their colors, | 
and have sunk their caucus resolution, I ask 
fthe House to change my vote, and to | 
them now for an adjournment, 


i 

. QUITMAN, I desire to say a word be- | 
t 

| 

| 


fore coming to an announcement of the vote. 1, 
like the gentieman from Georgia, [Mr, Cogs,] 
ar one of those who take the responsibility of 
having beeu one of those who advocated the res- 
olution passed by the Democratic caucus a few 
nights si T was sincercly desirous of bring- | 
ing about an organization of this Houe 


| advocated the adoption of this test,y:as E-thought 


T.saw-in-it-one of the means-of: bringing about 
such an organization. The--object. w ich Fhad 
in view was, not to test’ the: physical endurance 
of: members, but to test, by. some ‘convenient 


whether a majority could be brought together by 
‘heing placed under some. stress; and be induced. 
|to-operate together in organizing this House. 
i; We-have made-an experiment, and we have 
made it. fully and sufficiently. It has been de- 
‘monstrated to‘us that we are at a dead lock, and 
that.there. is»not the. slightest probability that 
any result can arise from aunion of any of these 
parties: If I-could see any-other mode of coming 
to a result:as feasible as Í thought this one to be 
at the time I advocated_it, I-would cheerfully 
pursue it... For myself, L do not feel the least 
fatigue, and thisis but the commencement of such 
a struggle as I would cheerfully go through, if I 
could see that it would bring about. the result 
that was intended by this. The Democratic 
party, with which F have acted, thought their 
duty to the country required that they should 
\| show their disposition to effect an organization 
of this House. They have shown that dispo- 
| sition, and they have tested this :plan sufi- 
| ciently long to show that the several parties of 
this House are more widely separated than be- 
| fore. Iam content with the experiment, and I 
shail not be deterred from voting for an adjourn- 
ment by the taunts and ridicule of members. I 
desired to see an organization, and in advocating 
the resolution in the Democratic caucus I as- 


|i sumed no more responsibility than I am ready 
j| to mect, 


By it I endeavored to bring about an 
organization of the House. I believe that it is 
the duty of the Opposition to elect a Speaker. 
We have given them every possible opportunity 
to bring up a majority in favor of some indi- 
| vidual. We find, then, that this attempt has 
failed. Gentlemen on the other side have failed 
| to bring up a majority in favor of any indi- 
vidual 

The same reason which induced me to take the 

steps which IJ have already taken wiil induce me 
! to take hereafter still furth 
pose of forcing an organization. I desire to re- 
cord my vote in the afirmative. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would like, 
| with the permission of the House, to make a few 
remarks, by way of explanation, and which will 
not occupy five minutes, I wish to say, Mr. 
| Clerk, that the party with which it has been my 
pride and pleasure to act have always, since the 


I think they have shown by their conduct, as I 
think the record proves incontestably—to effect 
an organization. They have takenno measures, 
į they have done nothing, tending directly or in- 
directly to defeat or delay an organization. They 
have in five several instances, I believe, proffered 
the plurality rule—a rule to which the House was 
obliged to resort in 1849, and under which an or- 
ganization was effected by thcelection of the able 
ane netsh gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Coxss.] That precedent the party with which I 
have acted here has offered to the House in some 
five or six instances. 

| ‘The other evening, the Democratic party in 
| caucus——as we were informed through the columns 
| of the official organ—proposcd, in order to effect 
i an organization, that there should be a continuous 
session until that result should be attained. We 


i 
| 
i come to the conclusion that that was a proper 
i 


sirable result. They so said to us, in effect, by 
the language of their resolution; nay, they so said 
to every ù 
to be 


We said to them: 


an to aid in organizing the House of Represent- 
iatives.’? We came here in that spirit, I 

and I ask you what has been the hist of the 
st twenty-four hours? Have we not, on this 
side of the House 
| entirely from doing anything else? If there have 
been disgraceful scenes here—as gentlemen say 


1 li therc have been—} ask you, did we participate in 


method,- their mental endurance; to ascertain. 


er steps for the pur- | 


commencement of this session, been anxious—as | 


believed, from their resolution, that they had ‘ 


and legitimate way to accomplish this most de- | 


cn, if you really desire that there shall | 
2 an organization of this House now, after this |! 
long delay, we will meet you frankly, and in | 
‘| good faith, and we, on our part, will do all we | 

c 


. Clerk; | 


voted, and refraincd almost ii 


them? -Lask yoù who: made: the speeches that 
‘have been delivered here-within the last eighteen 
hours?: Have-not gentlemen of the: Democratic 
and American parties consumed -in. speaking 
-nearly all the time that we have expended since 
»we.came-here yesterday? Why, sir, the. mem- 
bers on this side have not occupicd, in-all,thirty 
minutes of the twenty hours of this session... We 
have been here voting. constantly, and tiot talking. 
We. have been faithfully endeavoring to. carry 
out the object for which: we were invited to. a 
continuous. session... We-have. acted ‘upon-the 
idea that, if ‘speech was. silvery, silence was 
golden.”’ . : 
Now, I make these remarks. in-order that the 
country may understand that the. Republican 
party, or the friends of Mr. Banxs—whether of 
that or any other party—are not responsible for 
| the failure to organize; that they have at all times, 
and on all occasions, done what was. in‘their 
power to effect an organization; that while-they 
have been taunted and reproached, while they 
| have been assailed and reviled, and called by. every 
name of opprobrium which gentlemen could use, 
they have scen fit to bide their time. They have 
felt that they could afford to wait. They knew 
they were right.. They knew that they were the 
true friends of the Constitution and of the Union, 
and that they would be vindicated by the people. 
And so they have not deemed it necessary here 
to do more than to execute their duty in the true 
way; and that was by voting, not by talking. 
Mr. LINDLEY. I should like, before I cast 
my vote, to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasupurn] in what consisted the scenes of dis- 
grace to which he alludes as having occurred here 
within the last twenty-four hours? In justice to 
himself as a member of this body, and because 
the fact has been alluded to so frequently within 
the last ten hours, I desire him to state what he 
has reference to. I have scen nothing but good 
humor at the eccentricities of a few gentlemen on 
this. floor. I should therefore like that the gen- 
tleman from Maine would let the country know 
l what disgraceful scenes are those to whick so 
much allusion has been made. It is due to the 
honor of this body that he should state now what 
; he means. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I would state to the gen- 
| tleman [My. Liypsey] that I made no reference 
j to him or to any other member. I simply spoke 
of the fact that gentlemen who had spoken here 
had alluded to disgraceful scenes here to-night. 
I did not state whether these ‘scenes were dis- 
graceful or not. I simply alluded to the fact that 
gentlemen had charged that disgraceful scenes 
had transpired here; and, if they had, I asked 
whether the Republicans had part cipated in them, 
or been in any way responsible for them. { de- 
| clared that they had not; and for the truth of 
what I said, I appeal to gentlemen and I appeal 
| to the record, : . 
Mr. HOWARD. Before Irecord my vote, Mr. 
Clerk, I wish to say a few words.’ We have 
been here, sir, twenty hours. It has been a 
very busy session, and yet less than four hours 
i have been occupied in calling the roll for the 
election of a Speaker. Less than four hours, I 
say, have been occupied in the business of organ- 
ij ization. Now, sir, the record itself will show 
j about what the House has been occupied all-the 
ii balance of the time. . The record will show whe 
they were that made the motions to adjourn, and 
; who voted for and who voted against an adjourn- 
iment. I simply desire to say that those with 
whom I have acted since the commencement of 
|, the session have acted in good faith, with a view 
|| to promote an organization, let who would get 
the benefit of it. We met our Democratic 
i| brethren in good faith; we did our best to effect 
tan- organization; we steadily voted against ad- 
|| Journments; made no motions with a view to 
|| take up time, but constantly urged the calling of 
i! the roll and the proceeding with the organization 
With respect to scenes of dis- 


i 
i 
| 
i 


of the House. 
i grace, if any such there have been—i make no 
charges of that kind; but allusions have been 
i Made to such scenes—I have only to say that I 
i believe not one of the ‘‘colored brethren ’—as 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] is 
i| pleased to term. them—has done a thing during 
ii the night calculated to excite even a smile. -We 
j| have steadily pursued our business, As. to who 
ii they were who have made these motions which 
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.vécupied the “House sixteen’ hours out of the 
twenty, the record itself shows, and: Ineed not 
speak about it. : : : : 
And now, sir, Lwish to saya word tomy Dem- 
ocratie friends upon-the other side of the House, 
T desire to give them a little advice; and I am sure 
they will take it kindly, for L proffer it in no other 
spirit but that of kindness.. Inasmuch: as. ques- 
tions of religion have been more or less mixed up 
with the discussions during the past night, and 

- inasmuch as there seems to be a sort of—I do-not 
‘know what it is—I do not charge any: direct alli- 
ance, but there seems to be at least a sympathy, 
a kindly feeling, existing between the Democratic 
party and the Catholic church. . I will not speak 
disrespectiully either of ‘the church or- of the 
party; but I would suggest, in all kindness, that 
a confessor be brought infor the benefit of our 
Democratic brethren; that they procure absolu- 
tion for the violation of their caucus obligations, 
in these votes to adjourn; and then, that we pro- 


cced to shake hands and part with mutual good | 


feelings. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. . Mr. Clerk, before I vote I | 


have one word of explanation that I desire to 
make to.the House, In relation to these mani- 
festations of unkind feelings, I do not participate 
in them in any degree whatever. I think this 
House presents to the country and to the world 
a spectacle of moral sublimity. We are here 
endoavoring to do our duty to ourselves and to 
the country. I am sorry that there should be 
any expression of unkind feeling or dissatisfac- 
tion among my fellow-members. Sir, I have seen 
nothing in the scenes of the past night that I have 
to regret.. I rejoice that we have at last come to 
the stand which wé now occupy. Lam glad we 
have continued our session through the night. 


Sir, the people of the country ought to. know ex- | 


actly what has transpired. 

So faras the conduct of my fellow-members 
has been concerned, I will say that it has” been 
quite equal to my expectations. On this side of 
‘the House we have seen nothing upon the part 


of a single member that we can have cause to | 
regret; and so far as our friends on the other |; 
‘side are concerned, let me say that they have i 
done a great deal betterthan I expected. [Laugh- ij 


‘ter. 


Now, sir, I cannot see that we are likely to: 


bring about any beneficial result by protracting 
the session further, and I shall therefore change 
my vote, and vote to adjourn. 

i r. CULLEN. Mr. Clerk, I will not avail 
myself of this late hour in the session to make 
the personal explanation which is demanded by 


some charges that have been made in the course | 
of this debate, somewhat personal to myself. | 


Finding that members are anxious to adjourn, 
and that nothing further is likely to be accom- 
plished, I withdraw my vote, and vote ay upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WATSON. I feel called upon, from the 
fact that I see no possible indication of any result 
from prolonging this session further, to withdraw 
my vote, and to vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEANTON. 1 have thus far voted in the 
negative upon all motions to adjourn. I will 
state, however, that for three hours I have been 
perfectly satisfied that nothing would be effected 
-by continuing longer in session. I now ask leave 
to change my vote; I vote ay. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the reading of the 
names. be dispensed with. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I object. 

Mr. ORR. Very well; go on and read them 
if the gentleman wants to hear them. 

.. The result of the vote was then announced, as 
above stated. : 

The House thereupon (athalf pastcighto’clock, 
a m., Thursday) adjourned till to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, m 


2 


IN SENATE. 

Tuouxspay, January 10, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hewry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of citizens of Towa, praying for a grant of land 


to aid in the construction of a railroad from a point 
on the Mississippi, in the State of lowa, to the 


Missouri.at or near the mouth of the Big Sioux; 
which was. referred- tó. the Committee on Public 
Lands. : artim eo 

Also, the :petition-of James. Butler; an invalid 
pensioner, “praying to be alfowed arrears of pen- 
sion; whic! 
Pensions. >o 2 5. f : : 

Mr. JAMES presented the-memorial of Eliza 
and Abby E: Peck, of Providence, Rhode Isl- 
i| and, heirs-at-law.of Major William Peck, of the 
Rhode Island line, asking for the half pay granted 
by the resolve of 21st October, 1780, after deduct- 
ing the -commutation at one cighth its nominal 
value; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Levi 
Robinson, praying to be allowed fishing bounty 
for the schooner Mary Jane; and also compensa- 
tion for preserving and taking care of public 
| property; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 
| Also, the petition of R. A. Wainwright, Cap- 
‘| tain of Ordnance, praying to be relieved from the 

f 


payment of a certain amount of public money 
| which was stolen from him; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 7 
Ordered’, That the memorial and accompanying papers 
į of Reuben H. Grant, praying for the payment of a claim 
I| agafmst the Choctaw Indians, be withdrawn from the files 


Di ne Senate, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
AUTS, 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


| Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ji ask leave to introduce a bill to settle certain ac- 
j; counts between the United States and the State 
of Mississippi. 
THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 

sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if it be com- 
|| patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Sen- 
|, ate a copy of the letter of Lord John Russeli to Mr. Cramp- 
ton, dated January 19, 1853, ia which the British Govern- 
| mentdeclared that they “intend to adhere strictly to the 
treaty of Washington of the J9th April, 1859, and not t 

assume any sovereignty, direct or indirect, in Cent 
Ameriea,”? 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Thomas 
Brownell, late a Heutenant in the United States 
|i Navy, who was dropped from the rolls in accord- 
ance with a decision of the Jate naval retiring 
board, praying to be restored to his former posi- 
tion in the service; which was referred to the Com- 
miitee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of William 
S. Ogden, late a commander in the United States 
| Navy, asking for an opportunity to rebut any 
charges upon which he may have been dropped 
ii from the Navy, and for such relief as his case 
demands; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. Howard March, late a 
passed midshipman, complaining of the action 
i of the late naval board, under which he was 
dropped from the service, and asking that such 
action with regard to himsclfmay be investigated: 
which"was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to present to the 
Senate the memorial, with some accompanying 
documents, of T. Darrah Shaw, a commander in 
the United States Navy, who was placed on the 
retired list, in accordance with a decision of the 
| late naval retiring board, praying to be restored 
ji to his former position in the Navy. 

Mr. President, although the action of the naval 
board, in the case of Commander Shaw, casts no 
į imputation upon his integrity as a man and as an 
officer, he complains of their decision; and, whilst 


reference to the procecdings of the board and the 
case of Commander Shaw. The Secretary of the 


was wise. He says, in his annual report: 
“ The provisions of the law are generous 

ingly liberal; but they are at the sune Ume 

| sternly just.” : 

. He also affirms that the action of the board has 

been salutary and useful in reinvigorating the 

Navy; but, notwithstanding this, he remarks: 


“It would be strange, indeed, if their work were perfact 


was. referred to the Committee on i} found a remedy for any mistalre or error of judgment; if the 


i service has thus been deprived of-a-‘meritorious and capable 


| I occupy the floor, I beg leave to say a word in | 


Navy affirms that the law establishing this board | 


ndeed, strik- ti 
xacling and ; 


| reasons, that the action of that board has been 


i of my own State, as well as by the officers hie 
; have thus been disrated or dropped. I have pre- 


and entirely: free from, error, Those errors; if 
wil soon and surely be discovered bythe developin 
time, by continued inquiry, aid by calm; dispassion: - 
servation? (Fw ee. ‘And while can-by. nO Ineans 

recommend the adoption of any measure of repeal; i 
course of proceeding in conflict with the general acti 
the board, Ihave ro doubt that there should be and willbe 


officer, either by reservation or dropping.??. + ; ty 

In these sentiments of. the Secretary of. the 
Navy—so well-expressed—in regard tothe law 
and the action of the board under it, and in regard 
to the errors into which the board unintentionally 
may have fallen, I most fully concur. -D believe 
that the board has committed an ‘unintentional 
error in the case of Commander Shaw; for I cón- 
sider him fully competent to discharge his duties, 
both ashore and afloat. He is a friend and còn- 


| stituent of mine; and in moving the reference of 


his memorial and papers to the Committee’on 
Naval Affairs, I must say that I think they, in 
their wisdom, will find this case one demanding - 
a compliance with the suggestions of the Secre- 
sag of the nee 

Yommander Shaw was not here during the 
deliberations of the board. He was in the West 
Indies, incommand of the sloop of war Falmouth. 
He has been twenty-six years in the service, 
fourteen of them at'sea. Upon diligent inquiry 
respecting his case, I cannot discover that he has 
ever been wanting in the discharge of his duty. 
If the Committee on Naval Affairs, upon konso 
ation with the Secretary ofthe Navy, find his case 
to be such as I have stated it, and as I believe it 
to be, I trust they will discover some mode.by 
which he can be restored to active service. T 
move the reference of the memorial and papers 
to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, in reference to 
what has fallen from the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, suggesting the probable action of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to extend to an inquiry 
into cases in which it has been supposed this naval 
board may have fallen into error—among others 
that of the memorialist represented by the honor- 
able Senator—I am rather disposed to think that 
‘when the committee shall take that subject up for 
consideration, it will be found almost, if not en- 
tirely, impracticable to give that extended inquiry 
into the cases of particular officers which is sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. My attention has been very forcibly 
drawn to the action of that naval board, approved 
as it has been altogether without exception or 
discrimination by the Executive, from the.fact 
that many officers of the Navy—some in the high- 
est grade, others in lower grades—from the State 
of Virginia, have been subjected to the action of 
that board. Some of those officers, not many, 
were personally known to me; all of them were 
known in the portions of the State from whence 
they respectively came; and with very few ex- 
ceptions it has been most forcibly pressed upon 


‘my attention that at home—that is to say in the 


State from whence they came and amongst- those 
who had known them, as well as known their 
carecer in the public service—they were looked 
upon not only as competent and efficient, but as 
gallant and able, officers,whose services the coun- 
try ought not to dispense with. I say, for these 


most strongly brought to my notice by the people 


sented two or three memorials, which took the 
usual course of reference to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; but I reserved my judgment, which 
is still reserved, upon all the questions affecting 
the action of that board. Iam disposed to think, 
however,—I throw it out at present only as a 
crude suggestion,—that if the committee were to 
undertake, or if the Executive were to undertake, 
as seems to be suggested in the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, to make inquiry now into 
the correctness or incorrectness of the sentence 
of the board in particular cases, they would find 
ita very dificult task to execute; and after they 
had executed it and had restored, should they 
restore, cither to their original position, or back 
to the Navy, those who have been disrated. and 
dropped, that of necessity those officers whe. con- 


ii sider themselves aggrieved by the sentence will 
i be returned to the service under ‘a cloud which 
| could not be dispelled by the future action either 


of the Executive or of the committee. 


een 


January 10, 


: Phe-honerable Secretary of the Navy, whose 
high and patriotic motives none esteem more 
highly than Ido, bowl in his letter to the Presi- 
dent, recommending the approval of the action 
of the board, and in his annual report which has 
been'setit to ug since the commencement of the 
present session, Secms in some way to have 
placed the executive action upon that. board in 
the condition of a court which condemns first, 
and hears afterward-; because. the honorable Sec- 
retary has said, that had he been in the place of 
the board; there were many of those officers who 
showld have been exempted from this.action of 
the board, and yet, taking it as a whole, he con- 


revent th 
leplored by a vast portion of the people of the 
country. : 
The memorial and accompanying documents 


Mr. HALE. 
rial upon the same subject, which I ask leave to 
present to the Senate. As the rules require that 
i| the member presenting a memorial shall state, 
il verbally, the contents of it, and as I intend to 
ask the Senate to make a different disposition of 
this memorial from that which has been made of 
others of a similar character, I will trouble the 
Senate by reading the memorial itself, thus’ cm- 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 
Mr. President, 1 have a memo- j 


sidered it advantagcous to the Navy, the innocent 

suffering with the offending, reserving to the Ex- | 
ecutive or to Congress, if it may be, a power 

to inquire into, and tò correct the errors of that 

board, should errors be found to exist, by a 

restoration tó rank. or a restoration to service. 

.. Now, sir, it. does seem to me, that that locks 
somewhat like a court which condemns first and 
hears afterward. The hearing or the amends | 
which they may attempt to make cannot have the 
effect of wiping off entirely the censure of the 
board. 3 

We al know, Mr. President, that law was | 
brought before the Senate ata very late day of the 
last session—on the 28th of February, 1 think— 
and we adjourned on the 4th of March. I am | 
perfectly free, for one, to take all the responsi- 
bite which may result from it, when L say that } 
I gave it hardly any consideration. It was not 

power to do so. We were pressed by 
public business, which had been accumulating 
during the last days of the session, and I merely 
read the law, and did no more. I have read it} 
since very carefully, and examined and weighed it | 
with great deliberation. I cannot but think that 
the law was unfortunate in not being sufficiently | 
guarded in its details for the regulation of the | 
action of that board, and I cannot but equally | 
think that the law has been misinterpreted by 
those who were called upon to administer it. In) 
this state of thimgs I have ventured to trespass | 
on the Senate so far as to throw out these ideas, 
because of the suggestion which fell from the | 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, when he | 
presented the memorial, that redress was to be 
afforded by examination in each individual case. || 

T do not think that the desired end can be at- 

tained in that way. The number disrated, or 

dismissed, amounts, I think, to two hundred and | 
one. The causes for any single dismissal are not | 
assigned; the innocent are confounded with those | 
who have offended. It may be, and doubtless 
is, true, that in some cases—whcether in the ma- 
jority or not, I am utterly unable to say—but in 
many cases the visitation of the board was de- 
served. The honorable Secretary admits that in 
other cases it has not heen deserved. We know 
that one man who has not only Hlustrated Amer- | 
ican science in his department of the Navy, but | 
who has contributed more substantial benefits to 
the nautical world than any man who has lived |] 
since the days of Newton, has been disrated by 
this board. 

A Senaton. 


in our 


To whom do you allude? 

Mr. MASON. I mean Lieutenant Maury. I 
know another instance of a Heutenant in the 
Navy, who has been doing honorable service į 
upon the Pacific coast, under a special order of | 
the Navy Department, whom, personally, I do | 
not know, but who was assigned to that branch | 
among the most difficult, I am told, appertaining | 
to nautical science, astronomy, and he has been | 
equally disrated, 

Now, {cannot but think that in these cases— 
T single them out, because in their particular | 
branch of the profession they stood deservedly | 
at its head, to illustrate the suggestion that the | 
decision of the board has resulted from a misin- | 
terpretation of the law, and that disastrous con- i 
sequences must ensue, if officers are merely rein- | 
stated by the committee or by the Executive— ii 
that it will leave them under the shade of the | 
original unexplained imputation. Jam disposed | 
to think, therefore—but again I say my judg- i 
ment is not formed on this embarrassing and dif- |! 
ficult question— hat it will probably be found i 
necessary, during the course of the session, to | 
pass a new law, (repealing, of course, the last,) | 
to begin the thing ab origine,and pass a law under || 
such safeguards in relation to its details as shall || 


i| who was President of the retiring board. 


Ty 


of these officer: 
mand, as det 
fectly safe in saying that the annais of no war ean furnish 
ins 
verance, of more conspicuous bravery, and of sounder 
judgment, than can be found in their details. 
be read w 
every Am 
viable piace t 


far from ove 


to truth, but shrinks from exaggerating, end neither dimin- 
ishes nor magnifies its own deeds,” 


bodying it as a portion of the remarks I intend to 
submit on the subject. I will do so, because Ẹ 
think I can better submit the views which I wish 
to present by reading the memorial, which is not 
long, and then I will accompany it with the mo- 
tion which I propose to make. The memorial is 
in these words: i 


“ To the Senate of the United States: 
“The undersigned in this memorial begs leave most re- 


spectfully to represent that he is a citizen of New Hamp- | 


Shire, and was late a master in the Navy of the United 
States, and that, by the finding of the Navy Board created 
by an act of the last Congress, he has been dismissed the 
service. 


“ IJe further represents that he is totally ignorant of any | 


charges or accusations ever having been made against him 
for dereliction of duty, inefficiency, or improper conduet, 
and feels couscious of having performed to the very letter 
his every duty while in the service, end borne himise in 
all his relations as beeame an officer of the Navy, and as is 
expected by the Government. 


feels the action of the Navy Board has marked bis chara 
ter, and injurious ashe knows it will be upon his future 
prospects, he trusts he will not be held obnoxious to the 
charge of imimnodesty if he embodies in this memorial a 
brief history of his connection with the Navy. 

«The memorialist entered the service in May, 1840, and 
received notice from the Department that his naine was 
dropped in September, 1855, the interim being fifteen years 
and four months; of these he bas had a drag of actual sea 
service of twelve years and cight months, and but ten 
months leave of absence, making, out of the fifteen years 
and four monthsin the Navy, fourteen years and six months 
employment. He performed his first service on board the 
United States ship Delaware; was ordered in November, 
4840, to une United $ stoop Concord, Capiain Boerum 3 
arrived on the coast of Brazil, and was transferred in Feb~ 
rnary, 1841, to the frigate Potomac, Captain Storer, and 
served in her until she was about to leave for home, when, 
ii s 1842, he was again ordered to the Concord, and 
ed his proper duties in her up to the period of her 
upon the coast of Africa, in October, 1842; aiter a 
detention of about two months, procured transportation to- 
Cape Town, and there found the John Adams, to which 
vessel be was ordered, and in her proceeded to Rio de ja- 

ter his arrival there, he was selected as one of the 
sto join the briz Chipola, purchased for the purpose, 
to return to the coast of Africa aud save what could be 
from the wreck of the Concord. He retnmed from this 
cruise in May, i844, and received three montis’ leave of 
absence. Before this leave of 
ordered to the steamer Princeton, in which he served until 
detached, in July, 1845, with leave of one month. He then 
received orders, and reported at the naval school, where he 
remained until he had passed his exanination, and received 
a warrant as passed midshipman of date July, 1846. After 
obtaining this warrant, he received orders to the razee m- 
dependence, Captain Lavalette, and in this vessel he served 
during the Mexican war, with the exception of the tem- 
porary cominand of a prize schooner, and some montis 
shore duty at San José, the southern port of Lower Cali- 
fornia, under the cousmand of the late Licutenant Charles 
Heywood. 
< Here the memoria 


ist begs leave to refer to the defense 
of the é Cuartel? at San José, defended bya force ot thirty 
American sailors and marines, assisted by twenty Califor- 
nia volunteers, against a force of over three hundred Mexi- 
s He was one of the three officers engaged hf that 
nse, oue of whom, Passed Midshipinan Te 
nahan, fell mortally wouuded in gallantly resi 
‘This position was defended for twen 
and for nine clusely b 
and week trom over- 
“Commodore Simbri 


ng an 
one days, 


ing, and fatigue, and wounds.” 
te 92. 
ko 


“Commodore Shubrick, commanding then the Pacifie 
quadron, in his official report of this aair to the Depart- | 
t, of date February 15, 1848, writes as follows: 1 
44i want words to express my sense of the gallant conduct 

and the officers and men under their com- 
ited in their reports, but feel that I am per- 


ves of greater coolness, of more indomitable perse- 


They will 
h pride and pleasure by the Department and by 
n, and will secure to all concerned a most en- 
the estimation of their countrymen.? 

“<I have the best reason to believe that these reports, so 
rrating the acts of those concerned, are strongly 
imbued with the inodesty of true courage, witich adacres 


“ The memorialist begs also to refer to an official report of 


“Deeply afilicted by the implied stigma with which he | 


sence had expired, he was | 


ged, half starved as they were, | 


e consequences which I know- are now 


the late Lieutenant Charles Hey wood, commanding at the 
defense of San José, to Commodore Shubtick, of date Feb- j 
ruary, 1848. This is an extract: 


- After the death of Passed Midshipman Mclanahan 
here remained but one. officer to assist me—Passtd Mid- 
shipman George A. Stevens, to whom, for his coolness and 
indefatigable zeat, at a time when so much devolved upon 
him, £ am happy to accord the highest credit? 

“The memorialist arrived home-from this cruise May, 
1849, and was again on duty at the Observatory in August, 
from which, in November, 1849, he was ordered to the 
schooner Gallatin, Lieutenant Maffitt, on coast survey ser- 
vice. . He served inher until July, 1850, when he Was or- 
dered to the frigate Raritan, then fitting ont for the Pacific, 
in which vessel he served. until June, 1851, when he was 
transferred to the ship Southampton, Lieutenant Com- 
manding Peter Temer. This vessel, after finishing her 
cruise, returned home in August, 1852, and was immediately 
designated to service in the Pacific and Japan seas, under 
the command of Lieutenant Commanding Boyle ; and the 
undersigned sailed in her. 

“This vessel returned home in 1855, after an active and 
useful ernise, codperating with the Japan squadron tothe 
entire satisfaction of Commodore M. C. Perry, who offi- 
cially commended the skill and promptitude with which 
the ship performed the services required of her. After an 
ardnous and faithful service of nearly thirteen years at sea, 
anda connection with the Navy of more than fifteen years, 
the undersigned received his warrant as master, dated 
Mareh, 1855, upon which his future hopes and prospects 
were based; to be summarily dismissed in Jess than six 
months after, unconscious of any fault, without a hearing, 
and liabic to cvery speculation and surmise calculated to 
damage his reputation, and mortify and imbitter the feel- 
ings of those for whose welfare he feels a more poignant 
interest than he dare here express. 

“In view of the above statement of facts, which. the 
records of the Department cannot disprove, and which the 
memorialist Gan establish by the confirmatory evidence of 
his shipmates, and the officers under whom he has sailed, 
he respectfully asks sucli redress by the Senate, as they, in 
their wisdom and justice, may deem proper. 

«GEORGE A. STEVENS, 
“ Late Master United States Navy.” 

My motion is that this memorial be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. "Fhe reason 
why I ask for that reference is, that I wish the 
Senate to be favored with the legal opinion of 
that committee, to whom such a question appro- 
priately belongs, upon the question whether 
officers in the Army and Navy have any consti- 
tutional rights at alẹ—whether those great safe- 
guards which the Constitution in all civil cases 
has thrown around the rights of person and 
property appertain in the remotest degree to 
naval officers. I apprehend that the true rule 
will be found to be—and I think the Committee 
on the Judiciary will so report—that all the safe- 
guards which the wisdom of the framers of the 
Constitution have incorporated into that instru- 
ment for the protection and the preservation of 
the personal rights of the citizen, pertain in all 
their extent to officers in the Army and Navy so 
far as they are applicable, and that they are ap- 
plicable in every case where the emergencies of 
naval and military- service do not demand a dif- 
ferent course. ; 

The complaint which an officer of this character 
makes should always, it seems to me, command 
a listening ear from the Senate of the United 
States. He states to you that, for fifteen years, 
he has been connected with the Navy, doing his 
duty promptly and efficiently, without reproach, 
suspicion, or accusation, He states that, while 
he has been fifteen years and four months in 
service, he has actually been at sea twelve years 
and eight months. Sir, it has been common with 
every Senator who has presented memorials on 
this subject, to preface his remarks with the 
expression of great confidence in the purity, up- 
rightness, integrity, and candor of. this board. 
I am not going to do any such thing, for the best 
ofall reasons. In the first place, I do not believe 
in it; and, in the next place, it is not according 
to my taste to make any such professions. My 
education and observation have taught me that, 
when a man does an act, he intends the reason- 
able and natural consequences of the act; and it 
is not worth while to travel any further than that. 
I apprehend, also, it will be found, when the his- 
tory of this board is gone into, that the kind of 
service which Mr. Stevens has been doing. has 
not been that kind which has most favorably 
commended itself to the consideration of the naval 
board. You perceive, sir, that poor Stevens has 
been at sea; he has been facing death in the tem- 
pestuous storms of a wintry passage around Cape 
Tiorn; he has met it in the appalling form of the 
pestilential vapors generated by a tropical sun on 
the coastof Africa; and he has metit on the battle- 
fields of Mexico. During all these trials and 
emergencies, he has sustained himself as became 
aman and an officer. He has met the enemy, 
and he has not. been vanquished; but, while he 
has beon thus honorably serving his .country on 


every coast.and..on. every Sea, and:on the battle- 
field,.there has come behind him, with an assas- 
sin’s stab, unseen and unheard, somebody that 
has déalt a staggering blow, and-he finds himself 
rostrated and the hopes of his life blasted. Who 
has done this? Why, sir, the country which he 
has served has done it... Without a hearing, with- 
out an accusation, without being allowed to con- 
front a witness, he has not been retired, he has | 
not been furloughed; but he has been cast off, he | 
has been dropped from the service; and yet he is 
a.man who has performed more service—and the 
records of the Navy will show the fact—vastly | 
more service, according to the time he has been 
in the Navy, than any.one of the gentlemen who 
have dealt thus cruelly with him. í 
‘But, sir, as I have said, the services which Mr. 
Stevens has been performing were not the kind 
of. services which, I apprehend, have commended 
themselves most favorably to the retiring board. 
You will perceive that he has been constantly at 
sea. He has not had duty to perform.as the 
lieutenant ‘of a quadrille, the commander of a 
masquerade, the manager of an assembly, or.the 
commodore of a waltz. His cruising-ground has 
not been the city of Washington; and his skill 
in naval tactics and engineering has,not been dis- 
payed about the purlieus of this Capitol. That 
1s the reason he has been dropped. 


Now, sir, I desire to say in the first place, that 
the law under which the naval board acted is, 
according to my belief, utterly unconstitutional. 
Why? ‘Because it violates all the great principles 
which have been incorporated into the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States, and the constitutions 
of the several States, for the preservation of prop- 
erty. and personal rights. I have looked over 
those constitutions somewhat carefully, and | find 
that the provision is substantially alike in them 
all. . Itis unconstitutional because it violates an- 
other great principle, which is the right of every- 

` body who is put on trial to be tried by judges as 
impartial as the lotof humanity willadmit. 'That 
is the very language of the constitution of my 
native State, and it is language which I believe 
commends itself to the heart and the judgment of 
every lawyer. f 

Again, sir, how is it with a jury? The slight- 
est interest disqualifies a juror from silting on a 
case. The Secretary of the Navy in his report 
undertakes seriously to argue to the Senate—a 
very large majority of whom. are lawyers—that 
this law is not obnoxious to the charge that the 
gentlemen composing the naval board were inter- 
ested in its decision, because no officer.had a right 
to pass on the condition of an oficer above him 
in rank. Let me read briefly from the report of 
the Secretary: ‘* And thus it was designed that, 
if by the execution of the law, officers of the 
board should happen to be promoted ’’—the meres 
accident in the world—if they should happen to 
be promoted, “their proceedings should not be 
tainted with the blighting suspicion that they la- 
bored for their own advancement, and not the 
public good,’” : 

Oh, no; such a suspicion would be dreadful! 
Now, sir, let us look at the proceedings of this 
board, to see how it ‘‘ happens” that some of them 
have been promoted. 1 look in the first place at 

ethe hst of commanders. It so happens that as 
they began the list of commanders, they dropped 
number one; then they dropped number two, and 
number three, and number four, and number five, | 
andnumber six, and numbcr seven. When they 
came to number eight,they found a man fit to re- | 
main. Number eight happens to be one of the | 
board! They did not get to a man fit to stay in | 
the rank of commander till they reached one of 
their own number, and then they said, “ Now, 
we have gota fit man; >and he igs the first one on 
the list whom they found qualified. Again, it so 
happens—the purest accident on carth—that, by | 
the action of the commanders who aro members 
of the naval board, combined with the action of 
the captains above them, four of them accident- 
ally find themselves clevated to the posts of cap- 
tains; and the Secretary says this does not subject 
them to the slightest suspicion—not the least in 


the world!. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I have a more serious objection than | 
this to thisact. Theact is bad—the execution of | 
itinfinitely worse. Ido not depend on analogy; | 
Ido not ask gentlemen to condemn the act be- | 
cause it is not in accordance with those safe- | 


Jaw; but Lam clearin the conviction that if I sat» 


States and State Jaws have thrown, around the 
protection of private rights, of reputation, and of 
property; but because it isi 
contravention of a prohibition. of the Constitution 
of the: United. States. The third clause of the 
ninth section of the firstarticle of the Constitution 
provides. that “No bill-of attainder, or ex post j 
Jacto law, shall he passed.” . 
J shall not detain the Senate with any poor talk 
of my own asto what constitutes an ex post facto 


isfy the judgment of the Senate that this is an 
expost fueto law, this prohibition of the Constitu- 
tion must be regarded. Judge Story, in his Com- į 
mentaries on the Constitution, book third, section 
1399, speaking of ea post facto laws, uses-the fol- 
lowing language: ; 

& Ofthe same class are ex post facto laws—that is to say 
(in a literal sense) laws passed after the act was done. The | 
terms ex post facto laws, in a comprehensive sense, eme 
brace all retrospective laws, or laws governing or control- 


fing past transactions, whether of a civil or criminal na- |! 


ture. And there bave not been wanting learned minds 
that have contended, with no small force of authority and 
reasoning, that such ought to be the interpretation of the 
terms in the Constitution of the United States. As an 
original question, the argument would be entitled to grave | 
consideration; but the current of opinion and authority 
has been so generally one way, as to the meaning of this 
phrase in the State constitutions, as well as that of the 
United States, ever since their adoption, that it is different 
to feel that itis now an open question. The general in- 
lerpretation has heen, and is, that the phrase applies to acts 
of n criminal nature ouly; and that the prohibition reaches 
every Taw whereby an act is declared a erime, and made 

ishable as such, when it was nota crime when done; 
by the act, if a crime, is aggravated in enormity, | 
or punishment; or whe sby different or Jess evidence is 
required to convict an offender than was required when 
tie act was committed.” 

Then if the Congress of the United States have 
authorized a punishment to be inflicted upon these į 
men, upon evidence which could not have been 
received before this act was passed, the act comes | 
within the condemnation of the Constitution, and 
is an ex post factolaw. Judge Story further says, 
citing as his authority 3 Dallas, 386: 

“ The Supreme Court have given the following definition: 
€ An ex post facto law is one whieh renders an act punish- 
able in a manner in which it was not punishable when it | 
Was conmnitted.’ Such a law may inflict penalties on the 
person, or may infliet pecuniary penalttes, which swel rhe 
public treasury. Laws, however, which mitigate the char- 
acter or punistinent of a crime already committed, may not 
fall within the prohibition, for they are in favor of the citi- | 
zens.?? i 

That is the authority of Judge Story and of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, I have 
one other. In Kent’s Commentaries, vol. 1, 
lecture 19, p. 409, he says: 

“ ta Fletcher vs. Peck, (6 Cranch, 138,) it was observed | 
that an ex post facto law was one which rendered y 
punishable a manner in which it was not pu 
definition is distingui 


minal proceed- 


ings, which impose pimishments or forfeitures, and not to |!| 
civil proccedings, Which allect private rights retrospect- 
ively.” 


Now, sir, let us sce if this is in the nature of a} 
criminal offense. It does seem to me that it can | 
be held as nothing else. The Secretary of the | 
Navy, l have no doubt, is an exceedingly inge- 
nions man—I have not the honor of his acquaint- | 
ance—and in the letter which he addressed tothe 
board, he tricd to satisfy them that they were 
going to compliment the naval officers, and not 


i 
i 
i 
i 
} 


guards which the Constitution of the. United 


n direct-and express ||: 


‘fn examining asto who nre. ‘ineapable‘of perfa 
their. whole duty both ashore. and afloat,’ T need 
suggest to you that an officer may:be ‘incapable? 
mentally, physically, or morally ; for although hè ma: 
sessa strong mind and robust frame, yet if his moral pi 
ception of right and wrong be'so blunted and debased as to. 
reader him unreliable, be could ‘hardly be ranked as the 
capable oficer.” ee 


Then these men were put on trial for the crime 
of having blunted sensibilities—~a term not ver 
well defined in any book that ever I have het 
and if these gentlemen, without having been in= 


į sations brought agaist them, upon an. ex parte 
| hearing, without witnesses, were found guilty 
ef having blunted moral perceptions, they were 
| dropped from the Navy. 

There was some pretense of a guard in the 
gencral character of the law, in the fact. that is 
was left to be exercised by the board, subject to 
the regulations which the Secretary of the Navy 
might prescribe to them. The Seoretary tolls 
you how far his regulations extended. “They 
went to the extent of taking care that no com- 
manders had a vote upon the captains, and no 
lieutenants upon the commanders, and no mid- 
shipmen upon the licutenants, : 

Now, let us see how the sensibilities of the. 
board stood the test. They found. sixty-eight 
captains on the rolls; and how many of them do 
you suppose had blunted perceptions? They got 
rid of thirty-four captains out of sixty-cight— 
one half the whole number. Among those whom 


Stewart, who headed the list. Iam glad they 
selected him, because it furnishes a good com- 
mentary upon the proceedings of the board. 
Commodore Stewart’s fame is a part of the in- 
heritance of every American citizen. Up to the 
period of the action of this board he was in the 
possession of the highest honors of the naval 
service, and his name was known and honored 
and revered and loved wherever the history of 
the American Navy was known. They dropped 
him, and the President confirmed the action of 
the board, and at the same time published to the 
world the fact that it was not true. It wa only 
on the pretense that the exigencies of the service 
required it, and on no other condition, that the 
President had the right to approve the action of 
the board. And he told Commodore Stewart 
that he was not fit to perform duty, but he still 
kept him on the list, and he is there now. 

; Phere were ninety-six commanders on the list 
when the board met, and they did not quite cut 
off half of them. They cut off the heads of thirty- 
nine; they cut off enough to carry four fifths. of 
their own number into the captain’s list. ‘There 
were three hundred and twenty-six licutenants, 
of whom eighty-four were retired or dropped. 
Of masters in the line of promotion there were 
fourteen, and nine of them were disposed of, 
Then they came to another class, and, according 
to the information which I have obtained from 
some gentlemen of the Navy, with whom I have 
had some acquaintance, one of the most useful 
| classes of officers in the Navy, and that is mas- 


to punish them. He says: 

“VY feara misapprehension may exist inthe minds of some | 
in regard to the position before the country of oficers placed i 
on the arved with fuli leave of absence pay. Ut is no | 
degradation ; | ather a high compiiment. Whe pay js; 
liberal, and amply sufficient to the comfortable support of | 
the officer and his ihinily. Indeed, it is the g 
of a Government, seying to the meritorious o 
have served with fidelity, and now, 
competent to the severe duties of na 
from the labors of your profe: 
asto yonr SUPpOrt, as We Dave provided for i 
tlemen, do I consider thet it wil be n 
tion or a mark of govern: 
be placed on furiough, which is half Je: 
because he may ze become really incompe 
discharge of bis duties, and yet may not have served so long | 
and faithfully, und with such credit, as to entitle him to the | 
highest compensation—to the reserved.” : 


There is another class, and the ingenuity of | 
the Secretary does not even attempt to construe | 


t 


xiety 
; gen- j 
da- | 
r to 
ce pay, | 
l to Ute! 


the action of the board as a compliment to them. |! 


I refer to those who have been dropped entirely į 
where their inefiiciency has accrued from mat- i 


ters not in the line of promotion—masters who 
have been selected from the sailors for thei great 
merit, and for their services and character—mas- 
ters who have sometimes, in the past history of 
the Navy, been promoted to the highest place in 
the service. What do you suppose the naval 


‘| board did with the grade of masters? They did 


not find one of them good enough for the Navy; 
they legislated them all out of existence; there is 
nota single one of them left. Of the seventeen 
masters not in the line of promotion, one died, 
and the board killed all the rest, so that there ig 
nota solitary one left upon the naval list. 

The board converted themselves not only into 
a court to try officers for blunted moral percep- 
| fons, but they resolved themselves into acon- 
| gress to determine, by their action, that there was 
no necessity for such a grade of officers as masters 
notin thé line of promotion, and they have blotted 
the whole of them out of existence. As they 
i come down in rank, they scem to grow wonder- 


S 


i 
i 


formed of the nature and character of the aceus- 


they selected for retirement was Commodore | 


ce ne oye a 


| 
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H 
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_ fully less eircurnspect: Of one hundred and ninety 
passed midshipmen they have only drop ed four- 
teen. ‘This is a sad commentary upon the whole 
Navy; and, if-it be true, it shows that the less 
time aman has been in the Navy the better his 
character is, and the higher up he gets the worse 
he becomes.~ (Laughter.] Out of one hundred 
and ninety passed midshipmen they dropped only 
fourteen; but when they reached the grade of 

“commodore, it seems they had become so utterl 
corrupt that half of them. must be struck off. 
do not.believe.in any such thing. 

For the reasons which I have stated, I believe 
the law to be an ex post facto one; but I have 
some other objections to it. It undertakes to do 
what Congress have no right to do. This re- 
moval of officers is not a removal by the Presi- 
dent of the United States; it is a removal by act 
of Congress. beg the attention of any members 
of the committee who may be doing me the honor 
to listen to me while I state what the law is. Tt 
provides that ‘all officers who shall be found by 
the said board incapable of performing the duties 
of their respective offices, ranks, or grades, shall, 
if such finding be approved-by the President, be 
dropped from the rolls, or placed, in the order of 
their rank and seniority at the time, upon a list 
in the Navy Register, to be entitled the reserved 


list.” There is no discretion left to the President. | 


Tie was only to determine whether the finding of 
the board was correct. They found that, in con- 
sequence of his being an old man, the moral per- 
ceptions of Commodore Stewart had become 
blunted, and were not so keen as those of some 
of the gentlemen who had been attending cotillon 
parties at Washington for a number of winters 

ast. What could the President do? The Pres- 
ident does not turn the officer out; the law docs 
it; Congress does it. The officers, if the finding 
were approved by the President, were to be 
dronted, The President could not have approved 
the finding and still retain a man in the Navy; 
but the two Houses of Congress undertook, by 
this law, and by its operation, per se, to turn 
these officers out. H is the finding of the board, 
on its approval by the President, that turns them 
out. If that be so, the law is utterly void from 
the beginning; and if this act, with the construc- 
tion which has been given to it, could, by any 
possibility, be submitted to that high tribunal 
which sits in the chamber below us—the Supreme 
Court of the United States—I should not have 
the slfhtest fears but that the judgment of that 
couri would be that the act was utterly unconsti- 
tutional. 

Why, sir, it is abhorrent to every feeling of 
justice. Here are commanders'on a court, trying 
members of their own grade. The trial is of 
such a nature that, if any are found unworthy, 
they are to be dropped, and the very gentlemen 
who find them unworthy take their places. Such 
has been the operation of it There was Captain 
Boerum, in command of the most desirable station 
inthe Navy, the navy-yard at Brooklyn, New 
York—a man who, 1 believe, from all T have 
heard of him, is as fully competent to discharge 
the high duties of that place as any man in the 
Wavy—a gallant, eeeellene honorable, high- 
minded officer, irreproachable in all the relations 
of life as an offiecr and a gentleman; but this 
board found that he had too blunt perceptions to 
be a captain in the Navy, or to be in command 
of the naval station in Brooklyn,and they thought 
that thore was one of their own number who had 
finer perceptions, and who was better calculated 
to take that post; and, by mere accident, the 
youngest captain on the board finds himself com- 
fortally seated in Captain Bocrum’s place. No 
doubt the Secretary of the Navy would say, it 
is by the merest accident. Sir, Suppose the case 
of the trial of a title to land: iffa jury were to sit 
to try my title to the house in which I lived, and 
if, when they found a verdict against me, the 
result was, that the Jurymen who found that I had 
no title stepped in and took my place—what 
would be said of such a proceeding? » Should I 
be satisfied with it, if I were told that it wasa 
mere accident—that I was not fit to hold it; that 
I bhad to go out, and. that it so happened, acci- 
dentally, that the jurymen who rendercd the ver- 
dict should take my place after I had gone out? 
I thiuk not. 

There is another matter in connection with this 
subject which I wish to urge. I perceive that 


|| were spelled right, I suppose. 


tion, without having extended to them the benefit 
of the constitutional provision which allows a 
criminal in the smallest criminal transaction to 
have his accusation delivered to him, the oppos- 
ing witnesses confronted with him, and wit- 
nesses produced on his own behalf. ‘This board 


but there was submitted to them evidence, as the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy shows, which 
| would have been clearly inadmissible before any 
court of justice. What was that evidence? The 
records of the Department containing charges 
upon which officers had sometimes been heard 
| and tried, and charges in some cases upon which 
| there had been no hearing and no trial. Those 
charges, brought forward behind men’s backs, 
| ex parte allegations which had slumbered_ in the 
| Department for years, and upon which the ofii- 
i cers under existing lawshad the right to be tried 
by court-martial, to confront their accusers, and 
produce witnesses in their own behalf, were sub- 
mitted to the board. 9 
those charges were made had no opportunity to 
| rebut them by evidence, but they were sub- 
| mitted by the Secretary of the Navy to the retiring 
| board as evidence upon which gentlemen have 
| been deprived of their character, of their reputa- 
tion, of their place ia the Navy, of their standing 
| before society and before their families. 

Now, Mr. President, let me put a single case 
| to you. Suppose the retiring board had had the 
| power of inflicting the punishment of death upon 
such a hearing as this; suppose that, without 
notifying a man that there was an accusation 
| against him, and without giving him an oppor- 
| tunity to have the witnesses brought before him, 
or for him to bring witnesses to rebut the charge, 
it had the power of inflicting the punishment of 
death, and death had been inflicted. Would not 
the moral sense of the world—not of Christendom, 
but of creation—have cried out in indignation and 
| horror at such an infamous law as that? It could 
| not have stood fora moment. Now, let me ask 
pen whether, amongst the two hundred men who 
nave been stricken down, you do not suppose 
that there was a vast number who would greatly 
prefer that death should come before disgrace, and 
who would say to this board, to the Scnate, and 
to the country: “ Leave me my character; leave 


blotted name; leave me an unscathed character, 
so that, when I go hence to be here no more, if I 
can leave to those who survive me nothing else, in 
| God’s name, let me leave them an unspotted rep- 
ulation??? I ask you, sir, do you not suppose 
| there are very many who would have infinitely 
| preferred death to the disgrace that has thus been 
inflicted upon them? Beyond controversy. It 


nimity, for a man to say thot he prefers death to 


upon at least one third of this branch of the publie 
| service a dishonor which is worse than death. 
| When the report of the board came to the Sec- 
i retary, he says he did not approve of it alto- 
i gether; he knew they had done right in some 
| cases, and, therefore, he was willing to think they 
idid so in the main; and he recommends the 
i President to approve the whole, and the Prosi- 
‘dent did so. 

| The board, I think, sat for about thirty days, 
i and they probably did not occupy more than six 
‘hours a day with their sessions. 4 


| that time they passed upon six hundred officer: 
F 
‘of three in an hour. 
after that he carefully examined their repor 
| Examined what? The names of the oficers 
dropped and reserved, I presume. No dout he 
read over very carefuliy the alphabetical lis 
There was no record of proceedings; no reason 
assigned for the action of the boards 


| which he could examine except the lists of the 


| names of the officers. He was certain that they 
After he got 
| through with his examination, he sont the list to 


ithe President, telling the President that he had 


| approval. 


What did the President do? After a 
| delay of aaweck, he stated that he had carefully 


| examined and deliberately considered it. The 


The officers against whom | 


does not require a very great degree of courage, | 
| it docs not require a very high effort of magna- | 


| At this rate they must have got through the trial? 
The Sceretary telis us that. 


examined it “carefully,” and recommended its | 


i kept no record at all. They swore no witnesses; | 
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dishonor; but yet you have gons on and heaped || 


Then they were $ 
‘one hundred and eighty hours in session; and in 
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‘` to the charge of being unconstitutional in its pro~ 
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i that this memorial 


i to furlough an officer when he pleased. 
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President had deliberation upon this matter, for 
he says, “häving carefully examined and delib- 
erately considered the report,” &c. “What did 
he consider? The listand the figures; he had 
nothing clse to examine and consider. He had 
nothing but the names of the men who were to 
be dropped and: retired, and the places: they had 
occupied; and’ his expression is, that he “ap- 
proved’? the finding of the board as set forth in 
their report; but he does net go on to dismiss the 
officers. There never has been a President of 
the United States since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution who dared, with one dash of his pen, to 
dismiss without a reason two hundred naval 
officers. No, sir. It would have excited a 
storm of indignation in the country which no 
man could have stood before. The President did 
not undertake to do it. He simply expressed his 
approval of the finding of the board; and when 
he did that, Congress and the law came in and 
turned the officers out of the service. 

Sir, we present to-day the spectacle of having 
men of high and honorable attainments—men per- 
fectly competent to discharge all their duties, men 
without reproach, without the suspicion of dis- 
honor—branded, turned out before their families 
and fellow-citizen’, as disgraced, the finger of 
scorn pointed at them, they left liable toevery sus- 
picion and every surmise and every conjecture 
which malignity or enmity may suggest; and 
when they go to the records of their country to 
have a reason for this, they find no record but 
the bare statement of dismissal. One man is 
turned out for drunkenness, another for theft, 
and another for having blunted moral perceptions; 
but the record is allalike. The thief, the felon, 
the drunkard, the man of blunted moral percep- 
tions, are all put in the samc category—all left to 
stagecr under the load of opprobrium from now 
until the day they go to their graves. For my- 
self, T believe it ìs wrong, utterly and totally— 
wrong in its beginning, wrong in its progress, 
wrong in its conception, wrong in its consumma- 
tion, and infinitely worse in +s execution. If 
there had been but a solitary case, and that case 
had been that of the humble memorialist whose 

etition J have presented to the Senate to-day— 
if there had been but one case of such monstrous 
injustice—I should have said: “ Repeal your law; 


| alaw which so operates, a law which is so exe- 
| me my untarnished reputation; leave me an un- || 


cuted, that such are its natural consequences, is 
not fit to stand upon the statute-book of the 
United States; let it be obliterated. ”? 

Sir, from the little I know, and from what I 
have heard of those gentlemen who have been 
placed on the reserved list or dropped from the 
naval service, I will make this assertion—and I 
am not afraid to pledge the little reputation that 
belongs to so humble a man as I am upon jt— 
that you may select those two hundred men, aud 
bring them before an impartial board, competent 
to pass upon their merits, and (my life upon the 
issue) they can man a fleet with officers of every 
grade as fully competent to maintain the honor 
of your flag on every sea as those who are left, 
and | think a little more so. 

Entertaining these views, Mr. President, I ask 
may be submitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, so that we may have 
the opinion of that committee upon the constitu” 
tional question which, I think, lies upon the 
very surface of this proceeding; and that is, 
whether the law under which the naval board 
have acted is not an“er post facto law ; whether 
it does not make an act punishable by different 
evidence, and whether it does now inflict a.differ- 
ent punishment from what was usual when the 
act was committed. 

Up to the year 1835 the President had the power 
From 
1835 to 1845, that power was taken away from 
him, In 1845itwas restored. But he never had: 
power to retire an officer; he never had power 
such as this law gave him;.and there is no pre- 
tense that he ever had. Then, that statute does 
make new crimes; it allows evidence to be sub- 
vitted which could not have been legally sub- 
mitted to any tribunal before its passage. For 
these and various other reasons, it is obnoxious 


visions, and therefore I have made this motion. 
It is not because I wish to take away from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs any business which 
appropriately belongs to them; but because I 
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avant--what I think: the Senate are entitled. to, 
and what I think these gentlemen are entitled to— 
‘the opinion of the lawyers of this body upon this 
question, that ask that this single memorial may 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Before I take my seat, I- beg leave to: give notice 
that on to-morrow, or. some subsequent day.after 
the two Houses shall-be organized, I shall ask 
Jeave to introduce abill- to repeal the act ‘to 
promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 
February 28, 1855. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brut, of 
Tennessee, in the chair.) The question is on 
the reference of the memorial to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Similar petitions and memo- 
rials ‘have heretofore been. referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and I think this should 
take the same direction.. To send it to another 
committee will be dividing the business.unneces- 
sarily. All similar memorials have-been referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. If this shall 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
two committees, will have charge of the same 
subject-matter. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps I can obviate that ob- 
jection by proposing to refer this memorial to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, with special in- 
structions to report on the constitutionality of 
the law. Itscems to me that we have a right to 
ask for their opinion upon that question; I move, 
therefore, that it-be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with instructions to report on the 
constitutionality of the law. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would suggest to the Senator 
the propriety of reducing his instructions to 
writing. i 

The: PRESIDING OFFICER., That would 
be the proper course to pursue. 

Mr. HALE. Letthe memorial lie on the table 
for a few moments, and I will reduce my proposed 
instructions tọ writing. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to have the opinion 
of the Committee on the Judiciary in relation to 
one point particularly, and I wish to call the at- 

< tention of the Senator from New Hampshire to 
that point. I should like to have the committee 
report to the Senate whether the action of the 
naval board is, or is not, void, for the want of 
notice to the parties. dismissed or retired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi can move that proposition as 
an amendment to the proposition offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Chair will allow the memo- 
rial to lie on the table for a few moments, I shall 
presently reduce my instructions to writing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
pursue that course, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say that I approve 
to the fullest extent every word which fell from’ 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] in refer- 
ence to this question. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, as I had 
the honor to introduce the memorial which: initi- 
ated this debate, and as I made a few remarks 
upon it, I fear it may be inferred that I, too, cn- 
gaged in casting some imputations on the naval 
board, and in criticising their action. Many im- 

utations have been cast on the motives of that 
` board, I engaged in no such criticism. If there 
has been injustice done, I believe the responsibil- 
ity rests upon Congress, and hot upon the board. 
The law originated in this body. Under that 
law it became the duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy to organize the board. 
that tribunal are high and honorable officers, and 
would no doubt gladly have escaped service upon 
the board. I think it does not become the mem- 
bers of this body, therefore, to be shirking the 

, responsibility, and casting it upon the board. 
| Mr. President, of the large number of officers 
# in our Navy, only forty-nine have been dropped. 
4 That is but a small number. It seems to me 
that those who have been retained upon. the 
leave of absence pay, or on the furlough list, 
together with those who have been dropped, 
have got up a great deal of feeling, and too much 


high-stomached indignation in regard to this | 


transaction. Many public officers have hereto- 
fore been retired, without having their characters 
injured. Many who have spent the flower of 
their days and the vigor of their manhood in 
the. public service in this body, have. been 


The members of | 


il efficiently perform their duties. Now, sir, in 
i - : : 
| passing this law, what did the Congress of the 


retired, and that, too; without 
| -tlon ever made to that? tee 
Although I believe that, inthe case which I 
' had the honor to bring to the notice of the Senate 
this morning; the board erred, I have ‘not en- 
aged in these sweeping charges against them. 

‘concur most: fully with the Secretary. of the 
Navy in-sustaining the motives of the board, 
and in saying that, by its action, the Navy has 
been materially benefited and reinvigorated; and 
I furthermore believe; that in most cases in which 
the board has acted it can fully sustain itself. I 
think: that its members should have a hearing, 
when these ‘imputations are made upon them. 

Sir, if we repeal the law as suggested by the 
Senatorfrom New Hampshire, how can we restore 
to the Navy the officers who have been dropped? 
We cannot compel the President to appoint them. 
They are now out of the Navy as much as we are, 
and he would have no more right to appoint them 
than any other private citizen in the streets. The 
repeal of the law, therefore, will not restore these 
men. The naval retiring board may have com- 
mitted errors; but when the Secretary ofthe Navy, 
whose duty it is to supervise the Navy, and who 
is at the head of that Department of the public 
service, informs the Congress of the United States 
that, in his judgment, this is a wise law, and that 
the decision of the board under it has been cor- 
rect, I shall be careful to examine long before I 
overrule that judgment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, this debate 
has sprung up somewhat unexpectedly. Gentle- 
men have prepared themselves with statistics and 
arguments in opposition to the law which was 
passed at the last session of Congress, and to the 
action of the executive department upon that law. 
For myself, I feel that there is great justice and 
| propriety in what fell from the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropnean,] that, if 
wrong has been done, that wrong is chargeable, 
in a great measure, upon the Congress of the 


H United States; and as I voted for that law, and 


would vote for it again, I think it but just to say 
avery few words at this time, reserving a more 
extended argunfent for an occasion which will 
more properly admit of a full debate in the Senate. 

I remember perfectly well, that when this law 
was under discussion, my honorable friend from 
Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] made objection to its 
passage in a speech of great force and power, in 
which he protested against the organization of any 
board or tribunal which should act upon the char- 
acter, the interests, or the prospects in life of pub-, 
lic officers, without giving them an opportunity 
of hearing the charges made against them, or 
| of rebutting those charges by proof. Notwith- 
standing the protest of that Senator by his able 
| argument, the bill passed into a law almost with 
| unparalleled unanimity in the Senate. That por- 
tion of the law—that section of it which seems to 
be most obnoxious—was, as we are informed by 
| the Secretary of the Navy, and as we all perfectly 
| well remember, forced upon the law by an amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 1 was not 


afd felt no difficulty in giving my concurrence 

it. 

I think, Mr. President, that there is a great 
j error lying at the foundation of all the strictures 
that are cast upon this Jaw. I think that the 
| gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] is 
| greatly in error, when he assumes, as the basis 
of his remarks and strictures upon this law, that 
| an officer in the public service of this Govern- 
ment, whether inthe Army or Navy, hasa vested 
life interest in his office. We all know that the 
| true constitutional theory is that which makes the 


| duration of office determinable upon the pleasure 
i 


i of the President. These officers do not hold their | 


offices during good behavior. They hold no office 
| for life. They are in the service of their country 
under an implicd contract, E admit, that they 
shall remain in that service so long as they can 


United States undertake to de? It undertook 


i ee : : 
| were inefficient for the performance of their duties. 


f However rigorous might have been the action of 


; Congress; however unjustifiable in point of lib- 


| erality and due consideration for ancient and 


| indisposed to that amendment whenit was offered, | 
ji had not exercised that pre 


{ 
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| simply to assist the Executive in the exercise of | 

! his undoubted constitutional power of discharg- | 
ing from the rolls of the Navy such officers as | 


bi 


pay.” Was objec- || distinguished public services, no mah can gaitisay 


the abstract right of the Government to: discharge 
any officer in its service at any time’ when he 
becomes inefficient to-perform his duties, without 
compensation and without further reward: Tsay 
that the abstract right exists inthe Government, 
although I should never be found voting to exer- 
cise it; and I believe no Senator within the sound 
of my voice would ever pretend that it was just, 
or proper, or becoming in the Congress of the 
United States to pass any act’ which: should 
evince ingratitude for ancient and faithful publie 
services, ; : 

Now, sir, holding, as we did, an undoubted 
right to maintain the efficiency of the Arniy and 
Navy; bound as we were by every consideration 
which should operate upon the mind of patriots, 
to maintain that efliciency as, above all other-con-~ 
sidcrations, the one which ought to guide us in 


time and again from every Secretary of the Navy 
who has held that office for the last quarter of a 
century; knowing as we did, as a matter of public 
notoriety, that the body of officers of the Navy 
required purgation, if I may use that word; know- 
ing that a large number of the officers were unable, 
inefficient, and incompetent, (whether from acci- 
dent, from the visitations of Divine Providence, or 
| from their own fault or misconduct,) to perform 
their public duties; were we to fold our arms, 
and because we could not perform that duty ina 
manner perfectly satisfactory to all, because’ we 
could not attain that perfection which is beyond 
any human limit, because we could not strike out 
from the list of the officers of the Navy exactly 
such men as ought to be stricken out, and leave 
in exactly such men as ought to he retained, be- 
cause there might be an error here to the prejudice 
: of one officer, and an error there to the prejudice 
, of another—was it our duty as public, faithful 
servants to leave this great public wrong un- 
remedied? Were we not to do the best we could 
under the circumstances? And what have we- 
done? Analyze the law and sec what Congress 
ordered the Executive to do in this matter. Was 
| it anything more than we were bound by our 
| public duty to do? What was the order of Con- 
| gress to the Executive? After having organized 
the board, to require the board to make a careful 
examination—intowhat, sir? ‘Into the efficiency 
of the officers of the gradés hereinafter mentioned,” 
into their efficiency to perform their duty to their - 
country. In what sense can gentlemen say that 
this was a court appointed for the trial of men 
for misconduct?) In what sense can this board 
be regarded as a tribunal before which charges 
were to be brought, and by which condemnations 
were to be sent out? i s % 
The President of the United States, indepen- | 


ght to drop an oficer from the service. 
right has been exercised before on more than one 
occasion; but the complaint, that was brought 
hefore Congress, and the evil which it was known 
throughout the country was necessary to be rem- 
edied, resulted from the fact that the Executive 
rogative as often as 
he should have done, and as the public service 
i required.. ‘The predecessors of the present Pres- 
ident had again and again disregarded the reports 
of courts-martial recommending the dismissal of: 
officers from the public service until many officers 
who were inefficient remained in the service be- 
cause they had suceceded in engaging Executive 
i clemency in their behalf, through the intercession 
of friends, or through the importunity of poli- 
ticlans. Presidents of the United States had exer- 
cised their clemency in regard to individual cases 
to such an extent, that the number. of officers 
which it was required to dismiss from the Navy 
was greater than it was proper Congress should 
; impose on the President the necessity of drop- 
ping. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
well stated that there has been no Executive of 
he United States up to the present day who has 
ad the moral courage—tI do not believe General 
Jackson himself would have had the moral cour- 
age—to drop at one swoop two hundred officers 
from the Navy list of the United States. The 
storm of indignation which ‘has arisen in the 
minds of these officers and their friends, the feel- 
ing which pervades some parts of the country, 
| arising from just such appeals as have been made 
i by the honorable-Senator from New Hampshire 


our legislation here; having received fhe Navy | 


\ 
$ 
\ 


dendy of the action of this board, had‘a perfect | 
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: a 
to-day; would have teen ‘too ‘great to ‘be borne 
even by the steical firmness of General Jackson 
himself. : ‘ f 
Por-this reason the necessity of some aid from 
Congress was apparent to every man who de- 
sired that the character of the Navy for efficiency 
should be maintained, and. that if any. difficulty, 
such as now seems impending over the country, 
should unfortunately arise, and if we should be 
involved in a contest with some foreign Power, 
and the flag of our country should have to. be 
borne on the sëas in opposition to the lion flag 
of Great Britain, (as now seems to be somewhat 
threatened, according to.a recent communication 
from the Executive,) our flag should not be dis- 
graced, the honor of the country should not be 
tarnished, and it should not becommitted to incf- 
ficient or incompetént hands. I say, in my esti- 
mation, that. that was a great public duty impera- | 
tively demanded of the Congress of the United |j 
States, and for my portion of the discharge of || 
which 1 .take pride and honor. I consider my- 
self entitled to honor and credit from my con- 
stituency and from the country for having voted jj 
for that bill, and for now maintaining it. . 
But, Mr. President, whilst I say this, it is not 
my intention to say—God forbid that L should 
gay—that invevery instance in which this board 
has acted its action meets my approval. Ft has 
been well said that the Secretary of the Navy 
and the President of the United States them- 
solves have declared that injustice in some cases 
has been done. It is not my intention to defend 


| board to do? 


i cently. 


these executive officers beyond the point to 
which I think they ought to be defended, I 
have the highest respect for the Secretary of the 
Navy. I think he has made an admirable and 
| eflicient public officer; but 1 think he did make a 
mistake in recommending to the President of the 
United States to adopt, in toto, the action of this 
beard. Ican understand perfectly well the mo- 
tives that operated on his mind. T can undor- 
stand very well that he might well have hesitated 
in striking from the list furnished to him, the 
names of any officers upon the ground that, by 
so doing, he might seem to impeach the motives 
ofthe officers who constituted the board. Yet f | 
think that he erred in not striking from the list | 
committed to his’ charge by the navy board, | 
such names as, in his opinion, required further | 
investigation, t think he ought to have with- | 
held those names trom the action of the Presi- | 
dent.until his judgment coincided with that of || 
the navy board, Ho this extent, and no further, 
do { think the Scerctary of the Navy acted inju- 
diciously. 1 am satisfied, however, that this | 
error, if error indecd it were, was an error of | 
judgment alone, and the character of that gen- 
deman (whose conduct in the discharge of, the 
duties of the Secreturyship of the Navy has 
been the theme of admiralion by gentlemen of | 
all political parties) is sufficient to satisfy us, 
and to satisfy the country, that none but the 
purest motives guided him when he made the |! 


decision whieh he did. 
Limight refer to one or two cases which have 
adl on thi 


¢ 


been sug s floor. My honorable friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] has suggested the 
name of an officer of the Navy whose reputation 
is coextensive with the naval world-—a ge 
man who is now receiving medals of gold from 
! foreign powers as testimonials of their admiration 
for his scientific attainments, and the service he 
has rendered the commerce of the world. Why, 
sir, I take the fact to be, that the members of tis ; 
board and the Secretary of the vy and the 
President must have known that cases like his 
would excite the surprise of the entire country, 
and excite the sympathy of any man who took 
any pride in the fame of his country; and the very 
circumstance that, notwithstanding this hnowl- 
edge, they did, in obediense to the behests of the i! 
law, exccute its orders, is the highest praise that i 
could be accorded to them. I refer to the fact of 
Lieutenant Maury's being placed on the xetived 
list with leave of nce pay, because it happens 
that [have heard from sources which I believe 
worthy of the highest credit, that Lieutenant 
Maury was dropped from the list of active oift 
cersof the I nd placed in the honorable posi- 
tion of leave of absence pay on the retired list, in 
obedience to the letter of the law, which required 
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both ashore and afloat. T have'also been informed 
that Lieutenant Maury had repeatedly reported 
himself as incompetent, by reason of physical in- 
firmity, to do duty afloxt. What, then, was the 


ferred to. 
lieve the fact tobe, that Commodore Stewart re- 
peatedly reported himsclf as incompetent to do 
duty afloat, by reason of his advanced age. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honor- 
able -Senator a question for the purpose of cor- 
recting what -has been stated by himself. I pre- 
sume the honorable Senator does not mean to 


| say that he has been informed by Lieutenant 


Maary that he haseverreported himselfas incom- 
petent for duty afloat. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I did not say that. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis duc tothe Senator and to 
Lieutenant Maury to say that it is an entire 
misapprehension, that Lieutenant Maury ever 


Mr. BENJAMIN. It would be unfortunate 
if there was a misunderstanding on this subject. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Scuator allow me to 
‘interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I did not interrupt the Senator 
before, because [was hesitating in my recollec- 
tion of a conversation with that very officer re- 
I do not think [recollect it inaccurately, 
and my impressions are confirmatory of those of 
the honorable Senator from New York, that he 
not only had not so reported himself, but that he 
had been an applicant several times for active 
sea service. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from Virginia 
is right; that is the fact. 

Mr. MASON. That is my impression. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The statement which I 
have heard [ have stated. Honorable Senators 
here have heard different statemenis. The states 
ment which I have heard was, that Lieutenant 
Maury did attempt to do duty afloat, and found 
himself unable to do so, and was reported by the 
surgeons, after an examination, unable to do that 
duty. That has been communicated to me from 
sources which I deem entitled to credit, Lieu- 
tenant Maury having, however, himself stated to 
these Senators that it is a mistake, I unhesita- 
tingly withdraw the statement. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I suppose it is 
true that, at the time Licutenant Maury reecived 
an injury by the fracture of his leg, he was re- 
l as unfit for duty. 

WARD. Never by himself. 
ELL, of Tennessee. He held himself 
unfit for duty during that time, but I think that 
was fourteen or fifteen years since. A few years 
afterwards he considered himself abundantly able 
and efficient to perform any duties to which he 
might be assigned afloat or ashore, and he made 
direct and earnest application to be assigned to 
sea service during the Mexican war, but was re- 
fused. Ever since he recovered from the accident 
to which I have alluded, he bas considered him- 
ble, and now regards himself able, to perfor 
luty to which he may be assigne 
nent. ` 
FIN. Mr. President, the expla- 


i nations given by honorable Senators around me 


only show the fact, nt all events, that what I 
previously stated in- relation to the action of this 
voard, and the firmness of the executive officer 
‘ho was called upon to carry it out, and the 
action of the President of the United States, 
form the fullest demonstration to Congress and 
he country that they were doing what they be- 
ved the propriety of official conduct required. 
regards Licutenunt Maary’s case, 1, of course, 
ithdraw, as I said just now, everything I stated 
rd to it, though what T said is based upon 
i deem to be reliable authority. I should 


t 
$ 
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Commodore Stewart has been re-- 
Now I have been informed, and I be- | 


not have referred to his name, { should not have } 
referred to the name of any gentleman in the | 


service on this occasion, becanse my object was 
not to defend the action of this board in detail. 
T have never examined it in detail, and I doubt 
very mueh whether Í ever shall. [doubt very 
much whether it is my duty to examine it in 
detail. it isa matter which has gone beyond the 
jurisdiction of Congress. It is a law which has 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| pay, and a retired list with furlough pay 
i by Congress, Officers have been place 
| lists under the authority of law, and other offi- 


| Executive alone. 


l have been unjustly treated. 


in my estimation, it is beyond the ‘power of the 
Congress of the United States to repeal the law, 
30 as to give any effective action to the repeal. 
[By this law, these lists of public. officers were 
formed, and their position in the public service 
assigned thein—a retired list with leave of absence 
yereated 
d on these 


cers have been advanced in the service and pro- 
moted in grade, to.take the places of those who 
have been put on these retired lists. What effect 
a répeal of the law could have, passes my com- 
prehension. The repeal of the law does not put 
back officers who have been retired from the 
service, on the active list. 

_ What can the Senate do? Shall we in execu- 
tive session refuse to confirm the nominations 
made by the President of the United States of oft 


|| fieers in the place of those who may have been 
reported himself unfit for duty, either ashore or | 
i afloat; and he occupies that ground now. 


retired? We may, under those ciretumstances, 
do injustice to the officers whom the President 
proposes to advance by a grade of seniority; but 
we cannot put back those who have been dropped. 
We may compel the President, by our rejection 
of the nominations nextin grade, to send us other 
nominations, but we cannot force him to send us 
the nominations of the men whom he has dropped. 
i If our object be to do justice to those officers who 
! may have been injuriously or unjustly affected 
| by the action of the naval hoard or by the Pres- 
ident, I know of but one way th which that jus- 
| tice can be done. Itcan be done by the Exec- 
utive upon satisfactory proof afforded to Irii 
i that the officer who has been placed either upon 
| the retired or furlough list, or who has been en- 
| tirely dropped from the service, has been wrong- 


ident being satisfied on that point, we are in 

formed, and, no man ean doubt, truly informed; 
by the Secretary of the Navy, the officers thus 
unjustly treated will receive signal satisfaction by 
| restoration to the grade and to the appointments 
of which they have wrongfully been deprived. 


law, Ido not think that it is within the ingenu- 
ity of any gentleman on this floor to devise means 
by which Congress can entirely repeal the law 
which we passed at the last session, and undo 
the executive action which has taken place. How 
ean we force the Executive to put back in the 
| list of the officers who comprise the active list of 
the Navy any one of those whom he has thought 
proper to drop from the service? If we know of 
| men unjustly dropped, we can, either as the con- 
stitutional advisers of the Executive, in secret ses- 
sion, take wp the case of any particular officer, or 
we can, in our capacity as representatives of the 
sovereign States, in whose behalf we have seats 
upon this floor, call upon the Executive, and 
with proper proofs and proper recommenda- 
tions engage his action in behalf of officers who 
Bat congressional 
legislation, in my judgment. (and I say it with 
| great deference to the distinguished Senators who 


| have preceded me,) is inappropriate, will be inef- 


fective, and, if it has any effect at all, will do harm 
instead of doing good. 

Thus much f have thought proper to say upon 
the spur of the occasion, What 1 have said must 
bear to Senators the appearance of very desultory 
remark. [had no idea that this debate was coming 
up this morning. I had not prepared myself for 
saying a word on the subject; but I think that, 
with a little time and a little examination, {I could 
horoughly satisfy the Senate and the country 
that nothing we ean do here, by way of legislative 
action, is at all a remedy for any injustice or 
wrong that may have been committed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. What is the ques- 
ion before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Berr, of 
Tennessee.) The only question before the Sen- 
ate is the reference of the memorial presented by 
he Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I- thought that 
had been permitted to lic on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed 
over temporarily. This incidental debate has 
peen indulged by the Chair, because the Senate 
seemed disposed to hear the remarks of. gentle- 


fully and unjustly treated; and upon the Pres-, 


The remedy lies in the Executive, and in the 
We cannot undo an executed ’ 
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the board to report w 


men, though not strictly in order 
perferming promptly 


2at oficers were capable of || been executed. And I repeat what was said by ak 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


and efliziently all their duties i! the honorable Senator from Penns 
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Fivania, that, |] My motive for 


i 


, vested. right in their commissions. 


a 


1856. 


asking the: question was to: ascertain: whether it 
would bein order for me now-:to: call up.a-reso- 
lution. which I had the: honor to. submit to the 
Senate atan. carly day of the session. You: will 
remember, Mr. President, that £ offered a-resolu- || 
tion. calling upon: the Secretary of the Navy to 

furnish the Senate. with the proceedings of. the: 
navalsoard, with their'report, and all papers eon- 

nected therewith.. In. accordance. with the sug- 
gestion.of the Senator: from Pennsylvania, [Mr 

Broprnan,] and of my colleague—now occupy- 

ing the chair-—I agreed that that resolution might 

lie. on: the table; first, on the ground. that the: 
chairman of the Committee on Naval A ffairs:.[Mr. 

Maniory] was not then present;. and second, 

because the report of the Secretary of the Navy 

had not been received. Yielding to“these sug- 

gestions, [ allowed the resolution to. lie. on the: 

table, where it has. slept until the present time. 

With all due deference: to the opinion of gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me in this debate, I 
think that the first.step we-ought to take in this 
matter is to pass.the resolution which I have sub- 
mitted. It.seems'to me we are now acting upon. 
this question very much in. the dark, and Ł feiri 
that we are ourselves falling into the very error | 
which we are disposed to condemn in the naval 
board. ` Censures have been cast upon the action 
of that board. The chief objecticn I have to its 
actionis, that we know nothing about the motives 
or reasons that prompted the board in theiraction. 
The resolution which I offered was calculated and 
intended to elicit that information, which would | 
enable the Senate to form a correct judgment | 
upon the subject-matter. i 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow his resolution-to be read for information? | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

` The Secretary read it as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be direeted to 
furnish the Senate with a copy of the procecdiass of the 
board of navy officers, appointed under the aet of Congress 
passed on the 28th day of February, 1855, entitled “An | 
act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” embracing sueh | 
charges as have been preferred against the several offiec 
of the. Navy who have been. dismissed from, the public ser- 
vice or, placed on the reserved list. 

Mr. HALE. At thè suggestion of the honor- 
able Senator from Tennessee, who. has yielded 
me the floor for the purpose, I wish to move that 
the memorial which I presented lie on the table 
for the present, I shall make that motion before 
Lsit down, for the reason that, at the suggestion 
of several gentlemen, I find that it is desirable to 
have some consultation as to what disposition 
shall be ultimately made of-it; but before I make 
that motion, I wish to answer a single suggestion 
of: the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bexsamax.] į 

That Senator thinks | labor under a great mis- 
take, which, he says, lay at the basis of my re- | 
marks, in supposing that naval officers had a! 
Now, sir, 
my views of that subject are these: I think they 
have a right to possess and enjoy, under their 
commissions, everything which they had by law 
when their commissions were given to them. 
Their commissions were given to them, subject to 
be removed by the President ofthe United States 
or the finding of a court-martial. I think those 
were the only two cases of removal provided for. 
Beyond the finding of a court-martial, or the 
mere arbitrary exercise of the President’s powcr, 
I contend that an officer of the Navy had exactly 
as vested a right in his commission as any gen- 
tleman on. this floor has to the term for which he 
is elected, or which the Judges of the Supreme | 
Court have for the terms for which they are 
appointed; and. that you cannot legislate them 
out of office. You may pass an act disbanding 
the Navy; you may pass an.act repealing the act 
establishing the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but you cannot establish a tribunal which 
shall try the Judges for acts that have long since 
been done, and make a rule of evidence applying 
to them which did not apply when the acts were 
done, because it would be an ex post facto law. 
Ifyou cannot. serve the Judges of the Supreme | 
Court so, you cannot serve officers of the Navy | 
80. 

This is not a case.of removal by the President 
of the United States. The President never had, | 
until this act was passed, the power of putting a | 
man on the retired list; and for ten years he did | 


by a new tribunal; which creates new offenses.and 


| who gave me the floor to make the motion. 


not possess even the right of putting naval officers 
on furlough pay. My objectionis, not that these |; 


gentlemen: had-vested tights, but that their. rights, 
such as. they were, have. been taken: fronr them 


establishes new rules of evidence... They: badi a 

vested right in theirreputation: they:had a vested 

right in everything which they had secured bya 

life of honorable service; they had a-vested right 

in the esteem. of all good-men; they had a-vested: 
right inthe consequences which: follow. an hon- 

‘erable and: arduous devotion to their profession; | 
and no power, short of a tyrannical one, would! 
divest:them.of it except by the operation of the | 
laws. of the land; and that phrase. means. laws 

which. operate prospectively, and not retrospeet-: 
ively, This iswhatI meant. [never supposed— 

Tam not such an “old fogy” as that—that these | 
gentlemen: had a vested right in their offices in the. 
sense in which the Senator understood me; but | 
they had some rights. My complaint of this law 

is, that it treats them as if they had-no.rights at | 
all, 

A word now tothe Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Bropuran.}] I never impeached the motives 
of this board; I only stated facts. I say the law 
would not permit such men to sit in civil cases. 
1 believe there is as much human nature in a naval 
officer as in anybody elsé. The law will not per- 
mit a judge or juryman to sit in a case in which | 
he is interested. If an action at law had been 
brought against Mr. Stevens: to recover posses- 
sion of the house in which he lived, no juryman 
could have sat upon that tribunal to find a ver- 
dict that it was not his house, when the result of 
that verdict would be to give the house to the 
jeryman, The world would have cried out 
against such a transaction. I say, then, that no 
tnbunal has a right to sitand try him on an issue 
to take that from him which is worth infinitely | 
more to him than his house—his reputation, his 
honorable fame, and his weil-carned and merito- | 
rious position—when the members of that tă- 
bunal are interested in displacing him, any more 
than jurymen have a right to sit on aii issue to 
find that the house he lived in was not his, if the 
house was to go to the jurymen if the holder was 
ousted. I now make the motion that the memo- 
rial He on the table. 5 

Mr. MALLORY. Jask the Senator from New 
Hampshire to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessag. Am I notentitled | 
to the floor? 1 yielded to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moved that the memorial 
be laid on the table. That motion is not debata- 
ble, but the Senator from Florida has asked him 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I trust the Senator from 
New Hampshire will withdraw the motion, in | 
order to enable me to make a few remarks in: 
reply to what he said. 

Mr. ITALE. J would do so with all my heart, | 
but I am bound to the Senator from Tennessee, | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The purpose of 
the Senator from Florida will be subserved pres- 
ently, if he will wait until my resolution shall | 
gome up for action. 

Mr. MALLORY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that the memorial which he has presented 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the ! 
Senate then proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by him on the 19th of De- 
cember last, calling for a copy of the proceedings 
of the naval board, and of any charges filed 
against the officers retired or dismissed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You will remem- 
ber very well, Mr. President, the eireumstances : 
under which this resolution was offered, and the | 


have -aske 


time. ave com- 


selves and to the country. The question-of the | 
repeal of the law ofthe last session is not, as I 


beret it 
understand, before the Senate, nor is it likely to | 


be before us at an early day. The Senator from | 


Louisiana: [Mr. Bansamny]-seenis'to assume that 

:we have no. power to repeal the law; or tliat if we 
attempt to repeal it, the ‘effectiof that.repeal would: 
be wholly- insufficient to: reach “and: remedy the: 
evil of which we complains.) 060 easy 

Sir, i voted:for the law; and-T am alwaysiréad 
to take. my’ share: of any: responsibility’ which: 
properly attaches.to any act of my: life. = “Evoted: 
for it after consultation with. the Senator from: 
Florida, (Mr. Mau ory,] who is now-at the head: 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, with the fall 
conviction and with. the confident hope:and ex~ 
pectation thatit would subserve the great purposes: 
for which it was: intended by that Senator, who. 
is the author of it. But T never supposed for a. 
single moment that the results of that daw were: 
to be what we now find them to be. I£ I could 
have imagined that the law could have been tor- 
tured and perverted to purposes so unholy, . so: 
wicked, so foreign from the spirit and the genius: 
of our institutions, I would have suffered. my: 
right arm to be taken from my body. sooner than: 
give my support to it. In my judgment the law 
‘was a good one, but I believe there has been an 
improper execution of it. 1 believe the law has: 
been perverted from its true purposes, has. been: 
misconstrued, and has been made to accom- 
plish ends never contemplated by its framers, or 
by any spirit of.equity or justice known to our 
country. Without pretending to have the. legal 
acumen of other gentlemen, I challenge any one: 
on this floor to show me power, under the law, 
to go back behind the records of the country, 
and condemn American citizens without being: 
| heard, for offenses committed years before, and. 
of which they had in some cases been acquitted. 
by courts-martial? Yet such charges, it is said, 
were brought up against naval officers by. this: 
board, and they were tried, condemned, ant exec~ 
cuted without a hearing. That was not the in- 
tention of the law, and, according to my reading’ 
of it, was not in accordance with its letter or its: 
spirit. 

Again, sir, where do yow find, in that law, 
the power to trya man for moral offenses, if you 
please to call them so? ‘Phe. law said the board 
should “examine cautiously and closely, and. 
should determine the capacity of the officers of 
the Navy for the performance of their duties. 
ashore and afloat. Certainly those terms applied 
to the physical and intellectual capacity of a 
man. Sir, was it your intention, when you sup- 
ported that law, to supersede the guarantees: 
which existing laws threw around officers of the 
Navy, to deprive them of that protection which: 
was afforded them by the existing institution of 
courts-martial, and to take from them’ all their 
rights on mere rumor? Did you suppose a man 
would be tried without his having an opportu- 
i nity of confronting the witnesses against him, 
and that he would be condemned and executed 
as a criminal without a hearing? ‘That, in my’ 
judgment, was not the law. 

Bat, sir, I did not rise to address the Senate as 
to the proper constructicn of the law. F rose to 
say a fow words upon the qycstion properly pre- 
sented by the resolution under consideration. {£ 
deem it respectful to-the head of the Departmont 
of the Navy, I deem it respectful to the President 
of the United States, I deem it respectful to the 
naval board, to call for the testimony upon which 
they have acted. Surely we cannot suppose that 
i they acted without testimony. If they did, they 
are “doubly damned.” If they acted upon tes- 
umony, where is it? [fave we not a right to 
know what the testimony is? The Senator from 
| Louisiana says that we are particeps criminis in 
‘this transaction, and that, if there is anything 
wrong, we, the Congress of the United States, 
are responsible. For myself, 1 utterly repudiate 
| the idea that Tam responsible for any portion of 
| this wro l deny that any portion of the in 
tice that has been done to honorable men attaches 
in any degree whatever to. myself: If other gen- 
tlemen ¢hoose to appropriate it to themsclves, it 
is a matter of taste about which I have no right 
to complain. [hold that the responsibility rests 
upon the President, upon the Secretary of the 
| Navy, and upon the board. I, for one, shall 
| hold them to that responsibility. If the law was 
| defective, as probably it may have been, let us 


1 correct the defect; and if they. have improperly: 
l 


executed the law, let us hold them to an account 
Sir, isit not a monstrous idea to suppose 


| for it. 
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that; when-wejas a legislative body, have passed 
adlawowhich gentlemen say has operated. to the 
rejudice of-a portion of our constituency, we 
have no remedy whatever by which we can restore 
those men tothe rights of which they have been 
deprived? -1f we have done thema wrong, are 
wenot bound; as honorable men, by every con- 
sideration of justice, of patriotism, and of con- 
science, to put them right? I am prepared to 
do-it.” . 

Mr.: President, my objection to the action of 
this board is different from any which has yet 
been'stated. - I believe now that the law in itself 
is a:good law. Iam ready to stand by it, and to 
make ‘such “amendments as may be deemed 
necessary. to carry, out its real spirit. I never 
contemplated any stich results as have appeared, 
or I never could have supported it. My objection 
isto the results that have flown from it; and now 
I call upon ‘the American Senate to determine 
whether anybody expected that men were to be 
tried without. a hearing for offenses which, if 
established, should consign them to the lowest 
depths of infamy and disgrace? It is repugnant 
to every principle of the Constitution and to all 
our ideas of justice and fair dealing. Some gen- 
tlemen who*were tried by that board were far 
away from the scene of its labors. I know of 
one vase to which I may refer. I shall not men- 
tion names, because I do not choose to go into 
individual eases; but I know a case where a man, 
upon rumor, was. arraigned before that board | 
when he was five thousand miles from home, 
serving nobly under the banner of his country. 
That man, upon mere rumor, was charged be- 
fore. this board with an offense which, if proved, 
should put him outside the pale of honorable 
civilization, and separate him from the service. 
He was tried, condemned, and dismissed from 
the American Navy without a hearing! Mr. 
President, is it possible that we have reached 
that periód in our history when an American 
Senate can for asingle moment tolerate a princi- 
ple like this? The vericst criminal that walks 
your streets, who violates every law of your 
country, who outrages every principle of human- 
ity and every feeling of decency, when arrested, 
has secured to him, by the Constitution and the 
eae of the country, a fair and impartial trial; 

e is allowed an opportunity of confronting his 
accuser and of meeting the witnesses against him 
face to face. Not so with an officer of the Amer- 
ican Navy. N 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the gentleman allow 
me in this connection to put a question to him? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With pleasure. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. How did the gentleman 
from Tennessee, when he voted for this law, 
understand that portion of it was to be executed, 
which provided that, after the Secretary of the 
Navy had consulted the board as to the efficiency 
of an officer to perform his duty ashore and afloat, 
the board should also report whether, in their 
opinion, the incompetency had arisen from any 
cause implying suficient blame on the part of 
the officer to justify phem in recommending that 
his name be stricken from the rolls? Did the 
gentleman,in voting for that provision of the law, 
think that a court-martial was provided for? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will answer the 
gentleman with a great deal of pleasure. Iex- 
pee that when the board assembled they would 

e subjected to all the responsibilities known to 
a fair and impartial trial. I expected that, when 
they were called on to discharge this unpleasant 
duty, they would take upon themselves all the 
obligations imposed by law on men placed in sim- 
flay circumstances. E think common sense dic- 
d tated, and I am sure justice required, that when 
| the board reported to the Secretary of the Navy, 
$ that A, B, and C were supposed-to be guilty of | 
> offenses inconsistent with a continuance in the | 
| public service, the accused would at once have 
` been notified of the charges preferred against 
them, and summoned to appear either before the 
~board, or before a court-martial convened by the 

President for the purpose, where the poor culprits 

might have had accorded to them the humble 

rivilege which ts accorded to every felon on the 
sighway, of being informed of the charge against 
him, and of having an opportunity to disprove it. 

That I expected, and that I shall demand here, 

as one of the Representatives of the States of this 


| ing. 


That, however, was not the course of proceed- 
When the finding of the board was brought 
to the notice of the Secretary of the Navy, what 


did he say? He admitted that there were errors 
cin it. He adniitted” that wron iitted - 


Hesaid that whilst errors might exist, and doubt- 
less did exist, he advised the President to approve 
| the report. The President approved the finding 
of the board on*that:recoiiincndation of the Sec- 
retary-of.theNavy, admitting, on the face of the’ 
paper, that there were Wrongs init.” In the name 
of heaven; ask the Semitor from Louisiana how 
he can reconcile the finding of that beard and its 
approval by the Secretary of the Navy and the 
President, to any principle of justice? Suppose 
there were ninety-nine guilty men and one inno- 
cent man—because it was too troublesome to get 
at the facts, should the innocent man be consigned 
to infamy and disgrace? Sir, the higher Jaw—not 
the politieal higher law, but the higher law of 
God and morality—says that it is better that 
ninety-nine guilty should go unpunished than that 
one innocent man should suffer. And yet this 
board and the Secretary of the Navy and the 
| President have reversed this great principle of 
| morality, and they say that, when they wish to 
punish the ninety-nine, the one innocent man 
must suffer with them. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to ask the honor- 
able Senator whether he is informed by rumor, 
or otherwise, that this board kept minutes or re- 
cords ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I dislike very 
much at any time in addressing the Senate to rely 
on mere rumor, because we all know how very 
unreliable rumor is. I have heard that no min- 
| utes were kept. I have heard that there was no 
l report. I have heard that there was not the 

scratch of a pen to be found, explaining the con- 
duct of the board. 


i 
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offer my resolution to give the Secretary of the 
Navy and the naval board a chance to let us 
know the ground of theiraction. Ido not desire 
to establish any secret inquisition upon them. | 
do not desire to fall into the very error which I 
think they have committed, of trying men with- 
out giving them an opportunity to be heard. For 
| this reason 1 assume that there is a record, and, 
hercfore, I have callal upon them to present it. 
| Now, if it should turn out, as rumor says, that 


answer for having kept none. 
Mr. SEWARD.  {tisprecisely for that reason 
that I desired, in connection with the honorable 


the country. Fle has given a strong reason for 
voting for the resolution. Let the world know 
precisely how this thing stands, and let the Sen- 
ate proceed, just as the honorable Senator pro- 
ceeds, in the legitimate and proper way to ascer- 
tain the faet. I think it is right for the Senate to 
| eall for it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
by that motive alone. 
‘they kept minutes of their proceedings, and 
whether they made a detailed report, or not. 


I was actuated 


am for performing my duty here as a Senator, 
It seeins that I have been made a 

transaction by voting for the law. I believe that 
: the law has been perverted from its true purpose, 
‘and that results have followed injurious to the 
publie service, and dangerous to the public mo- 
i rality of the country, and that finally, if persist- 
ed in, the result must be the utter destruction of 
the Navy. Why, sir, the pestilence which per- 
| vaded a portion of the South during the last year 


| was not more terrific in its effects than the pesti- 


lence which has swept over the Navy by the 
action of this board. Out of seven hundred 
| naval officers, two hundred and one have been 
consigned to their official graves. The State 
which you and I, Mr. President, represent, 
| mourns her sons. Some of them, perhaps, are 
now standing within the sound of my voice, 
asking why they have been dismissed from the 
| public service, what charges were preferred 
‘against them, and upon what ground they have 
; been tried, condemned, and executed? Neither 
‘you nor J, nor any other man in the Senate, is 
j able to auswér that question. Can we satisfy 
: our consciences, or our constituents, that men 
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Union: 


| who have devoted their Hives and their honors to 


a 


I have heard these things, but | 
Ihave no right to know them, and, therefore, 1 | 


there is no record, E want them to be made to f 


Senator’s remarks, that the fact might go out to | 


I do not know whether ! 


That is a matter for them and not for me; but I 


arty to this | 


the public service are to be sacrificed as mere 
dogs, without being heard? No, sir, there is but 
cne voice and one sentiment in, the State. which 
you and I represent, and that if universal aston- 
ishment, condemiation, and execcration at the 
manner in which this law has been executed.. I 
seek to correct that. 

My honorable friend from Louisiana, with 
whom I am in the habit of concurring upon almost 
every question, says that even General Jackson, 
with his iron nerve, would not have had the 
moral courage to dismiss'two hundred men from 
the Navy, unaided, I presume he meant to say, 
by the counsel of a board. No, sir; and. my 
friend might have gone much further than that. 
He might have said that General Jackson would 
not have had the moral courage, nor would he 
have had the heart to do it. He might have 
gone further, and said that the Father of his 
Country had not the nerve to do it, and never 
had the heart to do it. Do you suppose they 
would propose to try men in a secret conclave, 
! worse than the Spanish Inquisition, without a 
warning, without a single noté of preparation? 
THe first intelligence the condemned officers had, 
was that their heads were off, and they dishonored 
and disgraced. If I were permitted to mention 
names here, I should like to ask my friend to tell 
me why A or B was dismissed from the Navy. 
In the kindness of his heart, he might say it was 
for some infirmity, perhaps intemperance, which 
is a weakness that pertains to most of us, ina 
greater or less degree. In his charitable heart, 
which I know is filled with ‘* the milk of human 
kindness,” that illustrates his character, he might 
imagine it was some erratic spirit or temper for 
which he had been dismissed. But when I ask 
another man why he was dismissed from the 
Navy—when Task one not having so warm and 
generous a heart as my friend from Louisiana, 
he may say it was because of some undefined, 
unexplained act of dishonor. The next man of 
whom | inquire upon the subject, one more upre- 
lenting and bitter in his feelings, may say, 
“Why, sir, he was tried and arraigned for cow- 
ardice.’? ‘The next man 1 meet, and to whom I 
propound the same question—one with a heart 
still more steeled against the charities of life, 
might say, “They discharged the fellow for 
felony.” 

Have you not placed these gentlemen in that 
position? Are their characters not left Hable to 
suspicion? Letters have heen addresged to every 
member of the naval board, asking why they ; 
dismissed certain officers. What was the answer ; 
of every one? Each of them said, ‘Tam estopped $; 
from answering for the board; I have no right to $ 
tell you why you were dismissed.” Thus you 
open the door for all sorts of fancy, and imagina- 
tion runs riot as to the cause of dismissal. Ma- 
li lignity has a full opportunity to display its work. 
I| A man’s reputation, which is dearer to him than 
il life, is sacrificed to this vague and indefinite spirit 
of conjecture that is thrown over the subject, 
simply because you have put it under the veil of 
a seeret conclave. 

Sir, E do not mean to attack the motives of the 
members of the naval board at this time, It takes 
| all the Christian charity which f have got—and 
you know, sir, that no man’s heart is more filled 
with that virtue than mine {laughter]—and all I 
can borrow from my neighbor, [Mr. Crirren- 
pEN,] to threw the mantle of charity over the 
board. But for the lives, and history, and ser- 
| vices of its members, | should have no hesitation 
in pronouncing a sentence of condemnation, full, 

erfect, and unmitigated, against them; but I for-_ 

ear; Í wish them to have an opportunity to an- 
swer for themselves. Let them be heard. It 
i requires all my charity to believe that they were 
! actuated by the purest and the best of motives; 
but [will not impugn their purposes. Itis against 
i their action that Í inveigh. f 

I have not gone into the details of particular 
cases. I have said thus much in general terms; 
but when the time comes for the examination of 
the subject in detail, I shall have a record to un- 
i fold in regard to which, in my judgment, accord- 
i ing to testimony which is clear to my mind, the 
board never can exonerate themselves; but I 

mean to be more just to them than they have 
ii been to their brother officers. I mean that they 
| shall have the privilege, at least, of being heard. 


| In that view I have offered the resolution under 
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Cadea Lon, and I hope the Senate will adopt 


it 

Mr: BENJAMIN... Mr, President, I do not 
intend to go any further into this debate than 
will be necessary to answer, in a very few words, 
one or two questions: which have been pro- 
pounded to me by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and by my friend from Tennessee. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
I misapprehend his argument; that he does not 
mean to say that the officers of the ‘Navy have a 
vested interest in their commissions any further 
than this: that they have a- vested interest in 
their commissions which deprives the Congress 
of the United States, or any Department of the 
Government, of the right of turning them out 
of the service except in such manner as was con- 
templated when they entered the service. The 
Senator then asked why.we could not, in the 
same manner, and upon the ‘same grounds, act 
upon judges of courts of the United States? The 
answer to. this is so plain, and clear, and obvi- 
ous, that Iam astonishedrat the question.. The 
members of the judiciary of this Government 
hold their commissions, under the Constitution, 
‘during good behavior.” The officers of the 
Government in question hold their commissions 
during the pleasure of the President. 

My friend from Tennessee, indorsing the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from New Hampshire, 


still persists in putting it before Congress and the | 
country that these officers have been charged with | 


acriminal offense, tried, condemned, and cxe- 
cuted, without a hearing. Mr. President, you re- 
member well—my friend from Tennessee remem- 
bers well, and perhaps it may not be improper to 
refresh the memory of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire—that, prior to the year 1828, there 
was avery large body of óffices in this country— 
the civil offices of the Government—held by men 
who had no other tenure than the good pleasure 
of the Executive; and about the year 1828 there 


was a revolution in the Administration of this | 


Government on that subject, and nearly every 
civil officer—-men, some of them, who had held 
from boyhood the positions upon which the 
relied for support for themselves and their fami- 
lies,—men against whose untarnished reputation 
nota syllable of reproach was ever uttered,—men 
who bore themselves as loftily in social positions, 
and as possessing all the attributes which should 
characterize an officer, a man, ora gentleman,— 
these men, without trial, upon the instigation of 
cliques of village ‘politicians, who wanted their 
places, found themselves decapitated by the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States. “The village politi- 
cians, who had volunteered themselves into an 
advisory board, reported upon them, and took 
their places; and yet one great party in this coun- 
try was found 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President — 
Mr. BENJAMIN. My friend from Tennessee 
need not rise; it does not touch him; he was 


. against it. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, - Perhaps it touches 
ou. 
7 Mr. BENJAMIN. No, sir; I was against it, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I merely rise to 
ask my friend if he did not condemn, in the most 
unmeasured terms, that very procecding. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I did, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and join me, and condemn this. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iwill tell the gentleman, 
in afew minutes, why I cannot accept his very 
polite invitation. “My. President, when that gen- 
eral removal of the civil oflicers of the Govern- 
ment took place, which my friend from Tennes- 
sce and myself reprobated at the time, what was 
the motive? It was to carry out what I have 
ever considered the vilest revolutionary doctrine 
that ever was published through this country— 
“to the victors belong the spoils.” It was not 
because the President of the United States did not 
possess the power; it was not because | thought 
that, in the unquestioned exercise of that consti- 
tutional power, he was not right in discharging 
from the. public service men whom he might 
deem, from information derived from any source, 
incompetent to perform their public duties, that 
Treprobated the adoption of that political prin- 
ciple; but it was upon the ground that it carried 
corruption into. the political service; that it made 
the choice pf the officer dependent not upon the 


Then come over 


vice; that it abandoned the old Jeffersonian doc- 
trine of inquiry.into his capacity and: honesty, 
and substituted for ita question which, in m 
opinion, was corruptive of the public morals; it 
i was for that reason that I then denounced it, and 
I still denounce it. _ f i 

Sir, when certain gentlemen, [addressing him- 
|| self to Mr. Hatz,] who at that time belonged. to 
the party. which adopted that principle, main- 
| tained it, approved it, carried it out, and, in their 
| own language, struck off the heads of honest and 
honorable and competent public officers, without 
inquiry, without charge, without knowledge of 
| their own—— 

Mr. HALE. Point to somebody else—not to 
me. I did not do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, nobody 
seems lo be willing to say he did it. Now, sir, 
what have we done here—what has Congress 
done here? The Congress of the United States 
has simply endeavored to have a discharge from 
the public service of officers whose competency 
it has endeavored to test in the ‘only manner in 
which, I submit, it was possible for us to test it— 
by the report of a board of brother officers, who 


and cfiiciency for the publie service. The gen- 
Ucman from Tennessee asks me if, with the kind 
heart which he is pleased to attribute to me—and 
which I do not feel to be a very great compliment, 
for he took a great deal more to himsclf—I can 
approve of the action of this board in relation 


called upon to state my opinions in this debate, 
(vexy suddenly, indecd,) I mentioned that I had 
not examined the list—that I was not aware of, 
and knew no means of becoming acquainted with 


injustice in all cases. I have a very decided 
opinion in a few e tht have comè to ny 
knowledge, that injustice has been done. 

” But the point which I want to bring prominently 
before the Senate and the country is this: there 
i has been no trial of anybody on any charg 
The President has been requested by Congress 
to exercise his constitutional prerogative of dis- 
missing ineficient officers from the public service, 
to the end that ke might perform this constitu- 
tional duty with every possible means for acquir- 
ing correct information which it was within the 
power of the Congress of the United States to 
furnish him. Congress ordered that a board of 
officers should be called—to do what? To advise 


brother officers to do the duty of the country 
ashoré“and afloat. Where, then, is the idea of a 
court? My honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Geyer] suggested to me just now, what 1 ought 
to have said before, that if a court had been pro- 
vided for in the act I should have voted against 
it. Thad no idea of bringing the whole body of 


| by law. Thad no idea of amending the law creating 
courts-martial; and if the Senator from Tennessee 
expected that, under the cperation of this law, any- 
thing like a court-martial was to be held, I submit 
to him, with deferenec, that he did not suficionly 
_ study the words of the law, nor examine into its 
! spirit or intent. Courts-martial enough had been 
held in the naval service; courts-martial enough 
can be held under our present system. The ob- 
ject was to furnish the President with an advisory 
board. 


| work is not done well. 
I have a large number of contractors and work- 
men. I find that my work is not well done; I 
find that it is not progressi 
idity,and I desire therefore to discharge the in- 
competent workmen. [do not know who hey 
are. I apply to half-a-dozen of them in whom 


| 


and upon the report of those men, in whom I 
must have confidence, for [ have no other source 
of information, I drop from my service those who 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. 


his remarks? 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. 
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question of his capacity to perform public. ser- 


naval officers in this country under court-martial | 


Let us take a familiar ilhistration. Suppose I! 
: have a great deal of building going on, and my i 
lam notan expert, but ii 


have contidence, to report to me which of the | 
men are doing their work well and which are not; | 


alone were competent to judge of their capacity | 


to A, B, or ©? Sir, when I was very suddenly 


the fact whether this board had done justice or | 


= Se 
Mr. JONES, of Ten Twill takem 
friend’s simile, and put, this question | ; 
When a report was made.to_him.of th incomper . 
tency of a- portion- of his -hands, would he. hoty: 
as a just man, having the fortunes of. those. mer 
j under his control, if one of them came.to him. a: 
said, “E have been very badly treated; Jhay 
been presented to you as unworthy of continu 
tion In your service; injustice has been done me; 
I have been represented on rumor as havin 
been guilty of chargès of which I am innocent;”?.. 
would he not restore that man. to his service on 
proof of those facts? had ieg J 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Iwill answer the Senator 
with the greatest pleasure, that if I myself pos- 
sessed, as in the case he supposes I would possess, 
supreme power; uniting, In the illustration sug- 
gested, the executive with the legislative and 
judicial power in my own person, I could then 
advise myself what I ought to do, and could carry 
my own judgment into execution, and thus repair 
| any wrong which might have been done... But 
| what I now insist on is this: the Government of 
| the United States, being divided into distinct de- 
; partments, and requiring the concurrence of. 
various departments for efficient action on many 
occasions, and in the present case, the Congress 
and the Executive having combined to perform 
a particular act, Congress alone cannot undo 
| it—I say it required the action of Congress, com- 
bined with the action of the Executive, to put 
these officers out of the service; and I say now 
the action of Congress alone cannot put them 
back. In the case which the gentleman supposes 
of my action in regard to my own employés, I 
could put them back, because I would unite both 
| powers in myself. . 
I have merely said these few words in answer 
to the remarks which have. been dropped from 
| the Senators who preceded me, and particularly 
the observations of my friend from ‘Tennessee, 
who seemed to think ‘this was the first time in 
| the history of the Government, that officers who 
i held their tenure during the good pleasure of 
| the Excentive had been, without causo assigned, 
dropped from the public service, after having, 
spent the best years of their lives in the service. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I was not 
| altogether unprepared for the fone in which the 


ji questions before the country in relation to the 


discussed to-day, because I have scen causes at 
work out of doors which I knew would ultimately: 
bring their influence to bear upon the Senate. A's 


| 
t 
| naval reform bill of the last session have been 
i 
| 


the President in relation to the capacity of their | 


g with sufficient rap- | 


are reported to ine as not working readily, stead- ;| 
iy,and with cficieucy—is that a trial for a crime ? i 
Will my friend ij 
allow me to ask him a question at this point of | 


lying at the foundation of the argument, E should 
like to hear the question propounded by the hon- 
| orable Senator from Louisiana answered: whether 
| what the opponents of this bill are aiming at, its 
| repeal, will attain the remedy they seek? [tis a 
| question which should be approached calmly. It 
is a pure question of law. Before gentlemen in- 
: dulge in accusations against the board in regatd 
to supposed eriininality, it would be very well for 
| them to examine perhaps that phase of the ques- 
| tion; for if they fail in that there must be some 
i remedy applicd to those cases which are con- 
fessedly mistakes on the part of the board. I do 
| not propose now, Mr. President, to discuss the 
merits of the bill, or whether or net its features 
have been carried cut correctly; but I could not 
justify mysclf, as chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and as one who participated in the 
passage of that bill through this body, if I did not 
reply, to some extent at least, to the remarks 
whick the Senator from New Hampshireand the 
Senator from Tennessce have indulged in. Thad 
not the picasure of hearing all the address of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. When I came 
into the Senate Chamber this morning, 1 under- 
stood him to be attacking the motives of the 
board. I understood him as going further, and 
attacking the character of the bill, and as going 


ii still further, and maintaining that the result has 


been productive rather of evil than of benefit. 

I confess, sir, living as Ido in a strange day, 
| it is somewhat remarkable to me to find the Sen- 
ator of New Hampshire standing up here as the 
supporter of the Navy, maintaining its integrity 
and its high character; for if there be a place to 
which I would especially have assigned him here- 
tofore it was that of a constant and unremitting 
enemy of the Navy and of all naval reform. Í 
understood the honorable Senator at that, time 
to rise in his place and propose to annihilate the 
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call all its’ conn A i 
-Į may be mistaken, but that is 
i hy made bythe hon- 
have not 


eat: arch-eneiny of the- Navy was the Senator 

rom. New Hampshire. But, sir, whether ‘he 

occupied that: position or not is not material now; 

-tbe ‘question ig, whether the’ remedy which -he 

proposes be a correct one. : 

¿x When the: bill. under which the naval board 
acted was reported by the Committee on Naval 
‘Affairs of this body, it contained no provision for 
< dropping officers; hor did it allude in any manner 
¿to an inquiry as to whether incompetency bad 
been: produced by any cause blamable in the 

offiéers. themselves. The bill, as it was sent to 

. the Ffouse of Representatives from this body, 
-was a very brief and‘a very comprehensive onc. 
. Those who were here last session know very well 

the feelings. of ‘the House of Representatives at 

that time-ontiaval reform. No gentleman here 
` Jnows the diMfieultics in the way of naval reform 

“better than the Senator from New Hampshire 
himself, and none has attacked the Navy more 
fiercely. .. When that bill was pending in the 

-E¥Guse,it was impossible to get any reform, unless 
the Senate concurred in ingrafting on the bil a 
power. to drop officers from the list. So deeply 

_ was the House of Representatives convinced of 


the necessity of reform, that 1 was assured. by the į 


chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of | 
that body, [Mr. Bococx,] that unless such a 
power was ingratted on the bill, we might not 
Jook for any reform; and then T sought, as a 
. member of the committee, to obtain for those 
` whomight be dropped under the provision of the 
House of Representatives, twelve months pay; 
but that was refused, because it seemed to be a 
foregone conclusion in the House that there were 
not only officers, but numerous officers, in the 
Wavy, who deserved no consideration of this 
Kind, ° 
Well, sir, the pill,in the shape ïn whieh it 
stands on the stattite-book, pasted the House of 
Representatives by a two thirds vote, after amost 
full and careful examination of its features, and 
after the fiercest onsluughts upon it. ‘The vote 
upon its passage in this body was almost unan- 


hmous. Now, what is the character of the bill? | 


The Senator from New Hampshire, and the Sen- 
ator from ‘Lennessee, seem to regard those gen- 
Yemen who have been affected by the bill as 
dishonored and disgraced. IT was very much 
surprised to find that names were introduced at 
all-and above all the name of the distinguished 
gontioman, who is atthe bead of the National Ob- 
servatory—as evidence of the sacrificing character 
of the bill, Why, sir, if the gentlemen who com- 
posed the naval board needed any defense w 
veri hold that as yet they need none; their 
own characters are sufficient to protect them from 
the inuendocs thrown outhere—but if they needed 
“any, itis to be found in the fact % 
Mr, MASON. T understood the Senator to 
“gay acreference had been made to the case of th 
oficer who presides over the Observatory. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not refer to what was 
said by the Senator from Virginia. I spoke of | 
what { heard from the other side of the Chamber. | 

Mr.. MASON. T understood the Senator to | 


è 


RY. Yes, sir. | 
Í referred to the case only as | 
an instance of what I conceived to be a misinter- 
pretation of the law. | 
Mr. MALLORY. I did notrefer to what was | 
said by the Senator from Virginia. | 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator did not refer to 
what the Senator from Virginia said, I suppose | 
he referred to what I said; and if so, he made a | 
great mistake, for I did not name the officer to | 
whem he has alluded, | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Mr. MALLORY 


is 
Nor did Í. 
it wasasserted on the other 


gide of the Chamber that there was some ques- | 


tion about the sea service which the gentleman 
atthe head of the Observatory had performed. 


so ae 
sions, and- farm it 


j 


Louisiana mentioned his name: 

Mr. MALLORY. I was about to remark 
that if the board necded any defense at all—if it 
needed any evidence of the fact that it sought 
fearlessly io. do its duty—it may be found iñ 
the fact ‘that it felt itself constrained to retire 
that: particular gentleman. Has any dishonor 
reached him? Sias any dishonor reached the 
venerable commodore who is at the head of the 
list-for his retirement? Is there not a period in 
the professional life of every oficer whtn his 
physical energies fail, and when he is no longer 
competent. to perform all his duties at sea or on 
shore? Is there any dishonor in maintaining a 
noble commodore at the head of the Philadelphia 
navy-yard? Is there any dishonor attached to 
the gentleman who, although retired by the board, 
has been retained at the head of one of the bu- 
reaus of the Navy Department? 

Why, sir, the bill of the last Congress is the 
most Jiberal provision that any Government on 
earth has ever made for its naval officers. Thereis 
no naval service on the globe which hag treated its 
officers with that degree of liberality with which 
our Government has dealt with its officers under 
that bill. The captains who are retired under its 
provisions with half pay find their way through 
life smoothed for them. In our country, twenty- 
five hundred dollars a year, with no drafton their 
services by their country, is not to be considered 
asmallitem. Retirement does not carry with it 
disgrace. The bill itself contemplates no such 
thing. Norskould those who have been dropped 
for incompetency blamable in itself consider it a 
disgrace. Why, sir, if a man has been wounded 
ina duel, it is incompetency brought about by 
himself, but it does not carry disgrace. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the honor- 
able gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave been eatechized a great 
deal, and now I wish to ask a question. Our 
object in this case, J presume, is to get at the facts. 
The honorable Senator from Florida has said that 
allusion was made to the distinguished gentleman 
at the head of the Observatory. Those remarks 
were made by the Senator from Louisiana in reply 
to the romarks made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. The Senatoy from Florida takes that case, 
and that of the distinguished Commodore Stew- 
art, and asks whether there is any dishonor 
attached to them. No, sir. Why? Because every 
man in the United States knows the assumed 
ground on which they were retired. One was 
from being old and antiquated, the other from 
having received an injury in the leg. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not say that. 
one who bas not lbarned the cause. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The world know 
it, if they know anything that the board did. 
J wish now to put a question tomy friend. Will 
| he be so kind as to tell me on what ground A. 
D. Harrold, of Tennessee, was dismissed? He 
weighs two hundred and twenty five pounds, and 
is one of the stoutest men Lever saw, and prob- 
ably as greata man, intellectually, as the Soc- 
retary of the Navy himself. Upou what grouud 
was he discharged? Wasit for felony? Will he 
| be so kind as to tell me, further, on what ground 
| was S. Chase Barney discharged? Will he in- 
form me why Lieutenant Washington A. Bart- 
lett was dropped—a very competent man physic- 
ally and intellectually? What great crime have 
these gentlemen committed? Every one knows 
that it could not be for any physical or intellectual 
defect. “Then we are left to infer that it must 
ha 
gentlemen lie under the suspicion of every man 
who chooses to interpret for himself the action 
of the board; and under that you may charge 
them with felony or anything you please. That 
is what Í complain of. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itis somewhat remarkabie 
that the Senator from Tennessee should put such’ 
questions to me. I might ask him in return, 
why, when he voted for this bill, he did not 
seck to ingraft on it a provision, that the cause 
of objection to every individual should have been 
furnished him? I might ask him that and other 
questions, if I chose. Asa matter of course, I 
am unable to tell the ground on which these gen- 
| tlemen have been dismissed from the Navy; 
| because I have never conversed with a single 


I am 


Mr. J ONES, of Fennessee. -The Senator from | 


been for some moral obliquity; and these | 


| 
| 
| 


| change my opinion. 


member of the naval beard. © ido not know that 
they kept any record; [doubt whether they did; 
and; of course, I am perfectly incompetent to 
answer*what were the causes which operated on 
their minds. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope my friend 
from Florida will ask the question that he Inti- 
mated his intention to‘put to me. If he does, I 
shall answer it with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. MALLORY. My. President, the board 
provided for by the law of the last session was 
composed of fifteen officers. “It was anunthank- 
ful task for each’ one. . I know the fact that some 
of those who were ordered to sérve on the board 
were excéedingly anxious to avoid the duty. 
They felt it to be a very unpleasant one, and they 
did not desire to engage in it. The Senator from 
Tennessee, however, travels somewhat out of his 
way in not only attacking the results of the action 
of the board, but in declaring that it requires a 
very great amount of charity on his part to frc- 
clude him from attacking their motives also F will 
not comment on that. 

Sir, as to the question of law which lies at the 
basis of this inquiry, and to whichI have before 
alluded, 1 trust, that when the matter comes to be 
discussed: in full, it may be answered. When 
the opponents of the bill can show me any con- 
stitutional prohibition upon the President and 
Congress to dismiss, at any time, their employés 
who hold their offices at the will of the Execu- 


| tive, I shall be ready to change my opinion. 
When they shall prove to me that a naval officer 


in this respect differs from any other. officer; 
when they show me that the naval officers of 
1855 have different rights in this respect from the 
Army officers of 1815, who were set aside; or 
when they show me that thercis any constitution- 
al prohibition upon the removal of officers, | may 
But E hold, sir, that Con- 
gress and the President may disband the entire 
Navy. The Senator from New Hampshire cer- 
tainly thought so at one period—not only the 
whole of it, but any part of it. 

This board was merely advisory. The philos- 
ophy of the bill seemed to be that, whether an 


officer deserved to be retired or not, if he occupied , 


such a position among his peers that in their 
judgment he ought to be retired, it was better 
for the honor and interests of the country that he 
should be retired. Another item in the philoso- 
phy of the bill was that it was better to trust the 
purgation of the Navy to the Navy itself than to 
any political power; that, if the Navy itself 
could not be trusted with its own purification, no 
political power could be trusted with it. A safe- 
guard was thrown around this trust, by not des- 
ienating any particular officers in the law, but 
leaving the selection of them to the man who 
stood in an impartial attitude, and whose only 


| bias was to secure the Navy the greatest possible 


efficiency—the Secretary of the Navy. Here f 
may say, that when he designated the officers to 


Á 


compose that board, there came up from all parts - 


of the country one universal acclamationin favor 
of his action. Some of the very men who have 
been operated upon by the board were the first 
to give in their adhesion to the constitution of 


| the board. 


Although I have thus defended the board, I 
have no doubt (and I rose partly for the purpose 
of saying) that cases of hardship and of injustice 
may have arisen. Boards are not infallible, and 
for that reason the approving power was given 
to the President of the United States. That of 
course implied a power to disapprove, and an ex- 
amination before doing either. 

Sir, let not the charges of the honorable Sena- 
tors from Tennessee and New Hampshire rest on 
the board, but on the law itself. If the law had 
contemplated such a court-martial as seems to be 
regarded here; if it had provided that officers 
should be called up individually, and. compelled 
to answer charges and confront witnesses, it 
could never have got my vote, because I might 
have known, as every Senator knows who has 
any knowledge on the subject, that we might sit 
here for ten years and never arrive at the conclu- 
sion of such a court. I would have known, too, 
that the inefiiciency of officers arises from various 
causes, on which no specific charge can be framed. 
An officer that has tried to evade his’ sea. duties 
for years, who, in the language of the. Senator 
from New Hampshire, has made. Peansylvania 


pe ee 


r 


& viction of crime. 
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avenue his principal cruising-ground, could not 
be charged and tried for that; the proof of it could 
not be brought and sustained, because it has been 
the habit of naval officers everywhere to lay their 
anchor to windward by applying for sea service 
in the Department, which application the Secre- 
tary of the Navy would neverheed if the officer 
himself was not fitted for the trust. A man may 
be pure in morals and conduct, and irreproachable 
in character; into all the relations of ufe he may 
earry dispositions charitable and kind, and an 
intellect bright and cultivated, and yet, witffout a 
love for a seaman’s profession, and a knowledge 
of its peculiar requirements—without that naval 
character, that professional skill and bearing 
which the sea demands of all her votaries, he had 
better, for the best interests of the Navy, be out 
of it. And yet, sir, how could such an officer be 
‘brought before a court upon charges framed upon 
such general disqualifications? 

But, sir, I hold that when a grand jury, if you 
choose to call it so, of the Navy, constituted by 
the laws of the land, selected from the best offi- 
cers in the service, have advised the President on 
this subject, and he, after investigation, has ap- 
proved their conduct, there should be very little 
general complaint. ‘The charities of the Senator 
from Tennessee should be with the board, not 
with those who have been affected by its action. 
At all events, it should not require an extraor- 
dinary reach of his charities to preclude him from 
imputing dishonorable and corrupt motives to the 
board. T'he honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in commenting on the action of the board, 
remarked that there were only fourteen midship- 
men retired, but that when the board reached the 
grade of post-captains, they found them so cor- 
rupt that it was necessary to retire half of them. 
Surely he knows as well as any man knows that 
it was not from a belief in the corruption of post- 
oapeins that they were dropped or retired; and 
why does he use the remark but to affect the | 
board itself? There were three post-captains 
dropped from the service, and those who were 
retired were placed in a most honorable position, 
with a sufficient pay for the maintenance in our 
country of the largest family. In the argument 

- here, in the argument in the other House, in the 
i instructions of the Secretary of the Navy, in the 
| approbation by the President of the action of the 
‘board, nothing was contemplated but honorable 
Ý retirement, Y deny entirely that any action of 
| the board is a disgrace, or carries with it a con- 


The parallel which the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee has drawn between an officer retired 
by the board and a criminal punishedby law, 3s 
a very remarkable one. He seems to think that 
a man who brings himself under the influence of 
a presidential commission, and he who violates 
the laws of the land, should occupy the same 

osition. A man who chooses to commit petit 
arceny has his own punishment in his own 
hands. The law is before him, and he violates 
it or not, at his own pleasure. The man who 
receives a commission at the hands of the Pres- 
ident, receives it with the express understanding 
that he is to give it up whenever the Executive 
says so. In this case the Executive has not only 
said go, but he has been induced by law to say 
80. 
The Executive has had power, of course, to 
drop and furlough officers, but itis a power which | 
has been exercised only in extreme cases. We 
have all known cases In which the Executive 
rigor might have been exercised when he has 
failed to do it. For the last fifteen years, Secre- 
taries of the Navy have, in almost every report 
seni-to~ Congress, called upon the two Houses 
to-provide’some teans Of ridding ike. 
imbecileandsuperannuated officers. 


We have 
hitherto failed to do it, and every measure intro- 
duced to Congress for several sessions kefore last 

ear met with opposition. This law seemed to 
have none here. Now, because the board has 


gone somewhat ‘beyond the expectations of the 
public, because it has gone somewhat beyond the 


i4 


i 
i 
| 


i 


| nally failed ; so that, with regard to that class of 


expectations of the Senator from Tennessee and 
the Senator from New Hampshire, its whole action 
is to be set aside, and the Senator from ‘Tennessee 
and the Senator from New Hampshire oppose 
their judgment to that of the fifteen naval officers 
who have identified their lives with the Navy! If 
a judgment of the efficiency of naval officers is to 
be taken, I think an impartial public would prefer 
to take it from those who haye passed their lives 
in the naval service, who have familiarized them- 
selves with the officers, and who, having the 
records of the Department before them for con- 
sultation, have given judgment upon the subject- 
matter advisedly. I know some of the officers who 
were members of the board, but not all of them; 
and here in my place I undertake to say that, 
search their conduct as you may, if every word 
that was spoken on the board were repeated here, 
we should not only find nothing to their discredit, 
but everything to show that they acted strictly 
in the performance of their rigorous duty—a duty 
rigorously imposed upon them, and painful for 
them to exercise. I shall make no opposition to 
the reference to the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the memorial which was presented by the hon- 
orable Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. That has been already laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know that; but I under- 
stand it has been laid on the table, simply because 
it is desired to call it up hereafter, and refer it to 
the Committee on the Indiciary with instructions. 
Heretofore, memorials of a similar nature have 
been referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
So far as I understand the views of that commit- 
tee, it is perhaps proper that I should say that 
they concur with the reports of the Secretary of 
the Navy in the disposition to maintain the gen- 
eral action of the board, believing that it has: 
produced a great naval reform, believing that the: 
Navy has received young life blood which willi 
toll in every department of the service. Disposed, 
as I am to maintain the action of the board ia; 
toto, Lam still ready to admit that provision should ; 
be made for cases of injustice and hardship,which 4 
the Secretary of the Navy seems to acknowledge |} 
do exist. I trust some means will be found tof 
do justice to every man who has heen harshly 4 
dealt with, and to leave him the means of being 
placed in his original position with the acquired | 
rank which the action of the board will have | 
given- him; but I know of no way in which this: 
can be reached at present, unless it he through: 
executive action. oh 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, it seems ti 
me that the only point which it is at all material 
to consider at this time is, what is the power of 
Congress over this subject? With regard to 
that class of officers who have been dropped 
from the service, whose names have been strick- 
en from the rolls by the action of the President 
in pursuance of the recommendation of this 
board, I may simply remark that they are out 
of the service, and Congress has no power to 
restore them. This is a point that has been 
repeatedly decided in the Senate. | 

"The power of the Executive under the Constitu- 
tion, when it is exerted by the President, works 
the effect of putting the officer entirely out of the | 
service as fully as any civilian who may have 
been removed from pubiic employment, and there i 
is no mode of restoring him to the service except 
by a renomination, Has the Senate any power 
to compel a renomination? We can undoubtedly 
refuse to approve of the nomination of any other 
person. It has sometimes been attempted in the | 
Senate, but it has always failed; andit has failed | 
for the reason that the Senate has no powcr, un- | 
der the Constitution, to direct the Executive with 
regard to any person whom he shall nominate to | 
office. It is an attempt to exert power indirectly, ! 
which-the Constitution has not conferred upon us 
directly; and for that reason, I thinkin every in- 
tance in which it has been attempted it has sig- 


officers whose names have been stricken from the 
rolls of the Navy, there is no remedy but by an 


application to the Executive. ~ With. respect to 
those who are placed on the retired list, 

I think their condition is very different... 
hold the commission which was originally con 
ferred upon them; and the law, by the actio 
the board, has only restrained their employmeént 
and placed them out of the line of promotion; hut 
they are still officers in the Navy. a 

Now, sir, we can repeal or modify that law; 
and if, by a repeal or modification of the law, 
that class of officers is no longer under that re~ 
straint—if they are no Jonger out of the line of 
promotion—they stand in the condition in which 
they stood before; and if we shall not have con- 
firmed the nominations which have been made, 
upon the idea that they are out of the line of pro- 
motion, they may be nominated and may be.pro- 
moted. Congress, I think, has full power over 
the subject, except with regard to that class of 
which I have spoken, who are now out of the 
Navy; and they can only be restored by the con- 
stitutional action of the*Executive, and of this 
body. With regard to the other class, I think, 
in the présent state of things, as no persons have 
been put in their places, as no promotions have 
taken place, because, as an appointment during 
the recess of the Senate by the President is only 
until the end of the next session of the Senate 
ensuing, it depends entirely upon the action of 
the Senate whether these appointments become 
permanent, and whether permanent commissions 
should beissued. It seems to me, therefore, that, 
if any injustice has been done, we have it in our 
power, so far as the retired list is concerned; but 
with regard to those whoare put outof the Navy, 
Ido not see that we have any power over the 
subject, except to follow out the action of the 
Executive. 

I have nothing to say, sir, with regard to this 
law. There is no doubt that a reform was needed 
in the Navy. It has been recommended for a 
series of years. IT recollect that a similar measure 
was recommended during the administration of 
Mr. Polk; and I think it has been frequently be- 
fore Congress since. The object that was sought 
was a desirable object—an object of the highest 
importance to the country. ‘Whether it has been 
accomplished by the action of this board, Lam not 
able to say. Iam not informed—I know not the 
grounds on which they acted; but there are cases 
within my knowledge of persons having been 
placed on the retired list, who, in my judgement, 
occupy as high a position, for all the services in 
the Navy, as any officers in the Navy. 

With regard to the class to which T have refer- 
red, we have the power, but I think it is prema- 
ture for us, without facts, either to condemn the 
action of the board or to approve of it. Isay, 
unhesitatingly, that I do not impugn the motives 
of the board. I doubt not they have acted as 
honorable men upon a subject with which they 
are very familiar; and whatever they may have 
done, their intentions were to promote the best 
interests of the public service. ‘This much 1 will 
say in advance, and until the subject has been 
presented by the report of a committee in some 
tangible form, I shall be unwilling to go further 
into the debate. 

Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct a remark personal to myself? 

Mr. BROWN. IT yicld. 

Mr. HALE. Ithank my friend from Missis- 
sippi for giving me the floor. E have not risen 


iso much to answer any of the arguments which 


have been made, as to reply to a personal remark 
which was made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. Ido not sec him in the 
Chamber now. Iam sorry that he is gone, but 
perhaps what I may say will get into the papers 
and he may read it. [Mr. Mariory here ré- 
sumed his seat.] The Senator from Florida says 
I have always been an enemy of the Navy. 1 
totally deny the charge, in general and in detail, 
in the beginning, proceeding,. and end. The 
whole of it originates in one fact, which I will 
state. The first time that I had the honor of 
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holding a seat on the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the first time I had the honor of 
holding a seat on this floor, I began to strive 
earnestly,.in season and. out of season, for the 
abolition of flogging in the Navy. The. chair- 
man of. the. Committee. on Naval Affairs, all 
those. officers whose cruising-ground was- this 

Capital, were denouncing me as an enemy to the 
Navy because.I was for introducing that element 
of humanity into.it. But, sir, that measure was 
searried; it met the approbation of every friend of 

- humanity; and against the obstinate prejudices 
of the Navy itself and the officers of the Navy, 
ithas made its way into public favor until, to-day, 
as an humble champion of that great measure of 
reform, I have the satisfaction of holding in my 
hand the evidence of the approbation of the head 
of the Navy Department himself to that refor- 
mation, for endeavoring to procure which I have 
been: stigmatized as an enemy of the Navy. 
Let me read it. The Secretary of the Navy in 
his report says: 

“Ehe hope is indulged with: much confidence by many 
experienced observers and officers, notwithstanding pain- 
ful apprehensions and gloomy forebodings of disastrous con- 
sequences ‘from the abolition of punishment by flogging, 
that by this humane act, together with the recent discipline 
pill of rewards and punishments, the character of the sea- 
men, asa class, will be improved by the increased willing- 


ness of the laboring young nfn of our own country to serve 
under the flag.” 


The Secretary docs further homage to this 
great measure of humanity, by informing us in 
the same report, that during the six months be- 
fore thesupplementary bill of rewards was passed 
they enlisted eight hundred and ninety-six men, 
‘while for the succeeding six months they enlisted 
two thousand eight hundred and sixteen. Sir, it | 
is because 1 identified my humble self with that 
great reform, which has now approved itself to the 
commendation not only of the people, but of 
those very men who denounced it, that I was stig- 
matized as an enemy of the Navy. 

Mr. MALLORY. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire if I am not right in 
supposing that he proposed here in his place to | 
limit the commissions in the Navy to the term of 
ten years, or to appoint officers of the Navy, as 
other civil officers are appointed, for a term of 
years? 

Mr. HALE. I did propose to limit their com- 
missions to ten years, and if that had been done, 
it would have obviated this infernal bill. Now 
let me say another thing in relation to the reform | 
of which I have spoken. After the passage of | 
the bill abolishing flogging in the Navy, a squad- 1 
ron returned from the coast of Africa, and it was 
my fortune to be in Boston when that squadron 
arrived there. T met the commodore and the 
captain—Commodore Lavallctte and Captain || 
Nicholson—who commanded the Germantown | 
and the Dale. I was introduced to them. The 
first remark that these gentlemen made was, that | 
they had abused me a great deal, and I think | 
they said they had cursed mea great deal, for my | 


| 


agency in carrying through Congress the pro- i] 


vision for the abolition of flogging in the Navy; 
‘but, sir,” said they, “we have altered our opin- 
jonsentirely. Our vessels now lic here at anchor | 
in Boston harbor, and we should be exceedingly | 
glad if you would go over them and sce how 


| executive wrong. 


very. modest but very expressive medal, com- 
memorative of their thanks and gratitude for the 
humble services which I had rendered in carrying 
through this great measure of reform. For my 
agency in it, I have been stigmatized as an enemy 
of.the Navy. Sir, I am an enemy to nothing 
on God’s earth but oppression and wrong. [am 
an enemy to wrong, whether it bears upon the 
black ‘or the white, the slave or the officer. 
‘Whenever you undertake to oppress a man, to 
strike him down, to deprive him of his rights, 
ño matter in what station he may move on this 
footstool of God, I am an enemy to that wrong; 
and it makes no difference to me who suffers it. 
If, in future contingencics that may be before so 
exalted an individual as the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the hand of injus- 
tice should ever reach him or his, any aid that 
so humble an individual as myself can give him 
he may command. 

Now, sir, I have a word to say to the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Toucry.] 
I rejoice that we have the aid of the opinion of 
such an astute lawyer as he is, a man who has 
occupied so high a place as he has in the councils 
of the nation, having been its great legal adviser 
—the Attorney General. When he says he sees | 
no difficulty in this case, in regard to those ofli- 
cers who are on the retired and furlough lists, [| 
can see quite as clearly how to meet the other 
case, and I am not without a precedent. I can 
give chapter and verse; and there are some mem- 
bers of the Senate who will doubtless remember 
the circumstance to which Lallude. Since I have 
been a member of the Senate, the President of 
the United States sent to us the nomination of a 
major in the Army, to take the place of a major 
whom he had removed and dismissed upon the | 
recommendation of a court-martial. The Senate 
refused to confirm his nomination; and added to | 
the resolution of refusal, that they refused to | 
confirm the nomination for the reason that the 
construction of the court-martial which had dis- 
missed the occupant was unconstitutional and 
illegal; and they sent that resolution to the Pres- 
ident. 

What did the President do? He sent back the 
name of the oficer who had been dismissed, and 


before me, [Mr. Toomss,] who knows the history 
of the case, and was instrumental in it—he has 
been promoted to the rank of colonel, and is now | 
a colonel in the Army of the United States. ‘That | 
was the way the Senate, at that time, remedicd || 
Now, what would I do here? 
Suppose the President sends a nomination to fill 
the place made vacant by dropping Mr. Stevens; 
I would reject it, and 1 would assign as a reason 
that we reject the nomination because we believe 
the vacancy has been illegally and wrongfully 
created. I think that would remedy the wrong. 
I have a word to say to the astute lawyer from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bewsamin.] He says that the 
answer to the case which I put is so plain that he 
wonders that [ stated it. Lam going to pay him | 
just as good a compliment as he paid me, and a 
little better one. I have so utterly failed to make | 
an impression on his clear mind of what scems so || 
plain to me, that I will not try again. [have } 
already tried twice, and failed; but if this question | 


vastly improved the character of the men is from 
what it was when they were submitted to the cruel | 
punishment of the lash.’’ I confess, sir, modest | 
as lam, that I felt a little proud. There was a i 
| 
f 


little compensation in that for the odium and | 
opprobrium that had been east on me for the | 
course I had taken here. I went amongst the | 
men; I talked to them; I saw men whom the} 
commander told me had been for thirty ycars in | 
the Navy and never had had the lash applied to | 
them. asked them, ‘Is it a fact, as has been | 
stated, that since the abolition of flogging the 
skulks get clear of the work, and the work is |! 
thrown on you good men?” “No such thing,” || 
they answered with one voice. The officers and |! 
men said it was a great reform. | 
I went through the vessels, and after what has | 

| 

i 

| 


been said, I presume I may be permitted to state 
what occurred when Ileft them. The men asked 
permission of the officers to have the privilege of | 
extending to so humble an individual as myself | 
some mark of gratitude for the agency I had had | 
in.introducing this reform, for which I had sub- | 
eee myself to the censures of the Senator from | 
‘lorida and others. They presented to me ai 


H 


i shall come up again, as I think it wi 


| paper to tell us that this is all the board kept. f 


l, for my 
friend from ‘Tennessee bas pledged himself to 
bring it before us, I shall take the oceasion to | 
explain, I think even to the cntire satisfaction of 


the gentleman from Louisiana, that the position | 
which I have taken in reference to the tenure by i| 


which these naval officers hold their commissions |! 
is clearly right; beyond controversy right; beyond | 
the shadow of mistake right; beyond the cavil of | 
skepticism right; and Iwill convince the Senator | 
himself of it. Having said thus much, I have || 
only to express the hope that this resolution will |! 
be passed, and that, ifthere is any record, we shall || 
it; and if there is none, we shall have a clean white | 


M 


Ay, MALLORY. Mr. President, in character- |} 
izing the honorable gentleman from New Hamp- |! 
shire as anenemy to the Navy, when he occupied |j 
a seat in this Chamber at a former time, I made | 
no allusion whatever to his efforts for the abolition | 
of corporal punishment. I made the assertion | 
because of his admission at this very time, his dis- | 
tinct admission that he did favor an entire dis- } 
memberment of the Navy. He advocated the 


since that—as lam told by the honorable Senator |} 


| ing. 
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recall of every commission or a limitation of the 
duration of the commissions to a specific period 
of three, or four, or ten years. a 

Mr. HALE. Ten years. 

Mr. MALLORY. I characterized: bim asan 
enemy of the Navy, not because of his identifica- 
tion with that special system of reform to which 
he has’ alluded, and which I did not introduce, 
but because of the honest. conviction on his own 
mind, that the organization of the Navy was 
faulty, and that it was not essential to the public 
interests to continue it, and he sought to disband 
it. 

Inasmuch as the Senator from New Hampshire 
has alludéd to what followed the abolition of 
corporal punishment in the Navy, and as I had 
something to do with that subject on a former oc- 
casion, E may mention a circumstance which has 
happened. ‘The recruiting service is now going 
on prosperously, as the Secretary of the Navy 
says, not because of the abolition of that peculiar 
form of punishment, but because of the increase 
of the pay of the Navy, and of the prospects held 
out of extra pay for good service, and of honors 
and rewards to. the scaman, in pursuance of a 
bill we passed at the last session. As an offset 
to what the Senator has stated of the treatment 
which he received for hig identification with the 
efforts which resulted in the abolition of corpo- 
ral punishment in the Navy, I can tell him that 
within the last three monthsa similar occurrence 
has taken place (only fora very opposite reason) 


| to a gentleman who was identified with the op- 


posite side of that question, and who favored the 
retention of corporal punishment in the Navy. 
The gentleman to whom I allude visited one of 
our public ships, and the first lieutenant waited 
upon him at the instance of her crew, to com- 
pliment him, in the name of the crew, upon his 
identification with that measure, and with the 
increase of the pay of the Navy. I mention this 
fact only to show that there is not a unanimity 
of feeling on that subject, and the recruiting ser- 
vice goes on prosperously, not because of the 
abolition of that punishment, but because the 
seamen get better compensation for their services 
than before. 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this resolution for the pre- 
sent. I wish to offer a resolution, which I am 
sure will meet the approbation of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Let us pass this resolution. 

Mr. MASON. [think this resolution ought to 
be modified before a vote is taken on its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well; let it 
lie over, i 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone its con- 
sideration for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. MASON. I offer this resolution, and ask 
for its cong dorstion at the present time: 

Resolved, Phat the Committee on the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be authorized to pay Beverly Tucker 
jor the printing of the Finance Report ordered to be 
printed on the 3d of January: Provided, The price does not 
exceed that now authorized by law. 

I am informed by the gentleman who was 
chairman of the Committee on Public Printing, 
at the last session, that the work has been done; 
I have here a certificate to that effect. There is, 
however, no means of paying for it, and there 
can be none until we have a committee on print- 
For this reason I have offered this resolu- 
tion to pay for the work out of the contingent 
fund. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 
On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the President of the Senate be authorized 
gn rooms in the north wing of the Capitol extension 
for the use of the Court of Claims during the present ses- 
sion of the Supreme Court. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
Friıvay, January 11, 1856. 


The House was called to. order by the Clerk 
at twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of. Wednesday was read and ap 
proved. ore ; 

Mr. BOYCE, 
the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The ‘question was taken and decided in the | 
nogative—yeas 87, nays 120; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- 
ley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Howell Cobb, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Ivans, Faulkner, florence, Hoary 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
gustus Haji, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Har- | 
rison, Herbert, Hickman, Hofiman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshali, Sam- 
uel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Moore, Nicbols, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Savage, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Talbott, 
Taylor, Underwood, Warner, Whecler, Winslow, Daniel 
By Wright, and John V. Wright—87. : 

NAYS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James JT. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cumback, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, 
Flagler, Foster, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas L, Harris, Haven, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hortoh, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Rnowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Moe- 
Carty, McMullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, odd, Traftou, Trippe, 
Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elli B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicofter—120, 


Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. NICHOLS (when his name was called) 
said: I rise to a personal explanation, in relation 
to the proceedings of Wednesday last. In the 
Globe of yesterday I find the following debate 
reported as having occurred while the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Smr] was upon the floor. 
I commence with a portion of that gentleman’s 
remarks: 

“ Here are two parties opposed to the Democratic party 
of the House. Of course 1 do not refer to every individual | 
in those parties; but Isay that those who are calied Black | 
Republicans in this House owe their election here to Know 
Nothingism. , 

“Mr, Trarron. I should like to ask the gentleman from | 
Tennessee what he means by that expression? 

e Mr. Surveu. By what expression? 

“Mr. Trarron. Black Republicans. 

“Mr. Surra. I mean those gentiomen who have been 
voting for Mr. Bangs; they have been called Black Repub- 
lieans. J use the term in all eourtesy. 4 

“Mr. Trarron. Who calls them Black Republicans? 
That is the question. 

“Mr. Surra. | use the expression in all courtesy. The 
reason why they are called so, I suppose, is, hecanse they 
want to put the negro upon an equality with the white 
man. 

“Myr. Houston. Above—they would put them above 
naturalized foreigners. 


I’ move that there be a call of 


“Mr. SMITH, Yes, sir. 

“Mr. Nicnons. I do not understand the party to which 
the gentleman from Tennessee alludes to occupy any stich 
position as he gives for them. Fam notin fav r of putting 
the blacks upon an equality with the whites, and £an not 
aware that any such position is oecupied hy the party with 
which I am acting.” 

This last paragraph is the one to which I wish 
to call the attention of the House. In the re- j] 
mark made I said nothing of the kind attrib- 
uted tome. I did not pretend to speak for any | 

arty, nor to speak the sentiments of any party. | 
p did not hear the remark of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] or I should have been | 
more specific, and should have very fully defined | 
my position upon both branches of the subject į 
discussed. The remark, as reported, contains 
the implication, at least, that 1 am connected 
with what is known 1n this House as the Ameri- 
ean party, and that, in the remarks I made, I 
spoke for that portion of the American party | 
which is voting for Mr. Bangs. c 
say was this, and simply this: understanding 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sma] to 
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What I did | ; i 
| filled up with speaking or voting as the House may 


| 


1 
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attribute to the party voting for Mr. Banks the 
position of placing the negroés on ah equality 
with the whites, I said: “T anione of those who. 
have been voting for Mr. Bawxs in this Hall: I 
have voted for that gentleman over eighty times, 
I occupy no such position as ‘is attributed to 
those gentlemen by the gentleman from Tennes- 
seë. Í am not in favor of putting the negro on 
ah equality with the whites, either socially or 
politically.’ 

>- Mr. Clerk, standing here, as 1 do, not a mem- 
ber of this American party, not belonging to it, 
never having joined it and never intending to 
join it—opposed as I am to the platform of that 
party as promulgated in my own State, and op- 
posed in toto to the sentiments of the party as 
avowed by gentlemen belonging to it upon this 
floor—I have no desire—I do not wish to say 
anything which shall connect me to itin any way; 
nor, itis to be presumed, do they wish to be 
made responsible for any sentiments of mine. 
Sir, I paddle my own canoe in this turmoil; I 
speak by no rule but my own. I have therefore 
deemed it-essential that this correction should be 
made. 

Mr. SNEED (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, in the excitement at our last sitting, 
consequent upon the fatigue and oppression of 
one long night session, I was betrayed into a 
petulant remark, casting an improper imputation 
upon the Clerk, which justice to mysclf, and to 
the manner in which you have discharged the 
delicate and responsible duties of your position, 
requires me to recall, and I thus publicly do vol- 
untarily recall the same. I vote ay. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I take advantage of this 
opportunity, at the request of my colleague, Mr. 
Packer, to say to the House, that a record ma 
be made of it, that he has been called home sud- 
denly and unexpectedly by a very serious illness 
in his family, of a daughter. That is the reason 
of his absence from the House to-day. 

The result was then announced as above. 

The CLERK. On the last day in which the 
House was in session, a resolution was offered 


by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Syer] to 
invite the Hon. Jamas L. Orr to take the chair 


temporarily; upon which the House refused to 
order the main question. The Clerk supposes, 
acting as we are under parliamentary law, it will 
come before the House this morning as the busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. ORR. I would be very much obliged to 
my friend from Terinessce if he would with- 
draw the resolution. Iwas very much obliged 
to him fof having offered it; but the [Louse having 
on Wednesday refused to order the main question, 
I take it for granted, therefore, that nothing can 
result from its further continuance before the 
House. In order, therefore, that the House may 
proceed at once with its balloting, I ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SNEED. I desire to see the resolution 
adopted, but I myself believe, as the gentleman 
from South Carolina has suggested, from the 
action of the House on Wednesday, that they 
will not adopt it. IfI have the right, therefore, 
I will withdraw it. 

Mr. PHELPS. You cannot withdraw it with- 
out the consent of the House. 

Mr. SNEED. If it is necessary, I ask the 
‘consent of the House to allow me to withdraw it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman the 
right to withdraw it? 

The CLERK. The resolution may be with- 
drawn if no objection be made. 

No objection was made, and the resolution was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. There are several mem- 
bers of this Louse who are opposed to any debate, 
to any discussion whatever, who have made sun- 
dry efforts to rescind the ten-minute rule; there 
are other gentlemen who are in favor of discus- 
sion, and do not wish it limited by any rule. Now 
I propose a compromise between these two opin- 


be taken at the commencement of the session every 
day, and also that there shall be a vote taken at 
ihe close of every session, thus providing fortwo 
votes to be taken for Speaker every day until an 
election is effected, and leaving the interim to be 


| determine. I have embodied the idea in a reso- 


ions, by providing that a vote for Speaker shall | 


| to my district; and it b 


tution which T will read; and 
offer. -Heére it ise i i a e AE E 
Resolved, Thatat this ani ‘ery succeeding daily. se: 
ofthe House witila Speakeris cleeted, the first busi 
order,.atter the reading of the: Jourmalyshallbe.to: 
Speaker; and that no motion to adjon shall-be in‘order, 
except immediately succeeding the announcement of a.vote 
for Speaker. i ies ; 
Mr. GREENWOOD. 
allow me eS 
; A WALBRIDGE. I have but: litte 
eft. Ea 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I merely want to make ` 
a suggestion. Ithink we might proceed to ballot, 
perhaps, if we had nothing else before us. “Thope 
the gentleman will withdraw his resolution, and 
allow us to vote. 
_ The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was tlie result of the one hundred and sixth 
vote: Whole. number of votes cast, 212; necessary 
to a choice, 107; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received. esses erres 
Wiliam A. Richardson a.s... 
Henry M. Buller... ce esses 
Alexander C. M. Pennington 

Jolm Williams. i 

Samuel Caruthers. 

Gilchrist POrter. sessa 

Henry Bennett.... 

James L. OFF. . cer eee js 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

Vor Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Buffington, Burlingainc, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean; De Witt, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emric, Fiagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbort, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hugbston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knex, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Peitit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stvanahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron 

Jadwatader ©. Washburne, Bibu B, Washburne Tsrael 
Wa uurna; Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrutt, and Wood- 
worth, 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bococ 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson k. W. Cobb, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
Farris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W., 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Runin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samnel A. Sinith, 
William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John 
V., Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Bustis, Evans, 
Foster, J. Morrison Har Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K, Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For My. Pennington —Messrs. Bishop, Dunn, Edwards, 
Harrison, Haven, Moore, and Scott. 


which I prop 


If “the gentleman’ will 
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Barelay. 
k, Bowie, 
, Caskie, 


For Mr. Williams--Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Carulhers—Mr. Richardson. 


For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 


For Mr. Bennett--Mr. Brenton. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 

Mr. BROOKS (when his name was called) 
stated that he had paired off with Mr. Murray, 
of New York, who was absent from the city. 

Mr. LINDLEY (when his name was called 
said: Mr. Clerk, if it is not out of order I woul 
submit a few remarks. I did not expect that I 
would, at any time, be compelled to make to the 
House and my constitucnts an explanation of 
the reason why I have been casting my vote as I 
have since I came here. Nor would I now say 
one word, were it not for the fact that 1 have, this 
morning, been reading the published speech of 
my friend and colleague, Mr. Carurners. That 
specch forces me to say something in vindica- 
tion of the course which I have pursued in this 
contest. That speech, as well as other docu- 
ments, Lam informed, is to be published in the 
city press of St. Louis, and will go to Missouri— 
ecomes me, sir—I owe it 
to myself—to say something in that connection. 

Had my collcague been satisfied to state the 
reasons of his vote for the Administration candi- 
date—had he taken the position that there will 
shortly be but two great parties in the country, 
and that he must necessarily, from his expressed 
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opinions and: the views of the people he repre- 
sents, for the présent support the Administration 
dte--had he ‘been satisfied with that defini- 
his position, | would never have said a 
word in rejoinder. But when, in addition, he 
undertakes to attack the gentleman for whom I 
am and have been voting—when he asserts that 
that gentleman is unsound in his views in respect 
to the interests and institutions of the region of 
country which Ihave the honor in part to repre- 
gent) it behooves meto say something in response. 

“Phe gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
Lëk,] who is before the House as a candidate 
for the .speakership, and for whom I have been 
voting, has received my vote because I regarded 
him as conservative, and in favor ofthe great com- 
promise measures which were made and passed 
for the peace of the country. The men who rally 
around.and vote for that gentleman, and the seat- 
tering votes, exhibit more moral courage than 
any others in this Hall. They are the only men 
here who battle against sectional parties; and the 
existence of this controversy requires that we 
should. still stend by. him, and that the scattering 
votes should stilt continue to stand by their posi- 
tion, until we can organize ona national basis. 
Taminot willing to vote for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] nor for the gentle- 
man from Illinois, (Mr. Rickarpson,] on account | 
of the positions which they occupy. £ vote for | 
the gentlenian from Pennsylvania [Mr. Foner] 
because he is conservative, aud opposed to all 
sectionalism. 

Tn order to answer my colleague’s remarks, I 
will allude to that part of it where he gives his 
reasons for not voting for Mr. Furrer, First, 
the ghost of the murdered Wright comes up be- 
fore him. He cannot vote for Mr. Furrer because 
Mr. Firer comes here as the successor of Mr. 
Wright. Mr. Furrer defeated Mr, Wright, a 
gentleman who, my colleague said, stood iirmly 
on the Nebraska bill when, during the last Con- 

ress, the Nebraska fight was atits crisis. There- 
ore it was that he could not vote for Mr. Furrer. 
Sir, it-was not on the Nebraska issue that Mr. | 
Torens defeated Mr. Wright; for Lam well iu- 
formed that the Nebraska candidate for Governor 
beat his competitor in that very district, There 
was something else besides that issue entering 
into the canvass. 

But again, sir, Mr. Furuer is next attacked 
because he votes for a friend of his from the | 
North, Mr. Penwinaron, who was guilty, during | 
the last, Congress, of voting for a motion to | 
suspend the rules to enable a gentleman from 
Massachusetts to introduce a bill for the repeal | 
of the fugitive slave law. Sir, in voting for north- 
ern mon, { do not roquire that they shall cut | 
off every man who docs not dgree exactly with 
them in politic AULT ask of the northern 
man for whom XY cast my vote is, that he shall 
plant himself upon principles that are conserva- | 
tive, and guaranty to the South all her rights, | 
both in the States and in the Territories; and if | 

| 


he dees that, he may vote for whom he pleases. i 
Yshould hold a southern man to strict responsi- | 
bility; but cannot expest noribern mien to leave 
personal friends on account of political tenets in | 
which they feel no deep interest. All Task is, | 
that-he be right in principle, Butif my colle 
is correct in his argument, Lash 


on k hina where stands 
his own candidate, Mr. Ricuarpsen, of Ilinois? 
That gentleman, sir, has voted to extend the Bis- | 
sourl compromise to the Pacific, and he has voted 
for those obnoxious restrictions in the Oregon | 
bill, Efe is here also upon this floor casting his | 
vote for Mr. Tuomas J. D. Furuse and other | 
northern gentlemen who in the last Congress op- | 
posed the Nebraska bil. IP, therefore, the fact 

of voting for enry M. Furrer, by going 
to the third and fourth degree of voting, makes | 
me vote in a different way from what Lam onthe | 
record, it convicts my friend also of voting against 
the Nebraska bill, But I consider that there is || 
nothing in that process of argument; and neither 
Rucuarnsox nor Forrer adopt the votes or 
tion. of every man for whom they cast compli- | 
mentary votes; for neither has voted for any i 
man who had any chance of election. I have | 
always beenin the habit of voting for Democrats 
who were my friends, but I did not consider my- | 
self as thereby adopting all the votes they ever | 
gave. ; i i 


8c- 


| 
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| laration. 
reénact it if it were possible, whereas he has con- 


j ciple of 


‘obnoxious as Mr. Futrer to the charge of voting 


for northern men who were opposed to the Ne- 


braska bill. All that I desire is, that. my candi- 
date. shall stand upon correct principles. And 
what are the declarations of Mr. Furnen? My 
colleague, [Mr. Canuruers,] and another col- 
league, [Mr. Oxiver,] who tells me he has writ- 
ten letters to Missouri for publication on the sub- 
ject, giving his reasons for voting for RICHARDSON, 
and no other candidate, give a different exposition 
to those declarations than the one given by the 
gentleman who propounded the questions. Mr. 
Futter was asked if he was in favor of a restors 
tion of the Missouri compromise, and his reply 
was, that if it could be restored he would be in 
favor of it, but that, under the circumstances by 
which we are surrounded, he would vote against 
it. We have his declarations here, and those 
declarations should be so construed as to be con- 
sistent with one another. He has a right to 
put his own construction on them, and it is this: 
not that he is afraid of the Executive, or of the 
Senate, but that it is morally impossible to restore 
the Missouri compromise, because it is morally 
impossible to restore the country to the condition 
in which it was when that compromise was in- 
terfered with by the passage of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill. Efe meant that he would go for its 
restoration if you could change time, and roll it 


back upon its axis, and bring the country, in every | 
> pa x 


respect, to the condition in which it was before 
the passage of that bill; but he never has said, 
aud he never will say, that he is in favor of re- 
enacting the Missouri compromise. That is the 
construction which my TE put on his dec- 
They make him say that he would 


tinually said, that he would not reénact it if it 
were possible, Sir, the day after he made that 
declaration, the Washington Union came out and 
complimented Mr. Futter very highly, and said 
that he had takena very right position. [t speaks 
as follows: 

“Wr. Punuen’s Sprrcu.—The feature of yesterday’s 
debate was unquestionably the speech of the Hon. Henry M. 
Purre, of Ponneylvania. Much interest has been felt as 
to the position of this gentleman, inasmuch as, while he 
was put forward by the southern Know Nothings as an 
eninently national man, be received during the carly stages 


ballotings the votes of some of the most decided anti- 
N men of ibe North. The class of southern Know 
Notiniys who have rallied around Mr. Foner, finding that 
their jon was becoming unconiortable, in view of the 


urs Of that 


record made by the diferent and differing support 
gentlemani medi i 
ments on the 
to serie thed 
addrossed the Mouse, 
sense anil excellent temper he defined bis position, which, 
including bis prompt response to Mr, Prrov WaLKER, of the 
Mobile et, may be summed wp as follow i 
cance in the legislation of Congress on the 

as a final settlement of that question on the principle of 


question clearly understood. With a 
ity, no doubt, Sir, Monier yesterday 


popular sovereignty, and a d net refusal to in re- 
toring the Missouri compromise. We heard this avowal 


with 


much pleasure, and desire, here and now, to express 
Į 3 r the involuntary tribute which he paid 
jie principle. 
wever, did not say that he was willing 
to apply ti ka bil in the organ 
tion of any suture Territories, nor is it nnderstood that 
is separated from the Know Nothing party, between whose 
unconstitutional t and oaths and the Democratie party 
there is an iinpassable gulf But he has done nobly and 
Well iors tur; aud we fervently hope that, when he shall 
northern Know Notitingism and Abolitionism are 
ast synonymous terms, and when he shell realize, as 
i ZO, and that very soon, that the prin- 
ka bill is the only one that can reconcile 
future disputes on the question of slavery in the Territories, 
he will complete the good work by taking his stand under 
the tag of the Democracy, and so most truly aad fully rep- 
X his owa immediate constituents and the national 
iment of the American people.” 


Mr. Clerk, Mr. Funier’s position is sufficient 
for me. Itvindicates me at home, and vindicates 


on 


l every southern man who has voted for him. His 


own colleagues who are opposed to the Nebraska 


bill have denounced him on this floor for the posi- 


| tion he has taken here in favor of southern rights. 


My colleague, Mr. Caruruers, in the speech 
which he made during the last Congress on the 
Kansas bill, said that he was satisfied that it was 


| a southern measure, because northern sentiment 


was opposed to it, and on the same ground these 
denunciations of Mr. FuLLer are evidence of his 
soundness upon these questions, 

The position-of the gentleman in regard to the 
Territories is this: that the Territories belong to 
all the States, and that the people of all the States 
have a right to go. into those Territories with what- 


But I consider that Mr. Ricuarnsow is quite as || ever property they may have that is recognized as 


and in a brief speech of great good | 


letermined to have his senti- į 


į slavery. 


f property in any State in this Union, That isa 


broad ‘principle, and one upon which we can all 
stand. Tread from the Congressional. Globe: 


«Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, I am not 
im the habit of being very much disturbed by what may be 
said gither for or against me; but, inasmuch as it was intim- - 
at bis morning by one of my colleagues that my posi- 
tion was misunderstood, I desire to` avail myself of this 
opportunity, with the indulgence. of gentlemen of the 
House, to declare fully and frankly. what, my relations are. 
“It is conceded, I believe, that the difficulty which lies 
at the foundation of ali our troubles is the one question of 
I desire to declare I am opposed to the present 
agitation of the subject of slavery, for the reason that, in 
my humble judgment, no possible good can. result from 
that agitation in the present excited state of public feeling. 
On the contrary, that all discussion upon this subject must 
now result, as it ever has heretofore resulted, in evil and 
mischief; creating popular discontent, individual distrust, 
sectional alienation and division. 1 am willing, therefore 
to leave this question of slavery where the Constitution o; 
the country has left it, [applause,] with the people who 
tolerate it, to control, regulate, and determine for them- 
selves. [Renewed applause.] 1 shall not meddle or inter- 
fere with the subject. I will do nothing to disturb any 
existing relations. If it be an evil, itis their evil; if it be a 
blessing, it is their biessing. I make no aggressions upon 
the rights or feeli of any man, or of any section; nor 
will Usubmit to any invasion of mine. 
s With respect to past legisiation there is an honest differ- 
ence of opinion. F supported the compromise measures 
of 1850 ; and was willing to regard them a finality. Tshould 
have opposed the legislation of the Jast Congress; I do not 
indorse it now. Believing that agitation then, as agitation 
now, could result in no public good, and having in view the 
public peace and the public welfare, I am willing that the 
past should bury its own dcad, and desire, forgetting former 
offenses, to unite with my fellow-citizens everywhere ina 
patriotic effort to bring back the country to that state of 
good feeling and social harmony which onée existed, and. 
ought never to have been disturbed. [believe that there 
ean be no doubt with regard to my sentiments on this sub- 
ject. Uf fhere be, T am willing tostand up botore this great 
inquisition it myself to the interrogatories of the 
grand inquisitors. [Applause.] 
RMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. Tdo so for the purpose of information. Would you 
be willing to allow the institution of slavery to obtain an 
advantage, or be exiended, by reason of the repeal of the 

issonri compromise? 1 put the question to the gentleman 
With the greatest respect. 

“Mr. Fonnur., And will respectfully answer it. I will 
leave the matter to the people. [Applause.] 

“My. Suerman, What people? 

“Nr PunueR. The people who are to be immediately 
affected by it. If Kansas--and T wish to be distinetly un- 
derstood—presents herself for admission into the Union, E 
shall vote for her adimission without reference to the ques- 
tion of slavery. 

“(This sentiment was grected by clapping of hands, 
and cries of € Good P} 

“Vir. Sage. Would you vote for the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise ? 

Mr, PULLER, I have said that 1 do not seek to disturb 
that question. Ifthe Missouri compromise can be restored 
t would most certainly be in favor of its restoration ; but in 
view of the diffien hich surround that question, and 
must defeat your efforts, I say that I am opposed to the 
agitation of the question. 

“Mr, WALKER, Before T cast my vote, I desire to ask 
the gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FULLER] the ques- 
tion which was propounded to him by the gentleman on the 


« 
g 


opposite side of the House, from the State of New York, 
{Mr. Sace.] The question is this: whether he would vote 


tor the repeal of the Kansas-Nebraska act? or, to use the 
language of the gentleman from New York, would he vote 
for the restoration of the Missouri compromise, with the 
restriction as to the line, or not, if that question were intro- 
duced? + 
“Mr. FULLER. 
the last Congre 
riai legisle 


T stated that if I had been a member of 
, Lshould have voted against the teirito~ 
ation of that Congress, But Fam willing now to 
re gitation, and abide by the laws as they are; and, 
resisting agitation, I shall vote against it. And now, Mr, 
Clerk, and fellow-citizens, I have one word more to say, 
I have been charged with being an obstacle in the way o 
the organization of this body. My position, humble a Sy 
has been magnified into this importance. T never d 
and have not expected, an election. I have neither a 
for, nor declined it. I have given no pledges to obtain it. 
Grateful, indeed, Lam for the expressions of confidence 
and of kindness which I have received; but I should be 
vastly more pleased if the suffrages which have been given 
to me showd be cast for an abier and a worthier man.’? 
The CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
ired, [Cries of ** Go on!7] 
Mr. KENNETT. I hope my colleague will 
be allowed to go on. 
The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman can proceed. 
Mr. THORINGTON. I object. 
the CLERK. Objection being made, the gen- 
tleman cannot proceed. ood 
Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. I hope an oppor- 
tunity will be allowed to my colleague to complete 
his remarks. J-move that he be permitted to go 


ge 


Ri 


on, z 

The CLERK. The Clork would say to the 
gentleman from Missouri, that such a motion is 
not in order, inasmuch as the resolution of the 
House prohibits longer debate than ten minutes, 
if there is objection. : 
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:- Mr: TFHORINGTON. I withdraw my objec- 
tion. j 

My. QUITMAN. Iam sorry that tke gentle- 
man from Missouri” has. come under the declara- 
tion which I made several days ago, but I am 
obliged: to be impartial. I- therefore. object to his 
going on. f ; $ si 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move.a suspension’of 
the rule, so as to enable the gentleman to go on. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the object is only to 
suspénd it for the time being, I shall oppose it. 
If it is.the intention of the louse to go. into a 
discussion of. these questions before the election 
of a Speaker, I wish to be heard upon all of them; 
and I wish, therefore, that upon the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee a test 
may be made. I am willing to adhere to the ten- 
minute rule, and have been so up to this time. I 
conformed to it myself the other day, when.I was 
anxious to go on. If a majority. of. the House 
stand with me, we can vote. down the motion to 
suspend the rule in this.instance; but.if a majority 
wish to launch out into debate; let us rescind the 
rule directly; Lam willing to do that. Butif itis 
rescinded in one case, and one gentleman isallowed 
to-go on, Ishall certainly claim also to be heard 
before the House uponall those quéstions involved 
in the organization. I shall vote against suspend- 
ing the rule. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. Ido not think that 

this House, or the country, would lose anything 
by admitting the widest latitude of debate. In 
view of the circumstances by which we find our- 
selves surrounded, I think that the least possible 
limitation or restriction should be thrown round 
the privileges of debate. 

We have.been voting for a Speaker for the last 
six weeks without attaining any practical result, 
Ibclieve that, under the circumstances, itis import- 
ant, for the establishment and the ascertainment 
of great principles, that we should be permitted 
to enter into the widest possible range of debate, 
in order that not only ourselves, but the whole 
country, may know how it is, why it is, and 
upon what ground, we are here in an unorganized 
state for this length oftime. I trust my colleague 
will be permitted to.proeced. F desire to hear 
from him, and to hear from him. the reasons 
which have induced him to pursue the course 
which he has during this session. I also wish to 
be heard myself, and to give to this House, my 
constituents, and the country, the reasons by 
which I have been influenced in constantly casting 
my vote for the honorable gentleman from {inois 
[Mr. Ricrarpson] for the Speaker of this House, 
as also the reasons which will lead me to continue 
to so cast my votes to the end of the chapter. 

I therefore hope the House will allow my col- 
league to proceed with his remarks. No harm 
can be done to the country by debate. Wemay 
vote and vote on the whole day without attaining 


any practical result, as we have voted for the last || 


six weeks. But discussion is useful to us, use- 
ful to the country, and I sincerely trust it will be 
ermitted to proceed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I object entirely to any 
suspension of the ten-minute rule temporarily. I 
neither wish to make a speech myself, nor do I 
want to hear any other member of Congress make 
one, until we have a Speaker; but Ithinkit is but 
fair, if one.individual should be permitted unlim- 
ited time to speak, another man should have the 
same privilege; and therefore I say the restriction 
should be removed entirely, or not at all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
It is this, that when the roll is being called, no 
motion and no debate is in order. If the Clerk 
decides that the motion is out of order, then we 
get rid of the debate. F hope the Clerk will de- 
cide the question. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I only want fair play. 
Let all have the same privileges and stand upon 
the same platform of rights. 

The CLERK. The Clerk was about to say 
that, in his opinion, the motion of the gentleman 
from 'lennessec [Mr. Erusrmce] is notin order; 


and he would suggest to the gentleman thathe with- | 


draw it until the result of this vote is announced. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
Mr. CARUTHERS., I rise for the purpose 
of appealing to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Qurrman] to-withdraw his objection to my 
colleague proceeding. I understand he is the 
only individual who objected. 


I withdraw the motion. | 


i of Kansas and Nebraska? 


The CLERK. | A number of others: o jected. 


Mr,..CARUTHERS. 
neces to withdraw their objections. - ; 
he CLERK. Will the gentleman allow there- 
sult of the vote to be announced before he proceeds? 
Mr. CARUTHERS.” Certainly. <. 
The result of the yote. was:then announced, as 
above recorded, x Sana ; 


DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFRER. Ihave in my hand a 
resolution, which I propose to send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read to the House. In this prolonged 
contest for Speaker there has heen one feature 
developed to which I wish to advert for a mo- 
ment. Of the three principal candidates who have 
been voted for for Speaker, there is but one who 
has answered the questions which have been pro- 
pounded to them touching political principles in- 
volved in this contest. The other two gentlemen 
have declined to answer, for reasons, doubtless, 
satisfactory to themselves. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. For.er,} for whom I have cast my votes, 
has frankly and fully answered all the questions 
put to him. When questions were propounded 
to the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Ricwsarpson]—a gentleman for whom I have 
great personal respect, and in whose position upon 
many great questions of national politics I heartily 
sympathize—he declined to answer, upon. the 
ground that he was a candidate. I understand 
that some of the friends of that gentleman regard 
his remark, declining to answer, as made in a 
jocular spirit. Whether that was so or not, when 
questions were propounded to the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bawxs,] he 
declined to answer, availing himself of the answer 
of the gentleman from Illinois as a precedent for 
his course. 

Now, sir, we have tried almost every expedient 
to bring about a solution of this question, which 
blocks up the business of the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress for a period of five or six weeks. And I 
now propose to recur to the great fundamental 
principles which lie at the bottom of republican 
Government. When men aspire to ‘political 
office, itis their duty, frankly and fully, to answer 
all questions which relate to questions involved 
in their clection. Believing in the correctness of 
that principle, and in order that my friend from 
Illinois may be able to unfetter the lips of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I propose to ask 


o 


| the gentleman from Illinois a question or two, I 


ask him whether I am right in supposing that 
Thee 
the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Ricwanpson] 


| regards the Kansas-Nebraska bill as promotive 


of the formation of free States in the "Territories 
Am I right in sap- 
posing he advocates the constitutionality of the 
‘Wilmot proviso; that in 1850 he opposed its ap- 
plication to the territories acquired from Mexico, 
only upon the ground that it was unnecessary, 
inasmuch as the Mexie 
ritories already abolished slavery—which ought 
to be sufficient for all Free-Soil men; and that ne 
committed himself to the position that if territo- 
rial bills (silent upon the subject of slavery, and 
leaving the Mexican law to operate) were de- 
feated, he would vote for bills with the Wilmot 
proviso in them? Am I right in supposing that 
his theory is, that the Constitution of the United 


States does not carry slavery to, and protect it | 
es? "Phat in | 


in, the Territories of the United Ste 


the territory acquired from Franco, (including 


ssouri restriction 


Kansas and Nebraska,) the M 
’ 
tory free, hecause 


was necessary to mako the te 
slavery existed there under Pr: 
the acquisition, but thai the Kan 


cludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves those 
Territories without either local or constitutional 
law protecting slavery; and that therefore the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill promotes the formation 
of free States in Kansas and Nebraska? 

Mr. HOUSTON. [would suggest io my friend 
that, if this course of questioning candidates is to 
be pursued, he had better reduce his questions to 
writing, and then there can be no difficulty or cavil 
on the part of anybody or any party in this House, 
Place them in writing, and then the candidates for 
the speakership can have an opportunity to an- 
swer them understandingly. 


Then l appeal to all who. 


an local laws in those tor- | 


ince at the time of j 
s and Nebraska | 
bill, which repeals that restriction, but neither | 
legislates slavery into those Territories nor ex- j 


The CLERK.. e-gentleman: from 
nessee propose aresolution? «080% 

Mr. ZOLLICOFPFER... As I said befo: 
great respect for the gentleman from Illinois, i 
agree with him in some of his opinions: on gteat 
national questions; but I believed there were sonic 
things which were not generally understood-here, 
and for that reason I have propounded. the gues- 
tions I have, I now send:the resolution which I 
have prepared to the Clerk. mg! 

The resolution was read, as follows: Lo 


Resolved, Thatin conformity with the principtes of agreat 
popular Government, such as that of the United States, itis 
the duty of all candidates for politica! position frankly and. 
fully to state their opinions upon important political mtes- 
tions involved in their election, sid especially when. they 
are interrogated by the body of electors whose votes they 
are seeking. : 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask my friend from Ten- 
nessee whether he proposes to propound the same 
questions to his own candidate? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I understand that the 
gentleman for whom I have been voting is willing 
to answer any questions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is not an answer to 
my question.. The gentleman. can answer my 
question, and that is, whether or not he intends 
to propound the same questions. to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Funuer,] and to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts; [Mr. Banksi] 
or whether he proposes to confine them to the 
gentleman from Tilhois, [Mr. RICHARDsON?] - 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. |The gentleman. for 
whom I have voted has answered all the ques- 
tions involved in this controversy. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman seems dis- 
posed to catechise the gentleman from Hlinois in 
order to break the ice. Why not break the ice 
upon his own side of the House; and why should 


his questions be confined to one candidate? The 
gentleman from Hlinois has indicated his pur- 
pose—a correct purpose—to answer any and all 


questions, and I want those same questions put 
to all the candidates. Another thing; it is. im- 
possible that cither one of those candidates could 
answer those. questions within the limit of ten 
minutes. Now, sir, lask my friend from Ten- 
nessee, whether he will not so modify or restrict 
his questions as that gentlemen can give full and 
| distinct answers within the time allowed them by 
the rule? 

Mr. ZOLLICOPFER. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Housrox] seems to take great 
interest in this matter, Does he wince? 

Mr. HOUSTO Not a particle of interest. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. will reduce. these 
questions to writing, as requested by the- gentle- 
man from Alabama, and furnish the gentleman 
from Hlinois [Mr. Ricrarpson] with a copy of 
them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not raise any objection 
| at all to your doing so. I would not have made 
| these remarks, or interfercd in the matter, but for 
the very prompt and manly manner in which the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ricwtarpson] ac- 
cepted the gauntlet thrown down by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Zo.iicorrer.| The 
gentleman from Hiinois has shown not only his 
willingness, but his desire, to answer promptly 
and fully, and he will do so. But an unfair in- 
ference is capable of being drawn, and might be 
drawn, frora the fact of these questions being 


| inference to be drawn from his.questions; but he 
| cannot fail to see that such inference might be 
| drawn, and I desire promptly to repel such an 
| idea in connection with his remarks. i 

| Mr. STEPHENS. AsI heard that resolution 
| read, I cordially approve it. DE 
| Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I was going 
| to add one other remark, and that was this 

| The CLERK. The Clerk understood the gen- 
| deman. from Alabama as yielding the floor. 

|| Mx. HOUSTON. I had not yielded the floor, 
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although Iam perfectly willing to. give it up to 
‘the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sreenens.] 
“My. STEPHENS: You ‘can say what. you | 
wish; L yield.for that purpose. : 
“My. HOUSTON. `I was just going to allude, 

Mr Clerk, to the fact that: the candidate on our 

side of the House is being voted for on a platform 
-which is a declaration of principles on these sub- 
jects; and his position, therefore, is patent to the 


Ouse. o i, k 
Mr; STEPHENS. I remarked, Mr. Clerk, 
that I cordially approved, the’ resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessce. I hold, as I 
understand that.resolution declares, it to be in 
accordance with the: fundamental principles of 
the Government of the United States, that a man’s 
rineiples, who is a candidate for office, should 
be known, fully, clearly, and distinctly. Tamglad 
to see the gentleman announce such a wholesome 
truth. But, if I understand the organization of 
the party to.which he belongs, it had its origin in 
the profoundest secresy, and all its primei les, as 
‘well:as: its: very existence, were shielded by an 
oath. At firstit ‘lived and moved and had its 
being’? in secresy—against those fundamental prin- 
ciples in our institutions. Now I should like to 
ask: that: gentleman himself [Mr. ZoLLICOFFER] 
a quéstion, and it is, whether he does not belong 
toa party each member of which, at the time he 
joined, Was not sworn never to communicate the 
‘undamental principles of its organization, and 
“gworn never to make known even the existence 
of that organization? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iam willing to answer 
the; question of the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Srepuuns,] although I see that the object 
is to dodge the issues presented this morning. I 
see the fluttering movement of the partridge when 

“making a decoy movement to clude pursuit. I 
say to him, I belong to the American party; but 
Lbelong to no party which is sworn to conceal 
its fundamental principles. [Applause in the 
galleries.] I belong to a party which has boldly 
and: fearlessly made known to the country its 
national and constitutional principles, and which 
conceals none of those principles, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee whether he does not belong toa part. 
every member of which, at the time he joined, 
was sworn never to vote for any man, for any 
office, but a native-born citizen, in favor of 
“Americans to rule America,” nor for a Roman | 
Catholic; and whether every member thereof-— 
himself included—was not sworn never to make 
known even the existence of such an association, 
much less its principles, aims, or objects? | 

Mr. ZOLLICOPFER. A continuous move- | 
ment to docoy me from my purpose ! 

Mr. STEPHENS. No, sir; it is in no way 
intended to decoy. I want an answer. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Suppose, Mr. Clerk, 
that that were true! [Laughter.] Is that an 
answer to the questions propounded by me? Is 
there any concealment of our disposition to sus- 
tain for public office a native-born American in 
preference to a foreigner? | 

Mr. STEPHENS. Itake it for granted, then, | 
that the gentleman does belong to such a party, 
thus scerct, and thus shielded in its secrets by 
oaths; and while I was telling the gentleman and , 
the country that I was in favor of this resolution, 
my object was to carry it home. ft was not to | 
decoy—not, as some birds, to go fluttcring away 
from the nest, to clude search in the right place— | 
but to lead inquiry directly home, to expose the 
nest itself of the gentleman’s party. dt is the | 
nest of that party I am after, and not to decoy | 
fromit. This ismy reason for putting that ques- || 
tion, and the nest is now exposed. The gentle- ii 
man speaks of the published principles of the 
American party. These published principles | 
may do very well to decoy the country. We | 
now know that there are principles of that party | 
inside of these published principles, and that is | 
what I call decoying. Iwanted to come at these || 
inside principles; and, therefore, I asked the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee whether he has uot sworn | 
to conceal the principles, (these inner principles | 
which are not published,) and even the existence 
of.the organization of which he is a member? 

I have said all that I intend to say. Tam in| 
favor of the resolution offered by the gentleman | 
from Tennessee. Let it operate equally upon all | 
the candidates. The gentleman will not find-me |j 


i 


j 
rags 
i 
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leading the country away from the issue, or 
trying to: shield the gentleman for whom I vote 
from answering any question, as the mover of 
the resolution and his party try to shield them- 
selves from investigation. Sir, I am in favor of 
that resolution. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I move to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the yeas 
and nays on that motion; but I would suggest to 
the gentleman from Ohio to recall his motion to 
lay on the table, and Jet us have a vote directly 
on the resolution. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I withdraw my motion 
to lay on the table, so that we may have a direct 
vote. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As I understand 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cairowari 
has withdrawn his motion to lay on the table, 
move the previous question on the resolution. 

Several Memuers. Report it again. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I submit a question of 
order—that this resolution is a piece of business 
which this House, in its present unorganized 
condition, has no power to transact. I regard 
the resolution asa piece of clap-trap. I would 
rely much more on the acts of a man’s life than 
on his declarations. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I should like 
to have the yeas and nays on the call for the 
previous question, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let us take the 
yeas and nays directly on the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No; lct us have them 
on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, I am willing to have the y cas 
and nays on every question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KEITT. I want it to be understood that 
the gentleman who says so much about the im- 
propriety of postponing busincss, [Mr. Wasn- 
BURN, of Mame: and who desires to have all 
debate suspended, is the same who now goes for 
postponing the business of the House by prevent- 
ing us coming at once to a direct vote, 

Mr. GROW. I desire to know, for information, 
whether, if the main question be not ordered, the 
resolution will go over until to-morrow? 

The CLERK. That will be the effect of re- 
fusing to order the main question. 

The call of the roll was then commenced upon 
the motion that the main question be now put. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. ORR. Irise to a question of order. The 
call of the rol} had commenced and a response | 
heard. It was therefore too late for the gentleman ! 
from Vermont to move to lay on the table. | 

The CLERK. There had been no response. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir; I heard Mr. | 


Mr. GROW. I believe the Clerk took the | 
ground the other day, that a response was not a 
response until the Clerk had heard it. i 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Vermont | 
rose and addressed the Clerk before the call com- | 
meneed. The Clerk thinks he was not too late. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Idemand the yeas and nays | 
upon the motion to lay on the table, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr, 
Am’s motion; andit was decided in the 
yeas 46, nays 161; as follows: 
YUAS—Mesers. Albright, Henry Bonnett, Benson, Bing- 
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Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barbour, Ba 
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Axen vote distinctly. H 
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H liberations. 
| on geni 
| that are 


George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall; Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miter, Millson, Millward. Moore, Mott, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbot, Taylor, Thor- 
ington, Todd, Trafton, ‘Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Wamer, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Wil- 
liams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—161. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Pending he call of the roll, 

Mr. HOLLOW AY (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to give a reason for the vote I am 
about to give 

Mr. CLINGMAN. rise toa question of or- 
der. Iam sorry to interrupt the gentleman, but we 
must begin somewhere. I believe it was decided 
the other day, that it was not in order to make 
remarks during the calling of the roll. 

The CLERK. That was the decision, but the 
practice has been widely different. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Very well, if no one else 
objects, I will not. Let the gentleman procced: 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. J thinka very injudicious 
license has been granted in allowing these discus- 
sions togo on while votes are being taken. But, 
sir, I have not before troubled the House with 
remarks, and I desire now to say but a very few 
words. ; 

I regret very much that the gentleman from 
Tennessee has felt it to be his duty to offer this 
resolution, because I foresee that its effect will 
be to delay the action of the House in electing a 
Speaker. From the commencement of this ses- 
sion up to the present time—for six weeks—we 
have been voting for distinguished gentlemen in 
this Hlouse—men whose fame has traveled 
throughout the length and breadth of this land— 
yet now, forsooth, after having been voting for 
them so long, it is proposed to call upon them to 
define their positions. The only inference that 
could be drawn from such a proceeding would 
be, that we have been all this time voting for gen- 
tlemen to preside over this House without know- 
ing what position they occupied. Now, sir, that 
is not the position I want to occupy before my 
constituents. 

Why, let me ask if there is a man of inteli- 
gence In this whole country who does not under- 
stand thoroughly and fully the position occupied 
by the distinguished gentleman from Mlinois, 


| (Mr. Rictrarnson?] Does anybody want to 


kuow his position—a man who has placed him- 
self high above the American people as the advo- 
cate of that great measure which has disturbed 
this country from one extreme to the other? Is 
there aman here who docs not understand the 
position of the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Banxs?] Does any person 
doubt the position of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvia, (Mr. Punter?) 

But, sir, the object of this resolution and its 
effect will be to open up a field of debate which 
may prevent the election of Speaker for three or 
four weeks to come. In my opinion the discus- 
sion which has heretofore detained- the House 
has beena loss to the country, "Weare wasting 
tho time of the country, which ought to be de- 
voted to the transaction of more important busi- 
ness. 

I will not detain the House by going into the 
matter further. I believe itis the duty of the 
Flouse of Representatives to vote, and to vote on, 
until our votes shall be so expressed as to effect 
the election of a Speaker to preside over our de- 
What is the resolution? It is to call 
on to express their opinions—opinions 
ly known to every man in the 
country of ordinary—of the slightest intelligence. 
I hope that the resolution will be laid on the table, 
and we shall go on voting, and continue to 
vote, until we succeed. [vote ay. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. Mr. Clerk, I 
desire to say that the resolution before the House 
mects my fall and hearty concurrence, And, sir, 
while I shall vote against the motion to lay on 
the table, with the Intention of voting for the 
adoption of the resolution if I shall have the op- 


| portunity, { think it is proper that I should state 


that, in my view, the matier comes before us at 
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a tme which would seem to be extremely: objec- 
tionable—under circumstances which would cer- 
tainly. not be likely.to promote: the accomplish- 
ment of the object it would seem to have in view. 

This House has now. been engaged for many | 
weeks in. voting for.Speaker. : The. gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Zotiicorrer] himself has 
voted upwards of a hundred times for a particular 
candidate... Now, sir, the spectacle which- the 
House has presented shows that the members of 
the House-have had such an acquaintance with 
the views of the candidates they have been voting 
for, as satisfied them in relation to the course 
they have pursued. . : 

The principle enunciated in the resolution, that 
when a candidate presents himself before the pub- 
lic for office, it becomes him, when called upon by 
the clectors, to give expression to his views upon 
such questions as will enable those electors to 
arrive at a proper determination as to the qualifi- 
cations of the men for whom they are to cast 
their suffrages,is undoubtedly sound. But the 
object of this resolution must be something else 
besides the. mere obtaining of the information 
referred to from these gentlemen. The time of 
offering it shows this. It is offered, I presume, 
with the. view of producing some effect upon some 
of the parties in this House. It would certainly 
seem to be designed to have some effect upon the 
Democratic party of the House, or at least upon 
the Democratic party of the country. But, before 
voting, I wish to say, that to my mind the attempt 
will be futile, for the single reason that it is of- 
fered by a gentleman who has voted for the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fuuier,] who, 
when questioned upon the principle involved in 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill, was compelled to 


do like him 
« Who could divide 
Ahair between the north and northeast side,” 

to satisfy his supporters; while the candidate 
for whom the members of the Democratic party 
have been: voting is a gentleman who stood at 
the head of that. party in the House which passed 
the bill, and was chiefly instrumental in carrying 
‘itthrough. Under these circumstances, it strikes 
me—and I say it with all due respect—that_the 
temper displayed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee who proposes the resolution and his friends, 
when they refuse the gentleman from Mlinois, 
(Mr. Ricuarpson,| and take the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Futven,] is similar to that 
of the members of a certain sect spoken of in 
Scripture, who would strain at a gnat and yet | 
could swallow a camel. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
jection to the principle expressed in that resolu- 
tion, though I shall vote to lay it on the table, 
because Í do not believe in the propriety of adopt- | 
ing resolutions of that kind. do not think it is į 
the business of this House to declare their belief 
in the Christian religion, nor in the Declaration 
of Independence. i do not believe it is their | 
business to pass such resolutions as this. It is 
our duty to go on and vote for Speaker. I vote | 
in favor of laying on the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If a resolution were ; 

to be introduced declaring that all men are free | 
| 


T have no ob- | 
ji 


and equal, I wonder if the gentleman from Maine | 
would vote to lay it on the table? 

The CLERK. The House has refused to lay 
the resolution on the table, and the question re- | 
curs on ordering the main question to be now put. 
The yeas and nays arc ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw the 
call for the previous question, in order that I may | 
submit the following resolution as an amendment 
to the one now under consideration: 


Resolved, That all political organizations in a free Gov- 
ernment like that of the United States are wrong. 


1 now renew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. [Cries of ** Withdraw the | 
resolution!” “Hold on to it!”’] 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, to say that, at the request of my | 
friends, who are apprehensive that the whole į 
subject may be laid on the table on account of 
the amendment, I withdraw the amendment, and 
renew the call for the previous question on the 
original proposition. [Cries of “That is right 1”? 


Me HUMPHREY MARSHALL. My friend | 


may be laid on the table. One hundred and.sixty- 


i 
= R i 
“« Now for the vote! | 
i 
| 
A 


need not be at all apprehensive that the subject 


one voted against laying ‘the original proposition : 
on the table. x coe eee 

Mr. GIDDINGS. J appeal. to the gentleman 
from Tenhessee to withdraw his call for the pye- 
vious question, so that we who. desire to.may be 
heard in reference to.this very important propo- 
sition. I-am anxious that. it may be discussed. 
Į would like to give my:own views of the matter; 
and there are others who would be glad if they 
had an opportunity of being heard on it. 

Mr. JONES.. 1 do not withdraw the call for 
the previous questiort. 

_Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope, then, that the pre- 
vious question will be voted down. j 
. The CLERK. The call for the previous ques- 
tion has reccived a second, and the question is on 
ordering the main question to be now put. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would ask the gen- 
tleman who called for the yeas and nays on order- 
ing the main question to be now put, that he will 
withdraw it, and let us, asit is the expressed 
wish of the House, go to a direct vote on the 
proposition. 

Several Memuers. I object. 

Mr. SNEED, Willit be in order to submit the 
resolution of my collcague [Mr. Jones] by way 
of an amendment to the original proposition? 

The CLERK. It is not in order. The call 
fox the previous question cuts off all amendment. 

Mr. GROW. If the main question is not or- 
dered to be now put, what will be the effect of 
the vote on the proposition which is before us? 
Will amendments then be in order? 

The CLERK. The effect will be to postpone 
the consideration of the resolution until to-mor- 
row. , | 

The question was taken on ordering the main || 
question to be now put, and it was agreed to— 
yeas 140, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D, Campbell, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craigc, Cullen, Damrell, David- 
son, Benry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edmuudson, Ed- 
wards, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Lustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Mall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, nomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George . Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Mott, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, 
Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, 
Robbins, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Willian R. Smith, Sneed, Spinver, Ste- 
phena, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Phorington, Todd, ‘Frippe, || 
Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Waldron, Warner, Sliku 
B. Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Woodworth, Baniel B. Wright, John || 
V. V , and Zoilicofer—140. il 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffing- 
ton, Burlingame, James IL Campbell, Chaflee, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Crayback, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfec, 


“party which has. put forward ‘this resolution: 
ami glad ‘to ‘find, “sir, that: in 


Ermrie, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Tughston, Ke , Knowlton, Matteson, MeCariy, Meach- 
am, Morgan, Morrill, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pike, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- | 
mons, Stanton, Stranahgn, Tappan, Thurston, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Wood, and Woodrufit3. 

So the main question was ordered to be now 
put on the proposition of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. COMINS (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, E do not wish to be understood as 
being opposed to the principle involved in the 
olution before the House, under ordinary cir- 
cireumstances. I voteagainst the resolution now, 
because I contend that it docs not present a fair 
issue. I look upon it as a clap-trap by which 
candidates are to be put up and struck off at auc- 
tion. Iam opposed to it, because I am not will- 
ing to vote for any man to occupy the Speaker’s 
chair whose opinions are not already well enough 
known, and who has not already a reputation as 
a statesman sufficient to entitle him to the respect || 
and confidence of this House. I vote no. 

Mr. MAXWELL (when his name was called) | 
rose and said: Mr. Clerk, I desire to submita few | 
romarks by way of reason for the vote which I 


| been a very proper 


shall now give. I vote for this resolution, in the 


which they hurled against us. for settir 
our caucus resolutions the principles rich 
we intend to act here, they admit now. hey” 
were wrong. “Iwill not remind gentlemen of 
the questionings and cross-questionings, m 
derstandings and repentings; and spectacles’ of .. 
panil suspense and doubt which might have 
eén spared if other gentlemen had chosen to do 
likewise. We chose, sir, to act differently from 
others; and let me say here that the responsibility 


| for ‘the waste of time in this Hall in this way 


must be on those who entered on their duties 
here, and who have continued in them, without 
any such distinct declaration of principles as 
would enable us to fix them, or they to fix each 
other in their proper places. 

In ordinary times, this might have been unim- 
portant and unnecessary; but in a time like this, 
when we look forward to an unprecedented trial 
of our institutions, and when one absorbing, vital 
question has risen to a height to overshadow. all 
others, I take it to have been the part of wisdom 
to leave nothing to uncertain inference.: I am 
glad that the gentleman who has announced tous 
on this floor, that he was prevented from uniting 
with the Democratic party more because of the 
adoption of our resolution in caucus than the prin- 
ciples which it announced, feels it necessary that 
he should back down from that position, and now 
come forward and indorse and justify before the 
country the action of that Democratic party in 
caucus. Believing that we were right, and that 


| he ought to have commenced in the same way, I 


will vote for the resolution, and give it my hearty 
support. á 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken in his statement of the position which I 
assumed on the occasion to whick he has referred. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I understood the gentle- 
man to say several days ago—and members will 
remember the emphatic earnestness with which 
he spoke—that the Democratic party had adopt- 
ed a resolution of such a character that he could 
not vote for the candidate of that party without 
a forfeiture of self-respect, until that resolution 
announcing our principles was withdrawn. 
only mean to say now, that, if I understood ‘him 
correctly, he says that we were not only right in 
enunciating our principles, but that the time has 
come, after six weeks of vain effort to clect a 
Speaker, when he thinks that everybody clse 
ought to be brought forward on principle. That 
is all I intend to say. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. It strikes me that the 
gentleman’s inference from what I said to the 
House the other day is rather a remarkable one. 
T offer a resolution declaring, in my opinion, that 
itis the duty of gentlemen who aspire to office 
to answer frankly and fully all questions put to 
them affecting the political principles involved in 
such election. The objection to the Democrath 
caucus resolution was, that it stigmatized me and 
the gentlemen with whom I act, as being willing 
to deprive a portion of the American people of 
their civil and religious rights. I objected to it 
further, because I thought, in the present tendency 
to organize two great sectional geographical par- 
tics, the resolution making the affirmative of one of 
the most exciting sectional questions before the 
country a mere party position, was inopportune. 
I retract nothing of ‘that position; and I wonder 
how itis possible that the gentleman can infer, 
from anything that I have said, that I have backed 
down from it. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Has my time expired? 

The CLERK. It has. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I would like to say a word 
in response to the gentleman. I understood the 
gentleman to complain of us for adopting that 
platform. I now find him coming forward with 
a resolution which implies that it would have 
thing in every other party of 
the House to adopt a platform. He said that he 
regarded our resolution as a stigma on him, and 
the party with which he acted. Why, sir, is 
there anything in that resolution of which he hac 
not a previous knowledge? I doubt not that on 
every stump where he met his opponent during 
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> Mr, SHERMAN, 
tute for.the resolution, which I will read; and, in 
order- that I may. have:an ‘opportunity of offering 
‘ity I shall vote against the previous question now. 
Itis this: yr 

“Resolwed, That.the only tests of the opinions of any can- 
date:for public office are his votes and acts; and that no 
“nah Ought to occupy the bigh position of Speaker of this 
"Fouse whose opinions on important political questions are 
“so unknown that itis necessary to examine him as a wit- 
ness. 

For.the:purpose of offering that as an amend- 
ment, and hoping the main question will not be 
ordered, I vote no. 

: | Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called) 
said: T take this occasion to explain very briefly 
why Iam opposed to. the resolution. Law op- 
posed to it on principle. Itis destructive of the 
representative character, and would convert Rep- 
resertatives into mere slaves. But that is not 
ithe worst of it: Representatives are assembled 
‘together for the purpose of deliberation and com- 
parison of ideas, and not for the purpose of cach 
‘man bringing with him a set of fixed prejudices 
‘from home. The true representative character 


is to have certain gencral principles known to the | 


i eonstituiency, without writing letters or commit- 
‘ting them to paper. 


Then, sir, L have another objection to it. We | 
‘all know that there are some persons—there are | 


some. here from my own State—who were strongly 
of the opinion, two years ago, that the Missourt 
compromise ought to be restored, and so certified 
in letters, which I can produce and quote, and 
yot they have changed their sentiments since then 
and have gone over to the other party. Now, Í 
want to keep the door open. I do not want to 
compel persons to commit moral treason, and 
kave it said by their constituents that they prom- 
ised one thing and performed another. If we 
would just give every one the right to be necount- 
able only for gene mal principles, and to preserve 
the true representative character here, and, afte 
hearing the opinions and arguments of others, he 
at liberty to vote as the constituents of all of us 
would if they were here, then I should have no 
objection to it, But to adopt a principle by whieh 
a person is to he committed to a particular opinion, 


uncompared with others, and then sent to a de- | 
liberative body, is an absurdity, and repugnant 


‘tomyideas. Somebody has got to change, unless 
by a mathematical impossibility, they should a 
happen to coincide. 

Now, sir, after we have voted for gentlemen a 
hundred times, it is gravely proposed, at this late 


day, to inquire what are:their opinions on certain | 
It seems to me that we should make ʻi 


questions, 
ourselves ridiculous, if, after voting a hundred 
times for the same candidates, and knowing them, 


as the whole country does, we. were to put cate- 


‘ehetical questions to them on simple élementary | 


‘doctrines. I vote no. 


The result of the vote was then announced, as | 


recorded above, 

Mr. STANTON, 
now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurred—will the House agree 
to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 

- Tennesace, (Mr. Zorircorren?] 

Mr. GREED 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I move that this House do 


WOOD.  Tcall for the yeas and || 


Mr. PAINE, I would: inquire whether. the 
amendment offered’ by. the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] is pending? 

Mr.. JONES, of. Tennessee. 
drawn. 

. Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I thought 
the: gentleman said that he would offer it again. 
Why, that is the very pith of the whole thing. 
[Laughter] -` 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 155, nays 38; as 
follows: à 


YEAS—Messrs: Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bonnett, Bingham, 
Biiss, Boecock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
tell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, English, Ether- 
idge, Mustis, Evans, Faulkner, Ftorence, Foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, Fulter, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Rouston, Jewett, 


It was with- 


Moore, M 
Mordecai O 
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Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, 
Taylor, Thormgton, Todd, Frippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Warmer, Cad- 
wainder C, Washburac, Ellibu B. Washbwne, Watkins, 
Weleh, Wheeler, Whitney, Wiliams, Winslow, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, Daniel B, Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zolticoiter—155, 

NAVS—Messrs. Albright, Henry Bennett, Benson, Brad- 
shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, Je 1, Campbell, Chat- 
fee, Clawson, Comins, Cragin, Durfee, Flagler, Ga 


Granger, Grow, Haven, Holtoway, Thomas R. Horton, 
I| Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knowlton, Matteson, Me 


Carty, Morgan, Pennington, Purviance, Robbins, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurston, Walbridge, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, and Wood—38. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


While the roll was being called, the following 
romarks were made: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, (who, 
owing to the confusion, was. very imperfectly 
heard, when his name was called) said: I deem 
it proper, Mr. Clerk, to give the reasons for the 
vote Lamaboutto east. Twill not stop to inquire 


pared to stultify themselves by declaring, by the 
ve of that resolution, that they have voted 
gentlemen upon the Hoor of this Fouse over 
a hundred times, without knowing the principles 
they profess. Nor will I stop now to call atten- 


i Ilinois (Mr. Ricnarpson] refused, upon the 
i floor of this Flouse, to answer interrogatories put 
| to him, upon the ground that he was a candidate 
| for the honors of this Fouse, and, therefore, not 
| upon an equality with his questioner. I 
| desire to 
rọsponsi 
Į do it wiih the di 
ùvor of the nt embodicd in the proposi- 
i I have never voted for a candidate in my 
either for an important office, or for a sub 
16, Without knowing his views and senti 
ofthe day. Buti 


cussion; | want to 


ake the 


that E ava prepared to 
olution. 


st that 


SOW 


aM op 

| proceed with the business of diouse. Tam 
vein that wish. Tara in favor of moving 
ly to the clection of a Speaker; and I there- 
vote no. 

. DAVIDSON (when his name was called) 
aid: I desire to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
seco [Mr. ZorLcorrer] a question. In reply- 
to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Max- 


I desire to ask him if he considers the abolish- 
! ment of the Missouri line a sectional issue? 
Mr. ZOLLICOUFER. E made a statement 


1 believe, in view of the history of the legislation 
| of this Government within the last two years, 
il and of the strong tendency in public events within 


whether the members of this great body are pre- | 


tiondo the fact, that the honorable gentleman from | 


1 merely | 


oclaration that Tam ini 


] he remarked that the Democratic party | 
gone before the country on a sectional issue. | 


that period to the organization of two great geo- 
graphical parties in this country, that that partic- 
ular action of the Democratic party of adopting 
that resolution at this time, under these circum- 
stances, as a mere party position upon one of the 
most exciting public questions before the Ameri- 
can people was inopportune and impolitic, because 
it did tend to promote the organization of two 
great geographical parties. I will further explain 
io the gentleman. `T ama Nebraska man; I voted 
for the Nebraska bill carnestly, and believing 
that it was my duty to do so;-and I amas firma 
supporter of the principles of the Nebraska bill, 
as I understand it, as is the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana, or any other gentleman; but, sir, I believe 
that in view of the strong tendency to the forma- 
tion of two great geographical parties, itis my 
duty, as a Representative upon this floor, under 
the circumstances which surround us, to endeavor 
to take a position which, while maintaining the 
constitutional rights of every section of the Union, 
would be as near a constitutional, national, middle 
position in its character as possible, enabling 
northern aad southern men to stand together in 
the maintenance of the Constitution and the 
Union. This Nébraska bill having, by the course 
of the Democratic party, assumed something of 
a party dspect, I donot deem it necessary to take 
an affirmative party position upon 1t, throwing 
the gauntlet to the balance of the world, in organ- 


| izing this House. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. T desire to ask the gentle- 
man, if be does not think the Kansas bill does 
protectthe interest of every section of this country? 

Mr. ZOLLICOPFER. Ido. When I sce the 
supporters of the Nebraska bill differing so widely 
among themseives; when I have seen that bill 
gustained in the North because it was a measure 
in favor of freedom, and in the South because it 
was asouthern measure; when I sce the Demo» 
cratic party come up and take a mére party posi: 
tion on that question; when I see men standing 
together in advocacy of that measure who differ 
so widely in their interpretations of it, and select 
as a candidate for the speakership a man who is 
upon the record on the points which I make in my 
interrogations this morning,—I feel it is my duty 
to disclose such facts. 

Mr DAVIDSON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee, if the so-called American party 
does not differ as widely before the country upon 
that question as the Democratic party does? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, I may not hear the 
gentleman distinctly, but I have not attempted to 
make tho Nebraska bill a party question; and I 
voted with gentlemen who differed with me widely 
upon othor questions; and I think it wrong now 
to make it a sectional party question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. IT concur in the 
general sentiments of that resolution, _ In an car- 
her period of the session, however, I should have 
voted against it, as an abstraction inapplicable 
to the precise position of affairs in this body. I 
shall vote for it now, in order that all candidates 
here may stand before the Hlouse upon an even 


footing. There are three prominent candidates 

before the H —the honorable gentleman from 
oe nes ; 

Pennsylvania, A sr,] the honorable gen- 


teman from Ilinois, (Mr. Ricssarpson,] and the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banxs.] By aseries of sharp and pressing inter- 
rogatories, the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Futner] has. been required to 
state his whole political position upon the ques- 


ition which now constitutes the difficulty which 


lies in the way of the organization of this House. 
The difficulty which presents itself is the error 
into which all gentlemen have fallen, in supposing 
that any political issue can be made upon the 
election of any presiding officer, of this body. 
Upon that question, sir, Ihave no politics. I can 
vote for any gentleman ‘into whose hands tbe- 


| lieve the interests, the dignity, and the honor of 


this country will be safe. But, since. gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House have seen fit to 
throw obstacles in the way of the election of the 
gentleman for whom I have cast my vote, because 
of my personal confidence in him I am not con- 
tent that other gentlemen shall carry away latge 
bodies of votes in this House in the dark. The 
honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricwarp- 
son] may now be willing to answer questions 
which have been put to him; and the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bangs »| for 
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aught I-know, may follow his example;’but for 
the five weeks of this session already elapsed 
neither of these gentlemen have intimated that 
they were ready to imitate the. example of Mr. 
Fourier. The only questions relative to and per- 
taining to the ‘duties of the chair, which ‘have 
been propounded’in'this House to any gentleman, 
were propounded ‘by the honorable. gentleman 
from Ohio to the honorable gentleman from:Hli- 
nois; [Mr. Ricuarpson,] the Democratic candi- 
date, asking if ‘he would pledge himself, in the 
event of his being clected‘Speaker of this House, 
tó carry out the parliamentary law requiring the 
‘organization of the committees of this House 
in accordance with the known sentiments of’a 
majority of the House. To that there was-no 
reply, excepting ‘* we do not stand: upon an even 
footing; Iam a candidate, you'are not. 

‘Mr. RICHARDSON. Permit.me to make a 
remark justat this point. lsay- now, if the ques- 
tion were at this time propounded to meas to 
thow J was to administer the diities.of that place, 
T should not reply. I am‘ready'to reply to polit- 
ical questions. ‘Neither should I make any 
pledges to any man as to how he should be placed, 
-or where ‘he should be placed, though by so doing 
I should obtain that chair'in a moment. 

Mr. DAVIS, The precise question, and the 
‘only question which: has been asked in this body, 
appertained to the duties of the chair; and to that 
‘question we have now a reply which does not 
enlighten us ag to what would be the course of 
‘that honorable gentleman, should ‘he be -finally 
placed in the chair. It was a direct question as 
to whether‘he would carry out the general par- 
liamentary law, by so organizing the committees 
as to place men upon them who reflect the senti- 
‘ments of the majority of this House; and not at 
all a question as to whether he would put one gen- 
‘tleman or another upon the committees. That is 
a pertinent question, because it is possible that 
that gentlemen may be elected to fill that chair, 
and he represents a minority of this House upon 
many points, The honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] availed himself of 

~sthat ‘reply for the purpose of refusing to answer 
‘another question gneaas pertinent. T see that, 
since then, questions have been answered by the 
gentleman for whom I have voted [Mr. FULLER, 
of Pennsylvania] frankly and honorably; and as 
other gentlemen have not, up to this time, taken 
that position, L, although opposed to the whole 
system of making this a political question, ami re~ 
solved that, so far as my vote can effect that pur- 
pose, all gentlemen who are candidates here will 
declare where they stand. I vote for the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. Ishould like to make a suggestion 
tomy friend from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] He 
seems, in the course of his remarks, to intimate 
that injustice has been done to the gentleman for 
whom he has been voting, in consequence of his 
having answered a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at all. 

Mr. ORR. Tt will be recollected by the House 
that the question propounded to the gentleman 
frorn Pennsylvania [Mr. FuuLer] was propounded 
by one of his own political friends—the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Warger]; and this 
was done with a view of justifying that candidate. 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] can 
have, therefore, no cause of complaint, because 
his candidate stands’committed before the House, 
and no other candidate has answered the same 
questions, 

Mr. DAVIS. I nced no apology for the hon- 


orable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fur- | ] 
ji deeply intereste 


LER] having made known his position. Still I 
was not anxious for him to do so. I vote upon 
my own knowledge now and ever. He was in- 
terrogated by half a dozen gentlemen around 
him-—b 
(Mr. Wasusurx] among others. 

A Memper. By whom first? 

Mr. DAVIS. | do not recollect by whom first. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the gen- 
tleman from Maryland that debate is notin order. 

Mr. DOW DELL (on his name being called) 
said: Before recording my vote, I wish to make 


aremark, not however for the purpose of justify- |i 


ing the vote which I shall give--for | am astonished 
to find any gentleman opposed to the passage of 


the resolution—but to finish what I 


the honorable gentleman from Maine | 


il odious, and its whole tendency dangerous, but, 
asin my judgment it attacks individual rights, ap- | 
pertaining to covery citizen, North, Hast, South, | 
and West, of course, sooner or later, it must go | 


should have || whole section. i 
said when last on the floor, had not the time i| not be done without being followed by a speedy | 


| principles, when made to unders . 
are injurious to themselves. Not so with the 
Black Republican party. Sectional and fanatic, |: 
| it is bent upon the destruction of the rights of a 


allotted:me expired. -Although [have noappre- 
hension thatany party in this country.committed 
to proscription or persecution of. individuals: for 
religious opinions,.or on account of the place-of 
their birth, will, if the:fact be known,-ever control 
its ‘legislation, yet. <L-must confess that. there‘is 
danger, if those who. seek:power:are permitted to 
conceal opinions. “In this country, where every 
individual is a sovereign each an atom of that 
great aggregate mass: whose united public opin- 
sonunder constitutionallimits makes and executes 
laws, Ihold it to bethe duty of each and all to 
communicate freely —to withhold nothing the one 
fromthe other—to conceal no opinion, principle, 
or position politically affecting the interests of. the 
country. ‘This I regard absolutely necessary, in 
order that every citizen may properly and under- 
standingly discharge his duty. Why, sir, se- 
crecy in: regard to political tenets contradicts the 
fundamental idea of.a Democratic Government. 
If, then, every citizen is entitled to-know the politi- 
cal opinions of his neighbor, much more is he en- 
titled to those opinions when they are to become 
his own through a Representative—when they are 
to find expression in laws enacted, and force in 
laws executed. 

In voting for the pending resolution, I simply 
indorse what.Lesteem a sound principle—a sate 
practice. By the results of the questions to:be 


propounded under it, I do not expect to be en- 


lightened; but the country will have facts and 
opinions placed before it ina mere authoritative 
form, coming from the candidates of the various 
parties in this House, than having to rely simply 
upon the declarations of respective friends. J 
do not see why any should oppose its adoption. 
The office of Speaker of the House is high and 
responsible. There are contingencies set forth 


| in the-Constitution, upon the happening of which | 


it may become the highest post in the Govern- 
ment. Let opportunity be afforded for complete 
and full devclopment—for questions to be asked 
and answered, until all are satisficd—the country 
satisfied. Itis needless for me to repeat in word 
what I have expressed by more thana hundred 
votes—that Í prefer for the speakership the gal- 
lant statesman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.] 
Ít is not for the purpose of getting at his opinions 
that I wish to see. the resolution passed. 1 know 
that he stands.:upen safe and sure ground. He 
isia national Democrat, willing to deal just 

with all sections of the Union—according to bot 

States and individuals their full constitutional 
rights. He stood upon the Kansas and Nebras- 


ka act—that great measure which asserted that 


the people ought to be allowed to govern. them- 
selves, subject only to the Constitution, Upon 
this principle the Democratic party have planted 
its standard, and under its folds all the conserva- 
tism and national men of the Union will rally; 
and upon this they will succeed and preserve the 
integrity of this great Republic. 

Now, sir, I doubt not but that cach member 


may know the position of his own candidate; | 


but, sir, I want the constituents, the people, to 
know the position of the candidates from the can- 
didates themselves. 


question which will enter into the next elections, 
and decide, in my humble opinion, the destiny 
of this country. Sir, upon this great and lead- 
ing question, the gentlemen composing what is 
called the Black Republican party, have taken 
position sectional in character, and aggressive 
towards the South. I want the lines clearly de- 
fined and drawn early, which divide parties, in 
order that the people of all sections, who are 
ng in preserving this Government, 
may know with which.to ally themselves—may 
know whether their influence is wielded to pull 
down or build up. As I have said before, | 
have but little fear of the Know Nothing party; 
not that I do not regard some of its principle 


down; ail will become interested in opposing 
erstand that they 


lt threatens to do that which can- 


1 want the people to know | 
clearly how all stand upon the great and leading | 


the settled. opinions of controlling. maja 
the northern States, and shall be attempte 
made law. in this country; threugh’ the forms » 
Federal legislation, then the continued Unien.-of 
these States will be an impossibility,: or, if pos- 
sible, the greatest curse which could be inflicted 
upon my people. ‘I make no:threats, ‘Tsay. what 
I most verily believe.. I speak because T love:the 
Union of the Constitution. I love it:for its mem - 
ories—for the hallowed recollections, of the:mar- 
tyrs who died in the struggle to. transmit. its 
principles to:us—for its present blessings, which 
I Pope may be continued to the latest generation, 
| Sir, I want the people to know who desires to 
| preserve it—who pursues a course caloulated to 

destroy it. T shall therefore vote not only: for 
this resolution, but facilitate all inquiries after 


truth. I vote ay. 
NGS (on his name being called) 


f 


Mr..GIDDI 
said: In giving the vote which 1 intend to give 
on this question, I ask the-attention of the House 
for a few minutes. That -resolution expresses’ 
the sentiment which, from my youth up, I have 
cultivated and cherished. It is, thatno man shall 
ask another :to. vote for him who is unwilling. to 
unfold the whole-sentiments of his heart on-every 
political question:on which he may. be called to.act. 
Never, never, sir, havé I placed myself before the 
people of the country or district, where I would 
| secrete from them a.single thought of my soul. 
it was in that view, and with that sentiment in 
my heart, that, on the 18th:of this month, I pro- 
| pounded the respeetful question which ,I-did ‘to 
the candidate ofthe Democratic party. T-felt:that 
it was duc to that party that it should have:a 
candidate here who would avow his sentiments 
and principles. I felt that the honor of the gentle- 
man himself [Mr, Ricnarpson] was at stake, 

A Member. What question was it? 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I felt that the honor of his 

arty—standing before the country was hazarded 
‘by his silence. As was -well remarked by the 
| gentleman from Maryland, [Mr..Davis,] I pro- 
pounded questions which I deemed -pertinent to 
the issue. I asked him how he would act if 
elected to the speakership? But more dumb than 
Balaam’s ass, 1 could extract nothing from him. 
He, sir, has been voted for by his party some 
seventy times since that refusal. They have 
tolerated his silence, encouraged his withholding 
his sentiments, and indorsed him to the world; 
but now, at this late day, they are in favor of 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Zounicorrer.| That is an 
evidence of progress. It shows that they are 
coming up to the times. They virtually condemn 
him by voting that it is against the fundamental 
principles of the Government for a candidate to 
remain silent and withhold his sentiments. I con- 


us li 


space of time. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I am rejoiced to see my friend from 
Alabama, over the way, [Mr. Dowpsxt,]} coming 
out in condemnation of his candidate, as. he has 
done, in-uttering sentiments of the most scathing 
rebuke for his having preserved silence. _[ rejoice 
to hear him declare that such silence is in oppo- 
sition to the whole fundamentai principles of our 
Government. I agree.most fully with that gen- 
tleman, [laughter,] and I indorse him to the coun- 
try. He has shown the honest sentiments of a 
patriot oathis point. I could have wished, how- 
ever, that he had withheld some of that language 
stigmatizing those opposed to him. 1 will meet 
that gentleman at Philippi, [laughter,] after we 
shall have clected a Speaker. Still I rejoice, and 
| tender to him my thanks that he spoke the sen- 
timents which I suppose every frceman of the 


"North has cherished from:his early childhood, 
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: therefore vote for. the resolution.. .I want to 
see the Democratic party dodge back again after 
its adoption, and support a man who will not then 
answer the questions which have. heretofore been 

- “propounded tohim. I desire to-see them. place 

themselves: in: that position before. the. country. 

‘With these opinions and sentiments, Mr. Clerk, 

Tvoteaye oo. ee 

‘Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr: Clerk, Iam, itis 
true, like Balaam, while in the presence of the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gippives.]. Fet the 
ass speak, [Roars of laughter.]. 

“oe Mr. GROW... For the first time. since I have 
had..the honor of a seat on this floor, I rise to 

explain’ a vote;:and-I should not do it now but 
for: the fact, that many gentlemen with whom I 
have been acting. seem, from their votes, to take 
an-entirely different'view of this resolution, and 
the proper action on it for this House, from my- 
self, Twenge this House not as a political 

-caucus,to lay down platforms and political creeds, 
[have voted against all such resolutions, during 
my term of service, as out of place. If there are 
any:men here who have been. voting for the last 
six weeks for a Speaker, without reasons suffi- 
ciently satisfactory to themselves for their votes, 
they had better resign and gohome. Sir, for my- 
‘self, Iam satisfied with the votes I have given, 

“nor do Texpect my course of action to be in any 
way affected by this resolution. It simply de- 
clares that the elector has the right to know the 
‘opinions of the candidate for whom he is to vote, 

he doctrine is a correct one. But in this case 

we are the electors, and make such selections of 
candidates as we please, and vote for them with 
or without information, as we like, responsible 
ito our constituents for our votes only, not for our 
means of knowledge, or the correctness of our 
opinions. For those we must answer to our- 
selves alone, and not to our constituents. We 
are answerable to them as to the judiciousness 
of our selections of candidates, and not as to the 
information that satisfies our judgment. 
-$ Then, sir, in passing this resolution, if it mean 
‘anything more than a simple declaration of a 
sound principle, we present the humiliating spec- 
tacle of a set of men who have been voting here 
for six weeks in the dark, and we have only just 
found it out. 

Sir, if the majority ora plurality of this House 
will permit themselves to be diverted from the 
main object they have in view by propositions 
introduced by the minority, then you may sit till 
doomsday without accomplishing anything. If 
every oro on that is plausible is to be taken 
up and considered, no matter whether it pertains 

to the legitimate business of the House or not, 

then there will be. plausible propositions enough 
to consume the whole time. I have no objection 
to the principles set forth in that resolution; but 
this is not the place for mere declarations of nat- 
ural or constitutional rights, but to legislate, and 
that alone. Nor am I to be diverted from what 

I consider to be the proper course of action by 

any such finesse or resolves upon abstract 

rights. 
Mr. Clerk, we are not sent here to make polit- 
ical creeds and platforms. We are sent to enact 


laws, such as we believe to be for the good of the | 


country. We have nothing to do with the an- 
nunciation of the doctrines of the Declaration of 


Independence, or of any other of the inalienable į 


rights of men, Our business is to enact laws— 
putting into form, so they can be executed by the 
courts, the great panel ple of justice and right; 
and there our duties end. 

For myself, lam notto be diverted from my pur- 
pose in this contest, and I hope those with whom I 
am acting will not permit themselves to be swayed 
from the course of policy that we choose to pursue, 
by any such ruse on the part of our opponents. 


I have my own creed and political opinions, and | 


do not recognize the right of any man in this 
Hall to put any test of opinions upon me, by any 
resolutions that he may offer. Acting upon that 
sentiment, Í have, for the four years that T have 
oceupicd a seat on this foor, opposed the passage 
of any and every resolution introduced into this 
House for the mere purpose of establishing any 
such test, or for declaring any abstract principle 
or doctrine of human rights. 

Six, what has the constituency of any man to 
do with his vote for Speaker? He votes upon 
his owa knowledge, responsible to his constitu- 


-tween the candidates and different members of 


| it scems to me that our business is to make a 


| Ricuanvson.] If I distrusted the personal in- | 
tegrity of a candidate to such an exent as the | 
query put by the gentleman from Ohio would | 
i Mr. LETCHER. 


ents for his. selection of.a proper manj-and is 
there a member that desires the passage of this res- 
olution for his own information? What, then, is 
the object of this resolution? Itis to divert the plu- 
rality of this House from their purpose. Instead 
of going on to vote and elect a Speaker, the effect 
of the resolution will be to open a discussion be- 


this House, that may last for weeks. It is to put 
the candidates. upon the witness stand, to be cross- 

uestióned.by men who do not vote for the par- 
ticular candidate, and never would; but they are 
eliciting information for the benefit of those who 
do, lest, in their inability to take care of them- 
selves, they should-be imposed upon. It is cer- 
tainly very kind, but a kindness that for myself 
I donot appreciate. 

But, sir, I take this occasion to say a word in 
reference to the remarks just made by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. DowpeLL,] who talks 
of dissolving the Union if the Missouri compro- 
mise is restored. Its abrogation was a wanton 
violation of good faith between the two sections 
of this Union, and how can its restoration be a 
greater indignity and wrong to you than was its 
original passage to your fathers in 1820, It was 
passed then as an adjustment of conflicting inter- 
ests, claimed at the time by the South as a triumph, 
and regarded by the North as a defeat—voted 
for by a majority of the entire delegation from the 
South; for, of her one hundred and three Repre- 
sentatives in both branches of Congress, only 
forty-six voted against it. The act was signed 
by a southern President, advised and approved 
of by a Cabinet a majority of whom were from 
slavcholding States. Do you, then, gentlemen 
of the South, stand here to-day to libel the memory 
of your fathers, by declaring that they put upon | 
the statute book a law that it is dishonorable for | 
yon to submit to? Though you would thus 

lacken their good fame, we honor their memory, 
and believe that we commit no wrong in doing as 
they did; and that you are not dishonored by 
submitting to laws that they submitted to and 
helped to enact. Had they a less keen sense of 
honor, appreciation of justice, or fecling of man- 
hood, than you possess? Will you proclaim to 
the world that your fathers submitted tamely for 
thirty-four years to injustice and wrong that your 
sense of honor will not permit you to brook; and 
that, if the generation of to-day restores to the 
statute-book a law enacted by their votes, and | 
held sacred by them ,while living, that you will 
dissolve this Union? The declaration dishonors 
their memories, and the act would proclaim you 
« degenerate sons of noble sires.” I vote no. 

Mr. KELSEY. Before casting my vote, Í 
have a word to say in explanation of that vote. 
I coneur with the mover of that resolution, that 
the constituency of a member has the ‘right to 
know the opinions of the man for whom he votes; 
butin my judgment that resolution is entirely 
out of place here now. I cannot see that it has 
any legitimate connection with the subject be- 
fore the House. It is a mere abstraction, unless 
further action is predicated upon it. If it is 
passed, what next? If you are to do anything 
further, the candidates to be voted for for Speaker 
must be called upon the stand, and catechised by 
a committee appointed for the purpose, and, if | 
they answer with propriety, they will be fur- 
nished with certificates of qualification. Now 


Speaker, and not to lay down abstract principles. 
I therefore vote no. 


Mr. LETCHER. My friend from Maryland | 


[Mr. Davis] complains very much that the can- 
didate of our party for Speaker, on a certain oc- 
casion, did not answer a question propounded by 
the gentleman from Ohio, EMr. Gippines,| who 
desired to know whether he would, if elected, 
constitute the committees according to a certain 


rule prescribed by him (Mr. G,) in a published |} 
| letter. 


Now, L am one of those who approved at 
the time, and appreve now, of the answer given 
at that time by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 


seem io indicate, L would never vote for him, 
whatever might be the answer. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘Will the gentleman from | 
Virginia allow me to ask him a question now? 


Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; not just now. 


Mr. GIDDINGS.. I have always allowed the 
gentleman to interrupt me. = 

Mr. LETCHER. I cannot yield now; just sit 
down and waite Now, I want to. know of the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] whether 
the. gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Futter] 
has given to him, or anybody else, a pledge that he 
will organize the committees.of this House accord- 
ing to the platform of. the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. DAVIS. If the gentleman is drawing an 
inference from my remarks, and following that 
inference out to. an imaginary conclusion, he is 
welcome to the inference. ` But, if he means seri- 
ously to ask whether any communication has 
passed between me and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I say no; I do not approach him, nor 
does any man approach him. 

Mr. LETCHER. I made no charge; but I 
say the allegation was such as to warrant the in- 
ference. It is a fair inference, when the complaint 
is made by a friend of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Futter] that our candidate, who 
has refused to do a particular thing, has done 
wrong, that his candidate has done right; and 
we are entitled to know how it is. The gentle- 
man’s answer, however, is satisfactory to me, 
that no such pledge has been given. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. May I put a question now? 

Mr. LETCHER. Just wait a minute, if you 
please. The gentleman from Maryland says that 
his candidate has answered questions, and that 
the information has been given which has been 
refused by our candidate, Now, let me ask when 
| the question was put to his candidate in reference 
to his opinions upon the Wilmot proviso, and 
has there ever been any answer to that question 
in this House by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. Fouuer?] Has there ever been any 
answer to the question in regard to the particular 
views or opinions upon which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Futter] was elected to this 
Elouse over the head of Hendrick B. Wright, 
who voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill at the. 
last Congress? I will now hear the gentleman’. 
from Ohio. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iask the gentleman whether, 
if the Democratic party has pursued that course 
| for twenty-five years, it is not reasonable to sup- 
pose they will do it again? 

Several Mrmnuns. What course? 

Mr. LETCHER. Let us hear what your first 
statement is? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I understood the gentleman 
from Virginia to say that this question was a 
proper one to be propounded to the gentleman 
from Illinois, because others may have pursued 
a different course. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I do not say any such 
thing. I say expressly the reverse—that it is 
not a proper question to be propounded to any 
gentleman on this floor, because it implies. that 
the gentleman to whom it is put will not, if ele- 
vated to the chair, act in accordance with the 
high obligations of honor. That is what I say. 

I would ask the gentleman 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 
whether it is not fair to presume that the Demo- 
cratic Speaker would pursue the course which 
has been pursued by Democratic Speakers for 
the last twenty-five years? 

Mr. LETCHER. Have any questions ever 
en propounded to a Democratic Speaker? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. They have. 

Mr. LETCHER. When? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. On various occasions. 

Mr. LETCHER. They were propounded to 
William J. Brown; and the gentleman from Ohio 
stood out until Brown gave a private pledge, and 
then came here and voted for him on the faith of it. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. And the Democratic party 
| excluded me on that account. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LETCHER. Exactly. Here is another 
| thing, Has the editor of the New York Tribune 
| (Horace Greeley) further promptings for the gen- 
i tleman from Ohio in his interrogatories to him? 
i He not only gave them to him, but he comes into 


be 


| the House to touch him up. _ [Sensation.] 

Mr, GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman intend 
to say that the editor of the New York Tribune 
prompts me to these questions? a A 
Tsay this: it is a significant 
| fact that before questions are put to me, the editor 
| ofthe New York Tribune is within the bar of. the 
| House, and in close conference with the gentle- 
| man from Ohio. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS: I want that gentleman to 
meet the charge fairly, or to back out of it. Do 
you say that the editor of the New York Tribune 
prompted me to any of these questions? 

Mr. LETCHER.” IfT back out, I think that I 
should be less disgraced than if -wenton. [Great 
laughter] : 

Mr. GIDDINGS... I think so; too. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called) 
said: I now tise for the purpose of giving notice 
that I shall introduce, if I can get the floor at the 
proper time, another resolution in order to carry 
out the provisions of the one we are now acting 
upon, if it meet with the favor of the House. I 
premie that, as practical men, we mean to reach, 

y the present movement, some practical result. 
'That result is not expressed in the resolution; 
but I take it those who vote for it, and thereby 
choose the mouth-piece for :their respective par- 
ties, will forever after feel in honor bound to hold 
their peace. [tis an old maxim “that one man can 
lead a horse down to water, but twenty cannot 
make him drink.”? If-we pass this resolution, we 
merely invite gentlemen to disclose their opinions. 
Lapprehend, however, no difficulty on that score, 
The difficulty. with me is, that we shall have too 
mony offering themselves. As the distinguished 
gentleman from Alabama said the other day, 
who had so many crooked questions thrust upon 
him, to which straight answers were required, we 
should have to cry out, “ one at a time.” T will 
read niy resolution for the information of the 
House: . 

Resolved, That under the resolution passed this day, the 
four names receiving the highest number of votes at the 
close of this day’s session shall be deemed and taken to be 
candidates to all intents and purposes ; and they shall be 
called upon by the Clerk, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-morrow morning, to respond to the queries 
propounded by the gentleman from Tennessee, in the in- 
verse order of the number of votes which they may have 
respectively received, and be limited in their remarks to 
one hour; and any gentleman who shall be called upon and 
fail to reply, and thereby “make a good thing of it,” shall 
be deemed guilty of a contempt to an abstraction. 

Mr. ORR (when his name was called) rose 
and said: Mr. Clerk, in the statement which I 
niade a moment ago, when my friend from Mary- 
nd. {Mr. Davis] was on the floor, I believe 
this to be about the true statement of the facts: 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Futter] 
came forward—I do not recollect exactly how— 
and expressed his opinions on certain questions. 
After he had finished what he had. proposed to 
say, he then stated that he stood prepared to an- 
swer any questions which might be propounded 
to him. The gentleman, from New Y@rk [Mr. 
Sacr] interrogated him, and he answered the in- 
terrogatories. His answer was unsatisfactory to 
some gentlemen who had been voting for him, 
and on the next morning, or that evening: 

Several Memprrs. The same day. 

Mr.ORR. The same day, then, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Warrer] called on his friend 
Mr. FuLLeR, for whom he had been voting, to 
clear up certain points which he had failed to do 


in answering the interrogatories propounded to ; 


him by the gentleman from New York. There- 
fore, the specific questions which he answered 
were propounded by his own friends. 

One word in reply to the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Davis.] I think it was hardly candid 
in him to attempt to produce the impression on 
the House that Mr. Furtmr had answered ques- 
tions which Mr. Richarpson had'refused to an- 
swer, 


roduce, that impression. i 

Mr. ORR. Iam happy to hear my friend dis- 
claim it. What I have stated was certainly the 
inference that was to be drawn from it—that his 
candidate had answered questions which the can- 
didates of others had not. I submit that every 
gentleman who is familiar with the records of 
the House for the last six years cannot have the 
least doubt of the position occupied by Mr. Riem- 
ARDSON on any one of the questions which have 
been propounded to Mr, FuLLER, of Ponnsylva- 
nia. “There can be no doubt on the point at all. 
The questions which are now propounded to the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zouiicor- 


rer] never were propounded to the gentleman | 


? 


from unsyivania, [Mr. FuLLER;] and I hope, 
when this resolution is adopted, that that gentle- 
man will come up and answer them, and answer 


Mz, DAVIS, of Maryland. I did not intend to | 


them in the truly national spirit which Ihave no 
doubt the answers-of the nominee-of. ‘the Demo- 
cratic- party will exhibit.” I-desire: to see the 
number of national, conservative men increase all 
over the country.” I shouldbe gratified to know 
that he and his associates at: the North occupied 
high national ground. Pues Soe 

Mr, DAVIS. © There was no. intention: on 
my: part to intimate. in any way that the gen- 
tleman’ from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] evinced 
a disposition: to‘evade reply. to interrogatories 
propounded to-him., What I did mean‘to say 
was, that no matter from whom interrogato- 
rics proceeded—and they proceeded partly from 
my own friends and partly from my opponents 
—that one, gentleman did stand before the House 
with distinct answers on the precise questions 
which are dividing this House, and that no other 
gonieman had answered the questions put to 
him; that the Democratic candidate had left it to 
be inferred that he would answer no questions, 
by replying, when the question-was asked him 
by the honorable gentleman from Ohio, ‘<I feel 
myself bound by parliamentary rule. We are 
not on the same ground—I am `a candidate.” I 
supposed that that reply will be equally pertinent 
to any other question which might be put to that 
gentleman. If he is to pursue a course different 
from that pursued for the past five weeks, very 
well. Ido notcastany imputation; I only mean 
to say that there has been a change of policy. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman does us injustice. 
There is no change of policy. The question 
propounded to the gentleman from Illinois by the 
gentleman from Ohio was in reference to the con- 
stitution of the standing committees of the House. 
The gentleman from Ilinois says, to-day, that he 
willmake the same answer when that question is 
propounded to him; and it is a properanswer. I 
would have a most perfect contempt for any gen- 
tleman who, when a candidate for the speakership, 
would rise in his place, and pledge himself, if eleet- 
ed, to organize the committees of the House this, 
that, or theotherway. It is either an implication 
that he is not to be trusted, or thatit is done with 
a view to sccure votes from those who are opposed 
to him, by compromising his principles and giving 
to them the expression of their views in the or- 
ganization of committees. I think that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is right; and that is the only 
question he has refused to answer. 

Mr. SAGE (when his name was called) said: | 
My. Clerk, I deem it due to myself to make a | 
very brief explanation here, from the fact, that in 
consequence of my having propounded certain | 
questions the other day to the gontloman from | 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. FuLLer,] my vote might be | 
construed into unfairness. The gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Orr] has stated, in part, | 
how Icame to put those interrogatories, aud Ede- | 
sire to correct ihe historical record on that point. | 

A. gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bar- 
cray} felt himself called upon to reply to some | 
remarks that had been made by other gentlemen | 
from that State, involving a charge or an intima- | 
tion that he was a Free-Soiler; and, during his re- | 
marks, he referred to his colleague [Mr. Futter] | 

I 
{ 
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as having been voted for at home as an anu-Ne- | 
braska candidate, and occupying the same posi- | 
tion that other gentlemen did from that State who | 
were known to be anti-Nebraska Americans, An į 
hour or two afterwards, Mr. Hunter, on coming 
into the House and learning what had been said, 
felt called upon to come forward and reply to the 
remarks of his colleague in the early part of the 
day; and after answering those remarks, he threw 
himself back before this grand inquisitorial body, 
and said he wag ready to answer any questions 
that might be put to him. Under those circum- 
stances, being an anti-Nebraska man myself at 
home, and being desirous of carrying out what 
I promised there, and being desirous also of 
knowing how much sincerity there was in others 
who came here with the same professions, and | 
had been acting differently from me, E pro- | 
pounded the questions, The House has heard | 
and knows what afterwards occurred. T stated į 
at the time that I would not have asked those | 
questions, had not the gentleman volunteercd to | 
invite interrogatories and answer any that might 

| 

| 


E 

be propounded. a 8s p 
Sir, fam opposed to ail this kind of legisla- 

tion. I do not like to call it humbug, yet it comes | 


nearer to that than I wish it did. I believe no | 


practical good will be accomplished. by it. «We 
ave evidence already to. this effect, notwithstand- 
ing the apparent readiness. of: the honorable gens 
fleman from Hlinois:[Mr. Richarpson]to answe 
all questions that might be put.to-him. :He has 
just announced that he will not: answerany g 
tions in relation to what-I-regard-as:of mores 
portance, practically,-at.this time,:thananything 
with reference to the general. political: questions © 
of the day. I refer, sir; to: the formation of the ` 
committees under the parliamentary law in a fair». 
manner. The gentleman gives notice now that- 
he will not answer questions in relation to how. he 
will form certain committees to which I refer,.and 
which I will presently name.. Now,sir, I regard 
this notice of a refusal to answer these questions 
as of vastly more importance than his views about 
the Nebraska bill. We have abundance ofevidence 
before this‘House, how. this bill is construed in 
different parts of the country. At the South, it 
is construed to allow them to carry their slaves 
into Kansas, and once there, the people of Kansas 
have no power to remove them. . At the North, 
the Democrats proclaim it as the great panacea to 
establish freedom, not only in Kansas; but in all 
of the unorganized Territories.of the country. 1 
might go on adding: to these different views. in 
different sections of the country on the several 

uestions that divide the political parties of the 

ay, but L will not consume the time of the House 
at this time in doing it. 

Sir, if there is any question that I desire to be 
informed of by a candidate for Speaker of this 
House more than any other, it is this: Will he 
fairly and justly carry out the parliamentary law 
in the appointment of committees? If a com- 
mittee should be called for to investigate the nat- 
wralization question—and I will vote for it with 
all my heart—I want a majority of that commit- 
tee to reflect the sentiments of the friends of that 
measure in this House; and so on in relation to the 
other great questions which agitate the country 
in regard to the aggressive extension of slavery 
into the common territory of the Union, 

Mr. KEITT. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York if his vote world depend on the 
answer of the gentleman from Hlinois to such a 
question? If the gentleman from Hlinois will 
promise to put him on these committees, will he 
vote for him? ; 

Mr. SAGE. Does the gentleman suppose that 
I can be bought to vote for Mr. Ricnarpson? A 
different standard of morality must. prevail in 
South Carolina from what we have in New York, 
if he supposes that any member from New York 
could be seduced into voting for any gentleman 
by such a promise. 

Mr. KELTT. Well, when that gentleman dares 
to intimate anything of that kind in reference to 
my State, Twill answer him in a specific way. 
(Laughter, cries of “ Order!” and great commo- 
tion in the Flall.] Now, if he dares to intimate 
anything of that kind, let him have the courage 
to do it openly. [Shouts of “Order!” “Oh! 
oh!” and roars of laughter.]. If any of the gen- 
tlemen who clamor thus 

Mr. SAGE. Ido vot yield the floor. I leave 
it to the good sense of the House to say if I have 
made any intimation, and who has made an inti- 
mation, in relation to this matter. I am giving 
the reasons for my vote. I hope the gentleman 
will not take any exception to the course I am 
pursuing; but if he docs, I cannot help it. Sir, 
these propositions needlessly consume the time 
of the House and delay an organization, which 
I presume we all desire; certainly T do, and I 
presume that others are as anxious foritas Iam. 
I vote no. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have already stated to the 
House that I have paired off with Mr. Murray, 
of New York, with regard to the speakership. 
I have, however, voted twice to-day upon other 
matters. My friends tell me that a pakr-off 
usually embraces everything. I therefore ask 
that the Journal may be corrected, so as to omit 
my name for this day. (Cries of “That's right! 2] 

Mr. ORR. Has my colleague voted. for 
Speaker? 

Mr. BROOKS. No, I have not voted for 
Speaker. L voted on the motion for a call of the 
House, and also on the motion to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; but 1 prefer not to vote at all, 
and, therefore, ask to have my name omitted from 
the Journal. [Cries of “ Agrecd!”] 


Aye! ; : ag 
Yit. STEWART (when his name was called) 


¥ 


“Well, sir, the distinguished gentleman from 
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Mr. SAVAGE: Before casting my vote I de- 
sire to say that am requested by my colleague, 
Mr. Smrra, to state tothe House that the condi- 
tion of his health compelled him to go to his room, 
“and that he. has paired off with—I am not sure of 
the name of: the gentleman, but {.think itis Myr. 
Rarerm, of Pennsylvania. Ihave no apology 
-to-male for. the-vote I. am-ahout.to give. -Lvote | 


said: The THouse..will recollect that ia few days 
‘ago [chad the honor: to offer a-series of resolu- | 
‘tions which T-conceived presented the basis. upon 
which the‘Eouse might organize. 1 did not ask 
fora vote upon them, but: had. them read for the | 
information of members, and for future action, if 
advisable., Sir, the election of a Speaker of this | 
‘House is a most important act. In certain con- | 
tingencies the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; under the:Constitution.and laws of the 
‘United: States, may be called upon to exercise 
the high executive functions of this Government, 
and therefore a Speaker is: not to be elected and 
considered merely as.a ministerial officer, to sce 
that.order is :preserved: here, and that the rules 
we may adopt’ for- our government are properly 
enforced, ; 


“Tennessee, who has offered this resolution, pro- | 
poses a number of questions. Let these various 
candidates answer those questions, andany others | 
of a public character. I want to see gentlemen | 
define their positions. It has been stated that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] | 
recently said that, under certain circumstances, he 
was willing to “ let this Union slide.?? I thought 
it due to that gentleman an dto the country, that 
that remark and the circumstances stated under 
which he was willing the Union should slide, 
should be fully explained, and that. all the candi- 
dates presented should define their positions in 
reference to the great questions of the day when 
called upon. The Democratic party have pro- 
claimed their views, and have placed their candi- 
date upon a platform of vital principles; but if 
any gentlemen desire to present additional ques- 
tiong to him, let them do so, and 1 cannot doubt 
che will answer those questions fairly and fully, | 
and inthe manly style of a fearless statesman. 
Let us have all the information we can get in re- | 
lation to the views of all the candidates. 
This vexed question of the power of this Gov- | 


ernment in the Territories, and over the forme |! 


or non-existence of slavery, let me suggest to the | 
House, was first raised by the North. Missouri 
was proposed to be deprived of hor constitutional 
rights. Fow? By the North. The North has j 
presented. this question manifestly in a spirit of | 
ageression and propagandism, and it had to be | 
disposed of, and now again must be met. The 
question of the admission of a new State from the | 
territory in dispute will soon be presented, and it | 
is essentially proper that the candidates, pressed | 
by gentlemen for the support of this House as its | 
chiof officer, should declare their principles so 
that they may be known to everybody. 

The vive voce principle of voting has been recog- | 
nised by this House as the true one, instead of | 
by ballot. Why? Because we stand here as the | 
Representatives of hundreds of thousands of peo- ; 
ple, and our constituents have the right to know | 
how we vote, and. for whom we vote, and the | 
views of the candidate we support. That we | 
should know the opinions any candidate enter- 
tains upon great questions of public policy, is 
duc to the enlightened progress of the age, to the 
critical “state of the times, and particularly so 
now, in this eventful strugele, when this import- 
ant codrdinate department of the Government has 
remained in an unorganized state for nearly six 
weeks. 

i congratulate the House and the country that 
we are approximating to a basis of action, and 
are about to reach a more definite conclusion. 
There is a majority of this Tlouse for or against 
this paramount question; and until gentlemen 
moet the question, it will not be settled, nor this į 
Elouse organized, I fear. The record must prob- | 
made up, and the case disposed of, upon | 
single great and overruling issue. Minor || 
questions, however important otherwise, must | 
be subordinate to this great national exigency, | 
which involves in its setilement possibly the des- 


| 

i 
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ation of new States, in regard to the existence | 
| 

| 
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tinies of this glorious Union, with all its hallowed 
recollections and progressive advantages. .Let 
us meet it and settle it in the spirit of the great 


and immortal founders of the Government, and - 


upon the basis of the Constitution, giving the 
people of all the States.a fair opportunity, in a 
spirit of brotherhood and legitimate -enterprise, 
to lay- the foundations of new States, in territor 

belonging to-all, by the establishment of such 
social: systems as the people of said territories 


| when they come to organize States, in their judg- 


ment, may:think best adapted to their condition. 

Mr. TAYLOR. (when his name was called) 
said: In the course of the conversation between 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Zoviicorrer| and my colleague, I pnderstood 
the gentleman from Tennessee as saying, in rela- 
tion to the Nebraska bill, that the Democratic 
party has presented itself before the country in 
such a way that different constructions were given 
to that billin different parts of.the Union. Now, 
if I am rightly informed, the distinguished mem- 


ber from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fuurer,] for whom: 
| the gentleman from Tennessee has voted, declared 


himself, in the political canvass which preceded 
his election, opposed to the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
I understand him to declare that he is still opposed 
to the principles of that bill, but inasmuch as an 
attempt to repeal it would be agitation, he would 
be opposed to an attempt to repeal it. Now let 
us suppose, for one moment, that upon the pro- 
pounding of interrogatories to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,]it should 
appear that his construction of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill was different from that which the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee, himself, places 
upon it. [wish to know, then, whether that gen- 
tleman [Mr. Zouricorrur] would prefer an indi- 
vidual who agreed with him in supporting that 
great measure, but gave a bad reason for it, or a 
gentleman who was opposed to the measure and 
to the principles of the measure. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFPER. As to the premises 
which the gentleman assumes, I will not pretend 
to set him right. As to his supposed case, I can- 
not undertake to answer questions arising under 
a mere supposition, It reminds me of an anec- 
dote I once heard of a father, who, of a winter 
night, sent his boy out for some wood with 
which to make a firo. Said the boy, “ Father, 
suppose there is none cut?? Well,’”’ says the 
father, go out and get an ax, and cut some.”” 
‘ But,” says he, suppose the ax is covered up 
in the snow??? “'Then stir about in the snow 
and find it.” “ But suppose, in stirring about in 
the snow, I should stir up a snake there??? We 
may suppose all sorts of cases, but I cannot un- 
dertake to answer questions arising upon such 
an hypothesis as this. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if this is an hypothetical case; for the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricu- 
ARpson] voted for the bill; and not only voted for 
the bill, bat, in the discusssion, he contributed, 


by his strenuous support, eminently to the suc- | 


cess of the measure; and this action. of the gon- 
tloman from Ilinois has the hearty concurrence 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ZoLLI- 
corrrnn.] The question, then, is, would that 
gentleman prefer an individual who went with 
him for the measure, though he gave a bad reason 
for it, or an individual who opposed the measure, 
and who nowcondemnsit? Thatis the question. 
Will the gentleman answer it? [Cries of ‘* Call 
the roll!?7] 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Well, on some other 
„occasion I will answer the gentleman with pleas- 
ure, but I cannot now take the time. 

Mr. WADE (when his name was called) said: 
1 do not intend to make a speech, or detain the 
House but afew moments. I wish here to bear 
my testimony against this miserable perversion 
of the object for which we were sent here. 


est kind of political clap-trap, and ought never 
to have been introduced here. We are here for 
other purposes; and we are bound to sit here 
until we have effected an organization, and after 
that to do the business the country intrusted to 
us. 


I want to explain my vote upon this occasion, | 


becanse I have voted several times without 


making an explanation [laughter;] and the rea- 
son why-I vote forit is this: 1 want to see a new 


This | 
| resolution, and all connected with it, is the small- 


T 

{| Democratic platform got up:for.the purpose, of 
seeing how quick the Democrats will depart from 
'| it, and trample it under foot. That party is con- 
verted into a- southern agency for the perpetua- 
tion of slavery; and whatever may be fished out 
upon. this floor from their candidate, will be buta 
declaration of their sentiments for the time being 

The northern Democrats know nothing, under the 
light of God’s heaven, but the distribution of the 
spoils which accrue to them from their being the 
agents of the slave States, in their sectional enter- 
prise of making slavery national and freedom 
sectional. I want to see that platform drawn up 
again, that I may :sce'how soon they will depart 
from it. That party is a mere agent for the ex- 
tension of despotism. It is a party of absolutism 
in its sympathy with the freedom of the North. 
It comes here to represent southern principles- 
slaveholding principles. The platform .of the 
Democrats of my own State is no more like the 
platform of the Democrats of Virginia, than the 
Christian Bible is like the Koran. They do not 
pretend that there is any similarity of principles 
between them. The Democrats of Ohio were 
pledged to oppose the extension of slavery. 

We have had the Union saved five or six dif- 
ferent times within my day, and it is. the only 
thing I ever knew to sufer by salvation. [Laugh- 
ter.) Itis as near the point of dissolution now 
as it ever has been before. The cry has been 
made from the time the. slave question was first 
agitated—and that is from the foundation of the 
Government—that, if they did not cease to agi- 
tate the question, the Union would be dissolved 
Thad the honor of being in the gallerics in the 
year 1836, at the time of the first salvation of the 
Union. But it would not stay saved. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Union has a wondgrful capacity for 
getting into trouble, and politicians have a won- 
derful knack of saving it. But it will not stay 
saved until an election comes around, so we come 
up here to get-up platforms, to put: questions to 
candidates, and to talk about saving ‘the Union 
again. .[Laughter.] Let me say that the Union 
will not “ slide” half as quick as the politicians 
who are so patriotic in their efforts to save it. 
[Laughter.] It has more vitality than all the. 
politicians who stick their right hand into the 
Treasury, at the game time they save the Union 
with the other. 

The Democratic party receives revelations very 
much as Mohammed did, and if the last one 
contradicts the first, why, it is a new revelation, 
and supplants the first. ‘The salvation of the 
Union fected by the compromise of 1850, lasted 
|| no longer than winter before Tast. It was saved 
two years before that. It has become. the busi- 
| ness of each new Congress to save the Union. 
And now, putting questions to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] and to the 
| gentleman from Hlinais, (Mr. Ricnarpson,] and 
| to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
Ler,| is to save the Union. “This is going to be 
{a new Democratic revelation by which they will 
|i swear until tho Cincinnati convention assembles; 
ij and then it will be cast aside as an old, worn-out 
garment—as an old shirt-tail. [Laughter.] After 
| the Cincinnati convention there will be a new 
| rovelation declared, for the purpose of having 
that sworn to. ` 

And now ict me gay to them, that the more they 
i| act to put down agitation, the more that agitation 
jcomes up. It has done so throughout all my 
| experience, and will continue to do so. And 
now the North has never had anything like the 
| materiel and magazines of warfare, such as the 
|-Demoerats. and Whigs combined have put into 
| our hands. The gentleman over the way [Mr. 
Smirnu, of Tennessec,] talked about the wonder- 
| fulcapacity of the Democratic party to adminis- 
| ter the affairs of the Government, and to save the 
Union. [Laughter.] Of course that was its mis- 
sion; but, sir, when this President was elected, 
l some three years ago, how was it with the Dem- 
ll ocratic party? It came into power with a ma- 
jority in this House of—I think—two to one. 
| Well, such has been the statesmanship manifested 
| by the Democratic party, headed by the Presi- 
ident and his Cabinet, that they have worn that 
party to the ground, so that they have kept us 
here six weeks trying to do—what? To get a 
| Speaker for this House—and that taxes their in- 
|| genuity to the utmost. They cannot, by any 
possible means, get a Speaker elected here, unless 
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he he a’'rank oùt-and-out Republican, resting on a 
national platform which does look’ somewhat to 
the interests of freedom. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.  I-give notice that I shall 
oppose all debate until the result of this vote be 
announced : ` 

Mr. WASHBURN; of Maine, (on his name 
being called.) I-desire to say that I believe in 
the doctrines of this resolution, but T do not be- 
lieve that any ‘service will be done by passing it. 
Į vote no.. 

The Clerk continued the call of the: roll, and 
announced the result as above. 7 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘The question was taken, and. the: motion was 
agreed to. f ; . 

The House thereupon (at five o’clock) ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock m. v 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 12, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journalofyesterday was read and approved. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, took the floor. 

The CLERK. Will the gentleman from Ohio | 
{Mr,. CamrseLL] suspend his remarks until the | 
Clerk reads a paper to the House? 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

The CLERK then read a paper, of which the 
following is a copy: 

The Clerk desires to state that he has ascer- 
tained, since the adjournment of yesterday, upon | 
a reéxamination ‘of the vote of Wednesday night | 
last, on the motion of Mr. Sace to lay upon the | 
table the resolution of Mr. Snrep, requesting | 


Mr. Orr to preside as temporary Chairman until |) 


a Speaker is elected, that the announcement—of 
yeas 100, nays 101—was erroneous, and should | 
have been—yeas 100, nays 98. ‘Ihe resolution 
was consequently laid aside upon the table, and | 
the subsequent action of the House should not 
have been taken; and, with the consent of the 
House, the Journal will be corrected accordingly. 

[Cries of * Agreed!” ]: 

TEN-MINUTE RULE—PLATFORMS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. f move, Mr. Clerk, that 
the resolution confining debate to ten minutes be 
suspended until next Wednesday, unless other- 
wise ordered by the House. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting) g do not 
wish to interrupt the genticman, or to tak€the floor 
from him for an instant; but I would ask him to 
modify his motion by adding to it a proviso that 
there shall be no voting until that ime. The 
gentleman from Ohio will see the reason of this: 
it is, that these members who do net wish to take 
partin the debate may be at liberty to attend to 
the business of their constituents. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cumvaman] can move that as an 
amendment afterwards. 

My reason, Mr. Clerk, for making this motion 
js, that on yesterday the House, by resolution, 
gave notice that ‘* depositions”? would be taken, to 
be used on the hearing of the “ bills of discovery”? 
in regard to “ platforms.” It is not possible for 
the honorable gentleman from Mlinois, [Mr. 
Ricuarpson,] the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] and the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Furrer,] | 
or any of the other gentlemen who are before the 
House as candidates for the speakership, to de- 
fine their position in ten minutes. I do not know | 
how far it is proposed to carry on this investiga- 
tion—how far back we are to go, or to what extent 
the political platforms of this day or of past times | 
are to be overhauled for repairs. I have never 
had a great deal of respect for platforms—never 
any unless my own judgment approved them. 

Now, sir, I would inform the gentlemen who 
are to be interrogated, that I have here a scrap 
book, which I tender to them for their use. {t 
contains, I believe, all the political platforms that 
have been adopted since 1832; all those on the 
slavery question since 1840; I have here the plat- 
form of the Democratic party when the question 
of the annexation of Texas was before the coun- 
try; the celebrated Nicholson letter platform in 


1848; the platform of 1852 of both the political 
parties of this country, declaring that there 


= 


| of the Republican party on that point. 


| the full measure of their rights, and nothing more. 


shouldbe“ no agitation of the slavery question‘in | 
Congress’ 6r out of it: -“T-have -also-some ‘more } 
ancient platforms: Fe- have the Buffalo’ and the 
Pittsburg platforms: T have those which aresti | 
more ancient: Ihave in my hand two: platforms 
for which’ Ihave high. regard—the Constitution 
of the United Statesiand the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. T-would have had the: Bible, with a 
view to'refer those who are about to testify on 
the: guestion of -huvian slavery, particularly to- a 
platform made in the mountain by the Savior of 
mankind; for the government of the conduct of 
men. ` Talude to Christ’s sermon on the Mount; 
but I understand that that book is not to be had 
in the Congressional Library. I believe there | 
was one copy of it there a long time ago, but it 
is said:to have becn removed to make room for 
the worls of Eugene Sus. 

I profess, Mr. Clerk, to stand politically on the | 
two platforms I have first alluded’ to—the Con: 
stitution of the United States and the Declaration | 
of Independence. In my intercourse with my | 
fellow man I try, without success, to adhere to 
the platform last mentioned. 1 wish to make 
this suggestion to the Clerk, for the benefit of the 
gentlemen who are to be interrogated in reference | 
to the twaddle containcd in these party plat- 
forms—particularly to my friend from Hlinois, 
(Mr. Ricwarnson,] that there should bea card 
placed over that chair during this investigation 
containing the wholesome warning found over 
the doors of railroad cars, “ Tt is dangerous to 
stand on the platform!” [Laughter.] 1 make it 
particularly for the benefit of my friend. from T- 
linois: ‘* dé is dangerous to stand on the platform”? 
which the Democratic party made at the time he 
was nominated. My personal esteem for that 
gentleman induces me to warn him, and the engi- 
neers of his train, of the impending danger. They 
are trying to make great speed upon a “flat bar” 
track, and there is danger of dnake-heads! 

Itis well known, when testimony was last taken 
here by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cox,] as to how the Democrats construed 
the Nebraska bill in the North and in the South, 
in reference to its effects on slavery, that it was 
shown most clearly that the southern Democrats 
made it mean one thing, and the northern Demo- 
crats an entirely different thing. Ifthe gentleman 
‘stands upon that platform he will he in danger of 
a collision between these two Democratie trains, 
one running north and the other south upon the 
same party track. Mr. Clerk, in friendship, I 
give the gentleman and his friends, in advance, 
the benefit of this warning, ‘it is dangerous to | 
stand on the platform 1”? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio one qnestion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In my ten minutes I have 
not time to be interrogated and to answer. I 
merely wished to give notice at the start that I 


| whatever. time they may: wish! to ‘arsw 


shall claim the right to put cross interrogatories 
to those witnesses who are to be questioned, 
Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman says 
there is a difference in the construction of the 
Nebraska and Kansas platform among the Dem- 
ocrats North and South. Now, what I want to 
know is, whether there is any difference of opin- 
ion in reference to it in the Republican party ? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I have made no inquiries 
I do not 
speak by authority for that party or any other. 
{ will tell the gentleman what I think of the Ne- 
braska act. I have ceased to speak for or be 
responsible for any person but myself. Lregard 
it as one of the most iniquitous and unjust acts 
that ever passed by the vote of Congress—potent 
for evil, powerless for good result i 
Mr, BARKSDALE. One giving the South 


Does the gentleman object to that? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. `I speak for myself, and 
I have always said 1 am willing to give the South 
and their slaves their full rights, under the Con- 
stitution; nothing more—nothing more. My ten 
minutes have expired. 
Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. f 
Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from IHinois 
will suspend until we can have a vote upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 
BELL, | to suspend the ten-minute rule. . 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Tsee no necessity | 
for rescinding the ten-minute rule at all, for any |} 
particular length of time. I would suggest the |i 


propriety of suspending it so fat. as to allow. those: 
gentlemen for whom House has been: voting 
“such 


questions as “may be propounded to. then : 
least. to answer the interrogatories! addressed to. 
them by my colleague; [Mr. Zorircorrer.} Phat: 
canbe done without rescinding the rule genérall 
The House-has voted that: it is right that those 
gentlemen should answer these interrogatories, : 
and [take it for granted the House will'give therm 
sugicient time to reply. I hope, therefore, that 
this rule will be suspended ‘so’ far as the gentle: 
men who. have been voted for for Speaker: are 
concerned, in answering the questions that may 
be put to them; but no further. ` a 

Mr. MILLSON. Itrust the House -will-not 
suspend the rule limiting debate at all; and I ‘am ` 
still more unwilling that the rule should be sus- 
pended for the reason assigned By the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Campseny:] [A Voice: That’s 
vight!’’] Sir, the House yesterday adopted a res- 
olution, gencral, abstract in its terms, having no 
special application to any particular candidates 


| for office, but simply declaring that, in thè judg- 


ment of the members of this [Touse, candidates 
for political offices ought to make known their 


| opinions to those who are asked to vote for them. 


It has no speeial application to those gentlemen 
who have been voted for here as candidates for 
the post of Speaker. 
I beg leave to say, with all due deference to 
other gentlemen, that I think the House would 
lace itself in a somewhat undignified position 
y now suspending the rule for the expréss pur- 


| pose of inviting those gentlemen for whom they 
have becn voting for the last six weeks to explain 


their views. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would suggest to the 
gentleman, that he move to lay the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio on the table, 

Mr. MILLSON. { shall presently do so. 
My. Clerk, this resolution, as I have said, is gen- 
eral initsterms. 1 did not vote for itasa special 
invitation to those gentlemen who are candidates 
for the position of Speaker, to address the House 
ingexplanation of their opinion, or to place them 
under any sort of obligation to do so. Iam not 


| willing that my vote, standing as it does in favor 


of that resolution, shall be so construed. 

If those gentlemen desire to express their views, 
I have no objection; and I have no doubt that the 
House will acquiesce in their wishes, and afford 
them an opportunity of delivering their senti- 
ments. But I think it is hardly consistent with 
the dignity of the House to invite those gentlemen 
to the stand, and to suspend this rule, under the 
idea that they desire to be heard, when no such 
desire has been intimated by any of thom. Ido 
not think the House may properly place them in 
that position. 

If other gentlemen designed to give the resolu- 
tion passed yesterday this special application, I 
certainly did not. If the candidates desire to 
speak, the House will, 1 am sure, readily afford 
them the opportunity. If questions are put to 
them, they can answer, or not, as they may think 
proper; but I do not think this House should 
resolve itself into a debating society, for the dis- 
cussion of all possible subjects that can be brought 
befọre it. 

Where is this debate to stop? What question 


|| may not be put to these gentlemen? Tfany gen- 


tleman should ask my friend from Ulinois [Mr. 
Ricwarpson] whether he would be willing to 
recognize the Walker government in Nicaragua, it 
would be said not to be altogether impertinent, for 
the Speaker of the House is the fourth officer of 
the country, and in certain contingencies, would 
be called on to administer the executive duties 
ofthe Government. Then the question, though 
not pertinent to the duties of the Speaker’s chair, 
would be pertinent to the duties which he might 
contingently be called on to execute in the event 
of vacancies in the offices of President, Vice Pres- 
ident, and President of the Senate. Therefore, 


| to test the sense of the House on the question, I 


move that the resolution submitted by the gentle- 


| man from Ohio [Mr. Campsen1] be laid on the 


table. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the. gentleman 


from Virginia and the gentleman from Ohio to 
withdraw their several propositions., it should 
happen to be necessary, in order that gentlemen 
may answer the questions whichare propounded to 
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“Weis it-will then be time enough to ask the House 
: for the extension. So far as 1am concerned, I 
now repeat what I said yesterday—that lam ready 
‘to reply to the questions” which have been pro- 
ourded bythe gentleman from Tennessce, [Mr. 
Poircorer] If the propositions above men- 
tioñeđ are withdrawn, I think that T shall: be able 
to conclude what I wish to say within the time 
allotted‘under:the rule. : 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

The CLERK.. Debate is out of order; there 

: is a proposition to lay on the table pending: 

Mr CAMPBELL, of Ohio; I have no objec- 
tion to the withdrawal of my motion. I made 
the motion. with a view to accommodate gentle- 
men. I have no idea, however, that my friend 
can travel over all the ground embraced by those 
questions in ten minutes. 

Several Memsers. If not, we can then extend 
the time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. _I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM... Before the gentleman from 
Ulinois, [Mr. Ricuarvson,] or any other of the 
candidates for Speaker, shall proceed to answer 
the interrogatories of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Zouiicorrer,| I desire to put some 

- questions to the honorable gentleman from INi- 
mois, (Mr. Ricuarpson,] and to which I hope 
‘to receive explicit answers from that gentleman, 
as also from the other candidates now before the 
House. In presenting these interrogatories, I 
desire to raise no captious objections to the sen- 
timents of the honorable gentleman from Illinois, 
but to ascertain distinctly and clearly what sense 
that gentleman attaches to the terms used in his 

latform, to wit: “the principles of the Kansas- 

ebraska act?” also, the sense he attaches to 
those other words, ‘squatter sovercignty,’? upon 
which the changes have been rung for the last 
two years from one end of the land to the other; 
and especially the effect he gives to the term 
“nationality,” which has been used so often, 
and with such emphasis, in this Hall, by that 
gentleman and his pany? I, too, have some 
reverence for nationality, but it is the nationality 
which springs from that unity of Government 
which constitutes us one people; and that I may 
know precisely the honorable gentleman’s views 
‘of nationality, I beg leave to present to him the 
following interrogatories: 

I. Do you hold that the Constitution of the 
United States extends to, and is of full force 
within, the several Territories thereof? 

1E. Do you hold that the people of any of said 
Territories have the right to make any law within 
said Territories, whereby any person therein shall 
be deprived © of life or liberty,” except as pun- 
ishment for crime on due conviction? 

ILL. Do you hold that the people of the Terri- 
tory of Kansas have the right, under the Consti- 
tution, to prohibit slavery within said Territory 
at all times, both before and after their organiza- 
tion into a State? 

- 1V. Do you hold that the people of said Ter- 
ritory, under the Constitution, have the power 
and the right to legalize slavery within said Ter- 
ritory by legislative enactment; and the further 
power and right thereby to protect and maintain 
slavery therein, by making it a penal offense for 
any person within said ‘Territory to speak or 
“write against such system, or to aid or assist any 
man held asa slave within said Territory to cs- 


cape therefrom, with the intent to secure the per- 
| 


sonal liberty of such slave? 

V. Do you hold that, under the Constitution, 
a person held to service or labor within said Ter- 
ritory, escaping therefrom into any State of this 
Union, can be reclaimed under the fugitive slave 
law, or is such person within the extradition 
clause of the second section of article four of the 
Constitution ? 

VI. Under the Constitution of the United States, 
ean the people of any of its Territories rightfully 
or legally establish any but a republican form of 
government therein? and do you hold that to be 
a republican government which converts the 
majority of its subjects into chattels, and subjects 
them to the absolute despotism of the minority? 


These, sir, are the questions which I put to | 


the honorable gentleman, and to cach of which I 
hope to receive from that gentleman direct an- 
swers. I will not further detain the House. 
Mr. BOYCE. Iwill also read to the House 
some: interrogatories which I would be glad to 


have the gentleman from ‘Massachusetts :[Mr. 
Bawxs] answer. They are these: Are you in 
favor of restoring the Missouri restriction, or do 
you go for the entire prohibition of slavery in all 
the Territories of the United States? Are you 
in favor of abolishing slavery in .the District of 
Columbia of the United States, and the United 
States forts, dock-yards, &c.? Do you believe 
in the equality of the white and black races. in 
the United States; and do you wish to promote 
that political equality by legislation? Are you 
in favor of the entire exclusion of adopted citizens 
and Roman Catholics from office? Do you favor 
the same modification of the tariff now that you 
did at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. The gen- 
tleman will excuse me a moment. ‘here must 
be several more batches of these interrogatories, 
and I think that it would be better for gentlemen 
to file them with the Clerk, and to allow the can- 
didates to reply to them in a publication at any 
time; for instance, at their own convenience. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Am I entitled to the 
floor? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Illinois 
was recognized by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, gentlemen 
have chosen, by written interrogatories, to inquire 
into the political opinions of gentlemen who have 
been voted for upon this floor in relation to ques- 
tions past, present; and future. I know not, and, 
care not, whether the object is discussion here or 
discussion somewhere else. I hold them to the 
issues presented to me, and F shall endeavor to 
answer their questions as fully, frecly,and frankly 
as may be possible. 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk the questions 
which have been propounded to me, and I ask 
that the first of them may be read, 

The Clerk read the first question, as follows: 
Question propounded by Mr. ZoLLicorrer to Mr. RICHARD- 

a 80N; 

« Am Tright in supposing that the gentleman from THinois 
[Mr. Ricwarpson) regards the Kansas-Nebraska bill as 
promotive of the formation of free States in the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska P? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the first 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr, 
Aoiiicorrer,] Å have to say T voted for the bills 
organizing the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
sas because | thought them just to all, and I de- 
fended that vote before my constituents upon that 
ground. I intended then, and I intend now, that 
the people who go there, or who have gone there, 
shall decide the question of slavery for them- 
sclves, and, so far as ] could, admit them as 
States, with or without slavery, as the people 
should decide. 
southern gentlemen, I have said that, in my opin- 
ion, slavery would never go there; but I lave 
never, here or elsewhere, urged that as a reason 
why 1 voted for that bill. I voted for the bill 
| because it was just, right, and proper, and wanted 
|| nothing more to defend myself. T repeat here an 
| argument F have made over and over again before 
my constituents, aud it is this: if a majority of 
the people of Kansas or Nebraska are in favor 

of slavery, they will have it; if a majority are 
i opposed to it, then they will nothave it. This is 
| the practical result of every theory advocated by 
| the friends of the Nebraska and Kansas bill. I 
gave my sanction to this principle in supporting 
the territorial bills of 1850, and have uniformly 
| supported the same principles since, whenever 
i presented for my action, and shall continue to do 
| so in all future cases that may arise. 
ciple lying at the foundation of all popular Gov- 
| eraments, that the people of each separate or dis- 
tinct community shall decide for themselves the 
nature and character of the institutions under 
which they shall live, and by this principle Iam 
prepared to live and dic. i therefore voted for 
the Nebraska and Kansas bill neither as a pro- 
slavery nor anti-slavery measure, byt as a meas- 
ure of equal right and justice to the people of all 
! sections of our common country. 

: Will the Clerk now read the next question? 
“ The Clerk read the second question, as follows: 

* Am J right in supposing that he advocates the constitu- 
tionality of the Wilmot proviso? that in 1850, he opposed 
its application to the ‘Territories acquired from Mexico only 
upon the ground that it was unnecessary, inasmnuch as- the 
Mexican local laws in thosé Territories already abolished 


| 
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slavery, which ought to be sufficient (or all Free-Soil men? 
and that he committed himself to. the position, that if terri- 
torial buis (silent upon the subject of slavery, and leaving 
the Mexican laws to operaté) were defeated, he would 
yote for bills with the Wilmot proviso in them??? 

h; Mr. RICHARDSON. The next question 
requires a more extended reply. In the year:1803 
we acquired Louisiana; it was slave territory. 
In 1820 we divided, by line of 36° 30’, that terri- 
tory; north of the line was to be free. In 1845 we 
annexed Texas; that was slave territory; we di- 
vided that by extending the line of 36° 30’ through 
that—north, to be free. “In 1848 we acquired ter- 
ritory from Mexico. That was free. I voted 
repeatedly to extend the same line west to the 
Pacific ocean. I voted for that line with a few 


Ropresenintives from the North, and the whole 
body of southern Representatives, When I gave 


those votes, I did not believe then, nor do I 
believe now, that I violated the Constitution of 
thyPnited States. If you have power, under the 
Cofstitution, to exclude slavery from half of a 
territory, | think you have power to exclude 
from all, though such an exercise would be un- 
justand wrong. I have never, therefore, voted 
to exercise that power, except upon the principle 
of compromise. In this connection I desire to read 
from a speech of mine, delivered in this Hall 
April 3, 1850, and make a word or two of com- 
ment upon it: 

«There is, T regret to say, a willingness upon the part 
of the Democrats of the North to see this proviso passed, 
that General Taylor may be compelled to show to the 
world, and ‘the rest of mankind,’ who was cheated in 
the last presidential election—whether it was his friends 
North or South. ‘Chey know that a fraud was practiced 
upon the one or the other. They know that in the South, 
General Taylor was represented as all that any one in 
favor of slavery extension could desire--that he was bound 
to southern jnstitutions by two hundred bonds. At the 
North, it was said that he was for coufining slavery to its 
present limits. One or the other was cheated. But I sub- 
mit to my northern friends, if the peace and harmony of 
twenty millions of people, and the perpetuity of our free 
institutions, is not of more importance than the exposure 
of this bad faith upon the part of an Administration that, 
if leralone, will fall by its own weight? The public voice 
everywhere indicates its certain and inevitable over- 
throw. ` 

“In times past our policy sooner or later has prevailed, 
and we should stand firm, however dark the hour, encour- 
aged by former success. We should not be driven from 
our positions because our opponents have to come to them 
for safet I might ask them if they are to be driven from 
their firm and stern opposition to a United States bank, 
because those who once thought that certain rain would 
lay waste the land unless such an institution was incor- 
porated, have changed their opinions, and stand with us in 
opposition? Are they willing to be driven in opposition 
to the independent treasury, because those who once op- 
posed noy pport it? Are you to be driven from all the 
past, nowrinmphantly vindicated, because opposition has 
ceased? We should stand firm in the support of right, 
truth, the Constitution of our country, no matter who shall 
come to their support, or desert ; stand by them to the last, 
and if they fall let us perish with them. We should never 
survive the existence of this Government. 

«Phere is one thing that £ wish, in this connection, Mr. 
Chairman, to say to the gentlemen from the South, and 
the northern Whigs: if the bill for territorial governments, 
silent upon the subject of slavery, shall be defeated, then 
tam for bills with the Wihnot proviso, in order to gi 
governments to the people in the Territori 
for four of my colleagues, assured that they wiil feel con- 
strained to pursue ke course. And if General Taylor 
shall approve the proviso, then it will have passed; and it 
is for theim to determine what shall or shall not be done, 
and let the responsibility rest with them.”? 

I take this occasion to say, that the sentiment 
last quoted, uttered ina moment of excitement, 
I, upon reflection, repudiate as unjust and im- 
proper. f thank ‘the gentleman that he has 
afforded me the opportunity to give this public 
expression of my disapproval of that statement. 
{ uniformly voted against placing the Wilmot 
ee in any territorial biil. T voted against it, 
reeause I believed it to be unjust to the people of 
a portion of this Union. 

a The Clerk then read the third interrogatory, 
as follows: 

“Am E right in supposing that’ his theory is, that the 
Constitution of the United States does not carry slavery 
to, and protect it in, the Territories of the United States ? 
‘That in the territory acquired from Mexico and France, 
i ing Kansas and Nebraska,) the Missouri restriction 
ry to make the territory free, because slavery 
oxisted there under. France at the time of the acquisition; 
but that the Kansas and Nebraska biH, which repeals that 
restriction, but neither legistates slavery into those Terri- 
tories nor excludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves 
those Territories without either local or constitutional law 
protecting slavery; and that therefore the Kansas and Ne- 
| braska bill promotes the formation of slave States in Kan- 
sas and Nebraska?” 

«$ Mr. RICHARDSON. The Constitution does 
not, in my opinion, carry the institutions of any 
of the States into the Territories; but it affords 
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thesame protection there to the-institutions of 
“ote State as of another. The citizen ‘of Vir- 
ginia is as much entitled, in -the:>common terri- 
“tory, to the protection of his property, under the 
Constitution, as the ‘citizen of Illinois; but both 
“sare dependent upon the legislation of the terri- 
“torial government for laws to protect their prop- 
erty, of whatever kind it may be. Thus, it will 
be seen, that though there may be upon this 
point a difference theoretically—involving ques- 
tions for judicial decision—yet there is: none, 
practically, among the friends of non-interven- 
tion by Congress, as the practical result is to 
place the decision of the questions in the hands 
of those who are most deeply interested in its 
solution, namely, the people of the Territory, 
who have made it their home, and whose inter- 
ests are the most deeply involved in the charac- 
ter of the institutions under which they are to 
live. If this great principle of non-intervention 
and self-government is wrong, then, indeed, the 
American Revolution was fought in vain, and it 
is time we cease to venerate the memory of the 
patriotic dead, who purchased With their for- 
tunes and blood the free institutions of the sev- 
eral separate, independent, and coequal States, 
forming the Union under which we have so. 
rospëronsly and happily grown to be so great. 
R Mt. ZOLLICOFFER. a ask the indulgence 
of the House to state the reasons why I pro- 
pounded those questions to the gentleman from 


llinois. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I submit this point of 
order to the gentleman: I would like to have 
those questions propounded to the different can- 
didates in order—-one at a time—beforc we are 
troubled or embarrassed with any other ques- 
tions. I hope all the candidates will answer this 
series first, and before going to new matter. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Inasmuch as it seems 
to give satisfaction to the gentlemen of the House 
that these questions should be put to each of the 

entlemen who have been voted for for Speaker, 

certainly have no objection to that course, inas- 
much as the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
‘axpson,] to whom I propounded the questions, 
has already answered. 

Mr. RUST. I want to appeal to the gentle- 
man’s sense of fairness, to know whether he 
wants toconsume the time of the House in raising 
new questions, and thereby prevent the other can- 
didates from answering? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Thad wished to putthese 
interrogatories to the gentleman from MNlinois, 
[Mr. Ricuwarpson,] and then, if gentloficn desire 
it, they may put the same questions lo other 
members who have been voted for as Speaker. I 
see no impropriety in that. It scems to be right j 
and just that I should be permitted now to state 
the reason why I put these interrogatories. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I make 
this point of order, and the Clerk must decide it, 
that the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Zorri- 
COFFER] is not entitled to occupy the floor at this 
time. We are now acting under a resolution 
of the House requiring candidates for offtce— 
meaning, of course, as we all understand, for 
the speakership—to answer interrogatories pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Tennessee, and || 
now answered by the gentleman from Ilhnois, | 
[Mr. Ricnarpson.] Imake the point that it is 
not in order for the gentleman to go into debate 
here until we shall have got through with this 
proceeding in which we are engaged; which is, 
that all the candidates for speakership shall an- | 
swer these interrogatories, I wish to have this 
point decided. | 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I suggestthat | 
every candidate should answer all the questions | 
propounded before they are submitted to another 
candidate. The gentleman from HHnois [Mr. 
Ricuarpson] has answered only a portion of the 
interrogatories put to him; and I therefore suggest 
that cach candidate shall answer all the interrog- | 
atorics. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Am I entitled, Mr. | 
Clerk, to make this single remark? | 

| 
| 


Mr. CLINGMAN. —Lobject, sir, to all debate ; 
until the Clerk shall have decided the point of 
order raised. | 
` Mr. RICHARDSON, [to Mr. WasnBury, of | 
Maine.] I would státe to the gentleman from | 


| of order shall have been decided. 


| Carolina (Mr. Crinaman| raises a new point of | 


Maine that I have answered all the questions | 
submitted to me. 


“Mr. WASHBURN. -I understand.:that’ the 
gentleman: from Tennessee. [Mri Goiricorrer]} 
directly submitted: this question to the gentleman 
from Hlinois——[Loud cries of “ Order! order !?’] 

Mr. McMULLIN. - I ‘submit that the gentle- 
han from: Maine’ [Mr. ‘Wasusurn] is not in 
order, wire 

The CLERK. ‘The Clerk must state that the 
gentleman ‘from Maine is not in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I suggest: that the in- 
terrogatories which have just been answered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] 
bė read to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Furer,] and answered by him before we procced 
to any other business. 

A Menner suggested the name of Mr. Bangs. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Yes; let them first be 
read, and submitted to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I ask, Mr. Clerk, 
whether or not I am entitled to the floor? 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZoLLICOFFER] 
and to the House, that he conceives the gentle- 
man from Tennessec to be in order, as he is pro- 
posing to speak to what is substantially a new 
proposition; and therefore, in the opinion of the 
Clerk, he has a right to the floor. But the Clerk 
would remind the gentleman that his time has 
very nearly expired. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then I trust that gen- 
tlemen will not interrupt me. I am willing to 
contentmyself with merely sending to the Clerk’s 
desk, and having read, the record of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson} on which 
the questions I propounded to him were predi- 
cated. 

A Memeer. Have it printed in your speech. 

Mr.CRAIGE. I object to any printed speech. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. `I renew my objection. I 
am perfectly willing that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee may make his commentaries on the speech 
of the gentleman from Mlinois, after all the other 
candidates have answered the interrogatories, but 
not till then. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will submit the 
question to the House. 

Mr. ORR. I submit to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to decline for the present making any 
commentary on the answers of the gentleman 
from Illinois, until the other candidates for the 
speakership have answered them also. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to say | 
this——- [Loud cries of ‘* Order!’’] 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. lam a very deferen- 
tial man, Mr. Clerk; f am disposed to be courte- 
ous, fair, and entircly satisfactory to the House. 
Lam, therefore, willing to defer for the prosent | 
what I wished to say, if gentlemen so wish. 
[Cries of “ That is right!) [would state, for 
the further satisfaction of the House, that I was! 
merely desirous of showing that I had put no idle 
interrogatory-—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I desire 
the Clerk to decide the point of order submitted 
by me. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will submit the 
question to the House. f 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I object to the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee proceeding until the point į 


| 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, [to Mr. Crmeman.] | 
The Clerk has decided the point of order, sir. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. No, sir, he has not. 
The CLERK. ‘Ihe gentleman from North! 


order, which the Clerk submils to the House. 
The question is, whether the gentleman from | 
Tennessee is in order in addressing the House? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.). I shall | 


content myself by merely stating tho chapter and j! 


ponge of the Appendix to the Congressional Globe | 
trom which-—— 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, Mr. Clerk, to the 


i 
gentleman from Tennessee proceeding in this way | 
| until the point of order shail have been decided. || 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER,. Tf repeat that I 
The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennes- 


see will come to order. [Loud cries of * Order!’ | 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


« Order!” and much confusion throughout the | 


Hall. 
Me CLINGMAN. I wish to have this ques- 
tion decided. . | 
The CLERK. The Clerk submits the question | 


| Who’s afraid of it? 


ii 
H 


to the House whether thé gentleman from Een- 
nessee isin order ?® oases a eo 
"The question was taken. 000 ote pie geet 

The CLERK: The Clerk thinks that the ayes 
have it: ; EIES eae 

Several MemgseRrs. Tellers on that: question:.: 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of -Hlinois.; “Will ‘the 
Clerk please state the question that the House is 
to decide?) There is. so: much confusion inthe 
Hall that we over here cannot understand the © 
question. pee Bs 

The CLERK. The question is, whether the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZoLLICOFFER] is 
in order. i Big 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire, before I vote, to 
know what the question is before the House, on 
which the gentleman from Tennessee claims the 
floor? 

The CLERK. The propositions put by the 
gentleman from Tennessee to the gentleman from 
Illinois are now before the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ido not understand that 
there is any question pending before the Flouse. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly not. 

_Mr. STEPHENS. As I understand the ques- 
tion, the gentleman from Tennessee, availing 
himself yesterday of the courtesy of the House, 
made a ten-minute speech, and propounded cer- 
tain questions to the gentleman from Ilinois. The 
gentleman from Illinois, this morning, by unani- 
mous courtesy of the House, made responses to 
those questions. Ido not understand that there 
is now any pending question before the House, 
on which any gentleman can have the floor. 

A Memper. There is a question of order. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. | I under- 
stood that in the answers to the interrogatories 
made by the gentleman from Illinois, he had 
made some remarks which called out the gentle- 
man from Tennessee in a personal explanation of 
his course——— 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee did not put it on that 


ground. 
Several Mumsrrs. Yes, he did. 
I think he did put it on 


Mr. MARSHALL. 
that ground. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) As I un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Tennessee is 
willing to postpone his question until all the can- 
didates have answered the interrogatories, ag 
answered by the gentleman from Illinois, I with- 
draw my point of order. That is all that want. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cuineman] withdraws his point 
of order; but the Clerk would remind the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and the House, that an- 
other point of order has been raised—— 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.) Well, 


| sir, when interrupted by the gentleman from 


North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] Í bad proposed 
to make no running commentary on the answers 
of the gentleman from Illinois. Task no advant- 
age. {am willing to postpone my commentaries 
till another time. But I desire merely to show 
that the interrogatories which I propounded to 
the gentleman from Ilinois were not idle or im- 
pertinent, but were based upon the record. I now 
merely want to cite that record, and [ was in the 
act of doing so when the gentleman from North 
Carolina interrupted me. Itis to be found in the 
Appendix to the Congressional Globe for 1854. 
{Loud cries of “ Read 1t!?7) 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I object to the gentleman 
making any citation, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Oh, let it go out. 
(Laughter.} 

Mr. RICHARDSON, [to Mr. Zouricorrver.] 
That is the same speech that I read from. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Now Iam willing that 
the same questions as answered by the gentleman 
from Llinois, shall be propounded to the other 


i| gentlemen who are candidates for the speakership. 


The CLERK, [to Mr. Srerwens.] Does th 
gentleman from Georgia insist on his point of 
order ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ido. : 

The CLERK.. The gentleman from Georgia 


| (Mr. SrepHens] raises the question that there is 


no question before the House. It would be well, 
therefore, before the proceedings go any further, 
that the series of questions should be formally 
ordered to be put to the other gentlemen. 

Mr. STEPHENS. J insist upon my point of 


THE CONGR 


NAL GLOBE. 


“Gall the roll, and if, gentlemen wish to: 
do so .by: the ‘courtesy: of -the 


saat 
speak, they: can 
House: : 
2M. BOYCE. 
other candidates: 
‘Mtr MILLSON. r 
matter regularly before the House, T will move 
to.amend the ten-minute rule, by striking out.ten 


I move ‘that we now hear the 


Tf necessary to: bring the 


and substituting twelve minutes. 

; The CLERK... Such a motion wou 
matter properly before the House. j 
Mr; JONES; of Tenncssce. I do not under- 
stand the resolution adopted: yesterday: by this | 
House as being an order that-each candidate for 
the speakership shall answer the interrogatories. 
If the otlier candidates of the respective parties 
are in the House, and desire or are willing to 
answer, I presume the House will hear them. 
But if they are unwilling to answer, it is not 
within the province of the House to call on them 
for a response. I understand that the two. other 
candidates for Speaker—the Know. Nothing or 
American candidate, and. the Republican. candi- 
date—were both furnished with copies of the in- 
terrogatories propounded by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr- Zorricorrer] to the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Rienarpson.] Now, if they 
are ready to respond, T presume the House will 
hear them; but if they prefer not to answer, there 

isno power here to coerce them. < 

Mr.: BARKSDALE. I move now that the 
questions propounded by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boxcz,] some time since, be 
produced, and that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Bangs] be requested to answer 
them. 

Several MEMBERS. 
dert? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Well, I move that he 
be invited to answer. [Cries of dissent, and con- 
fusion] 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would sug- 

est that none of the other candidates answer. 
tis not fairto gall upon them to answer until 
the gentleman Fie Illinois has answered all the 
guestions: which have been propounded to him. 
Lhe gentleman from Ohio Me Bixenam] has 
propounded several questions which he has not 
answered, [Cries of “Order t”’] 

Mr. LETCHER. Lam very glad the gentle- 
man from Maine has become in favor of candi- 
dates answering questions. I thought, yester- 
day, he was opposed to all answering, [Cries 
of “Order? and confusion. ] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I am entitled to the 
floor. 

The CLERK. It is impossible to proceed, un- 
ride gentlemen take their seats and preserve or- 
dor. 

Mr. McMULLIN, Iam entitled to the floor. 
[Cries of “ Ordor!’? and confusion.] 

The CLERK. The Clerk again appeals to 


ld bring the | 


Oh, no! and cries of **Or- 


Vad 
gentemen to take their seats and preserve order. 
Te did recognize the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. MeMurLN,] supposing the gentleman from 
Mississippi had taken his scat. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, Wo, sir; I did not yield 
the floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I understood the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to take his seat, and I rose 
and addressed the Clerk, and was recognized by 
him. [insist that I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BANKS rose. 

Mr. KEITT. i would suggest to the gentle- 


man from Virginia, and the gentleman from Mis- | 
sissippi, that both of them yield the floor, and 


allow the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] to speak. I understand he is ready to 
respond to the interrogatories put by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, |Mr. Zoniicorrer. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. [think I am clearly en- 
titled to the floor, but I will give way in favor of | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, if he desires 
to address the House. 

Mr. BANKS. Fdo not wish to take the floor 
from the gentleman from Virginia, or any one, 
for that purpose. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I understand that the same 
questions that have been answored by the gen- 
tioman from Illinois have been furnished to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and also to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania;and that those gen- 
tlemen are ready to answer. I yield the floor for 
that purpose. 


| 


+ 


from Tennessee [Mr. Zoutscorrer] yesterday 
with pleasure. It embodies. a principle which I 
think sound. As understood by me, when re- 
ported. at the Clerk’s desk, it was nothing more 
nor less than simply this: that any gentleman 
who: votes for a candidate for any office ought to 
know the opinions of that candidate. {f recognize 
the right of every gentleman in this House who 
has been voting for Speaker during this protracted 
contest, to ascertain the opinions of any man for 
whom. he casts his vote. Sir, I should claim it 
as my right. to know the opinions of my candi- 
date to such an extent as should be satisfactory: 
to myself, at least. 

But, sir, as a member of the House, I have 
other rights. I offer myself as a candidate for no 
office; T solicit no man’s suffrage; and L am not, 
therefore, called upon as a candidate to solve such 
difficulties as gentlemen supporting other per- 
sons may find in the existing condition of public 
affairs. Those who have honored me by their 
confidence and votes are themselves responsible 
for the course they have chosen, and, I doubt 
not, they are able to meet that responsibility. It 
is not for me to provide for their defense. I can 
only say, as Othello said of his wife, they ‘had 
eycs, and chose me.”’ 

I have convictions——convictions of duty, con- 
victions of principle—upon the great matters in 
which the country is interested; and, as a mem- 
ber of the House, representing a district in the 

“ommonwealth of Massachusetts, I have no hesi- 
tation in responding to any of the inquiries pro- 
pounded by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to the honorable gentleman from Ilinois. 

“‘L ask the Clerk to read the first quesion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

*e Am T right in 
nois regards the 
formation of free St 
Nebraska??? 

Mr. BANKS, It will be understood, of course, 
that the phraseology of this inquiry applies rather 
to the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Ricwarp- 
son] than to myself. I answer, distinctly, that 
I do not regard the Kansas-Nebraska bill as pro- 
motive of the formation of free States, Inasmuch 
as it repeals the prohibition of the institution of 
slavery over the section of country to which that 
statute applies. I think it does not tend to the 
formation of free States. ‘That is my answer. 

4, The Clerk read as follows: 

i dvoeates the con 

ia 1850 he op 

l from Mexico, only 
r, nuch as the 


already abo 3 
for all Free-Soi 


iy 
upposing that the gentleman from Titi- 
Jobraska bi yromotive of the 
ales in the Territories of Kansas and 


9 ought to be sufi 
men; and that he committed hin othe position, that 
if territorial bilis (silent upon the subject of slavery, and 
leaving the Mexican law to operate) were defeated, he 
would vote for bills with the Wilmot proviso in them ??? 
4 Mr. BANKS. I could give a general answer 
in the affirmative to that interrogatory. I believe 
in the constitutionality of that act which is known 
and generally understood as the Wilmot proviso. 
I beleve that it is within the power of Congross | 
to prohibit the institution of slavery in a Territory 
belonging to the United States. Whether I would 
advocate the passage of such an act in regard to 
a territory where it was cloariy unnecessary, 
where by local, preéxisting laws it had been 
prohibited, or, Im other words, whether f would 
advocate a double i ition, Į have only to say, 
that, if a doubt existed as to its exclusion by valid 
municipal law, I s ould sustain an act which em- 
bodied the prohibition known as the Wilmot or 
Jefferson proviso. In reg 
1850, I can only say, that, being called upon here 
or elsewhere, E should have voted for the prohib- 
ition in the territorics covered by those measures, 
if I had entertained a doubt as to the exclusion 
of slavery by existing municipal law. ‘That is 
my answer. 
¿$ "The Clerk read as follows: 
“vee Am I right in supposing that his theory is, that the Con- 
stitution of the United tes does not carry slavery to, 
and protect it in, the Territories of the United States 2”? 
Mr. BANKS. I donot believe tha‘ the Consti- 
tution of the United States carries the institution 
of slavery to the Territories of the United States, 
| My understanding is based on the declaration of 
Mr. Webster, that even the Constitution of the 
| United States itself does not go to the Territories 


i 
H 
i 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Clerk; T voted for the res- | 
olution presented by the honorable gentleman | 


ard to the measures of |j 


| 


e 
but t 


j ri 
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until it is carried. there, by an act of Congress. 
Standing-on. the principle of the English law 
governing, the. same interests, [.do not believe 
that. the Constitution of the United States carries 
to any Territory of the United States any right 
to hold slaves there. 

In. order, sir, that my answer should ‘be: full 
and satisfactory, 1 ought, perhaps, to put the 
negative of the proposition of the distinguished 
gentleman who. leads the Government party on 
this floor, and in this erisis. I recognize the right, 
sir, to protection of property on the part of the 
South, as well as on the part of the North, in the 
Territories of the United States; and when | speak 
of property I mean that which is. considered 
property by universal law; I do not mean that 
which is property only because it is held.as such 
under the laws of a particular State, and which 
loses its character of property so soon as it extends 
beyond the limits of that State, except under cer- 
tain reservations covered by the Constitution of 
the United States. When I speak of property, I 
do not refer to that species. I describe that which 
is recognized as property by universal laws of 
men, and not that which is property only when 
itis made such by local laws of limited sections 
of the country. I have no disposition to disturb 
its existence—no purpose to diminish or increase 
it there. I will acknowledge all its rights there, 
accepting for that purpose the charts established 
by southern statesmen; but I deny that it is such 
property as, independent of local law or congres- 
sional enactment, is protected by the Constitution 
in the Territories of the United States. 

I have nothing further to say on this very nice 
and delicate question. I believe that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was intended to do justice 
toall sections of the country—to the South equally 
with the North. Tam for that to-day; and Ladopt 
the language of my friend, [Mr. MenAnaa Nl 
who has always treated me with distinguishe 
courtesy in all discussions on this subject, that 
we ‘should do justice to the South'as well as to 
the North. In no speech or declaration that has 
fallen from my lips, so far as I can remember it, 
have I ever expressed a different sentiment; but, 
sir, I cannot shut out from my memory the great 
fact that the Constitution of the United States is 
an instrument of frecdom, contemplated ay such 
by its framers, and interpreted as such by all men 
of the South and the North until within the last 
few years. Itis a chart of freedom, established 
to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, giving liberty to the States to do 
what them shall think to be proper within their 
own localities, under such circumstances as to 
them shall seem to be right and just, but claim- 
ing no right and conceding no right to them to 
carry their own peculiar institutions beyond the 
limitations conferred by the doctrine of the sover- 
cignty of States. 

No, sir! The Constitution of the United States 
is an instrument, not of immediate, but of ultimate 
and universal freedom. It was so contemplated 
by the great men who framed it; and the world 
has so regarded it. ‘The national flag, that is its 
symbol, that makes the land over which it floats, 
in whatever quarter of the globe, so long as it 
covers an American citizen, American territory, 
is the banner of ultimate and universal liberty— 
its white and red folds symbols of Revolution- 
ary trials, of the crests of victory, and the blood 
of sacrifice. May its starry union forever stand 
as lustrous and imperishable as the golden fires 
of God’s firmament! [Great applause.] That is 
my answer to that question. 
4, The Clerk read as follows: 
`e That in the territory acquired from Mexico and France 
(including Kansas and Nebraska) the puri restriction 
was necessary to make the territory frec, because slavery 
ed there under Franec at the time of the acquisition, 
hat the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which repeals that 
restriction, but neither Jates slavery into those T'errito- 
or excludes it th m, in his opinion, leaves those 
Territories without either Jocal or constitutional law pro- 
tecting slavery; and that therefore the Kansas and Nebraska 


hill promotes the formation of slave States in Kansas and 
Nebraska??? 
Mr. BANKS. TI did not see that question, 


Mr. Clerk, until it was brought to me by a page 
from the desk. It is but a repetition of the first 
interrogatory, with the addition of a statement of 
fact. In regard to that statement, I will say that 
it is doubted. whether the institution of slavery 
existed in these Territories at the time they 
were acquired. Without going into the question 
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whether France, by the decree of 1794, abolished 
it there, I will say that, if it were necessary that 
the Congress of the United States should interdict 
it in those Territories in order to make them free, 
Lthink that Congress was right in doing it. Ifit 
were necessary, in order to give to the South the 
right to carry slavery there, that the interdict of 
1820 should be removed, I think that the Con- 
gress of 1853 was. wrong in making that repeal; 
and I cannot, sir, but say, with the hght that has 
come to me upon this question, that the interdict 
of 1820 forbade and abolished slavery, if it cx- 
isted there; that the repeal.of that prohibition in 
1853, inasmuch as it allowed slavery to go there 
under certain possible circumstances, was an act 
not promotive. of the formation of free States. 
That, sir, is my answer to that question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I wish to put some inter- 


rogatories to the gentleman from Massachusetts. | 


Mr. ORR.. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Mississippi to withhold his questions for the pres- 
ent, until the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
answered the questions, and then he can pro- 
pound them. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. With the understanding | 
that these questions arc to be asked as soon as the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has answered the | 


interrogatories of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
I yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, but I give notice that I shall claim it again 
when he has done. 


Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, | 
T voted for the resolution offered by the gentle- | 


man from Tennessee [Mr. Zouuicorrer] yoster- 
day, because I cordially approve of the principle 
embodied in that resolution. Early in the ses- 
sion I felt it a duty, in justice to myself and to 
those. with whom I had been acting, to declare the 
opinions I entertained and the course of action I 
should pursue upon. certair questitns of public 
policy. T desire to say now, sir, what I believe 
is known to the majority—if.not to all—of those 


who have honored me with their confidence, that 


T have been ready at any and all times to with- 
draw my name from this protracted canvass. I 
have felt unwilling to stand, or to appear to stand, 
in the way of any fair organization of this body. 

In answer to the specific interrogatories here 
presented, I say that 1 do not regard the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill as promotive of the formation 
of free States; and I will further say, sir, that I 
do not belicve that it is promotive of the form- 
ation of slave States. . [Cries of **Good!’*] The 
second interrogatory. relates to the constitution- 
ality of the Wilmot proviso, I was not a mem- 
ber of the Congress of 1850, and have never been 
called upon to affirm or deny the constitutionality 
of the Wilmot proviso. 

I have never assumed the position, that “if 
territorial bilis (silent upon the subject of slavery, 
and leaving the Mcxican laws to operate) were 
defeated, he [1] weuld vote for a bill with the 
Wilmot proviso in it.” That question relates to 
the legislative action of the distinguished gen- 
tleman. from, Minois, [Mr. Ricuaxpson.] My 
political existence commenced since that flood. 
{Laughter.] 1 was not a membor of that Con- 
gress, and having never taken any public. pos 
tion upon that subject heretofore, T am willing, 
in all frankness and candor, to do so now; and 


I do so with great deference and respect for | 


those distinguished men who, in times past, have 
entertained and expressed ‘different opinions. 
Public history informs us that slavery existed be- 
“ore the Constitution, and, in my judgment, now 
exists independent of the Constitution. When 
the people of the confederated States met, by 
their representatives in convention, to form that 
Constitution, slavery existed in all but one of 
the States of the ‘Confederacy. The people, 
through their representatives, having an existing 
and acknowledged right to hold slaves, conceded 
this—the right to prohibit importation—after the 
year 1808. They made no cession, so far as re- 
garded the existence of domestic slavery. They 
claiined—and it was granted—the right of reclam- 
ation in case of escape. They claimed—and it 
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| ascertained powers. 


| THURSDAY, J 


Congress has uo constitutional power either to | 


legislate slavery into, or exclude it from, a Ter. 
ritory. Neither has the Territorial Legislature, 
in my judgment, any right to legislate upon that 
subject, except so far as it may be necessary to 
protect the citizens of the Territory in the enjoy- 
ment of their property, and that in pursuance of | 
its organic law, as established by congressional | 
legislation. When the citizens of the Territory | 
shall apply for admission into the Union, they | 
may determine for themselves the character of | 
their institutions, (by their State constitution;) | 
and it is their right then to declare whether they 

will tolerate slavery or not, and, thus fairly de- | 
ciding for themselves, should be admitted into | 


the Union as States without reference to the sub- || 


jeet of slavery. The Constitution was formed by | 
the people of the States for purposes of mutual | 
advantage and protection. ‘The States are sover- | 
cignties, limited only so far as they have surren- | 
dered their powers to the Gencral Government. 
The General Government, thus ercated and lim- 
ited, acts with certain positive, defined, and clearly | 
Its legislation and adminis- 
tration should be controlled by the Constitution; | 
and it cannot justly employ its powers thus 
delegated to impair or destroy any existing or | 
vested rights belonging to the people of any of | 
the States, 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL suggested 
that the gentleman from New Jersey had been | 
voted for, and that he, too, should be heard upon 
these interrogatories. [Laughter. Cries of ‘Call | 


the roll!” and “*Punnuseron!” in the midst of |} 
if 


much confusion. ] 


Mr. BARKSDALE obtained the floor at the j| 


moment Mr. Penniyeron addressed the Chair, 
The CLERK. Will the gentleman from Mi 
sissippi yield to the gentleman from New Jer 


sey? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Tyicld to Mr. Pexnine- 
TON. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, 
from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuant] takes me en- | 
tirely by surprise. I certainly could have had 
no expectation, when I came to the Hall to-day, 
that any gentleman would think of calling fora 
response to the interrogatorics propounded yes- 
terday by the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
sce [Mr. ZOLLICOFFER] from a candidate so ob- 
scure and unpromising as myself. [Laughter.] 
Why, sir, he should recollect that I am wholly 
out of the triangle—this political pons asinorum, 
over which the very ingenious and accommodat- 
ing body of gentlemen around me, with the aid | 
of the most skillful of enginecrs, have been fruit- 


essly struggling to effect a safe 


io) 
2 


iples 
uccess than my little band of six or seven, he 
might well have boasted of the best joke of the | 
sason. [Renewed laughter.] It was the great | 
con, I believe, who said, “ there is but one 


2? With 


| 


interrogatories! [Laughter.]. I believe it was 
understood yesterday that the candidates who 


Mr. Clerk, my friend || 


| 
1 


| any side of this House, whose ele 


were. expected to answer were to be served” 
copies of the catechism; and: it would: seen at 
all the triangular candidates have been duly served, 


| and have thus had ample opportunity to: prepare 


their responses, while no such respect has. been 
paid to your humble servant. [Laughter.]. Limust 
eater my solemn protest against being ‘taken at 
such disadvantage, and under such cireurastances. 
I appeal to every high-minded gentleman fo:say 
whether I am not bound by a proper self-respect 
to assume a dignified reserve? 

But to be serious, Mr. Clerk, I propose to avail 
myself of this occasion to say to the Elouse and 
the country what I should have been glad to have 
said long ago, if a fit opportunity had been pre- 
sented to do so, in explanation of the’part which 
E have borne in this contest. “The position which 
I have been made to occupy has been, to me, for 
some time past, extremely irksome, and, in some 
degree, involuntary. Though apparently a can- 
didate, it is well known to my more intimate 
friends, and to many, if not mast, of the mem- 
bers of the House, that I am not such in the 
proper sense of that term. Ihave had, from the 
first, no aspiration for the office of Speaker; but, 
on the contrary, have shrunk, with unfeigned 
sclf-distrust, from the difficulties and responsi- 
bilities of the position. At the commencement 
of the session, in view of the peculiar clements 
constituting the present House, since so clearly 
developed, I yielded arcluctant consent to thë use 


ij of my name'in this connection upon the urgent 


solicitations of friends, both here and elsewhere, 
in whose judgment and disinterested patriotism 
I have reason to confide, with no purpose, either 
on their part or on mine, other than to facilitate 
the organization. T assert no claim to such an 
elevation. T have solicited no support. I have 


ino desire to obstruct, nor will I for a moment 


allow myself to stand in the way of, an adjust- 
ment of the difficulties which surround us. 1 feel 
sure that every gentleman here will do me the 
justice to say, whatever injurious insinuations to 
the contrary may have found theip way into the 
public prints, that I am in no measure, beyond 
any other member of this body, responsible for 
that delay in our action which has excited the 
just indignation and disgust of the country. I 
am ready to codperate in any effort that may 
promise to relieve us from our embarrassment. 


| Lhe public business is suffering from the obsti- 


nate pursuit, on all sides, of a contest which as 
yet holds no promise of victory to either, but 
only continued disadvantage to the public’ in- 
terests, 

Sir, Lam heartily tired of this fruitless strug- 
gle; and attaching less consequence to the choice 


| which we shall make than many of those around. 


me, Cam prepared, after so much delay and dif- 
ficulty, to cast my vote for any gentleman, on 
ion may be 
effected by such aid. From the first moment of 
the session I have been anxious for the organ- 
ization. I have not been, by any means, partic- 
war in my choice among the candidates in oppo- 
sition to the Administration. On the figst threo 
trials I voted successively for the gentleman from 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts, [Messrs. 
CAMPBELL, FuLLeR, and Bax <8,] Indicating, at 
the outset, my willingness to contribute to the 
election of either of those gentlemen. The gens 


|| tleman from Ohio [Mr. Camprert] knows—for 


he had the amplest assurances to that effeet—that 
my vote and those of my colleagues were at his 
commana at any moment when they would have 
secured his election, up to the time of his with- 
drawal from the contest. He asked no compli- 
mentary votes, and was satisfied to wait for ours 
till they could render him a more substantial ser- 
vice. I deem this a proper occasion to say, not 
only that he was my first choice, but that Í was, 
and still am, of opinion thet he was eminently 
entitled to this honor by the distinguished ability 
and unwavering fidelity with which he had served 

is party and his country. 

After his withdrawal, (an act as graceful as it 
was honorable and self-sacrificing,) I declincd 


m 
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ithe offer of a large body of friends to pre 
‘hame upon the attention of the House. 
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ss my 
I gave 


away to the géntleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


at the first moment when it seemed 


Binks, pand, 
d those of 


practicable to elect him, my vote an 


‘my colleagues were cast in his support; and from 
‘that moment to this we have ever been ready to 


- éontribute to that result. 


It is true that the gen- 
ileman from Massachusetts was, for many rea- 
sons, unacceptable to us, and that much has been 
said and. done in the progress of this contest, on 


‘the:part of his: friends, (for which, however, we 


do not hold him responsible,) calculated to alien- 


‘ate us from his support. It is true that we have 
‘not concurred with our judgments, though we 


have by our votes, in the pertinacious effort 
which has been made to elect that gentleman; 
nor have we been willing to take the gentleman 
from: Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] as the only 
alternative. to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts—a line of policy which has been urged 
upon the Opposition in this body with a dogma- 
tism only equaled by its absurdity, and the ma- 
lign spirit which dictates it. The rule of conduct 
adopted, in.this respect, by my colleagues and 
myself was adopted algo by all who were origin- 
ally my friends, and we have been found united 
for more than a month, contrary to our convic- 
tions of sound policy, in an effort, as yet un- 
availing and inauspicious, to elect the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

In the mean time, while my name has remained 
in nomination, the votes of six gentlemen, not 
originally my friends, and having now, as I pre- 
sume, no special preference for me, but unwilling 
to vote for the gentleman from Massachusetts 
for reasons satisfactory to themselves, upon their 
own representative responsibility, have been con- 
centrated upon me in good faith; and it seems to 
be well understood that no one of these gentlemen 
can be brought to the aid of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, though I should peremptorily 


decline their support. 


Under this state of facts, it is suggested that I 
should decline; and telegraphic dispatches have 


“been transmitted in every direction to create a 


public impression that I am an obstacle to the 
organization, and, by thus placing me in a false 
position, to constrain me to a course of action 
which does not commend itself to my convic- 
tions of duty or honor, with a design, as it seems 
to me, not so much to promote the election of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts as to embar- 
rass those who have thus honored me, and, in my 
name, held out to the friends of that gentleman 
the olive branch of conciliation and peace. 

Sir, I need no suggestion from any quarter to 
press on me considerations of public duty or 
personal interest in relation to this or any other 
subject. 1 have not been quite so passive a spec- 
tator of this contest as to have been inattentive 
to such considerations. I need no monitor to 
remind me of my duffy or my interests; least of 
all, such a monitor as has set himself’ up to instruct 
the members of this House in the line of their 
duty, and to hold it in awe by the lash of a pow- 
erful press. 1 am the keeper of my own honor, 
and T shall judge for myself, fearless of open 
denunciations or covert insinuations, come from 


what quarter they may, what my obligations are 
{ ] ¥s y 5 


to myself, to my constitucnis, and tomy country, | 
J > 


And I have now to say, once for all, that when- 
ever it shall appear to me that the continuance of 
my name in nomination shall have cvena tendency 
to delay the organization, I shall without a mo- 
ment’s hesitation, ask my colleague who placed 
it there to withdraw it, it will cost me no sacri- 
fice todo so; for, if I had ever indulged any desire 
for success, T have long ceased to look uponitas 
probable, or even practicable, Till then T shall 
continue to occupy the position which I have 
maintained hitherto, from the beginning of the 
contest. 1 shall, in that event, be enabled to pre- 
sent to those gentlemen who have thus concen- 
trated their votes upon me, a reason for declining 
their support, the force of which, I doubt not, 
they will be among thefirst to appreciate. In the 
absence of such a reason, I should be guilty of 
a gross dereliction of honor and good faith, 
and unworthy the respect of my peers in this 


body, if I were thus contemptuously to shake | 


the dust of my fect in the faces of those gentle- 
men. It hasbeen intimated that I might purchase 
position in this House and before the country by 


| 
| 


i 
| 


| 


withdrawing my name from the contest, Sir, I 
ask no peneen: in the House or elsewhere, to 
which Iam not justly entitled. I wish to earn 
for myself no factitious importance; least of all, 
to do so at the expense of my own self-respect, 
and the sacrifice of my own honor. 


Now, sir, I pass to the matter of the interroga- | 


tories. [havenotread them. I have heard them 
read but indistinctly at the Clerk’s table. They 


involve, if I correctly understand their general į 
tenor, questions of grave importance, demanding | 


fora response deliberate consideration. Ofcourse 
I could not be expected now to respond to them; 
and I am free to say that, had I examined them, I 


could not, under present circumstances, be in- |; 


duced to trouble the House with any reply. It 
will be time enough for me seriously to consider 
the propriety of answering these, or any other 
interrogatories, when there shall appear to be a 
more general purpose seriously entertained to use 
my name in this contest. 

Sir, I am no party to the contract implied by 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and the vote which has been given in support of 
it. Ivoted to lay the resolution on the table, and, 
that failing, I voted squarely against its adoption. 
Iam, therefore, in no measure responsible for its 
passage, nor in any degree committed to the line 
of conduct which it indicates. Tagree most fully 
to the gencral principle affirmed by the resolution; 
but, as I view it, that principle has no applica- 
bility to the business now before the House. The 
Speaker of this body is sclected to preside over 
its deliberations, to conduct its proceedings, and 
to preserve order and decoram—functions which 
in no respect involve any political principle. They 
involve the principles of personal integrity, im- 
partiality, and capacity, and, on these points, I 
have only to say, that, if the general tenor of my 


life and ‘conversation, open to all men, and my | 


intercourse with the members of this House, do 
not afford sufficient guarantees in these respects, 
they are as free to reject as they are to elect. | 

Tt may be said, Mr. Clerk, that the Speaker has 
in his power the appointment öf the committees 
of the House. This may or may not be so. 
There is no existing law, rule, or resolution, 
which vests this authority in that officer. When 
we shall have elevated to the chair any honorable 
member of this body to preside over its delibera- 
tions—when we shall have committed to such 
member the preservation of order and decorum, 
the proper time will have arrived to determine 
whether his character and principles be such as 
to justify us in intrusting to him so important and 
responsible a power. 

But, sir, if it were true, that by any existing 
regulation the Speaker would ex oficio possess 


the power to appoint the committees, or it be con- | 


templated, according to established usage, to vest 


that power in him, I do not see how the- principle || 


enunciated by the resolution could have any 
proper relation to the selection of that officer. 
"The duty of the Speaker, in the appointment of 
committees, is fixed by a well-defined, though 


too often disregarded, principle of parliamentary” 


law. He would be bound by that principle, and 
ought, and doubtless would be required, under 
the pain of removal, whatever might be his indi- 
vidual opinions or personal preferences, to con- 
stitute the standing committees upon the various 
branches of the public service in conformity to 
the ascertained sentiments of a majority of the 
House. Ttisa rulc of parliamentary law, cqually 
well defined—though this, too, has been too fre- 
quently disregarded—that select or special com- 
mittees are to be constituted of a majority at 
least of the friends of the measure referred to 
them, however odious it may be to the House 
or to its presiding officer. 1 confess, therefore, 
that with these views I cannot see the necessity 
or propriety of instituting an inquisition into 
the peculiar political opinions of candidates, es 


pecially with such extreme nicety as character- | 


izes the points made by the interrogatories of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. It seems to me 
that enough ought to be known of any gentle- 
man, fit for such a position, without subjecting 
him to the humiliation of submitting himself to 
be questioned and cross-questioned in this Hall 
as to all the minute points and phases of his 
political principles, and that, too, with all the 
little chicanery of the bar-room and the hustings. 
For myself, sir, I am satisfied to be judged, and 


| 


to stand or fall, by my past political life,and the 
| record which I have made in the public service; 
| to which I beg leave to refer the inquisitive. 
aI will make no pledge, subject myself to no 
| test, submit to no condition or humiliation to 
insure success. : 

And now, sir, not desiring further to occupy 
the attention of the House, I have only to say 
again that, in my position and with my views, I 
most respectfully decline to be put through the 
catechism. 

In conclusion, Mr. Clerk, I may illustrate my 
position by the point of an anecdote of boyhood 
days. It is now Saturday afternoon, and there 
aré doubtless around me many who, with me, will 
‘associate, while life lasts, with that time vivid 
li recollections of the delectable exercises in the 
smaller and larger catechism wherewith we were 
‘initiated into the rudiments of the Westminster 
Confession of Faith. Iremember on one of these 
occasions to have been seated by a waggish 
youngster, who, upon being called up and asked 
what progress he had made in his catechism, 
very naively replied, that he had got beyond 
| e effectual calling.” [Roars of laughter.] 

Mr. BARKSDALE, The interrogatories, Mr. 
Clerk, which I propose to put to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] I intend for all 
the gentlemen who are candidates for the speak- 
ership; and, in order that the House and the 
gentlemen to whom they are propounded may 
understand them, I will now read them: 

Are you now a member of the American or 
Know Nothing party ? 

Are you in tavor of abolishing slavery in the 
District of Columbia, the United States forts, 
dock-yards, &c.? i 

Do you believe in the equality of the white and 
black raccs in the United States; and do you wish 
to promote that equality by legislation ? 

re you in favor of the entire exclusion of 
adopted citizens and Roman Catholics from office? 

Do you favor the same modification—and this 
question I intend particularly for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs]—~of the tariff 
now which you did at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tinsist that, before any more 
| interrogatories are put, those which I have pro- 
| pounded be answered. i 
The CLERK. Doces the gentleman from Mis- 
l'sissippi withdraw his interrogatories for the pres- 
ent? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON took the floor. 

The CLERK. ‘Does the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi yield to the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I do, sir. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to answer the 
questions propounded. 

Mr. KENNETT, (interrupting.) Task whether 
itisin order to put one or two more interroga- 
| torios in addition to those propounded by the 
gentleman from Mississippi? I should like to 
i know of each candidate for the speakership, in- 
cluding my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. Pen- 
NINGTON,] Whether he believes in a future state 
lor not? [Laughter.] And then, provided he 
i answers that question affirmatively, I desire to 
know whether he believes it will be a free or aslave 
state? [Roars of laughter.] : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I would say to the gen- 
teman from Missouri [Mr. Kennert] that, if 
he intends by that interrogatory to cast any re- 
| flection upon me, cither directly or indirectly — 
fexeitement, and cries of ‘* No! no!’*|—I hurl it 
back with all the scorn, derision, and contempt 
which its insolence and impudence so justly 
merits. [Loud cries of ‘* Order !”? “ Order!’’] 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call the gentle- 
| man to order. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Sir, he has no right to 
cal] me to order; and I demand by what right he 
calls me to order? [Continued cries of Order !”? 
and much confusion in the Hall.] * 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I again call the gentleman 
[Mr. BarxspaLz] to order. 


+: 


i 


i 


t 
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Mr. GROW. I move that the House do now 
| adjourn, 
l| Mr. KENNETT. Ihave only to remark, Mr. 


Clerk, that the tenor of my questions must have 
been misunderstood by the House, if it thinks they 
were designed to reflect on the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Banxspare.| They were 
i| intended good-naturedly. And 1 have to say 
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further, that no gentleman in this House‘or out of | 
it need expect to intimidate me, orto insult me in 
thismanner, I have made all the apology, Mr. 
Clerk, that I intend to make. _That apology was 
made to the House. I did not.intend my remarks 
to be understood in any but & jocular way; but 
T consider, at the sametime, that the remarks made 
by the gentleman [Mr. BarkspaLr] about Ameri 
canism fully justify me in putting such a query. 
[Cries of ‘f Good!’ «Call the roll 1) i 
The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania (Mr. Grow] insist on his motion to ad- : 
journ? | 
Mr. GROW. I do, sir. . i 
Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Illinois | 
[Mr. Ricwarpson] is on the floor. - Let us hear 
what he has to say. f 
The Clerk put the question on adjournment, |i 
1 

[i 
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‘and the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave received a copy } 
of the inquiries propounded by the gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. Brvenam.] have looked over | 
these interrogatories, and it seems to me that || 
L have answered them substantially, with the | 
exception of the first and fifth. I refer that gen- i 
tleman, therefore, to the remarks submitted by | 
me this morning, for my answer to his questions, | 
with the exception of those I have indicated. | 
The first inquiry is: | 
“Do you hold that the Constitution of the United States | 
extends to, and is of full force within the several Territo- 
ries thereof ?? 

In reply to this interrogatory I have to say | 
that I do recognize the Constitution of the United | 
States as extending over the Territories, so far | 
as it is applicable to their condition. 
answer to the first. 

The fifth is in the following language: ii 

* Do you hold that, under the Constitution, a person held 
to service or labor within said Territory, eseaping therefrom 
into any State in this Union, can be reclaimed under the | 
fugitive slave law ; or is such person within the extradition | 
clause of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution 7 

In reply to this I have to say that, by the ex- 
press terms of. the bill organizing the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska, and other Territories 
organized subsequent, to the passage of the fugi- 
tive slave law, that law. goes into operation in| 
those Territories. i mes 

Now, sir, as to the other interrogatories pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from - Mississippi, 
{Mr. Barxspave,] I have to say that I belong 
tono Know Nothing or Amcrican organization. 
I belong to no secret political organization. 

I am opposed to the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, Iam opposed to interference } 
with it in the dock-yards, or any place else, by | 
the Congress of the United States. i 

I believe that the Almighty made the negro in- 
férior to the white man. 1 do not believe you can 
place them upon an equality, unless you bring | 
down the white man to his level; and I am op- 
posed to that. 

In reply to the fucctious inquiries of my friend | 
from Missouri, [Mr. Kennurr,] I have to say 
Í am sometimes afraid that, in that future state 
in which I believe, he, myself, and some of our 
associates here, will not be free. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KENNETT. Lam very glad, Mr. Clerk, 
that the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Ricuarp- 
son] is getting a little anxious about his condi- : 
tion, as well as that of other members of the 
House. I think he has great cause. (Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am. very anxious, not 
only in reference to myself, but in relation to my | 
friend from Missouri. But, sir, I am informed ; 
that I omitted one of the questions propounded 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Barks- 
DALE, | in relation to Catholics and adopted citi- 
zens. 

Sir, I do not know, nor care, what a man’s re- | 
ligious opinionsmay be. I would as soon support || 
a Catholic for ofice as a man professing any other || 
religion, provided he was qualified, and his polit- |! 
ical sentiments corresponded with my own. I| 
think, sir, in reference to this Government of | 
ours, that our only safety, or at least, that our || 
greatest safety, upon this subject of religion, 1s in | 

f 
i 
i 
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Thatis my || 


carrying out the policy never to carry our religion | 
into politics, and never carry our politics to || 
churen. They are distinct and separate—unal- || 
terably so. A Catholic is as much entitled to 
protection in this country as those of any other || 
religion. I have no prejudice against the Catho- |j 


i except the first and fifth. 


| terrogatorics. 


li the gentlemen who 


lies; nor have I against: foreigners. . I voted, the 
last time J voted, in my'own State, foran adopted 
citizen; and [expect to vote for them in future as 
often” as they.are presented, provided: they are 
qualified. es 

Mr. BINGHAM, ‘The: honorable gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr.-Ricnarpson] has stated to the 
House that he has answered all of my questions 
I beg leave toask that 
gentleman whether, in his remarks, he has given 
any reply to my second, third, fourth, and sixth 
interrogatories; and will the gentleman respond 
to those questions ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, I have to say that Í substantially 
responded to his interrogatory this morning. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In what way has the gen- 
tleman answered the second, third, fourth, and 
sixth questions which 1 had the honor to submit 
to him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I said, in my remarks 
this morning, that, in my opinion, the people of 
a Territory have the right cither to.cstablish or 
prohibit African slavery. I think that is an an- 
swer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean 
to be understood assaying that the people of the 
Territory of Kansas can, by territorial enactment, 
establish or prohibit African slavery therein ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not wish to single 
out a particular instance. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Myr. Clerk, I submit to the 
House that the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
has not answered my several interrogatorics, 


| either directly orindircctly, and I insist upon full 


and explicit answers thereto. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I object to those in- 
The answers of the gentleman 
from Hitinois and of other gentlemen have been 
given, and have gone to the country. The country 
will determine whether the questions of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Binauam] have been an- 
swered. Itis not for any gentleman here to rise 
and propound verbal questions. I objected to it 
when it came from the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Barxspaxe,] and I object now when 
it comes from another quarter. I insistupon pur- 
suing the regular course laid out this morning, 
and which we have pursued. I repeat, the an- 
swers of the gentleman from Illinois have gone 
to the country, and the country will judge of 
their pertinence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the questions have not 
been ‘answered, how will the country judge? I 
have put no question to the gentleman which was 
not reduced to writing by me. 

Mr. COBB. The questions, with the answers, 
have gone to the country, and it will be for the 
country to determine whether they are pertinent 
or not. 

Mr. STANTON. That certainly is sufficient. 
I think that ought to be satisfactory to my col- 
league, [Mr. Bivenam.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submitted, in writing, a 


| series of questions, as authorized by the resolu- 


S 


tion of the House. Some of these questions 
have not been answered. They were respectfully 
and properly submitted, and 4 have a right to 
insist upon an answer to them. 

Mr. COBB. I call to order; the gentleman from 
Ohio is out of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The resolution passed by 
the House yesterday authorized these interroga- 
tories to be put to gentlemen; and the resolution 
implied, if it meant anything, that the questions 
should be answered. 

Mr. COBB. I call to order. 
shall be enforced. 

The CLERK. No order was made by the 
House in the matter; but it was agreed, by com- 
mon consent, that the questions should be put to 
are before the House as can- 
didates for the speakership, in succession. 

[Cries of Call the roll t”? ** Hear Banks !’’] 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Isuppose 


I insist that it 


i that the other gentlemen will answer, of course 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to call the attention 
of the House and the country to the fact 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
heard for ten minutes. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio will 
recollect that universal objection was made to the 


I insist on my right to be 


|, country. 


| gentleman: from. Mississippi. [Mr. Bargsp arg] 
proceeding -when he proposed. questioning. the 
| gentleman‘from Massachusétts,-and in this way. 
j interfering with what seemed to. be the course 
| that it-was the general wish should be pursued. - 
Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Clerk say that-I 
| am out of order in putting inquiries. to:the gentle- 
i man from Illinois? : esas 

| The CLERK. The Clerk makes no decision. 
j If the House consent, the gentleman will proceed 
with his remarks.: The Clerk merel suggests; 
| as it seems to be the pleasure of the House, that 
| the questions had better go around. < 

|. Mr. BINGHAM, Very well, then; I yield the 
i floor. [Cries of “That is right? «Now let 
i the questions go around !’*] 

| Mr. BANKS. I repeat, Mr. Clerk, the prin- 
| ciple on which I answer interrogatories from any 
; quarter, and it is, that | speak as a member of this 
| House for one of the districts of the State of 
Massachusetts. 

| In regard to my position as connected with the 
: parties of the country, I wish to make my state- 
| ment in my own way, inasmuch as itis a matter 
; which particularly concerns myself. I will state 
| the facts, and the gentleman from. Mississippi, 
| (Mr. Barxspauz,] and other gentlemen, will 
i draw their own inferences. What they may be, 
| it is not for me to say. When I was elected to 
į this Flouse as a member from the State of Mas- 
| sachusetts, I was elected on the nomination of 
i the regular Democratic party and of the Ameri- 
| can party of that district, The American party 
| was very largely in the majority. I avowed my 
| Sentiments freely and fully on the questions whic 

| ave involved in the issue presented by that party, 
| before there was any especial cause for me to do 
i so, and before it had attracted the attention of the 
| country; and asan answer to the fourth inter- 
| rogatory put to me by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, after it had been submitted to the gentle- 
man from Hlinois, I have only to say that, in the 
speech which I delivered to this body during the 
last Congress, I expressed freely and fully all my 
opinions on the subject. The record is there, and 
to it I refer the gentlemen for information. Let 
the record speak. I have adopted the maxim of 
Junius, that it is an unfortunate waste of time for 
aman to spend any considerable portion of his life 
in commentaries on his own works. [Laughter.] 

I come now to speak to the interrogatory: in 
reference to the equality of the white and black 
races, 

i Mr. BARKSDALE. Take the next ohe before 
that, 

Mr. BANKS. Please allow me to speak to 
the interrogatories in my own order. 

T have to say, in this matter, that I accept the 
doctrine of the Declaration of Independence, that 
all men are created equal. In regard to the su- 
periority of races, I am impressed with the con- 
viction that it is to be determined ultimately by 
capacity for endurance. So far as I have studied 
the subject, it scems to me to be the general 
law, that the weaker is absorbed or disappears 
altogether. Whether the black race of this con- 
tinent, or any other part of the world, is equal 
| to the white race, can only be determined by. the 
| absorption or disappearance of one or the other; 
| and I propõe to wait until the respective races 
i can be properly subjected to this philosophical 
| test before I give a decisive answer. [Roars of 

laughter.] 

As the other question is the key to the politics 
of the country, I will now give it my attention. 

i “Are you in favor of restoring the Missouri restriction ; 
| or do you go for the entire prohibition of slavery in all the 
| Territories of the United States ?>? 


| 
1 
i 
| 
i 


| The territorial question of this day refers to th 

| Territories of Kansas and Nebraska. [leave the 
_territorics which are to come hereafter to the 
i hereafter; but I say, at the same time, that I am 
i in favor of the prohibition of slavery in Kansas 
; and Nebraska. Then, in regard to the first clause 
of the interrogatory—are you in favor of restor- 


| ing the Missouri restriction ?—I have to say that I 
|| desire that the prohibition made by southern men 


; and southern States—the inhibition of the insti- 
i tution of slavery in the Territories of Kansas and 
; Nebraska—shall be made good to the people of the 
I care not in what manner it shall be 
 done—whether there be a restoration of the tech- 
' nical andarbitrary line, or by some other methods, 


| or appliances, or principles, there shall be made 
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sood tothe people of the United: States the pro- 
Fintion for which the southern States contracted 
and reevived.a consideration. < E am for the sub- 
stantial restoration of the prohibition as it has 
existed since 1820. 

- “Flere are several questions inregard to slavery 
inthe District of Columbia and the modification 
of the tariff laws as they now exist. I stand here 
yeady and desirous and, determined-to coéperate 
with the men of the United States who are for the 
substantial restoration: of, the prohibition of the 
institution of slavery in the Territories of Kansas 
and Nebraska... I am ready. to act with men of 
any party and of any views for the accomplish- 
meni of this great end. ‘Ishall ask no man.with 
whom I shall codperate in this matter what he 
thinks of the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, or what. he thinks, or shall do on 
the tariff. question. 

In my view of the politics of this country 
these questions are not in issue; and, sir, inas- 
much as I propose to ask no opinions of those 
with whom I coéperatc, upon such questions 
apart from the great political issues of this coming 
year, 80, sir, I say, that [have no opinions myself 
to. pronounce. That, Mr. Clerk, is my answer. 

r. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, 
{ shall answer the questions specifically and di- 
rectly, reserving to mysclf the privilege of more 
full explanation hereafter, 

“Are youin favor of restoring the Missouri res ietion, 
or do you.so for the entire prohibition of slavery in ail the 
Territories of the United States ?”? 

Tam opposed to any legislation upon those sub- 
jects for reasons already given. 

“ Are you in favor of abolishing slavery in the District 
of Columbia and the United States forts, dock-yards, ke?” 

Lam not, sir. 

“ Do you believe in the equality of the white and black 
races ia the United States, and do you wish to promote 
that equality by legislation ?” 

Ido not, sir. T acknowledge a decided prefer- 
ence for white people. [Laughter] 

Are you in favor of the entire exclusion of adopted 
citizens and Roman Catholics from oftice P? 

[Cries of “ Yes or nol”? and laughter.) 

Mr. Clerk, I think with General Washington — 
and he isa very high authority—that it does not 
comport with the policy of this country to ap- 

point foreigners to office to the exclusion of native- 
pou citizens. [Loud applause in the galleries.) 
But I wish to say that 1 proscribe no man be- 
cause of his religion; $ denounce no man because 
of his politics. T accord toall the largest liberty 
of opinion and of expression, of conscience 
and of worship. I care not, sir, what creed a 
man may profess; I care not to what denomina- 
tion he may belong; be he Mohammedan, Jew, 
or Gentile, £ concede to him the right to worship 
according to the dictates of his own judgment. 
{invade no man’s altar, and would not disturb 
any man’s vested rights. Whatever we have 
been, whatever we aro, and whatever we may be, 
rests between us and Eleaven. Tallow no mortal 
to be my mediator; and, judging no man, will 
by no man be judged. With regard to those of 
foreign birth, Í do not desire to exclude them. 
I say to them: “Come, enter upon the pubiic 
lands; occupy the public territory; build up for 
yourselves homes, acquire property, and teach 
your children to love the Constitution and laws 
which protect them;” but I do say that in all mat- 
ters of legislation, and in all matters of adminis- 
tration, Americans should govern America. 

«Po you favor the same modifiention of the tariff now 
that you did et the last session of Congr 3 

I was not a member of the last Congress; and 
all that I would now ask upon the subject of the 
tariff is, “to be let alone.” 

BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 

The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and cighth time for Speaker, with the fol- | 
lowing result; Whole number of votes cast, 207; 
necessary toa choice, 104; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks rocehvedssveeavesrecees ERTES 94 
RE Et 
. 34 
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Henry Bennett..... é 4 


So there was no choice 
The following is the vote in detail: 
For Mr. Banks—} Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 


= = = 
| fington, Burlingame, James TH. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
| bell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
} Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Bick, Dick- 
son, Bodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Mor- 
i gan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 

Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi 
ance, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Staunton, Stranatian, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. -Washburne, [llihu B. Wash- 


| cuff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S; Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
| Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
! Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Craige, 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
| wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Haris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshali, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
| William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, ‘Talbott, Vail, War- 
| ner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and Jobn V. 

Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
| tile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Tfarris, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ri- 
caud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zoilicoffer. 

For Mr. Penningion—Messrs. Bishop, Dunn, Edwards, 
Harrison, Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Wiltiams—Mv. Whecter. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. * 

bor Mr. Bennett—-My. Brenton. 


Mr. KEITT (when his name was cailed) said: 
The House will remember the somewhat unpleas- 
ant discussion yesterday between the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sacu] and myself. It is 
contrary to my character and habits to impugn 
the motives of any one, or to inflict discourtesy 
onany one. It is equally foreign to my habits 
to do injustice to any onc. I wish now to say, 
after glancing over the report of what took place, 
i that I somewhat misapprehended the language 
of the gentleman from New York; and 1 see also 
that the interrogatory which I propounded to him 
might be liable to misconstruction, or, rather, be 
regarded as harsh and discourteous, I wish to 
| disclaim that entirely. The language I used af- 

terwards was meant to be harsh, but L see nothing 
on which to found it; and now, without any ap- 
plication having been made to me, I very checr- 
fully express, both to the gentleman from Now 
York and to the House, my regret for having 
| used it. I vote for Mr. RICHARDSON. 
j Mr. SAGE. Iam perfectly satisfied with the 
| explanation of the gentleman from South Caro- 
| lina. I regretted the occurrence of yesterday, and 
| 
1 
| 
j 


I wish to say, in addition, that 1 have had the 
pleasure of the gentleman’s acquaintance for two 
| years, and there is no gentleman in this House 
| for whom I cntertain a higher respect than I do 
i for him. 

Mr. NICHOLS (when his name was called) 
‘said: I desire to state, that Mr. Morr is absent 
: from the city upon urgent business, and for that 
| reason 1s not present to vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: I have paired off 
| for the day with Mr. Morr, and therefore decline 
| to vote. 


i Mr. TAYLOR also announced that he had | 


| paired off with a gentleman from New York. 
i Mr. PEARCE stated that Mr. Trarron was 
i detained from the House through sicknoss. 
| Mr. EDIE. Ymove the House do now ad- 
| jown. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 


journed till Monday, at twelve o'clock, m. 


f IN SENATE. 

i Moxpay, January 14, 1856. 

| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
| The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
‘approved. i 

i ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 

| On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

i 


| Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to meet on 
t Thursday next. 


| Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate ad- 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Baf- 


! journ. I think (if I may be allowed to say a 


t burne, Israel: Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- | 


The House accordingly (at three o’clock) ad- | 


li the Congressional Library. 


word) that the Senate should. be consistent with 
itself, We should either do no legislative busi- 
ness, as is according to precedent, until the House 
shall be organized, or we should do much more 
than we have done. For the purpose of taking 
the sense of the Senate on that subject, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion. was agreed to, an 
adjourned. 


d the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, January 14, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock m. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved 
BIBLES IN THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. TRAFTON. I desire the attention of the 
House but foramoment only. Iwas detained at 
home by sickness on Saturday last, but in look- 
ing over. the proceedings of the House of that 
day, my eye lit upon some remarks reported to 
have been uttered by the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Campsr.y.] Now, sir, Ido not 
often take notice of what newspapers say, be- 
cause newspaper reports are not always reliable. 
But I exceedingly regret that the gentleman from 

hio should have felt bound, in congressional 
parlance, to inform the country of the fact that 
there was no copy of the Bible in the Congres- 
sional Library. In the report which I have 
before me, I find the following report of his re- 
marks: 

“ He (Mr. Camppevy] had a serap-book, from which he 
wished to read for their information. Tt contained the Demo- 
cratic platform in 1832—which was slavery, and in 1852 both 
parties said there should be no agitation of slavery. He 
held in his hand two platforms which he approved of, the 
Constitution and Declaration of Independence. 

“ He would have had a Bible in order to read the platform 
that in ancient time was made in the mountains of Judea, 
but said there was none to be found in the Congressional 
Library; there was one, but it had been removed to make 
place for the works of Eugene Su.” 

Now, Mr. Clerk, if the gentleman is correctly 
reported, I exceedingly regret that the announce- 
ment should be made to this country and to the 
world that the Congressional Library of the Uni- 
ted States of America contained no-copy of the 
Ely Scriptures. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (interrupting.) I 
would say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. TRAFTON. Ifthe gentleman is not cor- 
rectly reported, I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. From what paper does 
the gentleman read? 

Mr, TRAYTON. 
Organ, of this city, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think there is some in- 
accuracy in the report. What I intended to say, 
and what I did say according to the report of the 
Congressional Globe, was, that I understood there 
was no copy of the Scriptures there; and T will 
inform the gentleman of my authority, as I did 
not go to the library myself, nor did Isend. It 
will be remembered that some days ago, in a dis- 
cussion between the honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cox] and the honorable gentle- 
mau from Indiana, [Mr. Duny,] there were vari- 
ous quotations made from Divine Writ. In a 
conversation with a gentleman, I understood him 
to say that he had sent to the Congressional 
Library for a Bible, and that there was none to be 
had there. Upon that authority I said what I 
did, jocularly. Iwill now say Lam very happy 
to make the correction, and say that we were 
both mistaken, Iam glad there is a good supply, 
because I think this Congress has great cause to 
resort frequently to that work. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Ican relieve the gentle- 
men’s anxicty as to the spiritual destitution of 
T can inform them 
that there is a Bible in that library. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Trarron] will permit me, Å 
will inform him that there is a copy of the Book 
upon the Speaker’s table. I have consulted it very 
often, and, if the gentleman feels anxious, he can 
have the same opportunity. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I did not think, upon the 
foundation of common report, that the country 
should be misled in so important a matter as 
that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itakeitall back. [Laugh- 
| ter.] 


I am reading from the 


ve gone ten steps in the library 
without pitching his foot against this idol. There 
are at least some thirty-one different editions of 


the Holy Seriptures in the library, and twenty-, 


four or five different, editions of the New Testa- 
ment; and I trust that hereafter when the gentle- 
man wants a copy of the Scriptures, he will send 
directly to the library, and not depend upon 
ee in so important a matter. 

r. CAMPBELL. I would ask the honor- 
able gentleman, who ought to be fully informed, 
to state which one of the editions he would recom- 
mend me to take ? ‘ 

Mr. CRAEFTON. Tanswer: [ believe there is 

a very nice edition in the Hawaiian language; and 

I believe there is a translation of the Scriptures 

into the native Indian language of Massachusetts, 

by Elliott; and in which the gentleman will find 

` the Native American platform for which he was 
searching. [Laughter.] 

CORRECTION OF A VOTE. 
Mr. BROOM. My attention has beon called 


to the thirty-fourth vote for Speaker of this House, | 


as reported in the Congressional Globe. Jn that 
report I find my name recorded as having voted 
for Mr. Banxs. 
unnoticed, and inasmuch as I have. never voted 
for that gentleman, and under the circumstances 
cannot vote for him, however great my personal 
regard, I desire to have the correction made, if 
so itappears on the Journal. I would, therefore, 
inquire of the Clerk if, upon the records of the 
House of the thirty-fourth vote, my name is so 
recorded ? 

The CLERK. The official record has been 
sent for, and ‘it will be examined and corrected, 
if the gentleman’s name is found recorded for 
Mr. Bawxs. 

Mr. BROOM. I desire, more particularly, 
that it should be examined, as, in this record be- 
fore me, Tam recorded as having voted for both 
Mr. Banus and Mr. FuLLER. 
not have voted for both gentlemen upon the same 
call of the roll. 

At a subsequent time, 

The CLERK announced that on examination 
of the record of the thirty-fourth vote, the nae 
of Mr. Broom was found recorded for Mr. EpL- 
LER, and not for Mr. Bangs. 

THE SPEAKERSHIP—AGAIN. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
the House; and upon that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Kyieur were appointed. 

The House was divided ; and the tellers reported 


I call for tellers upon the 


ayes 43; noes not counted. So the yeas and | 


nays were ordered, one fifth of the members pres- 
ent voting therefor. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 84, nays 119; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 


8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Bur- + 


nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Canile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Howell Cobb, Cox, Craige, Davidson, Henry Wir 


ter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Etheridge, E 


Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
w, Goode, Greenwood, 


ight, Knowlton, 


Kidwell, King, Knapp. 
Matteson, Me- 
Nor. 


r, Mace, Humphrey Ma 
hom, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Nor- 
r Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purvinnee, Quitman, 
Richie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberis, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 


Unwilling that it should stand | 


I certainly should | 


I move there be a call of | 


pon W. Harris, i! 


| 
I 
i 
i 
į 


| Sandidge, Sapp, Seott, 


} 3 € Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A‘ 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton Stephens, -Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, ‘Thorington,: Thurston, Todt, ‘Tratton, “Frippe; 
Tyson, Underwood, Vail, “Valk, Wade, Walbridee, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
eee Washburn, Whitney, Williams, Wood, and Woo- 
TUH—L1G. j : 


So the House determined ‘there should not be 
a call of the House. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

- Mr. BOCOCK announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Swirn, had paired off, for a few days, with 
Mr. Morr. 

‘The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and ninth time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 211; neces- 
sary to a choice, 106; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. .cscecses sense sane es 95 

William A. Richardson 

Henry M. Fuller......6- 

Alexander ©. M. Pennington 

J. Glancy Jones........0 
James L. Orr. 

John Williams 

Gilchrist Porter,..... 

Benjamin B. Thurston. 

Samuel Caruthers... 

John A. Quitman.. 


So there was no choice, 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks--Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damretl, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Magler, Gal- 
i loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert R. Yall, 
Hanan, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp; Knight, Knowl 
ton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
| Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tration, Tyson, Wade, Wat- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodrutt, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson-—Measrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendicy 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Branch, Bumett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Craige, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Ee Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green wo 

2 


bee ee OD 


| For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Porter-—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
For Mr, Thursto r. Brenton. 
For Mr. Curuthe ir. Richardson. 


For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Keitt. 
Mr. BRENTON (when his name was called) 


past for the honorable gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Bexwurr.] . Since the adjournment of the 
House on Saturday, my party have held a cau- 
cus, and they have unanimously agreed, in the 
spirit of compromise and concession, to with- 
| draw that gentleman’s name for the present from 


shall vote, as I do now, for Mr. Tuunsron. 


i [Laughter.] 
Mr. LINDLEY (when his name was called) ;| 
| Said: I avail myself, Mr. Clerk, of this oppor- : 


tunity to conclude the few remarks I desired to 


doing by the expiration of the ten minutes al- 
| lowed me under the rule. Twas then making 
a reply to my colleague from Missouri, [M 

| Canuruzrs,] in respect to some charges which 
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; make it unnecessary that I should proceed with 
| that matter any further. 
| ‘Lhe position of the honorable gentleman from 


said: I have been voting for a number of days || 


the canvass; und, until we shall have another |! 
caucus to determine upon our future course, F| 


make on Friday last, but was prevented from | 
y 4 


Pennsylvania. [Mr. FULLER] is now s $ 
be nòt only‘ satisfactory to that gentleman, but 
to every southern and national man ‘upon this fi 
or elsewhere. My friend from Missouri, [N 
Canvinens,] like myself, has ‘be 
his boyhood. “We ‘both’ came jigs 
from Missouri; out position is naturally together, 
and our interests yequire that ‘we should $ 
gether; and I firmly believe that in all impor A 
egislation which shall follow the organization'of 
the House, we will be found,togethor. Che ne 
In respect simply to the organization of the 
House, or selection of a presiding officer, that 
gentleman [Mr. Canurners] has thought proper 
to pursuc one course, and [have deemed it within 
my line of duty to pursue another and a different 
one. It has been impossible for me to vote for 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] 
because, sir, if there is one thing more than 
another that I wish to do on this floor, it is to 
reflect faithfully and truly the will of my con- 
stituents. They are Democratic constituents, it 
is true. The district which I represent “is a 
Democratic one. But, sir, the people of that 
district, so far as I have been able to learn their 
sentiments from being actually with them and 
visiting them, do not believe in the integrity of 
this Administration. They believe that its polie 
| has been wrong from the beginning; that it has 
been endeavoring to bind together all the fag- 
j| ends of the parties which brought it into power, 
| in order that it may preserve power; and that, 
llin that troublesome effort, it has forgotten and 
neglected the peace, interest, and welfare of the 
| country. They believe that it is a party game, 
| and not a linc of true statesmanship, which that 
Administration has followed., I cannot, therefore, 
| in the faithful discharge of my duty to my con- 
| stituents, indorse that Administration by voting 
or the candidate of its choice and selection on this 
oor. : 
I have no personal objection to the gentleman 
i| from Illinois, [Mr.. Ricuarpsow,] as every one 
who is acquainted with me knows. He is m 
neighbor, from an adjoining district, although 
froma different State and he is a gcntleman whom 
I respect. I was glad to hear him take the posi- 
tion which he did, on Saturday, in reference to 
the power of Congress over the subject of 
slavery in the Territories. He assumed the pre- 
cise posmen in regard to that matter that is held 
by the great body of the Whigs in Missouri; 
| with whom I have heretofore acted, and who 
i have, on that very account, been denounced b 
i| the Administration Democrats of that State as 
|| #ree-Soil Whigs. Iwas glad to see the gentle- 
|| man from Hlinois take that position, and I thank 
i, him for it. It either vindicates those Whigs of 
i Missouri, and relieves them from that odious 
| charge of iree-Soilism, or it commits the entire 
| Administration party to it. That is one reason, 
| Mr. Clerk, why I cannot vote for the gentleman 
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from Llinois. 
| Icannot vote for him for another reason. I 
have listened with much attention to the speeches 
of candidates on this floor, the other day, de- 
fining their positions. The object of the Ad- 
ministration is either to absorb all opposition in 
the South, or to drive itinto the arms of the men 
| of the North, that it may thereby be crushed at 
home, and thus the whole political power of the 
South be solidified on the basis of the support 
of the Administration; and thus would they 
establish a purely geographical party, and con- 
summate that sectionalism which is already too 
|| much developed here for the peace and safety of 
i the country. 
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il slide.” That language, coming from a son of 
ii Massachusetts at thisday—how does it compare 


i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 14, 


with the language of that great- son of Massa- 
chusetis, [Mr. Webster,] that greatest intellect 
of the world, in his; cèlebrated speech on the | 
Foote resolution; and in that brilliant peroration || 
which yet thrills the American heart from onc end i 
to the other of this broad, Confederacy? “ He || 
was not in: the habit of hanging over the preci- | 


ice of disunion, to see whether he could, with | 
$ i by those who support the two great parties. > In- 


ig short sight, fathom the abyss below. Nor 
was he accustomed to think him a safe counselor 
in the affairs of government whose mind should 
be mainly bent on considering, not how the 
Union could be preserved, but how tolerable 
would be the condition of the people when it 
should. be broken. up and dissolved. ”” 

And yet, sir, while these glorious sentiments 
are still living in the American heart, we find 
this son. of Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] sup- 
ported by one hundred and five or one hundred 
and seven northern men, declaring on this floor 
a hypothetical dissolution of the Union. Yes, 
sir, he looks calmly forward to that event, and 
contemplates it without emotion. He could stand 
and. behold the destruction of this, the most 
splendid structure of civil government that was 
ever reared’ to bless mankind, and not put for- 
ward his hand to prevent its fall, if it has been 
protective of that institution which existed in 
nearly all the States at the time of the adoption 
of the Constitution. And on what ground are 
he and his party thus arraying themselves on a | 
geographical basis, and fostering this sectionalism 
so dangerous to the Confederacy? On the ground | 
that he is a Representative of the strongest anti- | 
slavery district in the North; and that the people | 
of the North were determined that this course | 
should be pursued. And tliey here present them- 
selves not only as anti-slavery men, but as north- 
ern men, and on the issue that the Missouri 
compromise shall be restored. The Missouri 
compromise line—they say—is important to the 
position of the North, If that were true, it | 
would seem more to accord with a sense of pro- | 
priety that the men who resisted the passage of 
the Nebraska bill and the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, should stand up here and say that 
they insist on the restoration of that compromise. 
But where are they? Where are the men who 
stood up then, and brought their brilliant elo- 
quence to boar against the passage of the Ne- 
braska bill? Where are the Upbams and the 
Walleys of that Slate, [Massachusetts,] whose 
powerful arguments and deep pathos might have | 
shaken some of us in our determination to touch 
what they considered to be a time-honored com- 
promise? Why, after battling here as they did, | 
and as all of them at that time fekt it their duty 
to do, they went home and were buried beneath 
thousands and thousands of majorities. 

And where are the others? Whore are the men 
of the northern States who stood on this floor 
then, defending the Missouri compromise, and | 
resisting the passage of the Nebraska bill? 
Where are they? Some twenty or thirty of them 
went home, ran their race, and were condemned 
by the people of the country; at least we find 
their places here filled by now men. Is that evi- 
dence that the people of the North desire to con- 
tinue this agitation? J say that it is evidence of 
the contrary; and I believe firmly that there is 
nota desire in the hearts of the masses of the 
northern people that this thing shall be further 
disturbed. I believe that the gentlemen from the 
‘North who support that principle, and who make | 
the non-disturbance of the question part of the | 
platform on which they stand, will be sustained | 
in their region of country. IT have confidence, | 


Mr. Clerk, in the integrity of the people of the | 
North, from the evidence which I have adduced, |! 
and from the knowledge which I have of the people | 


themselves. In my own section of the country, | 
northern men form a great portion of the people. | 
They are from the ‘northwestern States, as weil í 
as from the East, and from all the northern States. | 


My knowledge of them proves them to be as } 


ih 


loyal and true to the interests and Institutions of | 


the State in which they live, |Missouri,| and 
which I have the honor in part to represent here, 
as any set of people there, come they from whence 


endeavoring to selidify the South, and the other | 
the Republican party endeavoring to do the like | 


| in the. North—believing them jo be both séc- 


| tional parties endeavoring to set-up geographical 


lines—I feel it my duty to vote for the candi- 
date of neither, but to continue my support of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FuLLER,] 
with that band of men whose conduct in that 
respect will be, I feel convinced, commended by 
their constituents, although it may be condemned 


stead of upholding and promoting the designs of 
these two parties, they are endeavoring to stand 
by the Union. Lam with them. f 

I deem that to be my natural place, and so there 
I stand. 


hood, I have cherished more than another, it isa 
love for the institutions of my country; and if 
there is any desire greater than another with the 
people of the district which I have the honor to 
represent, it is, Mr. Clerk, for the perpetuation 


those two great parties. Tam therefore with that 
gallant little band of men, call them by what 
name or party you may, who, opposing both 
these great parties, and occupying conservative 
‘ground, stand up for that position which will 
| insure peace to the country. I am with them 
| against the Republican party, and against your 
| Administration. 

| The Clerk completed the call of the roll, and 
nnounced the vote as above. 


The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was tho result of the one hundred and tenth 
vote: Wholenumber of votes cast, 209; necessary 
to a choice, 105; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
| William A. Richar 
Henry M. Fuller.. 
Alexander O. M, Pennington...+.. 
J. Gianey Jones 

John Wiliams. scree seceree 

Benjamin B, Thurston... 

Gilchrist Porter. 

Samuel Caruthers.. 

James L. Orr... . 

Johu A. QUITMAN. cece eee cen ee eee ne nene tee eee 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks-—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Bufington, Burlingame, James H, Campbell, Lowi 
D. Campbell, Chatiee, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Dawrell, Tinothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Diek, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emric, Miagler, 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B, fall, flarlan, Hol- 
loway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, toward, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Otiver, Parker, Pearce, Pol- 
ton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Roberts, Robison, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, 'Trafton, Ty 
Cadwalader ©, Washburne, Elihu B, Washburne, Tsrael 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
| worth. 


fol ot eel elie oa 


x 


Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers Caskie, Clingwan, 
Howell Cobb, Witiamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Devidson, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Kiliott, English, Faulkner, 
d, Augus- 
ilerbert, 
t, Keny, 


D 


lile, Cox, Culen, Henry Win 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison 0 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Ma 
shall, Millward, 
Rivers, William R. Smith, Saced, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolicofer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dunn, 
» Robbins, and Scott. 
. McQueen and Boyce. 


Hoffmam, 
all, Humphrey Mar- 


2 


! D 

| Edwards, Harrison, Moore 
| ‘or Mr. J. Glancy Jones—M 
| For Mr. Williams -Me. Wheeler, 
i For Mr. Thurston—Mn. Brenton. 

| For Mr. Porler—Mr. Henr M. Puller. 
| 

if 

| 

li 


For Mr. Caruthers—Mr, Ri 
For Mr. Orr—-Mr. Wiliams. 


i in polities. 


_ If there is one sentiment which, from my child- | 


of those institutions of Government, the de- | 
struction of which is tke natural tendency of 


Galloway, Gid- j 


Purviance, Ritchic, | 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, | 
7 Mage, SAPP, 3 > 


yson, Wade, Watbridge, Waldron, | 


Xor Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, | 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, i 


Payne, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricuud, | 


fr. Fuller—-Messrs. Broom, Jobn P. Campbell, Car- || 
ix, Etheridge, Eustis, | 
Kennett, ; 


i 
i 
t 
l 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
terday, weakens our c 


represented by a professed political friend, when 
what I have said has been misstated, and that with 
a design to prejudice the minds of those whom I 
represent, it is my duty to correct such misrepre- 
sentations. 

Mr. Clerk, ‘when in the course of. human 
events,” a citizen occupying an humble and re- 
tired position, is suddenly manufactured into a 
great man, and is found unconsciously control- 
ling the deliberations of a National Legislature, 
“ a decent respect for public opinion,” [laughter,] 
justice to himself and the country atlarge, requires 
that he should so far explain himself, that the 
unwary may not fall beneath his magic power. 
I find myself occupying this high position, with 
all its fearful responsibilities. But, seriously, at 
the commencement of this session I took a re- 
tired seat, and steadily and quietly responded as 
my name was called, “ay or no,” “ CAMPBELL 
or Bangs,” according to circumstances; and I 
continued in this position up to the 5th day of 
January. Then, it will be remembered, F ex- 
pressed to the House my solicitude that there 
should be a speedy organization, and I took oc-~ 
casion to suggest the propriety, if an election 
was not effected on that day, of casting about and 
seeing if some one could not be found on whom a 
majority of the House might concentrate their 
votes, and thus effect that organization so earn- 
estly desired by all, and imperiously demanded 
by the interests of the country. 

But, sir, to my surprise, I found that this 
simple suggestion had produced not only a “ pro- 
found sensation,” but ‘sadness and surprise,”’ 
in the minds ‘of the true and steadfast men who 
have been supporting Mr. Banks, in order to 
elect him;” and farther “the stragglers, trim- 
mers, and bolters of all sorts,” even the “avowed 
and manful slavery cxtensionists,’’ were filled 
with “exultation ‘and joy; while the whole 
c secne was one to be remembered to the end of 
a long life.” Nor was this all; my suggestion 
had the astonishing effect of discouraging and 
disappointing “the confident expectation of im- 
mediate success,” and of ** paralyzing those Dem- 
ocrats who are ready to give us a plurality vote, 
and thus end the struggle.” 

Now, sir, to those Democratic gentlemen whom 
I have unwittingly afflicted with paralysis, I ad- 
vise them very speedily to apply the hydropathic 
remedy, in order that they may again be restored 
to agtivity and sound health. [Laughter.] And 
nov show that I have been drawing no fancy 
piciffe, I will read a dispatch which was sent 
off from this city on the day (Sunday) following 
the remarks to which I have alluded. Here it 
is: 

« WASHINGTON, January 6, 1856. 

«Mr. Brenron’s demonstration against Mr. BANKS, yes- 
nfident expectation of immediate 
success, but stilt cherish hopes of an election to-morrow. 
Some ot our friends who ought to be here have paired off, 
bat £ shall be very much disappointed if Mr. Bangs is not 
elected this wee { cannot hear that any one proposes 
to leave him, unless Mr. Brenton. His speech hurts us 
m by paralyzing those Democrats who are ready to give 
us a plurality vote, and thus end the struggle.” 


This, sir, was sent abroad on the wings of the 
lightning, placing me in the position, as it were, 
of ruling the destinies of this House, and para- 
lyzing the action of the Democratic party. Well, 
sir, all I have to say on this point is, that Tam 
sorry they did not remain paralyzed a sufficient 
length of time to allow a majority to elect a 
Speaker. [Laughter.] Iam sorry the paralysis 
did not operate more successfully in that respect. 

Į now read from a letter bearing date the 5th 
of January—the unfortunate day on which my 
greatness commenced: 

«Phe sadness and surprise evinced on the countenances 
of the true aud steadfast men who have been supporting 
Mr. BANKS in order to elect bim; the exultation and joy 
of the stragglers, trimmers, and bolters of all sorts, as well 
asor the avowed and manfal siavery extensionists ; this 
was a scene to be remembered to the end of a long life.” 


taken in connection with the tele- 
you discover that lam 
to the high position in 
on of this House 


By this, 
graphic announcement, 
really elevated at once : 
which I am controlling the acti 


| in their protracted struggle to electa Speaker, and 


making an impression that is to be indelible, and 
establishing a fame that is to be perpetuated 
during ‘‘a long life.”’ . 
Now, sir, I do not feel that I am worthy to 
bear such high honors alone. I am not willing 
to be intrusted with so much power; and Tam 
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now disposed to give to my fellow-members a 
portion of the power which it seems I possess, as 
well asthe responsibility. ©: a 

But there is another point in this same com- 
munication which deserves attention. The writer’ 
says he wishes the “honest, faithful opponents 
of slavery extension, wha have twice elected Mr. 
Brenton to Congréss.on that issue, when, on` 
other political grounds, the district would have 
gone against him, could have looked down from 
the gallery while he was making this derionstra- 
tion.’ ould, sir, that my constituents, had 
been ranging those galleries from the commeice- 
ment of this session! Intelligent as they are, and 
capable, to some extent, of ascertaining and dis- 
cerning the motives which actuate Representa- 
tives here, I should not have feared to have their 
eyes rest upon me. They are intelligent men; 
and, sir, they are. blest, to a very large extent, 
with a commodity very scarce in some quarters— 
that is, common sense. They are practical men, 
possessing the power of discrimination; they are 
capable of discerning between ‘an carnest, honest 
effort to effect the organization, so much desired 
in this House, and opposition to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] f 

Mr. Clerk, there is not a man in this House 
who has voted for Mr. Bawxs with more candor 
or sincerity, or who bas wished for his success 
more ardently than myself. I commenced voting 
for him under the protest of his friends, when his 
own immediate colleagues were voting for some- 
body clse. Under those circumstances I cast 
my vote for Banks, and continued to do so in 
perfect good faith so long as I saw a reasonable 
prospect. of his success; and then I simply sug- 
gece the propriety of selecting another man. 

ut, again this writer says: ‘° Mr. Brewvon has 
been restive and uneasy for some time, and has 
threatened this movement in conversation with 
several.” Wol, sir, I confess that I have been 
restive and uneasy for some time at the predica- 
ment in which we stand before the country, not 
in reference to the success or defeat of any par- 
ticular man, but in reference to the success of the 

reat principle which I came here to represent. 
ith me, principle is everything—men are noth- 
ing. I have no favorites. I stand here to-day, 
as I have. done from the commencement, to cast 
my vote for the man representing my principle, 
wko is most likely to succeed in securing the 
number of votes necessary to effect his election. 

One other point, and I have done for the pres- 
ent. In a communication by the same writer, on 
the same day, several rcasons arc given why Mr. 
Bawxs had not been elected, and among others I 
find the following: 

“ Some half a dozen professed Anti-Nebraska men who 
vote for Banks by daylight, and then plot in the dark to de- 
feat him, and who daily exhort and entreat the Rrcmarp- 
son and FuLLer men to hold on, stick to their candidates, 
and never allow the plurality vote to be adopted. These 
men have not yet ventured to bolt, though they have often 
promised and threatened it; but they doa great deal more 
harm to Banxs’s prospects than they could do if they were 
his open enemies. Had they never voted for Mr. BANKS 
until prepared in good faith to support him, he would have 
long since been chosen. Now they keep the RICHARDSON 
and Fur.er men in constant expectation that orr column 
will break, and that Orr or Boyce may then be chosen by 
a plurality before we can unite our vote on anybody else.’? 

And in another place he says that demonstra- 
tion was the result of these underground plot- 
tings. Here honorable and high-minded gentle- 
men are openly charged with duplicity. 

To show that I have not put too strong a con- 
struction upon the matter, I will read the closing 
paragraph of the letter, and I want those who are 
concerned in this ‘‘ underground plotting” to take 
it to themsclves.. For myself, I repudiate the 
whole of it. f 


“Tf the hohow-hearted voters for Banks, who mean that 
he shall never be chosen, would support him in good faith 
for one week, he would certainly be Speaker at the end of 
it. The moment the pro-slavery parties cease to hope and 
look for the breaking of our column, they will let us elect 
by a plurality. I hope that rule may be adopted on Monday 
or Tuesday ; if it is not, let the public watch the vote and 
see who falls off from Banks, and they will know who 
really prevented it. HG.” 


[Loud cries of “Go 


Here the hammer fell. 
onl”? “Go onl? 

No objection being made, 

Mr. B. proceeded. I have but one word more 
to say. I have.not made these remarks from any 
unkindness towards the writer of that dispatch 
and letter. I wouid not hurt a hair on the top 


of his head if I could. . [Laughter.] It is due to 
myself to state these things, because I am embar- 


| rassed at the immense power T have becn exerting 
| in this House. j 


I repeat what T have already said, that I am 
now, and always have been, ready and willing to 
vote for any man representing my principles on 
the question which now divides the House; and 
there is but one view that can be taken of my 
position which will justify the charge of opposi- 
tion to Mr. Banxs, and that is, if the personal 
friends who have him in keeping are determined 
that he skall be clected, or this House shall never 
be organized, then I am against him, or any other 


! man who will assume, or suffer his friends to 


assume, such a position. 

At another time, Mr. Clerk, I design to gay 
something which does bear directly on the causes 
of the existing delay in our organization. I will 
only remark now, that I have announced that my 
party held a caucus; that it was unanimous; there 
was no discord in it whatever. T will give it as 
my opinion, that if the anti-Nebraska men of 
this House had held a caucus when we first as- 
sembled, we should have elected a Speaker on 
the second, if not the first, vete. We did not 
hold one, and it is generally known why we did 
not. The failure of organization, with reference 
to that point, must therefore fall on those who 
were opposed to a caucus nomination; but more 
of this at another time. [Cries of ‘Call the 
roll t? © Call the roll!??] ‘ 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the result of the one hundred and elev- 
enth vote: Whole number of votes cast, 208; 
necessary to a choice, 105; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received. .sceceee eens 


essee. 95 

William A. Richardson 6+ 
Tletiry. M: Forsen ranoo isse +. 33 
LON scoecvecccceeseceeves T 

svesececccces l 

caters cen es ceee 1 

sieeees adie Woes saew eviews $ 

JOHN A. QUITMAN cece cece cere eres resenecseues L 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bal, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson. Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbeli, Chaflee, Coltax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Diek- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvial Ritchie, Rob- 
erts, Robison, Sabin, Sage,Sapp, Sherman, mons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thor. 
Todd, Tyatton, ‘Tyson, Wade, Walbridg j 
walader ©. Washbume, BHihu B. Wasbburne, Fsrael 
Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, Woodruti, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, Caruthers, Caskie, Ciinginan, Howell Cobb, Wiliam- 
son R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, De t, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Fauikner, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuler, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteber, Lump- 
kin, Samuel 5. Marshali, Maxwell, McMuRin, Smith Mil- 
ler, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, Phelps, Powell, 
Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messtrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 


! file, Cox, Cullen, Henry Wister Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 


Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Mill- 
ward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William 
R. Smith, Suecd, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zolicotfer. 

ye Pennington—M 


srs. Bishop, Clawson, Dunn, 
, and Scott. 

Boyce aud McQueen . 

For Mr. ars. Brenton and Edwards. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Caruthers—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Porter—My. Henry M. Faiier. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Wiliams. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Keitt. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Pending the above vote, and when Mr, Kex- 
NETT’s name was called, 

Mr. BARKSDALE rose and said: Mr, Clerk, 
the House will recollect that on Saturday last, 


and immediately after I had propounded certain | 


interrogatories to the candidates for the speaker- 
ship, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Kex- 


NETT] rose in his place-and made use of the fol- 
lowing language, as reported inthe Globe: * 7 

“7 ask whether it is in order to put one or two'more in- 
terrogatories, in addition ‘to those propounded by the gentle- 
mantrom Mississippi? 1 should like to-know of each can- 
didate for the speakership, including. my- friend from: New 
Jersey, [Mr. PENNING TON,] whether he believes in a future, 
state or not? (Laughter.) And then, provided he answers 
| that. question affirmatively, I. desire: to Know whether he 

eee it will be a frec or a slave state? [Roars of laugh-. 
j ter. ri E th 
Now, I understood the gentleman from: Mis~: ~ 
| souri, in asking these questions, as ‘intending: 
cither to reflect on me personally,.or to ridicule 
the Shterrogatories which I deemed important, 
| and which I had in good faith, and acting under 
| a full sense of my responsibility as a Represent- 
i ative on this floor, propounded to the gentlemen 
who are candidates for the speakorship. Thus 
| believing, I denounced the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri; but, for the purpose of giving the gentle- 
iman from Missouri an opportunity of stating 
; what he did mean, I withdraw that denunciation. 

Mr. KENNETT. After what has fallen from 
the gentleman from Mississippi, I have to sa 
that, like the fat knight, “ the soul of fun,” de- 
picted by the great dramatist, who refused even. 
i to give a reason on compulsion, though reasons 
were as plenty as blackberrics, 1 could not on 
Saturday, nor could any gentleman, make an 
explanation under the stress of anything that 
savored of compulsion. But now, that the of- 
fensive words and manner are withdrawn, I take 
‘ pleasure in doing Justice, as well to the gentleman 
as myself, by saying that nothing was further 
| from my intentions than in any manner to reflect 
| either upon him or the interrogatovics he thought 
it his duty to offer; and this explanation I hope 
| will be alike satisfactory to the gentleman and the 
| House. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. After hearing the ex- 
planation of the gentleman from Missouri, and 
the disclaimer which he has made that he intended 
no personal reflection on me, I feel it to be my 
| duty unconditionally to withdraw the harsh lan- 
| guage employed against him; and I cheerfully do 
| So. 

; Mr. PENNINGTON. Mr. Clerk, I happened 
ito be out of my seat, in the lobby, when my 
| friend from Missouri, at the close of my remarks, 
; propounded the theological questions which seem 
ito have so much disturbed the gentleman from 
| Mississippi. My attention has only this mo- 
iment been called to them, and I take the first 
! opportunity to reply. 

| My fricnd desires to know of each of the 
i candidates for the speakership, and particularly 
i of his friend from New Jersey, whether he be- 
i Heves in a future state; and, if that question be 
: answered. affirmatively, whether he believes it 
| will be a free state or a slave state. 

: Now, sir, I have no hesitation in answering 
i these questions; fer, as the House knows, Iam 
| Somewhat conversant with the Westminster Cate- 
chism, and ought to be able to instruct my friend 
iin Missouri. {Laughter.] I have been taught 
by that catechism, that there is such a thing as 
| a future state, and I pledge my friend, upon my 
| honor, that I religiously beliéve it. [Renewed 
‘Jaughter.] Ido not understand, however, that it 
i is wholly a free state, nor yet, on the other hand, 
| wholly a slave state. It is represented as divided 
jinto two states—a beatified state, and another 
i State not quite so agreeable. The one I take to 
i be a free state, and the other a slave state. [Roars 
| of laughter.] We are informed that these states 
j are divided by an impassable gulf—not cxactly a 
; compromise hne I beleve. {Continued pases) 
! We are frequently reminded, too, that one o 
; these states is much the hotter of the two, and 
i hence I take it for granted, as a matter of fair 
i inference, that it is a slave state, and lies on the 
| south side of the linc. [Bursts of laughter.] 1 
i have never examined the geography of the coun- 
| try, but I think it safe to assume, upon the basis 
iof the laws of population, that the state on the 
| south side of the linc has greatly the largest share 


i 


ʻi of the territory—quite in keeping, I believe, Of 


: one thing I beg to assure my friend, however, that 
: I shall not dispute the settlement of that part of 
the territory with him, nor raise any question as 
to the application of the Wilmot proviso, or the 
principle of squatter sovereignty, in regard to it, 
fLauehier] 


i 
| 
i 
i 


| 
| 
] 


There arë those, Mr. Clerk, who hold to a third 


* 
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subdivision of the future state—a state of. pur- 

gatory low; sir, upon that point, as I never | 
found. it in my primer, I am a Know Nothing. 
{Liaughter.] “But of one thing I am quite sure, 
that, whatever may be the fact as to the future, 
there is most decidedly a present state of purga- 
tory, as all the candidates can.attest, from their 
livély experience of the purgation they have un- 
dersone on this occasion. [Renewed laughter.] 

if T canbe allowed to give in my personal expe- | 
rience, L may save some trouble by assuring the | 
House. that one of the candidates, at least, is past 

praying for. [Roars of laughter] 

Mr. KENNETT. Mr. Clerk, I would like to 
say.one word. in reply to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, who seems so well posted up in his 
catechism, and in regard to these future states— 
the northern and southern sides of the line, and | 
purgatory. He has been kind enough to bind 
some of us hand and foot here, and pitch us into 
the dark place. I want to know of him, with 
regard to his catechism, whether, when he in- 
formed us on Saturday last that he had got be- | 

yond ** offectual calling,” he was also able to sce | 
iis “election sure?” [Roars of laughter.] 
_Mr. PENNINGTON. I owe the gentleman 
‘onc. . [Renewed and long continued laughter.] 
Mr. PENNINGTON to Mr. Kenners, in an 
undertone. If it were not too irreverent, I 
should have told you that my reliance is in “the i 
final perseverance of the saints. ”? 

“The result of the vote was then announced as 
recorded above. 3 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Foster 
and Horroway were appointed. | 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 84, noes 69. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at ten minutes before three o’clock, p.m.) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow morning, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
-Torspay, January 15, 1856. 
. The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’elock, m. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. VALK. I move that there be-a call of | 


the House. There appear to be a good many | 
members absent this morning. 
Mr. WHEELER. 1 call for tellers. i 
Mr. LETCHER. We had better have the | 
yoas and nays. i 
"Fhe yeas and nays were ordered. f 
"The question was taken; and it was decided | 
in the negátive—ycas 85, nays 197; as follows: | 
YEAS—Mesers. Aiken, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley | 
Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cad- | 
walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Howell Cobb, Cox, | 
traiga, Cullen, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Luiott, | 
Sngtich, Btheridge, Evans, Pautkncr, Florence, Henry M, | 
Fulor, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, J. | 
Morsison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, i 
| 

| 

[i 

| 

{ 

į 


Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kelley, Kennett, Kidwei, Lr jer, Lumpkin, | 
Maco, Alexander K. Mi 1, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel j 
8, Marshall, Maxwell, ucen, Smith Muller, Millson, | 
Millward, Moore, Nichols, Mordecai Olives, Paine, Peek, į 
Phelps, Porter, Quitinan, Reade, i, Richardson, Ry 
fin, Rust, Savage, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart 
Talbott, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins 
Wheeler, Winslow, Danici B. Wright, John V. Wright, j 
and Zollicofer—85. 
NAYS—M 
Henry Bennett, Bei 
Bliss, Bradshaw, T 


ison, Banks, Darbonr, i 
awst, Bingham, Bishop, | 
3 enton, Bullington, Burlingame, J 
if, CarepbeH, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, 
rnan, Williamson R Cobb, Coltax, Comins, Cragin, Cu 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
“ Edie, Edinundson, Hmric, Fiagler, Foster, 
Gilbert, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. 
Thomas L. Harris, Holloway, Thomas BR. | 
2e B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, i 
ght, Knowlion, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, 
Mullin, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, : 
n Or ver, Pelton, Pennington, Pike, ; 
Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
, Sapp, Sherman, Siminons, 
anton, Stephens, Stranahan, | 
a, Pod, Tration, Trippe, i 
2, Waldron, Calwalader ©. | 
ne, Israe! Washburn, Wat- : 
son, Whitmey, Wiliams, Woodrull, and Woodworth—167, | 
So a call of the House was refused. | 
į 
| 
i 
i 
i 


Gatlowny, Gic 
Han, Har 
Horton, ¥ 
King, Kuapp, ł 
BMeCarty, Mi 
Andrew Olis 
Powel, Pri 
erts, Babin, 
Samuel A. 


Y 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr: QUITMAN. ‘Mr. Clerk, lam not much 
in ‘the habit of explaining my action in this 


House, but I feel it due to others as well as my- 
self to explain the reasons for my withholding 


yesterday on two ballots my vote fromthe honor- | 


able gentleman from Nhnois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.] 
I have not at any time had the slightest distrust 
of that gentleman, nor did I at any moment cease 
to have the fullest confidence in him, both per- 
sonally and politically. I did not doubt, at any 
time after the explanations which he made upon 
this floor on Saturday, that that gentleman would 
administer the duties of the chair, should he be 
elected Speaker, in a manner entirely satisfactory 
to myself and to that section of the Union from 
which I come, and in accordance with my views 
of the Constitution of the United States and the 
equality of the States. I never had any doubt 
upon that subject. But it oceurred to me, upon 
reading carefully on yesterday morning the ex- 
planations made by the honorable gentleman from 
Dtinoie, (Mr. Ricnarpsow,] on Saturday last, I 
might be considered as indorsing all his opinions 
by voting for him. Although I have never before 
had the honor of holding a seat on this floor, yet 
my political opinions have been recorded in my 
own State, and itmay be that they are somewhat 
known to the people of the United States. I 
have some pride of consistency upon subjects of 
political principles. 

I know that that gallant gentleman has, for 
seven years past, struggled in this House and 
elsewhere for the equal rights of the States of 
this Union. I honor him for this. With his 
usual candor, he declared here on Saturday, that 
although he believed there might be anaked con- 
stitutional power in the Federal Government to 
restrict slavery in the Territories, yet hc consid- 
ered that the exercise of such power would be 
unjust and wrong; and thus far I infer that he 
regards such act in violation of the spirit of the 
Constitution: practically, this is sufficient. But 
I hold that as the principle of the equality of the 
States is fundamental in oursystem, any act sub- 
versive of it is unconstitutional. Congress has 
no more power to violate that equality than to 
destroy a State. My opinions on this. subject 
may be ultra, but they are not merely sectional. IT 
would apply them as well to Massachusetts and 
Vermont, as to Mississippi and Louisiana. It 
is true, that we who reside in the minority section 
are more deeply intcrested in the protection of 
the reserved rights of the States than those who 
control the power of the Government, and are 
thus enabled to protect themselves. We must 
therefore be excused for insisting upon princi- 
ples, though they may not be attended with imme- 
diate practical results; and I am free to admit 
that I have more confidence in one who, like the 
gentleman from Illinois, deems the exercise of 
this power wrong and unjust, and would there- 
fore oppose it, than in one who believes it to be 
against the letter of the Constitution, but would 
otherwise favor its excreise. 

Thus concurring to a great extent in the po- 
sitions which the honorable gentleman from Uli- 
nois hasavowed, and upon which he has fearlessly 
acted heretofore, I find myself differing from him 


on this point only—that I believe it to be both | 


against the letter and the spirit of the Constitu- 


tion for Congress to attempt to shut out from ! 
all or any part of the common territory the insti- į 


tution of negro slavery. 

On the other point indirectly presented, I hold 
that the inhabitants of the Territories, when they 
become a people in the technical sense of the 
word, and not until then, are entitled to establish 
politicalsystems. Until by the assent, express or 
implied, of Congress, the people of a portion of 
the common territory of these States assume the 
exercise of sovereign powers, they have no right 
or power to impair the rights of the citizens of 
any of the States to the equal use, oceupation, and 
enjoyment of the common territory of the States. 
When their territorial condition ceases, when 


they assume the exercise of sovereign powers, | 


they have the extire control of the political sys- 
tem and the political institutions under which 
they are lo live. 


I should con 
in voting against the admission of a State because 
she chose to exclude the institutions of my own 
section of country, as I would in voting to cx- 
clude her from a participation in the common 
benefits of the Federal Union, because, in the 


They should be left free to | 
choose for themselves their domestic institutions. | 
er myself as derelict to my duty, | 


formation of her State constitution, she chose to 
adopt the institution of. slavery. 

Thus, while I haye thought proper briefly tọ 
express my dissent from some of the views of 
the honorable gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricen- 
arpson,] È must express my full confidence in 
him. Iam entirely satisfied that he will do all 
that I could ask for the constitutional rights of 
the section of country which I represent, and for 
the constitutional rights of all sections of the 
omy: I believe his position is preferable to 
any other candidate upon this floor, and for that 
reason I shall heartily support him hereafter, so 
long as there is any prospect of his election, and 
so long as some other course shall not be adopted; 
and in doing so, I beg to say, I shall discharge a 
duty to my own conscience, to my own constit- 
ucuats, and, as I believe, my duty to the whole of 
this great country. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and twelfth time for Speaker, with the 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
207; necessary to a choice, 104; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
William A. Richardson... 
Henry M. Fuller. 
Alexander C. M. Penning 

John Cadwalader, ....s. cress aeons 

James L. Orr.... 

John Williams... 

John A. Quitman. 

Gilchrist Porter......- š 

Benjamin B. ThUrtON. s eeseesesosnosacsacooe 

So there was no choice. i 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingharsi, Bingt B Brad 
shaw, Builington, Burlingame, dames F ewis 
D. CampbeH, Chaffee, Colfax, Comir 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Wi a 
son, Dodd, Durfee, dic, Fmric, Wagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 3. tail, Harian, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton; How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Kuiipp, Kuight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Mitchie, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Churston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
Cc. Washburne, Elihu B. Washbaric, israel Washburn, 
Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and Woadiworiit. 

For My. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allon, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Diliott, English, Maulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Hargs, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, etel- 
er, Lumpkin, Samuel $. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMallin, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Rutlin, Rust, Savage, Samuel 
A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tai rai, Warner, Wet- 
kins, Wells, Winsiow, Daniel B. ight, and Jobn V. 
Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller — Messrs. Broom, Jolm P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Etheridge, Bustis, Evans, Poster, J. Morrison Harris, Gof 
man, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshal, Milward, Porter, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Sinith, Sueed, Swope, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitycy, aud Zoli- 
coffer. 

For Mr. Pe 


bes tet et bt DO O CO 


= 


Mshop, Clawson, Dunn, 
and Seott. 


For Mr. € ueen and Boyes. 
For Mr. s and Richardson. 
Sor Mr. V a 


For Mr. Quitman—My. Keitt. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Penry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Brenton.’ 

Mr. SAGE (when his name was called) said 
that Mr. Casxes had paired off with Mr. Rossow. 

Mr. MILLSON (when his name was called) 
said: I have been voting for Mr. Ricuanpson 
for upwards of six weeks. I have voted for him 
more than a hundred times. I have supported 
him on every trial. I have thus given proofs 
which, perhaps, in the history of the world, were 
never given before, of a sincere desire to elec 
him to the high position for which he has been 
proposed as a candidate. Upon which party, or 
what persons, the blame of a failure to’ elect 
should fall, or whether on any, it would be vain 
to inquire. One thing I know: that there is a 
separate and equal responsibility upon every 
member of this body to elect the necessary offi- 
cers of this House, and to proceed to the dispatch 
of the public business. Ido net agree with those 
gentlemen who say that they will vote for none 
other than Mr. Ricsanpsox. I do not agree 
with those gentlemen who, if they have not said 
in words, have at least proclaimed in their votes, 


their determination to vote for none other than 
‘Mr. Banus or Mr. Futter. I'do-not agree in 
‘the opinion expressed here ofice. or twice, that 
the Government may be carried on very success- 
fully even though this House may fail to perfect 
its organization, I think the experiment would 
fail, but it would be still more disastrous if it 
did not. I do not want such an experiment to 
be a successful one. A king of England once 
attempted to carry on the Government without 
the aid of Parliament, but the people of England 
determined that he should not. do not want 
an American President more successful in such 
an experiment than was the: British king. 

Sir, there are many gentlemen in this House 
for whom I would cheerfully vote. There are 
‘others for whom, if not cheerfully, I would at 
least willingly vote. In giving my vote again | 
for Mr. Rictrannson, I do not want to be consid- | 
ered as in any degree approving of the determ- 
ination of gentlemen to vote for none but him. 
I have voted, as the House knows, and as my 
friend from Illinois (Mr. Ricnarpson] knows, 
cheerfully and earnestly for that gentleman; but 
‘I never intended my vote to be regarded as'a rati- 
fication or approval of all the opinions entertained 
by him. I knew we differed on some subjects, 
but I was contented to differ; and this difference 
of opinion in no degree lessened my confidence 
in his integrity, ability, and capacity. 

As the gentlemen with whom I have been *as- 
‘sociated, as I am informed, have again declared 
their determination to adhere to the original can- 
didate of their caucus nomination, I desire to pro- 
tect myself against any inference that I approve 
of that determination.. We have already spent | 
too much time in ineffectual efforts to elect one | 
gentleman. Iam not willing to allow the affairs | 
of the country, both foreign and domestic, to fall j 
into confusion, rather than have the House or- 
ganized under the leadership of any otherthan a 
single indicated gentleman. I am willing now, 
as I have always been, to concur in any proper 
conservative organization of the House; and, in 
now again voting for Mr. Ricnanrpson, I desire 
1t:to be distinctly understood that Iam in nowise 
committed to the policy which seems to pledge 
gentlemen to only a single course; and I will be 
hereafter, as heretofore, free to dispose of my 
vote where it can be effectively felt; but, in the 
present condition of things, my single vote for any 
other person could produce no useful result. 

I think, sir, perhaps too much importance is 
attached tothe choice of a Speaker. T'he Speaker 
is not the representative of gentlemen upon this 
floor. Wedo not become his constituents. It 
is not absolutely necessary that he should concur 
with us upon all questions. He is the Representa- 
tive of his district, and would remain thé Repre- 
sentative of his district after his elevation to the 
Speaker’s chair. We, then, are not his constit- 
uents, and have no right, perhaps, to ask a rigid 
conformity to all our views. One thing is cer- 
tain: if the Speaker is to be the representative of 
a principle, then we never shall have one, because 
there is no principle which controls a majority of 
the members of this House. I vote for Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON. ` 

The result of the vote was announced as above. 


The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and thirteenth time for Speaker, with 
the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 206; necessary to a choice, 104; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received..esseeeeeeee . 92 
William A. Richardson... 
Henry M. Fuller... assou 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
John Cadwalader. 
James L. Orr 
John Wiliam 
Gichrist 
Benja 
John A. Quitman 
So there was no choice. | 
h : ; i 
The following is the vote in detail: | 
For Mr. Banks — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, B ; 
Bradshaw, Buthy arlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbe Colfax, Com 1, Cam- 
back, Damrell, T Dean, Witt, Dick, į 
Dickson, Dodd, Duriee, Edic, 
Giddings, Gibert, Granger, Grov $ 
Hlloway, Thonne R. Hor Valentin 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, g, Ko 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, M Weacham, Mor- | 
gan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pol- | 
ton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvianee, Ritchie, | 


D 
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Be 


», Flagler, Galloway, 
a: : 
F 


igit, Kuowiton, 


Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner; 
Stanton, Stranahan, ‘appa, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Elihu B.-Washbume, Israel ‘Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. ; 

For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S:: Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R.: W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Fior- 
ence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goade, Greenwood, Augustus 
Halt; Sampson. W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hof 
man, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshajl, Alcx- 
ander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, 
Underwood, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dunn, 
Edwards, Harrison, Moore, Robbius, and Scott. 

For Mr. Cadwalader—Messrs. Boyce and McQueen. 
For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Brenton. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Keitt. 


ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I have a res- 
olution to present to the House, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. : 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce, and if, after the roll 
shall have been called three times, no member shall have 
received a majority of the whole namber of votes, the roll 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then reecive 
the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority of a 


quorum, shall be the Speaker of the House of Representa- 


tives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessec. I would make this | 


suggestion to the gentleman from Maine. I sup- 


pose that every gentleman in the House has his | 


mind made up in regard to this proposition; I 
suggest, therefore, that the gentleman from Maine 
call the previous question on the resolution, and 
let us vote upon it directly. Thope no member 


will move to lay it on the table, but let us have | 


the vote directly on the proposition. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I would say to the gen- 


tleman from Tennessce that it is my purpose | 
to submit the resolution without making a single | 
remark, and that I intended to call for the previous | 


uestion, but my friend from North Carolina 
IMr. Cuneman] desires to saya single word; 
and with the understanding that he will move the 
previous question I yield him the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will do that of course. 
I have heretofore, Mr. Clerk, avoided taking any 


| part in the discussions that have sprung up on 
this floor, because I think they have generally | 
been premature in advance of the organization; i 
and I do not purpose to do so now, except to say | 


a word or two in explanation of the vote which I 
am about to give on this question. So far as the 
adoption of the plurality rule is concerned, I see 
no objection to it on principle. {tisa mere ques- 
tion of expediency, and we may well change the 
mode of clection, when circumstances require it. 
We may adopt either the majority or plurality 
rule, following in this respect many of the States 
that have recently adopted the plurality rule ‘in 
their clections after trying the majority plan. 
Feeling of late a strong anxiety to see this House 


organized—a fecling which I still entertain—I | 
have been willing, and [ have repeatedly said that | 
{I thought it better, to change the law and to allow | 
an election to be made in this way. But although | 


I have repeatedly expressed that opinion, aad | 


although for the last two weeks 


day; but, as in all other questions of expediency 
T feel now at liberty to do what seems to me proper 


as to the propriety of changing the method. For | 
two weeks, as I have said, up to last Saturday, I 
was in favor of adopting it, and tricd to get my | 
a declaration | 
made on last Saturday by a prominent candidate | 


friends to come up to it, but there wa 


for the speakership, which, taken in connection 
with some things that I have heard since, induces 


me io decline at this time voting for the proposi- | 


tion. 


I have thought ; 
and often said that it would be better to adopt the | 
plurality rule, I am not now going to vote for the | 
resolution of the gentleman from Mainc. I wasin | 
favor ofadopting this rule, in fact, until last Satur- | 


from Ohio [Mr. Groprvas] sometimes discu 


ground ever taken before the country by any setof 
Abolitionists. He [Mr. Banxs] not only. stands 


politically, and in a party point of View, making 
common. cause. with. these Abolitionists, but 1 
understood him to embrace anopinion, or atany 
rate not to have made up his mind against it; 
regard to a subject which the senior géntlt: 


S085 
in connection with Abolitionism, of the equality 
of the white and black race. I understood that 
gentleman [Mr. Banxs] to say, in reply toadirect 
question put, that he did not know whether the 
negro or the white man would be the superior, 
and that he was willing to let them have a trial. 
The gentleman proposes to determine that ques- 
tion by a certain sort of test—not an intellectual 
or moral trial, but the most odious of all. the 
modes by which the Abolitionists of this country 
propose to carry out their views. I understood 


‘the gentleman not only to think the negro cqual 


to the white race, as he seems to say, by declar- 
ing that. he believes with the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence ‘‘that all men are created equal,” but 
to be very anxious to have an amalgamation of the 
two races, So as to ascertain which will in the 
end prove to be the superior race, if either is in 
fact so. ` 

I am gratified to know, Mr. Clerk, that, certain 
gentlemen who heretofore voted for him are dis- 
gusted with the enunciation of such a doctrine. 
Though they might have agreed with that gentle- 
man [Mr. Banxs] on most of the political ques- 
tions of the day, they were not prepared to go to 
that length wiih him; and Iunderstand that they 
are now extremely anxious to get him out of the 
way as their candidate. Therefore Iam willing 
to give them a fair opportunity of doing it.. So 
far as the political questions which have hereto- 
fore been discussed in this House are concerned, 


| I do not know that there is much difference, prac- 


tically, between that gentleman and the body of 
those who are supporting him. And, with respect 
to these issues, it perhaps makes little differ- 
ence whether he or some one of his supporters 
should be elected. If there are on this floora 
majority of men who prefer his election [Mr. 
Banns’s] to that of our candidate, it is aot to me 
a matter of any great solicitude; but, as the gen~ 
tleman takes upon himself to assert here, as 
his language seems necessarily to imply, the 
most odicus, most offensive, and—to me—most 
disgusting doctrine ever laid down inthis country, 
and that, too, with a sneer and a jest, as if it af- 
forded him matter of amusement, I cannot make 
myself, oven indirectly, an instrumentin effecting 
his clection; particularly when I put it along with 
that other saying allributed to him, and which he 
did not disclaim expressly, when alluding tb it, 
that in a certain contingency he would “ let the 
Union slide.” 

.Where a maa speaks with levity of a grave 
question like the dissolution of the Union, as one 
would speak of a dranken man sliding into a, 
gutter, I must confess that it looks to me as if 
he had no great respeet for the Constitution of 
the country and the cxisting Government; and I 
might hesitate for some time before I should in- 
dorse him by any vote, even indirectly; and f 


| shall therefore wait for those who have hereto- 


fore been supporting him to look elsewhere for a 
candidate, if tt N 
that a conti 
tion of the Union would bo j 
sary; but to speak of suci 
levity is to me exceedingly dis ; 
When, however, to cap the climax, the genile- 
an proposes to test the superiority er the i 
feriority of the white and black races by such 
a process as he referred to on Saturday last, I 
shall wait certainly a reasonable time for those 
who have been supporting him to get some one 
else more suited to their tastes. Ido not wish, 
therefore, to sce this plurality rule adopted just 
now, and shall vote against it on this occasion. 

Í have said thus mach, not with a disposition 


wa 


to arraign any gentleman for his opinions. £ 
think the debate that has been carried on here 


has been irregular. I would rather much of it 
had notbcén gone into. Butasit hes been stated 
in the public papers, and as I have frequently 
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said that I was in favor of adopting the plurality 
rule, some explanation seems necessary for the 
‘vote I-now propose to give against it. 

And now, sir, in accordance with the pledge 
given to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN] I renew. the demand for the previous 
question. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

-Mr.CLINGMAN. . [have renewed it in obedi- 
ence tomy pledge given to the gentleman from 
Maine. Iam perfectly willing that the discussion 
should go-on, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. When yielded 
the floor to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
I did it upon the supposition that he had some- 
thing he desired to say in reference to the adoption 
ofthepluralityrule, [should not have withdrawn 
my demand for the previous question, if I had 
kxiown the gentleman’s purpose was to make the 
rematks he has done, in which, I must say, it 
seems to me he has shown great disingenuous- 
hess—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seemed to me a little 
unfair that he should have placed the construc- 
tion which he did, in reference to what he terms 
the levity of the remarks of the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] It was 
a construction, in my opinion, not fairly dedu- 
cible from the remarks themselves. But, sir, it 
was my intention, when I offered this resolution, 
that it should be decided without discussion; and 
in accordance with that purpose, I now move the 
‘previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe gentleman from Maine 
will withdraw his demand for the previous ques- 
tion fora moment, I have an amendment that I 
wish, to offer to his resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to make 
‘a single remark, if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. WASHBURN. After having withdrawn 
the demand for the previous question in favor of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Crins- 
MaN,| I can hardly refuse the same courtesy to 
my friend from Ohio. I withdraw the demand, 
if the gentleman will promise to confine his re- 
marks to the question of the plurality rule. 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I should not like to enter 
into any such. bonds. | 

Mr. WASHBURN. Well, sir, I will with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, if the 
gentleman will promise to renew it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I make that promise. And 
now, Mr. Clerk, I have to say that [ will confine 
myself to the resolution in the explanation I have 
to make. Iwill not,as the gentleman from North 
Carolina has shown his willingness to do, discuss 
the principles proclaimed by the various candi- 
dates forthe speakership. Ishouldlike, however, 
to do so, and to compare their various declarations 
now with the platforms of the parties with whom 
they are acting, on some suitable occasion. I 
rise now for the purpose of explaining why I 
have all along voted against the adoption of the 
plurality rule. A necessity seems to have de- | 
volved upon me to make this explanation for the 
purpose of meeting the various charges in the 
newspapers, and perhaps the inuendoes on this 


floor, that I had not acted with sincerity in refer- || 


ence to it. 

Iwas here in 1849, when, for the first time in 
the history of this Government, there was a de- 
parture in the election of Speaker from that sys- 
tem which we are now pursuing. [was a young | 
member, but I recollect well the position held by | 
my venerable colleague, (Mr. Gropines,} Mr. | 
Wilmot, and some six or seven who were acting | 
with him, and who held the balance of power in | 


with them in respect to their candidate, and voted | 
for Mr. Winthrop in opposition to the honorable |! 


gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] yet I 
agreed with them upon that principle, and so 
voted uniformly against the plurality resolution, 
throughout that memorable contest for the speak- 
ership. I did it upon principle. 

Mr. Clerk, during the first week of this con- 
troversy, when I had the honor of receiving a 
very handsome vote—a portion of which, if the 
letter of my colleague, [Mr. Gmpiwes,] which 
was read here the other day, is correct, was given 
merely to put me up to let me down again—it 
was suggested tome, I think about the third day, 
that we could soon settle the matter by the adop- 
tion of a plurality rule; but I condemned it then, 
as I do now. I said that I was upon the record 
as having voted against itin 1849, and that I acted 


| then as I desire to do now, in reference to the 


matter—upon principle. 

Í have sought this occasion to make known 
to the country and the House the reasons upon 
which I have acted and propose to act, so that the 
tongue of slander may be silenced, particularly 
in reference to my motives in voting against this 


plurality rule. Now, Mr. Clerk, in pursuance | 


of the promise made to the gentleman from 
Maine—and I think he will give me credit for 
having, withoutany pledge, confined my remarks 
to the plurality resolution—I renew the demand 
for the previous question, 

Mr. BANKS rose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question, to allow the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to speak, with the 
consent of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BANKS. I will not ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question, 


if the House will allow me to utter a single sen- | 


tence. [Cries of ‘ Agreed! agreed!” ** Go on!?’} 

No objection being made, 

Mr. B. I have simply to say, that I utterly 
disclaim the opinions imputed to me by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, in reference to the 
subject which he has introduced. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I certainly did not wish 
to do injustice to the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I understood him to say this in 
answer to the question as to whether the black 
race was equal to the white, or superior to it. 

A Memser. Read what he did say, from the 
Globe. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will not trouble the 
House with reading it now; but I understood the 
gentleman to say, in substance, that the superior 
or more powerful race would absorb the weaker, 
and that he was willing to wait the developments 
of time, or some such thing, to see whether the 
black race would absorb the white race, or the 
white race absorb the black. I understood the 
gentleman, therefore, as looking forward to this 
result. I do not know that he said he was in 
favor of seeing the experiment made, but he ex- 
pressed no repugnance to it. I understood him 
as looking to the ultimate result, in reference to 
the superiority or inferiority of the races, before 
he would make up his mind. Therefore it was 
that I made the comments which I have; and 1 
am sure that the House will agree with me that 
they were legitimate, in view of the gentleman’s 
remarks. I should be happy if the gentleman 
would disclaim that position. 

Mr. ORR. With the permission of the gen- 
teman from North Carolina, I will read the lan- 
guage which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Bays] did use. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Read it. 

Mr. ORR. Itis as follows: 

« I have to say, in this matter, that I accept the doctrine 
of the Declaration of Independence, that all men are cre- 
q equal. in regard to the superiority of races, I am im- 
od with the conviction that it is to be determined only 
y capacity for endurance. So far as I have studied the 
subject, it ms tome to be the universal law, that the 
weaker is always absorbed and disappears in the stronger 
race. Whetber the black race of this continent, or any 
other part of the world, is equal to the white race, can only 
be determined by the absorption and disappearance of one 
or the other; and I propose to wait until the respective 
races ean be properly subjected to this philosophical icst 
before I give a decisive answer.” 


Mr. CLINGMAN,. That was just what I un- 


i derstood the gentleman to say,—that he could 


not determine in his own mind which was supe- 
rior, but he was willing to wait the resuit—as I 
said, not willing to put it to any intellectual con- 
test, not to any contest in science, mathematics, 
poetry, or in arts, or arms; but [understood him 


to refer to a particular contest. of that sort, and 
that he had no objection to the contest. I under- 
stood the gentleman to speak of a grave question 
with levity. Men generally look upon the idea 
with repugnance; and I confess that it surprised 
me that the gentleman from Massachusetts, with 
his education, attainments, and intellect, should 
express himself in the manner which he did. E 
think he will see that'my inference was a very 
natural one. 

Mr. BANKS. I make no complaint. I rose 
only to disclaim the opinions imputed to me by 
the honorable gentleman from North Carolina. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
this debate is all out of order, inasmuch as the 
call for the previous question has been seconded. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would ask my colleague 
to withdraw the call for the previous question, 
so that I may address myself in explanation of 
the allusion which was made to me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no control over it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to explain my vote 
on the occasion referred to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If I yield to 
one gentleman, I must to another; and so T hold 
on to the call for the previous question. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts proceeded to make his remarks by unan- 
imous consent; and the debate that followed was 
also made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLSON. As this involves an import- 
ant question, I call for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be now put. | 

Mr. TRIPPE. I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I demand the yeas and 
nayson that motion. [Criesof ‘*No!no!”] I 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I renew the demand for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. TI call for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Trippe and 
Bi.uincuurst were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the yeas and nays 
were ordered, the tellers having reported—ayes 33, 
noes 78. À 

The quesfion was taken on the motion to lay 
on the table; and it was agreed to—yeas 105, 
nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, J, Glaucy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Snecd, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, War- 
ner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Wiliams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, aud Zollicoffer—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 

tiss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
eutine B. Horton, Howard, Hughaton, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Nichots, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinney, Stanton, Strana- 
han, Tappan, 'Thorington, Thurston, ‘odd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Filihn B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—l01, 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. BOCOCK siated that he had been requested 
by his colleague [Mr. Casxiz] to state, when 
this proposition came up, that he was utterly 
opposed to it. Though called home by urgent 
considerations, yet he would never have paired 
off with any gentleman except one whom he had 
reason to believe would vote for the resolution. 
He would vote againstit in every stage, if here. 

Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
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Mr. ROBBINS. I demand tellers on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. ° 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WASHBURN 
of Maine, and Wurerr, were appionted. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 


ported——ayes forty-five 
- Mr. MACE. [Í withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ. 

BALLOT FOR SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and fourteenth time for Speaker, with the 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
209; necessary to a choice, 105; of which— 


- Nathaniel P. Banks received... 
William. A. Richardson 
Henry M. Fuller...... 
Alexander C. M. Pennington... 
John Cadwalader...... 

| James L. Orr..... 
John Williams.... 
Gilchrist Porter......... 
Benjamin B. Thurston..... 
John A. QUIEMAN, cee e ccc aee cece eaenees 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emric, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S$. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MceMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Rust Sandidge Savage, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hofman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Dunn, 
Edwards, Harrison, Haven, Moore, Robbins, and Scott. 

For Mr. Cadwalader—Messrs. Boyce and McQueen. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Wiiliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Brenton. 

For Mr. Quitman—Mr. Keitt. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten minutes to three o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 
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I move that the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespar, January 16, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve oe’clock, m. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

Mr. THORINGTON. Mr. Clerk, the re- 
peated delays that have occurred in the organiza- 
tion of this House, I presume, have, by this time, 
satisfied nearly every member that the state of 
things has occurred which was predicted by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ernermer] 
several days ago—that voting for particular can- 
didates has become chronic. : 

I cannot say that Lexpect the resolution which 
Thold in my hand will have the result of effecting 
an immediate organization of the House; but | 
nevertheless feel it my duty to contribute my mite, 
so far as lies in my power, towards the election 
of a presiding officer over this body. 

T have not consulted the gentleman whose name 
I have embraced in this resolution in reference to 
the use I have made of his name; a proper sense 
of delicacy has prevented me from doingso. And 


ject. 


The CLERK. The Clerk will state to the | 


I take this occasion to say that, in’ offering this 


| resolution, Tam not to be understood as malting 


any objections to the gentleman for whom I have 
been voting the last hundred and odd ballots... So 
far from that, I am perfectly. satisfied’ with the 
votes I have given, and I shall be satisfied to vote 
for the same gentleman in future, if the resolution 
I now propose to submit is not adopted. My 


| resolution is in these words: 


Resolved, That Lewis D. Campsetn be declared the 
Speaker of the-House of Representatives for the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress of the United States. 

I have selected the gentleman named in this 
resolution, because, from the terms in which I 
have heard him spoken of, I believe he would not 
be as objectionable to some members of the House 
with whom I have been acting as other gentlemen 
who have been named and voted for. I submit 
the resolution, and in accordance with the course 
which has been pursued in this House by other 
gentlemen, in order to bring the House to a direct 
vote, I move the previous question. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Iask 
the gentleman to withdraw that motion, to enable 
me to offer an amendment. 

Several Mempers. Oh, no; don’t yield. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I prefer to have the 
House vote directly upon the resolution, without 
amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That’s right; let us take 
a direct vote upon it. I hope we shall have no 
amendment. 

Mr. LEITER. Task the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion for the previous question for a 
moment; I desire to say a word in reference to 
that resolution. 

Mr. THORINGTON. As the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Lerren] is from the State from which 
Mr. Capper comes, perhaps it is due to him 
as a matter of courtesy that I should withdraw 
in his favor. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope, if the gentleman 
withdraws his demand for the previous question 
in favor of one gentleman, he will in favor of 
others. I hope the previous question will be in- 
sisted on, but, if it is withdrawn at all, let it be 
withdrawn altogether. 

Mr. THORINGTON. As my withdrawal 
seems to be objected to, I shall insist on the de- 


mand for the previous Satan 
hat is right. Hold on 


Several MEMBERS. 
to it. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. SNEED. Isitin order to move that there 
be a call of the House? 

The CLERK. It is in order. 
“ Don’t do it!?’] 

Mr. SNEED. Very well; I will not make the 
motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do make the motion. I 
move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise to a question of 
order. A motion for a call of the House is not 
in order after the House has seconded the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know the 
reason why it is not in order? 


Mr. STEPHENS. Because the House has 


(Loud cries of 


ordered that the main question shall be now put. : 


The rule of the House is express upon the sub- 


gentleman from Georgia, that we are not now 
acting under the rules of the House, but under 
the parliamentary law. Under parliamentary , 
law, the motion of the gentleman from New York 
is in order. j 
Mr. CADWALADER. Is the motion for a j 
call of the House in order when the House has 
ordered that the main question shali be now put 
upon the resolution of the gentleman from Iowa? 
The CLERK. Under parliamentary law a 


motion that there be a call of the House isalways || 


in order. 
Mr. ORR. 
main question shall be now put, and, as.a matter 


| of course, it is not in order to move that there 


be a call of the House, because it is in conflict 
with the order the House has made that the main 


, question shall be now put. 


The CLERK. Would it not be in order to 
move that the House adjourn? 
Mr. ORR. Certainly it would, because an 


The House has ordered that the : 


exception is expressly inade in reference to mo- 
tions to adjourn; =. wee or 

Mr. MORGAN. -With-all due deference ito 
gentlemen, I think the: House ‘has noti ordered 
that the main question shall:be:now put. 05 <5 

are CLERK. The. House has: made- that 
order. Pye tg 

Mr. MORGAN. If the House has-‘made that 
order, [, perhaps, ought not to insist upon my. 
motion, areas 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move thatthe 
resolution of the gentleman from Iowa be laid 
upon the table. 5 . 

The CLERK. That motion is in order, but 
the motion that there be a call of the House will 
take precedence, if the gentleman insists upon the 
motion. Does the gentleman from New York 
insist in his motion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; I think I had bet- 
ter insist upon the motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Does the Clerk decide that 
the motion of the gentleman from New York is 
in order? 

The CLERK. In the opinion of the Clerk, 
the motion is inorder. As, however, there seems 
to be doubts in reference to it, he prefers to sub- 
mit the question to the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will not take an appeal 
from the decision of the Clerk, but I take this 
occasion to say that I think the decision decid- 
edly wrong. The motion that there be a eall of 
the House is nota privileged question. © Nothin 
except a question of privilege, ora privilege 
question, can override the motion that the main 
question ghall be now put. I think the motion, 
therefore, is clearly not in order; but I shall not 
take an appeal. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would remark to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that the Constitu- 
tion gives the House the power to compel the 
attendance of absent members; which would, of 
course, make the motion that there be a call of 
the House a privileged question. 

Mr. ORR. That is, when there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. STEPHENS. It certainly does not make 
the motion a privileged one, to override the mo- 
tion that the main question shall be now put. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I take 
an appeal from the decision of the Clerk. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that appeal I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I would suggest to 
the gentleman who has raised the point of order, 
that it be withdrawn, and allow the yeas and 
nays to be taken directly upon the motion that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I certainly have no ob- 
jection to withdrawing the question of order. 
If the object is to give gentlemen an opportunity 
to come in, we might as well have the yeas and 
i| nays upon the motion for a ceil of the House as 
anything else. 

Mr. COBB. It will save time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, I will withdraw my ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask for 
tellers upon the yeas and nays, upon the motion 
for a call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MORGAN 
and Craice appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported fifteen in the affirmative—not a sufficient 
number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to order a call. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the resolution be laid upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will withdraw 
that motion, and allow the vote to be taken di- 
i rectly upon the resolution. ‘Will not the vote 
| now be upon the resolution of the gentleman from 
i Iowa? s 

The CLERK. Directly upon that resolution. 

The question was then taken upon the resolu- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 50, 
nays 150; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Banks, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
li nett, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton, James M Campbell, 
li Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax,Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dunn, 
| Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Harrison, Havea, Holloway, Val- 
li entine B. Horton, Hugliston, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Lei- 
|| ter, Mace, Millward, Moore, Norton, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 
i| nington, Pettit, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
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erts, Scott, Sherman, ‘Phorington, Thurston, Tedd, Tyson, 
Weich, Wheeler, Woodruff, axd Woodworth—50. 

NAYS- Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Rarclay, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Boceck, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Buflington, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Clingman; Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Comins, 
Cox; Cragin; Craige, Cullen, Damrell, Davidson, Day, Den- 
ver, De Witt, Dick, Doda, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, 
Emrie, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fautkner, Flag- 
Ter, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D, Faller, Galloway, Gi 
dings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Au 
gustis Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, | 
Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Howard, Jewett, 
George W, Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Keitt, Kelty, Kelsey, 
Kidpelh King, KEnapp,. See Fake, Letcher ano 
ey, Lumpkin, Alexander: K. Marshall, Samu . Mar- 
shally Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty, McMullin, McQueen, 
Meacham, Smith Miller, Millsou, Morgau, Morril, Nichols, 
Andtew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, Phelps, Pike 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richard- 
son; Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Savm, Sage, Sandidge, Bapp, 
Savage, Simmons, Samie 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, i 
Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, 
Wail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Eflibu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Williams, 
Winslow, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and 
Znicofler—150, 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 


| 
i 
\ 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
\ 


Pending the call, when Mr. Henputy S. Bex- 


NEE?’s name was called, 

Mr. QUITMAN informed the House that Mr. 
Bennerr.was detained from the House by sick- 
ness, and therefore did not vote. 

Mr.GALLOWAY (when his name was called) 
said: Itis well known to my friends that I enter- 
taina high personal regard for the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Camrzune;] and if I could secure my 
poo preferences, 1 should cheerfully vote for 

nim upon this resolution; but until I can be as- 
sured by some reliable manifestation, by the votes 
of this House, that there is a different state of 
sentiment from. what cxisted when he was a can- 


didate before the House, I cannot consistently | 


change n 


Mr. G 


position; and therefore I vote no. 
DINGS (when his name was called) 


1D 


said: It is well known that I have herctofore, | 


when there was a prospect of the election of my 


colleague, [Mr. Campsex.,] voted for him cheer- | 
I voted for him while he was a candidate, | 
and [left him because of an impression that he : 


fully. 


could not be elected, and on his own declination. 


I have cast my vote a grcat number of times, in | 


association with other gentlemen, to the number 
of a hun 
[Mr. Baxgs.] Withontany intimation that these 
hundred gentlemen; who have heretofore voted | 


7 
H 


Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, | 
phens, Stewart, Stranahan, ; 


i 
i 
H 
| 
| 
i 


| 


red or more, for our present candidate, į 


for Mr. Banks, have asked for a change of eandi-: 


dates, without any consultation, as far as I know, | 
this resolution has been thrown upon us. Fcon- 
cede that every gentleman here has a perfect right 
to make what proposition he chooses. Every | 
gentleman has a right to act independently; but 


upon a measure of this importance, F think it: 
vould be prudent, at least, for gentlemen, whue ; 


acting together upon matte 


of this grave mo- ; 


ment, toconsult together before an attemptis made | 


to change our position. F 
GS 


nction the course now proposed—to leave Mr. 


cannot, by my vote, | 


Banus, and go for any other individual, until E- 
shall have compared ideas with our friends, and i 
sce whether we can do better than to adhere to 


our present position, I, therefore, shall vote 
against the resolation; and [shall stand where I 
am, until I can sec some prospect that a change | 
will be for the better. I vote no. i 

Mr. MACE (when his name was called) said: | 
T propose, sir,—inasmuch as it is the practice, — i 
to assigo very briefly the reasons why f shall: 
vote forthe resolution under consideration. There : 
are some things on the record, Mr, Clerk, in| 
reference to ow doings in this protracted state of 
disorganization, but there are some things which 
are net on the record; and I feel it duc to myself, i 
upon this occasion, to state briefly the position T. 
have assumed since the meeting of the present 
Congress. When I came here, sir, some time : 
since, I, was stated by the public press that I, | 


ENS 


perhaps, would be a candidate for the speaker- | 
ship. No such intention ever crossed my mind : 


for a moment. The next day after i arrived 
here, I met Mr. Camprgur, and knowing that he 
must have seen such statement of the press, I at | 
onec frankly told him I was nota candidate, but! 
that I was for hin; that I kad come here with the 


Rat 


ol 


as a rule rai Li 


! Jn accordance with that determination, I voted 


lable and distinguished gentleman, first, because 


would. vote at all times for the anti-Nebraska 
candidate who was receiving a majority of votes. 


for My. Campsexy until he voluntarily withdrew 
his name as a candidate. Since that time, I have 
steadily voted for Mr. Banxs. Iam not dissat- | 
isfied- with either of those votes. I have been 
ready, and am perfectly willing at all times, that 
either of those gentlemen should occupy the dis- 
tinguished position of Speaker of this House. j 
My idea, in reference to the election of Speaker, | 
has been this, at all times: I have been willing at } 
any moment to vote for any anti-Nebraska man | 
upon this floor; and Iwill state here frankly— 
because I have no concealment to make—that, in 
my humble judgment, had the policy been pur- 
sued in reference to all the candidates which was 
pursued in reference to Mr. Campsett, this House 
would have been organized long since; and that 
policy is, not to nail our flag to the fortunes of | 
any particular anti-Nebraska man, but to come 
forward in good faith and try our strength upon 
cach man for a reasonable length of time, but not 
to make a halt there, and come to a dead lock. 
We should interchange sentiments among our- 
selves, and. see if we could not effect an organiza- 
tion by the clection of some other gentleman who 
entertains sentiments such as we do. 

In this connection I wish to make another re- 
mark. I have heard it said upon this floor, and 
repeatedly said, that this party or that party was 
responsible for the non-organization of this House. 
We may say what we please in reference to that 
question in this Hall, but we have a people at 
home—a discriminating pcople—and that people 
will, as sure as we sit here, attribute the want of 
organization of this House to the anti-Nebraska ; 

arty here. We are in the majority here, and : 
by a union of our forces we can elect a Speaker 
at any time. Itis futile that we should expect 
the friends of the distingtushed gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] to concur with and aid 
usin making an election. It is futile to expect 
that the friends of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Funier] should come to our rescue. 
Those gentlemen cannot do it. They cannot do 
it without falsifying their convictions of duty, 
and without falsifying what they believe to be the 
will of their constituents. I admire the man, be 
he Democrat, be he American, or anti-Nebraska, 
who would stand upon this floor and duly repre- 
sent the wil of his constituents. Such is the 
kind of men I like. 

Now, sir, I do not say I represent my constit- 
vents. {have tried to do it, and to do it honestly, 
and Lintend so to continue. $ cannot vote for | 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rictarpsow,] 
nor can I vote for the geneman from Poansyl- 
vania, [Mr. Funner,| or for any gentleman who 
entertains sentiments such as have been avowed 
by these gentlemen. Should I do so, I should 
run athwart twenty-five thousaud majority in 
my district. I can vote for Mr. Banks, or Mr. 
Campsenn, or for twenty other gentlemen upon 
this floor, who would discharge the duties of tha 
ition, if not as well as some others, yet re- 


re 


“Such is my position, and I intend to adhere to 
it. Tsay to the anti-Nebraska men, once for all, 
that it is duc to yourselves, to your country, 
that you should come forward and go, net for 
men, but for measures, in the organization of this 
House according to the will of a majority of the | 
anti-Nebraska men upon this floor. If you do 
not do it, let the consequences rest upon your | 
head-—it will not rest upon mine. I vote ay. 

Mr. PARKER (on hisname being called) stated 
that he had paired off with Mr. Fiuurnrey Mar- 
SHALL, 

Mr. PEARCE (on his name being called) said 
It is proper, Mr. Clerk, for members on this floor 
to give explanations of their votes; and I supposes 
that one great object of explanation is that every 

Lepresentalive may stand properly before his 

therefore, to give a word 


constituents. JT wish, 
of explanation here of the voices that I have 
since we met here as a body for the purpose 
organizing this House. Ht is well known, i 
Clerk, that 1 first cast my vote for my distin 
guished friend and colleague, Mr. Frnzer, of | 
Luzerne. F was induced to vote for that honor- 


of my entertaining strong personal feclings c 
friendship for him; and 1 may be permitted, si 


| Ean 


to say here, in regard to that gentleman, that— 
“To know is but to love him”? 

It was with the greatest reluctance, therefore, that 

I saw myself compelled to leave him and cast my 

vote. for another. A 

But I had another reason for casting my vote 
for another gentleman. Atthe time I was voting 
for Mr. FuLLER, I thought that his views coin- 
cided with my own views on this great Nebraska 
question. I thought that his views would be per- 
fectly satisfactory to my constituents. But after 
his honest, manly avowal on this ficor, of his 
sentiments, (and I give him credit for this honest 
and fearless assertion,) I came to the conclusion 
that he would not be. acceptable to my constitu- 
ents. These wcre my impressions at the time, 
and they are so at present. 

I then changed my vote; and as 1 have been 
attacked at home by those who do not understand 
matters as we are prepared to understand them, 
I wish to assign some reasons why I voted for 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Banks.] I voted for him, first, because I 
had reason to believe that the charges which were 
made aguinst that gentleman as to his being a` 
leader of the ultra Abolitionists of Massachusetts 
were not well-founded. I took particular pains 
to inquire whether he did act with the ultra Abo- 
litionists of Massachusetts, and, from the best 
information which Į could obtain, I was satisfied 
that such was not the case; for I would not vote 
for any man here as Speaker whom I regard as 
an ultra Abolitionist. i 

‘Then, sir, I voted for the gentleman from Mas- 
sachuseits for another reason — because I was 
satisfied that he was a member of the American 
party. [Laughter and applause.] I wish to make 
a distinct avowal here, that I would vote for no 
man who is not a member of that great, that 
glorious, that giant American party. [Applause.] 
Reing satisfied that he [Mr. Bangs] was a mem- 
ber of that organization, and that he was a mem- 
ber not only for a specific purpose, but honestly 
and truly—that he was not only an American, 
but one who would not subordinate his Ameri- 
canism to any other ism—I gave him my cordial 
support. 

Me McMULLIN. May I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pearce] one question ? 

Mr. PEARCE. I do not want to be inter- 
rupted. ; 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Ionly want the gentleman 
to point out the difference between Mr. Banks 
and an ultra Abolitionist. 

Mr. PEARCE. Iam not used to being inter- 
rogated, and I do not want to be interrupted in 
my discourse. I hope, therefore, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. McMuuuin] will not persist 
in interrupting me. Į repeat, Mr. Clerk, that I 
voted forthe gentleman from Massachusettsunder 
this impression. I believed that not only was he 
an American, but that he was a true American. 
I voted for him again, because a pressure was 
brought to bear upon me from home on account 
of the non-organization of this House. And 
being assured, not only from what I heard here, 
in respect to his Americanism, but from his speech 
| which is on the record, and to which all can refer, 
Tigi bound to support him. He has declared 
thi his sentiments then are his sentiments now 
He stood here as the strongest anti-Nebraska can- 
didate before the House; and I voted for him 
because I wished to show my willingness to vote 
for a man who was net objectionable to my con- 
stituents, and that I would not stand in the way 
of an organization of this House. 

I voted for Mr. Bayxs again because I repre- 
sent a district here which was so strongly anti- 
Nebraska in its sentiments and feelings that my 
honorable predecessor, [Mr. Gamble,] although 
an old-line Democrat, and a man of sterling worth 
and integrity, and of influence in his party, cast 
his vote ever and anon against the passage of thet 
bil, and was applauded by his party for his 
manly bearing. LI vote for Mr. Banks as an anti- 
Vebraska. man and an American, because I am 
pledged to my constituents to do all that I can do 
against the extension of slavery into virgin soil 
| of the Territories; and he [Mr. Banxs] had con- 
i G@emned and voted against the passage of the 
Nebraska bil. f wish to show to my 
constituents that I was not there to avow one 
thing and came here to do another. 

These, sir, are my reasons for having voted for 


sas- 
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the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts. 
And now, sir, that another gentleman: [Mr. 
CAMPBELL, of Ohio] has been named here this 
morning, who is an American and an anti-Ne- 
braska man, I cannot take the responsibility of 
voting against him, lest it should be said at home 
and in the country that I-was pinned to any one 
man, and was not willing to vote for another man 
equally worthy... I have no objection to the gèn- 
tleman from Massachusetts, nor do I mean to say 
by the vote-which I am now about to give that I 
shall not hereafter vote for that. gentleman. I 
shall be. governed by circumstances. I shal! vote 
now for Mr. CAMPBELL. I vote ay. 

Mr. PAINE (on his name. being called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, in voting on the resolution ‘before the 
House no opportunity is allowed me to express 
a preference in the selection of a member of this 
body to occupy the Speaker’s chair. In the 

course I shall take Í desire simply to show that 
I am not willing to stand in the way of an organi- 
zation, unless the occasion arise when I may 
believe it to be my imperative duty to defeat 
such an organization. I cannot support the res- 
olution; but, being unwilling to assert that no 
other gentleman than the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Futter] should be 
elected to preside over us, I abstain from voting 
against it, and therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. PENNINGTON (on his name being 
called) asked that the Clerk should again report 
the resolution, stating that he had just entered 
the Hall. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I shall vote in the af- 
firmative on that resolution, and I do it without 
intending anything in the least disrespectful or in- 
vidious towards any other candidate on this floor. 
I shall do so in accordance with the declarations 
made by me the other day, and the convic- 
tions and opinions with which I came into this 
Congress as to what was due to my friend from 
Ohio, [Mr. Camppeiz,] because of the. eminent 
ability and fidelity with which he has discharged 
his duty to the country and to his party. I vote 


ay. ; 
Tir. PURVIANCE (when his name was 
called) rose and said: Mr. Clerk, I desire to make 
a word of explanation. I do not indorse the sen- 
timents of the honorable gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Macx;] I do not agree with him that the 
responsibility for our disorganization rests with 
those who have been voting for Mr. Banxs. 

Mr. MACK. I did not say so. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. Well, then, on the anti- 
Nebraska men of this House. I now desire, 
sir, to some extent, to review this question of 
responsibility. For six long weeks we have been 
voung from day to day, and we have been dis- 


cussing questions wholly irrelevant to the ques- | 


ZR- 


tion of responsibility for our want of organiza 
tion. And as to the discussion being on this'’side 
of the House, I have to say, that the Empire 
State, with thirty-three members on this floor, 
has preserved throughout an almost unbroken 
silence. The Buckeye State, with the exception 
of a speech or two from the venerable gentleman 


from the Ashtabula district, [Mr. Gippives,] and | 
of impromptu replies of the gentleman from the | 


Butler district, [Mr. CAMPBELL,] has refrained 
from participating in the debate. The Keystone 
State, with the exception of some personal ex- 
planations among its members, has also abstained 
from the discussion of the question. ‘The North- 


west has taken but little part in the debate; New | 


Jersey, none; and. New England, although her 
honored son has been assailed here from day to 
day, has remained quiet. She has remained tran- 


quil; but the time will come, if this House be | 


ever organized, when she will vindicate'the world- 
wide renown of the mother of the first battle- 
ficld of the Revolution. She bides her time, and 
that time will come so sure as the sun has risen 
in the heavens this day. Her sons, “the wor- 


thy sons of worthy sires,” have up to the present | 


moment remained quict in their seats; and I un- 
dertake to say that, during this six weeks’ dis- 
cussion—and this is in answer to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Macr]— the entire North 
have not participated in this discussion to the 
amount of two days. 


Now, what has given rise to this failure of or- | 
ganization? The Democratic party over the way | 


framed a resolution on the slavery question, 


although they professed to be in fatór of pence and | 
quict, and opposed to all agitation of that ques- 
tion. They present—what? Why, what the pen- | 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. SrupHens] some time 
since declared to be the squatter principle. For 
what purpose? Certainly, for the purpose of agi 
tation. With a view of drawing a line? No; 
but to reaffirm the abolition of a compromise 
line—a line done away with by an act of the last 
Congress, and whith the President and the Senate 
now stand ready to resist any proposition of res- 
toration which may be passed by the popular 
branch of the Government. Why thrust into 
this House this Nebraska act unless it was for 
the purpose of agitation? 

Again, who from time to time in this House 
have been voting against organization? They 
are not on this side of the House. Who have | 
been offering the plurality resolution with a view 
of organization? And why should not that rule 
have obtained the assent and approbation of this 
House? Referring back to proceedings had here 
six years ago, I am told that there are in their 
seats now four gentlemen of the Democratic side 
who voted for that plurality rule when that rule 
tended to the election of the honorable member 
from Georgia, [Mr. Cons.] I appeal now, in 
all frankness and sincerjty, to those gentlemen to 
know the reason why they have not cast their 
suffrage for that plurality rule on any time of its 
submission by my friend and colleague, [Mr. 
Kurenr?] 

There is another matter. Iam surprised that, 
when the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Canreert] submitted to this body, in opposition 
to the wishes of his friends, a resolution declar- 
ing the honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Orr] the Chairman or Speaker pro tempore 
of the House, the gentleman from South Carolina 
now calls the previous question on the pending 
proposition for declaring the gentleman from Ohio 
the Speaker of this Congress; demands that an 
immediate vote be taken; and who, for aught we 
knew, wished to return the compliment—yet,when 
his name is called, votes against the resolution. 
Why is all this, unless it grows out of the spirit 
of disorganization—a spirit which I say, in an- 
swer to my honorable friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Mace,] and I say it with great respect—a spirit 
which grows out of the other side of the House. 

Mr. READY. Has the gentlemain’s time ex- 

ired? 

The CLERK, 
left. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Sreprens] declared the other day 
that there was not an anti-Nebraska majority in 
this House. How that may be I do not know; 
but I am not willing to take the assertion of the | 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] alone; I} 


ote 


Ti has not; he has five minutes 


anti-Nebraska inembers: on this -floor, 
we are not, therefore, responsible’ for this: 
ganization. © If that be’ trie, gentleman “is 
right: if, -however, on the “other hand, we have 
an anti:Nebraska majority. on this flööt, 
believe we have, then I lay down ‘the doctrine 
which will not be controverted ‘before the people, 
and that is, that in no legislative body’ that I 
have ever known, where a party has a majority, 
and fails to ‘carry out its measures and to elect 
its presiding and other officers, has any ‘othe? 
than that party been responsible for the result. 
Then, if we have a majority here, the responsi 
bility is with us: if not, then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is right. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. 1 did not'say that there 
was not an anti-Nebraska majority in the House: 
I merely said that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Srepyens] made that assertion. 

Mr. SAGE (when his name was called) said: 
I desire to give a simple reason for my vote. I 
regard the introduction of this resolution as being 
ill-timed and mischievous, and I do not think that 
it will result in any compliment to the gentleman 
whose name is embodied in the resolution. If it 
could succeed, I would vote for it. I voted for the 
gentleman from Ohio until he withdrew his name. 
Í came not here with any preference for men. I 
was willing to vote for the gentleman from Ohio, 
or for the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] or for the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Pennineron,] or for any other 
gentleman who I supposed entertained the same 
sentiments that I entertain. But, sir, there are 
gentlemen who have voted for this resolution 
who did not vote for the gentleman from Ohio 
when his name was regularly before the House. 
Tam very glad that it is so. ` I hope it may lead 
toa union between our friends in casting our votes 
hereafter. But, sir, I have another objection to 
this resolution. It is well known to the anti-Ne- 
braske members here, at least, and I presume to 
our opponents—because it is a matter of common 
notoricty—that we had an anti-Nebraska mecting 
in this Hall, or rather a meeting of all those op- 
posed to the present Administration, and that at 
that meeting there was a nomination made for 
Speaker. The distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banks] was the nomince of that 
meeting. I feel bound to adhere to the conclusion 
or determination of that meeting, until that meet- 
ing shall again get together and select some other 
gentleman to be voted for. Iam not—and I speak 
for mysclf alonc—to be deterred from casting my 
| vote for the gentleman from Massachusetts until 
that time arrives. "Therefore, without going fur- 
ther into my reasons, I vote no. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called) 
said: ‘The proposition of the gentleman from Iowa 


L i 
places me 19 a very embarrassing situation. Up 


3 


| give this assertion of the gentleman from Georgia 
with it. 

I amn now about to vote for Mr. CAMPBELL. 
feel clear in casting that vote. 
took my seat in this Hall, I have spent de 
nights in honestly endeavoring to organize; and 
when I have presented to me a man who is an 


y! 


on 


an anti-slavery man—I do not mean an Abolition- 
ist, and it is a mistake on the part of our southern | 
| friends to suppose that we are Abolitionists when | 
we support a principle for which we are prepared 
to show their States, their fathers, and Congress 
after Congress have voted—when there is such a 
man as I have indicated presented to me, I shall 
vote for him. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Camppxit] is not an Abolitionist. We are in | 
favor of a principle which is nothing more or less | 
than to compel southern gentlemen to stand by} 
the principles advocated and maintained by their 
fathers. { vote for CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MACE obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. ‘The gentleman will remember 
that all this debate is out of order. 

Mr. MACE. I wish to make but a word of 
explanation. My friend from Pennsylvania mis- 
understands me. I didnot intend to say, and F do 
not say, that the gentlemen who have been voting 
for Mr. Bayxs were chargeable with the disor- | 
ganization of this House, because I surely would 
not charge myself with being in the way of an 
organization. Now, the only difference between 
| the gentleman from Peansylvania and myself is 
i this: he says that we have not a majority of 


iT sepa 


ji 
| 
From the time I i 
i 
i 
| own colleagues, and from many of my friends. 
| J 
i 


American, and avows it on this foor, and who is i 


to this time J have never had any doubt as to how 
to cast my vote, but now I confess in all candor 
that 1 do hesitate. The result of my conelu- 
sions is Lo vote for this resolution. In doing so, 
] ate, to some extent, from many of my 


| I desire, therefore, to state the reasons why I 
shall so cast this vote. Fortwenty-three ballois I 
| voted for Lewis D. CampBELL, of Ohio. It was 
the desire of the people that I represent, and of 
ithe State which I in part represent, that Mr. 
Campsexy should be invested with the high honor 
of presiding over the deliberations of this House. 
T voted for him in good faith, and desired his 
election. For nincty-one times I have voted tor 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Bawxs.] Il have likewise voted for him in 
desiring on each baliot to secure his 


clection. 

Gentlemen have endeavored to place the respon- 
| sibility of a want of organization upon this side 
of the House and upon that side of the House. 
I desire to say candidly that 1 think the respon- 
sibility rests upon those gentlemen who, profess- 
hig to be, and no doubt being, opposed to the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, and to agree 
with us in our anti-Nebyaska sentiment, have yet 
separated from us, and have uniformly voted for 
gentlemen who have been voting either for Mr. 
CAMPBELL or Mr. Bans. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him? S 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, ifthe gentleman wH 
not take much of my time. 
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for any votes 7 7 
There, sir, I can make this matter satisfactory; 


T.can make it satis 


il we will maintain our position of resisting the | 


li Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


northern men and southern men ought to come 
forward, and help us reinstate that restriction. 
Nothing less than that will satisfy the country; 
and if it is not done, as it probably will not be, 


admission of Kansas as a slave State, under all 
possible circumstances. 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I vote ay. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called) 
said: It will not take long for me to express my 
vicws in reference to this resolution. When we | 
| first commenced voting for a Speaker, I voted for 
Had he not withdrawn 
! his name, I should have supported him up to this 
time, and would have refused to vote for any other 
candidate who might have been sprung upon me. 
| I certainly preferred him to any other man, but 
I did not come here to represent any particular 
man. I came here to represent principles, and I 
| will vote for Mr. Camesert, or Mr. Banxs, or 


shadow of dishonor upon him, I will be the first 


that position, I will leave him, and vote for the 
entleman from Indiana, or for anybody else; 
ut since they have failed to give any such reason, 
I have felt myself bound uniformly and honestly 
to vote for the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts. Ishallcontinue so to vote here- 
after. 

But this proposition is made by one of our 
friends—the gentleman from Towa, (Mr. Tuor- 
ineton.] I do not pin my faith either to Mr. | 
Bangs orto Mr. Camesert. Lamanindependent į 
Representative here, and I will vote for any one | 
of a dozen—ay, of a score of those who have | 
been acting with me upon this side of the House. | 
I will vote for no Administration man. Iwill | 
not vote for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 
[Mr. Futier.] If tho sorry alternative should 
be presented to me, T would rather vote for the 
gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] be- 
cause we are told that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania represents an anti-Nebraska constitu- 
ency, and was elected, to some extent, upon that 
principle, and the shadow of a constituency 
whose sentiments he does not express rises up in 
judgment against him. 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. As the charge 
now made by the gentleman from Ohio has been 


variously repeated, I will state a single fact: At |i 


|l any vote that might seem to indicate that Mr. 


‘| would accomplish that result, to elect m 


| any man who represents those principles. This 
| talk about ‘letting the Union slide,’ goes for 
| nothing with me, especially when it comes from 

| persons who attempt to make it slide upon every | 
‘opportunity. I am ready to vote for any man 
| who represents the true principle. Ido not wish 
| itto be extravagantly represented. I would prac- 
| tice moderation and forbearance, I wouid cheer- 
fully vote for the gentleman from New Jersey, 


{[Mr. Pennineron,]} but I cannot consent to give 


| 
| 
b 
| 


i Bangs has forfeited our confidence, simply bc- 
i cause he has been slandered by our opponents. 
| I will not consent to that. I vote no. 
| Mr. STANTON (when his name was called) į 
| said: I dislike this practice of giving reasons for 
jour votes. It is a bad practice. But I trust I 
| shall be excused for following it on this occasion. 
i The record, Mr. Clerk, will bear me witness that 
| I have been ready at any time, when my vote | 
col- 
league (My. CamPBELL] Speaker of this House. 
| Gentlemen have spoken of having “voted in good 


slavery in those Territories, because his conduct 
shows the contrary. 

Mr. LEITER. Does my colleague mean to 
say, by implication or othe: wise, that those of us 
who are ‘voting for this resolution are not sincere 


| in our opposition to the extension of slavery? 


Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. I refer to 
those who have been voting against Mr. Banks 
for the last five or six weeks. I believe that the 
end of this struggle—if there is to be any end to 
it at all—will be that a Speaker of this House will 
be elected by a plurality vote. - I believe that it 
is the part of wisdom for the anti-Nebraska mem- 
bers of this House to avoid all these traps that 
are set to encourage discord and division in our 
ranks, and carefully and patiently bide our time. 

Permit me to make one other remark, and to 
state one fact, before I cast my vote. ‘The one 
hundred and five gentlemen who have voted for 
Mr. Banks upon this floor represent ten millions 
of the white inhabitants of this country, whilst 
all the residue of this House together represent 
but a fraction over nine millions! That is ac- 
cording to the census of 1850, and the increase 
of population since that census was taken would 
still further increase the disparity. 

Now, [feel perfectly easy in my position. I 
stand here, with a large plurality of the members 
of this House, representing an absolute majority 
of the people of this country, voting steadily for 
the honorable member from Massachusetts. If 
there is any portion of this Flouse that can afford 


| to maintain its position, I belong to that portion. 


| faith” for my colleaguc. Ihave to say, that { give | 
i no votes that are not given in good faith. When | 


! I vote for gentlemen, I desire to elect them. 

| Tvegard this proposition, Mr. Clerk, whatever 
! may have been the intent of its mover, as calcu- 
i lated, above all others that could have been intro- 
| duecd into this House, to sow the seeds of discord 
‘and jealousy wnongst the anti-Nebraska mem- 
| bers of this House, and to result in our ultimate 
defeat. Every gentleman must have seen for 
| wecks past, that the only practicable mode of 
‘electing a Speaker here is by an ultimate resort 
Í to a resolution to cleet bya plurality. The ques- 
i tion as to when that shall be done is the only | 
i remaining question. Itisa mere question of time. | 
| No gentleman can reecivea majority of votes upon 


the same election when I was returned a member 
of ihis House, ex-Governor Bieter, now United 
States Senator from Pennsylvania, was a candi- 
date for the oftice of Governor, standing upon the 
same platform with my competitor, addressing 
the people from the same stand, and advocating 
substantially the same measures, He carricd the 
district by a handsome majority; I was elected 
by over iwo thousand majority. I would not 
have alluded to this fact but to correct a wrong 
impression, and to show that it was not the anti- 
Nebraska issue which determined that election. 
It is but just to say, that a strong feeling existed 
in my district adverse to the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise; but I feel assured that Lam | 
now representing the wishes of a large majority 
of my constituents in resisting further agita- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill take the gentleman’s 
declaration as true, as no doubt itis. But he has 
declared upon this floor, that, if he had been a | 


member of the last Congress, he would have |; 


i 
voted against the repeal of the Missouri com- | 


promise as an unwise and useless violation of |: 


public faith; and yet he tells you this paradox, | 
that now, if he had the power, he would not 
reinstate that prohibition of slavery in the ter- 
ritory north and west of Missouri. 

Mr. HOUSTON. He said that he would do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No,sir, I think he went 
beyond that the other day. His position, at any 
rate, is known to the House and the country. 
Now, I hold that, if the repeal was wrong, all 


Now, what gentleinan does not see in the move- 
i 


this floor for the post of Speaker. 


| ments that have been going on here for a week 
: past, a studicd and systematic effort on the part į 
| of gentlemen opposed to the anti-Nebraska mem- : 
! bers of this House, to sow the sceds of discord | 
| amongst us, 50 that we shall not be able to cast | 
i 


the largest vote, and give a plurality to a gentle- 
i man upon this side of the Flouse. j 

| Twill not contribute, by any vote of mine, to; 
i aid in any such undertaking. No gentleman can 

‘fail to appreciate the difficulty which underiics | 
‘the organization of this House, and which di- 
: vides the people of this country. It is the great | 
| practical question as to whether there shall or 
; shall not be slavery in the ‘Territories of Kansas 
‘and Nebraska. That is the question. It is no 
It is not a: 
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distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. Baxxs.] He is the unguestioned choice o 
: avery la majority of the anti-Nebraska mem 
| bers of this House; there can be no doubt abou 
that. Ido not believe that any gentleman who 
holds cut, and refuses to aid his brethren, is in | 


good faith an anti-Nebraska man and opposed to ;i that resolution. t 


If the duty of yielding for the purpose of effect- 
ing an organization rests especially upon any 
section of this House, it resis upon those who 
are organized into smaller partics. If no such 
duty rests upon any particular section of the 
House, then the duty devolves upon the whole 
House to elect by a plurality. ‘The largest sec- 
tion of the House has tendered that mode of elec- 
tion. It is one which has been clearly and un- 
mistakably indorscd by the Democratic party. 
Ashas already been remarked, there are four gen- 
tlemen here belonging to that party who voted for 
it in 1849, and who steadily vote against it now. 
If it should be adopted now, Í think the result 
would be very doubiful. I think it almost prob- 
able that it would elect the gentleman from Hli- 
nois. I think the seeds of discord have been 
sown so deeply and widely, that we shall not be 
able to rally a plurality for any gentleman on this 
side of the House. 

As I have already said, I feel perfectly easy in 
regard to my position, Wewho have been voting 
for the honorable member from Massachusetts 
have done all that patriotism and duty can de- 
mand at our hands, and having done that, we can 
afford to bide our time and await the result. If 
gentlemen choose to disorganize this Government, 
and bring on a sectional controversy in the elec- 
tion of a Speaker, lam as ready to meet them 
now as at any other time. Ivote no. 

Mr. STEPH (when his name was called) 
said: I do not rise to give any reasons for my 
vote, but I rise to correct the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Purviance] in two particu- 
lars. He stated that I had said on some oceasion 
in this House that there was not a majority of 
anti-Nebraska men. The gentleman is mistaken. 
What I said was, that we had had no indication 
here that would warrant the conclusion that there 
was an anti-Nebraska majority; but that, on the 
contrary, the demonstrations on the floor up to that 
time tended to show that there was not such a 
majority. [ do not know how the matter will 
turn out. I believe that a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House, af the dime of their election, 
were claimed as anti-Nebraska men, and I came 


| up here prepared to meet a decided majority 


against. the Nebraska bill, and in favor of its 
repeal; but a considerable change has been going 
on on this subject, I think. How it now is I do 
not pretend to know—whether the majority is for 
repeal or not. : 

The other matter in regard to which | desire 
to correct the gentleman is, in what he said about 
the resolution passed by the friends of the gen- 
deman from Hunois [Mr. Ricizarpsoy] at the 
beginning of this session. Iwas not present at 
that meeting, but T cordially approve of the senti- 
ment of that resolution. ‘The gentleman charges 
the want of the organization of this House upon 
think differently, sir. He 
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says that that resolution planted. itself upon a 
measure instead of upon a.principle. . As I under- 
stand that resolution, it planted itself essentially 
upon a principle, and nothing else; I speak now 
of the Kansas part of that resolution. That 
resolution congratulated. the country upon “the 
triumph of the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska 
act”? in certain recent elections. It said nothing 
about the measwre except its principles upon. the 
slavery question. What are those principles, 
sir? I will read that clause of the bil to the 
House. Here, sir, are these principles—I read 
from the act itself: - 

“That the Constitution and all laws of the United States, 
which are not locally inapplicable, shail have the same force 
and effectin the said Territory of Nebraska as elsewhere 
within the United States, except the eighth section of the 
‘Act preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the 
Onion,’ approved March 6, 1820, which, being inconsistent 
with the principle of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the States and Territories, as recognized by the 
legisjation of 1850, commonly called the compromise meas- 
ures, is hereby declared inoperative and void; it being the 
true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate slavery 
into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but 
to leave the people thereof perfectly free to form and regu- 
late their domestic institutions in ‘their own way, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to revive 
or put in force any law or regulation which may have ex- 
isted prior to the act of 6th March, 1820, either protecting,. 
establishing, prohibiting, or abolishing slavery.” 

That, sir, is the principle announced, (or, 
rather, principles, I should say, in relation to 
slavery in the Territories,) as 1 understand it, by 
the gentlemen who went into the meeting here 
just before the commencement of the session, and 
who put the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Ricu- 
arpson] in nomination for the spcakership. 
These are the principles on this subject upon 
which they planted themselves. These are the 
principles, on the triumph of which, in the then 
recent elections in several States in the East, 
West, and South, they congratulated the country. 
It was upon a principle, then, essentially, and not 
a measure, they planted themselves. With them, 
in this, I heartily concurred; and I take this oc- 
casion to say, I think they might well get together | 
again, and pass another resolution, congratulating | 
the country upon the encouraging progress and 
brightening prospect, from what we have seen 
here, of the sure success of their cause, if not in 
this House, at least before the people, in most of 
the future elections. 

When we came here, when Congress assem- 
bied, and before, I understood—and I believe the 
House and the country understood—that this | 
body would have a majority opposed to this 
great fundamental principle. But what do we 
witness now ? and what have we seen in our own 
midst? This principle, triumphant in so many 
of the fall elections in various States, has made 
some not inconsiderable progress, as I read the 
signs of the times, upon this floor. We find here 
members who were never known to be in favor | 
of it until we met here, openly avowing it. ‘The | 
truth is great, it is mighty, and I never doubted | 
that it would ultimately prevail. 1 would say to | 
those who met together before the assembling of | 
this House, to keep the banner afloat; never | 
surrender it. Every day promises accession to 
their ranks. Last fall, when we assembled, the | 


gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Maceg,] and the || ¢ 
|| announced) said: I suppose it is duc to myself, 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campseur,] boasted 
of the triumph of the anti-Nebraska sentiment in | 
the then recent elections. The country, in their 
opinion, would never abide by thatact. Nothing 
but repeal would satisfy popular demands. 1 
took occasion then to join issue with them. I 
supposed, it is true, that this House might be 
anti-Nebraska; but { felt confident that a repeal 
of that clause of the bill which I have read never 
would be effected. I looked to reaction, and then 
told them that revolutions never go backward. 
I supposed then, that though this House ‘might 
temporarily be anti-Nebraska, yet I did not be- 


lieve that any repeal would or could ever be car- į 


ried. Tamnow much more confirmed in that 
belief; indeed I am beginning to hope that there | 
will not be a majority upon this floor, even in 
this Congress, against the principles established 
in that bill. 

It may be true, as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Future] tells us to-day, and I do not | 
question it, that he was not cleeted upon the anti- 
Nebraska fecling—that this measure was not in } 
issue between him and his competitor. But I | 


will state to the gentleman and to the House, I 
suppose it is equally true that it was not known 
in his section of the country, at the time of his 
election, that he was willing to abide by the law 
as it is. It seems that even his colleagues, who 
voted for him: upon the first. ballot, on the first 
day, did not then know his sentiments on this 
question: sixteen then voted for him, and only 
two since he has defined his position. It seems, 
I say, that his position was not known to even 
them, up to that time. Now Lam rejoiced—and 
Ido not wish the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Futter] to be offended at what I say, or 
take unkindly my reference to this point, for Ij 
feel not only gratified, but rejoiced—that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has taken the position 
he has, and let the country know his sentiments 
on this great question of sectional strife. Itshows 
that the cause is gaining ground; that we have 
friends where we did not expect them; and I 
think, if we continue on here just as we have for 
a few weeks longer, the anti-Nebraska men—at 
least those who were reported to have been elected 
as such—will come in as converts, or acquies- 
cents, perhaps, by dozens, if not by scores, and 
the country, at the next contest, will not have that 
severe conflict which I supposed they would have. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
LER,| when he first spoke, said he was willing to | 
abide by the law as it is—he was against repeal; 
he would not vote to restore the Missouri restric- 
tion—while he would not have voted for the bill 
taking it off, had he been a member of the House 
at the time of its passage. This was a step in 
the right way. I was glad to hear the avowal, 
though I did not like the reason assigned, which 
was, that it could not be done under existing cir- 
cumstances. But the next time the gentleman 
addressed the Tlouse on the point, he came out 
fully, as I understood; in favor of the principle 
of non-interference by Congress— that Congress 
had not the power to legislate at all upon the sub- | 
ject. [Laughter.] This shows the progress of 
truth, and gives assurance of its ultimate success. | 
Truth is often slow in its progress; it is upon the | 
mind as light is sometimes upon the eye. In| 
coming into the light from the dark, the eye does | 
not readily adapt itself to the change; objects, 
therefore, are not clearly discerned at first; but 
gradually the difficulty is removed, and all things 
appear clear and distinct. It is related of him 
who was born blind and brought to his vision by 
a miracle, that he at first ‘‘ saw men as trees walk- 
ing;”? but after a while all things with him as- ! 
sumed their true color and position. Now, I say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fur- 
LER,]| and to the four from the North who vote į 
for him, and stand in the same position with him, į 
as I understand it, and to all others situated in 


I consider their position as a strong indication | 
of the progress and working of truth. It affords | 
good evidence for the belief and expectation of a | 
general indorsement by the country when the | 
people understand the question of the principles 
of the Kansas and Nebraska bill; and that they 
will become fundamental principles in future con- 
gressional legislation in reference to the subject 
of slavery in the Territories. I vote no. | 

Mr. THORINGTON (before the result was | 


as the mover of the resolution, to make some 
explanation of the reasons which induced me to 
offer the resolution. 1 did not, at the time the 
resolution was offered, intend todo so. But de- 
! velopments which have since taken place make į 
| it necessary that I should explain, In part, the 
| position I occupy upon this floor. I hold, sir, that 
| to every man upon this floor more or less respons- 
i| ibility attaches for the want of the organization. 
|| Fecling that responsibility, I am not satisfied to 
vote for six months, or for six weeks, or to the | 
l| end of the chapter, without making some effort | 
to secure an organization of this House. My | 
effort may be feeble, but am willing to contribute | 
my mite; and I say here, to-day, that I do not | 
fear to meet the issue here made, anywhere and į 
everywhere where I am interested, or where my | 
constituents are interested. No inducement, no į 
legislation, no indirect vote, no traps set, shall | 
| ever induce me, directly or indirectly, to vote for | 
_the distinguished gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. i 
| Ricuarpson;] I can say the same in reference | 
i to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- | 


| like manner, whether voting for him or not, that } 


nia, [Mr. Fuirer.]., Entertaining, therefore, these 
views, I could, under no: circumstances, present 
a meagure here, knowingly, which would. favor 
the promotion of either of those gentlemen to the 
Speaker’s chair. i Ra enk ; 

I have presented in my resolution the name of 
the distinguished gentleman -from :Ohió,. [Mr. 
CamrBELL,] believing him well qualified for the 
position which has been. sought by géntlemén of 
this House, or, if not sought, which their friends 
desire to bestow upon them. I was.-satisfied, 
by the remarks i by that gentleman when 
he withdrew his name.as a candidate, that 
my constituents would be pleased and: gratified 
in having him promoted to that position. I have 
never upon this floor cast my vote for any other 
man than Mr. Banks, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
Campse Lt, of Ohio; and I will continue to vote 
on to the end for either of those gentlemen, or for 
other gentlemen who reflect the same political 
opinions. lam disposed to compromise a prin- 
ciple under no circumstances. Believing in those 
opinions, and regarding the responsibility which 
rests upon me, Í felt it my duty to make some 
effort for the organization of the House. 

1 have, therefore, after consulting with but a 
few—and those entertaining similar opinions with 
myself, and who have continued to vote for Mr. 
Banxs—presented the resolution which is under 
consideration. I offered it with no spirit of dis- 
affection towards the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] but I did so from 
my anxiety to see this House organized. Ihave 
offered the resolution in good faith; and if the 
gentlemen upon this floor who have voted more 
than a hundred times for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts are not pleased with it, I can 
only say I cannot help it. If they disagree with 
me, it is only what they have done in many other 
instances. dias attended meetings, night after 
night, to agree upon some man whom the major- 
ity could support for Speaker; but the votes dis- 
play the fact that we have been unable to agree. 
We have voted for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as long as I think it is required at our 
hands; and therefore I say, letus try some other 
man, and see if there is a possibility of electing 
him. I have offered it in good faith, and I have 
done it, after agreement with no one, and I pre- 
sume no one will dare assert, the contrary. I 
shall therefore vote for the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Campre.t] with great pleasure. He was 
my first choice when I came upon this floor, and 
he is my first choice now, if there is a prospect 
of electing him. . 

I have thus taken this occasion to express my 
approbation of his course, and my reasons for 
offering the resolution which is under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. TODD. I desire to give the reasons for 
my vote upon this occasion. {am a conservative 
man, having no sympathy with ultraism on the 
one side or the other of the slavery question. I 
abhor Abolitionists, in the common sense of the 
term, as much as I do the border ruffians; and I 
should vote as persistently against the proposed 
measures of the one class as against those of the 
other. come froma district which is not agitated 
by any ultraism on the subject of slavery, and I 
am determined, as far as my ability will permit 
me to do so, to represent that constituency and 
their wishes. I did feel, when I came here and 
cast my first vote for the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, that my association with 
certain men upon this floor was calculated to 
create some uncasiness amongst the people in my 
own district; and the opposition to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa has, in a 
measure, tended to inercase that apprehension. 
Iam in favor of a principle, and am devoted to 
no man and to no particular interest; and when 
voting for Mr. Banxs, I voted for him with the 
idea that he represented the fecling of opposition 
to slavery extension, without giving an adhesion 
to any ultra sentiment upon the subject of slavery. 
I have, therefore, no personal attachment for him, 
and am perfectly willing to vote for any other 
person who represents the principle to which I 
am attached. 

The views of the gentleman from Ohio are per- 
fectly well known upon that subject, and every 
gentleman attached to those principles can safely 
vote for him, without any fear of betrayal upon 
his part. If the gentlemen who have determined 
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inele to’ the gentleman from Massachusetts 

have in mind any measures beyond the repeal of 
thé Kansas-Nebraska bill, and if they adhere. to 
him with those‘ measures in view, I can’say to 
them, that a largë number of the members of this 
House who have bccn voting with them for Mr. 
Bayns will not go with them. If their policy 
shadows forth any other measures than the restora- 
tion of the Missouri line, three fourths of .those 
‘who ‘have'cast their votes for Mr. Bawxs will as 
resolutely oppose any measure of that kind, as 
they will persistently adhere to the repeal of that 
obnoxious measure. T vote ay. 

‘Mr. WADE (on his name being called) said: 
I wish to-say a single word in reference to the 
vote which Tam about to give. 

“My course, Mr. Clerk, since I have been on 
this “floor, has been, in my own judgment, at 
least, a rather steady one. I have intended to 
vote steadily, not for men, but for principles. I 

am'still determined to do that. The first vote 

which I cast here for Speaker was for a colleague 

of mine—eot Mr. CAMPBELL. It was for a gen- 
tleman who differs, perhaps, as widely from me,. 
on the ultimate questions connected with slavery, 

ag. any man on this floor. I voted for my col- 

league, [Mr. Harzan,] because I believed him 

to be a man perfectly truc to the positions which 

he assumed—never wavering, never halting. I 

could wish now that that vote of mine could have 

been successful, because I believe that no man on 

this floor would have discharged the duties of 

the speakership with more faithfulness or more 

satisfaction to this House than would that gentle- 

man. After giving him my vote, then I voted, out 

of deference to my colleagues, for my other col- 

league, [Mr. CameneLr.] IL continued to vote for 

him steadily from that time on until he withdrew 

his name. I should have done so until this time 

had there not heen a disposition to go off on some 

other man who could embody more_ strength. 

My purpose in voting was to organize this House 

and to reflcet the sentiments of the great majority 

of the people who sent us all here; and T believe 

that in the clection of Mr. Haran, or of Mr. 

Camrsex, or of Mr. Bays, we should have re- 

flected the will of that vast majority. Jt was for 

that reason that I voted as I did at the commence- 
mont, and for that reason I have continucd, down 

to the present time, to vote in that way. And, 

sir, 1 do not believe that any man can ever accom. | 
plish his end, unless he is steadfast, unyielding, 

and determined to carry itout, Thelieve in Davy 
Crockett’s maxim: Be sare you're right—then 
go ahead.” And f want to say to our friends | 
here that, by our wavering as the waves of the 
sea, nothing can be accomplished. Nothing can 
be accomplished save by steady perseverance in 
the course which you believe to be right. 

Now, let us take counsel of our opponents. 
What has the Democratic party presented before 
us? One steady, unyielding, unfaltering purpose 
to accomplish a single end. Now, if we had the 
resolation, the firmness, and, [would say, the 
spirit of defiance, which actuates our enemics, we 
should conquer them, because we have the force 
to pong them. It is on this principle that I 
proceeded, and itis on this principie that I shall 
proceed, until some other programme shall be 
pointed out by the friends of liberty in the Ter- 
ritories. I shall go on in that course which I 
have ‘marked out for myself. 

Sir, gt us rejoice in the principle which the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreruzns] has laid 
down here to-day—that “truth is mighty and 
will prevail? Ta the very darkest hour of this 
controversy with slavery, and with politicians 
who are in league with slavery, I have had that | 
faith;—I have scen the time when, if a man, rep- | 
resenting the principles which we who vote for | 
Mr. Bangs or Mr. Campsun. here represent, 
should have offered himself as a candidate for 
Congress or for any other political office in the 
States, he could not, in the district which f now 
represent, and which falls behind none in its hos- 
tility to the extension of slavery, have mustered 
fifty votes. No, sir! And this course has been 
onward, end willbe onward still. Let me assure 
gentlemen that all their efforts to overthrow 
‘tus have only built us up; and they will con- 
tinue to do so, whatever may be the result of this 
balloting here for Speaker, They may rest as- 
sured, that as light breaks in on the minds of the 
people, unobscured by the fogs which politicians 
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spread around them, the pcople will comé up to 
this work of rescuing the Territories from the 
eurse and blight of human bondage. It has been 
so. And let me say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreprens,] that there is nothing 
which has put more. effectual weapons into the 
hands of anti-slavery men than that gentleman 
and his: coadjutors have done; none, whatever. 
Their weapons have been those which we have 
used from the commencement of this great con- 
troversy down tothe present time. I feel no dis- 
couragement at that. If we are beaten, if we are 
cast down, yet shall werise again. Rest assured 
| of that; and although the wave at its reflux may 


again, it will push us forward. That has been 
the course of things from the outset to the present 
time. 

And now, let not our friends be afraid of being 
called ultra Abolitionists. There are no ultra 
Abolitionists on this floor. [Laughter.] Nota 
solitary ultra Abolitionist, in the sense m which 
that term is understood by our Democratic and 
southern friends, when they try to fasten that 
reproach of abolitionism on our free State men. 
We are not Abolitionists in that sense. We are 


kind, which goes for the abolition of slavery every- 
where. We donot hold that slavery is illegal, 
and that it ought not to be upheld anywhere; nor 
' do we, as the Garrisonians want to do, declare 
| slaveholders universally outcasts from the pale of 
civilization. Ido not go to that extent, even so 
far as moral force is concerned, but keep myself 
within the limits of the Constitution. It has been 
said that our action here will be repudiated by 
our constituents. I have no fear of any such re- 
sult for myself, or for nny man who still continues 
| to vote for Mr. Campsett or for Mr.Banxs. We 

shall not be hurt by our action in this matter; of 
that rest assured. For myself, I cannot be hurt; 
for by no solitary act of mine, directly or indi- 
rectly—only by simply sitting in my office, and 
permitting the people to vote for me—Ifve La seat 
on this floor. F vote no. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE (on his name being called) 
said: The votes which Ihave given in this Tlouse 
have been entirely satisfactory to myself, and itis 
of very little importance to me whether or not 
anybodv else is satisfied with my votes. 


should have introduced this resolution. Tn m 
judgment it is fraught with mischief, and mis- 
chief only. 


which he, I dare say, has at heart. For more 
than twenty votes I supported steadily the hon- 


and until he withdrew his name from the canvass. 
When he no longer stood before the House as a 
candidate for the votes of its members, I, after a 
i short time, commenced voting for the gentleman 
j from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs:] and I have 
continued voting for kim from the time I com- 
| menced down to the present. That the introduc- 
| tion of the resolution, at this time, was unfortu- 
nate, is evident from a glance at the position in 
which it places the anti-Nebraska members of the 
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indicate a willingness to leave the gentleman from 
Massachuscits, those who are in favor of bis elec- 


frankly, and honorably by them. Thus, in any 
event, alienation and ill-fecling would be likely 
to ensue. 


p: 


name as a candidate for Spe 


aker; after the gen- 


country, as the candidate of those with whom I 
am acting on this floor; after a large meeting of 
anti-Nebraska members had agreed,almost unan- 
imously, that he ought to be supported; after he 
i| had been voted for by that party until he had 
|| come to be regarded by the country as the expo- 
li nent of the principles of the North upon the vast 


carry us a little backward, still, as it comes up | 


not affected with Garrisonism, or anything of that | 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, (on his name | 
bheing cailed,) said: regret, Mr. Clerk. more than | 
Tean well express, that the gentleman from Lowa | 


t is dificult to understand how that | 
gentleman should not have scen that it couid ; 
not, by any possibility, have benefited the cause | 


orable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campretr,] į 


tion may belicve that I am not dealing fairly, į 


After the gentleman from Ohio withdrew his | 


tleman from Massachusetts had been placed he- į 
fore the House, and, i may add, before the j 
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questions now before the people of the United 
States, so. much so that his defeat, no matter by 
whose election, would be viewed as a sort of 
backing down—a falling away from those prin- 
ciples, a half defeat at best—I do not perceive 
how I can, in justice to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, much more in justice to the cause in 
which I feel so profound an interest, do other- 
wise than record my vote against the resolution. 
Reverse the case: suppose the gentleman from 

hio occupied the position, as a candidate, which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts now occu- 
pics; suppose he had received the nomination of 
the caucus which presented the name of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts; suppose he, for. 
weeks, had received the large vote which that 
gentleman has received—a vote so large as to 
insure his eléction in the end, if his friends but 
stand firm, would it be dealing fairly and honor- 
ably by him to desert him? or should we be 
likely thereby to promote the harmony in our 
ranks which is indispensable to success? I think 
not; and, so thinking, vote no. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I have nota word to 
say in explanation of the vote I shall give upon - 
this resolution, but I desire to say something in 
reply to the remarks made some minutes since 
by the honorable and eloquent gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srernens.] 

As that gentleman has chosen to express his 
gratification upon the correction of the position 
occupied by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. FuLLer,] within the last few 
weeks—though I should differ in opinion with 
the gentleman from Georgia in respect to the fact 
of that correction having been made—I beg leave 
in return to express my equal gratification that 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Rictarnson,] who, in 1850, stood out as the ad- 
vorate of the constitutionality of the Wilmot. 
proviso, and not only that, sir, but pledged him- 
self, if it were neccessary, with regard to the 
southern territory acquired from Mexico, to vote 
for the Wilmot proviso—I beg leave, I say, sir, 
to express my gratification that the gentleman 
from Ilinois has within the last fow days cor- 
rected his position, in respect to the Wilmot pro- 
viso, since 1850. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
from Tennessee allow me to explain ? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I have but a single 
remark more, and then I will yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have but a single 
remark to make, and that I desire to make in this 
connection. In regard to my position in respect 
to the Wilmot proviso, I only desire to say that 
the record will show that my position was cor- 
rected in my votes for the bills organizing the. 
Territories of Utah and New Mexico the same 
session, to wit, 1850, when the specch was made 
to which reference has been made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessec. , 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Well, let that pass 
at present. As the gentleman from Georgia has 


fa 
expressed a doubt as to whether the friends of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania properly un- 
derstood his position in the votes they had been 
giving for him for some weeks past, I now ask 
the gentleman from Georgia whether he and the 
friends of the gentleman from Illinois, at the 
commencement of this struggle, properly under- 
stood the fact, that when the House was legis- 
lating in reference to the territory acquired from 
Mexico—south of 36° 30'—south of the Missouri 
compromise line, that gentleman [Mr. RICHARD- 
son] in 1850 took the position that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States did not operate to carry 
into the Territories ‘of the United States, south of 
that line, protection for the institution of slavery? 
And not only that—as if that had not been suffi- 
ciont—but that, if it were necessary, he would 
vote to apply the Wilmot proviso there? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say a word? 

My. RICHARDSON. I have only to say that 
the gentleman from Tennessee misunderstood 
what I did say. 

* Mr. STEPIIENS. Mr. Clerk, if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will allow mc—I am sure 
he does not desire to misrepresent the gentleman 
from Minois. The record will show that the 
gentleman from Illinois uniformly voted against 
ithe application of the Wilmot proviso to the 
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territories acquired from Mexico south of 36° 30'; 
and thus, by his vote, repudiated the position 
which he is reported to have assumed in debate, 
in the excitement of the moment; which position, 
however, was merely that, rather than have the 
bill for the organization of those Territories lost, 
he would consent to have the Wilmot proviso in- 
corporated in it. He. voted against putting it in. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman from 
Georgia is wrong. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Il- 
linois voted against the exercise of any such 
power, whatever he might have said as to its 
constitutionality. i 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I refer the gentleman 
to page 424, of the Appendix to the Coneres- 
sional Globe, for the session of 1849-’50, in 
which he will find the gentleman there reported 
as saying in substance that, if bills for the or- 
ganization of these Territories—silent on the 
subject of slavery (and, of course, leaving the 
Mexican laws to operate its prohibition)—were 
defeated, then he was for bills organizing those 
Territories with the Wilmot proviso in them. I 
do not pretend to quote the language of the gen- 
tleman, but that was the substance of what he 
said. 

And now, in reference to what the gentleman 
frém Georgia says in regard to the resolution of 
the caucus of the Democratic party of the House 
at the commencement of the present session—that 
it was based not upon a measure, but upon a prin- 
ciple, and that principle the principle of non-inter- 
vention in the l'erritories—I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia when it was that he became 
the advocate of non-intervention? Does he not 
know that his record, buta few years ago, places 
him in direct opposition to the principle of non- 
intervention? ill he not concede that he was 
the advocate, and not only the advocate, of the 
power in Congress to introduce or prohibit slavery 
in the Territories, but that he contended upon 
the floor of this House that the only means of 
harmony between the North and South was the 
exercise of this power by Congress? Does he 
not know that he was in favor of Federal inter- 
vention with the people of the Territories for the 
settlement of this question? Iask him to inform 
the House when he—the opponent of the principle 
of non-intervention—became the advocate of that 
great principle? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Does the gentleman wish 
an answer? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Ido. 

‘Mr. STEPHENS. Tt was when the North 
would not exercise this power fairly. My opin- 
ions always were that the matter should be left 
to the people of the Territory. As an original 
question, I never doubted the power of this Gov- 
ernment to institute governments over the Terri- 
tories of the country. 
at all on the subject of slavery, fairly and justly, 
and to give the people of the South at least some 
participation in it; and it was not until the North, 
with almost a united front,—the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] and a few associates 
were the only ones who stood up against this 
northern tide,—-it was when the North disavowed 
the principle of a fair- division, which, with the 
South, was an alternative at least, that I, with 
the South, fell back upon their original 
that Congress should not interfere with the ques- 
tion at all. Thatis my position from the begin- 
ning, and throughout, and up to the present time. 

Mr. ZOLLICOPFER. I have beon disposed 
to throw no stoncs at any gentleman; and par- 
ticularly as to a gentleman [Mr. Ricnarpson] 
whose general political course I have regarded to 
be sound and national; but when I see such temper 
as is occasionally exhibited toward gentlemen who 
are as sound and as true to the constitutional pr 


l 
ciples of the Government as any men who have | 


occupied seats upon this flocr, tnen I say to you 
that there are records behind certain gentlemen 
which shall be presented to the American people. 
I can bring them out, and I will do so when those 
war-to-the-knifo symptoms, of which I have seen 


16 


I was for its exercise, if | 


position, | 


indications here, shall be pushed on this floor. 
That is:all ] have to say now. I vote against the 
resolution. © ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee seems to misunderstand the 
remarks which I made on last Saturday; and I 
desire to say to the gentleman only this: in 1850, 
when I submitted the remarks to which he refers, 
and while I discussed. the position assumed by 
various géntlemen on this floor, I then stated that 
it was the duty of Congress to pass laws in refer- 
ence to this question, and to let the people decide, 
when they came to frame théirconstitution, what 
their domestic institutions should be. I endeav- 
ored to bring them to the point by showing what 
their positions respectively were. 

I will say to the gentleman, further—for E donot 
desire that my position on this question shall be 
misunderstood either here or elsewhere—that I 
stated then,and I state now, that any remark 
which I may have made then, or at any other 
time, that I was willing to vote for the Wilmot 
proviso, or anything else which was not a fair, 
just, and equitable adjustment of all these ques- 
tions between the States and the people of the 
States, was made with a view to bring the friends 
of the Administration to a particular point. In 
the remarks made in 1850, and to which he refers, 
I there stated that my object was to bring the ad- 
ministration of General Taylor to the test, to sce 
whether his northern or southern supporters had 
been deceived. Jt was not for any other reason. 
I stated, on Saturday last, that I had not acted in 
accordance with those declarations, and that if I 
had, I should have committed a wrong and unjust 
act. When the bills of 1850, which recognize 
the same principle as the Nebraska-Kansas act, 
were passed, I took my position on the ground 
which I now occupy. 

I want to say another thing. Iam one of those 
who change my opinions when I think that the 
are wrong ones. I disavow any sentiment whic! 
I have uttered when I think that itis wrong. I 
said, the other day, that while I believe, accord- 
ing to the letter of the Constitution, we had a 
right to exclude slavery, yet, at the same time, as 
it was unjust and wrong, I say, in my opinion, 
it violated the spirit of the Constitution; for that 
Constitution was made to secure equality among 
all the States and the citizens of the Union. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I repeat, I am gratified 
that the gentleman from Illinois did take back on 
Saturday last the position which he occupied in 
his speech in 1850. 
ments of personal respect and general admiration 
of his positions on that national question which 
I expressed on Friday; but, at the same time, I 
must do myself the justice, if the House will per- 
mit me, to say, that the interrogatories which I 
propounded to the gentleman from Hlinois were 
predicated on his record at the page which I have 
cited to the House—questions as to the territorial 
governments for the territory acquired from 
Mexico, the greater portion of which, leaving 
out California, lay south of the Missouri com- 
promise line. . 

The gentleman from Ilinois maintained that 
the local laws of New Mexico at the time pro- 
hibited slavery. He maintained that the Consti- 
tution of the United States could not carry to, or 


I need not repeat the senti- | 


protect slavery in, the Territorics; and he urged | 
that the Wilmot proviso was therefore unneces: | 
sary; that the local law abolishing slavery ought | 


to be satisfactory to the anti-slavery men. He 
said that if the bill, silent on the subject of sla- 
very, (the local laws being of course left to operate 


its prehibition in the territory south of 369 30’,) | 
were defeated, that he would vote for the Wilmot | 


proviso. What would be the effect of that vote? 


am gratified that he has taken that position back; į 


but it ill becomes gentlemen who wish to be con- 
sidered the conscrvers of the eonstitutional rights 
of the South, to make attacks on the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Furrer. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman, I trust, 


does not suppose that I intended to make any | 


If 


attack on the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


he does, I beg to tell him that he is mistaken. I. 
was really and truthfully gratified to-see him:take 
the position which he did. ad eres 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. My opinion is, that the 
advocates of the constitutional power of Congress 
to establish or prohibit slavery in the territory of 
the United States—though they may live in the 
South, though they may profess to be the ad- 
vocates ‘of the constitutional rights of the South— 
are doing to the South more damage and are more 
dangerous than the Abolitionisis of the North. 
My purpose has heen to draw out the candidates 
for the speakership into an expression of their 
sentiments and their records in this House; and 
I think that I have accomplished it. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
all this debate is out of order. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called) 
said: I do not rise to make any personal expla- 
nation, or any explanation of the vote that I am 
about to give; nor do Irise for the purpose of 
making any other remarks, further han to say, 
that I hold in my hand some resolutions which 
I shall now ask to have read, and which I shall 
submit to the consideration of the House to- 
morrow, or at a very early day. I shall offer 
them, sir, in good faith; and believing that they 
present the only result which this Hotes can 
arrive at with credit to itself or satisfaction to the 
country, I ask that the resolutions may be read 
as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. EDIE. Can these resolutions be read while 
the vote is being taken? j 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave a rightto have them 
read as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Whereas, after a trial of near seven weeks, this House 
bas, from a fundamental disagreement of opinion as to the 
powers and policy of this Government amongst the Repre- 
sentatives of the people elected to the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress, found itsc}f incapable of affecting such an organiza- 
tion as qualifics it to discharge the functions whieh the 
Constitution has devolved upon it as an essential branch of 
the legislative power of the country; and which disagree- 
ment of opinion, sounded as it is upon principle, will, itis 
just to presume, prevent any organization of this House at 
a future period, so Jong as the individuals now composing 
it act under the authority derived from the elections which 
have returned them as members of this body; and whereas, 
it is proper and in accordance with the true theory of our 
Government that the powers thus provided by the Consti- 
tution for the general good, and delegated by the people, 
shall not be held by their agents in aboyance, but shall be 
exercised for the purpose for which they were granted, or 
surrendered to the people of the several States, that they 

re and determining, by 


tional power and na d 
which now so unhappily mars the harmony of this nation, 
and obstructs the regmar action of the Government; 

Resolved, That cach membor of this House wiil, on Mon- 

akoer shall not before that day be elected 

i sealed paper, indorsed 
ation of his. scat as 
a member of the Thirty. which sealed letter 
of resignation, when delivered by every member of this 
House, or by such number as will in good faith carry into 
effect the object of this resolution, shall, by order of the 
House, be opened by the Clerk, and publicly read from his 
table, and shall from that time operate to vacate his scat as 
a member of this House; and it shall be the duty of the 
Clerk forthwith to transmit to the Governors of the several 
States the let of resignation of the members now repre- 
senting said Y . 

Resolved, That when this House adjoums on Monay next, 
it will, (with the censent of the Senate,) ifa Speaker shall 
not before that day be elected, adjourn to meet on the first 
Monday in May next. 

Mr. FAULKNER. TI will simply remark, 
that I shall submit those resolutions to-morrow. 
I vete no. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (when his name was 
ealled,) said: Lintend to vote no on this resolu- 
tion; but before doing so, I desire to say a word 
or two, as I am one of the four gentiemen who 
have been referred to as having voted for the plu- 
rality rule in 1849. I voted for it then because I 
saw that it would accomplish the cbject I had in 
view. I did not consider, in giving that vote, 
that there was any principle, constitutional or 
otherwise, involved in it. It was mercly a vote 
of expediency, for the purpose of organizing the 
House. I wish to say to the House, and to my 
people, (not to ‘the country,’’) that I gave that 


yote because I saw then, very clearly, that by 
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‘ 


adopting the plurality rule, we could elect a na- 
tional Democrat as Speaker; but from what I 
have seen since we have met here, I am not se 
well satisfied. that we could do that now; and, |! 
therefore, I vote against it. I say thus much, 
because I want my people to understand why I 
voted. for: the. plurality rule in 1849, and against 
it now.’ Ivote no. : 

The result of the vote was. then announced, as 
above. recorded. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, I have |i 
seen much, heard much, and read much that has i 
surprised me at this session of Congress; but I 
was never more amazed in all my life than I was | 
on entering the Hall this morning, to find a propo- 
sition of this kind pending before this body. I 
felt embarrassed, because I thought that it might 
place me in a false attitude before the House and 
the country. I felt, also, that it might tend to 
embarrass the action of this House. But I had 
no remedy; and. I now rise for the simple purpose 
of assuring the House that the proposition was 
made without my knowledge and without my 
authority.. It was, doubtless, the result of per- 
sonal kindness and of patriotic design on the 
part of the gentleman from Iowa, and I thank 

im for it. 

Sir; itis but proper I should say that since I 


withdrew my name on the seventh day of Decem- |; 


ber, I have on several occasions been appealed to | 
by honorable gentlemen to give my consent to the 
introduction of some such proposition ag this. 
Those who never voted for me during the time I 
was before. the House as the candidate of my 
friends, have made appeals to me that they might 
be authorized to submit something of this kind. 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. |) 
Kyienr] has made such an appeal to me on more 
than one occasion. My uniform response hasbeen, 
that whatever ambition I might have had, when 
I came here, to occupy that high and honorable 
ost, had been cured, because Í thought that its 
1onors had been very materially fritterod away 
by the circumstances connected with this contro- 
versy, 

I assured the gentlemen who made these appli- 
cations to me that, under no circumstances what- 
ever, could I, in the existing condition of things, 
be considered as a candidate, or as throwing any 
obstacle in the way of a speedy organization of 
this body. . With the honorable gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. Tuorixeron,] | believe I have not, 
for some weeks, searccly passed the ordinary 
courtesies and civilities of the day, much less to i| 
have any conversation with him upon a proposi- | 
tion such as he has submitted; and he doubtless I} 
will, if he has not already done so, exonerate me 
fully and entirely from any participation in this 
matter, 

Mr. THORINGTON. I stated, I believe, I 
had not had, directly or indirectly, any consulta- 
tion with the gentleman froin Ohio, and had only 
mentioned the matter to some of my particular 
friends. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam glad, however, that | 
the vote has been taken, because it may he the | 
means of throwing some additional light upon 
this question of organization, and of enabling us | 
to extricate ourselves from the difficulties in our | 
way. lam glad, too, for the further reason, that 
it gives me an opportunity to acknowledge, in ji 
my humble way, my unfeigned gratitude to those | 

entlemen—and there are many of them—who | 

ave supported this resolution, yet who did not, 
for reasons satisfactory to them, vote for me upon |} 
the former occasion. 

Here the result of the vote was announced, as 
above recorded. 


HON. DANIEL MACE. 


Mr, CUMBACSH. I have never, as yet, con- 
sumed the time of the House by talking, and I 
rise now, not with the intention of consuming 
much time, but simply for the purpose of intro- 
ducing a resolution which, I think, will facilitate 
the organization of this House. During the 
first part of the session, I cast my vote for the | 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- | 
BELL;| and continued to do so as long as he was || 
a candidate for the speakership. Since he with- į 
drew his name from the canvass, I have steadily 
and uniformly, at every callof the roll, cast my 
vote for the honorable gentleman from Massa- 


i man bondage. 


| the candidate for the speakership. 
much said about caucuses, but 1 have seen noth- | 


chusetts; and I say here, if my vote would elect 
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that coe now, he should have it; if it 
would elect the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Canre- 
BELL,] he should have it; or if it would elect any 
man of this House, who was reliable against the 


| further extension of slavery, he should have it. 


We want an organization, and I care nothing for 
men. * Principles, and not men,” has ever been 
my motto. 

have drawn up, and have in my hand, a reso- 
lution which embodies the name of a man who, 
it is well known, has been true upon this ques- 
tion—the name of a man who, although a sup- 
porter of this Administration when it came into 
power, has had the manhood and the nerve to 
resist the policy of that same power when it 
abandoned the principles of Jeffersonian Democ- 
racy by aiding the encroachment of slavery 
upon free territory—a man who first in this Hall 
raised his voice against this outrage—this deep 
and infamous iniquity of repealing asolemn com- 
pact and compromise to spread the curse of hu- 
Twill cast my vote cheerfully for 
him, and I hope every anti-Nebraska man in this 
House will cast his vote for him. I do not pro- 


pose to say anything by way of eulogy upon him. | 


lis record is enough for him to stand upon, and 


| beyond that he needs no recommendation at my 


hands. His independence, and his adherence to 
the cause of freedom, are his best eulogy. I 
send the resolution to the Clerk’s table, and ask 
that it may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resowed, That the Hon. Dante, Mace be, and h 
hereby, declared Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. CUMBACK. 
question 

Mr. D 
demand for a moment? 

Mr. CUMBACK. Not now. 


I demand the previous 
upon the resolution. 
UD 


I want to make 


this further remark: I offered this resolution | 


without any consultation whatever with my 
worthy colleague, [Mr. Mace;] and I offer it in 
good faith. tis not that gentleman’s ambition, 


nor is it his desire, to be Speaker of this House. | 
I have been constantly voting with the majority, | 


and I offer this resolution with the sole purpose 


of procuring thereby an organization of this |} 


House. 


Mr. DUNN. Will my colleague withdraw his | 


call for the previous question? 

Mr. CUMBACK. 
of my colleague, if he will renew it. 

Mr. DUNN. I will renew the call for the pre- 
vious question, if he desires it. Tam not dis- 
pleased—on the contrary, lam gratificd—that the 
whip has at last left the outer circle and been 
displayed upon this floor. I had occasion a few 
moments ago to remark to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that } was not responsible to him, or to any 
member of this House, for the manner in which 
I saw fit to cast my vote uponany question here. 
I believe the safety of our institutions depend, 
not only upon the freest exercise of that right, 
but upon the promptest and sternest rebuke upon 
any cifort to check or in anywise controlit. Never- 
theless, I have been willing all along to conform, 
in the selection of officers of the House, to that 
old and time-honored usage of designating the can- 


| didates by party caucuses—a mode found emi- 


nently convenient and useful, 
And, sir, I believe gentlemen very well know— 


and if any one will take the responsibility of con- | 
tradicting it, I should like to have him rise in his 


place and do so now—that at no time during the 
present session of Congress has my voice been 
against this usage. At all times, when I have 
spoken upon this subject, from the day when I 
first arrived in this city, have I earnestly urged it. 
As my colleague [Mr. Brenron] from the Fort 
Wayne district, yesterday morning remarked — 
and in my judgment no man can doubt the truth 
of it—this entire embarrassment has grown out 
of the fact that a caucus has been refused as a 
means of designating the person who should be 
I have heard 


ing entitled to that designation. A few gentle- 
men of a party cannot constitute a caucus. No 
man ever before understood that as being a 
caucus. It is understood, when we speak of a 


| caucus, that we mean the coming together, and 


acting together, of those having a common inter- 
est and aim, for the purpose of carrying out the 


a 


is 


N. Will my colleague withdraw his | 


I will withdraw it in favor | 


desired result. Now, sir, I want to follow this 
subject no further. — . 

I wish to make another remark to some gen- 
tlemen upon this floor. Several gentlemen have 
announced, this morning, to the country—be- 
cause it is the country which is interested in all 
these matters—that the whole responsibility of 
this want of organization rested upon those here 
who, professing to be anti-Nebraska men, would 
not give their support to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] Let me tell those 
gentlemen, I am not only a professor of anti-Ne- 
braskaism, but one fully in the faith and practice, 
and that I am almost as old upon that subject as. 
some who are the most noisy and stormy here 
now. Sir, I will not yield one inch from the 
front line of those who claim to be the old soldiers, 
or the neophytes, in this army; and when you, 
gentlemen, ene or all of you, undertake to read 
me from the church, I imagine, before this. trial 
is through, the church will be ready to turn out. 
That is all I have to say upon that subject, save 
this: I do not permit any one of you to keep my 
judgment, my conscience, my politics, or my 
honor; nor will you control my vote upon any 
subject here against my own sense of right. 
They are in my own care, and I shall, in all 
cases, conform to whatI regard just and proper. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman allow 
me a word of explanation? That gentleman. 
must perfectly recollect. that public notice was 
given of a meeting of the anti-Nebraska mem- 
bers, and that those gentlemen, to the number of 
sixty-nine or seventy, did actually attend. {am 
told, by some gentleman near me, that there 
were more than eighty present, but I cannot say. 
That gentleman was among the number. We 
came for the purpose of acting, and I am sure 
that he does not intend to say that these gentle- 
men were not willing to act on that occasion. On 
the contrary, he will say—he will not do any indi- 
vidual the injustice to deny—that they proceeded, 
to avow their intention to vote for Mr. Banks. . I 
mention this, because it is due to my friend from - 
Indiana, and to all of us here, that this thing 
should go out as the facts really were. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Clerk, I thank the gentle- 
man from Ohio for alluding to some things which 
have transpired in caucuses. May I trouble him 
to beas candid in alluding to some other things 
which transpired in ‘the hole in the wall’? below 
here? [Laughtor.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Anything. Certainly -I 
have no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. At the time that I told the gen- 
tleman from Ohio and others, that I took up my 
indentures in support of Mr. Bawxs, and gave 
them the reason why I should no longer vote for 


| him, will he state what occurred there, and what 


reasons I gave then for withdrawing from Mr. 
Banks’s support? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not understand the 
gentleman’s interrogatory. 

Mr. DUNN. Thope the gentleman from Ohio 
will now inform the House, inasmuch as he thinks 
it perfectly proper to go into what transpired in 
caucus, what occurred in another place called a cau- 
cus, on an occasion when I stated that I had given 
my last vote for Mr. Banks, and what reasons I 
then gave. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend from Indiana 
does not, I am sure, intend to say or to intimate 
that I have made public the proceedings of a cau- 
cus. Idid intend to say that we mét hero, at this 
place, and, as it was due to ourselves as well as 
to him that our action should be known, that he 
withdrew from the caucus, and did not act with 
us. He now alludes to a meeting, an informal 
meeting, which took place in the committee room 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, I believe. [ 
do not recollect the date of that meeting, nor do 
I know what he wishes me to state in regard to 
it. Whatever I do know, I am certainly willing 
to express. So far as I myself am concerned, Í 
have no secrets. 

Mr. DUNN. I refer to the meeting of gentle- 
men from the northwestern territory, or a part of 
those gentlemen, (for | have since learned they 
were not all there,) with a few gentlemen from 
other sections of the country, on the evening of 
the same day that Mr. Campperi withdrew his 
name as a candidate for the speakership. 3 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my friend from Indi- 
ana state what point he wishes me to speak upon? 


é 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DUNN. The point is what I there an- 
nounced as the reason that F neither could nor 
would any longer continue my support of. Mr. 
Bawxs, until he should be fairly and honestly 
nominated; and if he pleases, also wate what gave 
rise to my remarks. ; es 

Mr. GIDDINGS... My friend will pardon me. 

` I have no doubt that- he did- express the reasons of 
his course, -but I am-unable now to repeat them. 
If he did give them at that:time, I do not recollect 
them. Probably, if he would repeat them now, I 
can bear testimony to what he said. 

Mr. DUNN. [shall not now repeat them; and 
as the gentleman from Ohio only remembers a 
part of. what took place in. what he calls a cau- 
cus and does not remember anything that took 
place in what he calls aninformal meeting, I will 
still—against what I believe to be my right, with 
a view of preserving some degree of harmony | 
among the anti-Nebraska men—bear the injustice 
and misconstruction which gentlemen are so 
anxious to fasten on me on this occasion. I will 
“ bide my time;” and I shall have a vindication 
which will at least deliver me from all blame, 
though it may blister others. But let that blis- 
ter come; it will be no fault of mine. It is, per- 
haps, unfortunate for the gentleman from Ohio 
that his memory has failed him as to some mat- || 
ters. If it had not, he could scarcely have deemed 
his interruption necessary. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Does my friend from Indi- 
ana intend to impute to me unkindness? 

Mr. DUNN. I wish only to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, as he has stated, that I came | 
to the caucus, as he calls it, in pursuance of a 
call signed by myself and some others, on the 
occasion of the ‘* informal meeting” of which he 
speaks—a call which some other gentlemen re- | 


fused to sign. But instead of finding a full meet- 
ing I found but a partial meeting; and the gentle- 


men who were there 1 found to be simply pre- 
pared—as scemed necessary in the predicament 
of men who could not help themselves—to regis- | 
ter the edict of those who stayed away. ‘There | 
was no liberty of choice given there; their po- 

sition was ridiculous. I was unwilling to sub- 

mit as a slave to any such thing; and, sir, I never 

will. But I have said enough on this point here- 

tofore, and will not repeat it. I am not here to 

give reasons for my course, but simply to repeat 

that no one here has any right to call my vote in 

question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would state that I did 
not attend the meeting spoken of; but if the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Duny] thinks that even now he can | 
give me any reason why, as an honorable man, 
I should withdraw my vote from Mr, Banks, I 
would like to know it, and I now desire that he | 
shall give it. Imputations have been thrown out 
on this floor long enough. And I now say that, || 
if a charge can be proved against the candidate |; 
for whom I am voting which can reficet any dis- į 
honor upon him, I shall abandon him. Butif 
the imputations thrown out against my candidate || 
[Mr. Banks] cannot be sustained by a direct || 
charge, then they will only bind me to him with 
cords of steel, and I will never abandon him. So 
I would, in all kindness and in all courtesy, ask 
the gentleman from Indiana, for whom I have 
high respect, to let us have these charges and | 
these proofs. [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNN resumed the floor, but was re- | 
minded by the Clerk that his time had expired. 
[Cries of ** Let him go on °] 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the | 
gentleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I object. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the gentleman from 
Indiana be at liberty to proceed. 

The CLERK. That motion is not in order. | 
Tt will be recollected that the terms of the reso- | 
lution limiting debate are positive; that when 
objection is made at the termination of the ten 
minutes, the member who has the floor must cease 
speaking. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House 
give the gentleman from Indiana leave to pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. DUNN. I will not ask that favor. 
Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman’s time 
expired, Mr. Clerk ? 

The CLERK. It has, 


Mr. WHEELER. And have I the floor? 


‘mitted to proceed with his remarks upon the | 


| ing. 


> The CLERK. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Wuzecer] has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER.. Then I yield my. right to 
the floor to the gentleman-from Indiana. i 

A MemseR. You cannot do that without the 
consent of the House. 

Mr..DUNN. My colleague [Mr. Compacx] 
has required that I should renew the call for the 
previous question. I wish, in doing so, simply 
to say that I have no charges to make. Itismy 
necessity and my privilege to defend; and if that 
defense should hurt others, let them look to the 
cause of it. Tinvade no man’s territory, but if 
any man comes upon mine 
~ The CLERK. 
gentleman from Indiana that he is not entitled to | 
the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. But one word. When any one 
thrusts himself upon my threshold, I shall treat 
him with such hospitality as his intrusion de- ! 
serves. 

Mr. MEACHAM, (interrupting.) I made an! 
objection the other day to a gentleman proceeding | 
beyond the ordinary limit of the rule, It was to 
a gentleman on the other side of the House; and 
I now feel bound, in honor, to do to our own side ; 
of the House what I would do to the other. If 
the gentleman. from Indiana. has any charge to | 
make against Mr. Bawxs, and has any proofs to | 
bring in support of it, I will withdraw my objec- 
tion in order to allow him to present them. 

Mr. DUNN. 
shall make no charges, 

Mr. MEACHAM. Very well; then I insist 
that the gentleman has no right to the floor. 

Mr. TAPPAN. If the gentleman from Indi- | 
ana will allow me, I will say this: I happened | 
accidentally to be present at the gathering m the | 
comiittee-room to which reference has been made, | 
and I heard the gentleman [Mr. Dunn] state that | 
he could vote for Mr. Banks no longer; but I do not | 
recolicct that he gave any reason at all. I think! 
that this matter should not rest any longer on | 
innuendo. I think that if the gentleman has any 
charges to make, or any reasons to allege for 
abandoning Mr. Banxs, he should state them 
now. I, for one, do not recollect his giving them 
at that time. 

Mr. DUNN. I am aware that memories of; 
gentlemen sometimes fail them. It is sometimes | 
convenient to forget. I have seen one or two j 
instances of it here. But the failure of any man’s i 
memory does not change my judgment as to what į 
I ought to do in the existing slate of the case; 
nor will it change the course which I mean to | 
pursue. t 

Mr. MEACHAM. Irise to a question of 


order. The gentleman from Indiana was per- i 


understanding that he was to make his charges, | 


: | 
and make them good, against the gentleman from || 


Massachusetts, and only upon that understand- | 


‘Mr. CLINGMAN. Itis too late now to raise 
that point of order. 

Mr. MEACHAM. No, si, it is not too late. į 
I insist that the gentleman from Indiana shall be | 
confined to charges against the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; I said that I had no 
charges to make against the gentleman from ; 
Massachusetts to the House, and that I would 
make none. I shall take my own time and my 
own way about thismatter. I want now to allude 


The Clerk must remind the |j 


I have already stated that I]! 


was. I voted for Mr. Bangs at the commence- 
ment, until I found that there- was a movement 
made, up on the part of the anti-Nebraska men to 
concentrate upon Mr. CAMPBELL. I then voted: 
for that gentleman until his name was withdrawn. 
I then voted for Mr. PENNINGTON; > eons 

And now let me say one thing more.in reference. 
to that caucus. I myself went to the penilenss 
from Indiana, [Mr. Dunn,] informed him that a 
caucus of our friends was to be held, and asked’ 
him if he would attend it. He replied that he 
would, if the weather would permit—it being-a 
| stormy day, and his health not being good. è 

said the only objection he had to acting with those 
of us who were supporting Mr. Bangs was, that 
his candidacy was not the result of a caucus nom- 
ination; but that, ifa fulland fair caucus was held, 
he should be found acting with the majority. 
Well, sir, the caucus was held, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana was present, as has been stated 
at the commencement. He then made a speech, 
stating, as I recollect, that the whole anti-Ne- 
braska strength in the House was one hundred 
and twenty-three members, and thatif they would 
| all unite in caucus and make a nomination, he 
would be bound by it, but not otherwise. ‘The 
| gentleman will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. DUNN. Take your own course. 

Mr. SAGE. I think there were some eighty 
members present. If I mistake not, the ballot 
taken thai evening shows that about seventy 
members voted. 

Mr. DUNN rose. 

Mr. SAGE. The gentleman from Indiana. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman may have stated 
his understanding of the facts, but there is a tri- 
fling difference between his understanding of the 
facts and the facts themselves. Now, sir, I shall 
go a little further into the matter, and show the 
gentieman’s want of accuracy of recollection 
upon a very important point. I believe there 
had been several efforts made to get up an anti- 
Nebraska caucus at what was known as the 
Republican rooms, before the one to which the 
i gentleman from New York has made allusion. 
This was on the Friday and Saturday before 
Congress met. I believe it is known that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs, | 
and some of his friends, could not be persuade 
to take any part in the proceedings, with a view 
of making a nomination; and after that time, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Saer] was 
steadily casting his vote for Mr. Banas, of Mas- 
sachusetts. The delegation from Massachusetts 
also, and several other gentlemen from different 
States, continued to cast their votes for him, 
| keeping up his vote all the time to about twenty- 
two or twenty-three. 

But the gentleman says that, at a certain time 
he digressed from the course he had been pur- 
suing, and continued to vote for Mr. Campsenu 
until his name was withdrawn. Now, in refer- 
encc to this matter, I think the exact truth should 
be told, as the gentleman’s memory is again at 
fault. There are some coincidences that may be 
considered as rather striking. Extracts were 
read here the other day from a letter. purporting 
ato have been written by the senior member from 
| Ohio [Mr. Gippives] upon this floor, in which 
it was said that, at a certain time, it was deter- 
mined to give the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CampBeLL] a handsome vote, by way of placing 
him in a good position to retire from. I do not 


to a statement made by the gentleman from New 


| York, [Mr. Sacr,] as illustrating this shortuess i! 
| of memory to which men are liable. He coolly : 
told usa moment ago that he had cheerfully voted |; 


for Mr. Campszur until the name of that gentle- | ks at a pa 
| record be examined, it will be found that the gen- 


man was withdrawn. Now, sir, the record shows | 
that, for the first eleven votes, the gentleman from | 
New York voted steadily for Mr. Banks, while 
Mr. Bans himself was all that time amusing 
himself, and pressing the public interest to co 
clusions, by throwing off on Mr. WHEELER. | 
There was no such urgent necessity then for the | 
immediate organization of the House. 


Mr. SAGE. The gentleman will do me the l 


justice to allow me to say that the record will 
show s 
Mr. DUNN. Iwill state the gentleman cor 
rectly, for I am stating from the record. i have 
it in my hand. i 
Mr. SAGE. I will tell the gentleman how it | 


iii 


‘substance. [have some recollection—and there 
are other gentlemen here who have the same rec- 
ollection—of hearing that same thing whispered. 
| round these desks at a particular time; and, if the 


i 
| pretend to give his language, but that “was the 
i 
i 


tleman from New York, and some others, were 


| Just about that time taken with a digressive spirit 
i in favor of 3 


fr. Canppecy. [Laughter.] Several 
gentlemen from Massachusetts, who had been, 
| with the gentleman from New York, steadily 
; voting for Mr. Banxs up to that time, and others 
| from other States who had also been voting for 
ír. Banxs, also took occasion to digress at ewaelly 
that time: a complimentary digression, the geniie~ 
| man from Ohio [Mr. Gropines] would call it. 
: Well, it so happened that Mr. Camppe.t stood 
fire a little better than it was intended he should; 
and when it was ascertained that he did not with- 
draw as was expected, these gentlemen all, or 


nearly so, dropped off, and Mr. Camrsx1’s vote 
was again’ reduced to about the old standard. Let 
us see how the vote of the gentleman from New 
York stands, for I have the record before me. It: 
shows that he voted the first eleven_times for | 
Mir. Banks, tho next six times for Mr, CAMPBELL, 
Then he cast four votes for Mr. PENNINGTON, 
then two for Mr. Camppe iz, and Mr. CAMPBELL 
withdrew. So the gentleman’s declaration a while | 
agoisnotentirely sustained by therecord. The re- 
cord af the gentleman from New York, at thattime, | 
ig about that of a good many other gentlemen in 
this Hall. have given it, that gentlemen may 
see the position of things about the time when the | 
letter of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] 
says they determined to run up the vote of Mr. | 
CamexeLt as large as possible, so as to give him | 
a handsome position to retire from. Well, Mr. 
Clerk, the gentleman from New York, soon after. 
he commenced voting for the gentleman from | 
Ohio, [Mr. CamrBELL,] was seized with suchan 
attachment for my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. 
PENNiNGTON,] that, he could not leave him for a 
whole day. After Mr. CamrErLL’s name was 
withdrawn, he went back to the gentleman from 


New Jersey, and ‘remained by him during the | 


whole-of that day. À 
‘There is one other little matter to which I wish 
alsó to refer, that it may go to complete the record. 
I said here, some days ago, that I was authorized 
by my colleague from the Fort Wayne district, 
{Mr. Brenrown,] to state a circumstance that he 
advised me of, to the effect that, after Mr. Car- 
BELL'S name had been withdrawn, the friends of 
Mr. Banxs did not wish that the anti-Nebraska 
men should concentrate their votes upon him at 
once. ‘They wanted them to scatter or throw off 


until it was seen that Mr. Pernineron, and other | 


anti-Nebraska candidates, should exhaust their 
force, and their election be found impracticable, 
and have their names withdrawn, or to that effect; 
then we were to concentrate upon Mr. Bangs, and 
elect him. My colleague will, if I have not the 
authority to make this statement, call me to order, 
and correct me if I have not made the statement 
correetly, - 

Mr. BRENTON. I have only this to say: 
when Mr. Campsr.i’s name was withdrawn, the 
friends of Mr. Banks approached me and requested 
me not to vote for Mr. Banks now, saying that 
Mr. Banxs did not desire it—that his friends were 
to vote for somebody clse just then. I replied 
that Iwas afraid that when Mr. Banus got ready, 
I might not be ready; and J accordingly cast my 
vote for Mr. Banks, and continued to vote for 
him. Imade this statement tomy colleague [Mr. 
Donn] who is now on the floor. 

My. SAGE. The gentleman from Indiana states 
the record correctly so far as the statement of 
my voles is concerned; but, to place the matter 
in its proper light, I desire to say, that after Mr. 
Camppeny’s name had been withdrawn I cast my 
vote for Mr. Punnineron in good faith; and, if 
the friends of that genileman had allowed me, | 
should have continucd to vote for him to this 
time, unless he had desired me to desist. But 
what I want to say in this connection is, to give 
my reason for sclecting that gentleman then as 
my candidatc—and I believe the House will bear 
me witness in the correctness of the reason. It 
was urged by the friends of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, that the anti-Nebraska men of Penn- 
sylvania could not be made to concentrate upon 
Mr. Barns until they had first tried the gentle- 
man from New Jersc#, [Mr. Penninaton,] whom 
they preferred next to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvanin, [Mr. FuLLeR,] for whom they were | 
then ‘casting their votes. With this representa- 
tion, (Mr. Campns.i’s name having been wi 
drawn,) Tbelicved it just, as well as sound policy, 
to concentrate the anti-Nebraski strength on the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [My. Penwineron.] 
I urged this concentration in good faith and ear- 
nestness, but the opposition of the friends of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Penxineron,] 
prevented it, That was the position taken by 
me, and I believe it was a correct one. 

Mr, DUNN. There has been too much of 
policy in these transactions; I think that a little 
more of straightforwardness might have been 
equally, if not more, beneficial to the public in- 
terest, and quite as creditable to gentlemen con- 
cerned. [Laughter.]_ I regret that the friends 
of my friend from New Jersey prevented any! 


man from standing firmly to their candidate. I 
take this occasion to say, that I am not in the list 
of friends who drove any nian from his standard. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Mr. Clerk, I assume 
no responsibility for any action taken on the 
part of any of my friends in this contest; they 
have acted on their own responsibility. I will 
say, however, that I learned, late at night, soon 
after the withdrawal of my friend from Ohio, 
[Mr. CAMPBELL] that a plan—a scheme I will 
call it, because that word expresses better what 
I mean—a scheme was concerted, in a certain 
quarter, to run me up to a certain point, and then 
to drop me, and in that way to kill me off out of 
the way of other candidates. [Laughter.] At 
the hour of one o’clock at night, when every 
good Christian ought to have been a-bed, [laugh- 
ter,] I was obliged, in self-defense, to make my 
way through the dark passages of this city to 
the headquarters where I supposed this scheme 
was concocted, and there protested against this 
“most foul and unnatural murder,” [Great 
laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNN. If I may be allowed to borrow 
an illustration from a coarse and ordinary, but 
very essential and respectable, pursuit of life in 
the West, I would say that there hasbeen a good 
deal in this transaction much after the habit of 
our people who address their attention to the 
|| raising of hogs for the market; they fatten first 
to slaughter afterwards. [Laughter.] 
| But this is digressing from the point which I 
|| Brenron] kindly answered my question. His 
answer is substantially in accordance with the 
statement of facts which I made. Now, during 
that day, my colleague and myself, in accord- 
ance with the agreement whieh 1 have heretofore 
publicly referred to in this House, continued to 
vote for Mr. Bayxs. The gentleman from New 
i| York [Mr. Sage] and other gentlemen, during 


that he might be slaughtered here next morning. 
During the silence and darkness of that night, 
what great light burst on the gentleman from 
Now York and other gentlemen in some parts of 
the Fouse, Í do not know. 

Mr. SAGE. Iwill inform the gentleman on 
that point. The light thrown on me was this: 
the gentleman’s friends remonstrated with me 
against what I believed to be the true policy for 
our side of the House, viz: that the anti-Nebraska 
men presenting Mr. Pennineron should stand 
by hinm. 
| Mr. DUNN. My friends remonstrated, sir! 
I do not know tha I have any friend on this floor. 
Nor does it, in the least, concern me if I have 
not, so far as this matter goes. 

Mr. SAGE. I mean the friends of Mr. Pex- 
NINGTON. 

Mr. DUNN. Very well. There have been 
indications here this morning, that would reason- 
ably warn a cautious man that he was in the 
midst of enemies. Fask no favor; I shun no re- 
sponsibility that I ought to meet. But enough 
of this. 


$ 


drew, the gentleman from New York, with va- 
rious other gentlemen, came here, and by their 
action indicated to us the fact that they had dis- 
covered, during the night, that Mr. Banxs wa 
peculiarly tie man of this generation. Many 
years ago there was a sentiment which was placed 
as a motto at the head of our newspapers and 
scen on our banners, and carried in our public 
| processions; it was, ‘¢ Liberty and Union: one 
and inseparable, now and forever.” Sir, thatisa 
roud motto—a noble sentiment; but I suppose 
it is now to give place, or is being attempted to 
be made to give place, to another—“ Banks and 
freedom, now and forever;”’ and allwho will not 
come up and say that that is their confession of 


of the greatarmy of the friends of freedom. Read 
out! Who has conferred upon these gentlemen 
pontifical robes and powers? If you have these 
emblems of authority, learn that] am no Catholic, 
the Vatican. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. Iwish to makea suggestion 
to the gentleman from Indiana. Hesaysthat he 
| disclaims any responsibility to any portion of the 
i members of this House. 


was remarking on when my colleague [Mr. 


the same day, were feeding and fattening the | 
gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Pesnineron,] | 


The next morning after Mr. Campreny with- | 


faith and their rule of practice, are to be read out | 


and so I laugh at the bulls and the thunders of | 
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January 16, 
Mr. DUNN. For my-vote I do. ` 

Mr. STANTON. Allright. All Task is, that 
he will discharge the anti-Nebraska men from any 
responsibility for him. 

Mr. DUNN? I have never asserted nor inti- 
I think, when the 
genilemmen discharge the responsibility which is 
on their shoulders to those to whom they are an- 
swerable, they may be satisfied. ‘They may find 
that they have enough labor on their hands, with- 
out standing as sentinels on my conduct. Velaim 
the privilege which I extend to others—that of be- 
ing governed by the dictates of my own judgment 
onthe facts which are before me. -That privilege 
is not mine as an individual member only, but itis 
that of the men who have sent me here to take care 


| of their interests; a privilege solemnly guarantied 


for the highest uses; and it shall not be drawn 
from my hands, nor insulted in my person, by any 
power ou this floor. Iam not here to give tca- 
sons for voting against Mr. Bangs, and no one 
here has a right to question me on the subject. 
They are sufficient to myself, and I shall hardly 
fail to make them satisfactory to those who per- 
haps may properly ask me to explain. I took 
no partin any vote, and positively refused to take 
part in any votes; and I withdrew from this cau- 
cus, as gentlemen call it, announcing at the time 
that I should not be held responsible for, or sub- 
mit myself in any sense to, its determination. My 
honor is untouched by that miserable dodge. 
This is all f think it proper to say on this point, 
and it is all I will say, until it shall suit my own 
views of propriety to go further into*the subject; 
and when I do so choose, I shall be able to get 
reliable facts enough for my purpose, without a 
resort to the uncertain and failing memories of 
gentlemen who are unable to state all that has oc- 
curred in their presence, and where they have 
themselves been actors, as well as witnesses. 

I may take this occasion, however, to make an 
inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suer- 
MAN,] as to a fact which has been reported. If 
it is incorrect, he cannot object that I give him an 
opportunity to set it right; and that is, whether 
he defeated his predecessor on this floor for the 
seat that he now occupies, among others, for the 
reason that he gave the very same vote on the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill on account of which 
I make seme objections to Mr. Bangs? It may 
be useful to the publie to know just what has 


|| been the views of gentlemen and of their constitu- 


cents in regard to that vote, before the zeal here 
to accomplish certain ends had sanctified all the 
delinquencies of the past. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the gentleman is 
through with his explanation, I will answer him 
upon that point, as well as upon others, which 
he has made. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Irise again to a point of 
order. The gentleman from Indiana is not pur- 
suing the line of remark which he was permitted 
by the House to pursue. He is not making 
charges against Mr. Bangs, nor is he giving 
reasons for not voting for Mr. Banks. He is not 
doing what he promised to do when he took the 
floor. 

Mr. DUNN. I take the liberty of saying to 
the gentleman from Vermont, that I did not prom- 
ise to give reasons for not voting for Mr. Banxs, 
nor did J promise to make any charges against > 
Mr. Bangs. Ihave expressly declared, again and 
again, I would do neither now, nor until it shall 
entirely suit my own convenience and notions of 


| propriety as to time, place, and audience. 


Mr. MEACHAM. Thatwas the only ground 
on which the gentleman from Indiana was allowed 
to proceed—the only ground. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood the gen- 
tleman from Vermont twice to yield his objection 
to the gentleman’s procecding; and the Clerk does 
not conccive it to be his duty to limit the gentle- 
man from Indiana to any particular course of 
debate. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The Clerk is perfectly 
right to allow the gentleman to proceed in that 
line of remark, and no ether. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to disclaim all intention of 
making any charges. 

Mr. MEACHAM. He did so afterwards, but 
he did it too late. 

Mr. DUNN. Iunderstood the gentleman to 
propose a contract to me as to the privilege of 


1856. 


proceeding, and I refused promptly 
to accept. ` 

Mr. MEACHAM. No contractatall. I have 
never addressed the gentleman, and I never mean 
to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNN. There is. nothing. that. could 
afford me greater pleasure than. to know that I 
shall never be annoyed by the approaches of that 
member; I shall be obliged te him if he will never 
recall that pledge. - Its observance may contribute 
to our mutual comfort. Task pardon of the House 
for having. made such remarks, for I grant they 
are unbécoming in this presence; but I thought 
them only just in response to the extraordinary 
and gratuitous remark which fell from the mem- 
ber from Vermont. Thave said, all along, that I 
desired to see this House organized. 

, Mr. SIMMONS, (sotto. voce.) Who believes 
it? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman asks who be- 
lieves it. Bir, I ask the venerable gentleman 
from New York if that is a becoming question 
to be asked by a Representative of a Representa- 
tive on this floor? 

Mr. SIMMONS said something which was not 
heard by the reporters. 

Mr. DUNN. Then, sir, I tell the gentleman 
that. there is nothing in the present aspect of 
affairs here, and nothing whatever has occurred 
that justifies it; but his ripe, and I would like to 
say, honored years, are a protection against any 
unkind remark from me, vo matter how gross a 
provocation he might offer. T have said allalong 
that I would not vote for Mr. Banks after the 
occurrences of the night—and then I gave gentle- 
men distinct notice of the fact, and my reasons 
why—which followed the withdrawal of Mr. 
CAMPBELL, except in one contingency, to wit: 
a fuir caucus nomination. That was alluded to 
publicly, and again and again. Every effort was: 
made todistort my language, and to make it mean 
something which it was not capable of meaning, 
and to give it a construction wholly at variance 
with what I intended. But have gentlemen ever 
acted upon it? I have spoken of a gencral cau- 


and decidedly 


cus, and had such a caucus been held, I should | 


all along have held myself bound to an acqui- 
escence in its decision. But here, for five wecks, 
no such meeting has taken place, and I now take 
up my pledge. Tt shall not lie at the feet of those 
who insult me forever. I tell them now that I 
will submit to no caucus hereafter that shall 
tender me the name of Mr. Bangs for the speaker- 
ship. There is no difficulty about any other re- 
spectable gentleman, reliably anti-Nebraska. I 
propose to make no.selection. 

Sir, I do not intend now to go further in cx- 
culpation of my course, or in explanation of what 
I mean; but you cannot control me, gentlemen, 
by resorting to an arbitrary and tyrannical power. 
There is nothing in my nature that would submit 
toit. Iwil rebel against all laws and all men 
and all things temporal, rather than surrender 
my own conscientious obligations to myself, to 
my country, and to my God. 
masters; I recognize but one Master, to whom 
unconditional submission is due-I fear he is not 
of us. I thank the House for its indulgence. 

Mr.. CUMBACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. I promised torenew the demand 


for the previous question, but my colleague has | 
i: barred doors. 


the floor, and can dispose of the matter as he sees 
fit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
Indiana will allow me a little time before he cails 
the previous question. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I do not rise for the pur- 

ose of insisting upon the previous question, 
Pat to withdraw the resolution which I offered. 
{Cries of ‘Call the roll. ”] , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew that resolution for 
the purpose of enabling me to make a few re- 
marks. Mr. Clerk, when I rose this morning 
and stated that, in my judgment, the responsi- 
bility for the want of an organization. of this 
House rested upon those gentemen who have 
been voting for Mr. Pexneveron, I did not antici- 
pate that that remark would lead to a general dis- 
cussion by gentlemen upon all sides of the Flouse. 
Sir, remarks had been made with regard to where 
that responsibility rested. The Administration 


party here had charged it upon the anti-Nebraska | 


men; those who have been voting for Mr. FyLLER 
had charged it upon both sides of the House; and 


Ye are not my | 


| this session, I confined myself for several days 
| to the hotel. 


j regard a preliminary vote in the House prefer- 


| stand by me. This was all that I asked of any 


| SueRman] was one of them. 


my own side of the House was divided. -I ex- 
pressed the opinion—and I now entertain that 
opinion still more strongly—that those few gen- 
tlemen who have voted for Mr. PENNINGTON for 
some days past were responsible for the non- 
organization of this-House.. I did not impugn 
their motives: I did not attempt to read them 
out.of this party or that party. I only alleged 
the public fact, that those gentlemen—any three 
of whom might, for a whole week, have organized 
this house—were. responsible for the non-organ- 
ization of this House. 

And now, Mr. Clerk, Ict me examine the 
reasons which have been given by the members 
of the body for the course they have pursued. I 
appeal to every member of this House whether, 
with the grave fact before us that this House has 
remained disorganized for six weeks, these rea- 
sons are not ridiculous? What are they? One 
was, that the friends of Mr. Banxs desire that his 
claims should be adhered to. What of it? The 
friends of one candidate might not think proper 
to urge his claims at a particular time, and at 
another time to urge them. There is no trick 
about it at all. 

Anather reason has been urged,—more plaus- 
ible perhaps, and that is, that Mr. Banxs and 
his fionda were opposed to a caucus. Now, I 
say, as one of the original friends of my honor- 
able colleague from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL] so | 
far as my knowledge. extends, he, as one of the 
candidates, was in favor of a caucus. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) When I 
came to Washington, at the commencement of 


I was called upon by various mem- 
bers who were opposed to the Nebraska bill. 
Some of them, who had been members of the 
Democratie party, said to me, that they would 
prefer to vote for a candidate for Speaker who 
had not acaucus nomination; thata caucus nom- | 
ination would be a weight upon them at home. 
My friends from the northwest who called upon 
me assured mo, if we went into a caucus, } 
should probably receive the nomination upon the 
first balot. I said to them I desired that no 
course should be pursued, beneficial to myself, 
which would tend to prejudice any anti-Nehras- 
ka member before his constituents. I dosired 
them to take a course by which to ascertain who 
was the strongest man, and, if they found it ne- 
cessary to resort to a caucus in order to ascertain 
that, I was content to leave the matter entirely 
with them. I made no scrious opposition to a 
caucus, further than simply to say there were 
those who said they would prefer to cast their 
votes for an anti-Nebraska Speaker without the 
formality of a caucus nomination. I said further, 
that ail £ desired for myself was, that it should 
be ascertained in some fair and honest way who | 
could command, at the outset, the greatest vote f 
upon this question, let me know the result, and } 
that that man should receive my support so long 
asáhe contest should last. That is what I said. If 
my colleague knows of my having said anything | 
to the contrary, he is at liberty to make the cor- | 
rection. i 

| 

į 

ł 


I may as well say now, that I was disposed to 


able, and just as good a means of ascertaining 
the strongest man as a caucus could be, with 
I uniformly declared that we 
should ascertain who had the most strength, and 
then rally upon him, and all i desired of my 
fricnds was, if they should come to the conclusion 
that I was the man, after a fair test, they should 


one. For the twenty-three first votes the great- 
cst strength was thrown upon me; yet the votes | 
given for other anti-Nebraska candidates would | 
not concentrate upon my name for reasons then | 
unknown to me, but which I now fully under- ; 
stand. On the night of the fourth day some of 
my friends came to me, and advised me that I| 
ought to withdraw from the contest. Against 
my own judgment I yielded. My colleague (Mr. 
I discovered 1 was 
xbout to be abandoned by some of those who had ! 
professed friendship on the next day, notwith- 
standing that Į had requested only at the outset ! 
that I should not be voted for at all, unless Iwas | 
to be sustained so long as Iwas im the Jead of 
candidates on one side. I therefore determined. 


to withdraw, and did withdraw from the canvass, | 


Mr. SHERMAN. “The remarks. of my col- 
league, then, have sustained the assertion T made, 
that he, and indeed all the northern members of’ 
this body, whose opinions decided the course of 
the anti-Nebraska members ‘of this House, ad- 


vised against a caucus. i ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (intérrupting.) I wish to 
have it distinctly understood that «ny remarks 
I may have made in opposition to'a caucus were’ 
not predictated upon any personal desire, but upon 
the idea that perhaps a caucus might prove injuri- 
ous to the interests at home of some of those who 
came here expecting to vote for an anti-Nebraska 
candidate. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague has stated 
the reasons why he thought it unadvisable to have 
a caucus. I say now, that, during this whole cón- 
troversy, I have not heard a word uttered by him 
but what was for the good of the cause, and pro- 
motive of our cause among his friends. Never- 
theless, the fact stands out, that all the candi- 
dates who were spoken of for the speakership 
of this House upon the anti-Nebraska side were, 
for reasons satisfactory to themselves, opposed 
toa caucus. | say, however, that, in a prelimi- 
nary caucus, my friend before me, one of the 
leaders of the Democratic party, was decidedly 
in favor of a caucus. 

I allude to this merely for the purpose of dis- 
posing of one of the rcasons mentioned by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duww,] that the 
anti-Nebraska men were not responsible, by 
showing that they all opposed a caucus., The 
gentleman from Massachusetts, on the first ballot, 
voted for the gentleman from New York, and 1 
supposed they both stood upon the same plat- 
form. I supposed that they were both anti-Ne- 
braska Democrats. But my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Wurexen,] it secms, stands solitary 
and alone on a national Democratic platform of 
his own making; but when we came here, at the 
beginning of the session, I certainly recognized 
my friend from New York as an anti-Nebraska 
candidate, occupying precisely the same position 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.Banis] 
does. Ewould have voted for him [Mr. WneeLsa] 
with the same readiness with which I voted for 
the gentleman from Massachusctts; therefore 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would not be 
held responsible for voting for a man who appa- 
rently, at least, agreed with him on all sentiments 
in reference to anti-Nebraskaism. 

Now F appeal to the House whcthor there were 
not reasons cnough, before the deviation from 
the course which the gentleman from New York 
had pursued, before there had been six weeks ex- 
pended in attempting to organize; before there was 
such a necessity for providing for the appropria- 
tion bills, and of attending to the ordinary busi- 
ness of the House, to justify the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in the course he hadtaken? I do 
not call the gentleman from Now York to account; 
I do not propose to read him out of the party. 
I have only a right to. justify and give a reason 
for the act of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and I have a right to speak of that act fairly and 
frankly. Ido not read him out of the party, but 
I say this, that with all the reasons that have been 
given, and with all the facts that are before the 
House, the people of this country, North, South, 
East and West, will hold these anti-Nebraska 
men who have refused to vote with us, when one 
hundred and seven members had concentrated 
upon one man, and when three of then would 
have elected Mr. Bangs Sneaker of this Flouse— 
I say public opinion throughout the country will 
hold these gentlemen responsibly for the delay in 
the organization of this House. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentioman from Ohio 
permit me to interrupt bim? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Ohio is 
simply showing that some gentlemen here have 
not been occupying precisely the same ground on 
the record ag they have occupicd before the coun- 
try, and that that was one part of my reasons for 
abandoning the gentleman from Massachusetts. I 
would let gentlemen know that, whatever my rea- 
sons were, they are not a matter which concerns 
this House, or which the House has a right to 
inquire into. I am answerable for them else- 
where, and I will submit to no lectures here on 
the subject. Such was the whole tenor of my 
remarks on that point. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. It cannot be out of the 
Fecollection of the House that when, a few min- 
ates since, the gentleman from Indiana was about 
closing his remarks, and was intimating that he 
had reasons for abandoning the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, which could have influence on 
the members of the House, I rose in my place 
and desired him to state those reasons; and the 

entleman was permitted, by the courtesy of the 
Fouse, to go on and state the reasons alone which 

revented him from voting for Mr. Banzs-—— 
"Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
from Ohio will allow me to interrupt him. - Does 
not this House distinctly recollect that to the gen- 
tleman there, [Mr. Muacuam,] and to the gentle- 
man here, [Mr. Suerman,] I again and again de- 
clared that Lwould make no charge, nor go into 
my reasons? That was well understood and dis- 
tinctly stated. Noman could have misunderstood 
me. : It was too plainly stated. 

Mr. COMINS. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to state 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not now. I state this, 
that the objection of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont (Mr. Meacnam] would have compelled 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] to take 
his seat; and that that objection was withdrawn 
for the purpese of giving the gentleman from 
Indiana time and opportunity to state the reasons 
why he did not vote for Mr. Banks; and when 
objection was withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Vermont for that purpose, that the gentleman 
from Indiana might proceed to state the reasons 
why he holds this House disorganized, he goes 
on, but does not state the reasons. 

Í now proceed to but one point more, and then 
I have done. It is this—— 

Mr. PENNINGTON, (interrupting.) “Will 
the gentleman from Ohio yield to me a moment 
for the purpose of addressing to him an inquiry? 

Mr. gH RMAN. Lyield with pleasure. 

Mr. PENNINGTON.” I wish to know of the 
gentleman from Ohio, whether I am to under- 
stand him as imputing to me any responsibility 
whatever for the delay in the organization of the 
House? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most certainly not. 

Mr, PENNINGTON. I think I should have 
a nice little cntertainment if I were to attempt to 

ut a ring in the nose of my friend from Indiana, 
Mr. Dunni] 

Mr. SHERMAN. No,sir. I give the honor- 
able gentleman from New Jersey—for whom I 
have the deepest respect—the highest credit for 
his course here. He has uniformly voted for 
Mr. Bawxs, while these gentlemen have been 
voting for him, [Mr. Peynineron.] They agree 
in sentiment with him; and yet he gives his great 
name, his high reputation, and his voice here 
constantly in favor of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, 

But I will proceed now to a matter personal to 
myself. It has been charged on this floor—and 
Democratic papers in the State in which I live 
have repeated the story over and over again— 
that the canvass in my congressional district in 
Ohio, against my friend General Lindsley, my 
predecessor, was conducted, and the chief oppo- 
sition to him made, on the ground that he voted 
the same way as Mr. Bawxs did onthe Nebraska 
bill. Now, f would state to the House that I 
considered that vote wrong. But if my friend, 
General Lindsley, had come home, and gone to 
the people of his congressional district and repu- 
diated that Administration which had avowed and | 


stood upon that platform, I would have gone in |! 


heart and soul and supported him. I did not 
desire a seat on this floor; my interests were 
not advanced by it. But instead of that, he went 
there and acquiesced in that wrong. He acqui- 
esced in it, and said that he would stand by the |! 
Administration which committed that wrong. || 
He would not pledge his people that he would 
vote in favor of the restoration of the Missouri |} 
prohibition. He occupied the same position as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Furrer] | 
in acquiescing in what he declared to be wrong, 
On this point alone I went before the people of 
my district, giving him great credit for the fair- 
ness which he had shown, and the manner in 
which he had discharged his duty in Congress; 
speaking of him everywhere with kindness, and 
not alluding to his vote, except as to its indis- 
cretion, but basing my opposition to him on the 


{ 


| 
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{I tions of the Confederacy; a m 


fact that he was willing to acquiesce in the meas- 
ure and let it be done. I told them that I would 
| not submit to that which is declared wrong; and 
I say, before God and my country, that I never 
will, Tam no Abolitionist in the sense in which 
the term is used; I have always been a conserv- 
ative Whig. I was willing to stand by all the 
compromises—of 1850 and all; but I say, that 
when our Whig brethren of the South allow this 
Administration to lead them off from their duty 
—when they abandon the position which Henry 
Clay would have taken, forget his name and 
proud achievements, and decline any longer to 
carry his banner—they lose all their claims on 
me. And I say now, that until this wrong is 
righted, until Kansas is admitted as a free State, 
I cannot go in party association with it. When- 
ever that question is put out of the way, I will 
no longer have any desire to interrupt or disturb 
the harmony which ought to exist in the country 
—WNorth and South. Í do not propose to con- 
tinue agitation; [ only appear bert to demand 
justice—to demand compliance with the condi- 
tions which we are entitled to. I ask no more, 
and I will submit to no less. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL, [at 
half past three, p.m.] I move thatthe House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and disagreed to. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I withdraw the resolution. 
[Loud cries of ‘ Call the roll!’7] 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 

The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and fifteenth time for Speaker, with the 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
195; necessary to a choice, 98; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received.... 

William A. Richardson... sese 

Henry M, Puller... cee 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 

James L, Orr... 

John Williams.. 


Gilchrist POLEr..sessessossosssosoeseeasreeeso 
Benjamin B. TDUrSION...asesssossoesvesressessres 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Buflington, Burlingame, James F. Campbell, Lewis PD. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Drie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
beri, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 

“nomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearec, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, Traiton, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwallader C. Washbume, Shinu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson-—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eitiott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thoiftas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, ancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, etcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxweil, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruflin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Weils, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and Jobn V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller~Mossrs. Broo, John P. Campbell, Car- 
d Clark, Cox, Cuilen, Etheridge, vans 
son Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Al 
> Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Re 
f . Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, U. 

Vaik, Walker, V z, and Zoliicoffer. 

For Mr. Penn 
Harrison, Haven 


, Rivers, 


, Moore, Robbins, and Scoit. 
M 


Richardson and Williams. 
Ir. Wheeler. 
For Jir. Porter— Henry M. Fulier. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Brenton. 

Mr. BOYCE (when his name was called) said: 
I desire, Mr. Clerk, briefly to explain the reasons 
of the vote which I am now about to give. Itis 
well known that, until last Monday, I steadily, on 
every ballot, voted for the distinguished gentleman 


of last Monday, I felt some difficulty in further 
voting for him, on account of the opinion which 
he appeared to express in reference to the consti- 
tutionality of the Wilmot proviso. I therefore 
reluctantly ceased voting for Mr. Ricuanpson— 
a gentleman for whom [have the highest respect 
~-whom I have looked upon as a man eminently 
| distinguished for his sense of justice to all sec- 
vhom Carlyle 


from Ulinois. On reading his remarksin the Globe | 


derwood, 


J3. i 
2»— Messrs. Clawson, Duna, Edwards, 


| 
| 
| 
1 
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would call a ‘real man;’’? a man of earnestness, 
sincerity, and truthfulness of character. I had 
witnessed his efforts on this floor to pass the Ne- 
braska bill—that great measure of justice to the 
South. It was, therefore, with the greatest reluct- 
ance that I felt compelled to withhold my vote 
for him after reading his remarks in the Globe. 

I was very glad to-day, however, when an in- 
cidental debate sprung up between himself and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Zoiiicor- 
FER,| to hear him express an opinion, that the 
Wilmot proviso was contrary to the spirit of the 
| Constitution; because that which is contrary to 

the spirit of the Constitution is, in my opinion, 
j inconsistent with it, and, therefore, unconstitu- 
tional, because we are to construe the Constitu- 
tion by its spirit and not by its letter. 
_ With this understanding, therefore, of the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from Ilinois, which was in- 
cidentally expressed to-day, I feel at liberty again 
to cast my vote for him. And I do so with ex- 
treme pleasure, because I am unwilling to quit 
those gentlemen of the North and the South with 
whom I sympathize so much, and with whom I 
have been hitherto acting on this subject. [vote 
for Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CRAIGE (when his name was called) 
stated that Mr. Nrcnoxs, of Ohio, being unwell, 
he had paired off with him for the day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, whether his col- 
league [Mr. Bisuop] is in the Hall? 

Mr. PENNINGTON, I do not know. 

The CLERK. Mr. Bismor has not voted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I think I am authorized to 
vote for to-day. My health is too poor to per- 
mit me to attend upon the regular sessions of the 
louse, and I have made an arrangement with 
Mr. Bisnor, of New Jersey, to pair off after 
to-day; but, not seeing that gentleman present, 
I thought it possible he might have understood 
the arrangement to commence with this vote. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I did not understand 
the arrangement upon the part of my colleague 
to pair off with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
to cemmence until after to-day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I vote for Mr. Ricuarnson. 

Mr. MACE (when his name was called) stated 
that the arrangement he had with Mr. Avexan- 
per K. Marsua tt, for pairing off, having term- 
inated, he had made a second arrangement to pair 
off with Mr. Kerrrr, of South Carolina. 

Mr. McQUEEN (when his name was called) 
said: I will not detain the House but for a mo- 
ment. I wish to say that, for upwards of a 
| hundred times, I have cast my vote for the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
‘anpson.] J find, however, reportcll in the Globe 
of Monday, an account of the proceedings of the 
House of Saturday, in which is a statement by 
that gentleman 1 could not indorse. 

I have, since I have known anything of public 
matters in this Confedcracy, warred against the 

principle of the Wilmot proviso, as being danger- 
ous to the rights, if not the very existence, of the 
institutions of the southern States. I thought E 
saw, in the statement of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, an indorsemcent of the constitutionality of 
the Wilmot proviso—an indorsement that placed 
him in a position where I could not consistently 
vote for him as the presiding officer of this House, 
and I accordingly cast my vote for another gen- 
tleman. 

In the remarks which fell from that gentleman 
to-day, growing out of statements made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, | 
Y understand him to disavow any intentional 
indorsement of the Wilmot proviso as constitu- 
tional in spirit. 

Now, when I couple his disavowal on this 
oceasion with his course in this House since he 
has occupied a seat upon this floor, as a noble 
and manly defender of the constitutional rights 
of the South, and of the States of this Union— 
when I have scen him standing up amidst the 
strife that attended the aoe of the Nebraska 
uid Kansas bill, not only as its advocate, but its 
champion—when I know that upon his right 
hand and-his left the men who acted with him 
have been cut down by the demon of Abolitionism, 
I should feel that I was doing injustice to the 
representative of the great and glorious principle 
embodied in that bill, which wiped from the 
statuie-book of the country that foul stain and 
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wrong to the rights.of the South, if I-were longer | 
to withhold my vote from the gentleman from 
Tllinois. I vote for Mr. RICHARDSON: 

I desire also to state, on the rëquest of my col- 
league, [Mr. Kerrr,] who has paired off for the 
day,and is not present, that if my colleague [Mr. 
Boyce] and myself pursued: the course which we 
have done, he alsó would act with us, had he 
been present and at liberty to vote. : 

Mr. PECK.” My attention has been called to 
the record of the debate: of yesterday, on laying 
on the table the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr.-Wasusurn] for the. adoption of 
the plurality rule. My vote is recorded against 
laying on the table. I find, however, in the de- 
bate preliminary to that motion, that the motion 
to lay on the table was to be considered a test 
question, under which circumstances I find that 
my vote against the motion would be considered | 
as indicative of my intention to vote for the reso- 
lution. I desire simply to say, that, had I been 
present when the preliminary debate occurred, I | 
should have voted to lay on the table. My vote 
was given simply, with the desire to meet the 
main question directly. If I could have had the 
opportunity of voting thus directly, I should have 
voted against the resolution on its passage. I 
vote for Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. FLORENCE (when his name was called) 
stated that his colleague, Mr. Tyson, had paired | 
off with his other colleague, Mr. BARCLAY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (when his name 
was called,) said: I desire to state that, after the | 
occurrences of to-day, in my judgment, the anti- 
Nebraska members of the House should hold a! 
consultation as to their future course of action. I, 
however, do not feel authorized to call any such 
meeting of my own motion, and for the present 
I shall therefore vote for Mr. Banxs. 

The result of the vote was then announced as | 
above stated. 

Mr. ORR. 
adjourn, 

he motion was agreed to, and thereupon (at 
four o’clock) the House adjourned until to-mor- 
row, at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do now | 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, January 17, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
Tho Journal of Monday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it ad- | 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Itis weil known by the Sen- 
ate that we have now no Committee on Printing, | 
and there are grvious reasons why there should | 
be such a committee. A doubt has arisen as to 
the power of the Presiding Officer to appoint that 
committee, although I confess E have none my- 
self, The law authorizes him to appoint the 
committee; but the doubt has arisen in consc- 
quence of a rule of this body providing for the 
election of all committees by the Senate, including 
the Committee on Printing. I believe all gentle- 
men here are aware that the necessity for the ap- 
spointment of the committee is very great. To 
remove all doubt on that matter, I submit a mo- 
tion, that the President of the Senate be authorized 
to appoint the Committee on Printing on the part | 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS, ETC. | 

Mr. HAMLIN presented additional papers in 
the case of Levi Robinson, owner of the schooner | 
Mary Janc, praying for fishing bounty; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, five petitions of sundry citizens of Maine, 

: : we gs 
raying for a modification of the bounty land 
liwa; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOF presented the petition of Rebecca 
Freeman, widow of Pearson Freeman, a waiter 
in the army of the Revolution, praying for bounty 
land; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented: the memorial of | 


Samuel Lockwood, late a commander in the 
United States. Navy, who was placed on the! 


reserved list in consequence of z decision of: the 
late naval retiring board, praying to be:restored 
to his former position in the Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee oñ Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented: the petition of 
Sarah Larrabee, widow of a revolutionary sol- 
dieř, praying to be:allowed bounty land; which 
was referred to the Committce on Public Lands. 
_ Also, two petitions of citizens of Maine, pray- 
ing for an amendment to- the bounty land law of 
March 3, 1855; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that 
the jurors in the courts of that District may be 
allowed the same foes as are allowed to. jurors of 
other United States courts by the act of 26th Feb- 


ruary, 1853; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the memorial 
of Colonel Leslie Combs, praying for a grant 
of bounty land to his regiment of Kentucky vol- 
untcers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented 
the petition of Zachariah Corbin, a soldier in the 
last war with Great Britain, praying for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN 
the case of Daniel Carr, praying that a pension 
may be granted to him, for services rendered in 
the war of 1812; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Deborah Chafee, grand- 
daughter and heir of Thomas Diman, praying for 
compensation for the services of her ancestor in 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a Ictter and other papers of Robert Han- 


| dy,a lieutenant in the Navy, who has been placed 


on the reserved list, asking to be restored to his 
former position in the Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 

Also, a letter of Peter Turner, a lieutenant in 
the Navy, who has been placed on the reserved 
list, asking to be restored to his former position 
in the Navy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of B. Carrington Bowers, 
a lieutenant in the Navy, who has been placed on 
the reserved list, complaining of injustice done to 
him, and praying for such relief as Congress may 
deem him entitled to; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the application of Frank 
Ellery, a lieutenant m the Navy, who has been 


| placed on the reserved list, to be restored to his 


former position in the Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. SLIDELL presented a petition of citizens į 


of Carroll parish, Louisiana, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Lake Providence 
to Floyd, and thence to Bastrop, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


| 
Also, a memorial of merchants, planters, and | 


other citizens of the collection district of Téché, 
Louisiana, praying that the custom-house of said 
district may not be removed from its present loca- 
tion; whieh was referred to the Committee on 


f 
Commerce. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented a memorial of R. 
St. Clair Graham, grandson and one of the heirs 
of General Arthur St. Clair, praying to be allowed 


| the half pay due for the services of his ancestor 


in the revolutionary war, after deducting the 
commutation pay already received; which was re~- 
ferred to the Committce on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the memorial of A. K. Long,a commander 
in the Navy, who has been placed on the reserved 
list, praying to be restored to his former position 
in the Navy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Mrs. 
Agatha O’Brien, praying that the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury be directed to settle the 
accounts of her late husband, Brevet Major J. P. 


; J. O’Brien, and to pay her the amount due to him 


as captain of artillery from 31st December, 1849, 


to 31st March, 1850; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, the petition of Samuel Forrest, a purser 
in the United States Navy, praying to be allowed 


presented a paper in relation to | 


a percentage for. moneys disbursed by. “him as 
special. agent on board ihe United States ship 
Olio, on the coast of Mexico. and California, in 
the-year 1848; which was referred tothe Qom- 
mittee on Naval Affairs: ; ; ne 

Also, the petition of William Merriliand others, 
master mechanics at the Pensacola navy-yard, 
praying to be allowed certain amounts of pay for 
time lost by them during the prevalence of yellow: 
fever at that yard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittec on Naval Affairs. cane 

Also, the memorial of B. F. Sands, a- com- 
mander in the United States Navy, praying. for 
compensation for the use of his: method of ascer- 


| taining the character of the bottom in deep-sea 


soundings; which was referred to the Committees 
on Naval Affairs. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
memorial of Commodore Charles Stewart, of the 
Navy, complaining that injustice has been done 
to him by the action of the board of naval officers 
appointed under the law of the last session, and 
appealing to Congress for redress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William Chandler, a licu- 
tenant in the Navy, who was placed on furlough 
by the action of the late naval board, praying 
that Congress will investigate the transactions of 
that board, and that he may be restored to his for- 
mer position in the service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the representatives of James Purvis have 
leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Holohan, 
praying to be paid for a pilaster capital executed by him for 
the United States Capitot extension by order of the Com- 


| missioner of Public Buildings, be withdrawn from the files 


of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings. 


On motion by Mr. WILSON, it was 


. Ordered, That the petition and papers of Huldah Batler, 
daughter of John Brown, an ofiicer in the Revolution, prap- 
ing for commutation, be withdrawn (rom the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That.the petition of citizens of Illinois, praying 
that the pension of Valentine G. Wehrheim may be in- 
creased, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William G. 
Ridgely, praying for indemuity for property destroyed by the 
British during the war of 1812, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, 
praying for the adoption of the plan of Henry OReilly to 
establish a line of settlements, and a telegraphic communi- 
cation in the United States Territories, between the Mis- 
sissippi river and the Pacific ocean, be withdrawn from the 
fiies of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was | 

Ordered, That the memorial of Henry O'Reilly, proposing 


| a system of settlements for the protection of overland emi- 


grants to California and Oregon, and praying for a grant of 
land to enable hiin to construct a line of telegraph from the 
| ssippi river to the Pacific ocean, be withdrawn from 
ies of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 
On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Josiah &. Little 
praying for remuneration for land of which he was deprived 
by the Ashburton treaty, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. FOOT gave notice of his intention to ask! 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Rebecca 
Freeman. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 
_ Mr. CLAYTON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if it be com- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the 
Senate copies of any correspondence which took place 
between Danie} Webster, Secretary of State, and the British 
Minister, and the Minister from Costa Rica, in respect to a 
projét which was submitted to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and 
the Mosquito Indians, and a copy of such projét, with the 
instructions given to Mr. Walsh, the special agent deputed 
by the United States to present that projét to the States of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica; as also. of such other corre- 
spondence as may have passed between him and the said 
Secretary of State on the subject; as also copies of the 
correspondence with Mr. Kerr, chargé d’affaires of the 
United States in Nicaragua, in reference thereto; together 
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With any -corréspondence with the Government of Niea- 


ragga, or its Minister, in. respect. t0 the. same. projét; and 
also- copies of any. letters not heretofore communicated 
whieh may have been addressed to this Government by the 
Minister of. Nicaragua, or the Minister of Great Britain, in 
Yeference tothe construction and purport of the convention 
between the United States and Great Britain, signed April 
40, 1859, and proelaiined July 5, 1850, and of the replies 
made io them, if any. 

Spey FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr, CLAYTON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was. considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 
~~ Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed. to lay 
“Deforo ‘the Senate a copy of the Report of Adjudications 
made by the Board of American Commissioners. at Paris, to 
liqnidate and audit the claims of American citizens against 
the French Government, being for t debts” due to them, 
and for the satisfaction of which provision was made by 
the convention between the United States and France of 
April 30, 1803. 

‘Also, to lay before. the Senate any information. to be 
obtained in the Department of State, showing how far the 
Government of the United States has made effectual its 
proffered aid to the American sufferers from French cap- 
tures and other injuries, as set forth in the public notice by 
the Seeretary of State, Mr. Jefferson, by order of President 
Washington, dated August 27, 1793 ; whether the said suf- 
ferers accepted said overture of aid, and ‘complied with its 
invitation to submit to the Government the evidence of 
their losses; and whether, said. overture. was ever with- 
drawn or modified; and what has become of the evidence 
‘and proofs Of loss so called for and received by the Govern- 
ment. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several messages, in writing, of an executive 
character, were received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Soyer Wessrter, his 
Secretary. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Sonate adjourned to Monday | 
next, a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, January 17, 1855. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

f SLAVERY QUESTION, 

Mr. CARLILE addressed the House upon the 
slavery question, in all its bearings. In the course 
of which he was interrupted by Mr. Srerunys, 
and others. This portion of the debate has, at 
the request of those who participated in it, been 
withheld for revision. It will be published hére- 
after in the Appendix, 

TEN-MINUTES RULE, ETC. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the ten-minute rule 
be rescinded, Q 
and hope it will be adopted. If general debate 
is to bo opened up here, I think that it is duc to 
all of us that every member have time to reply. 
The gentleman (Mr. Carus] has occupied 
nearly three quarters of an hour this morning, 
and it will take as long as that to reply to him. 
I therefore move that the resolution limiting de- 
bate be rescinded. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


I move tolay 


ceeding after the expiration of his ten minutes. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, Mr. Clerk, that no- 
tice has been given a dozen different times by as | 
many different men, and never carricd out by 
anybody. I trust that the motion of the gentle- | 
man from South Carolina will prevail, that the | 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Carnes] will have | 
an opportunity of concluding his speech, and then 
that some one on our.side of the House will have 
an opportunity of replying. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must suggest that 
there is a motion pending to lay the motion of | 
the gentleman from South Carolina on the table, 
and that no debate is in order. | 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwould suggest to the | 
gentleman from South Carolina, that, by genoral | 
consent, some one be allowed a sufficient length 
of time to reply to the gentleman from Virginia, | 
{Mr. Cariity;]| and then that it be the universal | 
understanding that there are to be no further ex- | 
tensions of the ten-minute rule hereafter. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from | 
South Carolina persist in his motion? 

Mr. ORR. Do {f understand that the proposi- | 


tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. W asun- jj 


I make that motion in good faith, |! 


that motion on the table, with the andasti 
that henceforth I shall object to any member pro- || 


li Carolina should lie on the table. 


*Qbject!’’] -Then I shall insist upon my mo- 
non “ rescind the ten-minute rule. Now, Mr. 
et 

The CLERK. he Clerk must suggest that 
no debate is in order. : 

Mr. ORR. Iwill so modify my motion as to 
Arop! the hour rule, instead of the ten-minute 
rule. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would suggest that the 
hour. rule be adopted for to-day, and that after 
to-day the ten-minute rule be insisted on. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would súggest a half- 
hour rule; half an hour is long enough for a 
speech. 

Mr. ORR. 
stund as it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to make 
a suggestion to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, which, I think, may relieve us from the 
difficulties in which we seem to be involved, so 
far us the limit of debate is concerned. 1 sug- 

est that the gentleman make a motion of this 

ind: that we shall hold evening sessions, com- 
mencing at seven o’cleck, for the purpose of 
general debate, with the restriction, or with the 
understanding, that no vote shall be taken upon 


I prefer to allow my motion to 


|| any question except a motion to adjourn. 


J do not know but that I should myself like to 
oceupy an hour upon the subject of platforms some 
evening; but I will not do it in the day-time, or 
at any time that could be profitably devoted to 
the business of the House. I would suggest, 
therefore, that a rule be adopted under which we 
shall call the roll for two or three or four votes, 
as the case may be, and then, at the ordinary hour 
for dinner, we take a recess until seven o'clock, 
with the understanding that no vote shall be taken. 
This will afford just the opportunity that is 
wanted to discuss platforms and for the purposes 
of general debate. 

Mr. CARLILE. I regret very much that I 
should have involved the House in any difficulty 
in consequence of the remarks I have made this | 
morning. 

Mr. ORR. Not at all. If, by general consent, 
| some one on our side of the House could be per- 
mog an equal time to reply, I should be satis- 

ed. 

Mr. CARLILE. I certainly shall not object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope, by gencral con- 
sent, the gontleman from South Carolina will be 
allowed to reply to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 hopo this restriction will 
be taken off altogether. Gentlemen come here 
and make speeches, when it happens to strike the 
fancy of the Touse to allow them to proceed, | 
without restriction; and then, unless it happens 
to strike the fancy of the House, other gentlemen 
are allowed but ten minutes to reply. Now, I 
want to stand upona perfect equality with every- j 
body else upon this floor. If a speech is made 
to which I desire to reply, I want the same privi- 
lege of replying that was given when the speech 
was made. Besides, I take it for granted that | 
our friends on the other side of the House are not 
yet quite prepared to make a Speaker, (Laughter, 
and cries of * Yes, we are P? Give usa chance!?’] 
and F sce no reason why we should be restricted 
in our debate to the night T see no reason why 
this debate should not go on in the day-time. 

Mr. WASHBURN rose. 

The CLERK. The Clerk raust remind the: 
gentleman that, in the present state of the question, 
no debate isin order. In what form does the | 
i gentleman from South Carolina put his motion? 

Mr. ORR. I modify it so as to substitute the 
hour rule for the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I submitted the motion 
that the motion of the gentleman from South 
T suppose that 
motion would apply to the proposition of the 
gentleman in its amended or modified form. But, 
sir, I propose now to withdraw that motion, and 
to submit, instead, an amendment to his proposi- | 
tion: that, after to-day, neither debate nor personal | 
explanation shall be im order until a Speaker is 
elected. That will give gentlemen an opportunity | 
for a full debate for to-day, and to-morrow we | 
can commence voiing. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to say a word upon | 
| the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, to | 
amend the moticn of the gentleman from South 


BURN] is assented to by the House? [Cries of | 


i Carolina. 


Mr: CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task the gentle- 
man from Virginia to allow me to submit a sub- 
stitute for the proposition of the gentleman from 
South Carolina; and the gentleman can then speak 
upon. both propositions. 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ii is that we hold evening 
sessions. for the purpose of unlimited debate. | 

Mr. MeMULLIN. E- regret, Mr. Clerk, that 
of all the men in this House, my worthy and dis- 
tinguished colleague from Virginia [Mr, Carus] 
should*have felt called upon this morning to come 
here and deliver the speech which he has just 
delivered. , : 

Mr. CARLILE. I am sorry my colleague 
could not have heard the whole of it, and then, 
perhaps, he would not have objected to it. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Iwould like to have heard 
the whole of it. But, sir, I had hoped that these 
family jars would have been confined to other 
States, and that Old Virginia would have stood 
here as one man in vindication of the rights of 
the Constitution, and of the yights of the whole 
country. I agree with my colleague in his intro- 
ductory remarks,—I agree with him, that the 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, of 
the Republican party, do present to the people of 
this country a sectional candidate. I indorse 
that portion of his remarks fully. My colleague 
seems to have had in his mind’s eye an attack 
upon Mr. Bawxs, and to that portion of his 
speech I have no sort of objection. I believe he 
had good and sufficient cause for making the at- 
tack. But I desire here to enter my protest against 
that portion of my colleague’s speech in which 
he felt called upon to attack the Democracy of the 
country; and it is for the purpose of replying to 
this portion of his speech that I have arisen upon 
this occasion, and for the purpose of asking a ques- 
tion, which [should have asked during the prog- 
ress of the speech, if my colleague had given me 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. Clerk, I understood my colleague distinctly 
and emphatically to state, that if he had been a 
member of this House during the last Congress, 
he would have voted against the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill, for two or three reasons. 

Mr. CARLILE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMULLIN. And yet, with that decla- 
ration upon his lips, he proceeds to arraign the 
Democratic party of the country. 

Mr. CARLILE. Willmy colleague allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. McMULLIN. No,sir; excuse me. My 
colleague refused to allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion during the progress of his remarks, and he 
will pardon me if I do not now give way. Inthe 
attack my colleague made upon the Democratic 
party of the country, he took occasion to make 
allusion to the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which 
hasbeen so frequently discussed here and through- 
out the country. Now, I take epcasion to say, 
that that bill consists of two simple propositions, 
and two only. Gentlemen may get up here in 
our discussions and attempt to mystify it as much 
as they please: there are but two great proposi- 
tions contained in that great measure. 

Now, sir, the first proposition contained in that 
bill—and to it I desire the especial attention of 
the House and of my colleague, for it will enable 
me tocompare his Democracy with mine—is, are 
the American people all capable of self-govern- 
ment? That is the first great question in the bill. 


|| I answer the proposition, emphatically, that the 


are capable of self-government. Does my an 
league dissent? ‘Then, if that question be 
answered affirmatively, the second proposition 


į arises, wiil you intrust them with their own gov- 


ernment? “Chat is the second question, and the 
whole question. Gentlemen need not attempt to 
lead off the public mind by that sort of mystifica- 
tion which has been adopted in the way of talking 
about squatter sovereignty. F 

My colleague, I know, is my personal friend, 
and he was my political friend until he bowed 
the knee to certain idols got up by patent-right 
politicians of the North. He waste Democrat, 
and i would have indorsed him previous to the 
establishment by the Republicans of the North of 
a hybrid and cptirely new-fangled party. That 
party humbugged and bamboozled my southern 
frichds into association with it. fee 

And now, while my colleague attempts to 
bolster up his democracy and consistency, and 


1856. 


Kansas and Nebraska bill, which he-holds to be 


an. Administration measure, I would ask him, | 


whether the excitement which: he so much depre- 
cates has not grown out-of the fact that the North 


condemned thé passage of-the Kansas and Ne- . 


braska act? Is it not because. of this, that-one 
section is arrayed against another? Does:he not 
know thatthe. Kansas and Nebraska act.was the 


cause of this excitement? And how does my | 


colleague act to-day? He is acting and coéper- 
ating, practically, with that very party—not by 
supporting its candidate — no, sir; but. by. sup- 
porting the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Furter.}] I do not wish to say a 
word to detract from that gentleman as a candi- 
date.. I now mention the matter, because I am 
compelled, in reply to my colleague. 

My colleague must take care when he throws 
stones to see that they will not come back upon 
him with greater force than he anticipated. The 
gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Rictarpson] stands 
on the record and before the country as a north- 
ern, but a national northernanan. e sustained 
by his votes all the great modern national meas- 
ures. He hasustained the fugitive slave law, 
and thereby helped in the execution and giving 
full effect to the Constitution. He sustained the 
compromise measures of 1850, as I did myself. 

Now, when the question was put to my col- 
Jeague, [ understood him to say that he would 
have. voted for the compromise measures of 1850. 
-If I am not right the gentleman will correct me. 
Then, if fam right, he would have voted for the 
territorial bills for Utah and New Mexico; and 
the principle involved in those bills is identical 
“with the very principle embraced in the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill challenge denial of the prop- 
osition. The cardinal principles of all the bills 
are alike; and yet my cdlleaeee would have voted 
for one and against another of them. Then I put it 
to my colleague, (if I amright in my understand- 
ing of the facts,) whether ‘he is not before the 
country as inconsistent? He will not be content 
with attacking Mr. Bangs; he also assaults the 
Administration and its friends in this House. 

The CLERK. ‘The gentleman’s time has 
expired. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Clerk, I do not rise for the purpose of entering 
into this discussion about party platforms; 
merely rise to state my opposition to the resolu- 
tion for rescinding the ten-minute rule. I think 
we have a strong evidence this morning why that 
rule should not be rescinded. I move, therefore, 
that the whole subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope that, by the indul- 
gence of the gentleman and the House, I may be 
allowed to finish my remarks, [Cries of “ No! 
let us vote!?’] 

he CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. CARLILE. Thopethat I may be allowed 
to say a word in reply to the remarks of my 
colleague. ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table, so that the gentleman from 
Virginia will be afforded an opportunity to reply 
to his colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from Chio wishes to present a proposi- 
tion; and, for the present, I withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table. I wiil yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Carumx] in a moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ido not wish to 
make anyspeech. I offer, as a substitute for the 
ponding proposition, the following: 

Resolved, That, unui otherwise ordered, there shall be 
held evening sessions, commencing at seven o'clock, p. M., 
at which unlimited debate as to time shall be in order, and 
-no vote shall be taken except to adjourn; and that, during 


the morning session, the ten minutes shall not be extended 
unless a vote of two thirds shall be given therefor. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Call the previous ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihaveitnotin my power 
to do so. ill yicld the floor when I have made 
one ee There are many members who 
desire to come here in the day-time for the pur- 
pose of transacting business as speedily as pos- 
sible, and do not desire to come to these evening 
sessions. ‘There are a great many members who 
wish to define their position, and to discuss the 
merits of their various platforms now before the 
country. I think that we may save a great deal 


| citizen or Roman Catholic shall hold any office 


| if he did not offer a proposition in relation to the 
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declares that ‘he would have voted against the || of-time by inaugurating asortof debatin aočiety i 


in the evening, that members may say what they | 
desire their constituents should know. 

Mr. STEPHENS. - Will the gentleman from || 
Pennsylvania yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have promised to yield 
to the gentleman- from Virginia, [Mr. Caruiis.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. Has not-tHe time of the 
gentleman from Virginia expired ? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Not upon this proposition. 

Mr. STEPHENS. | I raise the point of order, 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMPBELL} cannot transfer the floor in this way. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I obtained the floor, and 
claim it as a matter of right. I hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia will allow me to go on. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, go on. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I assure the House that 
I will not trespass upon it. Yam little inclined 
to speak, and especially when gentlemen are not 
willing to hear me; nor should I have opened my 
mouth upon this occasion, but for the remarks 
which fell from my collcague, [Mr. Caruize.] 

Mr. CARLILE. Mr. Clerk, I appeal to my 
colleague’s sense of fairness, and to the fairness of 
the House, whether it was right to stop me in the 
midst of my remarks and allow other gentlemen 
to go on and reply to an unfinished speech? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I regret that my colleague 
was not allowed to finish his remarks, and I hope 
he will not publish his speech to the country, 
unless he will allow some of us to publish a speech 
in reply. 

I was in hopes, sir, that Virginia would have 
been the last State whose delegation would get into 
a snarl here about this great question. My friend 
and colleague is aiding the friends of Mr. Banxs, 
although, of course, he would not vote for that 
gentleman. But I wish now to ask him a ques- 
tion, which I should have asked him before if he 
had permitted me to interrupthim, My colleague 
has attached himself to a party known here by 
the cognomen of the ‘American party.’ I de- 
sire to know of my colleague, if one of the prin- 
ciples of that party is not that no foreign-born | 


under this Government? And I desire to know, if 
he did not, when he was a member of the Vir- 
ginia Constitutional Convention, vote to allow 
foreigners and Roman Catholics, Jews and Gen- | 
tiles, to be cligible to the offices of Governor and 
Lieutenant Governor? 

Mr. CARLILE. Not at all. I voted for the 
provision as it exists in the constitution of the 
State, confining the office of Governor to native- 
born citizens. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I have misunder- 
stood my colleague. I was informed by another 
of my colleagues, [Mr. Lercurr,] who was a 
member of that convention, that the gentleman 
did give such a vote. 

Mr. CARLILE. No, sir; you are mistaken. 

Mr. LETCHER. My colleague is mistaken. 
If he will take the trouble to look at the records 
of that convention, published in the supplement, 
he will find that he and I both offered proposi- 
tions to throw open the offices of Governor and į 
Licutenant Governor to the naturalized as well 
as the native citizen. 

Mr. CARLILE. I have examined the record. 
I had occasion to do it last spring. 


Mr. LETCHER. Let me ask my colleague 


executive office? 

Mr. CARLILE. Not that I remember. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, you certainly did. 

Mr CARLILE. Then it must have been in| 
relation to the salary of the Governor. i 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLILE. Ihave sent for the journal 
of the convention. s ! 

Mr. MeMULLIN. This matter is not very | 
material to my purpose. If my colleague did | 
not give such a vote, of course he is not open to | 
the charge l was about to make; but I understand | 


| that he did submit a proposition which would ; 


convict him of inconsistency in his present posi- ! 
tion. He, sir; has abandoned the Democratic | 


party. . 

Mr. CARLILE. No, sir. i 
Mr. MeMULLIN. He says “ no’’—but you} 

are to judge men by the company they keep, by! 


| their works, and by their walk and conversation. 


I regret deeply that my colleague has taken the | 


course he has pursued this morning in. attack- 
ing. the Administration—an Administration, sir, 
which may have committed “some faults; as- all 
preceding Administrations have done, and as all 


| Administrations which may succeed it doubtless 


will do, but-which. has sent forth a document to 
this country which will bear comparison. with 
any State paper that has ever emanated from the 
hand of any. man—a document. which -fully and 
perfectly vindicates the rights of all the States, 
and of every section of this Confederacy... Whys 
Task, has my colleague felt called upon to attack 
and assail, not only the Administration, but his 
old Democratic associates—ay, sir, his own col- 
leagues? . His attacks have not been confined to 
the Democracy of his own State, but have gone 
forth upon the whole national. Democracy of the 
country, including our patriotic President. 

Sir, my colleague has been casting his vote for 
the aaaeouishel gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Fuxter.] How does that gentleman stand? 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been cat- 
echised as to his position, He stated in his open- 
ing speech here, that had he been a member of 
the last Congress he would have voted against 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill—against the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise.. But he went further 
than that. He said that if the Missouri compro- 
mise could be restored, he would vote to restore it. 
I ask my colleague, who has been arraigning my 
candidate, Mr. Ricuarpson, to look at that dec- 
laration of the gentleman for whom he votes. I 
givecredit tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
the conservative position he has taken in regard 
to the question of slavery. I commend him for 
that. Would to God that we had more of those 
gentlemen who will come to the reseuc of their 
country, when that cguntry is in imminent dan- 
gor, as itis to-day! But, sir, my colleague ought 
not to asseil the Democracy, and the candidate for 
whom the Democracy are casting their votes, 
when his candidate recognizes the power of Con- 
gress to restore the Missouri compromise, but 
will not vote to restore it, because, forsooth, the 
Senate and the President of the United States 
would defeat such a measure! ow can my 
colleague, after voting for such a gentleman, 
with any consistency, turn round and attack the 
national Democracy for having cast their votes 
for Winriam A RICHARDSON? 

Mr. Clerk, my colleague alluded to another 
subject to which I desire briefly to refer. He al- 
luded to the proposition submitted to the House 
by the honorable member from Alabama, [Mr. 
Watxer,] which was an invitation to the De- 
mocracy to fuse with the so-called Americans. I 
want to tell my colleague that, in reply to that 
very invitation, I told the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama and the House—and I now take 
occasion to reiterate it—that whenever he and 
those with whom he acted, Mr. Futter included, 
desired to elect a Speaker and organize the House, 
let them come up and cast their votes for any na- 
tional man, and let us see, by their action, that 
we, the national Democracy, can, by giving our 
votes for that man, defeat the election of Mr. 
Bawxs; and Í, for one, will do it. We cannot, 
we will not, cast our votes upon any sectional 
grounds; but there are national men—plenty of 
them—for -whom we would cast our votes, if 
by so doing we could effect an election. But it 
is idle to talk about our effecting an election! 
The seventy-odd gentlemen on our side of the 
House making an election against the cfferts of 
the anti-Nebraska men!—and of whom my col- 
league seems to be onc. I would ask him if he 
waswith them last night? [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.ORR. Thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Carzite] seems desirous to know what the prin- 
ciples are which are contained in the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. Now, without entering into a 
discussion of the principles of that bill, I beg 
leave to refer the gentieman from Virginia to his 
associate upon my right, the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. ZoLLicorrer,}| who was a 
member of the last Congress, and was a zcalous 
supporter and advocate of that bill. I would also 
refer him to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Sanru,] an associate of the gentleman, belonging 
to his party,a member of the last Congress, and 
who cordially sustained the bill and voted for it. 
[Laughter.] I desire now to ask the question— 
would you have voted for the biti if you had been 
a member of the last Congress? f 
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<Mr; CARLILE, © would not.’ : 
‘Mri ORR, I desire the gentleman to commit 
Jimiself fully upon that point, so that the country 
‘may know -where he is. Idid not understand 
‘the reply the gentleman made to: the question— 
‘does he commit himself for or against the bill? 

(Mre CARLILE. I said I would go against the 

H pi ; a 
h Nr. ORR. I shall take occasion; when the ten- 
minute tule shall have been rescinded, or after 
ihe House shall have been organized, to reply to 
some of the views thrown out by the gentleman 
from: Virginia, (Mr. Carte] and by others, in 
reference to the principles of the Kansas-Ne- 
praska bil]. ` At present, it is sufficient that the 
gentleman from Virginia should seek the inform- 
ation he desires as to the principles of that bill 
from his own associates. 

‘An extended debate ensued between Messrs. 
STEPHENS, ZOLLICOFFER, and WASH- 
BURN, of Maine, on the subject of the restriction 
of ‘slavery in ‘the Territories, during which Mr. 
STEPHENS defined his position in remarks of 
considerable length. [See this debate in the 
Appendix. i 

Mr. CARLILE. I do not intend to make à 
speech to ‘the House now. I desire to make 
‘simply a remark. 


this floor. They have cut me off to-day in the 
midst of some remarks that I was desirous of 
submitting. & shall not now attempt to complete 
those remarks, but I hope that, after a night’s 
reflection, there will be a little more fairness char- 
acterizing the action of this body. [Cries of 
* Call the roll !??] i 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw the motion to rescind 
the ten-minute rule. [Renewed cries of ‘ Call 
the roll!”] 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


The Flouse proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and sixteenth time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 203; neces- 
sary to a choice, 102; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks reccived..... eee 

Wiliam A. Richardson. ss... 

Henry M. Futier......-... eee we 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 

James Le Orr... ene 

John Williains...... 

Gilehrist Porter... 

So there was no choic 

The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks-—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Barbour, Hen- |! 


vy Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Biss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James IH 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, © 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day 
Pean, Pe Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Eiri 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, ‘Thomas R, Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hnughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Kuight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringte, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Watbridge, W 5 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, BHiha B, Washburne, el 
“Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Bell, Bocoek, Bowic, Boyce, Branch, Barnett, Cadwalader, 


Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. j 
Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, | 


Elliott, English, Mauikner, Morenec, Thomas J. D. Fulle 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hal, Sampson W. Har 
Thoinas L. Harris, Herbert, Hiekman, Houston, J 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kic 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMaul 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliv 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Lalbott, Vall, Warner, Watkins, W 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wrigitt, and John V. Wright. 

Por Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Carlile, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Foster, J, Morrison ae s Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Alex « Mar 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Waiker, Whitney, and 
Zotlivoffer, 

For Myr. Pennington-~Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Naven, Moore, and Scott. 

for Mr. Orr—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Whecler. 

For Mr, Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


had paired off with a gentleman from Ohio, and 
that Mr. Henpiuy S. Bexnetr was too unwell to 
attend the House to-day. 


Tam unwilling to believe that 
this House will deny to me that which they have | 
accorded to almost every other gentleman upon 


Pelton, 


rell, | 
Wibiams, | 


ai, Millward, Paine, Porter, | 


Mr. QUITMAN stated that Mr. BARKSDALE n 


Mr. PARKER stated that he had paired off 
with a gentleman from Kentucky, who was too 
unwell to be present. 

Mr. SAGE stated that he was requested by his 
colleague, Mr.: FLAGLER, to say that he had 
paired off with Mr. READE. 

PLURALITY VOTE. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I offer the following reso- 
lution, with a view to facilitate the organization 
of the House: 

Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce; and if, after the roll shall 
have been called three times, no member shall have received 
a majority of the whole number of voies, the roll shall again 
be called, and the member who shall then receive thehighest 
| number of votes, provided it be a majority of a quorum, 
shall be declared to be chosen Speaker. 


I call for the previous question. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Imove that the House 
ii do now adjourn. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
| man to withdraw that motion for a few moments, 
į to enable me to make a remark or two to the 
House. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Understanding that the 
gentleman desires to make a personal explanation, 
I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

' The CLERK. The House will remember that 
| the gentleman from New York has calied for the 
previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [desire to say that I have 
no wish to participate in the controversy between 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreruxns] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ZoLLICOF- 
FPR. 

Mr. BOWIE. 
to order. The gentleman from New York has 
called the previous question. 

A Member. He wants to make a personal 
explanation; lct him go on. 

Mr. BOWIE. I have no desire to hear it. I 
i call the gentleman to order; and [ask the Clerk 
| to decide the question of order, 

The CLERK. All debate is out of order. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I ask the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman renew 


Mr.CAMPBELL. Iwill. I do not intend to 
| occupy more than two minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS Then { withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from 
Georgia this morning made a very violent assault 
| upon the American party. [agreed to the per- 


tl 
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it 


i mission granted him to go`on when his time had 
| expired. Twas anxious to hear all he had to sey 


said as well as to what he might say. 

I understood him this morning to say, that 
those of us upon my side of the House who have 
been acting together are inclined to violate the 
principles of pure republicanism, as they were 
understood by the framers of the Constitution 
and the men of the Revolution. I have sought 
this opportunity to repel that charge. I deny it, 
sir; and E stand here ready to prove, by the 
records of the country, and by the cotensporane- 
ous history surrounding that Constitution, that 
we look upon it as the highest law for the control 
of our political action. 

I do not propose now, sir, to reply to the gen- 
tleman, because it is near the usual hour of ad- 
journment; but I desire to say to the House that, 
on a suitable cecasion—tc-morrow morning, if 
we do not suceced in electing a Speaker upon the 
ji first ballot—f should like to be heard on those 
'| specific charges made by the gentleman from 
Georgia. I wish to repel the imputations he has 
hurled upon members of this House. If it shall 
be agreeable to the House—for I have taken the 
ground from the commencement that I would 
do nothing to interfere with its specdy organiza- 
tion—I will ask the privilege of being heard. 


i 
i 


tion, and move that the House adjourn. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. E hope the House 
will, by unanimous consent, agree that this reso- 
lution shall come up as the unfinished business 
| to-morrow morning, and will now adjourn. [Loud 
cries of “Object.” } Well, there area dozen reso- 
lutions like this upon the table, which gentlemen 
can move to take up at. any time. 

Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers. ` 


I call the gentleman from Ohio | 


j upon that subject, and was disposed, if no other | 
| member saw fit to do tt, to reply to what he had | 


{ now renew the demand for the previous ques- | 


Tellers were ordered; and: Messrs. Epmunpson 
and BincHam were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 85, noes 89. $ ara 

The CLERK declared the motion lost. 

Mr. JONES. Then I propose that we'take a 
vote directly upon the adoption of the plurality 
resolution. ; eee OT 

The yeas and nays being ordered, the question 


was put; and there weré—yeas 94, nays 106; as 


follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Heh- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H.. Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damreil, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt; Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, Gif- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Todd, ‘I'rafton, €Y- 
son, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader O: Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Waskburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allon, Bell, Hendicy S. Bën- 
nett, Bocoek, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Bayard Clark, Giingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
Hiamson R. W. Cobh, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson; Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliott, Eng- 


i lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 


Itenry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sanipson’ Wi Warris; 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven,: Herbert; Hoffman, 
Tlouston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jo 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 


g] 


pkin 
Smith 


So the resolution was not agreed to: 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, (when his‘ 

was called,) said that he had paired off with Mr. 
Rircuts, a gentleman who votes for Mr. Bans; 


| that he himself should have voted in the negative. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that the House 


do now adjourn. ; 


The motion was agreed to; and the House 


| accordingly (at four o’clock) adjourned till to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. : 
Tripay, January 18, 1856. l 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. ; 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr, CARLILE addressed the Clerk. 

Mr. VALK. I move there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. CARLILE. If the gentleman from New 
York will withdraw his motion, I will save: the 
Touse the troubie of. having a call. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. f would inquire of the 
gentleman from Virginia, whether he will be able 
to finish his remarks in the time allowed by the 
ten-minute rulc? 

Mr. CARLILE. Ishall endeavor to do so. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I give notice to the 
Ilouse that I shall call for the enforcement of 
that rule. . 

Mr. CARLILE addressed the House in con- 
clusion of his remarks of yesterday, on the issué 
involved between the several parties which pre- 
vents an organization. His remarks have been 
withheld for revision, but will appear in’ the 
Appendix. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Will the gentleman from 


Virginia (Mr. Carte} allow me toask him. one 


question? 

Mr. CARLILE. Certainly. 

Mr, DOWDELL. Thegentleman [Mr. Car- 
LILE] stated yesterday that he was opposed to the 
Kansas-Nebraska. bill; and the reggon which he 
gave for that opposition was, that furnished 
food for abolition agitation. Now, I desire to ask 


! him this question: whether if all the Republicans 
of this House were to state that they would be 


satisfied with the restoration of the Missouri com- 
romise, he would vote for that restoration? 
Mr. CARLILE. In reply to my friend from 

Alabama, [Mr. Downst1,] I would say that I 


& 


1856: 


Stated distinctly, on yesterday, t) 
vote for the restoration of the: Missouri compro- 
mise. I will never vote for a repeal of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. Sir, if 1 were 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) Debate is out 


of order. ee ee 
Mr. HOUSTON. Call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER obtained the floor.” : 
Mr. GIDDINGS... I desire; Mr. Clerk—— . 
Mr. FAULKNER, (interrupting.).Have I 
not the floor, Mr. Clerk? 9 * mae 
The CLERK... The Clerk 
tleman from Virginia. ` fo 
ORGANIZATION OF THE: HOUSE. 


Mr. FAULKNER. On the day before yes- 
terday I caused to be read to the House, by thé 
Clerk, à resolution which I then gave notice 
I would, at an early day, offer to the considera- 
tion.of the House. Idid not present it yesterday 
because I had understood that, on the previous 
hight, there had been a caucus of the Republicati 
party—of that party which possesses the power 
to organize the House, if it only desire to exer- | 
cise that power. And so I refrained from pre- | 
senting my proposition, waiting to see what the | 
result of the action of that party would be. Ij 
now propose to present my proposition for the 
consideration of the House. Butif there be any 
member on this floor having a proposition—not 
before offered to and rejected by the House— | 
which he thinks may effect an organization, [| 
will not press mine, but will wait to let that mem- | 
ber present his. 

Mr. MACE. Will the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia yield’ me the floor? i 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill yield the floor to! 
the gentleman from Indiana, if he has a proposi- | 
tion to present which he thinks may result in the 
organization of the House. I know that minc | 
is an extreme measure, and one not to be resorted 
to until it appears that there is no longer a chance | 
to organize the House within the period fixed in | 
my resolutign. ! 

r. MACE. I call upon the members of this 
body to give'to me alittle earnest and anxious 
attention, while I submit the proposition which | 
I now intend to offer. This proposition, Mr. 
Clerk, is one emanating solely from my own 
mind; l have not consulted a member on this 
floor in regard to it. It was conceived byme in 
a spirit of concession; it was conceived by me 
in a spirit of compromise; and I trust that the | 


House will accept it in that spirit. i f 

I repeat, sir, I offer this proposition ina spirit of | 
compromise. I believe it ouglit to be adopted; and } 
I believe, furthermore, that it ought to be adopted | 


recognized the gen- 


without delay. I believe it ought to be adopted 
without even calling the yeas and nays, inasmuch | 
asit is a proposition that will, to a certain extent, 
accommodate all partics and interests represented 
in this House. I send the resolution to the Clerk’s 
table, and ask that it may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


i 
4 
' 
| 
F 
' 
i 
1 
| 
i 
i 


Resolved, That NATHANIEL P. Banus, Jr., of Massachu- | 
setts, be, and he is hereby, declared elected Speaker of the | 
House; William Cullum, Clerk; Adam J. Glossbrenner, | 
Sergeant-at-Arms; John M. Johnson, Postmaster; and Z. | 
W. McKnew, Doorkeeper. | 

Mr. MACE. Now, Mr. Clerk, I present that | 
resolution to the House with the simple remark, | 
that if it is not palatable to the House, it is not į 
my fault. If the House is not disposed to adopt | 
it, let it be so; if they are disposed to vote it down, | 

„let them do it. I will not detain them with any | 
remarks, but content myself with moving the pre- 
vious question. 4 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the resolution | 

be laid on the table. | 
Mr. PHELPS. Idemand the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

f ad 

Thequestion was taken upon Mr. WHEELER’S | 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— | 
yeas 111, nays 90; as follows: | 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, | 
Bendiey S. Bennen, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Buffiggton, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P, Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Whruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wiliam- 
gon R. W., Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuer, 
Thomas J.D. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hal, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Uarricon, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 


i 


| the gentleman. 


| Jones] for rising to a question of order. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 


bell, Chafige, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Foster, Galloway, Gid- 
‘dings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, Thurston, Tratton, Wade, Wakeman, 
WVaibridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—90. ` 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BALL stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Denver. 

Mr. 


MILLWARD. 
THE PLURALITY RULE. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the phirality resolution was yesterday laid upon 
the table. 
for the purpose of availing myself of the oppor- 
tunity of placing before the House, at least, my 


own views of the responsibility for the condition | 


in which weare placed. Lam induced to do th 


not only from the observations that have been | 
made by gentlemen on all sides of the House, | 
but from the tone of the public press, which | 
seems to heap censures indiscriminately wponall ; 


parties and all the members of the House. 

Mr. Clerk, I think it is unjust; I believe the 
men with whom I act stand acquitted, according 
to the former practice of this body, and according 
to the right view of the question. We have but 
one precedent in the history of the Government 
for our present guidance. In 1849 this body found 
itself in the same condition for three weeks, that 


it now finds itself during almost seven weeks. | 


There were then, as now, three parties in the 
House. No one party had suflicient numbers to 
decide an election. No one party now has suf- 
ficient numbers to elect. We stand precisely 
now where we stood in 1849. Now, sir, in that 
position of the Government, the two great con- 
tending partics—— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I want to know if the gentleman 
from Ohio voted with the majority upon the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table the resolution which 
he now moves to reconsider? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is too late to raise that 
question now. I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. JONES. No, sir, it is not too late. If 
the gentleman did not vote with the majority, he 
has no right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, sir, I offer that res- 
olution as a new proposition. I move the adop- 
tion of the resolution which was rejected yester- 
day. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman may move to 
take up from the table the resolution referred to 
by him, but the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not want to answer 
I stand before the House, and 
I must prosecd in the ten minutes allotted to me, 
And let me say, that I do not blame the gentle- 
man upon the opposite side of the House [Mr 
Fe 
then stood with the party which established a 
precedent which shall go down, inall time, to the 
condemnation of his party. I mean, that under 
the circumstances, the Democratic party, as a 
party, in its caucus, speaking by a party organ, 
then declared the plurality rule to be the proper 
and only rule which could be adopted for the or- 
ganization of the House. 


taken. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, sir; I stand upon the 
record. I have the record before me, and the 
gentleman must contradict that before he contra- 


GROW stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Tyson, had paired off with his colleague, Mr. į 


have made this motion, Mr. Clerk, | 


l 


| the circumstances. unt 
|| before this House, I tender to them that principle 
i —their own policy; and to this House and the 


| the country in connection with his remarks. 
Mr. COBB. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman is mis- |; 


dicts me. 1 will read for his edification. Sir,while 
the gentleman who i says I am mistaken 
member of the- Democratic party: of the Hlouse 
sat in his seat, another distinguished member.of 
that party, in his presence, rose and said.to the 
House, that he ‘ desired to present a proposition 
tö the House. He presumed that; under the rule 
which has been adopted, it would not be in order 
to debate it. He would, however, be permutted to 
say, that it wasa proposition known to have been 
presenca on the part of the committee appoint 
y the Whig caucus to confer with a sinden gom- 

mittee appointed by the Democratic caucus.” He 
then proceeded to offer the resolution; which was 
adopted. oc 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Clerk——- i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will not be interrupted, 
be gentleman may have ten minutes when 

one. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I will put you right. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well. After that 
proceeding, the resolution was adopted. , I read 
from the Congressional Globe: : 


“The House had now,” says the record, “reached the 
contingency contemplated in the proposition of Mr. Stan- 
ton. ft had exhausted the three votings therein provided 
for, without a result, and had arrived at that point where, in 
fulfillment of an agreement entered into between the two 
parties, a Speaker was to be elected by a plurality vote.” 


Here, sir, stands the record. Let not gentlemen 
contradict me, but come up to the work and read 
the record. Now, sir, we stand precisely where 
we then stood. I do not know the number.of 
times that we, on this side of the House, have 
endeavored to follow this established precedent 
that was then adopted. It was adopted by gèn- 
temen on the other side of the House, and under 
it the gentleman frony Georgia [Mr. Cogs] him- 
self was exalted to that chair. - He and his party 
received the benefit. The country has approved 
the precedent; and we stand here to-day ready 
to carry out, upon the part of the Republicans 
of the House, that precedent. I believe 1 can 
speak for that party, so far as this matter is con- 
cerned. ‘The Republican party stand ready to 
carry out that precedent now, as they have been 
every day since the commencement of the session. 

Iam reminded, by a gentleman near me, that 
the same thing has been done in the Legislature 
of New York. I am aware of that, and so is 
every gentleman in this Hall; and, sir, this whole 
country is aware that this hody cannot be organ- 
ized upon any other principle; it is a matter of 
necessity. The Administration party, sir, while 
they are calling upon us—with war impending 
over us, the President threatening to involve the 
nation in hostilities if this body continue unor- 
ganized—fall back from their former position; 
they refuse to fellow the precedent they them- 
selves established in 1849; they refuse to stand 
by the principle which they then declared to be 
the only just principle that could be adopted under 
Now, sir, before the country, 


country I say, that the Republicans stand ready 
to adopt the rule which was adopted in 1849, and 
which has since been approved by the country, 
And to gentlemen upon the opposite side of the 
House, who are threatening a dissolution of the 


i Union because of this disorganized condition, I 


say, gentlemen, follow out your own policy and 
we will save the Union. It is in vain for gentle- 
men to urge that they are now in the minority, 
whereas they were in the majority in 1849. Sir, 
“ men change—principles never.” And now, sir, 
Į again repeat, that the Republicans stand upon 
the great principle which was avowed by both 
of the great partics—which was then proclaimed 
by both parties, Whigs and Democrats. And if 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the House are not 
willing to accept that, so far as I am concerned— 
I speak for nobody else—IJ shall stand here some 
days before I recede from that pesition. 

My. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Clerk, while the 
gentleman from Ohio was proceeding, I corrected 
him in a statement of fact. I rise now for the 
purpose of putting that statement correctly before 
He 
stated that the Democratic party had, in 1849, 
adopted the plurality resolution, He says that 


i that party, as a party, adopted that resolution in 


aucus. The truth in reference to that matter is 
simply this: tho plurality rule was adopted in 
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caucus, as was understood at that time, by the 
~Whig party. When it was reported by the com- 
mittees of conference of the two parties to the 
“Democratic. caucus, it was rejected there by a de- 
cided majority. It was offered in the House b 
a member of the Democratic party, notwithstand- 
ing its rejection ‘by the party in caucus, and it was 
adopted by the votes principally of the Whig 
patty and a portion—a minority—of the Demo- 
cratic party. If the gentleman desires to stand 
by the record, he will find that a majority of the 
Democratic members of the House in 1849, ac- 
cording’ to my. recollection, voted against the 
adoption of the plurality rule. And there was 
no man on ‘tlie floor, as I now recollect,—for I 
have not turned to the debates to refresh my 
memory,—more violent or more denunciatory of 
the operation of the plurality rule than the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. My recollection is, that he 
offered a substitute for the plurality rule, which 
substitute declared that it was wrong in principle, 
dangerous in its tendency, and ought not to be 
adopted. 
Mr. EDMUNDSON. Read his speech. 
Mr. COBB. I have not turned to his speech, 
and am now speaking from recollection. One 


word more, Mr. Clerk, in reference to the respons- | 


ibility forthe organization of the Housc, and I 
am done.. I: have not risen to go into this dis- 
cussion. The record of this House during the 
last few.days exhibits this fact to the tountry: 
that the Republican party, as they call themsclves, 
and are termed, had it in their power to place in 
the Speaker’s chair a member of their own party, 
who, at the commencement of this session, re- 
ceived the highest number of votes of that party 
for that position. The resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. THormaeron] declared 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. terete) to be 
the Speaker of the House for the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress. He reccived, I believe, the votes of 
fifty members of this House. There were voting 
against that resolution fifty-two members of the 
Republican party—fifty-two of those who have 
cast their votes for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr, Banxs.] If these fifty-two who 
voted aguinst the resolution had voted for kim, 
the resolution would have been adopted, and Mr. 
Camreeit would have been elected the Speaker 
of this House. These gentlemon thereby placed 
themselves before the country in this position— 
that they are not content to organize this House 
with a member of their own party, and a mem- 
ber who was the choice of a plurality of that 
party at the commencement of the session; they 


N 


would rather that Congress s 


with its operations, than place a man of their own 
party—a man hawing the confidence of that party, 
agreeing with them in principle, and capable to 
discharge the duties of the otfiee—in the Speal 
chair, Such is the record, so far, of this session 
of Congress, Their issue is Mr. Bangs and disor- 
ganization, in preference to a member of their own 
party, against whom thoy have urged no personal 
or political objection, The responsibility is with 
them, and they are to satisfy the country that 
such a position as the one which they have as- 
sumed can be justified. 
In reference to the plurality rule, if necessary, 
T would go into a discussion of it. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Ginprves] says that while, 
atone time, I was the recipient of the benefit 
of that plunuity rule, I have during t i 
uniform 
never will receive the sanction of m 
its operation is inevitably to place in the Speaker’s 
chair the gentleman from Massachusetis, [Mr. 
Banxs;] and I believe that such is the determ- 
ination of a majority of this House. If gentle- 
men are continuing their support of Mr. Bayxs 
in the impression that the plurality rule wiil be 
finally adopted, leading inevitably to the election 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts,—I give it 
nercly as my own opinion,—I will tell them that 
they are decciving themselves. Therefore, if they 
refer Mr. Bawxs and disorganization to a mem- 
ver of their own party and organization, let them 
stand or full on the issue which they themselves 
make before the country. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Onc word in reply to the 
gentleman. I have not stated that the members 
of the Democratic party in this Hall voted for this 
resolution. T only stated that that party, acting 


i hould remain disor- į 
anized, and the Government to cease to go on | 
3 3 


pig | 


ry voted against it. Iwill tell him that it 1 
vote when į 


as 4 party, by its committee, not in this Hall, but 
in a caucus aside from association with other 
parties, adopted the plurality rule. 

Mr. COBB. That is not acorrect statement of 
fact, as I have already said to the gentleman from 
Ohio; and every niember of the party who wasin 
that caucus will bear me outin repeating this refu- 
tation of the gentleman’s charge. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I only repeat what was 
said by a leading member of the Democratic 


party, the Hon. Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee, on | 


this floor, and in the presence of the gentleman 
from Georgia and his party in this House. 
That gentleman. sat silently in ‘his seat when 
Mr. Stanton declared it to have been agreed to 
by the committcc, and he did not deny it; no 
member of his party denied the fact. Now, after 
six years have elapsed, gentlemen are not pre- 
pared to do what they did then. I impute no 
intention on the part of that or any other gen- 
tleman to arraign the records and deny the fact 


of an agreement, as avowed by a member of their | 


party on this floor. . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I wish the gentle- 
man would read the remarks of Mr. Stanton to 
which he refers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have already read it, but 
I read it again at the gentleman’s request: 

“Mr. Syanton, of Tennessee, rose and said that he de- 
sired to pgsent a proposition to the House. Fle presumed 
that, under the ruie which had been adopted, it would not 
be in order to debate it. He would, however, be permitted 
to say that it was a proposition known to have been pre- 
sented on the part of the committee appointed by the 
Whig caucus to confer with a similar cominittee appointed 
by the Democratic caucus.” 

At this point he was interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS. At what page is that? 

Mr, GIDDINGS. Page 61, Congressional 
Globe, for December 22,1849. Here is the Jour- 
nal, as kept by the reporters at the time: 

“The House had now reached the contingency con- 
templated in the proposition of Mr. Stanton. Jt had ex- 
hausted the three votings therein. provided for, without a 
result; and bad arrived at that point where, in fulfillment 
of the agreement entered into between the two parties, a 
Speaker was to be elected by a plurality vote.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a remark. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. When I have finished the 
gentleman can take the floor. Ihave not said 
that they voted for the resolution in this Hall; 
on the contrary, I believe that only a portion of 
them voted for the resolution in this Hall. But 


| Teall the attention of the country to the fact that 


in their caucus, the Democratic party, as a party, 


agreed with the Whig party, as a party, that this | 


should be the rule. 
Myr. MILLSON, 


resolution when offered by Mr. Stanton in caucus. 
I have not the slightest Impression on my mind 


| that it was adopted by the caucu ; 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Ido not involve gentlemen; 
1 only involve the Democratic party. I mean to 
pin it on that party, as a party, and not on indi- 
viduals, 


Mr. COBB. IT desire simply to say,in reply to 


the extract read by the gentleman from Ohio, that | 
that is the construction he places upon Mr. Stan- | 


ton’s Janguage; and now in his hearing, and in 
the hearing of those who were present at that 
time, I ventare the assertion that there cannot be 
found one single member of the Thirty-First 
Congress who will rise and say that he believed 
at that time that Mr. Stanton intended to say 
before this House that the Democratic party had 
adopted that resolve, when it was as well known 
then in that House as itis known now, when it 
is stated by myself and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mi. Minison,] that it had been rejected 
by the Democratic caucus. This construction, 


now put upon the remarks of the gentleman from į 


Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] is the only foundation 
upon which the gentleman from Ohio makes this 
charge. He knows, if he recollects what oc- 
curred at that time, and is familiar with it, that 


it was well understood in this House that the | 


Democratic party had rejected it. 

Now, sir, docs the gentleman, or any member 
here, suppose that the Democratic party in caucus 
would have adopted that resolution, and then, 
when it was to be voted upon in the House, that 


Í 


but a dozen, or perhaps some twenty, members 


of the party would have voted for t—-an over- 


I will state to the gentleman | 
that E was a member of that Democratic caucus, | 
and that I distinctly recollect that I opposed the 


whelming majority of the part voting against it? 
Do gentlemen believe that such evidence of bad 
faith as that would have been passed by unno- 


ticed? Do they believe that the country would 


for one moment have sustained the gentleman 
from Tennessce [Mr. Stanton] in saying that the 
Democratic caucus had adopted that resolution, 
and yet, when we came into the House, two thirds 
or three fourths, perhaps, (I have not looked at 
the record,) of the party voted against it? 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Let me say one word. 
It may be that the committee appointed upon the 
part of the Democratic caucus did agree ‘with the 
committee on the part of the Whig caucus to 
adopt the plurality rule; but anybody who asserts 
that the Democratic party agreed. to adopt the 
plurality rule, asserts what is not true. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to add one word more. 

Mr. ORR. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me fora 
moment, I desire to say that I was present on the 
occasion to which, I suppose, reference is made; 
and I state distinctly hst no such resolution as 
that referred to by the gentleman from Ohio was 
adopted by the Democratic caucus, either directly 
or indirectly. 

Mr. COBB. I merely wish to add to what I 
have already said, ‘that the language quoted b 
the gentleman from Ohio was intended by the 
gentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] to refer 
to what he had previously stated—that the plu- 
rality rule had been adopted. by the Whig cau- 
cus, and had been reported by the respective 
committees to the two caucuses. Fortunately, 
the gentleman from Tennessee, although he is 
not a member of this House, is here, and I assert, 
without one word of conference with him, that 
he never intended to say before this House—nor 
did a single member of the House at that time 
so construe his language—that the Democratic 
party had adopted the plurality rule in caucus. 

Mr. LETCHER obtained. the floor. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I have a very dis- 
tinct recollection of this occurrence, for I was 
one of the few Democrats who separated from 
our friends and voted for the plurality resolution, 
understanding, at the time, that the majority of 
the party were opposed toit. I voted forit on 
the ground that | believed the effect of the rule, 
if adopted, would be to elect the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cozs.] That was the reason I 
voted for it then; and I will not vote for it now, 
because I believe the effect of it would be to elect 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] 
or some one of his ‘political friends. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Virginia, 1 ask that 
the gentleman from Ohio will send to the Clerk’s 
desk, and let the Clerk read, what he has been 
reading, purporting to be a portion of the remarks 
of Mr. Stanton. It seems to be a remark made 
by the reporter, that the House had now arrived 
at the point contemplated in Mr. Stanton’s res- 
olution, agreed to by the two parties, and nota 
remark made by Mr. Stanton, as the gentleman 
from Ohio intimated when he read it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to say a word. 

Mr. LETCHER. I shail bring to the stand a 
witness, about whose testimony on this subject 
there can be no controversy in this House. Upon 
whaiday of December was that resolution adopted? 

Mr. COBB. The twenty-second. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, on the 27th day of 
December, (five days afterwards,) the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gippiwes] himself made a speech 
in regard to the plurality rule. Now, let us see 
what party he says adopted it: 


; the plurality rule. 'Fhat rule had heen foreed 
upon us by the Whig party, aided by some small portion of 
the members from tite other side of the House.’ 

Now, sir, I submit that, whatever may have 
been the cpinion of other people, it does not be- 
come the gentleman from Ohio to rise here in his 
place and undertake to charge that the Democratie 
party adopted that rule, after he has sent out to 
the country and published a speechgrevised and 
printed in pamphlet form, in whicthe purports 
to give the facts as they occurred in 1849. 

Well, sir, here is another portion of the speech, 
to which it may, perhaps, be well to refer, since 
the gentleman is in favor of the plurality rule now. 
Here it is: 


“ But the vote of a phwality of this body would, under 
the Constitution, confer no right whatever to the office of 


1856. - 


Speaker: This was well understood by the Housé: The 
vote merely operated: asa nomination, while the-election 
was made by adopting the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Stanly.] “That resolution reads as 
follows: : ee : 

ti c Resolved, That the Hon. Howell Cobb, á Representa- 
tive from the State of Georgid, be, adhe is hereby, declared 
daly elected: Speaker of this House for the Thirty-First Con- 
gress.” ro ee : 

“This resolution. gave- him: the office—constituted him 
Speaker... Without it; he. would have had no claim to the 
speakership.” Se : . 

Mr. GIDDINGS, You had better read the: 
whole speech. A 

Mr: LETCHER. . Well, I will read a little 
further, since the gentleman wishes it: 

“This was adopted, and the Speaker elected by the united 
vote of nearly the entire Whig and Democratic parties, and 
was clearly a part of the original agreement by which. the 
plurality rule was adopted. The Whig press now turn 
round and charge Free-Soilers with electing the present | 
Speaker.” 

Now, sir, all that I have to say in regard to:this 
matter is this: I putit to the gentleman from Ohio 
to say, whether, if he could adopt the plurality 
rule in this body, he could ever elect Mr. BANKS, 
according to the principle which he declared was | 
indispensable to constitute him Speaker? Sir, 
principles are immutable and unchangeable. If 
the: plurality mode of election was an unsound 
principle then,-—-and the gentleman is always for 
a Strict adherence to principle,—what has opened 
hiseyes now? What has induced him to believe 
that that which was wrong in 1849 is right in 
1856? Why, sir, lask again, if he now enter- 
tains the opinions that he then entertained, docs 
he complain of this side of the House, or of any 
members of this House, for opposing the plurality 
rule? Does he believe ange Cl put the question 
to him) that a majority upon this floor will, be- 
tween this and the sound of the last trump, ever 
astes that Mr. Banxs shall be Speaker of this 

Louse? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Do you want an answer? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, Mr. Clerk, I will 
proceed to answer the gentleman's interrogatory. 
“Mr. LETCHER. Oh, do not take all my 
time;. U-shall want to reply to you. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will then give the gentle- 
man an answer whenever I can get the floor. H 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that Mr. Banxs cannot be elected; 
and knowing that he cannot receive a majority, 
yet, for the purpose of carrying out the very de- 
sign which my friend from Georgia [Mr. Copp] 
imputes to the other side—that it must be Banxs 
and an election, or disorganization without his 
election—he stands by it, and insists in forcing 
him upon this body. Now, sir, what is the rea~- 
son of it? Is it because the gentleman from Ohio 
indorses the sentiment announced here the other 
day, of the social and political equality of the 
black and the white races? Is it because he desires 
to see the problem worked out by practical amal- 

gamation ? 

Mr. BANKS, (interrupting.) Do I understand 
the gentleman from Virginia as saying that I have } 

l 


made any such assertion ? 

Mr. LETCHER. I said the gentleman said 
that the problem of superiority was to be worked 
out by seeing which of the two races should 
absorb the other. 

Mr. BANKS. I have made no such declara- | 
tion—no such declaration as he has imputed to | 
me, [Cries of ‘* Read what he said!’’| I have 
expressed no opinion upon cither of the questions 
which the gentleman has alluded to. I have not 
declared what will be the result. I declared that 
I should wait before I gave a decisive answer | 
upon that question. I say that, according to my | 
understanding of the doctrine of the superiority | 


of races, as then announced, the sentiments the |! 


gentleman has announced as having been de- | 
clared by me are not to be drawn by any just | 
interpretation of the language I used. I utterly | 
disclaimed them, when imputed to me by the gen- | 
tleman fon North Carolina, the other day. Ij 
know p “tl well, and every man knows per- 
fectly well, that there is an incquality in the 
capacity and condition of the races to which the 
gentleman has referred. Ihave never asserted 
their equality. 

With regard tothe sentiment imputed to me 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Cuneman,] and as now declared by the gentleman 


from Virginia, (Mr. Lercwer,] I have to say 


I never entertained, or éven contemplated, any 
such result, or proposed any such idea as that; 
and, so far as Í was enabled to gather his idea 
from the langhage uséd by him, amalgamation is 
as ineffably repugnant to my mind-asit can be to 
the genileman’ from Virginia or North Carolina, 
or any other member of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let me read ‘the language 
employed by the gentleman in the discussion re- 
ferred to; and let me preface it with this single 
remark: here are his remarks deliberately cor- 
rected by himself, prepared for publication, and 
stamped with all the solemnity which can be given 
to them by the most careful and deliberate re- 
flection. ‘The gentieman said: 

& F have to say, in this matter, that I accept the doctrine 
of the Declaration of Indcpeydence, that all men are erc- 
ated equal. In regard to the superiority of races, Tam im- 
pressed with the conviction that it is to be determined only 
by capacity for endurance. So far as F have studied the 
subject, it seems to me to be the universal Jaw, that the 
weaker is always absorbed, and disappears in the stronger 
race. 

Now, sir, if the negro is to disappear, or be 
absorbed, how is it to be done? 

Mr. BANKS. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to my language, and he will 
see that that question is a matter which I have 
not undertaken to determine. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman has not 
undertaM@n to determine it, why does he under- 
take to speak of the probable absorption of the 
one or the other? 

Mr. BANKS, Ihave not spoken of a probable 
absorption of any race. 

Mr. LETCHER. Besides, the gentleman has 
given this matter study. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Virginia 
misrepresents: my language. 1 did not assort I 
had given it study. There are words of limit- 
ation in my remark. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will read it to the House, 
and let them decide. [**Read, read!’’] Just 
listen to these words: 

“ So far as I have studied [laughter] the subject, it seems 
to me to be the universal law that the weaker is always 
absorbed and disappears in the stronger race. Whether 
the black race of this continent, or any other part of the 
world, is equal to the white race, oan only be determined 
by the absorption and disappearance of one or the other; 
and T propose to wait” (for what?) “ until the respective 
races can be properly subjected to this philosophical test 
before I give a decisive answer.” 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire, in as brief a man- 
ner as possible, to reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cons. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, here ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio 
rises for the simple purpose of answering a ques- 
tion. He is, however, out of order, if he pro- 
poses to speak any further upon the pending 
proposition, if any other gentleman desires the 
floor upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill not insist. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I certainly seck no advant- 
age in this debate. I desire only that the truth 
should be made known. When I professed to 


| speak the sentiments and language of Mr. Stan- 


ton, I read from the record. T desire the atten- 


i tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 


Joxes,] as I am replying to what he has stated 
here. f 
Mr.CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, (interrupting. ) 


| I desire to propound a question to the gentleman 
P q S 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is out of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee seems to suppose that I read, as the lan- 
guage of Mr. Stanton, matters recorded merely 
by the oficial reporters of this body. According 
to my recollection, it was uttered as recorded. 
What I reported to the Clerk, and to the House, 
is the language of the record made up at the time, 
and which now stands as the record; and if that 
gentleman imputed to me an attezipt to palm off 
upon this House the record as tne language of 
Mr. Stanton, he is mistaken. That is all I have 
to say upon that point. I know the gentleman 
is sincere in his supposition, and that he would 
not intentionally misrepresent me, 

Now, in regard to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Cozs,} here is one point to 


‘which Idesire the-attention of the House 
am not to be diverted: from the distinction which 
that gentleman secks to. avoid: T repeat what I 
said when I first rose, that the Democratic party 
in its caucus, speaking through its conimittee, did 
agree to the resolution. And now, sir, let-every: 
member. understand, that in the first -réemaris: 
made I stated to this House that enough of t 
party, with the Whigs, voted for-that reso : 
to carry it. Idid not represent, as the gentleman 
| from Georgia [Mr. Cone] has intimated, that it. 
| this Hall the Democratic party voted for theres- 

olution. I only said, and intended to say, that 
| as a party out of this Fall, acting by itself, inde- 
pendently of this body, they constituted a com- 
mittee with power to enter into that agreement. 
| And now I ask the attention of the gentleman 
i from Georgia distinctly to the question, whether 
| such wag not the case? I want him to meet what 
I say and not what I do not say. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON, (interrupting.) The 
| gentleman from Ohio states something in conflict 
with what I have stated just now. I want to let 
him know that he is asserting what is not true, 
Tam stating facts within my own knowledge. It 
| is true that the commitice appointed on the part 
| of the Democratic party to meet’a like committee 
i appointed by the Whig caucus, were in favor of 
that résolution, and recommended it to the Demo- 
cratic caucus; but the Democratic caucus voted 
down the resolution and refused to adopt it. Now, 
any statement made in conflict with that—I say 
this from my own personal knowledge—~is a state- 
ment which is not true; and he who makes’ it 
knows, at the time he is making it, that it is not 
true. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 


“ Go, show your slaves how choleric you are, 
And make your bondinen tremble,’ 


but do not come here to make any imputations 
| upon me. 
Mr. EDMUNDSON, (advancing towards Mr. 
‘Gippines.) “I want to hear what the gentleman 
from Ohio is saying. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I am stating legitimate 
matters before this body, and J am not to be drawn 
aside from it. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Not at all; but state 
the facts. That is what I want. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I-want no personal conflict 
-with the gentleman. 

Mr: EDMUNDSON. Nor I; none in the 
world. 

[Loud cries of ‘Order !”? «Order? and much 
confusion and excitement in the Hall.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Let gentlemen keep cool. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Iwill keep cool, if you 
| state the facts, 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I will state the facts, Mr. 

Clerk. Iwas saying that out of this Hall a com- 

mittee was appointed by the Democratic party to 
meet a similar committee appointed by the Whig 
party. And here I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Con] to correct meif lam wrong, 
when he gets the floor. 
| Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I will try to get the 
floor whe the gentleman from Ohio concludes. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. But I do not want any 
misrepresentation on his side. I say, sir, that 
out of this Hall a committee was appointed by 
‘the Democratic party to arrange this matter 
with the Whig committee, as was stated by Mr. 
| Stanton on the floor. I have said nothing about 
; What may have been done out of this Hail, ex- 


jj cept what appears upon the record here; and it 


i does appear that that committec, with the Whig 


i committee, did agree on the plurality resolution. 
Speaking, then, forthe party, sir,—for he who 
acts by another acts by himsclf,—speaking for 
i the party, as far as the record is concerned, it 
í stands plain that the Democratic party have ap- 
; proved this rule. Now, gentlemen tell what they 
‘remember. Gentlemen tell what is within their 
‘recollection. Gentlemen tell what transpired 
| without the record. I know nothingabout that. I 
| contradict none of them, for I know not how this 
: may be. F speak from the record, and that record 
| is, that that committee—speaking for the party — 
| agreed with the Whig commiìttee—speaking for 
lits party—in reference to the adoption of the 
| plurality rule. 

And now I come to the point suggested by the 


i gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer.] He 


asks if 1 did not say that it was the Whigs who f 
enforced this rule upon us? 
. [Here the hammer. fell.] 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, took the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that |, 
both gentlemen [Messrs. Cosg and Gippines] 
have spoken more than once on this subject. 

Mr. COBB. Ihave the floor, and I trust there | 
will be no objection to my. proceeding. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Georgia will proceed: 

There was no objection. 

. Mr. GIDDINGS. I have one question to ask 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COBB. When I get through I will have 
no objection to hear the gentleman from Ohio 
upon all points of controversy between us. 
When the gentleman from Ohio stated that the 
Democratic party had adopted, as a party, the 
plurality rule, I unhesitatingly denied that state- 
ment. “When he said that the resolution was 
introduced by Mr. Stanton, he read the lan- 
guage of Mr. Stanton to show that he made | 
the statement to the House and to the country 
to that effect. I stated then, that it was a mis- | 
construction of the language of Mr. Stanton, | 
and that it must have been so from the facts as | 
they were. i 

ow, sir, I desire to show to the House 
that, if the gentleman from Ohio in his first re- 
marks—and I trust that they will stand reported 
as they were originally madc—if, in his first | 
remarks, he had confined himsclf to what Mr. į 
Stanton did say, and had not put in the mouth | 
of Mr. Stanton—as I understood it, and as it 
was understood by the House—the language used | 
by the reporter, there would have been not one | 
article of evidence to sustain the charge made |; 

y the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) Will the | 
gentleman allow me to say—— | 
| 
i 


Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Ohio will | 
pardon me. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman need have | 
no fear of the report being altered by me: If he 
will refer to the report, he will find my words, I 
have no doubt. 

Mr. COBB. I hope so. Now, the language || 
of Mr. Stanton, as read originally by the gen- |] 
tleman from Ohio, is as follows: “ He rose and | 
said that he had to present a proposition to the | 
House, and he presumed that, under the rule! 
which had been adopted, it would not be in order 
to debate it. He would, however, be permitted : 
to say, that it was a proposition known to have | 
been presented on the part of the committee ap- 
pointed by the Whig caucus to confer with a 
similar committee appointed by the Democratic 
caucus, ”? | 


iş there a man in this House who wouid have ij 


| understanding that the last language which I have 


| Seventy were Democrats. That wasthe voteupon 


| Stanton—was the language of the reporter, giving 
| an account of the procecdings of the duy 


said he had introduced one particle of evidence | 
from the record to sustain the charge made by | 
him, that Mr. Stanton, on this floor, had said that 
that was the action of the Democratic caucus ? | 
No one will pretend it; therefore, it was ned 
sary for him to read the following language. And 
when this was read, [ suppos 


| 
i 
{ 
T 
! 
| 
i 
If the gentleman from Ohio had stopped there, | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


sed—and so did the 
House—that the gentleman was reading frora the 
language of Mr. Stanton. [Some voices, No!) | 
I knew that such was my understanding of its: 
and my remarks were a comment upon it, for F 
stated then that no such construction was intended 
by Mr. Stanton to be placed on his remarks, be- | 
cause it is utterly inconsistent with the truth and | 
with the history of the case. This is what the | 
gentleman from Ohio read; and I appeal to any | 
and all of you, if this is not the language which i 
brought your minds to the conclusion that Mr. | 
Stanton had stated that such was the action of the | 
Democratic caucus? I read: | 

“Phe House had now reached the contingeney contem- 
plated in the proposition of ? Stanton. It had exhausted 
the three votings therein provided tor without a result, and i| 
had arrived at that point where, in fulfilment of the agrec- | 
ment entered into between the two pariies—*? 


Mark, you! The gentleman from Ohio laid |! 


stress upon that language: ‘The agreement en- | 
tered into between the two parties.” There was | 


the strength of his case. 
he made— 
iaa Speaker was to be elected by a plurality rule.” 
Now, Mr. Clerk, I ask this House, and I put 
it to the candor of every man on this floor, iat 


There was the point! 


ii men gct too much excited to understand me, that | 


i; floorand refuse to be corrected, when they impute į 


| Now, 1 have shown to the House, and I repeat, | 
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the time this declaration was made, it was not its 


quoted was the language of Mr. Stanton? 
Several Mempers. He so stated, expressly. 
Mr. COBB. I putitto the memory and candor 

of gentlemen here, if the gentleman from Ohio 


did not so intend it, then he made a charge against | 


the party without any particle of ground to stand 
upon. If he did intend it, it was an effort to fal- 
sify the record on which he was standing. And 
in connection with it, sir, let me again call the 
attention of the House to the fact that, on the 
vote on the adoption of this plurality rule, it was, 
as I stated it to be, adopted bya large majority of 
the Whig party—who had adopted it in caucus— 
together with a small portion of the Democratic 
party—who had voted for it in caucus—when it 
was rejected by a large majority voting against 
it. The gentleman stated that there were one 
hundred and six votes in the negative—against the 
adoption of the resolution—and of that number 


it. [only attach importance to it from the fact į 
that the remark had been made here to sustain a 
charge against that party which was not true in 
itself. 

This language which I have used—this language 
which even the gentleman from Ohio himself will 
not now pretend to say was the language of Mr. | 


food docs 
not occur in connection with Mr. Stanton’s 
nameatall, There is a vote intervening between 
the time when Mr. Stanton addressed the House 
and the remarks here made by the reporter, which 
had no earthly connection with them whatever. 
The gentleman from Ohio charged me with | 
sitting by and allowing the gentleman from Ten- 


l| nesseo [Mr. Stanton] to say that this plurality || 


rale was the result of an agreement between the 

two parties, without standing up to deny it. He | 
says that the proposition was made by the Whig | 
caucus to the Demoeratic committee. That was 

true; I have never denied it. Istated it in my first | 
remarks. Where, then, is the point of the gentle- 
man’s remarks, when he charges me with sitting 
by and allowing Mr. Stanton to state that the plu- 
rality proposition was the result of an agreement | 
between the two parties, unless it be because he | 


had put in Mr. Stanton’s mouth the language of 
the reporter? F submit the facts to the House; I 
shall not characterize them, 


j 
i 
i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. With the consent of the | 
1 
| 


House, Mr. Clerk, I will say, that it is due to | 
the House and to myself that. there should be an | 
understanding as to what I have said and what I 
have not said. £ know the gentleman from Geor- | 
gia (My, Coss] too well to suppose that he would | 
willfully misrepresent what I have said, and ‘he 


knows me too well to suppose that I would | 


allow the charge of misrepresentation to be made 
against me without giving a frank and fall expla- 
nation—a properanswer. When Erose and made 
allusion to the remark of Mr. Stanton in 1849, 
Tread it to the House. F read precisely what is 
reported to have been said by him. I attributed 
so much to him, and not another word did I at- 
ribute to him. ‘Uhen turning on to the day of 
the election, L said in distinct language that the 
record made up ky the reporters of the day was 
as follows. I know what f said; and if gentle- ; 


Į 


is noi my fault, Fam responsible for what I say, | 
and not for their want of understanding. 


Sir, gentlemen have no right to rise upon this | 


which I neverused. 1 never refused | 
‘tion to any man. I have yet toji 
learn that the courtesies of debate in this Hall | 
authorize or justify any man in refusing to be | 
corrected when he attempts to uso the language | 
of another, which that other states is not correct, | 


toiae lang 
such a cor 


that I never imputed the extract read from the 


record made up by the reporter at the time as |! 
The |} 
| record will show the fact; its language shows it || 


iaving been the remarks of Mr. Stanton. 


vould not have been the work of thai gentleman. 
The record shows that there was a committee | 
appointed upon the part of the Democrauc party, | 
to act for that party, to represent that party, to | 
act by their authority, and to bind them, so far as | 
the record shows and the history of the country 
is concerned; and I know not what was done 


outside the record... On.those acts I have made no 
remark; 1 know nothing of them. Here Lstand, 
and, standing here, 1 have shown that the com- 
mittee appointed by the Democratic party, author- 
ized by that party, speaking for the party, made 
the presentation which they did. And; passing, 
on in that record, I stated. that what occurredi 
that House was by the agreement ofthe two: 
parties—not acting by vote in this’ Hall, nor:by: 
joint ballot outside—but by the joint action ‘of 
their committees. That was the declaration which 
I made, and by that declaration I stand, here and: 
elsewhere; nor will gentlemen who are interested 
in making me say otherwise drive me from ite 

Now, Mr. Clerk, it was this action of the com- 
mittee that was stated by Mr. Stanton..That.” 
fact has not been denied.” And when I stated as 
I did state in this House subsequently,.that,thi 
measure was forced upon us by the Whig: party: 
and a sufficient number of the Demoeratic'party 
. to carry it, I stated the action of this: body, and 
not of the Democratie party and Whig party out- 
side this Hall; and when I afterwards, in- this. 
Hall, referred to that action, as: read from. my 
speech, as being the result of the joint action of 
the two parties outside this Hall, the gentleman: 
from Georgia [Mr. Coss] stood by and heard me;. 
j and did not contradict the language I uttered, 
Sir, let me say that this was an afterthought. No 
man repudiated the facts I uttered then.: No; sir; 
the whole facts were before the country; and were 
j comprehended by. the people: I then asserted 
every word that I have now asserted; and neither. 
of the gentlemen who have read ithe remarks ‘I 
made then—with much. profit. to: themselves I 


I| trust, [laughter]—corrected. me.: The honorable 


gentleman from Georgia then sat silently and 
heard my remarks, and did not attempt to cor- 
rect me, nor did any gentleman correct me. They: 
| read the record made up by the reporters, for it 
was laid upon the table of every member the next 
morning, and no gentleman, rose to: correct:ity or 
| to intimate that it contained any- misrepresenta=s 
tion. : vk bans fr AA, 
Now, gentlemen, by your past acts I hold you 
before the country as unwilling to follow your 
own precedent. Ihave shown that you have -re- 
ceded from your position. Sir, 1 have made that 
| assertion, aud I now stand here to make good the 
assertion, and I will do it, God being my helper. 
But my friend from Georgia-has-undertaken to 
speak of our responsibility in not: electing Mr. 
CamrBELL. Now, sir,let me tell. that gentleman 
that I vote as I choose. The Republicans of. 
this House do not go to Georgia to learn what.is 
i their duty. f 
Mr. COBB. I suppose that is the reason why 
i they are so far wrong. [Laughter.] : . ka 
| Mr. TAPPAN. I merely desire, at this time, 
to make a very few. remarks in-reply. to the dis- 
| tinguished gentleman from Georgia, and also in. 
reply to some remarks which fell from ‘the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] the other day, 
| in reference to the responsibility for the non-or- 
! ganization of this House, and the parties where 


tannie 


|b that responsibility properly attaches. Now, sir, 


| I think it can be casily demonstrated 

| Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire if the gentleman 
| from Ohio has surrendered the floor? : 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. I have, unless the gentle- 
| man from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] wants to-ask 
me some question. á 

Mr. ORR. I then desire to ask the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Tappan] to allow 
me ta correct one fact in reference to this: con- 
troversy that has originated here; before he pro- 
ceeds to make his point? [Cries of ** Goon!” 

<¢ No objection !”] . : 

Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from Ohio persists 
lin his charge that the Democratic party were 
; responsible for the plurality resolution offered. by. 
Mr. Stanton in 1849. Well, sir, ifthe report of 
| this debate goes out precisely as it: transpired, 
the country can judge whether the charge has 
been sustained; the country ean judge whether 
the gentleman from Ohio impute Mr. Stan- 
ton remarks which were never ma@pby him, but 
which were made by the reporter. 

But what I desire particularly to state is, that, 
sincé this debate commenced Mr. Stanton!chas 
| come within the limits of this Hall... I have had 
| an interview with him, and he has. authorized 
me to siate, that when the proposition: to. eleet 
by plurality was presented to the Democratic | 
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caucus, it was. almost unaniniously rejectéd by 
them,—it was repudiated - by them,—and that 
when he offered the plurality resolution he did it 
upon his own individual responsibility. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When it was 
rejected b the Democratic caucus, Mr. Stanton 
stated to the caucus that he would offer it in the 
House on his own responsibility. Such is my 
recollection. ..: è : 

Mr. TAPPAN.. I will continue what. I have 
to say by way.of reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss. ] , 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want one moment. My. 
friends and the gentleman will understand that I 
have not attempted to make an issue of. personal 
veracity with any gentleman. I place them in 
opposition to the record, and not to what I say. 
They contradict the record by their recollection; 
it goes out to the country, and it will bear that 
influence. to which their word is entitled; but I 
take no explanation after seven years have elapsed ; 
I take no explanation of any individual. This 
record was made up at the time; every man saw 
it, and none corrected it. I say, then, that the 
country and the world will hold them as a party 
responsible to it. 

Mr. ORR. Nobody disputes the record. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Mr. Clerk, my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Mace] remarked the other day, that 
in his judgment the responsibility for the disor- 

anization of the House rests with the anti-Ne- 

raska men. Thisremark must have been made 
without reflection, because I think it can easily 
be demonstrated there is no such majority on this 
floor. It was said by the distinguished gentle- 
maviifrom Georgia [Mr. Coss] that it was in the 
power of the Republican party to have elected my 
friend from Ohio [Mr, Campsex.] the Speaker 
of this House. I do not think that vote was any 
fair test on this question, because it was well un- 
derstood that, another gentleman had been put in 
nomination by a caucus of the anti-Nebraska 
men.. Still, I may be permitted to say, that if the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio had stood in 
nomination as does Mr. Banks, for the speaker- 
ship of this House, the result would have been 
very different. Ifithad not been that the majority 
of the anti-Nebraska men were in such a posi- 
tion, by their caucus, that they could not vote for 
Mr. Campsett, I think the result of that vote 
would not have shown that he could have been 
elected. That is my judgment of the matter. 

Now how stands the fact in regard to the divis- 
ion of partic’ in this House? [ take the vote 
of yesterday for Speaker as a far criterion. I} 
think that all the preceding votes will show the 
same result. That vote goes to show clearly and 
emphatically that there is not an anti-Nebraska 
majority on this floor. I should be glad that it 
were otherwise. I do not rejoice over the fact 
that there is a majority against us. I should be 
delighted if there were a majority of men here 
who would stand together on the simple issue 
that the slave power shall not take anything by 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise—stand 


together in favor of the restoration of that com- 4 


promise. Yet the facts show that such is not 
the case. i 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The gentleman will 
Jet me ask him a question. Am I right or wrong | 
in stating, that if the fifty-two Bangs men who | 
voted against the resolution to elect Mr. Came- | 
BELL, of Ohio, into the Speaker’s chair, had voted 
for it, Mr. Campsriy would have been clected ? 
Mr. TAPPAN. The position of the anti-Ne- } 
braska men, in consequence of their caucus, was 
such that they could not abandon their candidate. 
Mr. COBB. Then the position of the gentle- 
man and those with whom he acts is this: they 
justify a refusal to organize the House on the 
ground that they cannot abandon their caucus 


candidate. i 


A Voice. Is not that your position? 
Mr. COBB. We have not had it in our power 


to elect a man in whom we have as much confi- į 


dence as gentlemen of their party profess to have 


in Mr. CAMP$ELL. | 


Mr. TAPPAN. 
abandon their man. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Allow me to 
ask a question of the gentleman from Georgia. 
Can there be any better test of the fact whether 
there is, or not, an anti-Nebraska majority in the 
House, than is presented by the failure to clect 


The Democrats refused to 


the honorable: gentleman from. Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Banxs?] Is there any anti-Nebraska man 
who denies that Mr, Banks is sound on all the 
questions growing out of slavery? Not one, I 
believe.” Is there one who doesnot acknowledge 
the eminent, qualifications of that. gentleman for 
the speakérship? JNotone. . Then, if there is not 
a member of the anti-Nebraska. portion of the 
House who doubts the orthodoxy or cavils at 
the position of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
on the question of slavery, or on any of the ques- 
tions now before the country, and if there is not 
a man who doubts his fitness for the position of 
Speaker, how can the gentleman from Georgia 
say that there is an anti-Nebraska majority in 
this House? 

Mr. COBB. Ihave not said a word about anti- 
Nebraska majority: So far as I now recollect 
the point I made, I said that the anti-Nebraska 
or Banxs men could have elected Mr. CAMPBELL; 
that, if those who voted against the resolution of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. THonineron] had 
voted for it, the House would now be organized, 
and Mr. Camps tz, of Ohio, would be the Speaker. 
The gentleman from Maine says that Mr. Banks 
has all the qualifications which he mentions; then 
Tam to understand him to Say that Mr. CAMPBELL 
has none of them. Ifo, that is his judgment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘I said no ‘such thing. 
What I have said admits of no such inference. 
Mr. Banks appears before the House as a caucus 
candidate—as a candidate of the anti-Nebraska 
men. He is not exposed to objections from any 


House. I do not understand that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] the other day made any 
objection to the position occupied by Mr. Banks. 
I do not know that there is a man-on our side of 
the Housc—any one who claims to be an anti- 
Nebraska man—who doubts the opinions enter- 


not know that one has questioned them. There 
is not one, I am sure, whether in his favor, or 
in opposition to him, who does not candidly ac- 
knowledge his eminent fitness for the position. 
Mr. Banxs is the anti-Nebraska candidate, then, 
and the inference from the failure to clect him is, 
that there is not an anti-Nebraska majority in this 
Hall. 

Mr. COBB. 
me. I callon the gentleman to tell wh 
CAMPBELL will not do for Speaker of this th 


I hope the gentleman will allow 
Mr. 


ouse 


tleman from Massachusctis? and I ask him why 
the fifty-two whom I have indicated refused to 
organize the House? 

Mr. WASHBURN, One word in reply. 

Mr. TAPPAN. [insist on the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well, then; I will 
take another opportunity to reply. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the gentleman from New 
Hampshire permit me to put a question to the 
gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. TAPPAN. I wish to continue my re- 
marks. My purpose, Mr. Clerk, was merely to 
show, by an analyzation of the vote cast yester- 
day and by other votes, that there is not an anti- 
Nebraska majority in this House. I mean by 


restoring the Missouri compromise, or opposed 
to the admission of Kansas as a slave State. I 
lament the fact; I wish it were otherwise; but 
such, it seems to me, is the fact. 

How stood the vote yesterday? The vote for 
Mr. Banks was ninety-four; for Mr. PENNING- 
ron, six. It may be doubted whether all those 
who vote for Mr. Pexwineron are anti-Nebraska 
men; whether they would vote for the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise, or against the admis- 
sion of Kansas as a slave State. But admit for 
the purpose of argument that they are. The vote 
of Mr. Penninerox and Mr. Bangs would be one 
hundred; the vote for Mr. Ricrarpson and Mr. 
Feuien, united, would be exactly the same, Then 


| tinguished gentleman from illinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
| anpson,] of the distinguished gentleman from 


i 
7 
i 


i! teman from New York, [Mr. WurEELER,} 


1 
| 
li the Nebraska bill; besides that, the gentleman 
|i from Mississippi, [Mr. Bexxnsrr,] who votes 
i| for Mr. Ricuarpson, was out of the House when 
i the vote was taken. 


that, that there is not a majority in favor of | 


who act with the anti-Nebraska party of this | 


tained by the gentleman from Massachusetts. [do į 


if he is possessed of the qualifications of the gen- | 


we have three scattering votes—those of the dis- | 


| Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fuuirr,] and of the gen- j 
who, ; 
I understand, ‘‘acquicsces ” in the passage of | 


I think an analyzation of other votes ‘on pré- 
vious: days will show the same facts, and prove 
that there is a majority of from four to six—and, 
perhaps, of eight—in this. House against the res- 
toration of. the Missouri compromise, or who 
would not vote against the. adinission of Kansas 
and Nebraska into the Union as slave “States. 
Then, if that be so, where is the justice or pro- 

riety of holding the anti-Nebraskaparty.respons- 
ible for the non-organization of. this: House?’ 1 
say, sir, that it docs not rest there, but with all 
those members who refuse now to vote for the 
plurality rule. Now, whatare the facts?’ Instead 
of an earnest effort on the part of gentlemen of all 
parties to organize this House by the adoption of 
that rale—a rule for which there is a Democratic 
precedent, and which prevails in nearly or quite 
oy congressional district in the United States, 
and by the operation of which a majority, prob- 
ably, of the members of this body were clected— 
we have, ever since the commencement of the 
session, listened to the skirmishing between our 
Democratic friends and the gentlemen who fol- 
low Mr. Forsen, of Pennsylvania,as their leader, 
agrecing, as they do, upon the slavery question, 
to sce which shall head the other in the presiden- 
tial campaign down South, and make most capital 
Tor the political contest which is so soon to come 
off. 

The responsibility, then, is with those who 
consume time in this way, and not with those 
who have offered the plurality rule, and are will- 
ing to vote for it now upon a Democratic prece- 
dent, or one established by Democratic votes in 
1849. The proceedings upon this floor, I think, 
have shown that the House cannot be organized 
in any other way than by the adoption of the 
plurality rule; and it seems to me to be the duty 
of every member, to whatever party he belongs, 
to vote for that rule; and the responsibility is 
with those who refuse to do this,and not with any 
supposed anti-Nebraska majority upon this floor. 

I do not, Mr. Clerk, undertake to justify the 
gentlemen who persist in scattering their votes, 
when, perhaps, in some conjunctures, an election 
might have been effected, if their votes had all 
been given for the anti-Nebraska candidate. I 
think that a large measure of responsibility rests 
with those men, and that they will be held to a 
strict accountability by their constituents and the 
country. But, when the votes show that there 
is no reliable anti-Nebraska majority here, I do 
not think it fair to have the anti-Nebraska party 
charged with the responsibility for the state of 
things which now exists in this House. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. I desire to offer a reso- 
lution. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would inform the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gin- 
pings] is still pending. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I withdraw it. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. I then offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That hereafter, until a Speaker is elected, the 
first business of the House shall be to vote upon the ques- 
tion, “Shall the plurality rule be adopted in the election of 
Speaker?” upon which the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as called, and the main question as ordered to be 
put; after that, four successive votes shall he had for Speaker, 
and in the mean time all discussions, motions, and personal 
explanations shall_be prohibited; and if no election of 
Speaker shail be effected until the one hundred and twenty- 
fiith vote, the candidate having te highest number of votes 
on the one hundred and twenty-sixth shall be dectared duly 
elected Speaker. 

Mr. Clerk, I have not troubled the House—— 

Mr. DAVIDSON, (iaterrupting.) I desire to 
ask if that resolution is before the House? 

The CLERK. It is. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Does not the resolution 
call for the previous question? 

The CLERK. Not as the Clerk understands it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. It certainly calls for it, 

The CLERK. It will do so after it is passed. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. In offering this resolu- 
tion, I intend to accompany it with some remarks, 
and do not desire to be interrupted, as on a former 
occasion. I have trespassed but ten minutes be- 
fore, and only desire an additional ten minutes 
now. 

‘The resolution offered proposes to end all 
future debate, and make it the business of the 
Touse to vote every morning upon the plurality 
rule—arule equitable and just in its character, 
and the only rule which can be adopted in the 
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Organization of the House. To this rule no pos- 
sible objection should be made by gentlemen in 
this House, on the Democratic side, who voted 
for it six years ago. The same rule has been 
adopted, by the aid of our political friends in 
New York, by which a Democratic candidate, 
occupying the same position as Mr. Baxgs, has 
been élected Speaker of the New York Legisla- 
ture. Sir, when I came here as a new member 
of this body, I expected magnanimity and liber- 
ality from thé honorable gentleman from Georgia, 
jMr. Cogë.]- His high character and standing 
xcfore the country induced me to hope that his 
aid and experience would be given in the organ- 
ization; and yet, sir, on this morning, that honor- 
able gcntloman—instead of pouring oil upon the 
troubled waters—manifests a strong desire to fix 
upon the supporters of Mr. Bawxs the responsi- 
bility for the non-organization of the House. He 
asserts that the fifty-two gentlemen who still 
adhered to Mr. Banks, by voting for Mr. Camp- 
BELL, might have elected the latter gentleman. 
How stands the other side of the question? 
‘When the olive branch was tendered to-day 
by the honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
acu] to elect Mr. Banks (American Repub- | 
lican) Speaker; General Cullom, (American,) 
Clerk; Mr. Glossbrenner, (Democrat,) Sergeant- | 
at-Arms; Mr. McKnew, (Democrat,) Door- | 
keeper; Mr. Johnston, (Democrat,) Postmaster, 
almost one hundred of the friends of Mr. Banns 
voted for it, and not one single Democrat. Had 
but twelve or fifteen of those gentlemen joined 
us, the House would now have been organized 
and ready to proceed with the business of the 
nation. The spirit of compromise which the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre- | 
rues! yesterday declared had been with propriety 
applied to the setticment of the slave question, 
from time to time, with much more propriety 
should be applied to the settlement of this ques- 
tion of organization. All parties represented 
here in this arrangement would be provided for, 
thus making a mutual surrender for the sake of 
nieting this interminable and unprofitable debate. 
hy was not this most reasonable proposition || 
accepted, when it is manifest that the Democratic | 
party is in a minority here, having but seventy- 
ive members? Upon what other principle can 
the organization be effected? We are now at the 
close of theseventh week, and I charge back upon 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cons] that the 
States of Georgia and Virginia alone, with a free 
white population of less than a million and a half, 
have consumed more time than the whole delega- | 
tion of New York, Pennsylvania,and Ohio, with a 
population of cight millions. Now, sir, who is 
accountable for the fruitless consumption of time 
during the past seven weeks? A steadfast purpose 
to organize and not speak has characterized the 
action of northern members. Let the country, | 
then, judge who it is that are to be held respons- 
ible for tho failure to organize. i 
What, sir, has been the character of this de- | 
bate? A contest between southern Americans and | 
Democrats for position at home, each contending | 
for supremzcy in the formation of the platform | 
they are to occupy before their constituents; and 
it seems that slavery, slavery, slavery, is all the , 
olities to be found south of Mason and Dixon’s 
ine, and the banners to be carried by both of | 
the contending parties there in future contests 
are to have no single white spot upon them, To 
one uninformed as to the resources and character | 
of our country, and who would read this debate | 
from its origin, it would be readily supposed 
we are a nation of slave-owners and dealers, and i; 
that the chicf commodity of the country is the | 
poorunfortunate African. Magnanimity belongs Hl 
to, and should come from, great minds, and such 
as are regarded leading men in the Democratic 
party that liberality was to have been expected. ; 
Ke has been exercised before by gentlemen now | 
occupying seats in this House—by my friendsin |: 
the New York Legislature as already observed, | 
and it is obvious it must be exercised here to re- || 
lieve us from the awkward position in which we | 
are at present placed. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say a few words 
upon the point presented this morning in reference || 
to the responsibility of the various parties In this | 


‘| man can controvert that fact. 


| Mass 


House for its non-organization. Before Ido that, i 
however, I wish to say, in reply to the gentle- || 
man who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Purvi 


ANCE;] who said that we upon this side of the 
House are voting against the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bans] because of the fact 
that he comes from the section of country north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, that he certainly for- 
gets the facts, or he would not make such an asser- 
tion. Is it not true that nearly every member of 
this body is casting his vote for candidates who 
reside north of that line? The candidates now 
prominently presented for the speakership all re- 
side north of that line. Why, then, does he see 
fit to déscend so low in the scale of argument as 
to present that statement, and let it go home to 
his constituents for the purpose of creating a sec- 
tional jealousy of feeling in reference to the elec- 
tion of Speaker? 

Now, sir, gentlemen have argued that the re- 
sponsibility of this state of things is not upon the 
side of the Opposition. In what aspect, I ask, can 
they present that question by which they will not 


| stand responsible before the country? ` Are they 


not in a majority in every aspect in which you 
can view it? Take, if you please, the question 
of Know Nothingism. It is gencrally understood 
that a large majority of this House are of that 
order, and the reason why it cannot organize 
upon that principle is, that a majority of that 
party in the northern States have abandoned one 
of the important principles of the party, so that 
our southern friends cannot act with them in per- 
fecting an organization. Yes, sir, says a friend 
near me, it has become Abolitionized. Such is 
its condition now. 

Again, is there not a majority of this House 
opposed to the Administration and to the Demo- 
cratic party—a majority of two to one? And 
why cannot you organize your opposition? I 
heard from that desk, the other day, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Wasusurne] give notice 
of a caucus of those opposed to the Administra- 
tion. Why did not that caucus nominate some 
gentleman for Speaker and clect him? They cer- 
tainly have the power to do so; and having the 

ower, and differing only as to men, the country 


| will hold them responsible, and justly so. 


Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman 
that the opponents of the Administration did not 
come to that caucus—it was like a call from the 
“vasty deep.”? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The opponents of the Ad- 
ministration did not cane, iebntse the hetero- 
geneous mass, thrown up by the projudices of the 
people, growing out of the legislation of the last 
Congress, could not act together upon any single 
question; and because you cannot act togcther, 
you who came here in opposition to the Democ- 


| racy want us to adopt a short method of settling 


the difficuky. 

Again, gentlemen have said that the anti-Ne- 
braska members have not a majority in this 
House. Lundertake to say, that upon nine tenths 
of the votes for Speaker which have been had 
since the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FULLER] made the first explanation of his 
position upon the subject of slavery, a combina- 
tion of the Banks votes, with the scattering 
votes, would have eloeted a Speaker. No gentle- 
Tf that be truc— 
and it is true—TI will state another proposition in 


| connection, which is this: that every one of those 


who have cast their votes for the gentleman from 
chusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] and the scattering, 
except the votes of Mr. Ferrer and Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON, is an antl-Nebraska man. 

1 mean to say, that not only Mr. Banxs’s vote 
is an anti-Nebraska vote, but every single scatter- 
ing vote is also an anti-Nebraska vote, with the 
exception of the votes of the two candidates for 
Speaker themselves—I mean the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. FeLLeR,] and the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.}] Every single 
one of these scattering votes, with those two ex- 
ceptions, comes from anti-Nebraska men. And 
were we not told by the distinguished and able 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Donx] the other 
day, and does he not say now, that allthey have 
to do on the Opposition side of the House is to 
take down the name of Mr. Bangs as candidate, 
and present that of some other man of the same 
party, and they could electhim? That gentleman 
IMr Dewy] has declared, in almost every speech 
he has addressed to this body, that he is a sound 
and strong anti-Nebraska man—I mean what they 


| call sound on that question. I repeat I presume 


| Camprett,] he would have been elected: IEI am 
| not mistaken, all these scattering votes, or ma 


| voting for Mr. Baws had voted for 


no gentleman will controvert the fact, that every 
vote which has been cast for Mr. Pennine Ton is 
an anti-Nebraska vote. I presume no gentleman 
will controvert the fact, that every single vote 
which has been scattering in these ballots—ex- 
cept those-of the gentlemen from. linois: and 
Pennsylvania, [Messrs. Ricnarpson and. For- 
LER, ]—is also an anti-Nebraska vote. -Put these 
votes together, and you can elect a candidate: 
Your difference, sir, is as to men. A majority. 
of you cannot control your minority; and’ bè- 
cause you cannot, you desire to call upon ‘this 
side of the House to enable you to elect your 
candidate by voting for the plurality resolut 

Well, sir, so far as I am concerned, I desire to 
say that I will Rot vote for the plurality rule: T 
do not intend to do so between ‘now andthe Ath 
of March, 1857; and my friends around me ‘say 
I can so speak for the Democratic party. Edo 
not pretend, however, to speak for the’D 
cratic party. I speak for myself. And T'say to 
gentlemen on the other side, you cannot get the 
plurality rule; your case is not one to which 
that rule should be applied; you havea majority 
on every principle; you came here with a major- 


„ity on every principle presented before us;‘and it 


is your business to organize this House. If you 
do not the country will look to you for the re- 
sponsibility. The trouble with you is, you want 
to elect one particular man. | Your friends’ tell 
you, that if you take down that man and put up 
another they will coincide with you, and- 'yote 
with you; and if you had voted the other day 
for the honorable gentleman from: ‘Ohio, {Mr. 


rh 
every one of them, were cast for that gentleman K 
and if the Bangs men had fallen in, Mr. Camp- 
BELL could have been elected, and would’ have 
been elected. You, therefore, have the power to 
organize this House. That-was not’ the ‘case in 
1849. Then, sir, the parties wete‘ balanced so 
that neither had a majoritys and that was acn- 
dition of things in which it was peculiarly proper 
to adopt the plurality rule; although I confess 
that if T had been here then I would have voted 
against its adoption, But you are not in such a 
condition now. You have a majority on this 
floor. You have the power to elect; and your 
standing out persistently, pertinaciously, perse- 
veringly, contending for one man‘against every 
other member of your party, is the only cause 
why you cannot organize. “> ; 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a single question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have but little time left, 
and do not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Just a moment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very welo °°” 

Mr. KNOWLTON. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has asked whether, if the fifty-two. men 
r. Camp- 
pet, Mr. Campana. would not have been elected 
Speaker. Now, I ask him, why he did not cast 
the blame upon the three men who voted for Mr. 
Baxxs once, and have since voted against him? 
If they would change their votes for Mr. Banks, 
he might be clected. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Precisely so. 


That-is.the 


| point I was presenting. That is an acknowledg+ 


ment of your responsibility as a party; but you 
wish to rest the blame on a part of your friends. 
With that we have nothing to do. You must 
settle your own family troubles. The country 
justly holds you responsible for the present con- 

ition of things. You can’t escape it. I know 
that if you could agree about your men you have 
the power of electing your candidate, and‘ have 
had it ever since the first Monday in December. 
And gentlemen cannot expect, if they do not 
settle their own difficulties, this side of the House 
to come and help them out. ane 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. - It seems to be 
a question of fact, more than anything “else; be- 
tween our friends on the other side ‘of the House 
and on this. The gentleman from, Alabama has 
alleged that the anti-Nebraska men are m a ma- 
jority in this House; but, sir, I must say that he 
has failed to convince me of that fact. ` I doabt 
very much whether the allegation be true, that 
to-day, or on any day since the commencement 


| of the session, there has been an actual, working, 


reliable majority of anti-Nebraska men on this 
floor. Be 
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Maine not admit that the vote of Mr. PENNING- 

ron is an anti-Nebraska vote? _ : k 
Mr. WASHBURN. The gentleman will hear 

in one moment what I choose to say. i 

Mr. HOUSTON.: Bat that is the question 
which I want you to answer, 
` Mr. WASHBURN. The gentleman will hear 
only just what I choose to say, and that in my 
own time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And you do not intend to 
meet and answer my question ? ` 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is no question 
that a majority of this House were elected asanti- 
Nebraska men; were believed by their constitu- 
ents to be anti-Nebraska men—true, faithful, and 
reliable on that issue; but, sir, I do believe that, 
after all I can seg and hear, there is not such a 
majority. ~ And'T believe that it is not possible to 
electany anti-Nebraska man by a majority vote. 
I do not believe that the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, {Mr. CamrpBti:] who was voted for 
the other day, @puld have been elected by the 
anti-Nebraska members on a majority vote; I 
do not believe that there has been any time since 
the session commenced when any man here could 
have been elected by this side on a majority vote; 
and simply because, as I have said, we are not 
strong cnough. It may have been otherwise, but 
I do not now think so. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) I would like, Mr. 
Clerk, the gentleman ipm Maine to explain this: 
how it is, that, with the fifty votes which Mr. 
CamrBeLL reccived, if the fifty-two Banxs votes 
which were refused to him had been given to him, 
Mr. Campsent could have failed to have been 
elected by a majority, when there were altogether 
but two hundred votes cast upon that question ? 
_ Mr. WASHBURN. But {understand there 
were votes here in the Hall, or near it, not given, 
but which would have been given at any moment, 
if necessary, to defeat Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. ORR. On what side were those votes, 
and whose were they? f 

Mr. WASHBURN. They were against Mr. 
Camrzeuz, I presume. 

Mr. ORR. Whose were they? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not know. I have 
not looked at the record, and cannot name them 
now. ButI have been so informed; and I believe 
the fact to be so. ‘The gentleman from South 
Carolina knows all about them as well as I do, 
He may look at the ‘record, if he chooses, and 
see whether the fact be so or not. He will recol- 
lect it was a small vote. 

Mr. ORR. I have inquired about the record; 
I have just returned from the Clerk’s desk, where 
I made inquiries. There were two hundred votes 
cast on that occasion; and if the fifty-two votes 
of Mr Banks, which were withheld from Mr. 
CamrpeLi—fifty-three, including Mr. Banxs’s 
own vote—had been given to Mr. CAMPBELL, he 
would have been elected by a majority of three. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Exactly, if there were 
no more votes to be given. But there were more, 
which would have been given, if necessary, to 
defeat Mr. Camprers. There were gentlemen 
here ready to cast their votes, if itshould become 
necessary. 

Mr. ORR. Who were they? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I cannot name them at 
this moment, as I have already informed the gen- 
tleman. - 

Mr. ORR. Whose side were they on? 

Mr. WASHBURN. They would not have 
been given to Mr. CamPBELL; they would haye 
been given to defcat him. Ifthe gentleman will 
allow me, I will endeavor, in my ten minutes, to 
say what I have to say; I will ask no more time. 
I have answered the questions of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. These votes were not on 
Mr. Camppext’s side, nor on Mr. Bawxs’s side. 

Mr. ORR. ‘The gentleman from Maine, it is 
true, has answered my question, but he has an- 
swered it so indefinitely, that I am not able to fix 
the fact. Now, if there were gentlemen here on 
that occasion who did not vote on the resolution, 
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Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman from. 
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and if he has received information. of that fact, I 
would ‘like. to know: from him who: they were. 
Let their:names be. given, and let them. be held 
responsible to the country. = 

MF. WASHBURN. Exactly. Let the gen- 
tlemanJook to the record, and ascertain who were 
notin the House at that time, and did not vote. 
I will not undertake to say, without examining 
the vote, who they were. The gentleman from 
South Carolina can ascertain. The gentleman 
will see, I believe, that several members were 
absent from that vote who were here and voting 
at other times during the day. Now, I willsay 
one word in reply to something said by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Cogs] a few moments 
ago, when he suggested that if the number of 
gentlemen voting for Mr. Banxs.had voted for 
Mr. Campsext on that occasion, he would have 
been elected. Now I ask him if it is not true all 
the time, that if the gentlemen who have voted 
for Mr. Pennincton, and other anti-Nebraska 
men, had voted for Mr. Bangs, that gentleman 
(Mr. Bangs] would have received just as many 
votes as Mr. Campsein would with these votes 
combined? 

But the answer to the problem is, and has been, 
and will be, I apprehend, that there is not a ma- 
jority which, at any time and for any man, can 

e united; and the cause is, that they do disagree 
in respect to wliat ought to be done by this Con- 
gress on the question of slavery. It is because 
there is not a unity of opinion between those 
gentlemen who were clected as anti-Nebraska 
men; and the gentlemen from Georgia, from 
Alabama, and from South Carolina, (Messrs. 
Cogg, Housron, and Orr,] know that as well as 
I do. I believe that that is the difficulty—that 
we have not a majority here. Now, then, under 
these circumstances, we have put forward one 
man as our choice, who has, to the present day, 
obtained a large majority of anti-Nebraska votes 
in this House. He has been before the country 
so long as the candidate of the anti-Nebraska 
men, that he has come to be regarded as the expo- 
nent of that principle here; and to leave him now, 
for the best man in the House, would be to disap- 
point and grieve our constituents. What. we 
could have done a month ago, is not so casy or so 
proper now. i 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I desire the 
gentleman from Maine to answer me a ques- 
tion. Did not the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
Deny] say, the other day, when he proposed the 
name of my friend from Ohio, on the right, [Mr. 
Leirer,] that if the Banks men would come to 
him, they would elect him? I repeat that, the 
other day, the gentleman from Indiana stated, 
when he proposed the name of Mr. Leiter, that 
if you gentlemen, who are voting persistently for 
Mr. Banks, would come to him, [Mr. Leirer,] 
you could elect him; that those who were scat- 
tering their votes would unite upon him. It has 
been stated here, over and over again, that, if! 
these gentlemen who have all day been voting for 
Mr. Bangs would have agreed to a compromise 
with what he is pleased to call the refractory mem- 
bers—[Mr. Wasnevury. I have not called them 
so.]—they might have effected an election. And 
I ask the gentleman from Maine, if they have not 
had it in their power to effect an election at any 
moment since thegession commenced? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I willanswer the gentle- 
man again and again, if he will give me an 
opportunity. I will say to the gentleman from 
Alabama, as I have already said, that I did not 
believe then, and do not believe now, that it was 
possible to effect an election with the gentleman 
from Ohio, or any other gentleman on our side, 
by a majority. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why did you not try? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Because I did not believe 
that an election could have been made. If I could 
have had any assurance, that would have been 
satisfactory to me,that the anti-Nebraska men | 
of the House could have concentrated upon the | 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lerrer,] or the gen- 


tleman from Ohio, [Mr. CampBELL,] and thus | 


concentrating have elected. either, they t 
have had my vote. But-until Lam satisied that 
an attempt to elect any man other than the res 
candidate can succeed—while I believe that, 
such attempt is fraught .with mischief, and 
chief only—I:shall follow the course which Thaya 
hitherto pursued. ee ee: 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then the gentleman’s party: 
could not have been seriously desirous of orgen- 
izing the House, for the record shows that if the 
Banks men had voted upon the resolution of the 
geneman from Iowa to declare Mr. CAMPBELL 

peaker, he could have been elected. And how; 
then, does the gentleman pretend that his party 
are not responsible for the want of organization, 
when they have had it in their power, and have it 
in their power now at at any time, to elect one of 
their own number Speaker? And what was the 
reason the gentleman did not vote for the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa? It was because 
his caucus trammels would not permit him.. It 
was because he placed the trammels of party 
above the Constitution, and his duty to the coun- 
try. ae 

Mr. WASHBURN. ~The gentleman is. mis» 
taken altogether. I have already stated the reason 
why I did not vote for the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Campseiy.] It was because I was satis- 
fied that if the united vote of the Bangs men 
were concentrated on him, they could not elect 
him. That was my reason. If the gentleman 
from Ohio had needed my vote to elect him, he 
would have received it, though it might have 
required me to waive the caucus candidate. But 
my vote would not have elected him, and I knew 
it. When my name was called, the roll showed 
a large majority against him. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the gentleman from Maine 
will allow me to put him upon the witness stand 
for a moment, I want to ask him a single ques- 
tion. He says he is willing to vote for Mr. 
CampseE 1, or any other good anti-Nebraska man, 
for Speaker, if he can be satisficd that there is a 
reasonable prospect of electing him. Now, Mr. 
Clerk, the honorable gentleman from Maine did 
not vote for the resolution to declare Mr. Camr- 
BELL Speaker. Te will not vote for such a regolu- 
tion. I desire then to know how he is to ascertain 
that any onc of these gentlemen cannot be elected, 
unless he will vote to give them a chance? Now, 
sir, I believe that these anti-Nebraska gentlemen 
have a majority in the House, and, having that 
majority, I believe it is their duty to go on and 
organize the House. For my part, they can never 
get my support, directly nor indirectly, I shall 
never vote for a plurality rule. But I will ask 
the gentleman from Maine, whether, standing as 
he does, with the Republicans, with whom he 
has been acting, he is willing to offer a resolu- 
tion, now, at this moment, declaring Mr. Camer- 
BELL Speaker; or whether, if such a resolution 
should be offered, he would support it in good 
faith, and give it a fair chance before the House? 
I call upon the gentleman from Maine, and ask 
him to answer me categorically? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwill answer the gen- 
tlemanin my own way. Mr. Clerk, the remark- 
able degree of sympathy manifested just now by 
gentlemen on the other side for the gentleman 
from Ohio, I apprehend, is fully understood and 
appreciated by that gentleman and others on this 
side of the House. But Ict me say now to the 


ven 


| gentleman from Louisiana, that if I can believe, 


if I can see—and I must judge for myself; the 
gentleman from Louisiana cannot judge for me— 
if say, that when I can see that by voting for Mr. 
CAMPBELL, he can be elected, he shall have my 
vote cheerfully; but 1 tell the gentleman from 
Louisiana, and { tell the House, that I will not 
vote for any resolution sprung upon the House 
by an individual member, without consultation 
with those with whom I am acting, declaring any 
person to be elected; for I say, as I have said pe- 
fore, that such a proposition is calculated to pro- 
duce mischief, and nothing but mischief. I will 
not offer any such resolutions myself, nor will I 
vote for any such resolution, unless I believe at 
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‘the time; in’ my ‘sober: judgment, that the object 
can be accomplished. ` No, sir; I will not patron- 
ize, I will not encourage, that way of doing busi- 
ness: Ido not believe in the propriety of any 
one wember making a nomination for us. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to say that, notwith- 
standing the great respect which I have for the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CamrBELL,] 
I cannot have, I ‘cannot .entertain—and no one 
knows. better than: the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Wasnporn] that I cannot entertain—any 
sort of sympathy with either the gentleman from 
Maine or the gentleman from Ohio, or any other 
gentleman indorsing the principles which they 
represent; and in using the name of Mr. Camre- 
BELL, L merely intended to impress the gentleman 
from Maine with the idca—to call him out, to ask 
him, to challenge him, if you please—to drop Mr. 
Banks and to take up the name of some other 
gentleman upon this floor, and declare him to be 
elected. The gentleman from Maine has no right 
to say on this floor who he will not be in favor of 
voting for in such a resolution. I ask him to do 
for third persons what he has previously done for 
Mr. Bawxs. Let them have achance. I want 
Kim to have an opportunity of voting for them. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Clerk, I have refrained from 
participation in the debates of this [Tall until an 
organization of the House should be effected, and 
I do not now propose to say anything in refer- 
ence to the legitimate legislation of the country 
until the attainment of that result. But as to the 
responsibility for the organization cf this Frouse 


which has been raised here this morning, I pro- | 


pose to saya few words. ‘The responsibility, 
sir, should rest on those who have produced the 
state of things we find in this Tall and the coun~ 
try. It is not a question of figures or votes, 
icles this or that man could have been elected 
by transferring votes from this or the other can- 
didate. 

Whathas produced the present state of things? 
“Why cannot this House organize? At the open- 
ing of the last Congress, peace reigned in every 
quarter of the country, and men came here from 
every section with fraternal feelings. There were 
no disturbing elements to jar the universal har- 
mony of sentiment. The dead past had buried 
its dead. The bitter controversics of previous 
years had ceased, and sectional quarrels were for 
the time forgotten. No note of discord was heard 
in the councils of the nation, and the future was 
unclouded and bright; yet, m violation of good 
faith, mutually pledged by the representatives of 
the two great political parties of the country, to 
resist the further agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion in Congress or out of it, a time-honored 
compromise between the two sections of the Union 
was trampled under foot, thus opening, under 
the sanction of the Government, a vast territory 
to the introduction of slavery, from which our 
fathers agreed thatit should be forever excluded. 
Upon the men, and the influcnec that secured its 
abrogation, rests the responsibility for our want 
of organization at this time. 

It was declared here, as a reason for the repeal 
of that compromise, that it was neces 
the question out of Congress, The effort to take 
it out has been a civil war in Kansas, and a sec- 
tional strife unparalleled in the history of the 
country. Such is the result of the attempt to 
take the question out of Congress; and the restric- 
tion in Minnesota and Oregon still remains a bone 
of contention for a future day. When the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise was urged on the 
er 
question out of Congress, I declared on this floor 
uat— 

t Those who make this declaration with so much appa- 
rent sincerity either do not understand the real sentiment 
of the North, or they fail to comprehend aright the springs 
of human aciion. Sir, you are raking open and fanning 
into a Mame coats which were already smothered, and, if 
left alone, would have buricd themselves forever in their 
own cinders. 

“As an carly and constant friend of this Administration, 
I desire the defeat of this bill; for its passage will, in my 
Judgment, insure, beyond a doubt, an anti-Administration 
majority in the next Coagress. As an carnestand devoted 
friend of the Democratie party to whieh { have cheerful 
given my best energies from my earliest political action; E 
aesire the defeat of this bili; for its passage will blot it out 
as a national organization, and leaving bata wreck in every 
northern State, it will live only in history. Asa lover of 
peace, harmony, and fraternal concord among the citizens 
pE the Confederacy, and as a devotee at the shrine of this 
Union, with al! its precious hopes to man, I desire the de- 
fat-of this bill; for its passage will tear open wounds not 


ound that it would quict agitation, and take this | 
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yet healed, lacerate spirits already phrensied, and ‘the bond 
of confidence ’ which unites the two sections of the Union 


ness may intervene before it can be restored, if ever, to-its 
wonted tenacity and strength.” 

Sir, history has made those remarks prophetic, 
though-it was but the natural result of that legis- 
lation. "The responsibility for want of an organ- 
ization of this House is upon those who reopened 
this agitation. You trampled down a fair arrange- 
ment between the two sections of this Union; you 
trampled on your own™~plightced faith, given in 
the conventions ‘assembled at Baltimore in 1852. 


tion was reopened in Congress: Wounds were 
torn open that had just healed; and to-day we 
find- ourselves in the midst of this quast revolu- 
tion. 
į down these compacts of good faith be the respons- 
ibility. 

Sir, by the records of votes here youcan prove 
that almost anybody is responsible for this want 
of organization. Did not the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Wauxer,] the first weeks of the 
session, propose to the Democracy that the two 
parties unite, and elect a (whatis called) national 
man Speaker; and are not the seventy-four men 


eause they did not take that proposition? By 
the same line of argument pursued by my friend 


are. But I do not hold them to any responsi- 
bility on such grounds. Gentlemen stand here 
I| by their principles. It is saidthat the gentleman 
from’ Ohio (Mr. Campsexr] could have been 
clected, if all the anti-Nebraska men had voted 
for him. For three days Mr. Banxs was within 
three of an election. If three of those who voted 
for others had voted for him, he would now have 
been the Speaker. You can transfer the respons- 
ibility on whom you please by taking the votes 
as they are on the record, because combinations 
could have been made at any time by which an 
election would have been effceted. ‘That result 
could be figured out of the vote of anti-Nebraska 
men; and the same could be done in the vote of 
l Democrats and Americans. It is not expected 
that those voting for Mr. Ricuarpson will change 
| their position, because by doing so they may gain 
i a few votes. Norshould it be expected that those 
|| voting for Mr. Banks will change their ground, 
ij because by so doing they may secure a few more 
‘votes. Those of us who were here at the time 
ij resisted the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
and were opposed to reopening the slavéry agita- 
tion. We were borne down then, but our views 
of the justice of that measure have not changed. 
What was wrong when cnacted never ceases with 
i me to be a wrong. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to offer a propo- 
sition as a substitute for the resolution of the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Porviancs,] 
unless, upon hearing it read, he should think 
il proper to withdraw his, and let a vote be taken 
i on mine. Ido not mean to speak in its favor, 
| and therefore shall feel at liberty to call the pre- 
vious ‘question. [Cries of ‘ That’s right !’’] 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman will not 
move the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
offer is in these words: 

Resolved, Maat, on the meeting of the House on cach day 
until a Speaker is elected, the first business in order shall 
| be to vote twice viva voce ior Speaker; and that until this 
| shall have been done there shali be no debate on any pre- 
i text whatever; but it shall be the duty of the Clerk to eall 
to order any member attempting to speak, unless the House 
shail unanimously, on the question being put, in the first 
place, by the Clerk, allow such member to proceed; and 
after Said two votes shall have beerfltaken, it shall not be 
| in order to vote a third time during that day’s session. 


Task the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he 
will withdraw his resolution, and permit me to 
offer this as an independent proposition instead 
efhis? If he decli 
asa substitute for his. 


| draw my resolution to make way for that one. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then, Mr. Clerk, I offer 


h 
mine as a substitute for the gentleman’s p 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I want to 
ask the gentleman if he wishes, by that resolu- 


tion, to preclude a member from explaining his 
vote during a ballot? 


wil! be rent asunder, and years of alienation and unkind- 


Yet scarcely a year had elapsed before the ques- | 


On the heads, then, of those who trampled 


| who vote for Mr. Ricuarpson responsible be- | 


from Alabama, [Mr. Housroy,] they certainly | 


The proposition which I | 


nes to do that, I shall offer it i 


Mr. PURVIANCE. I cannot consent to with- į 


roposi- į 
|! tion, and I call for the previous question on it. 


lI want to oblige gentlemen-to vote, and then they. 
can spend twelve or twenty hours in debating, 
after we have had two votes, if they think proper 
so to do. 2 
Mr. CAMPBELL. . Well, L hope the: House 
will. agree to no such proposition. -eio ea 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I wouldreply tomy friend, 
but I am anxious to get the resolution adopted. 
I want those of us who come in here and wish te 
vote, to have an: opportunity of. doing. so, and > 
then we can be attending to the business ofour 
constituents elsewhere; while those who think 
proper to debate can remain here and debate. 
think my proposition. will. facilitate. the von 
As it now is, we are not getting. more than: 
votes a day, and I believe we have only had 
vote a day for some days.past.. .... 
Mr. ORR. Task the gentleman to 
the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. Iwill do so, i 
tleman will renew it. 
Soveral MEMBERS. 


; withdraw 


Piata 


No, no. 


` Mr. ORR. Ido not want to do that. OA 
‘Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I will not with- 
draw it, i ; 


+ Pe 
Mr. PURVIANCE. On further consideration, 
T will agree to accept the gentleman’s proposition” 
as a substitute for my own. ec : 7 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I y the previous 
question on it. E ere ee 
Mr. EDMUNDSON. Mr: Clerk——- i. 
The CLERK. The gentleman from. Virginia 
will remember that no debate isin order ponding 
the demand for the previous question... 
Mr. EDMUNDSON, I do, not rise: for: the 
purpose of debating the resolution, but to offer an 
amendment to it. [move to strike out “ twiee,’”” 
and insert ‘“ once,’’ so aso provide for one vote 
a day instead of two. hink one ballot a day 
j will show if there is any probability of an. clecs 
tion on that day. eae : 
Mr. CLINGM 
have two votes. 
The CLERK. The amendment is not- 
as the previous question has been called. >,- 
‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.. I ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to withdraw his call for 
the previous question, to allow me to say afew 
Words. . ey 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will do so, with the un- 
į derstanding that the gentleman will renew it., 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, I will. renew it. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I withdraw the call. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I stated . to’ the. House 
yesterday that I desired an opportunity of meet- 
ing the charge which has been made by two dis- 
tinguished gentlemen from Georgia, [Messrs. Sre- 
pirens and Coss,j]—by the one yesterday, and the 
other some days ago—against those with whom I 
am acting, viz: a want of loyalty to the Constitus 
tion and of devotion to the Union. of these States. 
I came here this morning with the expectation ‘of 
going into a discussion, to some extent, of the 
principles upon which we differ, both in reference 
to the question of slavery and Americanism. The 
debate which sprung up this morning has, how- 
ever, becn such that it would be indclicate in me 
to ask the floor for a purpose of that. kind now. 
I have heard the compliments which have. been 
paid me by my political opponents, and Lam dis- 
posed to attribute them rather to personal’ kind- 
ness than to any sympathy with me in my polit- 
ical opinions upon those great questions. For 
that kindness I still remain grateful; but I have 
this to say, in viewof all that has been said here 
to-day, to the House and to the country, that I 
have not abated one jot or tittle from the posi- 
tion I have always maintained in referencé.to 
slavery; nor have I abated one iota of the prin- 
ciples of Americanism which I stand here ready 


AN. It does not’ take, long to 


F ` ees 
at any proper time to maintain, 


Mer. Clerk, I do not intend to intrude my views 
upon the House at any time when gentlemen are 
indisposed to hear me; but whenever the proper 
time shall have arrived——[Voicrs. “Say to- 
morrow!’] Well, to-morrow, if this resolution 
| passes, after the votes have been taken, I shalt 
take occasion to go into a full discussion of both 
these great questions. IT now renew the motion 
for the previous question. es 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 
tleman will not insist upon that motion. ». 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Iis under the control of 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That is my very object. || the gontloman from North Carolina, sage 


v Mr JONES, Well, I hope the’ gentleman 
from North Carolina will not ‘Insist upon it. 
desire to say a few words. => 
Mr. CLINGMAN. My object in making this 
motion was to facilitate business. -Ido not know 
what my friend from Tennessee desires, : 
Mr. JONES.  There-is very little I want to 


say. ` X i 3 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will withdraw the mo- 


tion, with the understanding that the-gentleman 

will renew it; but I now give notice that I will 

not again consent to its withdrawal. - Will the 
gentleman renew it?: : 

Mr. M ONES, I will renew it, though against 
will. 
iy. CLINGMAN. Then, sir, I withdraw the 

call for the previous, question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I deny 
the right of the gentleman from. North Carolina 
to move the previous question, and then with- 
draw it at his pleasure to accommodate various 
gentlemen. Let the gentleman insist upon his 
motion, or withdraw it entirely. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I shall insist upon it here- 
after, *- 

The CLERK. The Clerk would say to the 
peneman from Pennsylvania, that the practice 
has been customary here, no objection having 
been made to i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, it is a bad practice. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Clerk, agreat deal has been 
said at various times in reference to where the re- 
sponsibility rests for the non-election of a Speaker 
of this House, and for one I disclaim all respons- 
ibility for the failure to elect resting upon those 
with whom I act. 

It has, sir, been clearly demonstrated and made 
manifest to this Hougggthat at no time could the 
friends of Mr. RicuraWeon and the friends of Mr. 
FurLer, since the latter gentleman’s position has 
been defined and understood, have elected any 
gentleman supporting cither of those gentlemen 
by uniting upon sucha member. It has also 
beon shown here to-day, that if those who agree 
in opposition to the principles of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill, and who have been voting for Mr. 
Banks for weeks past, had voted yesterday for 
the resolution of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Tuorieron] declaring Mr. Campraii Speaker 
of this House, they could have adopted that res- 
olution, put an end to this contest, and placed a 
Speaker in that chair. 

Now, sir, itis not only true that they could 
have elected one of their number yesterday, but 
such has been the fact, as the votes of this House 
will show, for days past. For the purpose of 
proving the truth of my remark I will refer to 
a few of the votes which have been had for 
Speaker. Here is one of them: ‘The House 
then proceeded to vote the seventy-third time for 
Speaker, with the following result: Whole num- 
ber of votes cast, 207; necessary to a choice, 104; 
of which Mr. Bangs reccived 101, Mr. Penninc- 
ron 2, and Mr, Leiter 1,” making in all 104— 
the number which would upon that vote have 
elected a Speaker, Messrs. Lerrer and PENNING- 
ton both voting for Mr. Banus. Does any gen- 
tleman upon this floor pretend to deny that those 
one hundred and four gentlemen, and the gentle- 
man for whom they voted,—malking in all one 
hundred and five,—are opposed to the principles 
of the Nebraska bill? Then, sir, it shows that, 
if they had united and acted in concert upon that 
vote, they could have elected any one of those 
one hundred and five men. 

Again, upon the same day, ‘‘the House pro- 
ceeded to vote the seventy-fourth time forSpeakcr, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 207; necessary to a choice, 104; of which 
Mr. Banxs received 100, Mr. Pewnineton 3, and 
Mr. Lerrer 1,” making in all 104 again—a suf- 
ficient number to have elected any one of those 
one hundred and four men who voted upon that 
ballot. 

Again, the ‘¢ House proceeded to vote the sev- 
enty-fifth time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 208; neces- 
sary to a choice 105; of which Mr. Banks re- 
ceived 101, Mr. Pennineron 3, and Mr. LEITER 
1,” making in all 105; again, sir, a sufficient 
number upon that vote to have elected any one of 
those one hundred and five anti-Nebraska men 
Speaker. These votes were had upon the 28th 
day of December. i 


m 


Hete is a vote which was taken upon the 9th 
of the.present-month: <“ The:Clerk again called 
the roll, and ‘the following was-the result of the 
one hundred and sixth vote for Speaker: Whole 
number of votes cast, 187; necessary to a choice, 
94; of which Mr. Bawxs received 88, Mr. PEN- 
nineTon .6,..and:. Mr: Henry -BENNETT 1;” 
making: in. all, 95; showing that they could on 
that vote have clected. any one of their number 
Speaker, if they could have agreed upon their 
man. ‘ > 
Then, sir, this fact is demonstrated to the House 
and to the country, that while these gentlemen 
agree-in the principles upon which they were 
elected to seats in this body, they cannot Teen: 
nize; they cannotagree; they cannot concentrate 
their votes upon any onc individual of their party. 
Now such being the fact, I submit it to you, to 
them, and to all persons, whether they, and they 
alone, are not responsible for the non-eleciion of 
a presiding officer of this House? 

Can they ask us, then, to come over and help 
them clect their man? Can they ask us to vote 
for the plurality rule, when voting for it under 
these circumstances, and after the demonstra- 
tions we have had in this House for the last five 
weeks, would be tantamount to a direct vote for 
the candidate of that party, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Barxs.] Believing that 
such would be the result of the adoption of the 
plurality rule, I, for one, would as soon vote, 
under the circumstances, directly for that gentle- 
man, as give my vote for the plurality rulé, and 
thereby indirectly clect him. 

I demand the previous question, in accordance 
with my promise when I took the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to lay the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from North Carolina upon 
the table, and upon it I ask the ycas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to the resolution? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is not, in- 
asmuch as a motion has been made to lay the 
proposition on the table, and the yeas and nays 
have been called upon the motion. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I would 
inquire whether, if the resolution is not laid upon 


| the table, it would not be then amendable ? 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it would not, 
as the previous question has been moved. 

Mr. BOCOCK. In answer to the question 
raised by the gentleman from Kentucky, I wish 
to state what is my understanding of the matter, 
as it rests upon parliamentary law, and not upon 
the rules of the House. One gentleman can 
move the previous question, and a single indi- 
vidual can second it. When the previous ques- 
tion has been seconded, it is too late. to move an 
amendment. The only question then is, whether 
the main question shall be now put, or at some 
other time. The previous question, when moved 
and seconded, cuts off all amendments. 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays are de- 
manded upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. In order that an erro- 
neous decision of the parliamentary law may not 
be made, I would state that my understanding is, 
that when the previous question has been moved 
and seconded, and the House decides in the neg- 
ative the question, “ Shall the main question be 
now put?” amendments are then in order. 


Mr. BOCOCK. The only question is, shall ; 


the main question be now put, or at a future time. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state that 
the Manual says, ‘‘it would be postponed to a 
future day.’ Does the gentleman insist upon 
his motion to lay upon the table? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do. 

The yeas and nays on the motion to lay on the 
table were declared by the Clerk to be not or- 
dered. 

Mr. WHEELER’ I call for tellers on order- 


| ing the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SNEED and 
Duyn were appointed. 

Mr.ORR. I should like to hear that resolution 
read again. 

Mr. Cumeman’s resolution was again reported. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is thatan amendment pend- 
ing now to an amendment? . 

The CLERK. There isnoamendment. This 
is the substitute accepted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Purviance.} 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I would like to offer 


as a substitute for. ‘that; that no debaté shall’be 


in order in the snape of personal explanation or 
otherwise during the call of: the roll; and ‘if gen» 
tlemen will take that in place of the presentres~ 
olution, ànd-try it for-a few days; L will vot 
or it. i ae 

The CLERK, 


Clerk thinks that, at any rate, itis too late now 
to offer an amendment—ihe.yeas and nays having 
been ordered on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. LEITER. Ihavea suggestion to make:to 
the gentleman from North Carolina. It: is, that 
it might.be required to have a call of the House, 
and the resolution should provide for that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The resolution as it 
stands does not prevent a motion for acall of the 
House. [t merely prevents debate. ; 

Mr.ORR. Iunderstand its phrascology differ- 
ently, “It precludes any business except the vote 
for Speaker, ‘Will the Clerk be good enough to 
read the resolution again? : 

The resolution was again reported. f 

Mr. ORR. The resolution is exactly as: I 
supposed it was, and its interpretation will be, 
that no business will be in order except to vote. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the gentleman from 
South Carolina will suggest a verbal modification 
to suit his views, J will accept it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I would ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina how that portion 
of his resolution which provides for members re- 
maining and entering into debate after the second 
ballot is taken, would prevent a majority of those 
present then from rescinding the resolution and 
going into an clection? 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Ifa majority vote for the 
resolution, I do not fear that it will be rescinded 
by them so as to take effect on that day. 

Mr. MORGAN. T object to all this. Tellers 
are on the floor. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. T would suggest to 
the gentleman from North Carolina—— 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) This debate is 
not in order, 

_ Mr. COBB. I merely want to make a sugges- 


tion. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, [to the Clerk.] Insert in 
the resolution, ‘ except a call of the House.” 
Mr. MORGAN. No, sir, I object to this 
alteration. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Have I notaright to make 


‘this alteration? 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- 
man has a right to modify his resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then insert the words, 
“except calls of the Housce.’’ 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina insists on his right to modify the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has he the right to do so after 
a motion has been made to lay it on the table, 
and while that motion is before the House? 

The CLERK. The practice is, that any time 
before the decision of a question the mover can 
modify his resolution. 

Mr. MARSHALL. ‘Will the Clerk state the 
position of the question before the House? 

The CLERK. Tellers have been ordered on 
the call for the yeas and nays on the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
been modificd ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to modify itagain, 
by inserting ‘‘ except motions.” 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 38; more than one fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB. I would ask if the resolution has 
been modified ? 

The CLERK. 


Has the resolution 


It has been modified. 


Mr. COBB. Let it be reported as modified. I 


think that that proposition can be put in shape to 
command the entire support of the House, if the 
gentleman will only be patient enough to hear a 
suggestion. . 

The resolution, as modified, was reported as 
follows: 

Resolved, That on the meeting of the House- on each day, 
until a Speaker is elected, the first business inorder, except 
motions, shall be to vote twice, &c. 

Mr. COBB.~ I wish to put a question to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. — 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order, 


i The Clerk thinks that the res~: 
olution, as it stands, covers all the cases.-- The. 
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oiMr COBB. to 
maker: Co 

> The CLERK. ‘The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, all debate is out of order. k 
-Mri COBB. Iwishtomakea suggestion which 
I believe the House would adopt with unanimity. 
Tt is to strike out the last part of the resolution, 
and so-let it stand that there shall be two votes 
taken:when we first meet; and then let the House 
beat liberty to go on and vote afterwards if it 
shall: think proper to do: so. If the gentleman 
will strike out the latter part of his resolution, I 
will support it. 

Mr: ORR. With a-view of enabling the friends 
of the resolution to fix it up to suit themselves, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BARCLAY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BARCLAY, 
and Oxiver of New York, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 91, noes 33. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at half past three o’clock, p.m.) the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m, 


I have but-a'simple suggestion 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: SATURDAY, January 19, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


. LIMIT OF DEBATE. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Isthe resolution I offered 
yesterday evening still pending, or did it fall with 
the.adjournment? 

The CLERK, It fell with the adjournment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. So I supposed. I will 
then offer another in its place, which I prefer to 
that. But if it is not satisfactory to the Mouse, 
I hope it will be amended so as to make itso. I 
send it to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it 
read. E 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That untila Speaker shall have heen clected, 
no debate on any subject, or ander the form of personal 
explanation, or On any other pretext whatever, shall be in 
order; and any member attempting to speak shall be held 
out of order, tmless the unanimous consent of the House 
shall have been first had, the question having been submit- 
ted by the Clerk. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My object is to put the | 
resolution in such shape as shall ascertain exactly || 
the position the TfZouse intends to assume. I'i 
think the House is rapidly degenerating—if it 
has not already—into a mere political debating 
society. 1 desire, therefore, that, if we are to 
come here and vote at all, we may do it quietly; 
or, if the House will not agree to that, then I 
hope we shall have no voting at all for such a 
length of time as the Fouse shall see fit to fix. 
I believe that if you were to adopt such a propo- 
sition as that, the members would go to the De- 
partments and attend to the business of their 
constituents there or somewhere clse, and that 
only a dozen gentlemen, or some small number, 
would attend, as usually happens when the House 
holds night sessions in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of debate exclusively. As it is 
now, we are obliged tocome here every day, and 
continue here waiting for a call of the roll to vote, 
when it generally happens that we do not take 
more than one vote ina day, or, as was the fact 
yesterday, none at all. 

Now | admit that I have been a little to blame 


> Mr. ORR. I would like to know of my friend 


| If the gentleman from South Carolina thinks that 


I think it would be much better if this debaté 
were either prohibited altogether, or confined 
within some established limits, during which no 
voting should occur. 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from North 
Carolina allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With pleasure. 


from North Carolina, if he supposes the voting 
we have -had here has come any nearer to produc- 
ing any definite result than the spaaking? My 
own impression is, that speaking here is more 
likely to produce an election than voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s question with pleasure. 1 think that voting 
quietly would be much more likely to produce 
that result than speaking, because the facts in the 
past show that the debates we have had here have 
increased the difficulties, rather than relieved them. 
My own opinionis, thatif we had come here and 
voted steadily and quietly for ten days, with- 
out any debate at all, we should have elected a 
Speaker in that time; but gentlemen have spoken 
upon whatever might be upon their minds, with- 
out anything before the House, and the debate 
has excited just interest enough to keep it going. 


free and unlimited debate will produce that re- 
sult, though I do not agree with him, yet I am 
willing to try the experiment. Let us try voting 
quietly and steadily for a few days, say for a 
week, and if there is no likelihood of bringing 
about any result, then I am willing to try the 
experiment of discussion. 

Why, sir, during the whole of the day yesterday | 
we did not have asingle vote. Whether the coun- 
try was enlightened and edified by the discussion 
that took place, I leave other gentlemen to judge. 
But, sir, I desire now to try voting. That is the 
business in order, for, of course, the organization 
of the Ffouse is the business in order. Neverthe- 
less, if we cannot have that, let us have debate 
without limit, and debate only. If the proposition 
I have offered, or a similar proposition, cannot 
he adopted, then if the gentleman from South 
Carolina will offer a proposition that will produce 
a result such as he has indicated, I will vote for 
it,and we shali then stand before the country, a 
body of men who are not capable of organization 
ov of doing the high dutics the Constitution 
devolves on them, but who are only capable of 
forming themselves into a debating society like | 
so many schoolboys, as is their custom on Sat- 
urday evening, after having closed up the business 
of the week, when they assemble together and 
discuss some question that has been selected. 
3ut, sir, I want the position of the House to be 
distinetly defined. Let us try voting, and if it 
is found that we can effect nothing by it, then Jet 
the country understand what we really are. But 
I will not trouble the House longer with my 
remarks. I submit the resolution to the House, 
and, as I have offered some remarks on it myself, 
I will not call the previous question. 

Mr. READY. I am opposed to the passage 
of the resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. While I am as much opposed 
to any unnecessary consumption of the public 
time, í cannot see any possible result that will 
be likely to follow from the passage of such a 
resolution. Now, sir, we have had in operation 
for weeks a resolution limiting debate to ten min- 
ules, and yet every day has shown, by the man- 
ner in which it is administered, the utter inutility 


in this matter, though I have not spoken near as | 
frequently as some other gentlemen; but, sir, I 
do not think these debates are profitable either 
to the House or the country, because we have no 
subject regularly before us. Now, if you were 
to do as other debating societies do—select some 
important subject and debate it pro and con.—from 
the ability that has been manifested in.these 
irregular discussions that have taken place, I have 
no doubt that the country might be much enlight- 
encd and cdified by them, Heretofore, we have 
been debating without any question whatever 
before us, and although much talent has been 
displayed, much eloquence exhibited, still I think 
it has been to a great extent wasted. We should 
have spoken much better if we had had some- 
thing regularly before usto talkabout. Ofcourse, 
when some gentleman rises and attacks the opin- 
ions or votes of others, it becomes almost a mat- 
ter of necessity that they should participate; but 


of the adoption of any such rule. A gentleman 
rises and addresses the House until his ten min- | 
utes have expired, and then he is allowed to go 


on and occupy an hour’s time, just as if no such || 


resolution existed. i 
Now, what is there to prevent the same course 
being pursued if the resolution of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. CLixeman] be adopted? 
It will be within the power of the House to grant 
an indulgence to any gentleman who asks it, and 
you will have this spectacle presented: ‘certain | 
gentlemen, who may have the ability to interest 
the Efouse, and more claim, perhaps, on the ears 
of members than any other, will obtain an indul- | 
gence, while other gentlemen, who feel that they | 
have as great rights as anybody else—as gentle- 
men who may happen to be favorites—w1ll not | 
obtain that indulgence, and be cut off entirely. 
That has been the operation of the rule, as all 
gentlemen very weil know. i; 


| stand my friend’s resolution as he does. 


“Mr. CLINGMAN. : The getitléman will allow 
me to make this suggestion: If my resolution is 
adopted, it will then be in bis power, and‘ indeed’ 
become his duty, to object to any member speak- 
ing‘ unless by. unanimous consent. - oe 

Mr. READY. That is precisely the case now. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. No, sir. Ish 
Mr. READY. And yet consent is o 
here every*day, and e 
We are In session. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will suggest this: The 
uestion to allow a member to proceed beyond 
the ten minutes is decided by a’majority of the 
House. A single member objects, and’ it is ‘put 
to the House, and only granted bya majority 
vote. Ifmy resolution is not in the proper form, 
I trust that the gentleman will’ suggest. amend- 
ment. : ` pate, 
Mr. READY. A majority would always-set 
asidé such a rule. It would be set aside uh the 
same majority that adopted it; they could rescind 
orsuspend it. [ am byno means sure that the time 
which has been occupied in discussion from day to 
day has been thrown away; although I admit that 

there has been a great deal of tife consumed. T 
am inclined to the opinion that much.useful/in- 
formation has been elicited by it. It will go forth . 
to the country, and ‘the country will be enlight- 
ened on subjècts on which theygiacked informa- 
tion. There is a responsibility somewhere for a 
failure to organize this House.’ Much’ of the dis- 
cussion has been directed to that point,and think 
that it is important that the country should-know 
where that responsibility ought to rest: : ‘These 
discussions will enable the country to’place the 
responsibility where it belongs; and I am by.no 
means sure, therefore, that much good has: not 
been done by the discussgmgas which we have had. 

I will say, further, thaw am strongly inclined 
to believe, that if all restriction was removed, and 
the gentlemen who are disposed. to: discuss. the 
various questions which spring up’ here onthe 
spur of the occasion are permitted to ‘discuss 
them ad libitum for three or four days—or a week, 
if you choose-—there would be more disposition 
then to vote and to continue to vote. We would 
then, perhaps, have clicited all the information 
which may be desired by individual members, 
and which they may suppose that it is necessary 
for the country to have. They then would be 
more disposed to sit quietly, and vote hour after 
hour and day after day until an election was had. 

I would like to sce that experiment tried for 
once. If it fails, I shall then be in favor ‘of 
adopting the resolution offered by the gentleman 


btained, 
very hour of the day, when 


i from North Carolina. 


I have not made these remarks, Mr. Clerk, 
because I desired to occupy the time; every gen- 
tioman here knows that have evinced -no such 
disposition. I desire, above all other things, to 
see an organization, and a speedy organization, 
and with as little unnecessary consumption of 
time as anybody else. I express my ‘conviction 
that the resolttion of the gentleman from North 


| Carolina [Mr. Crineman] will result in nothing 


beneficial, and will serve only to cut off some gen- 
tlemen from expressing their sentiments on ques- 
tions as they arise, while others, who are more 
intimately acquainted with the rules, and have 
greater tact in obtaining and keeping the floor, 
will be enabled to occupy the time of the House 
just as they have done heretofore. I believe that 
the public interest is not to be advanced by the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Mr. Clerk, I propose to 
amend the resolution now under consideration, 
so that it will preclude all debate during the’call 
of the roll; and put it out of the power of a ma- 
jority of the House to suspend the operation of 
the ten-minute rude. I confess 1 do not under- 
I sup- 
posed that the ten-minute rule was. valid and 
effective, unless unanimous consent was granted 
for an individual to go beyond that time. Ifthat 
be its effect, then I shall go with my friend. from 
North Carolina so far as to cut off all debate 
during the call of the roll, and put it out of the 
power of a majority of the House to suspend thé 
ten-minute rule in order to allow one gentleman 
to occupy the floor fora longer. period than that _ 
time. aoe 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I agree with my friend 
from Alabama; I prefer that his proposition shall 
be adopted, rather than nothing... If swe cannot 


stopall debate, then I hope we will stop.it dur 
the callof the roll, and limit itto-ten minutes. If. 
‘his amendment is adopted, I- will vote for the 
proposition as amended, oy. j : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not. think that. it. is 

altogether easy, to preclude ourselves. from. all 
debate. Itmay bethat some point will spring up 
that will demand.a. fair and candid examination. 
J believe that if: the ten-minute rule be adhered: 
to, it will be restriction enough... Of: course -I 
include prevention of all debate during the: call 
‘of the roll; which has been the great evil, and of 
-which there is so much complaint. If this be 
done, I think that we will progress rapidly. I 
now call for the previous question, if it does not 
cut off my amendment. f Do 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I would ask 

the gentleman from Alabama whether the propo- 
sition would cut off my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] from a reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srernens; h which he said that he 
would not make until that Sentleman was present? 

The CLERK. The previous question cuts off 
all debate. i ol 
‘ Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will allow. me, I desire to say a few words. f 
have no particular anxiety to address the House 
‘at this time, or at any other time, when it will re- 
tard the progrgss of the business of the House. 
Besides that, Ido not wish to address it in the 
absence of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. STE- 
PHENS,] and particularly as the remarks made b 
him the other day have not yet been published. 
The gentleman informed me last evening that he 
was indisposed, and would probably be absent to- 
day, andi have, therefore, no desire to address 
the House to-day. 

Mr. CLINGMA I accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] 
‘and offer the following as a modified proposition: 

Resolved, That during the call of the roll no debate or 
personal explanation shall be in order, and this rule and the 
ten-minute rule shall not be suspended, except by the unan- 
-imous consent of the House. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Iam satisfied with that reso- 
lution, and call for the previous question upon it. 
© Mr. CLINGMAN. I second it. 

Mr. LEITER. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw the call for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I dislike to seem to be ob- 
stinate, and especially to my friend from Ohio, 
ut I desire that we shall take a few ballots, and, 
with a.view to cut off debate, I insist upon the 
previous question. : 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand that the gentleman 
from North Carolina accepts the amendment? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Yes, I accept it; but if 
this resolution is adopted, and any gentleman 
offers the other proposition, I will vote for that 
too. 

Mr. ORR. Well, I am willing to go for the 
resolution in its present shape. 

Mr. SNEED. Iask that the resolution may 
be read in the form.in which it now stands. 

The Crurk read the resolution as modified by 
Mr. Hovusron and accepted by Mr. CLINGMAN. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
and being put, ‘Shall the resolution be adopt- 
ed?” it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 

The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and seventeenth time for Speaker, with the 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
202; netessary toa choice, 102; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received.. s.es sses . 

William A. Richardson....... 

Henry M. Faller..........006. 

Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 

Lewis D. Campbell... 


Gilchrist Porter.... 
Eli S. Shorter... seseseeeee 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Henry Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, | 
Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Dainrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Haward, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
‘Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 


. "Babin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 


MecMullin, 


Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton 
‘Wade, Wakeman, abridge; ‘Waldron, Cadwalader T 
Washbume, Etlinu B. Washburne, “Israel “Washburn, 
Watson, Welch; Wood; Woodruff, and Woodworth.. :. 
For Mr. Richardson—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell,- Hendley S: Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, ‘Williamson R: W. Cobb; Craige; Davidson, 
Dowdel i, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faalkuer, Florence, 
Thomas J.-D. Fuller; Goode, Greenwood, Augustus’ Hall, 
‘Sampson: W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston; Jewett, George W. Sones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kidwell; Letcher, Lumpkin, Sámuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
ueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rutin, Rust, 
Sandidge; Savage, Samuel Ai Smith, William Sinith, Stew- 


‘art; Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wil- 


liams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 


_ for Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 


lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hofman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Paine, Porter, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Vatk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

ue Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Harrison, Haven, and 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, and Scott. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Shorter—Mr. Richardson. 

Pending the call of the roll on the above vote, 

Mr. HERBERT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Denver, had paired off with Mr. GALLOWAY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (after the result was 
announced,) said that Mr. Wauererer had left 
the city, and had requested him to state to the 
House that he had paired off until Wednesday 
next with Mr. BALL. j 

Mr. QUITMAN. Tintended yesterday to take 
the floor for the purpose of making a few remarks 
in reply to those which fell from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] who last spoke 
upon the subject of the responsibility of the several 
sarties for the failure of this Housc to organize; 
but I refrained from doing so in the hope that some 
other gentleman would have done it. But, there 
were some expressions that fell from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in the few eloquent remarks 
that he made to the House, which I think it my 
duty to animadvert upon. He traces the cause 
of the failure of this House to effect an organiza- 
tion, notto what has occurred during the present 
session, but he goes back to the passage of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill as the cause of the hostile 
fecling between the different sections of the Union 
which to-day produces the disorganization of this 
House. 

The gentleman does not go far enough back. 
Is it, sir, the passage of that bill which has given 
to all portions of this country their equal rights 
in this Confedcracy—is it the passage of that 
bill which has produced this state of feeling be- 
tween the different sections of the country? If 
itis, then the gentlemen who concur with him 
have taken the bold position that they will deny 
to alarge portion of this country their common, 
equal, constitutional rights. If this is the po- 
sition gentlemen occupy, we from the minority 
section of the Union would be glad to know 
it. But, sir, what is the Kansas-Nebraska bill? 
What is it but a recognition of the principles 
which underlie the Constitution of the United 
States ?—the right of all the States in their Fed- 
eral capacity, and the rights of the citizens of 
the respective States to an equal participation in 
a country which was acquired by their common 
blood. and treasure—not less by that of the 
peopie of the South than that of the people of the 

orth. 

But gentlemen are mistaken, They do not 
travel back to the sources of that angry feeling 
which exists between the different sections of the 
Union, when they stop at the passage of the Ne- 
braska bill by the last Congress. That was not 
the cause of that hostility of feeling which now 
prevents the organization of this House. That 
was not the original cause why, at the present 
time, we find the two sections of the country 
arrayed against onc another. I will tell gentlemen 
what the cause is. The cause has operated for 
more than a year. It made its appearance on 
this floor in 1819, and was only quieted for a 
time by the compromise of 1820.. It broke out 
afresh in 1835. It is to be found in that spirit 
of aggression upon the institutions of the South 
which comes from a portion of that section of 
the country which the gentleman [Mr. Grow] 
represents. The South has ever stood by the 
guarantees. of the Constitution; she has adhered 


Not so with th 
application of Missouri fo 3 
nion in 1819, she evinced her disposi 


exercise her polit rato 


and has been continued ever since. : 

But the gentleman traces back the cause of this 
sectional hostility one year only.’ Let me tell 
him that, twenty years ago, when [had the honor | 
to send in an executive message to the Legislature 
of Mississippi, I deemed it proper to ‘call the 
attention of the Legislature of that. State to the 
aggressive movements in the northern States. 
Could I have procured that document, I would 
have read extracts from it to show the truth of 
my rémarks. The South has ever since com- 

lained of this intermeddling of the North with 

er institutions. Yet it has continued without 
intermission; it is the agitation which that gen- 
tleman, and those who codperate with him, has 
raised that has produced this fecling between the 
different sections of this country, and‘ not the 
passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Jill; that was 
the result, not the cause. Itis not because the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill has taken away a single 
right from the North, but it is because it has 
performed a constitutional duty to the South; be- 
cause it has given to the South the same rights 
which we acknowledge are possessed by the peo- 
pie of the North. Let the gentleman, then, when 

he attempts to trace causes, go back to the sources 
of this state of feeling, and he will find that it is 
upon you, northern men, the responsibility of 
this state of things lics—upon you, who have 
stirred up this sectional agitation, you who seek 
to deprive sovereign States of their federal and 
constitutional rights. When you attempt, then, 
to trace it back, go to its true source. In the future 
of our country, if it should happen that the glori- 
ous system which our fathers ‘have transmitted to 
us should fall and tumble into ruin, the verdict 
of posterity and history will be to condemn’ the 
agitators of the slavery question as traitors to 
the Constitution and to the equal constitutional 
rights of a portion of this Union. There, sir, I 
trace it, and there posterity will trace it, and will 

not impute it to. the action of the last Congress in 
doing what was nothing but mere justice to the 
South. 

Gentlemen tell us here, graciously, that they 
are not disposed to invade our rights of property 
within the States. I do not thank them for that. 
Let me tell them here on this floor—though my- 
self born north of Mason and Dixon’s line—that 
that is not all we desire. No, sir; we desire 
more.. We desire the common benefits of this 
system of Government. We are not content that 
that great interest, whose existence in our section 
of the country has constituted so important an 
element of your prosperity as well as of ours— 
that system which God in his infinite wisdom 
has permitted to be built up in our country to 
promote, foster, and carry forward lis great des- 
tiny—should meet a mere tolerance at your hands 
in the States in which it exists. No, sir; we 
would be craven, we would be traitors to our 
constitutional rights, if we did not ask of you 
j what we have a right to demand—the benefits 
of the great system of government which your 
fathers and our fathers established. We demand 
it. We demand its benefits as well for our prop- 
erty as for yours, within the legitimate sphere of 
its action. We will not be content, we ought 
not to be content, with anything less. We are 
willing to mect you here a8 independent and pa- 
triotic men, and stand as equals upon a level, face 
| to face and eye to eye; but we do not intend that 
you shall be our superiors—that you shall reap 
all the advantages’of our common Government. 
‘We wantits benefits also, and we insistupon them. 
You deprive us of most of our constitutional 
| rights when you refuse to us all and every of the 


| 
| 
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faithfully to the system of government under 


blessings which those institutions were intended 
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{ò Secure to all the‘citizens of every State. Do 
not be mistaken; let not gentlemen deccive them- 
selves with the idea that we are asking from their 
` bounty mere tolerance of our institutions in the 

States. Wedemand all our constitutional rights— 
Isay, we demand them. {Here the hammer fell.] 

‘Mr: GROW. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Quitman] complains of remarks made b 
me’ yesterday, and refers the agitation whic 
exists in the country at the present moment back 
to the year 1835, instead of to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise. In 1819, sendemen say. 
Very well. Sir, whether your Missouri compro- 
mise was constitutional or not—whcther or notit 
was a violation of your constitutional rights under 
this Government—your fathers agreed with our 
fathers, on the 6th of March, 1820, that they 
would give up that constitutional right—if they 
had it—and that slavery should be forever after 
excluded from the territory north of the line 36° 
30.: Ofthe one hundred and three gentlemen who 
then represented the South in this House and in 
the Senate, but forty-six voted against this line. 
Among the number who sustained it was your 
own immortal Clay. He declared in the Senate 
of the United States, in 1850, ‘that a majority of 
southern members sustained that wrong—himself 
among the number.’ Whether its passage was 
or was.not a violation of a constitutional right, it 
was “a fair bargain,” and good faith required 
that it should be observed. By it you consented 
voluntarily to relinquish all right to carry slavery 
north of the line of 36° 30; and after availing 
yourselves of all the advantages secured by that 
arrangement to you, after converting every foot 
of térritory south of that line into slave territory, 
you came here, and by force of numbers struck 
down that bargain which your fathers made, and 
which was religiously observed for over a third 
of a century. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Do you assert that Mr. 
Clay voted for the Missouri compromise line? 

Mr. GROW. Ido assert that Mr. Clay says 
he voted for the line of 36° 30’. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. He never did say 


BO. 

Mr.GROW. And that a majority of southern 
members in the House and in the Senate voted 
for it. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Clay has stated that he did 
not vote for that line; he was not present, but he 
thought that if he had been he would very likely 
have done so. 

Mr. GROW. I refer to aspeech made by Mr. 
Clay in the Senate of the United States on the 
Gth of March, 1850, in which he says, that 
“among those who agreed to that line were a 
majority of southern members,’’ and that “ I have 
no earthly doubt that I voted in common with 
my other southern friends for the adoption of 
the line of 369 30'.”? Thatis the language of Mr. 
Clay, in 1850, in the Senate of the United States. 
And, although he cannot speak to-day with living 
voice, he does speak through the records of his 
country; and I trust that no man will stand here 
to contradict his own declaration. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? : 

Mr. GROW. No, I cannot now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman dares a contra- 
diction of the statement that Mr. Clay voted for 
the line of 36° 30’. 
diction. 


Mr. GROW. You may do so when I get l 


through, 


| 
Mr. HARRIS. You challenge a contradiction, || 


and I wish to make it. 

Mr. GROW. No, sir, I only refer to the record. | 
Onc word now in reply to the charge of northern 
aggressions upon the South, made by the gentle- | 


[i 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Quitmax,] for whom || 


I entertain the kindest feelings; and the remarks 
I may make I trust will not be considered as in 
any way reflecting personally upon any south- 


under the influences. which .surround them— | 
impressed with the influences of the society in 
which they live—to hold views upon slavery dif- 
fering from ours.. With that we find no fault; 
but we claim the right to hold the sentiments 
inculeated by the education of our childhood and 
influences which have surrounded our lives, and 


1 wish to furnish a contra- |; 


erm man. We expect men coming here—reaved || 


expresses his, without being disfranchised therefor 
under this Government. 

Sir, what are the nothern aggressions that the 
gentleman speaks of? Let me say to the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. QUITMAN, (inierrupting.) I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania this ques- 
tion: whether he himself was not elected as a 
member of this House on the principle of hostility 
to the institutions of the southern States? 

Mr. GROW. Sir, I hold no ‘‘ostility”’ to 
the institutions of the southern States, but shall 
resist the effort now making to change the con- 
struction given to the Constitution by our fathers, 
j and the action of every branch of the Govern- 
| ment for over sixty years. If any one thing 
more than another secured my return to this 
House for the third time, by the unanimous vote 
of my district, it was no doubt because I had 
stood upon this floor, and resisted the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise. 

But, let me say to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, that political Abolitionism in the North— 
paradoxical as it may seem—is the child of the 

outh. You nurtured it in infancy, when too 
feeble to stand alonc; and you have made it 
strong in manhood by the injudicious and unjust 
legislation of this Hall. 
petitioned this Government to take steps in ref- 
erence to the institution of slavery, where it is 
conceded to be solely under the jurisdiction of 
Congress, you passed the twenty-first rule, deny- 
ing a great constitutional right to freemen under 
this Government. 
Abolitionism in the North; and from that day to 
this the warfare has been one of constitutional 
rights, not for the South alone, but for the North. 
In resisting the reopening of this agitation in the 


promise, I took occasion to say that— 


į rule) Abolitionism was but a sentiment, and a mere senti- 
ment is not a sufficient basis fora formidable political organ- 
ization ; but when great principles of constitutional right are 
violated in the legislation of the country, legislative acts 
combining with a strong and universal sentiment way form 
enduring organizations. And the sentiment of the North, 
in reference to slavery, being deep and general, when you 
force up legislative issues to combine with it, then be- 
comes a formidable element.” . 

You then placed a censorship over the mails 
of this country like that placed by Louis Na- 
polcon to-day over the press of France; and in 
this country, where we claim that intelligence 
should circulate as free as the air we breathe, you 
empowered your postmasters to declare what is 
incendiary, and to withhold such matter from the 
| white freemen of the South. You placed upon 
| the records of your country, through your Sec- 
| retary of State, John ©. Calhoun—a man whose 
| memory I revere for his purity of character and 
integrity of purpose—one of the brightest and 

purest intellects that the country ever produced— 
you put, l say, upon the records of the country, 
through him, a justification of the annexation of 


| support the institution of slavery; and you asked 
| northern men to indorse that issue, made in our 
! State papers. And in the last Congress, you 
| struck down—as I stated in the opening of my 
| remarks—a fair bargain, made by your fathers 
| with our fathers, and which had been religiously 
' observed by them for more than a third of a 
| century. 
| Mr. QUITMAN, (in his scat.) You robbed 
| us of California. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman says that we 
have robbed you of California. How is that? 


|: California came to Congress and asked to be ad- 


‘ mitted as a State of this Union. Your Govern- 


H . 
i| ment had neglected to give her a Government, and 
! 


i she was forced to fall back upon the inherent 
rights of men to take care of themselves. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Why not extend to Cali- 
fornia the compromise line ? 

Mr. GROW. Iam coming to that presently. 
| The people of California—in the exercise of what 
| men call popular sovereignty, and which was in 
i this case really ‘ popular sovereignty,” because 
the people were forced by the neglect of the Gov- 
ernment to rely entirely on their inherent rights— 
| formed a Government, and excluded slavery. 

And what did you do? The application of Cali- 
| fornia for admission into the Union was resisted 


that we shall be allowed to express them here | 
with the same freedom as a southern man! 


| from the first; and on the Journal of the Senate 
: of the United States is, to-day, a protest of ten 


Sir, when the North: 


That inaugurated political į 


| last Congress, by a repeal of the Missouri com- | 


* Previous to that time [t. e. the passage of the twenty-first | 


Texas, on the ground that it would uphold and | 


j 


southern Senators against the admission of Cali- 
fornia into the Union after the act of admission 
had passed. And whatis the reason these Sena- 
tors gave for their opposition? Because her con- 
stitution excluded slavery. I will read the lan- 
guage of their protest. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. . Will the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me to make 
a suggestion here? f ; 

Mr. GROW declined to yield the floor, and con- 
tinued: The reason alleged in this protest is, 
‘that the bill gives the sanction of law, and thus 
imparts validity to the unauthorized action of a 
portion of the inhabitants of California, by which 
an odious discrimination is made against the property 
of the fifteen slaveholding States of the Union.” That 
was the protest of ten southern Senators, that the 
admission of California, under her constitution, 
was a violation of the right of fifteen slavcholding 
States. 

Mr. QUITMAN. eLet me tell the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that no southern man has 
ever taken the ground of opposition to the admis- 
sion of California on the groung of her having 
adopted a constitution excluding slavery. 

Mr. GROW. I refer the gentleman to the 
language of the protest which I have just quoted. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COLFAX. As there ismo proposition 
pending before the House, for the purpose of ob- 
taining a legitimate right to the floor, I move to 
rescind the ten-minute rule, and substitute a rule 
limiting debate to five minutes in its stead. 

Mr. QUITMAN, Will the gentleman allow 
me just a word, by way of explanation? 

Mr. COLFAX. If it does not come out of my 
time, with pleasure. 

The CLERK. The Cle must consider inter- 
ruptions as coming out of the gentleman’s ten 
minutes. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I only desire that the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from, Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Grow,] that this want of organization— 
which no man regrets more deeply than myself— 
was originated in the passage of the Kansas and 
Nebraska bill, shall not go out to the country 
uncontradicted. I merely wish that the eloquent 
remarks of the honorable gentleman should not 
go without an answer. No, sir; the cause of the 
attitude in which the House now stands lies stilt 
further back—it lies still deeper; it lies in the 
agitation which exists in the country upon this 

bject. 

Mr. COLFAX. Icannot yicld longer. Mr. 
Clerk, I wish to add a supplement to the ey 
of this celebrated plurality rule of 1849, which 
was discussed in this Hall yesterday. I was led 
by that discussion to an examination this morning 
of that eventful history, and I have before me 
some additional facts from that most interesting 
and instructive (and sometimes most trouble- 
some) of all the volumes to be found m the Con- 
gressional Library—the Congressional Globe; and 
which I shall strive hurriedly to present to gen- 
tlemen on the other side, in the few minutes 
allowed me under therule. The House was told 
yesterday that that celebrated plurality rule in 
1849 was adopted in opposition to the wishes of 
the great body of the Democratic party of the 
House, and that that party was not responsible 
for its passage. Now, sir, the record of the pro- 
ceedings of the House during that eventful period 
shows that no less than nine distinct propositions 
were offered to elect by plurality, of which, singu- 
lar as it may seem, eight were presented by gen- 
tlemen upon the Democratic side of the House, 
and only one by amember from the Whig side 
of the House. 

The first is upon page 5 of the Congressional 
Globe of that session. It was offered by Hon. 
Andrew Johnson, then a Democratie Represent- 
ative from Tennessee, and now the Democratic 
Governor of that State, and reads as follows: . 

t Resolved, That if, on the next vote of the House for 
Speaker, no individual shall receive a majority of all the 
votes cast, the individual receiving a plurality of the votes 
shall be Speaker of the, House of Representatives for the 
present session.” 

And he supported it in remarks, from which 
the following are extracts: 

“He thought the demonstrations which bad been. made 
in their repeated ineffectual efforts proved most conclu- 
sively that they could not elect a Speaker by a majority, in 
any reasonable length of time.” * * ‘He had no other 
purpose than to enable the House to elect a Speaker, and 


proceed withthe business. He wanted a Speaker elected—. 


either a Whig or a Democrat. .. They had.remained blocked 
long enough,” &c. , ; f 

The resolution was premature, sir, for it was 
only the third day of the session, and it was laid 
on the table by a large majority. But.: every one 
of the cleven members. who voted against thus 
killing it were Democrats, headed by my friend 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bococx,] now.in his seat, 
and by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Say- 
AGE] over the way. beds 

The second proposition was by Mr. Stanton, of 
Tennessee, another Democrat, who, on page 6, 
proposed to confine the choice to the four highest 
candidates, and, on the next ballot, to the two 
highest; which was also laid on the table. 

The third proposition was on the 14th of De- 
cember, by the only Whig who offered the plu- 
rality during the whole contest—Mr. Ashmun, of 
Massachusetts, (see page 31;) and this was also 
laid upon the table. : 

The fourth was offered by Mr. Kaufman, the 
distinguished Democratic Representative from 
Texas, on the 17th of December; and as itis a 
modified plurality, arranged on a sliding scale as 
it were, I will read it in full from page 37 of the 
Globe: 

Resolved, That if no person have a majority of all the 
votes cast for Speaker on the next bullot, then upon the 
second ballot after the adoption of this resolution, if any 
member shall receive only one less than a majority of the 
whole number of votes, he shall be declared to be elected; 
and if no person be elected Speaker on the said second bal- 
Jot, then upon the next, or third ballot, if any member shall 
receive only two less than a majority, he shall be declared 
elected; and so on, requiring one vote less to elect for every 
vote taken, until a choice of Speaker is made.” 

This met with no. better fortune than its pred- 
ecessors, for the House had not yet given up 
all hope of electing a Speaker by a majority; and 

it was soon laid on the table. 

The fifth was another proposition, similar in 
its character, offered the next day by the same 
Democratic member, and met with the same fate. 

‘The sixth was a proposition, based on the Con- 
stitution, of which we hear so much, and which, 
if right then, ought certainly to be equally in ac- 
cordance with the spirit of that revered instru- 
ment now. It was offered, sir, by a Democratic 
member from Tennessee, [Mr. Savagz,] who is 
‘again on this floor, but voting now against any 
and all kinds of plurality rules: 

“Resolved, Thatif the House fail to elect a Speaker during 
the present day, it will, upon its meeting to-morrow, apply 
to its proceedings, as far as practicable, the principle em- 
bodied in the 12th article of the Amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, preseribing the mode of electing 
a President and Vice President. 

“Resolved, That the House will, upon the calling of the 
roll, cast its vote for Speaker; and if no person shall have 
a majority of all the votes, then, from the persons having the 
highest numbers, (not exceeding three in the list of those 
voted for,) the House shall proceed to choose its Speaker; 
and if the three persons on the last vote should be voted 
for, and neither of them’should have a majority of all the 
votes, then the House shall choose its Speaker, by another 
vote, from the two highest on the list.” 

That resolution, drawn in its spirit from the 
Constitution, was rejected; but it did not quench 
the zeal with which the Democratic members of 
that day persisted in moving that celebrated rule 
which the Democratic members of this House, 
at this day, so generally condemn and oppose. 

The seventh plurality resolution was offered by 
Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee, (Democrat,) on page 
63, on the 22d of December, and is the one that 
was finally adopted. 

But, pending its consideration, the eighth plu- 
rality resolution was proffered by Mr. Meade, a 
Democratic member from Virginia, to confine the 
choice to the four highest, on the next ballot to 
the three highest, and on the next to the two 
highest. This, too, was rejected. 

And the ninih plurality resolution was offered 
as an amendment by Mr. Kaufman, the Texas 
Democratic member, being his ‘sliding scale,” 
which received a large Democratic support, but 
was also rejected. , 

Finally, the plurality resolution offered by Mr. 
Stanton was adopted by 113 to 106—a majority of 
the affirmative members being Whigs, in pursu- 
ance of the resolution of their caucus, publicly 
declared in its favor, but plenty of Democratic 
members taking care to vote for it to insure its 
passage; and under its operation, as wasgenerally 
expected, Mr, Coss, of Georgia, (Democrat,) was 
elected Speaker... The Whigs voted for the rule 
to end the contest; though, according to the argu- 
ment against it now, it might have been charged 


| (as it-was not) that, in doing: so, 
directly for Mr, Cogg. © 0 ves oe 

I now desire to call the attention of the House 
to a speech made by Governor Johnson, in favor 
of the plurality: rule, which will be found-on page. 
33. It is stated that he proceeded:to address the 
House for an hour and twenty minutes, and his 
speech is summed. up by the reporter in the fol- 
lowing language: iia n : 

_“ He expressed the satisfaction he felt that the propo- 
sition which had been introduced by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Ashmun] seemed to find favor with 
the House. It would be recollected that he had himself 
introduced something of a similar proposition last week. 
So far as he was personally concerned, he was anxious to 
see an organization of the louse by the election of Speaker 
and: other officers, even if it could be effected by no other 
means than a plurality vote. He had no particular affection 
for hisown proposition. If it was right in itself, come fiom 
what quarter it might, he wouid vote for it. 

“ After alluding to the condition of parties in this House, 
which he designated as triangular~ and having also alluded, 
passingly, to the conspicuous part which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Root] had taken in the debate since the 
commencement of the session. Mr. J. proceeded to notice 
the denunciations with which his own proposition had been 
received the other day, and to vindicate that proposition 
from the charge that it was an infringement of the Consti- 
tution.?? 7 : 3 

How fitly, sir, do his remarks in regard to the 
necessity of an organization, and the triangular 
nature of the contest, apply to the present con- 
dition of affairs; and the remainder of his speech, 
in which he denounces Mr. Winthrop, who, on 
the ballot immediately preceding his remarks, 
had a plurality, and might possibly have been 
elected under the rule then—-going so far, indeed, 
i as to say that he would rather vote for Mr. Gid- 
dings than Mr. Winthrop, shows that he was 
unwilling to let the bitterest political or personal 
objections to a candidate restrain him from what 
he considered a paramount duty—the organiza- 
tion of the House. 

I desire now to draw the special attention of 
i the House to a speech made by a distinguished 
gentleman, then a Representative from the State 
of Mississippi, who now represents; in part, that 
State in the other end of the Capitol. I allude 
to Hon. A. G. Brown. But before doing so, let 
me direct attention to the remarks, yesterday, of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houvsron,] 
when he says, speaking to the Republicans: 

“You have a majority on this floor, You have power to 
elect,” &c. — a oe 

Keeping this in view, and though it is not cor- 
rect in point of fact, that we have a working 
anti-Nebraska majority on this.floor, which can 
only be determined by the number of those who 
are willing to act together and codperate as a 
political party—but admitting it for the sake of 
argument, hear what Mr. Brown said in 1849, 
when he proposed a resolution to elect Hower 
Corg Speaker. It will be found on pages 24 and 
25 of the Globe: 


“Mr. Brown remarked, that he had been induced to offer 
this resolution without any consultation with his political 
friends, and without having given the remotest intimation 
to his friend from Georgia (Mr. Cons} of his intention of 
so doing, as he was sure if he had intimated his intention 
to the gentleman, he would have been denied the privilege 
of making this motion. He was sincerely desirous of 
seeing an end put to these protracted votings for Speaker. 
They bad been engaged in this unprofitable business for 
ninc days, and they were now just where they commenced 
on the first morning of the session. Not only were they 
without a Speaker, but without a candidate for Speaker. 
Tt was well known that the political party to which he be- 
longed had a majority in this House—impracticable, it was 
truc, but still a majority; and although they had heretofore 
failed to concentrate upon any candidate in sufficient force 
to elect him, still they had approximated nearer that point 
than their opponents had. ‘Mhere was a little portion of 
the Democratic party who refused to vote with the great 
majority of the party ; but not only was there a like portion 
of the Whig Free-Soilers who refuse to vote with the large 
body of their party, but a portion of the southern Whigs 
who also refused to act with their party. Under these cir- 
cumstances it must be apparent to evcry one, that unless 
something else were done than to continue these party 
votings, no choice at all of Speaker could be effected. 

“ The gentleman proposed in that resolution, he believed 
it was admitted on alj sides of the House, presented as 
many qualifications for the office as any other member of 
the House. That he was eminently qualified in every re- 
spect was admitted by his political opponents, whose oppo- 
sition to him was entirely confined to the difference of their 
political opinions. Being in a majority in the House, he 
conceived that they (the Democrats) were entitled to the 
Speaker; he knew of no good reason why they should not 
have the Speaker. Certainly, if their political opponents 
were in a majority here, he believed it would be right and 
fair that they should have the Speaker. But both parties 
had tried over and over again to elect their candidate, and 
had failed. If they now failed to effect an organization, 
upon whom would the responsibility rest? Itmightbe said 
that it would rest upon those who refused to unite with 


‘they voted in- 


„ions. 


l either party. But could any considerable portion of it rest i 


d failed. to. 
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tiy qualified 
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didate universally acknowlédgéd.to be emin 


to preside over the deliberations of this bot 


proceedings.” >, a PR 

If he had been attempting to describethe. 
ent condition of affairs he could hardly have used . 
more appropriate language (except the names of: 
piskes) if he had been gifted with~prophecy, 
Grant that we have a majority. Itis, ashe said: 
of their majority then, an ‘“ impracticable” oie. 
Now, as then; ‘a little portion of the’? largest 
‘* party refuse to vote with the great majority of 
the party,” ag I most sincerely regret that they. 
do. Now, as then, the gentleman presented b y 
the larger party of the three in the House is nost 
‘eminently qualified” for the duties of the chair. 
Now, as then, ‘the opposition to him is entirely 
confined to the difference of their political opin-. 
” Now, as then, “ it could not be expected 
that, being in the majority, we should voluntarily. 
retire from the contest;”’ and if his argument was 
sound then, that “if their political opponents 
were in a majority here, he believed it would bo 
right and fair that they should have the Speaker,” 
I submit it to the four honorable gentlemen from 
Mississippi, who agree with him in political faith, 
but who vote against any rule by which the ma- 
soniye which my friend from Alabama says wo 
rave here, but which is “ impracticable,” as Gov- 
ernor Brown lamentingly said of his party in 
1849—are enabled to elect that officer, which he 
declared it was ‘‘right and fair” that even a dis- 
united majority should be allowed to have. 

In a subsequent part of his remarks, in a col- 
loquy with Mr. Stanly, of North Carolina, he 
stated that this “ majority”? of which he spoke; 
was obtained by selaaiid the third party—that 
it was a majority of the Democrats over ihe 
Whigs. And this, sir, still more closely ap- 
proximates his remarks to the present condition 
of partics in this House. Excluding the third 
party, there is a clear and indisputable majority 
of the Republicans-over the Democrats; and in 
that light, viewed from the same stand-point from 
which he made his observations in 1849, how 
appropriate and forcible are his arguments now! 
Why gentlemen turn their backs on those argu- 
ments now, I will endeavor to show, if my ums 
will admit, with the passing remark, that having 
proved that the plurality rule, which governs in 
the election of members of this House in every 
State of the Union, was first suggested by a 
Democrat in 1849, repeated eight times by Demo- 
crats, adopted on the motion of a Democrat at 
last, carricd by the aid of Democratic votes, and 
that a Democratic Speaker was elected under it— 
if the principle was a good one then, good faith 
ee that it be conceded now; or, if not con 
ceded, the parties refusing it will be held respons- 
ible for the failure to organize this body. i 

Sir, in justification of their opposition to the 
rule now, they say that if Mr. Bangs is elected 
there will be danger to the Union. Danger to the* 
Union! Now lct me read, and I call particular 
attention toit, the speech of Mr. Meade, of Vir- 
ginia, of almost precisely the same tenor made 
against Mr. Winthrop, when that gentleman was 
a candidate for the speakership: 

“YF an organization of the House is tobe followed by the 
passage of these bills, [prohibition of slavery inthe Territo- 
ries, and abolition of slavery in the District,] if these out- 
rages are to be committed upon my people, Í trast in God, 
sir, that my eyes have rested upon the last Speaker of tha 
House of Representatives,” &c.— Congressional Globe for 
1849, p. 26. 

Thus, sir, the Union was considered in precisely 
the same “danger” then as now. It was con- 
tended as earnestly as now, that after the election 
of a northern Speaker these results might follow ; 
and yet, with all these forebodings held up before 
them, ina speech of more than ordinary eloquence, 
by the gentleman frora Virginia, Democrat after 
Democrat in 1849 proposed, advocated, and voted 
for a rule which might possibly have résulted 
then as now in the election of a Speaker from the 
anti-slavery State of Massachusetts. If, therefore, 
evenat this great risk to the Union, the Democrats 
here aided so largely in the passage of this rule in 
1849, does it not show that this House is now kept 
disorganized, and the public business interrupted, 
by a party unable to elect themselves, merely 
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because they have not quite as good a prospect of 
Success at this time as at that? : i 

But, though the success of this Republican ji 
party is so ‘“‘dangerous’to the Union’? in the esti- 
mation of our opponents, yet, from the speeches 
of yesterday, we were left to infer that, if we would 
only take down one candidate, and set up any 
other; no matter how ultra might be- his record 
on. slavery, the House might be organized, and 
the plurality rule would not then be so bitterly 
opposed., yuiiony sto ping to inquire whether 
their hostility to Mr..Banxs grows out of the 
fact that, during that memorable Nebraska strug- 
gle, he preferred principle to party, and left them 
in the pride of their power to throw himself into |i 
what might have proved a feeble minority, if the 
people had not come to its rescue and its approval, 
these declarations show that this House remains 
disorganized from the opposition of the Demo- 
cratic party to a particular man; that the wheels | 
of Government are blocked because they have a 
personal hostility to his occupying the chief chair |! 
of the House; and that, so far from ‘ devotion 
to the Constitution and the Union,” as the oft- 
repeated phrase here reads—compelling them to 
turn their backs on that rule which, proposed by 
a Democrat, voted for by many Democrats, and 
resulting in a Democratic victory, has passed into 
a precedent for occasions like this—they would be 
willing to give up the contest, and risk all the 
danger to the Union, if we would only choose 
some other man to. rule over them. It is, there- |! 
fore, not principle, but opposition to a man that 
causes the present disorganized state of the 
House. Let gentlemen cxplain this, if they can, 
to their constituents. 

Mr. BOCOCK.. I have not heretofore partici- 

ated in any discussion of the plurality rule, cither 
in 1849 or during the present session; and if the 
entleman from Indiana, [Mr. CoLrax,] who has 
Been attempting to show inconsistency in my 
votes on the question, had been far more success- 
ful in his search into congressional records than 
he has been, 1 should still feel that I had been 
placed in no position before those who understand 
my views on the subject which would be in the 
least degree uncomfortable. I haveseen but one 
single individual placed before this Ilouse in a 
osition of flagrant inconsistency in the matter. 
hen a man comes forward at one time, and as- 
signs as his reason for voting against the pluralit 
rule that it violates a great principle of right, and, 
then at another time comes and votes for the rule, 
in disregard of that principle, that man is incon- 
sistent In the true sense of that term. But, sir, 
when a gentleman admits that the plurality rule 
involves no constitutional or other fundamental 
principle, and that it might be right under one 
state of things and wrong under another, accord- 
ing to the result which is likely to be brought 
about, then, even if we could show him at one time 
voting one way, and at anothcr time another way 
on the question of its passage, still he is involved 
in nothing which can properly be considered in- 
consistency. If, then, in the expectation that 
the plurality rule would have resulted, in 1849, 
‘in the election of a national Democrat to the 
speakership of the ILouse, I had voted for that 
rule, and, in the present condition of things, 
when it would probably result so differently, Í | 
should cast my vote against it, still, sir, I believe 
that these two positions wouid be perfectly re- |! 
concilable. 

But it has not been shown that I have voted 
differently from the vote which I now give. Ivoted 
with my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] and || 
as he again did the other day, against the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. His object the other 
day in that vote was to get a direct vote on the 
ee of the resolution, and then to record 
himself against it. J remember nothing about 
the particular considerations which then governed || 
my action in giving that vote. I know, how- l! 
ever, from the record, that I never did vote for | 
the plurality rule; and, fora stronger reason, I do 
not now, And why? Indeed, Mr. Clerk, if we 
were placed in an ordinary condition of affairs— 
if this was a contest between the ordinary po- 
litical parties—I might hold that we would not 
he justified in standing here day after dey to re- | 
sist any constitutional rule by which the House 
might be organized. I say, sir, that if it were a | 


I for one would be unwilling to resist. any longer 


the plurality rule, even if it resulted inan organi-. 


zation against us. But when I see here on this 
floor arrayed, for the first time, a party purely 
sectional in its organization, and when I see that 
party earnestly, strenuously, and_pertinaciously 
attempting to inaugurate its rule in this country 
by the elevation of one of its own men to the 
Speaker’s chair of this House, I hold that I am 
justified, if I should stand here till the dawn of 
doom, to resist that action by every fair and hon- 
orable means, I ant utterly unwilling to afford 
any facility, either directly or indirectly, for the 
accomplishment of such dangerous purposes. 
Mr. COLFAX. I will ask the gentleman a 
question. I will ask him whether, in 1849, his 
own party did not denounce the Whig party as 
moral traitors, British Whigs, and Mexican 
sympathizers? and, in a presidential message, 
were charged with giving aid and comfort to an 
enemy in war; imputations certainly as grave as 
any now hurled against the Republican party? 
Mr. BOCOCK. 1 did not vote for the plurality 
rule in 1849, perhaps because of my strong ob- 
jections to the position of the Whig party at that 
day, and because therefore I was unwilling to 
afford them any chance of success. But, wrong 
as were the Whigs of that day in politics, they 
were purc, compared to the party of which the 
gentleman is a distinguished member. With all 


| the odium which was sought to be cast on them, 


and with all the severity with which Democrats 
might have thought proper to characterize the 
Whig party of 1849, still I regard them snowy 
white in their innocence, compared with the deep 
crimson of your political guilt. I allude, gentle- 
men, to you who, for the first time in the country’s 
history, are seeking to array one section of this 
Union against the other, with all the rigor of 
party discipline and with all the bitterness of 
party hate. 

I know that though you present yourselves here 
without a vote from south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, you still deny that you area sectional party. 
You cheat yourselves with the delusion that your 
platform makes you national. You declare war 
on the institution of slavery wherever the strong 
arm of this Government can reach it, and call 
that a national platform. To justify so absurd 
a position, you love to employ the specious phrase 
that “ freedom is national and slavery sectional. ”? 
I tell gentlemen that it is a cheat and a delusion. 
I deny that in any constitutional or philosophical 
sense is it true, in this country, that either anti- 
slavery is national and slavery sectional, or, on 
the other hand, that slavery is national and anti- 
slavery sectional. They are both alike sectional; 
they are both alike national. They are both sec- 
tional in the sense that each is confined in its 

revalence to a particular section of the Union. 
They are both equally national in the sense that 
they are alike under the protection of the United 
States Constitution. Rest assured, gentleman, 
that the same Constitution which protects your 


| institutions also protects ours. The Union could 


have been formed on no other basis. This only 


i is equality. Butwhen in your platform you come 


forward and say that your institutions ‘alone are 
entitled to the protection of this Government, and 
that ours are to be discountenanced and restricted 
by its action, then you lay down a sectional plat- 
form and array yourselves into a sectional party. 


| You put us beyond the pale of the Constitution, 


and you force us to fight you by every fair and 


i honorable means; and we shall do it. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, and others. Agreed! 
Mr. BOCOCK. Rest assured that we will do 


it. I would like now to have a few more min- 


| utes than Tam allotted under the rule, for the 
| purpose of answering the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania, [Mr. Grow.] 


Permit me, at any rate, 
to express my astonishment that any gentleman 
should arise on this floor, and, in so flippant a 
way, State as facts what he must know by the 
record that he reads are not facts, as was done 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. He has 
arraigned certain Senators in the other end of the 
Capitol,—among them the honored Senators from 
my own State,—and has stated that they pro- 
tested against the admission of California be- 
cause it excluded slavery. I say, sir, that the 
gentleman must have known from the record 


| Let gentlemen bear this in mind. 


admission of California ‘because: it had illegally 
excluded slavery; and ‘yet, sir, leaving ont of the 
allegation against Senators the very point and 
essence of their complaint, which was that this 
action in California was irregular, wnauthorized, 
and illegal, he gravely charges that southern Sen- 
ators protested against the admission of California 
simply because it excluded slavery. mat 
Mr. GROW. -The extract which I read töv- 
ered that. Gentlemen may put their own con? 
structions on it. as 
Mr. BOCOCK. The charge was made with- 
out qualification; and that charge comes, sir, 
from a gentleman upon this floor who stands 
here now to condemn the doctrine of * squatter 
sovereignty.” He, sir, denying the doctrine of 
“squatter sovereignty,” conies here to condemn 
Senators from Virginia, and gentlemen repre- 
senting other States at the other end of the Gap- 
itol, because they protested against an act’ of 
pure, unadulterated, unredeemed “squatter 'sov- 
ereignty’’—the only one known to the history of 
this country. The case of California was, L say, 
acase of pure squatter sovereignty. The people 
there, without permission from Congress, and 
without the preparatory action of any Territorial 
Legislature; without any authoritative decla- 
ration whatsoever upon the questions who con- 
stituted the people, how much of our territor 
they should embrace: within the limits of their 
State, or who should be the voters to decide 
upon the question of our rights, did themselves, 
of their own mere motion, upon the claim. of 
complete inherent sovereignty in themselves, 
meet together, and by the aid of unnaturalized 
foreigners, roving wanderers, Army and Navy 
officers, and everybody else, did resolve, in ordér 
to conciliate favor in high quarters, to exclude 
the institution of fifteen States of this Union 
from our whole Pacific possessions.. Southern 


i Senators protested against any such illegal act. 


They did right. Southern States protested like- 
wise, and they did no more than right. ` Laffirm ` 
at the same time, that so far as I know, no 
southern Senator or Representative has ever 
raised any objection to admitting a State into the 
Union upon the simple ground that her consti- 
tution excluded slavery, ‘The case of California 
stood upon its own grounds. 

Mr. GROW. Was not Michigan admitted 
into the Union in the same way as California? 

Mr. BOCOCK. No, sir; there never wasexact- 
ly such another case as that of California. Michi- 
gan wasaregularly organized people, formed pre- 
viously into a territorial government. The ¢ase 
of Michigan may have been wrong—it may have 
had too much of squatter sovereignty about it; 
but it differed much from that of California. But, 
Mr. Clerk, let me hasten to another of the gen- 
tleman’s points. The gentleman says, that the 
Missouri compromise was a solemn compact made 
between the North and the South, and mainly by 
southern votes. I beg leave to say here, and I 
will hold myself ready to prove it hereafter, if 
brought in question, that the State which Tin 
part represent upon this floor gave a very large 
majority of her votes in this House against the 
so-called Missouri compromise when it wasadopt- 
ed, and so she was in no way responsible for it. 
(See Note.) 

But the gentleman rises and says with great 
flippancy, and with much glow and unction, that 
it was a compact which the North had kept all 
the time. We of the South, he says, had forced 
it upon them of the North, and that with pious 
fidelity their “fathers had lived up to it for so 
many years.”’ Asif, sir, we did not know some- 
thing of the history of the country! “Why, sir, 
the allegation is utterly unsustained by the. rec- 
ord. It was the action of northern members, 
and not southern, that brought about the restric- 
tion north of the compromise line.. ‘The South 
was utterly opposed to any restriction, And then 
his fathers lived up to it, did they? They disre- 
garded it the next year, and about as often as 
occasion has arisen. Some. years afterwards, 


i when the State of Arkansas, formed out of a part 
| of that. same territory lying south of the line 360 


30’, and the only one which has been so formed 
since the compromise, applied for admission into 
the Union; the gentleman’s fathers cast a large 


; number of their votes—very nearly or quite a ma- 


eéntest between the national Democratic and the 
old Whig party, while it had claims to nationality, f 


jority from that section of the Union—against it. 


that he read that the charge as made was utterly |; 
Mr. CADWALADER. Two to one 


without foundation. They protested against the !i 


..Mr.BOCOGCK.. : Call-you that living-up to your 
plighted faith, if, when-a State came-and applied 
for admission under that compact; two to one of- 
the northern Representatives voted against lt; and 
yet you say that your father religiously lived up 
to the compact! {Here the hammer-fell.}. ... 

.. {Nore.—In the exertise of the privilege usually. 
taken by members of Congress, in preparing their 
remarks for:publication, I desire, in the form, of. 
a note,:to state some interesting facts: touching 
the positions taken above. : pa 

1. As to the passage of the Missouri. compromise. 
The Missouri Territory, being. formed™out: of a 

art of the Louisiana purchase, had in-it -the 
institution of slavery. hen it,asked to be per+ 
mitted to form a constitution, and. come into the 
Union as a State, an effort was made, and sus- 
tained by a majority of the House of Represent- 
atives, to impose upon it. a restriction against 
slavery. This was strenuously resisted by the 
united South, and was defeated by a majority of 
the Senate ‘The contest'between the two Houses 
was protracted and exciting, at one time involving 
the fate of the bill to allow the State of Maine to 
come into the Union. The country became 
alarmed: for the safety of the Union. At last a 
committee of conference of the two Houses was 
appointed, and they recommended, as a compro- 
misé,‘a. plan which had been introduced into the 
Senate by Mr. Thomas, of Illinois, viz: to allow 
Missouri to come into the Union without restric- 
tion, and to declare that in the remaining part of 
the Louisiana purchase, north of the line of 36° 
30’, the anti-slavery restriction should be enforced. 
The question was taken in the House of Repre- 
sentatives first upon removing the restriction 
from Missouri. Upon this question the whole 
of the Virginia delegation, and # believe that of 
the entire South, voted in the affirmative. Then 
the question was taken upon imposing the restric- 
tion upon the remainder of the territory north of 
36°30’, If this was not carried, the whole report 
of the committee of conference must fail, and 
Missouri must still be shut out, or agree to come 
in under the restriction. 

Under these circumstances, a large number of 
southern’ men, including four Representatives 
from Virginia, though utterly opposed to a 
restriction, yet sharing in the gencral anxicty 
about the safety of the Union, voted for the propo- 
sition. A great majority of the Virginia delega- 
tion, however, voted againstit. Out of forty-two 
votes in the negative, cighteen were from Vir- 
ginia, and a large number of the remainder were 
from the other southern States. Mr. Randolph 
not only voted against it, but sought, after its 
passages to defeat it by a motion to reconsider. 
Being foiled in this: attempt by a parliamentary 
maneuver, he introduced a resolution to censure 
the action of the Clerk of the House. 

From this statement, it appears that the Senate 
was then, as now, the conservative body on this 
subject; that the State of Ilinois was then, as 
now, disposed. to hold out the olive branch of 
peace between the. two sections of the Union; | 
that the whole South was then, as now, opposed 
to the anti-slavery restriction; that a large ma- 
jority of the northern members, by pressing the 
restriction upon Missouri, were then, as now, 
ageressing upon the rights of the South, and 
imperiling the peace and safety of the Union; and 
that the South were forced into the so-called com- 
promise to save a portion of their rights, instead 
of being themselves the. party which forced the 
compromise: on the North. It is seen that, of 
those who voted against the compromise, a large 
majority were from the South. 

2, Onthe admission of Missouri. Authority having 
been given to Missouri, under this compromise, 
to form a State constitution, she proceeded to do 
so, and presented herself at the next session 
of Congress for admission into the Union as a 
State. The resolution to admit her was put to 
the vote in the House of Representatives on the 
18th of December, 1820, and was rejected—yeas 
79, nays 93. k 

The debate which preceded this vote was a 
limited one, and it is impossible to state with cer- 
tainty upon’ what grounds many of the votes 
against the resolution were cast. The reason 
mainly assigned in debate was, that a clause had 
béen inserted in the constitution of Missouri pro- 
hibiting the immigration of free persons of color 
into that State.. But when we take into consid- | 


eration the fact, that.a great excitement-had been 


raised. inthe northern States against:-those who 
voted forthe compromise, and: that. almost the 
entire. vote against.the admission of the State was 
from. that section. of the-Union, the presumption 
is. very..strong that-the toleration of slavery in 
her constitution was the ren) ground af objec- 
tion with.many. The National.Intelligencer, pub- 
lished on the 14th December, (the morning after 
the. resolution -was-¥ejected,) hadan editorial, 
from which the following is.an extract: 

<The’ question -which ‘has heen decided negatively by 
the House of Representatives is not in any respect: the 
same as that which was agitated at the last session of Con- 
gress. Itis a question admitting of a difference of opinion, 
Which we have bigh authority for saying is not in all cases 
necessarily a difference of principle. We do not mean to 
say, that the feelings which displayed themselves at the 
last session did not at all operate on this more recent de- 
cision. We belicve that they did operate, sensibly and in- 
sensibly, on the minds of the members of both Houses; 
but their influence has been felt without being avowed.” 

But if this point were in doubt, in view of 
what has already been submitted, another vote 
of the same session would, [ think, set it forever 
at rest. 

The question of the admission of Missouri 
having been again taken up, a joint committee of 
the two Houses was appointed on the subject. On 
the 26th of February, 1821, Mr. Clay, from that 
committee, introduced a joint resolution for the 
admission of the State upon a condition, such 
as could but have removed the objection which 


had been avowed. This was Mr. Clay’s great | 


compromise. It was putto the vote in the House 
of Representatives on the 26th of February, and 
was passed by only six majority. The vote 
was—ycas 87, nays 81; the latter being, with one 
single exception, all northern men, and inéluding 
two to onc of the votes given from that section 
of the Union. 

So I say the Missouri. compromise was disre- 
garded by a large majority of northern members 
at the very next session after its adoption. 

3. On the admission of Arkansas into the Union 
as a State. The following facts from tne record, 
show how far northern members religiously lived 
up to the compromise on this occasion. 

On the Ist of March, 1836, Mr. Sevier, the 
Delegate from the Territory, submitted the con- 
stitution under which she proposed to come into 
the Union as a State. 

On the 18th of April, 1836, Mr. Slade presented a 
remonstrance from Bristol, Pennsylvania, against 
her ‘admission into the Union with a constitu- 
tion which tolerates slavery.” This led to an 
animated debate. 

On the 8th of June, Mr. John Q. Adams gave 
notice “ that when the Arkansas bill came into 
the House, if no one clse moved the subject of 
the restriction of slavery, he should.” 

On the 9th of June, Mr. Adams made his motion 
in Committec of the Whole, where it was debated 
at some length, and voted down. Afterwards, 
during the saine day’s session, Mr. Slade moved 
a somewhat similar one, and it was rejected. 

On the 13th of June, the bill for the admission 
of Arkansas having been reported to the House 
from the Committee of the Whole, Mr. Adams 
attempted to renew his motion for the restriction, 
and was cut off by a question of order. The bill 
without the restriction was then ordered to be 
engrossed—yeas 147, nays 52; all of the latter 
northern men. Onthesame day the said bill was 
passed—yeas 143, nays 59; all of the latter north- 
ern men. 

In the debate on Mr. Adams’s motion for a re- 
striction upon slavery, in the Committee of the 
Whole,a Mr. Hard, of New York, made a speéch 
in favor of the restriction, from which this is an 
extract: 


«& f am aware that it will be, as it has already been, eon- 
tended that, by the Missouri compromise, as it has been 
preposterously termed, Congress has parted with its right 
to prohibit the introduction of slavery within any part of 
the territory of the Louisiana purchase south of 36° 30 
north latitude. There are, to my mind, two substantial 
and unanswerable objections to the soundness of that 
proposition. 

“In the first place, there was no compromise or com- 
pact whereby Congress surrendered any power, or yielded 
any jurisdiction; aad, in the second piace, if it had done 
so, it was a mere legislative act, that could not bind their 
successors; it would be subject to repeal at the will of any 
succeeding Congress.”” 

The occasion on which the northern members, 
by a vote of two-to one, disregarded the compro- 


mise, was the admission of Missouri into the 


Union, not Arkansas; and: it was most... 
bly. to. the former umean the latter ; 
Mr. .Canpwarapver - referred in his. interruption 
above: But it appears that. fifty northern, Repr 
sentatives disregarded it on the-latier occas 

Of. the votes from the State of Pennsylvania, 
given ọn .the admission. of Arkansas.inte .th 
Union, a majority. were. cast against it t 
is said gravely, by. a. Pennsylvania member, that 
his fathers had religiously observed the compro; 
mise. ait & 

The grief of those gentlemen.over the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise, who had, previeusl y 
never spoken of it, but to denounce it, is easily 
understood. Such hypocrisy. is too transparent. 

T have not thought proper, as my.remarks did 
not extend to them, to give the numerous. inr 
stances in which northern gentlemen have refused 
to reaffirm and extend the Missouri compromise. 
As is the fate of men, they discovered. its. excel- 
lence just as it was destroyed. Therefore, is 
their grief the greater.] ULP y 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL.. Irise for 
the mere purpose of adverting to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr..Grow,] 
made in connection with the name of the dis- 
tinguished statesman from Kentucky, now no 
more. They must not go before the country 
without a refutation. I am so indisposed, sir, 
that I can but venture. upon a statement—not a 
spcech—and I beg the indulgence of the House 
and its silence, that my voice may be heard. 
The gentleman has cited Mr. Clay as an author- 
ity for the exertion of the power of restricting 
slavery in the Territories, or upon the admission 
of a State. The records of Congress show. the 
fact, that on the 18th of December, 1818, the 
Speaker of this House (Mr. Henry Clay) pre- 
sented the memorial. of the Legislative Council 
and House of Representatives of Missouri Terri- 
tory, in the name and on behalf of the people of 
that ‘Territory, praying to be penne to form 
a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States. This petition was referred. 
On the 13th of February, 1819, the Committee 
of the Whole was engaged on the Missouri bill 
and then Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, moved 
this amendment: 

“ And provided, That the farther introduction of slavery o. 
involuntary servitude be prohibited, except for the punish- 
ment of crimes, whereof the party shall have been folly 
convicted ; and that all children born in said State, after the 
admission thereof into the Union, shall be free at the age 
of twenty-five years.” 3 

This proposition was opposed in debate by Mr. 
Clay. He aguin spoke against the proposition 
on Monday, February 15, 1819. We have no 
record of Mr. Clay’s speeches, but their charac- | 
ter may be deduced from the replies to his argu- 
ments as made by other gentlemen. Mr. Taylor, 
of New York, especially, answered the arguments 
of Mr. Clay; and we see, beyond cavil, from his 
remarks, that Mr. Clay opposed the amendment, 
not only on the ground of the want of power, 
but on that of expediency. He was then, sir, 
the foremost among those who held this attempt 
by Congress to exercise the power of “ prevent- 
ing the extension of slavery”? as an act of polit- 
ical injustice to one section of the Confederacy. 
Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, in that debate, 
alluding to Mr. Clay, says: 

“The honorable Speaker [Mr. Clay] has said that Con- 
gress has no -right to prescribe any condition whatever to 
the newly organized States, but must admit them by a sim- 
pie act, leaving their sovereignty unrestricted.” 

Mr. Clay explained, that he did not intend to 
be understood in so broad a sense as Mr. Fuller 
stated. Mr. Fuller considered Mr. Clay’s posi- 
tion still untenable. f 

Again: 

“The honorable Speaker cites the first clause, second 
section, fourth article of the Constitution, which he thinks 
would be violated by the condition proposed. in the consti- 
tution of Missouri.’? 

I need not multiply references. Mr, Tall- 
madge’s amendment was carried over the oppo- 
sition of Mr. Clay, by ayes.79, noes 67. The 
bill was reported to the House and consideredon 
the 16th of February, 1819. The first member 
of the amendment was carried—yeas 87, nays 76; 
and the second member was also carried—ycas 
82, nays 78; and the bill, as amended, passed the 
House on the 17th.. The biil wentto the Senate; 
and there, on the 27th of February, this restrict- 
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ive: élause - was struck out, both of Kentucky’s 
Senators (Crittenden and Talbot) voting against 
the restriction. The Houses respectively ad- 
hered to their positions, and thus the bill was 
lost in the Fifteenth Congress. 

T have been thus minute, Mr. Clerk, to prove 
that Kentucky’s statesmen at that day held no 
ambiguous position upon .this great question in 
either branch of the National Legislature. They 
were utterly opposed to this restriction, which 
was then sought to be imposed under the same 
claim of constitutional power as is now advanced; 
and I repeat, that the diligent inquirer after the 
truth can have no difficulty in determining what 
Mr. Clay’s views were at the time. 

There was one occasion during the same Con- 
gress, in which Mr. Clay’s opposition to the 
exercise of this power was still more conspicuous. 
The bill to organize the Territory of Arkansas 
being under consideration, Mr. Taylor, of New 
York, proposed asan amendment the same clauscs 
as Mr. Tallmadge had passed in the Missouri 
bill. The House refused to insert the first mem- 
ber of the amendment by a vote of—yeas 70, nays 
71, but passed the second—yceas 75, nays 73. So 
itwas determined that ‘all sian born of slaves 
in Arkansas Territory shall be free, but may be 
held to service until the age of twenty-five years.”’ 
‘When the question came up on engrossing the bill 
as amended for a third reading, Mr. Robertson, of 
Kentucky, moved to recommit the bill and amend- | 
ment to a special committce, with instructions to | 
strike out the amendment. Upon this question 
the vote stood—yeas 88, nays 88; and Henry 
Clay, from that chair, as Speaker of this House, 
gave the casting vote in the affirmative, and thus 
crushed the attempt to impose this odious restric- 
tion upon a Territory then receiving ils organic law 
Jrom Congress. The amendment was immedi- 
ately struck out, and the report was concurred 
in by the following vote—ycas 89, nays 87. Mr. 
Taylor then tried again his amendment with the 
second member struck off, and again he lost it by a 
vote of—yeas 86, nays 90. 

And now, Mr. Clerk, notice that at this mo- | 
ment of time, the 19th of February, 1819, Mr. 
Taylor, of New York, brought forward. for the 
first time the proposition fora geographical line. 
He said ‘he thought it important that some line 
should be designated beyond which slavery should 
not be permitted,” &c.; and then he offered this 
amendment: 

“That neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall 
hereafter be introdnecd into any part of the Territories of | 


the. United States lying north of 36° and 30/ of north Iat- | 
itude.”? 


Mark the language, sir, and the circumstances 
under which the North brought forward the prop- 
esition for a geographical line. It was to be ap- 
plied to “all the Territories of the United States,” 
and was suggested as a principle of legislation by 
which we were to be guided in all our Territories. 
Discussion ensued; Mr. Strotherthought it would 
be better to withdraw the amendment, and bring ! 
forward the principle in a separate bill. Mr. Tay- | 
lor withdrew the proposition, as an amendment, 
and the bill was passed. 

Thave shown you, sir, that Mr. Clay was early | 
and constant in his opposition to this exercise of | 
the restrictive power either as regards new States, 
or in relation to a Territory of the United States; | 
and I have shown you that the suggestion of re- 
striction down to a named geographigal line was 
then presented, after a defeat, by the leading man 
from the North, ag a principle to be made appli- 
cable to all the Territories of the United States. 
‘When this restrictive clause was applied after- 
wards to the Missouri bill, was it not understood 
as the application of the principle which was io 
be the rale with respect to ‘all the Territories 
of the United States?” 

But let us return to the connection of Mr. Clay 
with the later history of the Missouri case. The 
bill to admit Missouri was brought before the 
Sixtecnth Congress. Mr. Clay was again Speak- 
er, On the 26th of January, 1820, Mr. Taylor, 
of New York, offered to amend the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill by adding a clause requiring 
Missouri “to ordain and establish that there shall 
be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in 
said State, otherwise than in punishment for | 
crime, whereof the party shall have been duly | 
convicted,” &c., &c. The great debate of 1820 
opened at that point with Mr. Taylor’s speech; | 


t 


and while this restrictive amendment was pend- 
ing Mr. Clay spoke, on the 8th of February, 
1820, “ nearly four hours against the right and 
expediency of the proposed restriction.” This 
great speech is also lost, or at least does not 
appear on the record, but Mr. Clay’s position on 
the question pending is distinctly defined; and 
this restriction was inserted in that bill on the 
25th of March, over the opposition of Mr. Clay. 
On the 26th of March Mr. Storrs moved a pro- 
viso prohibiting slavery in‘all the country known 
as Louisiana, north of 360 30’, excepting the part 
included in the State of Missouri. This amend- 
ment was lost incommittee; but when the House 
bill passed and went to the Senate, that body 
passed st with an amendment, which was to 
strike out the Taylor amendment, already alluded 
to, and to insert in lieu the Thomas and Storr 
amendment. The committee of conference be- 
tween the two Houses recommended the striking 
out of the Tayior proviso, and the addition of the 
eighth section of the Missouri act, now called the 
Missourt compromise. ‘Phe Taylor proviso was 
struck out by—yeas 90, nays 87, and the cighth 
section was passed by a vote of—yeas 134, nays 
42. Mr. Clay was never in a position'to vote upon 
these propositions, which occurred altogether in 
the House, he peimg in the chair. : 

Į think there can be no justification, therefore, 
for the member from Pennsylvania to cite Mr. 
Clay’s name as authority for the attempt to im- 
pose the restricuion upon the Territory, since 
he exerted himself, with all the power of which 
he was master, to stay the hand of power through 
all the preceding debates connected with the 
subject, and gave no vote or voice, because of his 
official position, when the deed was in fact done. 


And observe, sir, when the cighth section was | 


added, it was taken as a sad alternative, after 
a northern majority had imposed upon Missouri, 


by inserting Taylors amendment in the bill, | 


a condition which was a detraction from her 
attributes of sovereignty, and a violation of her 
rights. 

Ñ have said on another occasion, that the eighth 
section was taken as a compromise. I have 
shown you that it was introduccd in the preced- 
ing (Fifteenth) Congress as applicable to all the 
Territories of tne United States. Tt was so under- 
stood, doubtless, when it was finally accepted in 


| the Missouri bill, and was so acted upon for years. 


I have said that it was adopted to supply a casus 
omissus of the Constitution, for I have no idea 
the framers of that instrument contemplated the 
acquisition of territory beyond the Mississippi, 
or territory in an unorganized political state, 
beyond thatalready held by the United States at 
the date of the Constitution, and provided for. 
And, sir, I was willing in 1850 to abide by the 
Missouri compromise, as a compromise made by 
men of other times, and to carry it forward to the 
Pacific, or to ‘all the Territories of the United 
States,” which was the true spiritof it. I would 
have done so, as I wouid have executed a treaty, 
for which I was not responsible, and which I could 
not on principle have originally approved. I 
should have acquiesced in it, because it had been 
determined upon by others as the basis of peace, 
and the restorer of harmony to a distracted 
country. 

But, sir, there was not in 1850 one single north- 
ern man, so far as I know or believe, who advo- 
cated the restrictive proviso, then known as the 
Wilmot proviso—who was willing to stand by 
the Missouri compromise as a principle applica- 
ble to “all the Territorics of the United States.” 
They repudiated itasa principle. Andeven now, 
in this Hall to-day, there are few of those who 
clamor about the repeal of the Missouri compro- 


mise line, who will stand by it as a principle, and | 


agree to apply it to “ ali the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States.” They wish to take the benefits of 
the contract, and to shun its burdens. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania himself would not agree 
to extend the Missouri compromise line to the 
Pacific? 

Mr. GROW. I would not. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Try it when you will as 
a principle, and they who are now so eager about 
Kansas will repudiate it, because they desire to 


| restrict the extension of slavery south of that line. 


They now declare it was in the nature of a com- 
pact, but only applicable to the country acquired 
under the name of Louisiana. I say, sir, lt was 
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offered first from the North as a principle to be 
applicable to all- the Territories of the United 
States, and, when adopted in the Missouri case, 
was adopted in. the spirit in-which: it: was first 
offered. The action of the Government in other 
cases proves the fact.. When Texas was annexed 
—aslaveholding republic~why was the prohibi- 
tion north of 36° 30 applied to her andto the 
States to be formed out of. that. part of her. do- 
main? It was done in obedience to what was 
accepted as the spirit.of the Missouri compro- 
mise. Tp other reason can-be given for the act; 
yet Texas was not of the country called Louis- 
jana. 

Why was the proviso applied to. Oregon? Mr. 
Polk, then President of the United States, senta 
special message here, giving, as his reason for 
signing that bill, his determination to abide by 
and carry out the principle of the Missouri compro- 
mise. He distinctly declared, that but for this 
reason he would not have approved the bill; and 
yet Oregon was not held by our “ Louisiana” 
title. Shall these gentlemen stand by and accept 
the principle where it suits their purposes, and 
discard it when they are in pursuit of new objects 
it does not suit? When did the southern repre- 
sentation shrink from it, until northern men repu- 
diated and scoffed it, and said it was limited to 
the domain acquired as Louisiana, and that they 
would not observe it for another inch of the ter- 
ritory of the United States? Never, sir; never. 

There is not a chancellor on earth who would 
not: decree that, upon the facts here exhibited, 
and the necessary implications from the conduct 
of the northern men in the Texas and Oregon 
cases, they were bound to abide the principle in 
its extension to all the Territories of the United 
States; or who would not also decrec, upon the 
facts, that, when the North repudiated the prin- 
ciple of the compromise, and declined to abide 
its extension, the other section was at liberty, 
without breach of faith, to hold the whole as 
abrogated—as not binding in law, nor in the 
forum of conscience. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, here obtained the 
floor. . 

Mr. GROW. I desire to say a word in reply 
tg the gentleman from Kentucky on this point 
of the truth of history. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Illinois 
has the floor. 

Mr. GROW. Iwill not then take up the time 
of the gentleman, but take another oceasion to 
say what I desire. 

Mr. HARRIS. F should not, sir, have at- 
tempted at this time to occupy the time of the 
House for a moment, had it not been for the dec- 
laration made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Grow,] who dared any onc to deny 


what he had assorted. In the full confidence that, 


in the denial of that assertion would be the truth 
I ventured a denial at the time. ‘The statement 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was, 
that Mr. Clay was the supporter of the Missourt 
line of 1820, and he dared any one to deny that 
such was the fact. 

Mr. GROW. I do not think that I dared any 
one to deny it, but I appealed to the record for 
the truth of my assertion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, whether the gentleman 
did or not, his words are taken by the reporters, 
and their record will show how the factis. _ 

Mr. GROW. Very well; let that determine it. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I want to say afew words 
in connoction with this question, and to dispose 
of the challenge which the gentleman has thrown 
out to the House. I state here in my place, that 
the remark which the gentleman made, that Mr. 
Clay favored the territorial restriction, is not cor- 
rect. What docs the record show? In the first 
place I read from the 17th volume of Niles’s Re- 
gister, pages 174 and 175, as follows: 

“ Wednesday, January 26, (1820.) After other business, 
the House went into Committee of the Whole (Mr. Bald- 
win in the chair) on the Missouri bill. 

“The proposition under consideration was an amend- 
ment offered yesterday to the second section of the bill by 
Mr. Storrs, substantially to alter the limits of the proposed 
State, so as to make the Missouri river the northern bound- 
ary thereof??—[with the view of drawing a line on which 
those in favor of, and those opposed to, the slave restriction 
might compromise their views.] 

“Mr. Srorrs rose and withdrew the amendment he of- 
fered yesterday, and in lieu thereof submitted the following: 

“And provided further, and it is hereby enacted, That for- 
ever hereafter neither slavery nor involuntary servitude (ex- 
cept for the punishment of crimes for which the party shall 


‘fave been duly Convicted) shall éxist:in the territory of the 
United States lying north of the thirty-eighth degree of north 
latitude, aud west of the Mississippi river, and of the hound- 
aries of the State of Missouri, as established by this act: Pro- 


vided, That any person escaping into said ‘Territory from’ 
whom labor or service is lawfully claimed in any of the 
States, such fugitive may. be, lawfully reclaimed and con- 
veyed, according to the lawsof the United States in such 
case made and provided, to the person claiming his or her 
Jabor as aforesaid. 3 > t ef 


« On this motion a debate ensued of a: desultory. charac-- 
ter. Messrs. Randolph, Lowndes, Mercer, Brush, Smith 
of Maxyland, Storrs, and Clay, successively followed each 
other in debate.” : ete 

Now, Mr. Clerk, here is the ouly mager ac- 
count we find of the character of that debate; but 
the question here naturally arises upon which 
side of that proposition was Mr. Clay found. 
From the position which Mr. Clay subsequently 
tookin February, in opposition to restrictions upon 
thé State, when he, according to the declaration 
of the National Intelligencer of this city, rose and 
spoke for four hours in opposition, the House 
being in the Committee of the Whole, and when 
the greatest range of debate was allowed, is it 
probable that he would have omitted to state his 
views in reference to this question of territorial re- 
striction? No one can suppose that for a moment; 
and the question’ is, what position did he take 
upon that question? The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. HUMPHREY Marsuatu,] who has 
just taken his seat, has stated certain matters 
which may be adduced collaterally to show what 

osition he took upon that occasion. But there 
is better proof than that—and I take pleasure in 
bringing it to the notice of the House, and I wish 
it to go carefully upon the records of the House, 
as a declaration which I make by authority. 
There is now a gentleman living in this city, ven- 
erable in years, having been near fifty years in 
the service of his country, serving her faithfully, 
whose word has never been questioned, and never 
will be—who was present and heard Mr. Clay 
upon both of these occasions, when he debated 
the resolution of Mr. Storrs and the resolution 
upon State restriction. He took notes of those 
speeches, as he tells me, and he authorizes me to | 
say that Mr. Clay opposed all restrictions cither | 
upon territory or State. [‘* Who is nel Gen- 
eral Jesup, whose authority no man will ques- 
tion, Ele says he heard Mr, Clay upon this floor 
upon both of those occasions, and took notes of 
hisremarks. He has them now, and he proposes 
to give them to the public at a proper time. He 
says Mr. Clay opposed restriction upon both 
branches of this subject, and that he was opposed 
to all restriction. “He also details the line of 
argument pursued upon those occasions. 

But upon other facts of individual recollection, 
from other notes and memoranda taken at the 
time, there can be no doubt as to Mr. Clay’s posi- 
tion upon that question; and it was to correct that 
rnisrepresentation of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and to place the correction before the 
country, that I rose, and for nothing more; and 
having made the statements I have, in connec- 
tion with the remarks of those gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. GROW. I shall say but a few words in | 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois. ‘The effort 
which he has made to change the record of the 
country by citing officers of the Army, or any 
living witness, will not, I trust, be admitted here, 
or in the country, against the declarations of the 
living man, made in the Senate of the United | 
States in his own vindication. ! 

That Mr. Clay was opposed to any restriction 
on the State of Missouri there is no question. 
He resisted it from first to last. That is not the | 

uestion in controversy. The question is, whe- 
thier he was in favor of the adoption of the line 
360 30', north of which slavery should be for- 
ever prohibited; and I will read an extract from 
his own remarks, where he himself, on the sixth 
of February, 1850, gives the history of the whole 
transaction. In that history he clears up the 
misapprehension which existed in the country | 
that he was the originator of that proposition: 
That fact he denied. In that speech he reviewed | 
the controversy, stating his connection with it. 
I did not claim that he was in favor of a restriction | 
on the State, but that he was in favor of the line | 
of 360 30', and that a majority of southern men | 
supportedit. And what is the record? Mr. Clay | 
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says: 
“Mr. Thomas; acting in every instance, presented the 
proposition of 36° 30, and it was finally agreed to. But 1} 


take the: occasion to'say, that among thosé-who agreed to: 
that line, were a majority of southern members.” = 

“My. friend from Alabama. in the Senate, [Mr. King,] 
Mr. Pinckney, from Maryland, and.a majority o the south- 
ern members in this body, voted in favor of the tine of 36° 
30; anda majority of the members in the-other House, at 
the head of whom: was Mr, Lowndes himself, voted also 
for that line... Ihave no doubt that I did also.” 

“But, as I was Speaker of the House, and as the Journal 
“does not show which way the Speaker votes, except in the 
case. of-a tie, I-am not able to tell with certainty how I 
actually did. vote; but J have no earthly doubt that I voted, 
in common with my other southern friends, for the adoption 
of the line 36° 39.) ` š 


` Mr, Clay’s.own declaration, made by himself! 
And the summoning of living witnesses to con- 


tradict him raises a question, not between me and | 


the witnesses whom you summon, but a question 
between the declaration of your own Clay and 
that of your witnesses. There I leave you. 

J leave the record, then, with the living wit- 
nesses whom you summon to impeach the decla- 
ration of your own immortal statesman. 
sir, from the archives of your country comes the 
declaration of one of the living actors of the times, 
that-the South regarded the adoption of that line 
of 360 30' as a triumph. Charles Pinckney 
wrote from this Capitol at midnight—for it seems 
that all of these slavery laws must be passed in 


the darkness of the night; twelve o’clock seems i; 


to be the fitting hour for passing all compromises 
in regard to slavery, and for repealing them—at 
least such is the history of the country—Mr. 


Pinckney, writing from this Hall at the dead į 


hour of the night, in 1820, says: 


“Dear Sir: I hasten to inform youthat this moment we 
have earried the question to. admit Missouri and all Louis- 
ana to the southward of 33° 30, free of the restriction of 


slavery, and give the South ina short time an addition of | 


siz and perhaps eizht members to the Senate of the United 
States. 
GREAT TRIUMPH.” 

It was considered b 
a great triumph. And yet men stand here and 
tellus that it was forced upon them by the North. 


In the Senate of the United States, on the en- | 


grossment and passage of the bill, twenty south- 
ern Senators voted for it—two only against it. 

Mr. SAVAGE, (interrupting.) [rise to aques- 
tion of order. I understand that the gentleman 
from Hlinois (Mr. Harris] yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow]—— 

The CLERK. The Clerk did understand the 
gentleman from Illinois as yielding the floor tem- 
porarily; but it appears that he yielded the floor 
entirely. 


Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Tllinois had | 


yiclded the fluor when I took it; I stated that I 
did not want to encroach upon his time. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I certainly thought that he 
had only yielded it temporarily. 

The CLERK. Under the circumstances, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is in order. 

Mr. GROW. Iwill be through in a minute. 


But four northern Senators voted for that line— | 
But two southern Senators | 


eighteen against it. 
voted against it—twenty for it. Among thclatter 
were both Senators from Virginia, Louisiana, 
Tennessee, Georgia, Kentucky, Missouri, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Delaware, with Mr. 
Stokes, of North Carolina, and Mr. Gilliad, of 
South Carolina—leaving two against 1t. 

Now there is another part of this letter of Mr. 
Pinckney’s, which is testimony cotemporaneous 
with the passage of that compromise which has 
been so ruthlessly stricken down: 

«c To the north of 35° 30 there is to be, by the present law, 
restriction, which, you will see by the votes, E voted against. 
But it is at present of no moment. It is a vast tract, unin- 
habited only by savages and wild beasts, in which not a foot 
of the Indian claim to soil is extinguished, and in which, 
according to the ideas prevalent, no land office will be opene 
for a great length of time.” 


But when a land office comes to be opened, you | 


come here and strike down this restriction—strike 
down everything which the North thought she 
had secured by that arrangement. 


The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. HUMPHREY | 
Mansuart] said, in the way of interrogatory, j; 


that I would not agree to extend the Missouri 


compromise line to the Pacific, That is true. | 
He undertook to say, however, that the North | 


had not been faithful to the compromise of 1820. 
Sir, what was the Missouri restriction applied to? 
To the territory purchased of France—to that 
alone, and nothing else. It was not applied to 
any other territery, for there was no other to 
apply itto. Then, sir, has it not been adhered 


But, |! 


tis considered here by the shaveholding Stutes as a | 


the South at the time as | 


to by the North in its application to the territory 
to which it was applied? Was it not put on the 
statute-book on the 6th of March, 1820;iand-did 
it not continue a valid enactment, without change 
or alteration, till the passage: of the Nebraska bill 
by the last Congress? - How then’ was: it abah- 
doned? Gentlemen complain that whén Missouri 
asked to be’ admitted into the Union, the North 
objected to heradmission. °° 9 ee 
A Memper made a ‘suggestion here'as to ‘the 

opposition to the admission of Arkansas. t” ©? 
_ Mr. GROW. No, sir; Missouri is. the. ques- 
tion. The gentlemen rest upon Missouri.’ “She 
had passed a law, prohibiting the immigration of: 
| free blacks; and the ground of the resistance to 
i her admission was, that she could not enact such 
| a restriction, and not that she tolerated ‘slavery. 
| It was in that compromise that Mr. Clay figured 
jas the originator. He brought in a proposition 
| to harmonize that question, and it passed. But 
| there was no question raised, at that time, about 
the line of 360 30’, nor at any other time, so-far - 
as the Louisiana purchase was concerned, the 
only territory to which thatarrangement applied. 
|| But when the Government acquired new terri- 
|| tory, to which we were asked to apply that line, 
i 
i 


we said “no.” And why? Because, while you 
would hem us in, in our territorial expansion, 
by this line on:the south and the British posses- 
sions on the north, you would be left almost in- 
definite expansion on the south. Would it then 
have been fair for the North to have hemmed 
herself in forever upon twelve and a half degrees 
! of latitude, over which to carry free labor and 
free institutions; while leaving almost indefinite 
expansion to the institutions of slavery? Besides, 
il sir, we had acquired free térritory—territory in 
which slavery was abolished by the laws of Mex- 
ico—and we were asked to make it, by act of 
Congress, slave territory. To sucha proposition 
I answer the gentleman, in the language of Ken- 
tucky’s own illustrious statesman, “ I will never 
| vote, and no human power will ever make me 
vote, to carry slavery into territory now free.” 
That was the declaration of your own Clay, made 
j| on the 6th of March, 1850. It was almost his 
dying declaration, and it will live among the 
proudest legacies that he has bequeathed to after 
times. Sir, I stand with him in declaring that by 
| no act of mine shall slavery ever be carried into 
any territory from which it is excluded by posi- 
tive law. . i 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. The gen- 
tleman. from Pennsylvania will allow me to say, 
that there is not a southern Representative on 
this floor who will vote to carry slavery into a 
Territory now free. 
l Mr. GROW. But the proposition to extend 
| the Missouri compromise line through the acqui- 
sition of Mexican territory was in fact the same 
| thing. It was saying, by legislative act of this 
Republic, that slavery might exist in that Territo- 
| ry, notwithstanding the laws of Mexico prohibited 
jit. We were asked to strike off all restrictions 
|| by a positive legislative act. If slavery had. then 
gone into that Territory, it would have been the 
act of this Government, as in the case of Kansas. 
| If slavery plant itself there, who is responsible 
for it? Lhe men who struck down that restric- 
tion; for, with the Missouri compromise in force, 
slavery could never have gone there. If there it 
|! goes during its territorial existence, while under 
| the jurisdiction of Congress, itis just the same: 
in effect as if carried there by your votes, for you 
permit to be done what you have the power to 
revent. 
Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Clerk, I had hoped to 
pass through our embarrassment in electing a 
| Speaker, without, in any degree, occupying the 
| time and attention of the House upon any of the 
| questions which will agitate the country during 
| the present year. I am notin the habit of giving 
reasons for my vote; I acknowledge no respons- 
ibility execpt to my own constituents; but the 
course of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Cor- 
yAx,] in stating to the House that Thad voted for 
the plurality rule six years ago, may justify me 
in stating why I, at present, pursue a different 
| course. 1 did not offer the plurality rule then, but 
i what I offered was perhaps equivalent to it. I 
| most cheerfully voted for the resolution then of- 
| fered by my colleague, {Hon. F. P. Stanton, ] for 
i the reason that I believed, under it, the honorable 
| gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] would be 
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elected. Speaker... I then voted for Mr. Coss di- 
gectly on the balloting, and indirectly by voting for 
the plurality rule; and I would vote for that rule 
to-day, if it would, in my opinion, elect the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, or the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.] Ido not consider that 
there is any moral principle or constitutional ques- 
tion involved in the vote; and I know that some 
of the gentlemen over the way, who now clamor 
Joudest for the rule, were then its most bitter oppo- 
nents. i 

- When I voted-for Mr. Coss by voting for the 
plurality rule, I voted for a white man, who had 
made up his opinion, and who believed. himself, 
and. every man, woman, and child of the white 
race in the United States, superior to the negro. 
To vote for the plurality rule now would be 
voting indirectly for Mr. Banks; and that would 
be to say, by my vote, that every white man, 
woman, and child in the United States were 
equals with the negro. r . 
equal of gentlemen who preach. this doctrine; 
and, if it suits their purposes, they ma 
to their bosoms, and take him in their families 
as such, but he is not my equal, nor do I con- 
sider any,white man my equal who thinks him- 
self no better than a negro. 

Gentlemen rely upon the language of the Decla- 
ration of Independence to sustain their position; 
but in all matters of doubt in the construction of 
laws and the events of history, the practice and 
understanding. of those who lived and acted at 
the time is-the rule of interpretation. Our revo- 
lution and declaration of freedom embraced only 
the white race. It left the negro a slave, as it 
found him; and these facts are a full answer to 
those gentlemen who have grown wiser than our 
fathers, by declaring an equality of races. In 
voting against. the plurality rule now, L vote 


against this odious doctrine, for it is the effect of | 


the position of Mr. Banks and his followers. 

Lalso then voted for the Missouri compromise, 
of which the gentlemen have spoken so much. I 
think I must have voted for it near fifty times in 
1850; yet Limagine no consideration could now 
make me vote for it. . I have always considered it 
unconstitutional, and that a great wrong was in- 
flicted upon the South in its original passage. I 
doubt not but that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Grow] is correet when be quotes some 
expressions from southern men rejoicing over it. 
They had aright to congratulate themselves and 
the country upon what seemed to be an escape 
from a great and ruinous litigation between two 
sections of the Union, which threatened to end 
in a bloody war. ‘Those parties to this litigation 
had aright to waive their claims of constitutional 
and legal rights, and ‘settle the matters in dis- 
ute,” not according to law, but by agreement. 
They didagree; and although many of our lead 


ing men thought the South had suffered great in- | 


justice, yet her politicians, always in good faith, 
supported the principles of the Missouri com- 
pranise up to the passage of the compromise 


Hs of 1850, which established a principle instead | 


of a geographical line. 


In 1848, the South offered to extend this linc to | 


the Pacific ocean, and only four northern men 
could then be found in this House to help her do 
80. 
here, the South voted unanimously near fifty 
times for the Missouri compromise line; while 
nota half dozen men from the North could be 


forced to vote for it; and I ask the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] if it is not great | 
effrontery in his party to send him here with the 


hypocritical allegation in his mouth, that they 
have redigiously kept their promise. 
confidence in such religious professions; they arc 
intended to cover up deep fraud. These men 
have never becn for the Missouri compromise 
line; they have opposed itatall times. It now 
suits their purposes to come here and how] over it 
to excite their constituents at home. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Mr. Clerk, there was a 
view thrown out by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (My. Grow,] in relation to the contro- 
versy of 1820, which Í think docs injustice, not 
only to Mr. Clay, who was enlogized and justly 
eulogized by that gentleman, but also does in- 
jusuce to Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, and 
oiher distinguished gentlemen from the South, 
who voted for the adoption of the Missouri 
restriction. Ele imputes to those gentlemen feel- 


+ 


The negro may be the 


hug him | 


In 1850, when I had the honor of a seat | 


I have no | 


ings of. triumph upon the part. of the South-at 
the. passage of that measure. He does this, I 
| will admit, with some plausibility, on the idea 
that he is sustained in the declaration made by 
j Mr. Clay in the Senate of the United States. T 
tell the gentleman that that declarationis suscept- 
ible of an explanation, which does not contradict 


|! the idea that Mr. Clay, on the floor of Congress, 


used his mighty eloquence against the restriction 
ither on the State or on the Territories. 

Sir, what was the triumph for which those 
gentlemen took pride in having a part in that 
day? It was not a triumph in having adopted 
the Missouri restriction, but it was a triumph in 
|| having defeated the attempt of northern men to 
deprive Missouri, claiming to have sovereign 
rights, of the privilege of adopting slavery into 
her -constitution. 
the part of the South in an effort to meet the 
North in her design of exclusion of slavery from 
the State of Missouri, notwithstanding the fact 
H that the people of Missouri had adopted a con- 
stitution in which they were willing to take as a 


| institution of slavery. he controversy of that 
| day was against this effort to deny to Missouri the 
| privilege of keeping slaves in her territory if she 
| wished it. That was pressed with earnestness. 
Tit was pressed with power. It was pressed, as 
we are now pressed by northern Republicans, to 
an extent which had roused the southern mind 
to every energy which was necessary to meet the 
great crisis. And how did they mect it? They 
met it by the triumph which saved Missouri; but 


the Territories then yet to be organized, which has 
given us all the trouble there has been about this 
slave question. There was the triumph in which 


saved the bright escutcheon of Missouri; that 


claiming to be the equal of the southern, north- 
ern, castern, or of any other States, she was fully 
entitled to under the plain declarations of the 
Constitution. 
and it was that which Mr. Pinckney alluded to 
when he, at midnight, congratulated himself and 
southorn friends on the fact that a great triumph 
had been achieved. 

Now, sir, this view, too, will reconcile the 
declaration of Mr. Clay with the facts of the case. 


souri restriction--not only the restriction on the 
State but on the Territories; but finding himself 
pressed to the wall to save Missouri, whether he 
voted for it or not, he showed himscli—at least 
other southern men showed themselves, willing 
to extend this line to the Pacific ocean, or as far 
as our territories then extended; and in this view 
T think that we have an explanation of these facts 


no advantage in clatming that southern men were 
exceedingly anxious to adopt this Missouri re- 
Strieuon. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I intend ata proper 
time to reply to the remarks of my colleague from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] by presenting a 
connected historical review of the legislation of 
the United States on the subject of slavery in the 
Territories. Representing, as I do,a northern 
constituency, true to the constitutional rights of 
our slavchoiding brethren, } cannot pass the 
remarks of my colleague without notice. For 
their refutation I desire only an opportunity to 
set forth truthfully what has occurred in the potit- 


to proceed with this historical examination. In 
order to present it intelligibly, I would, however, 
require nearly half an hour; and, as the day is 
already far advanced, I do not ask a suspension 
of the ten-minute rule, but will postpone its pre- 
sentment until a suitable period in the debates 
which are to follow the erganization of the 
House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
pared to go on now? 

Mr. CADWALADER. Iam. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I move that the 
gentleman be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. TAYLOR took the floor. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I have no wish to 
claim the floor given by the consent of others, 
which Ido not invoke, Therefore, a part of my 


Is the gentleman pre- 


| 


The struggle commenced on | 


part of their domestic policy this much-abused į 


‘| unfortunately they met it by a concession as to | 


southern men prided themselves; that they had | 


they had saved to her the sovereignty which, | 


It was something see over; | 


which will give the gentleman from Pennsylvania j 


ical history of our country, with very little inci- | 
dental explanation. I am now fully prepared į 


I 


time is at the service of the gentleman from Louis- 
jana. i 
- Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman will proceea. 


| I will go on with my remarks when he has con- 


cluded. 

A Voice. What is the question? 

The CLERK. The question is on an amend- 
ment to the ten-minute rule, that debate be limited 
to-five minutes.’ f 

Mr. EDIE. Iobjecttoany member occupying 
more than ten minutes in debate. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I do not ask it, and 
I do nof understand that it is accorded to me. At 
any time within the limit of a half hour I desire 
to present, in answer to the suggestions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I hope in refu- 
tation of the premises which he has erroneous 
assumed as historical truths, a connected state- 
ment of the legislation of the Congress of the 
United States concerning slavery in the Terri- 
tories. In doing so, I shall have need of no argu- 
ment. Several of my friends understood this as 
an implied request on my part for the time.. I did 
not mean to make it. I could not sit in my seat 
and allow to pass unnoticed the assumptions of 


-my colleague, who has most erroneously assumed 


his opinions to be those of the great body of the 
constitutional men of the North. 

Mr. TAYLOR. © Mr. Clerk, I am sorry that 
this discussion has sprung up when, under the 
rule limiting debate, we cannot do justice to the 
facts which we can present. Still Í cannot per- 
mit the expressions which have fallen from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to pass unnoticed. 
What he has assumed is an entire perversion of 
history. What was this Missouri compromise, 
of which the gendeman speaks? The gentleman 
forgets its history. This pretendon compromise 
was a simple act of the National Legislature, 
standing upon our statute-book; and the circum- 
stances connected with the adoption of that act, 
and of the admission of Missouri into the Union, 
show that his assumption is a perversion of 
language and of facts. 

Mr. Clerk, when the people occupying the then 
Territory of Missouri had increased in numbers 
so that they were entitled to apply for admission 
into the Union, the Congress of the United States 
proceeded to take the action necessary to cnable 


į that people to frame a constitution for their gov- 
|| ernment when the Territory became a State. 
He did, with all his cloquence, oppose the Mis- | 


When the matter was agitated in the House of 
Representatives, instead of according to them the 
liberty of choosing for themselves their own in- 
stitutions, opposition was made to it by the north- 
ern members of the House, and, by their votes, 
the right was denied them. Instead of extending 
to them that Republican, that Democratic right, 
the benefit of that principle which is the basis of 
all republican institutions, the House of Repre- 
sentatives adopted an act providing for the organ- 
ization of a government prohibiting slavery 
within the limits of the Territory of Missouri. 
That act went to the Senate of the United States, 
and there it met with opposition. It could not 
have passed the Senate, because, though the south- 
ern States were in an inferiority of numbers in 
the House of Representatives, they stood equal 
to the northern States in the Senate. And then, 
a gentleman from one of the States of the North, 
Mr. Thomas, of Ilinois, proposed to get rid of 
the difficulty, and to permit the people of Mis- 
souri to meet in convention and adopt such insti- 
tutions as they saw fit, on the condition that sla- 
very should be excluded from the territory beyond 
the limits of the contemplated State, north of 360 
30. That proposition was acted on in the Senate 
of the United States; it passed, and was sent back 
to the lower House; it received the sanction of 
the lower House, and became an act of the Na- 
tional Legislature; and what was the result? Is 
this the act which the gentleman says was a com- 
promise? A compromise binds all the parties to 
1t. But what was the fact in thisinstance? The 
people of Missouri elected delegates who met in 
convention, and framed a constitution, and in that 
constitution, exercising their inalienable rights, 
they sanctioned the institution of slavery, and 
made it permanent. 

When that constitution was brought into this 
Hall, and submitted to the consideration of the 
National Legislature, how was this ‘¢ compro- 
mise’’-as the gentleman is pleased to call the 
act in question—regarded? “In this Hall, the 


Pass See ae 


eel meae 


representatives’ of the people of the:whole united 
North rojected that Constitution, and denied the | 
right which had been accorded-to the people of... 
Missouri under the provisions of what this geh- 
tleman calls a ‘sacred. compromise,” and they | 
did it upon the very ground that the people of 
the Territory, acting within the limits of the 

ermission given to them by that act of Congress, 
had seen fit to permit the institution of slavery 
to exist amongst them. ` : : 

If.the act which the gentleman insists was a: 
« compromise’ was So, Was. it not binging on 
the North as wellas the South? Had the North 
such superior rights in this Confederacy: that 
they were at liberty to disregard it on their part, 
and still leave it operative ahd “binding on the 
South? In transactions between men, if one view 
late a compromise deliberately entered into with 
his neighbor, by denving. to him what the com- 
promise granted him, the compromise itself is at 
an end, and he has no longer any right to expect’ 
anything under it from his neighbor. And is it 
not so among States and nations? “But let me go 
on. i 
This violation of an act of Congress, upon the 

faith of which the people of Missouri had acted, 
by Representatives of the North, kindled a flame 
in the South, and this Union became the scene of 
one tremendous agitation. All the elements of 
jopular feeling were aroused and set in motion. 
he: North was arrayed against the South; the 
South, deprived of her rights, rose as one man; 
and it terminated in a conflict of so serious a 
character that the fell spirit of discord menaced 
the Union, and those who had been parties to the 
wrong shrunk back aghast from the evil spirit 
which they had evoked, Then it was that that 
man who, I trust, will ever live in the affections 
óf the American people—that man whose name 
has been descerated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, when he mentioned it in the spirit in į 
which he spoke—came forward and threw oil | 
upon the troubled waves of political agitation. 
he lust of political power, which had impelled | 
the North in perpetrating the wrong complained 
of, gave place to the spirit of conciliation; the 
difficulty was composed. And how? After the 
terms of what the gentleman calls the compro- 
mise had been violated by the North—after the 
legal provisions enacted by all the legislative de- 
partments of this Government had been trampled 
under foot—the North stopped short; she feared 
to carry out the wrong which she had begun, and 
then the whole contest terminated by Mr. Clay’s 
proposing—what? The true ‘*compromise.”’ 
And that was nothing more than a tub to the 
whale. 

In the constitution adopted by the people of 
Missouri there was, besides the provision recog- 
nizing slavery, ancther in which the entry of | 
free negroes:into the State was prohibited. ‘This 


was objected to; and the proposition of Mr. Clay, || : c 
jı Indiana had seen fit to examine the votes which 


which had the effect when adopted, was to the 
effect that. this particular feature in that consti- 
tution should be understood in such a manner as 
not to impair any of the constitutional rights of 
any class of persons. The proposition of Mr. 
Clay simply went to this extent, and no more; 
and thus, if there was any ‘‘ compromise” which 
was in force after the termination of the Mis- | 
souri contest, it was one operating on the free | 
negroes living out of that State, and who might 
desire to go into it, and not on any territory be- 
yond the limits of the State. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will not, at this late | 
hour of the day, take up the time of the House 
by saying anything - I offer a proposition, which 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. CoLrax] agrees 
to accept in lieu of his proposition, and I call for 
the previous question upon it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That, until a Speaker shall have been elected, 
no debate on any subject or under the form of personal ex- 
planation shall De in order; but any member attempting to 
speak shall be held to be out of order, unless unanimous 
consent of the flouse shall first have been hud, upon the 


question. being submitted by the Cierk. | 


Mr. LETCHER, I move to lay the whole | 
matter on the table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina will withdraw the | 
call for the previous question for a moment. 


| that_the Democratic 


Mr. CLUNGMAN. Iwil withdraw itfor my 
friend from Tennessee. 


“Mr. JONES. Fmerely wish to express: the: 
Hope’ that thé Housé wil. adopt ‘the’ resolutions: 
and, after we have adopted it, let us adjourn and 
come: back here-on Monday-and’iry. and execute 
it for a few days, and see if we can effect any 
result by it. ee e 

“Mr. HOUSTON. I the gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee will withdraw his demand for the previous 
-question, L desire to say a word in correction of 
the fact stated by the gentleman from Indiana 
this morning.” : 

-The CLERK. The previous question isde- 
manded, and therefore debate is not in order. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the demand 
for the previous question has been withdrawn. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Alabama 
is still out of order, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lercuer] has moved to lay the reso- 
Yution upon the table, and debate is not in order 
on such a motion. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to withdraw his motion. 

Mr: LETCHER. I withdraw it, provided the 
gentleman will renew it. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will renew it. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cotrax] this morn- 
ing stated, that the contest in 1849 was precisely 
the same as the contest here; and he saw fit to 
read from the speech of Governor Brown, of 
Mississippi, made during that contest, to prove 
the fact which he asserted. I regret that the 
gentleman was so limited: in his reading of that 
speech; for if he had done himself as well as the 
House the justice to read the balance of Gov- 
ernor Brown’s speech, he would have found that 
he totally misapprehended the point presented by 
that gentleman. When Governor Brown offered 
that resolution, the contest was between the Whig | 
and the Democratic parties, and that, as between | 
those parties, he contended that the Democrats 
had the majority, and therefore ought to have 
the Speaker. It was nota contest as to which 
had a majority of the whole House; that was not 
the point. 

Mr. COLFAX. I said thatvery thing. Ire- 
marked that he spoke of the majority as between 
the contending parties. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman admits 
that, then there is no force whatever in his argu- 
ment, because Governor Brown expressly states 
that, as the Democratic party hada majority over 
the Whig party, it was entitled to the Speaker. 

Mr. COLFAX. Precisely; and J say here that 
the Republican party, having a majority over the 
Democratic party, are entitled to the Speaker of 
this House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The cases are by no means 
analogous, for though Governor Brown stated | 
pony, had a majority over | 


ne 


the Whig party, yet : i 
party came in, neither party had a majority. That 
is the truth of the case; and if the gentleman from 


were taken during that contest, he would have 
found the fact to appear that neither party had a 
majority. The Democratic party had a majority | 
of one or two over the Whig party. ‘The gentle- | 
man from Indiana must have known that neither | 


i party had a majority, when taking into consid- ; 


cration the fact that the Free-Soilers—some of | 
whom previously had been Democrats, but in | 
1848 abandoned that party organization—acted | 
by themselves. 

Mr. COLFAX. [I stated the facts precisely 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman says he 
stated precisely the facts which I now state. 
Then I would like to know the point of his 
speech. The House was then divided into three | 
partics—the Whigs, Democrats, and Free-Soilers ! 
—neither having a majority of the whole House. i 
Now the House is divided into three parties, but 
the party of which the gentleman from Indiana is 
a member has a majority over the other two, as 
shown by the debates on yesterday, as well as 
by the voting which has been had. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to state to the gentle- 
man from Alabama that the last vote taken for | 
Speaker by this House would have elected either ; 
Mr. RichArpson on, Mr. FuLLeRr, if the friends 
of those gentlemen had been united. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And the last vote Would | 
have elected Mr. Bayxs, if his friends and the 
friends of Mr. Futter had united. The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Howarp] is full a half | 


LOBE 


he said when the Free-Soil |} 


century behind: the: age.: “The: case put byshiny 
presupposes the fusion of the. Democratieand:, 
Cnow Wothing- parties, which: is. not the : point 
under: examination.: ‘In. 1849.-the Free-Soilers 
could: have united and. made: an ‘election. atiany: 
time. The opposite parties- here «ate, Hot. -pro-. 
posing to unite; the difficulty now is, that: the: 
Republican party cannot unité its own embers. 
If they could, they could elect, ag is shown by: 
nine tenths, if not nineteen :twentieths,: of the 
votes which have been taken during the session. 
In 1849 it was not so. The Whig party could. 
not elect—the Democratic party could. not elect, 
because of the Free-Soil Whigs and Democrats 
who had left their respective parties, and: weré 
acting independently. Neither party had a ma~ 
jority of the whole. That is not the case now, 
as I have already shown. It is not expected that 
parties acting in opposition ‘to each other, as the 
Republicans and Know Nothings, the Republic- 
ans and Democrats, the Democrats and Know 
Nothings, will themselves combine and. destroy 
the organization of the one or the other for the 
purpose of an election. Such a thing might take 
place; but it is not usually to be expected. 

Mr. ORR. I wish to correct the statement of 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Howarp.} 
On the vote to which he referred, Mr. RicuarD- 
son received 69 votes, and Mr. Fuxzer 3] votes, 


making 100; necessary to a choice, 102. Sothe 
gentleman’s statement is erroneous. 
Mr. HOWARD. Let me explain. Messrs. 


Ricuarpson and FuLLer received 100 votes. 
Mr. Ricwarpson voted for Mr. Suorrer. If 
Mr. FurLer had withheld his vote, 101 would 
have been sufficient to elect, the precise number 
received by Messrs. RICHARDSON, FULLER; and 
Suorrer. [Laughter.] ; . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatshows the importance 
of gentlemen looking properly into the facts be- 
fore they propose to state them to the House. I 
had not looked at the vote, and, of course, I was 
not prepared to answer him. 3 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (inwrrupting.) I rise to 
a point of order, I believe the previous question 
was moved, and I do not understand that it has 
been withdrawn. 

The CLERK. It has been withdrawn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will not speak ia opposi- 
tion to the wishes of gentlemen. 

I say to the gentleman from Indiana, if he had 
read through a few other of the speeches delivered 
upon Governor Brown’s resolution, he world 
have found, from the statements made onail sides, 
that neither party, in truth, had a majority in 
Congress in 1849, 

Mr. COLFAX. Icould have read from several 
of those speeches, if the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi had not consumed some three minutes of 
my time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, my friend was, at 
least, unfortunate in leaving out the precise para- 
graphs omitted by him, if his desire was to pre- 
sent the true point, and to present the facts on 
both sides. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I now insist upon the 
previous question; and I hope we shall get a 
direet vote upon the resolution. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Lercuer] moves to lay the resolution upon 
the table. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
drawn. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from North 
Carolina will withdraw his resolution, and let us 
take a ballot. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
we ean get a ballot. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman cannot get a ballot 
for some time if he persist in his resolution. 

_ Mr. CLINGMAN. I do persist in it, never- 
theless. 

Mr. ORR. Then I moveto lay it on the table; 
and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SNEED. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. . 

‘The question was taken, and the motion was 
not agreed to. . 

The ycas and nays were ordered, thirty-seven 


That was with- 


As soon as it is adopted 


i members rising in their seats. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina,te limit the oper- 


ation of his resolution to the next week. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will do so. [To the 
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Clerk] Strike out the words, until a Speaker 
is-elecied,’’? and insert in lieu of them, “‘ for one 
week from this time.” 

Mr. BOYCE. I hope the resolution will not 
be adopted. What do you gain by that? — 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) Debate is out 
of order. 

‘Mr. CLINGMAN,. You can rescind itat any 
time. 

The resolution being modified, so as to re- 
strict its operation to one week, the roll was 


called on the motion to lay on the table, and there | 


were—yeas 61, nays 128; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, i 


Boyce, Burnett, John P. Campbcil, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, Saunpson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Werbert, Houston, J. Glaney 
Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMiullin, MeQueen, Mill- 
son, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, Powell, Ready, 
Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, William Smith, Sne 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Valk, Walker, Wat 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and Jom V. Wright— 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, B 
Henry Bennett, Hendiey S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghu 
Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Bu 


fingion, Burlingame, James. H. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 


Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Heùry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, y, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, E 

English, Etheridge, Foster, G 
Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Harr » Haven, Hickman, 
Hofiman, Holloway, Toomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Nori 
ton, Ioward, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keliy, 
Kelsey, Knapp, Knigt iter, 


nt, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, J 
cham, Sinith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Nor 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce. Pelton, Pettit, 


Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Robbins, | 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, | 


Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, "Thurston, Todd, Trafton, ‘Trippe, 
Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waidron, War- 
ner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eiliha B. Washburne, 
fsrac] Washbwn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth--128. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. SNEED said: I have been desired by my 
colleague, Mr. Smiri, to state that he has paired 
off for the remainder of the day with Mr, Rircur, 
a Banxs man. 

Mr. EDIE. [have been desired by my col- 
league, Mr. Kunxer, to state that he has paired 
off for the day with the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Mr. Brancu. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. ORR. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Wil the Clerk read 
resolution again? = 

The resolution was again reported, the modi- 


I move that the House 


the 


fication limiting its operation to one week having | 


been made. : 


Mr. EUSTIS. I move that the House do now | 


adjourn. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That motion is not in || 


order, as it has just now been voted down. 
The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that some 
sort of business has been transacted, the yeas and 


nays having been ordered, and is therefore of j! 


opmion that the motion is in order. 

The question was taken, and it was not agreed 
to. 

The roll was then called on the question of the 


adoption of Mr. Cuayeman’s resolution, and there |) 


were—yeas 119, nays 74; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Al 
ry Bennett, Benson, Cillinghur 
Bradshaw, B 
walader, Lew 
Howell Cobb, W 


st, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 


Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberis, Sabin, 
Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Wiliam R. 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Todd, Fratton, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warncr, Cadwal- 
ader Č. Washburne, Elihu B. Washbume, Israel Wash- 


s Edwards, Einrie, $ 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, i 


f 
| 
i 
|; are necessary for the de 
l 


n, Banks, Barelay, Jen- | 


7 
! burn, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, ‘and 

Woodworth— 119, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Burnett, Jobn P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davkison, 
Bowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, | 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
| Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
i shail, Maxwell, McMulin, McQueen, Milson, Moore, 
| Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Porter, 
| Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Riecaud, Richardson, Ruf | 
j fin, Rust, Savage, Scott, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, 
‘falbott, Taylor, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Williams, Wins- 
low, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—74. 


So the resolution was adopted. 
| Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
i do now adjourn. 
The question was taken, and the motion was | 
agreed to. 
The House thereupon (at half past three ; 


i 
d 
| o’elock, m. 


IN SENATE. 

Monpay, January 21, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
i| The Journal of Thursday last was read and ; 
|! approved. oo . 
| Hon. Sam Hovusron appeared in his seat this | 
| morning. 
i COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed i 
‘Messrs. Jonxsox, IUTZPATRICK, and FESSEN- 
pex, members of the Joint Committee on Print- 
i ing, on the part of the Senate. 
| PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Jacob 
| Washington Morse, who served in the Navy 
| during the last war with Great Britain, praying | 
ito be allowed arrears of pay, and a pension; | 
| 
| 
4 
t 
| 


which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
| sions. | 
Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Rufus | 
K. Lanc, a soldier inthe last war with Great | 
| Britain, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; | 
li which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
i sions. 
| Also, a paper in relation to the claim of Ben- 
| jamin Berry, a revolutionary soldier, to a pen- 
| 
| 


i sion; which was referred to the Committee on į 
Pensions. | 
Mr. RUSK presented a letter of C. Vander- | 
bilt, on the subject of ocean mail service between | 
l! the United States and Europe; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. | 
Mr. CLAY presented the petition of citizens | 
of De Kalb county, Alabama, praying that Sarah | 
Benge, widow of Obadiah Benge, a revolutionary | 
soldier, may be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
i ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
i On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 
i Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
i: meet on ‘Thursday next. 
| 


HARBORS ON THE COAST OF TEXAS, | 


i 
| 

H e A 2 F 

4 Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; | 
' which was considered by unanimous consent, and 

i 

| agreed to: 

| “Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to ! 
| inform the Senate whether, in his opinion, any fortifications ! 
i se of the harbors of Galveston, | 
; Suduria, and other harbors upon tae coast of Tex and i 
` so, to furnish estimates for the sums of money necessary i 
to he appropriated for the construction of such fortifica- | 
tions. | 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 


o'clock, p. m.) adjourned till Monday, at twelve jj 


a 


Grdered, That the papers on the files of the Senate re- 
tating to the claim of Leslie Combs to a pension, be referred. 
to the Commitee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 
! Ordered, That the papers in the case of Abel S. Jackson, | 
i be withdrawn from the files, and referred to the Cominittee | 
on Pensions. 
On motion by Mr. FISH, it was | 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Augustus Ford, | 


ion for a chart of Lake Ontario, pre- i 
the war of 1812, for the use of the į 


praying for comper 
j pared by him dw 

| squadron on that lake, before his entrance into the public 
| service, be withdrawn from the flies of thg Senate, and 
| referréd to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H 


i 
i 
On motion by Mr. IVERSON, it was | 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Lewis Rallston, | 
praying for remuneration for the loss of his improvements, | 


i 


contrary to the provisions of the Cherokee treaty of 1835, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


‘Ordered, That the memorial and papers of John L. Wor- 
den, praying compensation for extra naval service, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Court 
of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That William Money, who prayed for payment 
for horses taken from him during the Mexican war, have 
leave to withdraw his memorial and papers. 


On mgtion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 
Ordered, That George Stealey, who prayed to be com- 
ed for expenses and services while on a mission to 
tribes in California, have Jeave to withdraw his 
memorial and papers. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. : 
Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Thomas 
R. Gedney, a commander in the Navy, who has 
been placed on the furlough list, praying that he 
may be transferred to the retired list of the Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas Petigrew, late 
a coramander in the Navy, who has been dropped 
in consequence of the recommendation of the late 
naval board, praying to be restored to his former 
position in the service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Paine, a captain 
in the Navy, who has been placed on the reserved 
list, praying to he restored to his former position 
in the Navy; which was referred to the Commit-* 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, 
South Carolina, in relation to the action af the 
late naval board, in consequence of which Lieut. 
J. N. Maffitt has been placed on the reserved list; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to present the memo- 
rial of Charles Gray, late a passed midshipman 
in the Navy, who was dropped in consequence 
of the recommendation of the late naval board, 


j praying to be restored to his former position in 


the service. I may state one fact connected with 
this case. The removal must, I suppose, be re- 
garded as having been for inefiiciency. The fact 
is, that the memorialist has heen twelve years and 
cleven months in the service of the United States; 
and during that period of time he has been ‘at sea 
eleven years and six months, and has been en- 
gaged on shore duty for nine months; so that he 
has been for nearly the whole period in active 
service, but yet he is found to be an ineficient 
officer! I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE, Mr. President, I present the 
memorial of Captain Charles Boarman, of the 
United States Navy, who has been placed on the 
retired list by the late naval board. This gentle- 
man supposes, and I presume rightly, that he has 
been placed on that list because of his supposed 
inefliciency; whereas, he says he is at the present 
time possessed of as sound a constitution as any 
officer in the Navy; he isin the most vigorous 
health, and fecls himself quite as competent and 
willing to perform the most active and arduous 
service as he ever has been. He entered the 
Navy, I think, at about thirteen years of age, 
before the last war with Great Britain. He has 
seen a great deal of service on the lakes, at sea, 
and on shore. Te was selected (because he was 
said to be a good naval officer as first lieutenant) 
as commander of a frigate, and has been assigned 
to the command of numbers of vessels; and 1 
believe he has served for three years in command 
of the navy-yard at New York. All the duties 
of these places he discharged satisfactorily to his 
superiors. 

He says further, that, during all his service, 
he was never suspended, court-martialed, or 
arrested. He never was complained of, nor was 
there ever any reason to complain of him as being 
intemperate, even ina single instance. He knows 
that he is younger than some of those who have 
been retained. He feels that he is in as vigorous 
a condition of life as any man in the service, 
perfectly ready to discharge any duties which 
may be assigned to those on the active list. He 
thinks, therefore, that he ought not to be put on 
the reserved list, which implies that he is inefii- 
cient. He furnishes pretty good testimony for 


all:that Be says.’ I rove’ that- his- memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

The motion was agreed tov" 0an 

Mr. PEARCE. I present. also the memorial 
of Samuel W. LeCompte, late a commander in 
the Navy of the United States, who has been: 
dropped from the Navy list'by the, action of the 
retiring board. . This gentleman says, that during 
the carly part of his career he performed all his 
duties oftctentl and faithfully. He admits, how- 
ever, that his health is such that he is not now 
efficient; but his inefficiency has not been occa-s 
sioned by any demerit of his own. He was struck 
with paralysis in 1830. He has never entirely 
recovered, though he has been sufficiently better 
at times to be employed on shore@uty; and during 
the Mexican war he offered to take command, and 
indeed to go as a volunteer, and’ wait until the 
casualties of war should give him an opportunity 
to fill a vacancy. He-admits that it would have 
been right to place him on one of- the reserved 
lists; but he complains of the hardship of being 
dropped from the service when, as he says—-and 
I incline to think truly—he has been guilty of no 
misconduct which has occasioned his inefiiciency. 

. I move that this memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
irae the petition of Matthew F. Maury, a 
ieutenant in the Navy of the United States. The 
penitioner represents, in substance, that he has 
een injured in his good name, and deprived of 
valuable professional privileges without just cause; 
that the Navy has suffered detriment, and, in his 
opinion, is likely to suffer still greater detriment, 
by reason of the proceedings of the naval board 
appointed by the Seeretary of the Navy to carry 
into effect the provisions of the late act of Con- 
gress, “to promote the efficiency of the Navy.” 

The petitioner further represents that, in his 
opinion, the officers of the board misinterpreted 
the law in many of their-findings. He conceives 
that the intention and true interpretation of the 
law was not to retire or dismiss all the officers on 
the Navy list who should be found incapable or 
incompetent to perform all the duties which might 
be assigned, at the discretion of the Navy De- 
partment or of the Government at any time, to 
naval officers, both ashore and afloat; for he 
says that very few officers on the Navy list would 
be found to stand the test of so rigid a scrutiny, 
and that but few officers of the Navy are perfect 
masters of every branch of art and science con- 
nected with the naval service. He thinks that 
the true interpretation of the law is, that the 
board should only report all officers whom they 
should find to be incompetent or incapable of 
performing efficiently and promptly the duties 
attaching to their respective officcs and grades, 
and which may be assigned to them in the ordi- 
nary administrative discretion of the Depart- 
ment. 

The petitioner states that he entered the Navy 
of the United States in 1825; that he has been in 


the service, now, about thirty years; that during | 


that period he has been engaged in active service 
upwards of twenty-two years; and that he has 
never been tried for any offence, nor, to his 
knowledge, has any accusation been made against 
him. He further says that, during the whole 
period of his service, he has devoted himself 
zealously to, the discharge of his official duties; 
that, during the same period, except a temporary 
disability incurred in 1839 by the capsizing of a 
stage coach, while acting in obedience to the 
order of the Navy Department, he has held him- 
self fully competent to discharge his duties 
promptly and efficiently, both ashore and afloat. 

He further represents that the service ashore, 


in which he has been engaged as superintendent | 


of the Observatory, was assigned to him without 
any solicitation on his part, and that in the mcan 
time, and during the Mexican war, he applied 
for active service at sea, but his application was 
denied. 

Under these circumstances, he conceives that the 


sentence of professional degradation pronounced | 
against him by the late naval board, placing him | 


on the reserve list, debarring him of all future 
promotion, and subjecting him to the mortifica- 
tion of seeing his juniors promoted over his head, 
has not been deserved by him; that it is unjust 


‘board, in their various examinations and findings 

so deeply affecting the character and professional 
prospects of their brother. officers,—conducted, 
as far as he is informed, in secret, without any 
notice being given of charges -or accusations to 
the parties concerned; without the obligation of 
an oath or pledge’ of honor; without any record 
of the grounds or Specifications of the causes of 
incompetency upon which they based their find- 
ings, or of the votes given by the respective mem- 
bers for or against their finding, or any of those 
checks usually resorted to in order to insure in- 
dividual responsibility aid prevent the operation 
of the passions of jealousy, of personal hatred, 
of selfishness,—an outrage upon national justice, 
and a violation of the spirit of all law. 

The petitioner further states, that he does not 
perceive that the board adopted any uniform rules 
as to what should be held sufficient grounds or 
reasons upon which to base a finding of incom- 
petency for their own guidance; and that, if they 
did adopt such rules, 1t-is manifest they did not 
adhere to them uniformly; and that cach member 
of the board was left at liberty to exercise his 
own individual and irresponsible judgment as to 
what he would consider sufficient ground upon 
which to base a sentence of condemnation. He 
believes that this irresponsible course of the board 
is well illustrated in his own case; for in what- 
ever category of the particular reasons or grounds 
on which, it may be supposed, the board acted in 
thew findings of incompctency he is placed, he 
finds that other officers‘of the Navy, who were in 
a less favorable situation than himself, have been 
retained on the active list. For example: if he 
was classed with those who have been regarded 
as incompetent on the ground that he had one of 
his legs fractured or broken, he perecives that 
other officers of the Navy, some of whom have 
lostan eye and have been otherwise maimed, have 
been diiferently treated; and that one officer of 
the board who has had his leg twice broken, is 
still retained on the active list. If he be classed 
with those who ought to be considered as incoim- 
petent from the great length of time during which 
they have performed no service at sea, he finds 
that a member of the board has been retained on 
the active service list who has been a much 
longer period of time without having performed 
any service at sca than himself. Again: if he 
be classed in the category of those who have 
served at sea but a small portion of their time in 
proportion to the whole time of their official 
term, and for that rcason ought to be presumed 
to have shunned duty afloat, and should thercfore 
be found incompetent, it appears that many officers 
who have done service at sea a much shorter 
period of time in proportion to the term of their 
official existence than himsclf, have not been 
retired or dropped from the rolis. 

He takes notice that the officers of the board, 
in their findings, have been exposed to strong 
temptations to do injustice to others, inasmuch 
as the removal of every officer standing above 
them on the register operated as a promotion 
and advancement of themselves; and, while he 
makes no charge that the members of the hoard 
have been influenced by any such unworth 
considerations, he thinks it a matter which 
should excite suspicion and invite investigation 
that, of the three hundred and sixty-two officers 
standing on the list above the junior member of 
the board, one hundred and thirty-two were 
found incompetent, and that, of the three hundred 
and thirty-two standing below him on the naval 
list, only forty-six were found deficient. s 

The petitioner further represents, that while he 
acknowledges the superior obligations of the pub- 
lic interest, and would, with the greatest cheer- 
fulness and without a murmur, submit to the 
sentence which has placed him on the reserved 
list, or to any other personal sacrifice that may be 
necessary to promote the efficiency of the Navy, 
when he shall be found incompetent upon a fair 
j and proper investigation of his capacity to per- 
form his duty promptly and efficiently, either on 
shore or afloat, yet he protests against the finding 
of the board in his case, by which he is pro- 
i claimed to the world as professionally incompe- 
| tent, and the door of future promotion closed 
| against him, without any specification of cause; 
| and he asks Congress to interpose, and to grant 
| him such relief as they may think proper; and he 


and arbitrary. He regards the procedure of the li demands that the officers of the board may be 


calléd uponto confront-him; and to state where: 


| 


1 
{ 
1 


fore;aäng for what reason; they have-cast astigma 
upon his professional reputation..<.00. 

T have thus stated the cage submitted -by Luieu- 
tenant Maury; and now,:Mr,: President; Task 
the indulgence of the Senate: to’ submita: few 
general observations upon the subject brought'to 
our notice by the numerous memorials which have 
been presented, complaining of the findings of the 
naval board. ee Avent ; 

I do not concur with Lieutenant Maury inal 
the exceptions he has taken to the proceedings 
of the board. The officers who composed ‘it had 
a very ungracious, delicate, and responsible task 
devolved upon them, as-all will acknowledge. -Tt 
was most delicate and responsible, both:as re* 
garded their relations to their brother officers and 
the duty which they owed to the country. From 
the very nature of the case, they were exposed; 
in the discharge of their duties, to strong tempt- 
ation to subserve their own interest; and, how- 
ever high they may have risen above’ such-un= 
ofiicerlike and unworthy influences, they are still 
liable to be suspected and unjustly taunted with 
having yielded to them. ` In fact, I can scarcely 
conceive of an official station entitled ‘on every 
ground to greater forbearance, on account ofany 
actual or supposed errors which may have been 
committed, than the one in which the members 
of the late naval board were placed... The mem= 
bers of tiat board are not only entitled to forbear- 
ance, but to a certain degree of protection against 
unjust censure—to sympathy and support on the 
part of Congress and the public, in regard to 
evety official act performed by it, however erro- 
neous, unless they shall clearly appear to have 
proceeded from selfishness, or from a disregard 
of the obligations of caution and circumspection 
with which they were bound to proceed inthe 
discharge of dutics so deeply affecting the pro- 


i fessional character and reputation of their brother 


oflicers, or from a spirit of wanton injustice. 
Why, Mr. President, from the intrinsic difficul- 

ties of the dutics cast on that board, it could not 

have been expected by Congress or the public, 


j that they could give universal satisfaction, or 


that, from the defect of human judgment—from 
the defect of knowledge or sufficicnt information 
of the claims and pretensions of their brother offi- 
cers, they were not liable to fall into error in some 
cases. It could hardly have been anticipated, that 
in the discharge of such a duty as that of inquir- 
ing into, and canvassing the characters and quali- 
fications of six or seven hundred brother officers, 
and deciding upon their fitness or unfitness to 
do efficicnt service in the Navy, the board would 
not be liable to do gross injustice in some cases. 
It could scarcely have fallen out otherwise, when 
the members of the board were compelled to act 
chicfly upon such information as they derived 
from their own personal or official association with 
some of their brother officers, from the records of 
the Department, and from the general character of 
those of whom they had no personal knowledge. 
Ifthe board had proceeded, as some have sup- 
posed it ought to have done, to conduct ascrutiny 
into the character and qualifications of so great a 
number of officers by giving notice of accusations, 
by taking proof by witnesses, I respectfully sub- 
mit that it would have been a perfectly preposter- 
ous undertaking. My friend from South Carolina 
[Mr. Evans] suggests that it would have required 
six years’ time. Why, sir, in that mode of pro- 
ceeding, cach case would have come to be a sort 
of State trial, enlisting the*sympathies of numer- 
ous friends, producing great excitement, and could 
not have resulted othcrwise than rendering the 
whole proceeding under the law abortive. 

For the reason I have stated, Mr. President, I 
am not at all surprised to find that the board has, 
out of the great number of officers whose qualifi- 
cations they had to scan, fallen into errorin regard 
to several worthy officers whose cases have been 
brought to my notice, and that, in some particular 
cases, great injustice should appear to have been 
done. [ think the board in some instances have 


; been mistaken in point of fact; and that in a fow 


| others, in which no question could have arisen, 
i 


they erred in their judgment as to the proper 
i finding. ButI am not prepared to pronounce any 
| harsh judgment against-the board for what they 
| have done in any case. Iam disposed to impute 
i whatever errors the members of the board have 


| fallen into, to any of the numerous causes of 
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error by whicliall tribunals are liable to be-misled, 
yather than a disregardiof the-obligations of honor 
and. of duty; i t 
unwörthy personal considerations: z 

J have. not the advantage ‘of a- personal ac- 
quaintance with more than two or three officers 
composing the beard, and-I have not an intimate 
acquaintance, with one. of them; yet, from- the 
character ‘which these gentlemen bear with the 


public generally, I am satisfied that a more hon- | 


orable and intelligent body of. men, belonging to 
the different: grades of. which that board was 
composed, could not: probably have been selected 
by the Secretary of the Navy from the whole 
naval list, or one better calculated to inspire gen- 


eral’ confidence in the public that they would dis- | 
charge their duties faithfully. Ihave heard from | 


others, who have had better opportunities of in- 
formation on the subject than I have had, that 
the members of that board, when their names 
were first announced to the public, did inspire 
very general confidence, both among the officers 
of the Navy and. others that whatever they did 
would be dictated by the highest sense of honor 
and duty, as well as by as great a sharé of wis- 
dom as was.to be found in any equal number of 
officers in the Navy. 

J-cannot.conceive that there was a single mem- 
ber. of that board who, if he had been left to his 
own choice, could. have been prevailed upon to 
discharge a duty so odious, so ungracious as that 
of scanning the professional claims of brother 
officers under this law, to be classed in the retired 
or furlough list, or dropped from the Navy. I 
do not suppose that any inducement could have 
been held out to any one of them to take upon 
himself so invidious an office save the duty of 
obedience to the bead of the Department, or to 
the mandate of the Government. If that be true— 
and I doubt not it is—it is our imperative duty—a 
duty we owe not only to the public interests, but 
to public justice—that when we undertake to re- 
dress any grievances, actual or supposed, which 
may have been suffered by individual officers of 
the Navy, we should take care in doing so not to 
do injustice to those who have been called to dis- 
charge an odious task, from which they could not 
shrink. - 

There is something due to the public and vital 
interests connected with the naval service, as 
well as to those officers who conceive themsclves 
to have beon injured, or who have actually been 
injured by the proceedings of tais board. Lt was 
impossible that, in any proceeding of the nature 

vovided for by the law, exact justice could have 
een done in all cases, or have given universal 
satisfaction. 
in providing some mode of redress in those cases 
in which the injustice of the findings of the board 
shall appear manifest, there will still remain a 
number of eases of such apparent or real hard- 
ship to the families of the individuals, or to the 
individual officers themselves, who have been 
dropped, well calculated to excite our sympa- 
thies; but we must take care that our sympathies 
do not mislcad us so far as to forget what is due 
to the country. 

This question is a difficult and delicate one in 
every aspect in which it can be considered. 
was the general, I may say the almost universal 
sentiment of Congress and the country, that some 
reform was needed in the personnel of the Navy. 


The last Congress provided the mode which they | 


thoughtwas best, and the only one which could 
receive the assent of. both Houses of Congress. 
The grave question isnow presented, whether any 
remedy under our system of Government can be 


provided for the state of things which was sup- | 


posed to exist in the Navy prior to the passage 
of that law, should the proceedings which have 
taken place under it prove abortive. If we are 
so. moved by our feelings in behalf of individuals 
who have been unjustly condemned either to the 
reserved or furlough lst, or who have been 
dropped altogether, as to induce us to annul the 
proceedings of the board in toto, it may be well 
questioned. whether any other mode can be de- 
vised by which the public interests can be duly 
protected. 

I respectfully submit to the Senate that the 
provisions of the law of the last Congress are 
far more favorable to the interest, as well as con- 
siderate of the professional pride and feclings, of 
those officers who are placed. on the reserved list, 


under which they: acted, or- from; 


Sir, when we shall have succeeded | 


Ie! 


of the Army was effected must have been felt as 
decidedly harsher and. more deeply wounding to 
the sensibilities of the reduced officers, than the 
provisions of the late law, under which a great 
number of officers of the Navy have been placed 
on the reserved list, can possibly be. Honorable 
Senators contend that the officers of the Army 
knew that there was a necessity for the reduction 


sional degradation to have been dismissed the 
service. Not so. Every officer of the Army who 
was thus dropped must have felt keenly the pref- 
erence which was shown to those of his brother 
officers who were retained in the service; and 
though they may have been too proud to com- 
plain, yet they had the mortification of perceiving 
that they were dropped because the board had 
decided that they were less distinguished, less 
efficient, and had less claims upon the gratitude 
of the country, than those who were retained in 
the service. 

But this is not all. No matter what the ne- 
cessity may have been to reduce the rank and 
file of the Army, there was no necessity which 
forbade a provision for retiring upon full or half 
pay all such officers as had gallantly served their 
country in the war which had just terminated; 
and the reduced officers must have felt both thein- 
gratitude and the injustice of the country in fail- 
ing to make such a provision for them. Ido not 
wish, however, to dwell longer on this point. I 
have referred to it only to show that, beyond all 
comparison, the provisions of the law of the last 
Congress, “to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” are more just and liberal to the retired 
officers than the provision of the law for the re- 
duction of the Army. 


the case of Lieutenant Maury. 


of nineteen years. While he was serving at sea 
navigation. It was so highly approved that it 
became the text-book of the Navy, as I am in- 
formed, and was at one time, if it is not now, 
ij used for the instruction of the students at the 
Naval School at Annapolis. In the year 1837 he 
was promoted to the rank of heutenant, and was 
appointed astronomer to an exploring expedi- 


mand of Commodore Jones, but which 
through. The next year he was assigned to the 


absent upon leave in Tennessee, with the pious 
intention of removing his aged parents to live 
with him at his residence in Virginia, there to 


i| patch to New York, to join a vessel then fitting 
out for sea. In obeying that order, and traveling 
to the scene of his duties, he was capsized in a 
stage-coach, and by that accident had his right 
leg severely fractured. As soon as he was able 
he proceeded to New York, but the vessel had 
sailed, and, as he then was taboring under dis- 
ability for sea service, his orders were revoked. 


the study of naval economy, and at that time 
|| appeared in the public papers those essays under 
ij the signature of t Harry Bluf,” which attracted 
so much attention and commendation in naval as 
well as other circles. I believe it may be said 
| that several of the beneficial reforms which have 
| taken place in the Navy may be attributed to his 
i 


| 
f 
| 
| 
| writings under that signature. 
| particularly the substitution of the present bureau 
| System of ihe Navy Department for the old Board 
J} 

j policy of giving a thorough education to midship- 
f men before they are sent regularly forth to sea. 

|) In 1842, however, he was sent to Washington, 
| in charge of the Depot of Charts and Instru- 
j ments, and it was then that he commenced his 
il celebrated wind and current charts. In 1844, 


of the Army; and ‘when the: board, selected to ! 
guide the%judement and discretion of the Execu- | 
tive, had selected from the whole list of officers | 
the number provided for by law, as the peace i 
establishment, the reduced officers, under such ! 
circumstances, could not have felt it as a profes- | 


I wish now to submit a few observations upon į 
Mr. Maury entered the service in 1825, attheage | 


as passed midshipman, he wrote his treatise upon | 


|| tion which was then projected, under the com- | 


fell | 


southern harbor service. In the year 1839, while | 


spend the remainder of their days, he received an | 
order from the Department to proceed with dis- | 


While in this condition he devoted himself to | 


1 may mention | 


E ` i 
of Navy Commissioners; and the adoption of the į 


| tion—international and ocean 


the National Observatory having been completed, 
heayvas placed in charge of that establishment as 
superintendent; and such was his success in or- 
ganizing it, with the aid of the assistants assigned 
him by the Government, that the first volume of 


| observations, published soon afterwards, took by 


surprise the first astronomers of the age; and the 
Washington Observatory from that time was 
classed in the foremost rank of such establish- 
ments. ; 

By the assiduousattention of Lieutenant Maury, 
his devotion and zeal in extending his wind and 


| current charts, he succeeded, with the aid which 


has been given him by the Government, in bring- 
ing nearly every maritime state of Europe to co- 
operate with hi in the extension of that work. 
Two of them have established bureaus for the 
purpose of rendering more effective aid—Holland 
and England. The bureau established in Eng- 
land is called the Meteorological Department of 
the Board of Trade; and it is a circumstance 
highly complimentary to Lieut. Maury, that the 
chairman of the parliamentary committee of the 
British Association, (Lord Wrottesley,) to which 
all subjects of science are referred, proposed to 
call it the Maury Department of the Board of 
Trade. 

Lieutenant Maury has received acknowledg-~ 
ments of his merit and services of the most deli- 
cate and honorable kind from many of the States 
of Europe. Holland, Sweden, and Norway have 
struck medals in his honor on account of the ser- 
vices which he has rendered to the commercial 
world. The King of Prussia has bestowed upon 
him the great medal of science for the realm, and 
the Cosmos medal. The commander-in-chief of 
the Russian Navy, the Grand Duke Constantine, 
has also testified to his merits in the most com- 
plimentary manner. 

It has been estimated by the British Associa- 
tion, in two several reports, that the value of 
Lieutenant Maury’s services to British trade and. 
commerce alone amount to ten millions of dol- 
lars annually. From this we may fairly infer 
that the benefits derived from his services to the 
trade and commerce.of the United States may 
be estimated at scveral millions. A crowned head 
of Europe has sought to place naval officers on 
duty under Lieutenant Maury, that they might 
have the benefit of his teachings, and his coun- 
sel has been sought in the organization of their 
naval bureaus. 

Sir, while these honors and these acknowledg- 
ments have been showered upon Lieutenant 
Maury, his dream of honorable ambition was 
disturbed by the promulgation, through the of- 
ficial gazette of our Government, of an order 
announcing to the world his professional incom- 
petency, and that he can receive no further pro- 
motion in the Navy of the United States. 

I know that it has been said that Lieutenant 
Maury shines by borrowed light; that he has ap- 
propriated the labors and observations of others 
to himself in the publication of his celebrated 
wind charts. I have no doubt that Lieutenant 
Maury has availed himself largely—as he had a 
right to do, and as it was proper for him to do— 
of the labors and observations of men of science 
and nautical men, both of the naval and commer- 
cial marine, not only of the United States, but of 
the world; but still he is entitled to the high 
credit of having analyzed and deduced from them 
general results and conclusions of so much im- 
portance to one of the great demands of civiliza- 
commerce — as 
justly to entitle him to be considered a benefactor 
of mankind. i 

Our country may boast many among her sons 
of higher attainments in several departments of 
science than Lieutenant Maury can claim—some 
who have well earned the public gratitude, and 
are entitled to the highest distinctions which a 
scientific age can bestow. It has been the fortu- 
nate lot of Lieutenant Maury to have been placed 
in a position which opened for him a field of dis- 
covery and science directly and intimately con- 
nected with the material progress of the civilized 
world; and his services have been rewarded with 
an immediate and wide-spread fame. Licutenant 
Maury, as I think all who have noticed his wri- 
tings to any extent will agree, is a man of bold 
and original cast of mind; and this has led him 
to suggest various theories in other branches of 
physical science, which, whether or not they may 
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stand the test of severe scientific criticism, have 
extracted from Humboldt himself the compliment 
of having laid the foundation of, a new and valu- 
able department in science—thé physical geogra- 
phy of the sca. ‘ 
Mr. President, one of the fines*ilustrations of 
the liberality and forbearance to which all who, 
by their discoveries and gcience, have contributed 
largely to the means of promoting and increasing 
the sum of human happiness are entitled, that has 
- ever fallen under my notice, occurred in the pro- 
cecdings of the British metcorological department 
of the Board of Tradc, during the year that has 
just passed. Captain Fitzroy made a report to 
the board upon subjects directly connected with 
the pretensions of Licutenant Maury to the credit 
which has been awarded to him for his wind | 
and current charts, intimating‘that he had bor- 
rowed the ‘idea from British sources. Although j 
the report was presented for publication, it was 
suppressed on the suggestion of Admiral Beechy, 
on the*ground, among other objections, that it 
might be considered liberal and offensive to 
Lieutenant Maury. How does this proceeding 
of the Board of Trade of Great Britain contrast 
with the action of the late naval board of our 
own Government? I mustsay, most unfavorably 
to the American board.and the American Gov- 
ernment. 
Licutenant Maury 
n 


, by his acknowledged ser- 
vices to the world, has shown himself to be an 
ornament to the Navy to which he belongs, and 
to the country of which he is a citizen. His 
reputation has become the property of the coun- | 

_try. He has contributed successfully and hand- 
somely to build up the triumphal column of 

. American invention, genius, and science. He and 
all others who have done likewise are entitled to 
the public gratitude, and ought to be considered 
the most precious possessions of the country. ; 
They are the crown jewels of the Republic, and | 
I would not dim the brightness of a single one of 
them if it were in my power to do so. Sir, if 
the spirit of disorder and discord which appears | 
to be so rife in the land should not mect with a 
timely check, can any one foresee how soon it 
may come to pass, that we may have but little to 
refer to as memorials of a common country, 
except the names of those illustrious men who, 
in the various departments of human effort, in 
peace as well as in war, have shed lustre upon 
her brief annals? It seems to me that the coun- 

“try, like a provident mother, beholding ber un- 
natural sons in the fierceness of their conflicts for | 
power, prepared to rend her vitals, may weil | 
gather up the folds of her mantle, that she may 
fall gracefully, if fall she must—pointing to those 
whom she considers her jewels and the most | 
precious relics of her brief but brilliant exis- | 
tence. We should disparage none of them. 

What remedy can be provided for those ofi- 
cers to whom injustice may have been done by 
the naval board, I am not prepared to suggest to 
the Senate. I shall leave that question to the 
consideration of the Gommitice on Naval Affairs. 
I move that this memorial take the usual course, |} 
and be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- || 
fairs. i 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I presume | 
the remarks of the honorable Senator from Ten 
nessee have been called forth by the presentation |} 
of the memorial of Ticutenant Maury, of the 
Navy. ft entered the Chamber during the course 
of his remarks, and did not hear all that he said. 
Sir, I do not rise to dissent in the slightest de- 
gree from the just and complimentary manner in 
which the public services of Lieutenant Maury 
have been alluded to by the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee, but for the purpose only of re- 
lieving the naval board from any implied orror | 
of judgment in this particular case; for, sir, if 
they have acted wiscly in any case which came 
before them, I am free to express the opinion 
that they have done go in this. Tie 

My friend from Tennessee refers to the wide- 
spread reputation of Lieutenant Maury—and, 


reputation of a Galileo, a Herschel, a Hassler, or 


sir, I do not deny it;"but, sir, concede to him the 


18 


j during the 


a Newton, and what is it after all but the repu- 
tation of a civilian—a reputation which does not 
imply an ability to command a ship, or even to 
knot a rope yarn? Sir, his reputation, great as it 
may be, is that of a civilian, for which militar: 

rank is never, and should never be conferred. 
Lieutenant Maury has been sixteen years con- 
tinuously onshore; and, sir, the sea is a jealous 
mistress, who tolerates not such neglect of her 
shrine, and yields not her stores of practical sca- 
manship to him who prefers the land. Nor have 
these sixteen years of shore duty, which have 
precluded him necessarily from the practical 


duties of the sea officer, been, as my friend sup- 


poses, the result of the country’s sole demand, 
but, on the contrary, of his own expressed pref- 
erence; and in justice to the service I must also 
say, that it is an error to suppose that he alone, 
of naval men, was competent to the performance 
of the duties which he thus sought. 

When the Hydrographical Bureau was estab- 
lished, Lieutenant Maury sought the position. 
As long ago as 1837, he asked to be excused from 
sea duty to which he was then ordered, and, in 


| addition, asked for a furlough of twelve mouths, 


and stated it to be inconsistent with his interest 
to go to sca at that time. In 1838, he was again 
relieved from sea duty at his own request; in 
1840, he was again relieved from sea duty; in 
1842, he was again relieved from sea duty at his 
own request, It was, sir, in compliance with his 
own request, preferred to the Secretary of the 
Navy in 1842, that he was placed upon shore duty 
at the Fydrographical Bureau. This bureau has 
grown into the Observatory, and here has Licu- 
tenant Maury earned his civil reputation; and now, 
when itis proposed to confer military rank and 
command upon the sea officers who had not been 
thus employed on shore, but have been sustain- 
ing the interests and the honor of the flag upon 
the coasts of Africa and upon the seas, such rank 
is claimed for Lieutenant Maury, Sir, the coun- 
try has not been unmindful of his scrviecs. He 
is, at this moment, and has been, ever since the 
passage of the law giving him $3,000 per annum 
salary, inthe receipt of whatis regarded as equiv- 
alent to $4,500 per annum, the highest pay re- 
ceived by any naval officer, even including the 
senior captain. 

Sir, I trust I may not be understood as wishing 
by any word of mine to detract from his merits. 


‘T believe I understand them; and, as an evidence 


of my appreciation of them, I introduced at the 
last session of Congress a bill to give him §20,090 
as some national acknowledgment of his services 
in compiling the wind and current charts; and I 


think the country will meet this matter frankly | 


and reward him. But, sir, I rise to rebut the idea 
that any injustice has been done him by his hon- 


orable retirement. That injustice may have been ; 


done unintentionally to others is possible—others 
who have surrendered, for much of their lives, 
the pleasures of shore duties for their professional 
toilsat sea; but, sir, none—none whatever has re- 


sulted to this gentleman by maintaining him in | 
| the position which he himself sought, where his 


fame has been acquired, and rewarding him with 
the highest compensation known to our nava: 
ice. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Lamreluctantto add 
any observations to these which I have already 
made; but, as tae honorable Senator from Florida 
says that he came in while I was proceeding in 
my remarks, and did not hear all of my state- 
ments, I think it is necessary to repcat some of 
them. I believe the honorable Senator 1s mis- 
taken as to the facts which he has stated in rela- 
tion to Lieutenant Maury and the position which 
he now occupies. If F understand the substance 
of his statement, the honorable Senator says that 
Lientenant Maury has not added to the laurcis 
of his country by his services at sea; but, I may 
ask, how many on the nayal list have done this? 
We have had -no war, except a short one with 
Mexico, since he has been in the Navy; and 
xistence of that war he applied for 


sea service, and it was denied him. The honor- 
able Senator says, as I understand him, that 
Lieutenant Maury has not been at sea for a suffi- 
cient length of time to give him any claims to 
remain on the active list as an officer fit for sea 
service. Why, sir, he has been at sea about ten 
years, in active service. Is that nothing? 

© Mr. MALLORY. Nine years and six months. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Very well; in round 
numbers it might be said to be nine or ten years. 
Is that no sea service? 
Mr. MALLORY. 
many midshipmen. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Twillask my friend 
| from Florida how many on the Navy list—lieu- 
tenants as well.as midshipmen—have ever been 
that length of time in service at sea, and are yet 
retained on the active list? 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know one. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I must be 
greatly mistaken and misinformed. Atany rate, 
there are on the active list some who have not 
been at sea more, in proportion to their whole 
service, than Licutenant Maury. 

Mr. MALLORY. That may be; I do not 
know. | = : 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessce. I am sorry that I 
am compelled to make remarks on points which 
{ did not desire to go into, for the reason that I 
had no wish to further detain the Senate at this 
time upon the subject. Sir, if. you examine the 
law under which this procecding has taken place, 
you will find, as I think, that in retiring Lieuten- 
ant Maury the board have manifestly misinter- 
preted the law. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have understood that a call 
was made on the board, by a resolution of the 
honorable Senator’s colleague, which would 
bring us some information in relation to these 
various matters. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That cannot be. 
The answer to that resolution ean afford us no 
information which we do not now possess. T 
trust the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
will permit me to correct some matters of fact 
stated by the honorable Senator from Florida. 

. Mr. BUTLER. I was merely about to say, 
that I think, if we were to forbear at present, we 
should do more justice both to the board and to 
| the individuals who make complaints. I have 
something to say mysclf upon this subject, but 
I have no wish to interrupt the Senator from Ten- 
nessec, if he desires to proceed. . 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I thank the Sena- 
tor for allowing me to proceed. I have stated 
that, if you go to the law, I think it is clear the 
board were not authorized to retire Mr. Maury 
under its provisions. Canany one conceive that 
the board had power to retire all officers of the 
Wavy who should not be found competent to per- 
form efficiently and promptly every duty, both 
ashore and afloat, which may be occasionally as- 
signed to a naval oficer by the Navy Department 
or by the Government? f will ask the honorable 
| Senator from Florida how many naval officers, 
even among those of the highest grade, of the 
five hundred still retaincd on the active list, are 
competent to perform all those duties which may 
be, and are sometimes actually, assigned to them? 
| (Mr. MaLrLory rose.} The honorable Senator 
had better wait until he hears me. I have no 
doubt some could. be found, but the majority 
would not bear sucha rigid scrutiny. Why, sir, 
what are the dutics occasionally assigned to offi- 
cers of the Navy, and which they are expected 
to perform cficiently and promptly, both ashore 
‘and afloat? How many of them are competent 
‘to take charge of a squadron on a foreign and 
distant station, and to act, without specific in- 
| structions from the Government, in all the emer- 
' gencies which may arise in our foreign relations? 
|? Our naval officers have frequently to perform 
| the duties of diplomatists. In such positions, 
| they should have such genera] knowledge and in- 


t is less than the service 
of 


Will my friend allow me to. 


Lise 
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“formation of international law, international com- 
ity; and commercial. regulations, as well as such 
judgment; temper,/and discretionas toenablethem 
to compose difficulties suddenly arising between 
the authorities of foreign Governments at various 

“ports or points, and our merchants or citizens, or 

to prevent difficulties which may be threatened. 

Such services as these require a high degree of 

» penéralinformation and accomplishment—higher,; 
Jam: sore, than is founc in the body of officers in 
any Navy in the world. 


petent, by: their habits of business, and other 
attainnients, to. take charge of one of the naval 
- bureaus?) This-is a duty which a naval officer 
may be:called to. perform. How many could do 
rompt.and ‘efficient service on the Light-House 
Board; tò which some of our naval officers are 
assigned? How many could perform the duties of 
those naval officers who are attached tothe Coast 
Survey? -How many could perform promptly and 
éfficiently the duties which have been assigned 


Again: how many naval officers would be com-. 


to Commander Davis, in the preparation of the 


‘Nautical Almanac? ‘How many. are capable of 
‘performing the duties that have been assigned to 
Eii utenant Maury at the National Observatory? 
How: many are, in fact, capable of performing 
efficiently and promptly all the duties of a com- 
mandant at one of our navy-yards ? 

c Sir, when. you take into account all these duties, 
and, besides them, the duties which may be as- 
signed to the commanders of our squadrons on 
foreign coasts and in foreign scas, in times of dif- 
ficùlty, but very few would be found capable of 

jerforming all of them promptly and efficiently. 

Yan it be believed that the law consigns all who 
‘are not competent for each and every one of these 
duties, both ashore and afloat, to the reserved 
list, or dooms them to be dropped from the rolls? 
Ido not. believe you can find a gentleman who 
voted for the law who had any such idea. 
be the ‘true’ interpretation of the law, that all 
should be retired or dropped who were not com- 

-petent to perform the whole range of these duties, 
requiring so many high attainments, I would 
‘respectfully submit to the honorable Senator, 
_ that the Navy is liable to be deprived of the ser- 
vices of a most respectable portion of its officers, 


If it; 


who, from defect of early education and scientific | 


training, must fall below the standard of com- 
petency presented by the law, as interpreted by 
the naval board; but having suflicient knowledge 
of the routine duties of their profession to navi- 
gaté their ships safely, sufficient knowledge of 
‘naval tactics to maneuver them in battle, and 
possessed, withal, of such intrepidity of spirit, 
such robustness of constitution, and bearing on 
their exterior the very impress of authority and 
command, would be lkely to rise to the first rank 
as naval commanders and heroes in time of war; 
and yet would be utterly at a loss and confounded 
‘if they were assigned some of the higher duties 
which T have specified. ° 
It would be unreasonable to suppose that any 
one: member of Congress who supported the law 
had any conception that it would bear such inter- 
pretation as to clothe the board with the power 
to retire so efficient a class of officers as 1 have 
described. 


“Allow. me, now, to call the attention of the hon- | 


orable Senator from Florida to the injustice of the 
vovéedings ‘of the board in another respect. 
any naval ‘officers have been assigned dutics 
ashore on account of their being known or sup- 
pone to possess: peculiar scientific attainments, 
igher attainments thanare common, particularly 
qualifying them for those stations; all of which 
are more or less connected with, and necessary 


to, the advancement-of the Navy, and to promote | 


itsefficiency. Canthe proposition be maintained, 
that they should, by the order of the Government, 
be first assigned to those offices—kept there for 
agreatiength of time, twelve years, as in the case 
of Lieutenant Maury, for the very reason that 
they were supposed to be able to do more effect- 
ive service to the Navy and the country ashore, 
than they could do at sea, or than others could 
do in the-stations to which they were assigned, 
are liable under the late law to be placed on the 
reserved list, and put out of the line of promotion 
in, the Navy, on the ground that they must be 


‘presumed to have become incompetent to do efi- 


cient service at sea? Because they have been 
kept from going to sea by the order of Govern- 


ment, and have been required to perform duties 
ashore, must they be placed on the reserved list 
and debarred all further promotion? Such a pro- 
ceeding would seem to wear the appearance of 
the consummation of a fraud on the part of the 
Government. : 

The honorable Senator has stated that Lieu- 
tenant Maury solicited the position which he now 
occupies. “I have heard differently, but that 
cannot affect my position, for I am speaking of 
general principles. J say it would have very 
much the appearance of a fraud, to close the door 
of promotion against him on the ground sug- 
gested; at all events it would be most unreason- 
able, illiberal, and contrary to sound policy, thus 
to reward officers of the Novy for services so dis- 
tinguished as have been those of some of the gen- 
tlemen who have been assigned duties on shore. 
I cannot conceive that such was the intention of 
the law or its true interpretation. f 

Now, Mr. President, what are the facts in re- 
lation to Lieutenant Maury? He has actually 
served at sea between nine and ten years. I pass 
over the statement of the honorable Senator from 
Florida, that he desired to be relieved from sea 
service; I suppose he meant temporarily relieved. 
I have already stated that he was promoted to 
a lieutenancy in 1837, and was then appointed 
astronomer to an exploring expedition which was 
to be under the command of Commodore Jones, 
but which fell through on some account. He was 
then assigned to the harbor survey service in the 
South. In 1839 he applied for leave of absence 
to visit Tennessee, for the purpose of removing 
his aged parents to reside with him for the re- 
mainder of their days. This was probably the 
leave of absence of which the Senator spoke. 
While in the discharge of that praiseworthy 
duty, he was ordered to proceed with dispatch to 
New York, in order to join a ship thon fitting out 
for sea. He was not ordered to sea afterwards. 
I understand, however, that Licutenant Maury 
never applicd for the situation which he now 
holds at the head of the Observatory; and it is 
cértain that he applied, during the Mexican war, 
for sea service, which was denied him; and that 
is a suflicient answer to the objection on that 
head. 

Now let us see, Mr. President, what there is 
in the idea of the honorable Senator and those 
who think that Lieutenant Maury has not been 
harshly dealt with. On what ground docs the 
wisdom of the assignment by the board of Mr. 


Maury to the reserved list stand? Is it on the | 


ground of physical disability? It may be sup- 
posed, froma letter which Licutenant Maury has 
published in connection with his memorial, ad- 
dressed to Licutenant Biddle, that this was the 
ground on which the board proceeded. Lieutenant 
Biddle thought that there was another ground upon 
which he ought to be excluded from the active 
list; but it may be supposed that some members 
of the board proceeded on the exclusive ground 


of Lieutenant Maury’s physical disability. His į 
physical disability was admitted from the year. | 


1839 to 1843-4. ‘The order sent to him to pro- 
cced to New York to join a vessel fitting out for 
sea, was revoked on the express ground of his 
disability; and in the year 1842, when he was as- 
signed to the charge of the Depot of Charts and 
Instruments, his disability for sea service still 
continued; but for eleven or twelve years past, 
Lieutenant Maury has held himself fully com- 
petent in point of physical ability to perform 
efficiently service afloat as well as ashore. I 
know very well that an officer whose leg has 
been severely fractured or broken, and who is 
lamed in consequence of it, cannot be supposed 
to be as eflicient as if hc had never received such 
an injury. He probably could not lead a board- 


ing party and grapple an enemy’s ship with as | 


much vigor and activity as if he were in full 
possession of his original vigor of body. But, 
sir, many of the most gallant commanders who 


have distinguished themselves at sea have been | 


inthe same predicament. I do not remember 
any ease of the kind in our own Navy, but we 
all know, from examples in other navies, that the 
loss of a leg or the loss of an arm does not dis- 
qualify naval men from occupying their positions 
as admirals and commanders in the fiercest battles 
that have been fought. The great Nelson him- 
self, in his last great battle, had but one arm. 
His presence was of more value than that of a 


+ 


without assist. 


score of other officers to direct the battle, and to 
inspire confidence and courage. 1 do not plead 
that case, however, ag a-parallel with Lieutenant 
Maury’s; but I do contend that Mr. Maury’s 
physical ability was not so impaired by the frac- 
ture of his leg ag to unfit him for eflicient service 
at sea. 

The member of the beard who wrote to him 
assigning the disability which~he received by the 
capsizing of a stage-coach.in Ohio, as one ground 
on which he was removed from the active list, 
referred to theesuit he had, instituted for dam- 
ages, alleging, as the ground of damages, his 
disability to perform his professional duties at 
sea. ° ; 

Lieutenant Maury, at the time he received the 
injury, may have believed, as he probably did, 
that he was permanently disabled; but fortunately 
the injury was not as great as was imagined, and 
in the course of three or four years, at the fur- 
thest, he recovered entirely. He is able to walk 
istance, stick, or crutch, and he walks 
very actively at that. If there was any doubt on 
this point, why did not the board institute an 
inquiry? Why did they not have an examina- 
tion by a medical board, or a surgeon of the 
Navy, to ascertain whether Licutenant Maury’s 
disability had continued from the time of the ac- 
cident up to the period of the action of the board? 
If they had been disposed to act on the suppo- 
sition that he continued under any material dis- 
ability, they could easily have ascertained that 
fact. ; 

Again: does my honorable friend from Florida 
know that one gentleman who has been retained 
on the active list has had his leg twice broken? 
I am so informed, though I have not heard the 
name of the officer, nor do I know the fact, bat 
I have what I consider undoubted authority for 
the assertion. If that be true, did that render the 
officer in question incompetent to perform efficient 
service at sea? There are degrees of efficien- 
cy, both mental and-physical, which must be 
allowed in all military and naval services, and in 
officers of the same grade. 

What other ground or pretext is there on 
which Lieutenant Maury could or may have been 
retired?) There is the one which has already been 
alluded to by the honorable Senator from Florida. 
It is alleged that Lieutenant Maury ought to have 
been placed on the reserved list because he had 
not been to sea for twelve or fourteen years. 

Mr. MALLORY. Sixteen years. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think the Sena- 
toris in error in that statement. 

Mr. MALLORY. The 10th of January, 1840, 
according to the Register, is the last day when he 
was at sea. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Suppose it has been - 
sixteen years since Lieutenant Maury performed 
any active duty at sea, does it therefore follow 
that if he were assigned to duty afloat now, a 
man of his active mind—a man who has been 
devoting his whole attention to subjects connected 
with the naval service—d man of his untiring 
energy and fine memory, having sufficient phys- 
ical capacity, having already performed nine or 
ten years active service at sea, can, in this period 
of fifteen or sixteen years, have lost all the knowl- 
edge of sea duty which he once possessed? I 
have already stated that when he was at sea he 
seemed to be so well informed of his naval duties 
that, while he was in actual sea service as a 
passed midshipman, he published his treatise on 
navigation, which became a text-book in the 
Navy, and may he, for aught I know, the text- 
book in the Navy to-day. Is it to be presumed 
that such a man can have forgotten his duties at` 
sea? If so, then I wish my honorable friend 
from F'lorida to consider how it happens that 
other naval officers who have not seen sea service, 
some of them for nearly or quite as long a period | 
as Lieutenant Maury, are not presumed to have 
forgotten how to perform their dutics at sca, and 
have been retained on the active list? The truth 
is, there cannot be found a sufficient pretext on 
either of the grounds which have been assumed 
for retiring Mr. Maury. 

Again,.as I have already intimated, if Lieuten- 
ant Maury is competent to perform such duties 
ashore as have been assigned to him, does the 
law authorize the naval board or the President 
to place him on the reserved list on the ground 
that he has not been to sea for sixteen years, or 
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any other period of time? Ag the door of pro- 
motion to be shut against him because the Gov- 
ernment has employed him in service which he 
is peculiarly qualified to perform and was denied 
his application to go to sea, on the assumption 
that he is no longer qualified for efficient sea ser- 
vice? i and t 
assumption. There was no authority toretire him 
unless the board deny, upon sufficient grounds, 
his competency to perform his duties ashore as 
well as afloat. I say the law meant, in regard to 
all officers, that they should be Yound incapable 
of performing efficiently and promptly the duties 
attaching to their respective offices, grades, and 
employments, as the condition upon which they 
were either to be dropped or placed on the reserved 
list. 

Now, will any honorable Senator say that, 
when this law was passed, he conceived that a 
class of officers, such, as the one to which Mr. 
Maury belongs, would be put on the reserved 
list, and denied all future promotion in the naval 
service ?. The Senator has spoken of money—of 
the pay which Lieutenant Maury receives. In 
the feclings and estimation of a naval oficer, he 
would scorn to consider money an equivalent for 
official degradation, or the loss of professional 
advancement. Suppose Mr. Maury had reccived | 
$10,000 instead of $4,500 a year, as is contended, 
or $3,500, according to my estimate, he has re- 
ceived that amount in consideration of the import- | 
ance and great public utility of the station which 
he has occupied, and no amount of salary can 
compensate him for the loss of official rank and 
the prospect of future promotion; and if money 
is to be considered in competition with, and as an 
equivalent for, official mortification, and the loss ! 
of official rank and preferment, it must be borne 
in mind that Lieutenant Maury holds his present 
honorable position at executive discretion, and 
whenever it shall please the Exceutive, for the 
time being, to dispense with his services, he must | 
remain a lieutenant of the Navy on the reserved list | 
for the remainder of his days, on a salary of only | 
$1,200. I mention this merely to show the real 
position of Lieutenant Maury—not that I am 
authorized by him to estimate the amount of 
money compensation he may receive as a lieuten- 
ant on the rescrved list, as forming any ground 
of complaint against the action of the naval board. 
I feel authorized to say that $10,000 a year would 
not compensate him for the stigma, as he con- 
ceives it, which has been cast on his professional 
reputation. 

i should like to know whether my honorable 
friend from Florida heard my remarks in regard | 
-to the naval board? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The Senator is not 
sufficiently informed of my sentiments on that | 
point todo me justice. He did not hear the remarks 
in which I vindicated officers of the board against | 
many of the charges which have been made against 
them. 

I shall not detain the Senate further. I have 
felt called upon to make these additional remarks 
in answer to the statements and arguments of the 
honorable Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, Icannot be 
drawn into a general discussion of the character ; 
of the law, the procecdings of the board, or the 

arties allegedyto have sustained injury under it. 
Teontned my remarks originally entirely to this 
single case, expressing the opinion, that if the 
action of the board could be sustained at all, of 
which I entertain no doubt, it must be sustained 
in the case of Lieutenant Maury. 

Of all the facts which I have stated I have the | 
evidence before me. I hold in my hand the ap- 
plication of Lieutenant Maury, dated 23d Feb- 
ruary, 1842, for the Ilydrographical Bureau, | 
which has grown into the one he now occupies. | 
Here are, also, the several applications of Lieu- | 


i 


tenant Maury for furlough and leave of absence, | 
as I have already stated them to be. Itis not! 


necessary tö read them here. it 


I deny both the authority of law and the | 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand the 
Senator’s assertion to be, that Lieutenant Maury 
requested to be assigned to the station which he 
now occupies. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 
letter requesting it read. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


I will have his 


If the Senator 


t 
! 
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ii scientific they might be. 
ti 
| 
i 
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: a ae Aar a 
but I. have understood that he did not apply for 


qhe place. 
Mr. MALLORY. Let the letter be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 
FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA, February 23, 1842. 

Str: Ihave to-day, and for the first time, seen the bill, 
as reported by Mr. Wise, to reorganize the Navy Depart- 
ment: The Secretary, it provides, may appoint any one, 
in or out of the Navy, to the Hydrographica! Bureau. 

_ There is no want in the Navy of the qualifications requi- 
site for the duties of such a bureau ; and, should this pro- 
visim of the bill become a law, I confidently indulge the 
hope that the honorable Secretary will have no oceasion to 
look beyond the Navy for a suitable appointment. 

i do not-wish to interfere improperly with the better 
claims of: better officers, but, should officers of my rank be 
considered as eligible to the place, E respectfully ask to be 
numbered amongst the applicants for it. 

As to my qualifications for such an office, I beg leave to 
refer to my work on navigation and its kindred branches, 
to the files of the Department, and to the officers of the 
Navy generally; and upon these testimonials I humbly 
rest my claims. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

M. F. MAURY, 
Lieutenant United States Navy. 


Hon. A. P. Ursuur, Secretary of the Navy, Washington Cily. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessce. I have not denied 
that he desired to be placed in the station spoken 
of in that letter. My statement was that he had 
not sought his promotion to the head of the Na- 
tional Observatory. When, in 1842, he made the 
application which has been read, he was probably 
disabled for sea service. 

Mr. MALLORY. The present Observatory 
has grown up out of the Hydrographical Bureau. 
The system of our administrative Government 
consists in clerkships, burcaus, and departments. 
We know, from what is going on around us 
every day, how clerkships grow into bureaus, 
and bureaus into departments. When the Hy- 
drographical Bureau was established, Lieutenant 
Maury sought to be placed at the head of it. I 
do not state this with the design of reflecting on 
him. Tameglad that he did it. He has conferred 
honoron the position; and 1 am disposed to yield 
him full credit for it. I stated that in 1837 he did 
seck to be relieved from sea duty when he had 


received a direct order to go to sea, and that he | 


urged as a reason that it was contrary to his in- 
terest to go to sea on that occasion. I stated that 
in 1838 he was again relieved from sea duty, at 
his own request, not because an exploring expe- 
dition was disbanded or broken up, as my friend 
suppóges ý 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
as his reason for declining; I did not know that 
he had declined. 

Mr. MALLORY. In 1840 he was again re- 
lieved from sea duty in consequence of disability. 
Tn 1841 he was again relieved at his own request 
for the same cause—disability- 

Mr. BELG, of Tennessee. 
that period is admitted. 

Mr. MALLORY. Whatever may be the cause, 


His disability at 


the fact is, that Lieutenant Maury has scen less | 


sea service than many of the midshipmen—I may 
perhaps say, less thana majority of midshipmen, 
who have seen much sea service afloat. [say, in 
addition to this, that naval rank should be con- 
ferred for service on the sca. My friend from 
Tennessee, in defining the duties of naval officers, 
speaks of them as diplomatisis, conducting our 
treaties with foreign Governments. I acknowl- 
edge that such duties are incidental to the posi- 
tion ofa naval officer; and, sir, whenever they have 
been performed by naval officers, they have been 
well and wisely performed, and the country has 
istaincd them. We have never found a dearth 
of that kind of talent in our Navy. 


| But the duties performed by the head of the | 
Observatory, and the duties performed by the 


distinguished gentlemen now having charge of 


| the Nautical Almanac, to whom allusion has been 


made, are all connected with the Navy, but they 
are not essentjally the duties of a naval officer, 
which are legitimately, and as universally under- 


|| stood, involved in the protection of the honor and 


interests of the country on the seas. If I under- 
stand anything of the design of Congress in the 


| passage of this law, it was that the Navy should 


be composed of sea-going men, and not of men 
unfamiliar with the seaman’s duties, however 
I wil grant that Mr. 
lease; and when I 


seaman. 


I did not give that | 
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that he can equip, man, or station your ships, or 
carry them into action, or that he is competent 
to meet the countless and important duties of a 
sea officer in command. i g 

Why, sir, if the duties of a naval officer were 
such as my friend from Tennessee has depicted 
them, I can readily conceive that there might be 
many men incompetent to perform them. As ‘it 
is, our Navy is so limited—so few vessels have 
we afloat—that some of the duties of a practical 
seaman are unknown to a large number of our 
officers. I helicve no commodore has had charge . 
of a sufficient fleet to enable him to enter upon 
fleet sailing, maneuvering, and tactics, since 
Commodore Morris commanded the Brazil sta- 
tion. It is quite possible that, in consequence of 
our small Navy afloat and the want of practice, 
there are many men among our officers who could 
j not mancuver a fleet for twenty-four hours and 
have every ship in sight of his flag all the time. 
Why? Because they have not had the opportu- 
nity to learn. ‘The profession is making progress 


|| every day, and to keep up with the times we 


want our naval officers on the sca. Those men 
who have carried our flag on the great deep—who 
have been all over the world during their profes- 
į sional career, and have not sought the luxury of 
| places on shore—are entitled to increased military 
rank, the only reward we have to bestow. Create, 
| if you please, a scientific corps, and confer on it 
any emoluments you please; place Lieutenant 
Maury at the head of it, and I would say nothing; 
| he Would then have his appropriate sphere. I do 
| not know why the naval board retired Lieutenant 
Maury. I have not conversed with one of them, 
nor do I know their views. I only answer the 
position sought to be maintained here, that Lieu- 
tenant Manry, although engaged for sixteen years 
| on scientific duties which do not involve the duties 
j of seamanship, is yet a practical scaman, and 
| entitled to military command for civil duties. I 
deny it; and I deny, also, that an astute merchant 
or shipowner would select to navigate one of his 
ships across the Atlantic a man who had not been 
to sea for sixteen years, in preference toa seaman 
in the constant practice of his profession. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. “Could he not be 
sent as first or second licutenant under an ex- 
perienced commandcr? Would it not be safe to 
send such a man in such a capacity? The hon- 
orable Senator would not have all officers com- 
manders? Would he have midshipmen and lieu- 
tenants to he commanders? 

Mr. MALLORY. In answer to that, I be, 
leave to say that we oursclves have establishec 
the theory, and the fact corresponds to the theory, 
that there is not a midshipman who leaves the 
Naval Academy whois not competentto take com- 
mand of a frigate. They are all practical seamen. 
A licutenant should not be permitted to stand 
upon deck as a lieutenant unless competent to 
perform the captain’s duties. 

gut Licutenant Maury’s complaint is, that he 
was retired; and if he had nat been retired he 


j; must have been promoted to a commander, and 


could not have gone to sea as a lieutenant. 

Bat, sir, L will not detain the Senate. Ido not 
wish to throw the slightest shade on the reputa-~ 
| tion of Mr. Maury, but, on the contrary, to sus 
i tain and reward it. But I contend here that the 
| object of the law of the last session was to reform 
| 
| 


our Navy, and to create a corps of efficient officers 
| competent to the performance of all its legitimate 
| demands. 
The PRESIDENT. The petition will be re- 
ferred to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Myr. President, I will avail 


ii myself of this occasion to make a few remarks in 


j regard to the subject which has been under dis- 


| be debated in open séssion; but as it seems to be 

the pleasure of gentlemen that memorials shall be 
| day after day presented and remarks made upon 
individual cases, I will express briefly some of 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i| cussion to-day. 1 was desirous that it should not 
| 
ji 
| 
i 
i 


| my own views in regard to the matter. 1 find no 
i fault with the course pursued by my friend from 
| Maryland, [Mr. Pearce,] or others like him, who 
‘have confined themselves to the cases made in 
: the memorials they presented, without attacking 
| and criminating others. 

| ‘What is the object of these memorials addressed 
‘to the Senate? It is expected that some remedy 
is to be found for the evils alleged in them, within 


says so, there is no necessity to read the letter; || a Hassler, if you please; but it docs not follow | the power of the Senate. What remedy is sought? 
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Ji is supposed—for it has been so urged in de- 
bate—that it is within our. power, and that itis 
our duty, to reject thé nomination of the officers 

whose names, it is understood, heve been pre- 
gonted to the Senate to fill the places vacated by 
the action of the naval board, including members 
of tho naval board and others—and thus. it is 
desired to provide a-remedy for those who claim 
to have been aggrieved by the decision of the 
President, founded on the report of the board. 
Now, sir, I ask the attention of the Senate for a 
few moments to the consideration of that remedy. 


Another has been syggested and argued—very 
3 


well argued by anothd gentleman; I havenothing | 
to say about that, but ia reference to this proposed j 


remedy I wish briefly to examine it. 
Is it our duty—ean it possibly be our duty—to 


furnish a remedy for these alleged evils by the | 


rejection of the nominations which have been pre- 


sented to the Senate to fill the vacancies caused | 


by. the retiring and dropping of naval officers by 
the President? ‘This decision flows from the 
joint action of the Senate, the House of Repre- 
Sentatives, and the President of the United States. 
AN these codrdinate branches of the legislative 
department, if I may so call them, had to coneur 
in the act of Congress whieh gave authority 


to the naval board appointed to decide on the 
competency and efficiency of naval officers. if 


individual gentlemen who formed it were asked 
whether they went willingly and cheerfully to 
the performance of the duty assigned them, there 
is not one of them who would not say Ut he 
would rather now go into action at any time with 
a common frigate against a first-rate seventy-four, 
than perform the duty which he was compe led to 
perform while aching on that naval board. There 
is nota man who sought that duty-—not one; and 


there is nota man among them who would 


of thé Secretary of the Navy, and, alt 
some of thom entreated to be released, they were 
ordered lo go upon duty; and they could with 
as niuch propriety have refused, upon the call of 
their country or of their superior oflecr, to go 
into action With an enemy as they could have 
refused to serve on that board. Dismissa 
the Navy itself would have beon a fair punish- 


ment for euy man who had chosen, on that ocea- | 


sion, to skulk and avoided his daiy. 
itself to my mind as something 
and we have heard that jurors have sometimes, 
in some wild sections of the far West, been run 
down, tied, and put into the jury-box and com- 


Tt presents 


pelled to serve. ‘Lhe jury thus compelled to | 


serve, and to which a specific issue is presented, 
decides that issue according to the very best judg- 
ment which God has given them; and inmedt- 
ately after the jurors have thas discharged their 
duty, they ave, for doing so, to be tied up, 
whipped, or shot, ascording to the discretion of 
those who forced them into the jury-box, and 
who choose to decide that they were guilty of an 
error! 


But, sir, there are considerations extending | 


beyond the mere matter of justice to these indi- 
viduals, as men. ‘There is something due to the 
character of the Senate. Asi hav 


T askif it is inaccordance with good faith for the | 
Sonate (after the other two branehes have con- 
sented to the act, and whose action wasas neccs 
sary tothe passage of that law as ours) toarrogate 
the right to repeal that jaw, or nullify it, or to de- į 
cide the whole question—whether justice has been | 
done—whether the law has beén properly carried | 
out—and to punish the individuals who were 
selected by the executive department for the pur- 
ose of performing the duty cnjoined by that law ? 
Leg that it would be in contravention and con- 
tempt of that faith which holds the moral elements 
of the world together, and which cannot be vio- 
lated without deep and lasting injury to the char- | 
acter of the Senate. What, sir, are we to go! 
behind the whole of these nominations, instead | 
} 
1 
! 


ag 
as 


of inquiring into the fitness of the nominees? Are | 


we to assume the right to go beyond the question, | 
whetherthese naval officers are fit forthe places for | 
which they are proposed, and because we may 
think that some other officers have been unjustly 
dealt with; and for that reason alone are we to 
reject the. nominations made by the President? 


not ;; 
gludiy have avoided it, if that had been in his | 
power; but, sir, they were under the command || 
rough | 


from ! 


sembling a jury; | 


c remarked, we | 
are but one of the three branches of the Govern- i 
ment which concurred in the passage of this act. | 


: <= 
| I repeàt, that, according to.my judgment, such 
| a course would be contrary to that implied under- 


different members of the same Government. 


this question publicly and to do it justice. No 
one of us feels disposed to wound the feelings 
of any individual connected with our Navy. 1 
trust that we should all desire, if called upon to 
do an tinpleasant duty in reference to any of these 


by honorable gentlemen on. this floor, as the 
chairman of the Naval Committee is constantly 
asked, why was Licutenant Maury dismissed ?— 
why was A, or B, or C, or D dropped or retired ? 
—what a most invidious duty then devolves on 


competency in the man whose name is presented. 
What Senator will willingly undertake any such 
ask? Theré cannot be equal terms granted to 
those who engage in such a discussion. We 
cannot meet these inquiries without doing a most 
painful duty which no man likes to undertake. 


the defects of any one of the officers of the 
Navy. A man may have been intemperate, he 
may have been insane, he may have been utterly 
i inefficient or incompetent, but no one will volun- 
| teer to say anything about it. Every one feels 
| that enough has already been done if the Board 
‘has dropped an incompetent officer. Not one of 
| us would be willing to add to the pang—if there 
i| has been a pang—ereated by the action of the 
| board which owed its origin to our own act of 


Congress. Therefore, E say, each of these me- 
morials presents a ease that canngt be discusse 

| here with propricty, or so as to do equal justice 
i to all concerned. 

| Now, sir, permit me to say a few words in re- 
| gard to that gentleman whose name has been pre- 
sented so prominently to-day—Lieutenant Maury. 
We are all proud of the fame which he has ac- 
quired, not only in his own country, but abroad. 
Woe honor him, and no man among us would 
wish to point to a blot on his escutcheon if we 


re 


OSs 


board did not nee 
cation, degrade or d 
any other man who w 
list. What, sir! may not a man be incompetent 
or inoficient as a naval officer, and yet be ahighly 
honorable man, fitted for other duties in the world 
and for other avecations in life? 

yer, who had gone through a long 
i career at the bar, on being told, when he had 
‘arrived at cighty or ninety years of age, that he 
was no lenger competent to perform the duties of 


arily, or by any fair impli- 
ace Licutenant Maury, or 


disgraced by that? Surely not. We know the 
effect of old age, even in our own profession—l 
speak to gentlemen not merely here as Senators, 
but knowi 
jurists. No, sir;¢ 
cfictency requi 
is vastly g 
judicial officer or jurist. 

Lieutenant Maury is justly honored by his 
country. He holds a position which he well de- 


red in the case of a naval officer 


a farm, a carriage, I believe, and where he hai 
the distribution of sixty or sixty-five thousand 
dolk year, if I am not mistaken, for the pur- 
pose of prosecuting those great scientific ingu 


Ts a 


honorable fante. He has the coéperation and 
assistance of ten or fifteen (J know not precisely 
how many) men to act under hing in making 

charts, and otherwise aiding his investigations, 
Newton himself was not better rewarded than he 
has been by his country; and are we to be told 


l! that such a man, because he cannot stand upon ; 


saying, 
t cons 


hich 
idored. 


standing, that honorable understanding, that good į 
faith, which ought always to exist between the jj 
H 
| 


Sir, itis a difficult thing for any man to discuss | 


gentlemen, to do it sọ as to inflict the least pos- | 
. > * i 
sible degree of pain. * When we are asked, then, | 


nim who undertakes to answer these interroga- | 
tories! He is ealled upon to point out all the | 
defects, all the evidences of ineficiency or in- | 


No ona of us desires to go forward and point out | 


found one. No charge is pretended to have been | 
made against his chara€ter. The report of this ; 


as placed upon the retired í; 


W ould a law- | 
œ and suceessful :! 


his laborious profession, fecl himself degraded or | 


g the fact that most of thom have been i 
nd yet the degree of physical | 


ater than in the case of a competent | 


serves, where he receives $3,000 a year, a house, | 


ies; 
which have already conferred upon him so much | 


ne his `! 


i he was not the man to fight a ship or mancuver . 
‘| a fleet ora squadron. Having not been to sea in 
twenty-one years, it cannot be supposed that he 
iv now, however gifted by nature, a seaman of the 
requisite experience for the standing he had in the 
Navy. ` 
Lieutenant Maury’s is not the only case that 
presents itself prominently. My old friend, Com- 
modore Stewart, of Philadelphia—whose name 
is honored throughout the land, whose gallant 
actions during the last war won the applause of 
all his countrymen; the hero who captured two 
| British ships of war with one of our frigates—is 
|| represented by some as having been degraded by 
i| the action of the naval board, and of the Execu- 
tive in consequence of it. I look upon it not at 
all in that light. I do not consider that any at- 
tempt was made to dishonor that gallant veteran. 
If I did, I should resent it as an outrage not to 
be forgiven. Ido not believe that any member 
of the naval board would have ever consented 
i to any report which could have" reflected on the 
| high character Commodore Stewart had so justly 
‘earned. But, sir, whatis the fact?.. He is said 


to be a man of eighty-three years. He is now 
is dént of the navy-yard at Philadelphia, 


and Í have no doubt he dischargesall the necessary 
duties of that station; but he may not have been ` 
' inside the gate of the navy-yard perhaps within 
six months. He discharges all his necessary 
duties there, Lam assured; yet, if he were placed on 
board a ship in his present advanced stage of life, 
is he the eficient seaman who should command 
your fleet? That he retains bis mental powers, 
nobody doubis. ‘Phat he has all that bravery 
with whieh God endowed him for the good and 
honor of his country, no man questions, But 
stil is he the man now for active military life, or 
for naval warfare? 

1 think it was Napoleon himself who said, after 
the battle of Austerlitz, that he should be able 
and fit for war for five years longer, he thought, 
from the extraordinary strength of his constitu-- 
tion, but no longer. We know well, sir, that 
even at that period when men are considered to- 
be in the middle of lifesin his Russian campaign, 
how very far inferior he was to that Napoleon 
who was victor in the battles of his first great 
Ttalian campaign, and in the second italian cam- 
paign at Marengo, and indeed in all those great 
batiles that were fought while he was in the bloom 
of youth and in the vigor of manhood. 

Siz, at the battle of Marengo—pardon me for 
recurring to it for a moment—Molas, the Aus 
trian gencral, [ think, was eighty-four years of age, 
but had beon a most able warrior and an admi- 
rable gencral. He wasable to keep the field until 
four o'clock in the afternoon, and so long as he 
kept it, Napolcon was nearly overthrown. is 
| three lines had been driven back in confusion on 
i} one another, and one part of his army was in 
|| entire rout, When Melas was compched, by 
| physical debility, to leave the field; he lost the 
i victory. Fron: thatmoment, as others were igno- 
| rant of his plans, which the imbecility of age pre- 
+ vented him from executing, the tide of victory set 
i 
t 


in favor of the French; from that moment the 
successful charges were made by Kethman and 
ied victory to the French stand- 


| others, which carr 
ard. ` 
| Sir, there is a period of human life when men 
should retire from active service, ivil- 
'jans or military men. butno mani lishonored 
| by retiring from such a cause. Age is honer- 
: able, aud no man can be disgraced by it. Then 
il again, sir, there aro many other reasons upon 
‘which the board may have founded its opinion, 
| and doubtless did found its opinion, that some of 
| these officers were incompetent and unfit for active 
| service;-and for those reasons did not disgrace 
i 
| 


as ¢ 


them, though they retired or dropped them from 
the service altogether. A 

i thought it proper to say thus much, sir, for 
| the purpose of arresting some errors which hac 
` been propagated by the remarks of others who 
have engaged in this debate. Soa os i 
| Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, if it had suited 
i! the purpose of other Senators to aliow this whole 
| question to lie over until the Committee on Naval 


i Affairs should have reported upon it, that course 
would have suited me, and | think would better 
have comported with the fitness of this ocra- 
j sion. But, since other Senators have thought 

| proper to defend their positions, there can be no 
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impropriety in my saying a few words in refer- 
ence to this subject. ae ; 

No more delicate or dificult question iscoming 
before the Senate than the one which we are now 
considering. We have already heard complaints | 
of the law under which the action of the naval 
retiring board took place, and Senators, in their 
places, have apologized for having voted for it, 
Some have intimated that they voted without 
proper refiection, and that no proper opportunity - 
was given for consideration. I voted forthelaw, 
and 1 have no such excuses or apologics to ren- 
der. . I voted for the law because officers of the 
Navy of every grade besought me, and besought 
me most carnestly, to vote for it; and my.expe- 
rience, Í dare say, was the experience of almost 
every Senator on this floor. Pending its consid- 
eration, officers of every grade, from commo- 
dore down, to an acting midshipman, besought 
their friends here—at least I was so besought— | 
to give it their support. I was reluctant to do: 


ar 


so, beecxuse I apprehended that difficulties would | 
grow out of the gxecution of the law. Where 
there wasso much unanimity in favor of the meas- | 
ure, I could but foresee that there was no one on 
the whole Navy list who expected to be dropped 
or retired. Every officer, from the lowest to the 
highest, was looking for promotion. I foresaw 
that when some were droppéd, and-some fur- 
loughed, and some retired, dissatisfaction would į 
spring up, and that the officers thus dealt with, by 
themselves and through their friends, would come 
here and complain of having been harshly treated. 

For these reasons I was reluctant to vote for 
the bill which was passed into a law establishing 
the naval board. I voted for it, however, at the 
carnest and unanimous solicitation of oflicers of 
the Navy. So far as my intercourse with them 
extended, no officer of the Navy, of any grade, 
ever intimated to me, in the slightest possible de- 
gree, that the law ought not to be passed, Ihave 
no reproaches to enter against myself or others 
for having sustained the law. As to the manner | 
of its execution, that is another question. 

Tar not here, sir, to censure the naval board 
indiscriminately, and upon the complaint ofevery 
man who chances to have been dismissed, retired, 
or furloughed, and especially when we have not 
heard a solitary word from the board itself; and 
I confess that Iam getting somewhat impatient 
when I sec your table morning after morning 
crowded with complaints, reflecting more or less 
upon a board composed, in my opinion, of as 
honorable men as the country or the world has | 
ever produced. ‘They may have made mistakes— 
doubtless they have; but hear before you strike. 
Let your own committce investigate the question, | 
and make its report; and upon that report lct the 
judgment of the Senate be pronounced, 

A few words, now, as to the condition of the 
question as it stands. ‘The law, according to my 
judgment, has been executed. Gentiemen speak 
of repealing the law. Weill, sir, suppose the 
cffects of its execution were even ten times worse 
than they are alleged to be, how much difficulty 
would you relieve by repealing the law? Certain 
gentlemen have been dismissed from the naval 
service; the President has stricken their names 
from the rolls; they arc out of the Navy. Sup- 
pose you were to repeal the law, will you thereby 
restore such men to commissions? Unquestion- 
ably not. Suppose you repeal the Jaw in refer- 
ence to those who have been furloughed; what 
will be the consequence of that? They have been 
furloughed in obedience to an act of Congress, 
and the repeal of the law will not take them of 
the furlough list and put them into active service, 
Congress has no right to pass any law eppoint- 
ing A, B, or C to office? Gentlemen who have 
been stricken from the rolls are out of the service, 


as 


such power. 
you had no such power. 
by everybody that you had no pow 
law requiring the President to nominate General 


Tt was also conceded 
i 
er io pass a 


Scott as Lieutenant General. You only had the | 
power to pass a bill creating that rank, and then i 
the President, in the exercise of his duties as | 


i 


4 


| are well founded. What can you do? 


| assslow as any Senator or as any ¢ 


Executive of the- United States could nominate 
him if he chose, and the Senate confirm him if it 
chose. 
into office the gentlemen who have-been dismissed 
from the Navy. -Whether their dismission was 
rightful or wrongful, is: not. the question. ‘The 
question is one of constitutional power. 

I hold that all ‘these appeals to Congress. to’ 
legislate gentlemen out of Uificulties into which 
they have, in some cases, been legislated at their 
own solicitation, are out of place. I shall be 
very. glad to contribite whatever may be in my 
power to relieve those who have suffered injus- 
tice. 
from the service, I am willing to hear his peti- 


tent of our power, What have we the right to 
do in reference to the case as it is now presented? 
—that is the question. Admit, if you please, that 
injustice has been done—that all these complaints 
; Some one 
says, “repeal the law.” Very 
do; does that restore the dismissed ofiivers? You 
might as well talk of restoring a man to life by 
repealing the law under which he was executed! 
The law is executed, and is a dead letter on the 
statute-book—as dead as an Egyptian mummy; 
and the officers dismissed ai far out of the 
service as if they had never been, in it. 
can you do? IJ yecur to that question. - 
It scems to me, with all due deference to the 
judgment of other gentlemen, that the Secretary 
of the Navy himself, in bis report, has intimated 
a step in the right direction, Without undertak- 
ing to state precisely what he means or what is 
his plan, I may venture to suggest that it may be 
this: that whenever vacancies ocevr in the ser- 
vice by death, resignation, dismissal, or other- 
wise, they shail be open to be filled by the nom- 


wh 


| ination of gentlemen who have been dismissed 
improperly from the service in consequence of | 


the action] f the late board. For example: if B, 
on the active list, shall resign, or die, er be di 
missed, then A, who has been improperly di 
missed under the operation of this law, may be 
nominated by the President to take the place, and 
thus be restored to his rightful position in the 
service—a position from which it will thus have 
been admitted he was improperly discharged 


eG. 


{ven admiiting that all the complaints whiel 
naval officers make, and all that are made by their 
friends on this floor, be true, you have no power 
to compel the President to nominate any one of 
the dismissed officers to the Senate. 
dertake to suggest to him that he oug 
and especially if you undertake to d 


ht to do it, 


Spee 


as I am sure he ought to do, and refuse to do it 
But, unless he dees nominate these men in the 
mode J have suggested, how are you to get them 
back into the service? According to my under- 
standing of the law, there is but one way of r 


the Senate. 
I shall not go into a discussion of cases of in- 


chairman ef the Committee on Naval Afir 
taken the true position, so far as the in 
case presented by the distinguished Senate 
"Tennessee is concerned. T am sure I should be 
izen of the 


i3 


3 
i 
i 
| 
} 
i 
i 
i 


ii cident to the coast of Africa, o 


i a law to promote the e 
the eficiency of the Navy to be promoted by | 
| having one man on shore for baf a life-time, | 


! remaining in the line of promotion in th 


y 


Republic to deny to Lieutenant Maury any 
which is his. ‘That he has contributed largely to 
science, that he has reflested credit upon our 


common countr 


& 


Senator that it is so; but when you pas 
law, what did you me l take it for granted 
you meant what you said—that you were passing 


ficiency of the Navy. 


ie 


pursuing scientific studies, and at the same 


while ancther of cqual grade is encountering the 
dangers of the Atlantic ocean, or the disea 
z is doubling the 


r iš 


If any man has been unjustly dismissed | 


tion and to consider his case; I am willing to | 
extend to him all the relief that is in my power; | 
but we cannot ignore the question as to the ex- 


ĮI am as ready toudnutasany - 
one here or cisewhere, andi am as proud as avy | 
d this! 


You have no right to legislate back again |: 


well, suppose you : 


What: 


Unless we approach the question in some such | 
form as that, amat a loss to see what we can do. 


If you un- | 


rect him to ; 
| do it, he would probably take the bit in his moutlf, 


i 
i 


storing them to the service, and that by a nom- ; 
ination from the President and confirmation by ; 


dividual merit or demerit; but I should do injus- : 
tice to myself if I did not say that I think the : 
enator from Florida, [Mr. MaLrLony,] the | 


ry boner | 


is: 


sases in- i| public interest, nor 


| 
l 
i 
| 
| 
| 


Cape of Good: Hope, or: is penetrati 
“northern seas? Is thé man whe-happens“to bè 
next to Lieutenant Maury on the. list to bo 
back through-all after time from that promot 
to ‘which his, sea service justly-entitles\ him, be- 
cause Lieutenant Maury Nappens td be disti 
guishéd in scientific. pursuits, but who happens 
also to have no particular. distinction’ às a beara 
ing man? vo Pk groin 
understood, most distinctly and particulay 
when I voted for the law; that--we- were: to 
something which was to encourage our naval. 
officers to, pursue their profession in its fair, legit" 
imate line—sométhing whigh was to give thom: 
hope of promotion: if they fairly won a- ttle to 
promotion in. the proper discharge of their pro+ ; 
fessional dutics. 4 did expect that those who 
had fora long series of years remained dn shore 
in scientific or other pursuits, however honorable 
they might be, would be removed out of the way, 
so that those who were in the active pursuit of 
their profession might have an opportunity: of 
rising in proportion to the service they had ren- 
dered. I am not, therefore, disappointed. that 
Lieutenant Maury has been placed upon the res? 
served list with full pay. His position gives him 
an opportunity to pursuc his seicntific studies to 
his heart’s content. MWe can add to that immense 
reputation which he already has, and which Tam 
as proud as any other American to feel is yeta 
growing reputation; and he will no longer stand 
in the way of the promotion of those who are ens, 
gaged in active sea-life. When I voted for the 
law, I anticipated just that sor? of result, and 1 
fecl some surprise that Lieutenant Maury should 
desire, without encountering any of the risks or 
hardships of the sea, to stand in the way of those 
who do. If he takes the honors of civil life, let 
the mariners have those that belofig to the sea. 
Noram 1 more disappointed in the caseof Com- 
modore Stewart. Uknow the history of the gal-: 
laut old Commodore, and as an American Tam 
proud of it. Tam proudof all hisnaval achieve- 
ments, and of his glorious services; but I did 
anticipate that a man of his great age would be 
removed from active serviec, and honorably ré- 
tired. Sir, gentlemen must excuse me when I 
say it. The idea never crossed my mind that 
retiring these gentlemen was the slightest possi- 
ble reflection upon their honor. if { could sup- 
pose that placing Commodore, Stewart upon the 
reserved list wasa reflection upoa his professional, 
or upon his private character, t would be as rendy 
to denounce the proceeding as any other man 3 
but {I have never so regarded it, and do not so 
regard it now. Commodore Stewart has been 
almost literally worn. out in the service of hiss 
country, and docs it follow that he is dishonored 
beeause his country prefers the’ services of a 
younger and more active man? I know that 
he old Commodore has the true ring of the metal 


se 


Bs ago. 
proceeding cannot, by any- possibility, in the 
judgment of the mon of this day, orin the judg- 
ment of posterity, reflect the slightest discredit 
upon Commodore Stewart. The same may be 
said of Lieutenant Maury, and of other gentie- 
men. 

A great deal has bee 
out of it about 


n said in the Senate and 
ing been a secret and in- 
quisitorial proceed . President, you and 
l are opnesed to gs of all kinds; 
you and I prefer open fair dealing; but I cnu sce— 
and I think if other gentlemen would look at this 
thing calinly they would see-—many reasons 
why this investigation ought to have been secret. 
X hile many gentlemen p 


afer, that whatever in- 
vestigation occurred in regard to them should be 
opon, there may be, there doubyoss are, many 
others who would prefer that the investigation 
| should not be quite so public; and as neither the 
any otlter interest, was to 
‘ibe subserved in any high degree by an oper 


uw 
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: proceeding, it was better to have It secret, than 
to‘wound ‘the sensibilities of those’ who did not 
choose to. have their private affairs publicly in- 
vestigated.. If the public opinion were directed || 
in ‘the proper course, it seems to me that the- 
sound judgment of the country would be, that, 
in thé absence of all evidence to the contrary, it 
must be assumed that none were dismissed for 
dishonorable conduct, or for conduct which was 
disreputable as gentlemen. 1 am not willing to 
investigate the causes of every man’s dismissal. 
I will Inquire into no man’s private conduct, 
without Iam bidden; but I give notice to all the 
world, that if officers, of the Navy, or others, 
come here and deman® investigation, I will give 
it to them; and if they find transactions paraded 
before the world that had better slept in scerct, 
it is their fault, not mine. 

I am willing to believe that no man has been 
dismissed the service for base conduct of any 
kind. 

Why assume, under the language of the law, that 
any man has been dismissed for dishonorable con- 
duct? There are many other reasons pointed out 
in the law for which he may have been dismissed 

-or-retired, Why not assume that he was dis- 
‘missed or retired for some one of these? Age is 
one; infirmity another; incapacity, not brought 
upon himself by bad conduct, another; none of 
these are dishonorable—incapacity arising from 
the want of an earnest pursuit of his profession, 
as another cause for retiring or dismissing officers. 
Retiring, or even dismissing for such a cause, 
would convey ne reflection upon his personal 
honor, but it would simply show that the officer 
did not like his profession, and therefore had not 

ursued it with the eagerness necessary to the 

ighest degree of cfliciency. When you can find 
so many reasons in the law itself why officers 
should be retired, or furloughed, or dismissed the 
service entirely, that reflect no discredit on them, 
it is passing strange to see it assumed that all 
who are displaced are thereby dishonored. For 
myself, Iam perfectly willing to believe that those 
who have been dismissed from the service are, in 
all the relations of private life, quite as honorable 
now a8 they were when they occupied positions 
on the active service list. Iam so, because I can 
see a hundred reasons fairly deducible from the 
law itself why they ought to have been dismissed, 
which do not reflect at all upon their honor as 
gentlemen. Iam therefore slow to take the view 
of this caso which other gentlemen have taken, 
that those who have been dismissed, retired, and 
furloughed, have been in some degree dishonored. 
The procecding was private, and it is therefore ! 
assumed that reflections on private character were |i 
cast or meditated—verily, the wicked flee when 
no man pursucs. The man'who is strong in his 
own conscious rectitudeought not to be so easily 
alarmed as to the judgment that others may pro- 
nounce upon him. Pn 

But I did not rise to discuss this question at 
any considerable length. I think this matter can 
be so arranged as to carry out the objects of the 
law, in promoting the efficiency of the Navy, and 
at the same time guard the innocent and merito-- 
rious against all injustice. This may be done, | 
as [intimated before, by the Exccutive declining | 
to fill vacancics in the service by regular promo- 
tion, and leaving them open to be filled by the 
nomination and confirmation of such dismissed 
officers as haye been improperly dealt by. This 
may be done. * If: the Senate acts in concert with 
the Executive, I feel assured this will be done. 
if any gentleman can suggest a better remedy, I 
shall be glad to hear it. The plan commends it- 
self to me in this, that all who get back will do 
so on their merits, and not under the smoke cre- 
athe by a general emeuéie raised against the | 
law. 

I am not going to vote to put things back to 
where they were before the law passed. We 
have no power to do that, and I would not do it 
if I could. 

After sixteen or seventeen years’ constant 
complaints from naval officers of every grade, 
that there was inefficiency in the service; and || 
after Congress and the Executive have united in 
declaring that the Navy did nced reformation, I 
am not now going to stultify myself by pro- 
claiming on the record that no reform was cver 
necessary, and that I will therefore undo all that 
has been done, and go back to the beginning. I 


j 


i 


li 


j 


| that there was inefficiency in the service when 


j lopping off were necessary. 


i been stated to the Senate. 


| there no redress? I say that in regard to any 


| doors, I would invoke the spirit of the divine 


fl 


am willing to give reliefas far as- Í can whenever 
justice demands it, but I want it understood that 
every case. must stand on its own merits. This 
general outcry against the naval board will not 
move me one jot one way or the other. 

If errors have becn committed, as doubtless 
they have been, [ will do whatever is in my 
power to repair them. If any man has been un- 
justly dismissed, I will do anything in my power 
to restore him to his proper position; but I will 
not, at one. move; restore to the Navy, by my 
vote, all the materiel that has been cast out of it, 
good, bad, and indifferent. 

Waval officers may have persuaded me into an 
error; they may have persuaded me to believe 


there was really none; but J listened to thcir com- 
plaints, and brought my mind to the conclusion 
that there was inefficiency, and that pruning and 
I listened to the 
various and successive heads of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and heard the same story. The whole 
country became full of that complaint. There j 
was a universal! belief that reform in the Navy was 

| necessary, You have had the reform, and now} 
| you have as universal complaint against it. ify 
we believed all that we hear in this Chamber we; 
should be brought to the opinion that there was 
not a solitary man in the Navy who was not per- 
fectly efficient, afloat and ashore, and that, there-: 
fore, nothing in the way of reform was necessary. : 
I do not believe that story, and I do not mean to | 
vote as if I believed it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if I were to 
be silent under the present circumstances, I 
should do injustice to friends who have commit- 
ted their memorials and petitions to me. I pre- 
sented some of them this morning, which ought to 
have been presented before this time. The rcason 
why I delayed their presentation has already 
Tam sorry that we 
are precipitated into a discussion without having 
the necessary information upon which to form a 
responsible opinion. Two or three @centlemen 
have been selected, and their cases have been 
prominently presented to the Senate. Allow me 
to say that there are other cages of hardship; and 
we should be carcful when we are dealing with a 
; class of men who. think they have suffered from 
a jurisdiction which is dangerous in any point of 
view. Iexpress that opinion without regard to 
the fact whether I voted for the law or not; and I 
say here now, itis inconsistent with the spirit of 
the age, it is certainly inconsistent with the great 
principles of Magna Charta and the Constitution 
of the United States, that any officer shall be im- 
peached upon rumor. 

Now, sir, so far as regards the jurisdiction which 
has been conferred on the naval board, Iam not 
induced to arraign them, because I think it very 
probable that they have endeavored in good faith 
to confine themselves within its scope; but sup- 
pose it should turn out, upon a fair inquiry, that 
they have gone beyond the limits of their juris- 
diction, or that, in pursuing the course marked 
out for them within their jurisdiction, they have 
disregarded the common dictates of justice,—is 


board, whether with open doors or with closed 


remark, * Doth our law judge any man before it 
hear him and know what he docth?” 

Sir, [speak with great delicacy on this subject, 
because ii know the president of this board, who 
is a respectable, intelligent, and honorable con- 
stituent of mine, and I believe that he would cut ! 
off his right arm sooner than do willful injustice. | 
I have no right to say how he voted or how airy 
member of the board voted. I had other friends 
on that board, and I would be the last man to 
substitute by conjecture what ought to be brought 
before us by evidence. We are here arraigning 
them as we allege they have arraigned different 
officers, without proper information. I am not 
one of those who are disposed to doso; and I rose 
now simply to say that if, upon investigation, I 
find that this board, acting under a derivative au- 
thority, have violated that authority, or have dis- 
regarded the Jurisdiction conferred on them, I can 
maintain, as a lawyer, before this body, that their 
proceedings are void. 

I do not know how I voted upon the bill to 
establish this board, nor docs that make any 
difference. I presented some petitions this morn- 


ing on the subject. One of the gentlenfen whose 
petitions I presented thinks injustice has been 
done to him, and that if he had been tried by a 
court-martial, the sentence would. not’ have been 
so consuming. as it is, when he has been indicted, 
convicted, and removed on rumor. He is will-- 
ing to have an investigation... Here permit me 
to remark to those who would avoid suspicion; 
let them avoid the public view; but if they-are 
willing io encounter the fires of an ordeal where 
justice shall preside, give them an opportunity, 
in God’s name, to do so. I do not believe that 
in England or in Russia any board. would have 
assumed a jurisdiction of this kind, unless it had’ 
been conferred upon them; and if it has been con- 
ferred on them, and they have construed it 
into an ainplitude of power which was not in- 
tended, I would restrict them as far as possible. 
I would say, if they have not pursued the power 
which legitimately belonged to them, their pro- 
ceedings are void. I do not undertake to sa 
that will be my. opinion, for as a Senator of the 
United States T shall not undertake to give an 
opinion without investigation. I know it has 
been said that mercy to the individual is justice 
to the public, but because a sentence comes with 
the high authority of a board of this jurisdiction 
it docs not deprive it of its force. Like the dag- 
ger that is encircled with flowers, it cuts as 
sharply as if it were naked. 

I have formed no judgment on this question. 
If on investigation I shall find that the law has: 
been executed in good faith, whilst I would drop 
a tear upon the decision, and whilst I would 
mourn that my country has indulged itself in a 
proceeding inconsistent with the spirit of the age 
and the Constitution under which I live, I shall 
abide by it. Tam sorry that this discussion has 
arisen. I was not prepared for it. I think we 
have been precipitated into the discussion with-. 
out our having the information necessary for us 
to form any adequate judgment upon the subject. 
There are other persons besides Lieutenant Mau- 
ry—men who have served their country well and 
faithfully, and have been dismissed without a 
trial, or at least without a hearing. 

The Senator from Mississippi has said that it 
was uo’ objection to this board that its proceed-. 
ings were secret. Is it possible that there could 
be objection to allowing them to scrve a notice 
upon an individual whose sentence they were to 

ronounce? Would it be objectionable to give 
lim notice of the charges that were made against 
him, and take him into private consultation and 
examine them? I do not agree with those who 
would contend that such a naval board or court- 
martial should be conducted apertis foribus alto- 
gether; but I do say that, wherever rumor has 
reached and degraded a man, he has a right to 
complain of the tribunals of his country by which 
it has been done. 

The condition of my voice will not allow me 
to proceed further. Iam sorry that I have said 
thus much. I can assure the Senate that I have 
formed “no judgment on the subject; for, in at- 
tempting to do justice to the individuals who 
have committed their cases to me, I will not do, 
injustice to the board, because I believe there were 
as honorable men on it as ever graced the history 


| of any country. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, my own 
opinion concurring with that of several Senators 
to whom I have spoken on the subject, is, that 
this debate is entirely out-of order. ft has arisen 
on the presentation of a petition, without any 
proposition whatever being before the Senate. 
The debate has already been lengthened consid- 
erably. The same subject has before occupied 
us for several days, and we are, I think, as near 
-a conclusion upon it at the present time as we 
ever shall be in its present attitude. Certainly, 
so far as the debate of to-day is concerned, it has 
been an invasion upon other business. It is im- 
possible for gentlemen to present petitions with 
which they are charged, while a debate of this 
nature is goingon. I think the Senate is not dis- 
posed to Indulge it longer to-day, and for the 
sake of expediting the public busincss—business 
of a pressing and important nature—I move that 
the Senate now proceed to executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some 
time spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Thurs- 


day. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 21, 1856. 

The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of Saturdsy wasread and approved. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. i 

Mr. WALKER. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
77, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Banks, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bowic, Boyce, Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Culien, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Fuulkner, Florence, Henry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Sampson W. Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, j 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, McMullin, McQueen, Millson, Mott, Mordecai 
Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Richardson, 
Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Toppe, Underwood, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John 
V. Wright—77: 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billiighurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Emrie, English, Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, 
Holioway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Reade, 
Ready, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 

"odd, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
Cc. Washburne,’ Ellihu B. Washburme, Isracl Washburh, 
Watkins, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—109. 

So the call of the House was not ordered. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. FLORENCE announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Capwarapenr, had paired off for the day with 
Mr. PENNINGTON. 

He also announced that he had been re 
to state that Mr. Anprew Ottver and 
had paired off for the day. 

Mr. MORGAN announced that Mr. Sace had 
paired off for the day with Mr. Van. 

Mr. READY announced that his colleague, Mr. 
Rivers, had requested him to state that he had 
paired off for the day with Mr. Rosison. 

RESOLUTION PROHIBITING DEBATE. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to rescind the resolution 
which led to so mach debate the other day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ihope it will not be re- 
scinded, 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘T'has for one week, unje: Speaker is sooner 
elected, no debate on any subject or uader the form of per- 
sonal explanation shall be in order; but any member 
attempting to speak shall be held out of order, unless the 
unanimous consent shall have been first had, on the question 
being submitted by the Clerk. 

Mr. BOYCE, Is it in order to move now to 
have that resolution rescinded? 

The CLERK. ‘That motion is in order. 

Mr. BOYCE. Is itin order to debate it? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that until the 
resolution be rescinded, debate is not in order. 

Mr. BOYCE. Then I call for the yeas and 
nays on my motion to rescind. 

The Clerk decided that the yeas and nays were 
not ordered, only twenty-three members rising in 
their seats. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 

eas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs Frorency 
and Hvousron were appointed, 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 27, noes 108. ; : 

So (one fifth of a quorum having voted in the 
affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 


uested 
r. ORR 


-Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 


I call for tellers on the | 


On that motion Teall for the. 


The question was taken; and there were— yeas ; 


60, nays 138; as follows: 

YEAS—Mes: 
Bennett, Bocock, Bo 
bell, Carlile, Caruthe , Cox, € 
vidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliot, E 5 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, J. Giancy Jones, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 


s e 


s. Aiken, Ailen, Ba 
Boyce, Bun 


e, Hendley S. 
John P. Camp- 


Evans, Faulk- 


e 


ge, Cullen, Da- |} 


| powe 


S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen; Millson; {| 


Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Powell, Ready, Rich- 
ardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Walker, 
Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buflington, Bur- 
lingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Camback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, English, Etheridge, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, 
Swope, Tappan, ‘horington, Thurston, ‘Todd, Trafton, Un- 
derwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Warmer, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, 
Walliams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 

So the motion to rescind the resolution was not 
agreed to. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. WINSLOW said: I am desired by my 
colleague, Mr. Branca, to state that he has 
paired off for the day with Mr. Kunxet. 

Mr. VAIL (on his name being called) stated 


that he had paired off forthe day with Mr. SAGE. 
PROPOSITIONS FOR ORGANIZATION. 
Mr. SAPP. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, on Saturday 
next, if the House shall not before that day have clected a 
Speaker, address a communication to each of the Govern- 
ors of the several States, and request them to convene the 
voters of the various congressional districts, at their re- 
spective voting places, on the second Monday of March 
next, there and then to express, by ballot or viva voce, as 
may be the law of voting in the several States, their opin- 
ion on the action of their respective Representatives, as to 
whether theyapprove ofthe manner in which their votes had 
been directe®o elect a Speaker of this House, or whether 
they shall not hereafter be required to vote for a plurality 
rule, for the purpose of effecting an organization. 

Resolved further, That in order that the further action 
of the Representatives in the Thirty-Fourth Congress may 
be directed so as to reflect the latest expressed views of 
their constituents, the House will, with the consent of the 
Senate, on Monday next, stand adjourned till the first Mon- 
day in May next. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to amend the prop- 
osition just read, by striking out the entire reso- 
lution, and inserting the following: 

Whereas, after a trial of near seven weeks, this House 
has, from a fundamental disagreement of opinion as to the 
and policy of this Government amongst the Repre- 
utives of the people cleeted to the ‘Thirty-Fourth Con- 
, found itself incapable of effecting such an organiza- 
qualifies it to discharge the functions which the 
tution Las devolved upon itas an cssential branch of 
ative power of the country ; and which disagree- 


tne leg 
| ment of opinion, founded as 
just to presume, prevent any organization of this House at 


¥> 


pon principle, wil, it is 


a tuture period, so long as dividuals now composing 
it act nader the authority d } from the elections which 
have returned them as members of this body ; and whereas, 
it is proper and in accordance with the truce theory of our 
Government that the powers thus provided by the Consti- 
n for the general good, and delegated by the people, 
not be held by their agents in abeyance, but shall be 
sed for the purpose for which they were granted, or 
ad to the people of the several States, that they 
rmining, by 


sealed paper, indorsed 
£ ation of his seat as 
čourth Congress; which sealed 
d by every member of 
vill in good faith carry 
i n, shall, by order of 

e Clerk, and publicly read from 
ıt time operate to vacate his seat 

and it shail be the duty of the 


ith to ira 
s of resignation of the members now repre- 


terk forthy 
States the le 


ed, That when this House adjourns on Monday next, 
it will, (with the consent of the Senate,) if a Speaker shall 
not before that day be elected, adjourn to meet on the first 
Monday in May next. 

Task for the yeas and nays upon the adoption 
of the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor. 

Mr. SAPP. Iwill withdraw my proposition. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ithen offer the preamble 


! and resolutions as an original proposition, and call 


the previous question on it. 


i 


i 


Mr. COLFAX.” Isit in orderto mi 
the proposition of the gentleman from 
The CLERK. -The gentleman fr 
called the previous question upon hi 
which would cut off all amendment. )7 
Mr. STEPHENS. | I move to. postp 
consideration. of the. resolutions until: M 
next. If we are notable to elect by that ti 
shall be better able to. act-understandingl y 
the resolutions. : Se 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL: Irise! 
a question of order.; I submit that thereis noth- 
ing before the House; ee a 
Mr. FAULKNER. I: call fora: vote onthe 
resolutions now, though I give notice that if-they-. 
are voted down, 1 shall renew them again as soon:, 
as our speech is restored to us ‘in“this body.) T 
think——[Cries of ‘t Order! order Ppi o oygi 
Mr! COLFAX. I desire toknow whether my: 
amendment is in order? If it is, I will send it+o 
the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it read: % 
The CLERK. The Clerk thitiks it is not in 
order, the previous question having been : called. 
by the gentleman from, Virginia. i 
“Mr. NORTON. I move to lay the resolutions 
upon the table. S ‘ 
Mr. STEPHENS. I ask if the. gentleman: 
from Ohio [Mr. Sarr] had the right. to withdraw 
his proposition? If he had not, I ‘object to’ its 
withdrawal. on ‘ 
Mr. CRAIGE. I call the gentleman from ; 
Georgia to order. ‘As long as we have a gag. 
law, I insist upon its being enforced. Petey 
The CLERK. In reply to the gentlemanfrom ; 
Georgia, the Clerk will state that, in his opinion,” 
the gentleman from Ohio has the right to with: ,. 
draw his propesition. \ fine: 
Mr. HDN PHREY MARSHALL. Tf insist’ 
upon my question of order, that there is nothing ` 
before the House. The gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. Sarr] offered a proposition, and the gentle-., 
man from Virginia [Mr. FauLgner] moved’ an ‘ 
amendment, and the gentleman from Georgia ob- 
tained the floor. The gentleman from Ohio then 
withdrew his original proposition, of course carry- 
ing with it the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia. The gentleman from Virginia then 
rose—the gentleman from Georgia having the © 


one. I submit that he had not the floor to offer © 
it, and that nothing, therefore, is before the » 
House. N E E 

Mr. CRAIGE. I call the gentleman from Ken- ' 
tucky to order. No debateis ih order. af 

The CLERK... The gentleman has the right to 
state his question of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, Ihave stated my ques- 
tion, and ask the Clerk to decide it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why, sir, I was recog- 


i nized dy the Clerk regularly, and submitted my 


proposition. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was recognized by the Clerk, but the gen- 
ileman from Gcorgia had been previously recog- 
nized, and still retained the floor. There is, there- 
“fore, nothing before the House. ay 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think my proposition is - 
regularly before the House. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is right. The Clerk understood the gentleman 
from Georgia to obtain the floor, and move to post- 
pone, and then yield the floor. Ifthe gentleman 
from Georgia had not yielded the floor, however, 
the gentleman from Virginia could not obtain it 
to offer his proposition. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why, Mr. Clerk, I un- 
derstood the gentleman from Georgia as moving 


| to postpone until Monday next this very prop- 


_osition, as an original proposition, thereby recog- 
nizing the resolutions as having been offered by 


! me. 


Mr. STEPHENS. My motion was to post- 
pone the original proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, which he has since withdrawn, with 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The CLERK. The Clerk so understood the 
gentleman, and there is, therefore, nothing before 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio having with- 


| drawn his proposition. 


Mr. FAULKNER, Well, Mr. Clerk, who is 
entitled to the floor now ? a 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Georgia. 
There is, however, no proposition before the 


House. 


floor—and offered his proposition as an original, ~ 


7 ` es 
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STEPHENS took his seat. 7 
My, FAULKNER. Am I now entitled to th 
foor? : : : 
“The CLERK. “Yes, sir. : 
Mr. FAULKNER... I now offer my preamble 
and resolutions as an original proposition; and I 
call thé previous question upon its adoption. -. 
“Mr: NORTON. Is it iw order to move to lay 
those resolutions. upon the table? 
The CLERK. It is. : 
Mr. NORTON. ‘I make that motion. 
i Mr. FAULKNER... I call, for the yeas and 
nays upon. it. 
:Mr. STEPHENS.. 


The CLERK. Etis not. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I give notice that, if the 
propósition of the gentleman from Virginia is not 
aid upon tħe table, I shall submit a motion to 
postpone until Monday next. 

“Mr. LAKE. 
tute ‘to the proposition now before the Flouse ? 

The CLERK, | It is not. : 

Mr. LAKE. [havea proposition which Ide- 
sire to offer. | Į send it to the Clerk’s desk, and 
ask thatit may be read for information. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. LAKE. Mr. Clerk, I now ask that the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
may be read for the information of the Fouse. 
If an opportunity be afforded me, I shall move 
it as an amendment to the pending resolutions. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read 
the resolution as follows: 


Whereas, the House of Representatives of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress has made an honest effort to organize by 


Ts it in order now to move | 
to postpone until a day certain—until Monday | 
next--the further consideration of the resolutions ? | 


Is it in order to move a substi- | 


| number of votes at each trial shall be dropped until an 


This statement I think due to my colleague; who 
has been continually in his seat up to this time.. 
I can further state, [believe Mr. Harr would not 
have left unless an arrangement of this kind could 
have been entered into. [Cries of “ Order !”] 
The CLERK. The gentleman is explaining 
the- reasons of a pair-off. [Cries of “ Order!” 
‘© No debate isin order !?*} j! 
Mr. THORINGTON. I have said ali I de- 
sired, 15 | 
Mr. SNEED. Mr. Clerk, I submit the follow- 
ing proposition: $ 


Be it resolved by the members of this House, (as a means | 
of effecting an organization of the body,) That those who ! 
have been voting for Mr. Banxs for Speaker are requested | 
toselect and name one member who has been voting for | 
Mr. FULLER, and one member who has been voting for Mr. 
RICHARDSON for Speaker, and. that the supporters of Mr. 
Ricuarpson select and name one member among the sup- 
porters of Mr. BANKs, and one from the supporters of Mr. 
Fourier, and that the supporters of Mr. Futter name one 
member. among Mr. Ricuarpson’s supporters. and one 
among the supporters of Mr. Banks, and tnat the members 
so selected and named shall be considered the only candi- |} 
dates nominated for the Speaker’s chair. ee || 

Resolved further, That alter the voting for these candi- 
dates shall be commenced, the member receiving the lowest 


election shail be effected. i 


Mr.STEPHENS. I move that the resolution ! 
be laid on the table. I hope that we shall go to 
voting. [Cries of “That is right t°] 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
laid on the table. 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. . 

The House. then proceeded to vote the one | 
hundred and eighteenth time for Speaker, with the ; 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, | 
197; necessary to a choice, 99; of which— 

Nathanic! P. Banks received. .esessoseosseoree eee 92 

William A. Richardson. ccesee cece reeverceeeceeees BS 


able obstacles to its organization, and that the public inter- 
ests would be greatly promoted by their doing so. 


Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 


‘floor. 


The CLERK. The genjleman from Arkansas 
has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. FULLER. I do not propose to debate 
the resolution. _ I Wish to remove one obstacle to 
the organization of the House, and therefore 
withdraw my name as a candidate for the speak- 
ership. [Cries of **Order!’’ “I object to all dë- 


| bate!?*] 


Mr. RUST. I have not yielded the floor. 
[Cries of ¢ Order!’ ‘* Debate is out of order !?7] 
I am not going to debate the proposition. I do 
not demand a vote on the proposition now; I 
hope it will not be taken. 

Several Mempers. Oh yes, let us vote on it. 

Mr. RUST. Very well, if gentlemen wish it, 
let there be a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the resolution 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I hope my friend from 
New York [Mr. Morgas] will withdraw that 
motion for a moment, to alow me to say a word. 


| [Cries of “ Order !’? No debate!?’} 


The CLERK. The gentleman from New 
Jersey is out of order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I do not rise for the 
purpose of debate, nor for the purpose of per- 
sonal explanation. . I do not propose to place 
myself in a position of antagonism to the order 
of the House, made on Saturday last. [Cries of 
“Order!?’] I propose to say simply, that the in- 
timation contained in this resolution being the 


i first that has been made on this floor, that my 
| name Interposes an obsiruction to the organiza- 


tion of the House, I wish it understood, in acz. 


the élection ofa Speaker, which has hitherto failed on ac- 
count of the peculiar constitution of parties of which it is 
composed; and whereas, these repeated failures have left 
no doubt on the minds of a majority of the members thatan 
organization cannot now be effected: Cherefore, 


THoury M- Fullor....csccccccssecccsecccsccassevseedh = | 
Lewis D. Campbell.cscesccsceceveesececsseeeeeees 3 | 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 2 
A 1 

1 


cordance with my declaration a few days since, 
that I am not to be regarded any longer as occu- 
ying the position of a candidate. ° 
Mr. KUSTIS. Icall the gentleman to order. 


Gilchrist Porte 
Soloi0n G. HAVEN cece esse cece cee ce cene eee tees 


esolued, (the Senate concurring,) That the Congress 


of the United States be adjourned, ftom and after the pas-, 


sage of this resolution, until the first Monday in —— next. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
on the table; and it was agrecd to—yeas 111, 
nays 85; as follows: 


YEAS—Mossrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Ben- 


gon, Billingburst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- | 
is D. Campbelt, | 


ton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covod 
Cwnback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Bnstis, Evans, Henry M. 
Fuller, Giddings, Giibert, Granger, Grow, Harian, J. Morri- 


ragin, Cullen, 
mothy Davis, 


son Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickian, Hoffman, Hoho- į 


way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Kuowlton, Knox, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryiance, Reade, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sherman,: Simmons, William R. 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Sttanahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, 
Waibridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Bilinu B. 


Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Whituey, | 


Williains, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—Lt). 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Boceck, Bowie, Boyce, 
Bumett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamsou R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Biliott, Engish, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Uumplirey Marshall, Sam- 


uel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullia, McQueen, Killian | 


Miller, Smith Miller; Milson, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, 
Phetps, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Raffin, Rust, 


Sandidge, Sapp, Savage Neott, Samuel A. Smith, William ; 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, į 


Smith, Sneed; 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, ang Zollicoffer—85. 


So the resolutions were laid upon the table. 


Pending the above call, and when his name was | 


called, 


Mr. VAIL rose and said+ Mr. Clerk, by special | 


agreement with the gentleman from New York, 


pr: Sace,] Lam entitled to vote on this question. 


vote no. 
Mr. THORINGTON (when his name was 
called) said: Mr. Clerk, my colleague, Mr. HAEL, 


has paired off with Mr. Rosyxis—the pair toj 


continue up to the 25th of the present month, 
Sickness in Mr. Harr ’s, familyh 


had not paired off with him, I would have done 
so myself under the circumstances, My colleague 
would, in all instances, cast his vote for Mr. 


Ricuarpson, and Mr. Roserts for Mr. Banes. | 


Jones, | 


H PENNI 


| officer, and that a longer pe 
= ° i| respective friends in wy 
as caused him į 
to be absent from his seat; and, if Mr. Ronerrs | 


Eli S. Shorter.cccosscccccsvcescccees D iii 1 
So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: , 

For Mr. Banks— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, ! 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, i 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, Lewis | 
D. Campbell, Chattee, Colfax, Comins, Clawson, Covode, | 


Cragin, Cuinback, Damrell, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, | 
De Witt, Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Durfee, Rdie, Emrie, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Grangor, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas : 
R. dfortou, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Haghston, Kel- | 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, 
ason, MeCarty, Meacham, Kill iter, Morgan, 
1, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Par ‘on, Pet- 
tit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Rite bin, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, S 1, Tappan, 
‘Thorington, ‘Thurston, Fodd, "T a Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader U. Washburne, Wiha B. || 
shburne, Israet Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, f 
Woodruft, and Woodworth. | 
For Mr. Richardson— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, į 
Barksdale, Bel, Hendley S.Beonett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, j 
Burnett, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- | 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Wiliott, English, Faulkner, Diorence, ‘Thomas J. D. | 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas G. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Sumucl S. Marshali, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Siniil | 
Miller, Millkon, Mordecai Oliv <, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandic rage, Samuch A. i 
Sinith, Wiliam Smith, Stepher ut, Talbott, Taylor, | 
Warrer, Watkins, Wells, Wiliiaans, Winslow, Danicl B. 
Wright, and Jobn V. Wright. 1 
For Mr, Fuller—Messrs. broom, John P. Campbell, Car- ! 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, len, Henry Vint Davis, | 
Mtheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fi To, 
man, Kennett, 
Uuinphrey Mars} 


æ 


? 
d, Va 


Dunn, Moore, and Scott. 
s. Edwards and Haven. 
For Mr. Porie r. Henry M. Fuiler. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Harrison. 

For Mr. Shorter—Mr. Richardson. 


Mr. RUST. I submit the following proposi- 
tion: ` 

Whereas, one hundred and cighteen ineffectual efforts to 
elect a Spsaker, in which the votes have been divided 
among Mr. Banks, Mr. RICHARDSON, Bonner, and Mr. 
NGTONX, must have made it manifest to those geut}e- 
men and this Congress that neither of them is the choice 
of a majority of the members of this Ho tor its 
tence on the pa 
heir names for this office will 


only delay the organizat 
vent immediate legislation whe 
the whole country require it: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that Messrs. 
Bangs, RICHARDSON, FULLER, ard P Trox, by with- 
drawing their names, and forbidding their use as candidates 
for the speakership, would remove certain and insurmount- 


* 


If you wish to make explanations, rescind the 
resolution which cuts off all debate. 

Mr. RUST. I demand the ycas and nays on 
my resolution. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tripper and 
Corrax were appointed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.” I move that the 
consideration of the resolution be postyoncd 
until Monday next. 

The CLERK. |The motion is not in order. 

The question was taken, ang the yeas and nays 
were ordered, the tellers having reported—oyes 
27, noes 166; more than one fifth of those present 
voting in the affirmative. i 

Mr. FAULKNER. Irise to-submit a propo- 
sition that is in order under the rule adopted on 
Saturday. : J 

Mr. RUST. Have the yeas and nays been 
ordered? 

The CLERK. They have. 

Mr. RUST. Then | will, upon the request of 
a friend, withdraw the resolution, and shall offer 
it again to-morrow, with the hope that this gag 
Jaw will be reseinded, so that it can be debated. 

Mr. WALKER. Trenew the resolution. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I now submit a proposi- 
tion which is in order under the rule adopted on 
Saturday, and that is, that the proposition be 

nade from the Clerk’s table, asking the unan- 
imous consent of the. House, that those four gen- 
tlemen who are referred to in the resolution shall 
be allowed to express themselves, if they choose 
to do so, with regard to it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was disarreed to. 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays have fallen , 
with the withdrawal of the resolution by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. The gentleman from 
Virginia now proposes, under the rule adopted 
on Saturday last, that the unanimous consent of 


1 demand tellers on the 


that the House 


| the House shall be given to the four gentlemen 


named in the resolution to address the House. 

Mr; WALKER. Can he offer that as an 
amendment to my resolution? 

The CLERK. He can offer it while the gen- 
tleman’s resolution is pending. 

Mr. WALKER. After the yeas and nays 
have been ordered? 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays have not 

e T ` 
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been ordered on the resolution since the gentle- 
man renewed it, ` 
Mr. WALKER. 
for the present. i 
Mr. FAULKNER. Then of course F with- 
draw my proposition also: [Loud cries of “ Call 


the roll !”’}- 


I withdraw the resolution 


Mr. WHITNEY. I offer the resolutions which* 


I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Hon. — be, and he is hereby, 
declared Speaker of the House of Representatives: of th 
Thirty-Fourth Congress of the United States. 

Resolved, That the above resolution be reported by the 
Clerk in blank, and it shall be in order for any member to 
move that the blank be filled by the insertion of a name, 
and that the resolution be adopted; on that motion the 
yeas and nays shall be called, and whenever such motion 
shall redeive a majority of votes, the-person then named 
shall be Speaker of the House. 

Resolved, That the name of any member once proposed 
to fill the blank shall not be again proposed without the 
consent of a majority of the members present and voting 5 
nor shali it be in order to move one candidate a second 
time so long as any member desires to move the name of 
one not yet proposed and voted upon. 

Resolved, ‘That all questions arising upon a second mo- 
tion to,insert the name of any person who has been once 
proposed and voted for to fill the blank, shall be decided 


viva voce, or, in case of a doubt, shali be decided by tellers. 


Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the second 
resolution by striking out ‘“ majority,” and insert- 
ing the ‘* highest namber. ?? ‘ : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I want to submit 
an amendment providing that no gentleman shall 
be voted for who objects to it himself. — - 

Mr. KNIGHT. {move to lay the whole sub- 
ject upon the table. 

Mr. DUNN. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. d 

Mr. STEPHENS. Itis evident that we shall 
do nothing here to-day. I move that the House 
do now adjourn; and on that motion I demand 
tellers. F 

The CLERK appointed Messrs. CAMPBELL of 
Kentucky, and Coyops, to act as tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 53, noes 71. So the motion was 
not agreed to. z : , 

The question then recurring upon the motion 
to lay the resolution and accompanying amend- 
menis upon the table, it was put, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 146, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Banks, 
Barbour, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, BococR, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, Bur- 
nett, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskic, Chatřec, Claw- 
son, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day,Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Emrie, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelley, 
Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Mat- 
teson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Powell, 
Pringle, Purviance, Richardson, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Sherman, Simmons, Wil- 
Ieun Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thoriugton, ‘Thurston, Todd, 'Trafton, Wade, Waibridge, 
Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washbume, 
Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—148. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bishop, Boyce, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dunn, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hofman, 
Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Porter, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Wakeman, Whitney and Zollicoffer—44. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

When the name of Mr. Sneep was called, 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, announced that 
Mr, Sneen was detained from the House by sick- 
ness, which accounted for his not answering to 
his name. . 

Mr. CARLILE. I move the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s table; and 
upon-it I move the previous question. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Wini1am Surry, of Virginia, be, 
and he is hereby, declared Speaker of this House, for the 
irty-Fourth Congress. 

„The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 


' 131; as follows: ` : 


-Robbins, Rufin, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 


| Knowlton, Knox, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 


Mr. CARLILE. I call for the ‘yeas and nays | 
upon the passage of the resolution. ao 

The yeas and nays were ordered: 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. © 0 000 07s ` 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. j nt 

. The question was then put upon the adoption 

of the resolution; and there were—yeas 47, nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Bowie, Boyce, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Dow- 
dell, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Henry M. 
Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Kennett, | 
Lake, Lindtey, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, McMullin, McQueen, Millson, Paine, Quitman, 
Reade, Ready, Richardson, Rust, Savage, Willian R. Smith, 
Stewart, Swope, ‘Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whitney, John V. Wright, and 
Zolticotfer—47. x 

NAYS—Mesers. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Barbour, 
Barclay, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Hentilcy 8. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, Burnett, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Howell 
Jobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, 
Damrell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfec, 
Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Fmrie, English, Fior- 
ence, Thomas J. D: Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, 
Grow, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. forton, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Know!ton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, 


Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, [sracl 
Washburn, Welch, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodrnff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—I3L. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 

After the result was announced, 
Mr. SANDIDGE. I desire to say that I ad- | 
dressed the Clerk before the vote was announced, | 
[Cries ofø Order!” 4 Order} : 
The CLERK. The gentleman is out of order, 
no debate is in order. 
Mr. SANDIDGE. I only wish to say that I 
all change my vote. 
The CLERK. -It is too late, as the vote has 
been announced. 
Mr. CRAIGE. Imove that the House do now 
adjourn. i 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vamsand 
CumpBac were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 86, noes 29. 

The House accordingly (at three o’clock and 
fiftcen minutes) adjourned till to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


as 


sk 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
+ Tunspay, Jenuary 22, 1856. 
The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. VALK. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 74, nays 110; as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Cox, į 
Craige, Culien, Davi Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fauikner, Florence, 
Henry M, Fuller, ‘Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Honston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Lake, | 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- | 
phrey Marshall, Maxwell, MceMullin, McQueen, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, | 
William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbou, Taylor, Valk, ; 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniet B. Wright, 
and Jobn V. Wright—74. 

WAYS—Mesasrs. Albright, Alison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 

Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton. Buffington, Burlingame, Burnett, Lewis | 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Clawson, Clingman, | 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfec, tt, Emrie, English, Foster, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hoto- | 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, | 
Hughston, Jewett, Kelsey, Kidwell, Bing, Knapp, Knight, 


ry 


‘Meacham, Kilians Miller; Smith “Miller; Moore; 


_ton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purvi; 


- Washburne, Ettihu B: Washburne, ‘Israel 


Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Olivér, Parker, 


Reade, Ritchie, Sabin, Sapp, ‘Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton; Stephens, Stranahan, 
Swope, Tappan, Thorington, ` Thurston, «Todd; ‘Trippe, ~ 
Wade, Wakeman, Waibndge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff; Woods” 
worth, and Zollicoffer—116.. > hea g epii 

So a call of -the House was refused: A 

Mr. MACE (when his name was called):said: 
I have paired off for the day. with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop.} = Cy oe 

Mr. BOYCE. I beg leave to offer the resohition, 
I send to the Clerk’s table, and upon it L move 
the previous question. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas our relations with Great Britain are of the: most 
threatening character, indicating that we may be upon. the | - 
eve of the most startling events; and whereas it is theim- 
perative duty of the House, at this juncture of imminent 
peril, not to abdicate its great mission, but to fulfill it. by 
organizing, if possible, upon sucha basis as will give peace 
to our distracted country, and enable it to.present an undis 
vided frout to the common enemy: Theretore, È 

Resolved, That the conservative elements of this House 
should unite in a sincere effort to clect a Speaker, who wil 
represent the great ideas of peace for ourselves: and the 
sword for the stranger. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr FLORENCE. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were refused. aoa 

Mr. STEPHENS. I propose, before: the: 
question is put, that the. gentleman who offe; 
the resolution be permitted to state to the Ftoù 
the facts upon which he makes the annow 
ment contained in the resolution, $ 

The CLERK. If there be no. objection,: the 
gentleman from South Carolina can:do'so. > 

Mr. STEPHENS. If we are upon the eve of 
a war, I desire to say I know nothing about it. 

Objection was made by several members, and 
leave was consequeritly refused. ` 

The question was then put upon themotion of 
Mr. Morean; and it was decided in the afirma- 
five. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BOYCE. [call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay upon the table. : 

The CLERK. The yeas and nays ‘were re- 
fused, yet the Clerk thinks the call is in order. 

Mr, CRAIGE. I appeal from. that decision 
of the’Clerk, as he had announced the decision 
of the question before the call was made. 

The CLERK. The Clerk, on reflection, thinks 
he was in error in holding the call fer the yeas 
and nays in order, and hg now rules it out of 
order, as the yeas and nays have just been refused 
upon the same motion. . 

PROPOSITION FOR ORGANIZATION. 

Mr. TYSON. I offer the following resolu- 
tions: ; i E 

Resolved, That the candidate for. Speaker who shall at 
any time hereafter receive the highest number of votes from 
a quorum of members, though it be Jess than a majority of 
the whole number of votes polled, shall be duly declared 
Speaker of the Thirty-F ourth Congress, provided that he and 
each of the other candidates shall have the appointment of 
the standing committees in proportion to the number of 
votes respectively received by each; but that no candidate 
whose vote shall be Jess than twenty-five shall be entitled 
to any appointment under this resolution. 

Resolved, That the officiating clerk shall compute and 
assign to the respective candidates the number of mem- 
bers they may be severally entitled to appoint under the 
foregoing resolution ; provided, however, that his decisions 
shall be open to appeal. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. 
resolutions on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTION PROHIBITING DEBATE: 
_ Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the resolution 
introduced the other day by the gentleman. from 
North Carolina, [Mr. CLINGMAN;] precluding “ 
debate for one week, be rescinded; and on that 
motion I call for the yeas and-nays. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,.of Illinois. 
lay the motion to rescind on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

" VOTES FOR SPEAKER. 

The House then procecded to vote: the: one 
hundred and nineteenth time for Speaker, with 
the following result: Whole number ‘of votes 
cast, 195; necessary to a choice, 98; of which— ~ 


Nathaniel P. Banks received....... si 
William A. Richardson v.ccccecseeseteetecrecees GF 


I move to lay the 


I move to 


e 
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January 23, 


ee 


M, Ballers. cose. dice de eve ees 
< Lewis D. Campbelk.... 0. e.e ees 
7 Alexander C. M.Pennington.. «. 

Gilcliist Porter. 
"BLS. Shorter. ne oe ees i 

‘So there was no choice. : 

‘Phe following is the vote in detail: 

For: Mr: Banks — Messtis: Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Blies, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson; Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlen, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, flughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Kuapp, Khight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
pure, Elihu B. Washburme, Isracl Washbum, Watson, 
Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, 
Boyce, Barnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williarnson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Diliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Good’, Greenwood, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George 


W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lump- 


kin, Samuel: S; Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Milson; Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Ste 
lor, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Williains, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messis. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Poster, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Paiiie, “Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zol- 
licoffer. . . 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Penningion—Myr. Haven. 

For Mr. Porter—Mv. Henry M. Fuller. 

or Mr. Shorter-—-Mr. Richardson. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: ‘Etis proper for me to 
say to the House, that Mr. Puryear paired off, 
some days ago, with Mr. Fiar, of Massachu- 
getts. I believe that I was charged before with 
giving nolice of this to the House, but I forgot it. 

He also announced that his colleague, Mr. 
Hickmay, had paired off with his other col- 
league, Mr. Pearce. 

The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and twentieth time for Speaker, with the follow- 
ing result: Whole number of votes cast, 194; 
necessary toa choice, 98; of which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks reecived...seseseerreesreeser OL 

William A.gtichardson . 5 

Henry M. Fuiler.., 

Lewis D. Campbeott..... 

Alexander C. M. Pennington. 

Gilchrist Porters... cece eee 

Willian AUCH cece cece ee ete e erence rene narneees 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 
My. Banks — M 


For 


Damrel, Timothy Da 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duri 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Hartan, Hollow 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugi 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlon, Kuox, Leite 
toson, MeCarty, Meacham, Willian Miller, 1 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver,’ P: 
Peitit, Pike, Pringle; Purviance, Ritehic, Robbi 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton 
Tappan, ‘Shorington, 'Pharston, Todd, ' 
Wakdmun, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwaia 
burno, Etiihu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Vi 
Weleh, Wood, Woodrua, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messts. Aiken, Allon, Barelay, 
Burete Ondweladur, Garuinors, Geekie, Chiaginen, Howe 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Biliott, English, Faulkner, Plorence, Thomas 
J. D. Puller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMulln, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
WwW iliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, War- 
net aman Wee va Hidma Wiasiow, Daniel B. 

mgt, ane at Vv. ngut. i 

For My. Fuller—Messts. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eth- 
eridge, Evans, Foster, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Paine, Porter, 
Mele Walker Wim and Zolkel a pes 

ralk, Waiker, W y, an icofer. 

ae Mr. Campbell—Niessrs. Edwards, Harrison, Moore, 
and Scott. 


Cragiu, Cumback 


a, l 
s Mat- 
an, Morriil, 
ty Pelton, 


wy 


fiver, Parker, Pelton, 


For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Dunn and Haven. 

For My. Porter—Mr. Henry M: Fuller. 

For Mr. Aiken—Mr. Richardson. , 

[Cries of “ Call the roll!??] 

The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and twenty-first time for Speaker, with 
the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 195; necessary to a choice, 98; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received .....ecscceecseesnees OL 

Wiliam A. Richardson .... 

Henry M. Fuller ...... see 

Lewis D. Campbell........ 

Alexander C. M. Pennington 


Gilchrist Porter ...s.......- 
James C. ANON ce ceedeceecn cere ccrcce seers 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail : 

For Mr. Banks —~ Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
| Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
| Ð. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
| Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emric, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas 
| R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miler, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Eltihu B. Washbburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
| Barksdale, Bell, Hendley $. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Ca: s Clinginan, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davids 
| Dowdell, Edmundson, Eniott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
{Tho J. Ð. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. 

Tarr Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 


Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rufùn, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 


bott, Taylor, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Jolm V. Wright. 


lite, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Eth- 
eridge, Bustis, Evans, Poster, Hofman, Keftt, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Willian R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolie 

For Myr. Camphell—Mesars. Dunn, Edwards, ilarrison 
Moore, and Scott. 

Por Mr. Pennington—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr, Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Allen—Mr. Richardson. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr, COVODE stated that Mr, Konxer had 
paired off with Mr. Brancu. 
| Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 
| The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
five minutes pasttwoo clock) the House adjourned 
i until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 23, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
| twelve o'clock, m. 


WITHDRAWAL O IR. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Pouse to submit some 
remarks jn the nature of a personal explanation, 
which will net, Lam sure, consume ten minutes 
of time. 
| The CLERK. Is there any objection to the 
i gentleman from Minois proceeding with his per- 
i sonal explanation? i 
i There was no objection. 
i Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, I desire to 
| announce to this House and the country that after 
| to-day my name will be unconditionally with- 
| drawn from the pending canvass for the speaker- 
ship. I announce the fact in advance, that my 
| friends and those who have voted for me here- 
| tofore may determine what, under the circum- 


ible, as I have no doubt the country has, that 
į no contingency could happen to place me in the 
Speaker’s chair. Sir, I have never desired an 
‘election. Still, it is with pleasure and pride that, 
‘without hope, my friends have stood firm and 
immovable in this protracted contest. This mani- 
festation of their confidence, so often expressed, 
| is more valucd by me than an election could be. 
| Tt is said to be an exhibition of the highest hero- 
ism to lead up troops to a fire which they cannot 


| Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- | 
Queen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, | 


| Samuel A. Smith, Willian Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- | 


For Mr. Fuller—Messts. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- | 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. i 


stances, itis their duty to do. I have been sens- | 


victory. Sir, we have-presented the evidence to 
our political friends that there was no hope for 
success, when we have marched one hundred and 
twenty-two times up to the fire of a foe two to 
our one; and while we have not won. the field, 
they are- not victorious. i 

Mr. Clerk, I am sincerely desirous:to see the 
House organized. ‘ It-has been intimated-here and 
elsewhere that my name stood in the way of its 
organization. I desire to relieve the House, by 
an unconditional withdrawal of my name. Gen- 
tlemen who have acted with me will bear testi- 
mony to the declaration, that the position I have 
occupicd is not of my own seeking; that it is one 
from which I have again and again endeavored 
to retire. They have seen fit to continue me in 
the position where they placed me at the begin- 
ning of this session of Congress. In the vain 
hope that by this announcement I may enable, 
so far as I can, the House to organize, and pro- 
ceed to the discharge of the business which is 
imposed on it, I have deemed it my duty to sub- 
mit these remarks. I hope this course may lead 
to a speedy organization. I fear that discord will 
still reign in this Hall, and that history will 
record the fact as an evidence against our ability 
for self-government. 

PRAYERS FOR THE HOUSE. 


Mr. DOWDELL. Mr. Clerk, { offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, and on its adoption call for the 
previous question: 

Whereas, the people of these United States, from their 
earliest history to the present time, have been led by the 
hand of a kind Providence, and are indebted for the count- 
less blessings of the past and present, and dependent for 
continued prosperity in the future on Almighty God; and 
whereas the great vitaland conservative clement in our sys- 
tem is the belief of our people in the pure doctrines and 
divine truths of the gospel of Jesus Christ, it eminent! 
becomes the Representatives of a people so highly tavored, 
to acknowledge in the most public manner their reverence 
for God: Therefore, 

Resolved, First, that the daily sessions of this House be 
opened with prayer; and 

Second, That the ministers of the gospel in this city are 
hereby requested to attend, and alternately perform this 
solemn duty. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. 
previous question. 

‘The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I vote against the resolu- 
tion, because I do not think we can do anything 
in the way of business before we organize. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We can do this as well with- 

out an organization as with it. 
_Mr. ELLIOTT. We need not go out of the 
TLouse for religious consolation; there are min- 
isters of the gospel enough in our midst to do all 
our praying. — 

The CLERK. The ayes scem to have it, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for a divis- 
10n. ` 

The question was taken; and the resolution was 
adopted, there being on a division—ayes 84, 
noes 39. 


I second the call for the 


VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and twenty-second time for Speaker, 
with the following resuli: Whole number of 
votes cast, 194; necessary to a choice, 98; of 
which— 


Lewis Ð. Campoell.. se. eee 
Alexander C. M. Pennington. 
Gilchrist Porter... 
Howoll Cobb. 
Jolin Williams........ 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For My. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahau, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Ellina B. Wash- 
burne, Isract Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Hendiey S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boycs, 


| return, and in a fight where there is no hope of i| Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Ciingman, How- 
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ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craig, Davidson, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Faulkner, Fiorence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Gregnwood, Sampson. W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMuHin, McQueen, Mill. 
son; Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman,. Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, ‘Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Warner, Watkins 
Wright, and John v: Wright. . 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shail, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Wil- 
liami R. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Whitney, 
and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Campheil—Messrs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Moore, and Scott. i 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Cobb—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BISHOP stated (when his name was called) 
that, under a conditional arrangement with Mr. 
Bavaro Crarx, he would not vote this time. 

Mr. CLAWSON (when his name was called) 
stated that he had, for this day, paired off with 
Mr. Bett. 


INVITATION TO CANDIDATES TO WITHDRAW. 


Mr. RUST. I now renew the resolution which 
I offered on Saturday, with certain modifications. 
I have modified the resolution by inserting the 
words “after to-day,” and also by striking out 
the name of Mr. Pennineron, as, upon examin- 
ing the record, I perceive that he was not a can- 
didate at the time I offered the resolution, but was 
only receiving one or two votes. 

The resolution as modified was read, as follows: 


Whereas, one hundred and twenty-two ineffectual efforts 
to elect a Speaker, in which the votes have been divided 
among Mr. Banks, Mr. Riemarpson, and Mr. FULLER, 
must have made it manifest to those gentlemen and this 
Congress that neither of them is the choice of a majority 
of the members of this House for its presiding officer, and 
that a longer persistence on the part of their respective 
friends in urging their names for this office will only delay 

. the organization of this House, aud thereby prevent imme- 
diate legislation, when the cominon interests of the whole 
‘country require it: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that Messrs. 
Banxs, RICHARDSON, and Furuer, by withdrawing their 
names, and forbidding their use as candidates for the 
speakership, after to-day, would remove certain and insur- 
mountable obstacles to its organization, and that the public 
interests would be greatly promoted by thcir doing so. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Clerk, I 
think that resolution had better be laid upon the 
table; and I make that motion. 

Mr. RUST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 96, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Messys. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Duflington, Burlingame, Lewis D.Campbell, 
Chafee, Wihiamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Mdic, Emrie, 
English, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hollo- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Jewett, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowi- 
ton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott,Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Prin- 
gle, Purviance, Ritchic, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, 


Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring-- 


ton, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washbarne, Bllihu B. Wash- 


burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, | 


and Woodworth—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocoek, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Eth- 
eridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L., Harris, Har- 
rison, Haven, Herbert, Hofman, Houston, George W. 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Mill- 
son, Milward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Samuel 
A. Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, Taylor, 'Lrippe, Valk, Waiker, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Danicl B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—97. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr. RUST. 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded. 


Mr. WASHBUORNE, of Illinois. I ask for 


I now move the previous ques- 


Welis; Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. |: 


jart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd 


the yeas and nays on ordering the main question 
to be now put. $ ip : 

The yeas and nays were ordered: 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia.. What will be the 
effect if the main question is not ordered to be 
now put? Will the. resolution go over until to- 
morrow? =- : - 

The CLERK. The Clerk so understands it. 

_ Mr. COBB. Well, Ishall vote against order- 
ing the main questfn to be now put. That will 
postpone ‘the resolution till to-morrow, which is 
what I want. ` 

Mr. RUST. Why, it will not operate until 
to-morrow. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 93, nays 101; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barclay, Barks- 
dale, Hendley S. Bennett; Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Jolin P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, @arlile, Caruthers, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, Cox, Cullen, Dam- 
rell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Giddings, 


reenwood, Sampson W. Haris; Harrison, Haven, Iler- | 


bert, Hoffman, Kelly, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Alexander 
K. Marshali, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Milison, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Pettit, Porter, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rust, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
Trippe, 
Tyson, Valk, Wade, Walker, Warner, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 


| Wright, and Zollicoffer—93. 


NAYS —Messrs. Allen, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buffington, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Craige, 
Cumback, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Déan, De Witt, Dickson, 


| Dodd, Elliott, Emrie, English, Florence, Thomas J.D. Ful- | 


ler, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Thomas L. 
Harris, Holloway, Thommas R. Horton, Valentine B. Lorton, 
Houston, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 


Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kuox, ! 


Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Phelps, Pike, 
Powell, Pringle, Ritchie, Rufiin, Sabin, Sherman, Sim 


mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranakan, Tappan, Vhorington, | 
Trafton, Wakeman, Wajbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader Ç. | 


Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
kins, Watson, Welch, Wells, Woodruff, and Woodworth 
i. 


So the motion was lost. 

Mr. RUST. Whatis the effect of that? 

The CLERK. The resolution goes over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
House do now adjourn. . 

Mr. EDIE. I ask for tellers on that motion. 


I move that the 


The Clerk appointed Messrs.’ Epis, and | 


Wrucurt of Tennessee to act as tellérs, 


The question was taken, and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 77, noes 59. 
So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 


(at ten minutes before two o’clack) the House . 
adjourned until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. | 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, January 24, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 
CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, an import- 
ant paper was received when the Senate was last 
in executive session, from which the injunction 
of secrecy was removed; I therefore move that 
it be taken from the executive and transferred to 
the legislative journal. V 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 


munication be read. 


I now move that the com 


The motion was agreed to; and the Secretary : 
read the message of the President, together with | 


the letter of Lord John Russell which it com- 
municated. The letter is as follows: 
Lord John Russell to Myr. Crampton. 


Foreren Orrice, January 19, 1853, 
Sır: In treating of the affairs of Mosquito, I must, in 


the first place, refer you to a dispatch of Lord Malmesbury 


of the 16th of July, 1852, upon this subject. 


It is evident that since Great Britain first assumed the | 


protection and defense of the Mosquito Indians, the posi- 
tion of all parties has changed. 


First, Spain, instead of exercising absolute sovereignty - 
over Central America, and prohibiting all commerce on the | 


coasts under her sway, has entirely lost her dominion over 
the continent from Cape Horn to Florida. 


Secondly, ‘The Mosquito Indians, instead of governing | 


i their own tribe according to their own customs, furnish a 


name and title to Europeans and Americans who carry 
trade at Greytown and: along the coast of Mosquito, acco: 
ing to the usages of civilized nations. me 
Thirdly, Great Britain, instead of having an interest 
the defense of the Mosquito Indians, for.the ‘sake of re 
cuing part of the territory of Central America from Spanish: 
control, and obtaining an oftlet for her commerceghas no! 
other interest in Mosquito than that which: is derive 2 
aut honorable regard for her old connection with the Indian: 
nation of Mosquito. : “ ‘ 
Her Majesty’s Government ‘has, for several 5 € 
deavored to suit her engagements to the altered. cirelim 
stances of the case ; but every proposal that has been made: 
with this view has encountered some insuperable obstacle.: ~ 
The contentions in Central America between Nicaragina,. 
Costa Rica, and Honduras, the absence of any authority with - 
which any permanent agreement could be made, unfounded : 


| jealousies of Great Britain, and various other circumstances, 


have prevented a settlement of this vexatious question, -. 

In conformity with the opinions stated in Lord Malmes- 
bury’s dispatch of July 16th, to which [have already re- 
ferred you, I have to state that the Commitgee of Govern- 
‘ment of Greytown are, in fact, the real power which 
exercises authority in that part of Central America. To 
her Majesty’s Government it would bea matter of indif 
ference whether that authority was exercised in the name 
of the King of Mosquito, or in the name of Greytown 
itself; but it is desirable that what is apparent should. be 
made to conform, as far as possible, with what is real. What 
is apparent is, that the King of Mosquito exercises sover- 
eignty over Greytown; what is real is, that.he has no au- - 
thority there whatever, but that a Committee of Europeans 
and Americans carry on the government at that port, i 

What her Majesty’s Government, therefore, would con- 
sider a good and final arrangement would be— 

First, That Greytown should be a free and independent. 
port, connected with Mosquito by such relations of friend- 


| ship and alliance as may be agreed upon. 


Secondly, That indennification, or advantages. equiv- 
alent to those laid down in the project of convention of the 
30th of April, 1852, shall be assured to Mosquito -in return i 
for its withdrawal from its present’ position.in regard to’ 
Greytown. rene: 

Thirdly, That Great Britain and the United Statés, wi 
out guarantying Greytown, should be ready to actin con- 
cert to detend the independence of the free city or port of 
Greytown from whatever quarter it might be attacked. 

What is e&sential and of immediate importance is, that - 
the authorities of Greytown should be ready to assume 
cither unqualified independence, with an engagement to 
defend Mosquito, or a qualified independence owing alle- ; 
giance and support to Mosquito. i T 

For this purpose, some, person qualified to treat should 
proceed at once to Greytown. Whether a naval officer of 
her Majesty ora civilian would be the fittest person. to be 
intrusted with this mission, 1 must leave you to decide. 

It would be desirable, if the Government of the United 
States should concur in these views, that a new convention, 
in place of the unaccepted project of agreement of April, 
1852, should be proposed and concluded ; and that a person, 
similarly qualified, should be sent by that Government at | 
the same time and for the same object: : 

I have only further to say that the indemnity to Mosquito 
might possibly not be made in money, but in greater secur- 
ity for a certain fixed territory within which the free port; 
of Greytown, assisted by her Majesty’s ships of war, might 
manage to defend the Musquito nation. : T 

The Governor General of Canada, and the authorities in 
other of her Majesty’s North American possessions, have 
made from time to time agreements somewhat similar. 
The President of the United States has trequently made 
conventions with Indians to the like effect. 

The peculiarity of this case is, that certain neighboring 
States deny altogether the independence of Mosquito, and 
the Mosquito nation are liable every day to new incursions 
upon their territory. We can make no complete provision 
against this danger. Our policy is to do all that honor and 
humanity require in behalf of the Mosquito nation; but we 
intend to adhere strictly to the treaty of Washington of the 
19th of April, 1850, and not to assume any sovereignty, 
either direet or implied, in Central America. 

Lam, &c., oh J. RUSSELL. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I desire. to 
move the printing of that communication. I hope 
that the Senate will order that five hundred copies, 
or some other moderate number, in addition to the 
usual quantity, be printed, and that it will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 1 
shall make such a motion before I sit down; but 
my immediate object is to call the attention of 
the Senate, and of the country, to that letter, 
particularly to the concluding sentence of it, and 
to its whole tone und ‘spirit. The declaration 
solemnly made by the British Government to 
ours on the 19th day of January, 1853, then 
was, that Great Britain “intends to adhere strictly. ., 
to the provisions of the treaty of Washington of 
the 19th April, 1850, and not to assume, directly 
or indirectly, any sovercignty over Central Amer- 
ica.” Sir, we could ask no more; that is pre- 
cisely what was meant by the treaty; and that is 
the language of one of those who was a leading 
man in power at the time when the treaty was 
made. I say, sir} that it was under the adminis- 
tration of this gentleman and his friends that the 
treaty with Great Britain, of the 19th April, 
1850, was made; and I put it to all fair men, 
whether they who made the treaty with us were 
not better competent to puta fair construction on 
it than those who came in afterwards under a 
new administration, hostile. to that} and were 


- need go back no further to ilustrate their ehar- | 


“head of the Foreign 


S proves Shortly after that letter was written, Lard 


adds 1841. Ihave no doubt, that on the files of | 
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et believed to be friendly to the objects of it. | 
rue it was, that Lord. Palmerston -was at the! 
Office at the time the treaty | 
was formed, but his letters were subject. to the |i 
direction of the Premier; ke could write nothing | 
which"the Premier did not approve of, no more | 
than:1 then. could have written anything of which 

the President of the United States did. not ap- 


ohn Russel] went out of the Foreign Office, and | 
Lord Clarendon came'in; and- Lord. Palmerston, 
instead of Lord: Aberdeen or Lord John Russell, | 
stood at the head of the administration of the | 
British Government. From that time, and not 


until'then—from the time: of the change of that i 


administration commenced a series of hostile dec-.; 


Jurations—declarations entirely subversive of the H 


true: medning of the treaty—which at last have 
brought usto the point where we now stand—in 
peril of a rupture with Great Britain. 

Mr. President, necd I call the attention of the 
Senate to the difference between the language | 
here used and that contained in Lord Claren- 
don’s letters to our Minister in London, which 
were lately laid before Congress? Lord Claren- 
don, acting under the direction of Viscount Palm- | 
erston, the Premier, takes the position that the | 
treaty, instead of ‘operating in presenti, is to | 
operate, so far. as relates to. the interests of Great į 
Britain, in futuro. Itis, says he, “prospec 
in its operation,” the effect of which is to leave | 
them in possession of everything they claimed | 
when the treaty was “made, while it debars us | 
from the acquisition of an acre of ground in the | 
whole territory of the Central American States. ; 
Direetly hostile and antagonistic—as strongly as | 
tivo positions can be-we the letters of Lord j 
John Russell, one of those who assisted in making | 
the treaty, and were understood at the time to be | 
in favor of the treaty, and the declarations of the 
How British Secretary for Poreign Affairs, acting | 
under a new British Premier, suspected at the 
time of being hostile to the arrangement, now 
informing us for the first time that the treaty was 
prospective ia its operation, and did not. either | 
retroact nor act in prasenti when it was made. 

Mr. President, the able and admirable State 
papers which were submitted by our Minister in 

London, in opposition to the special pleading and 
pretexts of the British Ministry, have disenssed 
the case sufficiently for me. Lam quite satisfied ; 
to lay the American pretensions before the world į 
onthe argument between Lord Clarendon and | 
Mr. Buchanan. ‘The annals of American diplo- | 
macy do not exhibit a specimen of stronger, | 
clearer argument than that presented in the last | 
dispatch of Mr. Buchanan, Ft is conclusive. K| 
had its effect. What effect? It silenced his | 
adversary; and although he may remain in the | 

| 


e 


vosition of aman ‘convinced ugainst his will,” | 
itis hardly to be imagined that he was not con- 
vinced by that argument. 

Sir, before I proeced further, (and I do not 
paors to address the Senate at length,) let us 
ook at the position which Viscount Palmerston 


they have been known tous as public men. Ij 


acter as statesmen than to the period which | 
Lord Clarendon points out in his discussion with | 
Mr. Buchanan as the period when she first com- | 
menced the assertion of her claims on the Cen 
tral American coast, to wit: the years of 1838, | 
1839, and 1840, instead of which, Mr. Buchanan | 


the Foreign Office there are to be found wha 
Lord Clarendon states invhis letter to Mr. Bu 
chanan, declarations and assertions of title in: 
portions of Central America made by Great || 
Britain in 1838, 1839, and 1840. Her design was |! 
then formed and fixed; and simultancously with | 
that, the same men who, with all the sagacity | 
which is so highly characteristic of them; were 
grasping territory on the Mosquito coast, were 
directing their attention to the cast as well as to; 
the west. It was during that very period that 
they commenced and proscenied their cruel and | 
unjust wars against Afghanistan. it was during j 
that very period, too, sir, that they carried on 
their wars against the Belooehces, aud the people 
cof Cabul. It was at that very period that they 
seized the fortification and city of Aden, which 
Gontrols the Straits of Bab-cl-Mandeb, through 


jj 
i 
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H Lock was to Nicaragoa. 


l came to a mach more important strait—to a pas- 
sace more important to commerce than a hundred | 


| tended 
jPa benev 


į its me 


| thirty millions of people on the globe. I recom- 


Arabian and the Indian Ocean, controlling, by 
that single key of commerce, all the treasures 
which flow to or from that great gulf by the 
coast of Arabia Felix, the Arabian Descri, Be- | 
loochistan, and the countries beyond the Indus; 
and, sir, on what pretext—for ex uno disce omnes— 
under what pretext were these seizures made at | 
Aden; among the Affghans, the Beloochees, and | 
the people of Cabul? Was there a reasonable į 
‘pretext of right.on the part of Great Britain, for | 
instance; when she took and seized the fortifica- | 
tion that commanded the Straits of Bab-cl-Man- | 
deb? 

Sir, I will not read from an American work to | 
disclose the character of British aggression lest | 
Í should be charged by Englishmen with having | 


z Hi 
taken an unfair authority against them, but 1| 
H 


will read a few sentences from a British work, 
and an able one, Blagkwood’s Magazine for the | 
year 1843, which show the grounds and miser- į 
able pretexts upon which they s¢ized this town | 
and fortification of Aden. On page 484 of the | 
fifiy-third volume of Blackwood, for the year | 
1843, you find the whole subject discussed. The | 
writer says: i 
«The process by which we obtained this footing in Arabia ! 
was strictly in aecordapee with the maxims of policy adopt- 
ed by the then rul of British India, and which they were | 
at the same time ep: Lin carrying Our, on a far more ex- į 
AÑ ve Jn botte perhaps trom j 
i 

i 


ety 104 ninodate one dipiomaey to the | 
primitive ideas of those with whom we had to dcal— 

“The vood old rule . i 
Susiceth them, th ope pian 


i had 


Phat they sdiontd take who have the power, | 
And they showd keep who can? — | 
med as the | and though | 

t snece ed our pailan- | 
ad eivilization į 
nfo the shade the 
wted | 


s Of our procec 
for atime a 
se of good or 
Meicly threw 


hoyoud the Í + 
ininor glories of Aden, th 
y any publie a å 
s are qnite sufficient tò entitle it to a more de | 
notice than it has hitherto received in the pages of Maga. ”? | 
| 
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operandi by which Great Britain has extended | 
her power and her protectorates over the world, | 
until she now rules more than one hundred and | 
mend to every man who wishes to understand 
that subject to the perusal of this article. After 
showing the utter want of all just pretext for | 
attacking the Arabs at Aden, the writer concludes, | 
among other observations, by saying many things | 
which L could wish to read, but Tam compelled | 
to condense what F have to say, and therefore | 
shall read only a few more sentences. After | 
informing us that all his statements are taken | 
from the official accounts, published by order of 
the Government, he says: 


“Tn whatever point of view We consider the transaction, 
we think it can scarcely be denied that it reflects litle 
credit on the national character for even-handed justice 
and thir dealing, Myen’if the tact and savoir faire, which | 
Captain Haines must be admitted to have d 
eminent degree in the execution of | 
succeeded iu intimidating the Arabs into 


H 
| 
| 
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renderi the 


place withont resivtance, such a proceeding would bave 
aimonnted to nothing more or le 
or the territory of a ui 


selvos 


a than the appropriation 
enough to defend them- 


t 
npfy beeause it w 
our own navigation 5 
s utimately ei 


ron: 


aed the open force by 
ried into effeet imparts 

i tof usnrpation a character of violence still more 
to be regretted.” | 


Pa: . 
Captain’ Haines was to Aden what Captain | 


course of the; 
wks the designs | 
and charéeter of the same Governmentin Central 
America at the same period. Those who did not | 
scruple to seize Aden to control the Straits of | 
Bah-el-Mandeb, had no more scruples when they 


-cl-Mandcbs. That possession, however—let | 


. . a | 
me not underrate jt—is one of vast importance, 
for you observe that British statesmen at that 
period anticipated what is now about to occur— 


| 
i 
i 


a canal connection between the Mediterranean i 


with the Red Sca by the Isthmus of Suez. 
Viewed in this light, the importance of Aden be- | 
comes vastly greater than was ever dreamed of | 


by men not bent on controlling the keys of com- || 
| merce throughout the world. 


The same charac- | 
teristics mark the seizure of Central America and | 
the colony of the Bay Islands. More than fifty 


5 : ay 
years ago, the seizure of Malta, and the retention il 


it 


|! 
| 

n 
|i 


tumed conveniently for the |] 


course of con- |! 


of itin defiance of the treaty. of Amiens, brought 
onalongand dësolating war with France, and this 
important naval station was never relinquished, 
though itsoecupation caused thé'expenditure of 
rivers of bléod. The war with Spain for Gibral- 
tar was another evidence of the-same rapacious 
spirit; and now the war with Russia, having for 
its object thë eventual control of the Bosphorus, 
is believed. to give proof that the same policy is 
still to be pursued in both hemispheres. 

Mr, President, it will be recollected by honor- 
able Senators here, and all others who chose to 
observe my humble course In public life, that I 
was reluctant and slow to believe that Great 
Britain could disgrace herself by such pretexts 
as are used to circumvent the treaty of 1850. The 
honorable Senator‘ front Michigan [Mr. Cass] 
understood them better than I did; there were 
others here who understood them; I—and I call 
all here to witness it—I, believing from the dec- 
larations of the British Minister, Lord Russell 
himself, that it was impossible that such a mon- 


| strous construction should ever be resorted to as 


is now adopted by the British Ministry, did on 
repeated occasions, on the floor of the Senate, 
attempt to vindicate the course that Great Britain 
ursued, and, in the exercise of that charity 
which I trust I shall always exercise towards all 


| men. I endeavored to show that Great Britain 


was not yet dishonored, that she might retrace 
those steps which were erroncous, and that event- 
ually we must have confidence that she would 
carry out her contract. But, sir, when I heard 
the annual message of the President of the United 
States read from your table, my convictions un- 
derwent a total revolution. T saw from the mon- 
strous construction set up that the treaty was to 
be considered as only prospective in its operation, 
that we were to be subjected to the same kind of 
shatiing and the same despicable attempts at 
special pleading which marked the letter of Lord - 
Palmerston to Castillon, Minister of Nicaragua, 
on the 16th of July, 1849, and which indeed 
marked the correspondence of the British Gov- 
ernment with all the feeble Central American na- 
tions during the whole period for which Lord 
Palmerston had the direction of British foreign 
affairs. 

Sir, if any man wishes to see a specimen of 
that kind of writing which I call despicable special 
pleading, let him look at the arrogant, overbearing 
letter written by Lord Palmerston to Castillon, 
the Minister of Nicaragua, to which I have re- 
ferred, and which is to be found in Senate docu- 
ment 75, page 180, communicated by President 
Fillmore to the Senate on the 18th of July, 1859. 
L ask the attention of the Senate in this connection 
particularly to thot letter for the purpose of illus- 
trating the duplicity that has marked the course 


| of the British Government on this whole subject. 


in the letter of Lord Palmerston to Señor Castil- 
lon he reasons, if it can be. called reasoning, by 
foundiig his pretensions on the treaties with 
Spain of 1783 and 1786. Hoe considers those 
treaties as in full force and effect, and so viewing 
them he presses upon the Minister of Nicaragua 
that under and by virtue of them the British pro- 
tectorate was cestablished—an argument which I 
think no other man on carth would use who had 
read the treaties. x 

Again, sir, in a letter written on the 5th of Jan- 
uary, 1850, to Mr. Lawrence, our Minister in 
London, Viscount Palmerston refers expressly to 
a letter written by Frederick Chatfield, a British 
agentin Central America at that time, and says 
that that letter of Chatficld “contains a statement 
of facts showing the naiure of the connection whieh 
has existed since the middle of the seventeenth 
centuty between Great Britain and the Mosquite 
nation.’? He refers him to that as showing the 
authority upon which the British Government 
has acted, and sends Mr. Lawrence a copy of 
Chatfield’s letter, at the close of which you find 
that Chatfield not only recognizes those treaties 
of 1783 and 1786, but says expressly that the 
evidence of the hereditary monarchy of the Mos- 
quitos is to be found in those treatics of 1783 and 
1786, which he says “the British agents have 
never repudiated, and have constantly recog- 
nized.” g : 

Now, what think you, after all that, of this same 
Viscount Palmerston, standing at the head of the 
British Government, directing the correspondence 
of Lord Clarendon, and Lord Clarenden writing 


ae. 


& se 


1856. 
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to our Minister at London, M hanan; stating 
that thesé treaties ‘‘ were put nd to bya sub- 
sequent state of war”? with: Spain, which termin- 
ated in 1809? Here isa flat contradiction of him- 
self by himself, which I submit is nothing less 
than disgraceful. to a-public Minister. I can use 
: no milder language when I refer to it. Our own 

Minister, Mr. Lawrence, was told by Lord Pal- 

merston to rely on the Chatfield statement, which 

positively alleges the validity of those treaties; 
and Lord Palmerston himself, in his letter to 

Castillon, relies on the validity of those treaties 

throughout; and the acts of the British Parliament 

in 1817 and in 1819, and the treaties of the Brit- 
ish Government in 1814 and in 1826, had recog- 
nized the same treaties; and then, when pressed 
hard in the argument by our Minister in London, 
he tells us that the same treaties were abrogated 
by a war with Spain which terminated even so 
far back as, 1809, and that they have been a dead 
“letter ever since! ` 
Mr. President, I could go on and consume the 
time of the Senate by pointing out other incon- 
sistencies in the agguments‘and statements of the 
British Ministry as monstrous as this, but I for- 
bear. I only. wish now, before I have done, to 
call the attention of the Senate to one other sub- 
ject in this connection. Lord Clarendon con- 
tends with Mr. Buchanan that the principle on 
which the American and British Governments 
have always herctofore acted, that by a revolution 
the territorial rights of the mother country, as in 
our case and in the case of the Spanish American 
colonies, devolve on the revolted colonies when 
thoy have successfully maintained their independ- 
ence, and that they become virtually the heirs 
of the rights they have asserted by the declaration 
and maintenance of their independence, is not to 
be now upheld. He is driven so hard in the argu- 
mont that he denies that proposition; and what 
is the effect of the denial? To give his Govern- 
ment, instead of a usufruct, an unlimited right of 
sovereignty and dominion in Belize. It is further 
to deny the right of Nicaragua and the Central 
American States to the rights which Spain had 
in the country before the revolution of the Span- 
ish American Republics. We all know, as men 
who have read something of the law of nations, 
how little credit is to be given to such doctrines 
as his lordship contends for; but I desire now to 
present, still further conclusive evidence of the 
territorial rights of Nicaragua. It would be a little 
too much for me to suppose that the British For- 
cign Office did not contain a copy of the treaty 
which Iam about to read to you. On the 25th day 
of July, 1850, Mr. Marcoleta, the Minister of 
Nicaragua, concluded with Spain a treaty which 
gave to Nicaragua all the rights which Spain ever 
held in the whole country between the Pacific and 
the Carribean Sea. 
Mr. CASS. What is the date of that treaty. 
Mr. CLAYTON. The 25th of July, 1850; 

if gentlemen wish to know how I obtained it, i 

will state that I had it from Mr. Marcoleta him- 

self; and [now present it before the Senate in his 
own handwriting in Spanish, with an English 
translation. As I know of no other way of | 
putting it on record, } will read that part of the 
treaty which cedes the whole territory to Nica- 
ragua, so that Senators may judge of the candor 
of any British Minister who shall hereafter over- 
look this. treaty, and contend that Nicaragua has | 
not ‘the territorial rights which Spain had, 
because they had not devolved on her by the 
revolution. Here is the paper: 

Extract of a treaty between Spain and Nicaragua, signed on 
the 25th day of July, 1859, by the Marquis of Pidal, Sec- 
retary of State of her Catholic Majesty, and Mr. darco- 
leta, Minister Plenipotentiary from Nicaragua; ratified 
on the Qist of March, 1851. 

ARTICULO PRIMERO. 
Su Majestad Catolica, us- 
ando de ja facu que le 
.. compete por el decreto de las 

Cortes Generales del rcino, 

del 4 de Diciembre, de 1835, 

renuncia para sicmpre, del 

modo mas rormal leame, 
por si y sts suce la S0- 
berania, derechos y acciones 


ARTICLE Finst, 

Her Catholic Majesty, 
making use of the faculties | 
belonging to her, from the 
decree of the Cortes General 
of the kingdom, of the 4th 
of December, 1835, renoun- 
ces for ever, for herself and 
uecessors, the sover- 
cignty, tights, and actions 


publica de] mismo nombre,. 


y sobre los demas territorios 


que se habiesen incorporado- 


à dicha Republica. 


ARTICULO SRCUNDO; — 

En consecuencia, su Ma- 
jestad, Catotica’ reconoce 
como nacion libre, soberana 
è independiente à la Repub- 
lica de Nicaragua con todos 
Jos territorios que la perte- 
necen de mer á mar, d que 
en Jo sucesior la pertenecie- 
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Republie of the same name, 
aud over the other territo- 
ries ‘which had ‘been incor 
porated inthe said Republic. 


ARTICLE SECOND: 

In consequence, Her Ca- 
tholic Majesty recognizes 
as- a free, Independent, and 
sovereign nation the Repub- 
lie of Nicaragua, together 
with all the territories which 
belong to her from sea to 
sea, and the territories which 


| pursued by the honorable Senator from Delaware, 


que la corresponden sobre el 
territorio Americano situado 
entre el mar Atiantico y el 
Pacifico, con sus islas adya- 
¿centes conocido antes bazo 
ta denominacion de Provin- 


-eia de Nicaragua, hoy Re- 


which belong to herever the | 
American territory situated 
between the Atlantic and 
Pacific seas, with the adja- 
cent islands, known before 
under the name of the Prov- 
ince of Nicaragua, now the | 


ren. may, in the future, beiong : 


to her. 


And now, sir, I dismiss the pallies! of this let- | 
ter of Lord Russell with this single remark. . In: 
a note of Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Marey, of the | 
16th February, 1855, he says: i 
c“ From a conversation which [ easually had with Lord | 
Aberdeen, on the day before the vote against bis ministry in ! 
the House of Commons, 1 was confirmed in the belief that 
the Central American question would have been settled had | 
he remained in power a few weeks longer? | 


The letter of Lard Russell of course expressed | 
the sentiments of Lord Aberdeen, who was the 
Premicr at the time it was written; and we there- | 
fore know that the question would have been | 
settled on the principles stated in that letter, 
without any attempt to confine the treaty to, aj 
prospective operation, if Viscount’ Palmerst 
had not, most unfortunately for all parties, then | 
come into power to renew his rapacious policy, in 
utter disregard of treaty obligations. ‘While he 
remains atthe head of the British Government, 
itis impossible this question can ever be settled 
amicably between the two nations, 

Mr. CASS. My. President, I came here to-day | 
desirous to express my sentiments upon this sub- | 
ject in the event of its being called up by the hon- 
orable Senator from Delaware, and Lam prepared | 
to do so; but I have been somewhat of an invalid | 
lately, and am afraid I shall not be able to stand | 
up long enough to express myself as fully as I 
wish. I will, therefore, yicld the floor to any 
gentleman who desires to say anything upon this | 
subject; or, if there is none who entertains such 
a wish, I will move a pestponement of the ques- 
tion until Monday, when I trust the Senate will 
allow me to proceed. [‘ Agreed, agreed !’?] 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, is it the desire 
of the Senator from Michigan to pursue a debate 
on the motion which was made by the Senator | 
from Delaware? His motion, if I understand it | 
aright, is to refer the letter of Lord John Russell | 
to the Committce on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLAYTON, I design to move not only 
that, but also to print the paper for the use of the 
Senate, and five hundred extra copics. 

Mr. MASON. I have very great diffidence, | 
sir, in expressing an opinion which would seem 


to be contrary to the views entertained by honor- | 
able Senators who are not only older, bat far | 
better soldiersin parliamentary warfare than Lam; | 
but I would submit to them that it would scem, | 
for very many reasons, that a debate upon the | 
questions invelved in the course of the discussion 


is just now not exacily appropriate, either to the} 
condition of the question, gr to the condition of | 
the country. Congress is not organized; there is | 
no Congress of the United States in session; and I 
thought it was informally agreed some days ago 
that, until there should be a Congress in session, 
all questions referable to Congress should be : 
avoided by the Senate in its indepaudentcharacter, 


Now, i reference to this panicular question, i 


iee: Fg i 
I would say that it is a matter pending in ne- i 
gotiation between the United States and the! 
Governmentof Great Britain. We have been in- ; 


L 
this country—at least we ought not to anticipate | 
| 


that these questions will not be brought to an 


i 
the Senate to pass an opinion upon the conduct || 


of England, or the views and purposes of England, 
in reference to the Central American question, | 


before there’ is. some defini 
the subject by the Executive 
place. S T 

It is unnecessary for me to.express any opinion, 
upon the question; I shall refrain from doin 
but if thedebate. shall go on,.and if honozab 
Senators shall express themselves.upon the sub- 
ject, I shall proposé on its conclusion, if Congress’ 
be not then organized, that the subject shall lie. 
over.at least until Congress shall be organized. 

Before I conclude, however, I will venture: to 
say this much: I have not read the documents: 
accompanying the President’s message, except> 
in a very fugitive way in the newspapers. of the, 
day, for those documents have nat. been printed 
and laid upon our tables; yet, so faras T have 
read them, they show a purpose on the part of 
England to disregard her treaty obligations with 
this country. I say they show that purpose, 
though I may be misinformed. Now, her treaty 
obligations, regarding the question suggested by 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, are ques- 
ions of territorial right and territorial jurisdiction 
between Governments just as forcign to us as 
England is—the Governments in Central America, 
England has entered into treaty stipulations with 
this Government, regarding what both Govern- 
ments seem to have considered as matters of im- 
portant interest to. them—the territorjal rights 
and jurisdictions of the foreign Governments. in 
Central America. I need not add my opinion 
to that which I was gratified to hear expressed 
from all quarters of the Senate, that, when the 
question is presented to the Senate or to Congress 
in any tangible form by tho Executive, there will 
be no difference of opinion amongst us as to the 
duty incumbent on this Government to hold Eng- 
land to-a strict performance of her engagements 
with the United States. But, sir, the President 
is to conduct the forcign intercourse of the coun- 
try; andalthough Lam little in the habit of giving 
commendation in advance, I am glad to say that 
in his annual message he has given us every 
reason to believe that, up to this period, the nego- 
tiations between England and this country affect- 
ine these questions have been conducted with 
signal ability on the side of the American Gov- 
ernment. When they are brought to a close, if 
anything should require the interposition of Con- 
gress, the people of the country will require 
Congress to offer that interposition, and Congress, 
Iam satisfied, will not be found wanting... 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, while lshall 
concur with the honorable Scnator from Virginia 
in the desire which he. expresses, that this de- 
bate may be postponed until Monday, or until 
the organization of the House of Representa- 
tives, Í deem it proper to guard against being 
supposed to agree with him altogether in the 
views which he takes of the position of the ques- 
tion and of the condition cf Congress. , 

As I understand the position ofthe question 
itis this: our case—the American case—in this 
controversy has been fully stated by our Govern- 
ment to Great Britain, and an explicit demand 
has been made upon that Government to fulfill 
the treaty of 1850 by désisting from the violation 
of it in Central America. This statement of our 
case, so full, perfect, and therefore able, has been 
fully answered, as I understand, by the British 
Government, and our explicit demand has en- 
countered an equally explicit denial. The Presi- , 
dent of the United States has seat to us a mes- 
sage, in which he presents the condition of the 
question in just that shape. It isnow, therefore, 
the duty of Congress to review the positions of 
the two Governments, and to determine what 
shall be done. I think there ought to be no. un- 
necessary delay, because unnecessary. delay , is 
indecision, and indecision often loses a good 


| cause, while decision as often wins bad ones. 
Therefore, { think that, unless we shall have some 


intimation from the President of a change in the 
position of the question, the time has come for 
Congress to act upon it. Or the other’ hand, 1 
agree that there is no necessity for acting upon it 
or discussing it at the present moment, because 
the British Government is already well informed 
of the position of the Executive on the question, 
and also of what has already transpired here in 
the Senate. All this is probably now known to 
the. British Parliament. and. the: British people. 
It will show them that there is'a united people 
on this side of the Atlantic who are determined 
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to maintain and fulfill that treaty, and to exact 
from Great Britain that she shall maintain and 
fulfill it also. We stand, therefore, well enough; 
‘we cannot improve our position. ` a 
< IF do nót agree with the honorable Senator that 
; there is no Congress here. F think the Congress 
of thé United States is bodily and spiritually pres- 
ent, competent-to exercise all its functions. Jt 
is true the other House is: not yet organized, but 
that: is a: matter—a temporary inconvenience— 
which, while it makes 
this. House from transacting any business. Still, 
from the beginning, I have voted with the honor- 
“able gentlemen who have been in favor of de- 
ferring the transaction of all business here. I 


have thought that courtesy and a regard to the | 


spirit of the Constitution required us to forbear 
‘in this: House from transacting any important 
business until Congress shall be formally organ- 
ized;and therefore I shall agree with the honor- 
able‘Senator from Virginia and those who prefer 
tô delay any further debate on this question until 
the House of Representatives shall in fact be 
organized. When that. evént will happen none 
of us know. It may happen to-day, to-morrow, 
next week, or it may not be for some time. I 
think we should do well, therefore, to adopt the 
spirit of the honorable Senator’s suggestion, by 
postponing this debate until Monday, and if there 
is then a House of Representatives fully organ- 
ized, we shall be able to hear the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, whom I suppose we shall 
all delight to hear; and if the House is not then 
organized, we can postpone the debate until an- 
other day, when the House shall be organized. 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I had no wish 
myself to bring on this discussion; I did not 
bring it on; but [desire to express my sentiments 
upon it when it comes up Properly for action. I 
must say now, however, that I do not agree with 
the honorable Senator from Virginia on this sub- 
ject. I cannot possibly conceive what objection 
there can be to the representatives of the States 
of this Union discussing this question before the 
American people. I have not the remotest con- 


ception of a valid objection to it. The President | 


has evidently reached the end of his effort. I 
think he intimates, as distinctly as a Chief Magis- 
trate should intimate, that no means now remain 
in the power of the Executive. No man can 
read his message without perceiving that. We 
have all the facts, all the statements, all the argu- 
ments before us. Why should we not discuss it 


before the American people? Is there a secret to | 


be kept from them? Is there any intimation to 
be given to a foreign couniry which she does not 
know already? Nota word of one or the other, 
As 1 view the matter, we have two objects in 
view. One is, that discussion by different minds 
places the subject in different points of view; and 
therefore, the utility of discussion; but above all 
I wish to sce us present one determined, united 
front on this subject. That is the object I have 
in view;and I repeat, I cannot sce the shadow of 
an objection to discussing before the American 
people a question which as deeply affects their 
interests as almost any other that has occurred 


. Since the independence of the country; I cannot | 


understand, nor shall I ever act onany such view. 

With respect to the non-organization of the 
House, I agree—I have agreed from the begin- 
ning—that it is better, whatever may be our abso- 


lute powers, not todo any legislative business | 


until the House shall have been organized; but I 
can see no objection to the’discussion of a ques- 
tion which does not call for legislative action. 
The time may, perhaps, be as profitably spent in 
that way as in any other; or, rather, time not 
spent in any way may profitably be spentin that 
way. I should desire to have the discussion go 
on. I shall be unable, until Monday, to say any- 
thing upon it; and, therefore, at the suggestion 
of Senators around me, I move to postpone the 
farther consideration of the motion of the honor- 
able Senator from. Delaware until Monday next, 


at whigh time I shall ask the Senate to be good 
enough to hear me. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Iam perfectly willing that 


the motion shall be ‘postponed to Monday next, 
as gentlemen desire it; but I wish to have the 
letter printed; and I hope that by unanimous con- 
sent an order will be made for printing it, so that 
we may-have the letter before us while we are 


speaking uponit. I move that the letter be ordered | 


elay, does not prevent | 


i 


addition to the usual number, be printed for the 
use of the Senate. l 

The motion was agreed to.. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the motion of the Senator from Michigan, to post- 
pone to Monday. next the further consideration 
of the subject. y 

Mr. BUTLER. I would prefer that there should. 
be no day fixed for this debate. I am disposed 
to differ very much from the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, who seems to suppose that mat- 
ters of negotiation and diplomacy should first be 
discussed in the Senate, before we have them com- 
municated to us through the regular and consti- 
tutional channel—the President. I doubt it, and 
have always doubted it: I have ever dissented 
from this mode of dealing with such delicate sub- 
jects; and Lask that when this matter shall be 
taken up, the question shall be Icft open, whether 
or not it shall be discussed. 

The motion to postpone to Monday was agreed 
to. 4 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 
dered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
megt on Monday next. 
THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. MASON. I ask leave to present the 
memorial of Commodore Thomas Ap Catesby 
Jones, asking for relicf for the injustice visited 
on him by the board of Navy officers organized 
under the act of the last session “ to promote the 
efficiency of the Navy.” In presenting this 
memorial, I deem it due to the occasion, in a very 
few words, to say that, upon perusing it, it has 
tended very strongly to confirm the impressions 
which I expressed a few days ago on the subject 
of the action of this board. 

Commodore Joncs has been in the Navy for 
nearly fifty years; and now, after having obtained 
the rank of a post eaptain—the highest rank in 
our Navy—at the age of sixty-five years, he has 


| been declared by this board incapa le of further 
R 


cfiicient service. Tobe surc,he has been retired 
on what is called leave-of-absence pay, but it is 
strongly marked in the terms of this memorial, 
what all of us know out of doors who have con- 
versed with these officers, giving them the leave- 
of-absence pay has been, in their judgment, no 
mitigation of ithe execeding wrong that has been 
visited on them in depriving them of ù position 
entitled to active service. 

It is suggested to me that it takes from them 
also all chance of future promotion. That is 
very true; but a post captain cannot be pro- 
moted in our service, as it stands at present, be- 
cause he ‘has attained the highest rank; but yet 
it may be probable—it is certainly possible—that, 
before these officers have become wholly ineili- 
cient, ov have passed from the stage of life, there 
may be an increased rank in our Navy. Be that 
as it may, itis a very remarkable fact attending 
the action of this board, that no officer, so far as 
Tam informed, has been enabled to learn, from 
any quarter, the reasons which induced the board 
either to disrate him or to drop him from the 
service. ‘Ihe Secretary of the Navy, in his in- 
structions to the board,—for he did give them in- 
structions,—has cnumerated various causes for 
which officers might be either disrated or dis- 
missed: physical or mental incapacity; habits of 
conduct in life which unfit them for service; the 
commission of dfenses against socicty or against 
the service,—all are enumerated as causes for 
which officers might be disrated; but no cause is 
assigned for the action in any individual case 
whatever; and, therefore, of the honorable men 
who have thus been placed under the ban and 
disparaged before the world, and left in the Navy 
with a stigma on them, none is able to say why 
it was affixed, and all js left to conjecture—wild 
conjecture. 
` Now, sir, in the case of this justly distinguished 
officer—whom I have known from my boyhood, 
and known only to admire and to honor during 
his career—I have been unable to determine why 
he (who it is shown here is, at this day, phys- 
ically and mentally just as capable of performing 
his duty as he was thirty or forty years ago) has 
had visited upon him the sentence of disparage- 
ment. which emanated from the board. Mr. 


President; the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to 


to be printed, and that five hundred copies, in 
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aletter from Commodore Jones—a very respectful 
letter, which is embodied in the memorial—tasking 
why he had been placed on the réserved: list, 
informed him that his communication should be 
placed on file, and receive respectful consideration, 
but, under the existing law; he had no power to 
act in the matter. There is, then, the construc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, that, unger the 
existing law, if any redress can be afforded to 
any officer of the two hundred and one who have 
been virtually disbanded, it must come from Con- 
gress. The Secretary says there is no relief at 
the executive department. 

Commodore Jones states in his memorial, 
which embodies his communication to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, the active service in which he 
has been engaged for the last forty years; and he 
connects with it certificates from medical gentle- 
men of this city, whose reputation in their pro- 
fession is known to most, if notto all of us, who 


declare to him (and many of them have known’ 


him for many years—one of them sailed with him 
in the years 1843, 1844, and 1845) that, so far as 
they can judge, super visu corporis, he is justas 
capable of performing all his duties as a captain 
inthe Navy now ashe was twenty or thirty years 
ago. He has attained to the age of sixty-five 
years—an age that has been passed by a great 


many honorable Senators around me, every one , 


of whom would feel himself offended by a sug- 
gestion that he was mentally or physically inca- 
pable of service in life. 

I cannotconceive whatled this board of officers 
to inflict such a wound upon the justly sensitive 
honor of this distinguished officer unless it was— 
and I am left to conjecture—that he is disabled in 
one of his limbs by a wound which he received 
during the last war with Great Britain ih the year 
1814, under which he has been performing active 
service both at home and abroad, distinguishing 
himself and shedding renown on the arms of his 
country for a period of forty years, carrying that 
wound with him all the time. And how, sir, was 
that wound received? When he was a lieutenant 
in 1814, when this gallant man, with but five gun- 
boats and one hundred and sixty-eight men, kept 
at bay off New Orleans a fleet of forty-five British 
boats and twelve hundred men, disabling four 
hundred of the enemy, and losing one half of his 
own command, he was struck down oy a wound 
which Iam left to infer now, forty years after- 
wards, induced the naval board to declare him 
unfit for further service. . 

I say we are left to conjecture. I did hear it 
conjectured out of doors—tor in reference to this 


j gallant and distinguished man I have taken a 


deep personal interest—that he had been actually 
invalided by receiving a pension for that wound. 
Sir, those who kiow him, those who know the 
cause of his applying for that pension at the time 
it was allowed him, (and a small pension it was,) 
know that it was allowed by the Cabinet who 
at that time were intrusted with the construction 
of the pension laws, because it was shown, in 
consequence of this wound—a wound on the 
shoulder that disabled his arm—he was obliged 
to have always in attendance upon him a servant 
to enable him to put on his clothes and take them 
off again, which was an additional expense de- 
volved on him by reason of disability in one of 
his limbs. Even that pension, however, was 
taken from him by a later construction—a con- 
struction made, I think, in 1840 or 1841, of subse- 
quent pension laws. i 
The memorial shows, Mr. President, that this 
officer is just as capable of performing his daty 
now as he has been for the lastforty years. He 
has attained only the age of sixty-five years, and 
yet he is declared ineligible to further promotion, 
and is disparaged as an officer in the Navy. I 
shall say nothing of the motives which actuated 
the board in anything that they have done. I 
know not their motives. I have no doubt that it 
was an exceedingly ungrateful and odious service 
to some, at least, of the officers who constituted 
the board. I have reason to believe so, not from 
any conversation with them, for I have held con- 
versation with none of them. I venture further 


to suggest, there were officers upon that board. 


who, having realized what the board have done, 
will regret as long as they live that they did. not 
put their commissions against the order of the 
ecretary requiring them to go upon it. ‘ 
I said, Mr. President, when 


trespassed on’ 


1856.. 
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the Senate in a few remarks, some- days ago, 


that I could see no other mode: of effectual re- j 


dress against what I consider a great wrong to 
the public service by the passage of the law in 
question, and by the administration of it, but to 


set the whole. thing aside, and begin de novo in |; 


reference to it. I retain that opinion; but I un- 
derstood the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
{Mr. Bensamix,] and perhaps some others, to 
say, ona former day, that that could not bedone; 
that the law was executed, and a repeal of the 
law would not replace these officers where the law 
found them. I differ from: that honorable Sen- 
ator. The law is not executed—at least there yet 
remains enough to be done under the law to carry 
it into full execution; and until all is done that 
remains to be done the law is not executed. 

The lawprovides authority in the President to 
fill the vacancies that. may be occasioned by the 
retired list; but whatever commissions are issued 
to fill those vacancies expire and become null, 
unless they are confirmed by the Senate at the 
„present session of Congress. Whenever those 
nominations shall be made, if it shall be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate not to confinn them, the com- 
missions will become null, and the officers to 
whom they were issued will be remitted to the 
‘exact position in which they stood before the 
commissions were given to them. Nobody will 
doubt that. So far, then, as these intended pro- 
“motions can take place, it is in the power of the 
Senate to stop the execution of the law where it 
now is, and the commissions will be null, and 
those officers who have been promoted will be 
remitted exactly to the position in which they 
stood before the new commissions were issued. 

Then, if the Jaw should be repealed, (which 
will require the action of both Houscs,) where 
‘will stand those who have been placed on the re- 
served list? They are yet in the Navy; they have 
all the functions belonging to naval officers ac- 
cording to their rank, except so far as they have 
peen taken away by the law of the last session. 
Repeal that law, and there will be no longer a 
reserved list; there will be no longer officers on 
that reserved list, and all the provisions of the 
law being abrogated, I hold, and hold clearly, 
that those on the reserved list will be again re- 
mitted exactly to the positiow which they held 
before the law was passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. hat would become of those 
who have been dropped? i 

Mr. MASON. Tie been speaking of those 
who have been retired. As to those who have 
been dismissed or dropped, they are out of the 
service. That has been done by the action of 
the President under the suggestion of the law, 
and, unless the President should restore them, I 


do not sce at present that they are within the | 


reach of Congress; and yet I should entertain a 
very confident opinion that, if the Congress of 
the United States by their action were to exhibit 
to the Executive their belief that the law in itself 
was wrong, that the vice was originally in the 


law of the last session, and that they had done all j 


that pertained to legislative power to redress the 
wrong, it would be a case appealing very strongly 
to Executive discretion to restore those who. were 
to be restored only by his action. 

I throw out these ideas because I understood 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana the other 
day strongly to insist that it was not now in the 
reach of both Houses of Congress, or of either, 
effectually to nullify and destroy the effect of the 
law of the last session. I move to refer the me- 
morial which I have presented to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I merely desire to say, as 
I said the other day, that I do not think the pre- 
sentation of these memorials furnishes a proper 
occasion for an extended debate on the questions 
connected with the action of the naval board, 
and I think it cannot but strike Senators around 
me, that whilst Senators on this floor are desirous 
of-remedying what they suppose to be the injus- 
tice of the action of the board, as regards the 
particular cases of particular officers, we are run- 
ning into great danger of doing gross injustice to 


-those high and honorable gentlemen who consti- | 


tated that board. Until we can ascertain from 

some source worthy of credence, from authentic 

information derived from the Department, or 

which we shall ask the officers of that board to 
+ 


| give us, upon what reasons their action was 
grounded, so faras relates to the particular oth- 
|| cers. whose cases: are brought before us, it seems 
| to me that-we are running into:that very course 
i of action which gentlemen deprecate so much in 
i the ‘case of the board, and which“they deem 
| worthy of reprehension on this floor. We are 
exposed to do gross injustice in debates got up on 
such occasions and on such limited means of in- 
formiation. i 

I merely throw out these remarks for the pur- 
‘pose of showing how irregular, in my estima- 
į tion, it is to animadvert upon the action of the 
| officers who composed the ‘naval board, when 
they cannot be heard, and when they have no 
| memorial before the Senate, and when the ani- 
; madversions are founded entirely on the ea parte 
| statements of officers who have been disrated or 
| displaced by the board. I will say further, that 
‘when the proper time shall come when the de- 
i bate shall be fixed in advance for a day, when 
| gentlemen will expect the discussion to come up, 
: and will be prepared to meet all the subjects that 
! shall be brought before the consideration of the 
i Senate, I think it will be no difficult matter to 
| defend the action of the board from all the re- 
| proaches and all the obloquy that have been cast 
i upon it. 
| With regard to the interpretation of the law to 
H 
l 
{ 


which the Senator from Virginia refers as having 
i been mentioned by me the other day, E have to 
| state that I am not now prepafed, for the reasons 
|I have already given, to go into a discussion of 
| the legal question. I do not deem it now neces- 
| sary. At the same time, I will say that the gen- 
| tleman agrees with me, at all events, to this 
! extent: that those officers who have been dropped 
‘from the service cannot be put back into the ser- 
| vice by any action of ours; but he scems to think 
i that, although we ourselves cannot put back any 
; officers from the reserved list to the active list by 
any action of the Senate, yet that, by a repeal 
of the law, (which would destroy the reserved 
i list and the furlough list,) all the officers on those 
lists might, by that action of Congr 
| proved by the Executive, be placed again in active 
‘service. It is possible that might be the result 
| of such action on the part of Congress; but I put 
it to the Senator himsclf—I put it to honorable 
‘Senators around me on all sides of this Cham- 
ber, if they are prepared to put back into the 
| active service-of the country the whole of the 
officers in a body that have been reported by this 
board of fifteen officers as inefficient to perform 
their duty in the Navy. I ask if Senators can 
be prepared for a responsibility like this? Task 


Is it not our duty to cast about us for some 
means by which redress can be given in cases of 
particular wrong and injustice, rather than that 
the Navy should be again reduced to the situa- 
tion from which it has been found by Congress 
so difficult to redeem it? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I concur 
fully with the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
that these memorials do not present the proper 
occasion for a general debate of the whole merits 
of the law or the action of the naval board; yet 
i! honorable gentlemen first get up a debate in favor 
| of the memorialists, and then those of us who 
desire to see justice to all sides must necessarily 
: participate when Such discussions are admitted. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] told us this morning that Congress was 
not organized, and that we could not go on with 
legislative business, and he, therefore, objected to 
a debate on the subject of the foreign relations of 
the country. It seems to me that the objection 


i speech which he himself delivered. 1 concu 
with the honorable gentleman from Louisiana in 


tion of this body, or of this body and the other 
branch of Congress, when it shall be organized, 
we can reinstate the whole mass of the naval 
officers who have been dropped or those who have 
been placed on the retired list. I cannot per- 
l| ceive it. 
suggested to cure what are considered to be the 
defects of the law. Another remedy has been 
suggested, which I attempted to dispose of when 
the subject was last before us, and that is, to 
|! reject the appointments made by the President. 
|l Edo not consider that either of these modes 


This is one of the remedics which is: 


, if ap-| 


if this is a remedy to be proposed to Congress? | 


| would have applied with still greater force to the | 
{ concur j 


his main position, and I sce not how, by any ac- | 


| 


| 


furnishes any- propèr mode of redress: Twill not | 


now go on with the discussion ofthe subject, - 


but at the proper time, if it shall éver arise, {shall 
be ‘ready: to. show that such a“ remedy’ as ‘the 


if it could be carried out, would. produce results 


which I think the honorable Senator from Vir- 


ginia himself would concur with the geherël © 
munity and the Senate ought not to. be arrived 
l have heard repeatedly on. this floor objections 
made to the action of the naval board becawse it 
kept no record, and again it has been said that it 
condemned men upon rumor. ` In relation tothe 
firstremark, that they kept no record, I beg leave 
to say that, if I fads supposed at: the time this 
law was under consideration before the Senate, 
the naval board meant to keep a ‘record of all the 
objections made in every case ofan officer pre- 
sented for their consideration, I never would have 
voted for suchalaw. There could not have been 
any record kept under this act. There ‘was no 
record kept when the officers of the Army were 
retired, some fifteen hundred in number, after the 
last war with GreatBritain. I have recently had 
occasion to look at the instructions that were 
given on the 17th of May, 1815, by the Secretary 
of War to the board composed ‘of Major Gener- 
als Brown, Jackson, Scott, Gaines, Macomb, and 
Ripley, detailed by him for the purpose of invesy 
tigating the question who should. be dropped and 
who should be retained in the Army. I find that 
the instructions given by the Secretary of War, 
on that occasion, were like the instructions given 
to this board by the present Secretary of the 
Navy. Ido not, therefore, see anything to con- 
demn in the conduct of the Secretary of the Navy 
in drawing up instructions, unless we are to go 
back and condemn all the action of the Secretary 
of War when the officers. of the Army were: re» 
tired in 1815. A 

In regard to the other remark, that these men 
were condemned on rumor, what evidence have 
we of that? Fifteen of the ablest men “of the 
Navy were selected for the purpose of examining 
into the efficiency or competency of naval'officers. 
They were their own associates: they were men 
who had been acquainted with them during the 
greater part of their nautical lives. “They were 
intended by us, when we passed the law, and by 
the President, when he approved it, and by the 
Secretary of the Navy, when -he convened. the 
board, and by the President, when he approved 
their acts, to be men so well’ acquainted: with 
their brother officers in the Navy, as to under- 
stand fully the position of each officer, so far as 
it related to the subject of competency. They 
must have acted often upon their own knowledge. 
They must have resorted to another source of 
information—from the reports which were made 
from time to time in relation to the conduct of 
officers of the Navy to the Navy Department— 
reports made by their superior’ officers. | The 
naval board had free access to them.: Isee no 
ground for the assertion that men werecondemned 
upon mere rumor. k : 

If there are errors, the question which we 
should consider, and which the Committee on 
Naval Affairs ought to consider, is how to rem- 
edy them. Iam anxious to hear the suggestions 
of others, as to the remedy for such cases. If 
you can show me any instance in which an crror 
has been committed, I stand ready to adopt any 
proper measure of redress—to reinstate the per- 
sons wronged, if it can be done; or if it cannot 
be done, to do them ample justice in any suitable 
way that may be pointed out. Istand ready to 
be convineed if error has been committed. God 
forbid that we should stand on technical ground 
to refuse justice to any individual who has actu- 
ally been wronged; but let that fact appear; let 
the individual case be presented by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and then we will find a remedy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. . I do not propose 
to debate this question. I concur very fully in 
most of the remarks made by my friend from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. Bensamin;] and it is to obviate the 
difficulty which he has suggested that I now rise. 
You will remember, Mr. President, that, at an 
early day of the session, 1 offered. a resolution 
calling for the very information which the gentle- 
man has. now suggested as being necessary to 
enable us to arrive at a just conclusion touching 
this interesting and important matter. I fearwe 
are leading ourselves astray, and that we are 


repeal of the law would be utterly ineffectual, and, 
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falling: into.the very error that some of us seck to 
correct, Lam not disposed to judge this board 
without a hearing; Iam not prepared to condemn 
them until they have been heard; and in. order 
that hey may.liave a hearing, and that their views 
maybe not onl before the Senate, but before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, I ask the Senate 
now to.take up and adopt that resolution, and 
thus obviate the very difficulty which my friend 
from Louisiana suggests, and which is suggested 
by-others. 
“Mr. MALLORY. 
‘pleasure of the Senate to havea discussion of this 
uestion on every memorial that is presented to 
the Senate, I have no. objections whatever. ‘I 
only wish to say to those ‘gentlemen who have 
memorials to. present, that, upon the slightest 
notice.to any member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs that such a memorial is to be presented, 
that committee will endeavor, as far as they can, 
to satisfy the inquiries which are thrown out here 
informally as to why parties were retired or dis- 
missed. I only wish to remind gentlemen that 
similar memorials have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and tosubmit whether a 
discussion. on this question, which involves the 
character of the law, the instructions of the Sec- 
wetary of the Navy, and the whole action under 
and-results of the iaw, had not better be deferred 
until a report of. that committee to which the sub- 
ject has ‘been referred shall be made to the Sen- 
ate, and we shall have some information before 
us. 
. I donot propose to answer any of the sugges- 
tions thrown out, because I am not prepared, 


physically, this morning, to do so; but I am indis- |! 


posed to let any memorial be presented in such a 
manner as to create in the country a false impres- 
sion in any way reflecting on the board, when | 
have, in any respect, in my own power, the means 
of giving a correct statement on the subject. 

My friend from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] who 
-presents the memorial of Commodore Jones, was 
foremost at the last session of Congress in obtain- 
ing for that officer a remission of the penalty 
imposed on him by a court-martial, which had 
subjected him to three years’ suspension, without 
peysu on very grave aud serious charges, which, 
if h 


e had been convicted of them in any other | 


Navy. in. the world, would have broken him or 
any other oflicer in the naval service. ‘The propo- 
sition for that remission was passed by this body; 
the bill for Commodore Jones’s relief was passed 
here, but it failed in the other House. 4 an free 
to say that there are many members of this body 
who would not have voted for that bill but on 
account of the great services which Commodore 
Jones-had performed for the country, and because 
of tho fact that he was physically incompetent to 

erform any further service. My friend from 
South Carolina (Mr. Burien] sustained the bill 
on those grounds; he will recollect the circum- 
stance. His first words, as I have them. before 
me, were, that he voted for the bill upon this gen- 


eral proposition: that, when Scipio was cailed | 


upon to answer to charges, he replied, ‘ Upon 
this day I fought the battle of Zama.” My friend 
from Virginia, in reflecting on this case at that 
time, said: 


“ Who is this officer? He is among the oldest of our 
naval captains. J believe not the very oldest, bat a 
oldest. He has, perhaps, performed as much active 
as any officer in the Navy, and during the fate war, when 
Dewas a younger man, the most cfficient service, as the 
annals of the country show. Mr, President, some three 
years ago, that officer did us the honor, at our mess in the 
city of Washington, to call onc moming to pay a Visit. 
‘The pavements were covered withice and sleet; and when 
he lett us and took his leave, he fell upon the pavement, 
and we found bim there utterly disabled. Lam at liberty to 
speak of this, because it passcd under my cye 3 and, I am 
free to admit, made a very powerful-appeal to my sensibili- 
ty, although it was before he had been subjected to the ofi- 
cial action of the Government. i 

“Mr. Burner. It was afterwards, 

“Mr. Mason. My friend from South. Carolina says it 
was afterwards. Perhaps J know it made a very 
strong appeal to my sens . He felt upon the pave- 
ment, was disabled, and was brougat into the house. The 
fear was, that he had distocated bis shoulder, and it was 
nece to strip his clothes from his shoulder to see the 
extent of the injury; and we there found the honorable 
wounds and sears that he had received during the war. The 
shoulder was utterly disabled. The joint was destroyed. 
The power of controlling the arm was gone; and the marks 
and cicatriees were upon his person. He told ns that, un- 
fortunately having lost the control of that side of his person, 
he had been mapie to preserve his balance, and thus fell 
upon the pavement. We suw there the condition of his 
person. | He had lost the frec und efficient control of the 


‘Mr. President, if it is the’ 


muscles on thatside. Where did he get these wounds? He 
got them, sir, in the, preliminary defense of New Orleans. 


if I think I may appeal to my recollection of the history of 


that day—it was impressed upon my mind at the time— 
| that it was by the flotilla commanded by this efficer that 
the whole. British fleet was deliiyed several days in its 
approach to New Orleans, giving time to General Jackson 
to complete his organization. Jt was in that fight he was 
thus disabled? 

That bill for the relief of Commodore Jones 
passed the Senate, taking the extraordinary 
ground of reviewing the decisions of a legal 
court-martial—this body constituting itself a court 
of appeals, and setting aside the decision of a 
court-martial on Commodore Jones, purely from 
sympathy. ‘On this day I fought the battle-of 
Zama’’—on this mere appeal to our sympathies, 
we constituted ourselves a court of appeals and 
set aside the judgment of a court-martial. We 
did it on the representations of the Senator from 
| Virginia, that this gentleman was physically dis- 
j abled, having lost the entire use of one side of 
his person, 

Now, we have constituted a board to create 
lasot of naval captains, limiting them to-sixty- 
| eight, who are competent to command on the high 
| 


seas, competent to carry our flag everywhere, 


any emergencies and coatmegencies, and not men 
to remain on shore. We wished to have active 
men. g 
active captains, and we constituted a board of 
naval officers to select them. They come for- 
ward and say, on their judgment, one on our old 
list is physically incompetent. Are we to judge 
| better than those who sailed with Commodore 
| Jones, and who have had him in their eye all the 
days of their lives? If we are to judge, have we 
i not evidence before us, have we not the evidence 
rodueed by the honorable Senator from Virginia 
iimself, to show that he is physically incompe- 
tent? $ believe, though I am not certain of it, 
i! that Commodore Jones has been furloughed. 
|| Mr. MASON. No, sir; he has been retired 
| on leave-of-absence pay. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘Then I will say nothing on 
that subject. I hope my friend from Virginia 
will not insist on the construction of the law that 
this retirement really confers any degradation. 
Why, sir, Commodore Jones receives more pay 
|!| than any of the British rear admirals, under this 
Ieave-of-absence pay. 


Seeretary of the Navy, nor in the view of the 
President, is any degradation conferred. Why, 
sir, selecting a man who has worn himself out in 
honorable service, and who is covered with hoa- 
orable wounds, and putting him with the oldest 
captains of the Navy on the retired list, with $2,500 
a year, is not to be construed as a mark of degra- 
dation. 

1 shall not go into the subject further. I only 
rose to show some reason, some cause patent here 
on our own debates, why the board acted in this 
way. Ido not know that this is the cause, but 
it would have been sufficient cause. I know not 
the cause, for Ihave not conversed with the mem- 
bers of the board. I will say again, that I would 
respectfully suggest to this body that discussion 
on this subject is entirely premature. Ifthe whole 
subject is to be gone Into, we shall come here 


i 
| proper first to hear the report of the committee. 
| Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I shall not de- 
tain the Senate long; but Í think it is due, both to 
the honorable officer whose petition I presented 
l and to myself, that I-shouid advert to some re- 
| marks which have been meade by the honorable 
| Senator from Florida. Tunderstand that Senator 
to say, based upon the report of the debate of the 
last session which he read, that I then contended 
that Commodore Jones had lost the use of one 
sideofhis person. [think that was his language. 
Mr. MALLORY. TI read the Senator’s words 
from the report of the debate. 
| Mr. MASON. That language is not to be 
‘found in the debate, JI remember, perfectly, 
that my honorable friend from South Carolina 
(Mr. Burier] and myself, in asking the Senate 
not to review the action of the court-martial, but 
to remit so much of its judgment as deprived 
: Commodore Jones of his pay for a certain time, 
i spoke of his wound, which we had accidentally 


ido 


iiseen by his falling on the pavement on the ice | 


| competent to sustain themselves on deck under | 


We limited the number to sixty-eight | 


Neither in the incipient | 
stages of the law, nor in its passage through this | 
House or the other, nor in the instructions of the 


| prepared to discuss it; but f think it would be | 


| me. 


near to our house. - I spoke..of the wound as 
having disabled one of his arms, and, his arm 
being thus disabled, he was unable to balance his 
person and fell. The Senator will find that in the 
debate; but there is nothing there to show that 
the officer was incapable of service, or was notin 
fact just as capable as he was before he received 
the wound. 

I did not say, because it escaped me at the time, 
what I will now say, that in the battle of gun- 
boats off New Orleans in 1814, the fleet of British 
boats which Commodore Jones there met was 
commanded by a certain Sir Alexander Camp- 
bell, who fought on a wooden leg. He was his 
adversary then on the active list, a captain in the 
British service, who fought in that action with a 
wooden leg when Commodore Jones received that 
wound; and, E am informed, he is now an ad- 
miral in the British navy. His opponent, who 
was there stricken down on his deck, having lost 
one half of his men, has been in the active service 
of the country for forty years since that time, 
until he is now declared, as I understand from 
the honorable Senator, disabled from active ser- 
vice because of that wound which he bore in 
active service for forty years. 

As to the court-martial, I hardly suppose the 
honorable Senator means to say that the board 
of naval officers undertook to base their judgment, 
disrating this officer and declaring him ineflicient, 
on the judgment of that court-martial which sat, 
upon him some three or four years ago, and whose 
sentence was remitted after having been in part 
executed, 

The honorable Senator from Florida, who is 
the chairman o£ the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
said that if Senators would apprise the committee 
of their purpose when they introduce their peti- 
tions to inquire into the causes why particular 
officers were disrated, the committee would prob- 
bly have it in their power to answer. 
as} of that honorable Senator where the committee 
would gct their information? ‘T‘here is no source 
from whence that information can be obtained. It 
is buried in the breasts of those officers who con- 
stituted the board. Each man might give his indi- 
vidual opinion, but could do no more; and in doing 
it, nine times out of ten, he would give the wrong 
opinion which operated on the majority of the 
board. That I consider one of the strongest ob- 
jections to the mode in which the board discharged 
this daty; for what did they do? They reported 
a list of two hundred and one officers to the Presi- 
dent, recommending that certain of them should be 
dropped, others placed onfurlough-pay and others 
on Jeave-of-absence pay, and assigned no reason 
whatever for thus discriminating between those 
ofiicers. The law contemplated that the Executive 
should approve or disapprove their report. Low 
washeto do it? How was it posstble for the Presi- 
dent to do arty more than he did, cither to approve 
it in the whole or to reject it in the whole? He 


| could not discriminate; he could not know their 


reasons; it was impossible that he could: he must 
therefore take it as it stood, or reject it. I think 
that is one of the great objections to the mode ia 
which the board acted. 

The honorable gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Brensamin} protested against any obloquy—I 
think that was his language—being thrown on the 
members of the naval board, because of their 
action in this matter. Certainly none came from 
Į said, in relation tothe board, that I did not 
doubt that a great many of the efficers who went 
upon it went upon it conscious that they were 
to discharge a most ungrateful, ungracious, and 
odious duty, and they did it in obedience to an 
order which they were obliged at the peril of 
their commissions to obey—an order issuing 
fromtheir proper superiors. Yet I did say, seeing 
what the board did, (notonly im its consequences 
in individual wrongs to certain officers, some of 
which are admitted, but, in my judgment, as far 
as I could exercise it, ina measure of the most 
pernicious results to the naval service and the 
naval character,) thatthe time would come when 
‘some, at least, of those officers would regret that 
they did not put their commissions against the 
order of the Secretary of the Navy, and ask to be 
relieved from the duty; not that there is any cen- 
sure to be cast upon them—I cast none; I spoke 
of the future. Ifa board of this kind is to be got 
up, to sit in secret to pass on the conduct of ofi- 
cers without assigning any reasons, (who.can only 

x 


I would. 
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draw their evidence, not merely from sources 
utterly irresponsible, but most generally inter- 
ested)—if that is sanctioned as the policy of the 
country in relation to the naval service, the con- 
sequence must mevyitably be to make the officers 
of the Navy spies and informers on each other. 
Tt will degenerate into that, and we shall have 
just such another board twenty years hence. 
Honorable men in the N avy will find that a black 
book, a register, is kept against them by their 
brother-ofticers, to be brought up at a future day. 
That is human nature, if ji know how to under- 
stand it. ; é : 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana inquired 
if I, or any other Senator, was disposed to take 
the responsibility of restoring to the Navy.all 
those officers who have been Reclaved inefficient, 
or who have. been placed on the reserved list. 
Sir, [have said that 1 ean sce no mode of redress- 
ing this great wrong but by setting aside the legis- 
lation from which it resulted, and beginning de 
novo. I-do not doubt, from what I have heard, | 
that there are many inefficient officers in the Navy | 
—how many Ido not know; but I cannot be per- 
suaded that there is no mode by which that inefii- 
ciency can be remedied without inflicting a serious f 
wrong on the whole naval service. I cannot be 
persuaded that you cannot divest the Navy, in 
some proper mode, of inefficient officers, without 
at the same time divesting the Navy of some of 
its most gallant and efficient sons. I here declare 
frankly that, believing (and lam told many others 
believe it) that you have done injustice and wrong 
in.attempting to promote the public service, the 
public service will not suffer if you repeal the 
fopiainion and go back and redress the injurics 
you have done. i 

The operation of this law has been to disband 
the Navy—to thin its ranks. Why? Because 
there were too many officers for the ships to get 
promotion for the juniors. Commodore Jones 
says in his memorial-—-and says very strongly— 
that he was disrated by five officers, all of whom 
were his juniors. The law did attempt to guard 
against any impropricty that might result from 
interested motives, by saying that officers of lower 
rank should not pass on those above them; but 
the law allowed those of equal rank tq pass on 
their fellows. Seniority is very often quite,as 
edear to an officer as promotion to a higher ae” | 
mission; and that seniority has been interfere 
with. ; 

I wish to be understood, Mr. President. I 
make no assault whatever on the board. I have 
no doubt, theirs was a most ungracious and un- 
grateful duty. The vice was in the law. It was 
not guarded; there were no details. It was hur- 
ried through the Senate during the last days of 
the last session; passed, I think, on the 28th of 
February; introduced, to be sure, at an. earlier 
day. I had no time to consider it; I did not even 
remember that it had been debated; but on look- 
ing back to the debate that took place upon it, I 
find that an honorable Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Bayarp] depicted and foretold the very 
consequences, which have resulted as the conse- 
quences, that would result from passing so imper- 
fectalaw. His warnings were prophetic. {shall 
not detain the Senate further. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to read a passage, 
to refresh the memory of my friend from Vir- 
ginia. He says that l will not find in the debate 
what I asserted here. The debates are before me; 
~ and the Senate will judge whether the honorable 
Senator from Virginia or myself is correct in the 

tter in dispute between us. During the debate 
on the bill for the relief of Commodore Jones, 
last year, the Senator from Virginia said: 

“ We there found the honorable wounds and scars that 
he had received during the war. The shoulder was utterly 
disabled. The joint was destroyed. The power of con- ji 
trolling the arm was gone ; and the marks and cicatrices |i 
were upon his person. He told us that, unfortunately bav- 
ing lost the control of that side of his person, he had been 
unable to preserve his balance, and thus fell upon the pave- 


meut, -We saw-there the condition of his person. He had 
lost the free and efficient control of the muscles on that 


bide.” 
19 


‘surd to select the five oldest captains, perhaps the 


| generally, to leave the debate upon this great and 


| of waiting for the meeting of the committee. 
| Therefore, since this is the custom, and since it 
| is so sanctioned, I will now free my mind of 


' by reforming out of it men who were unfit to be 


‘are all wrong. 


| Spects, but injuriously and wrongfully in regard 


į Justice which has been done. 


| although not in form. 
; who think it ought to have had the forms and 


I said so; and I rèäd from the debate when I 
said it. ` I do not wish to be drawn into a general 
discussion as to the character of the law. I 
merely wish to say a word as to the last remark 
that fell from the honorable Senator from Virginia 
in regard 'to seniority, that Commodore Jones was 
retired by officers who were his juniors. Why, 
sir, there was no higher grade in the Navy from 
which to select than captains, He was a captain. 
To be sure, some had commissions junior to his; 
but certainly the idea would have been very ab- 


most ineflicient, to judge of the inefficiency of 
others. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have been 
among those who have thought it was proper, 
right, and expedient in this case, as it would be 


troublesome question until the coming in of the 
report of the committee of the Senate, so that, 
having a committee competent to instruct us, we 
might have the advice as well as the well-digested 
information on which to act. But that course 
seems to be impossible; first, because it is con- 
trary to the constitutional disposition of the Sen- 
ate to let things go that way; and in the second 
place, because at least one member, if not more, 
of the committee has discussed the subject, it 
seems, and will continue the discussion, instead 


what I have thought it proper to say on the sub- 
ject. 

3 Mr. President, if we had been constituted, 
not only with two eyes, but with such an arrange- 
ment of those eyes that we could see different 
sides of the same subject at the same time, in- 
stead of one side only, we should probably make 
our way much more safely through the world. 
The whole trouble is, that although we have two 
eyes, we can see only one side of a subject at one 
time. A year ago the question before Congress 
and before the Senate was, whether the Navy 
should be left in the inefficient and, as it was 
alleged, disgraceful condition in which it had ex- 
isted for many years. I think we unanimously 
said “ no; this Navy must be reformed.” Every- 
body knew there was no way to reform ha 


in, and retaining those who were competent, 
qualified, and proper to execute all its dutics. 
We all agreed to that; we passed a law for that 
purpose. The object has been attained; the 
Navy is reformed; but now on the other side | 
come up complainants who say these proceedings 
It may be asked, what part of 
them are wrong. The answer is, that “ they are 
all wrong; there is nothing right atall;” and from 
the beginning of this debate until this stage of it, 
I have heard scarecly a word said in vindication 
of the reformation which has been made; but we 
are appealed to by our-passions, by our sympa- 
thies, by our prejudices, and by our relations to 
everybody who complains that he is aggrieved, to 
an assault upon the reformation itself by repeal- 
ing the act. I do not think Congress is going to 
do that; I do not think it would be wise. But, 
at the same time, itis very apparent that in doing 
this necessary work, it has been doné by the | 
Government not only ineffectually in some re- 


to the interests of some naval officers. “Our object 
should be to save the reform and correct the in- 


The question arises, who is to blame for the 
injustice? I freely confess that Ithink both Con- 
gress and the Executive are to blame. I take 
blame to myself for not seeing a fault in the con- 
stitution of this board. It wasa court practically, 
1 cannot agree with those 


process and the rules of evidence that exist in| 
and are applicable to courts of common law. It} 
was indeed a court without these requisites, and | 


I suppose, in that respect, it must necessarily 
have been, as it was, imperfect. But it was a! 


| 
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court without appeal, without-reserving a po 


+ Court of the United States. 


| ously. 


of review anywhere.” Such‘a ‘court’ mast ne 
sarily be tyrannical in its action, whether- it 
tended tobe soor not. It is not possible foran 
court, however good its intentions, always to: d 
justice in every case which may come before 

here ought to be no court whose procéedi 
peas ‘to be reviewed before the judgnient'is 

nal, aa: 

Why, sir, of the causes that are tried by thé 
circuit court of the United States, perhaps die 
twentieth are found to be disposed of wrongfully 
and unjustly, upon an appeal to the #uprenie 
If courts which prò- 
ceed according to the rules of the common law 
or the pepe of equity, having the benefit of 
the well-established rules of evidence, and whosé 
proceedings are subject to revision, commit thesa 
mistakes, it must necessarily happen that a board, 
which, in fact, is a court without any of these 
guards, must commit errors. This was the fault 
of Congress. I think, however, that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and the President had the power 
to correct the commission of injustice. When 
the proceedings came before them, what they 
could have done would have bech to suspend 
their action on the subject until Congrogs came 
together; and otherwise they might have undér: 
taken to select from the cases. and to distinguish 
between them, and to approve what was right, 
and to reject, from the recommendations of the 
board, what was wrong. In this aspect of the 
question, I think the President could have acted 
more wiscly than he has done. Still, I believe 
he and the Secretary of the Navy acted as wë 
acted—meaning to do right, and’not on a full 


: understanding of the case. 


Now, then, these difficulties occur, and the atten- 
tion of Congressis invited to them, and the subject 
is referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
honorable Senator from Delaware Mi. Ctar: 
TON] says, that if that committee will investigate 
and show him that any injustice has been done, 
he will go for correcting it. Sir, I do not want 
it referred to the Committée on Naval Affairs, or 
any other committcc, to satisfy me that itijustice 
has been done; because I know that a court-inar: 
tial which shall render so many judgments as 
this, must render some portion of them erronee- 
I do not say what.portion—it may be 
one twenticth, it may be one tenth, it may be one 
fifth; but it is in the nature of the tribunal itself 
that it shall do wrong in some cases. I think the 
committee ought not to be charged with any such 
inquiry. Jt isan administrative question; itis 
an executive question. Is the Senate’s commit- 
tec so constituted as to inquire into the conduct . 
and the merit or demerit of each one of these offi- 
cers? Weare only to advise the Executive on 
that point. The Executive must take the’ re- 
sponsibility, , 

It seems to me that what ought to be done-is 
to suspend action upon all the recommendations 


! made by the President, grounded upon the find- 


ings of the board, and to authorize, by law, the 
President of the United States in some way—I 
do not now say in what way—to institute an 
inquiry, byway of review, into the cases ofalleged 
abuse or oppression. under this act; and, having 
authorized him to do so, let him recall such of his 
recommendations as may be based upon it as he 
chooses, and leave the rest for us to act upon, or 
make such other suggestions as shall be required” 
for us to act upon as constitutional advisers of thé 
Executive. ‘This, I am free to confess, has seemed 
to me the only way in which we can reach: the 
subject, and act upon it wisely and effectively. 

I would not bave it understood from what I 
have said that Iam in favor of sustaining the 
whole action of this board. I know that in the 
case of Lievtenant Maury, if there was no other 
case, there was a distinguished mistake. E have 


| no reason to doubt there is equal injustice in many 


obscure cases. While I express myself thusde- 
cidedly against reversing the action of Congress 
on the subject, and in favor of throwing the ques- 
tion back where it began, I atthe same timé 
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_s desire to be understdodias anxious to open itto the 
': < fullestextent for inquiry in every case. But still, 
» Lam decidedly in favor of leaving to the Execu- 
tive the responsibility of his proper duties, while 
we here confine otrselves.to those which belong 
to ourselves—namely, those which are of a legis- 
tive nature only. 
= Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in what I pro- 
pose to say now, I shall confine myself in good 
faith strictly. to a few words of explanation; for 
Lagree with many who have made the sugges- 
tion, that this, debate is out of order. Perhaps, 
upon the proper occasion, when my friend from 
Florida~the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affars—shall bring in his report, I may offer 
such amendments as, in my judgment, the occa- 
sion shall call for; but what I rose mainly to say 
now, was that my friend from Florida took an 
isolated: remark of mine, and did not give the 
proem.#I said, in the beginning of the remarks 
which I made last year, in regard to the remis- 
sion®f the sentence which had been passed on 
. Commodore Jones, that my friend from Virginia 
knew that it was with great difficulty I had come 
to the conclusion to join him in that application. 
Now, so far as I can gather from the tenor of 
my remarks then,as I have read them, instead of 
intending by the vote which I then gave, or by 
the action of the Senate which I invoked, to re- 
` verse. the sentence of the court-martial under 


which Commodore Jones was suffering, 1 put it | 


expressly on the ground of an honorable pardon 
in so many words. 

Sir, in the very language that I then used, (for 
I wish to be correct on this sabes) I said that, 
whilst I was attempting to do what I regarded as 
‘an act of justice to a worthy officer, I would not 
do injustice to the court-martial, and I would be 
very far from making such remarks as would 
sustain Commodore Jones even in the complaint 
that this sentence was unjust. There stand my 
remarks. 

Now, with regard tothe passing remarks which 
I made on that occasion, I hope my friend will not 
review all of them, for perhaps they will not stand 
the ordeal; but, sir, Commodore Jones’s applica- 
tion to have his sentence remitted happencd to be 
about the same month and at the time when he 
fought the battle of New Orleans; and I did then 
say, perhapsin order to give what I said a stronger 
impression, that Commodore Jones, mutilated as 
he had been in that engagement upon the very 
month when the application was made here, might 
come before the Senate of the United States as 
Scipio did before the Roman Senate, when he 
was arraigned on charges, and say, ‘* This is the 
day on which I fought the batte of Zama.” 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am not going 
to engage in this discussion, especially on the 
points which have been introduced; but it does 
appear to me that there seems to be a purpose to 
produce the belief in the public mind that the 
officers who have been displaced are thereby, in 
some mode, discredited. I took occasion, the 
` other day, to say that I did not think so, and that 

I was at a loss to determine why others should 

think so. Sir, is every man who is turned out 

of office by the President, and who assigns no 
reasons for turning him out, disgraced thereby? 

Scarcely a day passes that the President does not 

send in nominations here of A, B, and C to 

office in place of D, E, and F, removed; and he 
gives to the displaced officers no reason why they 
were displaced, nor does he give to the Senate 
or the country any reasons for displacing them. 
Titey are discharged simply because the remov- 


ing power thinks they are not as efticient as | 


others might be. 

Now, suppose that instead of this law having 
provided fora board, Congress, as it unquéstion- 
ably had the right to do, had directed that the 
President himself should discharge such as were 
wholly inefficient, furlough those who were a 
little more efficient, and retire those who did not 
come up to the highest standard, and retain only 
those who were perfect. Suppose this duty, in- 
stead of having been confided io the naval board, 
as a mere advisory board, had been imposed on 


the President, and he had done precisely what | 
has been done by the board with his consent and | 


approval, could you have called on the President 
to assign reasons why he dismissed this man or 
the other from office? Suppose he had, of his 
own will, stricken A and B from the roll, and 


| in Middletown, in the State of Connecticut. 
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sent in the nominations of C and D to take their 
places on the roll, would the officers thus dis- 
missed have been disgraced ? a 
It seems to me that the board was simply an 
advisory board to the President, made so by law, 
instead of having been so constituted by the 
President of his own will. The President has 


approved what they have done; and you have as. 
much right to call on the President to assign 


reasons. why he approved of the action of the 
board, as you have to call on the board to assign 
reasors why they recommended to the President 
to do thus orso. No man dismissed, in my judg- 
ment can be dishonored by the act of the Prest 
dent or of the. board. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I am charged 
with the presentation of a memorial from an offi- 
cer on this subject, which it will take but a mo- 
ment to present, and which will not interfere 
with the debate, if gentlemen see fit to indulge 
1n it. 

The PRESIDENT. There is a question pend- 
ing on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, 
to take up the resolution to which he has referred. 

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to present a memo- 
rial from a naval officer, and it will not interfere 
with the debate on that resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I give way to the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I desire to pre- 
sent the memorial of James Thomas McDonough, 
late a lieutenant in the naval service, who resides 

Le 
states that he entered the Navy in 1826 as a mid- 
shipman, and that it was then his intention to 
devote the remainder of his life to the service of 
his country; that he continued faithfully, to the 


best of his ability, to do so, for a period of twenty | 


years, when, in consequence of injuries to his 
health received in the service, he became inea- 

acitated for the performance of active duty in 
fis profession. He continued thus until the last 
year, when, without notice, without a hearing, 
without a trial, he was dropped from the service 
and his name stricken from the rolls of the Navy. 

He states further, that at his present period of 
life, even if he were not physically incapable, 
which he is, of resorting to other modes of sub- 
sistence, he at the present time has no mode by 
which to procure a decent livelihood. He has 
no nearcr relatives than the children of the late 
Commodore McDonough, into whose family he 
was received when a youth. 

He asks that the facts sets forth in his petition 
may be investigated, and that if they are found 
to be true, which he is confident they will be, he 


P will be restored so far to his position in the Navy 


as to be placed on the retired list, with such means 


a burden upon his friends or a charge upon the 
public. 

I said that I did not propose to make any com- 
ments upon the merits of this case. 
shall move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; and I have full confidence that 
that committee will recommend such action as 


may be just and liberal toward this officer. I} 


may be pardoned for adding that it would seem 
to me to be a reproach to the Senate, if an appli- 
cation of this description, coming from a man 
bearing the name of McDonough, and closely 


allied by relationship to him whose gallant deeds | 


shed so bright a luster on the Navy and on his 
country, should not be entertained in a spirit not 
merely of simple justice, but of generosity. ` 
The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. PEARCE. I present the memorial of 


Captain Joseph Smoot, of the United States Navy,. 
praying relicf from the action of the late naval ; 


board. This gentleman states that he entered 
the Navy in 1809. 
and Biddle, and was in the two gallant actions in 
which the Hornet and the Penguin were captured. 


| He has been altogether about twenty-five years 


in sea service, and he has rendered much service 
on shore. He has a sound constitution, as he 


| says, and is in vigorous health. I know him and 


believe this to be the fact. He has, to be sure, a 
very great abundance of silver hair; but in that 


|| he suffers a calamity, if calamity it be, in common 
Ys 


with so many young gentlemen, members of this 
body, that I suppose it will hardly be considered 


! ground of inefficiericy. 


I donot. I} 


He served under Lawrence | 


parte considerations or discussions. 


Now, sir, I have stated briefly the contents of 
his petition. I shall not go-into the discussion 
which I think has been somewhat inopportune, 
and certainly very desultory..-I. will only say 
that I am disposed to unite with the members of 
this body who think it proper; when they are 
satisfied a clear casc of injustice has occurred, to 
do-everything in their power to remedy it; but 
we cannot disguise from ourselves the fact that 
the manner in which any remedy for injustice 
of this sort shall be provided presents a question 
of exceeding difficulty and nicety. Not a gen- 
tleman who has spoken here; earnest and ardent 
as many of them seem to be, has suggested any- 
thing lke a remedy. .It is always proper in 
cases, whether any difficulty is presented or not, 
that the subject should not be disposed of on ex 
A committee 
of the Senate, whose duty it is to give it a fair 
and full investigation, should perform that duty 
We are referring petitions every day with that 
view. I think itis peculiarly proper in this case, 
which is one of admitted difficulty, that we should 
not undertake to decide here, or even to discuss 
here, until the committee has in private entered 
into all the considerations which belong to the 
subject. When they shall be prepared to report, 
I shall be as ready as any onc else to concur with 
those gentlemen who think it their duty to remedy 
any injustice. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. MASON presented.a paper signed by R. 
H. Chilton, major in the United States Army, 
formerly commanding Fort Kearny, Oregon 
route, in favor of granting to the troops at that 
fort the same amount of extra pay as was allowed 
those at Fort Laramie; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the incorporation of the Merchants 
and Mechanics’ Bank of Washington, and the 
Washington Insurance Company in said District; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colambia. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Philip R. J. 
Fries, praying for payment of a balance of debenture bond, 
with interest, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Guest be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 


% 


i} Cginmittee on Naval Affairs. 
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of support simply as will save himself from being | 


Mr. Soner Wessrer, the Secretary of the 
President, appeared below the bar and said: 

Tam directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate several messages 
in writing. is 

Mr. MASON. Iwill suggest to the Senate 
thata message has just been received from the 
President which, on looking at it, I find is of im- 
portance, and may, perhaps, make it necessary 
that it should be at once read to the Senate. T 
submit to the Senate, therefore, that the Chair 
present that message and let us hear what it is. 
Its reading may possibly make it necessary that 
we should revoke our order to adjourn over. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will present 
the message of the President of the United States, 

The Secretary read the message. It will be 
found in the House proceedings. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, when the 
President of the United States sent his annual 
message to Congress, a large portion of it was 
found to refer to the Territory of Kansas, and to 
the questions which were supposed to be kindred 
to the great questions which were to come before 
Congress in relation to that Territory. That was 
the concluding part of his message. It seenged 
to me ill-timed. Jt set forth principles and doc- 
trines which seemed to me heretical—which 
seemed to me wanting in all the elements of 
statesmanship. But while this was the perora- 
tion of the message, its exordium was occupied 
with laying before Congress information about the 
eritical state of our relations with a forcign power 
—the greatest, the most grasping, and the most 
rapacious in the world. It was made a question 
in the Senate, whether those who differed from 
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the President in regärd to the matters,discussed 
in the conclusion of the message, would- ‘sustain 
the nation in the attitude which the President of 
the United States had given itin regard to.its for- 
eign relations. To the end that, so far as one so 
humble as myself was.concerned, there might be 
no difficulty about that question, I distinctl 
stated that | should forego any remark upon all 
the other matters contained in the message, and 
I gave my distinct assurance to the Adminis- 
tration and to the country, that to the best of 
my judgment, and knowledge, and ability, I 
should sustain the Government in the position it 
had assumed in regard to its foreign relations. 
We have just now postponed that great question 
until Monday. It needs all the harmony, as it | 
needs all the wisdom, and I fear will need all the 
firmness, of the Senate to meet that question. I 
am. ready—lI trust others will be—to show the 
country, Great Britain, and the world, that, if 
we have differences among ourselves about do- 
mestie questions, ye are still a united, a harmo- 
nious people in regard to those which concern 
other nations. . 

I will now forbear, under these considerations, 
on the same ground, if such shall be the pleasure 
of the Senate, to speak one word, I do not say 
of complaint—I will not use so strong a term— 
one word of dissent, shall I say, from what has 
been alleged in the message we have just rey 
ceived: concerning a domestic subject, differing, 
as every one knows how much it docs, from the 
opinions and views of policy which I entertain, 
and which are entertained by a portion, I will 
not say how large, of this House, and of the 
other House of Congress. 

I trust that it will be the pleasure of the friends 
of the Administration to let that message cither 
lie upon the table, or pass at once, as shall be 
their choice, to the Committee on Territories, to 
receive their consideration; saying for myself, 
however, that when the time shall come for ac- 
tion upon this question in the opinion of a ma- 
jority of my peers here, (and it is for them to 
say whether it shall interfere with foreign ques- 
tions or not,) then I will endeavor to make good 
an opposition to the policy, to the principles, and | 
to the sentiments which are contained in the 
message which has been this day laid before the 
Senate, at a time and under circumstances so in- 
auspicious to its consideration, 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there are two 
recommendations in the message, as I understand 
it; one, that an appropriation should be made to 
meet some contingent necessity that may or may | 
not arise in reference to the alleged disorders in 
the Territory of Kansas. The other is on the 
expediency of making provision, by legislation, 
for the people of that Territory to form them- 
selves into a State, if the time shall have arrived 
to make it proper todoso. It has struck me, | 
on considering it, that the proper reference would 
be to the Committee on the Judiciary. That 
committee ought to determine, under the Consti- 
tution, whether the time has arrived for the people 
of Kansas to pass from a territorial condition to 
that of a State; and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, I presume, are as competent as any other j 
to determine whether there is any existing con- 
tingency proper for an appropriation. I move, 
therefore, that the message be printed, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT. The message will be 

rinted, as a matter of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
the question of referring this message to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Formerly, when 
States were to be admitted into the Union and 
Territories made application to be admitied, or 
to hold conventions for the purpose of forming 
State constitutions, it was the uniform practice 
to refer such messages, papers, and documents 
to tkgCommittee on the Judiciary; but five or 
six Years ago it was thought otherwise, and a 
different disposition was made of such subjects. 
I then’ contended, as the debates will show, that 
referritfg these matters to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories was reversing the practice of the Senate, 
but Iwas overruled; and 1 was perfectly willing 
to be overruled, so far as regarded my personal or 
my official connection with the subject. Asthese 

, questions have within the last five or six years | 
been referred to the Committee on Territories, I | 
do not think that the Committee on the Judiciary: 


I have a word to say upon |} 


and within their jurisdiction, after the solemn 
decision of the Senate; but if the Senate should 


self, as far as Eam connected with that commit- 
tee, the duty to the country and to the Executive 
in good faith. I must insist, however, asa matter 
somewhat of official pride, that it-shall not go. to 
the Committee on the Judiciary after the decision 
which has heretofore been made on the subject. 
It-was taken from my committee and given to 
the Committee on Territories in the case of Cali- 
fornia, and in similar cases which arose at that 
time. I therefore submit that this message should 
take the usual course which has prevailed for 
some years past, and be referred to the Committce 
‘on Territories. 

lwish the distinguished Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Doveras,] the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, were here. I am sure he would be 
willing, with his usual courage and ability, to 
incur the responsibility of making a response, 
by report, to this very able and lucid message. 
In regard to its merits, I differ from the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarp;] but I shall not 
go into that question. The Senator says it was 
unstatesmanlike, as well as I can understand 
him, in the communication made by the Presi- 
dent heretofore in his annual message, to advert 
to the matters connected with the organization 
of the Territory of Kansas. Well, sir, it is a 
singular thing that the gentleman should make a 
criticism of that kind, when there is not a news- 
paperin the United States, nota State Legislature, 
nor an Executive message, that does not treat of 
it; and I will venture to say that it is a subject 
that engrosses the public mind more than all 
others. Thatis the very subject which the 
Senator from New York says it was unstates- 
manlike for the Executive of the United States 
to notice! I necd not comment on that state- 
ment, 

Mr. SEWARD. I would not have even the 
Senator from South Carolina to labor under a 
mistake, much less have him send such a misap- 
prehension to the country. Ididnotcharacterize, 
as the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
supposes—at least I did not intend to characterize 
that part of the message to which he refers as 
unstatesmanlike. What I intended to say, and 
what, according to my recollection, I did say, 
was; that that part of the message contained 
views which I thought were unstatesmanlike 
views, which were unstatesmanlike according to 
my understanding, and not that the message was 
unstatesmanlike in presenting the subject. If, in 
what I did say, there was anything liable to be 
misapprehended, I beg to recall those remarks, 
My purpose is, that the message shall stand now 
unquestioned, reserving the right to speak to it 
as my duty requires on an occasion that shall be 
suitable, and not prejudicial to great national in- 
terests arising out of our relations to a foreign 
country. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I think we 
have great reason to congratulate ourselves on the 
spirit that has been evinced since the message 
was introduced; and I hope that not a solitary 
word that can be supposed to be a harsh one will 
be uttered upon this occasion from any quarter 
whatever. A difference of opinion has arisen 
between the Senators from Virgygia and South 
Carolina in regard to the commit o which the 
message should be sent. Sir, the message pre- 
sents a great occasion for the exertion of all the 
patriotism and ail the statesmanlike qualities the 
Senate possesses. We have received the message, 
and should consider it with the utmost care and 
the strictest regard for justice to all parts of the 
country. I would resort, at this moment, when 
the national feeling is so much excited on this 
topic, to the old-fashioned precedents that have 
governed the Senate on similar occasions hereto- 
fore. I think that it presents a suitable occasion 
for us to organize a select committee of thirteen, 
or perhaps fewer, members of the Senate, to be 
selected by the Chair, for the purpose of setthng 
all the questions embraced in the message. If it 
be in order, then, I will move for the appointment 
of a select committee. f 

Mr. CASS. Irise to interrupt my friend from 
| Delaware, but I know he will excuse me. I agree 
with the Senator from New York, that itis better 
to print this message and send it to a committee. 


me o 
should. now have this-matter placed--upon-them- 


think so, I am perfectly willing to takeupon my- | 


I am afraid that if the honorable: Senator form: 
Delaware goes ‘on with some, new. proposition, : 
we shall be led into an interminable discussion at: 
present. I would therefore suggest whether the: 
proposition of the honorable Senator from Vir~ 
ginia is not best to refer it at-once to the com-... 
mittee. : : een et 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ishall not object if that. be 
thought proper; but if on a future occasion it :bi 
thought necessary to organize such a.commiites. 
as I have suggested, I shall be. perfectly willing’ 
to concur in that. My only apprehension was: 
that a standing committee of the Senate. might: 
not arrive at such a conclusion as would ‘satisfy... 
the whole body. hg a 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave, in the spirit’in‘ 
which I have addressed the Senate before, and 
which has been so frankly and kindly responded 
(toon all sides of the House, to suggest to: the: . 
Senate—(but I shall not insist on the point; if Ñ- 
am overruled I shall submit)—but I wish to sug- 
| gest that, according to our understanding of. the 
committees of this body, which committees were 
i made by a majority of the Senate and the friends: 
of the President, there is upon the Committee on 
the Judiciary no person understood to represent 
the views of those wno are opposed to the prin-: 
ciples contained in the present message, while on 
the other hand there is on the Committee on Ter- 
ritories one of our number. We think it would 
be just, as well as generous, to give us a hearing 
on the committee, but we do not insist upon it,’ 
because we defer until the proper occasion: to 
| state our views and maintain our principles. ‘The - 
value of a report from any committee will depend: 
on the measure of impartiality it shall be- known 
to exercise. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the. 
motion of the Senator from Virginia to refer the 
communication to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. fais 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the motion 
of the honorable Senator from Delaware to raise 
ja new com mittee has precedence. , 

The PRESIDENT. A motion to refer a sub- 
ject to a standing committee takes preference of 
| a proposition for a select committee, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope that, in the spirit in 
which this debate commenced, it will end. Ido 
not think it proper—I do not think it would tend 
to harmony—to send this message to a committee 
composed of gentlemen altogether of one political 
complexion. 1 think that all sections of the Union: 
should be represented, and fairly represented, on. 
such a committee, in order that we may attain 
the great object we aim at, which is ‘ Peace, 
peace, peace.” Now, sir, we shall not attain 
anything by sending it to a committee exclusively 
of one political complexion; and it docs seem to 
me now,as it did at first, that the fairest mode, 
and that by which we should arrive at the great- 
est good, would be to refer it to a committee of 
thirtcen, if that number is preferred, or to a. less, 
number, if the Senate prefer that—at any tate to 
a select committee. 

The PRESIDENT Does the Senator from 
Virginia insist on his motion? 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 hope not. 

Mr. MASON. I did not look to the constitu- 
| tion of the Committee on Territories in reference 
| to the phase of opinion that might be represented 

there on the questions involved in the message, 
although I did know, as has been stated by the 
Senator from New York, that all the committees, 
i or the majority of them at least, were constituted 
| by the dominant party of this body; I had refer- 
H 


ence, chiefiy, to the fact that the chairman of the 
| Committee on Territories [Mr. DoucLas] -was 
i absent, detained from his seat by indisposition, 
and that the committee was not full: who else 
was upon that committee I did not recollect; but 
| it did seem to me that it would be proper to refer 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary the questions 
| raised by this message. Whatare they? They 
are questions as to the construction of the terri- 
i torial laws—the departure of a revolutionary 
i character from those laws. A question is also 
! suggested, how far it is proper, with regard, to 
‘the Constitution, to invite (for it seems to. be, 
| rather an invitation) by legislation the people 
now there. to organize themselves as a political 
‘community, and present themselves. as a State. 
i All these questions seem to me propér questions 


i for the Committee on the Judiciary, having — 
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construction and application. 
7 1did not recollect what-has been stated by my 
honorable friend from South Carolina, that ques- 
tions which he considered appropriate to the 
“Committee on the Judiciary had, on former oc- 
casions, béen taken from that committee and re- 
ferred io the Committee on Territories. Yielding 
to. his:recollection, for I do not remember how it 
was, T-would say that there seems to me to 
be this differcnoe, so far, at least, as California 
and New Mexico were concerned,—they were 
proper territorial ‘questions because they had 
never been organized as Territories at all, but 
asked: for admission into the Union without 
having gone through the preliminary form. It 
would seem, then, proper, prima facie at least, that 
those questionsshould bereferred to the Committee 
on Territories, But here are questions on the con- 
struction of law, the power of the Governor which 
is canvassed in the message of the President, and 
the power of thepeople to disregard existing laws, 
and to provide laws for themselves by what I 
understand the: message to term a revolutionary 
movement... These are questions I think proper 
for: the Committee on ke Judiciary; and, al- 
though T'admit the force of the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New York, that there would 
be a propriety in referriig it to a committee 
where opinions of the character to which he al- 
ludes are represented—and I did not know that 
there were not such upon the Committee on the 
Fudiciary—I am not disposed to withdraw my 
motion to refer the subject to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
feel myself called upon to make a few remarks 
from the consideration that I am a momber of the 
Committee on Territories, although I should be 
very glad to be excused from the duty of saying 
a word. Ido not know that the maxim or mle 
prevails in regard to the committees of the Senate 
now as formerly, the old common-law maxim of 
the judges of England, that a court or any other 
tribunal should assume all the jurisdiction which 
they thought they had a right io exercise by pre- 
cedent.or the ordinary rules of proceeding. I 
believe that, for the last five or six years at all 
events, the Committee on Territories might rizht- 
fully claim jurisdiction over this subject, and I 
do not know but that it would be regarded as 
some degree of disparagement if the Senate as a 
body now should, because of the absence of the 
chairman of that coramittee, refer this message to 
a committee which has not usually had juvisd 
tion of most of the subjects at least whieh are 
alluded to in the mes i 

Upon the Committee on Te 
from Iowa, [Mr. Joxes.] I know, from having 
consulted with hin, that he would preferthat the 
subject should be referred to some other commit- 
tee; but I do not see that there are any sufficient 
considerations why he should not ny 
position in respectability of the committee to 
which he belongs, by insisting that this message 
should go to them, mid that we havesome capacity 
to exainine these questions, in the absence of our 
chairman, although I will admit, for myself, that 

the committee is by no means of an equal capacity 
with what it would be if the honorable cl nan 
were present. But could not that defect be reme- 
died? I should not think it any derogation of our 
rank and position on the committee, at least for 
myself, being one of the most humble members 
upon it, if the Senate should think proper to 
nppomi & temporary chairman. 

“he difficulties in regard to California and Now 
Mexico were very much in the nature of the ques- 
tions now submitted, except one proposition, as 
to the validity of the legislative proccedings of the 
Territorial Legislature of Kansas when they re- 
moved the seat of government from the place 
appointed in the first Instance, E suppose by Tom- 
petent authority, and adjourned from that point 
to Another without the consent of the Executive, 
‘J believe, with the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, that it would not be so satisfactory to refer 
the whole of this message to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, unless there were some gentlemen 

-ondt who could be understood fairly to represent 
the predominant spirit in some portions of the 
Union. They would feel better satisfied if their 
side of the question had been examined by gen- 
tlemen who had no prejudgment, and who had by 
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ritovies is my friend 


geiof tthe gehéral laws of the land, and their 


maintain the. 


| no former action of their own indicated opinions 


and sentiments which would be inconsistent with 
a full and fair inquiry. ; 

For myself, however, I wish to say that I shall 
feel it to be no particular disparagement to me if 
the subject shall not be referred to the Commit- 
tee on ‘Territories. I should submit very cheer- 
| fully—indeed I may say that upon any other 
ground, except the last oneI mentioned, Í should 
prefer to be relieved from the 
examining such a number of important questions 
as are presented in this paper—one of the most 
| interesting and most important that has been 
submitted to Congress, and which will of course 
lead to lengthened inquiry and tavestigation, and 
perhaps to an excitement which has never been 
surpassed in importance. So faras the questions 
involved are connected with the harmony, con- 
tinued prosperity, and peace of this country; it is 
a subject which may well command the deepest 
attention of the Senators most conversant with 
the legal questions which are presented in it as 
well as those questions connected with other De- 
partments of the public service and with another 
| great interest. Whether or not the whole mes- 
| Sage shall be submitted to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, I think there is one subject which 
ought particularly to be considered by that com- 
mittee. I would suggest a course which form- 


sentatives, and perhaps in the Senate. The prac- 


tice in the other House is, I believe, to dissect a 
message, and refer such parts ‘of it as relate to 
one subject, and are within the peculiar jurisdic- 
tion and province of one committee, to that 
committee, and so to go through an entire mes- 


committees having proper jurisdiction over them. 
I shall be very glad if the question to which I 
allude could be submitted to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. By that course I should feel re- 
lieved of personal r esponsibility and labor. 

| J have thought myself called upon as a member 
| of the Committee on Territories to express these 
views. I think there are very few 
| who might not feck somewhat sensitive in regard 
i to the honor of the committee’ in the treatment 
which it is to receive at the hands of the Senate, 
í because the chairman docs not happen to be here. 
As he is not here, T would say, put the most dis- 
tinguished man in the Senate on that committee 
! as chairman. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who is he? 

Mr. BELL, of 'Tonnessee. 
Senator from South Carolina, (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, [hope the Sen- 
ato will refor this message to the Committee on 
| Territories. I hope so for the reason that upon that 
committee, by the extraordinary magnanimity of 


The honorable 


represents the views of a minority of the Senate, 
| and ia my judgment, at the same time of a decisive 
majority of thecountry. Thope, therefore, sir, that 
the message will go to a committee that has upon 
it a distinguished gentleman, (Mr. Coznamer,] 
who will express the wishes of a minority of the 
| Senate, and at the same time, in my Judgment, a 
majority of the country. Upon the Committee 
| on the Judiciary there is no member that docs rep- 
| 
] 
t 
d 


resent a minority of the Senate, unless there are } 


upon that committee gentlemen who now oceupy 
i positions cntiggly antagonistical to those they 
i have heretof hope 
| will go to the Committee on ‘Territories, but, above 
| all, t hope it will not be referred toa large special 
committee, as suggested by the Senator from 
| Delaware. 
| Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from Delaware 
| withdraws that suggestion; he does not make the 
| motion. 
| Mr. WILSON. Iam glad that the motion is 
| withdrawn, and that we are to have no large 
| committee—that no omnibus measures orcompro- 
| mise measures are to be proposed ın the Senate 
| al the present time in regard to the Kansas ques- 
| tion. 
| his message is before us. It will go out to 
Í the country. Senators have spoken of the calm 
| 
| 
| 
| 


manner in which it has been received by the Sen- ; 


ate. Ihave no disposition at this time to break 
this harmony. I will say, however, that I see 
| nothing in the spirit of this document, or of that 
| other message, which came to us arraigning a 


i large portion of the country, reading lectures to 


responsibility of į 


erly I know was pursued in the House of Repre- 


sage, and refer its various parts to the different | 


gentlemen | 


the majority of the Senate, there isa member who | 


oceupicd. I hope this subject; 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
f 
| 
f 
t 
| 
| 


i 


| 


| 
i 


! of 


men who morally and. intellectually might, with 
propriety, read lectures to the author of this mes- 
sage—I say, sir, I see nothing in the tone and 
spirit of the message, misrepresenting, as it does, 
men who eall no man master, and who wish to 
make no manaslave—men who “donot persuade 
themselves,’’ to quote the expressive words of the 
Attorney General of the United States, * that 
libertyis an evil, or slavery a blessing ’’~—that de- 
mands of the Senate or the country the exercise 
any great degree of charity or forbearance. 
This message relates to the people of Kansas, 
who are endeavoring to protect themselves; who 
have adopted the only practicable mode in their 
power to protect their lives, their liberties, and 
their property against armed invaders. It refers 
to their acts as revolutionary. Sir, their posi- 
tion is an extraordinary one, but I do not believe 
that there is anything in their action, of a revolu- 
tionary purpose or a rebellious character, Ex- 
traordinary as is the position of that people before 
the country, they have been driven to it by out- 
rages unparalleled in the history of this country 
or of the civilized world; and in the spirit of 
freemen, in the spirit of men capable of main- 
taining their rights, they have accepted the doc- 
trine of squatter sovereignty in its broadest sense, 
and organized a State government to protect them 
against armed invasions from Missouri, and the 
acts of an incompetent and treacherous Executive, 
pledged to execute, at the point of the bayonet, 
the inhuman enactments of a Legislature forced 
upon the actual settlers of that Territory by armed 
invaders, under the lead of a man who once pre- 
sided over the Senate. TiS 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I desire to say 
afew words in respect to this proposition, and 
only a very few. In saying them, I shall follow 
the example of the distinguished Senators from 
New York and Delaware, and others who have 
spoken upon the subject, rather than that of the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat. I doubt 
not that, when the honorable Senator from New 
York arose to speak on this question, he rose 
with as deep fecling as possibly could pervade 
the bosom of any Senator present; yet, sir, feel- 
ing, perhaps, no less, I shall be content to follow 
his example, and to say no word and utter no 
sentiment which can be justly obnoxious to any 
gentleman anywhere, 

Sir, I fecl myself compelled to disagree with 


| the honorable Senator from Virginia in respect 


to the direction which should be given to this 
paper. In the first place, a reason may be as- 
signed, I think, that the organic law of the Ter- 
riiory, out of which every clement alluded to by 


i the President has arisen, came from the Com- 


mittee on Territories of the last Congress, sev- 
eral of the members of which were the same 
then as now. In the next place, the message, 
properly considered, refers solely to territorial 
questions, and none other. In that point of view, 
therefore, if it be referred to a standing commit- 
tee of the Senate, it belongs to the Committee on 


Territor The question would be different, 
perhaps t grew out of a petition issuing from 
a pee © I = 


the people of the Territory, asking of Congress 
the passage of an act enabling them to form a 
State constitution; but inasmuch as there is no 
action now asked for by the people of the Terri- 
tory, and as the subject-matter before the Senate 
is a message of the President on territorial sub- 
jects exclusively, it seems to me that it furnishes 
a conclusive reason why the message should be ; 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Now, sir, as to the argument of- the paper as 
to the facts referred to, I wish to reserve my 
apinions and action entirely free, ‘by the vote 
that I give on this occasion. ` Whenever the com- 
mittee shall report, with the best lights before 
me, I shall attempt to discharge my duty in re- 
Spect to these delicate subjects; and in giving 
my vote to-day I deem it proper to say @at I 
protest against its being construed either in Mivor 
of or in opposition to either argument or fact em- 
braced in the message. : 

This much F have deemed it my duty to sub- 
mil on this occasion, and to urge that the Senate 
will, certainly without unnecessary excitement, 
refer this paper to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CLAYTON. When 1 suggested the idea 
of a special committee—— 

Mr JONES, of Iowa. 


Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 


1856. 


Mr...CASS. Allow the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Burien] to say a word, and the 
matter will be settled. : ye A 

Mr. BUTLER. I think thatif this matter can 
be terminated by a single remark, I may 

Mr. CLAYTON. I believe I have the floor? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Dela- 
ware has the floor. i x 

Mr. CLAYTON. Wher I suggested the idea 
of a select committee, I was influenced by the 
ancient precedents and by an anxious desire to 
do justice. I did not press.the motion;. but I 
remember very well, that when Michigan was 
prenta for admission, the question of the va- 
idity of her constitution went to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, of which I was, at-the time, 
chairman. : : 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. ‘That is the point in 
regard to which I wished to interrogate the Sen- 
ator. : ‘ 

Mr. CLAYTON. | The question of the admis- 
sion of the State of Michigan, however, went to 
a select. committee, of which I also was a mem- 
ber, and the Hon. Thomas H. Benton was ehair- 
man. That was the disposition which was made 
in that case; and, as it was the case of a State 
which presented herself with many questions of 
law and fact, embarrassing to the Congress of the 
United States, as much so, perhaps, as the case 
of Kansas, though not attended with so much 
excitement, I thought that precedent ought to 
govern. Further, in reference to the Commit- 
-tee on Territories, 1 found that the chairman of 
.that committee was away, and I had no intima- 
tion when he was to be here. That committee, 
therefore, is not full. If it is to be referred to 
that committee, it ought to be filled. 

For these considerations, and following the 
ancient usage, | was disposed to take this mes- 
sage, the great leading idea of which is the ad- 
mission of a State into the Union, and to refer it 
to a select committce. With regard to what the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. W 1L- 
son] chose to say, that he wished for no more 
omnibusses, I will remark that Iam sure I never į 
was one who desired to present an omnibus, nor 
did I suppose thatthe reference of a paper which 
contains two distinct propositions, to be consid- 
ered bya committec, would justify any committee 
in making an omnibus bill, and embracing things 
that were not contained in the reference. When 
the bill to which the Senator alluded, called the 
omnibus bill, was committed to the committee of 
thirteen, agreat many questions, besides that of 
the admission of a State, were submitted with it, 
and the committee was therefore authorized to 
make an omnibus. Such a committee as I pro- 
posed, however, could not be authorized tomake 
any such thing. 

But, sir, I have withdrawn the proposition. I 
made it on behalf of those who have objected to 
it. I contemplated the distribution of the mem- 
bers of that select committee according to the 
feelings of the people of the United States, so 
that all scetions might be represented upon it; 
but inasmuch as the gentlemen in whose behalf 
I have made the suggestion think the Committee 
on Territorics is preferable, I yield to their wishes 
and concur in their desire. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I hope this 
subject will take the direction which has been in- 
dicated by what seems to be the general voice of 
the Senate, and that it will go to the Committee 
on Territories. My honorable friend from Ten- 
nessec, [Mr. BELL,] who is a member of that 
committee, is an able lawyer. There is another 
member of that committee, [Mr. COLLAMER,] 
who has, I believe, been distinguished for his 
judicial learning. I have no right, by anticipa- ; 
tion, to suppose that anything will come from 
that committee but.what will be proper; but I 
Havggpoard it said here, or at least I have heard 
it i ated, that what would come from. the 
Committee’on the Judiciary would come without 
authority. Perhaps it is so; it may be so, be- 
cause two of us are from the southern States— 
itis not worth while to disguise the fact—one 
from Georgia and the other from South Carolina. 
There is, however, on that committee a very dis- 
tinguished lawyer from Connecticut, [Mr. Tov- 
cEy,] who, I am sure, would do justice to the 
subject. Iam glad, however, that this question 
is to be taken from those committees. of thir- 


teen which have, I believe, from the time they i 


were first organized, ‘been -associated with com- | 


promises and discord. : A = 

The PRESIDENT. . Does the Senator from 
Virginia withdraw his motion torefer the message 
to the Committee on the Judiciary ? j 

Mr. MASON... I made the motion, because I 
could not see inthe message of the President that 
a single territorial question-was presented by it, 
-but a: ġuestion upon the proper construction of 
‘the laws of the Territory, or the way of enforcing 
them ifimproperly executed. My honorable and 
distinguished friend from South Carolina, to whose 
experience, as wellas years, I always defer, and 
who is at the head*of that committee, asks thatit 
shall not be referred to him. As I understand 
him to do that, I will withdraw the mdtion. I 
wish to say, however, that in making.the motion 
I had no reference whatever either to those who 
are absent or present on the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, I have entire confidence in them. Thad 
no reference to the condition of that committee at 
all. Iymade the motion purely because I thought, 
and yet think, that every question contained in 
the message is a-proper question for those who are 
the censors of the law. ` 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to refer the message to the Committee on 
Territories. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It is very well known 
to the Senate that the distinguished Senator who 
is at thé head of the Committee on Territories 
[Mr. Doucas] is now absent. It is also known 
to myself, because I received the information to- 
day, that he cannot be expected to be here for 
some time to come. E therefore move that a 
temporary chairman of the committee be ap- 
pointed by the President of the Senate, until the 
distinguished Senator from Tlinois shall be 
present and resume his place as chairman of that 
committee. I desire to have the committee full. I 
am perfectly willing to undergo all the labor that 
I can; but everybody knows that lam not a law- 
yer, and do not pretend to beable to expound the 
laws even of the Territories. 

Sir, I recollect perfectly well that when the 

eople of Michigan formed a constitution and 
State government and elected their Representa- 
tive and two Senators, and sent them here with 
their constitution, that constitution was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and not to the 
Committee on Territories. I believe, as the 
Senator from Virginia does, that all the questions 
to be decided in this case are purely of a judicial 
character, and that they ought to go to that com- 
mittee which is constituted for the purpose of 
deciding upon such questions. I do not wish to 
shrink from the performance of any duty that 
may be devolved upon me as a member of the 
Committee on Territories; but I do not wish to 
assume the discharge of duties for which I do 
not feel myself as competent as other gentlemen. 
I move, therefore, that the President of the Senate 
be authorized to appoint a chairman pro tempore 
of the Committee on Territories to act in the 
absence of the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. CASS, Allow me to suggest whether the 
honorable Senator from Iowa will not accomplish 
his object without any uncommon procedure, by 
allowing the committec to elect its own chairman. 
There are five gentlemen on that @mmittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. We want another 
member; my object is to have a full committee. 

Mr. CASS. During the temporary absence 
of the chairman, I think every member of the 
Senate will be disposed to trust the five members 
of the committce who arc left. Let me read the 
list of the members of that committee. They are 
Messrs. Doveras, Jones of Iowa, COLLAMER, 
Bei Tennessee, Sepastian, and Biees. I 
think gt is a subject which these gentlemen are 
perfe€tly competent to manage. 

Mr. ADAMS. The difficulty arises from the 
modesty of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. On the suggestion of 
the Senator from Michigan I withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned 
to Monday. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspäy; January 24, 1856." . 


The House was called to order by-the`Gie 
i twelve o’clock, m. - Prayer by Rev. Dx. T 
i DALE. ‘ eee eres 

The Journal of yesterday was read andapproy 
INVITATION TO CANDIDATES TO WITHDRAW 


‘The CLERK. The House having decided ye 
| terday that the main question should.not.then’ 

put on the resolution submitted by Mr. Ru 
| the question recurs this mo: 
| main question be now put??? gi ies 
Mr. ALBRIGHT. I call for the yeas and 
| nays on that question. : : 


r. COBB, of Georgia. 


The yeas and. nays 

The CLERK. They were ordered yesterday. 
and the vote was then taken by yeas and nays... 

Mr. PRINGLE.’ I move ‘to lay the whole 
subject on the table. Pa 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Before the 
vote is taken, I desire, with the permission of the 
| House, to say a few words. [Cries of ‘ Hear 
him!’’ Agreed ey j 
i The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

(Cries of ** No. objection !’’] 

Mr. FULLER. I have but asingle remark to 
make. i i Pe 
| The CLERK. No objection being made,.the 
gentleman will proceed. i ; : 

Mr. FULLER. 
derstood, that immediately upon the introduction 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
! [Mr. Rust,] I signified my wish and intention 
to withdraw as a candidate for. the speakership. 
This has been my desire for weeks; I have .so 
expressed myself to my friends. As, however, 
they have considered my name under their con- 
| trol, and not under my own, have permitted the 
| continuance of its use, without public objection. 
| But I desire now distinctly to withdraw it, and 
to have it so understood. I wish, at. the same 
| time, to return my acknowledgments for the sup- 

ort which I have received, and for the uniform 
indness and courtesy with which I have been 
treated; and to express the hope that we may 
now adopt some plan of action by which these 


ment which will be agreeable to ourselves, satis- 


| whole country. F 

Upon the métion of Mr. Priveze,-to lay the 
resolution of Mr, Rust upon the table, the yeas 
and nays were demanded, and ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Jhope the House 
will permit the names of Messrs. RICHARDSON 
and Furrer to be stricken out of the regolution, 
| as they are not now candidates. “ 

A Memezr. I object. : 


there is objection. ; Pawa 

The CLERK. As objection is made, it is not 
competent to alter the resolution. me 
i Mr. HOUSTON, I propose_to ask fora divis- 
‘ion of the resolution, so that there may be a vote 
taken upon the resolution separate from the pre- 
amble. 

The CLERK. Such a proposition is not in 
ordér now, as the pending motion is to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. Dask that the resolution 
| may be again read, as some gentlemen do not 
| remember the phraseology. 
H 
| 


The resolution was accordingly again read, as 
| before reported. ssi 
The question was then put, with the followin, 
result—yeas 100, nays 99; as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Barbour, Bar- 
ciay, Henry Benueu, Benson, Billinguurst, Bingham, Bligs, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis pD. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
fax, Comms, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Damreil, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durice, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
| Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
| entine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
| Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, MeMullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
| Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
| Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
| ton, Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, 


| Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader G. Washbume, Bllihu B: Washburne, Israel] Wash- 


rning, “Shali stha.. 


have already been ordered by the House. S 


I believe it is generally un- 


difficulties may be settled—some mode of adjust-, ` 


factory to out constituents, and honorable to the. 


Mr. JONES. Of course it cannot be donei. 


os 
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“burns Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth-~100. : 5 

: NAVS—-Mesers: Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
‘nett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, 

Jolin: P: Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, 

Howell Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Ed- 


sraundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 


Evans, Fauikner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller; 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, Sampson. W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Ha- 
ven, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, Georgé W. Jones, . 
© Je Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel $. Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Mison, Millward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Paine, beck, Phelps, Porter, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ric- 
aud, Richardson, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens; Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Todd, Trippe, 
Valk,. Walker, Warmer, Watkins, Whitney, Williams, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zati- 
coffer—99. 


So. the resolution was laid upon the table. 
VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and twenty-third time for Speaker, with 
the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 203; necessary to a choice, 102; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks reccived.......... 
James Le OFbs ein cesccceesens 
James B. Ricaud.. 

Henry M: Fuller... 
Lewis D. Campbell....... 
Alexander C. M. Penningtor 
Solomon G. Haven 
John R. Bdie.. 
Smith Miller 
Luther M. Kennett. 
John Wiliams... ccc cceeaeeveeees 


So there was no choice. 
© The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 
bour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Butiington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chafee, Colfax, Comins, Ciawson, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Tlorton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Le 
ter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pennington, Pelton, Perry, Periit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Chorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Tratto, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israet Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth, 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. 
Bell, Headley S. Benne 
Cadwalader, Caruthers 
Wilhamson R. W. Cob 
mundson, Eliott, Englist 
D. Punter, Goode, Gree 


mn 
Aon 


dod, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
§, Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordegai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Richardson, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sam- 
uel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, “Warner, Watkins, Wells, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Ricaud—~Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Cox, 
Henry Winter Davis, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, J, Morrison 
der K. Marshall, 


Hares, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Alexan 
Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Reade, William R. Smith, 
Trippe, Valk, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Fuller-—Mossrs 
Eustis, Evans, Paine, Porter, 
er, and Zolticoffer. s 

For Mr. Camphell—Messrs. Edwards, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Pernington—=Mr. Haven, 

For Mr. Maven—Mr. Harrison, 

For Mr. Edie—Mr. Dunn. 

“For Mr. Miller—Mr, Orr. 

For Mr. Kennett—Mr. Swope. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 


When Mr. Unnerwoon’s name was called, 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL an- 
nounced that Mr, Uxperwoon was sick, and 
had desired him to say to the House that, for 
that reason, he was not present to vote. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to submit, for 
the consideration of the House, the resolution I 
send to the Clerk’s desk; and upon it I move the 
previous question. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the persistent adherence of the Republican 
party to the Hon. Narnanier P, Banks as its candidate for 
the office of Speaker, after the repeated manifestations by 
the majority of the members of this House that he does 
nol possess their confidence for that situation, exhibits a 
determination to sacrifice the public interests of the coun- 
try to the triumphs. of a personal and sectional party, and 
that the further continuance 
as the candidate of his party for the office of Speaker, 
justly attaches to his supporters the responsibility for a 
failure to organize this House. 


Carlile, Cullen, Etheridge, 
Ready, Ricaud, Sneed, Walk- 


of his name before this body, ‘ 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 
lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I demand the 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will withdraw that resolution. It will prob- 
ably increase an existing unkindness here, which 
>I think ought to be avoided. z 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will not withdraw it, 
because it expresses my opinion fully. If that 
gentleman cannot stand it, I do not know who 
can. : 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered upon the 
motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Isthatresolution amend- 
able? 

The CLERK. Not at this stage of the action 
of the House—the ycas and nays having been 


yeas and 


the table. 

Mr, ZOLLICOFFER. Will the gentleman 
from Virginia withdraw the motion for the pre- 
vious question, in order that an amendment may 
be offered? © 

The CLERK. A motion to láy the resolution 
upon the table is pending, 

Mr. FAULKNER. “At the request of my 
friends, I withdraw the resolution for the present. 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. | 

The House then proceeded to vote the one 
hundred and twenty-fourth time for Speaker, 
with the following result: Whole number of 
votes cast, 201; necessary’ to a choice, 101; of 
which— 

Nathaniel P, Banks received. 
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The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mfr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
| Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damretl, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Pirie, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
| Holloway, Thomas &. Horton, Valentine B. Norton, How- 
ard, Huyhston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
| Han Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eilihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Orr—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craig, Davidson, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
Thomas J, Ð. Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jeweit, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wil 
i Hams, Wi Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

Por Mr. Fuller—Messts. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Bustis, Evans, Foster, J. 
Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Valk, Walker, 
Whitney, and Zollicofter. <- 

For Mr. Ricaud—Messrs, Cox, 
nett, Lake, aud Trippe. 

For Mr. Campbeli-Messrs. Edwards, 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. English—Me. Orr. 

For Mr. Edie—Mr. Dunn. 

Fer Mr. Haven—Mr. Harrison. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE announced that he had 

paired off for the day with Mr. Trarron. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. Soyer Wessrer, the Private Secretary 
to the President of the United States, appeared 
before the bar of the House, and the Doorkeeper 
announced, ‘‘ A message from the President of 
the United States.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object to the 


Henry M. Fuller, Ken- 


Moore, and Scott 
f, 


reception of any message. 


ordered upon a motion to lay the resolution upon j 


Knowlon, į 
McCarty, Meacham, Kil- | 
| Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, | 


Wade, Wakernan, | 


English, Faulkner, Florence, | 


ae 

Mr. CRAIGE. I want to know what the mes- 
sage is. $ 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to repeal the resolution 
restricting debate. 

Mr. WALKER simultaneousl 
motion. 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio that the Secretary should first. be 
allowed to make the announcement that he has a 
message from the President, and then let the gen- 
tleman [Mr. CamPBELL] make objettion. 

The CLERK, Will the House please come to 
order? 

[At this time there was great commotion and 
excitement in the Hall, a large number of mem- 
bers addressing the Clerk, amid loud cries of 
** Order !?? ** Order !”? 

Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] objects to the reception of something 
We do not know what it is. Now, I desire that 
the Clerk shall. be permitted to announce to the 
House what itis. After that announcement, it 
will be time enough to object. [Loud and con- 
tinued cries of “ Order?’ 

The CLERK. If gentlemen would come to 
order, the Clerk would state that the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. Warrer] makes a motion 
to rescind the resolution of the House prohibiting 
debate. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I hope-the gentleman from 
Alabama will withdraw that motion until we hear 
what the Secretary has to say. . 

Mr. ORR. I hope the Secretary will be allowed 
to state to the House whether he has a message 
or not. i 

A Mrmser. What Secretary? 

Mr. ORR. The President’s Secretary. And 
then, if he make the announcement that he has a 
message, the gentleman from Ohio may object to 
its reception. 

Mr. CRAIGE, (amid shouts of “ Order!) I 
do not intend to let any such rie govern me in 
this matter; let gentlemen call “ order” as much 
as they please. The gentleman from Ohio objects 
to the reception of — [Cries of “ Order !’"] Call 
“order” as much as you please. I understand 
all that; nevertheless, I am going to be heard. I 
represent a district which was the first to proclaim 
independence; and I am not going to be put down 
in the performance of my duty. No, sir; 1 in- 
tend to be heard. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Let us rescind the rule, 
then. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman from Ohio ob- 
jects, I say, to the reception of a paper, [‘‘Order! 
order!’’] without anybody having heard what 
that paper is. I want to know what it is first; 
and I do not intend to be put down. {Continuous 
calls to oor] You may call to “order” as 
much as you please; it has no weight upon me. 
If you want to put me down by force, you may 
try it; Iwill let you know whether I am to be 
put down by force or not. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would respectfully 
appeal to gentlemen to preserve order, . 

Mr. CRAIGE. I have risen to a point of order; 
and I do not intend to be put down. 

Mr. PAINE. In the name of God and of my 
country, I protest against this whole thing; and 
if gentlemen cannot keep order, I call upon you, 
Mr. Clerk, to adjourn the House; it is your duty 
to do it. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I desire to make a point of 
order, which I have a right to make, and which 
I intend to make. 

Mr. PAINE. I stand here as an American 
citizen, and proclaim, before God and my country, 
that lam ashamed to witness such a scene of 
disorder growing up in this House. 

Mr. CRAIGE. And I am ashamed that I 
should have a colleague who would object to what 
is right. I am endeavoring here to exggise a 
right, which it is my privilege to exerci, and 
which I intend to exercise. 

Mr. PAINE, Istand up for my country against 
the world. 

The CLERK. All this debate is out of order. 

Mr. CRAIGE. [intend to stand up against 
every attempt to trample on my rights. 

The CLERK. The Clerk respectfully appeals ' 
to the gentleman from North Carolina to wait 
until the motion to rescind the rule precluding 
debate be acted on. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I desire to state my point of 


y. made the like 


1856. 


order; I have aright to do so, and’am determ- 
ined to exercise that right. 

Mr. GIDDINGS attempted ‘ineffectually to 
make himself heard. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Ihave gota right to make a 
point of order here, and I intend to make it. My 
point of order is this: As soon as a gentleman 
comes into this House, whom we do not know 
either by name or otherwise, a gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Campseit] gets up and objects to the 
reception—of what? Why, we do not know 
what it was. Now, my point of order is, that 
we have a right to know who the messenger is, 
what message he brings us here, and what he 
asks of this House. And then, if the objection 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the reception of 
the message be good, we will sustain him; and, 
if the objection be not well founded, we will vote 
him down. Weare the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States—a codrdinate branch 
of this Government; and while we are, we havea 
right to hear what the President of the United 
States deems it his duty to communicate to us. 
Let the messenger announce to us first who he 
is, and what he brings us. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Clerk, E wish to state--— 

The CLERK. Will the gentleman first allow 
the gentleman from North Carolina to state dis- 
tinctly what is his point of order? 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to state that I want 
the message to be properly announced. I will 
withdraw my motion to rescind: the rule prohib- 
iting debate, until it has been announced what.it 
is that is to be received. Then I shall renew it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of. Ohio. I raise the quès- 
tion of. order, that under the rule, under the res- 
olution of the House, passed some days ago, we 
cannot do any other asses except to go on 
and.vote for Speaker. It is not, therefore, com- 
petit for the House to receive the message, un- 
ess they rescind that rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS, I move to receive the mes- 
sage; and upon that motion I ask the previous 
question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I second 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentle- 
man moves to receive the message. What mes- 
sage? There is no message that the motion can 


apy. to. 

r. STEPHENS. The Doorkeeper has an- 
nounced a message from the President of the 
United States. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Georgia 
will allow the Clerk to suggest that there are two 

uestions of order pending, which must first be 
decided. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] originally rose and objected to something; 
to which the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Crarce] followed, with the point of order, 
that the gentleman from Ohio had no right to 
object until the paper, whatever it was, had been 
received and read, so that it could be known 
what it was, 

Mr. CRAIGE. No, sir; the Clerk does me 

"injustice. The gentleman from Ohio rose and 
objected to the reception. of the paper—or to 
something. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. The mes- 

< sage? i 

Mr. CRAIGE. No, sir; not to the message. 
No message has been announced. We do not 
know that there is a message. The gentleman 
from Ohio objected to something; we do not 
know what that something was. I then made 
the point of order, that we, as a representative 
body, should be doing injustice to ourselves, and 
injustice to another and codrdinate branch of the 
Government, if we did not hear and understand 
clearly and distinctly what it is that is desired 
of us, who is the messenger, and what he bears 
to us. The objection of the gentleman from 
Ohio, or of any one, cannot be received until 
that much is known. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina will permit the Clerk to suggest that 
this difficulty may all be avoided by the motion 
which has been made by the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,| and seconded by the | 


animan from Kentucky, [Mr. HUMPHREY 
AARSHALL.] The previous question has been 
demanded; and if gentlemen will withdraw their 
questions of order, the House can then determ- 
ine for itself whether it will receive the paper. 


-be submitted to the House. 
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Mr. CRAIGE: But, sir, I- want before any 
such question is put, before any question is de- 
cided, that the messenger, whoever he-is, shall 
announce to the House what proposition it is 
that he makes: The House‘can then determine 
whether they will grant it. The messenger has 
that right, and the members of the House have 
the right to this information. é 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman. from 
Georgia will avait for a moment, before making 
his motion, until the message has been announced, 
it seems to me that it could, with better propriety, 
It seems to me that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CamrB ELL] should: 
wait until it has been announced before making 
his objection. Then would be the proper time 
to raise the objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The message was an- 
nounced. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; the message was 
not announced. We do not know whatis asked 
ofus by the messenger. The gentleman from Ohio 
will see, upon a moment’s reflection, that we do | 
not know what may be the character of the com- 
munication the messenger has to make. It may 
be that the message is something that is entirely 
within the competency of the House, in the gen- 
tleman’s own view, to receive. It may be that it 
furnishes some information in response to a res- 
olution of a former Congress, requiring no legis-. 
lation, and to the reception of which there can 
be no objection. I think the Secretary should be 
permitted to make his announcement; and then, 
if he announces a message, we shall be prepared 
to vote upon its reception. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. On a former oc- 
casion, when a message from the President was 
transmitted to us, the point was made upon me 
that the objection to its reception came too late, 
that the announcement was made, and the mes- 
sage deposited by the Scerctary of the President 
upon the Clerk’s desk, before objection was made. 
I desired now to enter my objection in time. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The point was made upon the 
former occasion to which the gentleman refers, ; 
that the objection came too late. My point now 
is, that the objection came rather too soon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As it has been suggested 
that the motion of the gantleman from Georgia 
will permit the question on the reception to be 
settled by the House, I will withdraw my point 
of order, and allow the question to be taken upon 
that motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I demand the previous 
question. f 

The CLERK. The gentleman will recollect 
that there are two points of order that must,e 
settled before the main question can be ordered | 
upon the motion that the message be received. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave already stated that 
I withdraw my question of order for the purpose 
of allowing the vote to be taken upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I am perfectly willing to con- 
cede to the gentleman from Ohio the right to ob- 
ject to the reception of the message; but the | 
point of order I have raised is as to the time of 
making it. The point was made the other day 
that it was made too late: I now make tie point 
that the objection was made too soon. [Cries of 
“ Order!?’| 1 e 

The CLERK. The gentleman will permit the 
Clerk to state 

Mr. CRAIGE. [insist upon my point of order. 
I want that the message should be announced 
before objection is made toitsreception. [Cries of 
“ Order !”” 

Mr. QUITMAN . Mr. Clerk, I have this point 
of order to make to the House, and I pledge 
myself that whatever my opinions may be I| 
will abide by them. I have no wish that the 
House should be taken by surprise; but, sir, I 
submit that itis the right of every member of the 
House to hear what announcement the Secretary 
of the President has tomake. How is it known 
that he has a message to present? To what does 
the gentleman from Ohio object? If there isa 
message presented here, I am willing that the 
gentleman from Ohio should have a fair chance ; 
to object to its reception; but let us hear what 
announcement the Secretary wishes to make. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A message has already 


been announced by the Doorkeeper 


Mr. CRAIGE. No, ~iv. 


-Mr: ORR- ‘The Doorkeeper made-the an- 
nouncement in the usual form.” ‘The gentlenian 
from: Ohio- knows: that the. Doorkeeper should 
announce a messenger from the President of: the 
United. States, or something: of. that sort. Fhe 
Secretary. himself announces that-he'has:a mes#+ - 
sage. hen that announcement has been made, 
it will then be competent to: object-to-its recep- 
tion. yt SOEs 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. It occurs: 
to me that it is a matter that “involves ‘the. priv: 
lege of a member of this House~——.:[Cries of. © 
s Orain nk es 

Mr. RUST. I call the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to order. If gentlemen are to be allowed 
to epeak out of order I have something to-say~ 
If this debate is to go on, let all have an equal: 
opportunity. [Cries of ** Order!’?: ‘ Order !??] 

_ Mr. STEPHENS, I rose to a privileged: ques- 
tion some minutes since. 1 moved that the mes- 
sage be received, and demanded the previous, 
question. Lask that the vote:may be taken upon. + 
my motion. [Considerable confusion ensued. ĵi ~ 

Jr, BARKSDALE. I demand that the. vote 
be taken upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia. l : 

Mr. CRAIGE. I want the vote to be first taken 
upon my point of order. [insist that no objec- 
tion can be raised—-no vote taken until the an- 
nouncement desired to be made by the Secretary 
of the President has been made. aren: 

Mr, BARKSDALE. I insist. that the vote 
shall be taken upon.the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS. 

The CLERK. The House must first settle the 
questions of order that have been raised. — 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ` I desire to know 
what it is that the gentleman from Georgia moves 
to receive? i : 

Mr, STEPHENS. The message. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from North 
Carolina withdraw his question of order? or, if. 
not, will the gentleman state precisely what it 


is? 

Mr. CRAIGE. My point of order is that the 
messenger from the President shall be allowed to 
announce to the House what it is that he has for 
us. The House will then be prepared to act 


upon it, au. A : 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest to 
the gentleman from North Carolina that he should 
withdraw his point of order until the vote has. 
been taken upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, which will obviate the necessit, 
for the point. Does the gentleman from Nort 
Carolina now withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. CRAIGE. Iwithdraw my point of order 
if the gentleman from Ohio withdrew his whole 
proposition.. 


The CLERK. The gentleman frőõm Ohio did ` 


so. ; 

Mr. CRAIGE. I understood that he did. not 
doso. He still holds on to his point on the re- 
ception of the message; therefore I insist on my 
point of order. . 

The CLERK., The gentleman from Ohio 
simply objected to the reception of the message. 
He still adheres to that objection. The gentleman 
from Georgia now moves that the message be re- 
ceived; and on that motion calls for the previous 
question. The call has received a second. 

Several Mempers. ` Yeas and nays. 

The question was taken, and the Clerk de- 
clared the yeas and nays ordered. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think there is a misunder- 
standing in reference to the yeas and nays. The 
House, in my judgment, want the yeas and neys 
on the main question, and not on ordering the 
main question to be now put. [Cries of ‘* Yeas 
and nays on the main question; that is it.?] 

The CLERK. The Clerk will hold; then, that 
the main question has been ordered to be now 
put; and that the yeas and nays are ordered ‘on 
the main question, which is, ‘*Shall the message 
be received?” i 

There was no objection, and it was so held. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Clerk, we are now to 
vote on the question, ‘‘ Shall the message be re- 
ceived??? What message? I wish the’announce- 
ment to be made by the messenger what is the 
character of the message, so that I may vote in- 
ielligently. I want to know what it 1s I am 
voting on. Bag 

The CLERK. The Clerk cannot answer the 
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gentleman; the House is now in the execution 
of an-order. [Cries of ‘Call the roll!??} 
“Mr. MORGAN. Has the last vote for Speaker 


been announced? i 
-Phe CLERK. It has not, . The question was 
taken oñ the question, “Shall the message be re- 
ceived??? and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 117, nays 84; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bel, 
Hendley 3. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, Jobn. P. Campbeli, Carlile, Caruthers, -Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, 
Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, ‘Timothy Davis, Dowdell, 
Durfee, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller,Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert,’ Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J, 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, Knox, Lake, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miiler, Millson, Millward, Moore, Nich- 
ols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ritehie, Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, 
Thurston, Todd, Tiippe, Tyson, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wels, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, | 
Winslow, Daniel b. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zoliicof 
fer—117, 0°” 

“ NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry’ Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 

Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buflington, Burlingame, Lewis 

BD. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Camback, 

Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 

Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Edie, Emrie, Evans, Giddings, Gil- 

bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall; Harlan, Holloway, 

Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 

ston, Keisey, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 

Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, | 
Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike,. Pringle, Pur- | 
viance, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 

ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan ‘Thorington, Wade, Wal- 

bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader d. Washburne, Elihu B. 

Wasbburne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 

Woodrufi, and Woodworth—84. 


So the message was ordered to be received. 


_ Pending the call, ; y 
(Mr. ALEXANDERK. MARSHALL rose and 
said: Mr. Clerk, am I called on to vote in refer- 
ence to the reception of the message from the 
President of the United States, now in the hands 
of his Private Secretary, who appears below the 
bar of the FIouse? 
The CLERK. That is the question, ; 
. Mr. MARSHALL. Then I vote ay. 
The result of the one hundred and twenty- 
fourth vote was, by unanimous consent, here | 
announced as it is above set forth. 
The CLERK. The House has voted to re- 
ceive tha message, | 
Mr. McQU 


Mr. Stioyvcy Wersrer, the Private Secretary | 
of the President, then appeared at the bar of the | 
House, and said: 

Tam directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the House 6f Representatives 
a message in writing, if it be the pleasure of the 
‘House to receive it, 

Several Members. It is the pleasure of the | 

ouse to receive it. 

a Doorkceper laid the message on the Clerk’s i 
table. > | 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move that the message be read. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. And I move that that | 
motion be laid on the table; and on that motion [| 
demand the yeas and nays. E 

The ycas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. CADWALADER. Mr. Clerk, on the | 
matter of the constitutional privilege of the House 
I desire to refer to the Constitution of the United 
States. [Loud and protracted cries of Order !?? 
from all parts of the Hall.] 

The CLERK. Objection being made, debate 
is not in order. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Irise to a point of 
order. I have the right to state it. [Continued 
cries of “ Order 1?” 

The CLERK. The gentleman has the right to 
state his point of order, 

Mr. CADWALADER, T rise to a point of 
order, involving a question of constitutional priv- 
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ilege. I submit that the House, before the elec- | 


read as “ information’’ communicated by the Pres- 
ident, under the third sectionof the second article 
of the Constitution. This section authorizes the 
President, on extraordinary occasions, to ** con- 
vene both Houses, or either of them;’’ and makes 
it his duty “ from time to time” to € give to the 
Congressinrormarion of the state of the Union,” 
&c. - The. objection founded on the act of Con- 
gress of 1789, requiring the Speaker to be sworn, 
&c., “ before entering on any other business,” has 
no weight. The word “‘ business” is found in 
the fifth section of the first article of the Consti- 
tution, which, when compared with the third 
section of the second article, confirms the propo- 
sition, founded on the°common sense and ordi- 
nary understanding of mankind, that the receipt 
of information, with a view to the future transac- 
tion of business, does not involve any present trans- 
action of business. It is thus our constitutional 
privilege to receive this information at once; and 
if we should exclude it we would violate our 
duty to our constituents and to ourselves. 


marks in many places. ] 

The CLERK decided that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had the right to state his point of 
order, but not to argue it. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I have said all that 
I desired in explanation of my point of order. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman insist ọn 

oint? 


his 

My. CADWALADER. I wish the message 
read. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
moves that the message be read. The gentleman 


on the table. ‘ihe question is first on the latter 
motion, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
on the table; and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas $0, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, Hen- 
ry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton; Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. Camp- 
bel, Chaiee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn Durfee, Edie, 
Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, 
Harlau, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowilton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham , Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
; Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
rag and Woodworth—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Benneti, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Elliott, Engiish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Foster, Yienry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Ful- 
Jer, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, Knight, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Miilson, 
Millward, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Paine, Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffia, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sudi, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
; Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Vaik, Walker, 
Warmer, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitacy, Williams, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolli- 
eoffer—its. 


So the House refused to lay the motion on the 


| table. 
The CLERK. The question now recurs on | 


the motion that the message be read. 

Mr. WATSON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

The CLERK requested those in favor of or- 
dering the ycas and nays to rise, and, on count- 
ing them, dedared that there was not a sufficient 
number up. 5 

Mr. WATSON. I demand tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Watson 
and Wins.ow were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the yeas and 
| hays were ordered, the tellers having reported— 
ayes thirty-seven; more than one fifth of those 
! present, 

The- question was then taken on the question, 


tion of.a Speaker, hasa right to have the message 


[Cries of ‘ Order!’ interrupted the above re-. 


from New York moves that that motion be laid | 


t“ Shall the message be read ??’ and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 86; as follows: 
. YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Beil, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Eiliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florenee, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J.. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert. Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samue} S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Paine, Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, | 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Willian: 
R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Warn er, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicofter—108. 
| NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger. Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hortou, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
| Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bhibu B. Wash- 
burue, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—86. 
So the message was ordered to be read. 


The CLERK then read the message, which is 
as follows: ` 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Circumstances have occurred to disturb the 
course of governmental organization in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and produce there a cond#ion 
of things which renders it incumbent on me to 
call your attention to the subject, and urgently 
to recommend the adoption by you of such meas- 
ures of legislation as the grave cxigences of the 
case appear to require. 

A brief exposition of the circumstances referred 
to, and of their causes, will be necessary to the 
full understanding of the recommendations which 
it is proposed to submit. 

The act to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas was a manifestation of the legislative 
opinion of Congress on two great points.of con- 
stitutional construction: one, that the designation 
of the boundarics of a new Territory, and pro- 
vision for its political organization and adminis- 
tration as a Territory, are measures which of 
right fall within the. powers of the General Gov- 
ernment; and the other, that the inhabitants of 
any such Territory, considered as an inchoate 
State, are entitled, in the exercise of self-govern- 
ment, to determine for themselves what shall be 
their own domestic institutions, subject only to 
the Constitution and the laws duly enacted by 
Congress under it, and to the power of the exist- 
ing States to decide according to the provisions 
and principles of the Constitution at what time 
the Territory shall be received as a State into the 
Union. Suchare the great political rights which 
are solemnly declared and affirmed by that act. 

Based upon this theory, the act of Congress 
defined for each Territory the outlines of repub- 
ij lican government, diinibuuae public authorit 
among lawfully created agents—executive, judi- 
cial, and legisiative—to be appointed either by 
the General Government or by the Territory. 
The. legislative functions were intrusted to a 
Council and a House of Representatives dul 
elected and empowered to enact all the local laws 
which they might deem essential to their pros- 
perity, happiness,.and good government. Acting. 
in the same spirit, Congress also defined the per- 
sons who were in the first instance to be consid- 
ered as the people of each ‘Territory ; enacting 
that every free white male inhabitant of the same 
above the age of twenty-one - years, being an 
actual resident thereof, and possessing the quali- 
fications. hereafter described, should be entitled 
to vote at the first election, and be eligible to 
any office within the Territory ; but that the 
qualifications of voters and holding office at all 
+ subsequent elections should be such as might 

be prescribed by the Legislative Assembly: Pro- 
vided, however, that ‘Ee right of suffrage and 
of holding office should be exercised only by 


„set an example of t 


citizens of the United States, and those who 
should have declared on oath their intention to 
become such, and have taken-an oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States and 
the provisions of the act: And provided, further, 
that no officer, soldier, seaman, or. marine, or 
other person in the Army or Navy of the United 
States, or attached to troops in théir service, 
should be allowed to vote or hold office in either 
Territory by reason of being on service therein. 

Such of the public officers of the Territories 
as, by the provisions of the act, were to be ap- 
pointed by the General Government, including 
the Governors, were appointed and commissioned 
in due season; the law having been enacted on 
the 30th of May, 1854, and the: commission: of 
the Governor of the Territory of Nebraska 
being dated on the 2d day of August, 1854, and 
of the Territory of Kansas.on the 29th day of 
June, 1854. aie 

Among the duties imposed by the act on the 
Governors was that of directing and superintend- 
ing the political organization of the respective 
Territories. The Governor of Kansas was re- 
quired to cause a census or enumeration of the 
inhabitants and -qualified voters of the several 
counties and districts. of the Territory, to be 
taken by such persons and in such mode as he 
might designate and appoint; to appoint and di- 
rect the time and places of holding the first 
elections, and the manner of conducting them, 
both as to the persons to superintend snch elec- 
tions and the returns thereof; to declare the num- 
ber of the members of the Council and House 
of Representatives for each county or district; 
to declare what persons might appear to be duly 
elected; and to appoint the time and place of the 
first meeting of the Legislative Assembly. In 
substance, the same duties were devolved on the 
Governor of Nebraska. 

While, by this act, the principle of constitution 
for each of the Territories was one and the same, 
and the details of organic legislation regarding 
both were as nearly as could be identical, and 
while the Territory of Nebraska was tranquilly 
and successfully organized in the due course of 
Jaw, and its first Legislative Assembly met on 
the 16th of January, 1855, the organization of 
Kansas was long delayed and-has ‘been attended 
with serious difficulties and embarrassments, 
partly the consequence of local mal-administra- 
tion, and partly of the unjustifiable interference 
of the inhabitants of some of the States foreign 
by residence, interests, and rights to the Territory. 

The Governor of the Territory of Kansas, com- 
missioned, as before stated, on the 29th of June, 
1854, did not reach the designated seat of his 
government until the 7th of the ensuing October; 
and even then failed to make the first step in its 
legal organization—that of ordering the census 
or enumeration of its inhabitants—until so late a 
day that the election of the members of the Le- 


gislative Assembly did not take place until the | 


30th of March, 1855, nor its meeting until the 2d 
-of July, 1855. ` So that, for a year after the Ter- 
ritory was constituted by the act of Congress and 
the officers to be appointed by the Federal Exec- 
utive had been commissioned, it'was without a 
complete government, without any legislative 
‘authority, without local law, and of course with- 
out the ordinary guarantees of peace and public 
order. $ 

In other respects, the Governor, instead of ex- 
ercising constant vigilance and putting forth all 
his energies to prevent or counteract the tenden- 
cies-to illegality which are prone to exist in all 
imperfectly-organized and newly-associated com- 
munities, allowed his attention to be diverted fg 
official obligation by other objects, and hint&elf 

i violation of Jaw in the per- 
formance of acts which rendered it my duty, in 
the sequel, to remove him from the office of chief 
exccutive magistrate of the Territory. 

Before the requisite preparation was accom- 
plished for election of a Territorial Legislature, 
an election of Delegate to Congress had been held 
in the Territory on the 29th day of November, 
1854, and the Delegate took his seat in the House 


of Representatives without challenge. [farrange-. 


ments had been perfected by the Governor so that 
the election for members of the Legislative As- 


sembly might be held in the several precincts at | 


the same time as for Delegate to Congress, any 
question appertaining to the qualification of the 


| Nebraska and Kansas thwarted in the endeavor | 


supervision of Congress, as the judge of the | 
validit} of the return of the Delegate, and would i 
have been determined. before conflicting passions | 
kad become inflamed by time, and before oppor- | 
tunity could have been afforded for systematic į 
interference of the people of individual States. | 

‘This interference, in so faras concerns its pri- 
mary causes and its immediate commencement, 
was one of the incidents of that-pernicious agita- 
tion on the subject of the condition of the colored 
persons held to. service in some of the States, ` 
which has so long disturbed the repose of our 
country, and excited individuals, otherwise pat- 
riotic and. law-abiding, to toil with misdirected | 
zeal in the attempt to propagate their social theo- 
ries by the perversion and abuse of the powers of 
Congress. The persons and the parties, whom 
the tenor of the act to organize the Territories of 


to impose, through the agency of Congress, their : 
particular views of social organization on the 
people of the future new States, now perceiving 
that the policy of leaving the inhabitants of cach 
State to judge for themselves in this respect was 
ineradically rooted in the convictions of the peo- 
ple of the Union, then had recourse, in the pur- 
suit of their general object, to the extraordinary 
measure of propagandist colonization of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, to prevent the free and natural 
action of its inhabitants in its Internal organiza- 
tion, and thus to anticipate or to force the determ- 
ination of that question in this inchoate State. 

With such views, associations were organized 
in some of the States, and their purposes were 
proclaimed through the press in language ex- 
tremely irritating and offensive to those of whom 
the colonists were to become the neighbors. Those 
designs and acts had the necessary consequence 
to awaken emotions of intense indignation in 
States near to the Territory of Kansas, and 
especially in the adjoining State of Missouri, 
whose domestic peace was thus the most ete 
endangered; but they are far from justifying the il- 
legal and repréhensible cbunter-movements which 
ensued, 

Under these inauspicious circumstances, the 
primary elections for members of the Legislative | 
Aaccuhly were held in most, if not all, of the 
precincts at the time and the places, and by 
the persons designated and appointed by the 
Governor according to law. 

Angry accusations that illegal votes had been 
polled abounded on all sides, and imputations 
were made both of fraud and violence. But the | 
Governor, in the exercise of the power and the | 
discharge of the duty conferred and imposed by j 
law on him alone, officially received and con- | 
sidered the returns; declared a large majority of 
the members of the Council and the House of | 
Representatives “duly elected; withheld cer- 
tificates from others because of alleged illegality 
of votes; appointed a new election to supply the | 

lace of the persons not certified; and thus at 
ength, in all the forms of statute, and with his | 
own official authentication, complete fepelity was 
given to the first Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory. | 

Those decisions of the returning officers and j 
of the Governor are final, except that, by the: 
parliamentary usage of the country applied to | 
the organic law, it may be conceded that cach | 
House of the Assembly must have been compe- | 


tent to determine, in the last resort, the qualifi- 
cations and the election of its members. The 
subject was, by its nature, one appertaining cx- 
clusively to the jurisdiction of the local author- | 
ities of the Territory. Whatever irregularities | 
may have occurred in the elections, it seems too | 
late now to raise that. question. At all events, it | 
is a question as to which, neither now nor atany ; 
previous time, has the least possible legal authority |; 
been possessed by the President of the United | 
States. For all present purposes the legislative | 
body thus constituted and elected was the legit- | 
imate Assembly of the Territory. | 
Accordingly, the Governor, by proclamation, : 
convened the Assembly thus elected to meet at a į 
place called Pawnee City. The two Houses met, : 
and were duly organized in the ordinary parlia- | 
mentary form; each sent to, and received from, | 
the Governor the official communications usual : 


r a 


on such occasions; an elaborate message, opening | 


remove the seat of government tempordril? 
“Shawnee Manual Labor School,” (or Missio 
and thither the Assembly proceeded. After this, .-- 
receiving a bill for the establishment of a ferty at” 
the town of Kickapoo, the Governor refuse 
sign it, and, by special message, assigned. 
reason of refusal, not anything objectional 
the bill itself, nor any pretense of the illegality or 
incompetency of the Assembly as such, but only 
the fact that the Assembly had by its act, trans- 
ferred the seat of government: temporarily: from: 
Pawnce City to Shawnee Mission. For the'same 
reason he continued to refuse to sign other bills, 
until, in the- course of a few days, hé, by official 
message, communicated to the Assembly the faet 
that he had received notification of the termination 
of his functions as Governor, and that the duties - 
of the office were legally devolved on the Secretary 
of the Territory; thus to the last recognizing the - 
body as a duly-elected and constituted Legislative Ț 
Assembly. er ee wat 

It will be perceived that, if any constitutional 
defect attached to the legislative acts of ‘the As? 
sembly, it is not pretended to consist in irregular- : 
ity of election, or want of qualification of the mem- 
bers, but only inthe change of its place of session. 
However trivial this objection may seem to be, it 
requires to be considered, because upon: it is 
founded ‘all that superstructure of acts, plainly. 
against law, which now threatens the peace, not 
only of the Territory of Kansas, but of the Union. 

Such an objection to the proceedings of the Le- 
gislative Assombly was of exceptionable origin, 
for the reason that, by the express terms of the 
organic law, the seat of govermment of the Ter- 
ritory was “located temporarily at Fort Leaven- 
worth,” and yet the Governor himself remained 
there less than two months, and of his own diš- 
cretion transferred the seat of government to the 
Shawnee Mission, where it in fact was at the 
time the Assembly were called to meet at Pawnee 
City. If the Governor had any such right to 
change temporarily the seat of government, still 
more had the Legislative Assemb] . The objec 
tion is of exceptionable origin for the farther rea- 
son, that the place indicated by the Governor, 
without having any exclusive claim of preference 
in itself, was a proposed town site only, which 
he and others were attempting to locate unlaw- 
fully upon land within a military reservation, 
and for participation in which illegal act the 
commandant of the post—a superior officer of 
the Army—has been dismissed by sentence. of 
court-martial. A 

Nor is it easy to see why the Legislative As- 
sembly might not with propriety pass the terri- 
torial act transferring its sittings to the Shawnee 
Mission. If it could not, that must be on account ' 
of some prohibitory or incompatible provision of 
act of Congress. But no such provision exists. 
The organic act, as already quoted, says ‘the 
seat of government is hereby located temporarily 
at Fort Leavenworth; and it then provides that 
certain of the public buildings there “may be 
occupied and used under the direction of the 
Governor and Legislative Assembly.’’ ‘These 
expressions might possibly be construed to imply 
that when in a previous section of the act it was 
enacted that ‘the first Legislative Assembly 
shall meet at such placc and on such day as the 
Governor shall appoint,” the word. ‘ place”? 
means place at Fort Leavenworth, not place 
anywhere in the Territory. Ifso, the Governor 
would have been the first to err in this matter, 
not only in himself having removed the seat of 
government to the Shawnee Mission, but in again 
removing it to Pawnee City. ` If there was any 
departure from the letter of the law, therefore, it 
was his in both instances. 

But, however this may be, it is most unreason- 
able to suppose that by the terms of the organic 
act Congress intended to do impliedly what it 
has not done expressly—that is, to forbid to the 
Legislative Assembly the power to choose any 

lace it might sce fit as the temporary scat of 
its deliberations.. That is proved by the signifi- 
cant language of one of the subsequent acts of 
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‘Congress on the subject, that of March 3, 1855," 
“which, in making appropriation for public build- 
ngs of the Territory, enacts that the same shall 
» not be expended “uñtil the Legislature of said 

. Territory: shall have fixed by law the permanent 
`- peat of government.’? Congress, in these ex- 
pressions, does not profess to be granting the 
power to fix the permanent seat of government, 
Pat recognizes the power as one already granted. 
But how? Undoubtedly by the comprehensive 
provision of the organic act itself, which declares 
that “the legislative power of the Territory shall 
exténd to all rightful subjects of legislation, con- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States 
and the provisions of this act.” If, in view of 
this act, the Legislative Assembly had the large 
power to fix the permanent seat of government 
at any place in its discretion, of course by the 
same eftactment it had the less and the included 
` power to fix it temporarily. 

Nevertheless, the allegation that the acts of the 
Legislative Assembly were illegal by reason of 
this removal of its place of session was brought 
forward to justify the first great movement in 
disregard of law within the Territory. One of 
the acts of the Legislative Assembly provided 
for the election of a Delegate to the present Con- 
gess, and à Delegate was elected under that law. 

ut; subsequently to this, a portion of the people 
of the Territory proceeded without authority of 
law to elect another Delegate. 

Following upon this movement was another 
and more important one of the same general 
character. Persons confessedly not constituting 
the body politic or all the inhabitants, but merely 
a party of the inhabitants, and without law, have 
undertaken to summon a convention for the pur- 
pose of transforming the Territory into a State, 
and have framed a constitution, a opted it, and 
under it elected a Governor and other officers, and 
a Representative to Congress. 

In extenuation of these illegal acts, it is alleged 
that the States of California, Michigan, and 
others, were self-organized, and, as such, were 
admitted into the Union without a previous ena- 
bling act of Congress. It is true that while, in 
a majority of cases, a previous act of Congress 
has been passed to authorize the Territory to 
present itself as a State, and that this is deemed 
the most regular course, yet such an act has not 
been held to be indispensable, and, in some cases, 
the Territory has proceeded without it, and has 
nevertheless been admitted into the Union as a 
State. It lies with Congress to authorize before- 
hand, or to confirm afterwards, in its discretion; 
but in no instance has a State been admitted 
upon the application of persons acting against 
authorities duly constituted by act of Congress, 
In every case it. is the people of the Territory, 
not a party among them, who have the power to 
form a constitution, and ask for admission as a 
State. No principle of public law, no practice or 

recedent under the Constitution of the United 

tates, no rule of reason, right, or common sense, 
confers any such power as that now claimed by 
a mere party in the Territory. In fact, what has 
‘been done is of revolutionary character. It is 
avowedly so in motive and in aim as respects the 
local law of the Territory. lt will become trea- 
sonable insurrection if it reach the length of or- 
ganized resistance by force to the fundamental 
or any other Federal law, and to the authority of 
the General Government, 

In such an event, the path of duty for the | 
Executive is plain. The Constitution requiring 
him to take care that the laws.of the United 
States be faithfully executed, if they be opposed 
in the Territory of Kansas, he may and should 
place at the disposal of the marshal any public 
force of the United States which happens to be 
within the jurisdiction, to be used as a portion | 
of the posse comitatus; and, if that do not sufice | 
to maintain order, then he may call forth the 
militia of one or more-States for that object, or 
employ for the same object any part of the land | 
or naval force of the United States. So, also, 
if the obstruction be to the laws of the Territory, 
and it be duly presented to him as a case of iu- 

ssurrection, he may employ for its suppression | 
the militia of any State, or the land or naval force | 
of the United States. And if the Territory be 
invaded by the citizens of other States, whether 


for the purpose of deciding elections or for any 
other, and the local authorities find themselves 


unable to repel or withstand it, they will be en- 
titled to, and upon the fact being fully ascertained, 
they shall most certainly receive, the aid of the 
General Government. . 

But it is not the duty of the President of the 
United States to volunteer interposition by force 
to preserve the purity of elections either in a State 
or Territory. Fo do so would be subversive of 
public freedom. And whether a law be wise or 
unwise, just or unjust, is not a question for him 
tojudge. Ifit be’constitutional—that is, if it be 
the law of the land—itis his duty to cause it to be 
executed, or to sustain the authorities of any 
State or Territory in executing it in opposition to 
all insurrectionary movements, | 

Our system affords no justification of revo- 
lutionary acts; for the constitutional means of 
relieving the people of unjust administration and 
laws, by achange of public agents and by repeal, 
are ample, and more prompt and effective than 
legal violence. ‘These constitutional means must 
be scrupulously guarded—this great prerdgative 
of popular sovereignty sacredly respected. 

It is the undoubied right of the peaceable and 
orderly of the Territory of Kansas to elect their 
own legislative body, make their own laws, and 
regulate their own social institutions, without 
foreign or domestic molestation. Interference, 
on the one hand, to procure the abolition or pro- 
hibition of slave labor in the Territory has pro- 
duced mischievous interference; on the other for 
its maintenance or introduction. One wron 
begets another. Statements entirely unfounded, 
or grossly exaggerated, pone events within 
the Territory, are sedulously diffused through 
remote States to feed the flame of sectional ani- 
mosity there; and the agitators there exert them- 
selves indefatigably in return to encourage and 
stimulate strife within the Territory. 

The inflammatory agitation, of which the pres- 
ent is buta part, has for twenty years produced 
nothing save unmitigated evil, North and South. 
But for it the character of the domestic institutions 
of the future new State would have been a matter 
of too little interest to the inhabitants of the con- 
tiguous States, personally or collectively, to pro- 
duce among them any political emotion. Climate, 
soil, production, hopes of rapid advancement and 
‘the pursuit of happiness on the part of the settlers 
themselves, with good wishes, but with no inter- 
ference from without, would have quietly determ- 
ined the question, which is at this time of such 
disturbing character. 

But we are constrained to turn our attention to 
the circumstances of embarrassnf@nt as they now 
exist. Itis the duty of the people of Kansas to 
discountenance cvery act or purpose of resistance 
to its laws. Above all, the emergency appeals to 
the citizens of the States, and especially of those 
contiguous to the Territory, neither by interven- 
tion of non-residents-in elections? nor by unau- 
thorized military force, to attempt to encroach 
upon or usurp the authority of the inhabitants of 
the Territory. 

No citizen of our country should permit him- 
self to forget that he is a part of its Government, 
and entitled to be heard in the determination of 
its policy and its measures, and that, therefore, 
the highest considerations of personal honor and 
patriotism require him to maintain, by whatever 
of power or influence he may possess, the inieg- 
rity of the laws of the Republic. 

Entertaining these views, it will be my imper- 
ative duty to exert the whole power of the Federal 
Executive to support public order in the Terri- 
tory; to vindicate its laws, whether Federal orlocal, 
against all attempts of organized resistance; and 
so to protect its people in the establishment of 


their own institutions, undisturbed by encroach- } 
ment from without, and in the full enjoyment of | 


the rights of self-government assured to them by 
the Constitution and the organic act of Congress. 

Although serious and threatening disturbances 
in the Territory of Kansas, announced to me by 
the Governor in December last, were speedily 
quieted without the effusion of blood, and in a 
satisfactory manner, there is, I regret to say, 
reason to apprehend that disorders will continue 


to occur there, with increasing tendency to vio- 


lence, until some decisive measure be taken to 
dispose of the question itself which constitutes 
the inducement or occasion of internal agitation 
and of external interference. 

This, it seems to me, can best be accomplished 


by providing that, when the inhabitants of Kan- 
sas may desire it, and shall be-of sufficient num- 
bers to constitute a State, a convention of dele- 
gates, duly elected by the qualified voters, shall 
assemble to frame a constitution, and thus to pre- 
pare, through ‘regular and lawful means, for its 
admission into the Union as a State. 

I respectfully recommend the enactment of a 
law to that effect. 

I recommend, also, that a special appropriation 
be made to defray any expense which may be- 
come requisite in the execution of the laws or the 
maintenance of public order in the Territory of 
Kansas. FRANKLIN PIERCE, 


WASHINGTON, January 34, 1856. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
Clerk, that it is not in order to 
sage? 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I congratulate the coun- 
try-—- [The remainder of the sentence was 
lost amid almost deafening cries of “ Order ” from 
every part of the Hall.} I move that the message 
be laid on the table. ` 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move that it be kept by the Clerk, to be handed 
over to his successor. - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iaccept that as a modifi- ` 
cation of my motion. 


The CLERK. The gentleman will please state 
his motion as modified. l 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is that the message be 
laid on the table, and committed by the House to, 
the hands of the Clerk, to be delivered by him to 
his successor. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the motion may be 
withdrawn, so that I may submit a motion to 
rescind the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish my motion to be 
voted on now, and as a distinct roposition. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ifthe message be 
laid on the table, it will always be in the power 
of the House to take it up and make whatever 
disposition of it members may see fit. 

Mr? SNEED. I move that the motion be laid 
on the table, which will, I believe, carry the mes- 
sage and all there. 

he CLERK. It will. 

The question was taken, and the motion of 
Mr. CamPBELL, embracing the message, was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. CADWALADER obtained the floor. 

Mr. LEITER. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

he CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is on the floor. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I 
move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I yield to that motion. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr.CADWALADER. I move that the an- 
nual message of the President of the United States, 
now in the possession of the Clerk, and which 
has not been read to the House, be taken up and 
read. [Cries of  Order!?"] : 

The CLERK. The gentleman has the right 
to make the motion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
quarter to four o’clock, p. m.) the House ad- 
journgd till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 25, 1856. f 
The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock,m. Prayer by Rev. Byron Sux- 
DERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. BOYCE. I move that there be a call of 
the House. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I demand the yeas 
and nays on the call of the House. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Mr. Clerk, 
if the gentleman from South Carolina will with- 
draw his motion for a call of the House, I will 


I suppose, Mr. 
debate the mes- 


T move that the 


1856. 


introduce a resolution. About the same time will 
be consumed by it as would be taken up by a call 


of the House. ; , . 

The Clerk read,the resolution for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That itis a fundamental principle of our polit- 
ical system), that ours is agovernment of the people, agting 
by their Representatives duly elected ; that the members of 
this House, as the direct Representatives of the people and 
a necessary part of the Congress of the United: States, are 
not here merely to act as political partisans, but have higher 
duties to discharge, among which it is their duty to organ- 
ize and proceed with the legislation necessary to carry on 
the Government and promote the general-welfare; that the 

: Representatives should be so organized as truly to reflect 
and carry out the sentiments and wishes of a majority of 
the American people ; and in order to do this, where there 
are more than two political parties represented in this 
House, which adhere to a separate organization, the Speaker 
should, in accordance with the true theory and principles on 
which our institutions rest, as well as in conformity to the 
general practice of the legislative assemblies, be taken from 
that party having the largest number of members; and 

- where, in such a case, a reasonable effort has been made, 
and neither party is able to command the votes of a ma- 
jority, so as to elect'a Speaker, the adoption of the plurality 
rule is the only fair and practical mode left to organize the 
House, and that it is right in principle and in conformity 
with the former practice of this House. 


Mr. DUNN. I desire to offer, as a substitute 
for that resolution, what I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. , À . 
~The Clerk read the resolutions for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That regarding the political complexion of the 
present House of Representatives as indicating the un- 
doubted sentiment of a large majority of the people of the 
United States against the act of the last Congress, repeal- 
ing the restriction against slavery in the Territories of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, imposed by the compromise of 1820, no 
man ought to be chosen Speaker of this body who does not 
fully.and heartily harmonize with that sentiment, or who 
will hesitate to exert himself earnestly for the restoration 
of that restriction in terms or in substance. 

Resolved, That said restriction ought to be restored as an 
act of justice to all the people of the United States, as a 
proper vindication of the wisdom, patriotism, and plighted 

onor of the great statesmen who imposed it, and as a 
necessary and certain means of reviving that concord and 
harmony among the States of the American Union which 
are essential to the welfare of our people and the perpetuity 
of our institutions. é 

. Resolved, That a useless and factious agitation of the 
slavery question, in or out of Congress, is unwise, unjust 
to.a portion of the American people, and, {0 some extent, 

_ injurious to every section of our country, and therefore 
showld not be countenanced; but until the Missouri restric- 
tion of 1820 shall have been restored, in fact or in sub- 
stance, to the said Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, 
fully and completely, to that extent and for that purpose, it 
is our solemn duty to the past, the present, and the future, 
ateadily and firmly to persist in our efforts. 


The question was then taken on the motion 
that there be a call of the House, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 57, nays 142; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Banks, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Boyce, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Camp- 
bell, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Nowell 
Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Piorence, Henry M. Fuller, 
Goode, J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Hofiman, Houston, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Lumpkin, 
Maxwell, MeMallin, McQucen, Mott, Orr, Paine, Peck, 
Phelps, Ready, Richardson, Ruflin, Savage, Sneed, Stewart, 
Taylor, Underwood, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright—57. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D.Campbell, Chaffce,Clawson,Clingman, Williamson R.W. 
Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Caumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Emric, English, Etheridge, Foster, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. orton, 
Howard, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Mace, 


Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Mce- | 


Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Robbins, Roberts, Rust, Sabin, San- 
didge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
hens, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Foda, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Calwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu 
B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wells, Whitney, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and Zolli- 
coffer—142. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. RUFFIN (when Mr. Craice’s name was 
called) said: Iam requested by Mr. rarem to 
‘state that he has paired off with Mr. Hucuston, 
of New York, the arrangement to extend to the 
meeting of the House on Saturday morning, the 
Xh oF February. 


Mr. HUGHSTON (when his name was called) 4 


said:-In consequence of sicknéss'in my family 
am under the necessity of going home, and Ihave 
paired off with Mr. Craeg, of North Carolina, 
until the. morning of the 9th of February. I 
therefore do-not.vote. ` 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move to rescind 
the resolution prohibiting debate for one week; 
and òn that motion I call for the previous ques- 

on. 

Mr: McMULLIN. I second it. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Tennessee, that it is 
hardly worthwhilcto rescind the resolution to-day. 
It will expire by its own limitation to-morrow, 

Mr. SMITH. I want to rescind it to-day. 
We have tried it long enough. Icall forthe yeas 
and nays on my motion, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
motion of my colleague on the table. 

Mr. SNEED. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 
` Mr. FLORENCE. 
yeas and nays. ` 

The Clerk appointed Messrs. FLorence and 
HorLoway to actas tellers. 
= The House was divided, and the tellers re- 
hoyed—ayes thirty-two, noes not counted. 
Ye the yeas and nays were ordered. 
~ The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 91; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Bail, Banks, 
Barbour, Barclay, Benson, Bingham, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, Chaffee, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt; Dick, 
Dickson, Durfee, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hail, 
Sampson W. Harris, tioftman, Holloway, Houston, How- 
ard, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Lindicy, Mace, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Milson, Mott, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Phelps, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, 
Ricaud, Roberts, ‘Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—104. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Bur- 
nett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Clawson, Cox, Davidson, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott. Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Henry M. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Jewett, 
Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel Š. Marshall, Mat- 
teson, Maxwell, MeCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Millward, 
Moore, Morrill, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, 
Powell, Quitman, Ready, Richardsou, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Sapp, Savage, Samucl A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Trippe, Valk, Walker, 
Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Watkins, Wheeler, Whit- 
ney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—91. 


So the motion was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. STEPHENS stated that he had paired off 
for the day with Mr. Trarron. 


VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


The House then procecded to vote the one 
hundred and twenty-fifth time for Speaker, with 
the following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
200; necessary to achoice, 101; of which— 


Nathaniel P. Banks received...... . 
James L. Orr... ` 
Henry M. Fuller. 
James B. Ricaud 
John R. Edie... 
William Smith .... 
Lewis D. Campbell......+ OREERT 
Alexander C, M. Pennington ......sseeeees 
Solomon G. Haven . 


John Williams. 

Augustus Hall... . wine 

So there was A cice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour- 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 


shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. Camp, 
bell, Chaffee, Colfax, Comins, Clawson, Covode, Cragin, 


I call for tellers on the 


Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, į 


Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Rebbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
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ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Todd, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridg 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eliihu B. Washburn 
< Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood; Woodruff, an 
worth. wy eg peer 
For Mr-Orr—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, Barksda 
Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, B 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, How 
Williamson R. W, Cobb, Davidson, Dowdell; Ba 
Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas. J. Dei 
Goode, Greenwood; Sampson .W.- Harris: Thomas: di 
Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George: Wi. : 
Giancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteher, Lumpkin, Bi Ci oe 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me Queen, Smith Miller, `- 
Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin,. Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Warmer, Watkins, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Daniel. B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright. 2 ` 
For Mr. Fuller — Messrs. Broom, Cox, Cullen; Henry 
Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, J: Morri- 
son Harris, Hoffman, ‘Kennett, Lindley, Humphrey: Màr- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, 
Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. $ 
A For Mr. Ricaud—Messrs. Carlile, Henry M, Fuller; and 
ake. 
For Mr. Edie—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. : C 
For Mr. Smith—Messrs. Puryear and John P. Campbell, 
For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Scott. : s 
For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Haven. $ 
For Mr. Haven—Mr. Harrison. 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Hall—Mr. Orr. 


Pending the.call of the roll, : 

Mr. PURYEAR said: On Monday last, when 
the resolution was introduced, declaring ‘the hon- 
orable Witiram Smitu, of Virginia, Speaker of 
this House, I was absent, having paired. off. “If 
I had’ been here, I should have voted for that res- 
olution. Ihave been in favor, for several weeks, 
of bringing that gentleman forward as a candi- 
date for Speaker; and I am ready now to vote for 
him, whenbver a sufficient number of -his friends 
can be brought forward to his support, in connec- 
tion with the Democratic. party, to render: his 
election probable. I vote for Mr. SMITH,- : 

The House proceeded to vote the. one hundred 
and twenty-sixth time for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 199; 
necessary to a choice, 100; of which— me 


Nathanicl P. Banks reccived... 
James L. OM..senosssercuss 

Henry M. Fuller..essesesesse 
Wiliam Smith... ccc cece een cnee 
John R. Edie......... ee veneeneces 

Alexander C, M. Pennington......+ 
John WiliAMs.. 0 cece eseeseeceenes 
James B. Ricaud.. 
Solomon G. Haven. 
George W, Peck..... 
Lewis D. Campbell 
Perey Walker..... a 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis D. Camp- 
belt, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duriee, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, ‘'yson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad~ 
walader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hend- 
ley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Burnett, Cadwala- 
der, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howel) Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall;* 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rich- 
ardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, William Smith, 
Samuel A. Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Warner; Wat- 
kins, Wells, Winslow, Wiktians, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright. : 

For Mr. Fuller — Messrs. Broom, Carlile, Cox, Cullen, 
Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, J. Morrison 
Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, T'rippe, Underwood, Vaik, 
Walker, Whitney, and Zoliicoffer. 

For Mr. Smith—Messrs. John P. Campbell and Puryear 

For Mr. Edie—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

For Mr. Pennington—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Ricaud—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Haven—Mr. Harrison. 

For Mr. Peck—Mr. Orr. 

For Mr. Campbell—Mr. Scott. 


For Mr. Watker—Mr. Eustis. 
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January 26, 


; ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

+ MT. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. ; 
“Mr. FLORENCE. I move that when the 

Howse: adjcurns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. We have a great deal of business 
tò transact at the Departments. 

- Mr. MORGAN. 

“nays upon that motion; and I hope the House 

will not adjourn. 7 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 
Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw the motion. 
Mr.. WHEELER. And l renew it. 
Mr FLORENCE, I call for tellers. : 
Mr. THORINGTON, I demand the yeas and 
nays. ; 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn over until Monday, and. it was decided 
in: the negative. : 

‘The-question then recurring on the motion to 
adjourn, it was put, and decided. in the negative. 

So.the House refused to adjourn. 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 

‘The House then proceeded to vote the onc hun- 
dred and. twenty-seventh time for Speaker, with 
the: following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 195; necessary to a choice, 98; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received... 


Janes B. Rieaud = 
Alexander O. M. Penningt 
Joim Witams.... 
Solomon G. Haven 
Percy Walker. .... 
Daniel Wells, suss cscs ccseeseeee ossa, 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bihingburst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buifington, Burlingame, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chafee, Clawson. Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duriee, Edie, Emric, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hali, Harlan, 
Hollaway, Thomas R., Horton, Valentine B. Lorton, How- 
ard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter Matteson, AlcCarty, Meacham, Kiilian Miller 
Morgan, Morrill, Mait, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Ruberts, Sabin, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, 
Thovington, Thurston, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eillihu B. 
Washburue, [sracl Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth. ` 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliot, English, Faulkner, Florenee, Thomas J.D. Falter, 
Goode, Greonwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Houston, Jewett, G. W. Jones, J. G. Jones, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, $. S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, MeQueen, Smith Miiler, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Packer, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Richardson, 
Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samue! A. Smith, Wiliam 
Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Williama, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John. V. 

Fright. 

For Mr. Puller—Messrs. Broom, Cox, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, 

icaud, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Tripp, Underi 
‘Wood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zoilicofer. 

Por Mr Edie—Messrs. Dunn, Moore, and Scott. 

For. Mr, Smith—Messrs. John P. Cam pbell, Carlile, and 
Evans. 

Vor Mr. Risaud—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 
For Mr. Peaningtor—Mr. laven. 

For Mr. Tilliams—Mr. Wheeler. 

Tor Mr Haven—My. Harrison. 

For Mr. Walker—Mr. Bustis, 

For Mr. Weils—Mr. Orr. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. TODD announced that he had paired off 


with Mr. Linpiey. 
ELECTION BY PLURALITY. . 
Mr. TYSON. Task thatthe resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk ’s desk may be read for the 
information of the House. At the same time I 
give notice that E shall offer thom to-morrow, 
The resolutions. were read, as follows: 
Resolve?, That any member of this House who shall 
receive for the office of Speaker the highest number of 
votes from a quorum of. members, though it be less thana 
majority of the whole number of votes cast, shall be the 
Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress: Provided, That he 
aud every other candidate voted for shall be respectively 
entitled to nominate and appoint so many members only 
on tach of the standing committees as may severally fall 
to. their lots in the proportions which the number of votes 
reepeetively received by each may bear tothe whole num- 


be et ee 09 09 FF 


į 


T demand. the- yeàs and | 


Cullen, Etheridge, į 


| down in this 


j clay, B 


ber polled ; but no candidate whose vote shall. be less than 
twenty-five shall be entitled to any nomination or appoint- 
ment under this resolution ` 

- Resolved, That the Clerk shall eompute and assign to the 
respective candidates the number of members they may be 
severally entiticd to nominate and appoint under the fore- 
going resolution; and each cominitiee, when constituted, 
may elect its own chairman: Provided, however, That the 


‘decisions. of the: Clerk, under these resolutions, shall be 


open to appeal. 

Mr. LETCHER. Are those resolutions before 
the Housc? i = 

The CLERK. They are not. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania gave notice that he should 
present them to-morrow. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then itis not in order to 
move to lay them on the table? 

The CLERK. Itis not. 

Mr. MILLWARD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that motion I ask for 
tellers. - 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Morcan 
and Greenwoop were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 92, neces 43. 

So the motion was agreed to 
(at ten minutes before three 
adjourned until to 


5 and thereupon 
o’elock) the House 


-morrow at twelve o’clock, l 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 26, 1856. 

The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Mr. GURLEY, 
of the Old School Presbyterian church. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. DUNN. obtained the floor, and said: I send 
to the Clerk’s desk resolutions which I submit, 


and ask the previous question upon them. I call 
for a separate vote upon each one, and ask for 
the yeas and nays. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to move a call of the House Before the ques- 
tion is taken upon his resolutions? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Virginia 
has the right to make the motion, and it will take 
precedence, 

Mr. EDIE. Before the gentleman makes that 
motion, I ask him to allow me to correct a report 
which has gone abroad to the country in refer- 
ence to my vote, 

Mr. McMULLIN, 

Mr. EDIE. 
a letter, dated January 23, 1856—- 

Mr. RUST, 
gentleman from Ohio is not making a correction 
of the Journal. He is making a personal expla- 
nation, which he has no right to do under the res- 
olution of the House. 

Mr. EDIE. 1 only desire to correct a false 


Certainly. 


statement which has gone forth to the country. | 


If the gentleman denies me that privilege 
Mr. RUST. I would ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania why he did not vote against. the 
resolution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Ciineman,] precluding debate? 
Mr. EDIE. Ihave no objection to be curbed 
way, and I shall endeavor to recip- 


rocate, a 
The question being on Mr. McMutuin’s mo- 
tiou for a call of the House, 

Mr. ORR asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
67, nays 121; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P, Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Howell Cobb, Cox, Davidson 
Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Pauik- 
ner, Henry M. Puller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Hoff- 
man, Houston, Jewett, J. Glaney es, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidweil, Lake, Letcher, Lumps Humphrey Marshall, 
Samucl 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Mil- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Quitman, 
Ready, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Scott, Sneed, 
Stewart, "Talbott, Taylor, Underwood, Walker, Warmer, 
Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 
—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. A ibright, 
arksdale, Henry Bennett, 
ham, Bishop, Bliss, Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 

afington, Burlingame, Lewis D. Campbelt,Chaffee, Ciawi 
Son, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode,Cragin, Callen, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, 
English, Etheridge, Foster, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Rob- 
ert B. Halt, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Holloway, Thomas 


Allison, Banks, Barbour, Bar- 


I find in the Néw York Tribune | 


, Henry Winter Davis, | 


Benson, Bilinghurst, Bing- ! 


I rise toa question of order. Fhe |} 


Leiter, Mace, M 


' Pettit, Pike, Poweil, Pringle, Pa 
| Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sandi 


| honor of the gro 
; necessary and certain m 


| to a portion of the American pe 


| kins, Wels. 


R: Horton, Valentine B. Horton 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
atteson, MeCarty, 
ler, Sinith Miller, Moore. 
Norton, Andrew Oiiver, 


» Howard, George W, J ones, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 

Meacham, Killian Mil- 
> Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, 
Parker, Piton, Pe ington, Perry, 
ee, Puryear, Reade, 
Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mith, Spinner, Stanton, 
appan, Thorington, Thurs- 


+} 
mous, William Smith, Wiliam R. 
StePhens, Stranahan, Swope, T 


i ton. Todd, Trippe, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 


Waldron, Cadwalader C: Washburne, Eliihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israe} Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, Wood ruff, and Zollicoffer—121, 


So a call of the House was not ordered. 


Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. TYSON (when his name was called) said: 
I abstain from voting to-day, under an arrange- 
ment which I have entered into with my colleague, 
Mr. Frorence, who is absent under that arrange- 
ment. Aa 


RESOLUTIONS AS TO ORGANIZATION. 


Mr. DUNN. I now move tho adoption of the 
resolutions which I have sent to the Clerk's desk, 
and demand the previous question. 

The resolutions were reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That regarding the political complexion of the 
present House of Representatives as indicating the un- 
doubted seatiments of a large inajoxity of the ple of the 
United States against the act of the last Cong repeal- 
ing the restriction against slavery in the Territories of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska imposed by the compromise of 1820, no 
man ought to be chosen Speaker of this body who does 
not fuly and heartily harmonize with that sentiment, or 
Who will hesitate to exert himself earnestly for tae restora- 
tion of that restriction, in terms or “in substance. 

Resolved, That said restriction ought to be. restored as 
an act of justice to all the peo dle of the United States, as'a 
proper vindication of the nu, patriotism, and plighted 
at statesmen who imposed it, aid as a. 
cans of reviving that concord and 
harmony among the States of the American Union which 
are essential to tue welfare of our people and the perpetuity 
of our institutions. 

Resolved, That a useless and factious agitation of the 
slavery question, in or out of Congress, is unwise, unjust 
ople, and, to some extent, 
injurious to every section or our country, and therefore 
should not be countenanced ; but until the Missouri restric- 
tion of 1820 shuil bave been restored, in fact or in sub- 
stance, to the said Territories of Kansas aud Nebraska, 
fuily and completely, to that extent aud for that purpose, it 
is our solemn duty to the past, the present, and the future, 


steadily and firmly to persistin our efforts. 


The previous question was seconded. 


Mr. KNIGHT. I move to lay the resolutions 
on the table. 

3 ; : 

The question was taken, and that motion was 
disagreed to.’ 

The question recurring-on the adoptjon of Mr. 
Dexn’s resolutions, 

Mr. LETCHER called for 

The CLERK. The question will be taken on 
the first resolution. 

The question was taken. It was decided in the 
negative—yeas 102, nays 103; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingburst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbeil, Chafiee, Clawson, Coifax, Comins, Covodg, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damreil, Timothy Davis, D Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emric, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. I l, Harlan, 
Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hors 
ton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knigat, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, M atteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Gliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringie, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, 
Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash. 
bume, Eltihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendicy S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Jobn P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Fos- 
ter, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greon- 
wood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hofimau, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Snced, Stephens, Stewart, Swopc, Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat- 
, Wheeler, Whitney, Williains, Winslow, Dan- 
iel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—103. 


The question recurred on the second resolution. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘In order to make the resolution 
complete in itself, I suggest that by unanimous 
consent, it read, “the Missouri compromise,’ 
instead of “ said restriction 


¢ 


& 


the yeas and nays.# © 


1856. 


THE CONGR 


There was no objection,-and thé modification 
was made. 

The question was taken on the second resolu- 
tion, and it was agreed to—yeas 101, nays 100; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benon, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis Dy 
“Campbell, Chaifee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covede, 

` Cragin, Cunback, Damretl, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Bodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Nichois, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Par- 
ker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Pur- 
viance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
barn, Welch, Wheeler, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley. S. Bennett, ‘Bocock, Bowie, Boyec, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Carutliers; Caskie; Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb; Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkoer, Foster, Henry M. Futter, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lunipkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, Max- 
well, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Pheips, Porter, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, Rutlin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—100. 


‘When the name of Mr. Arexanper K, Mar- 
SHALL was called, ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that his colleague 
was detained in his room and prevented from 
attendance by indisposition. 

The third resolution was then reported. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move a division of 


the question; that the vote be first taken on the | 


first part of the resolution down to the words, 
“but until the Missouri restriction of 1820,” 


&e, 
The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that, į 


if the proposition be divided, the last portion by 
itself would be mere verbiage. 

Mr. LETCHER. I differ from the Clerk in 
reference to the susceptibility of the proposition 
to an intelligible division. { insist on a division. 

The CLERK. The Clerk has again read the 


resolution, and thinking that it may be suscep- | 


tible to a division, will put the question to the 
House. 

' Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Clerk, I thought it 
was divisible at first, and wanted itdone; but I 
do not think so now. Suppose the first branch is 
voted out, would the portion left make.any sense? 
That is the question. There would be no sense 
in it, and I therefore hold that the proposition is 
not divisible. . 

The CLERK. If the first part were stricken 
out, the remaining portion would certainly be in- 
expressive. The Clerk does not think that the 
question is divisible. He will, however, put the 
question to the House. Those who are in favor 
of a division of the question will say ay. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I object to the mode 
in which the question is put. Iam in favor of 
having the proposition divided; but as I think 
that it is not divisible, let the point of order be 
submitted thus: those who are of the opinion 
that the proposition is divisible will say ay, é&c., 
so that we shall not be placed in a false position. 

Mt. DUNN. Isuggest that we take a vote on 
the first, and then on the second branch of the 
resolution, waiving the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suggest that the 
word “ that?’ be inserted in place of “but,” at 
the commencement of the second branch of the 
résolution. 

Mr. KELLY. I demand the yeas and nays 
onthe question of division. : i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. . 

The question was taken; and the House decided 
that the resolution was not divisible. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 demand the yeas and 
nays on the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken on the third resolu- | 


tion; and itwas 
as follows: i : 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennétt, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
‘Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton; Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damreil, Timothy Davis, Day, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edi¢, Emrie, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, 
Dolioway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How: | 
ard, Kelsey; King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel; 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Mil- 
ler, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Moit, Murray, Nichols, Nor. 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scoit, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranaban, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, | 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendicy S. Bennett, Bocoek, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Fautkuer, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Hoffman, Houston. Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, Lake, 
Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Uuinphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMuilin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Mordecat Oliver, Orr, Paeker, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Samucl A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vaik, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, and ZoHi- 
cofter-— 103. 


Mr. WHITNEY (when his name was called) 
said: The resolution, in my judgment, contains 
a flat contradiction in itself; but as [do not desire 
to avoid any responsibility, I vote no. 

AGITATION OF THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. I offer the 
following resolution, and call for the previous 
question and the yeas and nays on it: 


Resolved, That a useless and factious agitation of the 
question of slavery, in or out of Cougress, is unwise, unjust 
to a portion of the American people, and injurious to every 
seetion of our country; and therefore should not be coun- 
tenanced. 


Mr. VALK. I second the demand for the | 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest that the 
words ‘“‘useless and factious,’’ be stricken out of 
the resolution. I think that all agitation of the 
question is wrong. ! 

. 4 

Mr. FULLER. Iagrec with the-gentleman 
from Tennessee entirely; but I wish the resolu- | 
tion voted on just as it is. | 

The main question was ordered to be now put. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Clerk, { accept the mod- 
ification proposed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. | 

Mr. MEACHAM. Lhave asubstitute for that | 
resolution, which I desire to have read for inform- 
ation. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatin the opinion of this House the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise of 1829, prohibiting slavery 
north of latitude 38° 3V, was an example of useless and 
factious agitation of the slavery question, both in and out 
of Congress, which was unwise and unjust to a portion of 
the American people. | 

Mr. BALL. I move that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Barr’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
92, nays 110; as follows: » Pt 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingharst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Buriingame, Chaffee, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
reil, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick,, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- j 
ton, Valentine B. Hortoggiioward, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Kno¥, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Maite- i 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Trurston, Todd, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elibu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth—92. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bei), | 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis i 
D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Culien, Davidson | 


disagreed to—yeas 100, nays 103; | 


Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, 


English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Henry 


The question recarred u 

the resolution. . eee 
The question was taken; and it was decidéd in. 

the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 100; as follows: ~ 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock,” Bowie,‘ Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Barnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Cartils 
Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: 
W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Dayis, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Herry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J: Morrisovy 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Marris, Haven, 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J.:Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Keunett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, McMutiin, McQueen, Smith Miller; Millson, Milt- 
ward, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powelk Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, William 
Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, ‘Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk; 


“Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, 
bt, Jobn V. Wright, and. Zolli-:: 


Winslow, Daniel B. Wrig! 
cofter—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham,” Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffec, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrelt, Tihothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durtee, Edie, Binrie, 
Giddings, Githert, Granger, Grow, Robert R. Hall, Harlan, 
Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 


ton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Kuowlton,- 


Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham: Kit- 
lian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Niche 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Todd, Wades 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu R. Washburne, Isracl Washbura, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth —100") . 

Pending the call of the roll, baie Ga 

Mr. GIDDINGS said: I wish to inquire 
whether this resolution condemns agitation for 
slavery or against it ? sores 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order: 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I vote no. 

The result was then announced. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
as an independent proposition, and call for the 
previous question upon it. 

Mr. LETCHER. We have had abstractions 
enough to-day, to satisfy even a Virginian; and: 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [ask the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion for.a moment, to allow me 
to have read a proposition which T desire to offer 
as a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will withdraw it to let the 
gentleman’s proposition. be read for information. 

The CLERK. The following is the resolution 
offered by the gentleman.from Vermont: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise of 1820, pronibiting slavery 
north of 35° 30’, was an example of useless and factious 
agitation of the slavery question, unwise and unjust to the 
American people. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to offer a substitute 
for the resolution of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn, in order that the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas may be read. 

The CLERK. If gentlemen will permit the 
Clerk to state how the case stands, he will da so 
with great pleasure. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont has offered a resolution upon which he de- 
mands the previous question. The Clerk will 


now read for information the proposition of the . 


gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Greewwoop.] 
Ít is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk instruct the pages to inform the 
members who occupy the vacant seats on the Republican 
side of the House, that the votes have been taken upon the 
resolutions of Messrs. Dunn and FuLLER, and that they can 
now resume theirseats in this Hall. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to offer the follow- 


I now offer my resolution 


*. 
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“ing ds a substitute for the resolution of the gen- 
- leman from Vermont: 

Resolved, That the original friends of the’ Kansas and 
Nebraska act, though in a large minority. on this floor, 
deem this a fit occasion to extend to the country their con- 
gratulation upon the encouraging progress of their cause, 
and the briglitening prospect of its ultimate success. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. | I will not insist on my 
resolution. i, ; 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to know how 
these substitutes get in, when the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered ? a ; 

The CLERK. ‘The substitute is not in order, 
the previous question having been moved and 
seconded. : : i 
-  : Mr. STEPHENS, Igive notice, then, that if 
the main question is voted down, I will offer that 

as a substitute. ; 

Mr. PAINE. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas'and: nays. . 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. _ 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Vermont. 

The yes and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOYCE. Is itin order to move an amend- | 
ment to the resolution ? 2 

The CLERK. It isnot, as the previous ques- 
tion has becn moved and seconded. 

Myr, BOYCE. I wish to move to amend by 
inserting the words ‘excitement growing out 
of,” so that the resolution shall read: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the excite- 
ment growing out of the repeal of the Missouri compromise 
of 1829, prolubiting slavery north of Jatitude 33° 30’, was an 
example of useless and factious agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion, unwise and unjust to the American people. 

The CLERK. The amendment is not in or- 
der, and no debate is in order. i 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 108, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bintinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buftington, Burlingame, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrel!, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Edie, Mmrie, Etheridge, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 

er, Grow, Robert B. Hal, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, 

olloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miter, 
Millward Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sapp, Scott, Shernan, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
aban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Bilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth 108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson k. W. Cobb, 

* Cox, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmund- 
gon, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, 3. Gianey Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Wil- 
lam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Tatbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walk- 
en Warner, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. 

right; John V, Wright, and Zollicoffer—93. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, said: At the last 
session of Congress I voted against the Kansas- 
N ebraska bill, as my ene dictated at the 
time. ([% Order!” & rder !?*] 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FULLER. IF the resolution were differ- 
ently worded, I should vote ay. [Renewed 
cries of “ Order !”] 

The CLERK. The Clerk must say to the 
gentleman that objection is made, and that debate 
is clearly out of order. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Irise to a point of order; 
whichis, that the resolution adopted by this House 
a weck ago, prohibiting all debate or personal ex- 
planation during the progress of the business of 
the House, has expired by its own limitation; and 
there is no rule now operating upon this House | 
which will prevent the gentleman from Maine 
from making a personal explanation. 


l 


t 
The CLERK. The Clerk desires to state to| 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that he entirely 
misapprehends the resolution. The resolution, 
so far as it refers to personal explanation during 
debate, has no limit. It is this: i 
“ Resolved, That during the call of the roll, no debate or 
personal explanation shall be in order; and this rule, and 
the ten-minute rule, shall not be suspended except by the 
unanintous consent of tie House.” 

. The gentleman will see that this is not the rule 
by which all debate was prohibited for one week. | 
; Under this rule, all debate and personal explana- 
tion during the call of the roll are out of order. 

Mr. NICHOLS said: I vote for all of that 
resolution, except the word ‘ factious.’*’ 

Mr. BARCLAY said: The word ‘ factious’’ 
being in the resolution, I vote no. . 

The result of the vote was then announced, as | 
above recorded. 

The House adjourned until Monday next, at 

twelve o’clock, m. 


Errarum.—In the fourth sentence of Mr. Crayron’s 
speech of Thursday, the 24th instant, [page 283, Cong. 
Globe,} in the note on the letter of Lord John Russell, sub- 
stitute the words in the concluding sentence of that letter 
for the slight misquotation of them in. the report, a few lines 
below that sentence 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the credentials of 
Hon. Wittiam Bierer, chosen by the Legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania a Senator from that State, 
for the term of six years from the 4th of March, 
1855; which were read, and the oath prescribed 
by law having been administered to Mr. BIGLER, 
he took his seat in the Senate. i 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of the | 
heirs and representatives of officers of the Virginia | 
Continental Line, asking for half pay, due under 
the resolve of Congress of October 21, 1780, after | 
deducting the commutation at one eighth its 
nominal amount, the rate to which it became re- 
duced at the time of the issue; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of citizens | 
of Maine, who were officers and soldiers of the | 
war of 1812, praying for an amendment of the | 

I 
{ 


mittee on Pensions. ! 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the petition of 
Joseph Mount, a private in Captain Wyman’s | 
company of volunteers during the Indian disturb- | 
ances in Alabama in 1836, praying tobe allowed į 
the bounty land withheld from him in consequence 
of his name not appearing on the muster-roll; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also the petition of George W. Fletcher, United 
States Consul at Aspinwall, praying for an in- j 
crease of his salary; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. | 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the petition of pilots 
and masters of vessels, praying for an appropri- 
ation for alight ship to be stationed at a sand- | 
shoal on Long Island Sound, near Cornfield Point, 
in order to afford requisite aid and assistance to 
navigation, and insure greater safety tocommerce; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Wal- ! 
ter M. Rockwell & Co., praying for a donation 
of land to aid in constructing’ a telegraph line 
from San Francisco to some point on the Missis- | 
sippi river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. f 

Also, two petitions of cers of the Army, 
praying for an increase of the commutation price 
of the Army ration from twenty cents to forty 
cents; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of the president and direct- 
ors of the San Diego and Gila Southern Pacific 
and Atlantic Railroad Company, in California, 
praying for a grantof land to enable them to con- 
struct their road; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Colonel William Gates, 
| of the United States Army, praying to be indem- ` 


pension laws; which was referred to the Com- || 


nified for property lost in consequence of the de- 
struction of the steamship San Francisco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. i Si 

Also, the memorial of the trustees of the city 
of San Diego, California, praying for an appro- 
priation to deepen the harbor at that place;.which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of Edward H. Harrison, 
late collector of the port of San Francisco, pray- 
ing to be relieved from liability for public money 
collected at that port and stolen while in his cus- 
tody; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 5 

Also, the petition of Dent, Vantine & Co., mer- 
chants in California, praying compensation for 
supplies furnished to certain tribes of Indians in 
that State, under an order of the United States 
Commissioner for treating with those Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of seamen 
who were on board the United States steamer 
Missouri, which was destroyed by fire at Gibraltar, 
in 1843, praying to be indemnified for the loss of 
tbeir clothing by the burning of that vessel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DURKEE presented a petition of citizens 
of Dane county, Wisconsin, praying for a modi- 
fication of the present system of weights and 
measures; which was referred to the Commitice 
on Commerce. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Brown county, 
Wisconsin, praying for the passage of an act 
authorizing the sale of the military reservation at 
Fort Howard, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. DODGE presented the memorial of the 
register and receiver of the land office at Menasha, 
Wisconsin, praying for an increase of compensa-~ 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

Also, the petition of the grand and petit jurors 
of the district court of the United States for the 
district of Wisconsin, praying for a change of 
the terms of the court, and for an increase of the 
salary of the judge of that district; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of John 
Woodworth, an invalid pensioner, praying to be 
allowed arrears of pensions; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave received a memo- 
rial from a committee appointed at the Illinois 
State Educational Convention, praying fora grant 
of land to each State in the Union, for the purpose 
of endowing industrial universities, to codperate 
with each other, and with the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution at Washington, for the education of the 
industrial classes and their teachers. It is accor- 
panied by resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of the State of Illinois, favoring the project. 1 
move that they be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
John C. Carter, praying that the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury may be directed to allow 
him the full amount of his expenses while acting 
as purser on board the ship Massachusetts, which 
amount is Stated in a joint resolution passed for 
his relief February 13, 1855; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law to prevent abuse 
at elections; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of A. 
Levesque, and other citizens of the United States, 
late residents of San Juan del Norte, or Greytown, 
praying for indemnity for the destruction of their 
property by the bombardment of that place by 
the United States‘ sloop of war Cyane, ae 13, 
1854; which was referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented resolutions of the 
Board of Underwritersof the city of Philadelphia, 
in behalf of Commander B. F. Sands, who has 
invented means of ascertaining the character of 
the bottom in- deep sea-soundings, and recom- 
mending such legislation as will compensate him 
and give to the mercantile marine the benefit of 
his invention; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of'citi- 
zens of Randolph county, Arkansas, and Ripley. 
county, Missouri, praying for. the establishment 
of a mail route from Pocahontas, Arkansas, to 
Doniphan, in Missouri; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Mar- 
tin Fenwick, praying for the confirmation of his 
title to a tract of land in the State of Missouri; 
which, with the papers already on file relating to 
the same case, was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a paper re- 
lating to the application of Orson Young fora 
pension; which, with the papers already on file 
relating to the same case, was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. cag 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Captain 
Norwood McClelland, praying for remuneration 
for losses incurred in transporting Government 
stores from New. Orleans to Fort Smith, Arkan- 
sas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER presented additional papers in 
the case of Nathan Scholfield, who prayed for an 
extension of his patent for a governor or regula- 
tor for water-wheels; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of citizens of Mitchell county, lowa, praying for 
the establishment of a mail route from Dubuque 
to Osage, in that county; and from McGregor’s 
Landing to Osage, Mgtchell county; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Dyersville |, 
to Waverley, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. p 

Mr. GEYER presented five memorials of the 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri, pray- 
ing for grants of land in aid of the construction 
of railroads in that State; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas Foster and 
others, praying that the pensions ‘allowed to 
widows under the act of 1838 may be extended 
so as to embrace two years between the expira- 
tion of that act and the passage of the act of March 
3, 1843; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I desire to present and have referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs the memorial or pe- 
tition of Lieutenant John C. Carter. As, by the 
24th rule of the Senate, ‘‘ a brief statement of the 
contents of the petition or memorial shall verbally 
be made by the introducer,” I will state that he 
represents that he has been in the naval service 
about thirty-one years, and that eighteen of those 
years he was afloat, or upon the ocean, 

He further states that he has served without 
charge or allegation ever being preferred against 
him; and it appears from the records of the Navy 
Department, or otherwise, that his efficiency, 
morally, mentally, or physically, has never been 
questioned. He says, in selecting his vocation in 
hfe, by long patience and faithful service he hoped 
at last he would eventually receive a captain’s 
commission; but the late naval retiring board, 
from some cause to him unknown and unaccount- 
able, have placed him on furlough, and thrown 
him out of the line of promotion. 

Mr. President, his case, as represented, is a 
hard one, and he prays for such relief as it is 
competent or proper for Congress to grant. 

I hope that no discussion will arise, for Ido 
not wish to revive a debate which has already, I 
think, prematurely and profitlessly sprung u 
upon similar petitions. I hope the petition will 
be received and referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs; and when they shall report upon it, 
or report generally in this matter, I will say what | 
I now refrain from saying, because it would not | 
be in order. . 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Afairs. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to present 
the memorial of A. D. Harrell, late a lieutenantin || 


| praying that ‘such measure 


the United States Navy, who was dropped in 
consequence of the action of the late naval board, ! 


E 


BEES 


will efface the ignominy cast upon him, and cor- 
rect the injustice done to him. I forbear. saying 
anything upon: this occasion, believing no goo 

can result from discussion here on individual 
cases. I must, however, be permitted to say, 
that thiscasé ‘seems to më to be one of great hard- 
ship and injustice. 3 TRA 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on_Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON. . I present the memorial of 
Commodore Foxall A. Parker, a captain in the 
United States Navy, who was placed on the fur- 
lough list by the action of the late naval board 
and the President, complaining of their proceed- 
ings, and praying for justice and redress. I 
shall not go into any dgbate on the subject. The 
memorial states, I think, as strong a case as 
could well be presented. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam H. Nolan, late a lieutenant in the Navy, 
who was dropped in consequence of the recom- 
mendation of the late naval board, praying: that 
Congress will take some measures to correct the 
injustice done to him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented additional papers 
in the case of Commander T. Darrah Shaw, who 
asked for relief from the action of the late naval 
board; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WADE presented the memorial of Lieu- 
tenant Henry Walke, of the United States Navy, 
who was retired by the action of the late naval 
board, asking to be restored to his former rank 
and position; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. - 

Also, the petition of John Posey Hall, late 
master in the United States Navy, asking relief 
from the action of the late naval board, in con- 
sequence of which he was dropped from the ser- 
vice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


UNIVERSITY OF VERMONT. > 


Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I present 
the memorial of the University of Vermont, set- 
ting forth that, during the last war with Great 
Britain,.when the town of Burlington was but a 
frontier position, in the year 1813, the Army of 
the United States, being in wantof barracks and 
shelter, proceeded to take possession of the Uni- 
versity buildings. There was a large building— 
at least for that period—of one hundred and sev- 
enty feet long, four stories high, and seventy-five 
feet wide, which made very commodious bar- 
racks, with store-rooms for the public service. 
They took possession of it with an army of four 
thousand men, and they continued to occupy and 
possess it during the war. At the close of the 
war, in the then reduced condition of the public 
Treasury, a very limited allowance was made for 
“rent,” as it was called, and some slight repairs; 
but no sort of compensation was made for the 
breaking up of the institution, the dispersion of 
its officers and students, and all that it suffered 
pecuniarily and asa literary institution from that 
severe affliction, which was submitted to from 
the necessity of the occasion, and by force of 
arms. This memorial asks that some compen- 
sation be made for the consequences which re- 
sulted to that institution from that act, occasioned 
by the contingencies of the war. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY LAND LAW. ; 
- Mr. COLLAMER. 1 present a number of 


memorials from men who were Plattsburg volun- 
teers. During the last Congress an act was 
passed granting bountyggnd for military services, 
and among others, difectly and explicitly in 
terms, to those who were engaged in the invasion 
of Plattsburg; but by the construction of the 
Pension Bureau they are deprived of the advant- 
ages intended by that act in being required to have 
and show record evidence of their service. In 


point of fact, there was no time to make records | 


at that day; they did not make any, and these 


they think Congress, in its generosity and wis- 
dom, intended to extend tothem, and did extend 
to them in express terms, by the act; and they 


ay be-adopted as. 


men have, therefore, been deprived of that which | 


hope, therefore, that. another: explanatory: 

will be passed which shall supersede the regu 

tion of the Deparinient, which requires: them; to 
havé record evidence’ of their military: $e 

I move that it be referred to‘ the Committee 
Public Lands.. f E TEE 

The motioh was agreed tos.) 
PUBLIC PRINTER.. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK gave notice that he would 


ask the Senate to-morrow. to proceed tø the elec- 
tion of a public printer for the Senate, forthe . 


Thirty-Fourth Congress. ; 


PAPERS. WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED; > : 


On-motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John:-Spencer, 
late receiver of public moneys at Fort Wayne, Indiana, 


praying for indeninity for losses on account of a suit against. -~ 


him by the Government as a defauiter, when ‘his. accounts 
and vouchers showed a balance in his favor, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Cogaitteé 
on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DURKEE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of John Shaw, praying for 
remuneration for losses sustained in furnishing provisions, 
ammunition, &c., to six companies of rangers on the Mis- 
sissippi river during the last war with Great Britain, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 


On motion by Mr. DURKEE, it was' 


Ordered, That the memorial of Mary Kinner and Mary 
C. McCoy, praying for indemnity for losses sustained by 


them froni the depreciation of their property in consequence: - 


of delays interposed by the land officers in the perfection 


of their titles, be withdrawn from the ‘files of the Senate ` 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ~ 
On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of licutenants in the United 
States Revenue Marine service, praying to he allowed the 
same pay as officers of a like grade in the Navy, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Abrahain Kintzing, pray- 
ing for extra compensation for services as assistant appraiser 
at Philadelphia, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. IVERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Catherine B. Turner. 
widow of Daniel Turner, praying for the reimbursement of 
expenses incurred by her late husband in receiving and 
entertaining the authorities of foreign Governments on 
board the United States vessel under his command, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the, 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. IVERSON presented the following reso- ` 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: Í 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


furnish to the Senate copies of the correspondence between 
the War Department and Captain J. F. Gilmer, in relation 


to the application and expenditure of the appropriation . 


made by the last Congress for the improvement of the Sa- 
vannah river, together with the reports of the Engineer 
Department and the decisions of the Secretary of War upon 
the subject. 
LIBRARIES AT MILITARY POSTS. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to consider the expediency of providing by law 
for the establishment of small libraries at the. different 
military posts, for the convenience of the officers and mtn. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 
On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Thursday next. ‘ 


PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES. 

Several messages, in writing, were received 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Sipney Wensster, his Private Secretary. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, at the last 
sitting of the Senate a motion was made, the 
consideration of which was postponed expressly: 
to this day; it was a motion to refer a certain 
letter, written by Lord John Russell, to the Com; 
mittee on Foreign Relations. On that motion 
the Senator from Michigan desired ‘to address 
the Senate, and as he is now in his seat, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
that subject. 


The motion was agreed to; and the pending 


question was stated to be on the motion to refer. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate at some length. 
A report of his speech, together with explanations 
made by Mr. Crayronand Mr. Cor.amer, which 
are necessarily connected with it, will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 


A 


‘make the subject the order of the day for 


` ‘Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


SEWARD: I desire to concentrate the 
ion of the Senate on the Central American 
testion, and I shall therefore pass by the ques- 
don of thé violation of our neutrality laws by the 
British: authorities, and-also ‘the more general 
topic of the Monroe: doctrine, which have been 


alluded to by the honorable Senator from Mich- 


Tecan go on now; but it is late, and if the 
eprefer it, E shall postpone my, remarks. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will give way, 
Twill move to postpone the further consideration 
of this subject until Thursday, as there is a ne- 
cessity this evening for an executive session. 

“Mr. SEWARD: | I will agree to that, if, the 
Senator will insert in his motion a proposition to 
Thurs- 


day. 
ati BROWN. That is included in my mo- 
tion. ay 

TM notion to postpone was agreed to. 

f : EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; 

: COLONEL MONTGOMERY. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of 
the United States, in answer toa resolution of the 
Senate, adopted on the 7th instant, requesting him 
io communicate to the Senate the proceedings 
of the court-martial in the case of Colonel Mont- 
gomery, of the United States Army. re 

Pending a ‘motion to print the communication, 
the Senate adjourned, 


` HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, January 28, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o'clock, m. Prayer by Rev. J. G. Bur- 
LER. 

. The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

PLURALITY RULE. 

Mr. LEITER. I offer for adoption the reso- 
lution, which I send to the Clerk’s table. 

“The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolve, That the House will proceed to the election of 
a Speaker vive voce ; and it, after one call of the rojl, no 
member shail have received a majority of the whole num- 
ber of’ votes, the roll shall again be catted, and the member 
who shall receive the largest number of votes, provided it 
o a majority of a quorum, shal) be the Speaker of the 
Louse or Representatives of tae ‘Thirty-Pourth Congress. 
Mr. LEITER. I move the previous question 
upon the adoption of the resolution. i 
’ CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. WHEELER. I move a call of the House. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that motion 1 de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 75, nays 120; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barelay, Bell, Hendicy $. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John 


P. Canipbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Howell Cobb, Cox, ; 


Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edinundson, Etheridge, 
Buatis, Evans, Fiorence, Henry M. Puller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Hartis, Sampson 
W. Barris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hottman, Houston, 
Jewett,George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Dake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMutlin, MeQueen, Milson, Nichols, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Phelps, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Scott, Sneed, 
Stewart, Taylor, Underwood, Walker, Warner, Wells, 
Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zoliicofier—75. 
NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Bullington, Burlingame, 
James I. Campbelt, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comius, 
Cragin, Cuinback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Elliott, English, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Augustus Hall, 
Robert B. Hail, Harlan, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Holloway, 
Thomas R. i 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel 5. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millward, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Parker, Peck, Perry, Pe:tit, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
viance, Puryear, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranaban, Talbott, Tappan, 
Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, Weich, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, 


“Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—120. 


So a call of the House was refused. 


forton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, King, į 


January 28. 


Mr. EMRIE (when his name was called) said: 
I would state to the House that I have paired off 


Mr. FAULENER. 

When Mr. Fautxner’s name was called, 

Mr. LETCHER said: I have been requested 
by my colleague [Mr. Fautxner] to say that he 
hàs been obliged to go to Philadelphia. He told 
me he would, before he Icft, pair off with some 
gentleman on the opposite side of the House. I 
now understand he has paired off with the gen- 
tleman over the way, [Mr. Emrre.] 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called) said: 
I would say that I have paired off for the day 
with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sace.] 

The previous question was then seconded. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. EDIE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Lzirer] to withdraw his resolution for a 
moment, to afford me an opportunity to make a 
correction of a misrepresentation in relation to 
myself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is not necessary for the 
gentleman to withdraw his resolution for that 
purpose, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Epir] can make the correction by unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

TheCLERK. Ifthere is no objection, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 1 

There being no objection, 

Mr. EDIE said: ‘I find in the New York Tri- 
bune of January 25, a letter purporting to have 
been written from Washington, dated January 
93, and signed H. G., in which the following 
paragraph occurs: 

«Phe House proceeded to the one hundred and twenty- 
second vote for Speaker: Banks, 99; Richardson, 65; Fuller, 
3; Lewis D. Campbell, 5; Scattering, 4. {Banks lacked 
Sof an election. Edie, of Pennsylvania, and Pennington, 
of New Jerscy, though present, did not vote.”] 

The writer of that letter informed me on Sat- 
urday last, soon after the Fouse was called to 
order, that he would correct that misrepresenta- 
tion. Ihave before me the New York Tribune 
of Saturday evening last, which contains tele- 
graphic dispatches from that gentleman from this 
city, dated as late as three o’clock, p. m., of that 
day, which was after he informed me of his in- 
tention to correct the misrepresentation, That 
correction not having been made, I now deem it 
due to myself to say that the statement which I 
have read is without foundation in fact. The 
record shows that I voted on the one hundred 
and twenty-second ballot, and that I voted for 
Mr. Bawnxs, of Massachusetts. 

It is due, perhaps, to the gentleman making 
these statements to say, that he informed me that 
he did so without any intention to make a mis- 
representation. I desire to say, however, thatin 

oint of morals, 1 can sce but little difference 

ctwcen an intentional falsifying by a man who 
puts forth a misrepresentation which he knows 
to be untrue, anda man who unintentionally fal- 
sifies, when the record is at hand from which he 
can ascertain the trath of the facts which he states. 
PLURALITY RULE—~AGAIN. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio | 
has offered the resolution which has been read, | 
land upon it demanded the previous question, | 
f which has been seconded. 
| Mr. LEITER. Iwish to modify the resolu- 
tion, so that it shall read ‘shall be declared the | 
i Speaker of this House,” instead of “shall be 
‘the Speaker of this House. ”? 

Mr. EDIE. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the resolution. 

The CLERK. The previous question has 
been seconded, and the question now is, “ Shall ; 
the main question be now put??? | 

The question being put, it was decided in the | 
affirmative. 

The yeas and nays 4. then ordered on the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion upon the table; and upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays werc ordered. . 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the afirmative—yeas 106, nays 100;as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Beil, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D, Campbell, Carlile, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell ‘Cobb, 


| Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, ; 


with the honorable gentleman from Virginia, |; 


Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Thomas. J.D. Fuller, 
Morrison Harris, 
L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
> W. Jones, J. 


ter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham Killian Miller, 
Norton, Andrew 


Washburne, 
son, Welch, 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

; THE SPEAKERSHIP. 

Mr. TYSON. I now-move the resolutions of 
which I gave notice on Friday last, with a pre- 
amble, which expresses allthat need be said of 
their design, import and practical effect. 

It has scemed to me that when an actual mi- 
nority stand in need of the plurality rule to elect 
their candidate, they should yicld to the majority 
a consideration or equivalent to the boon. ‘These 
resolutions proceed upon that principle, by treat- 
ing all parties alike in proportion to their relative 
numerical strength. 

Assuming two hundred and twenty-five as the 
basis of this representative right, I divide that 
number by nine, which is the number of the 
largest of the standing committees. This gives 
twenty-five, which is the limitation prescribed in 
the resolutions for choice on committees, 

The resolutions secure the rights of all parties, 
and give predominance to none. I ask for the 
yeas and nays upon the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Whereas, from the state of parties represented in this 
Hall, itis ascertained, alter many tric Is and a protracted 
contest, that a Speaker cannot be elected upon the majority 
principle, and the private interests of business, the internal 
affairs, and the forcign relations of the country impera- 
tively demand an organization : 

Thereiore, in the spirit of concession and compromise, 
it being deemed an equitable adjustment of the question 
to resort to a principle which, while it dispenses with the 
requisition of a majority of votes for either candidate, 
secures the representative rights of cach in proportion to 
members—it is 

Resolved, That any member of the House who shall 
receive for the office of Speaker the highest number of 
votes, if a majority of a quoruin of membors, though tt be 
less than a majority of the whole number of votes cast, 
shall be the Speaker of the Thirty -Pourth Congress: Pro- 
vided, ‘That he and every oher candidate voted for shall 
be respectively entitled to nominate and appoint so many 
members only on each of the standing cominittees as may 
severally fall to their lot in the proportion which the num- 
por of votes respectively received by each may bear to the 
whole number polled; but no candidate whose vote shall 
be less than twenty-five shail be entitled to any nomina- 
tion or appointment under this resolution. : 

Resolved, That the Clerk shall compute und assign to 
the respective candidates the number of members they 
may be severally entitled to nominate and appoint under 
the foregoing resolution 3 and cach committee, when so 
constituted, shall elect its own chairman : Provided, how- 
ever, That the decisions of the Clerk, under these resolu- 
tions, shall be subject to appeal. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay the resolu- 
tions upon the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. . 

A division of the House was being made, 
when 

Mr. BOCOCK said: I withdraw the demand for 
the yeas and nays, if the question is being taken 
upon my demand. Ido not know that anybody 
else demanded them. 

The CLERK. They are de 
others. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
the resolution upon the table, it was put; and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolutions were laid upon the table. 


manded by several 


, 
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PERSONAL: EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise this morn- 
ing, Mr. Clerk, for the purposé’ of asking the 
consent of the’ House to. call its attention toa 
matter affecting very deeply,.I think, my vera- 
city' and ‘my personal honor. Thad. occasion 
some weeks ago to'call the attention of the House 
to a letter written by my. colleague from the Ash- 
tabula district, (Mr. Gippives,] in which I sup- 
posed charges were preferred imputing improper 
motives to my course in reference to the speaker- 
ship. 1 have no intention now of consuming any 
of the time of the House by noticing the various 
assaults made upon me by the newspaper press 
of the country on account of my vote against the 
plurality resolution, because I think these atiacks 
grow out of their want of information in ref- 
erence to my ‘antecedents’? on that subject. 
Rather than consume the time of the House upon 
that question, I took occasion the other day to 
address a letter to the National Intelligencer of 
this city, which I will present now, in order that 
it may go upon the congressional record. - Ttisas 
follows: 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
WASHINGTON, January 25, 1856. 

To the Editors of the Intelligencer: 

GENTLEMEN: The struggle to elect a Speaker has been 
surrounded with much embarrassment, and the peculiar 
relation which it has been my misfortune, pursuing the ad- 
vice of friends, to occupy with regard to it, renders it indel- 
icate for me now to give any opinion as to the causes of the 
existing difficulties. I prefer, therefore, to submit quietly 
to the virulent assaults which many of the anti-Adminis- 
tration papers are making, until a plain statement of facts 
may be given without the danger of producing further delay 
in the transaction of the public business. T am calied upon, 
however, by numerous private letters, as we as by a por- 
tion of the press entitled to a respectful reply, for my rea- 
sons for voting against an election of Speaker bya plurality 
vote. 

I came into Congress, inexperienced in legislative duties, 
in 1849, when there was a similar contest, the prominent 
candidates being: Messrs. Winthrop and Cobb. The Free- 
Soil party was represented by Messrs. Giddings, Wilmot, 
Root, and some six others, who held the balance of power. 
After a protracted struggle, many efforts were made to 
adopt a plurality rule. Although a supporter of Mr. Win- 
throp, I united with the Free-Soil men on this question, 
and uniformly voted against it, agreeing with them in the 
arguments which they presented, that it was’ of doubtful 
constitutionality, and a departure from the uniform usage 
since the organization of the Government of hazardous 
tendency. It was finally adopted, and the result was that 
a House, a majority of which was elected as advocates of 
the “ Wilmot proviso,” refused to apply the restriction to 
the Territories acquired from Mexico, which, by the laws 
of that Government, had been previously dedicated to free 
institutions, and closed its legislation on the slavery ques- 
tion by the enactment of the fugitive slave law, without 
securing trial by jury, as recommended by Mr. Clay and 
the compromise committee of the Senate. 

On one occasion during the contest referred to, when 
the plurality resolution was before the House, Mr. Gid- 
dings proposed the following, substitute, in the propriety 
of which I fully concurred : Ml ot, . 

c Whereas the election of the Speaker of this body is 
one of the highest and most important duties incumbent 
upon its members ; and whereas, also, by common consent 
of every House of Representatives since the adoption of 
the Constitution, a majority of all the votes las been re- 
garded as necessary to a choice of that officer; and whereas 
the freedom of debate has ever been regarded as one of the 
safeguards of American liberty : Therefore, 

«c Resolved, That a change in such election so as to elect 
a Speaker by a plurality of votes, while the minority are 
not permitted to discuss the propriety or constitutiouality 
of such change, will be oppressive in operation, of danger- 
ous tendency, and ought not to be adopted.” i 

During the first week of this session, when it was sug- 
gested to me by the friends who kindly supported me for 
the Speaker’s chair that a plurality resolution would insure 
success, E again avdwed my opposition to it. 7 

Without elaborating on the subject, my reasons for voting 
against it now L will state: , A 

1. That I am not fully satisfied that it is not an infrac- 
tion of the spirit of the Constitution. ‘ 

2, That it is an abandonrhent of a uniform usage, which 
did not, in 1849, and I fear would not now, promote the 
success of the principles which I advocate. i 

3. Because I have reason to apprehend that its adoption 
at this time will result in giving the organization of the 
House to the friends of the Nebraska act. , 

4. Because, aside from principle, I am not disposed to 
stultify my past record until I am satisfied it is wrong; cer- 
tainly not until the public interest demands such a sacrifice, 
and a change of my position would settle the “vexed ques- 
tion.” 

I give these reasons briefly now, from a regard to those 
who have requested them in respectful terms. To the out- 
siders here who may have “jobs”? in view, and to the edi- 
tors elsewhere who have denounced me as a “traitor” to 
the principle I have always advocated, and still adhere to, 


| at that desk. 


| assaults made upon me by members of the body. 


| a flare up among the opponents of slavery extension: This | 


«duced, on his own responsibility, as he said, a resolution 


i to abandon him, and return to CAMPBELL. 


they openly claimed that several of those slavery extension 
; Know Nothings lert the Hall, and that others declined voting, | 


H 

H 

H 

| tain Bangs, and not again to take counsel of our enemies, || 
i 

į 

| 


! matters they are to each otberas “ hand and glove.” 


Ibid defiance! . Iam neither to be ledas the puppet of the i 
former, nor to be driven under the lash of the latter. . 
_ Very truly yours, &c ; - LEWIS D. CAMPBELL. 

I do not mean. to consume more than a few 
moments of the time of the House in explanation 
of atiother matter which relates to my action in 
this body. , 

I hold in my hand a letter published ‘in the 
Cleveland Herald, dated Washington, January 
16, 1856, and signed “Republican.” I have 
been informed that that letter was written by a | 
colleague of mine. If so I wish to have it read | 
If not, I have nothing more to say, 
because I intend only to repel on this floor the 


A Memper. Which of your colleagues is it? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The letter is here, and I 
ask to have it shown to my colleague from that 
district. 

Mr. WADE, (to whom the newspaper slip in | 
question was handed.) I have not read this let- 
ter, but I have no doubt that it is mine. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now ask to have the 
letter read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, January 16, 1856. 


Eps. Heran: We are still “as we were,” only a little 
more so. ‘There have been for several days indications of | 


has been manifested in divers ways, easier felt than de- į 
scribed. This morning, Mr. 'Cnorineron, of Iowa, intro- 


declaring Mr. L. D. Campnenn; of Ohio, Speaker of the 
House. This, if done without consultation, as it was de- 
clared to have been, was, to say the best of it, a mistake, 
which, if not “ worse than a cerime,” was equally injurious 
to the anti-Nebraska cause. My own opinion is that, if 
not introduced with the consent of Mr. CAMPBELL, it was 
at best known to him. It was sprung upon the House 
without consultation or notice. 

Mr. Camevets had formally withdrawn from the contest 
and was in honor bound to keep “ out of the ring” of can- 
didates until called in by a caucus, or a notice at least to 
those who were known to be voting in good faith for Mr. 
Banks. It was impossible for the Banks men to know that 
southern slavery extensionists would leave the Hall or 
refuse to vote. Those Banks men who voted against THOR- 
1NeTon’s resolution had no knowledge, no hint, no sur- 
mise, that Mr. CAMPBELL had, in one short night, become 
so very aceeptable to the slavery extension Know Nothings 
as well as Democrats. Mr. CAMPBELL, on that occasion, 
was found in company with those who have been thwarting 
the will of an overwhelming majority of the anti-Nebraska 
men; and they, believing that a man is “ known by the 
company he keeps,” and preferring to fall into the hands of 
an open, rather than to risk the chance of taking to their 
bosoms a concealed enemy, voted against that resolution. 

This most unfortunate, not to say treachcrous movement, 
as it has since turned out, and was at the time suspected, 
seems to have becn made, as the moyer admitted, with 
“ but afew others :?? who those others were we do not know, 
but there can be but little doubt that it was a deliberate 
treason, plotted by three or four of our nominal friends, in 
order to throw the responsibility of the disorganization of 
the House on to thoge who were supporting Mr. BANKS. 
This, it was thought, would force the friends of Mr. Banks | 
Instantly, on 
the result of the vote being made known, a general howl 
was set up by the Pierce Democracy, the national Know 
Nothings, and the Dunn, Scorr, and HARRISON recusants, | 
that the friends of Banxs were responsible for not electing | 
CAMPBELL Speaker, and the Locofocos were seized with a | 
pasm of sympathy for CAMPBELL 3 and the national or i 
avery extension Know Nothings seemed on the point of 
swearing, because CAMPBELL was not elected. Indeed, 


so as to give a chance for the election of CAMPRELL. 

This piece of imposition was received by the Pierce men 
as a god-send. Theuse they and the Know Nothing slavery | 
extension allies made of it was this: to denounce the Banks 
men as adhering to him personally, at the sacrifice of Camp. i| 
BELL; and great was the sympathy of these slaveholders į 
for CAMPBELL; but greater still was the consternation ofa: 
few of the anti-Nebraska men who had voted for BANKS. 
Tt seemed for a short time like “Rachel weeping for her 
children, and would not be comforted.” It indeed looked 
a littie blue for a time—as though the ranks of the anti 
Nebraska men were to be broken by this fusilade of the 
enemies. A caucus was called, and the matter discussed [| 
and explained; and the unanimous eonclusion was to sus- | 


nor to select candidates from anti-Nebraska men acceptable | 
tothe Democratic and Know Nothing sections of the slaver 
extension party in Congress; for there are but two partic: 
here—the Slavery-extensionists and the Slavery-restriction- 
ists. True, these two parties are at odds with cach other | 
on what they call “ American principles,” but on all other | 


One word on the position of the “scatterers,” as they 
are called here. They affirm that they “will never vote 
for Banks;?? they give no reason for this, only that Banks 
is not liked by them, and they never will vote for him. 


company. The resolution was in 


Now, there is no reason why the views of 
not be respected, nor is there any reason, 
why they should not-respect thé preferen 
whelming majority of their comrades AIS 
Their position is hostile tothe success. Of; thé Anfi 
braska mien. ‘They aredoing the work of the sham Dem) 
racy—doing it more effectually than the. Pierce “men! 
the slavery Know Nothings could do it themsel ¥ í 
those men in the pay of the Administration: the: 
do its work as effectually as they are now doiig it; and ` 
instead of being allies of the anti-Nebraska men, they are. 
and ought to be treated, as pro-slavery men, and allies ol 
the slave Democracy. ~ REPUBLICAN: : 


I now refer to the Congressional Globe of that 
date to show what was said on-the.occasion of 
the introduction of the resolution by the honor- 
able member from Iowa, [Mr. Tuorineton.}° The 
resolution had been presented before I. entered 
the Hall, having been detained at my rooms: by. 
ese wordst:. 
“ Resolved, That Lewis D. Camrsenn be declared the 


Speaker of the House of Representatives for the. Thirty- 
Fourth Congress of the United States.?? Di Se alae 


He had prefaced its introduction with remarks 
made before I came in, but which appear in there- 
ported proceedings of that day. The gentleman 
from Iowa said, among other things, before intro- 
ducing his resolution: Ba ropit 


“T have not consulted: the gentleman’ whose name. haye 
embraced in this resolution, in reference to the.use I hage 
made of his name; a proper sense of delicacy has pre- 
vented me from doing so.”? alee aie 


As I have already said, I came into the Hall 
not knowing what proposition: was about to be 
voted upon. On inquiry T was informed of its 
character, and felt that it placed me in. a most 
embarrassing situation, My own judgment/dic- 
tated the propriety of announcing, as soon, as I 
could with propricty take the floor, that it was 
introduced without my knowledge or consent. ` 

After the vote upon the resolution was taken, 
and before the result was announced by the 
Clerk, it appears from the Congressional Globe 
that the following remarks were made: > ` 


“Mr, Campsent, of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, I have seen much, 
heard muc), and read much that has surprised nye at this 
session of Congress; but I was never more amazed in'all . 
my life than I was on entering the Hall. this moming, to` 
find a proposition of this kind pending before this bod, 
felt embarrassed, because I thought that it might place m 
in a false attitude before the House and the country. ‘TL felt, 
also, that it might tend to embarrass the aetion ‘of this 
House. But I had no remedy; aud I now rise for the 
simple purpose of assuring the House that the proposition 
was made without my knowledge and without my authority, 
It was, doubtless, the result of personal Kindness and of 
putriouc design on the part of the gentleman from Towa, 
und I thank him for it. é 

“Sir, it is but proper I should say, that since T with- 
drew my name ou the seventh day of December, Ihave on 
several occasions heen appealed to by honorable gentlemen 
to give my consent to the introduction of some such propo- 
sition as this. Those who never voted for me during the 
time ï was before the House as the candidate of my friends, 
have made appealsto me that they might be authorized to 
submit something of this kind. The honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Knieut]) has made such an appeal 
to me on more than one oceasion. My uniform response 
has been, that whatever ambition £ might have had, when 
I came here, to occupy-that high and honorable post, had 
been cured, because I thought that its honors had been very 
materially frittered away by the circumstances connected 
with this controversy. ý 

“J assured the gentlemen who made these applications 
to me that, under no circumstances whatever could J, in 
the existing condition of things, be considered as-a candi- 
date, or as throwing any obstacle in the way of a specdy 
organization of this body. With the honorable gentleman 


j| from Towa, (Mr. Tuortwneron,] E believe I have for some 


weeks, searcely passed the ordinary courtesies and civilities 
of the day, much less to have any conversation with him 
upon a proposition such as be has submitted ; and he doubt- 
less will, if he.has not already done so, exonerate me fully 
and entirely from any participation in this matter. y 

“Mr. Tuormnaros. 1 stated, I believe, I had; not had, 
directly or indirectly, any consultation with the gentleman 
from Ohio, and had only mentioned the matter: to some of 
my particular friends. ` 

“Mr. CAMrBELL Iam glad, however, that the vote has 
been taken, because it may be the means of throwing some 
additional light upon this question of organization, and of 
enabling us to extricate ourselves from the difficulties in 
our way. lam glad, too, for the further reason, that. it 
gives me an opportunity to acknowledge, in my ‘humble 
way, my unfeigned gratitude to those gentlomen—and there 
are many of them—who have supported this resolution, yet 
who did not, for reasons satisfactory to them, votë for me 
upon. the former. oceasion.’? Š 


How my colleague [Mr. Wapz]—immediately 
after such a declaration from me and from the 
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er fréih Towa—could have retired 
om and senta letter for publication in my 
‘State; charging that I knew of the fact that the 
resolution was to be offered, and imputing treach- 
ery. is beyond my comprehension. 

ye is only nooeesary now, Mr. Clerk, that I 
. ‘ghould-put this matter right'on the record in refer- 
ence tomy own action; and with aview of doing 
so, I call upon the géentleman from Iowa now to 
state whether any knowledge of any kind was 
imparted to me; directly or otherwise, of his inten- 
tion:to introduce that resolution. When hean- 
Swets, 1 shall call upon two of my colleagues for 

a statement in this connection. The gentleman 
` from Iowa. will be good enough to give me the 

benefit-of his testimony. 

“Myr. THORINGTON. My attention, Mr. 
Clerk, was this morning called to that communi- 
éation by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camr- 
BELL.|. Iread the article then for the first time; 
and Lust say that I never read an article which 
surprised mé more than the one just read from 
your desk. The declaration which I made on 

. this floor at tẹ time of my introducing the reso- 
lution referred to, declaring the géntleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Campsxti] Speaker of this House, 
was sufficient, and I thought, in the innocency of 
my; heart, that to members on this floor, at least, 
it Would ‘bes 'uor did 1 for one moment suppose 
that it would have been ever called in question 
here. “But it seems that it has. And now, sir, 
so far as that article is concerned, I have only to 
say, that I would infinitely prefer the position 
that I occupy to that occupied by the writer of 
that article: “And I will further state, that the 
allegations contained in that article, so far as 
they have reference to me, are untrue and false 
in’ Inference and in fact, when they charge me 
with colluding with political opponents. 

Now, sir, so far as my having any intercourse 
with members upon the other side of the House, 
either the American or Democratic party, is con- 
cerned, in connection with the presentation of 
that resolution, I can say with equal candor that 
no communication whatever passcd between 
them and me. And I can also say that I had 
very little conversation, either directly or indi- 
yectly, with gentlemen upon this sido of the 
House—the Republican party—in reference to the 
matter. “Mr. CamrgeLL had no connection with 
the presentation of that resolution, nor am I 
aware'of his knowing anything concerning the 
use that was being made-of his name in that reso- 
lution, until he appeared in his seat on this floor. 
No words, or communication of any kind, di- 
rectly or indirectly, passed between us u pon the 
subject. Those members with whom I did con- 
sult approved the act, and were uncompromising 
friends of Mr. Bangs, who had previously and 
who have subsequently voted for that gentleman, 
as continuously and as consistently as thë writer 
of that article himself, 

Now, sir, in reference to the connection of the 
offering of my resolution with caucus nomina- 
tion, I have to say, that I have attended all the 
anti-Nebraska caucuses that were held before 
that time and since. In the caucus previously 
held, in which it is said that Mr. Banks reccived 


otable memb 


the alleged nomination was made. 
seat in the last omnibus that left the Capitol on 
that evening, on my way to my residence in 


Georgetown. Some gentlemen who were present | 


when the same was made informed me that Mr. 
Bawxs had been nominated, but that the nomina- 
tion was only considered as binding until some 
candidate, if practicable, could be found who 
would more effectually concentrate the action 
upon the part of the anti-Nebraska voters; and 
that it was considered as a mere understanding, 
with no caucus pledge. I felt under no obliga- 
tions to vote for the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts, except so far as I should 
think proper and the interests of my country re- 
quired. Faia, however, vote for that gentleman 
cheerfully, s I had done previously, and. have 
voted. for him since. But at the time I offered 
the resolution, [thought that the country had suf- 
ficiently long witnessed our ineffectual attempts 
to-elect that gentleman, and that there could be 
no injury to parties on this floor in making an 
effort in another direction. Under these circum- 
stances, I presented the resolution offering the 
name-of my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr, 


! tude. 


| counsel, 


CAMPBELL] for the speakership. I did not čon- 
sider myself under any trammels of ¢auctis to 


this floor considered himself bound by the action 
of that caucus referred to not to vote for m 
friend, or any member other than the distinguished 
‘gentleman from Massachusetts. Since the meet- 
ing of the House on the first Monday of Decem- 
ber last, I have voted upon every call of the roll 
for either the gentleman from Massachusetts or 
the gentleman from Ohio. I voted for Mr. Banks 
as long as I deemeditto be necessary and proper, 
and Į shall follow that course in future. But, on 
the other hand, I did not hesitate to present the 
name of Mr. CAMPBELL for that place, to which, 
in my opinion, he richly, deserves to be elected, 
and who is sound upon the slavery question. 

As to the attacks made upon me upon the part 
of the press, I have only to say, that I hope the 
result of this contest will show that the persons 
who assailed me have been doing the country as 
good service as I intended when f presented the 
resolution proposing my honorable friend from 
Ohio as the Speaker elect for the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. I 
believe I have acquitted my honorable friend from 


in connection with the speakership. I will, there- 
fore, consume no more of his time. 

Here the hammer fell, and the Clerk announced 
that the time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] had expired. [Cries of ‘Go on!” 
“Go on!” from all parts of the Hall.] 

No objection having been made, 

Mr. CAMPBELL proceeded: Mr. Clerk, I 
have no words of harshness or of denunciation 
for my colleague. I never have cherished an 
unkind feeling towards him; none. I regret 
that he should have placed himself in this atti- 
J intend to take this testimony in my own 
vindication as a member of this body, and place 
it upon the record, and send it, with his letter, 
among the people of my native State, whose 
minds have, for some reason unknown to me, been 
lately poisoned against me by misrepresentations. 
And there I shall leave the matter. 

Treachery seems’covertly to be imputed to me 
in this letter, because of my action on that occa- 
sion. As before stated, I entered the Hall while 
the resolution was before the body. I was at a 
loss to determine what I should do. My posi- 
tion was embarrassing, and I felt that I oe to 
have a friend or two with whom I should take 
My colleague from the Richland dis- 
trict [Mr. Suerman] occupies adesk immediately 
in front of me. I requested him to call another 
colleague, the gentleman from the Stark district, 
[Mr. Lerrer.] They came to my desk, and I 
besought their advice. They are now present, 
and I request them to state what was my conduct 
upon that occasion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Since my colleague has 
requested me, I will state very briefly the occur- 
rences on the occasion to which he has referred. 


| On the morning when the gentleman from Iowa 


offered his resolution declaring Mr. CAMPBELL 
Speaker, I came into the Hall after the session 


| had commenced. The yeas and nays had been | 
the nomination, I did not remain, however, until 


I occupied a | 


ordered on the resolution, and the vote was about 
to proceed. A few moments after, my colleague 
(My. CAMPBELL] came in—and we inquired mu- 
tually of each other what was pending. My col- 
league did not, Iam persuaded, know that such 
a resolution was to be offered. So far as I am 
concerned, I was taken entirely by surprise. We 
ascertained, however, presently, the nature of the 
question, and thereupon, my colleague [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] requested me to speak to my 
league sitting nearest me, [Mr. Lesrer,] for the 
purpose of consulting as to what was best to be 
done under the circumstances. This I did. 

The first impulse upon the part of my distin- 
guished colleague [Mr. Campy] was to rise 
in his place pending the vote on the resolution, 
and request the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw 
it. My colleague (Mr. Lerrer] and myself en- 
deavored to dissuade him from pursuing that 
course, because we did not know but the proceed- 
ing might have been the result of a general under- 
standing upon the part of the anti-Nebraska 
members of the House, and that the gentleman 
from Iowa was carrying out the common design. 


F 


After the vote had proceeded, however, we dis- 
covered that the friends of Mr. Baxxs, including 


prevent, nor did I suppose that any member upon- 


any participation with me in the use of his name | 


other col- j 


most of öùr colleagues, were voting against the 
resolution; but it would then have been indelicaté 
and improper, without a consultation with the 
gentleman from Iowa and others, and without a 
better knowledge of the purpose of offering the re- 
solution, for my colleague to have withdrawn his 
name while'the vote was proceeding, after having 
allowed the proceeding to go on thus far without 
protest. : ‘ ; 

We therefore urged him to allow the vote to 
be taken sub silentio. _I-myself voted for the res- 
olution; but it: having been voted down, I have 
since, as I did before, cast my vote for the ‘dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banus.] The resolution, at most, was inoppor- 
tune—introduced without sufficient consultation. 
But I never supposed it would be made the pre- 
text of assailing the motives of either the mover 
of it, or of my colleague, or of those who, like 
myself, felt impelled by a sense of duty to vote 
for it. Is this the explanation my colleague 
desires? : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now appeal to my col- 
league from the Stark district for his understand- 
ing of the matter. 

Mr. LEITER. Mr. Clerk, I am happy to 
reply, at my colleague’s request. Atthe time the 
resolution was introduced by the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Tuorineron,] I looked toward the 
seat of-my colleague, [Mr. CAMPBELL] [ saw 
that he was absent. Some little discussion en- 
sued. Before the vote was taken, and during the 
call of the roll, I perceived my colleague in con- 
versation with my other colleague, [Mr. SHER- 
MAN.) I went to them, and then learned that 
Mr. CamrsBeLL was anxious to withdraw his 
name. I told him—andI take the entire respons- 
ibility for everything that I do—that he ought ~ 
not to withdraw; that I was exceedingly anxious 
for an organization of the House; and that an 
anti-Nebraska man should be elected to the speak- 
ership. Any one of the hundred men suited me. 
ĮI was not tied to any man; and I did not, and do 
not, mean to be. I advised that Mr. CAMPBELL 
should let the vote be gone through with. I said 
that if we could elect him, it would be right; if 
not, there would be no harm done. That is my 
position. 

I will say further that, in my judgment, but 
for the counsel of my colleague [Mr. Surrman] 
and myself, Mr. CamrseLL would have “with- 
drawn. Still, he had no idea that we were plota 
ting treason against the anti-Nebraska party of 
this House. Has it come to this, that because 
we vote for a man who is an anti-Nebraska man, 
an anti-slavery man, a mah whose reputation is 
well-established in the country, we are, therefore, 
committing treason against the Banks men? In 
God’s name who are the Bangs men? From 
whence comes this new party?—Bawnxs party! 
I never assisted in the organization of any such 
party; and I never will assist in the organization 
of any party that has a man for its object without 
any principle. 1 voted for my colleague from 

nio, [Mr. Campspeun;] and i have only one 
regret, and that is, that he had not votes enough 
to elect him. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Clerk, I know thata 
studicd effort has been made in various quarters 
to place me in a false position in referenge to this 
matter. On the 7th of December I withdrew rn 
name from the struggle in which we are engaged. 
I was then, have been ever. since, and am now, 
ready to make any sacrifice for an organization 
of this House and for the interests of my country, 
except that of personalhonor. ‘That is my own, 
and y am here to defend it against all assaults, 
come from whatsoever quarter they may. An 
attack upon it seems to have been made by my 
colleague, and I have therefore called the atten- 
tion of members to these facts. 

Now, sir, if there is any man, of any party, or 
from any section, in this House who knows of 
any dishonorable or selfish act of mine connected 
with this struggle for the speakership, I ask him 
to rise now in his place and make the charge, so 


| that I may confront him before the House and 


the country. [Here Mr. CAMPBELL paused some 
seconds for areply.] There is notone. I hope, 
therefore, that I may not again have occasion to 
take the floor on this subject to repel assaults 
made by members of this body. For the sake 
of harmony and good feeling in my native Ohio, 
and among her Representatives here, I trust that 
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my colleague. (Mr. Wane] -will-not ‘in future 
‘retire from this Hall to make assaults upon my 
integrity, as a newspaper correspondent. f 

` On the subject of slavery my: position is, I trust, 
swell known to.every one in-this House, and fully 
understood by those.Lrepresent. I have never 
occupied a doubtful position on that question here 
sor among my constituents. ay 

My position on the subject of Americanism is 
also: well known, and has been boldly avowed. 
Tapprehend it is because it is so well known here 
and at home that these assaults are made upon 
‘me... If this principle of “ crushing out” isto be 
pursued because of my avowals on the subject, 

«then I can say to my colleague that he will have 
a-lively time of it before he finishes his contest 
with me. Sir, we have nailed the banner to the 
mast on which the principles of American reform 
‘are inscribed. If he seeks to prostrate me for 
this cause, I point him to that banner: 

4 Our flag is there! our flag is there! 
Weill hail it with our loud huzzas! 
Our flag is there! our flag is there! 
Behold its glorious stripes and stars !?? 

Wedo not intend to abandon it—never! never! 

Mr. Clerk, I thank the House for its kindness 
and. attention. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Clerk, I rise for the 
purpose of stating a fact. I do hot intend to enter 
into any argument. The statement made in the 
letter which has been read to the House, that 
those on this side of the Hall with whom I have 

-been voting for Speaker, kept out of the way-and 
did not vote on the resolution to which reference 
has been made, has been repeated on several oc- 
easions. Now, I have put myself to the trouble 
of'making an examination ofthe vote referred to. 
There were eight gentlemen of the seventy-four 
who did not vote on that resolution. One of the 
eight, Mr. Henney S. Bennerr, was at the time 
confined to his bed by sickness. The remaining 
seven all paired off, and six of them were absent 
from the city. Then the fact is not true that any, 
even a solitary one, of those present with whom 
‘IT have been voting, failed to vote. Every one 
who had not paired off, except Mr. BENNETT, 
who was sick, voted against the proposition. 
One gentleman who was in the city, but paired 
off, was at-the time, I believe; making an argu- | 
‘ment before the Supreme Court, I will conclude 
by again distinctly stating the fact, that every 
Democrat, or Riczarpson man, who was present 
in the city, and not paired off, voted against the 
resolution with one. exception, and that was the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and he was unable 
on account of illness to be in attendance, 

Mr. WADE obtained the floor. . 
. Mr. ALEXANDER K.MARSHALL. Iwill 
slate, Mr. Clerk, that if the letter alluded to in- 
cluded those who are denominated South Ameri- 
cans, without examining the matter, still I will 
venture the assertion, thata large majority, if not 
all.of them, voted against the resolution declaring 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camppext] the 
Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth ee ie {A 

orce. Exceptone.] Jam informed that there 

was one who did not cast his vote. 

Mr. WADE. I want to say, Mr. Clerk, that 
the letter which has been read makes no direct 
charge of treachery against my colleague. None 
was intended to be made against him. It was 

‘but an inference from facts which I supposed were 
taking place before the eyes of us all: nothing 
more was intended. 

My colleague says now, that he rose up and 
stated distinctly, that he had no knowledge that 
the resolution was to be introduced. Now, the 
gentleman perhaps may have done this, but I did į 

- not see or hear him on that occasion. My col- 
league refers to the report of what then took place, 
but I did not read the report of it as published in į 
the Globe or elsewhere. The report referred to 
by him may make that statement, but not having | 
been read by me E did not, and could not be cog- 
nizant of his disclaimer. The resolution»of the 
gentleman from Iowa was received with surprise 
and astonishment, and made no little stir in the 
part of the Hall where I sit. It would be far || 
from me to impugn his veracity or his personal | 
honor. Suppose I did. I havea high respect‘for || 
the gentleman’s honor, and intended to state only | 
the impressions made on my mind at the instant. | 
I. do not. intend to reiterate ‘any supposed charge || 


upon him in respect to this matter. 


I said: in that letter—what-1believed Iwas | 
warranted.in saying —that an-inference might be- 
drawn. from the course.that the proceedings took, 
that there was.some understanding between some ` 
individuals, Who. ‘they were I did not pretend 
to. state. 1 know that the gentleman from Iowa 
disclaimed.-at-the time having consulted. with 
any one, as I understood him. ‘He stated that 
he offered it solely on his own responsibility. 
He stated afterwards that he had consulted with 
but a few. Who these few were, or how many 
of them there were, I did not kiiow. I knew 
nothing -about it. , Gentlemen around me knew 
nothing about.it, The resolution was suddenly 
sprung upon us, and precisely that use was made 
of it by the Nebraska nien which I inferred any 
man might have expected would be made of it. 
I supposed that any man would ‘know that it 
would lead to embarrassment, and that our.enc- 
mies would take the advantage of it that they 
have taken. 3 ’ 

That letter, sir, was written hurriedly and 
under the excitement of indignation at the course 
that things took here, under the erroneous im- 
pression that my colleague was giving them his 
sanction by his silence. he 

My colleague speaks. pompously about his 
honor, and his determination to spread. these 
matters abroad among my constituents, and over 
the State of Ohio. Well, now, I am perfectly 
content that my colleague shall send anything 
he chooses among my constituents; and I will 
venture to say, that they will never believe that 
1 intentionally made a wrongful charge against 
him, or that I will not do justice to him to the 
fullest extent in my power. When my colleague 
disclaims that he had any knowledge of the intro- 
duction of the resolution, there is not a man upon 
this floor—be he American, European, Asiatic, 
or African—who will do him justice with greater 
alacrity than I will; and I have only to say 
upon this subject, that I did not intend in that 
letter to do him any wrong. I thought the intro- 
duction of the resolution most extraordinary; and 
not knowing that my colleague made any remarks 
in reference to it, but supposing, on the contrary, 
that he remained silent, permitting the vote to $ 
taken without disclaimer, I supposed myself war- 
ranted in drawing the inference that there was 
some understanding about it. I am happy that 
my colleague disclaims it; and I am happy to 
admit the full length and breadth of his disclaimer. 
I voted for my colleague, whilst he remained a 
candidate, I think, as steadfastly as any other 
gentleman upon this floor. I stood ready to vote 
for him to the end, and would not have flinched 
or faltered under any pressure; and when my 
colleague knows me better, he will understand 
that I do not change my course until satisfied 
that E am wrong. 

I have nothing further to say with regard to 
that letter. It expresses exactly the impressions 
that were made upon my mind by the occur- 
rences upon this floor at the time. | 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] | 
says that‘there were no gentlemen here who did 
not vote. There was one gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Paine] who declined voting, and 
many members went out of the Hall while that 
vote was being taken. Who they were I could 
not tell; but there were gentlemen who went out 
from this side of the Hall before their names 
were called. Whether they went out to avoid 
that vete I know not, and could not say; but I 
expressed, in that letter, the impression made 


upon my mind at the time, I exeulpated the 
gentleman from, Iowa from all preconcert in the |i 
matter. I did not implicate my colleague from |; 
the Stark district, [My. Lerrer;] and he, I pre- i 
sume, neither desires nor expects any explana- | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


tion as regards him for anything stated in that 
letter. 

Mr. LEITER. No, sir. 1! 

Mr. WADE. I know he does not. I have | 
made no charge against him, nor did I intend to | 
implicate (any further than I was led by misunder- 
standing) my colleague [Mr. Campsent]—further | 
than I was led by my ignorance of his disclaimer. | 
That letter, like any letter written on the spur of | 
the moment, doubtless contained some stronger | 
expressions than it ought to have done, but iti 
conveyed the impressions made upon my mind | 
at the tme, and they were thrown off in my seat i| 
in the excitement of tne moment, i 


l! ciation of his conduct then. 
; seem Important for the promotion of the ambi- 


Now; with. regard 
called. the. ‘£ seatt 


[Mr. Onr,] they would not. have thro 
would now throw, so. great, an obsta 
way. of an organization of this: Houge:b: 
election of an anti-Nebraska Speaker. as the 
doing by the course which ee have pu: ee 
and are now pursuing. That is my opinion still, 
I do not charge them with intending it. ‘Thatas 
not what I said, qr what I. meant to say., Lin- 
tended-to say that Such, in my humble judgment, 
was the effect of their course; and itis as truaenow 
as it was then. These are all the remarks:that I 
propose to submit to the House in relation to this 
matter. i a : 

Mr. DUNN... I very, much regret that some 
gentlemen cannot be undeceived upon one point, 
and that is, as to the extent of the power. whigh 
they have over their associates upon. this.floor. 
Not only are they without power over each other’s 
votes, but the effort, directly ov indirectly, by the 
‘means employed here for weeks to assert. and 
exercise that power, is devoid of all decency. That 
gentleman who sends his slanders throughout,the 
country—not having the courage to put his name 
to them, against his own colleague, as gallant a 
man as ever fought the battle of freedom in this 
Hall--comes here, now, and reads his lectures, : 
and enforces ‘his inferences upon this. House and - 
the country in regard to what, he says, isthe 
disorganizing spirit of gentlemen who: do, not 
happen to agree with him. p SE 

It ought to be a matter of utter astonishment; 
and surely is so to every honest man in his sober 
senses, to observe such attacks ag that.contained 
in the letter we have had read, and are daily. 
seeing in one form and another, upon the gen- 
tleman trom Ohio, (Mr. Campsuny,}] whol is:the 
subject of them. Everybody knows that, in the 
last Congress, he stood hcre the acknowledged 
leader of a little band of faithful. and patriotic 
men, without food or repose, in a contest of 
thirty-six hours—the longest, and fiercest, and 
most inveterate parliamentary conflictin our his- 
tory—in defense of the just rights of freedom 
and the repose of the country. . Thatlittle band, 
with no other power or protection, than that af- 
forded by the Constitution to compel the calling of” 
yeas and nays,and theirown integrity and courage 
under his leadership, steadily and successfully 
maintained the fortress of freedom against leagued - 
aggression in overwhelming numbers, encouraged 
and marshaled to the battle by a gentleman of con- 
summate skill avd ability. Yet that strong host 
was at last driven, by this steady repulse, ex- 
hausted and disheartened from the field. Never 
again would that conflict have been renewed, but 
for what was then unspavingly denounced as a 
shameless betrayal by those to. whom 1 have 
alluded on a former occasion, and shall not. now 
further speak of. ‘These imputation’, then, come 
not near the gentleman from. Ohio, [Mr. Came- 
BELL]J—far from it. The friends of freedom 
rose up everywhere “ to do him reverence, and 
those who like him had never wavered. ‘They 
were covered with the empty honors, as it now 
seems, of only thanks and praise. From that 
day until now there has no public circumstance 
transpired, nor any private, judging from the 
fact that the challenge has more than once been 
offered here by that gentleman to any and ever 
mau to refer to such facts, public or private, whic 
in the least should detract from the just appre- 
But now it would 


tious aims of others that he should in some way 


| be destroyed in this well-deserved regard. of 
| the public generally, and especially of all the 


members of this body. Hence, it is too palpable, 
allthese attacks. It had been his misfortune to 
have been thought of and voted for more than 
once, without asking public leave to. do so, for the 
speakership. This is the “hcad and front of 
his offending” in the estimation of his colleague 
[Mr. Wane,] and of others who are of. his par- 
licular way of thinking, or it may be only of wish- 
ing. Hence all these attacks upon. others here, 
who in any possible way become: the object of 
suspicion of that. gentleman [Mr.. Wave] and 
his very charitable coadjutors.: But it matters. not 
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se blunder or treachery; for the time being, 
nspires thé indignation of these new, self-consti- 
ited, and exclusive guardians of liberty and the 
< andor who are self-appointed (or it may be, for 
aught I know, that there is.a little coterie on this 
„floor that issues commissions for that. purpose) 
“to administer appropriate punishment on such 
‘occasions: one thing” is always: certain—that is, 
‘an imperious demand that. “ the stragglers” should 
“gonie in and submit themselves, soul and body, 
tothe tender mercies of those to whom, L-sup- 
“pose, we Shall soon learn, the destiny of empire 
ere belongs ‘‘by divine right.” Every gentle- 

‘man can obey this requisition who chooses. I 

never shall. f 

+ "After the remarks, this morning, of the gentle- 

“mah fror Iowa [Mr. THormertoy] in regard to 
‘the pretended caucus, which has so much embarrassed 
gentlemen, I should hope we are to hear no more 
“ofthat dodge which has strangely enough been 
¿Made to answer the double purpose of a shield 
to protect one set of gentlemen here, and a sword 
to: destroy another. The candidate for whom 
the gentleman is voting [Mr. Banxs] expressly 
- ‘yepudiated it-in his remarks here upon the occa- 
* ‘gion of the general catechism of candidates, by 
declaring, in substance, that he was not the re- 
‘gipient ofany caucus nomination. And now the 
gentleman from Iowa shows us precisely what 
‘was understood at the time, by all concerned, 
as to thissham caucus. Itnever would have been 
understood or represented in any other light, but 
that it afforded a pretext for one of the thousand 
falsehoods which have been flying out from this 
Gapitel on black wings, like birds of ill omen, 
to defame and blast every man before the country, 
who would not tamely, as a hound, submit him- 
self to the lash of the hunter. To that end the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Wape] sent out, upon 
swift wings, this croaking raven of his. Let him 
‘cease his unprofitable and unworthy toil. 

TI should be a dishonored man if I would act 
with him upon the matter which he is now urging 
upon us; and I tell him now—while there is 
nothing at all of the spirit of bravado in my nature, 
nothing which defies physical danger and suffer- 
ing—there is no power under Heaven that can 
move me to yield that which my deliberate judg- 
‘ment tells me is a-point of honor? Does the gen- 
tleman understand me now? I hope he may, and 
‘Lhope others may. And I tell him further, that 
he has colleagues who, if he does not, do under- 
stand this difficulty. There is very little in my 
disposition which opposes a proper and just ac- 
commodation of differences. I have shown a 
willingness to accommodate differences, time and 
again, in this matter; and time and again have I 
bedn ruthlessly and insolently thrust off. Sir, I 
will not always go a beggar to any man’s door 
for the setflement of differences. This letter- 
writing, and this editorial system of forcing men 
into submission, have gone a very great way in 
preventing the organization of this House. Why, 
sir, upon my colleague over the way, [Mr. BREN- 
ton}—than whom there lives not, or ever has 
lived, a purer-hearted or truer man, or a man of 
more rugged and -unbending faithfulness in the 
cause of truth, of justice, and of freedom—we 

‘have all seen and read, within the last three or 
four days, an assault so base, so infamous, that 
there is not one word in all the fullness and rich- 
wess of our. language vile enough to give it a 
name. 

And this is part and parcel of a system carried 
pn, in and outof this Hall, to drive men to submis- 
sion—not to principle, but to a servile support of one 
man, Sir, under God, I never will submit to any- 
thing which is notin accordance with my own 
well-considered and deliberate judgment as to 
what is right, just, and honorable. 
may use their tongues and fingers as they choose; 
they may bring out their whips; but all will be 
unavailing. 

Į seek no further controversy in this matter. I 
have sought to avoid it; I have desired harmony 
with the anti-Nebraska men; I have submitted 
to very great injustice to secure it; I have been 
disposed to turn aside from personal indignity 
and insult, and bear these wrongs in patience, for 
this end; but I say to.all men that, in the just and 

“-proper defense of that which is mine, and which 
the Supreme Ruler of all things and my great 
‘Benefactor has put in my charge—not for myself 

alone, but in trust for those who are to bear my 
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| namė and blood hereafter, and keep alive in the | 
world, it may be for a little while, thë memory 
of my actions—I will never yield « point of honor 
or plain duty in the face of any consequences to 
myself. Cease, then, your fruitless efforts; they 
will never avail. I leave the responsibility of my 
actions to the just judgment. of my country and i 
my God. To them I will be answerable, but not 
to thatipower here, whose demand is simply arro- 
gant andinsolent. Butif there are those here who 
ate resolved to force upon me a conflict, as with 
béars—or. ‘*the beasts at Ephesus,’’—it is pos- 
sible, that my repugnance to such a condition of 
things-may, in the end, yield to my necessity. 
You can press matters to that point, if nothing | 
less will satisfy your curiosity. 

T will remark still further, in reference to the 
imputation of that letterfor the precise language 
ĮI do not remember—that we, who are modestly | 
| called recusants, were as well in the pay of the | 
Administration, and serving it for compensation, 
as to occupy the attitude we do, let gentlemen 
look at the record. I do not mean that gentle- 
man’s individual record, but the record upon that 
table; and I say,asI have said before, that it will 
tell a tale which will bring shame to their faces, 
! rather than mine, if they have any. i 

Now, sir, so faras I am concerned, this con- 

troversy ends. When gentlemen assail, I strike 
| them back; and all I ask of them is, that they 
i strike like men—wupon my face, and in the blaze of 
day. Do not practice the assassin’s game, seeking the 
‘ cover of darkness, and strike my wnobserving and un- 
| protected back. 
i Mr. WADE. I have but a word to say in 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, {Mr. Dunn.] I am not in the habit of boast- 
ing or using bravado. I am but a very plain 
man, making no pretensions of adherence to the 
code of honor, as understood among duelists. I 
could not do it, with my notions of what is re- 
quired of me as a man. I discard that code 
utterly. 

But so far as rendering to every man what is 
justly his due, and -not taking from him aught 
that belongs to him, I am the first man to ac- 
knowledge the wrong, if I havé done wrong. 
Gentlethen will always find me there. I am no 
pany I am no duelist. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Indiana should 
not fecl so sensitive, under the circumstances,— ; 
myself being judge,—and if he attempts toas- 
sert that I have charged him, in that letter, with 
being in the pay of the Administration, he 
charges what is not warranted by that letter, and 
what was not intended by it. All 1 intended to 
say there-—-and all I intend to say now—is, that 
in the relations which those gentlemen sustain to 
the organization of this House, in my judgment 
they are doing for the Administration a service 
which they could not do if they were in the ranks 
of that Administration. I did not impugn those 
gentlemen’s motives; I never have impugned 
their motives, here or elsewhere; and I call upon 
any and all the members upon this floor to say 
if they ever heard me impugn the motives of 
those gentlemen, in any form whatever, as cor- 
rupt or dishonest. Ihave never had an intention 
! of doing so. I have stated that, according to my | 
| intellectual views of the position of those gentle- 

men, they were wrong, and wrong in the course | 
| they have marked out for themselves. But f 
t have not passed judgment on their motives in 
this matter. : 

I can understand that gentleman justas well as 
he can understand himself, when he says that 
force cannot he brought to bear upon him, whether 
by newspaper charges, newspaper letters, news- 
paper writers, or anything of that kind; for I 
understand what a man who stands by his duty 
i means; and if that gentleman believes himself 
in the right, he has the same right to believe that 
| Land those with whom I am acting are utterly 
iin the wrong. There is nothing in that letter 
which goes to sustain the inference that there is 
any charge upon the gentleman’s personal honor, 
jor anything of that kind. He is acting in his 
way—I in mine. {condemn his course as inju- 
rious to the cause which I advocate and which he 
| advocates; he does not; and there is the difference 


| between us. The gentleman’s gallantry and cou- 
rage and all that sort of thing, take no effect— 
i are lost upon one who disdains imputing inten- 
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i tional wrong to him. 


Mr. DUNN again took .the floor. 

Mr. WADE intimated that-he would yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNN... No, sir; finish your remarks. 
Mr. WADE. I had nearly finished them: I 
had gone as far as I wished to go in making the 
explanation I desired to make. All that I have to 
say is, that the gentleman [Mr. Dunn] is not 


! charged with anything by me, unless he construes 


that into a-charge which was but an expression 
of opinion as to the consequences of his course 
in relation to the election of Speaker. 

Mr. DUNN. A single word, Mr. Clerk, with 
the indulgence of the House. If anything in my 
remarks had the remotest tendency to suggest to 
the mind of any man on this floor or in the world 
that I look upon it as even an allowable thing in 
any proper sense to resort to brute force in vindi- 
cation of right, or in opposition to wrong, except 
in obedience to the law of nature, and that is the 
law of God, or unless where that brute force is 
moved up by the great mandate of human law, 
where army meets army, led by their respective 
chieftains, in obedience to the commands of their 
respective Governments,—if any remark of mine, 
E say, has made the impression that I would 
sanction, with judgment, a resort to brute force 
under other circumstances, I beg the pardon of 
all men for having so misled them. What I 
might do, in violation of my conviction of duty, 
it will be time enough to say when there is a 
great calamity upon me. F trust that no such 
misfortune shall ever come. I should turn from 
it—press away from it—struggle to escape it, 
as I would from a den of adders, in all excusable 
ways. I have no toleration for the thing to 
which the gentleman [Mr. Wape] has alluded. 
I suppose he alluded to it with the amiable design 
of impressing others than me, or those who 
heard me, that that is what 1 meant, and that 
that is what I want others to understand. Sir, 
there is nothing of the spirit of the bully about 
me; let me assure the gentleman of that. A kind 
Providence gave me my intellect to fight all bat- 
tles of this character; and he does notallow that I 
should resort to other weapons, exceptasa defense 
to that temple in which, fora season, he has set u 
his light, or of something else equally as sacred. 
I hope to be able to keep his law, and that I may 
have no temptation to do otherwise. That is 
what I meant to declare, and did declare, Provi- 
dence has given me the moral firmness to abide 
by the obligations of duty. Thatis what I meant 
when I referred to my refusing to submit to all 
physical impulsion to a éourse where duty and 
honor clearly forbade submission or even conces- 
sion. As to any other resort, such as the gentle- 
man pretends he understood me as referring to, I 
repeat, it will be time enough to consider what is 
to be done when serious alternatives are presented. 
No prudent man will be in haste to say or de- 
termine how far he would observe or disregard 
ordinary maxims, when he found himself, wholly 
without fault on his own part, being driven to 
that impassable point where degradation begins. , 
No man ought to say in advance what he would 
do in such extremity. ‘Sufficient unto the day 
is the evil thereof.” 

Now, sir, one other thing: The gentleman 
[Mr. Wape] said that he did not arraign the 
motives of myself and others who have'refused to 
vote with him. Sir, what he. published in that 
letter was not enough for him; but, being exposed 
in that transaction, he now comes here to repeat 
the offense; and yet he says he does not assail 
our motives; but he cannot so escape. Itisalegal 
maxim and a just one—that a man is presumed 
to intend that, and precisely that, which is the 
legitimate consequence of his act. And [ask 
who can read that letter of the gentleman, unac- 
quainted with the cir€umstances which have con- 
trolled the situation and conduct of members 
here,—who I say, can read it, and not be forced to 
feel that our conduct was wrong, and so subject 
to public condemnation? Taking, then, as a 
guide, that legal maxim, the object and effect of 
which is to promote justice, and which does pro- 
mote it, I have a right to say, and do say, that 
the gentleman intended to do me an injury, and 
that, too, wholly without cause or excuse; and, 
as an aggravation of his wrongful act, he has not 
borne himself in it as a brave or a just man, but 
to dothat injury he sought to hide himself under a 
fictitious signature. He covers himself from view 
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by taking a false name, and theñ sends lis impu- 
tation-to a distance, among’ strangers, to do evil, 
so that he may not be detected, and brought to 
exposure and shame. ` Even thus secure, accord- 
ing to his own interpretation of his letter now, 
Gf what he says means-anything,) he did not 
intend to make any directly or tangibly offensive 
charge. No; not‘that. What he wrote was no 
more than a shivering insinuation.: That does not 
help the case. . It. makes it worse, far worse. Tt 
was not the deed of a true man; but I say he was 
not content with that, for, after answering his còl- 
league [Mr. CAMPBELL] this morning, now that 
he is seen, gathering courage from:his necessity, 
he turns round and reads méa lecture. He reas- 
setts in substance and enlarges upon that which 
he-had before covertly and secretly sent home: to 
his constituents, for circulation ‘there and else- 
where—showing a desire to injure, but an unwill- 
ingness to answer for it. But for his having done. 
this, Mr. Clerk, I should not have troubled the | 
House or trespassed. upon its kind indulgence, 
to which I have been so often indebted; for | have 

_ no respect for the hand which, however concealed 
or Wrapt in darkness, still trembles while it stabs. 
Allow me to thank gentlemen for their indul- 
gence on this occasion and all others, and to say 
that’ trust the future will enable me to dismiss 
forever this subject of discussion, as disgusting to 
me in itself as its occasion is vile. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Mr. Clerk, 
I desire to state that I have but little sympathy 
with the anti-Nebraska quarrel now on hand 
with members. I merely wish to state, so far 
as:allusion has been made to my name not being 
recorded on the 16th instant, that I requested my 
colleague, when my name was called, to make 
known tothe House that my absence was in 
consequence of indisposition. This statement 
was made; and any allusion, either by newspaper 
scribblers or members on this floor, I am unwilling 
to take any notice of; but leave them to enjoy all 
the consequences that may result from their own 
infamy. ; 

L regret, for many reasons, that ill health has 
prevented me, for many days, from occupying 
my place in the House. Important propositions 
have been submitted, on which 1 would have been 
pleased to have recorded my vote. 

Among other propositions was that of reading 
the President’s message, which was laid on the 
table, and stigmatized by members on this floor 
as an act of public indecency on the part of the 
President, in presenting it to Congress in its un- 
organized condition. Tt was not necessary, Sir, 
for the President to have delayed longer for the 
organization of this House, for the discharge of | 
a constitutional duty resting upon him. And, ! 
sir, I must say that, however much I may respect 
the members of this House, the charge of public 
indecency ‘could, with thrice more force, be 
charged upon this House, than the President for 
the faithful and prompt discharge of his consti- 
tutional duty. H 

But, sir, in defiance of the will of this House, 
that message has gone forth to the country, and 
has met everywhere with the hearty response of 
every American heart. Sir, the President in that 
message stands forth with the Constitution in his 
hand, and, in language too plain to be misunder- 
stood, declares that the measure due to each por- i 
tion of this Confederacy shall with fidelity and 
good faith be meted out to all—knowing no North, 
no South, no East, no West. i 

I take this public occasion, sir, in the name of 
my constituents, to tender to the President my 
gratitude and thanks for the sentiments in that 
message that meet the approbation of my judg- 
ment and the cordial approval of my heart—sen- 
timents, sir, that I feel sure will receive the re- 
sponse of every southern heart, and should receive 
the approval of every lover of this Union. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor, and pre- 
sented a resolution to the House. i 

Mr. BRENTON. I desire to say a word by | 
way of personal explanation. i 

Mr. STEWART. I will withdraw my resolu- 
tion until the gentleman has given his explanation. 

Mr. BRENTON. Mr. Clerk, the attack, per- 
sonal in’its character, which has been made upon 
me through the public press, and which has been 
alluded to upon the floor of the House to-day, 
has’ called round me a number of friends, who 
desired to know whether it was my intention to | 


i 

rest silent under the imputations heaped -upon 
me, without some attempt to repel them. -> 

I havesimply to.say to the House.at this time, 
that I desire to give a fair opportunity to those 
who have-assailed. me, tò set me right before the 
country. ` Upon their failing to do’so, however, 
I. give notice that I shall, at-a proper time, avail 
myself of my privileges,;.as a member of this 
House’ and as an: American citizen, to meet 
whatever has been said, or whatever may be said, 
in regard to my course here or in regard to my. 
character. . 

I give this notice now, that those who have ex- 
pected that Ishould defend myself may beassyred 
that Iam not willing to rest under the charges 


that have been made; noram I willing that those || 


who have thus assailed me shall not have an op- 
portunity of putting me right, if they are disposed 
to do so. If not, Ishall then avail myself of my 
rights to defend upon this floor my character and 
my course. 

r. STEWART. I submit the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That, inasmuch as the directions of the act of 
the Congress of the United States, entitled “ An act to reg- 
ulate the time and manner of administering certain oaths,*? 
passed at the first session, cannot be carried out, and do not 
seem to apply to the existing condition of this House, and, 
under the circumstances, the third clause of the sixth arti- 
cle of the Constitution of the United States ought, in the 
spirit of that clause, to be religiously observed, the Glerk of 
this House ig hereby directed to administer the oath or af- 
firmation to each member of this House to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, in the form prescribed by the 
first section of the said statute of 1789, chapter 1. 

I merely desire to say to the House, that in 
times like these, when disorder seems to reign, it! 
is advisable that we should go strictly according 
to the requirements of the Constitution of ‘the 
United States. 

Now, sir, I hold that the act of 1789, which is 
the authority for the established usage in this 
respect, is not applicable to cases of this sort— 
cases such as that embraced in the resolution 
which I have had the honor to offer. It is clearly, 
to my mind, a casus omissus. At the time of the 
passage of that act, no man in his senses could 
have contemplated such a state of things as now 
exists. The Constitution of the United States, in 
the sixth article and third clause, requires all offi- 
cers, State and National, to takean oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States. But the 
act of 1789, which was the first law passed by the 
Congress of the United States after the adoption 
of the Constitution, provides that a Speaker, when 
chosen, shall be sworn by some member of the 
House, and shall then proceed to administer the 
oath to the various members. That act, however, 
I apprehend, contemplated only cases where a 
Speaker should be immediately chosen on the 
first day of the session. But, sir, we have now 
been in session some seven or eight weeks, and 
we are attempting to transact business’ togome 
extent—quasi business, at least—in disregard of 
that provision of the Constitution which requires 
that we shall first take an oath to support that 
Constitution. 

I do not mean to intimate that members, with- 
out having taken that oath, would feel themselves 
at liberty to act in disregard of the guarantees 
and sanctions of the Constitution. I do not de- 
sign to intimate, that they will not endeavor to 
discharge their duties properly; but, nevertheless, 
as this sanction has been required by the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and inasmuch as the 
act of 1789 clearly does not meet the exigencies 
of the present state of things, and forasmuch as 
the Constitution is the paramount law, and is 
obligatory upon this House, the proposition— 
which I apprehend will not be disputed by any 
member upon this floor who is learned in the 
law—presents itself, that under the sixth act of 
the Constitution, and third clause, which makes 
it obligatory upon all officers, State and National, 
to take an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States; we are bound, in the present state 
of things, to take the oaths required of us, in the 
manner prescribed in the resolution I have offered, 
or in some other manner. 

The resolution declares that the oath shall be 
administered in the form prescribed by the act of 
1789. I think it will occur to the members of the 
House that, if we intend not to disregard the obli- 
gations of the Constitution, it behooves all those 
at least who hold to a striet construction of that 
instrument, and whe are for carrying out in good 


faith all-its requirements, to ‘take some: cour 
of action for discharging those duties which: 


Constitution of the United ‘States seems pla 
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Speaker, after he is elected, to administer theo 
to the other members. Why, sir; “we are. 
forming a high and grave official act. in the ele 
tion of a Speaker, and I cannot think: that that’ 


except upon the supposition at the time that the 
Speaker would be elected upon the very first day: 
of the session, and then that he should ‘at-once 
pot to administer the oath to the other-meéim- 
ers, so that the- acts should be somewhat simul- 
taneous, and so considéred. RGE 
But, sir, in the present condition of the House’ 
—in this unprecedented state of things, when we 
have no law to guide us except the act of 1789, 
and that act is certainly inapplicable to us, T hold 
that the Constitution of the Tinited States as the 
paramount law, should be our guide, and that the 
oath required to be taken by the sixth article, and 
third clause of that instrument, should be admin-, 
istered to the members of this House. Having dis- 
charged what I conceived to be a solemn duty, in 
calling the attention of the members to this matter, 


the House. The resolution directs the Clerk: -I 
have looked at the [eos of the First‘Con-, 
gress of the United States, and by a simple resolu-. 
tion, adopted previous to the passage of the act of 
1789, the members of the House of Represent- 
atives were Sworn 1n; and it is now competent, 
for the purpose of electing a Speaker and organ- 
ization, to empower the Clerk, or any other offi- 
cer that we may think proper, to administer the: 
oath or affirmation which is prescribed by the 
Constitution. ; AN 
Such is the purport of the resolution which I 

have the honor to submit. I have deemed it my 

duty, according to my apprehension of the obli= 
gations imposed on me by that instrument, and 
looking to the act of 1789, which does reach this 
case, to offer the proposition which I have done. 

I say that, under the Constitution of the United 

States, each member should proceed to take the 
oath or affirmation in pursuance of the article'to 
which I have called attention. With this view, 
I ask a vote on the resolution. f be he 

The question was put, and the Clerk declared 
that in his opinion the negative had it. 

Mr.STEWART. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. . 

The question was taken; and the resolution 
was rejected. 

VOTE FOR SPEAKER. l 

The House then proceeded to vote. the one 
hundred and twenty-eighth time for Speaker, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 206; necessary to a choice, 104; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received... 

James L. OFF. cccssceeee ever eres 

Henry M. Fuller.. 

Johu R. Edic... ssssaseeressse 

Alexander C. M. Pennington.. 

Jobn Wiliams... eesse 

Thomas L. Harris.. .sesesesereeosereeusieerereess L 

So there was no choice. — : 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Colfax, Comins, Clawson, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell; 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie; Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Suranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. : 

For Mr. Orr-—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Barksdale; Bell, 
Hendley S.,Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, 
i Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
| Elliott, English, Florence, Thomas Ji- D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
| Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
| s. Marshall, Maxwell, McMulliay McQueen, Smith Miller, 


act would have been spread upon the statute-book, - 


I submitthe resolution to the superior judgmentof- 
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packer, Peek, Phelps, Powell,: 
n: Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 


~ Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R: Smith, Sneed, Swope 
THDBe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zolli- 
coffer. ` TEA y i 
Fot Mr. Pennington—Messts.: Hatrison, Haven, and 


ae My. Edie—Messrs. Dann and Moore. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

oy Mr. Harris—Mr. Orr. 

ending the. call, ° . 
“Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. PENNINGTON. 

“ME JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House.do-now adjourn. ee 
“The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
tén minutes to three o’clock) the House ad- | 
journed till to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


s HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
tion soe Tuesday, January 29, 1856. 
“Phe House was called to order by the Clerk 
at: twelveo’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. Pyne. 
‘The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. | 
‘PROPOSITION FOR ELECTION OF A SPEAKER. | 
‘Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Clerk, E desire to 
submit, for the serious consideration and adoption 
by the House, resolutions which I now send to | 
the. Clerk’s table. I am fully acquainted with 
the want of success that has resulted from the 
partial expedients which have been tried already; 
and it is in the belief the proposition I present is 
the only one by which an organization can be 
effected, that I ask for it at the hands of mem- 
bers a fair and candid consideration. I am sure 
that if it is adopted and carried out in good faith, 
it will work out the election of a Speaker within 
three days. call for the previous question, and 
thé yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolu- 
tions: i 


Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


“Resolved, That for the purpose of clecting a Speaker for 
the’ ‘Thirty-Fourth Congress of the United States, the Clerk | 
shall, immediately on the adoption of this resolution, call 
the roll of the members; that when the name of the first 
member on the roll is. called, the Clerk shall put the ques- 
tion to the House—* Shall said member be Speaker of the 
House?” which question shall be taken by yeas and nays; 
and should said member receive a majority of all the votes 
east, being a majority of a quorum, he shall thereupon be 
declared to be elected Speaker. But should he receive no 
such majority, the name next on the roll shall be called, 
and in like manner voted upon; and so on through the roll, 
until'some member shall receive a majority as aforesaid, or 
the roll be called through: Provided, That the name of the 
mover of this resolution shall not be called to be voted on 
as aforesaid: And provided further, That when the name 
of any. other member is called who is unwilling it shall be 
voted on, it may be exempted from a vote by the consent of 
the House. And if, when the roll shall have been called 
through and voted on as aforesaid, no member shall have 
received a majority ag aforesaid, then a vote shall be taken 
directly between the two members who shal] have received | 
the. largest number of votes, and he who upon that vote 
shall receive the largest number of votes shall be Speaker : 
Provided, That if, when the roll is thus called through, and 
voted upon as aforesaid, there shall be a tie between two 
or more meihbers who have received the largest number of 
votes, or between two or more who have received next to 
the largest number of votes, then a test vote shall be taken 
_ between such members thus tied, and a final vote as be- 
fore directed between the two members who may thus i 
appear to have received the largest number of votes. | 
- Resolved, ‘That in taking the votes before directed, no | 
debate or personal explanation shall be in order, except by ; 


thé unanimous consent of the House. 


, Mr. RICHARDSON, . Mr. Clerk, the diffi- | 
culty, I apprehend, in the way ofan election of a | 
Speaker is, because there are too many candidates. | 
ese resolutions. increase the present large num- | 
ber; and I therefore move that they be laid upon | 
the table. = 
Mr. CARLILE. Idemand the yèas and nays | 
-on the motion to lay on the table, É 
Mr. DUNN. Iwill make a suggestion: We 
do not ahd cannot, on a mere reading, understand | 
exactly what- is the nature of the resolution. Ij 
submit that it-lie on the table one day. They! 
wil be printed m.the Globe;-and by,to-morrow’s | 
session we shall have an opport of more} 
carefully examining them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I shall be glad to have 
the course pursued which hasbeen suggested. I) 
withdraw die resolutions; therefore, and give no- | 
at I will again present them to-morrow. | 


-OALE OF THR HOUSE. o0.. 


Mr. WALKER. T move that. there be a call: 


ofthe House; and on that motion -demand -the 
yeas and nays. ©: i E 

The yeas and nays were:not ordered, * 

Mr. CADWALADER. I demand tellers on 
the call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CADWAL- 
ADER and Kwieur were appointed. . 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
‘ported—ayes 21, noes 96. 5 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER BY STATES. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. Clerk, I rise this 
morning, not for the purpose of introducing a 
proposition to this House, but for the purpose 
of reading and giving notice of a resolution which 
I shall present to the House to-morrow, for the 


purpose of organizing the same, if not organized 


during this day. = 
This House, sir, has tried to elect a presiding 


officer by the votes of the individual members com- , 


posing it, and it has tried to adopt the plurality 
rule, which would secure an election. It has 
failed in both those efforts. I shall to-morrow 
morning introduce a proposition to clect a Speaker 
of this House. in the same way which is provided 
in the Constitution of the United States for the 
election of a President when it devolves upon this 
House; and being fully satisfied that gentlemen 
of all parties could not vote for that proposition 
this morning, for the reason that they could not 
have time to consider the propriety of it, I will 
read the resolution now, so that it can be reported 
in the papers; and I shall ask for a vote upon it 
immediately after the reading of the minutes to- 
morrow morning. The resolution which I pro- 
pose, sir, is this: 

Beit resolved, That the House of Representatives do 
now proceed to the election of a Speaker in the same way 
and manner as is provided by the Constitution of the United 
States for the clection of the President thereof whenever 
the same shall devolve upon this House; that is to say, 
the Clerk shall call the roll by States, and each State cast 
one vote, as the same shall be called ; and the person having 
amajority of the States shall be the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

_ I give notice that I shall introduce that resolu- 
tion to-morrow. 


INEXPEDIENCY OF CAUCUS NOMINATIONS. 
Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. I offer 


the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the members of this 
House that the presentation of party nominees has a tend- 
ency to retard an organization, and that therefore it is the 
duty of the different parties to withdraw such nominations, 
leaving each member free from the control or influence of 
caucus determinations. 

Mr. Clerk, a resolution very similar to this 
was offered the other day by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Rust,] but it was voted down. 
The difference, however, between the resolution 
whiclt I offer and the one offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas is this: that resolution pointed 
directly to the individuals who were named. by the 
different parties, and it might, therefore, be con- 
strued into something like a personal objection 
to those members. The resolution which I offer, 
sir, does not point to the individuals themselves, 
but simply suggests that the fact of being arrayed 
here under their named leaders forces their oppo- 
nents to vote against those nominees. My object 
is, that these nominees shall all be withdrawn, 
and that the members of this House shall make 
such a selection as they may believe the best in- 
terests of the country require, and vote according 
to the dictates of their own judgment. Š 

I will take occasion here to state to the Dem- 
ocratic party—for I must be permitted to say that 
Ihave no proposition to make to the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House; but t wish to say to 
my friends on the Democratic side, that, without 
any consultation whatever with the members who 
compose the little body with which I act, I will 
venture to assert, that if that resolution is passed, 
we are ready to accede to one of two proposi- 
tions. First, we will fame a man of their party, 
one who has been acting with them throughout, 
one who proclaims himself of their organization— 
we will name him, we will unite upon him, and, 
if we can, we will clect him. And, if that propo- 
sition does not suit, they may take any man they 
choose of our party, and we will not dictate to 
them. They may select any one of our number 
that. best. suits their purposes, and we. will unite 


with them, will act with them, and will elect him. 
| I said we will try to. elect the man of their party 

proposed.by us. [know if they name and vote 
for.a man of our side we will elect him. 

Now, sir, if this resolution is adopted—and I 
may, perhaps, whether it be adopted or not, take 
the liberty of following it up with another, which 
will at least test: the determination, and will. re~ 
quire of the Democratic. party to organize this 
House—it. will place this vexed question of the 
responsibility for non-organization in its proper 

ace. , 

z I demand the previous question upon the pas- 
sage of the resolution. x 0000. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraw his demand. for the previous 
question fora moment? I will renew it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. At the request. of my 
friend from Virginia I will withdraw it. for a 
moment, as he has pledged himsclf to, renew it. 

Several Mempers. Let the resolution be read 
again. 

The resolution was accordingly read again. 

_Mr. MILLSON. [I concur with much that the. 
gentleman from Kentucky has said, as to the 

ifficulties which have prevented a perfect organ- 
ization of the House; and particularly in his 
opinion that the election of a Speaker has prob- 
ably been defeated by the caucus nominations 
made at the commencement of the session. “But 
I still think there are objections to the adoption 
of his resolution, which will readily suggest 
themselves to every member. The House knows 
nothing of parties; the Journal knows. nothing 
of parties. The nominations made here’ have 
been made by different members on this floor, 
and they do not appear upon the Journal ag 
nominations coming from one party or another. 
It is not for the House, then, as a body, to know 
the grounds on which these candidates have been 
proposed. Yet, sir, I entirely agree with the 
gentleman from Kentucky, in the opinion that 
these caucus nominations should not have been 
made; or, if made at all, that they should not 
have been accompanied with an expression of 
the reasons that induced them. Nominations 
have been made when they ought not to have 
been made, and perhaps others ought to have 
been made when they were not made. 

When I came to Washington, at the com- 
mencement of this. session, [heard with astonish- 
ment that most of the Democratic members had 
met in caucus and made a nomination; and made 
a nomination for a-reason. I had: never heard 
before of anomination, under such circumstances, 
for a reason, That party was in an ascertained 
minority. The very resolution they adopted 
proclaimed that they were in a minority; and 
though I will not undertake to say that the thing 
never happened before, yet I confess I do not 
remember to have ever before heard of a minority 
caucus for the purpose of making a nomination. 
Caucuses belong to majorities. The object of a 
caucus is to secure the election of a candidate by 
a concentration of votes. Rut no concentration 
of the votes of a minority ever can effect. an elec- 
tion. All that they can do is to take advantage 
of the chapter of accidents. It could not have 
been that the caucus designed-to conceal, or was 
unwilling to confess, that they were in a minor- 
ity; for then it was rather incofisistent to pro- 
claim in their resolution that they stood in a mi- 
nority. If they desired to concentrate their own 
votes, inthe hope thatit would ultimately aid the 
election of their candidate, I think it was rather” 
to be wished that the votes should first have been 
scattered as widely as possible, in order that they 
might be concentrated at the last. 

Who, sir, can doubt that the nomination then 
made, for the reason assigned, prevented the dis- 
tinguished nominee of that caucus [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDsoN] from receiving votes that he might and 
would otherwise have obtained? I do not mean 
to say that it ought to have deterred any one from 
voting for him; I did not so regardit. I would 
not allow the reasons of others, whether ill chosen 
or not, to deter me from doing what I might well 
do for my own reasons.. I do not choose that 
the errors of others should be the master of my 
judgment. Though the reluctance of other gen- 
tlemen, then, to vote for the nominee on this 
account may be excused, I do not consider it 
justified. That question, however, it is for them 
i to determine. ‘ 


1856. 


«1 think, then, Mr. Clerk, that: much blame is 
attributable to all parties and to all members; I 
take my share of it. I cannot justify myself for 
having voted eight weeks in this House for one 
single candidate, It shall not occur again. Be- 
lieving as I do, that our failure to elect a presid- 
ing officer of this House has cast more reproach 
on our national reputation, both at home and 
abroad, than any other event in our political his- 
tory, I contemplate the present position of things 
most painfully. I had supposed, sir; that the 
experience of eight weeks would have brought 
with it some instruction, and that the withdrawal 
of my friend from Hlinois [Mr. Ricnarpsoy] 
would have been followed by the selection—not 
by caucus nomination, but by a gradual concen- 
tration of votes—of some other gentleman to be 
supported by us. But it was not so.: A caucus 
was again held, and it put in nomination another 
gentleman of great, ability and eminent fitness for 
the station, but it placed him on the precise 
grounds occupied by his predecessor, and sub- 
jected him to all the disadvantages and difficulties 
which have prevented his election. 

Sir;.in this respect, no party here is excusable; 
none is without fault. The gentlemen who have 
been voting for Mr. Furrer can no more claima 
justification of their course than the gentlemen 
with whom I have been acting; and as to the gen- 
tlemen who have been voting for Mr. Banks, I 
do not see how they are to be excused for per- 
sisting so long in voting for him alone, in the face 
of the determination repeatedly expressed by this 
House, thatthat gentleman shall not beitsSpeaker. 
I would not be understood as assuming to dic- 
tate to that gentleman or to-his friends; and I speak 
in no.terms of harshness; I speak in terms of 
parliamentary courtesy, when 1 say that I would 
not be placed in the position which he is made to 


occupy without protesting vehemently and in-, 


dignantly against any such use of my name. I 
do then think, sir, that the House of Representa- 
tives has scarcely yet made a serious effort to elect 
a Speaker. 

Mr. MILLSON renewed the call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ALLISON addressed the Clerk. 

The CLERK. . The gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Arexawper K. Marsuari] demanded the 
previous question on the resolution which he 
offered. hat call he withdrew, for the purpose 
of allowing the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Muizison] to address the House. The call having 
been renewed, debate is not in order. ~ 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky will again withdraw his call for the 
previous question, 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Hav- 
ing already withdrawn the call for the benefit of 
a gentleman on one side of the House, I deem it 
fit that the other sidc of the House shall also be 
heard; and therefore I again withdraw the call 

for the previous question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky for having withdrawn, at 
my request, his call for the previous question. It 
will be remembered, Mr. Clerk, that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Rust] offered, some 
days ago, a resolution’similar to the one now 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
“Aurxanpen K. Marsma) and I rose for the 
purpose of objecting to that resolution on this 
ground—and I hope that my Democratic friends 
-will pay attention to it. , 

I think that these resolutions violate the prin- 
ciple of squatter sovereignty, inasmuch as they 
dictate to-oné-people their course of policy. That 
is in violation of the great Democratic principle 
of letting every people.take care of themselves. 
Now the Republican party have thought proper 
to pursue one course of polic , which does not 

. however appear to suit our friends on the other 
side of the House; but if they would pay proper 
„respect to the great principle which they so much 

admire, they would permit us still to continue our 
own course, and to be governed by our own ideas 
‘of propriety in this case. We are perfectly will- 
-ing-that. our Democratic friends may nominate 
and support whom they please, and may present 
him to the House for Speaker—have him voted 
for as often as they may deem proper. We are 
perfectly willing that our southern American 
friends shall do the same thing. But-we ask that, 
in the resolutions which they offer, they shall have 


a proper regard to that g 
ty: 


(Mr. .Banss,] — 
worthy. of the: sw have sup- 
ported him—a gentleman who would discharge 
the duties of that office with great honor to himself, 
and I doubt not, with acceptability to the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. I hope 
that our friends may treat us as they have been 
treated by this side of the House. Fask nothing 
more, and I trust that nothing else will character- 
ize their action in the House of Representatives. 
Under the sense of the obligations imposed upon 
us, we will strive to meet these obligations in 


view of our responsibility to the country. We || 


will so act and so demean ourselves as will; in 
our opinion, comport with a proper sense of our 
honor, and of the responsibilities which devolve 
upon us. I therefore trust that we will have no 
more resolutions endeavoring to dictate to the 
members. on this side of the House, from`gentle- 
men of the other, for whom we shall throw our 
votes, or what should be our course of action. 

I renew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 1 trust the call for the 
previous question will not be urged now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave renewed the call merely 
in view, of my promise to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. ALexanpen K. Marsnau.] 

Mr. MARSHALL intimated his willingness 
to withdraw the call temporarily. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not wish the gentleman to 
withdraw the call merely for my benefit, and to 
be renewed again; but Task him to withdraw it 
in order that this question may be fully discussed. 
Three sides of the House have been heard on 
this resolution, and the fourth has not. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Nothing could afford me 
greater pleasure than to accommodate the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 


Mr. COBB. Task the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion altogether. I want to say a very few words 
in relation to the proposition itself, and in reply 
to the remarks made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mytuson.] 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I will simply re- 
mark, before I withdraw the call for the previous 
question, that I shall not ask its renewal. I 
would not have withdrawn it at the request of 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Axuison,] had I supposed that he desired to make 
a party speech rather than a speech to the reso- 
lution. will rely, however, on the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Cogg,}] believing—from the 
knowledge I have of him—that he will confine 
himself entirely to that which is before the House, 
or to a response to the remarks which have been 
made, and to which the resolution has given rise. 
I therefore withdraw the call for the previous 
question, and will not ask him to renew it. 

Mr. COBB. ‘If I caught correctly the meaning 
ofthe resolution as it was read, it enunciates the 
proposition, that the nomination of candidates for 
the speakership by the respective parties in this 
House has precluded the organization of the 
House; it attributes the failure to organize to the 
fact that these parties have made nominations; 
and seeks to have the election hereafter conducted 
free from party nominations. I do not concur in 
that idea; and therefore I shall feel mys bound 
to vote against the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. ] 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. MıLLsoxN,] 
in supporting the principle of that resolution, 
assails the Democratic party for the course it has 
pursued in originally making a nomination, and 
for its being guilty of what he terms the extraor- 
dinary proceeding of giving a reason for the sup- 

ort which the party promised to`its candidate. 

will support no candidate for any. office without 
there being a reason for it; and when the reason 
ceases to operate, my support will be withdrawn 
from the candidate. I see no difference between 


% 


knowledge, that a party has been condethned for 
an avowal of its principles. I have heard. of par- 
ties being assailed, and assailed violently,’ for 
seeking to. withhold their principles. T have 
heard of parties. being condemned. for. seeking to 
palm off upon the country their candidates, with- 
out an avowal of the principles upon which they : 
stood. But it has been left to the state of. things 
now prevailing to disclose an assault upon:.a 
party for having publicly made known their prin- 
ciples and their determination to maintain them, 
If I am asked for my reason for upholding the 
course of the Democratic caucus in this House, 
I will give it. It is this, sir: Why do we ad- 
here to this principle? I staté frankly and can- 
didly to this House, and to the country, that I 
regard the preservation of the organization of the 
Democratic party as essential to the best: inter- 
ests of this country. And Iam unwilling to waive 
e 


that organization, by the abandonment. or: 
withdrawal of its principles. In one sente 
my reason is made known. I regard the.con- 
tinuance of the organization of the Democrati¢ 
party of this country as of more importance than 
the election of any man as Speaker of this House. 

I believe that the best interests of this country 
would suffer more deeply ifthat organization were 
abandoned than by the election of any man to the 
speakership of this House. You may charge ` 
me with speaking as a party man. 1 speak of 
this party, because of the principles which it, is 
bound to carry out in the future administration 
of this Government. Sir, these very principles 
which were announced.by the first caucus w! ich 
nominated Mr. Ricnarpson, and adhered to. by 
the subsequent caucus which nominated Mr. 
Orr, are the principles of the Democratic party-- 
announced ; defended, and successfully maintained 
before the country; and these caucuses did nothing 
more and nothing less than to declare that fact. 
Having principles, we announced them; having 
principles, we adhered to them. 

Mr MILLSON. Will the gentleman now 
allow me to say.a word? 

Mr. COBB. | If I have misrepresented the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I will allow him to correct 
me. I have no time to spare. à 
Mr. MILLSỌN. The gentleman from Géorgia 
has been pleased to represent the remarks I sub- 
mitted, expressing my opinions. as to the rea- 
sons which have delayed the organization of this 
House, and in which I had expressed. the belief 
that all parties were justly chargeable with blame 
for having produced these results—I say the 
gentleman from Georgia has been pleased to rep- 
resent me in these remarks as having committed 
an assault upon the Democratic party of the: çoun- 
try.. Now, I want to say to that gentleman, m 
the first place, that the Representatives whoassem- 
bled in that. caucus do not constitute the Demo- 
cratic party; in.the second place, I protest-against 
the injustice of being represented as assailing 
the Democratic party in this House, for hawng, 
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“Fecommor with many of the staunchest and most 
experienced Democrats in the House, doubted the 
correctness of the -policy which controlled that 
caucus. ` i : À : 

- Mr. COBB, (resuming.) I intended, in my 
reply to ‘the gentleman from Virginia, to sa 
nothing more nor less than simply this: to vindi- 
cate the policy whiclt the Democratic party of 
{his House; in its caucus, pursued, and to show 
that it did’ not deserve the assaults that have been 
made'from various quarters upon it. T intended 
nothing morë. Whether that policy is approved 
by the members of this House, by our constitu- 
ents, or by the people of the country at large, is 
á question which must be decided hereafter. We 
stand before the country upon the programme we 
have placed before them in the resolutions adopted 
by-ourparty caucus. Theseare the reasons which 
have justified our course. It is for the country 
tonjudde whether we are right, or whether we are 
wrong; whether it is best for a party to declare 
its principles, or withhold them from the public 
éye. Iam ready to meet that issue and abide 
the public judgment upon it. 

vir. WHITNEY. Mr. Clerk, I have but very 

few words to say, and ‘will preface my remarks 
by stating that I cannot support the resolution of . 
the‘honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Arexanper' K. MarsnaLL.} That gentleman 
has acted with me in the same school of politics; 
and he has been candid enough to say, that in pre- 
senting his resolution, it was offered upon his own 
responsibility. But, sir, the honorable gentleman 
went further. He went so far as tọ make a propo- 
sition to the Administration party of this House, 
predicating upon that proposition a probability 
of an-organization of the House by the election 
of a Democratic Speaker. 
| Now, sir, I am prepared to say that no such 

roposition as that can ever mect my sanction. 

his is not the first time, I regret to say, that 
individual members of our American party have, 
upon their own responsibility, made tenders to 
the Administration, 

I deem it proper, sir, just here to define my 
position upon that subject, plainly and unequivo- 
cally. Mr. Clerk, let me say 
bound by no caucus; I shall be bound by no 
combination to support this Administration in its 
present position or in its measures, either by 
egislation or by the election of a Speuker of this 

ouse. 

I stand here, sir an American—a representative 
ofthe American sentiment, of the American party 
of this country, distinct in all of its elements 
from the characteristics of the present Adminis- 
tration. 

-I should falsify my position should I silently 
permit a proposition from one of mp associates 
to go before the world, to the effect that this party 
is willing to coalesce with the Democratic party 
in the organization of the House, by the choice 
of an Administration member as Speaker of the 
House. 

Sir, I have not that extraordinary respect for 

arties which my honorable friend from Georgia 
TMr. Coss] seems to entertain, If I did not 
misunderstand him, he stated that he regarded 
the organization and the existence of the Demo- 
‘cratic party—speaking of course for that party 
in its present aspect—as of far more importance 
than the election of a Speaker of this House. 
By this we are given to understand that the exist- 
ence of the present Administration party is of supe- 
rior, of more absolute importance, in his estima- 
tion, than the organization of a codrdinate branch 
of the Government of the country. Sir, upon 
that point I disagree with the honorable gentle- 
man. I regard the election of a Speaker of this 
House, whatever his shade of polities may be, 
as of far less importance in respect to party than 
it is in respect to the condition in which the 
country is now placed for want of that organiza- 
tion. The wheels of the Government are stopped 
in conseqtience of the disagreement on the part 
of thé members of this House in the election of 
its Speaker. 

I am prepared to vote for any feasible plan for 
the organization of the House which shall not 
commit me either to this Administration or to 
any sectional party whatever, whether that party 
emanates from the North or the South. I am 
‘neither a northern man in polities, nor a southern 


man. Iam in favor of a national party—one |i by it, E felt that it was impossible for me to join 


that I shall be? 


isuch an arrangement. 


| Union must feel indebted. When I ascertained 


j 
il 


| gentleman for the speakership; but when I un- 


i PA s a mit fe pes | 
| disposed to stand between the extremes in this j 
| agitating controversy—and, if possible, effect an 

| organization. i 


Sir, the country demands an organization on | 
some terms. l feel, for one, that I have held 
my position here as a national party man as long 
as the country requires me to do it; and { repeat 
that, under that impression, I am prepared to vote 
for any feasible plan which shall not commit me 
either to the Administration, as it now exists, or 
to any sectional issue. I desire the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr.Arexanper K. MARSHALL, ] 
for whom I entertain the mosgcordial friendship 
and respect, to understand, in making the propo- 
| sition, 1t must be on his responsibility, and for | 
those who agree with him, but not for me. Í 

Messrs. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL, | 
CULLEN, and McMULLIN took the floor, 
The Clerk recognized Mr. MARSHALL. ; | 

Several Members, He has already spoken on 
the subject. | 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to call for the pre- 
vious question op my resolution. 

The CLERK. The previous question is | 
moved. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky was not entitled to the floor to speak, he 
was not entitled to take the floor from either the 
gentleman from. Delaware, or my colleague, to 
call for the previous question. 

The CLERK. The three gentlemen took the | 
floor at the same time. The Clerk recognized the ; 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Atuxanpur K.; 
MarsnHatu,] from a previous understanding that | 
it was his intention to call for the previous ques- | 
tion on his resolution. | 

Mr. MARSHALL. I withdraw the call for | 
the previous question.- When I submitted my | 
resolution, I stated to the House that it was done | 
on my own responsibility. i 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. If debate is in order, the 
gentleman from Delaware is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will not embarrass the 
| proceedings of the House. I yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Delaware, 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Clerk, Irise for the pur- 
| pose of submitting a few remarks on the pending 
| proposition. When I came here to attend the 
resent Congress, I knew nothing of the pecu- 
i liar party divisions of this House. I knew not 
i how the members stood. I sought information 
| from all sources from whence it could be ob- 
tained. I earnestly desired to cast such a vote 
for the Speaker of this House as T believed 
would be gratifying to my constituents and satis- 
factory to myself, and such a one as ought to be ; 
expected from every man who cherishes national 
impulses and an unselfish love of country; such 
a vote as is demanded by the importance of the’ 
occasion. It was soon ascertained, after the 
meeting in this House, that there were three 
parties in it, each differing from the other in es- 
| sential points of policy. I found by comparison 
| that the party with which I have hitherto acted 
| was in the minority; that it was notin our power 
to elect a Speaker out of our ranks, and thus 
‘effect an organization. It was understood that 
| the gentlemen composing what is called the Re. 
| publican party sought to force a sectional organ- 
‘ization of the House on the country. With my 
| feelings and principles, I_ never could consent to 
It was understood, and 
openly proclaimed upon this floor, that the Dem- 
ocratic party was truly national in its views; that 
its members were national and patriotic in their 
feelings and views. That party presented to the 
House and the country a candidate for Speaker, 
whom we all knew professed national principles | 
—a gentleman who deserved well of his country; | 
one who, in defense of our glorious flag, exposed 
himself to the pestilential climate of Mexico; a 
man to whom every lover of our country in the 


that these were the facts in the case, I confess 
that I was strongly of the inclination to go with 
Mr. Ricuarpson’s friends, and to support that 


derstood that the caucus which had put him in 
nomination had also published a resolution which 
could not be considered other than as exceedingly | 
offensive, if not insulting, to the party to which | 
| I belong, who are alluded to in it, and denounced 


withthe friends of the Democratic candidate, and 
thus give sanction to the resolution adopted by 
the caucus. That resolution is as follows: 
Resolved, That the Democratic members of the House 
of Representatives, though in a temporary minority in this 
body, deem this a fit occasion to tender to their fellow-cit- 
izens of the whole Union their heartfelt congratulations on 
the triumph, in the recent elections in several of the norih- 
emt, eastern, and western, as well as southern States, or 
the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and the doctrines 
of civil and religious liberty, which have been so violently 
assailed by a secret political order known as the Know- 
Nothing party ; and, though in a minority, we hold it to be 
our highest duty to preserve our organization, and con- 
tinue our efforts in the maintenance and defense of those 
principles, and the constitutional rights of every section 
and every class of citizens, against their opponents of every 
description, whether the so-called Republicans, Know- 
Nothings, or Fusionists; and to this end we look with 
confidence to- the support and approbation of all good and 


true men— friends of the Constitution and the: Union— 
throughout the country. 


A few days, Mr. Clerk, made further develop- 
ments. What the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Jonss,] and the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] said in relation to that 
resolution, is within the recollection of every 
member. It will also be remembered that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Waker] made 
a proposition; and though he stated that he 
spoke for himself alone, but that, in his opinion, 
the party with which he acted would join with 
the Democratic party in a joint meeting of the 
two parties for the purpose of selecting a can- 
didate for Speaker—a compromise candidate— 
how was the proposition received? -The honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] 
remarked, in very strong language, that he an 
the Democratie party would only meet us as 
coming to them renouncing our principles and 
confessing our sins. [Cries of “No! nor’] 
Yes, sir; they said that they would never re- 
ceive us as other than Democrats coming to 
them. We were required to go to them as Dem- 
ocrats, renounce our principles, and confess our 
sins. f vs 

Mr. FLORENCE. Who is the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who made the assertion ? 

Mr. CULLEN. It will be remembered, that 
upon the presentation of Mr. Orr, the present 
Democratic nominee, the same original resolution 
wasagain affirmed by the last caucus, which nom- 
inatedhim, After hearing the remarks to which] 
have called attention, I was firmly convinced that 
I could not, asa member of the American party, 
ever vote with the Democracy to elevate any man to 
the Speaker’s chair who had voted for or approved 
that offensive and insulting resolution, especially 
after hearing the remarks made by the honorable 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania and Georgia, be- 
fore referred to. And now, for fear that the 
inference may be.drawn from the remarks of my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Auexanper K. Mar- 
SHALL] that we are willing to select any candidate 
from this Democracy who is, or was, connected 
with the passage of their offensive caucus resolu- 
tion, or who even approves of it, I enter my 
solemn protest againstit. I will never be willing 
to vote for any member of that party thus con- 
nected with that resolution while that resolution 
remains unretracted—while this insult stands 
against us. Yet I amasanxious for an organiza- 
tion of this House as any other gentleman. I 
am willing to meet with other gentlemen on fair 
terms in a reasonable and honorable compromise. 
I am willing to doanything, except the desertion 
of my principles, in order that the House may 
be organized. [A Memper. ‘‘ What are you 
for?] I am willing to enter into a compromise 
that will be fair and honorable to all the parties 
into which this House is divided; but I will never 
agree—and I speak only for myself—to vote for 
any member of the Administration party for the 
speakership. There are many gentlemen here 
who do not act with me, for whom I am willing 
to vote; but I can never vote for an Administra- 
tion Democrat, with his caucus resolutions a sec- 
ond time passed and affirmed staring me in the 
face yet in full force and effect. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk, I am gratified 
that the gentleman from Kentucky has presented 
this resolution, because it will alford me an op- 
portunity to place myself right before the House 
in reference to a proposition of almost alike char- 
acteras that now before us, which was introduced 
the other day. 

It will be remembered by you, sir, and by the 
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‘Eionsesthat on the day that the ‘distinguished 
gentleman’ from Hlinois [Mr. Richarpson] with- 
drew his name as. a candidate, the-distinguished 
and: honorable. gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
Rust] submitted a proposition similar to this. I 
voted against. laying. that proposition upon the 
table for-reasons which 1 will not now occupy 
‘my time to assigh to the House; but on the next 
day, when the proposition was again presented, 
I-voted to lay it on the table. I seem, therefore; 
to have placed myself in an inconsistent attitude. 
I voted:“« no? in the first instance, as an act.of 
courtesy to the distinguished and respectable 
gentleman who offered the resolution; but Iwas 
opposéd to the resolution then upon principle, and 
. I am opposed to it to-day. < -i 
: However much, Mr. Clerk, Imay condemn—as 
undoubtedly I do condemn, and as it seems to 
me every: gentleman: should condemn—the con- 
ductof Mr. Banks: in holding onto his position 
asa candidate with unprecedented pertinacity, 
yet, sir, it-was not: my: province then, nor is it | 
my: province or my purpose, now, to condemn 
that gentleman’s course by a formal vote. My 
rúlė, sir; has-been all my life never to take coun- 
sel"from my enemies. ` Mr. Bangs has a right to 
Idok upon the Democratic party as his political 
enemies... We are such. declare myself one 
of them; and I do not believe that it is in accord- 
ance’ with that courtesy that should characterize 
the conduct of gentlemen here, for this side of the 
House to attempt to dictate to the other side of 
the House. That was the ground upon which I 
placed my action in voting to lay that resolution 
upon the table. I sought an opportunity to ex- | 
plain that vote at the time the question was taken, 
But we were acting then under that nefarious gag 
law, and t was prevented from doing so. i 
Mr. Clerk, I regret exceedingly that I was not 
in the House this morning to hear the speech of | 
my distinguished and lcarned colleague from the | 
Norfolk district, [Mr. MıurLsoxn,}] who, l under- 
stand, has read to this House a lecture attacking 
the Democracy of the country. Sir, if I mistake 
not, that gentleman is here by means of party | 
organization and the caucus system, Does not | 
my honorable colleague know that Virginia, ever 
since she had:a political: existence, has recognized 
this party organization of: caucuses and conven- 
tions? 1 was mortified and distressed to hear that | 
my colleague had taken the position which he 
has taken this morning. Iam sorry that I did 
not-hear his remarks; but they-will probably be 
published. to-morrow, and. if necessary I shall 
reply to them. i . : 
Mr. MILLSON.. Youhad better wait, and not 
reply to me until you know something of what I 


said. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I think I have heardenough 
about them to justify me in condemning the gen- 
tleman’s course. But, Mr. Clerk, have not the 
three parties here indulged in caucuses? Have 
notthe Republican party, as they call themselves, 
held caucuses time and again? The Democratic 
party has done so also. Ay, sir, and the National 
American party, as they style themselves, have 
held their caucuses, too. t j 

And just here, sir, I desire to ask my highly | 
respected friend from Kentuck (Mr. ALEXANDER 
K. MaRrsHaLL] a question. I want to know by 
what authority it was that the gentleman stated ; 
to the. House, as I understood him, that he was 


authorized to propose that his party should select | 


a candidate from our ranks, and that we should 
select one from theirs, and see if some compro- 
mise could not be effected ? | 
Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. Mr. 

Clerk, when I offered a resolution this morning, 
he effect of which would be to extricate this 
House, and free it from all party control, and 
from the influence which caucus nominations | 
have exerted ,on the action of members of this 
“body, I think I could have introduced such a 
roposition with a very ill grace if I had come 
Batore the House, trammeled myself by the ac- 
tion. of a party. I stated emphatically that I 
introduced the resolution without consultation | 
with-those who have been acting with me upon | 
this floor.. I took the initiative for freedom as a! 
freeman. 
In response to the question propounded to me | 
by my friend from: Virginia, L take occasion to 
say that I did not say that my party were ready 


to'select a candidate from the ranks of the Dem- ! 


F T 
ocratic party, and then that-they ‘shouldselect 


one from: ours; and that we-would bring-up a 
contest between those two. Not at all—not at 
ali.: I. stated- this: that without. the-sanction, 


without the authority, without the knowledge of |} 


any member:of my party—or, at any rate, with- 
out such knowledge as members of that party—I 
ventured to-say, that if this proposition should 


be adopted I would make a proposition upon my | 


own responsibility; free from the action of any 
caucus, that I would myself present an indi- 
vidual—a member of the Democratic organiza- 
tion, a member who had acted with them, so far 
as the election of Speaker goes, with fidelity 
throughout—and I gave it as my opiniof, from 
what I believed to be the deep anxiety felt by a 
large majority of the members with whom I am 
acting to effect an organization upon any fair, 
any reasonable, any honest, any honorable 
ground, that we would try to elect the member 
whose name I should thus present. I said, more- 


over—and of that I am sure—that a large major- | 


ity, and I now venture to say that all the mem- 
bers of the party who act with me will, if the 
proposition should be rejected which I will offer 
if this resolution passes, allow our Democratic 
friends to nominate one of our number without 
consultation with us, and that then we would 
elect him. f 

Mr. McMULLIN. I really cannot yield more 
of my time. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman has asked 
me a question; for God’s sake let me answer it. 
{Laughter.] Ido not know anything about party 
concealments. I have been raised to think and 
speak the plain and simple truth; and although I 
may transgress parliamentary usage and par- 
liamentary rule by pursùing that course here, I 
shall have to be much longer a member of this 
House before I disguise any sentiments I enter- 
tain. I state, then, to the gentleman, that the 
object I have in view is to place the responsibility 
of this want of organization upon those upon 
whom that responsibility does and ought to rest. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I must interrupt the gen- 
tleman, as he is consuming too much of my time. 
I desire, Mr. Clerk, that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and gentlemen upon both sides of the 
House, should—— 

Here the hammer fell. 

a CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
ired. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not desire to make a 
speech; but as my colleague [Mr. McMutuy] 
seems to have lost much of his time, I desire to 
give him an opportunity to say something in reply 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Mar- 
sHALL;] and I yield the floor to him for that pur- 


ose, 

> The CLERK. If there is no objection, the 
gentleman from Virginia will proceed. [There 
was no objection.] The Clerk would announce 
to the gentleman from Virginia that his time is 
extended ten minutes more. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I return my thanks, Mr. 
Clerk, to my colleague, and also to the House, 
for the courtesy they have extended to me. I beg 
leave to state to the House that, in my judgment, 
neither party here is, or ought to be, condemned 
for associating themselves together in the char- 
acter of a caucus. Such has been the policy, as 
I remarked before, of the political parties of Vir- 
ginia, and of all political parties, to a time going 
back beyond my recollection. I desire to put this 
state of the case to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and to the Democrats of the House. The fact 
has never been ascertained, to my satisfaction, 
that by a combination of the friends of Mr. Fur- 
LER—at any rate since that gentleman made 
known to this House his views in reference to the 
policy of this Government in regard to the ques- 
tion here in issue—including the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. ALexanper K. Marsnarr] and 
those with whom he acts, with the friends of Mr. 
Ricuarpson, we should ever have been able, from 
that time to this, to effect an election. I know, 
sir, that adroit politicians upon that side of the 
House have endeavored to figure out such a result 
as possible; but they have failed to do it. Sir, 
let the gentleman from Kentucky, let any gentle- 
man here, show by figures that at any time hereto- 
fore the combined votes of the friends of Messrs. 
FULLER, Ricnarpson, and Orr, would have se- 
cured an election; and then, and then only, will 


it be. time for gentlemen. to: propose. a fusion, a. 


codlition, a- combination, if -you choose; and. 
attempt to throw: the ‘responsibility of 
of organization upon the Democratic side of, 
House... Ew ERGa ey 
The fact has been demonstrated that the: 
of Mr. Banxs—the Republican: portion: of: 
House—could have. effected ap election’ : 
would have accepted the name of that: patr 
independent, chivalrous:son of Ohio, Mr.-Camp- 
BELL. [Laughter.]. Iam not, sir, his eulogist, 
but I am here to do justice to that gentleman; and. 
I say, sir, if the friends of Mrs Banks- had voted 
for Mr. CAMPBELL, at the time his name:was last 
before the House, they could :-have made.an.-elec- 
tion. But, sir, I deny the assertion that. the 
Democratic party ever had the power to electa 
Speaker, notwithstanding the foul, false; and 
slanderous charge made the other day by a mem- 
ber on the other side of the House. I say, the 
time has not been when we could have effected 
an election. Iam as anxious to see this House 
organized as any man in the House can be,:as 
my conduct heretofore has shown. I have :-not 
only voted for Mr. Rickarpson and Mr.‘Orr, 
but I have broken loose from my party organiza- 
tion. It will be recollected that when the name 
of my colleague [My. Smitu, of Virginia] was 
presented by another colleague of mine—and I 
confess that upon that occasion I did not like the 
movement, for I think my colleague acted hastily 
and prematurely in presenting the name—L-say 
when my colleague’s name was presented, thoug! 


he was not in the House, and therefore Ehad no . 


opportunity to interrogate him, I cast my vote 
for that gentleman. That being the.case, I can- 
not be charged here with having the collar: of 
party around my neck. -I repeat, I am anxious 


to see the House organized; and when gentlemen. 


attempt to: fasten the responsibility of non-organ- 
ization upon this side of the House, they do so 
without evidence to warrant the charge. 

I was a little amused at the exhibition of patri- 
otism made by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Wurrney]—and, sir, the gentleman from 
Delaware [Mr. CuLten] was disposed to follow 
his example—in his manifestation of a desire to 
see this House organized. And organized how? 
Why, sir, the gentleman from New York seems 
to have been struck with a holy horror at an or- 
ganization, if that organization is to be in accord- 
ance with the views of the Administration: Yes; 
sir, he is national in his feelings, not. sectional. 
He does not, he says, belong toa sectional party. 
He tells the House that under no state of circum- 
stances can he vote to favor, in the remotest de- 
gree, this Administration. The gentleman from 
Delaware [Mr. Cutten] follows suit, and says 
an organization ought to be effected; and effected 
how? Not by electing a Democrat, and thereby 
favoring this Administration. : 

Then, sir, the gentleman’s proposition amounts 
to this: The Democratic party is to be defeated; 
the Republican party is to be defeated; and the 
great American party, so anxious to compromise, 
so full of patriotism here to-day—as: exhibited 
through the gentlemen from New York ‘and Del- 
aware—are to effect an organization, Both of 
the great parties are to surrender their candidates, 
and take a good national man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House and the country to the extraor- 
dinary proposition of compromise proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. ALEXANDER 
K. Marsuarz.] He assures the House that 
there is a means by which the national men can 
effect an organization over the Republicans.. He 
says- that his party will select a Democrat, and 
vote with us; and, if we fail to elect, then ‘we 
shall select an American, and vote for him, and 
the election is certain. : 

It is remarkable, however, in this.connection, 
that, following immediately on the heels of the 
declaration made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Wuirxey] and the gentleman from Delaware, 


a:failure : 
the.’ 


[Mr. CuLLEN,] both members of his party; have ` 


told us that there is not a Democrat on this floor 
for whom they will vote: not an Administration 
man will they support. They make: a-clean 
sweep of all those who have voted for me, and 
who are now voting for my friend from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr;] and. yet they ask us to 
come and vote with them: for one of their men, 
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ae while a majority of two.tocone of their party. tell 


“sag they will not vote with us for one of our party; 
and, ‘when: we would, fail of an election, they 
would turn round and say to us, ‘* Now, gentle- 
men, let us elect a National American.” The 

. proposition, s0 far as I: am concerned—and I 
speak: for myself: alone—is declined: : ; 
© Sit, from the record which has been made in 
this: Fouse from. the beginning ofthis session till 
now, gentlemen’ who claim tobe National Amer- 
icans: have, by. the one hundred.and twentyceight 

Notes, which they have given, regarded the ques- 
tion of:theit. own erder.as-paramount to any.other 
and all questions. connected with the organization 
ofthe House... We havé stood opposed in the 
country to the American organization both North 
and South. While these National Americans say 
that they agree with us on the slavery question, 

they, by their votes here for one hundred and 
twenty-cight times, have declared thatthey regard 
the National American organization as of more 
importance than the slavery question.. It is then 
for them, not for us, to determine which is the 
paramount question. ‘There is one kind of fish 
which will bite, I believe, at a naked hook. They 
are called “gudgeon.”’?. My friend. from Ken- 
tacky [Mr: Avexanprr K. Marsuaii] must 
have thought when heoffered the proposition that 


the: Democratic: party, like the gudgeon, would be | 


caught by biting at the naked hook. 

(Some remarks here passed between Messrs. 
Ricwarpson and Arexanper K. MARSHALL, 
which were utterly inaudible at the reporter’s 
chair. ] 

My. RICHARDSON, (in answer to a remark 

of Mr. Marsuaut.) Then you do "not mean 
to try and catch me. I would be worse than a 
gudgeon, to bite at such a hook as that.. i 
We may as well, Mr. Clerk, deal frankly in 
this matter. It has been manifest, from the first 
meeting of this House till now, that the party 
with whom I have acted—the party supporting 
our.friendfrom South Carolina [Mr. Orn|—is in 
a minority. The majority, united against the 
Democratic: party here, is two to one; and yet, 
` shis‘majority call upon us and tell us that it is our 
duty:to organize the House. Gentlemen, why 
do you not organize it? In either view of your 
principles. you are in the majority. As Republic- 
ans, you have a majority. As Americans, you 
have also a majority. Turn to cither view; and 
why do you not organize the House? You can 
organize it on either of these principles. We 
are here in a minority; and we expect to go to 
the country and justify our action as a minority. 
Let me tell the gentlemen onthe other side of the 
House that this is the last time, for long years, 
that either of them will have a majority in this 
House. I. want to deal frankly, plainly, and 
candidly with our National American friends. I 
say to them: Gentlemen, you may make your 
election. If you sec proper to come to us, you 
may do so. Make your clection betweenus and 
the Republicans. 1, for one, opposing both you 
and the Republicans, have no concessions to 
make to either. I say this, because we may as 
well understand one another to-day as at any 
other time. i 
to make the declaration. Idoso for myself—not 
for those with whom I act in this House. The 
issues which you have made here are issues on 
which I. Stand utterly opposcd to you; and in 
this controversy I am prepared to stand or fall. 

| ‘The. Democratic. party must go to the country 
in opposition to the principles of your organiza- 
tion; and if we were willing to-day to retire from 
the position which we have assumed, what man 
anywhere would continue to entertain respect for 
us? This protracted struggle with us ‘has not | 
been and is not now for the elevation of one man 
or any man, but, as I believe, for great and essen- 
tial principles. It is not for the man I care, but 
for the principles which he represents. Them. I 
will never surrender. 

: Mr. MAXWELL took the floor. 

Mr. WHITNEY addressed the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Wuiryey] has already spoken to the reso- 
lution before the House, and under the terms of 
the rule it is notin order for him to speak a second 
time. ‘The gentleman from.Florida (Mr. Max- 
WEEL] has the floor. 

Mr. MAXWELL. The:House seems to be 


E 


Frankness and candor require me j 


ina disposition this morning-to listen to speeches 


made*by gentlemen. Iam one of those who.en+ 
tertain the impression that questions. have’ been - 
opened-by the discussion here this morning- which 
cannot be properly discussed within the time 
allowed by the ten-minute rule. I desire myself 
to submit some views in connection with these 
questions. I would be glad to submit them now 
if I-could have the indulgence of the House for 
a longer time than the rule prescribes. [Cries of 
‘«No!tno!?] If there be objection I shall not 
proceed at all 

Several Mempers objected. - 

Mr. MAXWELL. Then, sir, I think that the 
discussion ought to cease; or else that the ten- 
minute*rule ought to be rescinded. 

A Memser. Move to rescind it. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I think that those ques- 
tions. connected with the organization of. the 
Mouse are of- so much importance that it is 
utterly impossible io present a full view of them 
within a ten-minute speech. I think, therefore, 
that the discussion ought to cease, or else that 
the rule should be rescinded. I move now to 
| rescind that rule. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I raise the question of 
order, that there is a proposition already pending 
before the House, and that the motion is conse- 
quently out of order. f 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cineman] is right; there is a 
proposition pending, which must take precedence 
of the motion of the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL. For 
the purpose of removing the difficulty which 
seems to be in the way of rescinding this ten- 
minute rule, if it is the purpose of the House to 
rescind it, I will temporarily withdraw my resolu- 
tion to enable the gentleman to make the motion, 
with the understanding, however, that I shall re- 
new it whenever that motion has been disposed 
of. I now yield to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I do not want the floor for 
ten minutes unless the House will permit me to 
proceed longer. a 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yielded to the gentle- 
man for the purpose of enabling him to submit 
the motion which he had indicated his desire to 
do, to rescind the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Certainly; I submit that 
motion, and call the previous question upoy it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the motion 
on the table. 

The question was put, and the motion ordered 
to lic upon the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Upon further considera- 
tion I decline for the present to renew the reso- 
lution which I proposed again to offer. I with- 
draw the resolution altogether. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS UNTIL MAY. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to. submit to the 
House a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, and ask to have read, after which I propose 
to make a brief explanation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That, with the concurrence of the Senate, on 
the 5th: day of February next, unless a Speaker is elected 
before that day, the House will adjourn over until the 15th 
of May next. 

Mr. STEWART. I make this proposition to 
the House, and will, in brief, explain the reasons 
which have induced me to present it. It is evi- 
dent, from the developments which have presented 


! themselves from the commencement, that there 
| are in this House three discordant elements which 


cannot coalesce. It seems next to impossible for 
the South Americans, as they are called, to unite 
with the Democrats upon a platform of national 
principles. It is just as impossible for the Black 
Republicans, as they are designated—and I do not 
so designate them with any fecling of personal 
disrespect—and the Democratic party of the | 
House to coalesce. And it seems just as palpa- 


| ble that the Americans can never enter into any 


specific arrangement with the Black Republicans | 
by which an organization can be effected. 

Sir, we have voted some hundred and twenty- 
odd times, and is it not manifest that, from the 
peculiar construction of parties in this House, an 
organization cannot be effected?. I think it is; 
and I hold, therefore, that, in this condition of 
things, the difficulty will not probably be settled | 
Without an adjournment. But, sir, if the plan I 
have proposed be adopted, and an adjournment 
should take- place, perhaps, after a consultation i 


upon the part of the Representatives upon this floor 
-with their constituents in May. when we come 
back here we may be able to-effect. an organiza- 
tion, and some expense will be saved: T'he con- 
test, itis. true; may now-be decided. by lot; and 
I should:have no serious objection to the adoption 
of such a plan, although it has not, I’believe, yet 
been proposed to‘the:- House. We are incurring 
a-heavy expense... The. House has been in ses- 
sion for seven or cight. weeks without the transe 
action of any of the publie. business. The Senate 
bas also been in session during the same length 
of time, and the expense incurred is equal to 
what it would be if both branches of the Gov- 
ernment were in the regular and legitimate trans- 
action of the business of the country. 

I desire, now, to call the.attention of the House 
to one fact, which itis not improbable we may 
be called on officially to consider. Suppose. the 
Senate, a codrdinate branch of this Government, 
now regularly in session, should send down here 
a joint resolution, proposing that the two Houses 
should adjourn, and the House should disagree 
to the resolution, it would then come within the 
power of the President of the United States, 
under the third section of the second article of the 
Constitution of the United States, to adjourn the 
two Houses of Congress to such atime as he 
may think proper. tt is, therefore, now in the 
power of the President, in connection with the 
Senate, under the authority of that clause of 
the Constitution which I have cited, to force this 
House to adjourn to such time as he may think 

roper. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Let me 
ask the gentleman from Maryland a question. 
Suppose the Senate should send down such a 
ssolition as he has indicated, and the House 
should take no action upon it at all; there would 
then be no disagreement between the two Houses, 
and how would the President acquire his author- 
ity to adjourn Congress? 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. Ifthe Senate should send 
down here a resolution to adjourn, the House 
must either agree or disagree to it, affirmatively 
or negatively. If they disagree it will then come 
within the province of the President, under the 
second article of the Constitution, third clause, 
to adjourn Congress to such atime as he may 
think proper. ‘True, there may be differences:of 
opinion as to the construction of this clause of 
the Constitution; as there have been in reference 
to other questions that have come before the 
House. I confess, that when the President trans- 
mitted to the Flouse his annual message it occurred 
to me that he had the right prima facie, under the 
Constitution, to communicate with this Tlouse 
whenever he should think the public interest re- 
quired it, and consequently we had no right to 
refuse to receive the communication; but, sir, 
under the state of things which we find to exist 
here, the extraordinary spectacle was witnessed’ 
i} of the House denying his right to communicate 
j| with them. They laid the message upon the 
table, and refused to hear it read. Upon further 
reflection, however, it seems that gentlemen. have 
l| taken a different view of the matter, for, upon the 
subsequent announcement of another message, 
the House not only received it, but. listened to 
its reading, 

I admit, sir, that there may be. differences of 
opinion in relation to the construction of the 
Constitution upon this subject, but it seems 
to me that under. the clause of the Constitution 
which Ihave cited, the power exists. The House 
cannot place itself in the position suggested by 
the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, of 
neither agreeing nor disagreeing to a proposition 
of the Senate to adjourn, without inviting the ex- 
ercise of the power indicated on the part of the 
President. If it does not agree, its . non-action 
will be tantamount to a disagreement, and thus 
place it in the power of the President to adjourn 
Congress to such a time as he my think proper. ' 

Again, sir, is it right for this House to require 
the Senate to continue in session for such a long 
period of time without the power of transacting 
legislative business? I apprehend not. A most 
fearful responsibility rests somewhere. for this 
state of things, and, in all fairness I think, upon 
the majority of this House, which I suppose is 
antagonistical to the National Administration and 
the Democratic party. By this most extraordi- 
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nary state of things we are: certainly: stretching 
the powers of this Government: to> their utmost 
tension, and. giving thefullest scope to the author- 
ity of the other branches, senatortal and executive, 
and, if you please, judicial. It. may not be sur- 


prising, then, if two-of: those other departments: 


of the Government, the Senate and Executive, 
should, in suchan-emergency, and in reference to 
the public interests, taking care that the Republic 


suffers no detriment, employ all of their-constitu-. 
tional functions to. keep. the Confederacy on its: 
However much’ opposed ‘gen-' 
tlemen may profess to be to the National Admin-. 


feet, if possible. 


istration, yet they cannot but observe that, from 
the non-organization of this House, they are. 
completely surrendering the management of the 
Government tothe Executive, so far as. they are 
concerned. For myself, having the fullest confi- 
dence that the National Administration wil] mect 
the high responsibility upon the most elevated 
principles of patriotism, itis not with me to doubt 
-their fidelity. A friend: of the Administration 
may thus safely repose:in its high integrity under 
such circumstances; but upon what grounds, I 
submit, can its diversified opponents make their 
excuses to a brave, magnanimous, straightfor- 
ward, but, I fear, outraged, people? 

-Mr TODD. I move that the resolution of the 
gentleman from Maryland be laid upon the table. 
> The question was taken, and the resolution 
was laid upon the table. 


VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 


‘The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and twenty-ninth time for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 210; 
necessary to.a choice, 106; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received ...s.-ceecenccereesees 99 
ames L. Orr. cae aveceenssecvesteus cone eesse 69 
Boy M: Pullers... cc scccacceeensveepeuece 
Alexander C. M, Pennington 


John R. Edice.. 
Jobn Willians... 


eee 


seses 


Tames ©. Allen.essssseseseseoreonrseseerraresrses Í 
So there was no choice, 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For My. Banks~—-Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghwrst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Clawson, Cragin, Gumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edis, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morril!, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Pel- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader. ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Isract Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

for Mr. Orr—Messrs. Aiken, Alen, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Ctingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson. R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English,Florence,homas J. D.Puller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Sam- 
uel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQpeen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Steph- 
ens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For M$. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Car- 
lite, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Iloffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshail, 
Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, William R. Smith, Sueed, Swope, Trippe, Under- 
woods; Valk, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Penningiton—Messrs. Harrison, Haven, and 
Scott. 

For Mr. Edie—Messrs. Dunn and Moore. 

. For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Ricaud—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Allen—Mr. Orr. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Mr. Clerk, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Hon. be, and he hereby 
is, declared Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress of the United States. 

Resolved, That the above resolution be reported by the 
Clerk in blank, and it will be in order for any member to 
move that the blank be filled by the insertion of a name, 
and that the resolution be adopted. On that motion the 
yeas and nays shall be called, and whenever such motion 
shall receive a majority of votes, the person then named 
shall be the Speaker of the House. 


“Resolved, That the name of any- member, once proposed 


to-fill the blank, shall hot be again proposed withaut the 


consent of.a majority of the members. present’ and voting; 
| nor shall it be in order. to move-any candidate. a second 
time, so long as any member desires to’ move the name of 
one not yet proposed and voted. 7e UF S e a 

Resolved, That all questions arising on a second motion 
to insert the name of any person who has been onee pro- 
posed and.voted for to fill the blank shall be: decided viva 
voce, or, in čase of doubt, shall be decided by tellers. 

One -word.on the: proposition. I do not wish 
to be understood, Mr. Clerk, as I may have been 
understood, to say that I willnot, under any cir- 
cumstances, vote for a man who is a Democrat. 
What I meant.to say was, that I would not com- 
mit myself, either by my vote or otherwise, to 
this Administration. There are gentlemen of the 
Democratic party for whom I would vote with 
great cordiality; but I only wish to say, that I 
am not prepared to be bound in advance: by the 
action of any caucus which may take place in the 
choice of that man. I move the adoption of the 
resolution. y 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman 
seems to have changed his ground. He is not 
now exactly prepared to vote against every Dem- 
ocrat; there are some he may vote for when his 
resolution comes up. . I desire to know whether 
he is prepared to vote against every Democrat 
who is a friend of the present Administration? 
(Mr. L. paused for a moment.}] The gentleman 
is silent. Then. the riddle is unraveled. There 
aré those here of the friends of the present Ad- 
ministration that he will not sustain. 

Mr. WHITNEY. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia asks me whether 1 will vote for a candidate 
for the speakership of .this House who is avow- 
edly the representative of this Administration, I 
will answer no. 

Mr. LETCHER. Representative of the Ad- 
ministration! We are ali Representatives of the 
people, and not of the Administration. 

Mr. WHITNEY. If the gentleman asks me 
whether I will vote for a man of the party and 
caucus that denounce the principles which I and 
my party hold, I answer no. 

Mr. LETCHER. Just what I expected. It 
is the precise answer I was looking for; and you 
may go around the House, among those who sail 
under national colors of their own—or rather a 
particular kind—and the same response will be 
made by cach and every one of them, I imagine. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Allow me to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 3 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly; go on. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Does the gentleman declare 
himself as entirely friendly to the Administration? 

Mr. LETCHER, Ido. I was elected as such; 
and I now declare niyself the unyielding and un- 
compromising enemy of any party whose mem- 
bers are sworn to carry out obligations taken at 
the hour of midnight, and when the stillness of 
death reigns over the land. The gentleman un- 
derstands my position now, I reckon. 

Then, sir, the result is this: the gentleman 
offered the proposition here to this House, and 
tells us we are mistaken in supposing that he will 
vote against every Democrat in this body; but 
when we come to ascertain exactly who he will 
vote for, and who he will not vote for, we are 
told in specific and direct terms that he will not 
vote for any man who is the friend of this Ad- 
ministration, and who was in our caucus; not one. 
Now, sir, this is a beautiful compromise to be 
offered, and offered, too, by a gentleman who is 
making war on caucus nominees, and who has 
himself been frequently in Know Nothing cau- 
cuses! Has he not been in Know Nothing cau- 
cuses this session? Did they not have one at the 
time the Democratic party held a caucus in this 
Hall and nominated the honorable gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr?] Yet he now 
comes here, horror-stricken at the idea of a caucus. 
They want no caucus nominee; they will have 
nothing to do with a caucus nominee. They do 
not want ours, and that is the truth of the matter; 
but if they can get one of their own, they are per- 
fectly willing to take him. Ishall then very cheer- 
fully move that the proposition be laid on the 
table. : 

Mr. VALK. Is there one member of the Ameri- 
can party who said that he would have nothing 
to do with a caucus nominee? 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman’s colleague 
said-so. And I putit to you—will you vote for 


1! an Administration Democrat? 


Mr. VALK. I will. 


Who: isthe one? i 
ot vote for any one wh 


“Mr. LETCHER. 
Mr. VALK.. Iwi 
was in the caucus. iocs o5 SA 
oMr.LETCHER. . So-you willnot-vo 
Democrat? = o` De who's 
Mr. VALK: Twil: vote-for-one. 
` Mr. LETCHER.  There.is. only on 
the Democratie side of the- House theat thi 
tional man:is willing to vote ford. G5 
Mr. VALK. Is there one in. the Amer: 
party for whom you will vote? isn 
Mr. LETCHER. I donot belong to the Ameri- 
can party, and I was not sent here to vote for one; 
of its nominces. on te eee 
Mr. VALK. In the gentleman’s own language,. 
God bless your liberality ! oN Pact 
Mr. LETCHER. | The gentleman tomes here’ 
professing this liberality; I do not. osi 
eee CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex-. 
pired. - fer 
Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk; 
I am in favor of the resolution offered by the gen 
Ueman from New York, because. I really desire: 
to see an organization of the House. ithout 
going into the particular principles which have _ 

een already discussed, I will say that I- believe 
the proposition presents the best chance for the 
mobility of the party forces that are arrayed here, 
which, without some device of the sort, have no 
mobility. We have spent-eight weeks in voting 
for gentlemen nominated bythe different. par- 
ties of this House. . We will spend eight more. 
in casting votes of which we have already the” 
models; and we shall, at the end of that time, be 
no nearer a result than we are:to-day.. Have we 
no genius to make any other device? 

The particular feature of the proposition of the 
gentleman from New York is, that it offers’ all 
variety of names, all variety of sections, all va- 
riety of sentiment to come up in. their regular 
order, from which a selection may be made. ~ For 
example: Suppose you fill the blank in the reso- 
lution with the name of the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] who is.sup- 
ported by the anti-Nebraska force of the House. 

ou vote ay orno. If it is rejected, then his name 
can no more be presented so long as any other 
name is to be offered. The auti-Nebraska force 
then offer us another name. | It is at once demon- 
strated whether that force can be concentrated on 
another. If it can concentrate on another, and 
there is'a majority in favor of him, then let. the 
force exert that majority, and let us have an or~ 
ganization for the dispatch of business. 

If the anti-Nebraska force cannot concentrate 
on any other than the gentleman from Massa~ 
chusetts, another combination may probably be 
formed. Supposé the concentration is made on 
the candidate of the American party; can he com- 
mand a majority? Suppose he cannot, ‘Then 
can a concentration be effected on a Democrat? 
Why, sir, if we are to try the gentleman from 
South Carolina forever and a day, if we are totry 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the same length of 
time, we will never reach a result. By the res- 
olution, we try the nominees of the different cau- 
cuses without any bargain, without any propo- 
sition from one side to the other, and, I will say, 
without any departure from principles. “We have 
all the sentiments, all the names of the House, to 
try and see whether we are not likely to stumble 
on a Speaker. My opinion is, that if the reso- 
lution be adopted, we shall elect a Speaker in 
twenty ballots. I think that it is the most feasi- 
ble plan for extricating ourselves from the snarl in 
which we now are. 1 hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to fill the blank 
with the name of James L. Orr, and T do ‘so 
with a view of submitting a remark or two.’ My 
friend from Kentucky telis us, in the present 
state of things, that it is impossible to get ata 
result, but that when we come toiry the name 
of this Democrat, or that National American, on 
this or the other side of the House, we may 
probably be enabled, in an experiment of that 
sort, to reach a result, or, in his language, ‘stum- 
ble en a Speaker.’?? 

Now, sir, does not my friend know, from the 
language which has been employed here by his 
‘* National American” brethren from New York 
[Mr. Wuirney] and from Delaware, [Mr. Cur- 
Lexi] that when you come to:trymy friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Org]. or aby one of the 
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gentlemen whio were in the Democratic caucus, 
that-here are’ Mr. Furrer’s thirty-two friends, to 
begin with, who have-served notice upon us, “ we 
arè novthere to vote for your man.’’. They will 
not vote forany of us. . They notify us of that in 
advance, and- then they say to us, ‘f Come, let us 
‘go'into this thing, and see if it cannot be worked 
out; if if doesnot elect one man, it may elect 
another.’?- Weare asked to go into it under these 
cireumstances, with'the distinct knowledge, and 
with our eyes wide open to the fact, that the “ Na- 
tional Americans”? in this House are not going to 
vote for any one of the caucus members of the 
Democratic party! Well, now, I should think 

- that we'are hardly green enough to agree to that. 
{should hardly think that any party here, num- 
hering even only a dozen members, would be will- 
ing to start out with their adversaries upon an 
arrangement which would exclude all their own 
preferences from even a chance of stumbling into 
the speakership.. Then, sir, it seems to me that 
the'gentleman’s proposition will not -work out as 
he supposes; and I, therefore, withdraw the 
amendment to insert Mr. Orr’s name, and move 
to lay the resolution upon the table. i 

“Mr: HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Well, on 
that motion, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia’ to withdraw his motion for a few mo- 
ments: {Loud cries of “No! no!?’] 

Mr. LETCHER. I willdoso, with the assur- 
ance that the gentleman will renew it before he 
takes his seat. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; I will renew it. 
It seems to me that the difficulty that accompanies 

. thatresolution is, that after you have gone through 
with the roll, and voted two hundied and thirty- 
four times, you still willnot have clected a Speakér, 
unless some member shall have received a majority 
of the votes of the whole House. I cannot, 
therefore, see that by the adoption of that reso- 
lution, you would approximate one single step 
towards the election of a Speaker. Itis perfectly 
competent forany gentleman here, upon any day, 
to move that A, B, C, or D, be Speaker of this 
House, and, if he receives a majority vote, he is 
Speaker... Thatis precisely what the gentleman’s 
resolution contemplates, and it may just as well 
be done without going through the entire roll. 

Now, I desire to suggest to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Wnrrwey,] that if he wants to 
do anything practical, if he wishes to present a 
resolution that will result in the election of a 
Speaker, he should so modify it as to say that 
the candidate receiving the highest number of 
votes when the roll is called shall be Speaker; and 
then Twill vote for it. But I shall vote to lay 
the resolution in its present shape upon the table. 
It is merely an instrument for the consumption 
of an indefinite amount óf time. If I understand 
it, during the action of the House under that re- 
striction nothing else will be in order, and when 
you have gone through the labor prescribed by 
tt, you will be no nearer the election of a Speaker 
than you were when you commenced. It would 
result in nothing. For these reasons I renew the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr, PAINE. 
will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. STANTON, It is not under my control. 
Tvenewed it under a pledge given to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 


I hope the gentleman from Ohio į 


Mr: PAINE. Then I ask the gentleman from | 


Virginia to withdraw it? 

Mr. LETCHER. Wil you renew it? 

Mr. PAINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. ‘With that understanding, I 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PAINE. Lapprove ofthe resolution which 


has been offered by the gentleman from New York, | 


because it obviates all the difficulty which arises 
from these caucus nominations. It will be re- 
membered that the. name of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] was offered the other d 
and'that-he could have been elected. The reason 
that gentlemen have given as an excuse for not 
electing him is, that he was not the caucus nomi- 
nee, So, too, the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Suiru] could have been elected; and 
the reason that the Democrats have given for not 
electing him is, that he was not the caucus nomi- 
‘nee.’ Now, if we adopt this resolution, we shall 
have:no caucus nominees, and gentlemen will be 
absolved: from their. allegiance to caucus nomina- 


ay, | 


tions, . I think that it is the only feasible propo- 
sition that has ever been submitted to this House s 
whereby we may have any reasonable expectation 
of arriving at an election; and I hope that it will 
be adopted. 2 

Mr. DAVIDSON addressed 
was recognized. 

Mr. PAINE. Ihave’ promised to renew the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table, and, 
although I shall vote against it, I now, in accord- 
ance with my promise, renew that motion. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, I desire to say afew words 


only. 
he CLERK. Debate is not in order, if the 
motion to lay on the table is insisted on. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 withdraw it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. The gentleman from North 
Carolina says that the Democratic party gave asa 
reason why they did not vote for Mr. Smitu, of 
Virginia,and why Mr. Smiru was notelected, that 
they had a caucus nomination. I desire to say, 
in reply to that remark, that, so far as.I arn con- 
cerned, being a member of that party, and proud 
of my position, I have made no such excuse 
for not voting for Mr. Smita; and, when the 
time comes to give my reasons for the vote F 
gave, I pledge myself to the gentleman, and to 
the House, to fall behind no such breastwork as 
that. I desire also to remark to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, that the evidence and the 
record will prove that it was not in the power of 
the Democratic party to elect Mr. Suirn upon 
that occasion; and it will show, beyond that, sir, 
a circumstance that may require the gentleman 


the Clerk, and 


and his friends to explain: it will show that there 
was that sort of understanding between Know 
Nothingism and Republicanism here, which would 
induce some thirteen gentlemen who belong to 
the Republican party to sit here in their chairs 
and decline to vote upon that proposition, with 
a view of putting the Democratic party wrong 
before this House and the country. 

Mr. PAINE. I will interrupt the gentleman 
for one moment. I call upon-him, emphatically, 
for his authority for saying that there was any 
such understanding. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I do not say that there 
was any understanding, but simply that there 
was the appcarance of it. 

Mr. PAINE. Linsist upon knowing his au- 
thority. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. The record presents the 
appearance of such an understanding. Compare | 
the vote on the resolution to elect Mr. Smitu 
Speaker with the vote preceding that. 

Mr. PAINE. 1 call upon any man in this i 
House to say if there was any understanding 
between the gentlemen who havg been voting for 
Mr. Futur and the Republicans in relation to | 
that question. ` 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I repeat, that I did not say. | 
there was any understanding, but that there was 
the appearance of it. * ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have here a list of the 
names of those gentlemen who failed to vote on 
the proposition of Mr. Carrie, declaring Mr. 
SmrTH Speaker, but who did vote on the questions 
immediately preceding that, and on the last vote 
for Speaker taken on that day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Lask my friend from Ala- 
bama to read the names, 

Mr. HOUSTON, I will doso. There were 
twelve members of the Republican party, and 
besides those there were Messrs. Haven, PORTER, 
Bayarp Crarx, Sternens, Wituiam Smita, and || 
Bert. The Republicans are—Messrs. BINGHAM, 
Bisnop, Gippines, GRANGER, KELSEY, KILLIAN 
MILLER, PETTIT, RITCHIE, STANTON, SIMMONS, 
Topp, and Warsow. i 

Mr. TODD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
I do not belong to the Republican party. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Those gentlemen, or nearly | 
all of them, voted, I understand, upon the vote 
taken immediately before that, and they all voted 
during that day on the vote for Speaker. Mr. i 
Ritcuie had paired off with Mr. Srepnens, I 
believe; and Messrs. Haven, Porter, BAYARD 


Crarx, Witiiam Smita, and Beri did not vote. 
I have no desire to consume the time of the |; 
gentleman from Louisiana. I have made this 
statement, without referring in any way to any i 
Í 

| 


understanding that may have been alluded to. Of 
that ] have nothing to say. But itis very evi- || 
| dentthat gentlemen did sit in their seats and failed |; 


to:vote, and did it with the. purpose of enabling 
gentlemen who might choose to do it, like the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Painz,] to 
charge that the election of a Speaker was within 
the reach of the Democratic party in this House. 
I do-not. charge that there was any concert be- 
tween the Républicans and any other. party; but 


; I do charge ‘the fact, and they dare not and can- 


not deny it, that génilemen on the Republican 
side of the House did sit in their seats and decline 
to vote, because they desired. to. make it appear, 
by withholding their votes, that Governor Smrru 
could have been elected by Democratic votes. 
That is the truth; and I am glad this matter has 
been brought forward by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Paing,] in order that the 
correction may go to the countrys. and show the 
duplicity of men who will sit in their seats, and 
permit the impression of a fact to be. created, 
which they know has no foundation. 

Mr. PAINE. TI desire to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Alabama.. 

The CLERK. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. PAINE. I propose to ask the question, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana. . 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I have no objection.“ 

Mr. PAINE. Iask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama whether he voted for. Mr. Smrru? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I voted against that resolu- 
tion, and I would do so again. 

Mr. TODD. ‘Will the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana permit me to say a word? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TODD. My name was read over, with 
those of others, by the gentleman from Alabama. 
He has charged that I and other gentlemen 
remained in our seats at the time the vote was 
taken on the resolution to which he has referred, 
for the purpose of creating a false impression. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I stated that there were gen- 


| tlemen who remained in. their seats and did not 


vote. 

Mr. TODD. Well, I will say to the gentle- 
man, that so far as the remark that gentlemen 
remained in their seats and did not vote, for the 
purpose of creating a false impression on the 


! country, is intended to have any application to 


me, there is no truth in the allegation, I was 
incidentally out of my seat, but did not leave it 
for the purpose of avoiding a vote. Tad I been 
in my seat I should have voted against the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Istated expressly that there 
were gentlemen who remained in their seats, and 
declined to vote, as is shown by the record of the 
vote next preceding that declaring Mr. Smru 
Speaker. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, (resuming.) I have to say 


| now that I am opposed to the resolution offered 


by the gentleman fram New York, [Mr. Wmr- 


| NEY,] because it places me, as a Democrat, in the 


position of doing that indirectly which J would 
not do directly. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. , 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. Idemand 
the ycas and nays upon the motion to lay upon 


i the table. « 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOYCE. [call forthe reading of the res- 
olution again. f 

The resolution was again read. é 

The question was then put; and decided in the 


| affirmative—yeas 153, nays 49; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Banks, 
Barbour, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley $. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Brad- 
shaw, Branch, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaf- 
fee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, _ 
Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, 


if. A 
Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dur- 


fee, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Jewett, George W, Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, 
Maxwell, McCarty, McMulilin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Par- 
ker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, 
Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Richardson, Robbins, 
Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Sher- 
man, Shorter, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, Stran- 
ahan, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, 
Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, 
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Cadwalader C. Washburné, Ellihu B. Washbume; Israet., 
Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, | 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B 
Wright, and John V. Wright—153. 

NAVS—Mesers. Bishop, Boyce, Broom, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Caimpbeil, Canile, Cox, Cullen, Henry 
Winter Davis, Duan, Edie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fos- 
ter, Henry M. Fuller, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 

rison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ider K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, 
aine, Puryear, Reade, Ready; Ricaud, Rivers, 
Wilian R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Todd, Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Wheeler, Whimey, 
and Zollicotler—49. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. KELLY (when his name was called) said 
he had paired off, and therefore did not vote. 

Mr. RITCHIE (when his name was called) 
said he had paired off with Mr. Smita, of T'en- 
nessee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Imove that the House 
do now adjourn. i 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The House accordingly (at three o’clock and 
ten minutes) adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at | 
twelve o’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Axprew G. | 
CARUTHERS. 

The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. | 
4 THE SPEAKERSHIP. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I gave notice to the 
House yesterday, that I should this morning in- 
troduce a resolution, by which I thought this 
House could be organized. I rise now for the : 
purpose of saying that I have been induced not | 
to offer it now, in the hope that in the course of | 
the day some other proposition may be presented | 
which will organize the House more specdily 
than the one which I gave notice of yesterday. | 
For the present, therefore, I shall not offer it. : 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MILLSON. I find in the Globe, of this | 
morning, that | am reported as having yesterday | 
asked leave of the House to conclude my re- 
marks. I made no such remark; I never ask 
leave to go beyond the rules of the House. 


PROPOSITION TO ELECT SPEAKER BY STATES. | ; i 
I yesterday, Mr. Clerk, |} of State rights, which I s 
gave notice to the House that I should ask the li willing to adopt. 


adoption, to-day, of a proposition, which I now i 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 


submit. The resolution is as follows: i 
Be it resolved, That the House of Representatives do now | 


proceed to the election of a Speaker in the same way and jj 


manneras is provided by the Constitution of the United 
States for the election of the President thereof whenever j 
the same shall devolve upon this House; that is to say, 
the Clerk shall call the roll by States, and cach State cast 


one vote, ag the same shall be called ; and the person having j 


a majority of the States shall be the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives fur the Thirty-Fourth Congress. } 

I did riot insist upon the adoption of the prop- | 
osition yesterday, for the reason that I desired | 
that whoever should vote against the proposition, | 
should vote against it upon mature deliberation | 


leaving it discretionary-with'the House of Rep- 
resentatives to choose its Speaker in such a way 
and in sich a manner as it may desire. The 
|. House of Representatives has the power to adopt 
the rules by which it shall be governed; and this 
is nothing more than a rule for its government. 

I hope the Democratic party will vote for the 
proposition. T am solicitous that that party. 


itis for them to do as they desire; they may 
vote for it or against it. My purpose in not urg- 
ing a vote upon it yesterday was to give them an 
opportunity to investigate and examine it, in order 
that this morning they might, if they choose to 
do so, come here prepared to vote against it with 
deliberation and reflection. If they do so, upon 
them will rest the responsibility of its defeat, and 
consequently of a failure to organize by the election 
of a sound national man. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. I want to know whether, if this 
resolution is adopted, Mr. Orr will be elected 


under it? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I think he will. 
Mr.SAVAGE. If I were satisfied of that fact, 
I would vote for it. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 


I believe he would be 


| elected; but if not, at least it would place it with- 


in the power of the American party upon this 
floor, and the Democratic party, to elect a national 
| conservative man. Let them vote against it, if 
they dare. [“ We will do that!’?] Let them 
| vote against 1t, and we will meet them before the 
‘people. But we ask them to vote for it, and let 
| the States say who should be the Speaker of this 
| House of Representatives. If they shall refuse 
to vote against it, I hope the Democratic party 
of this House willpassa resolution recommending 
the Democratie Senators in the other end of the 
Capitol to pass a resolution adjourning the Con- 
gress of the United States to May, or some other 
time; and then, if this House refuses to concur 
in that proposition—as I believe they will do—I 
desire that the President of the United States 
himself will take the responsibility of adjourning 
this House to such future time as to him may 
seem suitable and proper. 

I have only to say, that I hope the Democratic 
members of this House will vote for this propo- 
sition. It is one which recognizes the doctrine 

uppose they will be 
If the dtierisan party re- 
fuses to vote for it, then we will meet them before 
the American people, and there let them determ- 
ine which of us is right. Let the Senate pass 
the resolution to adjourn, which 1 have suggested, 
and if the House refuses to concur in it, E am 
satisfied that the President of the United States 
will issue his proclamation ordering an adjourn- 
ment of Congress. We have sat here for two 
months, and we have failed to organize the House 
of Representatives, at a cost to the American 
people of but little short of three thousand dol- 
larsa day. Are we to render ourselves ridiculous 
and contemptible before the people, by refusing to 
do anything except-to sit here and vote for Mr. 
Orr, Mr. Furrer, or Mr. Banks? Nothing can 


and reflection. I have no very strong hopes ; 
that the proposition can be adopted, or will be 
adopted, by this House; still, 1 desire that there 
shall be a direct vote upon it, that we may see 
who are disposed to organize the same by the 
election of a presiding officer. For two months 
we have endeavored to organize the House, and | 
have failed, until this House has absolutely | 
brought itsclf into contempt before the American | 
people. There is less anxiety now manifested 
upon the part of the people in regard to organiza- 
tion, than there was four weeks ago. We stand i 
here day after day, and vote for the candidates 
of our respective parties, without the least possi- 
bility, so long as we continue to vote by mem- | 
bers, of effecting an organization. : 

I make this proposition, that those who are į 
State-rights men, and who are disposed to keep 
constantly in view the idea, that this is a Gov- | 
ernment composed of independent States, may | 
be prepared to come up an 
preserve the great principle, that we are a Con- 
gress of sovereigatics. It has been intimated 


that there would be some objection to this prop- || 


osition, ip consequence of its unconstitutionality. 
The Constitution of the United States provides 
that the House of Representatives shall choose 
its Speaker; but it goes no further than that, 


d support it, and thus Í| 


be accomplished by such a course; and I appre- 
hend that no onc here is willing to change his vote 
in regard to Speaker, and cast it for another than 
whom he has hitherto been voting. Let this cx- 
| periment be tried, and when it fails, 1 hope the 
| Democratic party in this and the other end of the 

Capitol will take such measures that the Presi- 
| dent of the United States will adjourn the Con- 
| gress and send the members home, to be instructed 
by their constituents as to their future. course. 
| Why sit here until June, and do nothing? If 
the Government is to go down; if the Union is 
to be destroyed, I believe that the people of my 
State are capable of taking care of themselves, 
either in or out of the Union; at all events as well 
as any other member of this Confederacy. Isay, 
if this proposition is not adopted, it is nota fault 
of ours. If carried, then an organization will be 
effected. If it is lost, let the responsibility rest 
where it belongs. 

Mr. TODD. I propose to say a word or two 
upon the proposition presented by the gentleman 
| from Georgia. I am opposed to its adoption 
| because of its Inequality, and because it will es- 
| tablish a rule which, I think, is repugnant to the 

constitution of this House. We are here as the 
| Representatives of the people, and not of the 


should vote for it. As for the American party, j| 


States. ‘Weare ‘sent hereto represent on 


| question. 
| plurality rule; and I will say further, that if the 
| plurality rule were adopted by the votes of this 
i House, that rule woul 


vidual constituencies and the people asa mass, 
and not to represent independent. sovereignties. 
That rule is applicable tothe Senate, but has no 
applieability whatever to. the. House of: Reptes 
sentatives. Itwould be unequal, because itwould 
be placing the powers of this House:in thehands 
of a minority, and enabling them to organize it-by: 
a minority vote. Ifany man will takélup the 
statistics on this sabject, and’ examine'them för 
a moment, he will see that by the adoption of 
this resolution the majority would: be controlled ` 
by the minority. I have gone. to the trouble of 
making a list of the States as they would stand, 
provided the votes were given according to the 
proposition of the gentleman: from Georgia, [Mr 
Crawrorp.}] According to my calculation, thir- 
teen States would vote for Mr. Banxs— havin, 
a representation on this floor of one hundred an 
thirty-one members; ten States would vote for 
Mr. Orr, three for Mr. Futxer, and five States 
would be divided. The whole number of Repre- 
sentatives from all the States voting for Messrs. 
Orrand Futter—and the scattering votes—have 
arepresentation of one hundred and three members 
on this floor; giving the States which would. vote 
for Mr. Bangs a majority of twenty-seven mem» 
bers. If, then, we take the aggregate of the popu- 
lation of the free States which would thus vote for 
Mr. Banks, we find that they have a white popula- 
tion of thirteen million three hundred nd thirty ` 
thousand six hundred and fifty. The white popu- 
lation of all the other States is six million two 
hundred and twenty-two thousand four hundred 
and cighteen. If you add to that white popula- 
tion the whole slave population of the South, there 
would be nine million four hundred and twenty- 
two thousand seven hundred and eighty-two, 
leaving in the States which would vote for Mr. 
Banks an excess of white population over the 
white and slave population of all the others of 
three million nine fandred and seven thousand 
eight hundred and¢sixty-eight. 


Now, sir, the adoption of any ru 


le which would 


| place in the hands of a minority the power to 


organize this House would be a violation of. the 


| very spirit of our institutions, and subversive of 


the true nature and powers of this House. If 
gentlemen are anxious to organize this House 
according to the expressed will of the people, then 
they will give way to the sentiment as expressed 
in favor of Mr, Bawxs as the representative of a 
great majority of the northern people. ' - 

Mr.DOWDELL. The gentleman from Penn-, 
sylvania (Mr. Topp] will please allow me to ask 
him a question: It is, whether he favors the 
plurality rule; and whether the adoption.of that 
plurality rule in the election of a Speaker is not > 
likely to place a Speaker in the chair by a vote 
of a minority? 

Mr. TODD. I will answer the gentloman’s 
Iam in favor of the adoption of the 


give expression to the 
will of a majority of the American people, for the 
reason that the Representatives from the North, 
who reflect the sentiments of a majority of the 
white people of this country, are al in favor of 
the plurality ruley and though ‘the plurality rule 
mihi not carry out the will of a majority of this 
body, yet it would represent the will ofa majority 
of the free white population of this country. I 
say, therefore, that those who oppose this rule, 
or who are in favor of the adoption of the .reso- 
lution proposed by the gentleman from Georgia, 
are resisting the expressed will of a majority 
of the people of this country, and are impeding 
the organization of this House, and hindering the 
progress ofits business. I trust that no such prop- 
osition as that will prevail. I trust that there is 
no man here willing to defer to such a minority, 
and to sacrifice the expressed will of the people on 
so great and vital a question as is now agitating 
this body. I move to lay the resolution on the 


| table. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. On that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas‘and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
135, nays 72; as follows: ; 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, ANison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bocack, Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufting- 
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ton; Burlingame; Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark,Clawson, Colfax,Comins, 
Covod®, Cox, Cragin,.Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Henry M- Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert. 
B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hofi- | 
man, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Ken- 
nett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Lake, ‘Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey’ Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Millet, Milison, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols,. Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Tho- 


rington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Calwalader C. Washburne, 
Eiliiu B. Washhurne, Israel. Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—135. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
Hamson R. W. Cobb, Crawtord, Culien, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Elliott, Evans, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Barris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Leteher, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. ‘Smith, William R. Smith, | 
Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—72. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, . ! 

Mr. HORTON, of Ohio, announced that he had | 


paired off for two weeks with Mr, PACKER. 
ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I offer the following res- 
olution: i 
Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker, viva voce; and if, after the roll | 
< shall have been called three times, no member shall have | 
received a majority of tie whole number of votes, the roll 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then re- 
ecive the largest number of votes, provided it be a major- 

ity of a quorum, shall be declared tõbe chosen Speaker. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to lay that resolution | 
on the table. 

The CLERK The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Cuixeman] has the floor. ` 

Mr. HERBERT. Task the gentleman from 
North Carolina to yield to me for a moment, that 
I may offer an amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Before a vote be taken 
on my resolution, I will give my friend from 
California [Mr. Herserr] an opportunity to 

apresent his amendment, or it may be read now, 
if it docs not come out of my time. 

Mr. HERBERT. My amendment is to strike 
out the word “immediately,” in the resolution, 
and to insert in lieu of it the word ‘‘to-mor- 
row.” 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As to that point, I will 
leave it to the majority to decide whether the | 
rule shall take effect immediately or to-morrow; | 
I am ready to make it cither to-day or to-mor- 
row. But before a vote be taken, I desire to say 
a word or two on the subject. | 

It will be recollected that when the gentleman į 
who stands before me [Mr. Wasunurne, of Wis- | 
consin] offered a proposition, some weeks since, 
similar in effect to that which I now offer, Ij 
declined to vote in support ofit, and gave my | 
reason therefor. On that*occasion I referred toa | 
declaration made by one of the candidates for the | 
speakership. Since then, that candidate [Mr. 
Banks] has disclaimed the opinions which were | 
at that time imputed to him. Ido not change my | 
course for that reason, however, or on account of 
that disclaimer, because my course now would | 
have been the same in either event. I then said : 
that I was willing to delay for some time before | 
I would vote in favor of that proposition. Some | 
two weeks have since passed, and I am now pre- | 
pared to support it. i 

I hold, Mr, Clerk, that as a period of two | 
months has elapsed since this House met, it has | 
become necessary for us now to effect an organiza- ; 
tion. We have tried a great many expedients, ` 
and have been hitherto unable to elect a Speaker. ! 
Ido not see that any other proposition is likely || 
to produce an organization, and therefore I offer | 
this one. And I will say this, in reference to the | 

. plurality rule, that no man can be elected unde 
it who is not the choice of a majority of this | 
Hopse as against his opponent: in other words, | 
while the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ! 


Orr]_and-the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Banxs,] for example, are the two candidates 
receiving the highest number of votes, any gen- 
tleman who allows the one to be elected while 
his vote would defeat him, prefers him, of course, 
to the other; and therefore a majority must con- 
cur in the election of that person in fact. Weall 
understand, in truth, that the third party of gen- 
tlemen, who vote here for Mr. Fuster, will be the 
persons to determine the contest. Ifthey choose 
to vote for our candidate, they canelecthim. If 
they decline to vote for him, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] will be clected. I 
do not andertake to advise any one of these gen- 
tlemen how he ought to vote; he is more com- 
petent to decide for himself than Iam to advise 
him. If-he votes to suit his own ideas of what 
is right, I shall not, of course, complain. 
sir, 1t 1s well understood that these gentlemen 
agree with us on the slavery question—for you 
will recollect, Mr. Clerk, that the other day, 
on the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fur- 
LER] offering a proposition against slavery agi- 
tation of all kinds, we came up in solid column 
and passed it—the question for them, therefore, 
is, whether, as they agree with us on that great 
subject, slavery, the change of the naturalization 
laws. is not of less importance than the exist- 


ence of the Government. That question I leave | 


to these gentlemen to decide, knowing, however, 
that some of them have declared that, in the event 


But, | 


of the views of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


[Mr. Banks] being carried out, the existence of the 
Government will be imperiled. Then, the point 
for these gentlemen to weigh is, whether they 


look upon the overthrow of the Government as a | 


less evil than its continuation under the present 
naturalization laws. I do“hot undertake to say 
how they will decide that question, but it is the 
one, I take it, by which their action is to be de- 
termined. f 

But, Mr. Clerk, T propose to leave every gen- 
tleman to vote in the manner he deems right on 
the resolution I have offered. I have offered it 
on my own responsibility, and hope it will be 
adopted. Itis said, however, that whoever sup- 
ports it will be responsible for the election of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, if its adoption 
should have that result. I do not think so atall. 
They will only be responsible for producing an 
organization by changing the law regulating the 
election. After the change has been effected, it 
will then be for the electors to say who shall be 
chosen Speaker under it. 1 am, in favor of 
changing the law; Iam willing to bear the re- 
sponsibility of that. When the law is changed, 
then itis forthe electors to make the election. 
The responsibility of that rests with them. Some 
years ago, for example, the State of Massachu- 
setts failed to elect members of Congress under 
the majority system. But recently, that State 


had adopted the plurality rule in the election of | 


their members, just as we have in most of the 
States, in fact. Now, this Congress has a right 
to alter that law. Suppose, then, that a gentle- 
man should get up and say: ‘I propose to alter 
the plurality law by which members have been 
sent here from Massachusetts, because I find 
that it is owing to the plurality system that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks, ] and 
others whom I do not like, have been returned 
as members of the House of Representatives.” 
Well, you might just as well say that I was re- 
sponsible for the election of those gentlemen, if I 
refused to change the plurality system under 
which they have heen chosen. 

I am‘ governed by general principles; and I 
prefer the plurality rule in the election of members 
of Congress, 
the majority rule in force in the election of our 
officers in this Hall, in the first instance, yet, 
after we have given it a fair trial, I would rather 
take the plurality rule than to continue further in 
this state of disorganization. 

I believe that the importance of the office of 
Speaker in this House has been greatly exagger- 
ated in this Congress. The Speaker has really, 
practically, little more power than any other 
member. He has only one vote, and no right to 
east that except in case of a te, while others vote 
every time on the floor. 

But gentlemen have said that the Speaker has 
the appaintment of the committees, and that the 
committees which he may appoint may bring in 


And, sir, although I prefer to sce | 


| favor of perpetual disorganization. 


propositions to abolish slavery, and every other 
sort of aggréssive measures. No doubt of that, 
Butsuppose such propositions are brought in, and 
amajority of the House are opposed to them; 
they will be defeated, and no mischief can be 
done. On the other hand}if a majority of the 
House should be in favor of the passage of such 
measures, any member could move them at any 
lime, and my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] being in the chair could not prevent them 
from being carricd by the House. I hold, then, 
that the action of the majority would not be ma- 
terially affected upon any of the great questions 
before the House by the person whom you may 
place in that chair. : 

It is true, that there is another class of ques- 
tions, in reference to which the patronage of the 
speakership is of more importance. I speak with 
respect to the appointment of the small commit- 
tees, such as the Committee on Printing, the Com- 
mittee on Engraving, the Committee on Patents, 
the Committce of Claims, &c.° The questions 
presented by those committees are not generally 
of sufficient importance to insure a thorough ex- 
amination of them; and hence we rely to a great 
extent upon the statements made by the commit- 
tees; and, therefore, I say it is important that we 
should have honest men with clear heads to con- 
stitute them. But in reference to the great ques- 
tions that come before Congress, every man will 
of course examine them for himself, and will act 
upon them independently of the recommenda- 
tions of committees. 

I say, therefore, that, in my opinion, the 
power of the Speaker and the importance of his 
election have been greatly exaggerated. And I 
maintain further, that there never was a time 
when I was less unwilling to see my political 
friends lose the organization of the House than 
the present. We have the Senate, in the other 
end of the Capitol, largely and unqualifiedly upon 
our side. We have the Executive also oa the 
side of the Constitution; and, if mischief originates 
here, it will be promptly arrested by them. Iam 
sure that.if those who represent the plurality 
upon this floor should be found to have a majority 
of the House upon any offensive measure,—and 
{ am not at all certain that they have,—any mis- 
chief they might attempt to enact would be de- 
feated in the other end of the Capitol. 

But it is not at all certain that those gentlemen 
have a majority here. They came in about a 
year and a half ago, on a high tide; since that 
time there has beena reflux. In the elections 
held last fall, in many of the districts now repre- 
sented here by these gentlemen, majorities were 
found against them; so that, if they were dis- 
posed to enact offensive measures here, they 
would not be supported by their constituencies 
athome, and, as I have said, their action would 
be arrested in the other end of the Capitol and by 
the Executive. Seeing this, and having lost 
their footing at home, it is not likely they will 
be able to move, even here, with any chance of 
success. 

I have, therefore, no fears of any mischief re- 
sulting from the election of a Speaker here by 
these parties. If I supposed that the rights of 
any section of the country depended merely upon 
continuing this House in its disorganized condi- 
tion, I should say that the Government was not 
worth preserving under that state of things. 

And let me say, further, that I do not wish to 
disguise the fact, that if a majority of the mem- 
bers sitting here are favorable to the enactment of 
measures aggressive as to the rights of the South, 
I would, nevertheless, be willing that, under our 
republican system, they should take their own 
course; and if such measures are brought forward, 
I shall oppose them here, well knowing that they 
will be defeated elsewhere. 

Butif the President and the Senate were against 
us, so that measures originating here offensive to 
the rights of any portion of the Union would be 
likely to be finally carried, I should then be in 
If measures 
which would justify revolution were likely to be 
carried out by every branch of the Government, 
it would be proper that they should be resisted 
here. Then itwould be proper that the contest, 
if it is to commence, should begin here. I an- 
nounced upon this floor, six years ago, upon an 
occasion when there was a prospect of a serious 
contest in the country between the North and the 
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South, that, if it was to be forced on the people 
by the action of Congress, then we ought in 
justice to Ict it begin here, so that we might our- 
selves have the cream of the struggle. Bat the 
country is now in no such position as it then was, 
nor are the branches of the Government. 


I therefore do not hesitate to move this propo- | 


sition. Whether it be adopted in the form in 
which I have presented it, or in that suggested 
by the gentleman from California, [Mr, Her- 
gerr,] Í care not. I think it better that the 
House should organize by the adoption of the 
plurality rule, than that the wheels of the Gov- 
ernment should longer remain blocked. We 
have some seventy millions of money that are to 
be appropriated. Our works of defense should be 
strengthened. Our Navy needs increasing, undér 
the threatening aspect of our foreign affairs; and 
as organization is necessary to carry the proper 
measures, ought we not to get at it in some prac- 
ticable mode? 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire before I proceed, 
that the gentleman from North Carolina will ac- 
cept my amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will hear the gentle- 
man’s statement. Iam satisficd either way. 

Mr. LETCHER, Let us hear the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
the word ‘immediately, 
row.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F ask that the 
resolution may be read as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read the resolution as proposed to 
be amended. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. TI prefer that my resolu- 
tion should stand as I offered it. The gentleman 
can offer his amendment, and the House can de- 
cide between the two propositions. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
man should accept my amendment, so that I could 
speak directly to the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman can offer 
his amendment and still speak directly upon the 


resolution. 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Clerk, for two months 


It is simply to strike out 
» and insert “ to-mor- 


we have been engaged in a fruitless effort to elect | 


a Speaker and organize this House; and, prac- 
tically speaking, I believe we approximated nearer 
the desirable result at the commencement of the 
session than we do at the present time. After 
unlimited debate for three weeks, we adopted the 
ten-minute rule, expecting and hoping that it 
would not only curtail the debate, and time spent 
in idle declamation and a reiteration of sentiment 
and opinions as familiar to the people of this coun- 
try as household words, but bring about (to the 
delight of the nation) a speedy organization. 
Have our calculations in this, proven correct ? 
Have our hopes and desires been realized? The 
shadow of the obstacles and impediments which 


I preferred that the gentle- ! 


at first appeared small and of little consequence, | 


has grown into a cloud so dark and thick that 
neither the appeal of patriotism nor the voice of 
reason seems capable of dispelling it. Before its 
adoption, it appears the seed of discussion had 
been sown, and the passions and prejudices of 
men had fixed them but more permanently in the 
positions they had assumed at the outsct. It has 
proven wholly inefficient; and although the time 
was limited, yet we heard then the same crimina- 
tions and recriminations that we had heard before 
itsadoption. A galling fire was kept up, and the 
limitation but. added fuel to the flame, and con- 
densed the bitterness into gall. 

Under the operation of this rule we have gained 
nothing up to the present time. There has been 
no speech, as yet, made here calculated to recon- 
cile the differences of opinion which exist amongst 
us, or to remove the obstacles in the way of an 
organization. Every effort which has been made 
seems to have placed us further apart. I ask 
gentlemen to pause and consider well their posi- 
tions and the dutics and obligations resting upon 
them as Representatives on this floor of the Amer- 
ican people. Let us reflect upon the circum- 
stances which surround us, “and, if we respect,” 
lend an ear to the wishes and demands of the 
country. y 
“organize.” Men ofevery opinion throughout the 
country appeal to us to organize. Will we turn 
a deaf ear to these appeals? Will we suffer the 
wheels of Government to be clogged merely to 
gratify our selfish prejudices and personal prefer- 


From every quarter the people say, | 


| noiter our premises, and consider for a moment” 
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ences? Woe are casting a stigma, by our action, 
upon the escutcheon of otr country. ‘The people 
feel it, and they must and will repudiate our 
action. Why cling to a specter with such tena- 
city ?` Do the great principles and interests of 
our country depend upon the man who may: be 
elected Speaker of this House? 

There are other tribunals to which the country 
can and will appeal. Fetus look around, recon- 


our truc position. Letus not deceive ourselves as 
to facts, nor in the-hour of peril and danger prove 
recreant as sentinels at the posts which have been 
assigned us by the people. The spectacle here 
presented is humiliating in the extreme, and as | 
Americans we should blush to think that the 
extreme admiration in which we have heretofore | 
been held by the civilized nations of the world 
bids fair to be turned into scorn and ridicule. 
Longer procrastination in the organization of 
this House not only goes to prove that we are 
incapable of self-government, but brands the fun- | 
damental principles upon which the country and 
its institutions are based with ignominy and dis- 
grace. 

But let us bring this thing home. Whatis the 
present condition of our foreign relations? Sup- 
pose England insists upon her construction of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and Denmark refuses us 
the navigation of the Baltic, and Spain says, | 
« Yes, I fired into your merchantmen, with the 
stars and stripes flying from the mast-head, and 
have no apologies to make,” are we prepared to 
meet the crisis? Do gentlemen feel secure? Is 
your Pacific coast in a position, ‘€ without even 
a sufficiency of munitions of war to suppress a 
few hostile tribes of Indians, now plundering our 
citizens, and putting to the tomahawk and scalp- 
ing-knife our women and children,” to cope with 
the Powers;we may in a short time be brought in 
contact with? Itis time that this farce was ended. 
Let us present an unbroken ‘front, and, instead | 
of weakening, strengthen, ‘if possible,’’ the ties 
which have ever bound us together as a union of 
brothers. 

What would be the position of California in | 
case of a war, unprotected, unprovided for, and 
neglected as she has ever been by the General | 
Government? Will you force us to the alterna- | 
tive of separating from you, and setting up for 
ourselves? or, without the means to defend our- 
selves, which, under existing circumstances, must 
be done at the. sacrifice, not only of the best blood, 
but eventually at the cost of your entire Pacific 
coast, shall we keep up this contest among our- į 
selves until the war has actually commenced, and | 
every passage to the West is cut off, and San 
Francisco blockaded by a British flect? Will you, | 
with a full knowledge of our forcign relations, 
and the fact Set forth by the Secretary of War, 
that it will require $100,000,000 to place the 
Pacific possessions in a defensible position, con- 
tend longer as to who shall be made Speaker of 
this House? Will you continue this pitiful quar- 
rel to the loss of your self-respect, and the sacrifice 
of your national honor? 

Itis no sclfish motive which actuates the allusion 
to California; for, although proud of the position 
as one of her Representatives on this floor, her 
history is too well known by every American not 
to be appreciated. I hope the resolution may be 
adopted, and that gentlemen representing older 
States in this Union, which have been built up 
and placed in comparative security by the fostering 
care and wholesome legislation of this country, 
will not, by their stubbornness, force us to suffer 
the evils which may arise and grow out of this | 
delay. California is made up of men from all | 
sections of this Union—North, South, East, and 
West. They are national men—not sectional, and, 
when the crisis comes, will be found ready to fight, 
side by side, with all men who love this country 
and choose the stars and stripes as the emblem į 
of their devotion. We have one hundred thou- 
sand fighting men. Furnish us the proper aid, and 
at the proper time: we ask nothing more. Must 
we yield for want of that aid in time, now with- 
held from us through our incapacity to organize 
this House? Do you look upon the clection of 
Mr. Banxs, Mr. FULLER, or Mr. RICHARDSON, as 
of more importance to you than the security of | 
California? Cut off, for a few months, the mil- | 
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‘citizens. . * : 


| lions of treasure furnished by her, and you bring |} 


upon the commercial interests of this Govern- | 


ment a shock which mustishake: its credit-to the’ 
very center, and bankrupt thousands of ‘your best! 


Sir, we have tried every:expedientj.we-haye, 
made every concession, which honorable me 
could make, in order to bring-about an organiza-) 
tion of ‘this House. Yes, sir, we have: gone! 
further in support of this object. W. 
yielded our personal. preferences, and see: 
name of our standard-bearer [Mr. Racuarpson]! 
withdrawn, under the impression that men, claim=:: 
ing upon this floor to be conservative, would: 
cheerfully lend: us their support in an effort’ to: 
defeat a horde of fanatics, who, vulture-like, seek: 
to destroy and trample under: foot those. princi- 
ples which have given vitality to the country} 
and without a sacred adherence to which, by al} 
sections of this Union, those ties which have 
hitherto bound us together like chains of adamant 
will soon be severed. Sir, the ruthless ax of 
fanaticism has been raised against the constitu- 
tional rights of a portion of the people of this 
Union, whose sense of their deep wrongs. would: 
make them sce this fair land run red with bloods: 
rather than yield to unjust and ungenerous:aggres- 
sions from even thcir own brothers. Then; E 
call upon gentlemen, and ask if they, claiming 
that their record is complete, and boasting that 
they represent a conservative and national con~ 
stituency, will, with arms. folded, stand calmly 
by and sce the government of this House, and all 
the consequences incident thereto, placed in the 
hands of the champion of fanaticism, or in the 
hands of any other man who has expressed. his 
willingness (under particular circumstances) to-see 
this ‘* Union slide?” : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Iwould 
ask the gentleman from California, when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Banks} 
said—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Ifyou want to ask me ques- 
tions, do it out of doors, where honors are easy 
and responsibility equal? À ; 

Yes, sir, I repeat, are gentlemen willing to: 
clothe him with power, who but a few days since 
expressed in their own hearing a doubt as to the 
superiority of the white man over the negro? 

Sir, let our opinions differ as they may upon 
other principles, yet I feel that all questions re~ 
garding the national policy of this Government 
sink into insignificance when compared with that 
of abolitionism; and you are now called upon to 
decide, whether the love you bear your country. 
and the Union is greater than the hate you bear 
the poor Catholic or foreign-born citizen, who, 
by worshiping his God according to the dictates 
of his own conscience, seeks not to injure you or 
yous, and who can boast of being an American 

y preference and not by chance. 

Sir, I have been taught that the essence of 
Democracy was that which lodged in the body 
of the people sovereign power; and that it was 
the duty of those to whom it was delegated to 
use it not only with prudence and caution, but 
with an eye single to the interest and welfare of 
those whom they represent; then, whatever may 
be our own feelings, whatever may be the con- 
victions of our own judgments, as to the pro- 
priety of the positions we may have or do now 
occupy, it should be remembered that there are 
obligations resting upon us paramount to all per- 
sonal or selfish considerations. And, although 
we have at heart the good of the country, and 
may shudder at the prospects before us, we have 
but the two alternatives left us—of being forced 
into anarchy, or, trusting to the justice of our 
cause, submit; knowing that , 

Ill fares the bark with tackle riven, . 

IL when on the breakers driven 3 

IN when the storm-sprite shrieks in air, 
And the seared mermaid tears her hair; 


But worse, far worse, when on her helm the hand 
Of some false traitor holds command. 


Sir, these chances have to be taken; and I believe 
that the sooner it is done the better it will be for 
the country; and besides, I fear we have placed too 
high an estimate upon the election of a Speaker, 
for can we, being in a minority, reasonably ex~ 
pect to see Democratic and national measures 
succeed, with a majority of two to one against 
us. Our future success does not depend upon our 
maneuvring here, or the failure to clect a Speaker 
from our ranks, but upon great principles must we 
rise or fall, when we take issue before the people— 
the highest and noblest tribunal known to freemen. 
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“out ime the assertion—that we are unwilling to fuse 
with any party atthe sacrifice of our “principles. 
“Then, armed as we are, fully prepared to mect our 
opponents, let us go. before the people, bearing in 
one hand the emblem of truth and justice, and in 
the other the sword of principle. I repeat, sir, 
“we have nothing to fear; the seal of condemna- 
tioh be placed wpon the acts and doings of a 
false pretended, and hypocritical philanthropy: 
and when the mad isms of the day will perish and 
moulder away before the light of truth; yea, not 
:@ solitary votary of the secret, midnight order will 
“be found groping around the unhallowed altars 
of the idol to whom, in their wild fanaticism, 
they would now sacrifice friends, kindred, and 
brothers as victims of religious proscription. 
Mr. WHEELER. Irise to move that the 
resolution. be laid upon the table. 
Mr. LETCHER.. I wish to make a remark 
or two.” 5 
Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw my motion, 
and yield the floor to the gentleman from Vir- 
inii. : 
. ‘Mr. LETCHER Mr. Clerk, I have been 
opposed, from the first to the last, to the adop- 
tion of. the plurality rule. I regard it as a ques- 
tion involving principle; and, so regarding it, it 
can never receive my favor or support in this 
House. The southern portion of this country is 
in a minority here in the House of Representa- 
tives, and in a minority in the other wing of the 
Capitol; and one of the greatest securities which 
: we have for the South is the requisition on the 
part of those elements which make up the North 
that: they shall be required to combine, either for 
the purpose of organization here, or for the pur- 
pose, of organization in the other wing of the 
Capitol. Regarding it in this view, and looking 
at the present state of the elements which are 
found in this- House, I cannot recognize a prin- 
eiple which, in my judgment, is calculated to 
place that section of country from which I come 
at a greater disadvantage than it now occupies. 
My own view is, that the result of this election 
is now fixed und certain. I consider the presenta- 


tion of this plurality rule, under all the circum- | 


stances, an indication that it is to meet with 
‘success; and I do not see the slightest necessity 
for postponing what now seems inevitable until 
"Thursday... If the resolution is to be adopted, it 
seems to me it had as well be done now as at any 
other future time. If Mr. Bayxs is to get a plu- 
rality, and, by virtue of that plurality, is to be 
elevated to the Speaker’s chair of this Fouse, I 
see no reason for a postponement for one day. 
Regarding it, sir, in’ this light, as fixed and cer- 
tain, as a test I move that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia withdraw his motion to lay on the table, 
‘go that I may modify my resolution? 

Mr. LETCHER. For that purpose only. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Mr. Clerk, on consult- 
ation with the gentleman from California, he 


waives his amendment; and I now ask that my | 


resolution stand as it was originally moved—that 
it take effect immediately. 
Mr. LETCHER. I rencw my motion to lay 
on the table. i 
_ Subsequently, Mr. Lercuer withdrew his mo- 


tion. 
Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Clerk, I am opposed to this || 
resolution. Ihave been opposed to it, and I expect | 


to continue to be opposed to it as long as I sce that 
it will produce the result which it will now pro- 
duce. What will be the effect of this resolution? 
Sir, its adoption will be, in effect, the election of 


Mr. Banks. It is plain, beyond all doubt, that it | 


would be the election of Mr. Banks. Does it not 


then become the members of the Democratic party | 


to pause and look at what will be the effect of their 
action upon this plurality resolution? Are they 
willing to take a single step towards the election 


of Mr. Bangs? 1 look upon the election of Mr. | 
Banxs as one of the greatest misfortunes that could | 


happen to this country. Not that I have any 
personal objections to him—not at all—but on 
account of the political principles which he holds; 
and with me men are nothing—principles are 
everything. ‘T look upon his principles, if carried 
out, as death to the Constitytion and to the Union. 


Sir; we have said—and our actions will bear us. 


The result of his principles, if carried out, would 
beinevitably revolution ;-and,as a friend of peace, 
anda friend of the Constitution of my country, I 
should deplore his election as a calamity and mis- 
fortune to the country. . 
‘What is the position of things now, if we go 
into this election under the plurality rule? Why, 
it. appears, Mr. Clerk, that upon the last ballot 
Mr. Banks got ninety-nine votes to Mr. Orr’s 
sixty-nine, and Mr. FuLier’s thirty-four, and 
that there were some five scattering. Well, if we 
| go into an election now, under the plurality rule, 
Mr. Banus is certain to be elected, unless there 
is a union between the Democratic party and the 
American party ofthe South. Willthatunion take 
place? I think that that union is impossible at 
present. After the debate of yesterday, and after 
the manifestations that have been made, and the 
peculiar condition of things which now exists, it 
seems to me that a union uponany one candidate 
under the plurality .rule is impossible. What 
then follows? Why, that Mr. Bawxs would be 
elected. His election is a moral certainty. I 
think, therefore, that we ought to pause before 
going into this election. It might be that, by 
waiting a little longer, something might turn up, 
and that those conflicting elements which are sub- 


question that divides the country—the question 
of slavery—might possibly harmonize, so as to 
vote for one man; but not at the present time. I 
think it impossible now. I think, therefore, that 
j we ought to wait and see what will be the result. 

I take it, Mr. Clerk, that there are two opinions 
upon the slavery question in this House among 
the Republicans: one represented by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
who looks upon the repeal of the Missouri re- 
striction as a violation of good faith, and as 


to the country. I respect that fecling, sir, although 
I believe it to be a mistaken one. But there is 
another feeling, in favor of war, war, erpetual 
war, against the South and her institutions; and 
that is the feeling represented by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] I asked him 
if he was in favor of the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, which is the test ques- 
tion. Did he not refrain from answering that 
question? I asked him if he believed in the 
equality of the white and black races, and was 
willing to legislate to produce that results and his 
answer is before the country. What did he say 


from the gentleman’s own statement, that he rep- 
resents the most anti-slavery. district in the United 
States, a pregnant intimation of his own opinions. 
| Should the Democratic party, then, who can alone 
| rescue the country from its impending dangers— 
for they are the only conservative party at the 


| any members of that party, vote now for this reso- 


vpinions on the slavery question? 
It seems to me that our true policy is not to 


| developmeats—to wait until it becomes a question 
i| of a plurality or anarchy; and then gentlemen 
| may decide. For my own part, whenever that 
i| question is put to me—to-day, to-morrow, next 
l week, or next year—if it be anarchy, or the cx- 
treme anti-slavery opinions of Mr. Banxs, I shall 
say ‘anarchy forever.” 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Mr. Clerk, 
I am in favor of this resolution. Iwas here in 
1849, when the plurality rule, by_a resolution 
precisely like this, was adopted, under*which the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Cons} was elected 
Speaker, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
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f rule be now adopted, it is quite uncertain who 
would be elected under it. Should it happen to 
be the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banxs,] it would only be a fair set-off to the 
| election in 1849. ¥ $ 

i| I voted for the plurality rule then, although we 
| were defeated; and in the existing state of parties 
iin this House, I shall vote for it now, whether 
‘its effect will be to elect or defeat the candidate 
i Iam supporting. I vote for it upon principle; 
|; and after this long delay—more than twice as long 
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stantially agreed upon the great absorbing, vital | 


Duyn, ] | 


renewing the slavery agitation, and who desires | 
to restore that compromise in order to give peace | 


one day, and what on a subsequent occasion? | 
Let the two answers go together. ‘Thenitappears, : 


i| North of adequate power—shouild they, or should į; 
lution, when it will have the certain effect of elect- | 


| ing the gentleman from Massachusetts, with those 


vote for this resolution now, but to wait for future į 


[Mr. Winthrop] was defeated. Should the same : 


Í as ever occurred before—in my opinion, the pub- 
lic interest imperatively requires its adoption. 
‘Where, as is now the case, there are more than 
two parties, each adhering to a separate organi- 
| zation, and voting fora separate candidate, neither 
of which, after an eight weeks’ effort, is able to 
command the votes of a majority, it would seem 
to be the only fair and practicable mode left to 
organize the House, so as to reflect the senti- 
ments of our constituents. How else can it be 
done? Neither party can be required, neither 
party can be expected, to make an unconditional 
surrender. Yet this House must be organized, 
in order that the necessary legislation may be pro- 
ceeded with, In this state of things the plurality 
rule is the nearest approximation to a majority 1t 
is possible to obtain. It is right in principle, for 
that party having the largest number of Repre- 
sentatives ought to have the Speaker from their 
number. Ithas authority and precedent for it. It 
has had the sanction of this House heretofore; it 
is the rule for the election of officers in nearly all 
the States of this Union. While each party per- 
sistently vétes for its candidate, and requires a 
majority to elect, an organization is prevented, as 
much so as if two of the three parties here should 
refuse to- meet us in this Hall, and thus prevent , 
an organization by the want of a quorum, No one 
would justify that; yet requiring a majority, as 
parties are organized here, equally prevents an 
organization. The adoption of the plurality rule 
is therefore not only proper, but has become a 
matter of necessity. 

But 1 rose to obtain a vote on this resolution, 
not to make a speech; and as this subject in all 
its bearings is understood by every gentleman, I 
renew the previous question. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw that, just for one moment. I will 
renew it aftera sinele observation, 

Mr. BENNETT. Iwill withdraw it with that 
understanding. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk, I have just 
arisen to say, in order that my voice, too, may 
reach the country before this deed is done, that 
I expect the phirality rule will prevail; that 1 
‘expect that the Democratic party, to a man, will 
throw their votes against it; but that there will 
be a sufficient diversion from it to effect the pur- 

ose; and that party will be held to a responsi- 

ility for the consequence by the country, as 

much as he would be held to a responsibility for 
the consequences who throws a lighted squib 
into a powder magazine. They know what the 
consequence will be, and, as a matter of course, 

when the consequence comes, an enlightened 
people will hold them to the responsibility for it. 
I have said all I desire to say. I now renew the 
| previous question, and the people will visit the 
responsibility where it belongs. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand the pre- 
vious question has been demanded. 

The CLERK. It has been. - 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to lay the reso- 
i! lution upon the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon that motion I 
|! demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOWDELL. I desire the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bewnerr] to withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question for a moment. 

Mr. BENNETT. I cannot. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution upon the table, and it was decid- 
ed in the negative—ycas 108, nays 108; as fol- 
lows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Jolin P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
| Caskie, Bayard Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunt, Edmundson, Eliott, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Piorence, Foster, Henry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
| Haris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffinan, Houston, Jewett, 
i George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, 
| Lake, Letcher, Lindiey, Lumpkin, Alexander K, Marshall, 
| Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
| Multin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, 

Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
| Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, 
| Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, 
i 
i 


i 
i 
Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Wiliam R- Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Whitey, Winslow, Danicl B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zouicotier—108. ee 
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NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Banks, Barbour, 
Barciay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingharst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cra- 
gin, Cunback, Damrcil, Tunothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duriee, Edie, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Herbert, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Morton, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Ty- 
son, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader €C. Wash- 
burne, Ellin B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—108. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called) 
said: I have paired off with Mr. WAKEMAN. 
Were Lat liberty to vote, I should vote.ay. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (before the result 
of the vote was announced,) said: It is well 
known to this House that I have uniformly op- 
posed the passage of this resolution, Under- 
standing that a change of my vote will enable its 
friends to taksa direct vote upon its passage, I 
will change my vote, and vote against laying the 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 1 ask for the yeas and 
nays upon ordering the main question. 

TheCLERK. Is there a second to the demand 
for the previous question? 

A Memper. There is. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw my demand, 
and will call for the yeas and nays upon the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon ordering the main question to be now put. 

The yeas and nays werc ordered. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I know it is out of order to 
„offer an amendment under the pending motion; 
but I have an amendment which I intend to offer 
by way of a substitute for this resolution, if the 
main question is not sustained. I desire that it 
may be read for the benefit of the House, and 
especially for the benefit of certain members who 
are voting for this resolution. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the honorable Wintiam Smir, of Vir- | 


ginia, be, and he hereby is, dectared Speaker of the [House 
of Representatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. MILLSON. I desire to give notice of an 
amendment which I shall offer, if the main ques- 
tion is not ordered to be now put. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That the choice of such member, if not made 
by a majority of the whole number voting, be confirmed by 
a resolution subsequently adopted by the House. 


Mr. DOWDELL. I give notice of a substitute 
I shall offer, if the main question is not ordered 
to be now put. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House shall proceed immediately to 
vote viva voce fer Speaker; and the person having the greatest 
number shali be the Speaker, if such number be a majority 
of the whole vote cast ; and if no person have such majority, 
then of the persons having the highest numbers, not excced- 
ing two, on the list of those voted for as Speaker, the House 
shall choose immediately viva voce the Speaker: Provided, 
a majority of the whole vote cast shall be necessary to a 
choice. 


The question being, ‘* Shall the main question 
be now put??? it was put, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 108, nays 107; as follows: 


VEAS—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawsoa, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow? Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Herbert, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Norton, Howard, Kelly, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meachain, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp; Shernian, Simons, Samuel A. Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
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walader C..Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch,* Wells, Williams, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—108, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John PÈ. Campbell, Carlile, Caru- 
thers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M, 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Ilouston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millward, Moore, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Rutin, Rust, Sandiige, Savage, Scott, Shorter, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—107, 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. ; . : 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I demand the yeas and nays 


upon thg pending question. 


The Yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WALKER. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 


The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

The question was then put on the passage of 
the resolution, and decided in the negative—yeas 
106, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Chafiee, Uzra Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Diekson, Doda, 
Durfee, Edie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Kelly, Keisey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Mea- 
cham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘appan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C, Washbmne, hihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wiiiams, Wood, Woodrufi, 
and Woodwworth—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allon, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Came 
bell, ce, Caruthers, Caskic, Bayard Clark, Howeil 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobh, Cox, Crawford, Cmien, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Bum, 
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Edmundson, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Bastis, Evans, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Angustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W, Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 


floffinan, Ioustou, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Miliward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Peek, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rast, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tal- 
bott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—110. 


ADJOURNMENT. 7 
Mr. LETCHER. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 
Tellers were demanded and ordered; and 


Messrs. Suermanand Wiitams were appointed. 
Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the motion. 
The motion was renewed, tellers again ordered, 

and the same gentlemen appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 

ported—ayes 90, noes 26. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. MATTESON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TODD. 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SHERMAN 
and Wi.iiams were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes fourteen. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 


I call for tellers on the yeas and 


RI 


Ehe CLERK then amounced the in 
ried. a 
The House accordingly (at. two o’elock and 
forty-five minutes) adjourned till to-morrow at. 


twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. |... 
Tuurspay, January 31, 1856. °- : 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 
. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. ; 


a report of the Secretary of War, communicating 
a statement.of the expenditures from appropria-" 
tions for the contingent expenses of the War De- 
partment, its offices and bureaus, for the ‘fiséal 
year ending June 30, 1855; which, on motion of. 
Mr. WELLER, was ordered to lie on the table'and 
be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, show- 
ing what contracts have been made under the 
authority of the War Department during'the year 
1855; which, on motion of Mr. WELLER, ‘was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. k 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating a statement of the appropriations ap- 
plicable to the service of that Department, with 
the amounts drawn from the Treasury, during the 
year ending June 30, 1855, the balances. during 
the same period, and such appropriations as have 
been carried to the surplus fund; which, on motion 
of Mr. Weuter, was ordered to lie on the table 
and he printed. > AT 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating a statement of the expenditures at 
the national armories, and of the number of arms 
and appendages made at those armories during 


of Mr: Wexter, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. . 

Also, a. report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance witha resolution of 
the Senate of the 21st instant, information in rer 
lation to the construction of fortifications for'the 
defense of the harbors of Galveston, Saluria, and’ 
other harbors npon the coast of Texas; which, 
on motion of Mr. Rusk, wal referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


showing the payments made from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, for the year ending Decem- 
ber 2, 1855, and the amount of the ur expended 
balances of that fund for the same period: which; 
on motion of Mr. Mason, was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Senate, 
communicating a list of the persons employed in 
his office during the year 1855, and the sums paid 
to each; which, on motion of Mr. Cass, was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 


| Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ordered 


to be printed. k 

Also, a letter of the Secretary of the Territory 
of Nebraska, accompanied by a copy of the Legis- 
lative Journal and laws of that Territory; which, 
on motion of Mr. Jones, of Iowa, was referred 
to the Committce on Territories. 

Also, a letter of the Secretary of the Territory 
of Washington, accompanied by the acts of the 
Legislative Assembly of that Territory, convened 
February 27, and December 2, 1854; which, on 
motion of Mr. Joxrs, of Iowa, was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Also, a copy of the acts, resolutions, and 
memorials of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Utah, passed at its several annual 
sessions, and acopy of the Journal of the fourth 
annual session of the Legislative Assembly. of 
that Territory; which, on motion of Mr. Jowes, 
of Iowa, were referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories,, * 

PETITIONS. 
Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I present 


the memorial of Captain W. Inman, of the United 


The President pro tempore laid-before the Senate... 


the year ending June 30, 1855; which, on motion . 


Also, a report of the Secretary of the Senate, 


<i States Navy , remon 


a 
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ae ; Sage if 
ating against the action of’ 
the board of naval officers convened under the act 
of February 28, 1855, as unlawful, ill-considered, 
and unjust.: The memorialist states that he is 
fifiy-fiup years of age, in the full possession of 
health and faculties, and that he has faithfully 
performed his duty in every grade during a pe- 
riod of uéarly eighteen years sea-service, without 
Feproach from’ the Goverriment;. and he asks at 
the hands. of this body that mcasure of .redress 
which is due to every American citizen... I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee | 
“on Naval Affairs. E Se ee 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMSON, óf New Jersey. Falso pre- 
sent. a memorial from citizens of ‘New Jersey, 
asking that‘one or more ships of war may be sent 
to-certain islands of the ocean in which large de- 
posits of guano have been discovered, to protect | 
American. citizens who claim to be the owners ; 
of those islands.. I move the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘The.motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TOUCEY presented the memorial of Com- 
mander Charles TL. Jackson, of the United States 
Navy, who-has been placed on the reserved list in 
consequence of the action of the late naval board, 
praying for redress; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

“: My. HUNTER presented the memorial of Mur- 
ray Mason, a commander in the Navy, who has 
been placed on the retired list in consequence of | 
the action of the late naval board, praying that 
justice may be awarded to him; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘Also, thé memorial of Samuel Forrest, of the 
United States Navy, praying to be allowed com- 
pensation for thé sate-keepingand disbursement of 
moneys derived from ‘ military contributions” in 
California, by order of Commodore Jonés; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ELECTION OF A PRINTER. 
_ Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, in pur- 
suanée of the notice which I had the honor to 
submit to the Senate on Monday last, I now move 
that we proceed to the election of a printer on the 
part of the cara i i 
" Mr. FISH.. I hope the Senator will not press 
that motion until we have gone through the regu- 
lar order of business. [have a petition to present. | 

‘Mr. FITZPATRICK. In reply to the honor- 
able Senator from New York, i beg leave to 
say, that we have apprepriated every morning 
during the session tosthe ypception of petitions. 
Ithink that, in the present posture of affairs, we | 
could dispense with submitting petitions, when 
it is known to the. Senate that nothing practical | 
gan be accomplished by presenting them now. 
Besides, I do not suppose that much time will be | 
consumed in the election of a printer. The law 
requires us to proceed to the election of a printer | 
at the commencement of every Congress. Surely 
we have had ample time to make wp our minds | 
as to whom we prefer for that position, and the | 
gooner wwe elect one the better for the convenience | 
of the Senate, and all others who may be con- | 
nected with the execution of the work. I trust! 
that not only the Senator from New York, but ; 

enators generally, will yield to my motion, that ! 
we may dispose of that question. ‘We have, this | 

> morning, had several documents referred and or 
dered to be printed; but until a printer be clected | 
they cannot be printed, without such a special || 
order as we have heretofore becn compelled to , 
adopt. ‘There is an immense quantity of busi- | 
ness pressing on the Senate; and I trust the Sen- | 
ate will now disposé of the question, and proceed | 
to the election of a printer. ` : 
Mr. FISH. If the motion is in order, of course | 

I cannot object to its being put; but L hope the} 
geaneman will wait a while before presenting 1t. | 
n reply to the appeal which he has made to me, | 
L will say to the honorable Senator that, while | 
runior says that he and his friends have had an | 
opportunity of consulting upon this subject, the | 
small party to which I belong here has not yet; 
“had such an opportunity; and we may not be, i 
perhaps, quite sọ well prepared as he isto gointo 
äñ election. If his motion is in order, though, | 
the Senate will decide the question. I supposed. 
the business first in order, before the reception of | 
xesolutions, was the reception of petitions. 
he PRESIDENT. “It is inthe power of the | 


Senate to suspend’ the regular order of business 
by a vote.. The Senator from Alabama moves to 


suspend the prior order of business for the pur- 


pose of proceeding to the election of a printer to 
this body. 

Mr. BROWN. On that motion I call for the 
yeas.and nays. i a 
“The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—ycas 26, nays 25; as follows: ` 
` YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Rusk, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey; Toucey, 
Trumbull, Weller, and Wright—26. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennéssée, Brown, Butler, Clayton, Collamer, Critten- 
den, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Gcycr, Har- 
lan, Houston, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, 
Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, and 
Wilson—25. | : 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. Senators will please pre- 
pare their ballots. 3 i 

The pages proceeded to collect the ballots of 
Senators. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Are we now proceed- 
ingtothe election of a printer? T'should like very 
much to inquire whether the duties of this office 
were performed satisfactorily by the late printer 
to the Senate. I believe it has been the custom 
of the Senate to reélect faithful officers. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Do I understand the 
gentleman to question me on that subject? 

Mr. CLAY. Icall the Senators from Alabama 
and Kentucky to order. I believe this conversa- 
tion is out of order. . i » i 

Mr. WELLER. The Senate is now balloting. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN Woel, sir, as no one is 
disposed to answer, {must take it for granted that 
he did properly perform his duties, ard I must 
vote accordingly. 

_Mr. FITZPATRICK. So far as I am con- 
cerned, T have nothing to allege against him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore having canvassed 
and counted the ballots, announced that the whole 
number of ballots was 53; necessary to a choice 
27; of which— 

A. O. P. Nicholson received. cee ceeeeeresven sees 
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votes given, there was WW choice. 
The PRESIDENT. Senators will prepare their 
votes for the second ballot. f 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to ask whether, in 
@termining the result of the ballots, blanks are 
counted? I presume gentlemen have been voting 
under the impression that they would be counted. 

The PRESIDENT. In announcing the result, 
two blanks were reported. i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Are they counted ? 

The PRESIDENT. They were counted, 
though the Sceretary stated to the Chair, a moment 
since, that it has been the practice of the Senate 
heretofore not to consider them as ballots. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
to have that question settled, before we proceed 
further. f 

The PRESIDENT. The Chairis under the 
impression that they are entitled to be counted as 
votes. 

Mr. YULEE. What would have been the 
result if the blanks were regarded as aequiescing 
votes? ` 


the result as announced. ` 

` Mr. ADAMS. Lbeg leave to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact, that in the case of the 
contested election of a Senator from Florida some 
years ago, it was determined unanimously that 
blank ballots should be counted as votes. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chairis under the 
impression that blanks are entitled to be counted 
as votes. f > 

Mr. BAYARD. With great. deference to the 
Chair, I must say that I doubt it. 


Mr. YULEE. I think there can be no doubt | 


that the settled practice of tlie Senate has been 
otherwise; and if the question should be material 
to this election, it would be proper to examine into 
that fact, 7 Aa ; 


I think it would be better | 


} certainly enforce it. 
i the Senate is on the motion of the Senator from 
| Vermont, to suspend the prior orders of business 


I The PRESIDENT. Thè Chair thinks that 


blanks are entitled to be.counted’as votes. He 
so decides, and he will count them, unless the 
Senate-otherwise order. a 

Mr. PRATT. Lunderstand the honorable Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. YuLEE] to express a dif- 
ferent opinion, and to intimate that if, on this 
ballot, the omission to count the blanks would 
alter thé result favorably to the candidate whom 
he advocates, he will, notwithstanding the opinion 
of the Chair, and although persons may vote with 
that opinion in view, contend that the gentleman 
whom he favors has been elected. F hope, theré- 
fore, that thè Senate will settle the question pre- 
liminary to voting the second time, or that the 
ballots may be withdrawn from the ballot-box, so 
that we may begin anew. i 

Mr. RUSK. There is no instance within my 
recollection where blanks have not been counted 
in our ballotings, and I recollect a dozen where 
they have been. 

The PRESIDENT. If any Senator appeals 
from the decision of the Chair, the question will, 
of course, be submitted to the Senate for decision. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state, for the information 
of the Senate, that, having occasion at one time to 
examine the question, I became satisfied that the 
fact was as I have stated it. The Secretary of 
this body, who has had very long experience, 
will be able to state, as I think he stated to me at 
the time to which I allude, that the settled prac- 
tice of the Senate was not to regard or count 


blanks as having any effect upon an electién. I 
| have no doubt that has been the settled practice 
of ihe Senate from avery early day. As { under- 


stand from the Chair, however, that this question 
does not affect the result in the present case, I 
raise no objection now. i 

Mr. BROWN. We are now taking a vote, and 
if we do not decide the point now, when shall we 
do so? 

The PRESIDENT. If such be the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate for decision. f f 

Mr. FOOT. I understand the Chair to decide 
that blank votes are to be ċounted as ballots. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. FOOT. Itake it, that stands as the judg- 
ment of the Senate, unless the decision of tha 
Chair be reversed. 

The PRESIDENT having canvassed the votes, 
announced the result of the second ballot, as fol- 
lows: Whole number of votes cast, 53; neces- 
sary to a choicc, 27; of which— 


A. O. P. Nicholson reccived...... eee eraceneeree sad 
Beverley Tucker... ..36 + 9 
— Blanchard... 7 
H. M. Watterson . 4 
Gales & Seaton... + 2 
©. H. Hayden .. 2 
Joni Co RIVOS .. 0 cece eee ence eee eee 1 
Columbus Alexander.. ok 
Gamatiel Bailey .. oi 
Blanks.....e eee 2 


No person having received a majority of the 
whole number of votes cast, there was no election. 

Mr. FOOT. Jhope the Senate will now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, on which the Senator from New. York 
[Mr. Sewarp] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. YULEE. I begleave at this point to state, 


' for the information of the Senate, that there is an 


express rule of the House of Representatives pro- 
viding that in their elections blanks shall not be 
counted. In this body it has been the uniform 
practice to pursue the same course. Ido not 
know that we have any specific rule to that effect, 


| but E am certain that has been the practice of the 
The PRESIDENT. It would not have altered : f 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware 
of thé existence of any such rule of the Senate. 
If there’ is one found to that effect, the Chair will 
The question now before 


for the purpose of proceeding to thegonsideration 
of the special order. - 

Mr. PRATT. J hope it ill. be understood 
now whether, after the debate on the special order 


| shall be finished. to-day, the voting shall then 


continue, or shall be postponed until to-morrow, 
so that those of us who may not desire to remain 


i here during the entire debate can absent. our- 
| selves, if we think proper, and come back for'the 
i purpose of voting. To accomplish this object, I, 


1856; 


meal 


move to postpone the further execution of. the 
order of the Senate requiring us to elect.a printer 
until to-morrow. i Lie - 

Several Senators. Say Monday: 

Mr. PRATT. Iwill name any day that. will 
bë agreeable to the Senate. I therefore move to 

ostpone the further execution of the order ofthe 
Renate for the election of a printer; util Monday 
next. |. Se y ; 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays. . 
They were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
—yeas 24, nays 28; as follows: . f We 
. YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New: Hampshire, Bellof 
Tennessee, Brown, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Houston, Jones of 
Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Sumner, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Toombs, Trumbull; Wade, und Wilson—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allon, Benjamin, Biggs, Biglor, Bright, 
Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geycr, 
Hunter, iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, 
Pugh, Rusk, Sebastian, Stidell, Stuart, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—28, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The Senate proceeded to ä third ballot; and the 
votes having been collected and canvassed, the 
result Wis ännouticed as follows: Whole number 
of votes cast, 53; necessary to a choice, 27; of 
which- * 

A. O. P. Nicholson reeeived.. cscs... eee 

Beverley Tyckte... ee. 

v Blanchard. .ssess 

JI. M. Watterson 

C. H. Hayden.. 

Galés & Seaton. 

Gamaliel Bailey... 

Columbus Alexander. 

Tank... beeen eee ees 

Mr. CLAY. I rise to inquire why it is we are 
conducting this elcation by ballot? 

Mr. MASON.. .. The rule requires it. 

Mr. CLAY. There isnosuch rule. There is 
a rùle of the Senate which requires that commit- 
tees shall be clected by ballot; but I have been 
unable to find any rule, and the Secretary of the : 
- Senate, who is perhaps better informed in regard | 

to the rules of the Senate than any member of the | 
body, assures me there is no rule providing for | 
elections in the Senate by ballot. I have always 
been opposed to the secret ballot in elections by | 
the Senate, believing it to be proper that every 
representative body should elect its officers by a 
viva voce vote. For this reason, and in order to 
save time, I was about to propose that we should 
proceed to clect viva noce. f 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Make that motion. 

Mr.CLAY. Imakethatmotion. Itwillsave 
a great deal of time, and, I think, expedite an 
election. ; ; 

Mr, BUTLER. I have no objection to say 
how I vote, for I believe it is very well known. | 

Mr. CLAY. Ido not presume anybody has | 
such an objéction. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose not; but I say that, 
at this time to reverse the whole practice of the 
Senate would have the appearance of an innova- 
tion for this temporary occasion. ‘T’o this I can- 
not consent. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I concur with 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina. I see 
nọ reason for deviating from the rule of the Sen- 
ate on this subject. Like him, too, I am per- 
fectly willing that everybody shall know for 
whom I vote; but I see no cause why we should 
now change the rule which has governed us on all 
former occasions. It has been said, and, during 
the last session, with some it was a matter of dis- 
cussion, that the press acts wpon the Senate, and 
the Senáte acts upon the press 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. If the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware will yield, I will ask my hon- 
orable colleague to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CLAY. I will, at the instance of my 
friends on both sides of the Chamber, withdraw : 
my motion; but at the same time I wish to say 
that I'disagree entirely with the views of my hon- 
erable friends from Delaware and South Carolina. 
i have always becn opposed to our voting by bal- 
lot in this Chamber. fon still opposed to it, and 
in future I shall uniformly oppose it. | 

The PRESIDENT. . Senators will prepare 
their votes for the fourth balloting. A 

Mr. BAYARD. Before I vote on this occasion, ; 
I desire to'say a few wows. I have heretofore 
voted for Mr. Watterson, of Tennessee. Per- | 
sonally, I have only a slight acquaintance with 
him; but I have voted for him on principle. t 
have voted for him bécause I desire to do now 


ac) 


et OG ES Ct 


what I attempted to.effect at the last session, and 
shall attempt again atthe present session—to dis- 
connect the public press.from all contret on the 
part of Congress or the Executive. - I find; how- 
ever, that it cannot be done. -E am not disposed; 
therefore, to. prolong thoestryggle; and I mean 
now, as Lhave no persotial feeling about this mat- 
ter, as a change of a ballot may end the contest, 
to vote with the majority of those. with whose 
opinions in other respects I coincide. My sole 
object has been to disconnect the press from. the 
Government; but I. perceive thatit cannot be 


attained. now, though I hope it will be hereafter. 


Mr: PRATT. Mr. President, [ have hereto- 
fore voted, during the last and the present Con- 
gress, for the present printer of the Senatè; and 1 
should do soagain with great pleasure, if I thought 
there was a possibility of his clection; but I find 
that those with whom I was associated at the last 
Congress, have abandoned him, and are now 
voting differently from myself. . I find also that, 
by continuing to vote for him, I shall be thrown 
with gentlemen with whom I have no desire to 
associate politically, although; upon some occa- 
sions, I might have great pleasure in associating 
with them personally. I-shall, therefore, change 
my vote, in order to end this conflict. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave not voted at all, except 
to cast a blank ballot. I have reasons for not 
voting for Mr. Nicholson. I did not participate 
in the deliberations of the caucus which gave him 
the nomination, I have said all along that I 
could not vote for him, and I mean to adhere to 
my determination; but if, by not voting at all on 
this ballot, I caiaid in an election, I shall pursue 
that.course. 

The votes having becn collected and canvassed, 
the result of the fourth ballot was announced as 
follows: Whole number of votes, 54; necessary 
to a choice, 28; of which— 


A. O. P. Nicholson received. co. cece cece eee eee ee DD 
Beverley. TUCK Crs ass recarsi esas eeksena 
U. M. Watterson. .iccesecsenee 4 


—— Blanchard........ 
Gales & Seaton...... 
Ge E E Aa CO sociee cee c beans coe'a eee se 
Columbus Alexander. essees 
Cornelius Wendell. 
BANK ce aetssosseepessssoceee 


The PRESIDENT. Mr. Nicholson having 
received a majority of all the votes given, is 
clected printer for the Senate during the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress. 

COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. CLAY submitted thë following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he requested to 
inform the Scnate what, in his opinion, is necessary to com- 
plete, the defenses of the coast from Mobile to New Orleans 
inclusive. 


were ew erener 


Penne een eee ns 


PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES. 

Several messages were received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Mr. 
Sipney Wenrster, his Secretary. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
mect on Monday next. 

=  CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order—the motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations the letter of Lord 
John Russell, which was communicated by the 
President of the Unitcd States in answer to a 
resolution òf the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD addressed the Senate on the 
subject of Central American affairs. He re- 
viewed the history and geographical relations of 
that territory at the mouth of the river San Juan, 
known as the Mosquito territory, and conjured 
the Senate to hold fast to the Clayton and Bulwer 
treaty, and to insist that Great Britain shall cease 
to violate its stupulations. 

He took the ground, that the positions which 
had been assumed b 
and ought to be maintained b 
matter at what cost. We could not, he said, re- 
cede without national dishonor, and that was not 
tobe thought of. The language of the treaty was 
too plain to be misunderstood, and the British 
Government had resorted to miserable perversions. 
in order to evade its requirements. [The speech 
will be found in the Appendix.] 


the President were correct, | 
the country—no į 


| executive: session. 


1ureLy : 
whether I Shall p 


Mr. MASON. “If the Senator, 
T will move to postpone the farther cons i 
of the subject until Monday; and then usk fo 


Mr. FOOT. Let it be made the: spéei 
for Monday.. : ne eto y 
Mr. MASON. Imakëethat motion: 
The motion was agreed tos.. 3s. 

_ .. | EXECUTIVE SESSION. ovo) 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pr 
eceded to the consideration of ext ouiiveb ess} 
and after, some tite spent therein, the doors were: 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuunspay, January $1, 1856. © -7> o: 

The House was called to order by the Clerk 

at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Gkoree 
Hirot. RA a 

The Journalof yesterday wasread and approved. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. `.. 
Mr. COX. _ I desire to offer a proposition. ti 
the House. I will not go into an explanation of -i 
the resoľùtioù which É propose, t ẹ iG, 
speaks for itsclf. I shall not andér é 
the political principles which, T hi 
expressed, but will simply say that I’ ol è, 
resolution in good faith, and trust it: may bo.: ` 
adopted. k a E 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move that there be a: 


call of the Fiouse. 0 i _ 
The resolution was then read, as follows: : 
Whereas, the House of Representatives -of the Thirty. 
Fourth Congress has failed heretofore to elèet a Speaker,’ 
and organize for the transaction. of legislative: business; 
aud this failure to organize has. resulted from a tenciona: 
adherence of the members of the House to. the candidata 
for Speaker nominated by a caucus of their respective- 
parties in the House. And whereas the members who 
support this resolution express the anxious desire to organ 
ize the House, and procecd ta the discharge of their duties. 
as Representatives of the people; that they are. willing to 
make any sacrifice, save that of principle, to effect that 
object; and being satisfied that some concessions are neces~ 
sary in the present state of party feeling, now declare, that, 
without conceding any principles which they haye advo- 
cated in or out of the House of Representatives, and dêr: . 
elaring, further, that they are willing, in. the true. spirit-of; 
patriotism, to waive some of their political, principles.in the 
choice of a Speaker, reserving ta themselves the right to.. 
insist upon the practical execution of their principles heres: 
after, in the legislation of. Congress, provided they. can. 
effect the organization of the House hy the election of a 
man to the speakership who, in their opinion, will maine 
tain the Constitution and its guarantees, in. the exercise of 
the power conferred upon him in that position, now agree 
to make a patriotic effort to elect a Speaker. E 
Resolved therefore, That all who support this resolution, 
and without the hope or expectation of advantage to their 
views or persona} ambition, in the construction of the com- 
mittees of the House, will, on the first vote for Speaker, 
after this resolution shall have been adopted, çast. their, 
votes for the llon. James D. Orr, of South Carofina; and 
if he should not be elected on said ballot, that on: the next 
ballot they will cast their votes for the Hon., Henry Mi 
Futter, of Pennsylvania, for Speaker, inviting -ali. the, 
members who do not agree with them in this resolution to 


| coUperate with them under the reservations hercin con- 


tained for those who vote for the adoption of this resolu- 
tion. ; n 

Mr. COX. I demand the previous question on 
the resolution, and the yeas and nays upon its 
adoption. ~* . 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. WALKER. lask the gentleman to with- 
draw the demand, to cnable me to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. F'Lorrncx] made a motion for a call 
of the House. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. The explanation’ of the. 
gentleman from Alabama will accomplish the’ 
same purpose. I will withdraw the motion: 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to occupy the time 
of the Elouse for a very few minutes, before the 
vote is taken upon the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, in a personal explanation, 

The CLERK. The gentleman will proceed if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. WALISER requested the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cox] not to press his preamble 
and resolution for the present, as he wished to 
say a few words in the way of personal expla- 
nations. -y into Conte A 

Mr. COX assenting, and there heing no objge- 


| tion, 


by 


--eye never fell upon the article until I réad it in 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 31, 


Mr. WALKER proceeded: Some one has sent 
‘me, from New. York, a paper published in, that 
“tity: under the very significant. title of “ Radical 
Abolitionist.” In that paper there is an editorial | 
‘under the head of “Light Increasing,” in which į 
the editor goes on to quote an. article which he | 
:says appeared in. the New. York Tribune of Jan- 
wary. 8, 1n a letter from Washington, signed “H. 
G.”. -Idid not-see the paper referred to, and my 


this journal... I will read to the House the portion 
of the article here quoted. : 
„Mr. SAVAGE. If this is to be an explanation 
founded upon:a newspaper article, I object to its 
proceeding further, as out of order. 

‘Several Memgers. Go on! go on! 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentleman 
from Alabama is in order. 

Mr. SAVAGE. If the editor to whom the gen- | 
tleman refers is in town, I think he should settle 
the matter with him, out of the House. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is too late 
to raise objection to the gentleman proceeding. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I think it is not only in der- 
ogation of thé rights of this House, but that itis 
in bad taste to bring in newspaper articles upon 
this floor, Tam willing, however, to make cx- 
Ceptions in cases where the editor may be in a 
distant part of the country; but where the editor 
is here in the city, I think exceptions should be 
taken to his article out of the House. 

“The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see is out of order. The Clerk put the question 
to the House, if there was any objection to the 
explanation being made, and no objection was 
made. Itis, therefore, too late to object to his 
going on at this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. WALKER. There is nothing personally | 
offensive in the article.. I merely wished to call 
the attention of the House to it, because it mis- 
stated my position, and because it evidently con- 
founded me with another member upon this floor, 
‘Whenever articles make their appearance that are 
personally offensive to me, I shall follow the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, and not 
trouble the House ,with them. The portion of 
the article quoted in this paper, to which I have 
referred, is in these words: - 

“Mr. WALKER, of Alabama, averred himself not a full 
member of the Democratie nor of any other party, but a 
deadly opponent of squatter sovereignty, and a champion | 
of the southern doctrine, that any slaveholder may take 
slavery into any Territory, and there exists no power any- į 
where to turn or keep-it out. He closed, very naturally, | 
with an expression of his cordial approval of the Presi- | 
dont’s message, and an avowal of his purpose to support | 
General Pierce, should he be a candidate for revlection. 

“Mr. Israet Wasunurn, of Maine, remarked that the 
gentleman’s doctrine would be orthodox Democracy this 
year, but would soon be superseded hy the broader and more 
logical assumption, thatany slaveholder may take his human 
chattels into any State or any Territory—a citizen of South 
Carolina being as much entitled to protection in the use and 
enjoyment of his property in New York, asa citizen of 
Vermont bas to like protection in regard to his property.?? 

Now, sir, there is certainly nothing personally 
offensive in this language, taken from the New | 
York Tribune. My purpose in rising now is! 
merely to correct a mistake as to my position. 
The House will remember, that some days ago a | 
debate ensued upon this floor, in which the gen-! 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Kerrr,] in| 
defining his position, spoke of his non-connection | 


—-technically so to speak—with the Democratic || 


party, and stated that he had thus far generally ! 
acted with them because he approved of the prin- : 
ciples announced by them, and that he had sup- | 
orted both their nominees for Speaker in this | 
Touse, because he conceived them to occupy | 
sound conservative opinions upon all the great | 
questions of the day. 

Now, it is apparent that in this article I have | 
been confounded with the gentleman from South | 
Carolina. I have, at no time, in my place, even | 
alluded to the President’s message, except at the || 
time of the appearance of the Kansas message, 
expressing my desire, by my vote, that the | 
message should be received and read- by the! 
House. 

And, sir, inasmuch as this article may find its 
way into my district, and may there give rise to 
misconceptions as to what is my true position 
here, I have felt it due to myself to state what 
are the facts. 
>- Now, sir, while I agree with the gentleman 
from South Carolina fully upon this question of 
squatter sovereignty, I havé never publicly in 


message; and I have certainly never. committed 
myself to support any man for the Presidency. 
After the House has organized, doubtless, a more 
fitting occasion may present itself, when I can, 
with less impropriety than now, state fully and 
at large my views upon both of the messages. 

I will remark, however, now, that in my opin- 
ion the general tone of the annual message is 
much to be commended. As far as its diction is 
concerned, it is in my judgment most admirable. 
In that portion of the message in which the Pres- 
ident gives a history of the circumstances and 


Government, and in that portionin which he more 
particularly dwells upon the relations of the sev- 
eral States to the Federal Government, and that 
which discusses the constitutional aspects of 
slavery, it meets my most earnest and cordial ap- 
proval. I believe the statements to be historically 
true; and I believe the opinions expressed. to be 
in accordance with the Constitution of the coun- 
try. 

Wow, sir, as regards the Kansas message, I 
wiil state this: It has a great merit—a merit not 
always to be found in grave State papers—that is, 
its exceeding clearness of statement. That its 
narrative is strictly true I have no doubt. I am 
not prepared to follow the President in the nice 
distinction which he has drawn between his power 
to employ the instrumentality of the army, di- 
rectly in the enforcement of law, and the placing 
of a portion of the military force of the country 
under the control of the marshal of the Territory 
as a part of the posse comitatus. When the oppor- 
tunity occurs, I shall take occasion to discuss that 
portion of the message. 

Now, sir, I have made these remarks merely 
because the article to which my attention was 
called, and to which Ihave asked the attention of 


sage when I, in fact, had said nothing about it, 
nor have I committed myself to any man for the 
presidency. 

Mr. Clerk, in reference to this matter I have 
this to say: If the party to which I belong shall 
nominate for the 
have the requisite ability, a man true to the Con- 
stitution and laws, a man whose statesmanship is 
not narrowed down by the interests or prevailing 
sentiment of sections, but is large and compre- 
hensive_enough to enable him to wield the powers 
of tthe Government for the general good—-a man, 
who, under the instinctof a high and true patriot- 
ism, sets his face against all fanatical and sec- 
tional efforts to destroy the peace of the country— 
a man who acknowledges the sovereignty and 


jeequality of these States, and the equal rights of all | 


the citizens of all the States to go into the com- 
mon Territories with their property, of any and 
all kinds, without lct and molestation; and who 
recognizes, as an evil, a large and ever-increasing 
foreign population, and especially the case with 
which foreigners, with their old nationalities 
and alien sympathies, are manufactured into 


|| citizens, would inaugurate a hew and different 
policy—that man shall receive my hearty and | 


cordial support. But if, on the contrary, that 
party should not nominate such a man, but shall 
present one lacking the qualities of which I have 
spoken, I say here that no mere party allegiance 
shall force me to stand under his banner; and 


that man who comes nearest to my demands, I 
care not what party he may lead. Party obliga- 
tions can never be strong enough to induce me 
to waive the suggestions of duty. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. Mr. Clerk, I de- 
sire to draw the attention of the House for a 
single moment—and I am more desirous to do so 
since the introduction of the pending proposition 


in the Union newspaper of the remarks which I 
made here day before yesterday. 

The CLERK. Has the call for the previous 
question been withdrawn ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
will withdraw the call for the previous question. 
I will renew it. 

Mr.COX. I withdraw the call forthe previous 
question, with the understanding that my col- 
league will,.when he concludes what he has to 


Say, renew it. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I merely desire to correct 


this Hall made any allusion to the President’s. 


principles involved in the organization of this | 


the House, not only committed meupon the mes- | 


residency a man who shall į 


in such an event I shall render my support to | 


by my colleague [Mr.Cox]—toa misapprehension j 


I hope that my colleague į 


r 


a Statement which has been. made in the Union. 
It-is as follows: ; 

“The proposition of Hon. A. K. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, 
calling for the. withdrawal-of all party. candidates for 
Speaker, gave rise’ to a very animated discussion, in the 
course of which two of the National Americans, Messrs. 
WHITNEY and-CuLLen, declared that they would never 
vot@for an Administration Democrat, or one who took part 
in the Democratic eaucus—a somewhat forcible.comment 
upon Mr. MarsHant’s appeal against party candidates, 
and especially upon his proposal to take any Democrat not 
selected by the Democrats in caucus’? 


I will merely state that that was not the proposi- 
tion which I made on that occasion. I gaid then, 
that if the resolution which I had offered would 
pass, and the caucus‘tandidates of all parties be 
withdrawn—and I really did not expect that the 
candidate of the otherside would be withdrawn, 
and [ did not care whether he was or not—that if 
the Democratic party would acquiesce in it would 
be willing, and those who acted with me I thought 
would be willing, to select one from among their 
number for whom we would cast our votes; or, 
if that proposition would not suit them, that they 
might select any one from our number, and we 
would unite. with them to elect in either event. 

I will now, Mr. Clerk, take occasion to repeat 
my declaration to those of my friends, and of the 
other side of the House who propounded their 
questions to me on that day, and when I was not 
allowed time to answer them as fully as I desired. 
To those who demanded my authority for this sort 
of proposition, 1 will simply repeat what I then 
stated, that I had had no actual consultation with, 
no actual authority from, my party to make it;but 
I thought, and still think, that an examination 
of the record which that party has made on this 
floor will very readily convince friends and ene- 
mies that the proposition was not made without 
some just ground of belief that it would be accept- 
able to them. And I may be permitted to say 
that the proposition which has emanated from 
my colleague entirely accords with the one which 
I made the other day. I renew the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not wapt to oppose 
the resolution, but merely to refer to a remark 
which was made on yesterday, and I therefore 
hope that the call for the previous question may 
be withdrawn for that purpose. i 

Mr. COX. My colleague has renewed the 
call for the previous question, under his under- 
standing with me. I will withdraw it now again, 
on the promise that the gentleman from North 
Carolina will renew it. I do notmyself sce the 
necessity for further debate. We have all ex- 
pressed our opinions on the subject, some at 
length and others briefly. The resolution explains 
itself; we all understand each other, and I do 
not think that there isany necessity for further 
debate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I will renew the call for 
the previous question. Ido not propose to oppose 
the resolution, but J want to:correct a misappre- 
hension which the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. H. 
Marsnarz] fell into ow yesterday, and which I 
could not then correct, because he demanded the 
previous question; I am happy todo it now. It 
1s Just to him, to me, and to the House. The 
gentleman remarked that, if the plurality rule 
passed, he wouid hold the Democratic party re- 
Sponsible for it; and he seemed to think that its 
adoption would inevitably lead to the election of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bans. ] 
I am surprised that a gentleman as astute as he 
is would have made such a mistake. Why, sir, 
nothing was further from my purpose than to 
elect the gentleman from Massachusetts. On the 
contrary, I intended to bring him up to a position 
where the gentleman from Kentucky and his 
friends might decapitate him. Would they have 
done it? They have pledged themselves to stand 
on the twelfth section, or against slavery agitation, 
as the corner-stone of their platform. ` They say. 
that that is a paramount question, and that they 
will defend the rights of the South against every- 
thing else. Ifthey were truc to those principles, if 
they were true to the interests of their own section, 
if they were patriots, they were bound to let the 
ax fall on the head of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts; because by the combination of their 
vote with our vote, with the aid of two others that 
we are sure of, we are ina majority of one ina 
full House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr: FuLLER,] and the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Wuseer,] who, it is well known, 
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will vote with us, are the persons] referto. This 
will give us a clear majority of the whole House. 

I thought, therefore, that 1 was. going to bring 
up this anti-slavery monster, so, horrid that he 
makesgentlemen shudderto think of him, inorder 
that he might be decapitated by the gentleman 
and his friends. Would they have done it? If 
they had not, the country would be brought to 
the conclusion that these gentlemen would rather 
make war on foreigners than protect the Govern- 
ment and maintain the rights of their own section. 
I would, therefore, Have ‘placed them unger the 
highest obligation to let the ax fall on his head, 
and given them all the honor of the. achieve- 
ment. “They would be bound to do it, not only 
from patriotism, but also from self-interest, be- 
cause their constituents would have condemned 
them if they had failed. I say that neither the 
gentleman from Kentucky, nor anybody else 
from the South, can go back to. his constituents 
and declare that he had surréndered the corner- 
stone of his principles—had voted against the 
gentleman who helped him to sustain those prin- 
ciples, and had permitted him to be sacrificed and 
a Free-Soil Abolitionist elected, when he could 
have prevented it. Isay that no southern man 
could have done it, without risk of political de- 
capitation himself. I wished, too, sir, to place 
these gentlemen in a position where they could 
vote with us, defend their own section, and yet 
not sacrifice their peculiar principles, for they 
might well say to their constituents and the coun- 
try, that they were acting under a sort of neces- 
sity, being compelled, as a lesser evil, to vote for 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] 
in order that an anti-slavery man should be de- 
feated. In this way an organization upon a 
conservative man would have Deen effected, with- 
out any one being subject to: blame for it. It 
scems to me, therefore, that I ought to have had 
the thanks of the gentleman for my movement; 
for in this mode, Mr. Clerk, I would have re- 
lieved those gentlemen from their difficulties. 
They might have said to their constituents, “ It 
is very true, we did not like to vote for a gentle- 
man whose party had denounced us in their 
caucus, but then patriotism required us to give up 
all those minor considerations; and as we were 
obliged to choose between these two alternatives, 
we went for the country.” 

I also congratulate the Democratic party on the 
accession of the distinguished gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. H. Marsuaut] to its ranks, for 
I had supposed, from the course of the gentleman 
for the last two months, that he was one of its 
bitterest enemies. Whenever he has made a 
speech he has attacked, not the Republicans, but 
the Democratic partys He denounces the Ne- 
braska bill, because he says that all its friends 
do not agree about it, though he admits that he 
would‘have voted for it, and says it was all right 
and proper. On the same principle he might 
denounce the Bible and the Constitution, because, 
forsooth, men differ about their true meaning. 
I thought that the gentleman was hostile to the 
Democratic party, but it turns out, from his re- 
marks of yesterday, that he is its friend. Why, 
he says, you are going to take a step that will 
injure you. That proves that he is our friend, 
because if he had been our enemy, he would have 
stood mute and lct us take the step, and then 
denounced us for it. It proves, therefore, that 


| 
| 
i 
the gentleman is a good friend of the Democratie | 
H 


party, and Iam glad that I gave him an oppor- 
tunity of showing before the world where he 
stood. i thank the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Cox] for permitting me to make these re- 
marks; and, if he desires it, I will call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not know, Mr. 
Clerk, that there is a great deal in the observa- 
tions of the gentleman from North Carolina 
requiring any response from me. He congratu- 
lates his Democratic associates that my action 
indicates my acquiescence in their movement. 
In reply to this 1 have only to say, that he and 
the Democratic party are welcome to all the man- 
ifestations of friendly regard I have exhibited. | 
If I have done anything in my place to indicate 
to that party a high consideration for its pur- 


poses or the objects at which it aims, I congrat- || 


ulate myself that T have been able to preserve the | 
line of public conduct marked out for myself, and | 


at the same time to combine with my own consist- i 


ency a certain grace-towards my. political oppo> 
nents; for itis my sincere wish always to unite 
the fortiter in re with the suaviter in modo. I feel 
every personal. kindness to him and the Democ- 
racy, but I always am careful to make my record 
follow the line of my dest judgment. 

If I ‘suggested: to the Democratic party yester- 
day, that they were about to commit a mistake, 
by diverting a small platoon under the command 
of the honorable member from North Carolina, 
for the purpose of forcing the plurality rule upon 
the House, with the intent (as is now substan- 
tially avowed) to compel me, and those with whom 
I act, to choose between the distinguished gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] and the no 
less distinguished member from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Banxs,] my impression was, that the Dem- 
ocrats were about to make a misstep; because, 
knowing that we were acting upon a line dictated 
by principle, they had no right to expect we would 
respond to their effort. H certainly is true that 


we are opposed to the views of the honorable. 


member from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] upon 
all the questions affecting the relations of slavery 
to this Government, and that we are opposed to 
his election to the chair of this House, not only 
on that account, but because he is solely supported 
by a sectional vote; but it is just as true that we, 
who profess to be in favor of the true principle 
of non-intervention by Congress in the govern- 
ment of the Territories, so far as slavery is con- 
cerned, have not been able yet to understand or 
to obtain a satisfactory response from the body 
of the Democratic party in this House, as to the 
real meaning or 
bill, upon whic 
weal or for woe. 

It was charged at an early day of the session— 
and, [ am sorry to say, the rccord too surely sus- 
tains the charge—that the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
passed at the last Congress was read in different 
ways by Democrats in the North and in the 
South; that in one section of the country they 
advocated it on the plea that it is an anti-slavery 
measure, and would secure Kansas to freedom, 
while in another section of the country they ad- 
vocated it as the first fruits of the doctrine of 
non-intervention; that in one part of the country 
they advocate “‘ squatter sovercignty’’ as covered 
by that bill, while in another quarter they laugh 
at or denounce the principle of ‘‘ squatter sover- 
eignty’’ as opposed to the true theory of the 
Government. When gentlemen place themselves 
ona mere measure, to stand by its principles, yet do 
not agree in the principle they mean to assert, how 
can they expect gentlemen of the opposite par- 
ties to do otherwise than as we are this day doing? 
Gentlemen may declare that this proposition can 
be rendered satisfactory. I have only to say that 
I confess to the obtuseness of never having yet 
been able to comprehend exactly what it is they 


that party has planted itself for 


do mean to uphold, when they talk of ‘* the prin- | 


ciples of the Kansas-Nebraska bil,” or what 
principle of policy they intend to untold by that 
celebrated declaration. lt will not answer, then, 
for me and those with whom I act to commit our- 
selves, even to the Democrats, upon what they 
persuade themselves is their paramount issue, 


| until we know what is the real issue they would | 


present before the country; and they should not 
calculate upon our agreement with them until it 


i becomes quite certain they agree among them- 


selves. 

Itis certain we do not agree with the gentdeman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] on this matter 
of slavery, and of the power of Congress over it; 
and, therefore, it is cértain that we cannot be 
brought, under any circumstances, to favor his 
election to the chair. But, suppose we waive the 
slavery issues; we find ourselves in direct antago- 


nism tothe Democratic party on other proposi- | 


tions. And here I may as.well remark, that my 


vars have been considerably allayed and my dis- | 


uietude composed in regard to the slavery ques- 
tion, by the votes we have taken on the resolu- 
tions offered by the distinguished member from 
Indiana, [Mr. Dunn.] Lam now perfectly satis- 
ficd that the anti-Nebraska vote of this House is 


not so dangerous as I had apprehended it to be— | 


if, indeed, it is not powerless to effect legislation 
on that pestiferous subject. 
Mr. CLINGMAN., Before the gentleman leaves 


the subject of slavery, J desire to ask him a ques- | 


tion. I understand him to say that he finds that 


gee ir el of the Kansas-Nebraska. 
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these anti-Nebraska gentlemen are not as ‘po 
ful: ashe thought they were... Was it not 
opposition of the Democratic party that renc 
them powerless? If the snake has no teeth 
it not our party that drew them out? i-s 
Mr. MARSHALL. ...What. party. 
friend mean, when he speaks of ‘our. pa: 
Mr. CLINGMAN.: The Orn and: Rigk 
son party, or the Democratic party—the part 
with which I am acting in this struggle. ~~ 
Mr. MARSHALL. . Ah! wr de Page HS 
Mr. CLINGMAN.. I will say. this to the gen- 
tleman, that he does the Democratic’ party injus- 
tice in holding them responsible for what I do, for. 
I am considered a sort of independent, or a filli- 
buster; and so far from my course being approved. 
of by the Democratic party, a large majority of 
that party think differently, and dissuaded ` me 
from my course. : i . i 
Mr. MARSHALL. I have no difficulty in 
replying that, upon the slavery question, as. pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Indiana, the Dem- 
ocratic party came and occupied the ground that 
my party took, [laughter,] and to thagextent they 
were right. -The American party inthis House 
believes that certain legislation is necessary to give 
the natives of this country a fair chance in: the 
government of this country through the ballot- 
box. We believe that additional legislation is es> | 
sential to secure the enjoyment of a right which: 
is asserted under thenow familiar proposition, that’. 
« Americans should rule America,” and‘I regret: 
to say that the party in this House ‘and inthe 
country, styling itself “ the Democratic party,”? 
asserts a direct and positive opposition to this’ - 
principle in our politics. They denounce our sen~ 
timents, The executive Administration they sus- 


does ; 
oeb] 


‘tain denounces our views in this regard, and strikes’ 


the hand of fellowship with any and all men who: 
profess opposition to owr principles. They even. 
swear men who apply for office, to test their hos-. 
tility, ay, their freedom from sympathy with us. 
The legislative declaration of the Democratic 
members here denounces us as opponents of civil 
and religious liberty. So that, Eom that party, 
in every department of the Government, we find 
no margin for conciliation or compromise left to 
us. Have we not the right to conclude, there~. 
fore, that when a member of the Democratie party. 
reaches the chair of this House, no effort will be: 
spared to obstruct the execution of our purposes, 
as to the practical legislation we demand in regard. 
to the naturalization laws?” his 

Gentlemen of the Democratic party, upon the 
“principles of the Nebraska bill,’ your com- 
mentaries run away with the text; so that it is 
impossible to comprehend your real meaning. 
Take you on the principles of the American party, 
and you are so violently opposed to our views 
that there is no room for compromise or concord: 
between us. Yet my..friend from North Caro- 
lina thinks we should make the concession, and 
come to the support of the caucus nominee. of 
the Democratic party! The movement of yes- 
terday, in attempting to force the plurality rule, 
was made under the idea that, when pressed to 
the wall, we would make this concession; or, in 
the event of our refusal, the responsibility for the 
election of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
would be visited upon our heads by the American 
people. Sir, I thought it was time for me to 
speak—to warn the Democratic party that they 
had no deposits in the bank of America, upon 
which to make their check; that they had noth- 
ing invested with us, on which to issue the pro- 
posed circulation. They had the caution to take 
warning from my remarks so made in advance, 
and if they would not avail themselves of it, in 
ordcr to limit their action, then the responsibility. 
would have been surely all their own for the con- 
sequences of their conduct. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if he thinks. his peculiar views about 
Americanism of more importance than the pro- 
tection of this country against Abolitionism ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will reply frankly and 
frecly to the question. - I think them both deeply 
important—essential—to the perpetuity and re- 
pose of the Government; but I confess that, when 
our firesides and homes are in danger, I shall con- 


i sider the Dutch and Irish a subordinate element 


for our care. [Laughter.] But we can manage 
both with prudences andtake care of all that con- 
cerns our safety. 


the country. | 
¿ Sabject: by,-saying to the gentleman from Ken- 
“tt 


p 


pnd pompare the other 
My: 

upon the subject. “The Republicans already have 
been assure: 


é North, assisting them to elevate to the chair 
thie centlenian fiom Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] 
Who hasnt on this floor claimed to belong to the 
American party—- ` f i 

™ My, CLINGMAN. Last Congress he did. 

My. MARSHALL. So he may have done, 
but what may he not have done to the contrary 
sinice the last Congress ? They who support him 
stow, in his resent views as ‘expressed here, do 
not-afflliatée with ‘us in political principles, and I 
févaxd' thelr Republicanism’as paraniount to their 
Ameticdiiism. [Herc the hammer fell.] 
2"fGriesof “i Go on!” “ Go on!??] 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, was recognized by the 

Clerk. 0 T a 

“Mr. MARSHALL. 1 have no desire to ob- 
trude myself upon the House, or fo violate a rule. 
Lthink we had better vote and clect our Speaker. 
In cénipliance With my pledge, I renew the dc- 
mhand'for the previous question. 

“Mr, COBB, of Georgia. I desire to say a word 
as to the resolution of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky before the vote is taken. a 
“Mr. COX. My colleague [Mr. MARSHALL] 
promised to renew the demand ‘for the previous 
quéstion. [*It is too late- $ i 
“Mr. MARSHALL. T'did renew it. 

Mr, COX,’ The previous question is still be- 
fore the House; but yield to tlic gentleman from 
Georgia if he will promise to renew the cal. 

“Mr. COBB. ` My friend from Kentucky has 
not ‘the control of the question. : 

“Mr. KELSEY. I made a motion to lay this 
resolition upon the table, but withdrew it for the 
purpose of allowing the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Marsnauz] toxaddress the House. 
“The CLERK.’ But the gentleman did notre- 
new the motion. asp 

“Mr, KELSEY. For the reason that the Clerk 
Ignizéed another geritleman upon the floor. 


recs: t 
#The CLERK. ‘The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Cose] is upon ‘the floor, and the gentleman 
from New York can renew his ‘motion after thé 


gentleman from Georgia shall have finished his 


remarks, | 
MR. cox’s PROPOSITION-—AGAIN. 


Mr, COBB, of Georgia. I do not rise for the 
pues of discussing now the question raised 
y the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL,] who has just taken his seat. I propose 
tö meet that question after the’ House shall have 
effected an organization; and I now pass it by 
With one single remark, and that is, to cail the 
attention of the House and of the country to 
this remarkable state of things: while the mem- 
Bers of the” National American party, on every 
otcasion, when’ an opportinity presents itself, 
assail the Democratic party for its unsoundness 
upon the question of the Nebraska bill, charg- 
ing that, in‘one section of the country, they pre- 
sent the principles of that bill in one way, and 
in another section of the éouniry in another way, 
and that, therefore, the party is not entitled to 
the public confidence—while thèse charges are 
day after day, and hour after hour, made by those 
gentlemen, they follow them up invariably with 
propositions to unite with us. fe does seem very 
strange tome, if those gentlemen believe that the 
Democratic party are attempting to ‘practice a 
fraud, that they should all the time be endedvor- 
ihe to get inside of the Democratic party, and 
théreby make themselves participants in the fraud 
which they say that party are practicing upon 
“With these remarks I pass that 


Mr. Marswau.,] that with his permis- 
Hl-be happy, after thë House shall have 


been organized, to meet him in the discussion of 


as advocated and expounded by the Democrats 
both North and South; and also ‘the principles 
of his party as expounded North and South, as 
the vote taken a few days ago manifests some 
difference of opinion among themselves upon the 
question ‘then involved, as well as other princi- 
ples of his party upon the subject of American- 
ism, upon which I believe they differ as widely 
as they do upon the question of slavery. 

_ But T rise principally for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the proposition made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Cox.} It has been read. 
from the desk, but I have not had an opportunity 
to examine it. Theimpression which i have of 
itis gathered from hearing it read, and F desire 
to know whether I understand it correctly. As 
I understand it, it is a proposition that those 
who vote for the resolution bind themselves on 
the first vote to vote for Mr. Orr, of South Caro- 
Jina; failing to elect him, all who vote for the 
„resolution bind themselves to vote for Mr. FuL- 
LER, of Pennsylvania; and this obligation is 
created by the vote we ‘give for the resolution, 
without regard to the fact whether the resolution 
is adopted or not. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman misunderstands the 
resolution. It only makes it obligatory upon 
those voting for the resolution to vote for Speaker 
as there provided for, in case the resolution is 
adopted by a majority of the House. : 

Mr, COBB. T did understand it differently. 
Then the obligation only applics in the event of 
the adoption of the resolution: Now, Mr. Clerk, 
I desire -to act candidly upon this qnestion, with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Cox,] and 
with this body; andas I am determined not to 
cast my vote for the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Furier,| in the event that I cannot 
elect the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Orr,] I should be acting in bad faith to favor the 
passage of this resolytion evei by miy silence. I 
h 


resolution unless he has made up his mind, in càr- 
rying it into effect, to vote for Mr. Furrer; in the 
event that Mr. Orr is not elected. upon the first 
vote. ; 

‘True, it may be implied that, if a majority of 
the House vote for the adoption of the resolution, 
the same majority would clect Mr. Orr upon the 
first vote. Nevertheless, if I vote for the passage 
of the resolution, am I not, as an honest man, 
just as much bound to vote for Mr, Futter, in 
the event of the failure of Mr. Orr’s election; 


make myself a purty to any such combination, 
and'as I shall act now, as I have liefore acted — 
that is, I shall be governed in my vote for 
Speaker by my principles and my sense of duty 


all combinations, of any character whatsoever, 


this resolution. 
Mr. COX rose. 


upon the table. 
Mr. COX claimed the floor. 


was recognized by the Clerk, and moved to lay the 
resolution upon the table. No debate is in order. 
Mr. COX. IThope the gentleman from New 
Yark will withdraw that motion for a moment, 
to enable me to submit a remark. f 
Mr. KELSEY. 1 will, if the gentleman will 
renew it. f ` 
Mr. COX. Iwill not move to lay my own 
resolution upon the table, but E will call the pre- 
vious question upon it, which, I presume, will 
answer the gentleman’s purpose equally as well. 
Mr. KELSEY. I will withdraw the motion 
with that understanding. 
“Mr. TAYLOR. Task the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to allow me to propound a single question. 
Mr. COX. I want to make a single remark, 
and then I will yield to the gentleman. I have 
merely to say, that what would be a correct line 
of conduct for one member upon this floor, would 
be a correct line of conduct for all. Now, if the 
course of proceeding which the geatleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Coss} has marked out for himself 
be the correct. course, then it is a course which it 
u is proper for every member in this Hall to fol- 


- 


| the principles of the Kansas and Nebraska bill, 


old. that no one ċan consistently vote for that | 


and such a result is not impossible? Truly Lam; į 
and as I do not intend to give any such vote, and! 
as Tdo not intend to either directly or indirecily | 


as a Representative of the people, irrespective of | 


| with my political opponents—I shall vote against | 
Mr. KELSEY. I move to lay the resolution | 


The CLERK. The gentleman from New York ! 


same faith’ in every respect, prescribed by his, 
own church. He will vote for no resolution un- 
less it shall involve the certainty of the election 
of his candidate. That is his position. Well, sir, 


‘I am willing now to concede‘ something for the 


sake of effecting the organization of the House, 
to enable us to proceed with the business of the 
country. I compromise no principle by so doing. 
Ido not become a Democrat by voting for the 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Orr.] No, sir, not at all; and it will be a long 
time before I become a Democrat, in the party 
sense of the term. I profess now to be a Demo- 
crat in the true republican sense of the term—not 
a Black Republican; I should be the last man in 
the House for that. l 

Mr. BOCOCK. I do not desire to interrupt 
the gentleman now, but before he calls the previ- 
ous question, I desire to call his attention to a 
single fact, if he will allow me. 

Mr. COX. Ihave no further remarks that I 
designto make atthis time. Iam under apledge, 
given by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Kexsey,] that I will renew the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Can J ask a question before 
the gentleman makes that motion? ` 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to make this sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Cox.] 
My recollection is, that the gentleman, in a former 
speech, some days since, laid down the very sin- 
gular proposition that, if the friends of Mr. Fur- 
LER had gone over to the support of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] if they had uni- 
ted, with the Democratic party, with a view of 
promoting the election of Mr. Ricuarpson, they, 


|| would have failed to accomplish that result; and 
he, at the same time, stated that, if the friends of 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpsoy] 
would go over and vote for Mr. FuLLER, they. 
could secure his election. i 

Į think it is a matter of some importance that 
the attention of the Flouse should be called to the 
phraseology of the resolutions now before us. If 
a’sufficient number vote for the resolution to adopt 
it, the sarne vote would elect Mr. Orr Speaker. 
Why, then, the necessity for providing for a sub- 
sequent vote for Mr. Furrer, unless it be that 
there are certain gentlemen in the House who will 
vote for the adoption of the resolution, but who 
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will not vote for Mr. Orr when the vote comes 
to be taken, and thus defeat hig election? -Tt 
seems to me this is a mattèr that needs explana- 
tion. The resolution éarinot pas’ unless a ma- 
jority vote for it. H.a majority of the House 
vote for it, and carry it out in good faith, the 
same majority will elect Mr. Org upon the first 
vote, and there will be no need of a second vote 


for the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Why not, -|| 
then, at orice Offer a resolution declaring the géii- || 


tleman from South Carolina elected? a 
Mr. COX. Thegciitleman from Virginia does. 
not suppose that, if the resolution was adopted, I 

should refuse to vote for Mr, ORR? : 
Myr. BOCOCK. Certainly not. . But if a ma- 
jority of the House vote for the resolution, and 
all who vote for the resolution vote for Mr. Orr, 
he will be elected; and why make provision for 
gentleman belong- 


any further vote? . 

Mr. COX. If there is an 
ing to the party with which T act in this House, 
who would vote for the resolutions and then re- 
fuse to carry them out in good faith, I should be 
ashamed to associate with him afterwards. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Irise merely for the purpose 
of asking a question of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. H. Marsyau] who 
spoke next following the gentleman from North 

arolina, [Mr.,Cumeman.] That gentleman 
seemed to speak as if he attached great import- 
ance, as if it were something seriously affecting 
his own position, as though it were a matter of 
the last importance, to know the precise construc- 
tion which was placed upon the Kansas-Nebraska 
act by the Democratic party of the House, He 
spoke of there being Democrats who gave it a 
particular construction in one portion of the Union, 
and Democrats who gave it another, and a differ- 
ent, construction in another portion of the Union. 

Now, I wish to.ask that gentleman, why it is 
that he attaches so much importance at this time 
to that construction, if he stands where he stood 
on the 18th day of December last? At that time, 
as will be seen by reference to the Congressional 
Globe of that date, that gentleman, giving ex- 
pression to the principle upon which the party 
organization to which he belonged was based, 
said: 

“ We do not apply as a test. of political soundness the 
advocacy or rejection of the Kansas-Nebraska bil. We, 
do not ask aman whether he is for or against the principles 
of that bil. We ask of every man that he will consider 
that contest as closed, and his pledge to resist the sectional 
strife to which it has given rise.” : 

Now, if that is still the position of that gentle- 
man, if that is the foundation upon which his 
party stands, I ask why it is that he attaches so 
much importance to the constriction which may 

ossibly be given to the principles of that bill? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman 
allow me to answer? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Itis a matter of no con- 
sequence to my political position how the Demo- 
cratic party may stand in regard to that bill. I 
want to consider that contest as closed; and I do 
not care ajot whether'a man was for or against 
that bill, provided that man will stand with me 
and consider the contest closed. A 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why make a point 
in reference to our difference of construction? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Because I think, if the 
construction obtain which has been’ stated to be 
the construction of the Democrats North, to wit: 
that the men of the territorial government may 
fix the political institutions of the Territory,— 
which is what is known as squatter sovereignty, 
—if that is the feast to which they invite us, 1 
consider their position as bad as the worst Repub- 
lican one that ean be devised. z 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are they to settle it, 
or those in the Territory? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I am asking yòu, how 
you wart it settled? í i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And Iam asking you, 
how it will be settled? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iam asking the gentle- 
‘men who passed the bill, how they understand 
the bill; whether they go before the people and 
declare that they have made a bill which allows 
the people of the Territory, pending the Terri- 
torial Government, to fix their political institu- 
tions in their own way, even if they happen to 
be a load of Dutchmen, who, as they passthrough 


| of several mombers. 


|| kind of a game on them. For my part, Shave no | 


New York city, make a declaration of intention 


| casion to reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, 


| gentleman from Missouri. 


| to require us, if passed, to vote for the Adminis- 


| ination, platform, and party. Now, sir, much as 


i alternative, that they shall vote for Mr. Furrer. | 


| love it, and would cherish it; but I cannot think 


i take some other member of the party, or let them 


| been willing, from the first, to do it; 


| Porter,] for instance, who is not a member of 


| that of some otlfer gentleman of that party. There 


Mr. MARSHALL. I thought I was replying 
to thé gentleman from. Louisiana. 
_ The CLERK. The time of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr, Tayzor] has expired.’ ate 
Mr. TAYLOR. | 1 will then take an early oc- 
and to present my views upon the subject in fall. 
The resolutions were again read, at the request 


Mr. LINDLEY. Mr. Clerk, I wish to make 
a suggestion to my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. COX. [withdraw the call for the previous 
question, in order to hear the suggestion of the 

Mr. LINDLEY. I understand the resolution 
tration nominee first, and then for Mr. FULLER. 
That party here (the Administration) seem de- 
termined that we shall make an unconditional 
surrender to them. We must not only vote for 
one of their party, but he must be the nominee 
of their caucus; and, not content with that, he 
must stand on a platform of their own making; 
and, however offensive it may be to us, they 
require that we shall indorse the man, the nom- 


Tam disposed to accommodate this matter, and 
to make concessions in order to effect an organi- 
zation, yet I cannot vote for a nominee of the 
Administration party, and cannot, therefore, vote 
for the pending resolution. F have no personal 
objections to cither of the gentlemen who have 
been nominated by that party; I esteem and 
respect them both highly; but when in the last 
Congress I protested against certain feature of 
the Kansas-Nebraska hill, which I thought unjust, 
unnecessary, and calculated to injure the insti- 
tutions of my section of the country, though I 
voted for the bill, I cannot now.come here and 
stultify myself by adopting their caucus platform, 
and thus indorse the Nebraska bill in each and 
every part—Badger proviso and all, which feature 
of the bill I then believed, and now believe, to be 
unjust and wrong. I cannot, therefore, vote for 
the man, however much I may esteem him per- 
sonally, who stands on that platform as the caucusy 
nominee. 

There is some point in the objection made by 
the gentléman from Virginia, [Mr. Bococx,] that | 
if we and they united can elect, and this resolu- | 
tion pass, Mr. Orr would be elected on the first 
ballot, and hence there is no use of having, as an jj 


He thinks it looks like an attempt to play some | 
such wish, and therefore I make thus known my i! 
determination in good faith. here is an honest į 
difference of opinion between us and the other 
side respecting public matters, and nota hatred 
between us. I do not hate Democracy—lI rather | 


that the history of this Administration is a fair 
exposition of true and genuine Democracy. [Ap-| 
plause.] Therefore, if my friend, instead of j: 
embracing in his resolution the nominee of that j 
party, standing as he does on that platform, will 


take their candidate off his platform, E shall then |} 
vote for the resolution and the man. I can vote | 


for a Democrat on his personal merits; E have || 

but cannot || 
with consistency or propriety, if he stands on || 
that platform. In return, should it pass and we | 
fail to clect a Democrat on the first ballot, they |j 
need not vote for Mr. Furrer, if he is regarded |! 
as a nominee, though he isnot. They may take | 
some other man—my colleague before me, [My 


the American organization, but an old-fashioned |! 
Whig, of which kind of men they now profess | 
so much admiration. [Laughter.] Let them take |: 
such a one, ifa Democrat cannot be elected under || 
the operation of the resolution. . l 

{ will not move an amendment to the resolu- | 
tion, but only make the suggestion to my friend, | 
that he substitute for the name of the nomince 


i| Woodworth, Daniel B. 


-Gonservative; and J c 
jroves or Joves this Administra 
allude to the. honest member : 
[laughter,] not intending, of ‘course 
tion on any other members of 
There is one (not meaning to disparag: 
Représentative from that State) whois: 
eee George,” and I am wiling to vote 
im, ae : Ro on 4 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. | T beg Iedve 
decline. f E ENS 
Mr. LINDLEY. I assure my friend 
while I should be perfectly willing to indor: 
honesty, I had not the least intention to allude 
him. [(Laughter.] I thought the distinguished 
gentleman to whom T referred [Mr. Jones] ¥ 
so well known by that title, that every member 
of the House would at once perceive to whom I 
alluded. slap Siti bur eon eee 
Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman described me 
so accurately, that I thought he was alluding ‘to 
me. ; e. S 
Mr. LINDLEY. Mr. Clerk, Iwill sug: 
to my friend from Kentucky [Mr Cox} that he 
modify his resolution, and substitute the names 
of other gentlemen for those of the nominces ‘of 
the two parties, (if Mr. Furrer is regarded ab a 
party nominee,) and then, I shall. vote. for, Ms 
résolution, considering that I do not.thereby inz: 
dorse the Administration, nor thé “Badger p 
gentleman that 


viso” in the Nebraska bill, 
he misunderstands the resolution. 


Mr. COX. Iwill say to the ; 


The CLERK. The Clerk will suggest to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that heis out of ord 
as he has already spoken twicé upon his resolu- 
tion. my ; ie 
Mr. COX. Well, then, will I renew: the dé» 
mand for the previous question. The resolution 
explains itself, eae: 

fr. GREENWOOD. J ask the gentleman, to 
withdraw the call for the previous question, and, 
permit me to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question. i 

Mr. COX. I cannot do it. - APs oe es 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I only. want to ask the 
gentleman if he did not support the Nebraska, bill 
against which he now protests? qoos Dh 

Mr. LINDLEY. I did vote for the bill, but 
with a protest against that particular feature of it 

Mr. COX. 1} insist upon the demand forthe 
previous question. | ses 5. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. . 

Mr, COX. Iask for the yeas and nays on thé 
adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 0 o oiu, 

The question was taken; and it was decided “in 
the negative—yeas 30, nays 176; as follows:: i °, 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Boyce, Branch, Jahn P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Cox, Etheridge, Eustis; Evans, Foster, J. 
Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Kidwell, Alexander 
K. hal, Humphrey Marshall, Porter, Ricaud, Rust, 
Sandidge, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. 
Sinith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Wheeler, 
and Jolin V..Wright—30. x fia 

NAYS—Me Aiken, Albright, Alison, Banks, Bar-. 
bour, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. 
Beunett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 


: Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buf- 


fington, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Cainp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Chaffee, Fara Clark, 
Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb,, Williamson R. W. 
Jobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, Cullen, 
Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Day, Dean, Denver, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durtee, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Flagler, Fiorence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, 
ircenwood, Grow, Angustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, ` 
ampon W. Harris, "homas T. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Hickman, Holioway, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, 
Howard, Jewett, George W. Sones, J. Giaucy Jones, Kelly, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Mar- 


ji shail, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty. TeMultin, McQueen, 
! Meac 


am, Killian. Miller, Smith: Miller, Millson, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine,.Parker, Pearce, Peck, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Powell, Pringle; Pur- 
yiance, Purycar, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Ritelie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Savage, 


i Scott, Shorter, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 


wart, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Thorington, 
Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washbure, Elihu B. 
achburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
ght, and Zollicofier--176. 


So the resolution was rejected. 


phens, Ste 
‘Thurston, 
Waldron, 
Washburne, Israel W: 
Wells, Whitney, Willi 
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ing the éall-of the roll, the following re- 
7 S were madé: - ; 
“Mr. SMITH; of Tennessee: Mr. Clerk, I voted 
" against the resolution of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky; [Mr.Cox;] but as I now understand that 
every member who votes for it will be pledged to 
vote for Mr. Orr for Speaker, I will change my 
vote and support the resolution. H the resolution 
pass, it must, with this understanding, elect Mr. 

Orr, of South Carolina, as Speaker of this House. 
If, however, any of those who vote for this reso- 
lution shall vefuse to vote for Mr. Orr, I will re- 
gard myself as released from any obligation to 
vote for Mr. FuLLeR, and shall certainly not do it. 

= Mr. A..K. MARSHALL. I vote for the res- 
olution, with the determination to vote for Mr. 

Orr, if it passes. / 

: Mr, ALLEN. I vote ay, for the same reason 
as. that assigned by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. . 

Myr. BOCOCK. I am very anxious to effect an 
organization; but I'see that nothing can come of 
this resolution, and I vote no. $ 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Ifrhad had any disposi- 
tion to vote feg the resolution, the remarks of the 

entleman from- Missouri [Mr. LinpLer] would 

have removed it. [vote no. 

. Mr. TALBOTT: Is it in order for me to as- 
sign the reasons for the vote I am about to give? 

The CLERK.. It is not in order, under the 
resolution of the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am very sorry for that. 
I would like to say a word or two upon the sub- 

ject. 

l The CLERK. Itis not in order. 
Tution is imperative. 

Mr. TALBOTT. This proposition has been 
offered by one of my honorable colleagues from 
Kentucky, and I would like to say a word or two 
about it. lintend to vote against it, and I want 
to assign my reasons for so doing. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman can give his reasons. 

Mr. MATTESON. I must object. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I was asked yesterday to 
vote for the plurality rule. 

The CLERK, (interrupting.) The Clerk will 
state that objection is made, and the gentleman is 
therefore not in order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I only desire to occupy a 
Minute and a half. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman can occupy that time. 

Several Memaens objected. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then I vote no. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Asl sce that a number 
of the members of the American party are voting 
against this resolution, I also cast my vote against 
iH. 

Mr. PAINE. Having observed a good many 
of the Democratic party casting thcir votes against 
this resolution, I cast my vote against it too. [A 
laugh.} I vote no. 

The result of the vote was then announced as 
above stated. 

THE PLURALITY RULE, ETC. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I offer the following reso- 
lution, and upon it I demand the previous ques- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce; and if, atter the roll 
shall have been called three times, no member shall have 
received a majority of the whole number of votes, the roll 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then re- 
ceive the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority 
of a quorum, shali be the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Igive notice that, ifthe previous 


question is not sustained, I will offer the following 
as a substitute: 

Resolved, That this House will proceed forthwith to vote 
viva voce for ‘a Speaker sand if, after two more votes, no 
person shall have received a majority of the whole number 
of votes given, then, upon the next vote, the person who 
shall receive the largest number of votes, being a majority 
of a quorum, shall be declared*the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress: Pro- 
vided, That the standing committees of this House, which 
consist of nine members, including the Committee on Elec- 
tions, shall be chosen as follows, viz: 

The person declared Speaker, as aforesaid, shall be en- 
titled to. appoint four members; the person who, on the 
last vote, shalt stand second in number of votes, shall ap- 
point three members; and the person who shail be third 
highest on the said last vote, shall appoint two members 
‘of. said. committees; and said committees shall elect their 
own chairmen. All other standing committees, and all 
Spécial or select committees which may be ordered for the 
House of Representatives during this Congress, shall be 


The reso- 


' 


appointed by the Committee of Elections, unless the House, 
by general consent or by a two-third vote, shall; in any 
case, order otherwise. ý . ` 

And provided further, That the person who receives the 
second number of votes on the last vote shall, in all cases, 
during the Congress, if he thinks proper, be entitled to. pré- 
side as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. $ 

And the person who, on said last vote, shall receive the 
third highest number, shall be entitled to preside as Chair- 
man of the Whole House during the present Congress. 

Whenever the chairman thus designated may be absent, 
or may decline to serve, the Speaker may appoint a tem- 
porary chairman, whether of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, or of the Committee of the 
Whole House, according to past usage. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move to lay the whole 


‘subject upon the table. 


Mr. DOWDELL. [desire to give notice that, 
if the previous question be not sustained, I will 
offer the substitute which I submitted yesterday 
to the House, and which is as follows: 


Resolved, That the House shall proceed immediately to | 


vote viva vocé tor Speaker; and the person having the 
greatest number shall be the Speaker, if such number be a 
majority of the whole vote cast; and if no person have such 
majority, then of the persons having the highest numbers, 
not exceeding two, on the list of those voted for as Speaker, 
the House shal! choose immediately viva voce the Speaker: 
Provided, a majority of the whole vote cast shall be neees- 
sary to a choice. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to have read an 
amendment which I will offer, if the previous 
question be not ordered. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And after a Speaker shall have been eleeted, the House 
will proceed to elect by bailot a Committee on the Terri- 
tories, a Committee for the Distriet of Columbia, a Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and a Committee of Elections, a 


majority of all the votes given being necessary to a choice. | 
I desire to have read the 


Mr. STEWART. 


resolutions which I send to the desk, and which 


I will offer as a substitute if I can get an oppor- | 


tunity to do so. . 
The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House, when he next 
calls the roll of the members, shall, as each one answers, 
write his name on a strip of paper, and in the presence of 
the tellers and the House, place the same ina box to be pro- 
cured by him, and after the rolh has been exhausted, and 
all the names of the members present are therein deposited 
they shall be mingled together by the tellers, and each one ot 


the said tellers shall alternately draw out from the said box | 


a name, fortuitously, until the names of twelve members 
have been thus selected, who are hereby constituted a com- 
mittee 5 and they, or a majority of them, shall proceed im- 
mediately to nominate a Speaker, and the person so nom- 
inated and reported by thera, under their bands, shall be the 
Speaker of the ‘Thirty-Fourth Congr 

Resolved, further, That if tie committee selected accord- 
ing to the foregoing resolution, or a majority of thea, shall 
not be able to agree and report to this House a suitable per- 
son, in their judgment, tor Speaker within one hour afte 
their names have been drawn, then the names of the said 


twelve shall be alone placed by the said Clork in the box ; 
aforesaid, and cach of the said tellers shall alternately draw | 
out, fortuitously, from the said box, a name, until five of the i 


said twelve members shall have been thus selected, who 
are hereby constituted a committee ; and they, ora ma- 
jority of them, shall proceed immediately to nominate a 


Speaker, and the person so nominated and reported by the į 


said five, under their hands, shall be the Speaker of the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Resolved, further, That if the committee of five selected ; 


according to the preceding resolution, or a majority of them, 
shall not be able to agree and report to this House a suiti 
able person.in their judgment, for Speaker, within one hour 
after their names have been drawn out, then the names of 
the said five so drawn according tosaid resolution shall be 
alone placed by the said Clerk in the box ato id, and 
each one of the said tellers shall alternately woua 
name fortuitously; and after shall have thus drawn out 
four of the said names, the remaining name shall be taken 
ont by the Clerk, and the member whose name is thus taken 
out shall proeced immed 
this House, and the pe 
the said member in the presence of the House shall be the 
Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Resolved, further, That the Clerk and the tellers appointed 


and now actiug shall proceed forthwith to carry into effect ! 


the foregoing resolutions. 


The CLERK. A motion to lay upon the table | 


the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] is now before the 
House: and upon it the yeas and nays are de- 
manded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 107, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- i 


ley S. Bennett, Boeock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brook: 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdeil, Dunn, Edmund- 


son, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, ; 


Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 

Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 

L. Harris. Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, 

George’ W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, 
: > 


iately to nominate a Speaker for | 
2 sO nominated and reported by ! 


Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin; Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samnel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, 
Mordeeat Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Rufin; Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, 
Samuel -A.Sinith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Val, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—107; 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Ftagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, Harlan, Herbert, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Eulibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Weich, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood 
worth—108. 

Before the above result was announced, 

Mr. JEWETT said: I have recorded my vote 
upon the motion to lay upon the table, but since 
that time I have understood that a proposition 
will be made to the House, tending to an organi- 
zation, which will perhaps be more acceptable to 
me than the proposition now before the House. 
I will therefore ask leave to change my vote and 
vote ay. 

The CLERK. The question now recurs upon 
the passage of the resolution. s 

Mr. MATTESON. 
again, 

The resolution was accordingly again read. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
hays upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I suggest to the mover of 
the resolution that, as it is late to-day, he shall 
add to the resolution the words ‘‘ on the meeting of 
the House to-morrow, without debate,’’ so that 
we may take the votes to-morrow. 

Mr HICKMAN. [accept of the suggestion, 
and modify the resolution accordingly. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to have read a prop- 
osition, which I shall offer in case the House shall 
vote down the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That James L. ORR, NATHANIEL P. Banks, 
and Hexry M. Furuvr be appointed to confer together, and 
report the name of some member of this body upon whom 
they ora majority of them may agree, who shall be declared 
the Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. (Langhter.] 

Resolved, ‘That said committee report to-morrow, imme 
diately after the reading of the Journal. i 


Mr. LETCHER. Gentlemen seem to be 
amused with my proposition; but I was never 
more in earnest in my life. [Laughter] Every- 
thing has been tried, and we cannot be worse off 
to try this course. 

Mr. DOWDELL. 


I ask that it may be read 


Task the gentleman from 


| Pennsylvania to withdraw his proposition for a 


moment. [Cries of “ No, no t’) 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. What is the dircet propo- 
sition before the House? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Hrcxman] has accepted the modifica- 
tion suggested by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Cuiseman;] and the question now 
is upon the passage of the resolution as modified. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to the modifica- 
lion. * 

TheCLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has the right to modify the 
resolution as long as it is in his possession, and 
not acted upon by the House. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I give notice to the House 
that I do not intend to be gagged again; and I 
move to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The CLERK. The House has just decided 
not to lay the resolution upon the table. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. This isa different propo- 
sition; it is the original proposition modified. 

The CLERK. A motion to lay upon the table 
is not now in order, inasmuch as the House has 
this moment refused to lay the resolution upon 


i the table. 


Mr. McMULLIN. But the resolution has 
since been amended. 


1856. 


Mr. FLORENCE. And it becomes.another 
resolution. 

The CLERK. On reflection, the Clerk thinks 
the motion to lay on the table-is-in order. 

Mr. DOWDELL. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ; 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr, FLORENCE, I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, as it is intimated to me that gentlemen. are 
willing. that an adjournment should be had, in 
case the resolution passes, è 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentleman 
cannot withdraw it, inasmuch as the original 
mover has accepted it. ‘The pending question is 
a motion to lay the resolution, as modified, upon 
the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I withdraw, Mr. Clerk, my 
acceptance of the modification suggested ky the 
gentleman from North Carolina, and alloW the 
resolution to stand as it was originally presented. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iobject to its withdrawal. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania proposes to allow the resolution to stand as 
originally presented; but the Clerk thinks that, 
inasmuch as when the motion was made to lay 
upon the table, the proposition was a different 
one from that which was first ordered, the House 
should take a vote on the resolution as it now 
stands. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to make a sugges- 
tion. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw his modification, I will withdraw the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I object to the withdrawal? 

Mr. CLINGMAN, The gentleman has aright 
to withdraw his motion. 

The CLERK, The Clerk thinks he has a right 
to withdraw it, and understands he docs with- 
draw it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I renew the motion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be glad if 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania would with- 
draw his motion, for the purpose of affording an 
opportunity to vote upon the proposition of my 
colleague, [Mr. Lurcuxn,] referring the question 
to the high contracting parties—the prominent 
candidates for the speakership. 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. The 
resolution now stands as originally offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hickmay.] 
The gentleman from Virginia withdrew the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table; and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has renewed it, and demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If my colleague has the 
right to withdraw his acceptance of the modifi- 
cation proposed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Crmemay,}and has done so, 
leaving the resolution to stand as originally pre- 
sented, I will not insist upon my motion. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I propose to leave the reso- 
lution in its original shape. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. . 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 

assage of the resolution. . N 

Mr. TRIPPE. A demand for the previous 
question was made, and no vote has been taken 
upon the question whether the previous question 
shall be now put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ference, as we can come directly to a vote upon 
the proposition now. . 

Mr. TRIPPE. I said that no vote had been 
taken upon the demand for the previous question. 
I would inquire of the Clerk, whether that mo- 
tion is not pending? 

Che CLERK. The Clerk understood the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
and demanded the yeas and nays directly upon 
the passage of the resolution. 


It makes no dif- į 


Mr. TRIPPE. Then l understand that: the | 


call for the previous question is withdrawn. Such 
being the case, I offer as an amendment, by way 


of substitute for the resolution, the resolution 
which Isend to the Clerk’s desk. - ` 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Hon. WILLIAN Smita, of Virginia, 


be, and he is hereby, declared Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


_ Mr. TRIPPE.. Now, Mr. Clerk, in the posi- 
tion in which the House stands, with a sort of 
gag law impending over our votes by this plural- 
ity resolution, and with the imputations against 
the party with whichal-am acting standing unan- 
swered, I shall avail myself of this opportunity as 
a Representative of a portion of the people of 
this country, upon this floor; and still further, if 
you please, as a representative of a portion of 
the American party, to place the record of that 
party in reference to this plurality resolution 
where it shouldbe placed. I desire that thatrecord 
will speak, so that the people of this country will 
understand it. I tried to do it yesterday, but I was 
gagged off by the previous question. 

I have offered an ‘amendment to the plurality 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Hickman] as an alternative proposition; 
and upon it, as such, I shall submit what I have 
to say to the House. The proposition is now 
before us as analternative proposition. A direct 
vote must first be taken upon it as an alternative, 
in lieu of the plurality resolution. The choice is 

resented to our friends of the Democratic party: 
if they reject this proposition, and allow the plu- 
rality rule to be adopted, they know—every mem- 
ber of the House knows—they have been told it 
again and again by members of every party, and 
I, sir, as a member of the American party, now 
repeat that information to them—thatit will result 
inevitably in the clection of Mr. Banks. Sir, let 
me say now, that I will never vote for your man 
under such duress as you propose. IT will never 
vote for your plurality rule. I will resist, to the 
utmost of my ability, this celebrated doctrine 
of “ absorption’? in a new form, by which the 
stronger party in the House isto absorb’? the weaker 
without a hearing. That, | suppose, is intended 
to be the effect of the adoption of your plurality 
rule, as every one inferred from the remarks 
made this morning by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Ciryeman.] 

Mr. BARCLAY. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicr- 
mMAN,] who offered the plurality resolution, called 
the previous question upon it, and he has not 
withdrawn the call. No debate is therefore in 


order; and the gentleman from Georgia is out of | 


order in proceeding with his remarks. 
Mr. TRIPPE. It is too late now to raise a 
question of order. 


The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the gentle- | 


man from Georgia is in order. The demand tor 
the previous question was withdrawn by the gen- 
tleman who madeit, ‘The floorwas then assigned 
to the gentleman from Georgia, and he is now 
proceeding in order. 


Mr. TRIPPE. Let the House and the country | 
distinctly understand the effcet of the votes that | 


are now to be taken. The first vote that is to be 
taken is upon the passage of the amendment 
I have offered as an independent proposition. 
If it is adopted, the question will then come up 


upon the passage of the resolution as amended. | 


The question first to be taken is upon an alterna- 
tive between the proposition I have offered and 
the adoption of the plurality rule, which, T again 
repeat, will result in the election of Mr. Banxs. 
Let it be put upon the record. 

I speak for myself, and I believe I speak for 
ninetecn-twentieths of the members of the party 
with whom Í am acting in ‘the House, when I 
say, that the adoption of the plurality rule will 
result in the election of Mr. Banxs. We tell 


you beforchand what will be its effect. We will | 
not agree to the adoption of the plurality prin- | 


ciple, and then be told that we must take the re- 
sponsibility of the election of Mr. Banxs, because 


we could have voted for your man under the | 
The gentleman from i 


operation of that rule. 
North Carolina [My. Curneman] told the House, 
this morning, that he intended, by offering this 
plurality rule, to Force us to vote for the Demo- 
cratie candidate, or take the responsibility of 
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“a collar round my neck, Iwill fight to the-dea 


electing the gentleman from Massachusetts. Sir, | 
that is a principle of driving under a pressure ; 


which he will never be able to accomplish. 
will never be able to force us into the ranks of 


He | 


| 


the Democracy by.any such means: If you for 


before 
dog.” coke S 
Sir, we. are Americans, andas: Ameticans 
now assert our independence; wen 
right, as members of this House, 
independent constituencies, to act ns we 
the final ballot we may be compelled toti 
We will not be priven into. any. man’s suppor 
We have our candidate, we are satisfied with.our * 
position, and we shall maintain the position w 

ave heretofore occupied until the cnd, unless: 
you consent to some honorable and satisfactory: 


you shall put upór it the inscription, “< Mi 


mode of settling this great question of organizar: —, 


tion, or unless you assist us to adopt the amend-: 
ment I have presented as an alternative proposi- 
tion. I will vote for itas such, and Tam sùre that. 
I would vote for it upon its final passage, rather’, 
than be gagged, as is threatened, into choosing’ 
between the election of Mr. Bangs and the nominee, 
of the Democratic party. ae a 
` Now, gentleman upon the Democratic side of. 
the House, the tender is made. It is upon the’ 
record; there it is. I have presented the name 
of the distinguished gentleman from Virginia, not: 
asa member of the American party. He is one 
of yourselves; he has acted with you from the: 
beginning. If-you refuse to agree to the amend- 
ment, and take the plurality proposition in lieu of 
it, with the certainty, as you have been told again 
and again, and as you know yourselves, beyond’ | 
all question, that it will result in the election of: à: 
Mr. Banks, you can have your, preference, and’ 
upon you will rest the responsibility. In accord- 
ance with the request of several gentlemen, I. 
move the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That is right, if the gen~. . 
tleman demands the previous question. I was’ 


about to call it myself. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Clerk; have’ 
J the floor? : 

The CLERK. The gentleman has the floor, 
but the previous question has been moved, which 
will preclude the gentleman from any debate, 

Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will not insist upon his demand for the, 
previous question. I ask him to withdraw it for 
a moment, I will renew it. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. I demand the previous 
question, and I insist upon it. | : i 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman has not the floor 
to demand it. And F will remark to.the gentle-" 
man from Goorgia, that, if he persists in his 
demand, it will cut off his amendment. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Ido not so understand it, 

The CLERK. The operation of the previous 
question will not, in the opinion of the Clerk, 
have the effect to cut off the gentleman’s amdnd- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. We are now acting under par- 
liamentary law, which makes the previous ques- 
tion cut off all propositions to amend, and brings , 
the House to a direct vote upon the main propo- 
sition. There was a special rule adopted by the 
House at the last and in former Congresses, by 
which a vote upon the amendment pending was 
allowed to be takun after the previous question had 
been sustained. 

The CLERK. The House has acted under the 
construction indicated by the Clerk during the 
present session. The question was raised, and 
decided by the House. 

Mr. JONES. I have no recollection of an 
such decision. The parliamentary law is explicit 
upon the subject, and we are acting under parlia- 
mentary law. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. If the Clerk willallow 
me, I recollect the discussion that took’ place 
upon this point of order some time since, during 
the present session; and I recollect distinctly that 
no decision was made by the House upon the 
subject. It is true that the House acquiesced in 
the decision indicated by the Clerk, though not 
by any direct vote; but itis nevertheless true that 
such a course of proceeding is in direct conflict 
with parliamentary law. In accordance with par- 
Hiamentary law, if a motion to amend is made 
before the demand for the previous question, the 
motion first made must be first put to the House. 
The question cannot be put upon ordering the 
main question to be now put, until the vote has 
been taken upon the amendment. “Therefore, if 
my colleague (Mr. Terere] insists upon his 
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: demand for the previous question, his amendment 
will still be open to: debate, and. he will be pre- 
: chided from the privilege he has promised himself ` 
of offering an amendment, making a speech upon 
jt, and then. cutting off ail reply. 
- Mr. TRIPPE.. In reply to my- colleague, I. 
will state that; by reference to the paragraph in 
the Manual, read the other day by my other col- 
“ league, [Mr. Sreprens,] the House will see that 
the motion for the previous‘question does not cut 
off my: amendment, nor does it allow debate to 
proceed upon it. If the demand for the previous 
luestion is seconded, and the main question or- 
ered to be now put, the vote must be taken upon’ 
the substitute I have offered, and then upon the 
final adoption of the resolution itself. ; 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I presume that, 
under the peculiar circumstances in which I am. 
laced, the House willindulge me in some remarks 
Paway of ‘defining my position. F shall, there- 
före, most, respectfully ask that the gentleman 
from. Georgia will,.for the present, withdraw his 
resolution.” F will tell in a very few words why. 
When T came to the House to-day, a friend put 
it my. hand®a note which is published in the 
. Globe\at the end’ of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Delaware; [Mr. Curiun.] It is necessary, 
in my opinion, in consequence of misapprehen- 
sion onthe part of gentlemen, that I should state 
my position fully. I do not propose to do it to- 
day, in thie present excitement. Iwilldosoin the 
niorning, if the House will allow me an opportu- 


nity. 

` Several Memspnrs. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 therbfore ask that the gentle- 
man will withdraw the resolution, and that the 
House will do me the favor, under the circum- 
stances, to adjourn. [Cries of “No, no!) I 
move that the House do now adjourn, to allow 
me the opportunity of being heard. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion. : 
> Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the motion to ad- 
jown. ` 


« Mr. CADWALADER. I desire to give notice 
„of a resolution which I shall offer. [Cries of 
Order !” 

Mr TRIPPE. I insist on order. The previous 
question is pending. 

The CLERK. "hie gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is out of order, inasmuch as other questions 
are pending. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: Docs the Clerk 
decide that, if an amendment be made,.and the 
previous question called, that. that precludes the 
amendment? 

The CLERK. The Clerk makes no decision, 
but suggests that, on a former occasion, this ques- 
tion was ‘submitted by him to the House, and, 
by common consent the course suggested by the 
gentleman from Georgian seemed tó be agreed to. 
The gcndeman from Georgia, to the right, [Mr. 
Cosu,] has a different recollections but the Clerk 
thinks that the agreement was the same as that 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia now. * 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Ifthe Clerk will turn 
to the Journal, he will find the question never 
came up. There was a conversation on the sub- 
jéct, and I suggested that the-idea referred to be 
adopted; but, by the withdrawal of the amend- 
ment, or laying the proposition on the table, it 
was evaded, and never came up. 

The CLERK. There was no direct action; it! 
seemed to be by common consent. ‘The Clerk 
does not pretend to say that the House acted on 
that principle; it was by common consent. If 
the gentleman from Tennessee will make his 
point of ordér, the Clerk will submit it to the de- 
cision of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tcnnessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Trivre] to withdraw his 
call for the previous question, in order that I may 
offer an amendment. If the gentleman is willing 
to face-the music, and. to vote on the proposition 
in good faith, I think he will do it. Tam willing 
to vote on any gentleman of this House, eithor 
for or against him, and to take the responsibility 
which attaches’ to it. Is the gentleman from 
Georgia willing to do the same? If so, he will 
withdraw his call for the previous question. 

Mr. TRIPPE, Ido not want to appear unfair; 
‘nor is my position in any wise unfair. If the 
gentleman, and those who act with him, wish 


-move tö strike out the name of Mr. Smiri, of 


an amendment, or something in lieù of my propo- 


sition, let them vote mine down and then ffer it. 
That, I think, is a very fair way.. 

Mr. JONES. I will sa othe gentleman and 
the House, that if they will refuse—— i 
Mr. TRIPPE. Isitin order to discuss this 
matter? P 

Mr. JONES. Iam not going to discuss it. I 
wish to give notice, that if the House will refuse 
to order the main question to be now put, I wilt 


Virginia, and insert that of the Hon. Morpecai 
Oxiver, of Missouri. I hope that the House 
will refuse to order the main question to be now 


ut. 
x Mr. CADWALADER. Irise toa point of 
order. My point of order is this. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee I again appeal to 
the gentleman from Georgia to withdraw the call 
for the previous question, and let me offer my 
amendment. Then a vote can be had on both 
propositions. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Thatis not what I want done. 
T want a vote on mine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. Then I ask the House to vote 
down the main question. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I rise toa point of 
order. The resolution names the gentleman from 
Virginia as a candidate for the speakership, and 
thercfore brings him within the operation of the | 
resolution of the gentleman from Tennessec, 
(Mr. ZoLricorrer,] which subjects candidates 
to interrogation. Iclaim it as a privilege, under’ 
that resolution of the Flouse, to put a question to 
the gentleman from Virginia. [Cries of “Order!?’] | 
I submit that I am in order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state that that 
was not a rule adopted by the House. Itisa 
mere declaration, and therefore not binding at 
present. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I appcal from that 
decision. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

The CLERK: The Clerk will say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that he makes 
no decision. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man from Georgia withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question long enough to enable me to move 
an amendment? 

Mr. TRIPPE. J thought I had answered the 
gentleman that I would not. If my proposition 
is voted down, then the gentleman can offer his 
own. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 hope that the motion to 
lay the whole subject on the table may prevail. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN, Allow me to move an 
amendment to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Debate is not in order; 
Teall the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iam on the floor, and I 
intend to maintain my position. 

The CLERK. If gentlemen will resume their 
seats, and better order is restored in the Hall, 
there may be a decision of the question, 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Clerk—— . 

The CLERK, The gentleman from Virginia 
is out of order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has a right to submit a motion to the House; | 
and he intends to doit. [Cries of‘ Order!’’?] Oh! j 
you may call order as long as you please. 

The CLERK. If the gentleman from Virginia 
insists on addressing the House out of order, the 
Clerk cannot maintain order. The mattér is then 
with the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Saturday 
next. That is in order. 

The CLERK. Itis. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. And I now desire to state 
a reason why that motion should be agréed to. 

The-CLERK. But that is not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I ask the Clerk whether it 
is not competent for me to assign a reason why 
the House should adjourn over until the day after 
to-morrow? 

The CLERK. It is not. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I know that a motion to 


adjourn is not debatable; but this is a motion to 
adjourn ovëř to a day certain. 


The CLERK. When thèré is a motion to 
lay on the table, and a call for the previous ques- 
tion pending, debate is clearly out of order. 

Mr: McMULLIN. I desiré the. Clerk ‘to in- 
form mé whether, when this House is nót organ- 
ized, when we are acting under the rules of par 
hamentary law——[Loud shouts of “ Order!?’] 
Well, now, gentlemen, I will not be éalled to 
order by gentlemen who keep their seats. Get 
up like men, as-you are, and call me to order, if 
you däre. I will let gentlemen know that thoy 
cannot put me down. * i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Ihave no desire 
under heaven to put the gentleman down; but I 
would like to ask a single question of the Clerk, 
for it seems to me desirable for the dignity of the 
House ` 5 

„Mr. McMULLIN. Take caré of your own’ 
dignity, sir, and not mine. i 

Mr. HARRIS. My dear sir, you aré not the 
person I should ever consult about my dignity. 

am addressing the Clerk. I have risen to a 
question of order. I desire to know if I amin 
order! A 

Mr. McMULLIN. You are not, because I 
am upon the floor. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
is himself out of order. If the gentleman from 
Maryland rises to a point of order, he is in order, 

Mr. HARRIS. I do rise to a point of order. | 

The CLERK. Thien the gentleman is clearly 
in order, and will proceed. ; 

Mr. MeMULLIN, (to Mr. Harris.) Go on, 
sir; state your point of order. ‘ A ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to know whether the 
gentleman from Virginia objected to the decision: 
of the Clerk upon the point madc? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Virginia 
disregarded the appeal of the Clerk to the House 
tô enforce its own rules, such as they are. The 
Clerk repeats, that if the gentleman from Virginia 
perseveres in this course, it will be impossible for 
him to preserve order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to state my position, 
_Mr. HARRIS. In order that the sense of the 
House may be taken, I desire to appeal from the 
decision of the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The Clerk makes no decision, 
has made none, and does not pretend to do so. 
Ife will submit the question to the House. Gen- 
tlemen, is the gentleman from Virginia in order? 

Mr. MecMULLIN. I would like to know-—— 
[Shouts of“ Order!’ fromevery part of the Hall.] 

Mr. HARRIS. I want the gentleman from 
Virginia to understand me entirely. I do not 
desire, in any uncourteous or improper way, to 
interrupt any statement that he wishes to make 
to the House; on the contrary, I am now, and 
always will be ready, in his case, or in the case 
of any other gentleman, to accord to him, or to 
any other member, any courtesy due from me as 
a gentleman to him as a gentleman. 

But, Mr. Clerk, it is evident not only to me, 
but to the other members of this House, that, 
after the long struggle which for cight weeks has 
been going on, we are approaching a consumma- 
tion—that we are reaching a point which is to 
decide, one way or the other, the question whether 
this House ean be organized or not. “Now, up 
lo this time, the Clerk has most admirably and 


j| most impartially performed his duty, and mäin- 


tained the order of the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is the gentleman in order? 

The CLERK. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. simply desired to interpose 
in such a way and to such an extent as would 
enable the Clerk, to the end, thus to maintain the 
order and dignity of this body; that was my sole 
purpose. ` i 

The CLERK. The Clerk will now submit the 
question of order to the House. Gentlenien, is 
the gentleman from Virginia in ordér? 

Mr. MecMULLIN. The proposition 1 sub- 
mitted to the House was, that the House should 
adjourn over until the day after to-morrow; and 
I simply asked the question whether that motion 
was debatable or not. | ; 

The CLERK. The point of order has been 
raised, and the Clerk will submit it to the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I understand the ques- 
tion of order to be, whether the gentleman from 
Virginia is in order in debating a motion to 
adjourn over? That is the question to be decided 
by the House 
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TheCLERK. And,also whether the gentleman l 


is in order in occupying the floor after he has 
been declared out of order? 0G 

Mr. McMULLIN. lasked the Clerk whether 
it was competent for me to debate the question, 
and the Clerk said that it was not. 

‘The CLERK. The Clerk stated that, under 
the circumstances, it was not in order to debate 
the motion to adjourn over. 


Mr. McMULEIN. Ihave a right to appeal. 


from that decision, but I will not avail myself of 
that privilege. I beg gentlemen to-understand 
that it is not my purpose to trespass upon the 
House. } 
to do so. I shall waive my right to appeal from 

aan ~ 

the decision of the Clerk, and content myself 
with the motion to adjourn over until the day 
after to-morrow. 

The CLERK. Then does the gentleman from 
Maryland withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, certainly. 

The question was taken on Mr. MceMutun’s 
motion; ‘and it was‘ disagreed to. $ 

Mr. BARKSDALE., I now. insist on my 
motion to lay the.whole subject upon the table; 
and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.McMULBIN. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn. - : 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Maine. [call for tellers 
on. that motion. 

The CLERK appointed Messrs. Eustis and 
Bivevam to act as tellers. 

The question was taken; and.the tellers.report- 
ed—ayes 46, noes.94. 

So the House refused to.adjourn,  — 

The CLERK. Thegentleman from Mississippi 
moves, to lay the whole subject upan the table. 
~ Mr. FLORENCE. Uponthat motion Ldemand 
the yeas and. nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That motion, Lunderstand, 
carries with the original resolution everything 
connected with it? 

The CLERK. It does. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does it carry with it 
to the table the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr: 'T'ripre /] 

The CLERK. ‘It does. 

The question was then taken and. decided in-the 
negative—yeas.84, nays 132; as follows: 

YEAS—MMessrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Byanch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Qox, Crawford, Davidson, IL. Winter Davis, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Bustis, 
Evans, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
EL. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffinan, Houston, 
Jowett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Letch- 
er, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshal,l Samuel $, Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scoit, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wels, Wins- 
low, Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicofler—S4. 

NAYS—Measrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Bur- 
lingame, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffec, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damreil,, Timothy 
`. Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 

Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
„dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. 

Morrison Harris, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 

Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 

Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, 

Alexander K. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 

Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 

Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, 

Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Pur- 

year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Rob- 

erts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, William R. 

Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thor- 

ington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Trumbull, Tyson, 

Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala- 

der C.. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel. Wash- 

burn, Watson, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, 

Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—132. 


Pending the vote, 

Mr. HERBERT (when his name was called) 
said: Although I'am anxious to see this House 
organized, yet as long as there remains a hope of 
electing a national man, and believing that propo- 
sitions have been made to-day better calculated to 
bring about this desirable result than has ever 
been done before, I can never support, either 
directly or indirectly, any proposition calculated 
io place. in. that chair Mr. Banus, or any other 
sectional man. i 


I know too well what is due to myself | 


Mr. JEWETT (when his. name: was called) 
said: Before F vote I wish to make a statement 
to the House. The same reason which induced 
me to. change my vote on a former ballot con- 

.trols_me now and will continue to do so until 
my Democratic friends shall manifest a willing- 
hess to test the sense of the House upor the 


from Virginia, [Mr. LETCHER. } 

Mr. SNEED (when his name was.called)-said: 
T regard this as a distinct proposition, presenting 
the alternative of electing either Mr. Smita, of 
Virginia, or Mr. Banks, of Massachusetts. 
therefore vote no, and for WiLLram Suits, of 
Virginia. 


said: Understanding, Mr. Clerk, that, in the event 
that this motion to lay upon the table prevails, 
the gentleman from. Virginia [Mr. Lercues]. will 
otop proposition of which he has. given no- 
tice, Ma substitute for the original motion; and 
knowing, also, if this motion prevail, my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Tripper] can, in a new shape, 
il propose his substitute, I shall now vote. in the 
affirmative. 

The result of the vote was here announced, as 
above recorded, 

Mr. DOWDELL. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, by way of a substitute, to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The 
aş the previous question, moved by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, is now pending. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do. not rise for 
the purpose of making a speech, as I do not like 
to violate the rules of order, but to move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
main question should be ordered before we ad- 
journ, and then the subject will come up as the 
first business in the morning. 

The CLERK. By common consent. such an 
arrangement can be made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. IT cannot consent. 

Several Memuers. Nor [ either. 

Mr. MATTESON. Nothing is consented to, 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and the Clerk announced that it was de- 
cided in the negative; whereupon, š 

Mr. BROOKS demanded tellers on the motion, 

Tellers. were ordered; and Messrs. Savace and 
Purviance were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
| reported—ayes 62, noes 96. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The CLERK. The question now. recurs, 
“Shall the main question be now. put?” 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to say a word, 
by way of personal explanation, in regard to an 
occurrence which took place a short time since, 
between the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. J. 
Morrison Harris] and myself. I rose at that 
time to request the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Trippe] to withdraw the name of my colleague, 
(Mr. Smitu, of Virginia,] in order. to give that 
gentleman an opportunity to be heard to-morrow 
morning, That request was refused. A number 
of Black Republicans called ye to order, and 
being constitutionally of an eXcitable tempera- 
ment, I became too much excited. I frankly 
admit the fact. The gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Hannis,] notintending anything personally 
offensive to me, as Lam satisfied from the char- 
acter of his remarks, raised a point of order upon 
me. I was rather hasty and rude to that gentle- 
man in the remarks I made to him. When I 
think I have done a gentleman injustice, lam the 
first man to place myself right in his estimation, 
andin the estimation of the House, and I make 
these remarks for thatpurpose. [Crics of Right!” 
and ‘‘ Good!”’} 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I am perfectly 
| satisfied, of course, with the explanation which 
| the gentleman from Virginia has made, although: 
| Ido not myself think it was necessary, under the 
i 


| gentlemanly extent which he has in explaining 
i this matter. Ican only say, so far as I'am con- 
Í cerned, that, at the time I interrupted the gentle- 
| man, I had no intention whatever of being dis- 
| courteous to him in any degree. The only object 
| I had in view was to prevent what seemed to me 
ila possible impending scene of disorder, and to 


resolution proposed to be offered by my friend | 


Tj 


Mr. WALKER (when his name was called) 


LERK An amendment is not in order, | 


I would suggest that the | 


li circumstances, that he should have gone to the į 


ji sfistain you, Mr. Clerk, in the performance of | 


the duties which you ‘have 80 well discharg 
to this time. -That was my simple object: 
The main question was thew ordere 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: I. 
understandingly.. As T understand 
matters now. before the House; th qu 
is upon the amendment offered: by the gentleman ` 
from Georgia, [Mr. Tripre.} Hf thatamendment 
be substituted for the resolution ofthe gentlent 
from Tennessee, (the plurality rule,) then. 
House is brought toa direcr vote upon the reso- 
lation as- amended. P ` qi ng 
_ The CLERK. That isas the Clerk understands 
it f an 


The yeas and nays were then ordered tpon-the 

adoption of the substitute offered by Mr. Frrepr: 
Fhe Clerk then commenced the call of the roll; 

and a response was heard. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Jb it now in‘order 
to say anything ? i 

The CLERK. No debate is. in. order, ; 

Mr. CADWALADER. 1 move that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia have unanimous consent ta: 
proceed. Ee ast : eS, 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope that my colleague 
will be heard. ; 5 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from. Virginia will. proceed. wy 

Several members:objected, and much.confasion’ 
ensued. : Lege 

Mr. SMITE I do not propose:to” make: any 
extended remarks; what I propose-to say. Fean say 
in just one minute, if the Pipi will hear. mes. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I propose that the gentle- 
man from Virginia be allowed ten minutes. 

Mr. TODD, I object. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then go on with the: call 
of the roll. insist that the call shall proceed: ,. 

Mr. SMITH. Who objects? : pn 

The CLERK. The gentleman-from: Pennsyl+. 
vania, [Mr. Lopp.} : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I-move that the House do 
now. adjourn, and-upon.that motion I’ demand-the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. TODD, Ewill withdraw my objeetion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I will withdraw my. 
motion-to adjourn, 

Mr. SMITH. Lam very much.obliged tothe 
gentleman. T promise that'l will’not detain: the 
House more than a minute. Mr. Clerk and gén- 
tlemen of the House, it is: not: my purpose now 
to-go into the discussion of this: subject‘at large. 
Task the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr: Tripre,] 
who has complimented me by the proposition-he 
has made, to withdraw his reRolG bN for the 
present; and I then ask the House to adjourn, 
for the purpose of allowing me an opportunity of’ 
revising my thoughts and arranging them; so that: 
I may present them in a shape that-will be-under~ 
stood, and my position appreciated, by the House. 
It is not to be expected that- upon the moment, 
with the matter thus suddenly sprung upon ‘me, 
I could be able to-arrange, in a methodical man- 
ner, my thoughts; it is not to be expected that I 
should be able to classify them in‘ form, to, be 
presented with that force and perspicuity, which: 
the occasion requires. J now.ask the indulgence: 
of the House to adjourn, and give me this oppor- 
tunity of making preparation for the remarks 1 
desire to submit. 

Mr. LAKE. 
adjourn. 


Mr. SMITH: 


I move that the House do now 


Iwill make the motion myself. 


| I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. WASH BURNE, of Dlinois. [-rise toa 
question of order. The call of the roll had com- 
menced, and there had been-a response. ‘The 
motion to adjourn is not, therefore, in order. 

The CLERK. The point of the gentleman 
from Iinois is well taken. A response has been 
heard. [Cries of ‘ Call the roll!” ‘Go on with 
the call!” 

Mr. SMITH If the House insist upon my 
going on now, I shall ask that they will give me 
more than ten minutes. Besides, sir, there are 
some papers that Idesire to refer to which E have 
not before me, and cannot immediately obtain. 
It is now half-past three o’clock, and I hope the 
House will indulge me with an adjournment. 
[Cries of “ Order !”’] y : 

Mr. CADWALADER. I think the motion to 
adjourn is in order. The gentléman from. Vir- 
ginia rose before the call of ‘the roll- commenced. 
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‘ lie CLERK. The Clerk will state that, before 
the gentleman from Virginia addressed him, a 
response was heard. . i ; l 

“Mr. SMITH. ` Isit now in order to move that } 
the-House.adjourn? 
‘The CLERK. It is not, the call of the roll | 
having commenced. - - i Piani | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. .There is nothing in the | 
parliamentary law that 1 know of, that will pre- 
clude a motion to adjourn from being made while 

he call of the roll is proceeding. a 
~The CLERK. There has ‘been a response, 

creating a state of things which makes it impos- 

sibleto.entertain'a motion to adjourn. [Loud cries 

of «$ Call the roll”? «Call on }”]. p 
_ "The roll was then called upon the adoption of 

the substitute of Mr. Tripper, and the amend- 

ment. was decided in the negative—yeas 100; 

nays 110; :as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley | 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks,Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruth- 
ers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
liamsog R. W. Cobb, Cox, Ciawtord, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Ful- | 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson: W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Goffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lanp- 
Kin, Aléxandér K. Marshall, umphrey Marshall, Samuel i 
8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller. 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Por 


ry 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sueed, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Frippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, | 
‘Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. 


Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer— 100. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghirst, Bingham, Bishop, | 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Igra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edic, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 8. Hall, Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, Kiug, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunket, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meachain, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafion, 'Ty- 
son, Wade, Walbridgc, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihw B, Washburne, Israel Wasbburn, Watson, 
Weleh, Wolls, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 

worth—110, 

Pending the call of the roll, 

. Mr. BURNETT (when his name was called) 
rose and addressed the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must suggest to the 
gentleman that all debate is out of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not want to make a 
speech, Iwant to stand correct upon the record, 
and what I have to say will not’occupy more than 
a minute. Ihave not been in the habit of troub- 
ling the House with speeches. I desire to state 
that I am a Democrat. I have acted with that 
party from the commencement of the session up 
to the present time. Now, sir, however, I shall 
vote ay upon this proposition; but in so voting 
I want it to be distinctly understood that I do it as 
a choice of evils. If the amendment shall be 
adopted, and the question recur upon the final 
passage of the resolution as amended, with the 
understanding I now have of the position of the 
gentleman named in the resolution upon the great 
platforms adopted by the Democratic party, 1 
shall vote no. For the present I vote ay. 

Mr. DAVIDSON (when his name was called) | 
said: It will be recollected that, upon a former | 
occasion, when a resolution similar to this was 
before the House, I voted in the negative upon it. 
I desire to ask the House [Cries of * Order!?’] | 
a say to the House by way of explana- 

Mr. BARCLAY. I object to any personal 
explanation. I object to any discussion what- | 
ever out of order. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. 
word? # 

Mr. SHERMAN and others objected. 

Mr. DAVIDSON.” £ vote ay. 

_ Mr. JEWETT. Am I right in assuming that 
Tam not called on now to give a final vote? 
-The CLERK. The vote is not a final one. 

Mr. JEWETT. I vote ay. ; 

ooMy. A. K. MARSHALL. Ihave no personal 


Can I be allowed to saya 


explanation to make. I merely desire to say that 


Ihave a standing arrangement with Mr. Mace, | 
* 


to pair off at this hour of the day, and, as T do 
not now see him in the Hall, I shall decline to 
vote, 

Mr, STEPHENS stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Kituian MILLER. 

The vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. : 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
four o’clock) the House adjourned, till to-mor- 
row, at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fubar, February 1, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Grorce 
Samson. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approyed. 
ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 


The business first in order was upon the adop- 
tion of the following resolution, offered yesterday 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hicx- 
MAN, ] 

Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce; and if, after the roll 
shal have been called three times, no member shall have 
received a majority of the whole number of votes, the roll 
shall again be called, and the member who shall then re- 
ceive the largest number of votes, provided it be a majority 
of a quorum, shal! be the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. KELSEY. I move the previous question 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The main question 
has been ordered; there is no necessity for the 
motion to be made now. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Is it in order to move that 
the resolution be laid upon the table? 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks it is in order. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I make that motion, and 
demand the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. WHITNEY, I think the motion is not 
in order. The House has once decided not to lay 
the resolution upon the table, 

The CLERK. Other business has intervened 
since. the motion was made and decided. The 
Clerk thinks the motion is in order. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Irise to a question of order. 

The CLERK. No debate is in order, the 
main question having been ordered. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Lam not going to debate the 
resolution; I rise to a question of order as to 
whether the resolution is now properly before the 
House. I think that it fell with the adjournment 
yesterday. The authority on which I base my 
opinion may be found in the Manual, page 109, 
section 37. I will read it: 

“ Tt may be asked whether the louse can be in posses- 
sion of two motions or propositions at the same time, so that 
one of them being decided, the other goes ‘to question, 
without being moved anew ? T'he answer must be special.”? 

But here is the point to which I wish to call 
the particular attention of the House, as affecting 
the case befote us: 

“When a question is interrupted by a vote of adjourn- 
ment, it isthereby removed from before the House, and does 
not stand ips l9 before them at their next meeting, but 
must come forward in the usual way.” 

The CLERK. ` If the gentleman from Georgia 
has got through with his statement, the Clerk 
will state the ground on which he thinks the res- 
olution does come up for action this morning. 
The previous question itsclf operates on the res- 
olution. Ry seference to page 131 of the Manual, 
we find that Parliament have three modes of sep- 
aration, to wit: by adjournment, by prorogation 
or dissolution by the King, or by the efflux of 
the term for which they were elected. Proroga- 
tion or dissolution constitutes there what is called 
a session, provided some act has passed. In this 
case, all matiers depending before them are dis- 
continued, and at their next meeting are to be 
taken up de novo, if taken up at all; Adjourn- 
ment, which is by themselves, is no morc than a 
continuance of the session from one day to an- 
other, or for a fortnight, a month, &c., ad libitum. 
All matters depending remain in statu quo, and 
when they meet again, be the term ever so dis- 
tant, are resumed, without any fresh commence- 
ment, at the point at which they were left. Their 
whole session is considered in law but as one 
day, and has relation to the first day thereof. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I also find in the Manual, that 
when a-question is interrupted by a vote of ag- 


journment, it is. thereby removed from before the 

ouse, and does not stand ipso facto before them 
at their next meeting, but must come forward in 
the usual-way. And I know, Mr. Clerk, that it 
has again and again been determined that ques- 
tions are discontinued by adjournment. ` For the 


‘purpose of. fully testing the sense of the House 


on the point of order which I have submitted, E 
now take an appeal from the Clerk’s decision. 

The CLERK. The Clerk makes no decision. 
He will, however, submit the gentleman’s ques- 
tion to the House for its decision. Gentlemen: 
those who are of opinion that the resolution comes 
up this morning, will say ay. > 

Mr. BARCLAY. Idemand the yeasand nays 
on the question. ` ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the House 
decided, in accordance with the Clerk’s su ges- 
tion, that the resolution came up as the first busi- 
ness in order. 

The CLERK. The question recurs on the 
motiongsubmitted by the gentleman from South 
Caroling, [Mr. McQueen,] that the resolution be 
laid on the table. On this the yeas and nays are ` 
demanded. N 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to—yeas 107, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley ẹ 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dowdell, Dann, Edmundson, Elliott English} 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M. 
Fuller, Thor - D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kennett, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Jumphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, MceMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Miil- 
ward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Bhelps, 
Porter, Powel, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith; William Smith, Wiliam R. 
Sinith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkin§g, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis Ð. Campbell, Chafiee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Coltax, Comius, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, 
Cumbaek, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagler. Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, Harlan, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelly, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Summons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellihu Ba Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—108. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. ; 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, said: Mr. Clerk, 
I am perfectly willing to give the friends of the 


| resolution every opportunity to pass it.if they 


can; and J will again vote against laying it on the 
table, so that there may be a direct vote of the 
House on the proposition. ‘ 
Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Clerk, I will give notice 
that I shall offer the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, to be read for information, if the 
pending proposition is defeated. It is the same 
proposition that I submitted in 1849; and I wish 


fit to be understood that I now offer it as a choice 


of evils. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That, if the House fail to elect a Speaker 
during the present day, it will, on its meeting to-morrow, 
apply to this proceeding, so far as practicable, the principle 
embodied in the 12th article of the Amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, prescribing the mode of 
electing a President and Vice President. ; 

Resolved, That the House will, upon the calling of the 
roll, cast its vote for Speaker; and if no person shall have 
a majority of all the votes, then from the persons having 
the highest numbers, (not exceeding three in the list of 
those voted for,) the House shali proceed to choose its 
Speaker; and if the three persons on the last vote should 
be voted for, and neither of them should have a majority 
Of all the votes, then the House shall choose its Speaker, by 
another vote, from the two highest on the list. 


Mr. SAVAGE. Is it in order to submit any 
remarks on the resolution? 


i. 


1856. 
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The CLERK. The previous question is pend- 
ing, and debate is out of order. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. If. the pending proposi- 
tion be rejected, I now give notice that I shall in- 
troduce what I send to- the Clerk’s desk, to be 
read for information: : 


Whereas, the House, on the 26th instant, having declared 

that any agitation of the question of slavery, in or out of 
Congress, is unwise, unjust to a portion of the American 
people, injurious to every section of our country, and there- 
fore, should not be countenanced: Theretore, 

Resolved, (a majority of the House agreeing thereto,) 
That the friends of non-agitation, as declared in the afore- 
said resolution, will meetin the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, at seven o’clock this evening; and taking 
tut as their only basis of action or of inquiry, will, in pub- 
lic assemblage, agree upon some man as a candidate for the 
speakership, who, if there is no election before, shall be 
voted for during six ballotings, and no longer. 


The question was then taken on M#. Hrer- 
man’s resolution, and it was disagreed to—yeas 
108, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawsq@, Cling- 
man, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
‘timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robèrt B. Hall, Harlan, Wickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle; 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tap- 
pan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, ‘Tyson, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wells, 
Williams, Wood, Woodrulf, and Woodworth— 108. 

NAYS— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Culen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmund- 
son, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. fuller, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Merbert, 
Hoffinan, Honston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hamphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Mil- 
ler, Millson, Millward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitnian, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Witam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 


Talbott, Lrippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
Jom V. V right, and Aollicoffer—110. . 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HERBERT said: Mr, Clerk, as I think 
there are on the table propositions which I prefer 
to the plurality rule, I will vote against its adop- 
tion until action has becn had on them. 1 vote no. 

MORDECAI OLIVER. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F offer the follow- 
ing resolution for the adoption of the House. I 
do not desire and shall not make a speech. The 
gentleman named in my resolution is known to 
the House; and I am willing that members shall 
vote for him or not, as they choose. I tender it 
as the olive-branch of peace to the now distracted 
elements of this House. I call for the previous 
question. 


The call for the previous question received a | 


second, 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Morprcal Oniver, a Representative from 
the State of Missouri, be, and he hereby is, chosen Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Before the last vote was 
taken, I gave notice of a proposition that it was 
my intention to offer; and I would ask the Clerk 


whether that proposition does not now come up | 


in order? : 

The CLERK. It does not. 

The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table; and on that motion call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope that the 
gentleman from New York will withdraw the 
motion ‘to lay on the table, so that there may be 
a direct vote on my proposition; it will take no 
longer than the vote to lay on the table. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Clerk, I desire to say that the 


resolution of the gentleman from Tennessec meets | 


with my entire approbation, and I hope that it 
may be adopted. 


Mr. BARCLAY: I wish to say a word. 
The CLERK.” Debate is out of order. - 
| Mr. BARCLAY. I wish to inquire whether 
my friend from South- Carolina declines as thé 
Democratic candidate. à 

The CLERK. . Debate isnot in order: 

The question was: taken on the motion to lay 
on the table; and it waseagreed to—yeas 116, nays 
101; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflington, Burlingame, 
James H: Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cra- 
gin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durtee, Edie, Ethe- 
ridge, Flagicr, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hollo- 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, 'Fappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Uad- 
walader C. Washburne, Bihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth 
—116. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson K. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Flor- 
; ence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMallin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millward, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 


Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—101. 
MR. LETCHER’S PROPOSITION. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Clerk, I desire to offer 
the resolution of which I gave notice on yesterday. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: . 


Resolved, That NATHANIEL P. Banks, Jr., James L. ORR, 
and Hexry M. FULLER be appointed to conter together, 
and report the name of some member of this House (upon 
whom they, or a majority of them, may agree,) who shall 
be declared the Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Resolved, ‘That the said committee report to-morrow, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Clerk, I only desire 
to say that various expedients have been tried, 
various votes have been taken, and it seems to me 
that every attempt has been made to show that it, 
ii is impossible, on any direct vote by members of 
this body, to clect a Speaker for the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress. If, sir, this expedient will secure it, it 
will carry joy throughout the country, and show 
to the people of this land that ‘Order, Heaven’s 
first law,” now reigns in the National Legislature. 
I call for the previous question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to—yeas 102, nays 94; as follows: 

YEAS — 4 
Barbour, Bare} 
S. Bennett, | 


Barksdale, Beil, Henry Bennett, Hendley 
n, Bitinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, 
:. Buffington, Burlingame, James 

<wiupbell, Chaffee, Ez Mark ,Claw- 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damreil, 
Dean, De W n, Dodd, 


> 


‘Timothy D 
Dunn, Dur 
ler, Galloway i 
ort B. Hall, Harlan, Hari 
R. Horton, Howard, Keltse 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, } 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, 3 
! Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
i Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pe 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, > 
man, Simmons, Spinner, 
Thorington, Vhurston, Toda, T 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, israel Washb 
Wood, Woodrat. and Woodworth: 
NAYS—Nie: . Alien, Bocoek, Boyce, Branch, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, file, Carath- 
ers, Caskie, Layard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
Hamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawiord, Cullen, Davi 
i Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, E 4 
Evans, Florenee, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hotfman, Houston, 


rer, Grow, Rob 
oioway, Thomas 
«Knapp, Knight, knowl 


A Pearee,, 
tit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance 
app, Scott, Sher 
anan, ‘Tappan, 
'yson, Wade, Wal- 


n, Weich, Wiliams, 


| Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 


Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, | 


+. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, ; 


shburne, Elihu B. i 


Kidwell, Letcher; Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander } 
shal, Humpbrey Marshall, Samuel: $.: Marshal, Max 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millward; M 
Oliver, Paine, Peck,-Phélps, Porter; Powell, Puryear, Q 
man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson; Rivers, R 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Sanyuel A.S: ath WV 
Smith, Withain R.-Sinith, Sneed, .Stephenss St 
Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler,’ Whitney, 
Daniel B. Wright, Johan V. Wright, and Zollicoite 
So the resolution was laid on tables)". 
i GILCHRIST PORTER: `“ 
_ Mr. LINDLEY. 
tioni t ; she 
R2solved, That Gircnrist PorTER, of Missouri, be de-. 
clared Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. EAR 
Mr. Clerk, 1 here present the name of a gen- 
tleman who is not, I think, objectionable’ to: 
cither of the parties here.. He is not oneof the 
Know Nothings, who are so much hated; he ‘is 
not one of the Democrats, who are not liked by 
others; and he certainly has no leaning towards 
Republicanism: He is an old-fashioned Whig; 
and, as T remarked yesterday, everybody seems, 
to admire the gallant old Whig party, now that’ 
they say itis dead. Certainly, if he has no party 
in this House, he could not do any very great, 


harm; and, as I understand it, we do notrequire’ . 


a Speaker who will do so much good,. but rather 
one who will not do any harm. If gentlemen 
really desire to elect a Speaker and organize: the 
House, let them vote for this resolution. I mdve. 
the previous question, > R? 
Mi WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I second it. 
The main question was ordered. o ae 


Mr. SAGE. I move to lay the resolution. on, A 


the table. ` i 
The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered, 
The question was then taken; and it was de= 

cided in the affirmative—yeas 144, nays 68; as 

follows: j Ai ee 
YEAS — Messrs, Albright, Allison,’ Barbour, Barclay, .” 

Barksdale, Bell, H. Bennett, H. S. Bennett, Benson, Billing- 

hurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Branch, Bren- 

ton, Buffington, Burlingame, Burnet, J. P. Campbell, L.D. 

Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, I. Cobb, W. R- 

W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, Cum- 

back, Damrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 

Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Elliott, English, Flag- 

Jer, Florence, Thomas J. 1). Fwler, Galloway, Giddings, 

Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. 

Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hickman, Hol- , 

loway, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Howard, Jewett, 

George W. Jones, J, Glaney Jones, Kelly Kelsey, King, , 

Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, - 

Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, 

McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, ; 

Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mortill, Mott, Murray, 

Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pens 

nington, Perry, Pettit, Pheips, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 

Quitman, Richardson, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, 

Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Savaga, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Sim- 

Inons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, 

‘Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, Prafton, Tyson, Vail, Wade, 

Walbridge, Waldron, Wamer, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 

Pihu B. Washbwne., Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 

Weils, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel 

B. Wright—144, : 
NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bishop, Boyce, Bowie, 

Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, ° 

Caruthers, Caskic, Childs, Clingman, Cox, Callen, H. W. 

Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Etheridge, Eustis, 

Evans, Foster, Henry M. Faller, A. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 

Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Kennett, 

Kidwell, Lake, Lindley, A. K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 

shail, Millson, Millward, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peek, 

Powell, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricand, Rivers, Rust, San- 

didge, Samuc! A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 

Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 

Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, John V.Wright, 

and Zoilicofler—68. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 
After the call of the roll, and before the result 


was announced, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: I desire to say that 
as my vote, as it now stands, cannot affect: the 
result, and as I do not desire to be placed in a 


i position that would require explanation here- 


If it would affect the 


after, I therefore change it. 
Í change from 


result, I would leave it dg it is. 
no to ay. . 

Mr. DOWDELL. Understanding that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Porter] has de- 


‘nounced the Nebraska bill during the present 


I 


session of Congress, I shall change my vote. 
vote ay. É ; 

Mr. CASKIE. Before the vote is announeed, 
I wish to make a statementtothe House. There 
has been a good deal of difficulty, Mr. Clerk, in 
the minds of many members, while you have 
been calling the roll, in reference to the position 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Porter] 
upon the Kansas-Nebraska bill. In answer toa 
question put to him by myself on that subject, a 


I offer the following resolu- F : : 


ar 


è 
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have. been for it. 
from ay to no. 
“Mp. DOWDELL. I change my vote on that 
statement back to no. : 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Under those circum- 
stances, I'vote ay. | : 

The result of the vote was then announced, as 
recorded above. : 


8 NATHANIEL P. BANKS. 


Mr. BALL. J.offer the following resolution; 
and upon it I demand the previous question: 

Resolved, That Naruantep P. Banks, of Massachusetts, 
be, and be is hereby, declared Speaker of this House for the 
Tnhirty-Fourth Congress, 

Mr. KELLY. I desire to offer a substitute 
for that resolution, 

The CLERK. It is not in order to dé so now, 
as the previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. KELLY. Then I give notice, that if the 
pending resolution is voted down, I shall here- 
after offer the following: 


Resolved, That WILLIAM Aixen, of South Carolina, be, 
and hé is hereby, etected Speaker of this House, for the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress, : á 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. , 

Mr. JONES} of Tennessec. I demand the yéas 
and nays on the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Baxz.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative-yeas 102, nays 115; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ienry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, James H 
Campbell, Lewis D. Cainpbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Coltax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumbaeck, Damreil, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edic, Plazicr, Galloway, Giddings, Gilhert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Wolloway, Thomas R. Hor. 
ton, foward, Kelsey, King, Kaapp, Knight, Knowlton, | 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCurty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perming- | 
ton, Porty, Pottit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sago, Sapp, Sharman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridse, Waldron, 
Cadwalader E. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Isract 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—102. 

NAYS-—Mosers. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendicy S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Royce, Braveh, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, foim P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cutien, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Edmundson, Mliott, English, Btheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. Ds Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Mall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sanipson W., Harris, Thomas L. tarris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Wickman, Hofman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, i. Gimcy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 

rey Marshall, Samuel 5. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, Millward, Moore, Mor 
decai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powel, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Rieaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, 
Samuel A. smith, Willian Smith, William £. Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbor, Lrippe, Underw od, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—115. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


WILLIAM AIKEN. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Ihave been endeav- 
oring, during the entire day, to obtain the floor, 
and ¥ trust that that endeavor will be regarded as 
commendable by all who may hear the proposi- i 
tion that I shall present. [think I cando itnow 
with the utmost propriety, since my honorable | 
fiie-leader, the gentleman from Tennessce, [Mr. 
Jonszs,] has, this morning, in a manner, parted 
from the Democratic caucus, in submitting the 
name of a very worthy gentleman to the consid- 
eration. of the House, as its Speaker during the || 
present Congress. I have been anxious for several | 
days totryanexperiment. That experiment may 
fail, and it is quite likely that it will fail; but still,. 
as:lam one-ofthe few members upon this floor | 
(perhaps I might say there were many of them) 
who desire an organization of this Mouse, itis 
my duty, at-least, to make every endeavor, and. 
submit every proper and plausible plan that I can 
suggest, to effect that object. 


| to try the strength of my worthy friends. 


= z 
of those who believe, as some have represented, 
that the Administration party is the one most 
directly interested in the organization of the 
House. Iam satisfied, asa member of that party, 
that they are not. Our Government, sir, ean go 
on without an organization of this House until 
the next presidential election. There is no fear 
about that.. ao 

But there are other considerations which are, 
perhaps, of sufficient importance to be alluded to 
on-this occasion. The-couniry feels some inter- 
est in the organization of this House; and a fail- 
ure on our part to ‘organize would effect, in a 

ecuniary point of view; almost every individual 
a the 4th of March, 1857, which, I believe, 
is the time when we may expect to adjourn if we 
do not organize. Į had hoped, thet, that that 
object would have been effected when my worthy 
friend from Tennessee presented, for the consid- 
eration of this House, a gentleman every way 
worthy and well qualified, and 1 belicve I can 
almost vouch for him. [A laugh.] [I recollect, 
to have heard, in times past, of a certain army; 
or of certain individuals, attempting to pass a cet= 
tain place by giving a particular word. The true 
word, if I am well informed, was ‘‘ Shibboleth,” 
aud those who did not understand the word prop- 


| erly and pronounced it ‘Sibboleth,’? were all 


destroyed. Now, perhaps, the difficulty of my 
friend from Tennessce was the same as that of 
those individuals. He arose here with a com- 
mendable object, and I thank him kindly for 
giving me an opportunity of following in his 
illustrious footsteps. I could say much of that 
gentleman. His district adjoins mine, and my 
people think that a better man does not exist than 
the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
Jonrs.} If, then, I follow in his footsteps on this 
occasion, no charge can be laid at my door for 
pursuing such a course. But the gentleman got 
up and said that he had an “ olive-branch ” to 
oifer. Perhaps, like those men of old to whom I 
have referred, he mispronounced the thing, and 


| should have said tiat he had an ‘* Ouver ?? branch 


to offer, and that may account for his failure. 

Now, sir, I come with an olive-branch—a true 
olive-branch; and, as some who have watched 
my course on former occasions know, when we 
are in trouble and difficulty L have always such 
a branch to carry. If I shall succeed in convine- 
ing this Flouse that we can now organize under 
the proposition which I shall present, [shall have 
done much, and shall feel perfectly satisfied that 
this day has not been spent in vain. 

Then the inquiry is: ** What are you going to 
present?” IT have always heard persons who 
read novels say that the wisest plan is to keep 
the best for the last; and perhaps upon this oc- 
casion. I have kept the best for the last. Eam 
about to submit, for the consideration of this 
FLouse the name of a gentleman whose private 
life has not a blot upon it—the name of a gentle- 
man whose Democracy is undoubted—the name, 
South Americans, of a gentleman who has pot 
been in the Democratie caucus since I have been 
a member of the Democratic party. I appeal, 
then, to you. Youseem to have objected to some 
gentlemen only because they were the nominces 
of the Democratic party. “Aro you frank, are 
you honest in the declarations that you have been 


| making here and sending forth to the whole coun- 


try daily, thatyou are willing to vote for a mem- 
ber of our party who has not been trammeled by 
the nomination of the Democratic caucus? The 
future will show whether you were honest in those 
declarations, Ido-not offer thisresolution simply 
I do 
it because I am thoroughly convinced that if a 
majority of the House can center upon the gen- 
tleman named in it, a better man they never will 
find, nor one who will discharge tlie high duties 
of Speaker of the House cf Representativeswith 
more fidelity, or with a greater degree of the dig- 
nity that becomes an American statesman. I 
tender the olive-branch, and I trust it will be ac- 
cepted. It is always best to join hands together, 
as American people. Let us join, and do the 
work which we were sent here to do, and fill up 
the measure of our duties by bringing the country 
into, and leaving it in, a healthy condition. 

Mr. COBB. I present my resolution, and upon 
it demand the previous question. 


tam not.one of those who. believe that this | 
Honuse-ought. not to be organized; noram I one, 


The resolution was reported, as follows: 


ative from South Carolina, be, and. he is-hereby, chosen 
Speaker ofthe House of Representatives. . 

Mr. ORR. I hope the House will indulge me 
a moment. : i 7 

The CLERK. If there is no objection the 
gentleman will proceed. pt eae 

Mr. COBB. . I believe I have the floor. a 

The CLERK. The time of the gentleman from 
Alabama has expired. . 

Mr. COBB. Did the Clerk recognize me aa 
having demanded the previous question? 

The CLERK. The gentleman moved the pre- 
vious question in time, ~ 

Mr: PAINE. ‘I wish to ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] if he rises to make 
a personal explanation? : 

Mr. ORR. I desire to say, in reference to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman fram Ala- 
bama, proposing to declare my colleague [Mr. 
Aren] Speaker of the House, that it meets. with 
my entire approval, and I trust it may be adopted. 
by a majority of the members of this body. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to lay 
that “ ofive branch’? upon the table. 


Mr. VALK. The yeas and nays upon that 
motion. 

Mr. DUNN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


Mi. PAINE, _I desire to put á question to the: 
gentleman from South Carolna. 


The CLERK. Debate is not in order 


motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DUNN. TI withdraw the motion. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered upon the 
motion to lay the resolution upon the table, 

The question was then taken, with the follow- 
| ing result—yeas 98, nays 117; as follows: 

YEAS—Moessrs. Albright, Alison, Banks, Barbour, Bar- 

clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Rillinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradsliaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafice, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Coliax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Salon; Cumback, 
Danvell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De V itt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Flaglor, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger,’ Grow, Robert B, Hall, Haran, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, 
| Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
| Son, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Mur- 
| ray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, ‘Cappai, Thositgton, ‘Thurston, Todd, Tratton, 
Wathridge, Waidron, Cadwalader Œ. Washburne, Elihu B, 
Washburne, Tsrac) Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—98.. s 

NAYS —Mossrs. Allén, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Carathers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howel Cobb, 
| Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawiord, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edintindson, El- 
liott; English, Btheridge, Egstis, Evans, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Iarris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hottman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindloy, Lumpkin, 
Mace, Alexander K, Mayshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell," MeMulin, McQueen, Meachain, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A, 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
| Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Wiliams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John Ve 
Wright, and Zolicoffer—117. 

Pending the call, | fon 

Mr. MEACHAM (when his name was called) 
said: In order to give a direct vote upon the prop- 
osition,. I vote no. , ; 

The CLERK. The previous question has been 
demanded. Is there a second ? 

Several Members. I second it. . 

Mr. LAKE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to. i 

Mr. PAINE. Isa remark in order? 

The CLERK. Itis not. ; . 

Mr. PAINE. Iinquire if the main question 
has been ordered? S 

The CLERK. It has not; but thereis a second 
to the demand for the previous question, and 
debate is out of order. : 

The question being, ‘ Shall the main question 
be now put?’ it was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. , 


The CLERK.. The main question is on the 


on the 


Resolved, That the Hon: Wititam Arken, a Represent- ii adoption of the resolution. 


j 5 


1856. 


PIES 


NAL GLOBE. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays, i : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then put, with the following 
result—yeas 103, nays 110; as follows: ; 
“YEAS-—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, 


Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, | 


Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, ‘Lampkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeBMullin, McQueen, Smith Miler, Millson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Readc, Ready, Ricaud; Richardson, Rivers, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel. A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbozt, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Gollicofley—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Milor, Millward, Moore, M n, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearee, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage,’ Sapp, Scott, Sberman, 
Simmons, Spiuner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Fratton, Tyson, Wade, Waibridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washbum, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruf, and Woodworth—110. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 


Before the result was announced, 

Mr. WHITNEY said: I have been informed 
that a change of my vote will effect an election. 
I have said on this floor that I would not give a 
vote which would commit me to the Administra- 
tion; but I am informed that the gentleman whose 
name is contained in this resolution is not a friend 
to thespresent Administration. I therefore change 
my vote, and vote in the affirmative. 


ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I offer a resolution, which I 
hand to the Clerk, and upon it I demand the 
previous question. : 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
offers the following resolution, and demands the 
previous question upon it. The resolution will 

e read for information: 


D 


Resolved, That ALEXANDER H. Srepuens, of Georgia, 

be, and he hereby is, declared Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I ask my friend 
from South. Carolina to withdraw that motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. BOYCE. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I pow move that the 
House proceed to vote for Speaker by ballot. 

The CLERK. The motion is not in order, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Kentucky has 
demanded the previous question upon his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I thought the resolution 
was read only for information. S 

The CLERK. The gentleman offered it, and 
demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was then seconded. 

Mr. STANTON. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was put, and announced by the 
Clerk as carried, when 

Mr. STEWART demanded the yeas and nays 
upon. it. , 

Mr. STANTON. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WATSON. I renew the motion toadjourn. 

Tellers were demanded and , ordered; and 
Messrs. Broom and SHerman were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the motion; 
and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at five minutes of four 
o’clock) adjourned. until to-morrow, at twelve 
o'clock, m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
_  Sarurnay, Febrwary.2, 1856. 

The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. Prayer by Rev. Gzorcs D. 
Cummins, of the ‘Trinity (Episcopal) Church. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, 

Mr. TALBOTT obtained the floor. 


ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS. 


The CLERK stated that the first business in 
order was upon the following resolution, upon 
which the previous question had been moved and 
seconded: ” j 

Resolved, That Arexanper II. Srepnens be, and he is 
hereby, declared the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives tor the Thirty-Fourth Congress, 

Mr. TALBOTT. When I offered that resolu- 
tion yesterday, I had no conference with the hon- 
erable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] 
at all; but knowing his eminent qualifications for 
that position—knowing his national, conservative 
principles] had hoped that, all other propositions 

aving failed, we should be able to concentrate 
the discordant clements of the House upon him, 
and thus bring about that result which we are all 
so anxious. to attain. Since that time; however, 
I have had a conference with him, and he has re- 
quested me to withdraw his name. Irise, there- 
fore, in pursuance of that request, to withdraw the 
resolution. 

The CLERK.. The resolution will be with- 
drawn, if there be no objection. 

No obggtion was made, and the resolution was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Ihave heretofore 
voted against the adoption of the plurality rule; 
but as the vote on yesterday indicates that thcre 
is’at least a chance that a well-known man of 
sound, national principles, under its operation, 
may be elected, | offer the following resolution, 
and upon it F call the previous question: 


Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker vive voce. If, after the rou shall 
have been called three times, no member shall have re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes cast, the roll shall again 
be called, and the member who shall then receive the 
largest number of votes, provided it be a majority of a quo- 
rum, shall be declared duly elected Speaker of the House 


of Representatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. GOODE. 
upon the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas. and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
no debate is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Tam not going to. de- 
bate. I am going to make the single announce- 
ment to the House, that I have agrecd with the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Emaie,} who had 
paired off with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
FAULKNER,] that, when the gentleman from Vir- 


I move to lay that resolution 


Emris] fortwo weeks. The gentleman from Vir- 


fore be compelled, under the arrangement I have 
made, from this time forward, to decline to vote. 
If I could have foreseen that the important ques- 
tions before the House were now about to be sct- 
tled, I should have declined to have entered into 
any agreement by which my name would fail to 
appear upon the record. I regret the necessity | 
am under, but have felt it due to myself to state 
to the House the reason why my name will not 
appear upon the record. 

The yeas and nays were ordered upon laying 
the resolution upon the table; and the question 
having been taken, was decided in the negative— 
yeas 104, nays 114; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 


nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Nowell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
| Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
! Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
| Etheridge, Bustis, Evans, Pauikner, Florence, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
| Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Uoifinan, Houston, 
| George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kid- 
well, Lake, Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Ale 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshail, Max- 


> 


| Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 


ginia returned, I would pair off with him [Mr. | 
\ | Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—T13. 


ginia is this morning in his scat, and I shall there- | 


nett, Boegek, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Bur- | 


nder K. | 


well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Milicr, Millson, Mill- | 
ward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peek, Phelps, j 
Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Riv- į 
} ers, Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, William : 


Smith, Wiliam R: Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew: 
Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, “Vail Valk, Walke 
Warner, Watkins; Wheeler; Whitney, Winslow; Danie 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and -Zolicofier-—164. : 
NAYS—Messrs: Albright, Aven, Allison 
Barbour, Barclay, Henry Bennett, ‘Benson,’ R. 
Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buth: 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Ĝi 


a hafiee, Bayard 
Bara Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins; Co 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Timothy Davis; D 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Plage 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert Bi: 
Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R: Horton, © 
Howard, Jewett, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Mei 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott; 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew: Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle ;Purviances 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, “Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, ‘Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, 
Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader. ©. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B, Washburne, Isracl Washburn, ‘Watson, 
Welch, nat Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—114. ý : : 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
maiù question. ee 

Mr. CARLILE. Has the main question been 
ordered, Mr. Clerk? 

The CLERK. It has not, but the previous 
question has. been seconded. ` ; 

Mr, CARLILE. Is it in order to movè- an 
amendment? i i 
The CLERK. Itis not. Pa 
Mr. CARLILE. I rose, sir, for the purposa 
of offering the following resolution as a substitute 
for that offered by the gentleman from Tennessee: - 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Igive notice that 
I shall not accept any amendment. I care not. 
what it is, I shall not accept it. f 

Mr. Carrie ’s proposed amendment was read; 
as follows: ; i 

Resolved, That the Hon. WILLIAM AIKEN, 0 Representar 
tive from the State of South Carolina, be, and he is herebyy 
declared the Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. : 

The main question on Mr. Surru’s resolution. 
was ordered. ` ae 

. MR. SMITH’S RESOLUTION. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 113, nays 104; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bininghurst, Binghamy 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufington, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumr 
back, Damrel, Tinothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dicky 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, Herbert, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Jewett, 

Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morriil, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning~ 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Rringle, Purviance, Richie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratten, ‘lyson, 
Wade,Wabridge, Waldron, CadwaladerC. Washburne, Bl- 
lihu B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis.D. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Eliott, English, Bih- 
eredge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry 
M. Faller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, J. Morrison. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffinan, Houston, George W. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K, Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moove, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Paine, Peek, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, Jolm. V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—104. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF MR. ORR. 

Mr. ORR. My name was put in nomination 
some two wecks ago by the Democratie party of 
the House for the speakership. Very many votes 
have taken place since that time, and the result 
has shown that the purpose aimed at by that 
party—to increase their strength by changing their 
pominee—has not been accomplished. The com- 
plimentary vote. yesterday given to my colleague, 
[Mr. Arken,] renders it very evident to my mind 
that he would be able to concentrate more strength ~ 
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than myself; and, as I desire to.sce this House 
organized upon national principles, in opposition 
to Seétionalism, I take. this occasion to return to 
my party friends my hearty thanks for the com- 
plimentt they -have shown me in my nomination, 
and for-the fidelity with which they have sus- 
- tainéd me; and I unconditionally withdraw my 
name from the contest. 

"PLURALITY RULE—-AGAIN. 

-+ Mr. BOYCE. I move to rescind the resolution 
just adopted by the House, and ask the yeas and 
nays upon the. motion. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Imove tolay the 
motion on the table. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and | 
nays on that motion. 

“he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would in- 
quire if the gentleman from South Carolina voted | 
in the majority? If he did not, he has no right 
to move to rescind the resolution. 

The CLERK. In the opinion of the Clerk, 
that makes no difference. The gentleman has 
the right to make the motion. 1 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Surru’s | 
motion to lay upon the table; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 117, hays 101; as follows: 


YBEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Bail, Banks, | 
Barbour; Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, | 
Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buthngton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chafee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
fell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, ; 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hartan, Herbert, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Jewett, Kelly, Kel- | 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, | 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, 
. Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Tralton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bllihu B. Washburne, Fsracl | 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—117. 

NAYS—Messra. Aiken, Barksdale, Boll, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskia, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W., Cobb, Cox, 

Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dow- 
deli, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Kus- 
tis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W, Mauris, ‘thomas T. Harris, | 
Harrison, Hofman, Rouston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMutlia, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore. Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Renly, Kicaud, Rivers, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scott, Shorter, William Smith, William R. Smith, Snecd, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whecler, Whitney, 
Winslow Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zoti- 
cofter--101. 


Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. Isend the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution to the Clerk’s desk. 


: r. CLINGMAN. [make he poini of order, 
that no proposo isin order under the resolu- 


tion we have just adopted execpt to vote, Ido 


t 
not know what the resolution of the gentleman | 
from Kentucky is. I bave no objection to itsi 
being read for information, but T raise the ques- ! 
tion in advance, that it is not in order. 
“The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the proposi- | 
tion of the gentleman is not in order. i 
. Mr, MARSHALL. Well, sir. I desire to have | 
it read, and then the question of order decided. į 
i The preamble and resolution were read, as fol- | 
ows: 


Whereas, the namesof different members of this House 
have been presented forthe office of Speaker, by resolu- 
tion, and by direct vote, or a vote tantamcunt thereto, and | 
such resolutions have all been rejected, thus proving that a | 
majority of the members are unwilling to confer said office | 
upon any con yet thus proposed: Thereiore, 1 

Resolved, That it shall not be in order again to propose ! 
or vote for any ruember of this House for Speaker whose | 
name has been proposed for that otee by resolution, and | 
which has been rejected, cither by direet vote on such prop- | 
osition, or by a vote laying it ou the table; and that in an 
future ballots for Speaker, votes given to such person, or 
persons, shall be rejected, and not counted by the Clerk; | 
and that all persons who may hereafter be proposed and 1 
rejected, in the. manner contemplated in this resolution, 
shall be deemed unaeceptable toa majority of this body, and | 
shall not again be proposed or voted for: provided said vote 
is taken with the consent of the person voted for. ] 


->The CLERK. The Clerk will state that the 


„ Höuse-has just passed a resolution to proceed 
immediately to vote for Speaker. Under the order | 


of the House, it is the opinion of the Clerk—he 
makes no decision—that the proposition „of the 
entleman from Kentucky is not in order. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. The rule just 


adopted by the House prescribes that, on the fourth | 


ballot, the person having the highest number of 
votes shall be declared to be the Speaker elect. 
Then, sir, upon the fourth ballot, this contest 
must be terminated; and that all may be prepared 


for that crists, and come here understandingly to | 
know how to act, I move that thisHouse do now | 


adjourn, and that the contest be decided on Mon- 
day next. One party we know is thoroughly 
drilled and ready to act. The other is not. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I differ from the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. I hope the House will not 
adjourn. 

Mr. KEITT. We might very weil take two 
votes this evening. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 


journ; and it was disagreed to—yeas 84, nays 133; | 


as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 5. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denry Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, 


Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J: j 


D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Herbert, Hofman, Houston, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Manpali, Him- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Mawe carunin 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordceai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rast, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Srnith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Trippe, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Danici 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—34. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 
Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 


Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Bufling- | 


ton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, 
Cumback, Damretl, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, English, Flagler, Foster, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 
Jewett, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Morgan; Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 


ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, i 


Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ricaud, Ritehie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sa- 
bin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A, Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Evihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth—133. / 

MOTION TO RESCIND THE PLURALITY RULE. 

Mr. WALKER. I movethatthe plurality rule 
be rescinded. [Several Mempers. The motion is 
notin order.] I maintain that it is in order; for 
since the vote was taken on the motion to rescind, 
which was moved by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Boyce,] business intervened. The 
motion is in order; and I call'for the yeas and 
nays on it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Tf insist that the motion to 
rescind is not in order; it has once been moved 
and defeated, and cannot be again renewed during 
this day. 

Mr. WALKER. 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. GOODE. The motion to rescind is in 
order; for have we not seen the plurality rule 
again and again moved, and without any point of 
order being raised on its repetition? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. But the plurality rule was 
offered when defeated on another day; thatis not 


I differ from the gentleman 


the ease with the pending motion to rescind. I! 


admit, if a parliamentary day intervened, that the 
motion would be in order, A parhamensary day 
has not intervened, and I hold that it is notin 
order to renew the motion to rescind ‘on the same 
day that it was rejected. 


. Mr. WALKER. Let the Clerk decide; I have | 


offered my motion. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the motion 
in order. 

Mr. BARCLAY. Put the question to the 
House. 


The CLERK. The Clerk repeats that he | 


thinks the motion is in order; but,as there seems 
to be various opinions on the point of order, he 


will submit it to the House for its decision. Is 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama in 
order? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Idemand the yeas 
and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. [I rise to a point of order. 
We have just- passed a resolution that the House 
immediately proceed to the election of a Speaker; 
and I insist that that order must be carried out. 

The CLERK.. There is one question of order 
already pending. The House is in the act of 
giving its decision. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
then for the present. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 83, nays 128; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barksdale, Hendley S, Bennett, Bocock, 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, 
English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goodé, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Hous- 
ton, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millward, Moore, An- 
drew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Powel}, Puryear, Reade, heady, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, Snced, Stewart, 
Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicofier—83. 

NAYS--Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Barbour, Barelay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Bui- 
fingion, Burlingame, James H, Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
hell, Chafee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
Denver, De Witt, Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Dann, Durfee, 
Edic, Flagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hal, Harlan, Herbert, Hickman, ‘Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Jewett, Kelly, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty. Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Orr, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, ‘Trafton, Tyson, Vail, Wade, Waltbridg® Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eilihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Wood, Woodruif, and Woodworth—128. 


So the House decided Mr. Watxsr’s motion 


I will withhold the point 


out of order. . 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAINE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. i 


"The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

[The announcement that the House refused to 
adjourn, was received by thegalleries with shouts 
of applause. } 

Mr.ORR. If the House is to be constantly 
annoyed by applause from the galleries, I shall 
move that they be cleared. [Several Memnuns. 
And we will vote with you.] I, of course, ex- 
clude the ladies’ gallery. [Laughter.] 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The CLERK. The roll will now be called, 
under the order of the House, which was adopted 
this morning. ; 

The House proceeded to vote the one hundred 
and thirtieth time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 215; neces- 
sary to a choice, 108; of which— 

Nathaniel P. Banks received.. 


William Aiken... 93 
Henry M. Fuller.... 14 
Lewis D. Campbell. ...cc ceeen cece cent eeee seer 4 
Daniel Wells sesoses esessessesssa rrea A 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Ball, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buiiington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Coliax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Perry, Pottit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafion, Tyson, Wade, Watbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, E. B: Washburne, 
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Israe! Washbum, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth. g 

For Mr. Aiken—Messrs, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdeil, Edmundson, 
Elliotts English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Sam- 
uel S. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, McMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Miilson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Ste- 

nens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Underwood, Vail, Walker, 

Varner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, 
Raniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 
Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, J. Morrison Harris, Hofi- 
man, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, William R. 
Smith, Trippe, Valk, and Whitney, 

Š For Mr. Campbell—Messra. Dunn, Harrison, Moore, and 

cott. i 

For Mr. Wells—Messrs. Barclay and Hickman. 


The House proceeded to vòte the one hundred 
and thirty-first. time for Speaker, with the fol- 
lowing result: Whole number of votes cast, 214; 
necessary to a choice, 108; of which— 

Nathanic! P. Banks received..... 


William Aiken. 
Henry M. Fuller, 


Lewis D. Campbell . 4 
Daniel Wells...... a 2 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
U. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatice, Ezra Clark 
Clawson, Collax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumba 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Di 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Mall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sahin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spiancr, Sianton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thoring- 
ton, ‘Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu R. Washburme, 
Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrat, and 
Woodworth. 

For Mr. Aiken.—Messra. Allen, Barksdale, Pell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, Jobn P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howeli Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Crawiord, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Tiliott, Baglish, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Poster, 
Thomas J.D. Ful Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. He Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, 
Jewett, G W. Sones, J, Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Rum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, I Mullin, 
MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
vuge, 


Henry Winter Da 
man, Alexander K. Mar 
Smith, Trippe, and Whitney 

For Mr. Campbell—Me 
and Scott. i 

For Mr. Wells--Messrs. Barelay and Hickman. 

Pending the call of the roll, . 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that he had paired off 
with Mrs WAKEMAN. A | 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL (when his name was | 
called) said: Mr. Clerk, is it in order for me to | 
say a word? ; 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL, | ‘ 
to again propose the proposition which was read 
here this morning for information. If anybody 
objects, I will not persist in my endeavor. 

Several Me.nnns objected. 

Mr. KENNETT. I move that the House do 


s. Dunn, Harrison, Moore, 


| 
Į have simply risen | 


new adjourn. 

The question was p 
the negative. 

The House then proceeded to vote, the one 
hundred and thirty-second time—the third under | 
the plurality resolution—for Speaker, with the | 


22 


ut; and it was decided in |; 
ji 


following result: Whole namber of votes cast, 
213; necessary to a choice, 107; of which— 
Nathaniel P. Banks receive 
William Aikin.......... 
Henry M. Fuller». 
Lewis D. Campbell. 
Daniel Wells......ee- 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: ass 
For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 


Henry. Bennett, Benson, Billingburst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buttington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafice, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dartee, Edie, Flagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- | 
beri, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
‘Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, j 
Murray, Nicbols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Aiken—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, | 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Eliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. Duduller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kell 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, | 
MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordeci 
| Peek, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Keade, 
Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorier, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Danie! B. 
Wrigit, John V. Wright, and Zollicoter. 

For Myr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Cullen, Henry Winter 
Davis, Etheridge, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Alexander 
OK. Marshall, Millward, Painc, Ricaud, William R. Smith, 
Trippe, and Whitney. 
£ For Mr. Campbeli—Messrs. Dunn, Harrison, Moore, and 

COLL, j 

For Mr. Wells—Mossrs. Barelay and Hiekinan. 


Mr. RUST. I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and upon it I demand the yeas and nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 52, nays 159; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bocoek, Boyce, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Cox, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Biliott, 
Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hali, Sampson W. Har Thomas L. Wi Yarrison, 
Hoftinan, Houston, Geo! 
well, Alexander K. Marshal, Samnel S. Mars 
Mallin, MeRueen, Paine, Phelps, Ricaud, River 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, Wilian Smith, William R, Smiti, 
Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Walker, | 
Watkins, and Zollicofter—h2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Bail, Barvour, 
Barelay, Barks 
neit, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Buflington, 
| Burlingame, James H. Campbell, tewis D. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Chafi Clark, Clawson, Clingman, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Goliax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damred, Timothy” 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Edie, English, Panikner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas | 


3 


J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
tobert B. Hall, Harian, Herbert, Hickman, Holloway, , 


Lindley 
awe 


j 


i Oliver, Orr, 3) 


W. Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kid- | 
> 2 3 i 


ale, Beil, Henry Bennett, Hendley B. Beu- i 


Ma 
Tiller, S 
il, Mott, Mare: 
1] Oliver, O 
n Potit, 
r Quitman, Reade, Fi 
n, Sabin, & 
nut A. 

tt, Tape 

1, W 


TR 
Walbridge, W 
lihu R. W 
n, Welch, Welle, Wheeler, : 

3 uns, . Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, | 
and Danici B. Wright—Ice. i 

» [Cries of * Call 
Mr. FULLER. 
: House, I desire to 


> Talbot 


129 


the ro? 
With the permission of th 
repeat what f have saidon two 


‘former occasions: [| am not, and do not 
| to be, a candidate for the speakership. Iw 
| sured longago that the wishes of my friends cor 


li well known to this Touse, to any 
| looked like a cousion with Know Nothingism— 
iT care not whether it come from the North. or 


not be realized. One hundred and thirty 
must surely have’ satisfied them, as it has 
that Lam notthe choice of a majority of this 
and upon no other terms—upon no oth 
tion—would Isoonsent to take that position 
will again tender my grateful acknowled gy 
to those gentlemen who have honored me 
their confidence, and respectfully, but carne a 
request them now ‘to cast their suffrages for a 

better, an abler, and more acceptable man. 7" 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The House then proceeded to vote the one hun- 
dred and thirty-third time—the fourth and last 
under the plurality rule—for Speaker, with the. 


following result; Whole number of votes, cast; 
214; of which—~ 
Nathaniel P. Banks received 
William Aiken saeu. osou 
Henry M. Fuller. 
Lewis B. Campbell 
Daniel Woliss ssis. s 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Dr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Balt, Barbour, * 
Ilenry Bennett, Benson, Biltinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafiee, Bara Clark, Cla 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, : 
Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Halt, Harlan, Holoway, Thomas Rss 
Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Konkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Meach” 
am, Kilian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peiton, Penning 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, ». 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thuis- 
ton, Todd, 'Trafton, ‘Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron. 
Cadwaiader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washbuine Israe 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodrull, and Waod-’ 
worth. z 

Lor Mr. Aiken—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley ` 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlisle, Caruthërs, 
Caskic, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, -~ 
Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
EsMiott, Baglish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fawkner; Flor- 
cence, Roster, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Wall, J. Morrison Parris, Sampson W. Hanis, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lampkin, Alexander Ko 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall Ma = 
well, MeMuilin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecat 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Pho'ps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers Rufin; Rust, 
Bandidge, S ©, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Sinith, Willian R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Walker, War- 
ner, Watkins, Weils, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Daniet 
B. Wright, John V, Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

Cul Broom, Bayard Clark, Cullen, 

Henry Winter Davis, Millward, and Whitney. 

For Mr. Cumpbeli-—Messrs. Dunn, Harrison, Moore, and 
Scott. as 

For Mr. Wells—My. Hickman. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BARCLAY (when his name was called) 
said: I wish the indulgence of the House a mo- 
ment before I cast my vote. 

The CLERK. If there is no objection, the 
gentleman will procced, 

There was no objection. 

ir, BARCLAY. I wish to say to the House, 
that during this protracted session, my votes are 
on the record. They stand there, whether they 
may condemn me or otherwise. T have had no 
reason to change my views upon the policy which 
ates the country. T have been averse, as is 
thing which 


$ 


EEE 2108 


South; I 


xy Lhave been averse to anything hke 
thai. ih 


e, for the three ballots this morning, 


: field, and as he has now formally 
vn, I now desire to know one or two: 
before I cast my vote upon this, the most 
mportant ballot of the session. I should like to 


know whether the genticman from South Caro- 


r 


lina stands upon the resolution passed by the 
| Democratic caucus on the first day of December 


st, in this Hall? f want to know whether he 


i jndorses that resolution?  [Cries-of “I object to 
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discussion;?’ “ Too late.”’] -I want an answer to 
that question before I cast my vote. 

Mr. RUST. I call the gentleman to order. 
The question comes from a wrong quarter. 

Mr. BARCLAY. Iam in order. I am upon 
the floor; and before I cast my vote I desire to 
know upon what platform the gentleman from 

» South Carolina stands, and Task him to answer 

~ my question. I also ask him whether he has not 
addressed a letter to the Hon. Humpurey Mar- 
SHALL, of Kentucky? and whether“he has made 
any. pledges satisfactory: to the southern wing of 
the National American party? 

Mr. BOYCE. I object to any questions being 
asked. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I ask the gentleman what 
his position is? I ask him if he has not written 
such a letter? 

Mr. AIKEN, I am nota candidate for the 
speakership. If my friends think proper to place 
me in that position, I shall serve them to the best 
of my ability. 

Mr. BARCLAY. 
vote for the present.* 3 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire to say to the 
House, that the gentleman from South Carolina 
has addressed no letter to me upon any subject 
whatever. 

Mr. BARCLAY. Iask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if he has seen any such letter? 

Mr: PAINE. I desire to say a word. 

The CLERK. Discussion is out of order. 

Mr. PAINE. Inasmuch as one or two gentle- 
Mon hare been heard, I thought I might also be 
heard. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would state that the 
gentlemen who have been heard, spoke when 
their names were called in their regular order, 
and there was no objection; but if the House 
will hear the gentleman from North Carolina— 

Mr. PAINE, All I want to pos is whether 
they will extend the same couftesy to me they 
have to other gentlemen? 

‘Mr, CULLEN (when his name was called) 
said: I vote for Henry M. FuLLeR, of Pennsyl- 
vania, to the last. 

Mr, WALKER (when Mr. Henry M. Fot- 
LER’s name was called) said: I beg to announce 
that Mr. Henny M., Furrer has paired off. 

Mr. LINDLEY (when his name was called) 
said: 1 hope the House will.indulge me in afew 
remarks, 

The CLERK. Jf there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Missouri will proceed. Is there 
objection? 

Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL (when his name 
was called) addressed the Clerk. 

The CLERK. Is there objection to the gen- 
tleman proceeding ? 

Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I rise toa 
question of order, 1 ask whether this House has 
a right, under the parliamentary law, to prevent a 
member from explaining his vote? 

The CLERK. The gentlemen from Kentucky 


I shall then withhold my 


are aware that the House is acting under a reso-. 


lution. 

Mr. STANTON. I would suggest, purely as 
a matter of expediency, whether it will not 
greatly protract our proceedings if we allow these 
personal explanations ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do not think it will. 

Mr. STANTON. I say it with great respect 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 


* I take occasion: to say, my reference to a letter having 
been written to the Hon, Humpurey MARSHALL, or, in- 
deed, a letter having been written at all by Mr. AIKEN, was 
not correct. I was so informed just before the final ballot 
came on; and hence my inquiry of the position of Mr. 
Alken. As [have since been informed, the facts are these : 
The Hon. Mr. A. K. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, propounded 
certain inquiries to the Hon. Mr, Aigen after the balloting 
under the plurality rule commenced. One of-which was— 
Aré you opposed to the American party? To which Mr. 
AIKEN replied in substance as follows: “ I have never said 
anything against that party. I have never opposed them, 
and have no feeling against that party? As a Democrat 
who indorsed fully the resolutions passed at the caucus 
referred to, I could not consent that the position of the 
party should be abandoned, and our candidate, the Hon. 
James L, Orr, laid quietly on the shelf by a mere resoju- 
tion offered in the House, witlivut caucus consultation; 
and especially under the cireumstances referred to, I could 
not gast my vote for Mr. Ace, theugh he is a gentioman 
whom Cestecm very highly, without a publie avowai of lis 
position, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is the last 
ballot, and gentlemen cannot take more than ten 
minutes in explaining. Ihope there will be no 
objection made. 

| Mr. STANTON. I will withdraw the ob- 
jection. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to sit here until 
twelve o’clock at night, to enable gentlemen to 
| explain their votes upon this ballot. 
he CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
| gentleman from Kentucky will proceed. 

Several. Mempers objected. 

Mr. READY. The House has power to grant 
leave, and I move that leave be given to the gen- 
tleman to proceed. : 

The CLERK. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
tion which the House itself adopted, and under 
which it is now acting. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to rescind that reso- 
lution. č 
, The CLERK. That motion is not in order 
during the call of the roll. The resolution is as 
follows: 

Resolveg, That during the call of the roll no debate or per- 
sonal explanation shall be in order, and this rule and the ten- 


minute rule shall not be suspended except by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I do not think I come 
again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The CLERK. The gentleman will see that a 
single objection suffices to prevent him from pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Several gentle- 
men have been permitted to explain. 

The CLERK. By the unanimous consent of 
the House. 

Mr. JONES, Certainly, sir; and I hope others 
will be allowed the same privilege. 

Mr. PURYEAR. It is evident that there are 
several gentlemen upon this floor who deem it 
important that they should give their reasons for 
their votes. I hope, therefore, that that rule will 
be suspended. 

The CLERK. That is not in order. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I know that it would be 
highly gratifying to many gentlemen here to have 
an opportunity of explaining their course. 
| Mr. A.K.MARSHALL. [sce before meagen- 
tleman of the Democratic party, whose acquaint- 
ance I formed on my way to this city, while trav- 
eling together in the cars. We conversed freel 
together. During the protracted struggle which 
we have had here, now about to close, I have 
been often reminded of, to me, an interesting and 
impressive conversation which occurred between 
us. The position of parties on this floor, and 
especially the action of that littte band of friends 
‘with whom I have acted, and the attitude in which 
we all stand before the country just now, remind 
me most forcibly of what then passed. He, in 
reply to hopes confidently expressed by me, told 
me i was young as a politician, and a stranger to 
the constitution and character of political combi- 
nations; that when I should reach Washington 
I would find that the American party had no real 


lost in a different and indeed an antagonistic prin- 


meet here, unsustained by, unassociated with, 
and wholly unaided by northern support, would 


party on the floor of Congress. £ think my friend 


I can say with truth that, with northern friends, 
few but faithful, we have not only stood here as 
| a distinct and separate party, but that we have 
fought a good fight. 


ished our cdurse. We have yeta duty to perform. 
The battle in which we have till now been en- 
gaged, has been a party fight. We have been 
| contending for party existence, for party suprem- 
lacy. We have demanded from our Democratic 
friends a recognition of our existence, our re- 
spectability, cur patriotism; and an acknowledg- 
i ment upon their part that they did us injustice in 
the opinion they expressed by the resolution 
' passed in their first caucus, and the declaration 
made in regard to us in that resolution. We have 
| fought a good fight for our party; and we have 
į done more—we have conquered for them. The 
' Democracy have no candidate for the office of 


within the purview of that resolution. Read it j 


existence; that inthe North it was merged and | 


ciple; that the few southern men who would | 


not be able to make the least stand or show as a | 


will take back that declaration now, and I think | 


But gentlemen, my friends, we have not yet fin- | 


Speaker before us now. Is there a nominee of 
that party here? Is therea Democratic platform 
now presented which bears on its face an offense 
and indignity to the American party? No, sir; 
neither is before this body now. They have lost 
sight of both, and why should we remember them 
longer? 

So far, then, we have fought a good fight; but 
I repeat to my friends we have not yet finished 
our course. We havea higher, more sacred duty 
to perform. Having done thus much for our 

arty—having done all that party could require— 

aving done all that it has been our duty as party 
men to do—having, as I believe, proved our- 
selves equal to any contest, and now standing here 
upon this battle-ficld victorious over the much 
larger numbers who have assailed us, we have 
a duty to perform to our country. Looking at 
the condition of this House and the country, we 
should ask what is our duty now? Notas party 
men, not as members of any particular organiza~ 
tion, but as Americans. Lappesl to those who 
have beenacting with me thus far, who have acted 
in accordance with principles which they and I 
have justly advocated, whose conduct through- 
out I am proud to applaud, whose bold and fear- 
less defense of their principles has commended 
itself not only to their friends but even to their 
enemies, and won for them an acknowledgment 
and recognition far more honorable than any mere 
numbers could command. 

What, I ask, is now our. duty? Our gallant 
leader—and I leave him with as much:reluctance 
as ever clansman left his honored chieftan—has 
fallen—not dishonored. Nay, he has not fallen; 
but gracefully and gloriously retired from a con- 
flict in which he has met every issue openly, 
stood every test without flinching, passed each 
heated ordeal without even the smell of fire upon 
his garments, and retires beloved by his friends, 
and admired by his enemies. [Applause on the 
Democraticside.] Now,whatmustwedo? Sir, 
there is presented to us this question, in my view 
of it: Shall there be a sectional organization of 
this House, such as would provoke and excite a 
portion of the people of this country, and bring 
about an agitation which is to be deplored, and 
might prove dangerous, or shall we for a time 
give up our particular party organization, and 
unite with those who, having already done this, 
are willing to act with us, and with whom we 
agree upon the great paramount questions of the 
day? I wish to be understood here and at home. 
My position is somewhat peculiar in this House. 
I have been for years a Democrat; I am one still, 
as I think. 1 represent a Whig constituency—a 
district which has heretofore been largely Whig— 
and I owe to Whig votes my position on this 
floor; but, sir, I represent an American constitu- 
ency, real, true; and never will I, for a moment, 
abandon the principles of that American party; 
and in voting now for one acting with the Demo- 
crats, I shall do so under the firm conviction that 
those who are my friends at home will excuse— 
nay more, will approve—the course I now take, 
when, on the ground of absolute necessity, and 
in accordance with the principles of Americanism, 
I cast my vote to save, if possible, the country 
fromdegradation. Having,asI hope and believe, 
thus far faithfully performed my duty tomy party, 
I continue that course now by casting my vote for 
my whole country. I vote for Mr. Armen. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to give notice now 
that I shall hereafter, without respect to friend or 
foe, object to any further discussion during the 
call of the roll. i 2 

Mr. WALKER. Iam about to vote fora man 
in no spirit of partyism. 

Mr. STANTON. I object to the gentleman 
proceeding. 

Mr. WALKER. I make no speech; but—— 

Mr. STANTON. I object. , 

Mr. WALKER. Tam not going to make a 
speech. Ihave only to say, that I vote for a man 
who has not sought ofice—to whom office has 
been tendered—a man true to the Constitution of 
thecountry. Icast my vote for WILLIAM ÅIKEN. 

Mr. PAINE. I ask the House to indulge me 
in a single remark. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. 

Mr. PAINE. I wish merely to say-—— 

Mr. STANTON and others objected. 

Mr. PAINE. I do not wish to say anything 
out of order. 
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The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina is out of order. Several members have 
objected to his proceeding. 

r. PAINE. I will not proceed if any objec- 
tion is made; but I do not think there is objection. 

Mr. STANTON. There is objection; I insist 
upon carrying out the rule. 

The CLERK. No debate is in order under 
the rule. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I do not see why the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina should have the rule 
enforced against him, when others have been 
permitted to make explanations during the call 
of the roll. 

The CLERK. The gentlemen to whom the 
gentleman from Missouri refers were permitted 
to proeccd by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STANTON. They were permitted by 
general consent; after which I expressly gave 
notice that T should object to any further expla- 
nations being made, by friend or foe, during the | 
call of the roll. I am only carrying out that 
notice. 

Mr. WALKER. You have got your Speaker. 
Now you certainly cannot refuse ‘to give us a 
chance to explain our positions. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam notat allsocertain of 
that. I want the vote to be announced, and then | 
I will withdraw all objection. 

Mr. PAINE. I will violate no rule of the 
House, but I desire to say 

Mr. STANTON and others objected. 

The CLERK. Objections are made by several 
gentlemen, and the Clerk hopes order will be 
maintained. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I should like toask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Srawron] one question. 

The CLERK No debate is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I make the | 
motion——- 

The CLERK. No motion is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I rise to a question 
of order. 

The CLERK. That the gentleman has the 
right to do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My point of order is, 
whether the House has, at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings, the right to pass a resolution that will 
take from a member the right to give the reason 
for casting his vote? . 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks the point of 
order is not well taken. The House has been 
aeting under the resolution ever since its adoption. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I submit the 
point of order. noe 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky persist in his objection? The Clerk makes | 
no decision. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir, I will withdraw 


Mr. PAINE. 
tion of the Clerk? 
The CLERK. That is not out of order. 

Mr. PAINE. Then I wish to ask the Clerkin 
all respect, whether it isin order for me to say 
that I—— [Cries of “ Order !” and much Jaugh- 
ter. n 

"The CLERK. It is not in order to ask ques- 
tions in the nature of debate. 

Mr. PAINE. Oh, I am not debating; I am 
asking a question of the Clerk, which the Clerk 
has decided to be in order. 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave several times objected 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, or any 
gentleman proceeding with remarks during the 
call of the roll, Now, sir, I am not willing to į 
take the responsibility of standing out against the 
House. If there is no one else to object, or to 
sustain me in my objection, I shall make no fur- 
ther opposition to any remarks that any gentle- 
man may choosc to submit. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. KNOWLTON, Mr. | 
TAPPAN, and others, objected. 

[The confusion, which had all along been very | 
great in the Hall, now became so general that it i 
was found impossible to proceed. } 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. I 
insist that the call of the roll shall not proceed 
further—that nothing shall proceed further until 
members, standing up all over the Hall, take their | 
seats. 
. Mr. PAINE. I understand, Mr. Clerk, that | 
it is in order to ask a question of the Clerk. | 

Several MemgseRs called to order. 


© 


it. 
Is it out of order to ask a ques- 


The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina is out of order. The Clerk will say that 
he has repeatedly called upon gentlemen standing 
in the aisles and area to take their seats, but in 
all cases his call has been disregarded. 

Mr. PAINE. I understand now, Mr. Clerk, 
that all objection has been withdrawn. 

Mr. TAPPAN and others objected. 

Mr. PAINE. Well, sir, it is in order for me 
to vote. Iam going to vote for a man who is in 
favor of maintaining this Union. I vote for the 
gentleman from South Carolina, WILLIAM AIKEN. 
I know him to be a Union man,and an American. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I now desire to say a word; 
and I am sure there will not be any one to object 
to lt. 

Mr. TAPPAN, Mr. KNOWLTON, and 
others, objected. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I should like to state a 
reason for the vote I propose to give. 

The CLERK. It is not in order. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I know it is not; but I trust 
I may be allowed, as I am nota Massachusetts 
man nor a South Carolina man, to strike a com- 
promise line between them. 
three times that I could not vote. . 

Mr. SHERMAN and others called to order. 

The CLERK. The gentleman must see that 
objections are made to his proceeding. 

r. LINDLEY. I understand that the objec- 
tions have been withdrawn. I want to say a 
word to my friends here, for I think I have some 
eft yet. 

The CLERK. The Clerk again informs the 
gentleman that he is out of order. Objections 
are made to his proceeding, and no debate is in 
order. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Well, sir, then I will vote. 
I cast my vote for a man for whom I have very 
great personal regard, and who is a national man. 
His name is Winisam Aiken. 

Mr. HOFFMAN rose, but was received with 
cries of “ No debate.” 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
gentleman that all remarks are out of order. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. | desire to give an expla- 
nation of my vote, but as the House is evidently 
averse to hearing it, I will forbear. I vote for 
Mr. Arcen. 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to a question of 
order. I want to know what delays the an- 
nouncement of the vote? 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. F 
again insist that members shall take their seats 
before any proceedings are permitted, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Ihave not voted. Before 
doing so, I wish to inquire of the Clerk whether, 
under the rule which has been adopted by the 
House, I have the right to now explain my vote, 

he CLERK. ‘The gentleman has not the 
right to explain, unless there is unanimous con- 
sent, 

Several Mempers. I object. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Then I vote for Mr. Aiken. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, took the floor. 
[Cries of “I object to any explanation!” ‘Or- 
der!” ** Declare the votet? «t Hear him!”]_ I 
stand here recognized by the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The gentleman is out of order, 
if he intends to address the Clerk. 

Mr. SMITH. I did not design to even explain 
the vote which I intend to give; but I would like 
to make a remark or two. [‘Loud cries of order!?"] 
I hope I will be indulged. [Cries of“ Order !”? 
“ Hear him!’’&c.] Then, Mr. Clerk, under the 
word protest, I vote for the Hon. WILLIAM AIKEN. 

Mr. COX. I rise to make a motion that is 
always in order; I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘The CLERK. 
motion is in order. 
@ Mr. EDMUNDSON. There is a matter which 
ought to be explained —— 

Here Mr. BENSON, one of the tellers, taking 
the roll, said: Gentlemen, the following is the 
result of the one hundred and thirty-third vote: 
Mr. Banks, 103; Mr. Arex, 100; Mr. EuLLER, 
6; Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, 4; and Mr. WELLS, |; 
therefore, according to the resolution which was 
adopted this day, the [Ion. Narnani=x P. BANKS, 
Jr., a Representative from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, Is declared Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the Thirry-Fourth Congress. 

This announcement caused the wildest excite- 


During the call of the roll no 


I have said two or 


ment. The Hall-rung with. repeated cheers and | 
hisses.. After order wag in some degree restored; 
Mr. A.K. MARSHALL said: Mr. Clerk, who © 
empowers the gentleman from Maine to make the” 
declaration which he has made? Who is he; that 
he should declare who is, and who is not, the: 
Speaker of this House? wah 
The CLERK. The Clerk appeals to the geri- 
tleman from Kentucky, to remember that at the 
beginning of the session the Clerk, without ob- 
jection from anybody, appointed four ‘tellers: 
he gentleman from Maine [Mr. Benson] is one 
of them. It was understood between the gentle- 
man from Alabama (Mr. DowperL] and the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Bewsown,] that if Mr. - 
Banks were elected, the latter, and if Mr. Arken 
were elected, the former, gentleman should an- 
nounce the result to the House. ; 
Mr. MARSHALL. I say, Mr. Clerk, that 
according to the terms of the resolution, even, Mr. 
Bayxs is not clected the Speaker of this House. 
Task that it be read. 
Many of the members crowded to the area, and 
remained standing around Mr. MARSHALL. 
Mr. MARSHALL. TLhope gentlemen will re- 
sume their seats, for I intend to fight this out. 
The CLERK. The resolution which the gen- 


tleman wants read is in these words: S 


“ Resolved, That the House will proceed immediately to 
the election of a Speaker viva voce; and if, after the ‘roll 
shall have been calied three times, no member shall have 
received a majority of al! the votes cast, the roll shall again 
be called, and the member who shail then receive the 
largest number of votes, provided it be a majority of a quò- 
rum, shall be declared duly elected Speaker of the House of 
Representatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress.” 

Mr. MARSHALL. The resolution, however, 
does not point out by whom that declaration shall 
be made, There resides no power in the Clerk 
of this House, who is, so faras I know, holdin, 
his office merely by virtue of having been Cler 
before, either to make such declaration for him- 
self, or to depute any other to make it for him. 1 
presume, Mr, Clerk, that the action of this bod 
is based, in no small degree, on the action whic 
was had in 1849. The course pursued then is a 

recedent for what ought ta be done now; and, 
ooking to the action in 1849, Mr. Bangs, under 
the terms of the resolution, must be declared 
elected. Now, sir, who has the official right to 
make such declaration, in the absence of being 
empowered so to do by a majority of this House? 
The voice of that majority, and the voice of that 
majority alonc, can give sanction and force and 
vitality to any action here. That declaration is 
to be made—by whom? Can the gentleman from 
Maine make the declaration? Could I have made 
the declaration? And what powcr has he to make 
it above any power which I possess on this floor? 
You say that he has been appointed teller. By 
whom? By an officer of this body? Notat all; 
but from the necessity of the case there is con- 
tinued over an individual in the capacity of Clerk, 
who calls our roll and takes our votes, and who, 
to that end and nofurther, has any power in this 
body. Iwill ask my friend from Arkansas to 
read the proceedings which occurred in 1849. 

Mr. RUST. In 1849, under a similar condition 
of affairs, a resolution was adopted of like char- 
acter to the one under the operation of which the 
House is now acting, and in the Journal of the 
House of that time I find the following: 

“ Hows. Coss, of Georgia, having received one hun- 
dred aud two votes, being the largest number cast for any 
one member, under the resolution adopted by the House, 
and being 2 majority of a quorum of the House ; 

“Mr. STANLY thereupon ofiered the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That Howes, Cons, a Representative from 
the State of Géorgia, be declared didy elected Speaker 
of the House of Representatives for the Thirty-First Con- 
gress.” 

No Speaker, Mr. Clerk, was declared elected 
until that resolution was adopted. 

My. MARSHALL. And that, Mr. Clerk, is 
the precedent on which we now base our action, 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman will permit me. 


PT was going on to state that, until a vote by yeas 
and nays had been taken on the resolution offered 


by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr Sran- 
Ly] no Speaker was declared to have been elected 
by this House. «I supposed that the same course 
was to be pursued to-day. i 
Mr. MARSHALL. Lask now,in connection 
with the remarks which I have made; whether 
that gentleman, who now acis as Clerk of this 
House, and who has presided with se much fair- 


F 


f 


i 
j 


ness.and.so much dignity, and without haying 
agsumed the- exercise of any right which was. not 
clearly and legitimately his, who has refused, on 

uestions of order, to give any decision,—I ask 
that gentleman ‘if he will, now, on this great and 
vital question, dare—ah! that is the .word— 
whether he will dare, in the absence of all official 
power, to-induct into that chair a man who has 
not received a majority of the votes of this body? 
if. he does, I will, for one, have to change much 
of the high opinion which I have, and still hold, 
for that honorable gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, took the floor. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio will 
permit the Clerk to make a few words of expla- 
nation. The House adopted a resolution to-day 
providing in terms that, at a certain stage, a plu- 
rality vote should. govern. The Clerk will say 
tothe gentleman from Kentucky that, if he has 
any feeling in this canvass, it is not certainly 
in: favor of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The course was pursued according to the terms 
of the resolution, which it was thought was the 
proper one. The Clerk was actuated by no 
motives but those of a desire to continue to be 
impartial, He consulted with the officers of the 
House, who are older and better acquainted with 
the duties of this station than himself. He also 


consulted with the gentlemen who are tellers, and | 
who represent the two great parties respectively. | 


The consultation resulted in this conclusion. If 
there is error in the matter, he throws himself 
on the indulgence of the House, trusting that the 
gentlemen who have sustained him thus far will 


carry him through the question which isnow about | 


to be settled. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, from 
the beginning I have held that a Speaker ought 
to be elected bya majority vote; and I now sub- 
mit it to the honor of those gentlemen whervoted 
for the plurality rule, whether it does not become 
them now to carry out that rule, and end the 
struggle that has been disgraceful to us and the 
country ? 

I have heard a great deal about the dangers of 
a dissolution of the Union. What! has it come 
to this that the election of any man can dissolve 
this glorious Union? [Applause.] I do not care 


what may be the sentiments of the gentleman | 


who is to preside over our deliberations, I shall 
he found one of the foremost in assailing him if 
he dares to do anything that would separate the 
Union of these States, 

It would seem that the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky has taken the Union under his particular | 


charge. Sir, I think that there are those of us 
in the free States who will be found to the last for 
the Union of these States. Tam an American. 


J am for the Constitution of my country, as the | 
y y 


highest l»w which is to control our political action, 
and for the union of these States under any cir- 
cumstances that may surround us. If I thought 
that my heart was capable of cherishing a senti- 
ment that would tend to a disruption of this 
Union, I would, if I could, tear it out and castit 
to the dogs. 

This struggle, Mr. Clerk, ought to be closed 
and it ought to be closed now, when the proposi- 
tion has been fairly made and fairly met. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman yiel 
me the floor for a few moments? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill do so. 

Mr. RUST. Allow me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I will hear it. 

Mr. RUST. My resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House, that under 
the operation of the plurality rule, this day 
lution declaring the person who receives the 
ber of votes to be Speaker, is necessary to be 
a majority of House, before the person so re 
highest vote can take the chair. 

Allow me to make one observation. 
take up much of your time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam only occupying the 
floor by the permission of the gentleman from 
Ohio. : 

Mr. RUST. 


A 
a 


Q 


been permitted to explain it. F want this resolu- 
tion to be voted upon, because I believe, with the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campserx,} that 
every man who voted for the plurality rule is 
ound in goed faith and honor to vote for Mr. 
Barks: [believe so, and T want them to he 
brought up to the issus. 


ed to by | 
iving the į 


Twill not | 


ĮI would not have offered this res- | 
olution if I had not believed that I should have | 


; Massachusetts has been elected Speaker, by vir- 


| tion, which say 


i plurahiy, and, by a majority vote, put the gen- 


{ construction of what was done then, and whatis 


f with this matter, I desire to place myself right | 


I shall make no declarations as to my-regard 
for the Union. I shall manifest, by my votes 
upon this floor, my fidelity to the Constitution; 
but I hold that every man who voted for the plu- 
rality rule is bound to vote for Mr. Banxs, and 
I want them to come up and give that vote. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have the floor now to 
say a few words. I was endeavoring to get it 
when the gentleman from Ohio rose, and as soon 
as the point of order was raised. I anticipated 
something of this early in the session; and when 
I spoke of going for the plurality rule, the ques~ 
tion was frequently put to me by gentlemen upon 
the other side, whether, if that rule was adopted, 
I would then vote for such a resolution as was 
adopted in 1849. I replied, that I regarded no 
such resolutionas necessary, because the previous 
resolution was sufficient—that it was the act of a 
majority of the House. That was the opinion I 
then entertained, and I hold the same opinion 
now. The resolution declares that the person 
who receives the highest number of votes shall 
be Speaker. The tellers merely announce who 
has that vote, and I entertain the opinion that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts can take his seat 
under the resolution. That was and is now my 
opinion. But I saw that, if the plurality rule were 
resorted to, whether or not you could pass a res- 
olution declaring the gentleman who received the 
highest number of votes for Speaker would depend 
upon its phraseology. I say now to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and to others, that if a resolution 
shall be offered declaring that the gentieman from 


tue of that plurality resolution, if they think it 
necessary, I will vote for it. 

Mr. Cierk, I want to say farther, that I antici- 
pated that the gentleman from Massachusetts, or 
some one entertaining the same opinionsas he does, 
would be elected. Ï have thought all the session 
that the chances were against any other result. 
That was my expectation at the beginning of the 
session, and has been all along. I thought that, 
if he came in under the plurality rule, there might 
be such a struggle as this; and I examined this 
question. I have not been disappointed in the 
result. My object was to get an organization. 
I hoped it might have been different. “I thought | 
it might possibly be, 

I have nothing to 


say in reference to the votes 
of any gentlemen. Perhaps, hereafter, we may 
discuss that. But I am gratified that the House 
has been organized, thus far, by the election of a 
Speaker, F have no resolution drawn up, or I 
would ofer it; but I stand ready to vote for a | 
resolution, declaring that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has, by virtue of the plurality 
resolution and the votes taken thereunder, been į 
elected Speaker. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Following the prece- 
dent made in 1849, and following the Constitu- | 
that the House shall elect its 
Speaker and other officers, there is no deubt, in 
my opinion, that, whenever a Speaker goes into 
that chair, he must go there upon a vote of the | 
louse, and a plurality is not the House, although 
the Fiouse may determine that, upon a given bal- | 
lot, a plurality may indicate the determination | 
that the majority y a 

J have voted agai ne plurality rule at every 
stage of this proceeding. I voted for the plurality | 
rule in 1849, and I do not, of course, hold gentle- 
men toany responsibility for a breach of the Con- | 
s:itution who have voted for the plurality now. | 
I did not vote for it now, just because I did not 
want the consequences to come which are now 
upon us. In 1849, when I did vote for the plu- 
rality rule, and the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia was elected under it Speaker of the 
Fiouse, I then voted with the majority to put him 
in the chair; and it is now my opinion thal, with- 
out any breach of honor, and without any breachi* 
of faith, the gentlemen who voted for the plural- 
ity ought to carry out the determination of that 


tleman from Massachusetts in the chair. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Allusion has been 
made to what occurred here at the time that I was 
elected Speaker of this House; and as I differ 
with some of my friends with reference to their 
necessary to be done now; and as | may be called 
upon to vote upon some resolution connected | 
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before the House, and to give the reasons for the 
vote which I shall give. 

In 1849, when it was determined to adopt the 
plurality rule, it was assailed as violative of the 
Constitution. In order to avoid any difficulty 
upon that subject, it was, by general consent 
among those who were in favor of it, agreed that 
a resolution should-be offered affirming the elec- 
tion, and that was done. At that time, occupy- 
ing the position that I did, I was asked the ques- 
tion, whether, in my opinion, it was necessary 
that this thing should be done? I gave the same 
opinion then that I entertain now, and that I have 
repeatedly given when asked the question during 
this canvass; and I feel it due to candor now to 
state it. Thoid thatit is necessary for a majority 
of this Hfouse to electa Speaker; but I hold, at 
the same time, that, a majority of this House 
adopting the plurality rule, when a plurality vote 
is cast for any member, he is clected by virtue of 
the resolution originally adopted by a majority 
of the House. [Applause.] 

When, sir, it was thought there was a probability 
that the gentleman for whom I voted would be 
elected, I gave that opinion then. I also gave it 
to those on the other side of the House who 


2, 


| thought proper to ask my opinion upon the sub- 
ject. 
| 


; I entertain no doubt in reference to it. 
Therefore, I cannot agree with either of my 
friends from Kentucky, thatit is incumbent upon 
those who voted for the plurality rule to perfect 
the election of Mr. Banks by a resolution. I 
think Mr. Banxs has already been elected. My 
friends upon this floor know that I have appealed 
to them, from the commencement of this struggle 
down to the present time, against the passage of 
the plurality rule; but with the conviction upon 
my judgment that Mr. Banxs has been elected by 
virtue of the operation of this rule, I fecl bound 
to vote for a resolution declaring—what I have 


| avowed as my opinion—that he is elected Speaker 


of this House; and Ido not hold, in doing so, 
that I am participating in the election of Mr. 
Banxs; for every man here who knows anything 
of the course I hare pursued in this Congress, 
knows I have fought against this result. Í say 
I have struggled against it, and neither of my 
friends, the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr.Rusr,] 
or the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. A. K. Mar- 
SHALL,] now regret the result more than I do. I 
speak confidentiy of my feelings, compared with 
their own upon this subject. But, holding the 
opinions which I have avowed here, I am bound 
to, and shall, vote for a resolution declaring that 


| an election has been held, and in doing so, shall 


in nowise feel myself responsible for an election 
which 1 have uniformly and earnestly opposed 
with cvery honorable means in my power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I send to the Clerk a reso- 
lution, which I offer for adoption. 

Mr. AIKEN. I desire to say one word. I ask 
the permission of this House to escort the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] to the 
chair, agreeably to the courtesy usual under such 
circumstances. [‘ Good, good!’ and “ That is 
right 17? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will modify my resolu- 
tion by adding thereto the words: ‘And that the 
Hon. WILLIAM AIKEN, of South Carolina, be 
requested to escort him to the chair, as Speaker 
elect.”? 

The resolution was then reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. NATHANIEL P. Banus, Jr. 
Representative of the State of Massachusetts, be d 
duly elected Speaker of this House for the Thi 
Congress, under the plurality rule adopted by House, 
and the vote taken thereon by which the election was made 3 
and that the Hon. Winuiam AIKEN, of South Carolina, be 
requested to escort him to the chair, as Speaker elect. ` 


Mr. WALKER, I move io lay the resolution 


-upon the table. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to say a 
very few words. That Mr. Bangs is properly 
elected Speaker of the House, by the vote last 
taken, there can be no doubt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I withdraw my resolution. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, it will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. AIKEN. Lrenew my motion. : 

Mr. SMITH. I believe I have the right to the 
floor, butif the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Amen] desires to make any remarks, I will 
give way with pleasure. 

Mr. AIKEN. Go on. 

Mr. SMITH. AsI said before, there is not 
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the least doubt that Mr. Banxs is elected Speaker 
of this House, and I suppose it would be the 
common judgment of the House that he has been 
duly elected. It is a clear proposition, that when 
any one man, or any body of men, have a duty 
to perform, a duty is implied to use the means to 
accomplish the performance thereof. It was the | 
duty, in my judgment, of the conservative mem- 
bers in this House to combine in order to prevent 
the election which has just been achieved, and 
this result, deplored by: so many upon this floor, 
is the effect of a bungling management which I 
shall take occasion to follow no more forever. 

Mr. RUST. _I rise to a point of order. 

The CLERK. If the House will permit, the 
Clerk will present the proposition of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. The gentleman asks 
pefmission to escort the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Bangs] to the Chair, as Speaker 
elect of this House. , 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope a vote will be taken 
upon that, and that there will be no objection. 

Mr. RUST. I submitted a resolution, which 
is now pending. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I offered a substitute for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CLERK. Thegentleman from Arkansas 
has not the floor, and his proposition is not now 
before the House. 

Mr. RUST. I have not yielded the floor. 

The CLERK. The gentleman rose for the 
purpose of presenting a point of order, and not 
for debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. 
myself. 

Mr. RUST. I took the floor upon a point of 
order, and I shall keep it until the point of order 
is decided. 

The CLERK. In the opinion of the Clerk, the 
gentleman is not in order. When the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsuii] was addressing the 
House, he yielded to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Criwemay,} and then the gentle- | 
man from Arkansas rose for the purpose of pre- 
senting a resolution, which was merely in the 
course of the remarks of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. RUST. Was it not by the consentof the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

The CLERK. The Clerk does not understand 
that the resolution was offered, but only read for 
information. Itwould have been'very extraordi- 
nary had the gentleman offered his resolution in- 
termediately between the beginning and end of the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. RUST. It may have been extraordinary, 
but it nevertheless was the fact. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, I will offer a resolution which 1 think will ob- 
viale any objection. 

Mr. RUST. I will hear the gentleman’s reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I propose to offer the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


I have the floor 


Resolved, That, by reason of the adoption of the proposi- 
tion known as the plurality resolution, and the votes taken 
under it, the Hon, Narmanien P. Banks, jr, has been duly 
chosen Spcaker, and is hereby so declared. 


[The House was in great confusion, members 
all over the Hall addressing the Clerk, and making 
various propositions. | 

The CLERK. The Clerk appeals to gentle- 
men to preserve order, It must be evident to |! 
them that he cannot recognize half a dozen ata | 
time, nor any one at all, while a gentleman is i 
occupying the floor. : 

Mr. RUST. The point I make is, that the gen- |! 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs] must be |} 
declared elected by a majority of the House before | 
he can be so considered. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Very well. [fit will meet q 
the views of the gentleman, I will add to the reso- |; 
lution, ‘and is hereby declared to be dulyelected.”” |! 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I demand the yeas and | 
nays upon the adoption of that resolution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I have the floor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. No, sir, I claim the floor; 
and again I demand the yeas and nays upon the || 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Curraman. | 

The CLERK. The Clerk must say that the || 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Smiru] is entitled | 
to the floor. f ii 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Clerk, I understand the ii 


‘tleman from North Carolina. 


| House is an authority delegated to us by the 


twe cannot delegate. 


lain- 
_ est sense, that the full action of a majority should 
| be required. 


| Speaker, and it seems to me that, in good faith, 


honorable gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Arcen] has expressed a personal desire to éscort 
-the honorable gentleman from “Massachusetts 
(Mr. Bans] to the chair. Sir, I wish to say 
how much I admire the sentiment. I wish to 
express my earnest desire that the House will, | 
by general consent, agree to the proposition 
simply coming from the gentleman from South 
Carolina. Let them do it, and how much will it 
not do to heal our dissensions! How much will 
it do to pour oil upon these troubled waters! 
The honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
who has been voted for for Speaker, and with 
almost sufficient strength to secure his election, 
now comes forward, in the true spirit of southern 
chivalry, which cannot be sufficiently admired, 
and offers to escort the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts to that chair to which he has been 
elected. Let the House accede to the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Once more I demand the 
yeas and nays upon the proposition of the gen- 


Mr.SMITH. Ihave not yielded the floor. Is 
there any man in this House, Mr. Clerk—espe- 
cially is there any one here who voted for the 
plurality rule, when looking at the question im- 
partially, who is not willing to say that Mr. 
Banxs ‘has been elected regularly, fairly, and | 
honorably? J trust not. If, then, it be conceded | 
that lie has been thus regularly, fairly, and hon- 
orably elected, I say that he ought to be escorted 
to the chair without further delay; and the 
conduct of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
in presenting this request, makes me proud that 
I have voted for him, although, as I have before | 
remarked, I did it with very great reluctance. 

I repeat, sir, that I hope the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina may be acceded to 
without objection. I say, that when grown-u 
men make a child’s bargain they ought to stick 
to it. If gentlemen, by voting for and adopting 
the plurality rule, have elected the man they did 
not want elected, they ought to stick to their 
bargain, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the adoption of my resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 have not yielded the floor. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
the time of the gentleman from Alabama is out. 

Mr. BOYCE. I merely desire to say to the 
Tfouse, not by way of raising any factious oppo- 
sition, but in order that our action upon this oc- 
casion may be, as I conceive, strictly in accord- 
ance with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, 
and may not hereafter he drawn into a false and 
injurious precedent, that I cannot agree with the 
distinguished gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Cuineman,] that a majority of the House 
may delegate to any number less than a maj ority, 
the absolute right to elect a Speaker, because it 
is in opposition to that great fundamental maxim, 
that delegated power cannot be delegated. The 
authority which we hold here as meyabers of this 


people under the Constitution. ‘That authority 
And when it is required to | 
be exercised by the House—meaning a majority 
of the House —less than a majority cannot exercise 
it.¥ True, the majority may point out a particular 
mode by which a minority may point out who 
shall be the Speaker. ‘That I consider to be a 
legitimate mode of proceeding, though itis a mode 
that I would never consent to adopt, so far as I 
am concerned, because I think it is a principle 
dangerous for the South toconecde. I think that 
the safety of the South requires that they should 
insist in every cade that the mode prescribed by 
the Constitution should be carried out in its 


yi 
Hp 


But, sir, in this particular case, the House has 
agreed, by a majority, that, in a specified form, | 
the minority might point out who should be the 


those who have voted for the plurality rule are 
bound to vote for the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I did not vote for thatrule, and, 


therefore, cannot vote to declare him Speaker; | 


but it seems to me that those who did are, in good 


faith, bound so to vote. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I now demand the pre- 


| vious question upon the adoption of the resolu- 


tion. 


l previous question, 


- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that the 
gentleman from North Carolina has not the-floor 
to make that motion. í a 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iobtaiñedthe floor by the 
permission of the gentleman who held it for that 
purpose. E i D 

Mr. JONES. I would respectfully submit that 
we have the night before us, and that it is‘ not 
worth while to cut off debate by motions for the 
previous question. . E 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will withdraw the call 
if the gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. JONES. I do notwish to obtain the floor 
for the purpose of making a speech, and then 
bind myself to cut off all those who may wish to 
follow me. 

_ Mr. CLINGMAN. Very well; I will then 
insist upon my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. Have I the floor? 

The CLERK. The gentleman is entitled to 
the floor; but the previous question has been de- 
manded and seconded, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. JONES. I thought the gentleman with- 
drew the demand. j 

The CLERK. The Clerk did not understand 
the gentleman from Tennessee to accede to the 
condition made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, -> 

Mr. JONES. I did not agree to renew the 
demand for the previous question. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I object to all de- 
bate. I insist upon my demand for the previous 
question. i 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Once more I demand the 
yeas and nays upon the resolution of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, (Mr. Cuveman.] 

Mr. PAINE. Mr. Clerk, I desired, when my 
name was called on the last vote, to give my rea- 
sons why I no longer voted with my party as a 
party man, and was willing to vote, when the con- 
test was narrowed down to two gentlemen, for the 
gentleman from South Carolina. I stated that I 
loved this Union; that it was more dear to me 
than any party tie or consideration; and that there 
arc not, and cannot be, any circumstances which 
would induce me to vote for any man for the 
speakership of this House who would be willing 
‘to let it slide.” Twas not allowed to explain 
my vote when it was given; I will do so now. 
Entertaining the sentiments which I have ex- 
pressed, I could not vote for the ‘election of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. He was charged 
with having made a specch, in the State of Maine, 
in which he said that he was willing ‘to let the 
Union slide.” He tricd to explain that declara- 
tion by saying, that when one section of the 
country was bolstered up at the expense of the 
others, he would then consider the Union no 
longer valuable, and he would be willing to let it 
slide. Isay to the House now, that I have evi- 
dence that the gentleman, no longer than eight 
months ago, expressed his willingness for a disso- 
lution of the Union. Devotion to the Union has 
becn the guiding star of my political life; and I 
will never vote to place any man in the Speaker’s 
chair, or in any other responsible position, who 
maintains any such sentiment as that which the 
gentleman has uttered. In accordance with the 
promise I made to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I now renew the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. DUNN. Wil my friend from North Car- 
ohna withdraw the call for the previous question, 
and indulge me in a single remark ? 

Mr.CLINGMAN. ‘The gentleman from Cal- 
iforma asks that I yicld the floor to him. He 
voted with me on the plurality rule; he is ina 
peculiar position, and I withdraw the call that'he 
may say what he has to say, 

Mr. HERBERT. I will merely remark, Mr. 
Clerk, that I felt it my duty as a Representative 
of the people to vote for the plurality rule. 1 


a 
now feelit my duty, asan honorable man, to vote 
to place Mr. Banxs in the Speaker’s chair, in the 
belief that he was fairly elected under that rule. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 now renew the call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. CARLILE. I wish to say a word. 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DUNN. I appeal to my honorable friend 
from North Carolina to withdraw his call for the 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I would rather the gen- 


tleman vote than speak. 
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> Mr. LETCHER.. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. We cannot get along intelligently; 
nobody can hear what is said on the other side 
of the House: Let us adjourn, and when we 
again meet, if we adjourn, we will be a little 
calmer, and can better understand one another. 
The CLERK. Does the gentleman persist in 


his. motion? 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido. There are now two or 
three hundred outsiders in here, and one hardly 
knows who are members. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. i ; 

The call for the previous question received a 
second, and the main question was ordered to be 
now put. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
nays on the resolution. ; 

r. DUNN. I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. [Several Memsers. No, let us have 
a direct vote.| I withdraw the motion to lay on 
the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the resolu- 
tion. : 

The question was taken; and the resolution was 
adopted—yeas 155, nays 40; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, 
Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilting- 
hurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatiec, Bayard Clark, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cox, Cragin, Culen, Cumback, Damreil, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, | 
Durfee, Edie, English, Etheridge, Evans, Flagler, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hartan, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelley, Kelsey, Kemiett, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Lampkin, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Tathott, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, | 
Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader C. : 
Washburme, Elihu B. Washburne, [sracl Washburn, | 
Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth— 


I demand the yeas and 


NAYS—Messrs. Barksdale, Hendley $, Bennett, Boyce, | 
Burnett, John: P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Crawford, | 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmund 
Elliott, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris, | 
Houston, Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Alexander K. į 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMnllin, McQueen, Mordecai Oli- | 
ver, Orr, Phelps, Powell, Raffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, | 
Shorter, Sneed, Frippe, Walker, Daniel B. Wright, and | 
John V. Wright—40. 

Pending the above call, the following remarks 
were made: 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Clerk, J ask whether the 
resolution limiting debate dovs not now fall by its 
own limitation? 

The CLERK. The resolution does not fall; 
but, if there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Indiana will proceed. 

Several Memners. Pobject. 

Mr. DUNN. I endeavored to get the floor | 
before the resolution was offered. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. I vote for the resolution. 
an election is had, we ought to admit it. 

- Mr. WALKER, There has fallen on us a’ 
great calamity, To the last I wish to show my 
disapprobation of the action of this House, and 
vote no. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iwill make a re- 
mark, if there is no objection. [Cries of “ Go 
on!’’] In 1849 I voted ‘against the adoption of 
the plurality rule for the election of a Speaker. 
Į have uniformly voted against it during the nine 
weeks this House has been im session. I have 
voted against it, because my conviction was, from | 
the first up to the present time, that under the 
operation of that rule, what is now declared by 
many on this floor as a calamity to the country, 
would be the inevitable result. But, sir, the res- | 
olution was adopted against my counsel and my 
vote. It has been duly executed in the face and | 
“presence of us all. My character is not the same 
now as when I voted on the plurality resolution; 
it has been changed from an elector to a judge of 
the fact whether, under the operation of the rule, 
Mr. Banas is or is not elected Speaker. My | 
conviction is that he is; the majority having | 


When ! 


determined the mode of election, and he having re- 
ceived the largest number of votes of any one can- 
didate, that number being a majority of aquorum. 
The pending resolution is merely declaratory of 
the fact, that Naruanier P. Banks, Jr., is elected, 
under the operation of the plurality rule, Speaker 
of this House. With this conviction, and believ- 
ing it within the competency of the House to elect 
in that mode, I vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. DUNN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Clerk, I want to hear 
the gentleman from Indiana; and I hope there 
will be no objection to his proceeding. 

The CLERK. Motions or debate are not in 
order during the call of the roll. 

Several Members. Hear Dunn! Don’t object. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. When the result is announced, 
if there be nô objection, I will then say a word. 

Several Memurrs. Go on now. : 

The CLERK. There are objections to the 
gentleman proceeding. 

Mr. BURNETT. J will vote, then. I agree 
with my friend from Alabama, and not with my 
friend from Tennessee, with whom I have acted 
from the commencement of the session. I have 
not aided directly or indirectly in the result which 
has been effected, nor do I intend to sanction it 
by my vote now. I vote no. 

Mr. STEWART. If the House*will indulge 
me for a moment, I will make a remark. [Cries 
of Go on!’’] I am obliged, according to the 
view taken by the gentleman from Tennessce, to 
act in conformity with him. I have differed with 
the majority on the plurality rule, and voted 
against it. Iam now called on to vote as to the 
fact of the result reached under the operation of 
that rule. I would have preferred the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts be escorted to 
the chair as the Speaker clect of the House, and 
thus terminate the matter without difficulty in 
any quarter; but, inasmuch as the resolution is 
up, and we have to decide whether the clection is 
proper or improper, and inasmuch as without it 


doubts may be thrown on the legislation of the | 


Congress of the United States, if the question 
should avise in the courts, I deem it proper that 
each and every member should express lus opin- 
ion judicially. 

l ER some doubts about the constitutionality 
of an election by a plurality, yet T am under the 
impression—that rule having been adopted by a 
majority of the House, and the House having 


proceeded to vote merely in the exccution of the | 


previous order, and the announcement of the 
result having been made by the proper person— 
that Mr. Bawxs was elected under that resolu- 
tion, and is the Speaker of this House. I must, 
therefore, vote for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope unan- 
imous consent will now be given to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] to do what every other 
member has been allowed to do. [Cries of 
“ Object !?7] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. Mr. Clerk, 1 
merely rise to say, that no man has been more 
uniform in his opposition to the adoption of the 


plurality rule than myself. When this rule was į 


first adopted, some years ago, I was opposed to 
it; and I have voted against it upon every ocea- 
sion this session. In opposition to my vote, the 
rule was adopted. The House decided to elect 
by plurality. It was a fixed fact. Action was 
had under that rule, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts received a plurality of votes. He is, 
therefore, by virtue of the decision of the House, 
Speaker of the House. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

The CLERK. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MILLWARD. {desire to make a motion 
that the. gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] be 
heard. 

The CLERK. Itis not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. I desire to say 
that I stand here, not as a voter for Mr. BANKS, 
but as a mere judge of the fact of his clection 
under the plurality rule, and I will not stultify 
myself by declaring that to be untrue which every 
man on this floor knows to be true. I vote for 
the resolution. 

Mr. MATTESON. I hope the House will, 


by unanimous consent, hear the gentleman from 


| it is in spirit. 


Indiana, [Mr. Dunn.] Other gentlemen have 
been heard. 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Cries of ** Go on!’’ and “ Object !”” 

Mr. DUNN. I will not avail myself of any 
extorted courtesy. I prefer to wait until it will 


| be my right to say what occurs to me appropri- 


ate in regard to this very extraordinary exhibi- 
tion—an exhibition as objectionable in taste as 
I cannot consent to be indebted in 
the smallest degree for favors toa few gentlemen 
here, whose power seems confined to the phrase, 
“ Tobject !”? I am greatly obliged to those who 
manifest a differentand more liberal sentiment, 
but they must allow me to decline their proffered 
indulgence now. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I want to make an appeal 
to the House, not for the purpose of making a 
speech, but to ask a favor. I want to be permit- 
ted to withdraw the vote which I gave during 
this call of the roll, and I wish to assign areason 
for it. Iwill not occupy a moment. I stood by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Futter] 
for a long while. I fought faithfully for him; but 
when I concluded to go for the gentleman from 
South Carolina, I went for him altogether, and 
with all my might. And, Mr. Clerk, when the 
result was announced, and manifestations of re- 
joicing were made in this Hall, though I never 
was defeated in an election, I felt then a good deal 
like as if I had been running a race at home, and 
the news from every county was against me. F 
felt a good deal like kicking against it, and there- 
fore, contrary to the advice of some of my friends, 
I voted in the negative on that question. But I 
understand from my good and honest ” friend 
from Tennessec, [Mr. Jonrs,] that it is right for 
us to vote in the aflirmative—that we are not 
electors, but that we are now judges. That be- 
ing the case, and not desiring to decide this ques- 
tion as. a judge, 1 ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to withdraw my vote. [Cries of 
“ Agreed.” 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I desire to explain 
my vote. [Cries of ‘* Object!”?] Then I will not 
vote at all, 

Mr. SAVAGE. I know that the House is not 
in a temper to hear explanations, but I desire to 
say that I do not agree with the construction put 
upon our acts, that we sit hereas judges. I know 
that this vote makes Mr. Banxs Speaker, and I 
do not think the one heretofore given did. 1 vote 
no. I vote no, and at some future time I shall 
give the reasons for that vote more fully. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the Hon. WILLIAM AIKEN of South Car- ` 


aina, the Hon. Henry M. Furrer of Pennsylvania, and 
the Hon. Lewis D. Camrse.n of Ohio, be appointed a 
committee to wait upon the Hon. NATHANIEL P. Banks, 
Jr., of Massachusetts, the Speaker elect, and conduct him 
to the chair. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 


I hope that resolution will 
not be adopted. 


It is an innovation on the whole 


past practice of the House. The Clerk always ‘ 


appoints a committee to conduct the Speaker to 
the chair. 
Mr. WHEELER. 


tion. 


I withdraw the resolu- 


The Clerk then requested Messrs. FULLER of | 


Pennsylvania, Aiken of South Carolina, and 
Campse.. of Ohio, to conduct the Speaker elect 
to the chair. 

The gentlemen designated proceeded to dis- 
charge this duty, and Mr. Bangs was thereupon 
conducted to the chair, and took his seat. 


After a moment’s pause, the Spraxer rose and 
addressed the House as follows: 

GENTLEMEN or THE House or REPRESENTA- 
tives: Before I proceed tocomplete my acceptance 
of the office to which I am elected, I avail myself 
of your indulgence to express my acknowledg- 
ments for the. honor conferred upon me. It 
would afford me far greater pleasure in taking 
the chair of the House were I supported even by 
the self-assurance that I could bring to the dis- 
charge of its duties—-always arduous and delicate, 
and now environed with unusual difficulties—any 
capacity commensurate with their responsibility 
and dignity. I can only say, that, in so faras I 
am able, I shall discharge my duty with fidelity 
to the Constitution and with impartiality as it 
regards the rights of members. have no per- 


1856. 


sonal objects to accomplish. Iam animated by 
the single desire that I may in some degree aid in 
maintaining the well-established principles of our 
Government, in their original and American sig- 
nification; in developing the material interests of 
that portion of the continent we occupy, so far 
as we may do within the limited and legitimate 
powers conferred upon us; in enlarging and swell- 


ing the capacity of our Government for beneficent | 


influences at home and abroad; and, above all, in 
preserving intact and in perpetuity the priceless 
privilegestransmitted tous. Lam of course aware 


that I cannot hope of my own strength to be | 


equal to the perfect execution of the duties I now 
assume. Iam, therefore, as every man must be 
who stands in such presence, a supplicant for 
your coöperation and indulgence; and accepting 


your honors with this declaration, I again offer. 


you my thanks. 

At the request of the Clerk, the Hon. Josnua 
R. Gropines, of Ohio, the oldest consecutive 
member of the House, then administered to the 
Speaker elect the oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States. 

VOTE OF THANKS TO THE CLERK. 

Mr. STANTON. I have a resolution that I 
desire to offer, which I know will meet with the 
unanimous approbation of the House, and it 
would spoil by delay. It is as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House are eminently 
due, and are hereby tendered, to Joun W. Forney, Esq., 
for the distinguished ability, fidelity, and impartiality with 
which he has presided over the deliberations of the House 
of Representatives during the arduous and protracted con- 
test for Speaker which has just closed. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Isought the floor 
to offer a similar resolution; and I hope that it 
will be unanimously adopted. 

The question was taken, and the resolution 
was unanimously a 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 

r. COBB, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman 
from Illinois will not press that motion, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw it. 


Mr. COBB. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
he motion was agrecd to, and thereupon (at 


five minutes to seven o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, February 4, 1856. 
Prayor by the Chaplain, Rev. Hexry C. Dean. 


‘The Journal of Thursday was read and ap- | 


proved. 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a 


communication from the Governor of Ilinois, in 
reference to the election by the Legislature of 
that State of the Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, as a 
Senator in Congress. It brings to the notice of 
the Senate the fact that, by the constitution of 
Ilinois, no judge of the supreme or circuit courts 
of the State could be eligible to any office of the 
State or of the United States during the term for 


which he was elected judge, and for one year | 
It certifies that Mr. TrumsuLL was, 4 
on the 7th day of June, 1852, elected a justice of | 
the supreme court of Illinois, for the term of nine | 
years; and ‘submits to the Senate, under these | 


thereafter. 


circumstances, the question of the legality of his 
election as a Senator. 
Mr. GEYER. I move that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I have no 
objection whatever to the proposed reference of 
this paper; but one fact is omitted from the state- 


ment contained in it which I think it may be ; 


proper enough to have distinctly stated. A paper 


embracing a recital of the same facts contained in | 
this communication from the Governor of Illinois | 


has once before been presented and read before 


the Senate, and I then took occasion to remark | 
that the person presenting and reiterating thése | 
statements seems not to have been aware of the | 
fact that I ceased to be a judge more than a year | 


and a half before my election to the Senate. I 
state that fact again. 


have pretermitted that in his statement. I resigned 


The Governor scems to |; 
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State, who signs this paper; and a successor was 
chosen more than eighteen months before my 
election to the Senate. I make these remarks 
merely that that fact may be known. Of course, 
the paper will go, with tose before presented, to 
the Committce on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to know whether. 
there is any necessity for referring this document, 
or whether in any part of the house any such 
opinion is entertained as that any State of this 
Union has power to fix or define by its constitu- 
tion the qualifications for Senators in the Congress 
of the United States? Such an effort as that was 
made in the former constitution of the State of | 
New York, which disqualified any member of the 
Legislature of that State from holding any office 
in the gift of the Legislature during the term for 
which he was elected. Notwithstanding that pro- | 
vision, the Hon. Nathaniel P. Tallmadge, a mem- 
ber of the Senate at the time, and while he wag 
still holding his seat as a Senator in the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York, was elected to the 
Senate of the United States by the Legislature, 
was sent here, and served the full term of office. 
Upon this subject I suppose there is an entire 
agreement of opinion everywhere, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States is the supreme law 
in regard to the qualifications of Senators. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the Senator from 
New York may be right in his construction of 
the law governing this case. I do not mean to 
express any opinion upon it myself; but I would 
respectfully submit to him and to the Senate, that 
when a communication is received from a State, 
through its proper organ, the Governor, inform- j 
ing the Senate of what he considers some infor- 
mality or illegality in the election of one of the 
Scnators of that State, respect to the occasion, 
as well as to the State, would require that we 
should examine it. I hope, therefore, it will be 
referred as proposed. 

Mr. SEWARD. [agree to that. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. FISH. Iam requested to present the me- 
morial of Washington Allon Bartlett, late a licu- 
tenant in the Navy, who has been dropped from 
the rolls in consequence of the action of the late 
naval board, complaining of its action, setting 


forth a large amount of service, and praying that |j 


he may be heard in his defense, and that he may 
be restored to his former position in the Navy. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I desire to present the peti- 
tion of Lieutenant William B. Fitzgerald, of the 
United States Navy, who has been placed on the 
reserved list by the action of the late naval board, 
praying for relief. The petitioner states that he 
has been in the naval service of the country for 
seventeen years, fifteen of which have been spent 
in active service. He has been connected with | 
most of the important naval operations since he 
has been in the Navy, both in Mexico and the 
East Indies. He considers himself efficient in 
every respect for the performance of his duties, 
and is at a loss to conceive for what cause he has 
been removed from the active list. I move to 
refer the petition to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

While Iam on the floor, with the permission 
of the Senate, I wish to state my dissent from the 
principles laid down on a former occasion by the 

enator from Delaware [Mr. Crayton] and the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,] as to 
what can be done with reference to this class of 
cascs. It sccms to be admitted on all hands that 
wrong and injustice have been done to many of- 
ficers of the Navy. We are told, however, that, 
admitting this to be the fact, these parties are 
remediless in the premises, and that inasmuch as 
the act establishing the naval board has already 
been executed, there is no way in which we can 
give relief. I totally dissent from that proposi- 
tion. Even if it were true that the act has been 
executed, I should be reluctant to assent to it; 
but I hold that this was an act giving special juris- 


diction to this board, and thatany excess of that || 
! jurisdiction made its proceedings utterly void. |; 


the office of judge; an election was called by | The Senators to whom I have. referred attempt | 
virtue of a proclamation from the Governor of the || to exclude these parties from relief on legal 


1 


| cision could not for a moment 


| grounds. Putting it on the strictest principles of 
law, I think the position which they assume is 
untenable. Every tribunal of limited jurisdiction 
| must show, upon the face of its proceedings, that 


|| it did not exceed that jurisdiction.’ This, upon 


| legal principles, is absolutely necessary to the 
| validity of its proceedings, whenėver and whére 
| ever they may be called in question. ie 

| This being a court of special and limited juris- 
| diction, it became important they should have 
| kept a record, and that record should have shown 
that each case on which they acted was within 
the operation of the law. That law authorized 
this tribunal, a naval board, to ‘act upon such 
cases as were not contemplated to be within the 
jurisdiction of a court-martial—the cases of per- 
sons who were incompetent to perform their 
duties at sea and on shore. It was necessary to 


| the very execution of the act that in every case 


taken up and decided upon, the board should 
have kept a journal stating all the evidence, in 
order that it might have been apparent upon the 
proceedings of the board that it acted within’ its 
jurisdiction. It will not be pretended that under 
| the law they could strike a man from the rolls for 
whatever cause they thought proper. ` Their de- 
ave been held 
binding upon any portion of this Government, if 


į they had excluded a man on the ground that he 


was a slavcholder or a free-soiler. They were 
to confine themselves to the question of his capa- 
city to perform his duties on shore and at sea. If 
they went beyond that, their proceedings were 
null and void. ` 

Then, sir, as it became important that their 

roceedings under this act should show that they 
had not exceeded their jurisdiction, those pro- 
ceedings became void by not showing it. This 
exhibition of jurisdiction became exceedingly im- 

ortant, because a revisory tribunal was provided 

y the act itself—the Secretary of the Navy and 
the President, who were to supervise the action 
of the board. How could these two officers do 
this, unless they knew the ground on which the 
board acted in each particular case? Independ- 
ent of the great common law principle of juris- 
diction which I have stated, a record was imper- 
| atively necessary, in order that the law might be 
| properly executed; for how could the Secretary 
of tke Navy and the President revise their acts 
| unless they knew the reasons for their action? 
The board have not done this. 

My friend from Louisiana has admitted that 
the Secretary of the Navy made a mistake. B 
thatadmission the whole question is surrendered. 
His instructions to the board gave, or presamed 
to give to them, an authority which ‘the law did 
not confer. His adopting their proceedings as a 
whole, with the admission that their finding in 
some cases was wrong, was fatal to the whole 
action of the board. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will allow 
me, I wish to state that the Secretary of the Navy, 
in nothing that he has communicated to Congress, 
has ever acknowledged that any officer was im- 
properly removed. from the active list, or that any 
injustice was done in that respect. The utmost 
he docs admit is, that there may have been errors 
in the classification of officers, as between the 
furloughed and the retired list. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I did not state what was the 
! admission of the Secretary of the Navy. I stated 
i that my friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Eensamin,] 
as I understood him, admitted that the Secretary 
and the President had made mistakes in the execu- 
; tion of the law. 
| Mr. MALLORY. I understood my friend to 
say it was admitted on all sides that injustice had 
been done. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think it is; I think it is 
admitted in the report of the Secretary of the Navy 
himself. I have not that report before me, but 
my impression is, that in it he arrived at the con- 
| clusion that inasmuch as he had caught a great 
many bad cases, he had better catch the good ones 
with them. It struck me that this conclusion was 
very much like this: ten cases are presented for 
execution; seven of these are guilty, and three 
innocent; but upon the whole he considers it best 
to cut off the heads of the whole ten, in order to 
get rid of the seven who are guilty! That seems 
to me to be the decision of the Secretary of the 
Navy on this question, 

Sir, it became, as | have said, important to the 
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execution of the law,.in order that the President 
and the Secretary of the Navy themselves should 
know- that the board had not exceeded its juris- 
diction, that the board should have kept.a record, 
toshow for what causes it was proposed to. remove 
each individual officer. It is folly to talk about 
reviewing the Reoceetines of the board without 
this evidence... You cannot inflict the punishment 
of one. day’s dismissal from the service, or the 
diminution of pay in the service of the United 
States, unless. by a trial where a record is kept of 
the-whole proceedings, and the evidence on that 
record is sent to the President of the United States, 
xeviewed by him, and approved. How could he 
yeview, and how could he approve, the action of 
this. board in any case, if he knew nothing of the 
motives which actuated its members? For this 
reason I say that, on account of the proceedings 
of the board not having shown upon their face 
that they acted within their jurisdiction, they are 
void: From the evidence which has been submit- 
ted to the Senate by a great many of these porties, 
itis very apparent that the board attempted to cx- 
ercise jurisdiction over court-martialable offenses. 
I think Jam warranted in saying that it will appear 


that evidence was sought by members of the board | 


to be produced against officers of the Navy, upon 
rumor, for which they have never been court-mar- 
tialed—dishonorable to them as officers and as 
gentlemen. Officers have becn dismissed, whether 
‘for that cause or not, I do not say; but I do say 
that members of the board have sought, by ad- 
dressing letters to various officers of the Navy, 
.tocget evidence of crimes committed by officers 
who have been struck from the list. 

I believe that this proceeding was illegal; that 
the law was not properly executed; that the ac- 
‘fion. of the board is void; that it has done the 
‘greatest possible wrong and injustice to a large 
number of the officers of the Navy. Such being 
my views, its action cannot meet my approbation 
in any. respect. I have been deeply pained by 
this proceeding. I think some of our naval off- 
cers, at least, who have shed so much luster on 
our flag and glory on our country for fifty years, 
deserved a better fate from the hands of fifteen of 
their brother officers. So far as Lam concerned, 
ag an American Senator, no act. of mine shall 
affirm so great a wrong. 

The PRESIDENT. The petition will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COLLAMER. J am charged with the 
presentation of a petition on the same subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If my friend will allow me, 
I wish to say a word on this subject. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very well. 

Mr. CLAY. Irise to a point of order. Iwish 
to submit, as a question of order, whether it is 
allowable, under the rules of the Senate, upon 
the introduction of a petition, to engage in a de- 
bate of this character? It interrupts very much 
the proper course of business. L mean no dis- 
courtesy to. the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iwish to say, in reply to 
my friend from Alabama, that I was alluded to 
by the honorable Senator who presented the me- 
morial, 

Mr. CLAY. The memorial has been referred. I 
believe this discussion is out of order, atall events. 

The PRESIDENT. it has not been the prac- 
tice. of the Senate hitherto. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I was alluded to, and so 
was the Senator from Lousiana, [Mr. Bunsamiy,] 
by the honorable Scnator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomgs,} as having made a certain admission in 
debate. JT only wish to correct that error. 

Mr. TOOMBS. AH that 1 said about the Sen- 
ator from Delaware was, that he had stated that 

. these parties were remediless. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have made no admission 

that wrong was done. Ido not know what my 

_ friend from Louisiana said, but I wish to be un- 
derstood as never having admitted on any occa- 
sion, in the course of the brief debates on this 
subject, that I. have been convinced that wrong 

was done by the naval board or by the President. 
Sir, it may be true, nevertheless, that wrong has 
been done. I have avowed that, whenever it can 
be shown that wrong has been done, I am one of 
those who will seek to redressit. Tam not will- 
ing that any. man in the world shall beinjured by 
any coöperation of mine, however small the in- 
Sucnoe of that:coéperation may have been, with- 
out endeavoring to put him right. 


But, sir, my friend from Georgia has spoken 
about the special jurisdiction of this board, and 
about its being restricted to its powers expressly 
conferred, or conferred by necessary implication; 

í and that it ought net to be permitted to go beyond 
them. The question is, when we take that posi- 
-tion, who is the judge? What is the court of 
errors. or appeals that is to afford the remedy, 
and which shall hold this court of special and in- 
ferior jurisdiction within its strict limits? Clearly 
not the Senate. It must be the President of the 
United States. To him those gentlemen of the 
navy board were responsible. Allow the Senator 
from Georgia his premises, that the board was a 
tribunal of special jurisdiction; still it was the 
President who was bound to hold them within 
their jurisdiction. Let us for the argument 
merely concede the principle stated by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that they were to be held by 
some power strictly within the authority which 
was conferred upon them; but it was the Exec- 
utive, not the Legislature, that was placed over 

| them to control them; to see that they did not go 
beyond their authority, and to examine into the 

| whole subject of removals when they made their 
report. Until proof is offered to me that the 
President has not done his duty properly, I must 
presume that he did. Until proof is shown to 
me that seme person was wronged by the action 
of the board, or that they proceeded to condemn 
some officer on grounds not authorized by law,I 
must presume that all was rightly done that was 
done by the board, acting as they did all the time 
under the instructions of the President, to whom 

| this whole removing power is intrusted by the 
Constitution. 

I must say, however, that it appears to me 
there is a studied effort to hold the board alone 
responsible for the procecdings under the law of 
the last Congress.” Sir, the President and the 
Secretary of the Navy are primarily responsible, 
not the board. They had a complete revisory 
power overthe whole matter. If there was wrong 
done, Í repeat that it was the duty of the Presi- 
dent to correct it. If the board went beyond 
their powers, he alone had the authority to restrain 
them—his was the duty of geeventing injustice, 
and applying the remedy for it when done. 

I rose now only for the purpose of putting 
myself right. Isay again, if it can be shown that 

| wrong has been done in any instance, I stand 

j ready to exert myself with others to redress the 
wrong as far as I can, At present I am not pre- 

| pared to suggest any remedy, and it may be that 
no adequate remedy can be had. Surcly none 
such can be had without the consent of the Pres- 
ident. Indemnity for wrong may lie within our 
power, though that may not be in all respects the 
true and adequate remedy. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Í am charged with the 
presentation of the memorial of Robert B. Ricll, 
a lieutenant in the Navy, who has been placed on 
the reserved list, with farlough pay, by the action 
of the late naval board. He states that he en- 
tered the service in 1836, when he was sixteen 
years old, and consequently he is now only thirty- 
six years of age. He represents that he 1s in full 

ossession of his faculties, bodily and mentally. 

| He says that he has performed all the duties of 
an officer of the Navy, as far as he knows, satis- 
| factorily. During the time he has been in the 
service, he has actually been at sea for about ten 

| years. He knows no cause why he should have 

; been taken from the line of promotion. He has 

| had no notice of any charges against him, and he 

i knows of the existence of none. He regards 

| himself competent for his duty, and is able and 

i ready to perform it. He says that, as he is ad- 

| vised, he cannot but consider that a law which 

i has, in effect, deprived him of his commission, 

‘and position, and character, as he thinks, without 

! a trial, without notice, without a charge against 

‘him, must be unconstitutional in itself, or that 

į the manner in which it has been executed must 

| be illegal and unconstitutional, 
| 

! 


For this reason he asks that this memorial of 
| his may be referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. He desires this, in the Arst place, for 
; the purpose of ascertaining whether a law can be 
constitutionally made which can be executed in 
such a manner as this has been; and, in the next 
| Place, he asks that that committee may pass upon 
i the question—about which much has been said 
' this morning by the honorable Senator from Geor- 


+ 


gia—whether the law, if constitutional, can Jaw- 
fully be executed in the manner in which this law 
| was executed? This, being a question of law 
i merely, is proper to be submitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

This memorialist considers, as do many of his. 
| brother officers, that this was not a removal by 
| the President of the United States. A removal 
i by the President was a contingency under which 
i he held his commission; but that was a removal 
i by the exercise of executive discretion; whereas, 
in this case, there was not (however it may be 
(attempted to give that color to it) any exercise 
of presidential discretion, in point of fact, in the 
| removal of these officers. Ultimately, undoubt- 
edly, these officers were removed or displaced 
| by the President; but, in point of fact, they were 
not removed by him in the exercise of his cxec- 
utive discretion. They, therefore, were not dis- 
placed by the operation of any law under which 
they supposed themselves to be holding their 
i commissions. Previous laws required charges 
| and trials with a view to which the executive dis- 
cretion of removal was to be exercised; but in 
| neither of these modes have they been removed or 
| displaced. He asks that the Committee on the 
| Judiciary may pass upon and express an opinion 
i on the question, whether that be a constitutional 
| law, and whether it has been legally and consti- 
i tutionally executed. I move that the memorial 
: be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have a word to say in 
relation to what fell from my friend from Georgia, 
(Mr.'Toomss.] I will repeat what has been said 
before, that of course I do notintend to go intoa 
general discussion of this subject now. Ishali 
reserve that for the occasion when a report shahi 
be made by the Committee on Naval Affairs; but 
I must utter a word of dissent from the proposi- 
tion which fell from my friend from Georgia when 
he treated this board of officers as a court—a 
| special tribunal with limited jurisdiction. Tf his 
| premises were correct, unquestionably his con- 
i clusion would be irrefutable; but to call a board 
of officers gathered together, assembled by the 
discretion of Congress, witha view to give advice 
to the President in relation to the efficiency of the 
personnel of the Navy, a court, is to my mind a 
solecism. To call that board a court—to speak 
of it as trying persons cn charges—is to me, ap- 
| parently, a perversion of terms. 
| I consider the true theory of the law to have 
j been neither more nor less than an appeal by Con- 
gress to the Executive, to exercise his discretion 
in removing from active service in the Navy such 
| officers as in his. estimation were no longer cap- 
| able of performing that active servicc, and to assist 
i him with the advice of a board of officers. We 
are told by my friend from Vermont, [Mr. Cor- 
| 


LAMER,| that the Executive exercised no discre- 
tion; that this is a pretext, simply. How that 
| may be, I cannot tell. The Executive has most 
; assuredly not informed Congress that he exer- 
cised no discretion in the matter—at least, I 
i have seen nothing from the Executive to that 
| effect. Tcannot believe—it would be the last thing 
| I should be willing to believe—that gentlemen in 
ithe high and dignified position of President of 
| the United States and Secretary of the Navy, have 
| exercised jurisdictions conferred on them by Con- 
i gress, under this law, without using any discre- 
tion whatever. I, on the contrary, think, from 
what I have seen reported, both from the Seere- 
tary of the Navy and the Executive, that discre- 
tion was exercised, that examination was made, 
| that judgment was formed in relation to the pro- 
| priety of action in reference to each officer, sepa- 
i rately; and that the conclusion arrived at by the 
| President and Scerctary was this, and nothing but 
| this—that, although in the individual judgment 
| of cach of these gentlemen, some variation would 
have been made in the sentence or opinion of the 
| advisory board of officers, yet that (yielding, in 
| that respect, to what they considered the peculiar 
| opportunities which a board of officers had for 
| forming a correct opinion in regard to each officer 
of the Navy) they came to the conclusion that 
their opinion in the particular instances in which 
| otherwise the Executive might have formed a 
| diffcrent judgment, ought to be respected in pref- 
rence. to the individual opinion of the President 
i or Secretary. 

| In that respect, I said the other day, I thought 
‘they were wrong. Í would not have come to 
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that conclusion if I had been the person to act 

“definitively on the report of this board of officers. 
I would not have yielded my judgment to theirs; 
and wherever my judgment differed with theirs, 
I should have required reasons before I gave up 
my judgment and struck down an officer who, 
in my opinion, was competent to. perform his 
duties. I said the other day, and I say again, I 
think in that they erred; but it was an. error of 
judgment. I must repeat, however, that I think 
the remedy is not with Congress; and I believe, 
that when the general discussion shall take place 
I shail be able to show reasons satisfactory to 
some minds, if not to all, for the conclusion to 
which f have arrived. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I do not 
propose now to answer in detail the remarks of 
my friend from Georgia, because the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, to whom memorials on this 
subject have heretofore been referred, expect to 
make a detailed report on them. The memorials 
which have been already referred set forth that 
the law, if constitutional, was not properly exc- 
cuted. The committee expect to report inregard 
to the manner of the execution of the law, and 
the true character of the revising power conferred 
on the President, and the manner in which that 
was executed. Jor this reason, I think that any 
discussion on these points is now premature, be- 
cause the Senate is not informed of the manner 
in which the law was executed. 

I feel bound, however, to exonerate the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, because I happen to know the 
fact, that he did not accept the finding of this 
board, and pass upon it as a whole, but he did, 
as also did the President in exercising the revi- 
sory power, call upon the board individually and 
collectively for their reasons in all cases in regard 
to which they entertained doubts. The board 
furnished those reasons, and on those reasons the 
revisory power was exercised. ‘The committee 
a to report on that state of facts. 

say again, that, in reporting the matter to Con- 

gress, the Secretary of the Navy has not at any 
time admitted, and does not admit now, that any 
officer was improperly removed from the active 
_list. He may have differed from the board in 
‘some instances, in their assignment to furlough 
--and to the half-pay list—nothing beyond that. 
He was satisfied in every case where an officer 
‘had been removed from active service, that he 
was properly removed. The only doubt he had 
--was as to whether officers were not in some cases 
“placed on improper lists. Tik 
. Sir, I shall make no strenuous objection to the 
reference of the memorial which has been_pre- 
sented by the Senator from Vermont, to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, although four members 
of that committee have already expressed their 
opinions on the subject at some length, on the 
floor of the Senate. Notwithstanding that fact, 
I know that the committee will give the subject 
a thorough investigation. For myself, I should 
be glad to have the report of the Committce on 
the Judiciary as to the constitutionality of the 
law. I should presume, however, that the com- 
mittee would first wish to know in what manner 
the law was executed. As that point will be set 
forth in the report of the Committce on Naval 
Affairs, I would suggest that this memorial should 
take the same course with all the others upon the 
same subject; and when the report of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs shall be presented, the 
Senate will be in possession of the facts showing 
the manner in which the law was executed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to ask one 
guestion of my frtend from Florida, the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Have not 
the naval board removed gentlemen from the 
naval service who were on active duty at the 
time of their removal ? 
from the rolls of the Navy who had been only a 
short time before placed on duty by the Secretary 
of the Navy himself? If that is so, must they 
not have been assigued to duty because they were 
supposed by the Secretary to be qualified for its 

erformance ? 

Mr. MALLORY. I presume that the answer 
to the question of my friend from Towa will be 


found in the Navy Register, which is annually | 
published, The position of every officer is there į 


laid down; and he will there find where they were 
when they received notice of their removal or dis- 
placement. Ihave no doubt of the fact as he 


Were not men stricken | 


statesinsomecases. In regard to the point which 
my friend from Iowa has in his mind, that a man 
should not be removed from service because he 
was at the time in the performance of active duty, 
I will merely state what my acceptation of effi- 
ciency is. A man may be in sound health, a 
good sailor, perfectly competent to fulfill his du- 
ties, but, from depravity of character, he may be 
inefficient as a commander, and men sailing with 
him may have no confidence in him. He may 
have pursued such a course as to render him in- 
capable to get a crew or officers to go with him, 
unless by the exercise of the authority of the 
Navy Department. I do not doubt that men 
were removed who were in the active perform- 
ance of duty. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In accordance with the 
suggestion that has been made by the Senator 
from Florida, [Mr. Matuory,]. perhaps it may 
| be proper to allow the memorial which I have 
presented to be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I would remark, however, that L 
do not wish to be understood as in any manner 
giving an indication of the ultimate opinion 
which I shall come to on an investigation of the 
whole subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the Senator may 
attain his object by allowing this memorial to lic 
on the table until the report of the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs comes in; and then, if he thinks 
proper, he can move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But in the mean time I 
wish to have this memorial before some com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can do as he 
pleases. I have no wish to influence his course. 

Mr. COLLAMER. [| have entertained some- 
what the same notion as the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, in regard to the report of the Secretary of the 
‘Navy, so far as I understand it. From the pro- 
ceedings under the law, I did say, and I supposed 
myself justified in saying, that there had not been 
in fact any exorcise of executive discretion in the 
removal of these officers. Indeed, Mr. President, 
the law hardly implied that there should be. The 
President had before the power to remove officers 
from the active list, and, in fact, to remove them 
entirely from the Navy, if they were incompetent 
for the service. Without this enactment atall, 
he had the power to do that, and, therefore, in 

roper cases, it was his duty to do it. But no 

ody of men could ever expect that the President 
of the United States would remove officers, long 
and honorably connected with the service of the 
United States in the Army or the Navy, in their 
old age and decrepitude, when there was no provis- 
ion for their necessitics. ‘There ought long ago to 
have been a retired list, on which ofitcers at proper 
periods might honorably be placed; and unless 
there was such a list, it could never be expected 
that the President of the United States would cx- 
ercise his power of removal. From the want of 
such a retired list, the supposed necessity finally 
arose which demanded such a law as has been 
recently passed. If we sustain the manner in 
which that law has been executed and carried out, 
the work will require to be done over again in the 
next ten years, and we shall have the same ex- 
treme proceeding, summary and extraordinary as 
it is, from the want of some retired list on which 
the Exccutive may place officers from time to tims. 

I did say, from what has thus far appeared in 
regard to the action of the naval beard, that, in 
fact and in trath, there was not, and that the law 
hardly called for, the exercise of executive dis- 


|i cretion in relation to these removals and displace- 
ments. It was å duty to be performed by the | 


| President, through certain instrumentalitics cre- 
ated by the law itself, and, as { think, has been 


Florida says, that he expects to show that, ir 
point of fact, it was not executed in such a way 
as I supposed, and that, in truth, there was the 


Jar case. If that be so, it will remove that part 
of the objection. 


i| tions made by that Senator, I am content that 


val Affairs. 


ferring this memorial to the Committee on Naval 
it Affairs. 
d Mr, BAYARD. 


I do not intend to discuss this 


so performed. Still, after all, the Senator from | 


exercise of executive discretion in each particu- ; 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on re- 


For the reasons and sugecs- | 


this memorial shall go io the Committee on Na- |; 


law now, though I shall undertake to do soal a 
futureday. I merely wish. now to remark. that, 


though it is perfectly proper that. this memorial 


should not be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary altogether independent of any consid- 
eration as to the opinions which have been. ex- 
pressed by its members, it seems to. me: that, in 
regard to the Committee on Naval Affairs also, 
the peculiar character of this application, and of 
similar ones, ought to dispense with their being 
referred to that committee, and that they ought 
to be referred to a select committee. . The law. is 
an extraordinary one in its character, and I think 
it would be proper that an investigation. into its 
execution should be made by those whose minds 
have not been previously biased in reference to 
the mode of investigation, or the character of the 
law. Tor that reason I think a select committee 
would be preferable in all respects; and I move 
that this memorial, with all the other memorials 
on the same subject, be referred to a select com- 
mittee. ; 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to refer the 
memorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs, that 
being a standing committee, takes precedence of 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, 1did notcom- 
mence the discussion of this subject. I sat here 
quietly until my friend from Louisiana (Mr. Bex- 
Jamin] and my friend from Delaware [Mr. Cray- 
Tron] on former occasions laid down principles 
which I thought were calculated to have a very 
injurious effect on thé rights of those officers who 
have been improperly dealt with, I thought this 
an appropriate occasion to state my.views in réf- 
erence to the matter. -My fricnd from Louisiana 
has admitted that the rule of law which I stated 
is sound, provided it applies to the case. Sir, I 
say it applies universally to all persons to whom 
the execution of legal authority 1s given, whether 
they be called a court or not, I think I can very 
readily maintain that as a legal proposition. In 
this case I think it will be further made to appear, 
that there was no real discretion used. My friend 
from Florida will find that in the action of the 
Seeretary of the Navy and the President. It is 
not pretended by them that there was any dis- 
erction, in the proper sense of the term, exercised 
by those officers. There was no means of doing 
it. It was impossible for them to look into each 
ease, and they will not state that they have done 
so. 
Besides, I take it that an investigation will 
show that this board transcended their authority 
as to the evidence on which they found persons 
incompetent and unfit. They went into their 
character for morality. I think the Secretary of 
the Navy laid that question before them in his 
instructions, and in so doing he transcended the 
authority of the law. I expect to show that the 
board transcended their authority; that they have 
not only stricken down men who have been guilty 
of no crime, able, efficient, honest, and gallant 
officers of the Navy, but they have stricken down 
men whom the people of this country for fifty 
years have delighted to honor, and I believe they 
will stand by them against forty such boards. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I suppose the Committee 
on Naval Afairs to be the proper committee to 
which this and all other memorials of the same 
nature should go. I have nothing to add upon 
the mere question of reference, but I wish to say 
a few words in reply to the last remarks of the 
genileman from Georgia. 

Hoe supposes that there was no investigation 
made by the President and the Secretary of the 
Navy. Lam not authorized to speak with any 
authority whatever upon that subject, but I have 
uniformly supposed and understood, from the dec- 
larations which have been made here and. else- 
where in reference to this maiter, that those high 
officers did their duty under the Jaw, and did re- 
vise and examine every one of the cases. If it 
ean be shown that that was not so, there will be 
a very serious charge against them. 

I have heard, and I suppose it to be a fact—I 
believe it, and shall continue to believe it, until 1 
hear it disproved—that the President’s own ward 
was removed by the naval officers who constituted 
this board. That showed a pretty bold, determ- 
ined character in the men he did it, for every 
one of them was liable to be struck off the list 
by the President at any moment he pleased. {n 
the discharge of their duties, it appears to me, 


$ Pas been an abuse of it. 
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from what I have heard of them, that they feared 
and favored no man; that they dropped, retired, 
‘or furloughed, those whom they thought not 
efficient for service, whether they stood in high 
or low ranks of life, no matter what influence their 
relatives or friends might have with the Govern- 
ment. All that influence was disregarded; and 


not only was the President’s own ward subjected | 


to ‘the operation of the law, but the son of one 
of the leading members of the board, Commodore 
Perry, wasretired. This showsa very bold and 
manly spirit on the part of the officers who con- 
stituted that board; and all that I have been able 
to find out in regard to them—and I have been 
anxious to know the truth—shows that they 
have borne the same manly character always 
heretofore in life. 

Now, sir, the honorable gentleman from Geor- 
gia says that the Secretary of the Navy gave 
some instructions, outside of the law, to dismiss 
those officers who had been guilty of moral 
delinquencies, and that the law did not author- 
ize him to do so, and that the President has 
confirmed some removals on grounds like that. 
If he has done so, he has done that which the 
Yaw did not direct him to do; but has he done 
that for which power has not been conferred on 
him?’ If there had been no law like this—if no 


such law had ever been passed, could he not, pro- 


prio motu, have directed the Secretary of the Navy 
to ascertain whether such and such moral delin- 
quencies or any moral delinquencies existed in 
the Navy; and could he not, by the power con- 
ferred upon him by the Constitution, strike with 
his pen from the Navy list any man guilty of a 
moral delinquency when he pleased? Undoubt- 
edly. Then we are clearly placed in this posi- 
tion at last, and must come back to it: whether 
the law has been transcended or not, when you 
set about a remedy, you cannot undo what has 
been done; you cannot, by repealing the law, re- 
store the men who have been dismissed. Can 
you compel the President, if, in his serious con- 
victions, he thinks these men ought not to remain 
in the Navy, to reappointthem? Can this body, 
or can the other House, or can both Houses of 
Congress together, compel him to retain such 
men in the Navy? 

It is well enough always when you go about 
a thing to look to what you have power to do. 
I do not see how we can afford redress in the 
manner which gentlemen have suggested. Ihave 
stood on this floor, as my friend from Georgia 
and other friends here well know, many long 
years ago, contending aguinst the extension of 
executive power—contending that there was too 
much of it in the country—and particularly in 
reference to removals from office. But the prac- 
tice of the Government is settled; the commis- 
sion of every officer, naval, military, or civil, 
runs during the pleasure of the President. THe 
can make and unmake; and it isin vain for us to 
say that he has not the power. We may com- 

lain of the exercise of it; we may believe there 
If you choose to go to 
the extent which Mr. Madison said you might 
go, in the debates of 1789, you can have him im- 
peached by the other House, and this body can 
try him; but there is no other remedy. You 
cannot reverse the action of the Executive. You 
have but the remedy pointed out by the framers 
of the Constitution, in 1789, and no other. 

Sir, if a strong case were presented where a 
man had been wronged under this law, where I 
myself was convinced that he had been wronged, 
cend I trust I shall always be open to conviction,} 

should seek for some means of redress, and I 
should not be contented until I had found some, 
if it be possible, but Lam utterly unprepared to 
say what that means would be. I should inquire 
diligently of others if they could not find some 
mode in which we could do justice, inasmuch as 
we had been in some degree, however small, ac- 
cessory to the injustice. For myself, I should be 
in favor of restoring the officer, if we could do it 
by unanimously applying to the President to put 
him back. If that could not be done, I should 
seek some mode of indemnifying him for the 
wrong. I cannot presume that wrong has been 
committed; I cannot undertake to say that this, 
that, or the other man was injured by the action 
of the board, until I have proof of the fact. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not mean 
to be drawn into a discussion of this question at 


this time; but there are one or two of the remarks 
of my honorable colleague [Mr. Crayton] which 
I regretted to hear, and which, I think, ought to 
be answered now. He places his argument on 
the ground that it would bring Congress into 
conflict with the Executive if we were to attempt 
a remedy here. I think not. So far as I have 
read these papers, I presume that the President 
and the Secretary of the Navy think that some 
injustice has been done by the action of the 
board. Now it seems to me that the vice is in 
the law itself, ana that if we were to pass a law 
which would authorize an appeal or revision of 
the action of this board, it would not at all bring 
us in conflict with the President. If he should 
approve of that law, it would certainly do any- 
thing but bring us in conflict. The reason why 
such an appeal is necessary I will state. 

My honorable friend [Mr. Cayton] says that 
the President possessed, anterior to the law, the 
power of removal, independently of the action 
of any board; and that whether it has been ex- 
ercised properly in submitting to the board the 
moral character of officers, the power existed; 
and that the result having been approved by 
the President, must be considered as the action 
of the President, and not of the board. Sir, the 
objection to the law, and the ground on which it 
ought to be revised, is this: that though the power 
existed in the President before, it existed with 
responsibility; but the act of Congress authoriz- 
ing this board, and the mode in which these cases 
were submitted to them, leaves the. power and 
utterly destroys the responsibility. That is the 
reason you haye more than one fourth of your 
Navy removed or displaced by the action of the 
board. That makes the whole distinction. 

Tt seems to me that the law not having been 
executed, we can remedy the evils which are 
complained of by authorizing a revisory board, 
composed of a majority of civilians, who would 
have no ambition enlisted in this reform of the 
Navy for the purpose of personal advancement; 
who, from their habits of life, would probably be 
better qualified, on the examination of testimony, 
to decide as a revisory board upon the action of 
the previous board. If the President approved 
such a law, it would place him in the same situ- 
ation that he stood in reference to this board. He 
would then have the advantage of revision by 
another board. Thatwould remove the individual 
responsibility for the restoration of any of those 
officers of the Navy who may have been unjustly 
or unwisely retired from the service. 

Sir, E will not go further into this question 
now, but I think that before the discussion is 
ended, I can establish that the law (whether it be 
construed according to its Jegal phraseology, or 
be construed as it has been, erroneously, I think, 
by the Secretary cf the Navy) is the most bar- 
barous law ever passed by the Legislature of a 
civilized nation. I wish to correct the evil of the 
law. I have no imputations to make against any 
member of the board or their motives. On the 


contrary, I do not think that the character of | 


those officers or their motives enter into this ques- 
tion. As far as I know them, as far as I have 
heard of them, they are efficient, honorable, and | 
meritorious officers. Some of them E know per- 
sonally. One of them, from my own State, who 
is said to have been an active member of the 
board, I have known from carly boyhood; and I | 
believe that a more efficient, more meritorious, or | 
more gallant officer docs not live in your naval 
service. Sir, I have no impuiations at any time 
or on any occasion to throw out against the mem- 
bers of this board; but they were men, and I 
think I can show, when I come to give the true 
construction to this law, that it was impossible 
that they should not have committed error—and | 
great and extensive crror—in their action, because 
they were necessarily biased by those infirmities 
of humanity which will disturb the judgment of 
the wisest and best of men. 

Sir,it is the reversal of the principles of all 
jurisprudence and of all tribunals that a man 
shall be a judge in his own cause. “This law 


| made these officers judges in their own cause, 


where their own ambition and their own inter- | 
ests werc, in all respects, involved. The princi- 
ple of the law, in my opinion, is unwise through- 
out, i 
But, Mr. President, I pause. I promised not į 


to discuss this question, but I am very nearhaving 
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been drawn into its discussion. I intend to debate 
it hereafter; and I shall endeavor to show, on a 
future occasion, that, independently of the vice 
in the structure of the law itself, the Secretary of 
the Navy—and it is with great deference and great 
kindness of feeling to him that I say it—has 
formed an erroneous opinion in his instructions; 
no, not instractions—in his exposition of the la w=- 
to the board, who were to act upon it, and which, 
no doubt, controlled their judgment. He not 
only made an erroneous exposition which led to 
a latitude of construction utterly intolerable in 
the exercise of the judgment of the board, but he 
has positively violated the language of the law. 
I hold that, on any known principle of construc- 
tion, there was no authority whatever under that 
law to submit to the board the question of retire- 
ment on furlough pay or on leave-of-absence 
pay. On the plainest principle of legal construc- 
tion, I shall endeavor to show, when I‘ come to 
the discussion of the question, that such must be 
the fact. 

It is admitted that errors have occurred. They 
must be corrected, if we have the power (and I 
think we have) to do so, without the slightest 
conflict with the Executive. If we were to pass 
a law giving what I desire—an appeal, a rehear- 
ing before another board, differently composed— 
surely it is not supposable that the President of 
the United States would not approve it. Surely 
he desires to do justice where he conceives injus- 
tice has been done; and it is not to be conceived 
that he would refuse to afford to men, where their 
professional fame, their reputation, and their 
means of future subsistence are concerned, the 
poor, miserable remedy ofa second hearing; and 
that, too, in a mode of inquiry which must ne- 
cessarily still be one not competent to protect a 
man as far as he ought always to be protected, 
before a judgment of condemnation is pronounced 
against him. , 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish 
to say a few words on this subject, and yet I am 
very conscious that, by so doing, I shall be tres- 
passing upon the time which has been allotted to 
my friend from Vermont [Mr. Foor] on another 
question. I shall, therefore, he very brief. 

This subject is too important and too interest- 
ing not to have oceupicd, to some extent, the 
attention of every gentleman in the Senate. | It 
has occupied mine. I see the difficulties of actin 
upon it discrectly, and I feel the importance of 
our acting upon it with the utmost degree of con- 
sideration and caution. There was perhaps— 
certainly-Congress was of that opinion—some 
occasion for a reformin the Navy. This law was 
designed to accomplish that end. It has been 
made to operate to a greater extent than the 
country, or any member of the Senate, perhaps, 
anticipated, as to the number that have been 
stricken down by it or removed from active ser- 
vice. It cannot be possible that the Senate of 
the United States, constituting not only a part of 
the legislative, buta part of the executive, branch 
of this Government, participating in the final 
action which is to consummate the labors of this 
board, can sit still and quietly close their cars to 
the complaints of two hundred American citizens, 
officers of the American Navy, who have been 
suddenly and indiscriminately cut down—who 
appeal to us from what they say is a wrong and 
injustice done to them. Weare bound to hearthem. 
No ordinary technical considerations, no mere 
formal etiquette or official respect for persons or 
stations, can be allowed to preclude us from the 
exercise of this high and solemn duty. Itis a 
duty to the honor of our country, and to the jus- 
ticc of our country, and to those men who have 
so gloriously maintained our flag as long as many 
of us have hved. We must look to it. I desire 
to do so in the most temperate and the most mod- 
rrate spirit. f 

I have no imputations to cast upon this board, 
or ‘pon any person who has been appointed by 
law vo act in concurrence with them to effect this 
object. hat they should not have made mis- 
takes, and many of them, would have been sur- 
prising indeed. The time in which all this duty 
had been performed was very brief—some thirty or 
forty days perhaps, in which the fate of two hun- 
dred and one officers was pronounced. Sir, there 
is no tribunal in the country that decides so many 
cases, which doesnot make mistakes. It is no 
disparagement to the members of that board to 
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say that they have committed mistakes.. I sup- 
pose they have. The legal presumption that all 
that is done is supposed to be rightly done, can- 
not shut my eyes to the naked truth which is 
presented by the various complaints that are ad- 


dressed to Senators, and by our own personal. 


knowledge of some of the men who have been 
struck down, which convinces me, as a matter of 
fact, against any presumption to the contrary, that 
injustice has been done. It should be rémedied. 
I know that there is a great difficulty in deing 
this rightly. I do not know how my friend, the 
chairman,of the Committce on Naval Affairs, pro- 
poses to remedy it, or whether he thinks we are 
to take the good and the ill indiscriminately, 
and, ina summary way, confirm all that has been 
done. I cannot consent to that. I should be 
very glad to retain.all the good which has been 
accomplished—and I have no doubt much has 
been accomplished—by the findings and cxam- 
inations of the board. I desire to retain it; 
but if the allernative is put to me, I am prepared 
to say that, sooner than one honorable and faith- 
ful officer shall be dishonored and displaced, I will 
take the responsibility, so far as my voice and 
my vote can go, utterly to abrogate and annul all 
that has been done. 

Sir, there was, independently of this law, a con~ 
stitutional remedy. ‘The President of the United 


States, for this very purpose, has been invested | 


by the Constitution with power and discretion 
to apply the remedy. If that, in times past, 
had been properly and efficiently applied, there 
would have been no occasion at all for this ex- 
traordinary interposition of an extraordinary 
authority, for the purpose of accomplishing sum- 
marily, and by ways unusual and unknown to 
our laws in all other respects, that which the 
President, ina salutary, constitutional way, might 
have accomplished. Sooner than one honorable 
and faithful and efficient officer shall perish in this 
crowd, I will relieve the whole of them from the 
sentence pronounced upon them; and I will rather 
turn back again upon the Government one hun- 
dred officers who are useless and burdensome to 
the Navy, and leave them to the exercise of the 
residential power of purgation and removal, than 
Twill, by the adoption of a more summary pro- 
cess, sacrifice that one honorable man in order to 
et at the inefficient. But we cannot do it, sa 
onorable gentlemen; the President of the United 
States has acted; the President has power to re- 
move; and when the President has exercised his 
constitutional power, there can be no authority in 
this body to contravene or to frustrate his acts! 
That, as a general proposition, subject to some 
exceptions which grow out of the Constitution 
itselfi—such as our right of confirmation of his 
nominations—may be true enough; but is that the 
case now before us? Has the President, in the 
exercise of that constitutional power, removed 
these officers? Hehas removed them, to be sure; 
but is the removal the result of that constitutional 
ower which we cannot properly resist? No, sir; 
it is the result of the finding of a board of officers; 
it is a consequence, made such by the law, of their 
finding. It is not the President who has removed 
them; it is the board, in effect. The sanction of 
the President has been given, not in the exercise 
of his constitutional power of removal, but in 
the exercise of the mere legal power conferred on 
him by this statute. Surely, gentlemen will be 
at once sensible of the great distinction between 
the two cases. In the one instance, he exercises his 
high power as a President upon his own presiden- 
tial discretion. In the other case, he carries into 
cffect the sentence, the finding of a board, under 


the operation of an actof Congress. Hispower in | 
the one instance is constitutional, and heacts upon | 


it, and then it has an irresistible character and 
quality of constitutionality ; but when his action is 
under the law, it has adifferentand humbler origin, 
and may be resisted. He has been Jed into it by, 
and he has founded it upon, an erroneous and ile- 
gal finding of a board. That is thecase here. 

It is no argument in this case to say that the 
President had power to remove, and, having ex- 
ercised it, the subject has been closed. No, gr, 
it is no such case as that; we cannot delude our- 


selves into that fancy. The action of the board, | 
the recommendation of the Secretary of theNavy, | 
the approval of the President, are all parts and ;; 
parcels of a thing done, not under the Constitu- | 


fa, 


tion, but under an act of Congress.. The act o 


i 


' make it as though it had never been. I think the 


the President, the act of the board, the act of the 
Secretary, and all the other'acts under it, are to 
be measured and adjudged by their conformity 
to the law. 

Such is my view of this case. I think, there- 
fore, sir, that it is perfectly competent for the 
Congress of the United States utterly to annul 
and abrogate the whole action of the board, and 


action of the President is but an incident under 
this law, and that falls the moment the founda- 
tion is taken away. That far. I am prepared to 
go in my vote, and that far I will go, unless some 
means be found to extricate from the thraldom 
and dishonor of the action of the board those 
men who have been unjustly removed or other- 
wise unjustly dealt with. I will take that respons- 
ibility; or rather I will not take the responsi- 
bility of condemning one honorable and good 
man, because forty who may be supposed to be 
in a measure criminal or incompetent have been 
joined with Wm. I am willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of turning loose from this sentence 
the inefficient—those that are somewhat guilty, if 
you please—rather than condemn unjustly a just 
and honorable man. That is the position on 
which I stand. 

Now, sir, how can the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, in whose discretion and justice and 
judgment 1 have much confidence, procced to 
accomplish the object which is desired, in such a 
temperate manner as to save the good that has 
been done, and save those officers who have been 
improperly removed? I should think that upon 
an appeal to the Secretary of the Navy, he would 
take the initiative, and send us back for restora- 
tion the names of such officers as, upon subse- 
quent consideration or subsequent information, 
he may deem worthy of restoration. If the | 
Executive is disposed to codperate with us, we 
may attain the object of both parties, do justice 
to the country on the one side by the exclusion 
of incompetent persons, and do justice to the j 
individuals who have been injured on the other. 
Send in your list, gentlemen, so far as your 
knowledge has gone, of the individuals who have 
heen wronged and improperly displaced. If we 
concur with you as to that, so far the object will 
be accomplished. When that is done, it will 
lessen the number of corrections necessary to be | 
made. We may be satisfied with those that the 
President himself shall renominate. We shall 
thus go quietly, cautiously, and justly forward, | 
retaining the good that the board has accom- 
plished, and avoiding all the injustice that would 
otherwise follow from its findings. 

Now, who ought to be more gratified with this 
course of proceeding than the board itself? 1s | 
it any imputation on its members that we do not į 
consider their judgments as infallible? Certainly | 
not. Ought they not to rejoice that, upon fur- | 
ther consideration and further information, some |} 
of their brother officers, whom they felt painfully 
bound to remove from the service, have now been 
rescued from that sentence? Certainly, I should 
think so, and I doubt it not from the character | 
of .those officers. 

But, sir, there must be some correction; justice | 
demands it; the Senate, unless I misjudge them, | 
will insist upon it and have it; and if, by a re- 
fusal of all coöperation on the part of the Exceu- | 
tive in making this discrimination, we may find | 
ourselves unable to go through all those investi- } 
gations which will be necessary for us to dis- 
criminate properly, in that case, I, for onc, with- | 
out hesitancy, will take the course of annulling 
altogether all that has been done under the law 
organizing this board. | 

Gentlemen may say that will not replace these | 
officers. That will remain as a legal question. 
The result of it would be, I know, to scatter con- 
fusion throughout the whole Navy; and I fear | 
that the end of this disastrous law will be found ! 
in the utter confusion of the Navy of the United | 
States. I want to avoid it; and I think the way 
I have suggested is the only way to avoid it. If 
the President and Sccretary of the Navy refuse 
all concurrence in this mode—if they refuse to | 
recommend to us anybody for restoration—I do || 
not know that I should care to go further, and ;; 
trouble the Senate with any investigations or dis- | 
criminations on the subject; but, as far as I could | 
do so, I would be for the utter annihilation of the | 


whole finding. 


f 
} 
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But, sir, I did not.intend to enter into that argo- 
ment. The action of the board stands, if I únder- 
stand what it is, on no legal foundation. I do not 
speak ofa technical rule to be applied in courts; 
T speak of a great principle; and I say no tribunal 
has any other power than that which is delegated 
to it bylaw. This board had the power to judge 
of the efficiency of an officer—his capacity to-do 
duty ashore and-at sea. That alone they had a 
right to decide. I shall not go into a discussion 
of that question. My purpose in rising was 
to suggest that the executive officers should take . 
the initiative. I trustthey will do so, and, on the 
suggestion of the chairman of the committee, will 
furnish us with such a list as they think ought to be 
excepted out of the finding of the board. If they 
refuse to do that, then I think it will be the duty 
of the committee to go on with further investiga- 
tions, and to bring ashore, on their own author- 
ity, as many as they can of those drowning and 
perishing people, for us to save them. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let me say to the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky, that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of the Senate is now engaged in the 
investigation of the whole subject. I concur with 
him fully in the unwillingness which he has ex- 
pressed to see a single case of injustice done by 
this board stand uncorrected, if we have the power 
to correct it. I believe we have the power, and 
I expect in due time to show it; but if these dis- 
cussions are to take place every morning, before 
our report is handed in, I shall be compelled to 
enter into the whole subject in detail, and show 
in open session, instead of in executive session, 
what, the committee expect to do. I may state, 
generally, that they are engaged upon a report; 
that we expect to show the action of the board, 
so that the Senate may judge of the mode of pro- 
ceeding. We expect to show the quality of proof 
that was admitted by the board in reference to these 
officers; the time they occupied in their proceed- 
ings, so that the Senate may judge dispassionately 
of it. We also intend to propose a remedy for 
cases of injustice, which I have no doubt will meet 
the judgment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam happy to hear that 
such is the course of the committee. It meets 
with my concurrence; and if, when they have 
reported, they cannot go as far as I think they 
ought to go, and if there are any cases of injustice 
loft behind, I must say to gentlemen that until 
they are rescued, I am against the whole finding, 
and I will vote against it all, and for the utter ob- 
literation of the finding and all its consequences. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the memorial 
of William M. Armstrong, a commander in the 
Navy, who has been placed upon the reserved 
list, praying to be restored to his former rank and 
position in the naval service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Lieu- 
tenant Robert Handy, of the United States Navy, 
who has been placed on the reserved list, in con- 
sequence of the action of the late naval board, 
praying to be restored to his former position in 
the Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have received, and been re- 
quested to present, the petition of Commander 
Joseph R. Jarvis, of the United States Navy, 
which is accompanied by a copy of a letter from 
Commodore Conner. T'he petitioner states that 
he has, by the action of the late naval board, been 
placed on the retired list, without any known 
cause; and he asks for such action by Congress 
as shall restore him to the active list, with such 
promotion as he would have been entitled to but 
for having been placed on the retired list. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGGS. I am requested to ‘present to the 
Senate the memorial of Lieutenant J. N. Maffit, 
of the Navy, who states that he has been in the 
naval service for the last twenty-three years— 
cighteen of them in actual service at*sea, He 
states that while engaged in this active service he 
was placed by the action of the late naval board 
upon the reserved list, with furlough pay; and he 
prays for relief from that action. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to accompany 
this memorial with any remarks. ‘To me, anew 
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‘member of the Senate, the discussion which has 
already taken place on this subject has been in- 
teresting. J have no desire myself to engage In 
it, but I desire to state my decided conviction, | 
approving the suggestion which has been made 

by the honorable Senator from Florida, the chair- 

man of the Committce on Naval Affairs, that dis- 

cussion on the action of the naval board in indi- 

vidual cases is premature, prior to an investiga- 

tionand report by the committec. In consequence 

of numerous applications which have been made 

to me, personally and by letter, it may not be 

improper for me to state that, as faras Í am in- 

dividually concerned, I am prepared to do ample 

justice to all those who may be engaged in this 

investigation, which promises to be a very cx- 

citing one. Iam not biased in any way—either 

by having voted for or against the law, or by any 

personal preferences in regard to the matter—to 

prevent me from giving a calm investigation to 

the subject. {move that this memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Matthias 
C. Marin, a lieutenant in the Navy, who has been 
placed upon the reserved list, praying to be re- 
stored to his former position in the service; 
which was referred to the Committce on Naval 
Affairs. . 

ir. MASON. 1 present the memorial of Licu- 
tenant Alexander Gibson, who has been placed 
on the reserved list, praying for rclief from the 
action of the late naval board for the rcasons 
and they are very strong oncs—siated in his me- 
morial. £ 

It was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Afairs. 

Mr.MASON. I present also the memorial of 
Lieutenant Foxhall A. Parker, Jr., who has been 
placed on the reserved list in consequence of the 
action of the late naval board, protesting against 
the same, and praying that justice may be done 
to him. This memorial presents an equally strong 
case. J move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. SEWARD presented two petitions of 
citizens of New York, praying for an extension 
and modification of the laws granting pensions 
to the survivors of those who served in the war 
of 1812, avd their widows; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, five petitions of citizens of New York, 
raying for an amendment of the bounty land 
aw of March 3, 1855, so as to admit parol tes- 
timony in proof of claims under it; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Samuel White, 
a lieutenant during the war of 1812, praying to 
be allowed the bounty land to which he was cn- 
titled, and applicd for, but dicd before receiving; 

which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


a 


Also, the petition of Philemon Bacon, a soldier į 
during the war of 1812, praying to be allowed a į 


pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
Also, an additional paper from Benson J. Loss- 


ing, relative to the petition of Mrs. Cochrane, sur- | 


viving child of General Senuyler; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of Lyman ‘Treat, a seldicr i 
the war of 1912, praying to be allowed an invalid 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


| 
| 
i 


{ 
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Also, the petition of the heirs of Samuel Adams, | 
a surgeon in the Army during the revolutionary | 
war, praying for commutation pay and bounty | 


and; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims. | 
Also, the petition of the grandchildren and | 
deseendants of Captain Francis Lavarnway, for 
one year’s pay on his commission, in accordance 
ho the resolution of Congress of May 22, 
as per resolution 
and land; with j 
Ps : 
Phe petition | 
f : : 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims. 


m 


Also, the petition of three hundred and thirty | 


f 
j 


the accommodation of the custom-house and post- | 
office at that place; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. WADE presented the petition of Martha 


Morris, widow of a revolutionary soldier, pray- | 


ing to be allowed bounty land; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition | 
of Margaret C. Hanson, widow of Captain W. j 


K. Hanson, of the United States Army, praying 
for ‘a. pension from the date of her husband’s 
death to the day when her pension commenced 
under the act of 3d February, 1853; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Sarah 


B. Baker and John S. Williams, praying to be | 


allowed bounty land for the services of their , 


father, Elisha Williams, a soldier in the revolu- : 


tionary war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee ov Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. IVERSON presented the ition of Fran- | 
Į F 


cis McGuire, praying to be allowed the commu- 


tation due to his ancestor, Merry McGuire, for 


services in the revolutionary war; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. DODGE presented the petition of Benja- 
min H. Mooers, an oficer in the war of 1812, 
praying that pensions may be granted to all the 


officers and soldiers of that war now living; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Military A fairs. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of the 
Mexican Gulf and Southeastern Railroad Com- 
pany, praying for a grant of land to aid in the 
construction of their railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of mem- 
bers of the bar of St. Louis, Missowi, praying 
for the establishment of an additional judicial 
district in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the memorial of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri, praying for the adoption 
of measures for the improvement of the upper 


i and lower rapids of the Mississippi river; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Hans 


Nelson, praying for compensation for his ser- | 
vices in the Navy and the loss of his clothing, | 


and also to be allowed bounty land; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the memorial 
of Susan Marlow, praying that the acts of July 
2, 1836, and March 2, 1837, under which she 
entered certain lands, may be so amended as to 
authorize her to scll the same; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I hold in my hand the 
petition of John Lamothe, who was a soidier in 


the war of 1812, who assisted in raising a com- ; 


pany which armed and equipped itself at its own 
expense. He served at the battle of the 8th of 
January, 1815, and received a severe wound, Efe 
now applies to Congress for arrearages of pen- 
sien, stating that, at the time the pension law, 
under wh 


enable him to dispense with any aid from his 
country, and he was too proud to receive it. He 


i 
| 
| 
i 
Se p : ji a: d aTa 
citizens of Ogdensburg, New York, praying for || part of tne commissioners of election, who, in: 
an appropriation for the erection of a building for i! many instances, disregarded the plain provisions 


j allow h 


reduced by misfortunes. 
reeeiptofa 
as that is in 


nt for his support, and as he 
is in great distre 


im the arrearages of pension which he 


would have received if he had made application | 
| for it, when it was not necessary for his support. 
| I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, and J trust it will meet with 
favorable consideration from that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ELECTIONS IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. WELLER. 


I have a memorial, signed 


by three hundred and cighty citizens of the city of | 
| Washington, representing that, at the last charter | 


1 he reccives a monthly allowance, | 
as past, his position in life was such as to; 


| is now passed sixty years of age, and has been ; 
Although he is in the 
small pension of six dollars a month, | 


ss, he prays that Congress will | 


clection in this city, a large number of their fellow- | 


citizens, le; y 
of the exercise of the elective franchise, owing 
part to the limited time, as well as the limited 
number of places, allowed by law for the recep- 
tion of the ballots, but more particularly in con- 
sequence of a gross assumption of power on the 


ally qualificd voters, were deprived | 
in: 


of the charter, as well as the judicial decisions of 
the courts of the district. 

I am satisfied, Mr. President, that very gross 
outrages were committed by some public func- 
tionaries of this city in the recent charter election. 
I have nodoubt that, for political purposes, a large 
portion of citizens were disfranchised. In moving 
the reference of this memorial to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, I beg leave to ex- 
press the hope that there will be a full investiga- 
tion of this subject, and that there will be some 
appropriate remedy devised against such im- 
proper conduct as 1s complained of by the me- 
morialists. i 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Simon Bwn- 
mers, @ revolutionary officer, praying to be allowed commu- 
tation pay, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, 
1t was ‘ 

Ordered, That the memorial of Charles A. Wickliffe, 
praying for bounty land as heir-at-law to his son, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John S, Devlin, late an 


officer in the Magne Corps, praying for a pension to com- 
mence atthe date of his disability, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John TL. Allen and A. R. 
Carter, land officers at Augusta, Mi. ippi, praying for an 
increase of compensation, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Frederick Chatard, a 
licutenant in the United States Navy, praying for certain 
allowances in the settlemeut of his accounts as acting 
purser, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Adam D. Stcuart, praying 
for the reimbursement of a sum of money paid by him for 
the recovery of certain public funds, which were stolen 
while under his charge, be withdrawn from the fles of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 

Ordered, That the memorials and papers relating to cheap 
ocean po » how on the files of the Senate, be taken 
trom the files, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Otce and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Amaziah Goodwin, praying 
for a pension, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Samuel B, Porter, a soldier 
in the Jate war with Great Britain, pray ra pension on 
account of inju suffered in military ice, be with- 
drawn from the files, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


SE 
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‘| sions. 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Jo: son and ad- 
ministrator of Ebenezer Colby, y increase of 
pension, be withdrawn from the file 
referred to the Commitiec on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Rohert Morton, representa- 
tive of Abigail Morton, praying for a pension, be withdrawn 
from the fies of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Peusions. 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Jesse Barker, praying fora 
pension, bo withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

JAMES DAVIDSON. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to presenta peti- 
tion, and I ask for what I am about say the par- 
ticular attention of any member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs by whom I may have the 
honor to be heard. I hold in my hand a petition 
praying for an additional pension, and I think 
that every word of it is true—rather an uncom 
mon cireamstance in such a petition. Tt is from 
James Davidson, who was for twelve months 
captain in the volunteers which served in the 
West during the war of 1812. I knew him well, 
and I have known him ever since that perio 
Geis an honestand upright man; now grown old 
and poor. He is tilling, with his own willing 
labor, apd with willing hands, a poor, miserable 
piece of land. This is the man whose memo- 
rial I present. Ile asks now for an additional 
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pension; ten dollars per month having been allow- 
ed him before. 

James Davidson, in the battle of the Thames, 
commanded a company of mounted Kentucky 
volunteers; and, upon orders to that effect, with 
his troops charged. upon the Indian lines, and | 
was the only man, officer or private, that executed 
the order thoroughly. He passed through and | 
through the ranks of theenemy. He found him- 
self alone on the other side, and in coming back 
again was seized on every hand, shot in the breast, 
and thrown from his horse. He survived, how- 
ever, cscaping ina most extraordinary manner, i 
and is now living, working in his old age with || 
his own hands. He was shotthrough the thigh, 
and he was shot plumb in the breast; but he sur- 
vived itall. Heisnowa poor old man, and he 
asks fora pension. There is no man in the United 
States who ever deserved it better. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. SEWARD. The time has arrived and | 


| United States are capable of admitting thelarg 


H 
| 
passed for the consideration of the special order | 
of the day. I understand from my honorable |! 
friend from Vermont, [Mr. Foor,] who has the f 
floor upon that question, that it would not be f 
agreeable to him to begin an argument at this || 
late hour of the day. 1 therefore ask that that He 
question may be taken up in order that it may Íl 
be postponed, and made the special order of the |! 
day for to-morrow, at one o’ciock. 

Mr. STUART. That is not necessary. It will ii 
certainly stand in that position to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT, It will, unless there bea 
different order of the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. Does the Chair decide that, 
when a subjectis made a special order of the day 
for a particular day, it does not remain so after 
that day? 

The PRESIDENT. There maybe other special i 
orders intervening, as is frequently the ease, which | i 
would prevent it coming up again. ii 

Mr, STUART. But is it not the rule of the i 
Senate, that when a question is made the special '| 
order it remains so, and that the first special order || 
on the files is the first to be taken up, unless a 
motion be made to the contrary ? ji 

The PRESIDENT. That is the uniform |i 
practice, 

Mr, STUART. Then there is no necessity f 
for the motion of the Benator from New York. ! 

The PRESIDENT. The subject referred to || 
by the Senator from New York’ is the special | 

| 
| 
i 
| 


order of the day, at one o'clock. That hour has | 
passed, 

Mr. STUART. It will remain the special } 
order for to-morrow then, if it be not taken up 
to-day. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


I suppose there will be no : 
objection to taking up the special order for the 
purpose indicated. | 
‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- || 
cecded to the consideration of the special order— || 
the motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations the letter of Lord John Russell, which 
was communicated by the President of the United |! 
States in answer to a resolution of the Senate. | 
Mr. FOOT. As I have the floor upon the |! 
question before the Senate, I desire to say that, 
inasmuch as the hour assigned for its considera- || 
tion has so far passed by, L am not only quite f 
willing, but somewhat prefer that it should go i} 
over to another day, provided, however, I may || 
not be postponed beyond to-morrow by an ad- | 
journment over. ‘To-morrow, if it be the pleas; 
ure of the Senate to procced to the consideratiof |i 
ofthe special order, at one o’clock, I shall present | 
the views which I have to submit on this ques- f 
tion. Ji 
The motion submitted by Mr. Sewarp was || 
agreed to; and the subject was posiponcd until | 
to-morrow, at one o’clock, and made the special |i 

order for that time. 
NEWPORT HARBOR. 


Mr. JAMES offered the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- i 


i which was considered by unanimous consent, 


j| journals of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of j 


i correspondence of the Governor or Governors of said Ler- 


į relation to the present number of inhabitants in said Tor- 


: tion, which was considered by unanimous con- 
i sent, and agreed to: 


; vania avenne, and through Maryland avenue, in the cii 
| Washingion ; and that they also report what they shall deem 


| by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


: to communicate to this body the number and condition of 


| addition to those already adopted, are advisable more 


j sels. - 
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| may deem expedient, 


may be able to expedite the business of the two} 


e war steam- 
ers now in process of construction. “And if, after such ex- 
amination, said committee be ‘satisfied -of the superior fit- 
ness of the harbor of Newport for the above purpose, and of 
the expediency,under existing circumstances, ofestablishing 
such a depot at that place, they report a bill accordingly. 
WILLIAM MAXWELL Woon. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
directed to inquire as to certzin public and meritorious 
services, alleged to have been performed by Surgeon Wil- 
liam Maxwell Wood, United States Navy, in Mexico, dur- 
ing the Mexican war, and as to the expediency of providing 
for some public recognition thereof. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT GEORGETOWN. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following Fes- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire in the expediency of making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a site, and the erection thereon of a snit- 


able building, for a custom-house and post office in George- 
town, in the District of Columbia. 


LAWS OF KANSAS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
the Territories, reported the following resolution, 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate copies of the laws and 


Kansas, and also copies of the executive proceedings and 


ritory, or of any person acting as such; and that he also 
communicate to the Senate such information as he has in 


ritory. 
SPANISH COINS. 
Mr. FISK submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finanee inqnire 
whether the smaller Spanish silver coins may not be re- 
moved from circulation, or have a value esta d by law 
to accord with their intrinsic vaiue,and to avoid fractional 
parts of a cent. 


RAILROAD ON PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 
Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire and report to the Senate by what sup- 
posed authority, if any, certain persons have claimed and 
exercised the right to lay a railroad track across Pennsyl- 
y of 


necessary for the removal of said track. 
LIFE-BOATS. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 


the Government stations ou the coast of New J , and 
of the life-boats and apparatus for saving life int e of 
shipwreck; and also whether any and what measures, in 


promptly and effectually to 


afford aid to shipwrecked ves- 


IGINATION OF APPROPRIATION BILES 
DP. oe eer 
Mr. HUNTER. Some time since it will be 
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had that resolution under consideration, and they | 
have come to the conclusion that it would, per- 
haps, be better that they should be directed to 
prepare siél Gf those appropriation billg‘as ‘they 
k and report them to the 


Senate. It is probable, that by so doing, they 


Tlouses; and it may be that the committees of the | 
Fouse and of the Senate will agree on some dis- | 
tribution of this business, which will promote the || 
convenience of both Houses. 1 am, therefore, i 
directed to report the following resolution, which || 
I ask may now be considered: i 


to prepare and report such of the general appropriation bills 
as they may deem expedient. 
Mr. SEWARD. I prefer thatthe consideration : 
of that resolution should lie over unti to-morrow. i; 
The PRESIDENT. Objection being made to Íj 
the consideration of the resolution, it will lie over || 
under the rules. t 


H 


< INDIAN. REPORT. NN 
Mr. SEBASTIAN.. I present the following. 
resolution: . en 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of the Jast: annual 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the ac- 
companying documents, be printed’and bound for the use 
of the Indian department. z ogi pn 

It is usual, I believe, to refer such resolutions 
to the Committee on Printing; and I therefore’ 
propose that this shall take that direction. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is hardly necessary: to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Print? 
ing; these extra copies are always ordered. 0" 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then I ask for the imme: 
diate consideration of the resolution : 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. i j 


MAILS BETWEEN CAIRO AND NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I rise to offera resclution, 
which I ask to be taken into immediate consid- 
eration. Iam sorry to trouble the Senate onthe | 
same subject so often; but duty to my constitu- 
ency requires me to call the attention of the body 
to this subject again. I offer the following res- 
olution, and ask for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to 
report to the Senate what is the present condition of the 
mail communication between New Orleans and Cairo, and 
what measures have been taken by him to secure the 


panctual transinission of a daily mail between those two 
points. 


Tam told there is but one mail a week now on 
that route. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agrecd to. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE TWO HOUSES. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Winuram V. 
McKean, Chief Clerk: 

Mr. Presipenr: I am directed to inform the Senate of 
the passage of the following resolution by the House of 
Representatives : : 

“Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform. 
that body that a qnoruin of the House of Representatives 
has assembled, aud that Namiraxiwn P. Banks, Jr., one of 
the Representatives from the State of Massachusetts, has 
been chosen Speaker, and that the House is now ready to. 
proceed to business.’? 

Tam also directed to inform the Senate that the House 
of Representatives has passed the following order: 

t Ordered, That a committee be appointed on the part of. ` 
this House, to join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the Senate, 10 wait on the President. of the 
United States, and inform him that a qnorum of the House 
of Representatives las assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to reccive any communication he may be pleased to 
make.” 

And that Mr. Pexxixæron of New Jersey, Mr. Atren of 
South Carolina, and Mr. Broo of Pennsylvania, have been 
appointed the cominiltee on the part of the House. 


On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, it was 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of three members 


| be appointed, jointly with the committee appointed by the 
Pr , i p: y 


House 


of Representatives, to wait on the President of the 
1 States, and inform him that a quorumof each House 
smbled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
further communication he may be pleased to make. . 

Ordered, That the committee be appointed by the Presi+ 


; dent pro lempore of the Senate. 


Messrs. Toucey, Brecs, and Jones of Ten- 
nessce, were appointed the committee on the part 


| thé Senate. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, gave notice 
of his intention to ask leave to introduce a bill to 
compensate the owners of certain military lands 
in the State of Kentucky, granted to the officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line of the army of 
the Revolution, which have been taken by para- 
mount claims. 

Mr. CLAY gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce bills of the following titles: 

A bill to improve the military defenses of Mo- 
bile, and of the internal navigation between that 
city and the city of New Orleans; and 

A bill to grant alternate sections of the publie 
land within the State of Alabama, in aid of the 


i construction of certain railroads:in that State. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. YULES, in pursuance of previous notice, 
sin] of] notice 
sked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 1) to provide for the sale, by preemption, 


of certain portions of the public Jands, to the 


: States within which they le; which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands. 
Mr. CASS. Some time ago I gave notice of 
my intention to ask leaye to introduce two bills, 
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one for the improvement of the river St. Clair, 
and the other for the improvement of the St. 
Mary’s river. I at firstdesigned, on introducing 
those bills, to ask that they should be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce; but on further 
reflection, considering that these bills had been 
before Congress at the last session, that they had | 
been reported on favorably, and that they had 
passed by large majorities in both Houses, Í have 
come to the conclusion that. it would be useless 
to refer them. In this opinion Ithink the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Commerce concurs 
with me. I now ask leave to introduce the bills, | 
and to have them read twice, so as to take their 
place on the Calendar. : 

Leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
2) making an appropriation for deepening the 
channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State of 
Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and 
placed on the Calendar. Á 

Leave was also granted to Mr. Cass, in pur- 
suance of previous notice, to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 3) making an appropriation for deepening the 
channel over the flats of the St. Mary’s river, in 


the State of Michigan; which was read twice by | 


its title, and ordered to be placed on the Calen- 
dar. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 4) in relation to punishment in the peni- 
tentiary; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 5) to settle certain accounts between the 
United States and the State of Mississippi; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 6) making a grant of land to the State 
of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State; which 
was read by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH, in pursuance of previous noticc, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 7) to remit or refund duties upon goods, | 


wares, and merchandise destroyed by fire; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FISH. 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to ask the Senator 
from New York whether the bill is a general 
one? 

Mr. FISH. Itis the same bill which passed | 
the Scnate unanimously, or very nearly so, I be- | 
lieve, at the last session. 

Mr. WELLER. Is it gencral with regard to 
locality? ` 

Mr. FISH. Yes, sir. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ADAMS, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 


i 
scone yas 

No. 8) to amend the naturalization laws; which | 
i 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained lcave to introduce a | 
bill (S. No. 9) to extend the western boundary 
line of the State of Towa to the Missouri river; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WRIGHT, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 10) to continue the improvements in 
the harbor of Newark, New Jersey; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLIDELL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (3. No. 11) granting to the State of Louisiana 
the right of way for a railroad from Algiers, on 
the Mississippi river, to the Sabine river; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands.- | 

Mr. SLIDELL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 12) granting to the State of Louisiana | 
the right of way, and for the purpose of locating | 
a railroad from Shreveport to the Mississippi | 
river; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


I move that the bill be referred to |j 


Mr. SLIDELL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 13) to remove obstructions in the 
mouths of the Mississippi river, at the South- 
west Pass and Pass 4 l Outre; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Acting upon the suggestior 
made by the honorable Senator from Michigan 
as this is a bill which was passed by the Scnate 
at its last session, I think it is unnecessary to 
refer it to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will go on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SLIDELL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill @. No. 14) relating to pilotage; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. SLIDELL. This bill passed the Senate 
at the last session, when it was unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. I think 
it unnecessary to refer it to the committee again. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 15) explanatory and amendatory of the act 
«in addition to certain acts granting bounty land 
to certain officers and soldicrs who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1855; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 16) for the construction of suitable buildings 
for the accommodation of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States, and the several offices 
‘connected therewith, and of the post.offices, at 
Rutland and Windsor, Vermont; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 17) making an appropriation for the contin- 
‘| uation and completion of the breakwater in the 
|| harbor of Burlington, on Lake Champlain; which 
i| was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 18) granting bounty land to Rebecea Free- 
man; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FOOT. Tmove that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CLAY. I would suggest to the Senator 
whether it is not better that it should be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. It isa subject 
which is placed under the administration of the 
Pension Bureau, and hence I think, in order to 
preserve the harmony of our action on this sub- 
ject, it would perhaps be more appropriate to 
refer the subject to the Committee on Pensions. 
I have no personal fecling about the matter what- 
ever. 

Mr. FOOT. I submit to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama that the practice of the Senate 
has been, so far asit is within my recollection, to 
send all bills and petitions praying for bounty 
land to the Committee on Public Lands, and not 
to the Committee on Pensions. {£ have no pref- 
erence between the two committees.’ I have 
pursucd the practice as I have understood it here- 
tofore in referenee to bills of this character. 

The PRESIDENT. Docs the Senator from 
Alabama make that motion? 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 1) for the presentation of a 
sword to Coloncl Benjamin S. Roberts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtaincd leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 19) for continuing the improvement of 
| the harbor of Buffalo, New York, on Lake Eric; 
which was read twice by its titie, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
| tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 20) for continuing the improvement of 


the harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on Lake Erie; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committce on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 21) for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Oswego, New York, on Lake Ontario; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
i the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 22) for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard creck, 
New York, on Lake Ontario; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

_ Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 23) for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor of Sodus bay, Cayuga county, New 
York, on Lake Ontario; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 24) for continuing the improvement 
of theharbor of Sodus bay, Wayne county, New 
York, on Lake Ontario; which was read twice 
byitstitle, and referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 25) making an appropriation for a 
| steam-dredge on Lake Ontario; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 26) to continuc the improvement of the har- 
bor of Conneaut, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WADE, in pursiance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 27) to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Huron, Ohio; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 28) to continuc the improvement of the har- 
bor of Ashtabula, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. i 

Mr. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 29) to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Sandusky City, Ohio; which was read 
i twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce 

Ms. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained Icave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 30) to continue the improvement of the har- 
Í bor of Cleveland, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 31) to continue the improvement of the har- 
| bor of Fairport, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
; merce. 

Mr. WADE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 32) to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor at the mouth of Black river, Ohio; which 
wag read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Cofamittce on Commerce. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J ask the Senate 
now to take up a resolution which I offered about 
six weeks ago—a resolution of inquiry as to the 
| proceedings of the naval board. I need not say 
| to the Senate that I think we may be doing in- 
justice to the board, when it is not our purpose 
| or intention todo so. Task that the resolution 
may be taken up and acted upon. I hope it will 
i lead to no debate. I see no necessity fora debate 
| upon it, as it is a simple question of inquiry. 
| When the resolution shall be taken up, I shall pro- 
pose to amend it so as to accord with the views 
of some gentlemen who do not concur with me 
inopinion. As I am disposed to be a compromise 
man, I will offer an amendment in lieu of the 
resolution. 
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Mr. MALLORY. I hope the resolution will 
not be taken up now. _ I desire to give notice of 
a bill, and I wish to offer a resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator can 
present them after the resolution shall be disposed 


of. 

The PRESIDENT, The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CLAY. IL hope the motion will not pre- 
vail. I do not think that the resolution can be 
adopted without some discussion. I shall feel 
bound to oppose its adoption, unless the form of 
it be greatly changed. I trust the Senator from 
Tennessee will allow it to lie over until to-mor- 
row morning, and then I will aid him in calling it 
up. The hour is now late, and I hope we shall 
soon adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly feel 
disposed to accord whatever I can to my friend 
from Alabama, but you will remember, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that at a very early period of the session I 
offered this resolution. f am advised that at 
least one honorable member of the retiring board 
desires to have an opportunity of being heard in 
vindication of himself. I do not see how weare 
to reach it in any other way. I donot intend, so 
far as I am concerned, to assail the board unjustly. 
I desire that they shall have every opportunity in 
the world of vindicating themselves. This reso- 
lution has already been made the special order 
once or twice, I think; I have yielded to one gen- 
tleman after another; and now I will yield tomy 
friend from Alabama, if the Senate will agree to 
take up the resolution to-morrow and dispose of 
it. I think it is important to have it acted upon; 
justice to the board and to the country requires 
that. 

Mr. MASON. I understood that the Senator 
from Vermont, who had the floor for this morn- 
ing, yielded it with the understanding that it 
vrould be assigned to him to-morrow. 

Mr. CLAY. Atone o’clock; but this resolu- 
tion can be taken up before that hour. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not think 
there can be any difficulty about my resolution. 
If the Senator from Alabama will allow the amend- 
ment, which I propose to offer, to be read, I think 
he will find no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
taking up the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The amendment 
which I design to offer is in accordance with the 
suggestion of some gentlemen on the other side. 
It is to strike out all of the original resolution 
after the word ‘‘ Resolved,’’ and to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be directcd to communi- 
cate to the Senate a copy of the report made to his Depart- 
ment by the board of naval officers convened at Washing- 
ton, in pursuance ofan act approved February 28, 1855, en- 
titled “ An act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” and 
of the record, journal, or other papers accompanying said 
report; or, in the absence of such papers, that he further 
inform the Senate whether the causes for which officers of 
the Navy were recommended by that board to be dismissed 
or retired accompanied that report, or were otherwise made 
known in writing to the Department, and, if so, that he 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the same. 

The motion of Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, was 
agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consider- 
ation of the resolution, submitted by him on the 
19th of December last. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now offer the 
amendment which I have stated, in lieu of the 
original proposition. 

‘The amendment was agreed to, and the ques- 
tion recurred on the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution to carry out the method 
that I indicated this morning, in which I suppose 
the corrections that are necessary may be made 
consistently with reserving all the action of the 
board which may meet with the approbation of 
the Senate. My amendment is to add: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
report to the Senate the names of such officers as he may 
think were, by error or mistake of the late Navy board, and 
in consequence of their finding, improperly removed from 
active service, or.dropped from the Navy list, including all 
such as, upon subsequent inquiry and information, he may 
think ought to be restored to their former places and rank. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to suggest to the hon- 
orable gentleman who moves the amendment, 
that it seems to me, for the present at least, to be | 
premature. In the view which I have taken of | 
this whole question—and which I am entirely | 
ready to surrender if I find at any time thatlam | 
wrong—when the Senate comes to act upon it, I 
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think it will be found, that to require of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to report the names of such 
as he thinks should be restored, or, if it should 
be recommended to us by the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, or by the Secretary of the Navy, to 
have even a revisory board upon all those who 
have been disrated, it will do injustice and leave 
a cloud still over these men, because it will be 
taken that prima facie, as to all of them, there was 
reason for the action of the board. I think it 
will be better to let us get from the Department 
such information as accompanied the action of 
the board, if any did accompany it, and then to 
determine, as we shall probably have to determ- 
ine, in executive session, what will be the ulti- 
mate action of the Senate, if any, upon the whole 
subject. 

I think it would be as well, for the present, not 
to adopt the form of amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Kentucky. I will say to him that 
I go with him, as Iam at present advised, ina 
very strong impression that no remedy can be 
applied for this wrong—and I speak of the wrong 
as originating in legislation—I speak of it as a 
vice in the original law—but to undo what we 
have done, and to do the whole work over again. 
That is my impression. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am not at all obsti- 
nate in this matter. It seemed to me that it was 
necessary for us to get along in some mode or 
other in this business, and I supposed the Secre- 
tary could have no hesitation in making a report 
of any names that he thought were entitled to 
restoration; but I will not press the amendment 
if the gentleman does not desire it. . 

Mr. MASON. I think it would be better to 
withdraw it. If we were to adopt it, it would 
have the effect of excepting those names, and 
those only, which the Secretary may think ought 
to be replaced. It is impossible that he could 
have information upon so enlarged a subject in 
time tomakea report. It may be that meritorious 
names would not be presented; and the very fact 
of their not being presented would leave them 
under a cloud. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the effect of the 
amendment ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Simply to call on the 
Secretary of the Navy for a list of the names of 
any officers who have been removed from active 
service who, in his judgment, are entitled to res- 
toration. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky withdraw hiš amendment? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I present my amend- 
ment as an original resolution, and it can be 
called up whenever it is thought proper. 

Mr. MALLORY. I cannot vote for the reso 
lution of the gentleman from Tennessee, nor shall 
Toppose it. I happen to know that the Secretary 
of the Navy has no information upon the subject 
within his control, which he has not already com- 
municated to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It may be true— 
I have no doubt it is truc, as suggested by the 
Senator from Florida—that there was no report; 
but I have no right to know thatasaSenator. Las: 
mit to the honorable Senator if it is not courteous 
and respectful to the board and to the Department, 
before we enter into an investigation of their ac- į 
tion, to inquire into the facts and testimony—to 
give them an opportunity of beinghcard? Indeed, 
T think it is very probable that the Senator ought j 
to know, and doubtless he does know, that there |j 
was no record; but we, as an American Senate, | 
have no right to know it. It is a question of jus- 
tice to the Department and to the board to call 
for this information, because, I repeat, I have | 
understood—though I do not vouch for its cor- 
rectness—that one member of the board desires 
to have some action, on the part of the Senate, 
by which he may be enabled to vindicate himself |! 
from the aspersions that have been cast on him | 
here. I wish to give them a fair chance. If 
there is no record; if there are no papers; if there 
is no testimony, the Secretary of the Navy can | 
say so, and the resolution will have done no j 
harm to anybody. Itis respectful to ask them 
if they have any such testimony, in order that it 
may come to the Senate, and go to the investiga- 
ting committee, that they may render such a 


} President of the United States, then President 
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report as will be compatible with justice and fair- 
ness to all concerned... ‘That is the motive which. 
Ihave; I have no other. . Tos 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I happen to 
know the law did not contemplate, or rather did“ 
not provide fora record. The resolution proceeds. 
upon the assumption that.a record was. required. : 
I do not say records were not kept. I have no 4 
doubt every officer on the board kepta distinct | 
record, which was his own, aud he probably never 4 
submitted it to the Department. Iwill say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, that the Navy Depart- - 
ment has communicated to the Senate. already - 
everything on the subject within its control. if 
the Senator seeks an opportunity to afford a gal- 
lant officer the means to exonerate himself, he 
should not, it appears to me, seek it through this 
channel; because for that purpose the Secretary 
of the Navy has no control over it. Ihave heard 
nothing charged against any member of the board 
which the good sense of this body did not correct 
at once. I do not think that any member of the 
board stands in need of exoneration. They acted} 
from a high sense of duty, and under the impera- į 
tive dictates of a law of Congress which they were M 
not at liberty to decline to act under.. Whether 
any member of the board seeks exoneration, I do 
not know. Ifhe takes offense at what has been 
charged against him, the press is open to him, . 
and he can defend himself; but I do not see how 
you can afford an individual member of the board 
the means of coming before this body with an 
exoneration of his course by calling on the Sec- 
retary of the Navy for a record which is confess- 
edly not within his control. T S, 

“Mr. CLAYTON. Mrt. President, the more I 
observe the course of proceeding in this body on 
this subject, the more I am convinced of the ne- - 
cessity of our recurring to the fundamental prin- 
ciples on which this Government was organized, 
to the relative powers of the legislative and exec- 
utive departments of the Government, as defined 
by the Constitution. 

Sir, the power of removal is exclusively an 
executive power. Itis a power over which neither 
the Senate nor the House of Representatives, nor 
both Houses, have any control. The fathers of 
the Republic decided, in the year 1789, that the 
power of removal was an executive power, and 
derived it mainly by implication from that clause 
in the Constitution of the United States which 
directs that the President shall see that the laws’ 
are faithfully executed. All the error that has ~ 
grown up on this subject has arisen from our 
attempting, as a branch of the Legislature, to con- 
trol and regulate the power of removal, with which 
we have nothing to do. 

This whole subject was debated shortly after I 
came into the Senate, in the year 1829." It was 
debated for many months together in this Cham- 
ber, whether we, as a Senate, could not in some 
manner regulate the power of removal which the 


We tried resolutions to inquire into the 
causes of removal, resolutions denunciatory of 
the exercise of the power, and, after all, in what 
did it terminate? In nothing but a declaration on 
the part of the Senate, that the President had 
abused this power; but we did not venture to 
contend, we could not contend, that the President 
had not the power which he had exercised. 

The law under which this board was organized 
was somewhat anomalous I admit; but it grew ` 
up in consequence of an extraordinary state of } 
things in the Navy represented fromevery quarter | 
as existing to an alarming extent. We all be- 
lieved—because we were told by officers-of the 
Navy themselves—we were instructed by all in į 
authority here who could give us information, ’ 
that the Navy required reformation; and-we re- ` 
sorted to the extraordinary measure of passing a 
law directing the organization of the Navy board 
which has made this report. Did any man who 
voted for this law—and f believe all in the Senate : 
Chamber except two did Vote for it—suppose that, 
by doing so, he was controllifig, regulating, or 
circumscribing within limits not known to the 
Constitution, the power of the President to remove 
naval officers? The Chief Magistrate had the 4 
same power to remove naval officers that he had + 
to remove the hundreds and thousands of civil + 
officers who have been removed within the last ° 
twenty-seven years. 
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Tn attempting to remedy the evil, I. undertake 

to predict, and I say it with confidence, that any 

x legislative remedy you may provide will prove to 
“be totady inefficient, and for the simple reason, 
that the authority to create such a remedy is an 

* executive and not a legislative powers. and the 
power of whose exercise. you complain is not 
within your control. If evil has: been done, it 
can be eorreeted only by the President, for he 
ee js the only man that has actually done it. 


Your assistance, the little auxiliary aid rendered | 


by your bill, was a trifle. It wasa perfect brutum 
fülmen without, the action of the President, and 
any. action you may adopt here will remain so 
without his approval, Yam as anxious as any 
man here to restore honorable officers, if any 
have been wronged; but I see no way to obtain 
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. redress for those who have been wronged, execpt 


{by application to the President of the United 
"States. 
Weh 
of efforts to be made to correct an evil which it 
is charged was committed—by whom? By the 
„Senate and the House of Representatives? No, sir. 
“Tf evil was done anywhere, it was done by that 
high power which can and does alone exercise 
ithe right of yemoval. With the President, not 
with this body, not with the House of Represent- 


atives, or both Houses combined, rests the power | 


any has’ been 


‘of correcting the error or evil, if 
ere has 


committed, I have not charged that th 
been evil or error. 
that there was no vitality in any part of the legi 
' Jative measure which passed here, undertaking 
' to create a naval board, without the exercise of 
| the power given to the President, by the Constitu- 
; tion itself, and not by that law, or any other act 
of Congress. 

My honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr? 
CRITTENDEN,] from whom Į never differ without 
regret, and from whom 
pont diffidence in my 


own opinion, thinks the 
resident was not acting strictly in his executive 
capacity in carrying out this law. He thinks he 
can draw a distinction between the power exer- 
cised by the President under this law and the 
general power which the President has under the 
Constitution. I confess myself unable to per- 
ceive the distinction. I may be in error; but it 
does not-appear to my judgment that the power, 
and the ays power, under which the President 
acted, was derived from the “onstitution; that it 
was not competent for the National Legislature 
to confer on the 
that regard, or to limit it, to circumseribe it, to 
renlarge it, or to change it in any way whatever. 
{ The constitutional power stands equally with or 
Savithout the law; and the law cannot affect it. 
i The power under which these officers have been 
i removed is nothing more, and can be nothing 
\ less, than the power of removal conferred by 
Athe Constitution. The naval board has not re- 
moved a man, and could not remove a jan. A 
thousand naval boards could not have removed 
officers of the Navy; the whole Congress of the 
United States could not have removed an officer 
of the Navy; all the officers of the Unitet States 
combined, if you take the President from among 
them, could not remove a single man inthe Navy. 
I cannot, therefore, admit the distinction which 
the Senator from Kentucky has drawn between 
his power under the Constitution and his power 
under this law. 

Thave heard it said, that a lawyer who was 
applied to in order to correct an, error in giving 
an opinion, s 
and not as a man; but the party wronged bythe 
opinion replied, “ When the devil flies away with 
the lawyer, what will become of the man?” I do 
not see how the President can possibly claim, or 
how any person can claim in his behalf, that he 

i exercised this power as the supervisor of the board 
under the law; and not as the Chief Magistrate 
I have too sincere ar 


car from all parts’ of the Senate Chamber | 


What I have maintained is, | 


I never dissent without | 


Presidentany additional power in | 


aid he gave that opinion as lawyer | 5 
it Lask that information may be accorded to us to 


| in the Navy,and he shall tell us 
ris my business and not yours, 


i body, asa Senate 


\ of the facts? 
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shall be perfectly powerless.. If we go there as a 
, or as a Congress, entreating him 
to restore Lieutenant A. or Captain B. to his place 
s “ Gentlemen, it 
>? we should be 
compelled to return and acknowledge that we had 
no power over the subject, and that he had not 
exceeded his constitutional power in doing what 
he had done. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, E 
do-not mean to debate the question of power 
with the Senator from Delaware. That is not 
the question before the Senate, as ĮI understand 
it. Nor shall I enter into any argument with him 
io ascertain whether the President is to blame, if 
there be blame, or whether the board is to blame. 


‘That is a question which can only be determined 


by the facts and the testimony. He has told the 
Senate, time after time—he has iterated and reit- 
erated, day after day, that if injustice has_been 
done, he is anxious to correct thatinjustice. Now, 
sir, how are we to ascertain whether justice or 
injustice has been done except on a presentation 
The resolution before us is simply 
one of inquiry to know whether justice has been 
done or not. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ibeg my friend from Ten- 
nessee to observe that I did not mean to oppose 
his resolution. He is under a misapprehcusion 
in supposing that I opposed it. I am willing to 
let it go. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator says 
he docs not mean to oppose the resolution. Then 
J utterly protest against entering into any argu- 
ment on this question, as I have from the begin- 
ning. I have not attempted to argue it; I have 
simply presented facts. 

The Senator from Florida says he has not 
heard any imputations on this board. Sir, I 
stand as much prepared to vindicate them as to 
vindicate others who, inmy opinion, are wronged. 
I can, however, say to the honorable Senator 
from Florida, that he did not listen to the debate 
with the interest which I did, or he would not 
have made the statement to which I allude. I 
remember but too well, and you will remember 
it, Mr. President, that a gentleman who occupies 
a seat near me [Mr. Hare] did make imputa- 
tions, strong, clear, emphatic, and distinct, against 
the board; and I have a right to know that a por- 


li tion of the board felt those imputations. 


Mr. MALLORY. My remark was, that I 
heard no imputations against the board which 
the good sense of this body would not imme- 
diately cor 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Tecannot tell what 
the good sense of the American Senate will do. 
I have seen them do things which did not com- 
port with my conceptions of good sense. Jt may 
be that the sense of the Senate will repudiate the 
imputations which have been made upon this 


j 
arrogate to myself the power or authority to say 
that the Senate will repudiate the declaration of. 


i any American Senator here, unless it be done 


upon testimony. 

Why oppose this resolution? 
putation on anybody. It simply asks that the 
record shall be presented, if there be one; and if 
there be no record, then we are to look for such 
imony as will enable us to arrive at just con- 
clusions. Iexpress no opinion——t have expressed 
ione, as to the aetion of the board. T lave my 


; convictions on the subject; but I am willing that |! 
they should be heard in their own defense, and : 


‘| enable us to determine for ourselves. 


‘land I think the Senate knows, or o 
| that they do not exist; 
| why call for them: 


Mr. CLA 
and I shall vote against it for reasons which seem 
to me obvious and conclusive of the impropriety 
and inutility of its adoption. The resolution im- 
plies two things: first, that the law under which 
this board was organized and acted, required them 
to make a report or to keep a journal of their pro- 
ceedings; secondly, that they did make such a 
report. ow, these two things do not exist; 
ught to know,, 


rer 


Sho resolution implies more. It implies acen- 
sure upon the board and upon the Secretary of 
the Navy, 
it implies should have been made, and who is at 


board, and I trust ihe r cord and testimony will | 
ustify them in such ayepudiation; but Twill not į 


It casts no im- | 


I am opposed to the resolution, į 


and if they do not, TLask,:) 


forit calls for a report which of course , 


fault if this report has not been made? If the law 
required it, really the board was at fault in not 
making it, and the Secretary of the Navy was at 
fault in not requiring it. 

Sir, I say that the Senate ought to know that 
no such report exists. The law under which this 
| board was organized required them to make no 
li such report. It simply required that they should 
|| report the names and grade of all oficers, who, in 
the judgment of the board, should be incapable 
of performing promptly and efficiently all their 
| duty, both ashore and afloat. ‘That, it seems to 
me, is-susceptible of no other interpretation than 
that the board should simply report a list of 
names with a certain classification. If they had 
| done more, it would have been a work of super- 
crogation. That that is the true construction of 
| the law, if the words themselves do not satisfy 
|| every unprejudiced mind, all may be satisfied by 
recurring to the debate which occurred at the time 
the bill was under the consideration of the Senate. 
I did not vote for it, I believe, but I well remember 
that, during the progress of that debate, the Sen- 
ator from “Delaware [Mr. Bayarp,] and the Sen- 
ator from Florida, now no longer a member of 
| this body, [Mr. Morron,]} both opposed the bill, 
and mide every objection against its passage 
which has been made against the action of the 
i| board. Itwas said at the time that we were con- 
structing a Star Chamber; an inquisitorial tribu- 
nal; that they were allowed to actupon theirown 
| judgment without preferring a charge, without 
hearing the accused, without summoning wit- 
nesses; without keeping any record whatever of 
their proceedings; and this was uot only charged 
|| by the opponents of the bill, but it was conceded 
by the advocates of the bill. 

Then, sir, I ask, with the terms of the bill 
staring us in the face, with the interpretation 
given at the time of its passage, both by its friends 
and opponents, I ask, with ail courtesy to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and to those who may 
i| vote for this resolution, why should the Senate 
i| stultify itself by its adoption? Even if such a 
report was in existence, and if we had not the 
i! clearest testimony that it did not exist, [ should | 
be indisposed to vote for the resolution. I will 
i| add furthermore, in confirmation of my construc- 
tion of the act, that we have, also, official letters 
form the Secretary of the Navy, the letter of the 
Secretary to the board, and the letter of the Sec- 
i] retary to the Presid 
I| ment of the board, in both of which we are ad- 
| vised that they simply reported a list of names 
i| with the proper classification 5. that no charges 
| were preferred; that no accusation was made, at 
least in writing; that no evidence was taken down. 

But, sir, 1 say if such a report did exist, L 
should not be willing to vote for this resolution in 
its present shape; and why? It calls upon the 
Seerctary to lay before the Senate, and expose 
to the pablic, all the charges which may exist 
against all those officers who have been retired or 
| dropped, upwards of two hundred in number. 
What proportion of that number are petitioning 
i| the Senate for relief? About one fifth. Shall we, 
at the instance of that one fifth, expose the in- 
firmities, the frailties, the errors—ay , it may be the 
| vices and the crimes—of others in the remaining 
four fifths? Shall we perpetuate their shame, or 
it may be their infamy, by making public and 
exposing to common obloquy their acts in past 
ii times in the service of the Government? Sir, I 
| think this would be most unkind to those ofiicers, 
and it would be a work of supererogation on our 
| part. Wait until they call upon us for relief; 
| and do not, against their will and without their 
| solicitation, expose the grounds on which they 
| have been disearded from the public service. 
|| think the resolution should not pass for our own 
j! sakes, as well as for the sakes of those who have 
j not asked our interposition, and the Secretary of 
1 


i 
{ 
f 


the Navy and the naval board, who will be cen- 
sured, in my opinion, by its passage. 
! Mr. MASON. 1 do not wish to interfere with 
| the resolation, but if the debate is to goon, 1 
| must ask for an executive session. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think we can 
| dispose of this resolution now. Lt us take a 
! vote. 
| Mr. BROWN. I think it had better lie over; 
| I have a word to say upon it. 

Mr. MASON. Let the resolution be post- 
ii poned until to-morrow. 
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ent, communicating the judg- | 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. e 
special order for half past twelve o’elock, I have 
no objection. SA . Er 
Mr. MASON. I do not wish to interfere with- 
the Senator from Vermont, who has the floor for 
to-morrow. / 
Mr.SEWARD. ‘This resolution can be taken 
up in the morning hour. 3 
Mr: MASON. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this subject .be postponed until to- 
morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE .SESSION. . 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate -pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; | 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
D Monpay, February 4, 1856. 

The House was called to order by the Speaker 
at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer by Rev. G. H. 
Day. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved 

ADMINISTERING OF OATH TO MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. It is the duty of the Chair 
to administer to the members of the House the 
oath required by the Constitution. Unless other- 
wise ordered, the Clerk will call the Members and 
Delegates of the House by States and Territorics, 
who, as their names are called, will have the 
goodness to advance into the area of the House, 
where the oath of office will be administered’ to 
them. 


The oath or affirmation to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States, as required by the | 
Constitution, and prescribed by the act of June | 
1, 1789, entitled «An act to regulate the time and | 
manner of administering certain oaths,” wasthen | 
administered by the Speaker to the following 
named members, (called by States:) 


From the State of Maine—John M. Wood, John J. Perry, 
Ebenezer Knowlton, Samuel P, Benson, Israel Washburn, 
dr, and Thomas J. D, Fuller. 

rom: the State of New Hampshire—James Pike, Mason 
W. Tappan, and Aaron:-H. Cragin. 

From the State of Vermont ~James 
Morrill, and Alvah Sabin. 

From the State of Massachusctts—Robert R. Hall, James 
Butington, William 8. Damrel!, Linus B. Comins, Anson 
Burlingame, Limothy Davis, Chauncey L., Knapp, Alexan- 
der De Witt, Calvin C. Chaffee, and Mark Traiton. 

From the State of Rhode Island—Nathaniel B. Durfee and 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 

From the State of Connecticut—Bzra Clark, Jolin Wood- 
ruff, Sidney Dean, and William W. Welch. 

From the State of New York—William W. Valk, James 
8. T. Suanahan, Guy R. Pelton, John Kelly, ‘Thomas R. 
Whitney, John Wheeler, Bayard Clark, Ambrose S..Mur- 
ray, Rutus H. King, Killian Miller, Russell Sage, Samuel 
Dickson, Edward Dodd, George A. Simmons, Francis.E. 
Spinner, Thomas R. Horton, Jonas A. Fughston , Orsamus 
B. Matteson, Henry Bennett, Andrew Z. McCarty, William 
A. Gilbert, Amos P. Granger, Edwin B. Morgan, Andrew 
Oliver, John M. Parker, William H. Kelsey, John Williams, 
Benjamin Pringle, Thomas T. Flagler, and Solomon G. 
Haven. 

From the State of New Jersey—Isaiah D. Clawson, George 
R..Robbins, James Bishop, George Vaii, and Alexander Č. 
M. Pennington. 

From the State of Pennsylvania~Thomas B. Florence, | 
Job R. ‘Tyson, William Millward, Jacob Broom, John Cad- 
walader, John Hickman, Samuel C. Bradshaw, J. Glaney | 
Jones, Anthony I. Roberts, John C. Kunkel, James H. 
Campbell, Henry M. Fuller, Galusha A. Grow, John a. 
Pearce, Lemuel Todd, David F. Robison, John R. Edie, 
John Covode, Jonathan Knight, David Ritehie, Samuel A. 
Purviance, John Allison, David Barciay, and John Dick. 

From the State of Delaware—Elisha D. Cullen. 

From the State of Maryland—James A. Stewart, James 
B. Ricaud, J. Morrison Harris, Henry Winter Davis, Henry 
W. Hoffman, Thomas F. Bowie. : 

‘From. the State of Virginia—Jonn S. Millson, John S. 
Caskie, William O. Goode, Thomas S. Bocock, Paulus 
Powell, Wiliam Smith, Charles J. Faulkner, John Letcher, 
Zedekiah Kidwell, John 8. Carlile, Henry A. Edmundson, 
and. Fayette MeMullin. , 

From the State of North Carolina—Robert T. Paine, 
Thomas Ruffin, Warren Winslow, Lawrence O’B, Branch, 
Edwin @, Reade, Richard C. Puryear, and Thomas `L. 
Clingman. ane 

From the State of South Carolina—Johu McQueen, Wil- 
liam Aiken, Lawrence M. Keitt, Preston S. Brooks, James 
L. Orr, and William W. Boyce. 


Meacham, Justin S. 


If it be made the |! P.*Trippe, Hiram Wain 


From the State of Georgia—Martin J. Crawford, Robert 


: C. Washburne, and Charles 


— 


Nathaniel G. Foster, and Alexander H: ‘Stephens. 

< From the State a Alabama—Percy Walker, Eli 8. Short- 

er, Janes F. Dow. elt, -William -R. Smith, George S. Hous- 

ton, Williamson R.W, Cobb} and Sampson W. Harris. 
rom the State of Mississinpi—Danie} B. Wright, Hend- 

ley S. Bennett, William. Barksdale, William A. Lake, and 

John A. Quitman. ` i 

From.the State of Louisiana—George Eustis, Jr., Miles 
Taylor, Thomas G. Davidson, and John M. Sandidge. 

From the State of Okio—Timothy C. Day, John Scott 
Harrison, Lewis D. Campbell, Matthias H. Nichols, Rich- 
ard Mott, Aaron Harlan, Benjamin Stanton, Cooper K. 
Watson, Oscar F. Moore, Samuel Galloway, John Sher- 
man, Philemon Bliss, Wiliam R. Sapp, ‘Edward -Ball, 
Charles J. Albright, Benjamin F. Leiter,-Edward Wade, 
Joshua R. Giddings, and John A. Bingham. f pe 

From the State of Kentucky—Henty .C, Burnett, John 
P. Campbell, Warner L. Underwood, Albert G. Talbott, 
Joshua H. Jewett, John M. Elliott, Humphrey Marshall, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Leander M. Cox, and Samuel F. 
Swope. 

From the State of Tennessee—Albert G. Watkins, Wil- 
liam H. Sneed, Samuel A. Smith, Jobn H. Savage, Charles 
Ready, George W. Jones, John V. Wright, Felix K. Zolli- 
coffer, Emerson Ethéridge, and Thomas-Rivers. g 

From.the State of Indiana—Smith Miller, William H. 
English, George G. Dunn, William Cumback, David P. 
Holloway, Lucian Barbour, Harvey D. Scott, Daniel Mace, 
Schuyler Colfax, Samuel Brenton, and John U. Pettit. 

From the State of Tilinois—Etibu B. Washburné, James 
H. Woodworth, Jesse-O. Norton; James Knox,.William A. 
Richardson, Thomas L. Harris, James C. Allon, and Samuel 
S; Marshall. i . 

From the State of Missowri—Luther M. Kennett, Gilchrist 
Porter, James J. Lindley; Mordecai Oliver; John's. Phelps, 
and Samuel Caruthers. 

From the State of Arkansas—Alfred B. Greenwood and 
Albert Rust. y 

From the State of Michigan—William A. JIoward, Henry 
Waldron, David S} Walbridge, and George W. Peek. 

From the State of Florida—Augustus D. Maxwell. 
ae the Stute of Texas—Lemuel D. Evans and P.H. 

ell. 

_ From the State of Iowa—Augustus Hall and James Thor- 
ington. 

From the Stateof Wisconsin—Daniel Wells, Cadwalader 
dillinghurst. 

From the State of California—James W. Denver and 
Philip "i". Herbert. 


The oath or affirmation to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States was also administered 
by the Speaker to the following named Delegates, 
(called by Territories:) 

From the Territory of Minnesota—Henry M..Rice. 

From the Territory of Oregon—Joseph Lane. 

From the Territory of New Mexico—José Manuel Galle- 

OS. ig 

From the Territory.of Utah—John M. Bernhisel. 

From the Territory of Washington--J. Patton Anderson. 

Eror the Territèry of Kanses—Joun W. Whitficld. 

From the Territory of Nebraska—Birà B. Chapman. 

When the name of Jonn W. WHiTFIELD was 
called, as Delegate from the Territory of Kansas, 

Mr. GROW said: Out of deference to the 
wishes of gentlemen with whom I act, I withhold 
any objection to this Delegate taking his scat, 
although the circumstances which surround his 
case are such as,inmy judgment, would warrant 
this Congress in departing from its usual course 
of admitting Delegates on prima facie’ evidence. 
When the proper time comes, I desire tobe heard 
upon the subject; but interpose no objection at this 
time, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also said: I desire’ 
to state that, under the peculiar circumstances 
which surround us, I am_not disposed to make 
the objection which I might otherwise have made | 
to swearing in the Delegate from Kansas. I am 
placed in a condition somewhat peculiar in refer- 
ence to this matter. The people whom I repre- 
sent have been in a state of intense excitement 
for the last two months in reference to Kansas | 
affairs. They have held mass-meetings, passed 
resolves, and sent them to me, to be presented 
to this House at a proper time. This excite- 
ment grows out of the circumstances connected, 
to some extent, with the election of the honor- 
able gentleman who is now proposed to be sworn. | 
A constituent of mine—Thomas W. Barbour—a į 
pure man; a worthy man inevery respect; aman 
of high moral character; .a Kentuckian by birth, 
having been born and reared, as Lam informed, 
in the county. of Bourbon—not.a man of éxtreme 


|| Opinions on slavery, nor of violent temperament— 


was recently murdered—diabolically -murdered 
without provocation—in Kansas; murdered ina ! 
most cowardly manner—shot in the back, sir !—shot 
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er, John H. Lumpkin, Howell Cobb, | 


in the back, too, 1am eredibly infor 
officer now inthe pay of this Administration: 
Mr. A. K. MARSHALL, T object: 


course of remark by the gentleman as decid 
out of order, “I cannot perceive that ithas: y 
bearing upon the position of the Delegate from 
Kansas. i fe TEE A a 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Lhave-a right to make an 
objection to the gntleman *s -béing sworn, and ‘to 
be-heard on it; but- I do not propose to object. 
Under the peculiar circumstances ‘of the case, T 
rose for the purpose of letting the House know 
why I do not objectnow. The reasoñ is, because 
we have -been, for two months, engaged. in -the | 
organization of the House, and because the rais- 
ing of an objection now will only tend to ‘confuse . 
amd embarrass us further, whilst no practical 
advantage would be gained, because the: elégate 
can have no vote. I make this statement that it 
may go tomy constituents as the reason why-I 
have not soonertaken action.in ‘reference to. their 
resolutions onthe subject, and for waiving my. 
objection to. swearing-in; the Delegate: ' 
 would-further say,:that-in stating. the reason 


| for not; presenting objectian.now, I.do‘not.wish to 


be understood as waiving, in any ‘degree, the 
right to object, which I now. have; ‘or:as:commit= 
ting myself to: the idea, that we have nota right to 
object -to the qualifying of thé gentleman. from 
Kansas. : Soak x 

Mr. Wuitrierp was then qualified by taking 
the usual oath to support the.Constitution of the. 
United States. . i 

DRAWING SEATS. 

Mr. BALL. Iofera resolution, which I send 
to the Clerk’s table. : K j 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

„Resolved, That the Clerk of this House, immediately after 
the passage of this resolution, place in a box the name of. 
each member and delegate of the. House of Representatives, 
Written on a separate slip of paper; ‘that he then proceed, 
in the presence of the ‘House; to draw from such box, orte 
at a time, the said slips.of paper, and, as.each. is drawn,:he 
shall. announce, the name.of the member-or delegate upon, 


it, who shall choéose his seat forthe p 


> y hi for t prese t session: Pro- 
vided, That before said drawing shall ‘be commenced, the 


Speaker shall cause every seat to'be vacated, and shall sée 
that ovary seat continue vacant untibit is selected under this 

Mr.. BALL. .I move the.previous question, on 
thë resolution that I have offered. 

Mr. Orr sent to the Clerk’s desk a resolution 
which he wished to move-as a substitute. ` ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BALL] can hardly be Serious: in 
insisting on that resolution now. D 

Mr. EDIE. I move to lay the. resolution on 
the table. : ee 

Mr. JONES. I think that .the first thing this 
House should do, is to send a message to :the 
Senate, informing that body—— 

‘Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Tennessee ig 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not.in or- 
der. ‘The question is on the'motion. to lay the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Baur] 
on the table. © i . ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. -I merely desire 
to say, that 1 think the first thing thé House 
should do, is to send a message to the Senate, to 
inform that body that the House of Representa- 
tives ‘has elected Narnanren P. BANKS, a Repre- 
sentative from Massachusetts, its Speaker, in 
order that the Senate may know what condition 
we are in. = 
_ Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the.follow- 
ing resolution, which I ask to-have reported. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Baxt] wil- withdraw his 
resolution. ` on _ 

Mr. BALL. I do withdraw. it. i 

RESOLUTION. TO NOTIFY THE SENATE. 

_ Mr. WASHBURN. :Then I offer the follow- 
ing resolution. 

Mr SMITH, of Virginia. There js.a.reso- 
lution already of the Clerk’s desk, to be reported. 


Mr. WASHBURN. The gentleman from Vir- 


ginia was: not.reco nized, by the Chair, i 
~ Mr. SMITH, . The-Spaäker did recognize me, 


+ 
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-be read. ass 

The SPEAKER recognized the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Wasusurn,] and his resolution was 
reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform 
that body that a quorum of the House of Representatives 
has assembled, and that Natuanizn P. Banks, Jr., one of 
‘the Representatives trom the State of Massachusetts, has 
véen- choses Speaker, and tuat the House is now ready to 
proceed to business. 

“Mr. McMULLIN, Before the question be put 
on the adoption of the resolution, I desire to ask 
whether we should not, at the same time, inform 
the President of the United States. | 

Several Mempers. Oh, no. 

The question was taken, and Mr. WAsSHBURN’S 
resolution was adopted. 

. The Clerk was charged with the message to the 
Senate. i 


RESOLUTION TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part of 
this House, to join such conmittee as may be appointed on 
the part ot the Senate, to wait on the President of the United 
States, and inform him that a quorum of the House of Rep- 
resentatives is assembled, and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose that 
we ought also to inform the President who is the 
presiding officer of this House, in order that he 
may know from whom he receives communica- 
tions from this body. 

Several Mempers. That is not usual. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. In preparing the reso- 
lution, I was following a precedent which I found, 
and which has the authority of the gentleman 
from Tennessee himself. 

The question was taken, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

' Messrs. Pennineton, Arcen, and Broom were | 
appointed by the Speaker such committee. 

i ELECTION OF CLERK. 
< Mr. THURSTON. I move that the House 
do now proceed to the election of a Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Tuvrston] will allow me, I will first 
make a motion, which [suppose will consume no 
time. Two months of the session have already 
passed by, and it is necessary for us to begin to 
prepare for the labor of thesession, I shall move, 
if I be permitted to do so, to take up the President’s 
message and accompanying documents from the 
table, and refer them to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

: Several Mumpers. Oh no! i 

Mr. HOUSTON, (aside.) I want to have them 

rinted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Thorson. | 

Mr. VALK. I offer the following resolution 
for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. THURSTON. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution which ï have submitted. 

Mr. PHELPS. Have the resolution reported. 
I desire to know whether it proposes to have the | 
Clerk elected by ballot or viva voce ? 

The resolution was made to read as follows: 
Resolved, ‘Chat the House do now proceed, viva voce, to 
the election of a Clerk. i 

Mr. ORR. ©The gentleman from Rhode Island | 
had surrendered the floor, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Vaux] was recognized. How 
could the gentleman from Rhode Island get the 
floor to demand the previous question? 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Orr] is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. ORR. 1 think thatlam not mistaken. 
The gentleman from New York was recognized. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The circumstances were 
these: I appealed to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Txuurston] to surrender the floor to 
me. I did not understand him as doing so; but I 
understood that objection was made, and therefore 
Tacquiesced. But for that I would have insisted 
ọn my motion. I think, therefore, that my friend | 
from South Carolina is mistaken. 

- Mr. ORR persisted in saying that the gentle- 
` man from New York [Mr. Varg] had been rec- 
ognized. 


derstand it. The Chair did not hear the gentle- 
man state that he offered his resolution by way 
of amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
New York certainly did move itas a substitute. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair attended dis- 
tinctly to the gentleman from New York,and did 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the facts are these. The gentleman from Rhode 


not hear any proposition of that kind. 

Mr. VALK. I did offer my resolution as a 
substitute. If not so understood by the Chair, 
such was my intention. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not so un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay on the table 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island. I do so with a view to let us first 
draw for our seats. 

The question being on the motion to lay on the 
table, Mr. A. K. Marsnaxz demanded tcllers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock and 
TuoRIneTON were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 103, noes 85. . 

So Mr. Tuursrox’s resolution was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. VALK. I now move my resolution as an 
independent proposition. I offer the following: 

Resolved, ‘Uhat the Hon. William Cullom, of the State of 
Tennessee, bo declared Clork of the House of Represent- 
atives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. SAGE. I demand the previous question 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ORR. [move to lay the resolution upon 
the table. The House has just laid upon the 
table the resolution of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, for the purpose of drawing for seats. 

Mr, STEPHENS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
motion to lay upon the table; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 10], nays 113; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bayelay, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskic, Bayard 
Clark, Clinginan, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Day, Denver, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hail, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Holloway, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S$. Marshall, Maxwell, McMutlin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Mott, Nichois, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peek, Phelps, Pike, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Walk- 
dron, Walker, Warmer, Watson, Wells, Winslow, Wood, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V, Wright—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 


Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Etheridge, Evans, Flagler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Haul, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hofman, Thomas 

Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, 
Morriil, Murray, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Peanington, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, 
year, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritehie, ers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Tyson, Un- 
derwood, Valk, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bilinu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—113. 


The question then recurred upon ordering the 
main question; and being taken, the main ques- 
tion was ordered. 

Mr.SMITH, of Tennessee. Iask for the yeas 
and nays upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, | 
| Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. i 
Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, 


The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the resolution, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 125, nays 89; as follows: 2 

YEAS—Messtrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, 
Buffington, Burlingame, Jas. H. Campbell, Lewis D, Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy. Davis, Dean, De Witt, Diek, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Etheridge, Evana, Flagler, Fos- 
ter, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Robert B. Hail, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Ha- 
yen, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Keisey, Ken- 
nett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 

anke, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Milier, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Norton, Androw Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Purycar, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, William R., Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Vrippe, Ty- 
son, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 


walader ©. Washburne, Elliba B. Washburne, Israel 
Waskburn, Watkins, Welch, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Zolicoffer—i25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Alien, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bilingharst, Bliss, Bocoek, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Aing- 
man, Howeil Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Edinundson, Elliott, 
English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D, Puller 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Ha 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Tieman, Holloway, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, MeQuecn, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, 
Walker, Warner, Watson, Wells, Winslow, Daniet B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—89. h 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called) 


; stated that he had paired off with Mr. WAKEMAN, 


otherwise he should have voied against the reso- 
lution. . 

The SPEAKER then announced Willam Cul- 
lom to be duly elected Clerk of tho Thirty-Fourth 
Congress. 

Mr. BALL. I now renew the resolution I 
sometime since withdrew, to proceed to draw for 
seats. 

Mr. VALK. Iaskthe gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw that resolution for a moment to en- 
able me to make a motion in connection with the 
resolution just adopted by the House. 

Mr. BALL. I will withdraw (or that purpose. 

Mr. VALK. 1 move that William Cullom, 
having been duly elected Clerk of the House for 
the present Congress, be now sworn into office. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Cullomihencame forward, escorted by Mr. 
Macs, of Indiana, and the Speaker proceeded to 
administer to him the oath of office. 

DRAWING FOR SEATS. 

Mr. BALL. I now renew my resolution, and 
call the previous question upon it. 

Mr. MACE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. : 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope that the 
gentleman who hag proposed that resolution will 
alter it so as to provide that there shall be two 
boxes, and the name placed in one and the num- 
ber of the seat placed in the other, so that, when 
the name is drawn, the number shall be an- 
nounced. That will provide a much fairer plan 
than that proposed. 

Mr. MILLSON. Irise to what I conceive to 
be a privileged question. 

Mr. JONES. Has the previous question been 
ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. 
ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON,. Irise to what I conceive to 
bea privileged question. The Speaker will decide 
whether it be or not; but, as it is essential to the 
maintenance of order, I hope the resolution | 
have to propose will be adopted before the House 
proceeds to the transaction of any other business. 
The resolution I propose to offer is in the follow- 
ing words: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Jast House of Represent- 


atives be adopted as the rules of this House until other- 
Wise ordered. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask the gentleman to 
accept of anamendment which is made necessary 
by an amendment adopted during the last session. 


It has been called, but not 


1856; 


THE CONGRESSION. 


-T hope the gentleman will add to the resolution 
` this proviso: an: . a 
Provided, That notices to ainend the rules may be made 
under the same regulations as are required for theintroduc- 


tion of bills. ; 


Mr. H: MARSHALL. I tise to aquestion of 
order : 

The SPEAKER: The Chair decides that the 
resolution proposed by the gentleman from: Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Mizison] is not in order, pendin the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
BALL. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay that 
resolution on the table. 

The question was taken, and the House re- 
fused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question then recurred upon grdering the 
` main question; and being taken, the main ques- 
_ tion was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. JONES. Teall for the yeas and nays upon 

the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

Mr. JONES.. I hope now that the Speaker 
will have that resolution executed by causing the 
seats to be vacated, and to remain so until they 
are selected by those whose names shall be drawn 
from the box; and I will say to the Speaker that, 
if he-does that, it will be the first time that it has 
ever been done under the drawing process. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will endeavor to 
execute the order of the House. 

The House then proceeded to execute its order. 
The names of the members, written on separate 

‘slips of paper, were placed in a box, and as they 
were drawn thercfrom seriatim by the Clerk, the 
members, Who had previously retired outside the 
bar, entered and selected their seats, 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and upon it i demand the previous question: 
Resolved, That Adam J. Glossbrenner be declared Ser- 
eant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the 
Shirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the House do now adjourn; and upon that 
motion I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
of Pennsylvania, and Smirn of Tennessee, were 
appointed. 

‘The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
~—ayes 99. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 114, nays 99; as follows: 


f 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, AHison, Ball, Barbour, Henry | 


Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Binghain, Bishop, Blis: 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy 
Davis, Day, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, 
Etheridge, Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, 
Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 
Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, Matteson, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Paine, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pery, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
: Pringle, Purviange, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Rob- 
- erts; Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, William R. Smith, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Tho- 
rington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, 
Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Eilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth— 114. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. 


Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Cling- |; 


man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Davidson, Dean, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuiler, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, | 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy | 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Humphrey Marshail,Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richardson, Raffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Trippe, Vall, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Wiliams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicotier—99. 


So the motion was agreed toy and. thereupon 
(at twenty-five minutes to four o’clock, p, m.) 


-o’clock, m. 


itil 


the House adjourned u rrow at twelve: 


. House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 4, 1856. 
Dear Sir: T observe in the Globe of this morning a note 
appended by Mr. Barcuay to his remarks o: Saturday, in 
which my reply tò Mr. A. K: MARSHALL, of Kentucky, is 
incorrectly stated.” Ihave this:momient conferred with Mr. 
MARsHALL, and his recollection concurs with my own, that 
the following is the. substance. of his question and of my 
answer : : 

“Mr. MarsHann’s question: “ Are youhostile to, orhave 
you evgr denounced the American party ?? 

My answer was: “It is not my habit to denounce any- 
thing—either men or measures ; and I have friends in the 
American party, though not a member of it nmyself.”? 

Let me request you to publish this note in the Globe of 
to-morrow. ; 

Respectfully, yours, WILLIAM AIKEN. 
Joun C. Rives, Esq. 


Erratom.—Page 333, second column, 3ist line from the 
bottom, for “ disagreed to,” read agreed to. 


IN SENATE. 
_ Turspay, February 5, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of State, made 
in obedience to law, showing the disbursements 
of that Department during the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1855, including the contingent 
expenses of foreign intercourse for the same 

eriod; which was read, and, on motion by Mr. 

ELLER, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, made 
in obedience to law, showing the names of clerks 
and other persons employed in that Department, 
other than officers of the Army, daring the year 
1855; which was read, and,on motion by Mr. 
WELLER, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, m obedience to Jaw, an abstract of 
the returns of the militia of the States and Terri- 
tories, with their arms, accouterments, and am- 
munitions; which was read, and, on motion by 
Mr. We ER, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, a letter of the Secretary of War, accom- 
panied by seventy copies of the Army Register 
for 1856; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information respecting the defenses of the 
coast from Mobile to New Orleans; which was 
read, and, on motion by Mr. Cray, ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, copies of the correspondence between the 
War Department and Captain J. F. Gilmer, in 
relation to the application and expenditure of the 
appropriation made by the last Congress for the 
improvement of the Savannah river; which was 
read, and, on motion by Mr. Iverson, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It will be remem- 
bered, sir, that we had a resolution under consid- 
eration yesterday in relation to the naval retiring 
board, which we expected to take up at half-past 
twelve o’elock to-day. Ihave no disposition to 
interfere with the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Foor,] who has the floor on a subject 
which is the special order for one o’clock to-day ; 
and as I have an engagement which requires me 
to leave the Senate ‘Chamber, I move to take up 
the resolution, in order that it may be made the 
special order for to-morrow, at one o’elock. — 

The resolution was taken up, and, on motion 
by Mr. Jones, of Tennessec, it was postponed to, 


and made the special order for, to-morrow, at ope 
o’clock. y 
FIRE-WOOD FOR THE POOR. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to introduce and have immedi- 
ately considered a resolution which authorizes 
some expenditure for the relief of the suffering 


poor of this city. The severity of the season has 
been long continued and unexampled; I believe 


„such a winter has never been known here before. 


‘Tam told the suffering has been suit 


eral instances death has’ resulted ‘from. the w: 
of the necessaries of life, and’ particularly fire- 
wood. [offer this resolution, and T pose the 
mere reading of it will suggest the propriety of 
its adoption, without: any further observatio: 
from me: PE GO TEC Forn d ; 
Whereas, the long-continueg. severity of- 
has caused among the poor and “destitute of the city- of 
Washington’ an unusual and extreme degree of suffering for 
the want of fire-wood ; eRe 
Resolved, That, under the direction of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, wood be procured and furnished in small and stit- 


_able quantities, for the use of such suffering poor and desti- 


tute, until the severity of the weather shali abate; not 
exceeding in the whole two hundred cords, to be paid -for 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. Ph 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, L regret very 
much to be.compelled to object to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. .It seems to me unprece- 
dented to apply the contingent fund of the Senate 
to charities; indeed, I do not know that it comes 
properly within the jurisdiction of the Senate‘to 
dispense money for'such a purpose. At any rate, 
it seems to me that such an expenditure: should 
not come out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
I therefore ask that the resolution may lie over. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If the Senate. will permit 
me, I wish to makea suggestion in reply to what 
has been said by the’Senator from Virginia, and 
then, perhaps, he. may withdraw his: objection. 
This measure is not unprecedented; it has been 
repeatedly adopted by both Houses—frequently, 
I know, by the House of Representatives. I 
believe I could easily refer the gentleman.to'a. 
precedent in point. Ir the question of power is 
to be called up, I will say that the power is that 
which Congress, as the Legislature of the District, 
mustexercise. Ifthe honorable Senator will look 
at the papers of the day, he will see that, at this 
very time, in most of the States, resolutions giving 
relief in places in which the Legislatures are in 
session are now being generally adopted. . We 
stand in this regard, and in reference to this city, 
precisely as the State Legislatures do to the towns 
where they hold their sessions, and to the people 
of their States. As the suffering is extreme, and 
as the relief is wanted at this moment—in a few 
days it will be too late—I hope my friend from 
Virginia will withdraw his objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, and let it pass. 
Its object is to distribute two hundred torgs of 
fire-wood to those whoare suffering, and I repeat, 
Ihave been assured that, in several instances, for 
want of this necessary of life, death has resulted 
to the sufferers by cold, never before equaled 
here, either in intensity or duration. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, if the Senator 
desires it, { will not oppose the consideration. of 
the resolution to-day, but I cannot vote for it. 
Congress may have the right to appropriate 
money for such a purpose;—that is one thing; 
but surely to appropriate it out of the- contin- 

„gent fund of the Senate must be wrong.: Wie 
have no right to dispose of such subjects by the 
simple fiat of the Senate. On a question of the 
appropriation of money, the House has a right 
to say something. We can. use the contingent 
‘fund of the Senate for the. uses and purposes of 
the Senate, but for nothing else. If we go be- 
yond this, it becomes a very dangerous fund; the 
jurisdiction becomes a matter of controversy. be- 
tween the two Houses.. It seems to me that, in 


if the disposition of that fund, it should be confined 


simply to the uses of the Senate for the purposes 
of legislation and the necessary machinery of the 


! Senate itself. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I concur, Mr. President; with 
the Senator from Virginia as to the impolley of 
appropriating this moncy, and especially appro- 
priating it out of the contingent fund. “That is 
unquestionably a perversion of that fund to pur- 
poses which are illegal. This money was drawn 


i out of the Treasury by law, in pursuance of the 


Constitution, for specific purposes. It is the 
contingent fund of the Senate, to meet its con- 
tingent purposes. It was not drawn for any other 
purpose, nor was it drawn to be expended in public 
charity; and, for myself, I am opposed in prin- 
ciple to the appropriation of the funds of the coun- 
try. to provide for local destitution, which ought 


| to be provided for, and doubtless can be provided 
| for, by this great and wealthy city, and by those 


who. visit-it. This duty, I admit, falls upon all 
individually, and upon thelocal-government; and 


‘SS 


February 5, 


Awe cannot properly appropriate money-generally 
out of the Treasury for such a purpose. I say 
the passage. of. this. resolution would. be a clear 
departure from the. Constitution, and a perversion 
‘ofa trust confided to us. This money has been 
drawn from the Treasury bylaw- for specific pur- 
poses, and the resolution seeks to divert.ıt to 
“other and, different purposes. 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Georgia object to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion to-day? 
voMr. TOOMBS. Ido. 
The PRESIDENT. Then it must lie over, 
as a matter of course. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Senator withdraw 
that objection to allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw the objection for 
that purpose. 

My. CLAYTON. The honorable Senator from 
Georgia withdraws for the present his objection, 
in order that I may state my reasons for offering 
the resolution. I offer it because such an appro- 
priation has many precedents to justify it. TI 
same thing has been done over and over again, 
and especially in the other House. 


The objection, as I understand it, which comes: 


fromthegentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] 


‘and the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] | 


vis, that the resolution appropriates moncy out of 


our contingent fund. Sir, it is impossible to resort | 
toany other fund in order to relieve these suffer- 


ers. If we have to wait untila regular bill can be 
passed through both Houses of Congress, those 
who are suffering—if the facts are correctly stated 
to me, must die before relief can be furnished. 
This is an extraordinary case. Such a winter has 
never been known, and sucha degree of suffer- 
ing in consequence of itis unexampled. As the 
Senate has drawn without censure from its con- 


‘tingent fund money for many charitable purposes, | 


it will, I trust, sanction such a resolution as this. 
Why, sir, the Senate paid out of the contingent 
.fund all the expenses of Kossuth and his suite, 
-when he came here—more than four thousand 
‘dollars. ‘Che native poor are quiteas well entitled 
to the charities of this fund as the Hungarian 
could have been to its hospitalitics. 

Sir, we are acting as the local Legislature for 


this. District, just as the Legislature of Vir- | 
ginia would act for the city of Richmond at this | 


periods and there, I apprehend, there would be 
no objection and no difficulty im passing such a 
resolution as this. I know that, when resolutions 
of thiskind have-been offered, objections have been 
made; but] hope the gentleman from Georgia will 
allow a vote of the Senate to be taken upon it. 


Surely ifthere is a majority of the Senate in favor | 


ofthe resolution, he will let it go. His opposi- 
tion is‘ founded upon principle, in which he no 
doubtsincerely feels as much confidenceas [feelin 
the principles which I advocate. Ihave 10 doubt 
thathe is perfectly bonest in his opposition to the 
resolution; I am equally so in my advocacy of it. 
i hope, therefore, that, Hke the gentleman from 


Virginia, he will sufer a vote to be taken upon ij 


it, and ifa majority of the Senate refuse to agree 
toit I shali submit. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
objection to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Lhe PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no other 
objection to the consideration of the resolution. 
Itis before the Senate for action. 

Mr. CLAY. í moveto amend the reselution 
by striking out so much as provides that the 
money for this purpose be ‘ paid out of the con 
tingent fund,” and to substitute, instead of that 
the words, “be paid for out of the per diem of 
Senators in equal proportions.” 

Mr. ADAMS. I second’that motion. Letus 
haye the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr, TOOMBS. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment. As I prefer to be my own almoner 
T move that the expense be paid out of the per 
diem. of Senators voting for the resolution.’ 
jLaughter.] 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on. the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. ar 
propositions. before us willbe passed. Sir, I do 
not think that the Senate has the constitutional 
power. to appropriate money in this way. The 
distinguished Senator from Delaware says we 
have the same power to appropriate money foran 


ae THE CONGR 


The | 


Very well; I withdraw my | 


i hope that neither of the | 


object of this sort that the Legislature of the State 
of Georgia would have to appropriate money. for. 
a similar object in that State, or the Legislature 
of Virginia would have in that State. That is 
not so, according to my understanding of the 
theory of this Government. The Legislature of 
the State of Georgia has the power to do anything 
and everything that is not inconsistent with, or 
contradicted, by the Constitution either of the Uni- 
ted States or of that State. The National Legisla- | 
ture of this Government has only the power to do 
that which is granted to it, and not to do every- 
thing that is not prohibited. Now, sir, where is 
the clause of the Constitution which authorizes 
this Government, or this body, to appropriate 
money to furnish food, or clothing, or wood, for 
the poor of this District? If you can appropriate 
the money of the Government to buy wood for 
the poor, you can do it to buy clothing, or food, 
or horses, or anything which may conform to the 
| necessities or luxuries of the people. Where is 
i the limit? Thereisnone. {ask the Senator from | 
Delaware if he is prepared to vote fora similar res- 
| olution to provide food for the poor of Baltimore, 
‘and New York, and Boston, and Richmond, and 
! of every other city of the Union? because, if we 
| have the power to provide food and raiment for 
the poor of the city of Washington, we have the 
|i same power everywhere in the United States. 
The gentleman says that Congress has “ ex- 
clusive Jurisdiction” over the City of Washing- 
iton and the District of Columbia. True, sir; 
|| but exclusive jurisdiction does not carry univer- j 
jsal jurisdiction. Exclusive jurisdiction is one 
|i thing; universal jurisdiction is another. “While 
i Congress is the only power that can exercise any 
| jurisdiction over the District of Columbia, cer- 
tainly we do not claim that that clause of the 
| Constitution gives us the power to do anything | 
jand everything according to the discretion of 
|, Congress, Surely not. i 
i| I think that the proposition which has been 
j| proposed, by which this resolution is to be 
| amended, is better than the original resolution; 
il but still I desire to know what authority this. 
l body has to take my money out of my pocket to 
il give it to the poor, without my consent? Sir, I 
i 
i 
i 


have as much sympathy for the poor of this Dis- 

trict as, perhaps, the gentleman from Delaware, 
or any other gentleman on this floor, and I wih | 
go quite as far, in my individual capacity, to re- 
‘lieve them, according to my means, as any gen- 
tleman here; but I stand here to legislate for the 
| people, and not for myself; and what right have 
if, or has any other gentleman, to vote the money | 
of the people for the benefit of individual citizens? 
We have, in my opinion, no such right. Imove, 
therefore, to lay the whole subject on the table. 
| Mr. CLAYTON. ‘The honorable Senator put 

ee sieesuons to me; will he allow me to answer 
them ? 

Mr. IVERSON. I withdraw the motion for 

the present. 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
F 


I propose to answer the 
questions which the honorable Senator from | 
The honor- 


| 
i| priate money’ for the poor of Baltimore, New | 
i} York, Philadelphia, Boston, and other cities of | 


| District; that the city of Washington was under 
ij its guardianship and care; and the poor of this 
city are as much under our care as the poor of 
‘the city of Richmond are under the peculiar care 
and guardianship of the Legislature of Virginia. 
The honorable gentlemamfrom Georgia seems 
not to perceive the distinction between the powers 
of the focal Legislature for the District of Colum- 
bia and the general powers of Congress. 
says the Legislature of Georgia would not have | 
the power. I fancy the honorable gentleman is | 
greatly mistaken in that. I do not suppose that | 
thaguegislature of Georgia is prohibited, by its | 
conftitution, from granting redress to their own 
suffering citizens. 
Mr. President, if I had supposed I should have 
bstructed the business of the Senate with a 
uestion of constitutional law, occupying so much 


| 
i 
i 
j 
i 
i 


o 
q 


He} 


time, I would not have offered the resoiution; but 
a 


s I have offered it, I propose to press it to a de- | 


sion, and I hope that the Senate-will pass it. | 


t 


regard: to appropriating money out. of the 
ts of Senators who are unwilling to aid the 


poc 


poor, I suppose, of course, we have no such 


power. Tam quite willing, however, to contrib- 
ute my full share, if other gentlemen will do that, 
to buy this wood, I see no difficulty whatever in 
doing this. : We are becoming more serupulous 
than the Senate or the House of Representatives 
have ever been before, and I suppose the private 
will turn out like the public charity. The suffer- 
ing, I can assure the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia, is, fromall thy information, greater than 
it has ever been before. The call on the human- 
ity of the Senate is greater, at this time, than it 
has ever been before. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall vote for the amendment 
to the amendment, offered by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomas.] Ishall, then, if that mo- 
tion prevail, vote for the amendmentas amended. 

I agree with the objection made by the Senator 
from Virginia, that to pay money for this pur- 
pose out of the contingent fund, which was in- 
trusted to this body for its legitimate uses, and 
no other, as I understand it,is a violation of prin- 
ciple. Whatever may be my sympathies for the 
poor—and I trust that I have as much for them 
as any other Senator on-this foor—i will not vio- 
late a principle, as long as I have a dime in my 
pocket to relieve the necessities of those who I 
think are entitled to relief. : 

he Senator from Delaware says, that this is 
an extraordinary spell of weather, and that the 
necessities of the poor are very great. That is 
true, sir. But I venture to say that the oldest 
citizen here will tell you also that more efforts 
have been made, more money contributed to- 
wards the relief of the poor, in this contingency, 
than there has been on any former occasion. So 
far as individual appropriations may be con- 
cerned, I am willing to go as far as he who goes 
furthest, according to my means; but I am not 
willing to violate a principle in order to reach 
any case, however charitable it may be. I do 
not believe that we have the right to tax any 
member of this body without his consent, any 
more than we have the right to take a portion of 
the contingent fund, intended for the ase of the 
Senate, and appropriate it to the poor, There- 
forc, I think the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia is right and proper, that 
this amount of wood shall be furnished to the , 
poor of the city, and be paid for out of the per 
diem of the Senators who vote for the resolution. 

I shall vote against the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. If the proposed amend- 
ments shall be rejected, I shall, reluctant as lam 
to do so, vote against the resolution, because it 
is a violation of law and principle, in my humble 
judgment. The contingent. fund is furnished 
to us by the generous confidence of the House 
of Representatives. ‘Without that. confidence, 
we could not receive one dollar of that fund. 1 
cannot consent to appropriate it to any other 
than the legitimate purposes for which it was 
originally confided to this body. Insuch a case, 
individual necessity is a matter that I will not 
cousider, ‘We may have the right to tax the 
people of the United States for the support of the 
poor of this District, owing to our exclusive juris- 
diction here; and I shall not go into a discussion 
of that matter; but if we have that power, it is 
only by a law sanctioned by both branches of 
Congress, and the President of the United States. 

These are my views. My object in rising was 
to explain the reason why I shall vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia, 
and then for the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, [Mr. Cuay,] as thus amended 
If he had not offered it, E should have doue so 
myself. It is precisely in accordance with my 


| own judgment, 


Mr. WELLER. I think the better plan would 
be to lay this resolution with the amendments 
on the table, and then let us pass a resolution re- 

uesting the pages io go round the Senate Cham- 
her and collect contributions. Letevery Senator 
contribute whatever he thinks he is able to con- 
tribute towards the relief of the poor of this Dis- 
trict. I have no doubt that the statement made 
by the distinguished Senator from Delaware is 
strictly true, that there is, just now, a vast 
amount of suffering in this city. I am disposed, 
I am-sure, to do everything in my power towards 
its relief. ‘I shall, then, if the motion to lay on 


the table: succeed, make a motion: thatit igi 
bė directed to pass round the Chamber, and that 
each Senator contribute what ‘he thinks proper, 
and that the fund thus raised ‘be paid over to the’ 
Sergeant-at-Arms, to be invested- in purchasing 
wood for the reliefof the poor. — sy) Shen 

Mr. CLAYTON. Thè Government has lost: 
more money, by the time that has been taken up’ 
in discussing this question. than the whole fire-; 
wood would ‘have cost.. I am, therefore, willing: 
that the resolution shall be at once disposed of. 
I hope that the suggestion of the gentleman from 
California. will prevail, and. that something will 
be done by us, in the very extraordinary: State 
of things that exists around us, for. the relief of 
the destitute poor of Washington. I would have 
been perfectly willing to withdraw the resolution, 
for the sake of attaining the object of the gentfe- 
man from California, or to lay it on the table, as 
the Senate may think proper, if I could have any 
assurance that private charity here would render 
the public aid unnecessary. 


Mr. IVERSON. Irenewthe motion to lay the |; 


resolution on thé table, and I will not withdraw 
the motion. ia 
Mr, SEWARD. Task for the yeas and nays 
on that motion, not because I have anything to 
say about it, but because I object to the idea of 
having the debate cut off. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 
VEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Mallory, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, 
Weller, and. Yutee—24, i 
NAYS—Meéssrs. Adains, Allen, Benjamin, Clayton, Colja- 
met, Fish, Poster, Geyer, Harlan, Houston, James, Pearce, 
Seward, Sumner, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—17. 
So the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate pro- 


ceed to the consideration of the special order, for | 


atwo-fold reason: first, that the hour fixed for the 
special order has arrived, and next, because I 
hope that we may do something of the morning 
business after the Senator from Vermont shall 
have concluded his remarks. I do not think it 
would be proper, in justice to’him, to dispose of 
the morning business now. 3 

The motion was agreed. to; and 

The Senate proceeded to the considération of 
the special order—the motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations the letter of Lord 
Jobn Russell, which was commiunicated by the 


President of the United States in answer to a} 


resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. FOOT addressed the Senate at some length. 
A report of his speech will appear in the Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I desire to 


offer a few suggestions on this topic; but as you, || 


sir, [Mr. Sruart in the ‘chair,] suggested this 
morning that, after the speech of the Senator 
from Vermont, the Senate might engage in other 
business, and. as the Senate has ordered, off the 
motion. of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,] that his resolution shall be the order of 
the day for to-morrow at one o’clock, I move 
that the further consideration of this subject. be 
postponed to, and made the special order of the 
day for, Thursday next, at one o’clock. 

Fhe motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS. a 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I thank you for 
giving me the floor. Ihad notexpectedit. The 
fact. is, sir, these young Americas are terrible 
fellows. They are no believers in the Decalogue. 
They covet their neighbor’s goods. They get be- 
fore usold fogies, and stealaway our war thunder; 
and when they get it, they thunder a great deal 
louder than ever we undertook todo. And they 
get before us, also, in smaller matters. They 
spring. up with such elasticity of muscle and 
strength of lung, that they take the floor from us, 
and prevent us from doing the initiatory business 
tò which the morning hour isdevoted. Now, sir, 
T do not intend to ask any immediate action on 
the subject to'remedy this state of things. I in- 


tend my remarks rather as hints, which I hope | 


will be received: with some practical advantage. 
I hold in my hand a considerable file of petitions 
and memorials and other papers, which, tilf now, 
Thave not had an opportunity to present, and I 
ask the Senate to receive them. 


i. -Trenew my thanks to 
chance to lay them before jate. 
care so. mùch about the thunderas Id. 
rare.act of justice. FE neers IW y; hoy 
‘ever, that, who thunders, I glory in the‘con- 
dition of our country when I hear such sentiments 

his day, and. fallen with, such elo- 


as have falle 
qùence and ‘ability, froni the honorable Senator 

i from Vermont, [Mr. Fóor.] He said nota word: 

| that did not. meet my hearty concurrence. 

| . I present additional papers relating to the me- 


| United States Navy, who was dropped from the 
i service in consequence of the recommendation of 
the late naval board. It is a subject upon which 
I shall not make any remarks. I move. that the 
papers be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. f 

The motion was agréed to. 

Mr. CASS also presented additional papers 
relating to the memorial of Commander John S. 
Nicholas; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. . 

Also, papers in relation to the proceedings of 
| the late naval board in the case of Jesse Wilkin- 
son, a captainin the Navy, who has been placed 
on the reserved list; which were'referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Also, the petition of Montgomery Lewis, a 
lieutenant of the Navy, complaining that he has 
|| suffered injustice in’ consequence of the proceed- 
ings of the late naval board, by whose recom- 
mendation he has been placed ‘on the reserved 
list, and praying for redress; which’ was referred 
| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

Also, the petition of Lewis Campan, praying 
that the treaty of August last. with the Ottawa 
Indians may be amended so as to provide for as- 
certaining and paying the just’ debts of those 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
|) Also, a memorial of citizens of Michigan and 
|} Wisconsin, praying for a grant of land in alter- 
| nate sections toaid in the construction of arailroad 
from Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, to the northern 
boundary of that State, and thence to Ontonagon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


|. for compensation for services rendered, and losses 
and injuries suffered, while in the military service 
of the. United States during the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Jonathan A, Dunning, 
| administrator of William Irwin, deceased, praying 
that the amount due him, as an officer in the rev- 
|| olutionary army, may be paid to his heirs; which 
|| was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Ran- 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. CASS. I present a memorial. which I re- 
gard it my duty to present, and which I consider 


prefer to the Senate. Itisa memorial from some 
of our feliow-citizens who are residents of the 
|| Territory of Kansas, complaining that, by the 
; proclamation of Governor Shannon, they are ex- 
|| posed to the authorized march ofa military force 
from Missouri, who are committing depredations 
on their persons and property, and praying for 
an investigation into the matter. I move that it 
! be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASS also presented the petition of John 
Johnson and other citizens of Georgia, praying 


} 


justment and settlement of revolutionary claims; 
which was- referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of John McLean, praying for 
-half pay on account of the services of his ances- 
tor, Neal McLean, during the revolutionary war; 
which was referred to the Comittee on Revolu- 
tionery Claims. A ; 

Also, the petition of Lurana Russell, praying 
to be allowed the pay due to Captain Thomas ©. 
Russell, deceased, and Captain Robert B. Baker, 
deceased, for revolutionary services; she being 
|| their only heir; which was referred to the Com- 
į mittee on Revoliitionzry Claims. 
i Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 


Se 


Fmorial of Peter Wager, late a master in the: 


that it is the right of those who have signed it to | 


f 


for the adoption of measures for the speedy ad- ! 


Also, the petition of Stanton Sholes, praying |i 


dolph Clay to compensation for diplomatic ser- 
vices at Peru, in the year 1853; which were referred | 


` “Also, the memorial of Jolin H; S 
James M. Hunt, preying for compensation. 
: carrying the mail on Puget’s Sound, Washingt 
. Territory; which. was referred to the © 
on the Post Office and Post Roads." 
| Mr. JAMES presented the petition of J 
ton Pratt, praying for compensation’ for 
vices of his father, William Pratt, deceased, int 
the revolutionary war; which wasreferred-to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. Ledge 
Also, the petition of Sarah P. Greene, only: 
surviving child of John Parrish, deceased, pray- 
ing to be allowed the commutation pay to which | 
he was entitled for services during the revolution=, 
| ary war; which was referred to the Committee: 
on Revolutionary Claims. i 
Mr. MASON presented the petition of H: B. 
Nones and others, officers of the United States 
Revenue Marine, serving on the Pacific coast, 
praying for an increase of compensation; which. 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: © 
Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of W. 
‘A. Cameron, legal representative of James Bell, 
praying the settlement of his account foradvances 
made aoe during the revolutionary war; which; 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. : aa KEDE 
Mr. COLLAMER presented a petition of citis’ 
zens of Windsor, Vermont, praying’ for an’ ap-' 


that place; which was referred to the Committe: 
on the Judiciary. . ee 
Mr. GEYER presented a memorial of the Gen: 
eral Assembly of Missouri, praying for a grant’ 
of land to aid in the completion of the geological’ 
survey of that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Hands, i A 
Also, a memorial of the General Assembly öf- 
Missouri, praying for a grant of land for school 
puree which was referred to the Committed’ 
on Public Lands. 7 
Also, a memorial of the General Assembly of’ 
Missouri, praying that two per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands within: 
that State niay be refunded, and that an additional 
township may be granted to the State for a semi- 
nary of learning; which was referred to the Com: 
mittee on Public Lands: | i E E 
Mr. HARLAN. I desire to’ presentà memo- 
rial of the trustees of theeStite University of | 
Iowa; Itissigned by James D. Eads, the super- 
intendent of public instruction of that State; also, 
i by James W. Grimes, Governor of the State; by 
Lincoln Clark, recently a member of the other 
| branch of Congress, and by the other members 
of the board of trustees of the University. .. The. 
memorial sets forth, briefly, that a grant of land 
was made by Congress for the support of this 
university, which is insufficient for the purpose). 


Task that the memorial be referred 
mittee on Public Lands. 

It was so referred. 

RELIGIOUS RIGHTS OF JEWS. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have been re- 
quested by our Hebrew fellow-citizens of this 
District to present a petition, asking for an act 
of incorporation to enable them to erect a place 
of worship and to manage the temporalities con- 
nected with it. Į understand that the existing 
law in this District, makes provision for those 
purposes only in relation to Christian denomina- 
tions. Such a distinction is an act of gross in- 
justice, and, if continucd after our attention. is 
directed to it, it would be a disgrace to our juris- 
prudence. Itwould ill become us to cast reproach, 
by any act of ours, upon the faith of the patri- 
archs and propheis of Israel, to whose keeping, 
for more than two thousand years, were com- 
mitted the oracles of the true and living God. 
Considered in a historical aspect only, the rise 
and progress and fall of the Jewish race consti- 
tute the most interesting and remarkable, and, 
I may add, romantic, episode in the whole annals 
of mankind. ‘The incarnate Savior himself, in 
his human capacity, was a Jew, and he came, as 
he declared, not to destroy the first dispensation— 
that of law—but to fulfill it by the second: dispen- 
sativn—that of mercy, His revelation is freely 
offeréd to all the world, whether Jew or Gentile; 


to the Com- 
if A 


j and the present prayer is for an additional grant; 


priation for the construction of a courthouse ati 
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7 
andit condemns every kind. of persecution and | 
intolerence, whether ‘civil or ecclesiastical. 1) 
trust. that. that fell spirit leading- to eterfial con- | 
flicts between the power to inflictand the power to | 
endüre, will never take possession of the Amer- | 
can heart, nor write its ¢ruel and unchristian de- 
erecs in the volumes.of American legislation. 

|I move the reference of this petition to the Com- 
‘mittee on the District of Columbia. 
<The motion was agreed to. 
TER PAPERS WITHDRAWN- 
«On Motion by Mr. CASS, it was 

Ordered, That John Gray have leave to withdraw his pe- 
tition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That Elizabeth Monroe, who prayed for a pen- 
sion, have. leave to withdraw her petition and papers from | 
the- files of the Senate. 

COMMITTEE REPORT. 


Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of John H. Horne; which was read, 
and ordered to a sccond reading. The report was | 
ordered to be printed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. DODGE gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to change the terms of the district court 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to give additional 
compensation to the judge of said court. 

A bill for the relief of Anson Dart, late superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs in the Territory of Ure- 

on. 

A bill to authorize the sale of the Government 
lands at the Stockbridge reservation, Wisconsin, 
and the issuing of patents for the lands in said 
reservation. 

Mr. JAMES gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to reduce the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes. 

r. STUART gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill making a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of arailroad from 
Detroit to Lake Superior. 

Mr. GEYER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: | 

A bill to provide for the payment to the State | 
of Missouri of the two per centum of the net | 
pos of the sale of the public lands therein, 

eretoforereserved under compact with said State. | 

A bill making an appropriation to continue the | 
improvement of the Wisaiseippi river. | 

bill making an appropriation to improve the | 
navigation of the Missouri river. 

: BILLS INTRODUCED. f 

~ Mr. STUART, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce the follow- 
ing bills; which were read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill making approprisiions for the comple- 
tion of the picrs at the harbor of Monroe, in the 
State of Michigan. 

` A bill making an appropriation to complete the | 
harbor at St. Joseph, in the State of Michigan. | 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Clinton | 
river, in the State of Michigan. | 

` A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at Black lake, in the State ' 
of Michigan. 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 
struction of a harbor at New Buffalo, in the State 
of Michigan. 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand | 
river, in the Siate of Michigan. 

A bill making an ap ropriation for the con- | 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, in the State of Michigan. 

A bil making an appropriation for the construc- | 
tion of a harbor at the mouth of the Kalamazoo 
river; in the State of Michigan, 

A bill making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor at Marquette, on Lake Superior, | 
in the State of Michigan. 

H 
{ 


baa 


A bill for the construction of a harbor at the ! 
mouth of Ontonagon river, on Lake Superior, in | 
the State of Michigan, 

Mr, STUART. [have a bill of precisely sim- 
ilar character, which was omitted in giving my 
notices. As the committee sit to-morrow, and as 


I wish to bring the whole subject before them, I | 
g J ; 


ask the Senate now to give me leave to introduce 
this bill, although I have not given previous notice. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
introduce a bill making an appropriation for the 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of the 
Muskegon river; and it was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STUART. My honorable colleague yes- 
terday introduced two bills, onc for the improve- 
ment of the St. Clair flats, and one for the im- 
provement of the straits of the river St. Mary’s, 
which were not referred, but were placed on the 
Calendar. ask that they may be ordered to be 
printed. f i 

The PRESIDENT. That order will be made 
as a matter of course. ` 

Mr. MALLORY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
vious notice not having been given, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide for 
the construction of a suitable building for the 
United States court at Key West, in the State 
of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for the construction of suitable buildings for 
a custom-house, post office, and United States 
courts, in the city of Appalachicola, Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Cominerce. 

Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for the completion of the marine hospital at 
St. Mark’s, Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

DEFENSES AT TORTUGAS. 


Mr. MALLORY. I offer the following reso- 
lution: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of providing promptly 
for continuing the construction of the sea fortifications at 
the ‘Tortugas and Key West. 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask the honorable Senator 
from Florida to allow me to move an amendment 
to include the fortifications in the vicinity of New 
York city. 

Mr. MALLORY. I cannot consent to that, 
because the reasons are not the same in that case 
which would induce the committee to act in this. 
I can satisfy the Senator of that fact at any time. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I will not interfere | 
with the Senator’s resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 5, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m Prayer 
by Rev. Dr. Doecerr. 
The Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 
SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first | 
in order was the consideration of the resolution | 
submitted yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio, | 
[Mr. Nicioxs. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move that therebe a call of | 
the House; and on that motion I demand the yeas ! 
and nays. ! 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The question 
was taken; and it was decided in the negative— ; 
yeas 81, nays 119; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messts. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. | 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cad- | 
walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Elliott, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. | 
Faller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. ! 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Houston, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Samucl 3. Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, Me- 
Queen, Millson, Milward, Moore, Mott, Nichols, Mordecai 
Oliver, Paine, Phelps, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, | 
Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Underwood, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—8t. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, i 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- | 
fax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- | 
fee, Edie, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, | 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 


. Marshall, Matteson, Kilian Miller, Smith Miller, 


Howard, George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
owlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Humphrey 
Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Sanutel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Trippe, Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburme, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, W hitney, Williams, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer--119, 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CHAFFEE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
De Wirr, had paired off for two weeks with 
Mr. Coss, of Georgia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate of the 
United States, by Assory Dioxins, Esq., their 
Secretary, informing the House thata quorum of 
the Senate had assembled and were ready to pro- 
ceed to business; and that the Senate had ap- 
pointed a committee to join the committee on the 
part of the House, to wait upon the President of 
the United States and inform him that Congress 
was ready to receive any communication he de- 
sired to make; also, that the Senate had passed a 
resolution for the appointment of Chaplains for 
the two Houses of Congress, and had elected a 
Chaplain for the Senate. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to what I suppose 
to be a privileged question. A motion to choose 
some rules for the government of the House 
would, I presume, take precedence of other mo- 
tions. I move, if it be in order, that the rules of 
the last House of Representatives be adopted for 
the government of the present, until otherwise 
ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
of the Chair if the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Nicuoxs,] just before the 
adjournment yesterday, does not come up as the 
unfinished business to-day? l 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
to be the pending question. If objection be made, 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina 
cannot now be entertained. 


Mr. WHEELER. I object. 
ELECTION OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
following resolution, offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Nicnoxs:] 


Resolved, That Adam J. Glossbrenner be declared Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives for the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. FLAGLER, 
lie upon the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
yeas and nays. on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 96, nays 108; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Builing- 
ton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Flag- 
ler, Galloway, Granger, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Har- 
rison, Haven, Hotiiman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Kelsey, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Lake, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Norton, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Reade, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Tratton, Valk, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wasbburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Whitney, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—96. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Aiken, Alen, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendicy S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burmett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clark, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, 
Day, Denver, Dick, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, 
Engtish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Keily, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshaii, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mutin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott; Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B, Wright, Joha V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—108, 


Hort 
Knig 


I move that the resolution 


I call: for the 


“'The main question was then ordered ‘t 
being upon the adoption of tlre resoluti : 
Mr. PRINGLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. <> 

The question was then taken; and. it was. de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 98; as 
follows: ; aos 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale; Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, ; 
Branch, Brooks, Barnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W.: Cobb, 
Cox, Crawford,. Davidson, Day, Denver, Dick, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Hiiott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson. W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston; Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Ham- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Moore, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smigy, Witham Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, SwBpe, Talbott, Tay- 

* tor, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, 

Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B: | 
Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—103. 
. NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
Buflington, Burlingame,. James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, | 
Comins; Covode, Cragin, Cullen,Cumback, Damreil, Henry | 
Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, Harlan, | 
J: Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hoffinan, Holloway, Thomas 
Re Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Norton, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, | 
Valk; Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, | 
Whitney, Wood, Woodrull, and Woodworth—98, 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. GILBERT stated that he had paired off, 
upon this vote, with Mr. Cons, of Georgia. 

Mr. Glossbrenner was then sworn in as Ser- 
geani-at-Arms. 


ELECTION OF DOORKEEPER. 


' Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following reso- 
lution; and upon it I demand the previous ques- 
tion: 

Resolved, That Nathan Darling, of the State of New 


York, is hereby declared Doorkeeper of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to lay that 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. © 
` The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 87, nays 118; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W., Cobh, Cox, 
Crawtord, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Eliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
D., Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson j 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt; Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alex- 
ander K. Marshalt, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 3. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taylor, Crippe, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, 
Wells, Winslow, Danicl B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 


ZLohlicoffer—87. 

NAYS—Mesgsrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
neit, Benson, Billlaghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, James I. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Chuk, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumbaek, Damreli, Timothy Davis, Day, | 
Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Etheridge 
Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuler, Galloway, Giddings, 


2 
Gil- 
bert, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, Hoffman, Hoilo- } 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Kennett, King, | 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kuox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, | 
Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Moit, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Pur- 
viance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Valk, Wade, 
Wialbridge; Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Weleh, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—118. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WATSON stated that he had paired off 
upon this vote with Mr. Orr. | 

The main question was then orderodgo be put, | 
being upon the adoption of the resolution. 


nays. a 
f Phe yeas and nays were 


a. 


“Mr. GREENWOOD demanded the yeas « 


The question was then’ taken; 
the affirmativeyeas 119, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson,* Billinghurst; Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffington; Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis: D- Campbell, Carlile, Chafice, 
Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Co- 
vode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damyell, ‘Timothy Davis, 
‘Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Evans, Flagler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Yall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven; 


h 


Hoffman; Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Lake, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Riv- 
ers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher 
man, Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Un- 
derwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Wastrburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Weich, Wheeler, Whitney, Wood, Woodrulf, Woodworth, 
and Zollicoffer—l19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, 
Heudley $. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P, Campbell, Caruth- 
ers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox,Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hal, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindiey, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshatl, Max- 
well, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Morde- 
cai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samucl A. 
Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Taylor, Trippe, Vail, Walker, Wamer, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—85. 

The Speaker thereupon announced Nathan 
Darling duly elected Doorkeeper of the House 
for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move that the oath of office 
be administered to the Doorkeeper elect. 

The motion was agreed to. Mr. Darling then 
came forward, and the Speaker proceeded to ad- 
minister to him the usual oath of office. 

ELECTION OF POSTMASTER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Ioffera 
resolution, which F send to the Clerk’s desk; and 
upon it I demand the previous question. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That Robert Morris be, and he is hereby, de- 
clared Postmaster for the House of Representatives of the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress of the United States. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. ` $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

r. SEWARD. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, so that the House may have 
an opportimity to select between those gentle- 
men who stand as candidates before this body. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I decline to withdraw the 
demand. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to withdraw his motion to 


| lay the resolution on the table. This whole mat- 


ter is perfectly apparent, and I propose that we 
allow them to put it through. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If gentlemen are 
disposed to allow the House to test this matter, 
I presume the gentleman from Missouri will with- 
draw his motion tolay upon the table, ifthe gentle- 


lution, will withdraw his demand for the previous 
question, until we can move to substitute another 
name. Then he can move the previous question, 
and we can choose between the two candidates. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 
order. I believe all discussion is out of order. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—ycas 105, nays 108; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Hend- 
ley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 


Crawford, Davidson, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W, 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keit, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lake, Leteber, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moote, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, 


man from Pennsylvania, who introduced the reso- | 


Caskic, Ezra Clark, Ciingman, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Cox, | 


i| Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 


‘Porter, Powell; Purye: man, 
Rust, Sandidgey Savage; Scott; Ses 
A Smith. Sneed; Spinner, Stephens, § 
bott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe: ex 
‘Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheele 
‘Daniel B. Wright, John V- Wright. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Alison; 
Bennett; Benson, Billinghurst, Bing 
Brenton, Broom, Buffington, Burli ë; Tan 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Cl 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen,.Cumback: 
rell, Henry:-Wipter Davis, Timothy Davis; ‘Dei 


ars 
A 


Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 


R. 


S 
William R. Smith, Stanton, Stranahan;: 
Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wade; 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader Ç, Washburne, Elihu 
B- Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkon; Welch, Whit- 
ney, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—108) 05 ciep ai 
The question recurring on’ ordering the main 
question to be now put, it was taken, and det 
cided in the affirmative. - EATE 
The yeas and nays were then demanded and! 
ordered upon the main question. nET 


Mr. VALK. I move that the House do now’ 
adjourn. Í eee 
he question was put; and decided in the neg-. 


ative. Pd 
The main question, viz: ‘* Shall the resolution? 

q 3 : : : 

pass?” was then taken, and decided in the affirm: 
ative—yeas 108, nays 97; as follows: i i 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henty 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton,? 
Broom, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbelt, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode,, 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis,” 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, 
Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Hat-: 
rison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, gfhomas: R., Horton, 
Woward, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, | 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty,’ Meacham, ‘Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, : 
Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob» 
erts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons 
William R. Sinith, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorin: 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, ‘Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu: B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Whitney,, 
Wood, Woodrutt, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—108. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Hend-' 
ley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, Broaks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Camphell, Carlile, Caruthers, 

Gox, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Day, Denvers, Dowdéll, Dunn, Edmund- 
son, Eliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Fauikher, Florence,: 
Foster, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow;: 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace,’ 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me~: 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Pur-: 
year, Quitinan, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spin-' 
ner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston,’ 
Trippe, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler,‘ 
Wiliams, Winslow, Dauiel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 


are 

The Speaker thereupon declared Robert Morris 
duly elected Postmaster for the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
that the oath of office be now administered to the. 
Postmaster elect. 

Mr. Morris.then came forward, and the Speaker: 
proceeded to administer to him the usual oath of 
office. a 

ADOPTION OF RULES FOR THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. There being no resolution 
now pending, I make the motion I attempted to 
make yesterday; which is, that the rules of the 
last Congress be adopted for the government of, 
this House until further ordered. Upon the mo- 
tion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to permit the resolutions 
which I hold in my hand to be read, and if he 
approves of them, he can accept them in lieu of 
the motion which he has offered. 

The resolutions were reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives 
of the Thirty-Third Congress shall be the rules of the present 
House of Representatives, until otherwise ordered. 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker, to whom shall be referred the rulesof the House, 
and who shall have leave to report at any time such ameng- 
ment and revision of the same as they shall think proper; 


and such report, when made, shall be considered by the 
House as a special order. nT eee 


} 


THE: CONGRESSION 


February 6, 


GLINGMAN. -E prefer: my resohition, 


satisfactory... [Cries of “No!” No P] 
"Mr. CARLILE. I moveto lay. the resolutions’ 
- upon the tablé forthe present. ; 
My: CLINGMAN, As the modification does 
not appear to. be satisfactory, 1 adhere to my 
original-resolution. 


-The SPEAKER. Thè motion is to lay’ the 


resolution upon, the ‘table... A 

` Mr.. CARLILE. I withdraw. my motion to 
lay; upon:the table: ; os 
he SPEAKER.. The question recurs, ‘‘ Shall 
thé main question be now put?” , 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
if the gentleman from North Carolina accepted 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee? i 

. Mr. CLINGMAN. T did, but I have with- 
drawn my acceptance. 

„Mr. CAMPBELL. I regard the. substitute 
offered by the gentleman from: Tennessee as very. 
important. If the proposition offered by. the gen- 
tleman.from North. Carolina prevails,. the rules 
never can be amended. short of a two-third.vote. 
‘The. rulesare: defective, and the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee ought to 
prevail; so that.a committee may be appointed 
with power to propose amendments to the rules, 
as necessity occurs for it. I hope, if the amend- 
mentis not. accepted, the resolution will be de- 
feated. , . : 

- The main question was then ordered to be now 

put. ; ee 

Mri. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon: the pasase. 

"he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

, Mr. EDIE, I move'that' the House do now 

adjourn. | 

ir. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit to the 
Chair that such motion is not in order, inasmuch 
as the House has just ordered the main question 
to be pow put.upon the adoption of the resolution. 
‘The House’ has determined that they will have 
the main question now; and no other motion isin 
order. =i. 

- The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the motion to adjourn is in order at this 
time,. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Epix’s mo- 
tion; and it was decidéd in the negative. 

The question chen recurring on the adoption 
of the motion of Mr. Ciineman, it was put and 
decided: in the affirmative. 

So the rules of the last Congress were adopted 
as the rules of the present House of Represent- 
atives. o o : 

Mr. JONES. The rules of the last Congress 
having been adopted, I now move, under them, 
that.the vote by which they were adopted be re- 
considered, and that the motion to reconsider do 
lie on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION TO JOHN W. FORNEY. 

Mr. WHEELER. T offer the following res- 
olution; and upon it demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House to John W. Forney, late Clerk, in addition to 
the salary allowed him by law, eight dollars per diem, for 
the: additional services: performed by him from the 3d day 
of December, 1855, to the 4th day of February, 1856. 

The proxious question was then seconded, and 
the main question was ordered to.be now put. 

Mr. JONES, of. Tennessee. I object to that 
resolution, and I think it is not in order to intro- 
ducéit.. 2. ; 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair understands. the 
House to have ordered the main question to be 

ut. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to, 

ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I offer a resolution, which 
Isend to the Clerk; and upon it I demand: the 
previous question. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That Oran Follett, of Columbus, Ohio, be, and 
he is hereby, elected to-be Frinter for the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. CARLILE. Lrisetoapoint of order. It 
ig, that the House cannot declare, by resolution, 
Who shall be its printer. - A 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to inquire of thè 


cept thé modification, if it will bé more- 


3 
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‘Chair, whether the resolution is in order, under 
the rules of the House, at this time? fe 

Mr. CARLILE. The question I raise is, that 
under the law of Congress whichauthorizes this 
body to elect a printer, this House cannot declare 
one elected by a resolution. In support of my 
point, I refer to the eighth section of the act of 
Congress passed August 26, 1852, whith says: 

“« And be it further enacted, That there shall be elected a 
public printer for each House of Congress, to do the public 
printing: for the Congréss for which hé or they may be 
chosen.”? : 

Now, sir, the act, using the word “ elected,”’ 
requires not a declaration of printer by resojution 
—for I hold that would be a perfect evasion of 
the law—but that an actual vote shall be taken, 
in order thateach member of this body may elect, 
by vote, for himself, 

The SPEAKER. The question raised by the 
gentleman from Virginia is a question for the 
House to determine, not for the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Is it in order to 
moye now to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Then I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

A Member. What has become of the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Virginia? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Virginia isa question for the House to determine, 
and not for the Chair. 

Mr. CARLILE. Well, sir, how am I to get 
the question before the House? I move to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Smirna] has offered a precedent motion, 
that the House do now adjourn. 

ar: A. K. MARSHALL and others demanded 
tellers. 

‘Yellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLAGLER, 
and Smiru of Tennessee, were appointed. 

_ Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the motion to ad- 
ourn. 

: Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs. 
Fiacier and Frorence were appointed. 


I renew the 


ported—ayes 93, noes 34, 


but they were not ordered. 

The House thereupon (at three o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes) adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o'clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 6, 1856. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 


TREASURER’S ACCOUNTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasurer of 
the United States, inclosing a statement of his 
accounts for the third and fourth quarters of the 
year 1854, and the first and second quarters of 
the year 1855, as adjusted by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department; also, a copy of 
his account for the second quarter of the year 
1854, which did not accompany the accowtts for 
the three preceding quarters, in consequence of 
not having been finally acted upon at that time, 
The communication was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

i RELIEF OF THE POOR. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I desire to 
offer, for the consideration of the Senate, and to 
ask its immediate action upon, a joint resolution 
for the relief of the suffering poor of Washington 
and Georgetown. 
tion, which failed, to take moncy for the purpose 
contemplated from the contingent fund of the 


if the Senate will 


I offer this joint resolution. 


béfore any action is taken on the resolution, I 

desire to have read to the Senate a letter which I 
| have received from a distinguished physician of 
| this city. For that purpose, I send the letter to 
; the Chait, and ask that it may be read. 


The House was divided; and the tellers re- i| 


Mr. WHEELER called for the yeas and nays, | 


I ‘yesterday offered a resolu- || 


Senate; to obviate the objections made yesterday, | 


pass it, possibly it may be passed by the House | 
of. Representatives at once, and the relief which | 
| Iam anxious to obtain may be afforded. But, | 


The:Secretary read the-letter; as follows: 
gS Wastineton, D- C., February 5,1856. 
Sir: I had the fortune qo bein the Senate this morning, 
and hear your remarks on the necessity of making an ap- 
propriation for the purchase of wood for the poor of Wash- 
ington; and while I regret the termination of the’affair, 1 
beg leave to give you some brief details of the dire, neces- 
sity of some kindred measure to the one this morming-re- 
jected. I hold the position of city physician of the ward. 
in which I reside, and. must, of course, have an intimate 
acquaintance with the necessities of the poor I am daily 
called on to attend. The degree of suffering has been in- 
tense. Many, previously laboring under chronic diseases,, 
“have died from want, while acute diseases have been gen- 
grated in others, which must end fatally unless aid is fur- 
nished, and that speedily. Butvery recently I have seen a 
starving mother pressing to her breast a starving child; and, 
sad to say, such cases are not uncommon. Private ehari- 
ties are exhausted; the alms-house is no longer capable of 
holding another inmate, and 1 ean see no means (save a 
public donation) to prevent a most frightful mortality. 
Praying an excuse for thus trespassing on your time, Iam, 
most respectfully, your obedient servant, : 
SAML A. STORROW, M. D. 


Hon. Jous M. CLAYTON. 


Mr.CLAYTON. Inowsubmitmyresolution, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives o 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives ascertain, without delay, 
| the cases within the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
in which there is individual suffering for the want of fuel 
during the present extraordinary and long-continued hard 
weather; and that fuel be furnished for the relief of such 
suffering persons in smalj and suitable quantities, so as 
best to accomplish the humane objectin view; and that 
for the accomplishment af this purpose the sum of $1,500 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. : 

The joint resolution was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second’reading. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will not interpose any ob- 
jection to action on this resolution after the ordi- 
nary morning business shall have been gone 
through with; but [ must interpose objection to 
its consideration until then. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution cannot 


now be considered, objection being made. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Har- 
riet L. B. Ruth, praying to be allowed the com- 
pensation due to her son, the late Joseph S. Ruth, 
| for preparing the magnetic and meteorological 
observations made at the observatory of Girard 
College, under the resolution of the Senate of the 
4th of February, 1845, and the order of the Senate 
of the 12th of February, 1845; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, additional papers in relation to the claim 
of the heirs of Uriah Forrest, for half-pay, under 
| resolves of Congress of 10th of April and 21st 
of October, 1780; which, with their memorial on 
the files of the Senate, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
Anna Rice, heir and legal representative of John 
Jones, deceased, a captain in the revolutionary 
army, praying to be allowed seven years’ half- 
pay due to him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Mary 
|| B. Dusenbery, widow of Major Samuel B. Du- 
senbery, late of the Army, who. died while in 
the military service of the United States, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Margaret F. Smith, widow 
of Assistant Surgeon Samuel B. Smith, who died 
while in the military service of the United States, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the memoria] of the heirs and representa- 
tives of officers of the Maryland line in the army 
of the Revolution, praying to be allowed the half- 
pay due under the resolve of October 21, 1780, 

after deducting the commutation poy already 
4 received; which was referred to the Committee 


i; on Revolutionary Claims. 

| Mr. BROWN presented additional papers re- 
lating to the claim of William B. Trotter for addi- 
tional compensation for subsisting and emigrating 
‘| Choctaw Indians; which, with his petition on the 
files of the Senate, were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr. PRATT. Ihave been requested to pre- 
sent to the Senate the memorial of the Agricultural 
Society of Montgomery county, Maryland, in 
which they ask that the Committee on Agricul- 


tute’ of the Senate (whose duties Op i 
sö onerous as to prevent their complying with 
the request) will investigate the recent recon 
mendation of Lieutenant Maury with regard’ to 
a general systèm of meteorological. observations 
in reference to its application to agriculture. I 
therefore move’ the referénce of the memorial to 
that committee, eee : 3 i 

. Mr. SEWARD. If Iremember aright; peti- 
tions of ‘the same nature, which have beer: pre- 
sented fróm other agricultural societies, have: -Y 


referred. to, the Committee on the Library. 
would suggest to the honorable Senator that tha’ 
committee must theréfore have the subject under 
considération. I may be misinformed, but I think 
such has been the reference heretofore. z 

Mr. PRATT. T asked. for the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on Agriculture’ be- 
cause the memorialists request it. I have no 
preference in regard to the matte ; 

Mr. PEARCE. I think some memorial on 
this subject has béeii sent to the Committee on 
the Library; but I have not the least objection— 
indeed I would prefer—that the memorial should 
go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. i 

_. ‘THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. PRATT. Ihave been requested to pre- 
sent the memorial of Samuel Chase Barney, late 
a lieutenant in the Navy of the United States, who 
was dismissed by the action of the late hoard of 
naval officers. “The memorial is very carefully 
drawn, and is accompanied by original letters and 
copies of letters from the various officers with 
whom‘this gentleman has served during his con- 
nection with the Navy. They speak very well 
of his conduct, and I am. sure the Committee on 
Naval Affairs will give it a proper consideration. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ` 

Mr. PRATT. I have also the memorial of 
Lieutenant Junius J. Boyle, who has been fur- 
loughed by the disposition made of his case by 
the late naval board, asking that his case may be 
considered. I find this memorial is very short, 
and very modestly drawn, From my own observ- 
ation of the gentleman, I am sure that if we have 
to go to war, as seems probable now from the 
belligerent aspect of the other side of the Chamber, 
there can be no officer of the Navy to whom our 
flag might be better intrusted. I move the refer- 
ence of the memorial to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS LEGISLATURE ON SLAVERY. 


Mr. RUSK presented the following joint res- 
olution, passed by the Legislature of the State of 
‘Texas; which was read, and ordered to be printed: 

Joint Resolution. 

1. Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas. 
That this State regards the acts of Congress passed in 1850 
admitting Calitornia into the Union, fixing the boundary of 
Texas, establishing territorial governments in Utah and 
New Mexico, composing a part of what is commonly called 
the compromise measures of 1850, as questions fully settled 
so far as they have relation to the question of slavery ; and 
that Texas is opposed to any change in those laws affecting 
their principles on the great national questions. which have 
unhappily divided the northern and southern States of this 
Union. 

2. Resolved, That the State of Texas regards the remain- 
ing act of the compromise measures of ‘1850, commonty 
called the fugitive slave law, as a measure of constitutional 
right and justice to the slaveholding States, essential to their 
peace and the. preservation of their rights; and that she 
would:look upon the repeal.or modification of that act as 
an-invasion of ber. constitutional rights, and a just cause 
of alarm to herself and her sister States of the South. 

3. That the State of Texas regards the late act of the 
United States Congress; known as the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, whereby those ‘Territories are thrown open to settle- 
ment alike by citizens from ‘the slaveholding and non-slave- 
holding States, as a measure founded on the true spirit of 
the Federal Constitution, of justice to all parts of the Onion, 
and of vital imiportance to the southern States of the Con- 
federacy, as welt as the permanent peace of: the nation ; 
and while this State utterly opposes the repeal of that law, | 
or any modification of its provisions affecting. the emigra- 
tion or rights of slaveholders in said Territories, she, in 
conimon with her sister States of the South, would regard 

,. Such repeal or modification as an invasion of the trne spirit 
of the Constitution of the United States, as sectional in its 
character, and as a just cause of alarm on the part of the 
slaveholding States. res 

That the-Ggyernor cause copies of-this resolution to be 
forwarded to-€ach of our Senators and Representatives in 
the Congress of the United States, duly authenticated. 

DEPARTMENT of STATE, Austin, January 10, 1856. 
_L, Edward Clark, Secretary of State of the State of Texas, ; 
do hereby certify tligt the above and foregoing transcript is ; 
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‘the onama èn 


i patiment =i PAD ARI R AR LTTE 
Witness my hand; and ‘the seak of the: Department, the f 
day. and year aforesaid >. EDWARD CLARK, > 


Sil in ohana nS ‘Secretary of State. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by. Mr. ALLEN, it was 
Ordered, That the "petition of Nancy. Bowen; and- the 
arah Larrabee, both preying for a pension; be 


severally withdrawn froin the files of the Senate, and rê- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
~ Of motion by Mr: PRATT, it was 
Ordered, That ihe petition of Adam D. Steuart, an officet 
in the: United States Army, praying for compensation for 
extra services during the Mexican war, and the memorial 
of Alexander Randall, executor of Daniel Randall, praying 
for. compensation for receiving and disbursing duties, &c., 
levied'in the city of Mexico, during the Mexican war, bè 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was: 


Ordered, That the petition of F. A. Underwood and H. 
A. Crane, heirs of Jehu: Underwood, praying: forthe con- 
firmation of their titie to.certain land,:-be.withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


i NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. GEYER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize and di- 
rect the settlement of the account of the Bank of 
the State of Missouri for monev advanced for the 
stibsistence and transportation of volunteers, 

Mr. CLAY gavé notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to grant alternate sections 
of the piiblic lands within the State of. Aiabama, 
in aid of the construction of certain railroads 
within that State. i f : 

Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention 
toask leave to introduce a bill to improve the 
harbor of Appalachicola, in the State of Florida. 

PRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr, SLIDELL. I introduced two bills on 
Monday, which, having been- previously passed 
by the Senate, were not referred to commiltees, 
but were placed on the Calendar. I did not ask 
for their printing, because I supposed they would 
be printed as a matter of course. Iam told, how- 
ever, that an order is necessary for that purpose. 
I therefore move that they be ordered to he printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. YULEE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
grant to the State of Florida a preémption right 
to certain Jands, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEYER, in pursuance of previous notice; 
asked and abinined leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the payment to the State of Missouri 
of two per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales 
of public lands therein, heretofore reserved under 
a compact with said State; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr, FESSENDEN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill making appropriations for public works in 
the State of Maine, which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr.STUART. The Committee on Commerce 


have had under consideration the petition of Os-. 


mond Peters, a lieuteriant in the United States 
revenue service, praying that the bounty land 
law of 1855 may be so amended ag to embrace 
him and all others who have served in any war 
of the United States; and have instructed me to 
report back the memorial, and to ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, who seem 
more particularly to have this subject under their 
charge. 

The memorial was so referred. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. he Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Wilson & Brothers, merchants of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, praying for a return of duties paid by them 
on imported merchandise, which was desttoyed 
by fire while in transitu between the port of entry 
and the port of delivery, have directed me to 
report back that memorial, with the recommend 
ation that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, who already have that subject before 


! them. 


The memorial was so referred. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 


| to whom- was. referred the gerion of Wi 
-fo 


‘ _ WILLIAM FOSTER: 
Mr. SEWARD. The Committee oi Commi 


Foster, for compensation -for certain servi 
which he has rendered the United States, find; 
examination, that this petitioner states that dui 
the last two years, while he was a private citizen 
of San Francisco, he was induced to make appli- 
cation for the Nicaragua Steamship Company to 
have consent to touch at the port of ManzanNlo, in 
the Republic of Mexico. He proceeded: by their 
advice to that port, and ascertained whether it waa 
desirable that it should be opened tothe commerce 
of the United States, and thence, with the appro- 
bation of the Nicaragua Steamship Company; he 
proceeded to Mexico, where he effected an ar 
rangement with the Government of that Republic 
by which the steamships belonging to that com- 
pany were authorized and permitted to touch at 
that port on their voyages to and from the United 
States, free of any port charges; anid‘ then effected 
an arrangement withthe company by which they 
concluded to touch at that port. He states that 
by this. arrangement oné half (being:about eight 
millions of dollars) of the specié which is. ex: 
pored from Mexico, and now usually exported 

y way of Tampico to England, will be brought 
by these vessels to the United States. He states 


t! that he hasincurred'an expense of between three 


and four thousand dollars; and he prays that 
Congress will remunerate “him for this expense, 
and may also pay him for the services which he 
has rendered. + oa 
The Committee on Commerce have examined 
these facts, and submit that the services claimed 
to have been rendered are of a diplomatic, affd not 
of a commercial, character, and that, therefore, 
the subject properly falls within the cognizance 


of the Committed on Forcign Relations. They - 
therefore ask that the papers be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The motion was agreed to. _ i- 
__ INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS. 
Mr. PRATT, in pursuance of previous no 


ce, 
asked ad obtained leave to introduce a. bill for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Patapsco 
river, and to render the port of Baltimore acces- 
sible to the war. steaniers of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PRATT. In accordance with the prece- 
dent set the other day by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as this bill was passed 
by the Senate at the last session, I ask that it 
may be placed on the Calendar. oe 

The PRESIDENT. That course will be pur- 
sued. 

Mr. GEYER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 

rovide for continuing the improvement of the 
Lissouri river; which was read twice by ils title, 

Also, a bill to provide’ for continuing the im- 
provement of the Mississippi river; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEYER. These bills were passed at the 
last session; and I now ask that, in accordance 
with the course which has becn adopted in refer- 
ence to other bills of the same character, they 
may take their place on the Calendar. 

Mr. STUART. All the bills that were pre- 
sented and passed here at the last session, with 
the execption of the single one presented by my 
colleague, [Mr. Cass,] stand on the same basis. 


| That bill was passed by both Houses of Congress 


and therefore my colleague asked that it might 
be placed on the Calendar without a reference. 
It is the only bill of the kiad: - All the other bills 
which have been introduced—several by the Sen- 
ator from New York, some by the Senator from 
Ohio, one by the Senator from Maine, and some 
by mysclf—have all been referted to the Commit- 
tce on Commercé. T suggest, thercfore, that these 
bills should take that course. 7 

Mr. GEYER. I have no objectionto that; but 


| it was ny understanding that all the other bills of 


a similar natiite to my own had been placed on 


I am also instructed by the |! the Calendar without a refeteiice. 


s 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. PRATT: With all due deference to the 
“6pinion of the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Sru: 
ART 


committee, ‘and which have already been passed 
by the Senate by an almost unanimous vote? It 
is merely incumbering the committee with super- 
fluous labor, and it is delaying the action of the 
Senate on these bills. They were all passed. I 
do not desire that the bill which I have introduced 
` shall have a different fate from others; but I think 
the proper course in regard to all bills of this nature, 
which were passed by the Senate and. reported 
npon by committees at the last session, is to let 
them at once go upon the Calendar. ‘When they 
argyeached, they can be acted on. I can see no 
necessity of their being referred. 

“Mr. STUART. I suppose that this bill, like 
all the others, must be referred under the rule, if 
itisinsisted upon. 1 would inquire of the Chair 
whether that is the fact? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate may direct 
the reference. f 

Mr. STUART. I think that, without a vote 
‘of the Senate prescribing a different direction of 
a bill introduced, it must be referred to a com- 
mittee. 

. The PRESIDENT. Notas a matter of course. 
The disposition of it is in the power of the Sen- 
ate. 

. Mr. STUART. I do not desire to enter into 
any discussion on this subject; but I cannot 
forget the fate of the measures of last year. 
After one or two measures of this character had 
been passed by the Senate, (and I think the 
very bill- introduced to-day by my honorable 
friend from Maryland (Mr. Prarr] was one of 
them,) the Senate recommitted every other bill, 
standing upon the same footing precisely, to the 

“Committee on Commerce, and instructed that 
committee to bring in a general bill to embody the 
whole. Now, sir, bills which are thus placed on 
the Galendar at once, as every Senator knows, 
take precedence. ‘They come up, as they did last 
year, first in their order, and they are passed 
without objection; but when our bills come up, 
the Senate will raise a cry, and they will be re- 
committed to the Committee on Commerce, with 
instructions to put them in a shape in which it 
is known they cannot become alaw! Ido not 
propose to be caught in that difficulty again; I 


therefore make the motion—and I do not under- | 


stand thatthe Senator from Missouri [Mr.Geyer] 
objects to it—that these bills be referred to the 
Committce on Commerce which has charge of all 
the bills of last year, except the two or three 
which have been otherwise treated. 

Mr. GEYER. Idid notintend thata direction 
should be given to these bills different from that 
which has been given to others. If other bills 
have gone to the Committee on Commerce, I have 
no objection that these bills shall be so referred 
alsa; but the honorable Senator is mistaken in 
supposing that these bills were referred to that 
committee at the last session. Both bills which 
IT have had the honor to introduce passed the 
Senate then without any reference. ‘They were 
placed on the Calendar. ‘hey were among the 
Jast that were reached, and they were passed 


without an objection. Ido not, however, object | 


to the reference. 


Mr, PRATT. I do not recollect, as the Sen-! 


ator from Michigan docs, the action of last ycar. 
According to my remembrance, at the session 
before fast, or in the carly part of last session, a 
general bill was before us by which various ap- 
propriations were made, and the President vetocd 
it; and after that veto came in, Senators having 
charge of such bills as they believed the Pres- 
ident could constitutionally sign introduced them 


separately, and they were passed separately. | 


The bill which I have introduced to-day wi 
brought in separately at that time, after the Pres- 
ident had sent in his veto message, as it was be- 


lieved that it did not come within the scope of | 


that message, and it was passed by the Senate, 


as was the bill introduced the other day by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] 


Mr. CASS. The bill which | introduced was | 


passed by both Houses. 
Mr. PRATT. But so faras our action now 
is concerned, there can be no distinction drawn 


3] Ethink that would be the better course. | 
‘What is the necessity for referring to a committee | 
bills which have been already acted upon by a' 


i 
$ 


between a bill which has been passed by both | 


Houses and one which has been passed by only 
one House. The only reason why a bill which 
has been passed should not again be- referred is, 
that the body has acted uponit. If the Senate 
has acted on a bill, it is perfectly immaterial, in 
regard to the question of referencc, whether it has 
been considered at all by the other House. The 
reason why the Senate should dispense with the 
reference is, that this body has already passed on 
it. I know that my bill will go to the House after 
it has passed here, and they may properly refer 
it, because it has not been acted on there. 

Mr. STUART. I can assure the honorable 
Senator that I am correct. The teachings of that 
day made much too strong an impression on my 
mind to be forgotten. I had prepared a bill for 
the improvement of the harbors upon the lakes, 
which proposed to appropriate an amount of 
money in gross for each lake, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War ac- 
cording to his discretion. That bill underwent 
discussion here, was objected to, and was rejected 
by the Senate on the ground that they would not 
confer that diseretion. Several Senators then in- 
troduced propositions for specific appropriations 
upon those lakes; and the result of the proceed- 
ing was, that the Senate recommitted the whole 
subject to the Committee on Commerce, with in- 
struction to bring in a gencral bill making specific 
appropriations for each object. 

l am not in crror about the history of that trans- 
action. "The consequence was, that the single 
bills, which had stood upon the Calendar and had 
preference, were passed by the Senate, while the 
great subject in which we of the northwest were 
interested, was put in a shape in which it was 


+ compelled to sleep. Now, sir, we may meet that 


fate again. If these bills are permitted to go on 
the Calendar, taking precedence, being passed 
without objection by us, when the subject of the 
northwestern lakes comes up, we may meet with 
the same fate, and have all our single bills, as 
they stand here, recommitted with the same in- 
structions that were given to the committee last 
year. 

Then, sir, there is an objection togiving to cer- 
tain sections of the country, and to certain objects, 
a priority which they are not entitled to. As 
I said, I think the Senator from Missouri is 
entirely right in yielding to my request; but the 
Senator misapprehended me in supposing that I 


said his bill or bills for similar purposes had been | 


recommitted last year, I did not intend to say 
that, and I do not think that Í did say it. T 
merely said, that the subject of northwestern lake 
appropriations had taken that direction. IT hope 
now that the Senate will commit all these subjects 
to the committee, and let them come regularly 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan, to refer 
the bills introduced by the Senator from Missouri 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORIGINATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. HUNTER. The day before yesterday 


there was a resolution reported. from the Com- | 


mittee on Finance, which was laid over at the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sew- 
arp;] 1 hope it wil be taken up, and acted upon. 
It is important that the Commitice on Finance 


| should know whether the Senate mean that they 


should prepare the general appropriation bills or 
not. We ought to know it at once. I hope the 
Senate will take it up, and decide the question. 

Mr. SEWARD. [shail desire to express my 
views on that subject when the resolution comes 
up to be acted upon. I did not expect that it 
would come up to-day. There is a special order 
for to-day at one o’clock. I shall endeavor to be 
better prepared to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would be glad if the Sen- 
ator from New York will indicate when he will be 
ready. It is delaying the business of,the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. To-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Virginia submit a motion ? 

Mr. HUNTER. There is a special order for 
to-morrow at one o’clock, and I move, therefore, 
that this resolution be made the special order for 
halfpast twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 


February 6, 
taking up the resolution: The Chair hears no 
objection. The question now is on the postpone- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NOTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATION. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the joint com- 
mittee appointed to wait on the President of the 
United States and inform him of the organization 
of the two Houses of Congress, have performed 
that duty, and received for answer that at present 
hefhad no further communication to make. 


RELIEF OF THE SUFFERING POOR. 


1 The joint resolution, (S. No. 2,) introduced 
this morning by Mr. Crayton, ** for the relief 
of the suffering poor of the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown,” was read the second time; 
and, on motion by Mr. Crayton, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider it. 6 

Mr. RUSK.” I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator from Delaware, that this resolution im- 
poses a very onerous duty on the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the Senate and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; such a one as they are not perhapsas 
well qualified to discharge as the Mayors of these 
cities would be. They would have to get the in- 
formation in regard to the poor, which would be 
very onerous indeed. Whatever relief is given 
| should be given promptly. The information, I 
presume, is already in the Mayor’s office. <Atall 
events, he has better means than these two officers 
who are constantly engaged here, of making a 
proper distribution of this money. It strikes me 
that, if the appropriation should be made, it should 
be placed at the disposition of the Mayors of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
|| Mr. CLAYTON. 1 have not the slightest 
objection that “the Mayors”? should be substituted 
| for these two officers. Iunderstood that they 
were willing to attempt to discharge this duty, 
and that they supposed themselves capable of 
doizg it; but, as my friend has suggested the 
Mayors of these cities as proper persons, I accede 
to his proposition. i hope the resolution will be 
amended in that manner. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not offer any amendment to 
the resolution; { only make the suggestion to the 
mover. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iam nerfectly content that 
it shall be so amended. Itherefore make a mo- 
tion to that effect. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Lhopethatthis resolution will 
not pass. Ttis avery ungracious thing to oppose 
|| so small a matter in the Senate; but, believing that 
it is utterly opposed to principle, and bad in its 
tendency, I will, very briefly, give my reasons 
for my opposition to it. 

Itis a very bad business, I think, for this Gov- 
ernment to take charge of the administration of 
publie charity; and there is no reason for it in this 
case. The city of Washington is very amply 
sufficient, I presume, to take care of its owa poor, 
with the aid of private charity, which, I hope, 
will be adequate to all ordinary eases. Tf it is 
not true, itis a scandal and disgrace to the city. 
There isa great deal of property here which might 
|i properly be taxed by the local government for 
| the purpose. ‘The general rule for the adminis- 
tration of aid to the poor has been, thatevery dis- 
trict, township, and city, should take care of its 
i| own poor. That is a rule which is as old as the 
common law, and I know of no burdens on this 
i| city which make it incapable of giving sufficient 
aid to its own poor. Any financial embarrass- 
l ment, growing out of the present severe weather, 
is probably less felt here than in any other city 
in the Union. Itis fed bya stream running from 
$ the public Treasury, which runs in cold weather 
ii as well as in warm. . The ability of the people 
H here to take care of their own poor is, from that 

ircumstance, just as good in winter as in sum- 
mer. Itis wrong in principle for Congress to be 
administrators of public charity, more especially 
i when this city is perfectly adequate to do so for 
itself. It is violating a principle as old as the... 
common law. The other people of the United 
States take care of their poor. New York and 
| Boston make provision for theirs; New Orleans 
and Nashville for theirs; and the peopte of Wash- 
ington should take care of theirs; and their cor- 
| porate action, with the aid of private charity, 
if ought to be sufficient. The Government ought 


es 
not to do this. I doubt not it: nterin 
wedge for a system under which men will clamor 
aréund this Capitol for the distribution of corn 
and oil. ` E oe te 

Mr. HAMLIN. My, President, I concur cor- 
dially with what has fallen: from the honorable 
Senator from Georgia; but, in addition to what 
. that Senator has said, inasmuch as I am com- 
pelled to vote as he indicates he will vote, against 
this resolution, I desire to state an additional rea- 
son which, with me, is imperative. 
propose to argue the question; I propose to go 
-~ mto no discussion; I simply propose to state the 
reason, without any argument, which will abso- 
lutely control my vote. I believe we have no 
right to use the Treasury of this Government for 
the purpose of bestowing alms upon the unfortu- 
naté poor of this District;and, with that belief, I 
cannot vote for the resolution, however prompted 
l may be to do so by the feelings of my own 
heart, 7 

Mr.CLAYTON. Ithink that, when the reso- 
lution was introduced this morning, many gen- 
tlemen now'`in attendance will remember a letter 
which I read. I yesterday stated that the suffer- 
ing in this city was such that I had been well 
assured that many persons had died from want. 
This morning, on presenting the resolution, a 
letter froma distinguished physician of this place, 
addressed to me, was read; and, as it was not 
heard by all the members of the Senate now pre- 
sent, I beg leave to read it over again. 

[It was read as given above.} 

This concurs with all the information I have 
had on the subject. I have nothing more to say. 
If the appeal thus made to the humanity of the 
Senate is insufficient; if they should judge that 
no measure of relief is due to those persons who 
are starving and dying withina few hundred yards 
of the Senate Chamber, I must submit. Ihave 
done all I can. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Scnate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in; and the question was stated to be on ordering 
the joint resolution to-be engrossed and read the 
third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

` Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, before the ques- 
tion is taken, I beg leave to say a few words. 
intend to vote for this resolution, though 1 am 
not much given to legislative gratuities. Itis very 
true, as the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
hag said, that the people of this city derive their 
chief means of support from the public treasury, 
from which so many of them are paid for services 
in the public employment. Directly or indirectly, 
the inost of them are-so supported, for the city 
has but little trade beyond that of the merchants 
and mechanics who supply the wants of the rest of 
the community. In-all that there is no reproach. 
It is the natural result of founding a city merely 
for the seatof Government. ‘There is some accu- 
mulated property here, it is true; but thatis pretty 
heavily taxed for other purposes. 

The General Government is a very large pro- 
prictor, but pays no taxes, and of course the 
burden of the city’s support falls more heavily 
upon those private citizens who do own property. 
Lam afraid that the charity of individuals is not 
adequate to the relief of the many sufferers in 
this season of extraordinary rigor; and I regret 
to hear that the city government has declined to 
make an appropriation similar to that now pro- 

osed. 

There is, I believe, an unusual amount of des- 
titution anda very great degree of suffering among 
the poor in the city atpresent. I think, too, that 
there are more of the very podr in the city at this 
season than are usually found in other cities of 
equal population. , . 

T'he resolution proposes to contribute a small 
gratuity for the relief of this destitution. 1 shall 
not inquire into our constitutional authority to do 
this, because the instances of gratuities by one or 
both Houses of Congress are so numerous, and 
have been so generally sustained, that it seems to 
pe quite unnecessary. 

We cannot fail to remember many cases the 
merit of which was not comparable to that in the 
present instance. In some cases, probably, the 
Senate upon sober reflection would say there had 
been no merit at all. : . 
[think there was no difficulty in paying a bill 


I do not: 


chim.) k ESER 
Congress on an earlier occasion did not hesitate 


for the relief of the sufferers by the earthquake at 
Caraecas. -Ihis was in Mr. Madison’s time, 
and had his‘sanction, I believe. Atevery session 
we vote gratuities of one. kind or another to some. 
one who has not the shadow of a legal claim upon 
us. If one'of our messengers dies, it is not unu- 
sual to pay his funeral expenses, and vote to his 


pay to gentlemen claiming seats in Congress, but 
without valid title, and sometimes without any 
title that can be perceived, gratuities in the shape 
of pay and mileage. ‘The policy which prompts 
this does not make the pay less a gratuity. This 
is only a call of charity, but I shall vote for it; 
and if it shall not pass, the Senate, I hope, will 
bear it in mind hereafter when. the many pro- 
jects which will surely be brought before us for 
giving away the public money without pretense 
of legal claim, or proof of constitutional right, 
shall be acted upon. I hope we shall. then con- 
sider how we treated the claims upon our charity 
of the destitute and suffering poor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish this 
subject had been brought up in almost any other 
way than that by which it makes its appearance 
here. 1 know my honorable friend from Dela- 
ware has as much intelligence and as much inform- 
ation upon this subject as any other member 
of the Senate; but the last way to get at a meas- 
ure of this kind is upon the motion of one of the 
members of this body, relying upon general state- 
ments, as must necessarily come m to fortify 
such a resolution after he proposes it. 

Now, sir, if this subject had been brought be- 
fore us by a petition, memorial, resolution, or 
some public expression of opinion from the city 
of Washington, I should have heen perfectly 
willing to respond to it. 


by the resolution? Tam called on to vote $1,500 


simple arbitrary insertion of that amount in_ the 
resolution offered by the honorable Senator from 
Delaware. 

Ido not know that I have any constitutional 
scruples upon this subject. If I had, I think they 
might have been washed out long ago by the 


Representatives to furnish water for the city of 
Washington. 
to vote for the resolution; but I must say, that 
we are called on to vote upon it without intelli- 
gence, and without the common information upon 
which any man would administer his private 
charity. Fifteen hundred dollars to be distrib- 
| uted! I will answer for it that there will be many 
disputes about the $1,500, as to who shall have 
wood and who shall not have wood; and at last 
it will be frittered away without doing any good, 
except the offering of sentimental philanthropy 
on the part of the Sepate. If itis to be adminis- 
tered, let it be administered by a trustee—by the 
corporation of Washington. ] agree, thoroughly, 
with my friend from Georgia as regards one re- 
mark, that if you undertake to make this a dis- 
| pensing office of corn and oil, wood and water, I 
hardly know of anything which will be beneath 
| it, except Espy’s power of commanding the 
clouds to rain in one place, and leave dry weather 
in another place. I object to the whole thing. Ít 
is a wrong precedent in itself. I do notsay lam 
not competent to do it; but I put the competency 
_ on this ground, that we are in the habit of show- 
cring out upon the rich all that they ask, and the 
money of this Government is absolutely given to 
make the rich richer and the poor poorer. I 
have no difficulty on that subject, because I hold 
that the treasury of the country had beiter be 
exhausted as soon as possible, and [ think itis as 


but I do not like to vote to exhaust it without 


formation on the subject. 

Mr. TOOMBS. : 
reply to what was stated by my friend from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Pearce.} I think he is wholly mis- 


ment towards the District of Columbia. The 
i appropriations which have been made for it are 


to vote a large sum of money—$50,000 I think— | 


widow a portion of his salary not earned. We 


i How do I know that | 
$1,500 is adequate for the objects contemplated | 


without estimate, without knowledge, upon the j 


I do not know that I shall refuse j 


well to exhaust it in this way as in any other; | 
sorne estimate and some aid to intelligent in- | 


T have a few words to say in į; 


taken in reference to the position of this Govern- | 


appropriations by the Senate and the House of \ 


it musi be squand 


f which was intended for other purposes. 


j to the poor. 
| gentleman reflect buta moment upon the cause 


and at your invitauon. 


very large, and if Mensa 


its avenues, and furnishes a pua 
ity: The uses for taxation’ at 
this city than in any ‘other 
States with which Tam ‘acquai he 
ernment does more for it, Other citics light 
own streets; inake their own ‘avenues; im) 
and pave their own streets; but here nearly. 
thing of that sort is done. by the Gove 
The charge of supporting. the poor is a legitim: 
and just charge on the capital of the tity. They 
use this labor to build their houses, and rent thos¢’ 
houses: to me and to others; and now the support: 
of those who furnish that labor is’a legitimate tax 
on the capital which employs then. “It ig a prin- 
ciple which has been established for centuries in 
the administration of aid to the poor. Ithas-been 
adopted throughout all the United States. [tig 
an unjust principle, that you should take out of 
the common fund to provide for the poor of Wash- 
ington, when the public, in every other political’ 
subdivision of the United States, support their 
own poor. Therefore, I say it is wrong in prin“ 
ciple, and cannot get my support. ee 
Mr. ADAMS. [have no recollection, on ques~ 
tions of this sort, of differing with my’ friend 
from Georgia, except on the present occasion. 
Yesterday I agreed with him most fully in his. 
views on this subject; to-day I differ fron: him. 


I was opposed to the resolution of yesterday for 


the reason which I then stated, that it proposed’ 
to pay for this fuel out.of the contingent fund, 
T agree. 
with the Senator from: South Carolina, that if> 
Congress has power to furnish water for the rich, 
Congress has power to furnish a little wood to 
the poor when they are freezing. This resolution 
is unexeeptionable on that ground. : R requires 
the sanction of the President of the United States. - 
For that reason I shall vote for it. I voted against 
appropriations heretofore made for the District 
of Columbia, making their avenues, furnishing 
them with light, giving them $500,000 for water, 
the effect of introducing which will be’ to im- 
prove the valne of the property of the rich. I 
cannot, however, refuse this relief under present 
circumstances. Although this may not be the 
precise amount that is reat it is certainly 
not more than is required by the circumstances 
surrounding us at this time. I shall therefore’ 
vote for this resolution. ; ia 
Mr. CLAYTON. The honorable Senator 
from Georgia is not able to perceive, he says, any. 
reason why charity should be administered by the 
Congress of the United States, acting within its 
legitimate powers as a Legislature for the District 
of Columbia, to the City of Washington, more 
than to any other city; and he cannot sce why, 
after all the donations that are made in the shape’ 
of light and water, we should go. on and now give 
Mr. President, let the honorable 


which brings these laboring poor within ‘this 
District and this city. Almost all these sufferers 
are persons who have been invited here by the 
Government for the purpose of constructing great 
works now in progress under the authority of the 
Government—additional buildings to the Capitol, 
other public buildings, and the water-works of 
this. city. You have invited and brought them 
here, hundreds upon hundreds of them, and after 
bringing them here upon the people of this city, 
to do your work, you turn round and tell the 
citizens of Washington that they alone are the 
men who ought to dispense charity to these people 
whom you have brought upon them. Is that just? 
Isit fair? say that the peopie of the city of 
Washington ougat not, in justice, to bear. the 
burden of all those paupers who have, been 
brought here, Í repeat again, for your purposes, 
But I do not want to 
consume the time. Iam anxious fora vote. I 
will say no more. 

Mr. CLAY. I shall vote against this resolu- 
tion; but T wish to say a word or two in reply to 
what has just fallen from the Senator from Del- 
aware, [Mr. Crayroy,] and the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Apams.] ‘The Senator from 
Delaware says that we invited these people here, 
and, from the tenor of his remarks, { imply that 

he regards it as an act of treachery on the part of 
Congress now not to provide for them. “Invite 
them here, sir! “What was the purpose of ‘their 
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ning: here? They did not come upon the in- | 
| ¥itation of Congress to perform publie service, 
but they came to ‘receive the rewards for their 
labor: and it appears to me to be uticrly absurd 
to say that they came here on the invitation of 
Congress... They came, I presume, because they 
could find ‘better rewards for their labor here 
than. elsewhere. : i 

The Senator from Mississippi says he can vote | 
for thia resolution with as much propriety as he 
could vote for an appropriation for bringing water 
into the city. I did not vote for that proposition ; 

et I can see a great difference between the iwo. 
Water is necessary for the protection of the pub- | 
lic buildings; it is neeessary for the health and 
comfort of the public: officers here; and it was 
upon these grounds that many Senators voted 
for the bill making an appropriation for the water 
works. . 

-Leoneur fully in what was said by the Senator 
from Georgia; (Mr. Toomes.] I look on this 
measure as one bad in principle, and vicious in į 
practice. I have heard no Senator avouch any 
constitutional authority for it. They all shirk 
that question; but they cite us to precedents, and 
at thé same time that they cite those precedents 
they concede that they were bad. TI think they 
farnish.a strong argument against this resolution. 
They’ show. us, by the tenor of their argument, 
that it will in fdture be quoted for similar acts on. 
the part of this Government; and what will be 
the-cffect of it? It will not only exert a very per- 
nicious influence on the legislation of Congress, 
but, also, in my opinion; on. the charity of the 
people of Washington. : It will induce similar 
acts by successive Congresses through all time; 
it will be tendering a bounty to paupers; it 
will be converting the city of Washington into 
an asylum of charity; and it will harden the 
hearts, and tie up the purse-strings of the capital- 
ists of this city. So far from regarding this city 
as the especial object of the charity of Congress, 
J think it has smaller claims on our charity than 
any other city in the country; because, as has 
been well remarked, we have exempted them } 
from heavy taxation to which other cities are 
gubjected; we have provided them with light on 
all ‘their avenues; we have paved their streets; | 
and we now propose to furnish them with water; | 
and because we have done this, because we have 
disbursed the public treasure bountifully among 
them, we must, forsooth, go further, and provide | 
for all their poor! Sir, Í sympathize with the | 
feeling that anjmates the Senator from Delaware | 
in offering this resolution, and 1 am as willing to | 
contribute out of my own purse as liberally, in | 
proportion to my means, as any other Senator, ; 
to relieve the necessities of the poor; but {do not | 
feel that Ihave any constitutional right to disburse | 
the public treasure in charities; and hence I shall | 
vote against this resolution. 

The yeas and nays were taken on ordering the 
joint resolution to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, with the following result—yeas 28, nays 21; 
asfollows: . 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- , 
jamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Clayton, Collamer, Critten- ; 
dèn, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, ; 
Janes, Jones of Tennessee, Peurce, Rusk, Seward, Sum- | 
ner, Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, | 
and, Wright-—28, i 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Butler, Cass, Clay, Evans, Fitz- | 
panelt Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, : 

ason, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Stidell, Stuart, Thomson 
of New Jersey, ‘Toombs, Toucey, and Yulee—21. 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading. . It was read the third time and passed. 


‘ CHIEF JUSTICE RUTLEDGE. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I rise for the | 
purpose of presenting a resolution which I wish | 
to preface by a few remarks. The fact has béen | 
brought to my attention by two of the judges of | 
the Supreme Court that, whilst there are in the | 
court-room marble busts of Chief Justice Jay, of | 
t 

i 


Chicf Justice Ellsworth, and of Chief Justice 

Marshall, there is none there for Chief Justice 

Rutledge, of South Carolina. Why a bust of | 
Chief Justice Rutledge has not been placed in the | 
court-room I cannot say. 1t may have been on | 
account of indifference on the part of his country- | 
men. At any rate, the fact that it has not been | 
placed there has been brought to my attention | 
under circumstances which impose it on me, as a i 


duty to his historical reputation, to ask that the! 
Senate will make an appropriation to procure such | 


H 


| 


a bust—à bust that will be but an ostensi : 
ognition of the verdict of history; or, I woul 


rather say, what the verdict of history should 


have awarded without any direct appeal to her 
justice. 

Chief Justice Rutledge was no ordinary man. 
Perhaps there were few men in this country, 
North or South, East or West, who acted so 
distinguished a part in the Revolution as John 
Rutledge. Sir, he who had the concurrent testi- 
mony of General Washington, Patrick Henry, 


and. the well-tried judgment of General Greene— | 
he who made an impression on the history of his | 


country—is entitled to some of its honors. After 
his appointment to the bench, he presided and 


gave three or four judgments; but, before he was | 
confirmed by the Senate, God, in his providence, | 


in some measure deprived him of the power of 
sitting on the bench; but that was not the reason 


why his nomination was rejected by the Senate. | 
It was rejected on the ground that he resisted and | 


opposed Jay’s treaty. At the time when the Fed- 
eralists were in power, he was denied what, under 
other circumstances, would have been awarded 
to him asa matter of historical judgment. He 
was denied, under party influence, tha! which, in 
my opinion, justice demands as due to a proud 


speech and an unsoliciting ambition. He trod į 


the path of duty without looking to the right or 
the left; he acted the part of an criginal; and, 
throughout his whole life, disdained to perform 
the part of subservient subordination. He was 
one of those who made a record, and not one of 
those who looked to the record made by others; 
he was ‘*no man’s man.”’ 

Lask my friend from Maryland, [Mr. Prarce,] 
who is at the head of the Cornmittee on the Li- 


brary, to read the life of Chief Justice Rutledge | 
; f I willnot | 
say, that in comparison with others it is of supe- | 


in the “ Lives of the Chief Justices.” 


rior brightness, but I defy any one to find, in the 
history of this country, a name deserving more 
to be commemorated than that of that illustrious 
patriot and statesman. Sir, he did not play his 

art at a time when rhetoric was to make its ex- 
1ibition to the public. He acted a part ata time 
when his life and fortune were pledges of the 
sincerity of his purposes. Atthe very time when 
the British cannen were pointed upon the city of 
Charleston, ond when his own house might have 
been consumed in flames, and when he, under 
the proscription of the British Government, might 
have been committed to the gallows, Lee,who was 
sent down to take command of Fort Moultrie and 
the southern forces, applied to him for an order 
to abandon the fort; these were his words: “Gen- 
eral Lee has asked me to sign an order that you 
surrender that fort; I wouid sooner cut off my 
right hand than sign one.” You know the re- 
sult, sir; the fort was maintained; and allow me 
to say, on this occasion, it was maintained by the 
troops of South Carolina, mingled—it is my pieas- 
ure to say it—with one regiment from Pennsyl- 
vania, commanded by a remarkable man—a 
preacher of the Lutheran persuasion—who,when 
he preached his farewell sermon at Woodstock, 
threw off the vestments of the priest and dis- 
closed the uniform of a colonel. 

Mer. President, I ask that Chief Justice Rut- 
ledge’s bust may be placed where the busts of 
the other three Chief Justices are; and I think 
that, when my friend from Maryland, the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Library, shall have 
read the history of his life, his classic taste and 
his just appreciation of historical justice will 
induce him to award it without hesitation. I 
offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the propricty of procuring a bustin marble 
of the late Chief Justice John Rutledge, to be executed by 
an American artist of meritand reputation, and to he placed 


in the ropm of the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
a position corresponding with those of the busts of Chief 


Justices Jay, Ellsworth, and Marshall, which were provided | 


for and placed there in obedience to law. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, if I understand 
the matter rightly, this gentleman was nominated 
as Chief Justice, but was not confirmed by the 
Senate. I have no objection to the adoption of 
the-resolution, if it be so amended as to include 
other persons who have been nominated for the 
same office. Judge Cushing, of Massachusetts, 


: permanent appointment to that office. 


| his seat, 


‘was nominated, if I recollect aright, and, if we are 
to-pass a resolution of this kind, I gee no reason 
‘why he should not be included in it. Tam will- 


ing to see-all the Chief Justices who have ever 
been appointed to that office included in. the res- 
olution; but I see no reason why we should select 
this one, and leave out another gentleman who 
was appointed to the same office. 

Mr. CASS: I desire to ask the honorable’ 
Senator if he recollects whether Judge Cushing 
was ever nominated as Chief Justice. If so, it 
must have been very many years ago, for I my- 


| self saw him act as a Judge in the Supreme 
i Court; but I think he never sat as Chief Justice; 


T think he never received either-a temporary or 
t is news 
to me, that he was ever nominated as Chief Jus- 
tice. £ 
Mr. WILSON. 
Mr. CASS. 
Judge Jay? 
Several Senators. Judge Ellsworth. : 
Mr. CASS. Judge Marshall came in, when 
Mr. Adams went out of office,in 1801. Mr. Jay 


I am confident of it. 
I desire to inquire who succeeded 


| was the first Chief Justice, and I do not know 


whether he was succeeded by Judge Rutledge or 
Judge Ellsworth. Judge Ellsworth, however, 
remained on the bench only two or three years. 
T think those were the three who preceded Judge 
Marshall. I do not recollect any others, It is 
news to me, that Judge Cushing was ever nom- 
inated as Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. 
It certainly could not have been when Judge 
Marshall came in. ; : 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am indebted 
for a good deal of my information on this subject 
to the book to which I have already alluded, and 
which comes from a highly distinguished author 
residing in New York. Imust acknowledge that 
the first public tribute to this distinguished per- 
sonage of South Carolina comes from an author 
living inthe northern portion of this Confederacy. 


| I think that the Senator from Massachusetts is 


mistaken in supposing that Mr. Justice Cushin 
ever took his seat as Chief Justice of the Unite 


| States. 


Mr. WILSON. I did not say he had taken 
I said he had been nominated to that 
office. 

Mr. BUTLER. But I have stated that Chief 


| Justice Rutledge did take his seat on thé bench, 


and delivered judgments in colori officii as Chief 
Justice of the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Permit me to say to my 
friend from South Carolina, that according to 
Hickey’s Constitution, William Cushing, of 
Massachusetts, was nominated for Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court, and his nomination was 
confirmed on the 2ist of January, 1796, ‘in 
place of John Jay, resigned.’? He, however, 
declined the appointment. He was at that time 
an associate justice of the court. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thoughtit was a mere nomi- 
nation; but what I have insisted upon is, that Chief 
Justice Rutledge was Chief Justice, invested with 
all the power, authority, and dignity pertaining 
to that high station. He gave judgments upon 
the bench, and his nomination was rejected by 
the Senate at that time, according to the author 
to whom I have alluded, mostly upon political 
grounds, though God had afflicted him before 
that time; and for a very good reason he ought 
not to have been confirmed: It willbe seen, bya 
reference to the life of this distinguished person- 
age, that there was great opposition to his appoint- 
ment, and there was a strenuous effort to prevent 
General Washington from submitting his appoint- 
ment to the Senate. Washington, in reply toall , 
charges, said: ‘I have known him in other days 
and in other services, and the temporary judg- 
ment of the day is not to swerve me from the 
opinion Í entertain of him.” In the face of his 
whole Cabinet, and in opposition to a majority 
of the Senate who rejected him, he persisted, and 
did nominate him, and he actually sat as Chief 
Justice. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I hold in my 
hand a list of the Chief Justices of the United 
States. I find that William Cushing, of Massa- 
chusetts, was nominated and confirmed January 
27, 1796, for Chief Justice of the United States. 
According to the list before me, the Chief Justices 
are—John Jay, of New York; William Cushing, 
of Massachusetts; Oliver Elsworth, of Connec- 


ticuts. John Jay, of New York, again appointed 
John Marshall, of Virginia; and Roger B. Taney, 
of Maryland. 
I think all the Chief Justices who. bave been ap- 
ointed to that high and dignified station should be 
included, although Ihave certainly no objection 
to the gentleman’s resolution, and especially no 
objection because he happéns.to come from the 
State which he represents. as 
Mr. BUTLER Mr. President, standing here, 
as I do, asa Senator from South Carolina, I should 
be rebuked by the very history to which the gen- 
tleman has alluded, if I were not perfectly willin 
to do justice to the history of Massachusetts.’ 
would do it with more than ordinary pleasure, 
‘because it isa history which is part of the com- 
mon history of this country. If the Senator can 
show that Mr. Cushing was really Chief Justice, 
T will include his name with great pleasure, upon 
his own motion. I have no prejudice on this sub- 
ject; but when I heard the Senator read the list, 
it was mortifying to me that Chief Justice Rut- 
ledge should have been Icft out. Allow me to 
say, and I believe I may well say, that, because 
itis left out, it may be compared to the leaving out 
of the bust of Brutus in the procession at Rome. 
Mr. SEWARD. I am not quite clear upon 
the information that is given us by the Senators 
‘from Massachusetts and Delaware, that it is ne- 
cessary or proper, as an act of justice, to insert 
the name of Mr. Cushing in this resolution; but 
I am very clear upon another point, which is, 


that itisa good time, anda right time,and the best | 


of all times, to insert the name of another.emi- 
nent man who has been and is a Chief Justice of 
the United States, and that is the name of Mr. 
Chief Justice Taney. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Not now. 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes,sir, now. T like to see 
speedy justice done by mankind, as well in re- 
warding the good as in punishing the wicked. I 
think we can now get a transcript of the actual 
living man, which will be a great deal better than 
an imperfect copy taken after he is dead. I think 
it will be a tribute that will do him good in his life- 
time. ‘Let us pay il now, rather than wait to dis- 
charge a reluctant duty afterwards. _ I therefore 
propose to amend this resolution by inserting the 
name of Mr. Chief Justice Taney. His claim 
to this place cannot belost by his death. We 
all know that he is in advanced years. He has 
already earned the sculptor’s reward. Let it be 
awarded by his cotemporaries. There will be 
a grace in the act pleasing to-him and honorable 
to ourselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
tion as a separate one, 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwill be as generous as the 
Senator from South Carolina. 


The Senator can offer it 


it; but I do not see how it can embarrass his. It 
is only a resolution of inquiry. I agree entirely 
with him in supporting the resolution which he 
has offered, 

Mr. BUTLER. The only objection that I 
have is, that it has never been awarded until the 
Chief Justices have passed from this life. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think it is time that this 
honor should be awarded while they are living. 

Mr. MASON. Ishould like to know whether, 
heretofore, there is an instance where the bust of 
‘one of these distinguished men has been placed 
in the Supreme Court room, in commemoration 
of their virtues, until they have passed from this 
life? I presume there is none. Now, sir, an 
almost hereditary respect which I entertain for 
the very distinguished gentleman who now occu- 
pies the position of Chief Justice, would induce 
me, if anything could, to vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York. If it 
is persisted in, T shall vote against it, trusting to 
the sound sense of the very distinguished Chief 
‘Justice to understand the reason for that vote. . 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to be informed— 
perhaps the honorable Senator from Virginia can 
inform me—whether the bust of each of those 
other distinguished Chief Justices was not pre- 

ared, or atleast one of them, during his lifetime? 
do not know the fact. Pe 

Mr. MASON. That is the very inquiry I 
addressed to the Senate. My impression is a 
very strong one that it has not heen done. 


Ry 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator has 


If we are to. pass this resolution | 


T will vote for that proposi- | 


Tf this proposi- | 
tion will embarrass his resolution I will withdraw. || 


desires, — =°. 
`. Mr. SEWARD. Helived to a very advanced 
age, and, I think, he died about the year 1826. 

Mr. FISH. I think it was 1829. 

Mr. PEARCE. The resolution providing for 
placing the bust of Chief Justice Jay in the Su- 
preme Court room was not passed ull March 2, 
1831. On the 30th of Sune, 1834, provision was 
made for the bust of Chicf Justice Ellsworth; and 

in May, 1836, for that of Chief Justice Marshall. 
he resolution of Mr. Burrer was adopted. 


PROCEEDINGS QF THE NAVAL BOARD. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution some time since submitted by Mr. 
Jonzs, of Tennessee, calling upon the Secretary 
of the Navy for a copy of the proceedings of the 
late naval board. On Monday last, when this 
subject was. before the Senate, a substitute was 
adopted, on the motion of Mr. Jongs, for his 
original resolution; the pending question is-there-- 

fore on the resolution as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed. to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the -report made to 
his Department by the board of navat officers convened at 
Washington, in pursuance of an act approved February 28, 
1855, entitled “An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom- 
panying suid report; or, ìn the absence of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether the causes for whieh 
Officers of the Navy werg recommended by that board to 
| be.dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department, and, 
if so, that he communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
same. 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I dislike exceed- 
ingly to trouble the Senate with a single word 
upon this subject; and I regret that I am com- 
pelled to restate for the third time, I believe, the 
motives.which prompted me to offer the resolution. 
‘I regret still more to find many of my friends for 
whom I have the highest personal regard and 
esteem, and in whose judgment I have great con- 
fidence, opposing the adoption of this resolution. 
I shall detain the Senate but a few moments in 
order to put myself right, and to answer one or 
two objections made by the opponents of the 
resolution. 

I have expressed, Mr. President, and the Sen- 
ate will remember, an entire disinclination to go 
| into any argument upon the merits of this subject. 
I have forborne from expressing any. opinion or 
condemnation of the motives of the action of this 
| board. I have planted myself upon the broad 

ground which I think can be maintained, and 

which cannot be successfully controverted by 
| anybody, that every American citizen has aright 
to be heard, before he shall be condemned and 
executed, I stand “there, and I mean to stand 
there, and I repeat my confident belicf that that 
position cannot be controverted by any one. 

Mr. President, I am astonished at the various 


olution, by which they maintain their opposition 
to it. They are certainly very diverse and very 
conflicting. 
any length into that point. The law has been 
passed; and the simple question for us is, whether 
the law has been faithfully, impartially, and hon- 
estly executed? To assume that it has not been 
faithfully and impartially executed is no imputa- 
tion upon the integrity of the board. They are 


and that they have erred is to my judgment clear 
and conclusive. . 
The law, asit was passed by Congress, provided 
for a “careful examination ” into the efficiency 
of every officer of the American Navy—seven 
hundred in number! Now, [submit to you, sir, 
to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, [Mr. Matuory,] tomy friend from Alabama, 
| [Mr. Cray,] and to every gentleman on this floor 
who seems to. be disposed to sustain the action 
of this board—I submit to their candor, to their 
| frankness, and to their fairness, to tell me whether 
it was possiblé that the law could have been faith- 


arguments assumed by the opponents of this res- | 


I do not-propose, however, to go at | 


human beings as we ‘are, and are liable to ery; | 


i 


i 


"fally executed utider that clause which teguir 


|; material to me. 


H 


could in that time be made into the lives 
acter of seven hundred officers, ranting thr 
‘a series ‘of years varying from-ten to” fift 
ask the question in all frankness. and. fairn 
is it possible tnat the lives and character.s 
efficiency of seven hundred men can-be'carefully 
examined in thirty-six days? “Was there ever'a 
court on the face ofthe earth that adjudicated 
seven hundred cases so complex -as an inquiry 
into the characters of men are Usually found to 
be, in so brief a period as thirty-six days, cach 
an ordinary sitting of four hours a‘day?. Then, 
Mr. President, if there was no other complaint, 
here is a ground of complaint that addresses itself 
to the justice of everyman. oñ this floor. “We 


| required a ‘careful examination ” into the effi- 


ciency of these seven hundred men, and in thirty- 
six. days we find that two hundred and one men 
were dishonored, if you please, dismissed, or 
retired. That is.a sufficient argument with me 
to ask that these procecdings shall be revised. 
.But more than that, Mr. President, I maintain 
that the law has been misunderstood of mig« 
construed by the board. -I hope I-shall not.be 
deemed guilty of arrogance ‘in daring to assume. 
that those fifteen gentlemen may have been mis- 
‘taken in their construction. of the law... have 
seen a much larger number of gentlemen miscon- 
struc the law, as it was afterwards decided by the 
highest tribunal of the country. I maintain that 
the Jaw never did contemplate, and never did 
authorize, this board to go back and take cogni- 
zance of offenses’which ‘had been committed, and 
which were punishable under the law, and, ac- 
cording to the requirements of the law; by courts- 
martial. If that was the intention of the law, I 
certainly misconceived and misunderstood it; and 
Tam not able to satisfy mysclf, by reading the 
law again, that there is any such power asserted 
in the law, or delegated by it to that board of 
investigation. But, sir, taey have gone hack and 
assumed to arraign, and try, and convict men of 
offenses which had been cognizable by courts- 
martial, and which had either been tried ‘by 
courts-martial, or which had been deemed by«the 
proper authorities unworthy of trial by courts- 
martial. Jam able to demonstrate that by the 
record whenever it is contradicted; and, there- 
fore, according to the argument of my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] which remains unan- 
swered to this moment, and which, in my judg- 
ment, is unanswerable, I think that, as this board 


| transcended its power, its findings are void; but 


{ do not mean to argue that. 

Mr. President, whether the law provided for 
the punishment of these officers or not, is not so 
If it did provide for their pun- 
ithment, I fall hack upon that great, universally- 
received and universally-to-be-admired principle 
of right, of Americanism, of national right, that 


| they should be heard when they were arraigned, 


Sir, did you ever contemplate, or did any Senator 
here intend, when he voted for the passage of the 
Jaw, that these men should be arraigned for of- 
fenses, for crimes, if you please, and have no notifi- 
cation, no trial, no means of defense, no power to 
stand and confront the accuser, but that quietly 
and silently they were to be carried to the 
slaughter, and immolated by an inquisition, in 
my judgment, more crucl and odious than any 
that dishonored any age of the world? 

This is notthe first time that this thing has been 
attempted in the United States. This is not the 
first time that an American officer has been: ar- 
raigned, tricd, and condemned without a hearing, 
Sir, this is but the beginning of asecond attempt 
to repudiate and rebuke such an outrage upon 
American rights and American liberty. There 
was, in other days, a great and distinguished 
man who was arraigned for alleged offenses 
against the country-——an officer of the Army of | 


| the United States; and a committee of the Senate ° 


of the United States was appointed to investigate 
the charges preferred against him, Thatcommut- 
tee proceeded, under all the high and solemn sanc- 
tions of the law, in every respect, I think, with 
as much dignity and consideration as this immor- 


tal board of fifteen: they proceeded to discharge 


Ga 


February 6, 


daty, and they arraigned, tried, and con- 
emned him. without being heard. What fol- 
‘Jowed? That distinguished man, in the exercise 
“af lig true American rights, came to the Senate 


fthe United States and remonstrated against, the 
“action of that. committee,  ; What did he say? 
‘Listen to ‘his words: i 


athe manner in which the inquiry was conducted by the 
om mittee is beliéved to have been novel; a mass of testi- 
mony; tending seriously to affect the reputation ofan indi- 
‘vidual was collected; and, although it was proposed, yet 
yeas ag opportunity denied. him; of appearing before them 
to offer any statement or. explanation In his power, in rela- 
_ Monto those subjects upon which doubts and difficulties 

‘might arise.’ He was deprived, by this refusal, of the priv- 

tilegg of confronting his accusers, and of interrogating and 


Oross-examining witnesses summoned for his conviction. 
“Buch ‘testimony only as the committee chose to select was 
“Heard; and, when published to the world, declared alanguage 
“different to what the witnesses intended. 

«By refusing the accused an opportunity to confront and 
‘“dyoss-examine witnesses, how easily may be indulged ran- 
< corous invective, and occasions sought to vent malignant 

and implacable resentments * Your respondent does not 
“Pretend to assert that anything of the kind ocewred during 
.the present investigation, but has barely adverted to it as 
forming. a portion ofthe evil consequences which might 
“arise from so informal a method of inqdiry. To adopt such 

“a course is to prostrate the rules of judicial proceedings, to 
violate every maxim of justice, and to trample down all the 
sacred guarantees of the Constitution. He has been taught 
etieve. that, ‘agreeably to the provision of our magna 
Sharta, every individnal was secure in his life, liberty, prop- 
erty, and reputation ; and that he could not be tried before 
“any constituted authority of the nation, without being heard 
in hig defense, permitted to introduce exeuspator dence, 
“Yo cross-examine and confront lis acer This is one 
of the choicest fruits of our republican institutions, and is 
an essential preservative of liberty; it should be guarded 
with vestal vigilance, and fer no purpose whatever sub- 
„jected to.violation by any branch or department of the Gov- 
ernment. In its maintenance, there is safety; but danger 
in departure.” 

“This is the language of Andrew Jackson when 
he was arraigned by a committee of the Senate, 
tried, and condemned for alleged offenses as an 
officer of the Government., He came before the 
Senate of the United States with his protest, and 
‘the history of the world. brings its vindication 

“with it. Shall we now fallinto the very same error 

‘whieh was then condemned and repudiated? I 
trust not. Justice, all that is sacred and dear to 
ug, should prevent it. 

to Mr. President, I have remarked that the ob- 
“jections urged by gentlemen to the passage of 

this resolution, and their constructions of the Inw, 
‘are most conflicting. 'The honorable and distin- 

guished Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cuayron,] 
‘who is ever listened to with pleasure, because of 
“his wisdom, his age, and his intelligence, has ex- 

; as : le. 
„pressed his views upon the question, NotwWith- 
‘standing his high talents, I cannot accord to him 
‘Gpfallibility of opinion. He assumes that this 
was an act of the President of the United States, 


“and that therefore the board is not to be called in | 


‘question. Sir, Feare not whorethe responsibility 
fests; there is a responsibility somewhere, and a 
fearful responsibility. There is a responsibility 
attaching to the Senate, who have becn made a 
party to this transaction, to see that justice shui 

¿be dono if injustice has been done to any one, 

“When, however, distinguished gentlemen present 

“opinions so contrary and so conflicting, L am at 

-ca loss to know how to arrive at conclusions for 
myself. If, as the Senator from Delaware main- 


“ident within his constitutional power, and the 
poard have no convection with it, and no respons- 
ibility for it to us or to the country, 1 wish that 


fact to:be ascertained, and I shall then be as ready | 


to condemn the President of the United States for 
an improper exercise of his power, or an act of 
injustice, as I would be. to condemn the merest 
beggar who walks through your streets, There 
is no man so high that he can escape my censure 

, when my convictions and my judgment point the 
way. 

Sir, I think there is some mistake among hon- 
orable gentlemen on this subject. Lask the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware to read, if he pleases, 
a: single paragraph from the letter of the distin- 
guished Secretary of the Navy on this point. 
Does the Secretary of the Navy maintain it to be 
the act of the President? No,sir. Does he assume 


-that it is his own act as Secretary of the Navy? \ 
Wotat all. Does he say it is only the action of | 


the board? No, sir. ‘What does he say? He 
divides the responsibility. In his letter to the 
President, communicating the action of the board, 
he'says: 


s: The law on this point speaks plainly and distinctly. It 


= 


“tains, this was the independent act of the Pres- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G) 


| 


i 
j 


| said there was no 


does not impose this task upon, or intrust this delicate 
to, the Secretary of the Navy, or even the President. It 
does, however, provide that the persons who are to perform 
this work, shali be fifteen ‘ naval officers,’ to consist of five 


| eaptainsytive commanders, and five lieutenants, ordered by 


the President. Afterthusselccting the persons who are to 
execute this work, it then provides how it is to be done.” 
Thus the Secretary of the Navy assumes that 
the responsibility for the action of the board isa 
divided responsibility; and, if that be true, the 
argument made yesterday by my distinguished 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] is per- 
fectly sound, and the distinction which he drew 
cannot properly be characterized, as it has been, 
as a fine-spun distinction. If the Sceretary of the 
Navy is right, the Senator from Kentucky isright 
when he assumes that the President was not ex- 
ercising a mere independent, exclusive, arbitrary, 
constitutional power, but he was a part of three 
combined powers, joined together to execute a 
law of Congress. If this be so, I thiak the difi- 
culty of providing a remedy is to some extent 
obviated. Y 
But, Mr. President, there is another difficulty 
in this case. My honorable friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, (Mr. MAL- 


LoRy,}] manifests a zeal in this matter commen- į 


surate with his patriotism, his talents, and his 
devotion to the peculiar position which has been 
assigned him by the Senate. f find no fault with 
that honorable gentleman for being disposed, by 
all fair and proper means, to sustain and vindicate 
the action of the. Navy Deparment; bat I think 
he may possibly fall into some error. I have 
asked that the report of this board ‘shall be fur- 
nished to the Senate, as a means of information 
by which we shall arrive at the conclusions at 
which they seem to have arrived. He has told 
us here in the Senate that there was no report, 
and he spoke ex cathedra. . ‘I know,” he said, 
‘that there is no report.” Well, sir, I accord to 
him all the knowledge that he claims; but if there 
be no report, it seems to me that there isa strange 
inconsistency between his statement and that of 
the Secretary of the Navy. The Sccretary of the 
Navy, in his letter to the President of the United 
States, uses these strong and emphatic words: 
« At your suggestion, I have carefully examined 
their report.” Mark the words; I hope the hon- 
arable Senator from Florida will listen to what I 
read—‘I have carefully examined their report.” 
Now the Senator says there was no report, except 
the mere presentation of the names and grades of 
the officers to be retired, furloughed, and dis- 
missed. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the honorable Sena- 
tor allow me to correct him? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know the Senator wishes 
to understand me precisely as I stated my posi- 
tion to be, but he has misapprehended me. {n 
all the attempts of the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee to obtain the report, I have presumed 
that, as a matter of course, he referred to an of- 
cial report. I could know of no other. I sup- 
posed him to refer to an oificial report made by 
the board to the Navy Department, and when I 

report, Í referred to such an 


slieve there was none such, 
and I stated that distinctly. AN that the Seere- 
tary of the Navy had of the nature of an oiicial 
report was transmitted to Congress, [said, with 
equal frankness, that | knew each member of the 
board did keep a memorandum which woud fur- 
nish for himself a suilicient report. As a matter 
of course, the reasons for retiring, for furlough- 
ing, and for dropping every officer so disposed 
of, were freely canvassed and throughly cxam- 
ined, and ample time was given, as 1 expect to 
be able toshow. Each member of the board has 
an historical account of egery transaction of that 
kind in his’ possession; but that did not come. 


q } 


oficial report. I 


before the Navy Department officially. Why?) 


Simply because the law did not require arecord; 
and here I will state that, if the Secretary of the 
Navy had ordered such a record to be kept, I 
would have becn the first to cast blame upon him. 
The law did not require a record to be kept. If 
the Secretary had ordered a record upon which 
the various causes for the action of the board 


| were registered, then, superadded to the mortifi- 


cation which the dismissed officers felt at the 
action of the beard, would have been the needless 
publication by the Sceretary of the Navy of the 
causes for that action. Some of them, dismissed 


uty | 


í 


for a certain reason, might have come and said 
“eYou have, not only dropped me for drunken- 
ness, which was in the private knowledge of the 


! gentlemen who composed the board, or a matter 
; of official record inthe Department, but you have 

necdlessiy spread that 
| which the law did not require you to do.” There- 


fact before the public, 


fore, when I said that no record was kept, I 
meant that the board, as a board, kept no official 
record. I said distinctly, though, perhaps, my 
friend did not understand me as saying, that 
believed every member of the board kept a dis- 
tinct record or memorandum of every case that 
came before the beard. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 see the distinc- 
tion which the honorable Senator makes, and I 
had intended to make that distinction for him 
myself, but he has expressed it much better than 
I could. Still, the point remains unsettled with 
meas a question of fact. The Secretary says 
he has ‘carefully examined” the report of the 
board. How long did it take the Secretary to 
make thatexamination? According to the Sen- 
ator’s supposition, the board sent to the Secretary 
two hundred and one names on a slip of paper, 
with their positions assigned them, stating that 
A.B. was furloughed, or retired, or dismissed, 
with no reasons given for the various assignments. 
The Sceretary of the Navy says, in his letter to 
Lieutenant Maury: 

“The naval board, in accordance with the law under 
which it was assembled, merely reported the names and 
rank of the aficers who, in its judgment, were affected by 
the law, without assigning the reasons for its action.” 

If there were no reasons assigned, there was 
no report except the mere names and grades; and 


! how long would it take you, sir, or me, or any- 


body else, simply to read over the names of two 
hundred men, and agree to the finding? The 
board concluded their labors on the 26th of July; 
but the Ivtler of the Secretary of the Navy, com- 
municating their action to the President of the 
United States, is dated the 5th of September. 
Then he had forty-one days for this “careful 
examination’? into the report and finding of the 
board! 


The honorable Senator from Florida tells us 


| 
| 
| 


I 
| 
i 


| 
| 


| for retiring certain g 
iy 
‘tained through those very private memor 
| or reports to which I have alluded, which indi- 
il vidual members kept, but not as a board? The 


| able. 
by. the board to the Department. If such a re- 
| port had been made, it would not only have em- 


| objectioif in a few moments, though, on ac 
| of indisposition, I shall not detain the Senate long. 


that, if a record had been kept, he would have 
condemned it. I find no fault with the opinions 


i of any Senator on a question of right, or justice, 
or propriety. Every Senator is entitled to his 
- own opinion on such questions. J submit, how- 
‘ever, to the Scnate, whether the position of the 
i Senator from Florida on this point can be main- 
i tained by argument upon any principle of justice? 


Fle says he would have condemned the board 


if they had kept a record of their proceedings. 
y p P S 


Why? Because, he says, it would publish to the 
world the shame and confusion of a portion of 


! the Navy! . Then heis for protecting the guilty at 


‘the expense of the innocent. Because some men 


| were covered with shame, with crime, or with 
| infamy, he would not keep a record giving the 


reasons for the action of the board. If there was 


j only one honest man in the two hundred and one 
‘who did nut deservé this punishment, a record 
Loug 
‘opportunity to defend himself. 


ht to have heen kept, in order to give him an 


. MALLORY. The objects which the 
able Senator secks, as I understand it, is to 
n the causes which operated upon the board 
entlemen who have memo- 
Will not that object be at- 
anda 


zed the Senate. 


Senator secks that; and that, I presume, is attain- 
But this resolution calls for a report made 


braced the causes which produced the retirement 
of those gentlemen who have memorialized us, but 


| also the causes of the retirement of those who do 
; not seek for exculpation. 


I shall reach that 
count 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


The Senator from Florida says, there was no 
official report, but each member of the board kept 
his own record, and each officer of the board has 
a private memorandum assigning the reasons for 


| the action of the board in every individual case. 


I would ask any Senator this question. Suppose 
he had been arraigned, tried, and condemned by 


1856. 0 


that board, and came forward to-know theréason i 


why. he had been retired, or dismissed, or dis- 
honored, would he not consider it incumbént on 
cach member of the board whe had a private 
memorandum to come lke men and state the 
reasons for his action? Shall these men ensconce 
themselves behind the law? Shall they refuse to 
assign reasons, if they have any? I had no right 
to assume that they had private memoranda; but 
Thad a right to suppose that, as a board, coti- 
sidering the whole fifteen as a unit, they kept a 
record, and that record ought to be presented here. 
Ithink, however, that if we could reach the private 
memoranda, of which the Senator. speaks, they 
would be found to be very confused, and very 
conflicting. I think reasons might be found to 
exist in some case which would not prevent dis- 
tinct and clear reprobation in others. Yet, sir, 
we are groping our way in the dark; and honest 
men are sacrificed on private memoranda which 
we can neither see nor hear. Is that justice? Is 
that equality? Is it that equality of tight which 
We all claim to feel and exercise, and cherish as 
an American birthright? If it is, our boasted | 
cry of liberty and freedom, and the rights of 
American citizens, is a miserable humbug. 

. Sir, I wish now to say a few words in reply to 
what was stated by my fricnd from Alabama, 
[Mr. Cray,] the other day. He said he was 
opposed to this resolution because it implied that 
there was a record kept, and that the resolution 
to that extent was an implied censure on the 
board. Ido not mean to be so understood. I 
do mean, however, to assume that there wag a 
report, because my sense of justice, propriety, 
and fairness, suggests that there ought to have 
been a record. Ido not mean any imputation on 
the board by saying whether they did or did not | 
keep a record, because they have not been heard | 
in their defense; they have not answered whether 
they kept a record or not. We have no official 
information on that subject. My honorable friend 
from Alabama finds an imputation on the action 
of the board, but I think that is a fancy of his. 

He said further, that he was opposed to this 
resolution, even if there was a record. Sir, if 
they kept a record, have we not a right to know | 
it? I cannot exactly see the force of the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama. Ifthe objec- 
tion applis to the existence of the report, that is 
a good objection, according to his argument; but 
if there be no report, what harm can the resolu- 
tion do? We shall get no report if there is none, 
My friend from Alabama said, however, that he 
was opposed to it, whether there was a report or 
not. Th that connection he advanced a sentiment 
which I beg to call to his attention, and I think, 
upon reëxamination, he will hardly be willing to 
maintain it. He said: 

“ But, sir, I say, if such a report did oxist, [ should not be 
willing to vote for this resolution in its present stapes and 
why? {t calls upon the Secretary to lay before the Senate, 
and expose to the public, all the charges which may exist 
against all those officers who have been retired or dropped, 
upwards of two hundred in number. What proportion of 
that number are petitioning the Senate for relief? About 
one fifth. Shall we, at the instance of that one fifth, expose 
the infirmities, the frailties, the errors—ay, it may be, the 
vices and the crimes—of others in the remaining four fifths ? 
Sball we perpetuate their shame, or it may be their infamy, 
by making public and exposing to common obloquy their 
acts in past times in the service of the Government?” 

That sentiment is similar to one which has been 
uttered by my friend from Florida, About one 
fourth or one fifth of the officers who have been 
retired or dismissed by the board, have remon- 
strated against its finding. My friend from Ala- 
bama says he would be opposed to the adoption 
of this resolution, and the presentation of the 
record of the board if they kept any, if there 
was only one fifth of the cases where a remon- 
strance was not made. Why? Because it would 
expose the vices, the follies, the infirmities, or, it | 
may be, crimes of the others. Sir, if I knew that 
four fifths of the two hundred were guilty of the 
grossest offenses known to our laws; if I knew 
that four fifths of them had outraged every prin- | 
ciple of virtuc, of propriety, of morality, and of 
religion; and yet believed that the remaining one 
fifth were innocent, and that it was necessary to 
the clear vindication of their innocence to do so, | 
T would expose the crimes and the follies of the 
rest. If, in order to rescue only one innocent and 
honest man from this terrible ‘catastrophe, it be- | 
comes necessary to expose the follies and the vices 


of two hundred others, I am ready to do it. Tam 


| offenses, the imperfections, 


‘not to bring in review their follies or their weak- 


‘ready. to call for the tes 
credit where discredit is d 
the innocent to the lest exi live. a 

In this connection let me say to my friend from 
Alabama, that, if T know my.own heart, I have 
no desire unnecessarily to expose: the. follies, the 

the vices of any man 
on earth. Common charity- prevents. it. My 
consciousness of my own weakness would forbid 
any such cruelty as that. I would throw the 
mantle of charity over every folly; I would draw 
the. veil of obscurity over every vice, so far as I 
could do it without inflicting wrong on the inno- 
cent; and therefore it is that 1 suggest to my 
friend from Alabama, that Edo not seek to pa- 
rade before the country all those enormities of 
which he speaks, and which may or may not | 
exist. Tonly ask that the imocent—those who | 
claim to be mnocent—shall be heard; and if he 
will offer an amendment to my resolution, con- 
fining it only to those who feelthat they have been 
aggrieved, 1 will accept such an amendment. 

If there is any portion of the American Navy, 

(and I presume there are some officers of that 

kind) that is satisfied with the verdict that has 

been rendered, I am perfectly content. I seck 


nesses. An amendment can be offered confining” 
the resolution to those who memorialize Congress, | 
and ask for redress. I will most gladly accept 

such an amendment, and that will obviate the 

objection made by my friend from Alabama, and 

by my friend from Florida. I am content that 
those who claim a hearing—those who feel the 

consciousness, in their own hearts, of integrity 

and devotion to the country, and of virtue and 

propriety—shall be heard, and to confine the reso- 

lees to them alone. 

There is a suggestion that was made by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bavaro] 
which I think is a good one, and I am willing to 
adopt it, and I cannot for my life see a reason- 
able objection against it. A man has been tried 
without a hearing, and has been condemned, 
and he comes here and asks us to give him a 
rehearing. Is there anything incompatible with 
| the public interest, or inconsistent with justice, 
or opposed to the dictates of propriety, in our 
passing a law saying that a revisory board shall 

e organized, under the best suggestions of our 
wisdom, with a view to the public service, and 
that those men who feel themselves aggrieved, 
and whose characters and whose honors have 
been jeopardized, may appear before another tri- 
bunal, where they may answer the charges which | 


months, or ycars. Twould accord toan honora- | 
ble man a whole lifetime to vindicate his honor; 

and if I had the power to stretch it beyond the 

confines of time, | would open up the portals of 

eternity to him, that he might vindicate his honor 

when it was assailed. 

With these remarks, Mr. President, I leave the 
subject. I have offered the resolution for the 
consideration of the Scnate, and I trust that it 


to it are content with the amendment which I 
have suggested, I am ready to accede to that, and 
let us get at the matter fairly, and let justice be 
awarded where injustice has been done. 

Mr. BROWN. [do notintend, Mr. President, 
to review the speech of my friend from Tennes- | 
sec; but it seems to me that, in his resolution and 
in his speech, he has fallen into some errors which 
ought to be corrected. | 

The whole censure thrown upon the naval | 
board, not only by my friend from Tennessce, 
but by other Senators, scems to me, with all due | 
deference to the superior judgment of other gen- | 
tlemen, to be out of place, and arises from a 
misconception of what was the true relation of 
this board to the law and to the Executive of the 
United Staies. The board have not dismissed | 
any man from the public service. They were | 
simply authorized, under the law, to advise the 
President who ought to be stricken from the list 
of naval officers, who ought to be furloughed, 
and who ought to be retired on full pay or on 
the reserved list. ‘Their proceedings were ab- 
solutely null and void without the approval of 
the President. They had no power to do any- | 
thing beyond simply making a recommendation, 


have been preferred against them? Some Senators } 
suggest to me that it will take weeks or months. $ 
Sir, I care not whether it takes days, weeks, } 


will be adopted. If my friends who have objected | 


which needed the ci 
before it became in a 
ive—the Secretary of th 


Therefore, sir, 1 hold that all the 
is heaped on them, all the complaints: 
have not kept a record, are wrong. W] 
right to demand a record; and who had th 
to review that record, if-any had been: kep 
President, and nobody else—the Secretary 
Navy, however, intervening between the. Pi 
dent and the board. ie ie! dba ey 

Siv, we are not here to revise the action of the 
board. When the law was passed, the Senate re- 
served to itself no such revisory authority, Cor- 
gress authorized the appointment of a board to 
advise the President as to who should: be dis- 
missed, who should be. furloughed, and who 
should be placed on, the reserved list. It belonged, 
to the President, and to him alone, under the law, 
to revise the action of the board. With that 
action I hold that the Senate has no concern... Ft 
is no business of ours whether they kept a record 
of their proceedings or not. The President has 
approved the action of the board, and from that 
approval certain results have been reached; and . 
you are now asked to concur, not with the action 
of the board, but with the action of the President, 
which necessarily springs out of the action of the 
board, Because certain parties have been. re- 
moved, others furloughed, and : others put upon 
the retired list, promotions have become. neces~ 
sary; and the President has made his nomina- 
tions for those promotions, and you ave. here 
asked to confirm or reject those nominations. ` 

l do not pretend to say, that censure belongs 
anywhere, but I say that least of all can it attach 
to the board. Suppose that the President of the 
United States, without the authority of Congress, 
as he would have an unquestioned right to do, 
under the Constitution, had chosen to appoint a 
board to advise him as to who should be dropped 
from the naval list, who should be furloughed , 
and who should be placed on the retired list, if 
one had existed—suppose he had taken it into 
his head to exercise his constitutional function to 
strike certain gentlemen from the list of naval 
officers, and, not feeling quite sure in his own 
mind who ought to be dropped, he had himself. 
constituted a naval board to advise him—in that 
action, I hold that they. would have been respons- 
ible to the President, and to nobody else., Instead, ; 
however, of things taking that direction, Coń- ` 
gress by a direct statute authorized the appoint- | 
ment of such a board. Why was that done? 
Congress believed that the President had not èx- 
ercised his constitutional functions by striking 
ineficient officers off the list. They believed that 
the Navy required reducing; that it required 
pruning; that its dead limbs should be lopped off. 
With a view to enable the President to understand 
who were inefficient, Congress provided; for a 
board simply to advise him, : aE 

The President, I say again, might very prop- 
erly have demanded of the board, in writing, the 
reasons why they made this or that recommend- 
ation; but it wag for the: President, and not for 
the Senate, to approve the action of the board. 
There was nothing in_ the law, there is nothing 
in the policy of the Government, there is noth- 
ing in its past action, that justifies the Senate in 
demanding the reasons why this or that recom- 
mendation was made to the President. Our busi- 
ness is Lo revise the action of the Executive, and 
not that of the hoard, which was simply advisory 
to the President. 

Now, sir, have you any right to demand of the 
President the reasons why he approved the action 
of the board? Have you any right to demand of 
a coérdinate and equal branch ‘of the Government 
the reasons why it has displaced certain officers, 
and sent us the names of certain others to take 
their places? I hold most emphatically that you 
have no such rights, If yoa think proper to’ re- 
ject a nomination made by the President, you , 
may do so for reasons which are satisfactory to 
yourselves; but you have no business to demand 
trom the President why he has dismissed this 
officer or that, nor why he has made a nomina- 
tion to fill a particular place. As well might the 
President come and demand of you thé reasons 
why you have passed laws, or why you have 
refused to confirm nominations. 

The departments of the Government are sep- 
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fe, distinct and independent, each from the 
er. The legislative branch has no right to de- | 
Mand of the judiciary the reasons why they act 
thus ’and'so; the Icgislative branch has no busi- 
ness to demand of the Executive why he acts thus 
6x so; nor has either of them the right to demand 
of thé legislature why we act thus or so. If our 
action is harmonious, it.is well; but if it fails in 
any one of the departments of the Government, 
dur action must necessarily fail, according to my 
erstanding of the theory of this Government. 
“TP confess’ T do not like the idea, and I do not 
-fully understand the object of undertaking to pass 
by the President, and ‘throw the censure wholly 
on the board, who were never required to act with 
any responsibility to the Senate, or to Congress, 
Gr to the country.” It was simply an intervening 
i board, authorized and appointed under a law to 
advise the Executive what he ought to do. When 
- they gave their advice, their functions entirely 
ceased; and if the President had not. approved 
What they did, their whole action would have 
fallen to the ground and become null and void. 
The Presidenttherefore, being the revisory power, 
had ‘the right to demand the reasons why they 


recommended to him to do thus and so; but as | 


they made no recommendations to the Senate, and 
ag the Senate ‘is not called upon to revise their 
action in any way, and reserved to itself no power 
to make this revision when the law was passed, 
T maintain that this demand for reasons is alto- 
gether wrong and out of place. 
“My friend from ‘Tennessee says he would de- 
mand the reasons why each and every man was 
displaced, and, though the assignment of those 
reasons might fall with crushing power on ninety- 
nine men, if their assignment was necessary to 
rescue one fair character, he would still demand 
them. That sentiment is noble enough; but the 
cage did not require the enunciation of any such 
sentimerit. Some of the officers who have heen 
retired have sentin their applications by memorial, 
and have demanded an investigation into the 
causes why they have been displaced; and those 
| memorials.have been sent to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. You are not to conclude in ad- 
a 
ib 
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ty and their whole duty, 

By what authority do Senators assume that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will not make all the 
investigation which the case requires; that they 
‘will not report all the facts which are involved in 
each particular case separately, on the memorial 
which has been referred to them? It seems to 
me that the passage of such a resolution as this 
distrusts the integrity of your own committee. I 
hold. it to be the duty of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to report on the separate Cases which have 
‘been referred to them, as much so as to report on 
the memorial of any other citizen of the Republic 
who feels that he has been aggrieved by the action 
of the Government. When those reports are 
made, let us consider each case on its own dis- 
tinct merits. Irise solomnly to protest against 
this mingling of the guilty with the innocent, and 
this idew of making a hotch-potch business of the 
whole concern, and dragging private gentlemen’s 
private affairs before the Senate, and before the 
world, when they have made no application to be | 
thus dragged before the Senate and before the coun- | 


vance that that Committee will not discharge their | 


try. Ifthere bea single man on thelist of dismissed | 
officers, who feels that his reputation is more 
‘secure in that privacy where he now stands, than 
it would be by having it paraded before the Sen- 
ate, I would’leave him to his repose. Iam not 
willing that one man should have his reputation | 
fairly established, as my friend from Tennessee 

says, by dragging one hundred others with him, | 
who think their reputation would be blasted by 
this sort of investigation. i 

I take it for granted that those who believe 

they have a fair record behind, and are willing to 
stand the test of investigation, have sent in their 
memorials, and have demanded the investigation; 
and though Congress might sit until the end of 
this century, I would give it to them, and give it 
to them to their heart’s content. If arecord shall 
be brought here which will not stand the test, I 
notify them, T notify their fricnds, and all the 
world, that I will discuss their private characters 


‘with all the freedom with which I would express 
my views ona paelic Ineasure, because they come | 
here to demand it. et : i 

I will not assume in advance, by any. vote of | 


mine, that the.Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
Senate will not discharge. their duty by investi- 
gating this matter to the bottom on each man’s 
distinct and separate petition. {f think I can see 
in this whole proceeding here a disposition to get 
all these officers off by making a general commo- 
tion and general row over the whole thing, so 
that the responsibility shall rest equally alike 
upon the innocent and the guilty; and those haif 
dozen or so of innocent men who have been dis- 
charged, are to drag the great car which is to 
carry them all back again to place. Iam against 
that. I believe men have been dismissed who 
ought to have been dismissed; I believe men have 
been furloughed who ought to have been fur- 
loughed; I believe men have been put on the 
reserved list who ought to have been put there. 
That some have been dismissed who ought to 
have been retained, [have no question. I amfor 
winnowing the whole matter, and for getting the 
wheat.out of the chaff, and taking care of the 
wheat and throwing the chaff to the four winds 
of heaven. Ido not mean, so far as my vote or 
my action is concerned, to take all the chaff, with 
a few grains of wheat, back again. 

Tf I am not mistaken, the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] advocated the 
idea, and certainly made an argument to prove 
that the whole law might be repealed, with a 
declaratory clause that things should be restored 
to their former position; in other words, that you 
should treat the law as a certain clection was once 
treated in a'sister State—as though it had never 
been passed. 1 shall not take issue with the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky on alaw point; 
but I wish to make a suggestion. The repeal of 
the law, with a declaration that things shall be 
restored to the position which they occupicd 
before the law was passed, could mean nothing 
else than that the Secretary of the Navy and the 
President had so bunglingly executed the law 
that they had thrown things into inextricable | 
confusion, and that therefore it was necessary to 
rub out all that had been done, and make a new 
start. What else can it mean but that they not 
only failed to exccute the law in its true spirit, 
and according to its true intent, but that they 
have made ‘‘ confusion worse confounded,” so 
that there is no possibility of making sense out 
of their proceeding. Sir, when you send an act 
to the President to be approved, with that implied 
declaration on its face, do you think he will 
approve it? Do you think he will go for upsetting | 
all that he has done under the law, when your | 
declaration can amount to nothing else than that 
his proceeding is so foolish, and so absurd, and 
so utterly without order, that you can make 
nothing out of it? Ido not know what he would 
do in such a case. I am not ashamed to acknowl- 
edge that my relations with him are not of a 
character to justify me in representing him here, 
as I do not represent him; but he is President of 
the United States, and I suppose, indeed I know, 
that he has a full and proper appreciation of the 
dignity of his position, and of the rights which 
attach to it. Ifyou should undertake, by an act 
of this nature, to make him stultify himself, to 
make him admit, by the approval of your act, 
that he had so bungiingly executed the law of 
Congress that the whole thing was thrown into 
utter confusion, I take it for granted he would 
say, * I saw clearly through the thing from the j 
beginning; I know what I meant; this is a trick 
of politicians to get me into difficulty; and I do 
not mean to put my signature to my own death- 
warrant.” T take it for granted he would take 
some such view as that. 

Now, sir, I understand that we have already 
before us, if not directly, at least sufficiently for 
us tocomprehend them, two propositions for get- 
ting out of this difficulty. One of them is to keep 
open the places in the Navy that shall be made | 
vacant by death or resignation, to be filled by 
officers who have been improperly dismissed 
from the service; in other words, instead of car- 
rying on the line of promotion in regular order, 
that those vacancies shall be left open, so that 
men who have been improperly dismissed may be 
restored. Some Senator the other day made a 
good deal of complaint about the case of Com- 
modore Stewart. It so turns out—and I men- 
tion it certainly with as much regret as any other 


| ident, in his wisdom, should think proper to 


Senator can feel—that the position from which 
he was displuced is already vacant. Ifthe Pres- j 


| 
H 
| 
1 


‘restore Commodore Stewart, there is the place 


ready, waiting for him, in consequence of -the 
unfortunate death of one of his associates. Va- 


-eancies in the same way will occur in every 


grade of the service which may be filled by nom- 
inations by the President. If this does not sat- 
isfy us, another plan is presented of passing a 
law providing for a sufficient number of tempo- 
rary captains, commanders, and lieutenants, to 
take in all who have been unjustly dismissed 
from the service. 

I am ready to go for either of these proposi- 
tions; I have no choice between them. If the 


judgment of the Senate shall be against both, I 


shall then be ready to go for anything else which 
shall be suggested from any quarter which shall 
do perfect and entire justice to all parties; but as 
I said to the Senate on a former occasion, and as 
I now repeat, I do not mean to vote to restore 
things as they stood before the law, even though 
I may have the power to do it. In the first 
place, I do not believe you have the power to do 
it; and if you had, I do not believe you ought to 
exercise it. If any injustice has been done, at 
least half a dozen modes may be pointed out by 
which you can do justice to those who have been 
wronged: There-does not exist, there cannot 
by possibility exist, any sort of necessity for 
your repealing the law with the declaration that 
things shall be restored to the position which 
they occupied before the law was passed. J felt 
it due, Mr. President, to the position which T 
occupied in this matter, in consequence of some 
remarks which I made ona former occasion, to 
say this much. I do not think I shall ever allude 
to the subject again. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask my 
friend from Mississippi a question before he re- 
sumes his seat. I do not mean to follow him in 
his argument. I understand him to assume that 
this is the act of the President, and that the 
responsibility is with the President, because all 
power over the subject is vested in him. His 
whole argument goes on the assumption that the 
President is omnipotent in all questions of re- 
moval, and that therefore the President is respons- 
ible for this whole thing. : 

The Senator tells us that there are two reme- 
dies. What are they? One, to keep open the 
vacancies that may occur by death or resignations 
and theother, to provide for a temporary increase 
of the grades of the Navy. 

Does not the omnipotence of the President in 
dismissing apply just as strongly in restoring as 
in dismissing ? hat is the use of talking about 
your remedy when this power of omnipotence 
has to be consulted at last? I do not believe in 
the omnipotence of any man; but if the-President 
alone is responsible for this proceeding, being 
omnipotent in removals, he isequaHy omnipotent 
in restorations and nominations. 

I can tell my honorable friend, however, that 
the President is not so omnipotent as he supposes. 
That was manifested in the case of a very great 
and good man, for whom I cherish as kind feel- 
ings as any Senator on this floor, and more so 
than some do. The contest with him showed 
that no President can be considercd omnipotent. 
Have you not scen promotions ,in the Army of 
the United States suspended here for two or three 
years, on the single application of one man? 
Where, then, is the omnipotence of your Presi- 
dent? Have you not seen nominations sent here, 
and sent back to him, and returned to us, and sent 
back to him again, and kept in abeyance until 


| the voice of the sovereignty of the States of this 


Union was heard in the confirmatory power of 
the Senate? He is not omnipotent; and so far as 
I am concerned, I shall never surrender that ques- 
tion; I will never vote to confirm one man whose 
nomination he sends here until J think the injured 
men have had a fair hearing. The Senate have 
refused, on many occasions, to confirm nomina- 
tions; they have a right to refuse again; and the 


| omnipotence of the President is not an argument 


that extends far with me. 
Mr. BROWN. J said nothing about the om- 
nipotence of the President. With all due defer- 


| ence to the acumen of my friend from Tennessee, 


I must say that I said nothing from which, in my 
opinion, he could have drawn any such inference. 
I spoke of the President’s powers under this law. 
Į said that the law itself gave him the right to 


RUARY 


approve the action of the board, and that until it 


wus approved. by him, it amounted literally. to 
nothing. If the President had chosen to with- 
hold his approval from the action of the board, 
things would have stood precisely as they did 
before the law was passed. If he-had chosen to 
approve in part, and to disapprove in part, it was 
his right to do so. My position was, that the 
action of the board amounted to nothing without 
the approval of tht President; that it was simply 
an advisory body; and that therefore the censure 
heaped upon the board was unjust in every sense 
of the term. p 
The Senator from Tennesséé says, he will not 
vote to confirm nominations. _ Possibly, I may 
agree with himinthatrespect. That it is the right 
of the Senate to reject the nominations, one and 
all, is true beyondall controversy. - The question 
beyond that is, as to the position in which you 
will leave the Navy if you do reject the nomina- 
tions which the President has made to fill the 
vacancies which have been occasioned; and when 
the first nominations shall be taken up for con- 
firmation, it will be time enough to discuss that 
proposition. . The dealing which we have now, 
is not as to the point whether we will confirm 
nominations, but it is, as I understand the dis- 
' cussion today; as to whether the whole censure 


of thisproceeding shall rest on the board for having ` 


_ made certain recommendations which the Pres- 
j ident has approved. 

Now, sir, we all know perfectly well that it is 
the right of the President to remove men from 
office—a right which he exercises every day in 
civil life. Ele removes a foreign minister, or a 
Cabinet minister, or the collector of one of your 
important ports, or any other officer that you 
choose, or whole scores of them together; and 
he sends in noniinations of gentlemen to take 
their places: is it your right to demand of the 
President. why he made those removals? No. 
If you think the removals have been made from 
improper motives, and without just and proper 
reason, you may reject the successor and leave 
the office for the time being vacant; but you can- 
not, I maintain again, demand of the President 
why he.made the removals. That attempt was 
tried during the days’ of ‘*Old Hickory,” and he 
resisted it, arid very properly resisted it, as an 
encroachment on his rights as the Executive of 
the nation; and he never would assign reasons 
why he dismissed anybody from office. He would 
not do it because you had no right to demand it. 
You had no right to demand it in matters relating 
to offices in civil life; and if you had no right to 
make the demand in such cases, I maintain that 
you have no right to make the same demand in 
reference to men in the Navy or Army service. 
You may, as, the Senator from Tennessee sug- 
gests, refuse to confirm the nominations of the 
successors of those removed. That is your priv- 
ilege, and that is the whole extent of it. If you 
fail to be satisfied that the man was removed for 
proper cause, you may, on that account, if you 
choose, refuse to confirm his suecessor, and leave 
the office vacant? ‘That is your privilege; but it 


is the privilege of the President to give reasons | 


for the removal, or to refuse to give them, ac- 
cording as he thinks proper. This is my under- 
standing of the rights of the different departments 
of the Government. . 
Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, it was my mis- 
fortune not to hear the antecedent debate on this 
subject. My attention, however, was necessarily 
drawn to the subject, because I believed injustice 
was done in some cases; and because I thought I 
found, by the investigation which I was enabled 
to bestow on the subject, that the greater portion 
of the cases in which injustice had been done 
came from the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent. I felt it my duty, therefore, to 
endeavor. to ascertain in what manner I couid 
afford a remedy for the evil through any instru- 
mentality of mine. I examined this subject, 
whether the repeal of the law, provided Congress 
could be induced to repeal it, would have the 
effect of reinstating, in the positions which they 


24. 


| put out of the active service of the Navy. It 
declared that, upon the approval of the action of 


sath an 


before occupied, the persons.to. whom injustice 
had been donè; but Iwas forced to come to the 
conclusion that the repeal of the law would have 
no Such effect. ` 

I understand that it has been argued here by 
some. Senators, that Congress has the power to 


repeal this law, and that by repealing the law the 


officers who have been named by it willbe placed 
im statu quo. E cannot conceive that such canbe 
the proper construction. The law dcelared that 


| a board should be appointed to report to the Pres- 


ident the names of officers who should be put out 
of the Navy altogether, and those who should bo. 
t then 


the board by the President, they should be out of 
the Navy, or out of the active service of the Navy, 
according to the nature of the report; and there- 
fore, whenever that report was made, and the 
President acted on it, the law was funetus officio— 
it had discharged its function and its office; and 
these parties were out of the Navy as effectually 
as if the President had acted independently of 
the law itself. 

It cannot be disguised, everyhody must admit, 
that under the Constitution the President has the. 
exclusive puwer of removal. There can be no 
doubt that he has the absolute power to remove | 
at his own will. It would be a violent and im- | 
proper exercise of that power to remove without į 
cause, but the naked power exists. He can re- 
move without cause, and the removal is without 
remedy. All Congress atnited would have no 
power to remedy the evil, if the President were to 


| strike from the list of the Navy every officer now 


on the rolls. ‘Fhe absolute and the naked power 
exists in the Executive, and it is without remedy 
on the part of the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

It must further be conceded, Mr. President, 
that, to place parties in the naval service, cannot 
be done in any way except by the nomination 
of the President of the United States. Then it 
requires the action of this body to confirm that 
nomination. Now, under the Constitution, no 
one can be placed out of the Navy except by the 
act of the President; and over that matter he has 
absolute control, without the intervention of any 
other party. Nobody can be placed in the Navy 
without the action of the President, and the addi- 
tional approval of this body. 

In this state of things the law in question was 
assed. Independently of the law, the President 
ad the right to put out of the Navy those who 

are out of it under the action of this board. The 
effect of the law, therefore, so far as it confers 
additional power on the President, was simply 
to give him the power of removing officers con- 
ditionally, with a certain rank in the Navy and 
with certain pay. That power he had not under 
the Constitution; he had before only the power 
to remove unconditionally and entirely from the 
Navy. The only effect of the law was tọ give 
to the President, not the power to remove abso- 


Jutely, which he had before, but the power.to 


remove conditionally, with the pay provided for 
by the law. i : 

‘Now! respectfully submit, that the effect of the 
repeal of the law will not be to reinstate any one 
of those officers, but will simply be to deprive 
those whoare on the retired list of the pay which, 
the law provides for them. I hope, therefore, 
Senators will consider long before they repeal the 


| law; because, although injustice may have been 


done to those from Maryland whom I represent, 
and to those from other parts.of the country 
whom my friend from Tennessce and others 
represent, yet that injustice will not be cured by | 
the repeal of the law. The only effect of the | 
repeal, according to my view of it, will be to de- 
prive them of the pay which the law gives. They 
are now out of the Navy; and itis impossible to 
look to the Constitution and find any power any- 
where, except in the President by nomination, to 
place them in the Navy. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senator speaks of drop- 
ped officers, I suppose. 


Mr. PRATT. 1 speak of those h 
dropped, but ‘those who ‘have been retired: {f 
the Navy are precisely in’ the ‘position whic 
have attempted to show.: The efect of the law. . 
is. simply to give. to the President the additional 
power to retire, and to give pay to those retired; 
they being just as much removed from the acti’ 
list of the Navy as those who’ have been dis- 
missed from the service, ` he ee 
The argument of my honorable friend from 
Tennessee was baséd on an isolated idea; which; 
I respectfully submit to him, has nothing what- 
ever to do- with the subject undér consideration: 


He referred to the maxim of the éommon law, 


| which he termed American law, that nó: mat 


should be punished without a trial: What'has 
that to do with this case? Officers of the Navy. 
under the Constitution may be removed without 
atrial, at the will of the President, by his volition 
without remedy on the part of the Senate or any- 
body else. The Senator from Tennessee tells wd 
that there is some reñńedy, and thatthe remedy: 
has heretofore been exereised here by the refusal 
of the Senate to confirm the nomination of a party. 
nominated in the place of somebody else súp= 
posed to be unjustly removed. The only case óf 
that nature which I recollect—~and T'suppose it 
the one to which the Senator refers—is a č 
where a nomination was delayed a year or two: 
but what was its fate? Was the mam reinstated? 
No, sir. Can a man be reinstated by a refusal 
on the part of the Senate to confitm a suecéssor? 
Never. If other officers shall not be renominatéed 
to supply the places of those who have been pit 
out of the Navy, or if those who may be rehori- 
inated shall not be confirmed by the Senate, you 
may leave their places vacant in the Navy, but 
you have not the power to coerce the President 
to nominate the persons whom you desire him tö 
nominate; and, not having that power, you havé’ 
no authority to replace them, For this reason; 
the Senator’s maxim of common law, or Amer- 
ican law as he terms it, has nothing of éarth -tói 
do with this matter. It is a subject. controlled 
by the Constitution of the United States, and by 
no action of cither American or common law.’ = 

Now, Mr. President, if Senators will convinéé 
me that we have any power whatever over this 
subject, by which I can be instrumental in doing 
justice to some parties to whom I believe injus? 
tice has been done, I will go with them to thé 
extent of my ability. I, as a practical man, sup- 
posed that there ought to be a remedy, and I 
attempted to ascertain it, and I will tell the. Sen- 
ator from Tennessee what I did. After. I found 
that the repeal of the law would have no effect, 
and after I ascertained from the Constitution that 
it was to the Executive alone that you could look 
for a remedy, I did not regard mere declamation 
here as a remedy, but I went to the Secretary of 
the Navy. Itold him that I believed injustice 
had been done. He said to me, with that frank- 
ness for which heis commendable, and for which 
he is known to every one who has ever approached. 
him: “ Sir, it may be true; and you are not more 
anxious than I am, or than the President is, to 
do justice. We have not intended, and do not 
intend at present, to fill any vacancy which has 
been created by death; there are already some 
eight or ten such vacancies. If you choose, you 
may pass a law by which you will create ad- 
ditional officers temporarily for the purpose of 
reinstating those to whom justice ought to be 
done, if there be a larger number than can be 
restored by renomination by the President for the 
action of the Senate.” 

Sir, the only remedy on earth'for the evil—and 
T think, in justice to these officers, that it ought 
to be the course of every one of us—is to present 
the memorials of the officers to whom injustice i8 


| supposed to have been done, and let them be fairly 
+ examined by the comniittee, and let the commit: 


tee present their report, saying that Mr. A has 
been unjustly treated, or Mr. B unjustly treated... 
Or, if my honorable friends from Kentucky and 
Tennessee can show the Secretary that their 


| friends have been unjustly treated, the President 
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-4I have the Secretary 'swórd-for it—will renom- 
{nate them to.take the place which they held an- 
teriorly to the passage of the law. .That is the 
remedy, and the only remedy. We may talk as 
much. as we please—we may argue about Ameri- 
ean principles or common law principles—but we 
have now-no power over the subject other than 
that... | : 
eve JONES, of Tennessee.. I do not mean, 
Mr. President, to detain the. Senate, but I wish 
to,ask a question of my friend from Maryland. 

‘Ido not.care a straw where. the responsibility 
attaches., There seems to be an earnest desire 
on the part of some gentlemen, particularly with 
my friends from, Mississippi end Maryland, to 
put tle responsibility upon the President. I do 
not seek to put it there, but E shall not evade its 
being put there. Ido not care where you put it, 
E say there is`a responsibility somewhere, and 
the world knows it. If this board desire to shirk 
the responsibility, I am content. I do not seek 
to. place it anywhere; but I maintain that there is 
a responsibility, and I ask gentlemen to locate it. 


., My friend from Maryland says that the Amer- | | 


Jean law, of which I spoke, deduced from the 
common law, does not apply. , Sir, it applies as 
universally as the law of justice applies. I do 

iot designate it, in any political sense, as an 


American law.. You may call it a republican ` 


law, a Washingtonian law,a Whig law, a Demo- 


cratic law—I care not what you call it; it is the |; 


law of justice that a man shall be heard before he 
iscondemned. My friend from Maryland assumes 


that this American law has nothing to do with | 


the question. 5 
ident had power to dismiss anyhow, and that it 


was theexercise of a constitutional power, beyond | 


the control of the legislative or judicial department. 
of the Government. If that is so in truth and in 
fact, it would make some difference; but will that 
honorable Senator pretend to say—will any man 


here say—that, in the absence of this law, which j; 


the President was made in part to execute, he 
would have dismissed two hundred and one men 
from the Navy? No, sir. 


with all the nerve which heand General Jackson 


together had, he would not have exorcised this | 


sreat constitutional power of striking off the 


eads of two hundred men without investigation. | 


It cannot be put, therefore, on that ground; and 
we mustfall back at last upon the divided respons- 
ibility—that the President was an executive offi- 
cer, and executed a law of the Congress of the 
United States. 


Again: my friend from Maryland asks what | 


shall we accomplish by repealing the law. Ihave 
not proposed to repeal the law. I repeat, what I 
have said before, that I believe the law was a good 
one. It may not have been sufficiently guarded; 
it is very difficult to throw suficient guarantees 
around any law. It may require amendments; 
but I believe the law to have been a good one. 
Tt is of its execution that 1 complain. Ido not 
ask for the repeal of the law; but I can tell my 
friend from Maryland what would follow its 
repeal, If it should be repealed, what would 
ibecome of the one hundred and sixty men who 
“have been retired or furloughed? Can you show 
; me any constitutional power on the part of the 
$ President to retire a man or furlough him?. He 
has. the strong power of dismissal, but there is 
no retired list under the Constitution. 

Mr. MALLORY. Allow me to state to the 
Senator, that the practice of furloughing officers 
į has existed as long as we have been a nation, and 
: no exception has.ever been taken to it by any 
; officer of the Navy. The power of farloughing 
“a man on about one third of his full pay has 
‘always existed in the British service. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
that power. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


of furloughinge men in consequence of the action 
of the board; but where do you find such a fur- 
lough as this—furloughing aman and putting him 
under a continual disability from promotion? 
Where do you find the constitutional power for 
that? : 
> Mr. PRATT. I will answer the question. 
The law passed at the last session gave the Pres- 
ident the power to make a retired and a furlough 
list... Am I not right in that? 


Why? Because, he says, the Pres- ; 


With all his nerve— |; 
and L understand he has got enough of it—and | 


This very law reserved | 


; : The President, į 
under the law in question, has exercised the power | 


| - Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. | 
| Mr. PRATT. Officers are retired and are far- 
| 


{i loughed. 


l 
|; with my friend from Maryland. 
‘| from Florida, when he says the President has 


|! exercised the power of putting officers on fur- 


|| tion as before; but under this law you impose a 
i i 3 


end, and the power of the President under it will 
ye at an end; but not till then. Ifall that has 
Peen done be annulled, and the confirmations be 
rejected, these gentlemen, according to my un- 
‘i: derstanding, will fall back to the positions from 
which they have been ejected. 

‘| I shall not argue that question, however. I 
| will repeat again, that the only point which seems 


to excite peculiarinterest with some of my friends 
is to locate the responsibility. I have no desire 
to put it on the President, or on any particular 
‘| person. All that I desire is, that men who have 
li been unfairly dealt. with shall have a hearing. 
i: My friend from Maryland has told us his remedy. 
ii I tell him it is not a fae one. 
'! to the President, or to the Secretary of the Navy, 
with our petitions and appeals. Sir, when did 
ʻi an American Senator ever go with.appeais to any- 
body? Weare here to exercise the ner 
power. If my friend’s suggestion be right, 


! who have been submitted to my care might pos- 
| sibly fare very poorly. Suppose I should be in 
| bad odor with the President, or the Secretary of 
the Navy--suppose my arguments should be heard 
with many grains of allowance-—would that place 
each officer in the Navy upon an equality? I 
might go to the Department, and argue the ques- 


tion without effect. Some more favored, more 
fortunate, and certainly more worthy, member 
of the Senate than I am, might succeed; and his 
innocent victim might be restored, and my inno- 
i| cent victim might he left to suffer the tortures of 
|| a condemnation unjust and unmerited. That is 
| no remedy to me. 
| Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, it seems to me 
|| that this whole discussion is out of place. The 
| resolution before the Senate has no relation what- 
|| ever to the merits of the law, or the conduct of 
i| the naval board. Itis simply a resolution calling 
‘| for information. Some members of the Senate 
say that no such information exists. J think it 
will be extremely unfortunate for that board if 
no information does exist on the subject. It 
must be a pretty high-handed measure for them 


which they proceeded so seriously to affect the 
i character and standing of their brother officers 
may be ascertained. 
a mere resolution of inquiry, in which I can see 
no mischief; for, if there be no information, the 
Secretary of the Navy will say so; and if there 
is information, it is necessary for us to have it, in 
order to prepare for the action which it is well 
known will be attempted in this body. Com- 
plaints are pouring in upon usevery day. They 


understand that that committee will soon report 
on them to the Senate. If there is any informa- 
tion bearing upon the su 
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board, before we come to any conclusion, to have 
that information. 

Sir, the honorable Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Prarr] says there is no remedy. 
leave to differ from him. The honorable Senator 
‘| from Tennessec, who introduces the resolution, 
tells you that he does not propose to repeal the 
law.” I concur very much with what was said on 
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l) Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.- I do not agree | 
‘The Senator ; 


|! lough pay, does not meet the case which I stated, | 
‘|, because, after that exercise of power by the | 
| President, they were still in the hne of promo- | 


He tells us_to go | 


might stand a very poor chance, and the victims | 


to leave behind no trace by which the facts on | 


This debate has arisen upon | 


are before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I |! 


bject, it is due to the į 
Senate, it is duc to ourselves, and to the late | 


I beg į 


that subject yesterday by the. honorable Senator 


from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,| and Í am 


ready to go to the extent.of repealing the law, if 
that be necessary. When the law shall be re- 


| pealed, in what condition will those officers who 


have been placed on the retired list stand? “They 
cannot then be on the retired list, because there 
willbe no such listin the Navy. ` They will then 
be in the Navy; and if the law which places them 


| out of the line of promotion be repealed, they will 


be in a condition to be promoted. They are not 
on the retired list or the furlough list, in conse- 
quence of the exercise of the power suggested by: 
the Senator from Florida—the power of the Pres- 


ii ident or of the Navy Department to furlough 
i; Officers. 
‘| under the provisions of a law, ‘and if that law be 
‘ repealed, their furlough and retirement ceases. 


They have been furloughed or retired 


[tis said, however, that there is no remedy for 
those who have been dropped or removed en- 


|i tirely. Itis said that the President, under the Con- 


stitution, has the power to remove these officers, 
and that he has exercised it and removed them. 
According to my opinion, he has not exercised 


; any power which he possesses under the Consti- 


tution, because, when he turns out an officer under 
the power vested in him by the Constitution, he 
is not required to give any reason for it. He has 
turned these officers out of the Navy under the 
power vested in him, not by the Constitutio#i, but 


i by the law of the last Congress, which law de- 


clares that they should be turned out because they 
were incompetent and unfit for service. That is 
what they complain of. They have been tricd by 
a secret tribunal, and the very men who tried them 
have been benefited by their being turned out of the 
service, and have been promoted themselves; and 
they have given us no information of the grounds 
on which they acted. 

Now, sir, it strikes me that the passage of a 
resolution of this nature is due to the board itself. 
I do not know the members of the board, but, 
judging from the eulogies which have been pro- 
nounced on them by Senators here, I am satisfied 
that a raajority of the members of that board 
would feel very unpleasant if they were wearing 
a commission which was the result of their own 
act in turning out somebody else, without being 
aoe and willing to give the reasons why they 

id so. 

Sir, when the proper time comes, I shall vote 
for the repeal of thelaw. From the investigation 
which I have given toit, I regard it as a bad law; 
aad I think it has not been satisfactorily executed, 
and I shall therefore vote for its entire repeal. 
The honorable Senator from Maryland has told 
us that he has taken the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy on the subject. Sir, I have an 
opinion of my own, and I intend to be governed 
by it. The law which has been passed. to drop 
officers, and retire them for want of efficiency, 
limits the number of officers. If you repeal that 
law, you repeal that limitation; and you will then 
have authority for as many officers in the Navy 


as you had before, and there will be vacancies 


for the President to do justice by filling. 1 under- 
stand that the Secretary of the Navy admits that 
injustice has been done; then repeal the law, and 
the President can do justice by appointing those 
who have been wrongly dealt with to the vacan- 
cies. J shall go for the repeal of the law. 

I do not intend, however, to go into an investi- 
gation of the merits of the subject at present, 
because it strikes me that that would be out of 
order. [have not the information which I desire, 
and I wish to obtain it. Without that informa- 
tion, I should not be able to do justice to the 
board, or to those who complain of its action. 
This resolution asks for information. Why not 
pass it? Some gentlemen tell us the information 
is not in the Department. If so, the Secretary 
of the Navy willsay so. I think it is due to the 
board that the information should be somewhere. 
i wish to obtain it, so as to be able to act under- 
standingly on the question when it properly comes 


| up for action, ; 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I shall, be- 


i fore L sit down, move the postponement of this 


question to some future day, when a debate upon 
the merits of the whole subject of the naval 
board and its action can more properly come be- 
fore the Senate. Every effort bas been made 
hitherto, by those who are disposed to give this 
subject a fair and impartial investigation, with a 


1856; 


kind, with confidence in its discretion and its wis- 
dom.. Notwithstanding these repeated andurgent 
appeals by those who are disposed to look calmly 
and considerately and deliberately into the matter, 
scarcely a memorial has been presented here, 
scarcely a resolution has been offered or a propo- 
sition made touching this subject, which has not 
been made use of—I will not pretend to say itis 
with a view of forestalling the public opinion— 
but that has not been made use of for the purpose 
of making appeals, which, by their necessary 
effect, must forestall public opinion, before the 
elements for the just formation of a public opin- 
ion have been afforded to the country. 

Sir, inthe remarks which I have heretofore had 
occasion to submit to the Senate, I have stated 
that I desired to avoid the discussion because the 
time*for it had not come; and I should not have 
said a word then, nor should I say a word now, 
if the proposition made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessec had been discussed upon its merits as a 
proposition for information, and if gentlemen on 
all sides of the House had not gone out of that 
question for the purpose of examining the general 
subject again. 

Str, there are some errors, it appears to me, 
which have been committed in regard to this matter 
which the simplest inspection of the language of 
the law will correct. I have it here before me. 
It is very short, but I do not mean to read what 
there is of it, short as it is. The first section | 
of the law indicates the true,character of the | 
proceeding which Congress intended by the law 
of the last session so clearly, as to make it im- 
possible, that anybody, however little habituated | 
to construe legal language, could by possibility 
misapprehend it. Here are the words: f 

As soon as practicable after the passage of this act, the | 
President of the United States shall cause a board of uaval 
officers to be assembled, which board, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe,shall make 
a careful examination into the efficiency ?— 

—not the character—but f 

“into the efliciency of the officers of the grades herein- 
after mentioned, and shall report to the Secretary of the 
Navy the names and rank of all officers of the said grades 
who, in the judgment of said board, shall be incapable of | 
performing promptly and efficiently all their duty, both į 
ashore and afloat.” | 

That is what the board was to do. It was to! 
go one step further, and only one step further: į 

«Whenever the board shall believe that said incompe- | 
tency has arisen from any cause implying sufficient blame ! 
on the part of the officer to justify it, they shall recommend | 
that his name be stricken altogether froni the rolis.” 

Now, sir, how stood the case when this law 
was passed? Fora quarter of a century complaints 
had been made in reference to the efficiency of the 
Navy. On all sides of this Chamber, from all 
parties, one concurrent report was made to the 
country, that there was an absolute necessity for 
reform in the Navy; and we were told that, in the 
event of any collision upon the ocean, we should 
be exposed to the possibility of having the flag of 
our country disgraced by reason of the incompe- 
tency of the officers to whose care its honor was 
intrusted. Now that a law has becn passed with 
a view to remedy that evil, and that its execution 
has taken place, we are all forgetting completely | 
the circumstances which existed prior to the pas- 
sage of the law; we are forgetting the condition of 
the country which called on us imperatively for 
a remedy of this kind, and lending our ears to the 
appeals of A, and of B, and of C, upright and hon- 
orable men, who may deserve the thanks of their 
country, perhaps, for services performed in past 
years, and yet be totally inefficient for present 
active service. We are lending our ears, I say, 
to these complaints, and are charmed by the voice į 
of persons who appeal to us for sympathy or for 
pity. We are forgetting our duty to our countrys | 
we are forgetting our duty to the public service 
of the country; we are forgetting that which is 
our first and most imperative obligation, to pre- 


serve the arm of this country in a condition in i 


action shall come. | ee : 

‘We know that the condition of the Navy would 
not have reached this point, if there had existed 
from the beginning a retired or pension list in our 
country. We know that fora long series of years 
men of high official position.in the Navy have 
been retained in that official position, because of t 
the natural repugnance in the heart of any Presi- 
dent of the United States to discharge from the 
Navy, without assistance, without pay, without 
support, men who had grown gray in the public 
service, although they might be inefficient at the 
present time for the performance of duty. The 
President had no remedy; he had no. means of 
keeping up the efficiency of the Navy, except by 
striking men from the rolls entirely; and naturally 
and properly the Exccutive of this country, upon 
all occasions,has shrunk from the exercise ofa pre- 
rogative which demanded so stern and so resolutes 
a sacrifice of all personal feeling. The country, 
perhaps, would have been dissatisfied by any such 
executive action. We were therefore compelled 
to provide some means by which support should 
be accorded to those old and faithful public offi- 
cers, and, at the same time, that the efficiency of 
the national arm on the occan should not be im- 
paired. 

What did we do? We said: we will provide 
means for the President to remove from the Navy 
officers who are inefficient: we will provide that 
all whom the President shall find mefficient or 
incompetent to do duty, shall be retired from 
active service on their full leave-of-absence pay. 
We do not order them to be dismissed from the 
Navy. We permit the President to dismiss 
them from active service, instead of dismissing | 
them from the Navy; we enlarge the executive | 
prerogative to this extent, that, instead of an ab- 
solute and unconditional dismissal, he shall have 
the power to dismiss them to a reserved list on pay. 
That is the power which we conferred on the 
President. We said, however, we are not willing 
to authorize the President to retire to the reserved 
list on pay men incompetent or inefficient to per- 
form their duties, when that incompetency or in- 
efficiency has resulted from faults imputable to 
themselves. Weare not going tosct the example 
of a Pension Bureau for inefficient or incompetent 
officers, when that incompctency or inefliciency 
results from their‘own vices or crimes, or from 
their own follies. And, therefore, at the same 
time that we authorize the President of the United | 
States to make only a qualified dismissal of pub- | 
lic officers; at the same time that we extend his 
prerogative to the extent of permitting him to 
retire officers from the Navy on pay, we tell him 
that it is not our intention that he shall excreise 
that prerogative by putting upon that favored re- 
tired list men whose inefficiency or incompcetency 
is the result of their own vices or crimes, and | 
that the public money is not to be devoted to pen- 
sioning men like these. 

That, sir, is the theory of the law. Whatwas 
the machinery devised by Congress for its execu- | 
tion? ‘To whom were we to commit the charge | 
of ascertaining what men could properly be re- 
tired from the Navy? The President had the ; 
constitutional power. There was no necessity | 
for us to form for him any hoard—any advisory į 
council at all. Suppose that, instead of passing 
the law as we have passed it, to use the Jlustra- į 
tion in part of my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Brown,] who so recently addressed the Senate, 
we had said that the President of the United | 
States should, in the exercise of his executive | 
prerogative, form these lists. As a matter of 
course, we know that there is a certain body of 
officers who form the executive council. We have 
the Sceretarics of the different Departments of | 
the Government, who lend to the Executive the 
aid of their advice and counsel. The President, 
in the exercise of the duty imposed on him by 
this law, would have had the right, and could : 
undoubtedly have resorted, to the advice and’ 
counsel of his Cabinet officers. What would then ; 
have been thought of a resolution to call upon the 
President of the United States to report to us on 
what charges, as gentlemen are pleased to term 
them, officers have been turned out of the service, | 
or calling on the Executive of the country to: 


advised him to do? 


report to us the record of what his Cabinet had | 
| 


Surely, Mr. President, that could not have 


been entertained for asecond;and yet what have 
we done? Simply provided; pro had nice, an 
official and advisory cabinet or board; in relation 


to this particular subject-matter, ‘and have done - 


so according to the best of our judgineiit and dis- 
cretion, by the selection‘of precisely that clay: 
individuals best adapted, from previous life, and 
from experience and. knowledge of the subject, 
to give good advice. We may haveselected these 
advisers wrongly and unwisely; we may have 
imposed upon them ‘a duty which it would’ be 
more prudentand statesmanlike to have confidéd 
to others; but certainly nothing -has* been done 
by Congress, nothing by the Senate, nothing 
have I voted for—and I voted for this law—whie 

I can consider, for one moment, as in derogation 
of those principles of justice which every man 
has ‘a right to appeal to, be he officer of the Navy 
or not, in defense of his life, of his character, and 
of his reputation before the country. 

I voted that the President of the United States 
should have a list to which he could remove offi- 
cers, without removing them entirely out ‘of the 
service. I knew that the President could not re- 
move an incompetent officer without turning him 
out of the Navy. I voted for a shelter for that 
officer. Ivoted to give the President a retired 
list to which he could remove that officer instead 
of placing him entirely out of the Navy. I pro- 
vided, as far as my vote could do it, some subsist- 
ence, some support, for those old officers who had 
gallantly fought in the service of their country, 
and who had done their duty in the vocation 
which they had selected in which to pass their 
lives. But now, when, upon the very face of 
this law, no person is dismissed from the Navy 
except those from whose fault, inefficiency or 
incompetency has resulted, when, upon the very 
face of the law, the list that is provided is specially, 
directly, literally, and expressly declared to be a 
list of men physically incompetent from no fault’ 
of their own—men who are removed from the 
active service, and put upon the retired list, come 
here and complain to us that they have been 
placed before a court-martial and tried on charges, 
and we are told that they have been condemned 
unheard, and that every principle of justice has 
been violated, because they were not allowed to 
go before this board, produce witnesses, and make 
speeches and arguments in their defense. 

Sir, thë President of the United States, in exe- 
cution of the behests of Congress, has removed 
officers from active service under a law which 
expressly declares that they are removed for no 
fault of theirs. The law declares that they are 
removed because, without fault, they have be- 
come inefficient and incompetent to do their duty; 
and finding this to be the case, Congress has 
gencrously provided for them a retiring pension, 
more liberal in its provisions than exists in the 
service of any other country. I say, there under- 
lies all these complaints of the action of Congress 
and of this board, gross injustice and misappre- 
hension. I say more particularly is there gross 
injustice done to the officers of the board who, 
under the orders of the Secretary of the Navy, 
in conformity with the duty imposed on them, 
and which undoubtedly they accepted with re- 
luctance, have openly and manfully discharged 
their duty, and to whom, [submit tomy honorable 
friend from Tennessee, it is not proper to apply 
the words, ‘‘shirking from responsibility. ”? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend says 
that gross injustice has been done to this board. 
I do not mean to do gross injustice to anybody. 
I have not assailed the board. I desire that they 
shall be heard. Task for nothing more. That 
is the whole extent of my resolution. 1 under- 
take, however, to say here, in my place, without 
intending any offense to anybody, that if allthat 
I have heard—and much of which I believe to be 
true — shail be found to exist, the board will be 
found worthy in part of that gross assault of 
which my friend speaks. All Task is, that they 
shall have a fair hearing, and that they shall vin- 
dicate themselves if they can. Why refuse to 

ass the resolution? Letus get the information. 

have made no attack on the board. Ido not 
mean to make an attack on them until they are 
heard; but I have reasons to satisfy myself that 
at least a portion of the board acted from motives 
and considerations which I do not approve. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have no doubt, Mr. 
President, that the members of the board whe 


f- 


« 
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Jave net: been. attacked by my honorable friend 
mraf ee will be -exceedingly grateful to 
Jani forthesoruple which has prevented. him from 
ying anything which could, by possibility, be 
misconstrued into-an attack. He, however, does, 
ro ion to sey; n passing, that, if a great 

at he has heard (and much or little of 


‘which. I do not know which he believes) be true, | 
“then much of what I consider gross injustice 1s 


served by the board. Why, this is a very 
yaoderate mode, and a very efficient mode, of de- | 
elining the responsibility for the attack, but at 
the same:time makingit. Ido not’mean to say}; 
that my friend has any such intention; I know i 
he. has not: 
Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. None in the world. 
All Lask is, that our friends will give us the facts. i 
“Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Lou- 
isiana name the day to which he wishes to post- 
pone this subject. I wish to be heard upon it. 
"My, BENJAMIN. I will, if the Senator 
_wishes it, move now to postpone the further con- | 
gideration of the subject. 
Mr. BUTLER. ‘No, sir. I wish to know | 
whether- the Senator will. speak now, and give | 
-judginent, before-he moves for ahearing. T shall | 
be glad to. hear the Senator. I am always glad | 
do hearhim; but I wish to be heard also. | 
io Mr. BENJAMIN. 1wil zu tothe sugges- || 
tion of my friend from South Carolina by moving | 

the farther postponement of this question, al- 

though I did intend to say something more upon 

it. Until what day shall I say? 

Mr. STUART. Friday. 

.. Mr, TONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from | 
‘Massachusetts [Mr. Wiusox] is entitled to the | 
floor to-morrow; but, if it is agreeable to him, I 
should be glad that my friend from Louisiana 
should go on with this debate to-morrow. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. We have two suhjects 

-under discussion—one the English question, the 
othor the question of the naval board, and they 
scem to.alternate with each other. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from | 
Massachusetts: consents to our proceeding with : 
this question to-morrow. | 

Mr. IVERSON. Before the Senator from Lou- 
jsiana submits his motion for a postponement, 


T-would beg to suggest that it would be well to |; 


act at once upon the resolution of the Senator 
from ‘Tennessee. We can do no harn by pass- 
ing it, Let us adopt it then, for it may elicit | 
some information which will guide us in the dis- 

position of this important and delicate subject; || 
Bat I wish to give notice that I have a proposi- |i 
tion to present, which I think will be much more 
efficacious than that of the Senator from Ten- 
nessoc, and which, if adopted by the Senate, will, 
{I believe, reach and correct much, if not all, of 
the evil complained of; but I think that proposi- 
tion should be presented in executive session; 
indeed, it seems to me, that this whole subject 
ought properly to have been debated in executive 
rather than in open session. I therefore give 
notice to the Senator from Louisiana that, if he | 
will withdraw his motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and letthe question be taken | 
upon that resolution, and let it be passed, when | 
the Senate meets again, and an opportunity pre- 

sents itself, I shall move to go into executive | 
session, and there present my proposition to which | 


diseuss it fully without: the report of my friend 


| ment have no, information on the subject, the res- 


ation, let us get it. 


from Florida? 

Mr. FISH. ‘It has been discussed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am willing to. let the 
whole discussion go overuntil we receive the re- 
port of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BUTLER. I would prefer that. 

. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would not ob- 
ject to that, but for the fact that I wish to get this 
information atonce. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It will come in the report 
ofthe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The committee 
ought to have the information. Why not pass || 
the resolution? Gentlemen tell us we want in- 
formation to enable us to arrive at conclusions. 
Why not get the information? If the Depart- 


olution will do no harm. If they have inform- 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will inform my friend 
from Tennessee that all the information that can 
be got on the subject, whether under his resolu- 
tion or by any other process, will be undoubtedly 
obiained by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
without the aid of his resolution; and I therefore 
sce no object in it, except asa peg to hang debate 
upon. If it is to be kept before the Senate for 
the purpose of hanging debate upon it, I wish to 
hang a small portion of debate on it myself. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then why not 

ass the resolution, and quit hanging debates on it? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My proposition is to post- 
pone it until after the report of the Committee on j 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. But the resolu- į 
tion seels for information, and I wish to get that 
information in advance, in order to allow the 
committee to report upon the information thus 
obtained. If you want to hang speeches, hang 
them on any horn you please; but I wish to ob- 
tain this information before the committee make 
a report. I protest against their reporting until 
| they get the information. This is simply an in- 
quiry to ascertain whether there is information. 
i Nobody can object to it. As the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Iverson] says, no objection has 
been made to the merits of the. proposition. All 
the objection that has been urged is to the conse- || 
| quences that are deduced from it. If there is no 
information, the resolution is harmless. If there 
is any, the committee ought to have it, in order | 
to make a sensible report on the subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 hope there will be some 
general understanding as to when the debate on 
this subject shall be resumed, and that the inti- 
mation made by my honorable friend from Lou- 
isiana will be acceded to, and that the debate will 
not be continued until we get all the information 
that can be conveyed to the Senate by the report : 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I do noti 
wish this controversy to assume anything like a! 
partisan character, because we all have to form 
our judgments upon it. I do not say that I have ; 
formed my judgment on this matter, and T want +) 
full information on the subject. i 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] says | 
we might as well pass the resolution now, De- | 
cause there is no objection to it. Why, sir, that i 

{ 
i 


is the very thing my honorable friend from Lou- | 
isiana is undertaking to show is the mischief. |} 
The remark of my friend from Georgia reminds 


1 bave alluded. Thenthe whole subject can cone 
up and be fully debated. I think that is the 
proper plan. Juet us take the question upon the || 
resolution of the Senator from ‘Tennessee. n 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Why itis upon that very |i 
proposition that we are speaking. Itis that we 
are combating, and the debate is not closed upon 
it yet. The proposition of the Senator from l 
Georgia is to take a vote upon it now. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 have not heard any objec- | 
tion to the merits of the proposition itself, but it | 
has given rise to a debate on the general subject. | 
Am lio understand that the Senator from Louis- | 

i 
} 
1 
1 
F 


iana objects to eliciting information ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I most decidedly object to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia. | 
I think he misapprchends the effect of it. | 

Mr. IVERSON. Uwithdraw what I have said. | 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of this subject until Mon- 


fi 


day. 
Mr. BUTLER. Allow me to. ask, shall we u 


: me very much of an anecdote which Mr. Web- 
i! was a clearer ease in the world.” [Laughter.] 


ii obje 


1 
| 

| shall come under consideration, E may submit | 
| 

| 

i 


| a day certain shall be fixed when the report 
| come in and be debated, and when we can make |} 
; our propositions. 


ster used to relate of one of his clients. After he 


I wish to hear all sides, and to get all the in- 
I wish to exempt myself from 
every objection which is made to the board. We 
ct that they decided upon rumor, that they 
decided upon “I have heard so and so;” and 
they could not complain very well, if we were to 
decide upon what we have heard of them; but i | 
wish to obtain all the information that can be got | 
by a careful committees and when their report ii 


some propositions in regard to it. : li 
ï wish to have a general understanding that 
will 


I know the common style |; 
now-a-days is to build the piazza before you erect H 
the house. We have had debates here on war! 


_and peace, and on the naval board, without any 


practical proposition one way. ọr the other. For 
myself, 1 object to this whole course of proceed- 
ing... I enter a caveat against it.. As far as each 
Senator who presents a petition or memorial on 
this subject explains it, that is proper enough; 
hut I suppose when we get up to make a, ‘few 
remarks,” as we generally say, on a petition or 
memorial, it is very hard for us to stop, and we 
find it very difficult to curb.ourselyes. Iam afraid 
we are yery much like the Numidian cavalry, who 
charged with all spurs and no bridle.[ Laughter.] 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wenpnespay, February 6, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 
i WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. I ask leave of the 
House to withdraw from the files of this House 
certain papers relating to the heirs of Apollos 
Cooper, deceased, for the purpose of having them 
presented to the Senate, where a majority of the 
papers are on file. i 

There being no objection, the papers were with- 
drawn. 3 

ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask that the House re- 
sume the consideration of the resolution which I 
submitted yesterday, in relation to the election of 
a public printer, and on which I demanded the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House 
adopted yesterday, the first business in order, the 
Chair understands, is the calling of the States for 
resolutions. i 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I would like to 
inquire from the Chair, would not the business in 
order be the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bryvenam?] Iwantto try and get him 
to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will specially 
direct that course, it may proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio. The gentleman from Ohio proposes 


! that the House resume the consideration of the 


resolution relating to the election of a public 
printer. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
man from Ohio to withdraw his resolution. 
appeal to him to do so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to-a question of 
order. I desire to know whether, as we have 
yesterday adopted our rules, the attention of the 
Chair has been called to a rule, to be found, I be- 
lieve, on page 160, which provides that,in the 
clection of all officers except members of the 
House, there shall be a previous nomination? I 
ask whether the Chair does not construe that to 
mean that, whether we elect viva voce, or by ballot, 


Task the genier 


| there should be a nomination previously? Itis 
Í| of no great consequence, but it seems that the 


election should be had in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio involves, in the opinion of the 
Chair, an clection which, under the rules of the 
House, must be viva voce. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
the Chair to decide the resolution in order? 

The SPEAKER. If the question of order is 

resented, the Chair will decide it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I raise the question of 
order, because 1 want it decided. Whatever is 
the decision of the Chair I shall acquiesce in it. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order being 
raised, tlic Chair decides that the resolution of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brvenam] is not 
in order under the rule. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Is it in order 
now to submit a resolution in relation to the rules 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order, 
there being no standing committees upon which 
the Chaircan califor reports, is to call the States 
for resolutions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection be made. 


I beg leave to offer a 


It will be received if no 
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: The resolution was re 
follows: , 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker, to whom shall be referred the'rulesof thé House, 
and who shall have leave to report at any time such amend- 
ment and revision of the same as they shall think proper ; 
and such report, when. made; shall be considered by the 
House as a special order. r 

Mr. STEPHENS. [object to the introduction 
of that resolution as it has Just been read. I will 
state, however, to the gentleman from Ohio that 
Ihave no objection to the appointment of such a 
committee, but. I do not consent to that portion 
of the resolution which gives them the power to 
report at any time. I think it is very well to have 
such a committee, but I am not willing to give 
them the power to bring forward their proposi- 
tions, and override all the other business of the 
House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 


ad for information, as 


I think itis a matter of 


great consequence that we should reserve the | 


right to modify the rules of the House; and, as I 
understand the rules we have adopted, it will be 
utterly impossible to modify them without a vote 
of two thirds, unless we adopt some such provis- 
ion as is contained in this resolution, giving them 
power to report at any time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I ask if there is any proposition 
before the House upon which the gentleman from 
Ohio can submit his remarks? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is not in order unless by unan- 
imous consent, s 

Mr. STEPHENS. T object, unless the gentle~ 
man from Ohio accedes to the modification I have 
suggested. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not accede to the 
modification. x 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution is not 
in order, The business before the House is the 
call of the States for resolutions. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
leged question. 
proceed viva voce to the clection of public printer, 
andupon that motion I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire the attention of 
the gentleman from. Tennessee for one minute. 
I have no objection to the motion, that the House 
proceed immediately to the clection of a public 
printer, but I do object to his calling the previous 
question upon the motion. I object most decid- 
edly to this mode of doing business—for gentle- 
men to introduce propositions here, and without 


I rise to a privi- 


giving any opportunity to consider or to suggest | 


I 


modifications, to move the previous question. 


ask the gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw | 


the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not withdraw the demand. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 

reed to. 

The House then proceeded to the execution of 
its order. 

The Speaker appointed Messrs. Carike, Bine- 
wamM, WHEELER, and Cotrax, to act as tellers. 

Hai then announced that nominations were in 
order. í 

or BINGHAM nominated Oran Follett, of 
Ohio, . 

Mr. WHEELER nominated Cornelius Wen- 
dell, of Washington city. 

Mr. CULLEN 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARLILE. 
ation, for public printer of this House, a gentle- 


man whose character for honesty is inferior to |: 


none—— 
Several Mremuers called Mr. C. to order. 
Mr. CARLILE. Iwas not aware that it was 

not in order to introduce remarks in connection 

with nominations. I then present the name of 


Robert Farnham, of this city, who is a practical ; 


rinter. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to say thatthe gen- 
tleman, whose name I have presented, is also a 
practical printer. 

Mr. DUNN nominated John T, Defrees, of 
Indiana. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 


information from the proper source, in reference i 


to these gentlemen who have been placed in nom- 


I move that the House do now | 


nominated Nathan Sergeant, of i! 


I desire to place in nomin- 


I desire to obtain some ; 


i i 
| 


i 


ination. I desire to know whether they are prae- 
sical printers? . at Te 
The SPEAKER. - The Chair must state that, 


inasmuch as the House has ordered the main 
question tobe now put, no debate is in order. 
The gentleman from Virginia will, however, be 
perm ited to propound his questions if no objection 
be made.. ; 

Several MgmBERs objected. 

Mr. LINDLEY nominated John T. Towers, 
of Washington city. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I think the House 
ought to be put in possession of some information 
touching these gentlemen who have been put in 
nomination for public printer. i 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order except 
by unanimous consent. [Cries of “ Object] 

Mr. SPINNER. Inominated Francis P. Blair, 
Jr., of Missouri. 

The House then proceeded to vote viva voce for 

rinter of the House, with the. following result: 

hole number of votes cast, 195; necessary to a 
choice, 98; of which— 

Oran Follett received s essesssosesssoocseneo cee ee 8O 

Comelius Wendell.. 7 

Robert Farnham... 

Nathan Sergeant 

John T. Towers. 

Jobn D. Defrees... 

Francis P. Blair, jr. 

William W. Seaton........ 

Jared V. Peck... 

Beverly Tucker.. 

R. Ridgway...... 

J. Watson Webb.... cc. ccs cc irises nariais ais 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Cainpbcll, Chaffee, Clawson, 
Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Day, Dean, Dick, Dicki 
son, Dodd. Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 


Granger, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, | 


Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, 
MeCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Ñor- 
ton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Pihu B. Wash- 


burne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, and ! 


Woodworth. 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hend- 
ley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W.Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Grecuwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Wickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidweli, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Quitman Rufin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Winslow, 
Danicl B. Wright, and Jobn V. Wright. 

For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Cox, H. Winter Davis, Evans, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Hotfman, Alexander K. Marshall, Ready, 
Ricaud, Robison, William R. Smith, Swope, Underwood, 
Walker, and Zolticoffer. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Cullen, Dam- 
rell, Henry M. Fuller, Killian Miller, Millward, Morrill, 
Porter, Todd, Whitney, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Towers—Messrs. Haven, Lake, Lindley, Paine, 
Puryear, Reade, and Trippe. 

for Mr. Defrecs—Messrs. Dunn, Mace, Humphrey Mar- 
shail, and Scott. 

For Mr. Blair—Messrs. Grow and Spinner. 

For Mr, Seaton—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Peck—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Tucker—Mr. Powell. 

For Mr. Ridgway—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Webb—Mr. Pennington. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CHAFFEE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Comins, was detained at home by sickness, and 
was unable to be present and vote on this occa- 
sion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, stated that he 


| had paired off with Mr. Casxre. 


Mr. BOCOCK said that he had been requested 


i by his colleague, Mr. Casxie, to state that he had 


paired off with Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, 
until the 15th of this month. 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, stated that he 
had paired off with his colleague, Mr. Kunxev. 
Mr. STRANAHAN stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Winurams. 


Mr. TRAFTON stated that he had paired off ;! 


for a week with Mr. SNEED. 
Mr. BALL stated that, after this vote, he had 
paired off with Mr. Taxsorr for the remainder 


or this week and the two succeeding weeks. 


Mr. Waxeman, a Representative from the Stats 
of New York, appeared during the calling of the 
roll, and qualified by taking the oath to’ suppart 
the Constitution.of the. United States 3-0 

‘The House proceeded to vote vive voce a second 
time for printer, with the following result: Whole 
number of votes,.191; necessary to a choice, 96 


of which— . 


Oran Follett received... 
Cornelius Wendell..... 


Nathan Sergeant. 
Jolin Ð. Dettees. 
John T, Towers 

Jared V. Peeks ues 
J. Watson Webb....... 
Beverly ‘Tucker, 
R. Ridgway......... Ceser 
Francis P. Blair, jr... sese sessio sreg es 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham Bliss, Brenton, Buftinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D; Campbell, Chaf- 
fee, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Day, 
Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Plagier, alloiway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight; 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchi¢, 
Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons; Stanton, 
Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge;, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Bilihu B. Washburne, 
Terael Washbum, Watson, Welch, Wood, and Wood- 
worth. vd 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Hendley S.. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch; 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, Wils 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thoniay J. 
D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Mo 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Peck; 
Phelps; Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward; 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William, Smith, Šte hensy 
Stewart, Taylor, Thurston, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V, Wright. 

For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. Broom, John P, Campbell, 
Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Lindley, Alexander. Ks 
Marshall, Millward, Paine, Ready, Ricaud, William Smith, 
Trippe, Underwood, Walker, Whitney, and Zollicoffér. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Mossrs. Bara Clark, Cullen, Damreli,, 
Etheridge, Killian Miller, Reade, Robison, Todd, Tyson, 
aud Woodruff. ? 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Dunn, Lake, Mace, Húmphrëy 


sesveuseyeae È 


savedoves b 


Marshall, and Scott. 

3 For Mr, Towers—-Messrs. Haven, Kennett, Porter, and 
uryear. ; 
For Mr. Peck—Mr, Andrew Oliver. 
For Mr. Webb—Mr. Pennington. 
For Mr. Tucker—Mr. Powell. 

For Mr. Ridgway—Mr. Rivers. 

For Mr. Blair—Mv. Spinner. 
Pending the call of the roll, S 
Mr. HICKMAN stated that, after this vote, 


! he had paired off for the rest of the day with hia 
| colleague, Mr. Brapsuaw. 


The House then proceeded to vote viva voce'a 
third time for.printer, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 189; necessary to a 


| choice, 95; of which— 


vate venees 74 
Tear BB 


ween eeeeeecwany 


soeeveee lO 


Oran Follett received... see rese 
Cornelius Wendell... 
Robert Farnham.. 
Nathan Sergeant 
John D. Defre: 
R. Ridgway..... 
dared V. PECK.asase s 
J. Watson Webb... 
Beverly Tucker... . . 
Francis P. Blair, jr........006 Secererrre rrr Tr erat 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bilinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Day, 
Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, ‘Fhor+ 
ington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala~ 
der C. Washbume, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Wendelli—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman 
Hismson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, 
mundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. 


at ee et tO F 
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i D. Fuler, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall; Sampson 


W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, 
George. W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, Lampkin, 
Samuel. S, Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, 
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Mordecai Oliver „Peck; Phelps, 
uitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
S tat A Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tay- 
lor: Thurston, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 
“For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. Broom, John. P.: Campbell, 
Carlile; Bayard Clark, Cox, Etheridge, Evans, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Kennett, Lake, Alexander K. Marshal, 
Paine, Porter, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud; Wiltiam R. Smith, 
Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Walker, Whitney,- 
and Zollicoffer. . FR 
For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Cullen, Damrell, 
Haven, Hoffman, Killian Miller, Robison, ‘Todd, Wood, and 
“Woodruff. a 
For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Lewis D. Campbell, Dunn, 
Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, and Scott. 
For Mr. Ridgway—Messrs. Henry M. Fuller, Reade, and 
Rivers. |. alas 
For Mr. Peck-—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 
For Mr. Webb—Mr. Pennington. 
For My. Tuckerz-Mv. Powell. 
For Mr. Blair—Mr. Spinner. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr, CHAFFEE stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. KeLLY. 
z . WOOD FOR THE POOR. 
“Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. A message has 
been received: from the Senate, announcing that 
aresolution has passed that body making a small 
appropriation for. the purpose of furnishing fuel 


‘Smith ‘Miller; Milson; 


to prevent the poor. children of this city and of | 


Georgetown from freezing to death, 

‘Mr. LETCHER. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask that the resolution 
may be taken up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LETCHER. My point is, that it is not 
in ordee to do so while the vote is going on for į 
printer, i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. J hope no man will object 
to action upon a proposition such as this. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the | 

` gentleman from Ohio to ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to take up the Senate resolu- 
tion making an appropriation for the relief of the | 
suffering poor of the cities of Washington and | 
Georgetown. 


Guinand, watchmen at the Observatory, asking’ 
for additional compensation under the law increas 
ing the salaries of the employés in the executive 
departments. It is agreed, on all hands, that 
they were within the spirit of that law. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JAMES presented the petition of John S. 
Ormsbee, heir of John Spurr, an officer in the 
Army of the Revolution, praying to be allowed | 
the commutation pay to which his ancestor was 
entitled; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth Pinninger, one 
of the heirs of Thomas Arnold, an officer in the 
Army of the Revolution, praying to be allowed | 
the commutation Pay to which he was entitled; | 


tionary Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to present the petition 
of George R. Gray, a lieutenant in the Navy of 
the United States, who has been placed on the 
retired list, with furlough pay, by the action of | 
the late naval board. He complains of that action 


as unjust to him, and says he is ignorant of the | 
cause. I believe he has been at sca or on actual 
shore duty for sixteen years and cight months out 


during which he has been in the Navy. He asks 
for a favorable consideration of his case by the 
Senate. I move that his petition be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


meet on Monday next. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 


Ordered, Vhat. the petition of Nathaniel Mothershead, 
praying for a pension for services during the last war with 


Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Lhope the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw his objection, and allow 
the House to take a vote upon it. Twill meet the 
gentleman on his“ Virginia constitutional absuac- 
tions” when the proposition comes before the 
Fouse. 

“Mr. LETCHER. Let us elect a printer first, 
and it will be soon enough to take up the resolu- | 
tion afterwards. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The printing is not suffer- 
ing, whilst the poor around us are freezing to 
death. 

.. The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I wil give ten dollars: let | 
others: do the same, and there will be no neces- | 
siyon this resolution. 

Ar, BOYCE. Let members pay it out of their | 
ewn pockets. 
` Mr. FLAGLER. 
how adjourn. 

Mr. SAPP. [call for tellers. ! 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GALLOWAY, | 
and Flarris of Maryland, were appointed. f 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 66, noces 50. | 

So the motion was agreed to: and at half past | 
two o’clock the House adjourned until to-morrow | 

> at twelve o’clock, m. H 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 7, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, Henry ©. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have a memorial from 
Daniel Draper & Son, of Boston, owners of the 
foreign-built bark St. Harlampy, praying to be 
alloweda register for her under the name of Mon- 
mouth, she having been repaired in the United | 
States. As this is a matter of direct practical 
importance to these - parties, J take the liberty of 
asking my friend, the chairman of the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, (Mr. Hamuin,] to be good 
enough to give attention to the subject as soon 
as possible. 

: The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

«MrsADAMS. I have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of Thomas Hays and William : 


Great Britain, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. CASS subinitted the following resolution 
i| for consideration: 

Resolved, ‘Maat the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for inereasing the Navy of the United States. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DODGE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained Icave to introduce a bill for 
| the relief of Anson Dart; which was read twice ! 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to} 
change the terms of. the United States court for 
Wisconsin, and to compensate the judge; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DODGE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 


of a period of twenty-two years and nine months, | 


vious notice not having been given, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill concerning the 
branch mint at San Francisco, and authorizing the 
issue of new gold coins; which was read twice by 
its title, aridreferred to the Committee on Finance. 


GEORGE P. MARSH. 


Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 56) directing payment to George P. Marsh, 
for judicial sérvices rendered by him, under the 
act of 11th of August, 1848, while Minister Resi- 
dent to the Ottoman Porte; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. FOOT. Before making the request which 
I intend to make, that this bill may at once be 
put on its passage, I desire to submit a few words 
of explanation in reference to it. The bill simply 


hich was referred to ihe Committee on Revolu- (oe eee een the settle- 


| ment of the accounts of Mr. Marsh, as Minister 
residentat Constantinople, to make him an alow- 
ance, at the rate of $1,000 per annum, in consid~- 
eration of the judicial services performed by him 
while he was the American Minister atthe Ottoman 
Porte,and which were imposed upon him by the 
act of 11th August, 1848, entitled ‘ê An actto carry 
into effect certain provisions in the treaties between 
the United States and China and the Ottoman 
Porte, giving certain judicial powers to ministers 
and consuls of the United States in those coun- 
tries.” That act, after investing the American 
Commissioner and consuls in China with judicial 
authoxity, under the treaty of 3d July, 1844, and 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to |} 


authorize the sale of the Government lands at the 
Stockbridge reservation, State of Wisconsin, and 
the issuing of patents to the lands in said reserv- 
ation; which was read: twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER, in parsuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize and direct the settlement of the account 
of the Bank of the State of Missouri, for money 
advanced for the subsistence and transportation 
of volunteers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill | 
to provide for the public printing, engraving, and 
binding; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MALLORY, in pursuance of previous no- | 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill : 
for the improvement of the harbor of Appalach- | 
icola; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. WELLER, in pursuance of previous no- | 
lice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill | 
to alter and amend the act entitled ‘* An act to 
establish a circuit court of the United States in 
and for the State of California;’? which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 3 

R, by unanimous consent, pre- 


Mr. WELLE 


| defining their jurisdiction and powers, declares, 
‘in the eighteenth section, that, in consideration 
of the additional dutics thus imposed, there shall 
be paid to the Commissioner, apnually, the sum 
of $1,000 in addition to his salary; and, for the 
gamie reason, thata like sum shall be paid annually 
| to each of the consuls in China, in addition to 
their fees. 

The act then proceeds, in the twenty-second sec- 
tion, to extend its provisions—so far as it relates 
to crimes committed by citizens of the United 
States—to Turkey, under the treaty of 1830 with 
that Government, and to invest, ea officio, the 
American Minister at the Sublime Porte and the 
| consuls with the same jurisdiction and powers; 
but is silent in respect to any additional compen- 
gation on account of those additional services. It 
is understood that this section was added by way 
of amendment to the original bill, after it had 
been reported; and that its silence as to compen- 
sation was an accidental omission, or that it was 
supposed that the imposition of the same addi- 
tional duties upon the Minister and consuls in 
Turkey, which had been imposed in a preceding 
section upon the Commissioner and consuls in 
China, would, by necessary implication, carry 
with it the same additional compensation. Atall 
events, sir, I suppose that no one doubts that it 
was the intention of Congress, at the time of the 
passage of that act, to allow the same compensa- 
tion in the one case as in the other. Fso under- 
stood the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations [Mr. Mason] to declare his 
opinion, when the allowance of this same com- 
pensation was moved by him from that commit- 
tee, as an amendment to the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, near the close of the last ses- 
sion. 

Again: this same compengation has been al- 
lowed and paid to Mr. Carr, the immediate pre- 
| decessor of Mr. Marsh, by the order and direction 
of Congress—thus giving a legislative construc- 
tion to that act in accordance with its manifest 
intent and the clear justice of the case. 

Now, sir, this bill, in form and in substance, 
is preciscly that which was reported at the last 
session of Congress from the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, and which, by their unanimous 
| approval, was subsequently moved as an amend- 
ment to the general appropriation bill, and was 
| passed by this body without an opposing voice, 
so far as it related to the compensation for the 
i judicial services of the Minister at the Turkish 
Government. | 

I have now presented this claim in a separate 
bill, for the reason that no objection has ever 
! been made to it in either House. It will be rec- 
| ollected that, at the last session, a provision for 
the payment of this claim, together with the claim 
for extra services and expenses on a special mis- 
t sion to Greece, was reported in one general bill; 


| 
| 
| 


| 
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and: subsequently was moved ‘by the honorable 
chairman on Foreign Relations as an amendment. 
to the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; and 
in that form it was passed by this body without 
a division, but failed in the other House, at the 
closing hours of the session, on account of objec- 
tions raised there, not to this claim, but to the 
claim, or rather the amount of the claim, for 
special services in Greece. T have presented it 
now in a separate bill, to avoid all controversy and 
delay, so far as the claim for judicial services is 
concerned, in order that what all concede to be 
justly and equitably due to Mr. Marsh may be 
pad to him at as cane a day as practicable. It 
as already been withheld too long. -The case is 
a clear one; the claim is just; no word of objec- 
tion has ever been made to it from any quarter. 
It comes within the intent of the act of 1848; it 
rests upon the authority of precedent, and of 
legislative construction of the act. It is, in fact, 
a portion of his fixed salary as Minister resident, 
added to it by the act of 1848, so intended at the 
time, so construed subsequently by the action of 
Congress in directing its payment to Mr. Carr. 

I need not say that the salary of the Minister 
to Turkey at that time was at most a meager one— 
being only $6,000, without an outfit. This was 
intended as an additional compensation for addi- 
tional services imposed. The salary for the Turk- 
ish mission has since been raised to $9,000. This 
sum, the payment of which is now sought, has 
been withheld from Mr. Marsh at the Depart- 
ment—I will not say improperly, but upon a mere 
technicality. This bill simply proposes to re- 
move the technical objection. Congress inter- 
posed in the case of Mr. Carr, and ordered the 
payment of his claim. 
the same in the case of Mr. Marsh, and we ask 
nothing more: Iam sure thatno member of this 
body would counsel such palpable partiality and 
injustice, as to order payment in the one case and 
refuse it in the other. 

It possibly may be suggested, Mr. President, 
that this is a case proper to be referred to the 
Court of Claims; I do not think so. In cases of 
clear and unquestioned right, the party ought not 
to be subjected to the expense and delay of pros- 
ecuting his claim before that court. “Congress 
should act upon and allow them at once. Claims 
about the justice and the amount of which there 
is no serious controversy and no serious question 
—claims, for instance, which have been rejected 
at the Departments upon some mere technical 
point, while their justice is still admitted, as in this 
case, and claims of comparatively small amount, 
and which would be all absorbed in attorneys’ 
fees, commissioners’ fees, &¢.—as a general prac- 


We now ask them to do | 


rule—a rule which Congress has already applied | 


inalikecase. In other words, it directs the proper 
Department to pay him this additional amount of 
his salary, as provided for by law, as that law has 
been interpreted_by Congress itself. You might 
as well send to the Court of Claims any Govern- | 
ment officer, any head of a Department, or. even 
the President himself, to collect his salary—pro- 


vided the accounting officers should raise some | 


technical objection to payment—as to send there 
a claim of this character. 
In conclusion, allow me to read a single para- 
graph from the reportof the Committee on Foreign 
elations, at the last session, on the memorial of 
Mr. Marsh. In concluding their report, the com- 
mittee say: 


“ Compensation for judicial services having been allowcd į 


to the predecessor of the memorialist, by the act of August 
3J, 1852, making appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government, the committee can perceive 
no just reason why a similar allowance should not be made 
to the present memorialist during his continuance in the 
same mission. They report a bill accordingly, and recom- 
mend its passage.”? 

With this explanatory statement, and having 
thus briefly presented my views, and regarding 
it as a case which 
to the sense of justice and to the favorable con- 
sidefation of every Senator,—a claim to which no 
objection has ever been raised in either House, 
and against which no plausible objection can. be | 
raised any where,—I venture to ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to allow the bill now to be 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. HUNTER. A resolution reported by me 
on Monday last was made the special order for 
this morning; but I am willing to give way, if 
this bill ean be passed without debate. It is im- 
portant that the resolution in relation to the gen- 
eral appropriation bills, to which I allude, should 
be acted on, and Ido not wish it to be delayed by ! 
debate on other subjects. ~ 

Mr. CASS. There can be no objection to this | 
claim. 

Mr. FQQT. 
presume there will be no objection to the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read a sec- 
ond time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to audit and settle the account 
of the Hon. George P. Marsh for judicial services | 
rendered by him, under the act of August llth, 


I have stated the case fully; I| 


1848, and to allow Mr. Marsh $1,000 per annum |: 


for his judicial services during the period of his 
mission to the Ottoman Porte. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read a third time and 


resents itself most strongly | 


‘| as a new one. 


reported. by him on’ the 4th-instant. from the 
Committee on Finance: eee ee 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be jastrueted 
to prepare and report such of the general appropriation. bilis 
as they may deem expedient. . A TORE 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I-ris 
speak to this resolution with some: embarra; 
ment, because after it was postponed yesterday 
at my request, information was. received. of. one 
of those circumstances of a private nature which 
must sometimes happen to us all, obliging’ me to 
prepare to leave the city to'be absent for several 
days. But for an accident I should have left in 
the early train of cars this morning; and so. I 
come to the Senate as unprepared to-day as I was 
; yesterday. What I have to say on.the subject 
must be said by way of opening a debate in which 
| I shall have no opportunity to follow its course, 
or even an opportunity to vote on the question 
which is to be decided. : 

This is a practical question concerning the traps- 
action of the fiscal business of the Government; 
; and the chairman of the Committee on Finance. is 
| very right in pressing for its carly decision... No 
, consideration of inconvenience to myself could 
make me wish to delay the passage of the resolu- 
tion for an hour, if the Senate shall conclude that 
it ought to be adopted. Sata 

It is, Mr. President, a grave question as. well 
The resolution before the Senate 
proposes to instruct the Committee on Finance 
| of the Senate to prepare and report such general 
i appropriation bills for the support of the Govern- 
| ment as, in their discretion, shall seem to them 
| proper; in effect, to prepare and report all the 
| general appropriation bills, if they think proper. 
| Such a resolution would be unnecessary if it was 
| the present practice of the Government that bills 
| appropriating moncys—the general appropriation 
; bills—should be prepared and were prepared and 
| reported by the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate. The fact of introducing a resolution 
asking instructions from the Senate therefore ad- 


|| vises the Senate that it is not the practice for the 
1 Senate’s Committee on Finance to prepare and re- 


port such bills. The consideration shown by. the 
! committee in asking instructions of the Senate, 
and thus in submitting the question to the Senate, 
shows that, on their part, they regard it as new, 
| and not only as a new, but as an important, sub- 
ject; because, if there was no doubt existing on 
the subject, the committee would, at once, without 
waiting for instructions, prepare such bills. 

It is therefore proper, sir, since we have ascer- 
taincd what is the practice of the Government, to 
| inquire how long that practice has existed. The 
' practice of this Government, from its foundation, 


tice, ought not to be sent to that tribunal. Such 
a practice would cause very great injustice and 
delay; and, in many cases, would be equivalent 
to an absolute denial of justice. Such a practice, ; 
in my apprehension, would eventually result in the | 
repeal of the act constituting the Court of Claims, 
The necessary expenses of prosecuting claims, and 
especially those of comparatively small amount, i 


passed. oe i j has been that gencral appropriation bills for the 

a aig BOUNTY arin ae io a : |i support of the Government have originated in the 

Mr. CLAY, in pursuance of previous notice, || House of Representatives, and not in the Senate 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill [S. |! of the United States. A 
No. 57] to relieve the Commissioner of Pensions || 
if 
j 


from the performance of certain clerical duties 
| which was read a first time, and ordered to a sec 
| i | 
ond reading. i 


Mr. CLAY. 


or reported, or 
air: 


before that tribunal, presented one of the strongest 
arguments against the passage of the act constitut- 
ing the Court of Claims, and was at the time urged 
with great force, I remember well, by the hon- 


orable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Browy.] | 


Such a practice, too, would at once overwhelm that 
court with a mass of cases about which there was 
no real controversy and no serious question. Such 
a practice would result, I repeat again, in a popu- 


lar demand upon Congress to abolish that court. | 

e referred to it only such cases as | 
are really of a disputable character; such cases į 
as involve important principles of law; and such ! 


But let there 


cases as involve material and complicated ques- 
tions of fact; such cases, in short, as require 
judicial investigation, and your Court of Claims 
will'accomplish great good. It will facilitate the 
administration of justice in respect to private 
claims, prevent frauds upon the Government, 
and, in short, it will accomplish the purposes for 
which it was created. 

But, sir, the claim now before us is not of this 
character. It is not one of an indefinite and un- 
certain amount; it rests upon no doubtful state of 
facts; it calls for no judicial investigation, no tes- 


timony, no examination ia pais. In fact, itis nota | 


disputable case. The bill simply providcs for the 
settlement of Mr. Marsh's account, upon a certain 
prescribed basis, according to a certain and fixed 


once upon its passage, with the understanding that, 


if it excites one word of debate, I shall not press | 
its consideration now. The bill is introduced at | 
the-instance of the Commissioner of Pensions |; 
| and of the Secretary of the Interior. 


0 It has the 
unanimous approbation of the Committee on 
Pensions, and there is a pressing necessity for its 


warrants are multiplying instead of diminishing. | 
The number of warrants now signed daily aver- 


missioner of Pensions is at present required to 
sign them, to the neglect of more difficult and 
important duties, The bill will not increase the 
expense of the office, or the number of persons 


employed there, in the least. Its only objectis to į 


authorize the Commissioner to appoint a person, 
from time to time, to sign his name to land war- i 
rants. i 
By unanimous consent, the bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in the Committee of 
the Whole. No amendment being proposed, it 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


ORIGINATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 


proceeded to consider the following resolution, | 


Task that this bill may be putat | 


pr periodof seventy years 
has been that all appropriation bills of that char- 


t 
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ages, I am assured, five hundred, and the Com- | 
| 
1 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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i 
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acter have originated in the House of Represent- 
atives, and have been sent to this House for its 
concurrence and amendinent. 

As this, then, is a proposition made, not only for 


J y ; z ner y |i the first time within our own experience, but for 
immediate passage. The applications: for land ʻi 


the first time since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, we are to presume that it will be admitted 
that what is proposed is an innovation—a direct, 
specific, and effective innovation. Since it is an 
innovation, let us for a moment see whatis the 


| nature of it. 


In monarchical Governments, such as existed 
į throughout Europe at the time of the establish- 
ment of this Government, with only the exception 
, of Great Britain, there was nota. limited mon- 
| archy. Practically, they were all despotic Gov- 
| ernments; but the time had been three hundred 


years before that, when in Europe all the mon- 
|; archical Governments were limited. 
A ii all based as the British Government was based, 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, : 


i; principles of freedom: that no money should be 


a third time, and passed. | 


They were 


| and continues to be based, upon these fundamental 


drawn from the people without the consent of 
their representatives; that the Government should 
be administered by the Executive in obedience 
to law; and that the Executive, directly or in the 


thisterg, should be responsible to 

p ie exécution of itstrust: But, after 
the beginning of the sixteenth century, a change 
‘dime overall ‘the Hations of Western Europe, 
except Great Britain; their parliaments fell into 


person of his’ 
pron 


I deem it proper to state distinctly, that while, 
throughout all the early stages of the convention, 
and of the examination of this compromise, the 
bills which were to originate in the House were 
described as money bills, as bills for the raising 


F 


I read from the speech of Dr, Franklin, who sup- 
ported the provision in the Constitution excluding 
the Senate from any power to originate bills for 
the expenditure or for the raising of money: 

é Dr. Franklin did not mean to go into a justification of 


: i ituti 3 ic, || and for the appropriation of revenue in tl the report; but as it had been asked what would be the use 
desuetude—their constitutions became despotic ad, when: ars prarion of revenue, yet in the of restraining the second branch from meddling with money 
The British Government alone presented then, as || end, when the Constitution came to be adopted, bills, he could not but remark, that it was always of import- 
} it présérits now almost aloné, an instance || 1t was found that the portion of the exception |} ance that the people-should know who had disposed of ther 
of the existence of a limited monarchy, conserv- || Whiéli related to the appropriation of moneys was || money, and how it had been disposed of, It was a maxim, 
‘tive of the freedom of the people. Some maxims || Strack out, andthe clause came into the Consti- || that those who feel can best judge. This end would, he 


‘which-were-well understood in Europe, but were | 
‘adhered to only by Great Britain, saved this great 
àl and ‘benign result. One of 't 

and applyi 


Cth OUSE OF VO 
--to the House 


_ At the time, then, that our Constitution was 
adopted, we ‘all know that the British Govern- 
ment was studied ag a model: We all know that 
‘Moiitesquieu. had adopted it as the very ideal of 
‘a’ system of free government; and we all know 


liberties of the péople had been preserved was, 
that the House of Lords, the upper branch of the 
Legislature, were excluded from the power of pass- 


one of the principal features by which the | 


ing money bills. By money bills were under- 
od. as is now understoo in Great Britain, 
eque tly ‘bills for raising moneys and bills for pay- 
ihg moneys for the support of Government. : 
iasmodern, tim) 
botween.bills for rais l 
pro riating.money Or appropriating revenue; but 
Fi tie British system the principle prevailed then, 
‘as it yet prevails, that the House of Commons, 
regarded as the representatives of the people, had 
the exclusive power of originating bills for the 
raising and for the expenditure of revenue. It 
was this power which carried the Commons of 
Great Britain through that revolution in which 
they saved the cause of national liberty and of 
‘¢onstitutional freedom, when it was in danger 
of being overborne by the influence and power 
‘Of the Executive and of the House of Lorde. 
-When ‘our Constitution was under considera- 
tion in the convention, various plans were sug- 
gested by different members. 


ve come to a distinetion | 
ing moneys and bills for ap- 


Every one of | 


‘tition as itis fotind now in the seventh section 
of the first article: l l 

«AN bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House 
of Representatives ; but the Senate may propose or concur 
with amendments as on other bills.” * 


tion, the limitation was applied Only to bills for 

raising revenue, and the qualification or restriction 

upon bills appropriating tevenue was omitted. 
“Now, [am not going to contend that the pro- 


its letter, forbids the Senate from originating ap- 
propriation bills. Its letter clearly concedes it, 
and I concede also, that there is an argument to 


be drawn from the fact that the convention dis- 


cussed the proposition in both its shapes, and 
finally adopted the one which we now find, in 
which the limitation is applied only to bill ori- 
ginating revenue, that the convention may have 
considered that appropriation bills might be ori- 
ginated in the Senate. But against this argument 
is onc which seems to me perfectly conclusive, 
and it is this reply: Whatever the convention 
may, have purposed, and however they may have 
understood the Constitution which they have 
framed, the fact is a stubborn one, that the Senate 
has never originated ‘an appropriation bill, but 
thatit has always conceded to the House of Rep- 
resentatives.the origination of appropriation bills; 
and the House of R 
céded to the Senate the right to originate such 
bills, but has always insisted upon and exceuted 
| that right itself. This could not have been acci- 
dental—it was, therefore designed. Che design 
and purpose were those of the contémporaries of 
the Constitution itself; and it evinces their under- 
standing of the subject, which was, that bills of a 


or for laying taxes or burdens on the people, 
direct or indirect in their operation, belonged to 


So that, according to the letter of the Constitu- | 


| vision of the Constitution which I have read, by | 


epresentatives has never con- | 


genéral nature for appropriating the public money ;| oppose to all that the reply, that the simpler the 


| thought, be best attained, if money affairs were to be con- 
fined to the immediate representatives of the people. This 
was his inducement, to concur in the report.” 


Then J submit for the consideration of the 
Senate, that while the letter of the Constitution 
allows them to adopt this instruction, the spirit 
of the Constitution, as ascertained from the Brit- 
ish constitution and from the cotemporaneous 
debates, and especially as ascertained from the 
practice of the Government for seventy years, 
requires that this power should be continued 
exclusively in the hands of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

I think, for these reasons, that I am safe in 
saying, that the responsibility rests on those who 
favor this resolution to show a reason why this 
„great innovation should be made. It seems to 
me but just to demand from them the grounds 
upon which itis necessary or wise to depart from 
a practice which iş according to the spirit of the 
Constitution, and has existed from the origin of 
the Government. I know they can give several 
reasons: I know they can tell us, as we have 
already been told by a friend of this. proposition 
in the Senate, the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Bropnsap,] that the House of 
| Representatives delays until too late an hour the 
| preparation of these bills, and does not afford the 
Senate an opportunity to inquire and examine 
into their details, I know they can say also, 
(and they will have the warrant of very good and 
very wise men who framed the Constitution, and 
who differed from Dr. Franklin, and from Mr, 
Mason from Virginia, and others, who insisted 
on this proposition, for saying,) that, practically, 
there is no danger or inconvenience to result from 
allowing the Senate to share equally with the 
|| House of Representatives in this business. I 


|| form of government is the more easily business, 


j is transacted, and that the financial system of 
|| Russia is conducted with vastly more conveni- 
i| ence and promptness than the financial system 


these which was suggested, from whatever quar- 


; i d, i the province of the House of spe pare ro 
ter, copied from the British constitution this | 


There is abundant reason why it should be so; 


broad, distinct feature as necessary for the con- 
servation of the liberties of the people—that the 
House of Representatives, the dest branch, as it 
was then called, of the Legislature, should have 


the exclusive power of passing money bills. | 


The convention sat long, and debated much, and, 


after a time, a difficulty was discovered which | 


threatened, as we ‘all recollect, the failure of the 
convention, and the consequences of anarchy to 
the country. That difficulty, as we all know, 
arose in this way: that the smaller States claimed 


ah equal representation in the Legislature—the il 
larger States insisted on a representation in pro- | 

ortion to numbers; and the smaller States refused | 
to come into a Constitution in which they were ‘| 
liable to be lost by the greater power of repre-:! 
After a time ail 


sentation in the larger States. 
compromise was suggested; which was, that the 
smaller States should have an equal representa- 
tion in the Senate, and the larger States should 
have a representation proportionate to their num- 
bers in the House of Representatives. 

Then, when this compromise was suggested, 
the larger States insisted that the House of Rep- ' 
resentatives, reprecenting the people, and to be 
elected by the people, should have the exclusive 
power of passing money bills, and that it shoul 
not be divided with the Senate, which represented | 
the States, and the members of which were to be ; 
appointed by the Legislatures of the States. Fi- 
nally, the compromise was adopted upon this 
principle: First, that the Senate should be com- 
posed of two delegates from cach State; and sec- 
ondly, that the power of originating money bills 
should be exclusively invested in the House of 
Representatives. 

Upon that compromise this Legislature was 
organized. The innovation which is now con- 
templated, in its nature, affects that compromise, 
which isa principle of the Constitution. In order 
that I may be perfectly candid, and not be sup- 


posed to Be willing to pervert the argument atall, |! 


dij 


| 


for, practically, the constitutional provision is 
valucless on any other principle, supposing it to 
be valuable; and we are to admit that it had a 
distinet and benign purpose, conservative of pub- 
lic liberty and of public safety, in being put into 
the Constitution. Practically, the Congress of the 
United States raise revenue but once in three, 
five, ten, or fifteen years. We have never passed 
a bill, except in time of war, I think, for levying 
money by the imposition of direct taxes, 


the Government. 


it was apprehended that in our system, as in the 
British and in all other systems, the money would 
haye to be raised to-day to pay the expenses of 
| the day; that when we wished to build a Capitol, 
we must provide the means then; and when we 
! wished to build a Navy, the revenue bill must be 
| adopted with reference to that end, at the same 
| time with the appropriation bill directing the cx- 
penditure of the money. This is the only Gov- 
| ernment, I think, that has ever existed in which, 
i 


of peace, owing to the possession of such vast 
resources, and to the application of so many mil- 
lions of free minds directing free hands in the 


day not only supply all the wants of to-morrow, 
the next year, or the next five years, or the next 
ten years, but also pour a surplus into the Treas- 
ury beyond the present demand. a 

Sir, if this power is confined to the raising of 
‘revenue, and does not include the expending of it, 
then the right which was reserved to the House 
of Representatives is useless; because, practically, 
“we provide for raising revenue so seldom, that 


| value to the country. But if it applies to the 
expenditure of public moneys, the principle is 


saved. In order to show what the principle is, 


owing to the long and almost constant prevalence į 


the exclusion of the Senate from it is of no real || 
HH 


f 

hat |! 
was one of the sources and means of revenue |i 
f which were in contemplation by the framers of ; 


Again: at the time the Constitution was made, i} 


transactions of society, the revenues directed to- H 


of Great Britain or of the United States. 
no doubt that to-day 


have 
the financial affairs of 


| 
| 
| 


ation bills when they come to us. 

The object of the establishment of two separate 
Houses of the Legislature was not to facilitate 
business, was not to facilitate the levying of money 
from the people, or the appropriation of the peo- 
ple’s money. ‘Lhe object was not facility in the 
transaction of business; for bills would pass twice 
i as easily through one House as they can pass 
through two; and an edict can pass much more 
easily through the council chamber of a King or 
a President, than it can be passed where he has 
only a single legislative body to codperate with 
him. The object was entirely different. It was 
to divide power into different departments; to 
distribute the powers of the Government into sev- 
eral distinct departments; and that is the great 
principle which Mr. Hamilton said was the chief 
maxim of government—to raise up departments 
whose interests and inclinations should be: op- 
posed to each other, so that, though one might 

c faithless, another might be found true to the 
cause of the nation and the liberties of the people. 
Therefore it was that the House of Representa- 
tives. was not enough, but that a Senate was cre- 
ated. It isamongstthe most extraordinary polit- 


ical events I have ever known, that, while Mr. 


Jefferson predicted a triumphant and peaceful 
success to the French Republic, notwithstanding 
| it knew of but one legislative body, overruling 
| his own judgment on thit point, Mr. John 

Adams, who had studied deeply into the philos- 


ophy of government, predicted all those disasters: 
which have overtaken the cause of: free govern- 
ment in France during the last half century, from 
the failure to divide the legislative, power between 
two departments. 

It was essential, therefore, that there should be 
two departments of the legislative body. Well, 
if you establish two. different departments to. be 
rivals of each other, you must, in some way, 
establish a balance between them. The question 
is, how that balance shall be formed and estab- 
lished. For if you do not give to cach so much 
power that it can stand by itself, it will in the end 

e crowded out by the other branch, or by a com- 
bination between the other branch and the Exec- 
utive; it will lose its prestige, as the House of 
Lords, in England, is gradually giving place, and 
making room for the complete exercise of the 
legislative power, and, practically, the exclusive 
legislative power of the Commons. 

This was a very difficult task, and it required 
vast ingenuity to establish the balance between 
the Senate and House of Representatives. The 
constitution of the Senate gave it some towering 
and controlling advantages. The first was, that 
its members were elected for a term of six years, 
instead of two, and that they had thereby the 
advantage of the experience which they acquired 
in the practical discharge of their dutics. In the 
next place, it was a smaller body, capable of 
transacting business casily, allowing the greatest 
freedom of debate, as we enjoy here, and yet, at 
the same time, having the practical advantage of 
being able to bring questions to a conclusion by 
a vote. But to the Senate was assigneda peculiar 
branch of the powers of the Government, and that 
was a negative upon the appointing power of the 
President of the United States—a veto upon the 
king. Itis a transcendent advantage. It holds 
the President completely in check. If the time 
shall ever come when a President shall be found 
who would seck, by a coup d’état, or otherwise, 
to subvert the Constitution, and to suppress the 
liberties of the people, the Senate has the power 
of preventing the consummation of so atrocious 
adesign by the negative which it holds upon 
offices, civil, naval, or military. To the Senate 
was assigned a third power, legislative in its char- 
acter, and that is, the power ofratifying or rejecting 
treaties; so that the President is subjected to the 
will of the Senate of the United States in his con- 
duct of the foreign relations of the country. Now, 
every one sees that these three things, from which 
the House of Represeniatives is excluded, and in 
which the Senate of the United States enjoys a 
superiority, give to the Scnate a power to balance 
itself against the greater power of the House of 
Representatives arising from the fact, that the 
House of Representatives derives its authority 
more directly from the people themsclves: 

The practical operation of the conduct of the 
Government has been in accordance with these 
principles. I think it will be found that a large 
share of the practical business. of legislation, much 
the largest share, originates in the Senate of the 
United States instead of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, I think it is to this body that the 
public are more accustomed to look with the ex- 
pectation that business will be transacted promptly 
and successfully, and that higher consideration 
and respect are, therefore, shown by the people 
towards the Senate. If this be so, itiş necessary 
to take care that we do not disturb the balance 
between us and the House of Representatives; 
that, however advantageous it may be for the 
Senate and the country that we shall transact 
business promptly, and, if you please, transact it 
more wisely than the House of Representatives, 
yet it is all essential and of the last importance 
that there shall be a House of Representatives 
which Shall maintain the equilibrium assigned to 
it. by the Constitution. Are you sure that you 
will have that when you have not only all these 
exclusive powers on your side, but when you add 
to them an equal share in the origination of bills 
for expending the moncy of the people? I think 
not, sir. 

I know that this may seem to be a specula- 
tion somewhat. theoretical. I know that it may 
seem to be fanciful; but still I find that itis based 
upon the principles which were elicited in the dis- 
cussion of the Corson by its founders; and 
although it would. be hazardous for me to trench 
upon the ground, whether the Senate of this day 


the actual superiority of merit in the transac- 
f tion of business, or in patriotism, ar in anything. 
else, yet I find that, 'hegreticall the views I 
have taken are those which Sea in the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, and upon which the 
great principle of excluding the Senate. from the 
power of originating revenue bills was. based. 

. If I were asked, Mr. President, what I deemed 
the cardinal principle of this Government—what 
I deemed that one principle which renders it safe 
amidst all.the storms of faction, which renders it 
practically eternal, I should say that it is in this: 
that it relies not upon laws, not upon force, not 
upon fraud, butupon the consentand agquiescence 
of the people in the action of the Government 
itself; and [have occasion to admire always, and 
always to increase my admiration, when. E have 
reflected upon the machinery by which that ac- 
quiescence is obtained. The acquiescence of 
the ambitious men of the nation, we were told in 
the debates of the convention, would be secured 
through the constitution, and organization, and 
action of the Senate: the acquiescence of the peo- 
ple themselves would be secured by the fact, that 
not a dollar could be drawn from them for. the 
support of this Government, for a measure of 
either peace or war, but what'is drawn from them 
with their own express consent, through their 
suffrage for the Representative who votes for the 
levying of the revenue, and who is accountable to 
them for the discharge of his trust. If ever the 
time should come when there shall be danger of 
storms and of tempests disturbing the safety of 
this nation, the consent which will be found to 
sustain the Constitution will be found to be the 
consent of those one hundred thousand persons 
in each of the representative districts who havea 
Representative in the other branch of the Legisla- 
turc, and not in the corporate consent or action 
of the States, which could be directed against 
cach other. 

I confess, therefore, sir, to an carnest desire, a 
strong desire, to retain for the [louse of Repre- 
sentatives the privileges and rights which it has 
exercised from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment until this day. I am not amongst those 
who undervalue the patriotism, or the intelli- 
gence, or the virtue of the Senate of the United 
States. No man is more reverential of the virtue 
of the dead of past ages, or of their wisdom, than 
I am;'no man is less likely to be extravagant in 


yet, sir, I am one of those who regard it as 
amongst the caprices, and the follics, and the 
absurdities of this age, that we are accustomed 


or more virtuous than we are, 
the sun of heaven never shone upon a body of 


honor to address. It is for me a pride, which I 
shall carry with me to my grave, that I was 
deemed worthy by the State to which I belong, 
to be associated, by their act, as a member of 
this august body. So far from its having deteri- 
orated, I believe it has gained, both in virtue and 
in wisdom. I think the same of the House of 
Representatives. If I had not this consolation to 
rely upon, I should see nothing more for man- 
kind but a universal decline and decay. IfI did 
not think that we of this day were wiser than 


reason to think that those wha are to come after 
us would ever correct the many faults which we 
hayce committed, 

I think then, sir, that I stand upon the princi- 
ples and the spirit of the Constitution of the United 
States in advising against the instruction which 
is asked for by the Committce on Finance. 

In conclusion, sir, I do not think it necessary 
at this time. What has been. the practice for 
seventy years can be the practice for at leastone, 
two, or three yearslonger. Within that time the 
inconveniences of the transaction of business in 


this resolution of instruction has arisen, may have 
passedby. They may conduct their business more 
this power in the Senate. 


although in the fiscal affairs of a Government 


i or twenty-five millions of dollars a year, there is. 


or the House of Representatives of this day haye | 


praises of the wisdom and virtue of the living; | 


to suppose our fathers were wiser than we are, | 
Sir, I think that ; 


more patriotic men than that which I have the j 


those who. have gone before us, I should sce. no | 


the House of Representatives, out of which I think ; 


promptly hereafter. At all events, no great public | 
interest suffers, or. has. suffered, for the want of | 
On the other hand, |; 
every public interest has been maintained; and, | 


which has a surplus revenue of fifteen or twenty | 


undoubte: 


success, even if its object were desirable, Tt isa 
proposition from the Committee on Finance tothe 
Senate, to instruct them to assume this- power; 
which they have never exercised, and which, 


after all the instructions are given thatcan be given: 
by the Senate, they cannot. exercise without the 
consent of the House of Representatives. I think. 
that consultation with the. House of Representaz 
tives, or a joint resolution, or the appointing of 
a joint committce—some mode. of conference at 
least, with the House of. Representatives, upon 
such a delicate and such animportant point, would 
be wiser than this. ` ie 

I think, then, that neither in time norin mags 
ner is the proposition wise. I reason on this 
subject as men are obliged to reason—from, the, 
principles of human nature. Ido not know how 
others may think they. would feel. if they. were, 
placed in the House of Representatives. I- seg 
by my side my honorable. friend from Georgia, 
(Mr. Toomgs,] who E apprehend will support 
this resolution; yct I cannot resist the conviction 
that, if he were with me in the House.of Repres - 
sentatives, and the Senate should. send an appro- 
priation bill there, for the. first time. since. the 


‘foundation of the Government, asking the House, 


of Representatives, without previous conference, 
to pass that. bill, his voice would: echo under.alk 
its arches, and resound. throughout. the whole 
land, in vindication. of the independence of the 
House of Representatives—that House of Repre» 
sentatives upon which, in. the last, resort, are. to 
be rested the hopes of this nation for, its own 
integrity and its own safety, and of the people 
for their freedom, and, through that freedom and 
safety, of the nations of the earth for their freedom 
and progress to a better and more perfect liberty. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this is a props 
osition, submitted by the Committee on Finance 
to the Senate, to take the sense of this body in 
regard to the propriety.of authorizing that com- 
mittee to report to the Senate such of the general 
appropriation bills as the committee may deem, 
proper. ‘The resolution was thus. limited, as yo 
yourself, sir, (Mr. Sruarv in the chair,} will Zol 
remember, with the express view of enabling that 
committec to interchange opinions with the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the other House, 
when it shall be constituted, to see what would 
bë best, between the two committees, for the dis- 
charge of the general business of Congress. It 
was so framed, under the impression that it would: 
advance the dispatch and the. proper consideration 


| of the general appropriation bills which are of the 
|i highest importance to the country, to enable the 


two Houses to divide.this labor so, that it might 


| fall less heavily upon each, and so: as to enable 


each of them to deliberate and consider woll the 
propositions which might be brought before them. 

The Senator from New York, however, objects 
tothe resolution, partly upon some fancied anal- 
ogies, which really do not exist, between this 
body and the English House of Lords—between 
this Government and that of Great Britain; and 
partly because it.is against the spirit of the Con- 
stitution; and to sustain himsclf in that position, 
he refers to the fact that, to report these bills 
now, would be an innovation upon the old prac- 
tice of the two Houses. {admit that, so far ag 
reporting the general appropriation bills is con- 
cerned, it would be the first tine if the Senate 
should now instruct its committee to bring them 
in; but I deny, so far as the question of poweris 
concerned, that it would be any innevation upon 
the established practice of this body, or upon. its, 
constant claim in relation to powers distributed 


; under the Constitution of the United States. be- 


tween the two Houses. Why, sir, we have 
passed special appropriation bills since the estab- 
lishment of the Government down to to-day. We 
passed a bill to-day for the relief of Mr, Marsh. 
If we may relieve one individual-by a special .ap- 
propriation bill, why may we not relieve many by 
a general appropriation bill? If we may pass one 
pension bill for the relief of a particular individual, 
why may we not pass the general appropriation 
bill for the supply of pensions? If we may de 
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eS Sendtor’tiom New York asked us to 
he other: day establish a ctistom-house’ in 
Georgetown by a separate bill+~why may-we not 
pass a civil and’ dip 5 iation 
which usually provides for the establishment of 
many custom-houses? If we may pass a bill 
appropriating millions of dollars for French spolia- 
“and such bills have originatéd in this body, 
and been supported by the Senator from New 
York,—why may we not pass bills of far less 
amount, which are called gencral appropriation 
pills—in ‘elation, for instance; to the Military 
Academy ? Can any man show me the difference, 
so far as the question of power is concerned? If 


appr 
tions; 


“you were to deny that power to the Senate, you 


wouldrob it of more than half its usefulness—you 
would deprive it of nearly all its efficiency. 

° “Nor, sir, is it true that the framers of: the Con- 
stitution acted upon the supposition that there 
was an analogy between this body and the House 
of Lords in England; nor is it true that they 
framed a provision in our Constitution which cor- 


tesponds with that which prevailed in the Eng- | 


lish constitution. There, the House of Lords can 
do nothing with a money bill—I mean a bill for 
raising taxes, for furnishing supplies. The House 
of Lords cannot even amend such a bill. 
ön the other hand, there is an express provision 
in the Constitution that the Senate shall have 


‘ power to amend and to alter revenue bills. 


"This is a question which has been discussed 
long ago, and more than once; and not only does 


Jomatic: appropriation: bill, | 


Here, | 


the practice of the Senate, and not only-does the’ 


assent of the House, in passing appropriation 
bills which originate here, affirm the existence of 
the right; but commentators on the Constitution 
maintain the principle. Judge Story has said, in 
a well-written chapter où this véry subject; that 
the prohibition’ of the Constitution was confined 
only to those bills which provided for raising 
taxes. If the Senate will allow me, as the ex- 
tract is not a very long one, I will read to them 
what he says in Pai to the propriety of oe 
ting any such prohibition upon the Senate of the 
United States as the Senator from New York sup- 
poses. ‘Judge Story says: 

“ It will beat once perceived that the same reasons do not 
existin the same extent, for the same exclusive right in our 
House of Representatives in regard to money bills, as exist 
for such right in the British House of Commons. It may 
be fit, that it should possess the exclusive right to originate 
money bills, since it may be presumed to possess more 
ample means of local information, and it: more directly 
represents the opinions, feelings, and wishes of the people ; 
and, being dircetly dependent upon them for support, it will 
be more watchful and cautious in the imposition of taxes, 
than a body which emanates exclusively from the States 
in their sovereign political capacity; but, as the Senators 
are, in a just sense, equally representatives of the people, 
and do not hold their offices by a permanent or hereditary 
title, but periodically return to the common mass of citizens; 
and, above all, as direct taxes are, and must be, apportioned 
among the States, according to their Federal population ; 
and as all the States have a distinct local interest, both as 
to the amount and nature of all taxes of every sort, which 
are to be levied, there seems a peculiar fitness in giving to 
the Senate a power to alter -or amend, as well as to concur 
with or reject, all money bills, The due influence of all 
the States is thus preserved ; for otherwise it might happen, 
from the overwhelming representation of some of the large 
States, that taxes might be levied which would bear with 
peculiar severity upon the interests-eitber agricultural, 
commercial, or manutacturing—of others, being the minor 
States; and thus the equilibrium intended by the Consti- 
tution, as well of power as of interest and influcnec, might 
be practically subverted.” 

He says again: 

“ Indeed the history of the origin of the power already 
suggested 7 — 
that is, the limitation in the Constitution of which 
we have been speaking— 

‘abundantly proves that it has been confined to bills to 
levy taxes in the strict sense of the word, and has not been 
understood to extend to bills for other purposes, which may 
incidentally create revenue, No one supposes that a bill to 
sell any of the public lands, or to sell public stock, is a bill 
to raise revenue, in the sense of the Constitution. Much 


tess would a bill be so deemed, which merely regulated the | 


value of foreign and domestic coins,” &c, 
In the course of this very chapter he refers to 


the fact, that the bill for the establishment of the | 


Post Office Department, which does raise revenue 
by means of postages, originated in the Senate. 
So far, then, as the question of power is con- 
cerned, it seems to me that there is not the least 
shadow of foundation for the argument which 
the Senator from New York has given us. In 
fact, after all, it rests upon the mere question of 
practice. Well, sir, there is a very sufficient 
yeason why there should. be a change in this re- 
gardi When this Government was instituted, 


H 


the whole appropriations to carry on the Govern- 
ment did not, perhaps, exceed more than is now 
appropriated for the uses of the two Houses of 
Congress, if we include their printing. Appro- 
priations were small; the objects of appropriation 
were not so numerous, complicated, and difficult 
as they now are, and did not require the same 
labor and consideration. 

Besides, when this Confederacy was smaller, 
the House of Representatives itself was a more 
efficient body than it now is—more practicable, if 
I may use the term—was better able to originate 
and to mature bills of this sort. Now, when our 
Confederacy includes such a variety of interests, 
and such aa enlarged extent of territory, it be- 
comes more difficult for that body to originate 
them—so difficult that it is scarcely ever able to 
mature them in time to enable the Senate to ex- 
ercise its just right of amending and considering 
them. 

In this state of things, it occurred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance that, if we were to originate 
some of the general appropriation bills here, and 
let others be originated in the House, we might 
secure to both Houses the right, which is so im- | 
portant to both of them, to consider maturely : 
and properly the appropriation bills. If it be for 
the better dispatch of public business to act on 
these bills understandingly and promptly, then it | 
is for the interest of both Houses that the busi- 
ness should be so conducted. How is it afy 
encroachment on the rights of the House of Rep- į 
resentatives if we originate such abilihere ? They | 
will have to pass upon it afterwards. Can they | 
not rejectit or amend it as they choose? Can any |} 
bill pass which does not receive their assent, and ‘| 
which they do not consider proper? The only 
effect willbe that, by this division of labor, we | 
shall have the appropriation. bills more maturely | 
and deliberately considered than they now are. ! 
So far as the question of power is concerned, I į 
believe that it would add to the power of the 
House of Representatives—that it would increase 
their facility of dispatching business and taking 
a more general survey of the whole business of 
the country. As matters now stand, they do not 
do much more than mature the appropriation 
bills; and when measures of general legislation 
are passed, unfortunately, during the last three 
or four years, they have been passed as mere 
appendages to the general appropriation bills 
themselves. If we were to divide this labor— i 
the Senate taking a portion of it, and the House 
a portion of it—the Hfouse of Representatives 
would have more time to attend to subjects of į 
general legislation, and would have a larger share 
of influence, and a more potential voice in the 
general legislation of the country. i 

Mr. President, I go further, I believe it would | 
promote the efficiency of the representative branch 
of this Government. I believe it would tend to 
maintain the power and influence of some rep- 
resentative branch much longer, to enable the 
Senate thus to share this power, and thus enable 
the two Houses of Congress to exercise more 
influence over the general legislation of the coun- 
try. As things now stand, as the other House | 
becomes more numerous, and as it becomes more | 
and more difficult to pass bills through it, the 
whole effect is to throw power—where? Here? 
No, sir; but in the executive branch. The tend- 
ency of our system of government is to accumu- 
late power in the executive government, and the 
check upon it, after all, will be found to lic here. 
It will be found to lie here, because we represent 
the people enumerated in a different manner from 
the representation in the House of Represent- 
atives. The President and the House of Rep- 
resentatives represent very nearly the same 
constituency; and the check designed by the 
Constitution was to interpose a representation, 
according to territory, between those two, so as 
to operate as a balance upon both. Sir, you pre- 
serve that balance by maintaining the just rights 
and powers and privileges of the Senate of the 
United States; and you preserve the efficiency 
of representative government, by enabling both | 
branches of Congress to consider and mature, | 
each according to its own will and judgment, the | 
appropriation bills. If they are so managed that 

li 
t 
| 
| 


f 
they are left alone to the House of Represent- į 
atives, as that body becomes larger and larger, || 


and more and more impracticable, as we have 
seen, will it not follow that, after all, we shall i 


i 
| 
| 
i 


have no other appropriation-bills than the mere 
estimates of the Departments--appropriation bills 
which are not considered here, because’ they do 
not come to us in time—appropriation bills which 
often, from various accidents that may occur, 
from sectional strifes, from great excitements, 
are not always properly considered in the House 
in which they have heretofore been originated... 
Sir, the advantages which we should have b 
originating some of the appropriation bills here— 
advantages in which the House would participate, 


|! advantages which the people would derive from 


it--are these: This is a smaller body; it can act 
more efficiently; the term of service ts longer, and 
it will generally happen that members who are 
here have been trained to this business and enjoy 
a larger experience in it. It would seem to be 


| proper, therefore, that the initiation of such bills 
| should be confided, to some extent, to those who 


have the most experience, and to that body which 
can act with most efficiency and dispatch. Nor 
will the House lose power by it; they will act 
on every item. They can subtract as much as 
they choose, or add as much as they choose, to 
such bills; the only effect is to increase their own 
efficiency. 

I acknowledge, sir, that it would be an unfor- 
tunate thing for,the two Houses to get intoa 
controversy; not on the question of power, for 
there can he no such question in this case, but 
upon a question of courtesy. It scems to me, 
however, that there can be no danger of this. If 
it should appear, upon a consideration of the 
proposition, that it is best for both Houses, and 
best for the country, that we should originate 
such bills, if the two committees interchange 
opinions, as doubtless they will, and agree on 
some division of these bills, in order to divide the 
labor and to enable both Houses to go to work at 
once upon them ,—if this course be taken, it seems 
to me there can be no danger of dispute on any 
mere matter of courtesy, which is the only danger 
I ever apprehended in regard to it. 

I think, therefore, that it is eminently proper 
that we should make the experiment. e can- 
not tell whether the House of Representatives 
will agree toit, until we try them; let us try 
them. It will be time enough to consider the 
other question when they shall refuse to do so, 
or shall take it as a reflection on them. I have 
no idea that they will so regard it. The resolu- 
tion is not so intended. It is intended for the 
common good of both Houses, and especially for 
the good of the coantry. So far as I am con- 
cerned, my wish is that the Senate should determ- 
ine the question at once. If we are to undertake 
this business, it is time we were at its the labor is 
great. If we are not, we ought to know it, so 
that we may not throw away labor without any 
benefit to ourselves or to the country. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, the Senator 
from New York is wholly mistaken in his sup- 
position of what would be my course under dif- 
ferent circumstances. I indicated, on a former 
occasion, that I favored this particular measure; 
and I will now state that, for several years while 
I was a member of the other House, and while I 
was serving on the Committce of Ways and 
Means there, I repeatedly urged my fricnd from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance of this branch of Congress, to originate in 
this body some of the general appropriation bills. 
I urged A to do so, because I deemed it neces- 
sary to the exercise of the just power of both 
Houses over questions of expenditure. That was 
my opinion as a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and as a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means of that House. That having 
been my course then, I have the best reasons to 
know what my course would be if I weregnow a 
member of that branch; and therefore the suppo~ 
sition of the Senator from New York, as to what 
my course would be, is altogether baseless. 

_ Sir, there is no constitutional question involved, 
in this matter, as the Senator from Virginia has 
very properly stated. The Senator from New 
York himself admits that the words of the Con- 
stitution are clear, and he does not deny that 
according to those words we have the power. 
The language of the Constitution on this subject 
is very explicit. The terms which its framers 
employed have a definite meaning, and that 
meaning was understood by them. A. proposi- 
tion to restrict the power, as the Senator from 
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New York would restrict it, was rejected upon 
deliberation by the convention. . That complete- 
ly settles. the whole question. The Convention 
took a distinction between appropriating and 
raising revenue. They gave the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for very good reasons, the right to 
originate bills raising taxes—money bills; but 
they did not give them. the exclusive power to 
appropriate money. The power to appropriate 
money was committed to both branches of Con- 
ress. 
° Again: we are told that this is a question affect- 
ing the privileges of the House of Representa- 
tives. I submit, sir, that it affects no privilege of 
the House; it does not even affect the conveni- 
ence of the House. From the very beginning of 
the Government, this power, to its fullest extent, 
has been exercised by the Senate of the United 


States, as the Senator from Virginia very prop- | 


erly stated; and it has been exercised by this 


body in its most objectionable form. The least | 


difficult of all the appropriations made by this 
Government are those that should regularly and 
properly be, and ordinarily are, included in the 
eneral appropriation bills, Confined as those 
bills were for the first forty ycars of the Govern- 
ment, they were the most harmless of all appro- 
prietions: and even for the last ten years they 
ave most usually been, as first introduced, pre- 
cisely the estimates of the different Departments. 
There is never any trouble about them; no diffi- 
rculty originates in regard to them. Occasionally, 
Congress have thought proper to cut down the 


estimates asked for by the Departments, but when | 


we did that, we found a deficiency bill brought 
; ip.themext year; and T hever knew a" successful 


attempt to cut down the estimates. If they do ; 


hot bring ii’a-deficiency bill, they will come to 
Congress and say they have made contracts and 
engagements by which the Government is bound, 
and then the money is sure to be paid. Thereare 
many who will readily vote for appropriating it 
under those circumstances, especially the Senator 


from New York, who, I believe, never sees occa- | 
sion to vote against any appropriation whatever. ; 


But, sir, it is very important to keep a real 
control in the hands of both Houses over the 


body at all. 
ments, and I wish to have them before me at such 
a time that I can operate on them efficiently, and 
act on them understandingly. 

I Jhi take the case of my own committee, so 


j 
ij 
i 
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inquired into, and -cannot be understood. by any. 
person who is not a member’ of that: committee. 

ou cannot judge of them; you cannot pretend to 
do so.- There is no time for examining them. 
Within the last. three. years, I have seen in this 
Chamber a naval appropriation bill, appropriating 
$8,000,000, passed without even being read. It 
was passed on the morning of. the 4th of March, 
and. the reason for not reading it, as given by 
Senators on this floor was, that if we attempted 
to-read the bill it would be lost. We were told 
that we had but so many minutes remaining; that 
it would take so many hours to read the bill; and 
that if you read it, itcould not be passed. In this 


passed through this body without being read 
except by its title. 
many Senators know the fact. 

According to the present practice, I say that 
neither branch of Congress has any real control 
over the public expenditures. Propositions to 
amend the appropriation bills come before us from 
various committees, without our being able to 
understand them or to investigate them. In that 
way some of the wildest and most indefensible 
appropriations are made, which are regretted after- 
wards by gentlemen who voted for them, and 
who supposed at the time that it would hardly be 
possible to carry on the public service without 
them. The effect of the course which has been 
pursued, for many years past, is to throw all 
power over the public money into the hands of 
the President of this body and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, 

During the period of my scrvice in the other 
House, P have known cases where appropriations 
were made in the general bills which had been 
defeated time and again on their separate merits 
by majoritics of two thirds; and when they came 
in from this body on the last night of the session 
as amendments to the appropriation bills, were 
rejected again. When thetwo Houses thus dis- 
agree, the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and the President of the Senate appoint a 
committee of conference, and they agree upon a 
report, and then say to members, ‘* you must take 
the whole report as it is, or the wheels of Gov- 
ernment must stop.” I have endeavored in the 
other House even to defeat the appropriation bills 
themselves, rather than submit to this course; 
| but when we reach that point, we are told there 
is no time; that the report of the committee of 
conference must be taken as a totality, or not at 
all; that you must take it, whether you approve 
| it or not, or you must reject it as a whole, and 


Army must go to ruin, the Navy must go to 
į ruin, without appropriations; and you must go 
without your own pay, or take these appropri- 
ations against the consent of the Senate and 
against the consent of the House, because they 


i thereby stop the wheels of Government; and the 
t 
i 


three appointed by the President of the Senate, 


and two of the three appointed by the Speaker |! 


of the IIousc, as a committee of conference. The 
! effect of this system is, that the most atrocious 
appropriations are made, and they are entirely 


power of the representatives of the people in the 
other branch, and out of the power of this body; 
and they are placed where they ought not to be 


Houses; so that if they have corrupt purposes, 
or if they have mistaken views of public policy, 


| in defiance of the whole Senate and the whole 
House, by those whom the presiding officers of 
the two Houses may put on the committees of 
conference. ; 
These are facts I am relating: every member 
| who has been for the last five years in either 


i 
i 
| 
j 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
} 
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that I may not be considered invidious. It is || House knows them to be true. Then, I think 
the uniform practice of the Committee on Indian || thatif the appropriation bills shall be brought into 
Affairs, of which I am a member, to bring in j| the two Houses by the two committees, they can 


propositions which they think necessary for the 
public service, to appropriate $50,000 for this 
object, $100,000 for that, and so on. As things 
now are, when the Indian appropriation comes to 


| 
| 


| 


| be brought in much earlier, and this is a matter 
| of the greatest consequence at the short sessions. 
Congress must terminate on the 4th of March at. 
The reports from the Depart- 


i the short session. 


us from the House of Representatives, possibly |} ments, with their estimates, come before us on 
on the last night of the session, the chairman of || the Ist of December, and it requires at least a 


that committee rises and offers ten, or fifteen, or | 


twenty amendments involving large appropria- 
tions, and they are brought in one by one. The 
` time is so late that their propriety cannot be 


i 
i 
] 
| 
t 
i 


: month to print them. The committees, therefore, 
| cannot get to work upon the estimates until Jan- 
‘uary. Until that time, they have no data upon 
| which to make their reports. Then the Com- 


manner, a bill appropriating $8,000,000 was | 


I witnessed that myself, and 


have received the sanction of two men out of |! 
i 


beyond the reach of the legitimate constitutional | 


laced, in the power of four members of both | 


those views and those purposes can be carried out || 


mittee of Ways and Means, who originate all these 
bills in the other House, take them up: one by, 
one, with deliberation, read through ‘the ‘reports; 
often bring officers of. the various Departments 
before them, and it is hardly possible for them:to 
getthe appropriation bills before the House antib 
the middle of February. The information: upon 


which they have acted cannot come „before the 
Senate, and cannot even come’ before our com- 
mittee. It is the practice of the House of Rep- 


resentatives to send to us, with the appropriation 
bills, generally, the printed papers, but not’ the 
written data on which they act; and they never 
do send us the personal examinations of the va- 
rious officers of the Departments—a process that 
sometimes takes months. So that the Senate’s 
committee cannot have an opportunity of acting 
on these questions at all. They have no tiie to, 
do it, and they must take the appropriation bills 
as the House sends them. IE as is now pro- 
posed, we could divide the business, and lét this 
ody originate some of the general appropriation 
bills, and the House originate some, and bring 
them before Congress within a reasonable time, 
they could be debated fully, good amendments 
could be accepted, and bad ones defeated; and 
thus the legitimate power of both the Senate and 
House of Representatives be brought to bear upon 
the expenditure of the public money. Unless 
this be done, the evil which has been growing 
from bad to worse will continue to grow worse and 
worse. I hope a corrective will be applied. . 

Mr. SUMNER. Whatever the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Szwarp] touches, he: handles 
with a completeness which is apt to render aiy- 
thing superfluous from one who follows on the 
same side; but the opposition which his views 
have encountered from the Senator from Virginia, 
(Mr. Hunrsr,] and also from the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,}] and also the intrinsic 
importance of the question, may justify an effort 
to state anew the argument. 

We are carried first to the words of the Con- 
stitution, which are as follow: 

& All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House 
of Representatives ; but the Senate may propose or concur 
with amendments, as in other bills.” : i 

Under this provision the annual appropriation 
bills for the Army, Navy, Post Office, and civil 
| and diplomatic service, from the beginning of the 
Government, have originated in the House of. 
Representatives, and this has always been done, 
| I believe, without question. Itis now proposed 
to reverse this standing policy, and to originate 
these bills in the Senate; and this proposition has 
the sanction of the Committee on Finance of this 
body. : $ 

The proposition is a clear departure from usage, 
|| and on this account must be regarded with sus- 
|| picion, A slight examination will demonstrate 
j! that it tends to a subversion of well-established: 
i| landmarks. : 
| By looking at the debates in the Convention 
i 


which framed the Federal Constitation, it will be 
found that this clause was not hastily or carelessly. 
| adopted; thatit was the subjectof much discussion, 
‘| and that it was viewed as essentially important in 
establishing the system of checks and balances 
peculiar to our Republic. It was, indeed, a part 
of the compromise between the small States and 
the large States. 

After much consideration, the equality of the 
States was recognized in the constitution of the 
| Senate, and small States, like Delaware and Rhode 
Island, were allowed, in this body, equal power 
with large States, like Virginia and Massachu- 
setts. But this great concession to the small 
States was coupled at the time with a condition 
that “ money bills ’’ should originate in the House 
of Representatives, where the people were repre- 
sented according to numbers. The language finall 
employed was “all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives.” And 
this was adopted as a compensation to the large’ 
: and populous States for their comparative weak- 
į ness in the Senate. 

: That I do not go too far when I call ita part 


t 
| 
| 
| 
i of the compromise between the great States and 
' small States, let me show, from the authentic 
| report by Mr. Madison, of the debates in the Fed- 
|| eral Convention, how it was regarded there. It 
|| owes its authoritative introduction to Dr. Frank- 
li lin, who moved it in the committee which subse- 
4 quently reported it, (Elliot's Debates, vol. V., 
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propositions, 


not, vote, for it if se) 


Orry >, OF : N 
ea of the mutual dependence. of the two prop- 
s, remarking-— 
e would not say that the. concession. was a sufficient 


assessed of the confidence of the people in money matters, 
ir, to: mark the breadth of this expression,] which 
lessen their weight and influence.”—Tid., 283. 


“Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, followed, 


saying— 

«He thought it. evident that the concession was wholly: 
on one side, that of the large States ; tlie privilege of origin- 
atlag money bilis being of no account.’—Ibid. 


At a later stage of the debates, the subject was 
resumed, and: the two ‘propositions still appear 


together: 

4¢ Mr. Rorienes, of South Carolina, proposed to. recon- 
sider the two propositions, touching the originating of money. 
bills in the first, and the equality of votes in the second 
Branch.?? 

“Mr, SHERMAN, of Connecticut, was for the question on 
thewhole at once. Jt was, he said, a conciliatory plan. 

it had been considered in all its parts.>? j 

“Mr. Lurser Marrin, of Maryland; urged the question 
on the whole.. He did not like many parts of the plan.” 
*. * * Hoe was willing, however, to make trial of the 
plan rather than do nothing.” —Ibid., 310, 

“Mr. Gerry, of Massachusetts, did not approve of a 
reconsideration of the clause relating to money bills. It was 
gf great consequence. It was the corner-stone of the ac- 
commodation.»—Ibid., 311. 

-At a still later stage Mr. Pinckney moved to 
strike out the section on money bills, ‘as giving 
ng peculiar advantage to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and as clogging the Government.” 
Mr. Gorham was ‘against allowing the Senate 
ta. originate, but was willing to allow it only to 
anend.”? My. Governeur Morris urged that it was 
‘í particularly proper that the Senate should have 
the right of originating money bills. , They will 
sit constantly, will consist of a smaller number, 
and will be able to prepare such bills with due 
correctness, and so to prevent delay of business 
in the other House.” To all this, Colonel Mason 
replied, in the strong language which seems to 
have been natural to him, that “ he was unwilling 
to travel- over the ground again. To strike out 
the section was to unhinge the compromise of which 
ifmadea part.” (Ibid., 394.) Lmight adduce other 
authorities; but here surely is enough to show 
that the provision in question was in reality one 
githeimpertant compromises of the Constitution. 


r nd this brings me, sir, to the precise meaning 
| ofthe provision. The sceming indefiniteness of 
ithe term, ‘ bills for raising revenuc,’’ may, per- 
haps, furnish apology for the present effort. It 
may be argued that, while the Senate is placed 
under certain restrictions, it may, nevertheless, 
originate ‘appropriation bills.’? This, of course, 
ig a, question of interpretation. Does this interdict 
upon the Senate extend tothe bills by which money 
is appropriated to the support of Government, as 
well as to. those bills by which it is directly ob- 
tained? Are appropriation bills included under the 
term, “ bills for raising revenue??? Now, I cannot 
pom with the opinions so confidently expressed 
y the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] and 
the Senator from. Georgia, (Mr. Toomus,]that it 
was clearly the intention of the Constitution to 
concede to the Senate the power of originating ali 
appropriation bills; nor, on the other hand, do I 
assert that such exercise of power is in the strict 
sense unconstitutional. Lapproach the question 
ag an inquirer, anxious to find the real purpose of 
the fathers. 

There are several considerations which seem 

to shed light on the path to our conclusion. 
First, The compromise between the small States 
ond large Statescan be made completely effective, 
according to.the obvious intent of the authors of 
the. Constitution, only by interdicting the Senate 
from originating the great appropriation bills. If 
this interdict is restrained simply to tariff bills, 
which occur only at rare intervala, it becomes a 
very inadequate compensation for the surrender 


|| made: by: the large States to the small States-in 


the constitation. of the Senate. According to the 


| reason of the rule, the great appropriation bills 


must be equally within its intendment. The 


|| Feasow is as strong: in one case as in the other. 


In the debates of the Convention, Dr. Franklin 
said that, “as it had been asked what would be 
the use of restraining the second branch from med- 
ding with -meney bills, he could not but remark, 
that it was always ef importance that the people 
should know who had disposed of their money, 
and how it had’ been disposed of. [Please, sir, to 
mark these words.] ‘It was a maxim, that those 
who feel can best judge. This end would be best 
attained if money affairs were to be confined to 
| the: immediate representatives of the people.’’ 
| CEiltiot’s Dobates, vol. V. p. 284.) Mr. Gerry, in 
urging the restraint upon the Senate, said, “ the 
other branch was more immediately the repre- 
sentatives of the people, and it was a maxim: that 
the people ought to hold the purse-strings.”? (Ibid., 
188.) How, sir, can they hold the purse-strings 
unless they hold the bills by which the purse is 
appropriated? And Colonel Mason broke forth 
in language which clearly reveals his sense of the 
danger against which we should guard. ‘If the 
Senate,” said he, “can originate, they will, in 
the recess of the legislative sessions, hatch their 
mischievous projects for their own purposes, and 
have their money bills cut and dried (to use a com- 
mon. phrase) for the meeting of the House of 
Representatives.” (Jbid., 415.) I repeat, then, 
according to the reason of the rule, the great ap- 
proprinuon bills must be embraced by the prohi- 
ition. : 

Secondly. There is a second consideration, 
fSwited on the familiar use of the term money 
bills throughout the debates in the Convention, 
as applicable to the bills which the Senate cannot 
originate. I need not occupy time by reference 
to instances; but whoever takes the trouble to in- 


the debates, and also in the report of the Virginia 
Convention, will find that this term is univer- 
sally employed, unless, indeed, where Mr. Gov- 
crnecur Morris uses the broader term “money 
plans,’’ (fbid., p. 282,) and Mr. Gerry “ money 
matters’? (Ibid., p. 283.) Now, all of these phrases 
are clearly applicable to “ appropriation bills,” 
by which the Government is carried on; and the 
inference seems irresistible that the partics who 
used them must have had such bills in mind. 

In the Virginia convention objection was made 
by Mr. Grayson ‘to the power of the Senate to 
propose or concur with amendments to money 


that great principle which required that the imme- 
diate representatives of the people only should inter- 
fere with money bills. The Lords in England had 
never been allowed to meddle with money bills. 
He knew not why the Senate should.”’-—(Elliot’s 
Debates, vol. I. p. 375. 
Thirdly. And this brings me to a third consid- 
eration, founded on the example of England, 
which was obviously in the minds of the framers 
of the Constitution. The Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunter] is clearly mistaken on this point. 
It was often adduced in debate in the Federal Con- 
vention, and, as wehave just seen, inthe Virginia 
Convention also. 
and of ancient date. As carly as the 3d of July, 
1678, the Commons resolved: ato 
“That all aids and supplices, and aids to his Majesty in 
Parliament, are the sole gift of the Commons; and all bilis 


for the granting of any such aids and supplies ought to begin 
with the Commons ; and that it is the undoubted and sole 


bills, the ends, purposes, considerations, limitations, and 
qualifications of such grants ; which ought not to be changed 
or altered by the House of Lords.’’-—fay’s Law of Parlia- 
ment, p. 407. 


annual expenditure are submitted by the Ministry 
to the House of Commons, sitting as a committee 
of supply. This process is explained as follows: 


“The member of the Administration representing the 
department for which the supplies are required, first ex- 
plains to the committee such matters as may satisfy thera 
of the correctness and propriety of the estimates, and then 
proceeds to propose each grant in succession, which is put 
from the Chair in these words: ‘ Thata sum not exceeding 
——— be granted to her Majesty for the object specified in 
the estimate? * * * The committee of supply votes 
every sum which is granted annually for the public service 
—the Army, the Navy, the ordnance, and the several civil 
departments.” Ibid., pp. 415 and 418. 


| And at the close of the session all the grants 


right of the Commons to direct, limit, and appoint, in such | 


In pursuance of this rule, the estimates for the: 


vestigate the matter in Mr. Madison’s reports of | 


bills.” He pronounced this ‘a departure from | 


In England the rule is ape i 


H 


are- embodied in a pill; whièh is known as the 


‘appropriation bill;” and which, ag it is kindred 
in: character to that under our system, doubtless 
has. given its name to ours, This bill is thus 
deseribed:, ; 

“Tt enumerates every grant that has been made oing 
the whole session, and authorizes the several sums, ás voted’ 
by the committee of supply, to be issued and applied to 
each service.” — Ibid., p. 425. 

. Thus, on. three accounts: first, by the reason 
of the thing; secondly, by the familiar use of the 
descriptive term ‘money bills” inall the debates, 
and thirdly, by the example of England—the 
conclusion seems irresistible, that ‘* appropria- 
tion bills,” by which the Government is carried on, 
are within the spirit. of the interdict upon the 
Senate, and that this body cannot originate such 
bills without a violation of a. well-established 
principle, inherited from English jurisprudence; 
and also without unhinging, according to the 
language of Colonel Mason, in the Federal Con» 
vention, that compromise, by virtue of which the 
small States are admitted to an equality of rep- 
resentation on this floor. 

Tam not. unmindful of the fact, on which the 
Senator from Virginia has dwelt so emphatically, 
that the Senate has been in the habit of originat- 
ing pension bills, bills for the payment of private: 
claims, and kindred measures. “I was glad, to- 
day, in voting for the bill originated in this body. 
for the relief of our late distinguished: Minister at 
Constantinople. Butagainst this usage, which is: 
exceptional in character, and which has probably: 
attracted little attention from its considerable con- 
venience and its little importance, may be opposed: 
the uniform usage, that the great bills providing 
for the necessities of the Government have al- 
ways originated in the House of Representatives, 
And you will bear in mind, sir, that the question 
is now on these bills. 

_ Mr. President, it is a received maxim, that it 
is the part of a good judge to amplify his juris- 
diction; but it will hardly be accepted, that it is: 
the part of the American Senate to amplify its 
powers, particularly in derogation of the popular 
ranch. And it surely cannot escape observation 
that the present. .cffort.is launched at a moment 
when the popular branch promises to differ from 
the. Senate on important questions of ‘national. 
policy. Tam not insensible to the public conve- 
nience which has been pressed in this debate; but 
permit me to say, that should this convenience re~ 
quire the proposed departure from our standing 
policy, you will be wise, sir, if you hearken to the 
counsels of the Senator from New York, and re- 
frain from any innovation unless assured of the 
consent and coöperation of the other House. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the Scnator 
from New York, who has addressed the Senate, 
admitted unequivocally that the Senate has the 
power to originate appropriation bills; but the 
Senator from Massachusetts, if I rightly under- 
stood him, denied the power of the Senate to ori- 
ginate such bills. 

Mr. SUMNER, Will the Senator allow me to 
say that my statement was, that I regarded it as a 
departure from the spirit of the Constitution? 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would beg leave to ask 
whether he denies the power of the Senate to 
originate appropriation bills? 

Mr. SUMNER. I have already said that the 
language in the Constitution seemed to me in- 
definite. It is not, on the face of it, clear. Iam 
driven, therefore, to cotemporaneous evidence in 
order to seek its precise meaning; and, referring 
to that, my conclusion is, that, according to thé 
spirit of the Constitution, it docs not belong to 
this body to originate appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Do I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts to say that it would be ugeon- 
stitutional, in his judgment, for the Senate tf ori- 
ginate an appropriation bill, or does he decline to 
express an opinion on that point? 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not decline to express 
an opinion on any question, Mr. President; but I 
believe that I have already answered the question 
which has been put to me, when | said that it 
does not seem to me, according to the spirit of 
the Constitution, that the Senaie should originate 
appropriation bills. I did not go into the ques- 
tion of, if I may say so, the ultimum dominium— 
the exireme right under the Constitution; I did 
not undertake on that to express any opinion. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I understand then, Mr. Presi- 
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dent, that the Senator does not deny the power 
of the Senate to originate an appropriation bill, 
and Ï think that he isthe only member of this body 
who entertains a doubton that point. The Con- 
stitution expressly provides that ‘¢no money shall 
be drawn from the Treasury except in consec- 
quence of appropriations made by law.’ The 
money is locked up in the Treasury, and it must 
remain there until it is taken from the Treasury 
by an act of Congress, for it cannot be taken 
away, whether in small or in large amounts, ex- 
cept in consequence of an appropriation made by 
aw. 

Now, sir, any bill which authorizes the pay- 
ment of money from the public Treasury is a 
bill appropriating that public money; it is an ap- 
propriation by law; it is, therefore, an appropri- 
ation bill, A bill appropriating money to pay an 
individual claim—a private claim—is an appropri- 
ation bill, or the money could not be paid from 
the Treasury under it. A bill appropriating 
$5,000,000 to pay the French spoliation claims was 
an appropriation bill; and, if I recollect aright, 

_ it received the sanction of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis. A bill appropriating money for the im- 
provement of harbors and rivers, large amounts, 
was strictly an appropriation bill, and such a bill 
received the sanction of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. The honorable Senator from New 
York who spoke on this question, I believe has 
introduced more bills of that description during 
the present session, than almost any other mem- 
ber of the body. ` 

Indeed, sir, it is the common experience of | 
every Senator that appropriation bills for small 
amounts and for large amounts are introduced 
here daily. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts gravely suggest a doubt in this body whether 
any bill appropriating money out of the public 
Treasury is an “appropriation by law,” and 
whether the bill introduced for that purpose is an 
appropriation bill? There is but one other opinion 
that has been advanced on the Constitution that 
would be as paradoxical as that. ; 

On the otheg-hand, a revenuc bill is said to be 
a bill raising revenue: ‘ All bills for raising rev- 
enue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives.” . Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
entertain the opinion that a bill appropriating 
money out of the Treasury is a bill for raising 
revenue? ‘Will he stand up here in his place and 
say he entertains any doubt on that point? Has 
he madc his elaborate speech for the purpose of 
advancing and sustaining the idea that a bill appro- 
pete money out of the public Treasury is a 

ill. for the raising of revenue? We should have 
revenue enough if bills of that kind would have 
the effect of raising revenuc. 

The language of the Constitution, sir, is entire- 
ly free from any doubt; it is not susceptible of 
two constructions. ‘The Constitution itself spe- 
cifically provides for appropriatien bills and for 
revenue bills. They are entirely distinct; they 
are totally diverse in their operation. One brings 
money into the Treasury, where the Constitution 
locks it up until an appropriation bill is passed, 
by which the money is drawn from the Treasury 
and appropriated to purposes general or special. 
Upon this point the Constitution is clear and 
unequivocal; and when it has applied an inhibi- 
tion to only one class of bills—those for raising 
revenue—it passes comprehension that any gen- 
tleman should entertain a doubt whether that 
inhibition extends to an appropriation bill. 

But it is said that the practice of the Senate has 
been not to originate appropriation bills. Sir, 
exactly the reverse is true. It is the practice of 
the Senate, and has been since the foundation of 
the Government, to originate appropriation bills. 
There is, I admit, one class of appropriation bills 
which we have not been in the habit of origina- 
ting here, and they are the general appropriation 
bilis, based upon the estimates of the executive 
departments. They are undoubtedly important; 
but that omission does not authorize any one to 
say that the settled practice of the Senate has 
been not to originate appropriation bills. But, 
sir, I do not so much heed the practice of either 
House of Congress as I do the plain provisions 
of the Constitution. I do not so much heed | 
compromises which are not embraced in the Con- 
stitution itself. [repudiate all compromises which | 
are not tobe found in the Constitution itself. T|] 
do not believe that either. House of. Congress, or || 
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both together, by any practice or by any law,can 
make a compromise which supersedes or modi- 
fies the Constitution of the country. I utterly 
repudiate the idea of permitting either any prac- 
tice or any compromise, outside of the Constitu- 
tion, to vary the powers of this body or the 

owers of Congress. The Constitution is a living 
instrument, and confers upon the present Con- 
gress the same powers that it conferred on the 

rst Congress which assembled under it, save only 
where those powers have been changed by sub- 
sequent amendments f the Constitution in the 
mode provided by the instrument itself. 

Sir, here is a power conferred on this body; 
and are we to repudiate that power? It was con- 
ferred upon this body for wise purposes. It is 
the law of this body. The power is intrusted to 
this body, and we are not at liberty to permit it 
to fall into disuse, provided the public service or 
the public interest requires its exercise. The 
language of the Constitution is clear, that this 
body has the power to originate an appropriation 
bill, whether gencral or special; and are we to be 
wiser than those who framed the Constitution? 
Are we to be wiser than the States which adopted 
it? Sir, if we keep within the limits of the Con- 
stitution, if we adhere to it strictly, if we carry 
it out according to its plain import and meaning, 
in my judgment we best perform our public duty. 
Tam willing neither to exercise any power that 
is not clearly granted, nor to forbear the exercise 
of a power which is conferred upon us, when a 
proper occasion arises for the exercise of that 
power. 

Now, the only. question is, this power bging 
clearly conferred on the Senate, are we to go on, 
for all time, rejecting the exercise of the power in 
the particular case of a general appropriation bill? 
Sir, I would do nothing which would unneccs- 
sarily interfere with the other branch of Congress; 
I would act with the utmost comity to them. I 
would not take a step which could justly excite 
apprehension on thew part that we intended to 
trespass on their dutics or on powers exclusively 
confided to them. But if the Senate has an equal 
power with the House of Representatives to origin- 
ate a general appropriation bill, can it be regarded 
as in the least degree evineing any want of regard 
or respect to the House of Representatives if we 
should divide this labor with that body? The form 
of this resolution was adopted for the very pur- 
pose of leaving to consultation between the Finance 
Committees of both Houses whether this labor 
might not be divided between them, so that the 
bills might be brought forward at an earlier period 
of the session than usual, and receive that atten- 
tion from the Senate, as well as from the House, 
which they deserve. It was designed, harmoni- 
ously with the other body, to apply a remedy to 
an evil which had been long felt here—an evil 
which has grown to an alarming magnitude—the 


evil so graphically described by the Senator from || 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.} When we know that 
that evil exists, when we feel it every session 
pressing upon us, are we not to apply a remedy, 
if a remedy be within our power? 

Sir, it is of the utmost importance, as far as the 
finances of the country are concerned, that we 
should be able to attend to the details of these 
appropriation bills. I know of no way in which 
that can be accomplished except in the mode 
pointed out by this resolution. 


I hope it will be |; 


adopted, and wil] be received by the other branch 
of Congress in the spirit in which it has been in- | 
troduced here, and which has been intended to be | 


manifested from the beginning to the end of this į 


i 
attempt on the partof the Senate to accelerate the | 
business of the session. A . 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I do not wish 


to detain the Senate by entering into any further | 
i 


discussion on this question. I wish, however, 
simply to say, that I shall vote against this prop- | 
osition; for, whatever may be the constitutional | 
powers of the Senate to originate genera! appro- } 
priation bills, there can be no doubt of the fact | 
that when the Constitution of the United States 
was framed, its framers supposed that this was a 
compromise between the States and the people, 


that the theory settled in the Constitution was that i| 


money bills—general appropriation bills—should | 
originate in the House of Representatives. 


The debates in the Convention referred to by i 
N —the debates in the State co zi 
my colleague—the debates e State conven 


> 5 k OE | 
tions, as will appear if Senators will examine those | 


debates—-abundantly sustain. that position. ‘Sir, - 
the practice of the Government, of the wise men 
who framed the Constitution, from. the year 1789 
‘to 1856, during two entire generations, has-been 
to adhere to this policy. ts ie a 
Now, sir, we are called upon, at- this: time, to 
depart from that practice; and permit me to'say, 
that the time is not well-chosen: The -public 
voice of this country will say that, at this jun 


jure, in the peculiar position of affairs iù the 
See Bt aerie i ON AF 65, x ese eng cei 
| of Représentatives an the county ie Senate 


“of the United States is extending iis power and 
its influence in the.government of the country at 
the expense of the popular branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir, two States, with less than three hundred 
thousand inhabitants, have two. Representatives 
on the floor of the House of Representatives, and 
two other States with six millions of people, have 
fifty-eight Representatives there. Now, I prefer 
that the House of Representatives, representing: 
the people, shall mature the gencral appropriation 
bills of the country, and take the lead in the 
appropriation of the money of the couniry;. and 
therefore, at this time in the present position 
_of affairs, I hope that the Senate will make no 

change whatever; for if that change be made, it 

will be regarded by the country, whether it be 
so intended or not, as an attempt to increase thie 
power and the influence of the Senate, which rep- 
resents the States of the Union, at the expense of 
the House of Representatives, which represents 
equally the people of the country. 

The question was taken; and the xesolition 
was agreed to. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 7, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayér 
by Rev. Byron Sunperzanp. : 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The Hon. Jonas A. Huauston, a Represent- 
ative from the State of New York, appeared and 
qualified by taking the oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question in order is the 
resolution relative to the election of a public 
printer. . 

Mr. GROW. I give notice that on to-morrow, 
or some subsequent day, I shall ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to secure homesteads to actual settlers 
on the public domain; also, a bill to prevent the 
further sale of the public lands except to actual 
settlers. 

WOOD FOR THE POOR. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I suppose it is 
in order to make a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House adopted a resolution to go 
into the election of a public printer? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I propose to 
make that motion, with a view to pee to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. I desire, sir, to 
bring before this body the resolution adopted by 
| the Senate yesterday, making an appropriation 
for the relief of the suffering poor of this city and 
Georgetown; and I want a direct vote upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Will the gen- 
tleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, not now. Aftera 
vote upon that resolution we can adopt a resolu- 
tion to go into the election of a printer. There 
are reasons why we should act upon that resolu- 


i! tion now; if we do not pass it, let it go by. the 


i board. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
i the resolution for the election of a public printer 
| passed the other day, and on that I call for the 
| previous question. T 

| The SPEAKER. It may be advisable to state 
| to the gentleman from Ohio that it is not in order 
i to go to the business on the Speaker’s table until 
, after the States shall have been called for resolu- 
| tions, withouta change of the rules of the House. 
| Mr, PENNINGTON addressed the Chair. 

i. The SPEAKER. The question pending is on 
i the moiion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] to reconsider the resolution directing 
; the eléction of a public printer. 

i Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move tolay that 
| motion on the tahle. 
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“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Pennieron} has the floor. 

My. CAMPBELL:. I hepe the motion to lay 
on the table wili not prevail, but that the House 
will proceed to a direct vote on my motion. 

Mro JONES.. “What-is it that the gentleman 
from: New Jérsey wishes to effect? 

“Mr. PENNINGTON, To make a report from 
„the joint committee appointed to wait gn the Pres- 
ident and apprise him that the House was organ- 
ized.” c$ in : 
1o Mr JONES. That, sir, is a privileged matter, 
and. it-is not necessary that.I should withdraw 
my motion for that purpose. 
REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. It is proper that I re- 
port without further delay, on the part of the 
` committee of this House, that the joint committee 
of the-Senate and the House to wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and inform him of the 
organization of the two Houses, and of their 
readiness to receive any communication he might 
have to make, have performed that duty. In 
‘reply, the President expressed his sense of the 
courtesy of the two Houses, his gratification in 
knowing that the Flouse is at length in a condi- 
tion to go on with the public business, his desire 
to codperate with the legislative department in all 
measures that shall promise to promote the public 
interest, and his purpose to communicate with 
Congress as the public exigencies shall require. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move now, as 
a privileged motion, before the question be put on 
the other, that when this House adjourns it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. . 

That motion will, I presume, prevail, as a mat- 
ter of course; and then I hope that the motion to 
reconsider will be laid on the table, and that this 
House will proceed with the election of a public 
printer to-day, and get through that business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. T hope the 
‘gentioman from Tennessee will modify his mo- 
tion by appending to it a proposition which is 
usual, that the Speaker be authorized to appoint 
the standing committees of the House. 

Mr. JONES. That may be introduced as an 
independent proposition. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then J ask the gentle- 
man to give way until I offer a resolution which 
will also embrace his proposition. 

Mr. JONES. They are separate and distinct 
propositions. The gentleman from Illinois can 
offer his as a separate proposition. 

Mr. WASHBURN 5. Then [ offer it as a 
separate proposition, that the Speaker be author- 
ized to appoint the standing committees of the 
House. : 

Mr. JONES. The motion which I made comes 
first; that of the gentleman from Illinois will come 
afterwards. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jonns’s motion, 
and it was agreed to. 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WASHBURNH, of Ilinois. I now offer 
the. following resolution, and ask the previous 
question on its adoption: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized to appoint the 
standing committees of this House. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

_ The question being on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRANCH said: I desire to call attention to 
the 7th rule of the House, which provides that 
all committees shall be appointed by the Speaker, 
unless otherwise specially directed by the House, 
in which case they shall be appointed by ballot. 


As that rule is among the rules as adopted for į 


the government of this House, I can see no occa- 
sion for the resolution introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would say to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Branen,] 
that a similar resolution to this has always been 
adopted at the commencement of cach Congress, 
and also at the second session of each Congress. 

The question was taken on Mr. W ASHBURNE’S 
resolution, and it was adopted. 

Mr, WASHBURNE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution just passed had been 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to 


reconsider on the table, which latter motion was 
agreed to. S is 


- BOOKS TO MEMBERS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Task leave to offer a reso- 
lution directing the Clerk of the House to deliver 
to. the members. of the present House of Repre- 
sentatives all documents, extra copies of which 
were ordered by the last House, and which were 
not delivered till after the meeting of the present 
House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tengessee. I rise to a point 
“of order. Isubmit thatthe resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the resolution is not now in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then | withdraw it. 

Mr. SMITH. I now call for the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

ELECTION OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Is the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. 
Jonzs] to lay on the table my motion to recon- 
sider before the House ? : 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well. 
have a vote upon it. 
be laid upon the table. 

The question being on the motion to lay on the 
table, Mr. Campne tt called for tellers. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


NOTICE OF BILL. 


Then let us 
I hope my motion will not 


to vive notice of a motion for leave to bring in a 
bill for the repeal of the act of last Congress au- 
thorizing the appointment of the naval board. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done under 
the rules, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLSON. Can itnot be done by motion 
in the House? 

The SPEAKER. Not now. 


ELECTION OF PUBLIC PRINTER-—AGAIN. 

The question was taken to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the proposition to go into 
the clection of a public printer; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 82, nays 95; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyee, Branch, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, Carlile, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Day, Dowdell, 


Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas I. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, Lake, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMultlin, MeQueen, Meacham, Millson, Nichols, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ready, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, ‘Thurston, 
Trippe, Tyson, Vaik, Wade, Walker, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright-—82. 
NAYS—Messts. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Dean, Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Etheridge, 
| Florence, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. 
| Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kennett, King, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
+ MeCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mur- 
j ray, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, 


Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Vail, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Elihu B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
| Welch, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 
95. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. 


sider. A division was called for. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let us have the 


off the clection of publie printer. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 81; as follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Buffintou, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Bamrell, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
! Durfee, Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway. Thomas R. 
Horton, Howard, Kennett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
! Leiter, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 


r. MILLSON. Before calling the roll, I rise | 


Eiiott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Thomas J. D. Fuller, į 


Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, ! 


The question recurred on the motion to recon- | 


yeas and nays, and sce who it is that wants to put 


Meacham, Killian Miller; Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Woodrufy, and Wood- 
worth—102. 

NAYS-—Messrs.. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard Clark, Cling- 
man, Williamson R.. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dowdell, Elliott, 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Knapp, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Raffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, Danie] B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zoli- 
coffer—81. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. LETCHER said: I have been requested 
by Mr. Wueeter to state that he has paired off 
for a week with Mr. Woon. 

Mr. KELSEY stated that he had paired off with 
a member from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask leave to withdraw my 
vote. I have paired off with my colleague, Mr. 
Norron, but had forgotten it when I cast my 
vote. I ask leave now to withdraw it. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution directing the election of a public printer. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man who.introduced that resolution [Mr. SMITH, 
of Tennessee] to withdraw it, so as to save time 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The House has 
taken action upon it; and the gentleman cannot 
withdraw it. If, however, it would mect the 
views of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 
BELL,] I would move to postpone the resolution 
till the 8d of March, 1857. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has not the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I only saygthat if it would 
meet the gentleman’s views, | would make that 
motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the resolution till Mon- 
day next, and on that motion [ call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. Tho previous question has 
been called for; and debate is not in order. ` 

Mr. McMULLIN. [had hoped that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio would have favored the House 
with one slender reason at least, why he makes 
that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [can do that now. Itis 
that we may vote relief for the poor of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from Ohio 
stated that he was satisfied we could not clect a 
printer to-day. I should like to know how the 
gentleman arrived at that conclusion. T should 
have supposed that the gentleman, and those with 
whom he acts and who act with him, having 
elected a Speaker in one day, might elect a printer 
in one day. But, sir, the reason assigned by the 
gentleman from Ohio, for the postponement of 
this resolution, is insufficient forme. Tam not 
willing, for one, to postpone the consideration of 
this subject of electing a public printer, for the 
purpose of inducing the House to vote alms to the 
poor of Washington. I, for one, am'willing, with 
that object, to put my hand in my own pocket, 
and contribute to it; but, sir, has it come to this, 
that the House is to postpone such an important 
election as this, to afford the gentleman from Ohio 
and others an opportunity to pass an unprece- 
dented resolution? It is not in order, I know, 
now to discuss the question. Itis not before the 
{Iouse. But when the time arrives, if this matter 
does not pass from before the House, when de- 
bate is legitimately in order upon this question, 
I shall endeavor to show the House why the res- 
olution ought not to pass. I could now show, if 
it were proper to take up the time of the House 
with the subject, that the House should not post- 
pone the election of public printer for any such 
purpose. It is true that we have already made 
several efforts to elect that have not been success- 
ful; but, sir, let us continue to make efforts until 
we succeed, unless the gentleman from Ohio has 
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some better reason why this election should be 
postponed than has been made public, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no private reasons 
to give the gentleman. My reasons for making 
this motion are for the public ear and for the 
“ public eye,” We made an unsuccessful effort 

esterday to elect a public printer, and I am sat- 
isfied that officer cannot be elected to-day. I 
avowed my purpose to reach the joint resolution 

assed by the Senate, and now lying upon the 
Boeaker'e table. I think that gentlemen who 
oppose that resolution, under existing circum- 
stances, might withdraw their technical objections, 
and let us vote directly upon it, each. one of us 
assuming manfully his responsibility on both the 
issues it presents—of constitutionality and expe- 
diency. If they will do that, we can reach the 
resolution and make a final disposition of it within 
the next forty minutes. . 

Mr. BOCOCK. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that the joint resolution upon the 
Speaker’s table provides an appropriation which, 
under the rules, must go to a Committee of the 
Whole House. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I 
understand the course the resolution must take. 
Gentlemen come here with constitutional and 
technical objections, I know, but why will they 
not let the House vote directly on the resolution? 
They say they have r'o power under the Consti- 

„tution to make appropriations of this sort. Well, 
sir, I admit that there are difficulties and doubts 
surrounding this question; but there are pre- 
cedents touching the principle, to a few of which 
I will refer: I refer my friends upon the Demo- 
cratic side of the House to some items’ referred 
to pending the civil and diplomatic. appropriation 
bill of 1852. I wish to call the special attention 
of those gentlemen who make war upon this res- 
olution on the ground of constitutional scruples, 
to some of the items of bills, to pay which they 
voted money from the public Treasury. T read 
from a speech made by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] in 1852. These 
items were read to the House by that vigilant 
sentinel over thë Treasury of our people. Among 
other items are the following: 

“The Senators, no doubt correctly, say that the expend- 
iture of their contingent fund isa matter with which the 
House has nothing todo. I know that they are responsi- 
blo for it, but if T know how it is spent—the items which 
compose this $287,775 of contingencies in one year for the 
Senate I hold myself as much responsible for that expend- 
iture as those who voted it out of that fund, after they 
had received it, through the appropriation bill, into the 
hands of their Secretary. 

“Now, sir, here is a bill paid to the Messrs. Brown, 
hotel-keepers of this city, for Louis Kossuth and his suite, 
of $4,566 32, For that, I never intend knowingly to vote, 
directly or indirectly. 

“Several Votces. Read the items. 

“Mr. Jones. The items are as follows: 

“To board for Governor Kossuth and suite, having ten 
parlors and twenty- two chambers, thirteen and a half days 
—-twenty-three persons .. + «$3,888 00 

SunpRies— 

t Champagne, sherry, madeira, cigars, lemonade, 
bar bill, washing, medicines, post-office stamps, 
porterage and messengers, hack hire paid at dif- 
ferent times, telegraphs, sugar, brandy, and 
whisky in room, porter and ale, envelopes, bar- 
ber’s bill—amounting in all to.... 

© Bill for carriages engaged for Governor an 


658 82 
319 50 


$4,506 32 


e 


‘That is a bill for twenty-three persons during thirteen 
and a half days, amounting, I believe, to some $14 per day 
for each person. 

“Then, sir, I have here a bill furnished by the keepers 


of the National Hotel, at which Kossuth and his suite | 


stopped on their return here:from the South, when they 
were upon their own expenses. I believe there were then 
six persons; they stopped at the National Hotel about four 
and their bill was $74, being $3 08 per day for cach 


person, when they were paying their own expenses, and | 


something over $14 per day for each person, when this Gov- 
„ernment was paying their expenses. 
“ These are the facts, and some of the reasons why this 
appropriation is asked for by the Secretary of the Senate !?? 

The appropriation bill, Mr. Speaker, which pro- 
vided the money to pay these items was passed 
by the votes of gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House, who now object to the resolution 
from the Scnate which I wish acted upon. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I want to correct 
the gentleman from Ohio in his statement of fact. 
That appropriation was never passed by the votes 
of any gentlemen, cither on this or the other side 
of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, The contingent fund of 
the Senate was appropriated by the votes of this 


House, and these items. were paid-out. of that 
contingent fund. _ are H 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, I will state the facts connected with this ap- 
propriation, and correct the error into which he 
has fallen. It is not correct that the items read 
by him were in any of the appropriation bills. 
He charges that. they were in one of the appro- 
priation bills, and passed by the votes of members 
on this side of the House. The Journals do not 
sustain his statement. On the contrary, by refer- 
ence to them, gentlemen will find that the Kossuth 
bill, embracing the items read by the gentleman, 
was paid by the Senate out of its contingent fund; 
and, so far from the members on this side of the 
House voting for them, they were not proposed 
in any of our appropriation bills, but were paid 
by the votes of Senators exclusively out of the 
contingent fund of that body, which had been 
appropriated by Congress the session previous. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Task the honorable gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovsrox] whether 
the money paid for Governor Kossuth’s brandy 
and whisky was not voted for by this House? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have already stated how 
that appropriation was made: no money can be 
drawn from the Treasury except by appropria- 
tions regularly made by Congress. {thas always 
been, and is yct, customary to make an appropria- 
tion, giving to each House of Congress a contin- 
gent fund. As usual, those contingent funds had 
been appropriated the session previous to the pay- 
ment of the Kossuth bill—long before that bill 
was known to exist, and probably before it had 
been created. Senators considered that they had 
the right to use a portion of their contingent fund 
| to pay that bill, and they, in that way, paid it, 
without the House having a vote upon it. True, 
the two Houses appropriated the fund, but they 
did so the session before, and without reference 
to that bill, or even a knowledge that such a bill 
would be presented for payment out of it; and 
it certainly cannot be regarded as a sound- argu- 
ment, that because the Senate did in fact pay 
that bill out of its contingent fund appropriated 
at the previous session, and long before the bill 
was known to exist, that those who voted for 
that fund really voted for the Kossuth items, 
when no such items were in any of our bills, and 
none of the money appropriated in them was in- 
tended or designed to pay those items. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itis true that there was 
nothing in the appropriation bill expressly pro- 
viding for the payment of that bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Ohio must know very well that the House 
made no appropriation intending to provide for 
such expenditures. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the appropriation bill providing the money out of 
which that bill was paid was passed by the gen- 
| tlemen on the other side of the House: Gentle- 
men cannot escape the point which I make, to 
wit: that $4,500 of the people’s money was taken 
from the Treasury, by virtue of a law for which 
the Democratic party voted, to buy brandy, and 
cigars, and wince, for a foreigner who came to 
this country avowing as his purpose the dissem- 
ination of such doctrines as would involve us in 
| ‘war’? and ‘entangling alliances” with foreign 
nations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I might refer, if [ were 
disposed to consume the time of the House, to 


idea I wish to present. Have not hundreds of 
thousands of dollars—I ask the honorable gentic- 


į this city, in front of the property of the rich men 
; of the city? How many hundreds and thousands 
of dollars of appropriations has he advocated for 
the purpose of bringing water into the residences 
of the rich men of the city, and for similar ob- 
jects? How many thousands of dollars has my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] voted for 
making surveys for the benefit of those interested 
in railroad prgjects? Why, sir, I recollect very 
well that in the last Congress my friend from Vir- 
ginia was on the committee of conference at a 
time when the appropriation for the surveys made 
u by Governor Stevens of a railroad route to the 
|| Pacific was a contested point between the two 
|i Houses. The gentleman, I think, then aban- 


| 
| 
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numerous other appropriation bills, to enforce the | 


man from Alabama, [Mr. Housrox]—been appro- 
priated by his vote and that of his party, for į 
grading and paving the avenues and streets of | 


doned his constitutional objections, and came into 
this House reporting and voting in favor of that 
appropriation. If I state him incorrectly, he can 
make the correction here now. He concurred, 1 
believe, in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence that recommended the passage of that appro- 
priation. And now, Mr. Speaker, when there is. 
a very simple proposition to appropriate a few 
hundred dollars to relieve the sufferings of. the 
poor of the city, who, from the extraordingry 
inclemency of the season, are freezing or starv- 
ing, objection is made to it on a constitutional 
abstraction. I feel authorized, by. information 
received from high sources within the last few 
hours, to say that the distress prevailing among 
that unfortunate class of the population is almost 
bey önd the ordinary power of descriptive. fac- 
ulties. i 

Mr. Speaker, Ido not propose to go into an 
elaborate speech upon this subject now, and 
therefore will not consume more ‘time. Action, 
action isall I wish. I do not propose to consume 
the time of the House, because while we are 
talking the poor women and children are freezing 
or starving around us. ‘In order to reach the 
Senate resolution, I move to lay the whole sub- 
ject in reference to the election of a printer upon 
the table. ; , 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to correct a state- 
ment made by the gentleman, as to my action. I 
had intended to make a short argument, in reply 
to what has been said, but if the gentleman will 
only allow me to correct him in relation toa 
matter of fact, I will stop, at that, although I de- 
sired very much to reply to his remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yielded the floor to the 
gentleman whilst I was upon it, and I thought 
that he then said everything he had to say. Lam 
for action now, and therefore I decline to’ with- 
draw my motion to lay on the table. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Then I desire to say that 
the gentleman has, unintentionally I hope, mis- 
represented the facts, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iwill notask any 
favor of the House, or of the gentleman from 
Ohio, but I ask him, as a matter of justice to me, 
to withdraw his motion. He has read here from 
remarks I made to the House on a former occa- 
sion, and has precluded me by the motion he has 
made from saying a word about it. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido notintend to do you 
injustice. I stated to the House, that I read the 
items of the Kossuth bill from your speech, as 
reported in the Congressional Globe. 

he SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Debate is not 
in order. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I will withdraw my motion 
and retain the floor, yielding it, however, for cx- 
planations from the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housron,] and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr, Joxes.] 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman cannot retain the 
floor in that way; [ only want it for a very little 
time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will first, with very great 
pleasure, yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Ilovsron.] 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman withdraws the 
motion to lay upon the table, it will then be for 
the Speaker to assign the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam perfectly willing that 
both gentlemen shall make any correction they 
desire. I expressly stated that | merely quoted 
the items as the gentleman from Tennessee em- 
bodied them in his speech. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; and if the gentleman 
is willing for the matter to come fairly before the 
House, he will withdraw his motion. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave no disposition to 
be unfair. I will withdraw the motion to lay 
upon the table, if the gentleman from Tennessee 
will renew it. 

Mr. JONES. Upon that subject I shall exer- 
cise a very sound discretion, as Ì think I do upon 
most others. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, I have great 
confidence in the gentleman’s discretion, and I 
will withdraw the motion unconditionally. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, there is no gen- 
tleman upon this foor who knows better than the 
gentleman from Ohio that every ward which he 
has said with regard to that resolution from the 
Senate was out of order. I was not in the House, 
sir, when he commenced reading from this cele- 
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tides, and TI do not 


re he £ : 

he commenced With the bill of the Messrs. 
för those experises. l 
“Sir, we weré at. that urine, I beliéve, in Corm- 
yhittes of the Whole on’ thé state of the Union, 
‘and had the amendments of theg Senate to the civil 

diplomatic bill under consideration. One of 
the amendments was fo insert, on page 13, after 
lind 989: « For contingent expenses of the Senate, 
We oe 
“The remarks which I made on that occasion are 
¥éported iii the Congressional Globe, as follows: 
"The Committee of Ways and Means, I believe, recom- 
Jien ä Non-concurrence in this amendment. Before that 
‘question ‘is taken, though, I move to amend the proposition 
by striking ont: $137,775, and inserting $133,208 68. I will 
submit the facts of this case, so that cach gentleman in the 
House, with the facts before him, may vote as he thinks 
‘proper. It will be recollected, by reference to the last civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bili, that $150,000 were appro- 
priated. for the contingont expenses of the Senate. An 
‘account has been rendered showing how that money has 
been expended. I will read it.” è 

-Then follows that bill of expenses, after which 
T continued, as follows: 

"The Senators, no doubt correctly, say that the expendi- 
ture of their contingent fund is a matter with which the 
‘House has nothing to dò. I know thiat they are responsible 
for it; but if I know how it is spent—the items which com- 

Re: this: $287,775 of contingencies in one year-for the 
Senate, I hold myself as much responsible for that expendi- 
ture as those who voted it out of that fund, after they had 
feeeived it through the appropriation bill, into the hands of 
their Secretary. 

, «Now, sir, here is a bill paid to the Messrs. Brown, 
hotel-keepers of this city, for Louis Kossuth and his suite, 
of $4,566 32. Mor that, {never intend knowingly to vote, 
directly or indirectly”? 

„Mi. CAMPBELL. 
did. i . hen: 

Mr. JONES. I know that; but I think if the 

gentleman will tax his memory he will have the 
magnanimity to say that a majority of the mem- 
bers npon this side of the House contested, inch 
by inch, every step of the progress of the intro- 
duction of Louis Kossuth into this House. 
"Mr. CAMPBELL. No man resisted it with 
more firmness than I did, and I resisted the pay- 
ment of the bill. 
“Mr. JONES, Ido not recollect distinctly what 
position the gentleman occupied, but I know— 
and it has not, perhaps, escaped his recollection— 
that, in the Committee of the Whole, I occupied 
the chair; and I will not recount here how that 
resolution was introduced; how the rules were 
violated and ridden over by a majority. 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL. [ wish to say one word. 
The gentleman did resist, as I thought then, and 
now think, with great propricty, the introduction 
into this Tall of Louis Kossuth by a congres- 
sional committee, Í united withhimat the time, 
notwithstanding the great public excitement which 
prevailed over the whole country and in my own 
district. T thought it was a great national impro- 
pricty; but I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the point I made—not against him—because 
I recollect full well the remarks the honorable 
genileoman made at the time of the reporting of 
that bill, when he said he should resist the ap- 
propriauon; but the point which I made was, 
that the appropriation bill providing the fund out 
of which these items were paid, was supported 
by the gentloman’s party as a body. Thatis the 
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I did not charge that you 


point. 
Mr. JONES. If the gentleman will follow out 


the proceedings upon that biil, he will find, in 


every recorded vote upon it, that I, at least, was | 


one who voted against it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
the gentleman’s party voted for it; and that is 
the charge I wish to make distinctly. 

Mr. JONES. I am responsible only for my 
vote. While I do not know how many of the 
gentleman’s party voted against it, I am very cer- 
tain that a very large majority of them, upon this 
floor, were in favor of the introduction of Kos- 
suth, and sustamecd the appropriation to defray, 
out of the Treasury of the United States, the ex- 
penses of the first—and I trust in God it will be 
the last—royal levee which has ever been held 
within the precincts of Washington. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. . 

Mr. JONES. My colleague is very kind in 


Ammensed; bit I sup- | 


I have no doubt of it; but } 


rising to a point of order, after sitting still, and | 


hearing the gentleman from Ohio discuss this 
ratter, 


“Other gentlemen here, that the Congress of the 


has ever had nationality enough to do that? 


again assigned him, I understood that he moved 


from Ohio succeedsin getting up that resolution, 
vete for it; and I trust the House will bear in 
mind the reason which I assign for my course. 
I know, as well as the gentleman from Ohio and 


United States has exclusive legislative jurisdiction 
over this District; and when they exercise that 
jurisdiction it is the local Legislature of this Dis- 
trict; but when, under the Constitution, they act 
in the capacity of the local Legislature of this 
District, I do not feel myself authorized—I do 
not feel myself justified—in coupling with it my 
character of anational Representative, and putting 
my hand into the national Treasury—the mone 
of which is collected from all the people of this 
country—and appropriating it for domestic pur- 
posos; whatever they may be. If moneys have 
een appropriated for improvements upon private 
property, no one can say that any vote of mine 
1d it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I want to ask the gentle- 
man one question: I ask him whether he did not 
vote for an appropriation of $10,000,000 to pur- | 
chase the Mesilla Valley? And I would like to 
know of the gentleman in what part of the Con- 
stitution he finds his authority to do that? 

Mr. JONES. I do not consider myself bound 
to answer all questions which the gentleman from 
Ohio may see fit to put to me; nor to give him 
the specific authority for all my votes upon this 
floor. Itis sufficient for him to know that I voted 
for that appropriation, and for others, to buy 
territory. {ask him if he, or his party, has ever 
voted appropriations to pay for territory acquired į 
from another country? T ask him if his party 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
of order. 

Mr. JONES. Well, let the gentleman state it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to answer 
the question. : 

Mr. SMITH. Ihave delayed making my point 
of order, in hopes that the gentlemen would get. 
through; but this whole debate is out of order, 
because it is not at all relevant to the election of | 
a public printer, 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the discussion is not relevant to the question be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. JONES. One word more. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is the motion to postpone until Monday. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to contribute to 
the relicf of the distress of this District out of 
my own limited means, but I have no authority 
to take the moncy, for that purpose, out of the 
Treasury of the Gaited States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject till Mon- | 
day next. 

Mr. JONES. 
me out of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that 
the subject under discussion is not relevant to the 
question before the House. i 

Mr. JONES. Iam well satisfied of that; and 
Į so informed the House and the Speaker when 
I commenced. I hope that the House and the 
Speaker will keep all gentlemen in order, and 
strictly to the subject which may be before them. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Therapidity with which 
the gentleman from Ohio makes his motions pre- 
sents a difficulty in my mind as to the true state 
of questions before the House. I understood that 
the gentleman from Ohio moves to postpone the 
consideration of this resolution adopted yester- 
day, for the purpose of going into the election of 
a printer, until Monday next. Tunderstood that 
to be his first proposition. When the floor was 


Į rise to a point 


I suppose the Chair has ruled | 


to lay the whole subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the whole 
subject on the table was withdrawn. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman then 
called the previous question. Do*I understand 
from the Chair that the only question pending 
before the House is the motion to lay on the ta- 
ble the whole subject as to the election of a 
printer? 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the mo- | 


| tion to postpone the consideration of the resolution | 


‘| tion till Monday next. 


| il Monday. The genilemai fiom Ohio with- 


drew his other ‘proposition. 

` Mr. GREENWOOD. I would have been glad 
to have had an opportunity to have said a word 
or two on the subject of the joint resolution which 
the geftleman from Ohio wishes to have taken 
from thé Speaker’s table; but if, under the rules 
of the House, the Chair supposes that it is not 
now in order to speak on that subject, I desire, 
when if comes up; with the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, or of whomever seems 
to have the matter in charge, to propose a sub- 
stitute for the joint resolution, which will appeal 
to the generosity and charity of the members of 
this House, and not have recourse to the public 
Treasury. ; ; i 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to placé myself 
right as to a matter of fact. The gentleman from 
Ohio (and it is not my purpose to iiquire into his 
motives) rose to make a charge against this side 
of the House, that-we had voted for appropria- 
tions to defray the expenses here of Kossuth and 
his suite. Now that gentleman knows as well as 
any other member of this House, that I was one 
of those who, on that occasion, denounced the 
appropriation. i 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will par- 
don the Chair—as the question of order has been 
raised—the Chair must deoide that this discussion 
is not relevant to the question now before the 
House. E 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iamaware of that; but I 
desired to correct an error in facts. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate 
this question unless by géneral consent. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will not occupy two 
minutes of the time of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
gentleman will proceed. 

No objection was made. 

Mr.McMULLIN. | The gentleman from Ohio 

must have remembered that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Samira] and myself were among 
the few members who took ground against this 
appropriation to defray the expenses of Kossuth. 
I stated expressly, that if the proposition came 
here I would oppose it; and I did oppose it. I 
was against it. Ido not remember what Demo- 
crats voted for it; but I state the fact, that for 
myself I was opposed to it then, and would be 
to a similar proposition to-day; and it is too 
late for the gentleman from Ohio to arraign me 
as to that matter. 1 pees that I was against 
that appropriation, and I thank God that I was. 
{ declared on the floor of this House, that it was 
impertinent in Kossuth, who was invited to come 
to thiscountry in a Government vessel, to attempt, 
haying arrived here, to dictate to the American 
people. 
t Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I donot intend 
to discuss any question before the completion of 
the organization of the House, and I hope that 
every member of the House will refuse to further 
obstract this branch of Congress by retarding 
organization. I therefore call for the previous 
question, ; 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps it is proper for the 
Chair to say that, if the previous question be 
ordered, it cuts off, under the rules of the House, 
the motion to postpone. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The proposition before the House is 
a resolution ordering the election of a public 
printer. The gentleman from Ohio moves to 
postpone the further consideration of that ques- 
he gentleman from’ 
Tennessee [Mr. Smiru] calls for the previous 
question, which cuts off the motion to postpone. 
‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] moves 
to lay the resolution on the table, which cuts off 
all the other motions; and, on the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table, the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Housron] calls for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the House do now adjourn. 

Ae McMULLEIN. On that motion I call for 
tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs WASHBURNE 


I move that 
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of Illinois, and Smir of Alabama, were ap- 
ointed. i 
Mr. PECK. Ical forthe yeasand nays; and, 
if in order, I desire to make a remark or two in 
connection with the call. y 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this 
time. 

Mr. FLORENCE asked for tellers on the yeas | 
and nays. : 


Tellers were not ordered. 
, The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 
fifteen members—not one fifth of a quorum— 
voting for them. ` f 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
adjourn; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, noes 


54. l 
The question then recurred upon the motion to 


lay on the table the resolution relating to the elec- | 


tion of public printer, upon which the House had 
ordered the yeas and nays. 

My. LETCHER. Would it be in order to in- 
quire as to the course to be pursued in case this 
matter is laid on the table? 
in relation to the poor be considered to-day? Do 
not the rules of the House require it to be first 
considered in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks that as the 
resolution makes an appropriation, it would go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. | ; 

Mr.CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It willbe in order, 
I suppose, on Monday, to move to suspend the 
rule requiring it to go to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I would suggest, then, that 
the gentleman allow it to go over until that time. 
The House have already adopted a resolution that 
they will adjourn over until Monday; and I think 
it would be well to take one vote for printer to- 
day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; with the un- 
derstanding that the rules are to be suspended on 
Monday for that purpose, E am willing that the 
matter should go over until that day. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Stawron’s 
motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope my colleague will 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. STANTON. Why, Mr. Speaker, I 
thought we had just voted down the motion to 
adjourn, with a view of taking up the joint res- 
olution from the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But it has been decided 
that that resolution could not be considered with- 
‘out going to a Committee of the Whole House, 
except under a suspension of the rules, which 
will not be in order until Monday. I hope, there- 
fore, that my colleague will withdraw his motion, 
and I will then move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire first to know 
whether it will be competent to move an adjourn- 
ment? If it is, I will withdraw the motion. 


The SPEAKER. It is not, no business having | 


transpired since the House voted on that motion. 
Mr. STANTON. Will it Be in order to make 


the motion, if I withdraw my motion to lay on | 


the table? 
|. The SPEAKER. The motion would then be 
in order. 


Mr. STANTON. I then withdraw my motion, | 


and move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [ hope the gentleman 
from Ohio will withdraw his motion to adjourn, 
to enable me to submit a resolution to which I 
presume there will be no objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I will hear the gentleman’s 
resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That each member of this House will con- | 
tribute five dollars, out of his own private funds, for the | 


relief of the poor in the cities of Washington and George- 
town, to be expended under the direction of the Mayors of 


said cities; aid that the Senate be requested to concur | 


therein. 


Mr. GREENWOOD, I will modify the reso- 
lution by saying, “ And that the members of the 


Could the resolution | 


i| proposed to submit. 


Senate be requested to contribute each a like 
amount.” i “ae ; 

Objection was made to the introduction of the 
resolution, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I trust the objection 
will be withdrawn, and that the House will be 
allowed to vote on the resolution. 

The objection was not withdrawn. 

DOCUMENTS FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I have a resolution 
which I desire the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer, and to which I trust no member 
will object. Task that it may be read for inform- 
ation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the Heuse be directed to 
deliver to the members of the present House of Repre- 
sentatives all documents, extra copies of which were or- 
dered by the last House, and which have not been delivered. 


Mr. STANTON, Iam willing to withdraw the 
motion to adjourn, provided either the resolution 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. GREEN- 
woop,] or that of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. H. Mansmaus,] canbe broughtup. 1 would 
inquire of the Chair, in case the motion to adjourn 
be withdrawn, what will be the business before 
the House, and who will be entitled to the floor? 

TheSPEAKER. The election of public printer 
will be the business in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. L hope the gentleman 
will allow a vote to be taken on my resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman binds no one. If any member chooses to 
give five dollars to the poor, he can do it now, and 
he will be under no greater obligation if the res- 
olution is adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to appeal to the House 
again, with a view of facilitating the public busi- 
ness, to allow the President’s message to be taken 
up, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. It will take no time,and the committees, 
when appointed, will not be able to act under- 
standingly until the printing isdone. It will take 
a long time to do the printing; and I appeal espe- 
cially to my friends upon the other side of the 
House, who are in the majority here, and who 
are responsible for the progress of the public 
business, whether we had not better allow the 
message to be taken up, and order it to be printed 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

Mr. PRINGLE. I object. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not understand 
that there is any objection to the resolution I have 
It is simply to provide that 
the extra copies of documents ordered by the last 
House, which have not been delivered, shall be 
delivered to the sitting members. 
large number of documents lying undistributed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, informing 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act to relieve the Commissioner of Pensions 


from the performance of certain clerical duties; H 


and 

An act directing payment to George P. Marsh 
for judicial services rendered by him, under the 
actof 11th August, 1848, while Minister Resident 


| of the United States to the Ottoman Porte. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS~——AGAIN. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Ido not know but 
that it might take away some of my documents, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama object? 

Mr. COBB. I will object for the present. 

PAYMENT OF CFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. NICHOLS. , I havea resolution to which 
I think no objection. will be made. 

Mr, STANTON. I insist on the motion to 
adjourn, 


Mr. NICHOLS. ‘I appeal tom 
let me introduce the resolution. 
_Mr. STANTON. Let it be read fo 
tion. 7 : pa 
Mr. NICHOLS. I am sure there will be no 
objection to it. ` pak 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and‘ he ‘is 
hereby, authorized to pay to the officers, clerks, messengers, 
pages, and other empioyés of the House of Representatives, 
since the commencement of the present session, such sums 
as may be due to them for attendance and’ services under 
the existing taws, resolutions, and regulations of the House. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Allow me to say that a ques 


y colleagire to 


y informas 


There are a |i 


|| officers have been alread 


| tion has been raised about the payment of the 
| officers who have rendered service here since the 
; commencement of the present session of Congress. 
|I hold in my hand a letter from the Treasury 
Department, in which that question is raised, and 
a resolution such as I have sent up tothe Clerk’s 
desk is necessary, in order that the House em- 
ployés may get their pay. To postpone the 
| resolution would be unjust, for many of these 
y removed, and all need 


j 
1 
1 
| 


their pay. 
[Cries of ** No objection to the resolution. ”] 
Mr. HOUSTON. I want to know whether the 
resolution makes any direction as to the fund out 
of which the money is to be paid? I do not think 
| it proper that it should be paid out of our contin- 
| gent fund. Theré was a fund appropriated in the 
regular appropriation bill for the payment of these 


salaries. 
; Mr. NICHOLS. It will be paid out of the 
| general fund. 1 now call for the previous ques- 
| tion. k 


| The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put, and being 
put, the resolution was adopted. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. HAVEN. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] not to press his motion 
| to adjourn for a moment, while I see if I cannot 
i get the unanimous consent of the House to pass 
a bill that has nothing to do with the printing or 
with politics in any way or shape.. It is one 
which I think highly necessary, but if it gives 
rise to discussion I will withdraw it. 

Mr. STANTON, If gentlemen will permit 
| the election of a printer to go over until Monday, 
| 1 will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to know how long 
j any gentleman can occupy this floor under a mo- 
| tion to adjourn? 

| The SPEAKER. 
consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. The House will understand 
| that I do not object to the introduction of the bill 
by the gentleman from New York, but I do object 
to the floor being held by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
to the reading of the bill for information? 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not. 

The Clerk read for the information of the House 
the bill which Mr. Havenasked unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and pass. It provides that, in 


Tt is done by unanimous 


1 all cases where the proper officers of the Depart- 


ment of the Interior shall be satisfied that the 
record evidence of services, required by the 
bounty land act, has existed, buthasbeen burned, 
lost, or destroyed, without the fault of the party 
applying for the bounty land certificate or war- 


' rant, the party may prove by evidence, other than 


record evidence, such burning, loss, or destruc- 
tion, and shall thereupon be entitled to receive 
his or her ceriifieate or warrant. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me say one word to the 


; House. 


Mr. STANTON. The subject of that bill is 
one that requires consideration, and I objeet to 
its Introduction. 

Mr. CADWALADER. If the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his objection for a single 
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moment; Idesireto suggest to the introducer ofthe 
bill a practical. modification, which. he will prob- 
ably accept, and which will obviate the difficulty. 

‘Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. GROW. IT appeal to the gentleman from 
Obio. to withdraw his motion to adjourn for a mo- 
ment, to. allow me to-call.the attention of the 
House, before the committees are appointed, toa 
subject which might seem to have a personal 
ap, lication after the committees are appointed. 

o Mr, CLINGMAN. I would rather that we 
should proceed with business regularly. 

Mr. GROW. After the committees are ap- 

ointed, what I now desire to say might seem to 

ave a personal application to the members of one 
of the committees. 

“Mr. CARLILE. Idesire that this House shall 
determine the question in regard to a printer be- 
fore we do anything else. I object. 

“Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Virginia 
cannot have understood what I said. I stated 
that I desired to call attention to a matter which, 
if I waited until after the committees aré ap- 
pointed, might be thought to have a personal 
reference. 

Mr. CARLILE. The gentleman can call atten- 
tion to it before the committees are appointed, but 
after thé election of a printer. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly; but we have agreed 
to adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I insist upon a vote upon 
the pending motion. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to say a word in refer- 
ence to the Committee on Engravings., [** Order!” 
“c Order!??} 

Mr. PECK. ‘What is the question before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The immediate question is 
on the resolution relating to the public printer, 
and upon that the previous question has been 
demanded. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STANTON. What is the main question? 

The SPEAKER. It is the adoption of the 
resolution for the election of a public printer. 

Mr. STANTON, What becomes of the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has been withdrawn. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not so understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
it has been withdrawn, ` 

Mr. STANTON. Then I renew it. 

The question was taken upon the motion, and 
it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. STANTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordercd;and Messrs. MATTESON, 
and Oxiver of Missouri, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 71, noes 70; whereupon 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded the 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the aflirmative—ycas 87, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Benson, 


Bingham, Bishop, Brenton, Broom, Baffinton, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Covede, 


yeas and 


Cragin, Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, | 


Diekson, Dodd, Durfee, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hal, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knight, Knowlion, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindcy, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ricaud, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, 


Sapp, Simmons, Stanton, Stanahan, Thorington, Vaik, | 


Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellinu B. Wash- 
burne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—s7, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bocock, Boyce, Brauch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard Clark, Cling- 
man, Wiüliamsou R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Dowdell, Dann, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrisou, Herbert, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuct S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, 


Reade, Ready, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidgc, Savage, Scott, Sew- | 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, {| 


Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winstow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—83. 


i 


Pending the call of the yeas and nays, i 

Mr. HERBERT stated that his.colleague, Mr. 
Denver, was detained from the House by indis- 
position . 

Mr. CRAWFORD also stated that Mr. Wir- | 
NER had paired off with Mr. Wasusurne, of 
Wisconsin. 

The House then adjourned until Monday next, 
at twelve.o’clock, m. ‘ 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 11, 1856. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. | 

Hon. S. A. DoverAs appeared in his seat this į 
morhing. 

" EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, a list of the 
clerks and other persons employed in that De- 
partment during the year 1855; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information as to the present condition 
of the mail communication between New Orleans 
and Cairo, Illinois, and the measures which have 
been taken to insure the punctual transmission 
of a daily mail between those points; which, on 
motion by Mr. Hamu, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, ac- 
companied by eighty copies of the official Navy 
Register for the current year; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of John 
Commins, a citizen of the United States, and 
owner of the French brig Vigic, which was re- 
paired by himin the United States, praying that 
the name may be changed to Minnie; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr HUNTER presented the memorial of 
James Maccaboy, praying for compensation for 
injuries received while employed in the service of 
the United States at the Washington navy-yard; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the memorial of the heirs of the officers 
of the Virginia Continental line, praying for com- 
mutation pay; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
William W. Smith, for himself and the other 
heirs of Captain John K. Smith, an officer of the 
revolutionary Army, praying to be allowed com- 
muation pay; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. Vincent Browne, pray- 
ing for the payment of a balance equitably due 
to him under a contract with the Navy Depart- | 
ment for supplying hemp; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Claims. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of | 
McKinley Ward, of Madison county, Mlinois, ; 
guardian of the minor children of Robert Peebles, 
deceased, praying that half-pay pension and 
bounty land may be granted to them, on account | 
of the services of their father during the war with | 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee ; 
on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Cooper, heir and 
legal representative of Apollos Cooper, deceased, 
an officer in the Army of the Revolution, praying 
for commutation, or seven years’ half pay, under 
the resoiution of Congress of August 94, 1780; : 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of R. 
W. Meade, administrator of Richard W. Meade, 
deceased, praying for the satisfaction of his claim 
against the Government of Spain, which was 


of 1819, between the United States and that Gov- | 


ernment; which, with the papers on file in refer- | 
ence to the same case, was referred to the Court | 
of Claims. i 


Also, the memorial of Benjamin C. Howard f 


and William D. Merrick, commissioners of the | 
State of Maryland, praying for the settlement of ; 


the claims of that State against the United States 
for advances to the United States during the war 
of 1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of John 
Scott, praying to be released from a judgment 
against him and his sureties for the amount. of a 
forfeiture under a mail contract; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Alpheus 
T. Palmer, an officer in the late war with Mexico, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented an additional me- 
morial in the case of Captain Jonas P. Levy, 
who complains that the First Comptroller, in 
revising the action of the accounting officers, has 
not adjudicated his claim in accordance with the 
provisions of the law for his relief, passed August 
3, 1854; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. í 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of mem- 
bers of the Franklin Fire Company, and other 
citizens of Washington, praying for an appropri- 
ation for the erection of a new building for the 
accommodation of their engine and other fire 
apparatus; which was referred to the Committee 
onthe District of Columbia. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, there are, I 
believe, some special orders for to-day, but I wish 
to give notice to the Senate now, that I shall be 
compelled, under the instruction of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, to ask for an executive session 
to-day. I wish merely to give that notice now, so 
that there may be no surprise in regard to it, at 
the proper time, when the motion shall be made. 

THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. BUTLER. I took occasion, some days 
ago, to present some memorials of officers of the 
Navy, who had been retired or dismissed in con- 
sequence of the action of the late naval board. 
There were two whose names were not announced 
at the time, and their friends have written to me 
on the subject, thinking, perhaps, that their names 
shouldbe announced. I present, now, the memo- 
rial of Lieutenant Maurice Simmons, and, also, 
the memorial of Lieutenant J. N. Maffit, asking 
for redress from the action of that board. I move 
that they be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The memorials were so referred. 

Mr. BUTLER also presented the petition of 
Mrs. A. E. Rolando, praying that her husband, 
Henry Rolando, a lieutenant inthe Navy of the 
United States, now absent in the active service 
of his country, may be restored to his lawful 
rank, from which he has been removed by the 
action of the late naval board; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. IVERSON. I am charged with the me- 
morial of Lieutenant Horace N. Harrison of the 
United States Navy. He states briefly that, not- 
withstanding his services as a lieutenant in the 
Navy, and his merits as an officer, he has been 
retired by the naval board, and begs for redress. 
He appends to his memorial letters from distin- 
guished officers under whom he was serving at 
the very moment when he was retired by this 
board, who testify in the strongest terms, notonly 
to his high character as a gentleman, but his 
promptness and efficiency asan officer; thus giving 
another evidence, in addition to the many which 
have been presented to Lhe Senate, of the ruthless 
character of the late law and of its more ruthless 
execution. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave been requested to present 
the petition of John Calhoun, a commander in the 
Navy, who complains of having been unjustly 
dealt with by being retired by the late naval board. 
I know the gentleman well, and am satisfied that 


| he is amply competent to discharge the duties of 
rejected by the commissioners under the treaty |j 


active service in the Navy. I hope the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs will investigate his case, and 
Tam sure they will be satisficd that, physically 
and mentally, and as a gentleman, he is fully 
qualified to discharge any duties that may de- 
volve on him in active service. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

It was so referred. i 


1856. 
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Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of Charles 
Hunter, a lieutenant in the Navy, whe has been 

laced on the furlough list by the action of the 
ate naval board, praying for a careful examina- 
tion of his case, and such redress as he may be 
considered entitled to; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have been requested to 
present the memorial of Richard W. Meade, late 
a lieutenant in the Navy of the United States, 
praying for redress. The memorialist briefly 
states that he has been in the Navy for many 

ears; that he was lieutenant commanding of the 
United States steamer Massachusetts in active 
service on the Pacific station, and was detached 
from that station in July last; and on reporting his 
arrival from the Pacific, was directed, on the 11th 
of September, 1855, to regard himself as waiting 
orders, and immediately thereafter, on the 13th of 
September, he was informed that he had been 
dropped from the Navy by the action of the late 
board. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the following joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey; 
which were read, referred to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY. 
Joint Resolutions in relation to Commodore Charles Stew- 
art, of the United States Navy. 

Whereas, Commodore Charles Stewart, an eminent cit- 
izen of this State, by the action of a board created under 
the act of Congress, passed February twenty -eighth, eigb- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, entitled “* An act to promote the 
efficiency of the Navy,” has been deposed from his well- 
earned position of senior post captain of the United States 
Navy, and placed upon the retired list authorized by said 
act; and whereas, the said action of said board has been 
approved by the President of the United States ; but Com- 
modore Stewart has appealed from the sane to the repre- 
sentatives of the American people in Congress assembled ; 
and whereas, in the judgment of this Legislature, the said 
action of said board is grossly unjust to Commodore 
Stewart, and against the wishes and sense of justice of a 
iago majority of his fellow-citizens of this State: There- 

ore 

1.’ Be it resolved by the Senate and General Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey, That our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress .be requested to obtain from Congress 
such legislation or action as may be necessary and proper 
to reverse the said action of the said board, and the approval 
thereof by the President of the United States; and to re- 
store the said Commodore Charles Stewart to his position 
of senior post captain of the Navy. 

2. And be it resolved, That the Governor be requested to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to the President of the 
United States, to Commodore Charles Stewart, and to each 
of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

State of New Jersey: 

I, Tuomas S. Auison, Secretary of State of New Jersey, 
do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of joint 
resolutions passed by the Legislature of this State, as taken 
kroni and compared with the original, now on file in my 
office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and 
affixed my official seal, at Trenton, in said State, this 9th 
day of February, A. D. 1856. 

THOMAS 8. ALLISON, Secretary of State. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That. the petition and papers of Lucretia Barton, 
one of the heirs of Jacgb Town, deceased, praying for a 
new warrant in lieu of one issued to his heirs for bounty 
land and lost, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Margaret L. 
Worth, widow of General Worth, praying for a pension, be 
withdrawn trom the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 

Ordered, That Hugh Wallace Wormeiey have leave to 
Withdraw his petition and papers. 

WESTERN NAVAL ASYLUM. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of 
authorizing the Secretary of War to abolish the Western 
Military Asylum, located at Harrodsburg, Kentucky, and 
to sell said site, fixtures, and other property belonging to 
the same, and report by such suitable biil or resolution as 
the committee shall deem best. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in | 
reference to this resolution. I do not doubt that it 
meets the Approbation of the honorable Secretary 
of War, and think I maysafely say of the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in this body. A succinct reference to this insti- 
tution, and of the manner in which it was founded, | 
may save the committee some labor. By an act | 


| ation for the unfortunate and disabled soldiers. It | 


| stands, were formerly a gay, fashionable, agre 
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of Congress of the 3d of March, 1851,a board of 
officers was designated to procure sites for mili- 
tary asylums. Before, however, such sites were 
selected and located, by an act of Congress of 
3ist August, 1852, the board, or part. of them, 
were authorized to examine “the Blue Lick 
Springs,” a well-known watering-place in Ken- 
tucky, and, if they found it eligible, to purchase 
it and so much of the land on which it was located 
as might be necessary. Sufice it, in this con- 
nection, to say, that, by legislation here after- 
wards, I believe the discretion of the board was 
enlarged; and $10,000, by the Army appropria- 
tion act of 3d March, 1853, were appropriated to 
enable the commissioners or board to select a site 
and locate a western military asylum. 

The board, afterwards supposing the ‘$ Har- 
rodsburg Springs” an eligible location, purchased 
it, I believe, for the sum of $100,000. Itseems to 
have turned out, however, to be unfit and very 
expensive. The Secretary of War, in his annual 
report, says in regard toit: 

“In transmitting the annual report of the board of com- 
missioners of the Military Asylum for the past year, I take 
occasion to transmit also their reports for three preceding 
years, which were made annually to this Department, pur- 
suant to regulations, but which have not been heretofore 
forwarded. 

<“ The view which these reports give of the results of the 
institutions does not fulfill the anticipations which were 
entertained at the time of its establishment. Although 
early means were taken to give notice of their rights to all 
entitled to the benefits of the asylum, by orders published 
to the Army, and by handbills sent to every post office in 
the United States, yet the aggregate number of inmates of 
the several branches of the asylum was, at the dates of the 
respective annual reports, fifty, seventy-three, seventy- | 
seven, and eighty-seven ; in addition to the last number, į 
six men, having families, were receiving relief without being 
quartered atthe asylum. fn the mean time, the treasurer’s 
accounts show that the net receipts were $490,140 17; that 
the cost of sites, buildings, furniture, stock, &e., $280,183 75; 
and that the amount of current expenses was $91,314 19. 
If to the current expenses of the several branches there be 
added interest on the cost of buildings, &c., the average 
cost of maintaining cach inmate will be found to exceed 
$500—an expense so great as to indicate the propriety of 
secking some proper mode of effecting a reduction. 

“The buildings on the site near Washington city, with 
the addition thereto, now far advanced towards completion, 
will probably afford accommodation forone hundred and 
fifty men—a number greater than that which, judging from 
the past rate of increase, will seek admission into the asy- 
Jum for many years to come. 

“The branch which was established in 1852 at East Pas- 
cagoula, Mississippi, has been already discontinued, and 
the same measure is deemed desirable with regard to that 
at Harrodsburg, Kentucky. ‘This branch was founded at 
a heavy charge upon the asylum fund, and is maintained at 
an expense much execeding the advantages conferred upon 
the disabled soldier; but as it was established in consc- 
quence of the provisions of law contained in the Army ap- 
propriation acts of August 31, 1852, section 18, and of March 
3d, 1853, section 14, the propriety of declaratory legislation 
in the case is suggested.?? 

Mr. President, I heartily concur with the hon- 
orable Secretary of War, and I think it injurious, 
and, in fact, unjust towards the Military Asylum 
fund. Asa matter of eventual economy, it should 
be abolished, and that speedily. It is eminently 
required, I think, by kind and proper consider- 


would be better and cheaper to board them at 
some first-class western hotel; the Phoenix, at ; 
Lexington, or the Galt House, at Louisville, I 
presume would take the jobat the rate of cost the 
Secretary mentions. 

A. word or two now, Mr. President, inasmuch 
as this asylum is loeated in the town where I 
reside. Harrodsbu rg is about twenty-five miles 


lager beer, and-Irish whisky are not there fors 
him to indulge in, and “to shoulder his crutch: 
and fight his battles over again.’’ Sir, among. 
evergreens and beautiful walks and promenades 

he looks seedy and drooping—out of place. : Let 

him come nearer to the capital of his.country,and. 
where his associations, his sympathies, and his: 

memories of the past may be better renewed, and, 
enlivened by more frequent opportunities to renew: 
with officers and comrades kindred feeling. 

The place ought to be sold at the next April . 
term of the Mercer circuit court. In the first: 
place, to stop any further drain upon what isa 
sacred fund; and, in the next place, it will bring, 
just before the watering season commences, a` 
better price than at any other time. It would, 
perhaps, be unjust not here to say, that Major 
Anderson and Major Alexander, who have been- 
there as governors of the institution, as also Cap- 
tains Buford and Wood, with the community 
have been popular, and, as officers and gentlemen, 
are highly prized by the society there, and, to- 
gether with their families, make an agrecable 
addition. Imust, too, whilst speaking of officers, 
not omit to bear testimony to the gencral—almost 
universal—good conduct of the soldiers; but the 
community there—an agricultural, scattered com- 
munity—see, in the place of a brilliant watering 
place, what seems to them (I mean itinno harsh 
sense) a sort of splendid military pauper-house. 
I do not mean that, as a community, they would 
not extend all the charities of life to the crippled 
or towards an old soldier; but, Mr. President, Í 
can best express what I mean, and what I know, 
by saying that the place and the people do not 
suit the asylum, and the asylum doesnot suit the 
place orthe people. lhope the resolution will be. 
passed, and have the early attention of the com- 
mittee, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


CHEAP OCEAN POSTAGE, 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be direeted to consider whether the charges on letters 
carried by the ocean steamers are not unneessatily large and 
burdensome, and whether something may not be done, and 
if so, what, to secure the benefits of cheap ocean postage. 


REVISION OF UNITED STATES STATUTES. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be di- 
rected to consider the expediency of providing by law for the 
appointment of a commission to revise the public statutes 
of the United States, to simplify their language, to correct 
their incongruities, to supply their deficiencies, to arrange 
them in order, to reduce them to one connected text; and to 
report them, thus improved, to Congress for its final action 
to the end that the public statutes, which all are presumed 
to know, may be in such form as to be more within the 
apprehension of all. : 
DETENTION OF CRIMINALS AND WITNESSES. 

Mr. FISH. Ihave a resolution of inquiry to 
offer, and I ask for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire what alteration is necessary to the ex- 
isting laws regulating the detention of persons accused of 
crimes, and of witnesses under commitwnent of the United 
States courts, in the southern district of New York. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask my friend from New 


southwest of Lexington, and seventy-five miles | 
in the interior from Louisville. It is very nearly | 
the geographical center of the State of Kentucky, 
and lies on the high roliing lands below the west 
ern slope of the Cumberland mountains. It is: 
healthy—a very healthy locality. The asylum, | 
and some two funded acres of land on which it | 


able watering-placc, much frequented by visitor 
during summer, from Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 


disabled soldier, and felt deeply for him becaus 
of the patriotic service he had rendered his coun- 
try, whilst I pity his crippled condition, I am 
constrained to say that I do not think the place 
suits. He is no peripatetic philosopher; he is 
for salt-water and cities; Schiedam schnapps, 


if a 
i Mr. 


York whether he has any memorial on the sub- 
ject, or such a statement of the case as would en- 
able the committee to understand the purport of 
the resolution. 

Mr. FISH. Thave sent to the Secretary ’s desk 
with the resolution, the presentment of the grand 
jury, made at the present session of the court; 
which I shall ask Icave to submit. 

The resclation was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

FISH. I move that the presentment of 

the grand jury, to which I have alluded, be re- 

| ferred, with the resolution, to the Committee on 

' the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

| DEFENSES OF NEW YORK AND BROOKLYN, 

| Mr. FISH submitted’ the following resolution; 

which was considered by unanimous consent, and 

agreed to: 3 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to re- 


| port to the Senate whether any, and if any, what addi- 
į tional fortifications are necessary for the proper defense and 
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protection of the city and harbor of New York, and of the 
navy-yard and public property at Brooklyn. 

: COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resclution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consént, and agreed to: 


‘Resolved, That such of the Clerks of the Standing Com- | 


~ mittees of the Senate as have been òn duty since the first 
day:of the sessi8n, be paid therefrom. . 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. BIGGS submitted the following resolutions 
for consideration: 

‘ Resolved, That. the Senate will, on Monday next, at one 
orctock, elect a Secretary. of the Senate, Sergeant-at-Arms 
and Doorkeeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper. . 

Resolved, That the following shall be one of the standing 
rules of the Senate, to wit: 

52; The Secretary of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms 
and Doorkeeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper, shall be chosen 
on the second Monday of the first session of every Con- 
gress. 


MAP OF FLORIDA PENINSULA. 


"Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


- Resolued, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
cause to be prepared a general map. of the peninsula of 
Florida, illustrative of the recent surveys for a canal, exe- 
cuted by virtue of the appropriations made for that purpose. 


INDIAN DISTURBANCES. 


. Mr. WELLER. submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate copies of all cor- 
respondence between the different Departments of the Gov- 
ernment and the officers of the Army and Navy (not here- 
tofore communicated) on the Pacific coast, touching the 
Indian disturbances in California, Oregon, and Washington. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr, FISH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines 
of the United States sloop of war Albany, and for 
other purposes. 

. Also, a bill to require the employment of ap- 
ee in the commercial marine of the United 
tates. 

Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to incorporate the Co- 
lumbia Wood Gas Company of the District of 
Columbia. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to continue the improvement of the Des Moines 
and the Rock river rapids, in the Upper Missis- 
sippi; which was read twice by its tide, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
for the construction of a suitable building for a 
court-house and post office in Boston, Massachu- 
setts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for continuing certain public works in the 
State of Massachusetts; which was read twice 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to secure the wages of seamen in cases of 
wreck; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce,and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of previous | 


notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to build a jail at the town of Van Buren, in 
the State of Arkansas; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of previous 


notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a | 


bill for continuing the improvement of the nav- 


igation of the Arkansas river; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
` bill for continuing and completing the improve- 
ment of Red river, at the raft; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 


PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. HARLAN, in pursuance of prévious no- 


tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
in relation to the five per centum on the proceeds 
of the sales of Pople lands in the State of Iowa; 
which was read twice by its title. : 

Mr. HARLAN explained at some length the 
reasons that induced the State of Iowa to ask 
for the passage of such a bill. [His speech will 
be found in the Appendix.] 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, to whom was referred a resolution offered by 


Mr. Sewarp for an allowance to the widow of; 


Michael Dooley, late a messenger of the Senate, 
reported it back with an amendment. 

r. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for 


the relief of Anson Dart, reported it back with | 


amendments. 
BARK MONMOUTH. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of 
Daniel Draper & Son, praying for a register for 
the foreign-built bark St. Harlampy, under the 
name of Monmouth, reported a bill (S. No. 72) 
to authorize the issuing of a register to the bark 
Monmouth. 

The bill was read the first and second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to authorize the issue of a register 
under the new name, on its being proved to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the cost of the repairs made in the United States 
constitutes three fourths of the present value of 
the vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I believe that we have not 
referred the annual message of the President of 
the United Statts as yet to the different commit- 
tees. I move to refer so much of it as relates to 
the finances to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the Presidents annual mes- 


sage as relates to public lands be referred to the Committee | 


ou Public Lands. 
On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s annual mes- 
sage as relates to military affairs be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, Thatso much of the President’s annual mes- 
sage as relates to naval affairs be referred tathe Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, Thatso much of the President’s annual mes- 


sage as relates to manulactures be referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Manufactures. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s annnal mes- 
sage as relates to the commerce of the country, and to the 


improvement of its harbors and rivers, be referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MASON. 


cign relations of the country be referred to the 
Committee on Forcign Relations. I understand 
that the debate which has been had in the Senate 


for some time past is on the motion of the Sen- | 


ator from Delaware, [Mr. CLayton,] to refer to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations the letter of : 


Lord John Russell to Mr. Crampton. My mo- 


tion, therefore, will not interfere with the tenor |; 


of that debate, if Senators choose to continue it. 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, ‘That so much of the President’s annual mes- 
sage as relates to retrenchment and reform be referred to 
the Committee on Retrenchment. 


SPECIAL ORDERS. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from í 


Louisiana [Mr. Bensamry] is entitled to the floor 


I move that so much of the | 
President’s annual message as relates to the for- | 


} 
i 
| 
i 


Bi 


on this question, but I understand from him that 
he is quite indisposed, and will, therefore, be 
unable to continuéthe debate to-day. If there is 
any other Senator who desires to speak’ on the 
subject he can go on now. 1 desire to have the 
resolution disposed of as speedily as possible. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It will be utterly impossi- 
ble for me to continue the debate to-day. The 
Senator from Tennessee may make any arrange- 
ment in reference to the disposal of the subject 
which he thinks proper. ‘I am perfectly willing 
that the debate shall be fixed for any day that 
suits his convenience and that of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I move that my 
resolution be postponed, and made the special 
order of the day for to-morrow at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next special order is 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Crayton,] to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations the message of the President, communi- 
cating Lord John Russell’s Ictter of January 19th, 
1853, in reference to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. WILSON. On that question I have been 
assigned the floor; but, as another special order 
was made for this day, and as it was understood 
that Senators were anxious to settle that question, 
I came here to-day without the intention of say- 
ing anything on this subject. I would, there- 
fore, prefer to have the question postponed until 
to-morrow, or I will yield the floor to any Senator 
who may wish to proceed with the debate on this 
subject. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I would suggest to my 
friend from Tennessee to allow the naval board 
question to be deferred until the day after to-mor- 
row. I doubt whether I shall be able to go on 
to-morrow, for my throat is in such a condition 
that I shall hardly be able to speak so soon. If 
this course be pursued, the Central American 
question can be postponed until to-morrow, when 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be ready. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject before the Senate 
until to-morrow at one o’clock, and make it the 
special order for that time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which my resolu- 
tion in regard to the naval board was postponed 
until to-morrow. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move that 
the resolution be postponed to, and be made the 
special order for, Wednesday next atone o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors wera 
teopened and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 11, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. T. W. GREER. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the resolution relating to the office of public 
printer, upon which the main question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. My colleague [Mr. Epwarps] 
from the thirty-third district of New York is 
present, and fask that he may be sworn in. 

Mr. Epwarps then came forward, and the 
Speaker administered to him the usual oath of 
office. 


Prayer 


RELIEF FOR THE POOR. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Before submit- 
ting to the House a motion to suspend the rules, 
Task to have read by the Clerk, for the informa- 
tion of the House, some papers which relate to 
the matter I desire to have taken up. 

The papers were read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, February 9, 1856. 

Sır: The undersigned, members of the Female Union 
Benevolent and Employment Society of Washington City, 
beg leave to say that they have noticed with the deepest 
sensibility your generous efforts to awaken in Congress an 
interest in the sufferings of the poor at the seat of the 
General Government. 
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No picture which the imagination may paint of these suf- 
ferings can be more appalling than the reality, of which we 
are eye-witnesses. In this winter of unprecedented and 
terrible severity we have found. buman beings in sheds, 
starving.and almost naked. We have seen mothers and 
their children huddled together in one wretched bed, as their 
only chance to escape freezing. We have seen many lying 
on the bare floor, in damp and unhealthy situations. We 
have seen the father shaking with the aguè ; the mother 
worn down with struggling; the sick without proper nour- 
ishment ;‘the well without food, and often all without cloth- 
ing or fuel. We have heard the cry of despair invoking the 
aid of death. j 

The funds liberally placed at our disposal by the charitable 
and the humane have enabled us to relieve a portion of this 
suffering ; but much remains, which our means are insufli- 
cient to reach: Many cases doubtless exist which -have 
not come under our observation. Many we knowin which, 
even in the extremity of suffering, the victim had shrunk 
from being an applicant for charity dispensed through pub- 
lic channels. At this season the. usual avenues to industry 
are, to a great extent, closed. Many of the poor who are 
able and willing to work cannot get work to do. 

We pray that the Almighty may incline the hearts of your 
feliow-statesmen to the gracious cause which you are plead- 
ing before them. Should our services in distributing (a 
labor we have been engaged in for more than seventeen 
years) the bounty of Congress be acceptable, you may rest 
ecrtain, sir, that it will be discreetly applied. 

We are, sir, very respectfully, your triends, 

Miss MILLS, Mrs. TUCKER, 

Mrs. WEBB, Mrs. COX, 

Mrs. FOWLER, Mrs. MUNROE, 

Mrs. GURLEY, Mrs. TODD, 

Mrs. COWES, Mrs. General MACOMB, 


Committee. 
Hon, Lewis D. Camrsent, 
of the House of Representatives, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 5, 1856. 

Sir: [had the fortune to be in the Senate this morning, 
and bear your remarks on the necessity of making an ap- 
propriation for the purchase of wood for the poor of Wash- 
ington; and while I regret the termination of the affair, I 
beg leave to give you some brief details of the dire neces- 
sity of some kindred measure to the one this morning re- 
jected. I hold the position of city physician of the ward 
in which I reside, and must, of course, have an intimate 
acquaintance with the necessities of the poor Iam daily 
called on to attend. The degree of suffering has been in- 
tense. Many previously laboring under chronic diseases 
have died from want; while acute diseases have been gen- 
erated in others, which must end fatally unless aid is fur- 
nished, and that speedily. But very recently I have seen a 
starving mother pressing to her breasta starving child; and, 
sad to say, such cases are not uncommon. 

Private charities are exhausted ; the alms-house is no 
longer capable of holding another inmate, and I can see no 
means (save a public donation) to prevent a most frightful 
mortality. 

Praying an excuse for thus trespassing on your time, I 
am, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“SAM?L A. STORROW, M. D. 
Hon. Jons M. CLAYTON. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. IF now move, Mr. Speaker, 
that the rules of the House be suspended, in order 
that we may take from the Speaker’s table the 
resolution passed by the Senate in reference to 
the poor of the District of Columbia, that it may 
be put upon its passage without reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
I move to suspend the rules for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER, The opinion of the Chair is 
that, inasmuch as the resolution before the House 
relates to the election of one of its officers, and 
as the House has ordered the main question on 
that resolution, it precludes at-this time the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move to postpone 
the consideration of the resolution relating to the 
election of public printer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the con- 
sent of the House to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that the resolution relating to the 
election of public printer be postponed, for the 
purpose of taking up the Senate resolution relating 
to the poor of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KEITT. J object. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
will go on with the election of public printer. 

The SPEAKER, That is the first business in 
order. 

Mr. WRIGIIT, of Tennessee. I ask the con- 
sent of the House to make a motion in reference to 
papers which I wish to have taken from the files 


of the House, and referred to the Court of Claims. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object. 


' ELECTION OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report 

the resolution which is before the House. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House do now proceed to the elec- 
tion of public printer. 


The SPEAKER. ‘On this resolution the House 
has ordered the main question. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 


Then I hope the House ; 


The question was 
agreed to. ia 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Let me make 
another effort to get the Senate resolution taken 
from the table.’ I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution relating to the élection 
of public-printer was adopted. ~ 
r. CLINGMAN. Isnot that the very reso- 
lution which has been already once reconsidered 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL?) If so, the motion which he now 
makes is not in order. 
~ The SPEAKER. The vote by which the res- 
olution before the House was adopted has been 
once reconsidered; and under the rule a second 
reconsideration is precluded. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the main question has been ordered 
to be put. 


put; and the resolution was 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that || 


the main question is exhausted upon agreeing to 
the resolution. Therefore, it is not properly be- 
fore the House. 

The Chair appointed as tellers in the election 
of public printer Messrs. Eneiisu of Indiana, and 
Canute of Virginia, KerLy of New York, and 
Coxrax of Indiana. 

The House then procceded to vote viva voce a 
fourth time for printer, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 173; necessary to 
a choice, 87; of which— 


Oran Follett received. ..ccceecesneeee 
Cornelius Wendell. 
Robert Farnham... 
Nathan Sergeant.. 
Edward Morris 
Jobn D. Defrees ... š 
Joseph GaleS...sesesssososes 
Charles Sentce....eseesees 
John T. Towers. ...cevereeceeeeee 
TONES. vce ccvcccvccccerves 
R: W. Hughes... ........6.06 0. 
Beverley "Puckersccess esse eeeeee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Follett — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barhour, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buaffinton, Burlingame, James H.Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kel- 
sey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Eltihu B. 

ashibume, sraci Washburn, Watson, Welch, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Alen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley $. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Dow- 
del, Edmundson, Eiliott, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
ikall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Merbert, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMulin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 
Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Stephens, Stewart, 
Taylor, Thurston, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. Broom, Carlile, Bayard Clark, 
Damrell, Davis, Evans, Foster, Harrison, Lake, Rivers, 
William R. Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and 
Walker. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Cullen, Ed- 
wards, Etheridge, Puryear, Reade, Robison, Todd, and 
Woodruff. 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Pennington, 
and Robbins. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Dunn, Humphrey Marshall, 
and Scott. 

For Mr. Gales—Messrs. Lindiey and Porter. 

For Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Towers—Mr. Haven. 

For Mr. Jones—Mr. Paine. 

For Mr. Hughes—-Mr. William Smith. 

For Mr. Tucker—Mr. Powell. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. DURFEE announced that, at the request 
of Mr. Capwaaner, he had paired off with that 
gentleman. 

Mr. HUGHSTON announced that his colleague 
[Mr. Perron] was not present, he having paired 
off with Mr. WELLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that his colleague [Mr. 
Sanpipce] was not present on account of indis- 
position. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, stated that Mr. 
Puexps was sick in bed, and consequently unable 
to be present in the House. 

Mr. COVODE stated that Mr. THORINGTON 
had paired off for one month with Mr. Suitu, 


i 


1 


| 


; pose to offer is direct] 


of Tennessee; and that, by mutual be Ae 
his colleague [Mr. ‘Purviance] was allowe 
avail himself of this arrangement, by ‘pairing 
off for a:portion of ‘that time—while' Mr. THog- 
ineron might be present—with Mr. Suir. ` 
Mr. WELLS stated that he had'paired off with 
Mr. PELTON. — ; LP Nts TE 
Mr. BROOM stated that Mr. Whitney. had 
sent word to him this‘morning; that he was con- 
fined to his room through sickness, and unable to 
be present in the House, : Ve 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee; annotinced that 
his colleague [Mr. Smrraj had paired off fortwo 
weeks on the election of public printer, and ‘on 
the Kansas question, with Mr. Purviance. .’ 
Mr. ORR stated that he had paired off till 
Tuesday evening with Mr. Pearce, and that 
therefore he would not vote on this or any other 
question till that time. : 


On motion by Mr. BARKSDALE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Mary 
Drane be withdrawn from the files of the House, ‘and re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims. 


The House then proceeded to vote viva voce a 
fifth time for printer, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 175; necessary to a 
choice, 88; of which— 

Cornclius Wendell received... .ccvecccsecucieseuns 

Oran Follett..cceeessescees 

Robert Farnham, 

Nathan Sergeant. 

Edward Morris. 

John D. Defrees 

J. Watson Webb. 

Beverley Tucker. 

Charles Sentelle. 

Joseph Gales... 

R. W. Hughes, 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Wendell — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Glingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliot. English, Eustis, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas]. D. Fniler, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W, Harris, Thomas L: Harris, 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alcx- 
ander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMul- 
lin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Peek, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruflin, Rust, Seward, 
Shorter, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Thurston 
Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B, Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zolicoffer. : j 

For Mr. Follett— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Col- 
fax, Covode, Cragin, Curmback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Tall, Harlan, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Karnkham—Messrs. Broom, Carlile, Bayard Clark, 
Henry Winter Davis, Evans, Harrison, Haven, Hoffinan, 
Paine, Puryear, Rivers, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, and 
Walker. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Edwards, Eth- 
eridge, Robison, Todd, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Pennington, 
and Robbins. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Dunn, Humphrey Marshall, 
and Scott. 

For Mr. Webb—Mr. Meacham. 

For Mr. Tucker—Mr. Powell. 

For Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Gales—Mr. Porter. 

For Mr. Hughes~Mr. William Smith. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Du Wirt. 

Mr. DENVER also stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Day. 

ELECTION BY PLURALITY. 

i Mr. UNDERWOOD. Idesire to offer a reso- 
ution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 insist upon the regular 
order of business, and object to anything being 
introduced until the order of the House has been 


; executed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The resolution. I pro- 
in connection with the 
subject-matter before the House. J ask that it 
may be read for information, 

There being. no objection, the resolution was 
read, as follows: 3 


Resolved, That the Clerk, immediately after the adoptien 
f this resolution, shall call the rollin the election for printer 
f tie House of Representatives ; and if, upon that ballot, 


eo 


‘mo: person shail receivea majority of all the votes cast, being 
“amajority of a quorum, he shail again call the roll, and the 
‘person who shall then receive the largest number of votes for 
printer, being.a. majority of a quorum, shall thereupon be 
elected printer of the House of Representatives, and shall 


be'so declared by the Speaker. 
- Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion upon the table. fo ; 
: Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I raise the ques- 
tion of order, that the resolution is not in. order 
under the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reso- 
lution is not in order, pending the previous ques- 
tion under which the House is acting, the effect 
of the resolution being to change the rules of the 
House. 


PAPERS REFERRED TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw from the files of 
the: House the papers in the case of Thomas 
Crown, and also in the case of Joseph Radcliff, 
for the purpose of having them referred to the 
Court of Claims. These cases are already before 
that court, and I now merely request that the 

-: papers may go there. 
< Mr. HAVEN. I wish to inquire in reference 
to the nature of the claim in regard to which the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Wricut] makes 
his motion to refer. If it is a claim that comes 
within the purview of a portion of the first sec- 
tion of the act creating the Court of Claims, I 
have no wish to interpose any objection. I have 


no objection to referring to that court any claim ! 


founded upon any law of Congress, or upon any 
regulation of an executive department, or upon 
any contract, express or implied, with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; but I wish to object 
very decidedly to the reference of all other classes 
of cases until we know something of their nature. 

The act provides that, in addition to the classes 
of cases I have mentioned, the court shall also 
have jurisdiction of all claims which may be re- 
ferred to it by either House of Congress, 

It has been claimed with great confidence—and 
Tam not prepared to say but claimed rightly— 
‘that if either House refer a claim for the exten- 
sion of a patent, or any other of a similar char- 
acter, to that court, it gives to it jurisdiction of 
the case. Now, to a reference of any such case 
T object; but I have no objection to interpose in 
regard toany claim coming under the three classes 
I have first mentioned. 

Mr. JONES. I would merely suggest, in addi- 
tion to the statement of the gentleman from New 


York, that in consideration of the fact he has | 
stated, it will be better for the House not to refer | 


any papers to the Court of Claims, until we have 
had an opportunity of examining them. 


Mr. GREEN WOOD, Task the gentleman from | 
New York {Mr. Haven] whether the House did | 


not, at (he close of the last session, refer to that 
court all cases upon which committees had re- 
orted favorably, but which had not been reached 
in the legislative action of the TLouse? 
Mr. HAVEN. I am aware such action was 


taken by the last Congress; and.it is owing to that |j 


fact that my attention hag been called to the sub- 
jects but for that it might have escaped my at- 
tention. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
tion of order. 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order while 
the House is acting under the previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Imove a suspension of 
the rules to enable me to submit my resolution. 

The SPEAKER, Itis notin order, pending the 
execution of the order of the House for the elec- 
tion of printer. 

VOTE FOR PRINTRER—AGAIN. 
The Eicuse then proceeded to vote viva voce 


T rise to a ques- 


the sixth time for printer of the House, with the il 


following result: Whole number of votes cast, 

167; necessary to a choice, 84; of which— 
Cornelius Wendell received 
Oran Follett.. 
Robert Farnham. 
Nathan Sergeant... 
G. Knapp.. 
Jobn D. Defre 
Edward Morri 
Beverley Tucker.. 
Charles Senteile. . 
J. Thompson......- 
R. W. Hughes...... 


So there was no choice. 


I insist that this whole debate is | 


! 
tt 
i 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, John P. Camphel!, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Fos- 
ter, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert,Hick- 
man, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K, Marshail, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Paine, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Stephenson, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, 
Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Watkins, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolli 
coffer. 

For Mr. Follett — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Breton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Galloway, Giddings Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert R. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Perry, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Fllihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Farnham — Messrs. Broom, Carlile, Bayard 
Clark, Henry Winter Davis, Evans, Harrison, Hoffman, 
Reade, and William R. Smith. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Etheridge, Ha- 
ven, Robison, Todd, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Knapp—Messrs. Kennett, Lindley, Porter, Ca- 
ruthers, and Mordecai Oliver. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Dunn, Humphrey Marshall, 
Rivers, and Scott. 

for Mr. Morris—Messrs. Clawson, Pennington, and 
Robbins. 

For Mr. Tucker—Mr. Powell. 

“or Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Thompson—Mr. Meacham. 

For Mr. Hughes—Mr. William Smith. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. THURSTON stated that Mr. Pecr had 
paired off with Mr. Perrir. 

Mr. SHERMAN also stated that he had paired 
off for an hour anda half with Mr. Rust. 

Mr. STANTON. F move that the further ex- 
ecution of the order of the House in reference to 
the election of public printer be postponed until 
to-morrow. [Cries of + No!” ‘Call the roll. ”] 

Mr. WALKER. The motion is out of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to postpone the further execution 
of the House is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. After the call for 
the previous question has been seconded, and 
the main question has been ordered to be now 

ut? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the previous ques- 
tion received a second, and the House ordered 
that the main question be now put on the resolu- 
tion. Under that order the House agreed to the 
resolution. 

Mr. JONES. What was the main question 
but an execution of the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER, The main question directed 
an immediate vote to be put on the resolution, 
which vote the House has taken. The gentleman 
from Ohio now moves to suspend the further 
execution of the order until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES. Ifthe motion be in order, and 
it is carried, the resolution would then, it seems 
to me, never come up again. Ifthe Chair holds 
that voting under the resolution is execution of 
it, then it would certainly never come*up any 
more. Task that the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House do now procced to the election 

of public printer. 
_ The SPEAKER. The opinion of the Chair 
is, that the main question is exhausted by the 
adoption of the resolution and the execution of 
the order under it. 

Mr. JONES. If the further execution of the 
order be postponed, when, in the opinion of the 
Chair, will it come up again? i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether my proposition to apply the plu- 
rality rule to the election of public, printer is not 
now in order? Iagain submit the proposition, and 
demand that the question of order be definitely 
determined. oe 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio takes precedence of the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution which has 
just been read has been adopted, and now consti- 
tutes an order of the House. Can that order be 
dispensed with unless by a two-third vote? The 
resolution is an injunction that we now proceed 
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to discharge a certainduty. Weare now engaged 
in the discharge of that duty. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is discussion in order? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I merely make a suggestion. 
Weare in the discharge of a duty under the reso- 
lution, and I ask the Chair whether it is in order 
to make the postponement contemplated by the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Sranton].unless by a vote of two thirds? 

The SPEAKER. The motion for its adoption 
does not require a two-third vote, inasmuch as it 
proposes no change of the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not hold the opinion 
that a clear majority of the House can get rid of 
the order, in the execution of which we are now 
engaged. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
question before us. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 

vestion. The gentleman from Ohio moves that 
the further execution of the order in reference to 
the election of public printer be postponed until 
to-morrow. The Chair decides the motion to be 
in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If that is the 
Chair’s decision, I beg most respectfully to take 
an appeal. I believe that the question, if post- 
poned, will never come up again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that if the resolution be postponed it will come 
ouse the very day 
and hour to which it is postponed. It is in 
itself a matter of privilege, for it affects the or- 
ganization of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I move that the 
further consideration of the resolution be post- 
poned until the 4th of March, 1857. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 


That is not the 


| that the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 


amounts to an indefinite postponement of the res- 
olution; that it includes the entire term for which 
members are elected, and is therefore not in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I modify it, and pro- 
pose that the further execution of the order be 
postponed until the 3d of March, 1857. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to—there being, on a division of the 
House, only twenty-six in the affirmative; noes 
not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Stanron,] that the further execution of the order 
of the House in reference to the election of public 
printer, be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to take an 
appeal, if the Chair decides that it is in order 
to move a postponement after the main question 
has been ordered to be now put. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee appeals from the Chair’s decision, that the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio is in order. 
The question is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the appeal be laid upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Idemand the yeasand nays 
on the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed 
to embarrass the House; and if it is the wish of a 
majority of members to postpone the further ex- 
ecution of the order of the House, they can do so 
I withdraw my appeal from the 
Chair’s decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question again recurs 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, to 
postpone the further execution of the order of the 
House until to-morrow. 

Mr. WALKER. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the 
previous question has not been called on the mo- 
tion to postpone; and presuming that my propo- 


' sition for the application of the plurality rule to 


the election of public printer, is in order, I now 
submit it as a substitute for the pending motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s proposition 
is not relevant to the motion for postponement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I propose it as a 
substitute for the pending proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Itisthe opinion of the Chair 
that the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky is not in order as a substitute for the 


1856. 
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motión submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, 
-inasmuch as it does not relate to the same ques- 


tion. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone; and it was disagreed to—yeas 81, nays 
87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
Batfinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
English, Etheridge, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Holloway, Howard, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, 
Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Mea- 
cham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Parker, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp,. Scott, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israei Washburn, Watson, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
6. Bennett, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Bayard Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Bhiott, Eustis, “Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
‘Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augus- 
tus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, McMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Paine, Pennington, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens Stewart, Taylor, 
Thurston, T'rippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Watkins, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolli- 
coffer—87. 

So the [House refused to postpone the further 
exccution ofthe order in reference to the election 
of public printer until to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. JEWETT. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GALLOWAY 
and Winsiow were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to adjourn, the tellers having reported— 
ayes 66, nocs 74. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 71, nays 87, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bell, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Builinion, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Galloway, Gilbert, 
Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Howard, Kel- 
sey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Lindley, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Stauton, Swope, Tappan, Thorington,Wade,Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, EHibu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Woodruff, and Woodworth—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Bumett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard 
Clark, Clingman, Cox, Crawtord, Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
lish, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Goode, Greefi- 
wood, Grow, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 

7. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Hoftinan, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Paine, Pennington, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers,Robbins, Ruffin, Savage, Scott, 
Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Wat- 
kins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—s87.” 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


THE PLURALITY RULE—AGAIN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [had the honor a mo- 
ment or two ago to submit a resolution, which at 
that time was regarded as not being in order. I 
understand that, upon further consideration, it is 
now regarded as inorder. I therefore call it up, 
and upon it I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky moves a suspension of the rules for the 
purpose of introducing the resolution which will 

e reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose that a 
motion to suspend the rules cannot be entertained 
when there is a proposition before the House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no proposi- 
tion before the House now. 

Mr. JONES. The proposition to clect a print- 
er is before the House. ‘The House has refused 


to postpone that question or to adjourn. Now I 
hold that, although it is in order to move to sus- 
pend the rules on this day, it is not-in order to 
make that motion when there is a pending prop- 
osition before the House. - 

The SPEAKER. The business in which the 
House is engaged is under the rules of the House. 
The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Unver- 
woop] moves to suspend those rules, and, under 
the rule giving the privilege on this day to move 
a suspension, the Chair thinks his motion is in 
order. 

Mr. JONES. Then if the motion to suspend 
the rules is carried, and the gentleman’s resolu- 
tion comes before the House, it will be subject to 
all the other rules of the House. Would it bein 
order again to suspend the rules before that reso- 
lution was disposed of? Certainly not; for if so 
you would get into all kinds of difficulty, and 

ou never could act upon anything on Monday. 

‘he only effect of suspending the rules is to bring 
the proposition before the House; but there 
being a pending question or business before the 
House, it is not in order to get rid of it by a 
suspension of therules. What would become of 
this election now if you were to get clear of it by 
entertaining a motion to suspend the rules? It 
would not come up as unfinished business to-day, 
nor at any other time. The House by refusing 
to postpone the election has manifested a determ- 
ination not to proceed to any other business. 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that, if the House should suspend the rules for.a 
specific purpose, the pending business would 
come up when that purpose was answered. Un- 
der the rule which givesa member upon this day 
the right to make a motion to suspend the rules, 
the Chair thinks that the motion of the gentleman. 
from Kentucky is in order, and entertains it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman 
from Kentucky will not press his motion. We 
must dispose of this election of a printer some 
day or other; and the sooner we dispose of it the 
beiter. Let me inform the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that he cannot get rid of this question in 
this way. I differ from the Speaker in the de- 
cision he has made of this question. But what will 
the gentleman gain by the proposition which he 
now submits? I have no idea that the House 
will adopt the plurality rule; and I beg leave to 
say one word for the ear of those gentlemen who 
are here for the first time. My experience is, 
that the best plan for the dispatch of public busi- 
ness is to adhere strictly to the rules governing 
the House. If gentlemen are indulged in sub- 
mitting propositions to innovate upon the rules 
of the House, you will have one innovation after 
another until you will consume more time 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Debate is 
not in order. The pending question is on the 
motion to suspend the rules, and that question 
is not debatable under the rules of the House. 
The gentleman from Kentucky moves to suspend 
the rules, to enable him to submit the resolution 
which will now be reported. 

The Clerk read Mr. Unperwoon’s resolution, 
as follows: , 

Resolved, That the Clerk, immediately after the adoption 
of this resolution, shall call the roll on the election of a 
printer of the House of Representatives ; and if upon that 
ballot no person shall receive a majority of all the votes 
cast, having a majority of a quorum, he shall again call the 
roll, and the person who shail then receive the largest num- 
ber of votes for printer, being @ majority of a quorum, shall 
thereupon be elected printer of the House of Representa- 
tives, and shall be so declared by the Speaker. 

The question was taken on Mr. UnpeRrwoop’s 
motion, and the rules were not suspended, two 
thirds not voting in favor thercof. 

Mr. STANTON. As I understand the rules 
of the House, this is the only day upon which a 
suspension of the rules can be moved. My col- 
league [Mr. CampreLL] is exccedingly anxious 
to get up a resolution from the Senate for the 
relicf of the poor of this city 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) I rise to a 
question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia will state his question of order. 

Mr. LETCHER, What is the question before | 
the House upon which the gentleman from Ohio 
is speaking ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 


“Mr. STANTON. I move, then; that. + 
„further execution of the order.of.the House in 


remarks of the gentleman from Ohio are not in 
order. ; | 


regard to the election of a printer be postponed 
until one o’clock on Wednesday next. I believe 
I am now in order in saying=—. ; 

Mr. LETCHER, Mr. HOUSTON, and others. 
No debate. bck 

The SPEAKER. . No debate is in order. 

Mr. STANTON. Iwas about to say 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman: to 
order. 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. STANTON. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Watson, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. F 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 65, noes 69. 

Mr. STANTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative — yeas 73, nays 86; as fol- 

lows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
Buifinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Etheridge, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Howard, 
Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Par- 
ker, Perry, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Stanton, Thorington, Underwood, 
Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, EXihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and Zollicoffer—73. ort 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, John P. Cainpbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Bay- . 
ard Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, 
Dann, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Millson, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mor- 
deeai Oliver, Paine, Pennington, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, Scott, 
Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Watkins, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—-85. _ 
So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 


Mr. GILBERT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion fora moment, that I may 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to the 
passage of a resolution. 

Mr. GILBERT, I will hear the resolution, 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That all extra copies of documents heretofore 
ordered to be printed for distribution, and which have not 
been delivered to the members entitled thereto, shall be de- 
livered by the officers having possession of the same, to the 
suecessors in this House of those who have not been re- 
turned to this House, and wouid have been entitled to receive 
the same ; in order that said documents may be distributed 
among the people. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, and others objected 
to the resolution. . 

Mr. STEPHENS. As the gentleman from 
Ohio objects, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
jection to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
objection was also made on the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. BENSON. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution. 

Objection was made. 

The question was then taken on Mr. STEPHENS ’S 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative, 

The House accordingly (at fifteen minutes 
past three o’clock:) adjourned until to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I object to debate. | 
I call for tellers on my 


I withdraw my ob- 


IN SENATE, 
Tunspay, February 12, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Second Auditor of the 
Treasury, communicating copies of the accounts 
of persons charged with the disbursement or 
application of moneys, goods, or effects for the 


‘February 12, 


b t of the Indias, during the fiscal year eñd- 
“hg the: 30th June, 1855, with lists of the names 
‘of all persons to whor goods, moneys, or effects 
have been delivered during that period; which, on 
motion by Mr. WELLER, was ordered to lie on 
_ the table, and be printed... 
‘Also; a letter of the Commissioner of Patents, 
coniniunicating his aimual report for the ‘year 
1855; and, on motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 
Ordered, That the usual number of extra copies ‘be 
printed för the use of thie Senate. 
RER PETITIONS, ETC. ; 
_.Mr. MASON presented the petition of the legal 
“yepresentatives of Thomas Nelson, an officer of 
_the army of the Revolution, praying for com- 
pensation for a house destroyed. by the military 
during that war, and for the commutation pay to 
which he was entitled; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
~: ‘Also, the memorial of Anton L. C. Portman, 
praying for compensation for services rendered 
„as interpreter by order of Commodore Perry, 
-commanding. the Japan expedition; which was 
referred.to the Committee. on Foreign Relations. 
.. Mr. PUGH presented the petition of Eleanor 
Davies, widow of Marmaduke S. Davies, a revo- 
lutionary soldier, ‘praying to be allowed bounty 


-Yand; which was referred to the Committee on |} 


Public Lands. 

Algo, the petition of Mrs. A. E. Donahoo in 
béhalf of her mother, Mrs. Sophia Turner, the 
only surviving heir of Dr. Robert Wilcox, a sur- 
geonin the revolutionary war, praying that she 
may. be compensated for his services during that 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
_ of the trustees of the State University of Iowa, 
praying for a further grant of land to aid that in- 
stitution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 
> Also, the petition of-citizens of Iowa, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Cedar 
Rapids to Albion, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to' the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

‘Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of John 
Allen, praying to be allowed a pension ora grant 
of Jand for his gallantry and good conduct in 
capturing an armed barge of the enemy, in the 
last war with Great Britain, while master of a 
schooner engaged in the lumber trade; which was 
referred to the Commitice on Pensions. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of citizens 
of Manchester, New Hampshire, praying for the 
adoption of measures to reduce. the present high 
rates of ocean postage; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads. 

: THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to present the me- 
morial of Thomas Holdup Stevens, late a licu- 
tenant of the United States Navy, protesting 
against the action of the late naval board, in con- 
sequence of which he was dropped from the rolls 
of the Navy; and praying that such action may 
be taken as will result in his restoration to his 
former position in the service. 

It was my intention to submit some observa- 
tions to the Senate in presenting this memorial; 
but Lfind myself, this morning, so hoarse, that 
it will be impossible for me to do so. I desire to 
say, however, that, when the subject comes up 
for discussion, 1 shall take occasion to speak of 
this and other cases in which, according to my 
judgment, the grossest injustice has been done to 
naval officers. I move to refer this memorial to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr, MASON presented the memorial of Cap- 
tain William Jamesson, who was placed on the 
reserved list in consequence of the action of the 
late naval board, praying to be restored to his 
former position in the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, additional papers in the case of H. H. 
Rhodes, late a lieutenant in the United States 
Navy, who sought relief from the action of the 
late naval board; which were referred to the Com- 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


consequence of the action of the late naval board, 
praying for relief against their action. 1 will re- 
frain from entering into any discussion of the ques- 
tion presented by this petition. I will only say that 
I regard the pentone ‘ease as one of peculiar 
hardship, and I think of very great injustice. In 
addition, I will make this one suggestion: It has 
occurred to me that the law ought to be modified, 
at least so far as to provide that those who were 
retired should be retired for causes which cast no 
blame upon them, and that they should be retired 
with merit; and that, in all cases where officers 
have been dismissed or retired for causes which 
cast discredit upon themselves, a trial in the na- 
ture of a court-martial ought to be given to each 
one, in order that the charges against them might 
be proved according to the regular course of 
proceedings. I wish to call the attention of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to the fact, that the 
passage of a law to grant a trial into the truth of 
the facts, requiring specific charges to be made as 
to all those dismissed, might afford relief and do 
justice by separating those who are worthy from 
those who are unworthy. Twill not attempt to 
say any more upon the question at this time. I 
move the reference of the petition which I have 
presented to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave the petition of one hun- 
dred and forty-six sailors on the northern lakes, 
praying for the restoration to his former position 
of Commander John S. Nicholas, who has been 


| dropped from the active service list by the action 


of the late naval board. This petition was in- 
trustcd to me by the sailors. With Commander 
Nicholas himself, who, J believe, is a citizen of 
Virginia, I have very little acquaintance. Upon 
this occasion, I desire to say that, while I was on 
the northern Jakes recently, I saw sailors and 
merchants who represented to me that they hardly 
ever knew, upon those lakes, that there was any 
United States Government for their protection 
until Commander Nicholas came there; and that, 
since he had been in command of a steamer on 
the lakes, he had been indefatigable in his atten- 
tions and in his exertions; and that, no mattter 
at whatever hour of night or day the telegraph 
flashed to him the intelligence that life or prop- 
erty was in peril, Commander Nicholas was sure 
to be where his presence was necessary. While 
he was thus acceptably and honorably discharg- 
ing the dutics of this station to the universal 
acceptation of every person around the lakes, he 
was stricken down by the action of this board. 
ĮI was instructed to refer, for the substantiation 
of these statements, to two Senators whom I do 
not now see in their seats—the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, living in the city of Chicago, (Mr. 
Doweras,] and the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan, living in the city of Detroit, [Mr. Gass) 
I ask that the memorial may be received an 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
It was so referred. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 
Resolved, That the petition of the heirs of James Bell, 


deceased, praying for payment for advances made by him i; 


to the American Army during the revolutionary war, be 
withdrawn trom the files of the Senate, and referred to the 


+ Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


ERRONEOUS REFERENCE. 
Mr. WELLER. The memorial of Colonel 


Leslie Combs, praying for a grant of bounty land į 


to his regiment of Kentucky volunteers, was some 
time ago referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It should properly have gone to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I therefore move 
that the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that 
memorial, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JURORS’ FEES. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Judi- | 
| ciary, to whom was referred the memorial of citi- | 


zens of the District of Columbia, praying that the 
jurors in the courts of that District may be allowed 


i the same fees as are allowed to jurors of other 


States, and-for other purposes,’ This bill pro- 
pe to make only one alteration in the law, and 
desire to state what it is. Under the acts pre- 
vious to that of 1853, the sum allowed.to jurors 
was $125 per day. Under the law.of 1853, it was 
increased to # 50. A construction has been given 
to the law that it has no application to jurors in 
the courts of. the United States in the District of 
Columbia. It seers very reasonable that the 
same compensation. should be allowed here as in 
the other courts of the United States, particularly 
as the same reason for an increase of compensa- 
tion exists here; that is, the increased cost of 
living. I trust the bill will be now passed. 

The bill (S. No. 80) was read a first and sec- 
ond time, by unanimous consent, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that so much of the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 


‘clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the cireuit and 


district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 26, 1853, as ap- 
plies to the fees of jurors, shall be made to em- 
brace the jurors of the United States court for the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the. Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

COMMITTEE REPORT. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a. bill for the relief of Jacob 
Dodson; which was read'a first time and ordered 
to a second reading. 

: RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire and report whether the provisions of an 
“Act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 28th 
February, 1855, are in accordance with the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States; and whether the pro~ 
ceedings under said act by which large numbers of officers 
of the Navy have been involuntarily placed on the reserved 
list and on furlough, and others dismissed from the service 
are agreeable to, and warranted by, the provisions’ of sai 
Constitution. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of continuing the 
land office at Kalamazoo, in the State of Michigan. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. YULEE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill establishing a port of 
entry at Fernandina, and at Tampa, in Florida. 

r. FITZPATRICK gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask lcave to introduce a bill to provide for 
the examination and payment of certain claims 
of citizens of Georgia and Alabama, on account 
of losses sustained by the depredations of the 
Creek Indians. 

Mr. MASON gave notice of his. intention to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, providing 
for the appointment of a Regent to the Smithso- 
nian Institution, to fill the vacancy occasioned by 
the death of the Hon. Johu McPherson Berrien, 
and also to fill the vacancy occasioned by the res- 
ignation of Rufus Choate, of Massachusetts. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ITALE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
repeal the act ‘* to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” approved February 28, 1855; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 
to furnish in certain cases verified copies of ori- 
ginal papers filed before the board for the exam- 
ination of claims contracted in California under 
Licutenant Colonel Frémont. The joint resolution 
wasread twice byitstitle, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill making 
compensation to George P. Marsh for extraordi- 
nary services and expenses on a special mission 
to the Greek Government, and for negotiating a 


| United States courts by the act of the 26th of |; 

February, 1853, have instructed me to reporta bill | 
amendatory of an * Act to regulate the fees and || 
| costs te be allowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys |; 
of the circuit and district courts of the United |! 


treaty between the Government of the United 
States and Persia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr, FISH, in pursuance of previous notice, 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 

-Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of Abner Read, late a Jicutenant 
in the United States Navy, who was dropped in 


1856. 


asked and. obtained leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of the widows and orphans of the offi- 
cers, seamen, and marines of the United States 
sloop of war Albany, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. be 

Also, a bill to require the employment. of ap- 
prentices in the commercial marine of the United 
States; which was read twice. by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. z 

Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide 
for the satisfaction of the Choétaw reservations, 
under the nineteenth article of the tréaty of Danc- 
ing Rabbit Creek, of September, 18305 which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
incorporate the Columbia Wood Gas Company; 
which was read a first and second time byits title. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have intro- 
duced this bill at the solicitation of a portion of 
the citizens of this District, who are interested 
in the subject. It was prepared at the last session 
of Congress by one of the Senators from Georgia 
at that time, [Mr. Dawson,] was reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 

artially acted on, I believe, in the Senate. In 
introducing it now, I wish simply to have the 
fact noted, that I do not ‘at all commit myself in 
regard to the subject. I have been called on, as 
chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to introduce it, and have it referred to 
that committce, in order that it may be consi 
ered. I therefore move that reference. 

The bill was so referred. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. BIGGS. I ask the Senate now to proceed 
to the consideration of the resolutions which I 
submitted yesterday in regard to the election of 
officers of the Senate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: A majority 
‘of the Senate this morning decided against taking 
up the resolutions of my friend from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Biees.] At the instance of some of 
my friends, with the view of having the question 
finally disposed of, I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the Scnate refused to take up those 
resolutions. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurring on Mr. Bregs’s motion, it 
was agreed to. The Senate accordingly pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolutions, sub- 
mitted yesterday by Mr. Bicas: 

Resolved, That the Senaice will, on Monday next, at one | 
o'clock, elect a Secretary of the Senate, Sergeant-at-Arms 
and Doorkceper, and Assistant Doorkeeper. 

Resolved, nat the following shall be one of the standing 
rules of the Senate, 10 wit: 

52 The Sccretary of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms 
and Doorkecper, and Assistant Doorkecper, shall be chosen 
on the second Monday of the first session of every Con- 
gress. : : 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, this proposi- 
tion was brought before the Senate at an early 
period of the session by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Apams,] and was then disposed 
of by a decisive vote, postponing: it indefinitely. 
Ido not know that there is any rule of the Sen- 
ate forbidding the introduction again of a propo- 
sition once disposed of in this way; but there is 
a rule of parliamentary law against it, which I 
have examined, and will read to the Senate: 

« In Parliament, a question once carried cannot be ques- + 
tioned again, at the same session, but must stand as the | 
judgment of the House.” 

Not only has this subject been once disposed of 
at the present session, butit had been previously, 
during last year, disposed of finally, as I hoped, 
unless some good reason could be shown for recon- 
sidering the formal action of the Senate. The 
disposition of the Senate in regard to this subject, 
asthose know who have been here for some time, 
has been tested, almost from year to year, cer- | 
tainly from Congress to Congress, by propositions | 
to change what has been the established practice 
of the Senate to preserve permanency in its organ- 
ization. In the year 1854, a select committee was 
appointed, among the members of which were the 
honorable Scnator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
one of the oldest members of the Senate, and one of 
the best informed in regard to its usages, the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware; [Mr. Cuaxton,] and | 


a member of that’ committee. Tous was referred 
the tenure of the officers of ‘the Senate ‘as well as 
the character of its organization; and in the’ i 
of that committee, subinitted last year, you will 
find the following language: : 

_ “The Senate is a permanent body, liable to be convoked 
separately from its codrdinate branch, and should be always 
in a state of efficient organization. The only sound objec- 
tion to such organization would bé on the’score of expense, 
and under that recommended by the committee it will be 
found that this is materially diminished. 

“In the opinion of the committee, the correct and safe 
transaction of the business of the Senate is materially de- 
pendent on retaining in its service a corps of experienced, 
well-trained, and diligent officers; and this can only be 
done by security in their respective positions so long as they 
continue faithful in the discharge of their duties.” 

The report concluded by recommending to the 
Senate resolutions intended to effect that perma- 
nency of tenure in its officers. According to my 
recollection, a motion was made to modify one 
of those resolutions, by prescribing that, at cach 
Congress, as this resolution proposes, the prin- 
cipal officers of the Senate—the Secretary, Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, and Assistant 
Doorkceper—should be elected; and it was re- 
jected by a vole taken by yeas and nays. At 
the present session, on the 5th of December, 1855, 
the following resolution was submitted by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams:] 

«c Resolved, That the Senate will, on Monday next, at one 
o’clock, elect a Secretary, Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper.”” 

This resolution was considered on the 10th of 
December, and was postponed indefinitely. Now 
I submit to the honorable Senator who offers this 
resolution, whether it is altogether consistent with 
parliamentary law to raise questions of this kind 
from day to day, or from month to month, during 
the session? T think the policy of the Senate is 
established, and I therefore move the indefinite 
postponement of the resolutions of the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. President, I understand the 
Senator from Virginia first to raise a question of 
order. 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then there is no impropricty in 
the introduction of this resolution, so far as the 
rules of the Senate are concerned. I confess, sir, 
that I was taken by surprise, being acquainted 
with another parliamentary law existing in North 
Carolina, at the time when the motion was first 
made here to indefinitely postpone this matter, 
supposing that it was a disposition of it for the 
whole session; but, understanding from Senators 
who were more experienced than I was myself in 
regard to the action of this body, that an indefinite 
postponement did not preclude the introduction 
of the same question again in the Senate, 1 ven- 
tured to bring forward the proposition now before 
the Senate. 

Sir, itis with great deference to the opinions 
of Senators of more experience than myself that 
I have introduced these resolutions; but with a 
decided conviction on my mind that the practice 
of the Senate—the rule, if it may be considered 
a rule, which has been adopted, is a rule that is 
not proper to exist here; and availing myself of 
the privilege of expressing my convictions, and 
of placing myself right on the record, I thought 
it proper to introduce these resolutions for the 
consideration of the Senate. I beg the Senator 
from Virginia, when he cites this uniform rule 
and practice of the Senate, of such ancient date, 
to be reminded of the fact, which I have ascer- 
tained upon investigation, that this is but a recent 
rule of the Senate. For more than a quarter of a 
century a different practice prevailed. I have 
investigated the subject, and I find that the first 
report on this question was made in the Senate 
in 1824; and then a rule was adopted by the 
Senate of the United States, which required these 
elections to take place on the second Monday of 
the føst session of every Congress. That was a 


standing rule of the Senate from that time until | 


1849, when, upon the motion of a late distin- 
guished member of this body (Colonel Brewton) 
that standing rule of the Senate was repealed. 
But has the rule, then understood to be established 
by that repeal, been observed all the time? No, 
sir, there has been an election since then of the 
officers of the Senate upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams,] who made 
‘the motion in the early- part of this session. In 


1853, on his motion, an election of the: ‘principal, 
officers òf the Senate was had; and -the ‘present: 
officers were chosen. Srs oE: 

Sir; I do not think that Iam violating any very ` 
ancicnt practive of the Serate in ‘bringing ‘this 
qatter again to the consideration of the hody. 
‘It is true, as I find from my examination ‘of 3t, 
that on more than one oceasion it has been before. 
the Senate since 1849, when the yeas and nas 
were taken. The yeas and nays appear upon the 
record. The yeas for the substitution of this old 
rule of the Senate were 20, and the nays 24,on 
‘December 11, 1851. They are as follows: ; 
` “YEAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Foote of Mississippi, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, 
James, Jones of Towa, Norris, Sumner, Walker, and Whit- 
comb—20. 

“ NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Borland, 
Butler, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Fish, Foot of Vermont, 
Geyer, Hale, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rhett, Seward, 
Snie, Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Upham, and Wade 
_ On a more recent occasion, to which the Sen- 
ator from Virginia has alluded, on July 17, 1854, 
the yeas for the substitution of the old rule were 
21, and the nays 25. The list is as follows: 

“ YEAS~—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of 
Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, Shields, 
Hae Sert Sumner, Toucey, Walker, Weller, and Wil- 

iams—2I. f 

“ NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benja- 
min, Brown, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Evans, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Hunter, Johnson, 
Mason, Pearce, Rockwell, Thompson of Kentucky, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, and Wade—25.” 

This question was then brought before the Seh- 
ate upon your motion, Mr. President. On mote 
than one occasion it has been brought to the no- 
tice of the Senate by yourmotion. Both the lists 
to which I have referred were taken on proposi- 
tions made by you to restore the old rule. ; 

Now, sir, 1s our present practice right, or is it 
wrong? That is the important question to be 
determined, it seems to me. According to my 
idea of Democratic instincts, if I may use the ex- 
pression, it is wrong. tis substantially making 
the offices of the Senate life offices—the life ten- 
ure obtains here. To that Iam opposed. Itis 
not-consistent, in my humble opinion, with the 
theory of the Government under which we live. 
Ido not propose to make a speech, because I 
suppose gentlemen have made up their minds on 
this question. Ihave said thus much to set my- 
self right. intend to vote for the introduction 
of this old rule, and for a change of the present 
practice. . 

Now, sir,*I desire to say to the Senate, most 
emphatically, that I have no personal feeling in 
regard to our present officers. I take it for 
granted, that if this rule obtains, and my resolu- 
tions should be passed, in all probability the 
present officers of the Senate would be réelected ; 
but I cannot make any pledges until this resolu- 
tion passes, and until we have an opportunity to 
investigate the claims of those officers. 1 know 
nothing about it, and therefore J shall make no 
pledges about it, But I desire to say that I have 
no personal feeling at all in regard to any of 
these officers. The principle which I uphold 
in regard to the election of officers ought to ob- 
tain in the Senate; and it ought not to be vio- 
lated. Itis nothing but justice to the incoming 
Senators, to say nothing of the injustice of the 
principle of life-tenure. Sir, according to the 
practice of the Senate, and the permanency of 
these officers, of which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia speaks, the incoming Senators have no voice 
at all in the election of officers; their wishes are 
not consulted; their judgment is not exercised in 
regard to the officers of the Senate. 

Although we arc further removed from respons- 
ibility than any other department of the Govern- 
ment, our tenure being six years, still we are 
responsible, and we ought to be responsible, for 
the exercise of the privilege of electing officers. 
I put it to Senators whether they can feel the 
same responsibility in selecting the officers for the 
discharge of the duties of these stations as they 
would feel if they had some voice in the appoint- 


ii ment of the officers? 


Now, sir, I feel the full force of what has been 


| said by the Senator from Virginia as to the neces- 


sity of having experienced officers; and I take it 
for granted that we shall not be deprived of ex- 
perienced officers by the adoption of this rule. I 
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. Make-dt for granted: that if we have experienced 
‘officers, when the election comes-on, at the com- 
` mencement of every Congress, the Senate will 
: reëlect them. No- injury can therefore result, 
according to my idea, to the public service by the 
adoption of these resolutions, or any. risk be run 
of getting inexperienced officers when we have 
the judgment of the Senate to control that matter 
in the selection of those officers. 
‘But,I do not propose, Mr. President, to occupy 
the time of the Senate with any extended remarks 
von this question. There is one consideration, 
however, that has struck me very forcibly indeed, 
to. which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. 
“This. branch of Congress is the great conserv- 
ative power in the theory of our Government, 
as far as the legislative department is concerned. 
The practice that now prevails, in my humble 
judgment, is well calculated to weaken the attach- 
‘ment:of a large mass of the people to this portion 
of the Government. Not only this, but there 
may be other objections. I feel greatly honored 
by ‘being considered worthy, by my State, tọ 
represent her in this august body; and so far as 
my humble abilities go, I propose, in my action 
here, to pursue such a course that, so far from 
: removiñg us, or having the appearance of remov- 
ing us, from the great mass of the people, will 
‘attach that mass more strongly to this branch of 
the Government. Iam, therefore, sir, upon prin- 
ciple, and upon every consideration that influ- 
ences my political course, decidedly in favor of 
the adoption of these resolutions. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I desire to say 
a word to explain the vote which Lexpect to give 
on this occasion. Itis truc that I introduced, 
at the commencement of this session, a resolution 
providing for an election of the officers of the 
Senate. One reason for doing so was, that if, 
at the commencement of the session, we adopted 
the resolution, it would afford to new Senators, 
who had no voice in the selection of our present 
officers, an opportunity to express their prefer- 
ences, and that by going into an election at that 
period there would be no reflection on our existing 
officers, so that if a majority of the Senate pre- 
ferred another person to an incumbent, it would 
be no reflection on him. One object which I had 
in view was to test the sense of the Senate on the 
principle involved. These officers hold their offices 
now under a resolution which provides that they 
shall hold their offices until otherwise ordered by 
the Senate. Yet, if we otherwise order, it occurred 
to me that we should do so at the commencement 
of the session. The Senate differed with me in 
opinion, and by an almost unanimous vote—my 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. Breas] and my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Puen] being the only voices 
DT heard in favor of my views—rejected my propo- 
sition. So decided was the expression of the Sen- 
ate, that I did not even call foradivision. That 
vote of the Senate was equivalent to a reélection of 
all the officers, the proposition for a new election 
having been made and rejected, Now, after they 
have been reelected for the Congress in this indirect 


mode by a vote of the Senate, to pass these reso- i 


lutions, which would in legal effect be a removal 
of them, would bea reflection on the present offi- 


cers. Therefore, being always willing to be gov- | 


erned by the majority, as is the duty of every 

. good citizen, I am opposed now—the sense of the 
Senate having been once ascertained at this session 
on this subject—to reverse and reconsider that 
vote, and bring on these elections. For thisreason 
I shall cast my vote in opposition to these resolu- 
tions, 

Mr. BAYARD. [trust the motion of my hon- 
orable friend from Virginia will prevail, and that 
these resolutions will be indefinitely postponed. 
Sir, if we wish to organize here at the commence- 
ment of every Congress a band of office-hunters, 
we shall pass the resolutions offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina. 
be the effect, and the only effect of them. Itis an 
entire misapprehension to suppose that there is 
such a thing as a life tenure in the office of Sec- 


retary or any other office of the Senate, under our | 


usages and under our rules. The officers hold 
during the pleasure of the Senate. What is there 
anti-democratic in that? Al the clerks in your 
Departments hold by the same tenure; and as ap- 
plied to administrative officers, if you ever wish 
to preserve good administrative officers, and to 
continue them only while they perform their 


That will | 


duties properly, you mustadhere to that rule. If 
you have periodical elections in a body which, 
from its organization, is not compelled to have 
a periodical organization, as the House of Repre- 
sentatives is, you will have a struggle at the com- 
mencement of every Congress for every promi- 
nent office in the gift of the Senate; you will have 
private solicitation; you will have intrigues; you 


į will have all sorts of corruption; and you will 


ultimately end in obtaining officers who will be 
perfectly worthless for conducting the business 
of the Senate. Such, at least,is my opinion. I 
see no democracy in the question at all, Mr. 
President. I see nothing anti-democratic or anti- 
republican in the Senate holding their officers by 
the tenure of their pleasure. They can dismiss 
any officer at any time they see fit; and itis not 
to be presumed, that if an officer should not per- 
form his duties, every member of the Senate would 
be unwilling to make a motion for his dismissal, 
and that, if made on proper grounds, the Senate 
would not act upon it and remove the officer. 
That is quite a sufficient guardianship, and I am 
satisfied, myself, it is the true principle of action 
in reference to administrative officers. Enter- 
taining these views, I shall vote for the motion 
for the indefinite postponement. 


Mr. BIGGS. Icall for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HALE. r. President, I do not know 
that I have made up my mind on this question; 
but I think there is a ready answer to one sug- 
gestion thrown out by the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mason.] We are placed in very different 
circumstances now from what we were when the 
vote was taken at the beginning of the session; 
because, since then, the House of Representa- 
tives has been organized under a different rule 
from that which before prevailed, and some of 
our friends whom we thought were safely moored 
there have been unsettled. {Laughter.] This 
may bea fitting opportunity of expressing a little 
sympathy for those who have suffered by the 
revolution there, that would suggest a reason for 
a change now which did not exist at the time the 
first vote was taken. Ido not know that in any 
other respect it stands on a different footing; and 
if this view is not strong enough to induce a re- 
consideration, I suppose it would be as well to let 
matters stand as they are. 

Mr. BIGGS. I will say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the consideration to which 
he has alluded has not governed my action. I 
am actuated from what I dcem a correct principle. 
Iam free to say, however, that, all things being 
equal, I shall always be disposed to prefer my 
political friends in the bestowment of office. ‘To 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] who 
fears the organization of a band of office-seekers, 
I remark that the selection of officers is an inci- 
dent to republican representative Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Before I yote, I wish to ask 
a question. As these resolutions relate to aa 
election of all the officers of the Senate, will an 
indefinite postponement of them preclude any 
Senator from offering a resolution for the election 
of a particular officer? 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir. 

Mr. RUSK. Certainly not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I shall vote to post- 
pone. 

The question being taken by yes and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 1]; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes-, 
Butler, Clay, Collamer, Dodge, ! 


see, Benjamin, Brown, 
Evans, Fessenden, F Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Stuart, Thompson 
of Kentucky, ‘Toombs, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messers. Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Douglas, Fitz- 
patrick, Jones of Jowa, Pugh, Sumner, Toucey, Trumbull, 
and Weller—11. 

So the resolutions were postponed indefinflely. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


The Senate, on motion by Mr. HALE, re- 
sumed the consideration of Mr. Crayron’s motion 
to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the 
letter of Lord John Russell, of January 19, 1853, 
in reference to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. WILSON addressed to the Senate remarks 
which will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts a question in relation to one 


portion of the speech which he has just delivered 
to the Senate. F anderstood that Senator to state 
that, at the time the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was 
negotiated, Great Britain was in. the possession of 
the Bay Islands, as a dependency of the Belize. I 
have been endeavoring to get all the information 
on this subject that I could gather, but [ have 
come across no authority to that effect. Ishould 
be very glad if the Senator from Massachusetts 
would favor us with the source of his information 
on this point. I know that Mr. Everett said so 
in his speech, but I have never seen the authority 
for the statement. 

Mr. WILSON. I quoted, Mr. President, the 
opinion of Mr. Everett upon this subject. I 
know not upon what authority the statement was 
made. If I remember correctly, however, the 
Island of Roatan was taken possession of by 
Great Britain in 1742; but, under the treaty of 
1786, it was given up to Spain, as a part of the 
Spanish continent. On the independence of the 
Central American States being established, it 
passed into the hands of those States, and the 
flag of Honduras was raised there in 1829, That 
flag waved over the island, I think, until about 
the year 1840, when it was taken down by Brit- 
ish authority. The claim of England was sur- 
rendered for the time being, but afterwards the 
agent of Great Britain at the Belize took posses- 
sion of the island; and from 1841 up to the time 


| when this treaty was framed, the inhabitants of 


the island were governed directly from the Belize 
settlement. After the treaty was made in 1850, 
the people wished for an organized colonial gov- 
ernment, and a British agent from the Belize went 
there. They agreed to raise a sum of money to 
support the government. The British Govern- 
mént, in 1852, organized the colony of the Ba 
Islands; and the claim on which they base their 
position is, that those islands were a part of their 

elize settlement. Ido not believe that claim of 
England just in any way. I believe it to bea 
mere assumption. i think that her action is an 
outrage on the State of Honduras. Such, how- 
ever, was her claim; and I think it will turn out, 
on investigation, (and perhaps it will some time 
come to light,) that when the treaty was framed 
it was distinctly understood that Roatan did not 
come within its provisions, and that it was ex- 
cepted with the Belize. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I do not 
intend to address the Senate upon this subject; I 
am in pursuit of information upon what I deem 
the vital question in this whole negotiation with 
Great Britain, and thatis, the Bay Island colony. 
I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
state that the Bay Island colony, at the time of 
the negotiation of the Clayton and Bulwer treaty, 
was an appendage of the Belize settlement. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Claimed as such. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Was claimed, if you please, 
by Great Britain, as an appendage of the Belize 
settlement. 1 can find no authority to that effect 
anywhere. I can find nowhere any pretension, 
on the part of Great Britain, that Roatan and the 
islands adjacent to it, were the ‘ dependencies ”” 
referred to in the notes of the negotiators, as a 
part of the Belize settlement, until the last cor- 
respondence between Lord Clarendon and Mr. 
Buchanan. Then I perceived, for the first time, 
that that pretension was set up by Great Britain. 
I wished, in search of the truth on this subject, 
to call the attention of the Senate, and of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to that distinct point, 
whether, prior to the negotiation of the Clayton 
and Bulwer treaty, the Island of Roatan, and the 
adjacent islands, had been claimed by Great 
Britain as any portion of her Belize settlement, 


! upon any occasion, in any communication to this 


country, or in any public document whatever. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when this debate 

was first cntered upon by the honorable Senator 

from Delaware, and followed afterwards by the 


| honorable Senator from Michigan, I ventured 


to suggest an opinion that, perhaps, it would be 
found better that the: debate should not progress 
before the Senate in the present posture of this 
question, as shown in the annual message of the 
President of the United States. The message of 


| the President, as I understand it, informed the 


Senate that, although the questions arising outof 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty between the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and the United States had 
rather a serious aspect, those questions were still 
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in the hands of the Executive, and a hope was 
expressed by both Governments that they would 
attain an amicable solution. The language of 
the message I will read to the Senate. After a 
review of the correspondence which had taken 
place between the British and American negotia- 
tors on the subject, the President said: 

“The British Government, in its last communication, 
although well knowing the views of the United States, still 
declares that itsees no reason why a conciliatory spirit may 
not enable the two Governments to overcome all obstacles 
to asatisfactory adjustment of the subject. 

“ Assured of the correctness of the construction of the 
treaty constantly adhered to by this Government, and re- 
solved to insist on the rights of the United States, yet actu- 
ated. also by the same desire which is avowed by the British 
Government, to remove all causes of serious misunder- 
standing between two nations associated by so many ties 
of interest and kindred, it has appeared to me proper not to 
consider an amicable solution of the controversy hopeless. 

€ There is, however, reason to apprebend that, with Great 
Britain in the actual occupation of the disputed territories, 
and the treaty therefore practically null, so far as regards our 
rights, this international difficulty cannot long remain un- 
determined, without involving in serious danger the friendly 
relations which it is the interest as well as the duty of both 
countries to cherish and preserve. It will afford me sin- 
cere gratification if future efforts shall result in the success 
anticipated heretofore, with more confidence than the aspect 
uf the case permits me now to entertain.’ 

It is perfectly manifest, therefore, that the 
President does not consider the negotiations at 
an end, but readily embraces, and in the most 
conciliatory tone, the suggestion of the British 
Government, that the misunderstanding might, 
by proper forbearance between the two Govern- 
ments, be brought to an amicable adjustment. I 
am sure we have all been gratified to find that but 
one tone has pervaded the Senate, and that is, to 
sustain the President in the construction which 
he has placed on the treaty. I submit, then, to 
honorable Senators, whether to continue the de- 
bate, expressive of the individual views which 
actuate Senators here, may not rather have the 
effect of embarrassing future negotiations than of 
aiding them—either to create new resentments 
between the two countries, or to inflame existing 
resentments. 

Ido not feel myself at liberty to give counsel 
to the Senate on this subject; but it does seem to 
me that it would be better at this stage, more 
especially as we are about instituting a new mis- 
sion to England, and as the President has in- 
formed us that the subject has not passed beyond 
negotiation, to leave it in the hands of the Execu- 
tive, when we have the admitted expression of the 
opinion of the Senate that, so far, it has been 
most ably conducted. I do not mean to suggest 
to any Senator what should be his course, but if 
there is no further disposition to continue the 
debate, I ask that the question may be taken on 
he reference. 

Mr. FOOT. Iam advised that the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cuayron,] whose 
interest in this question we all understand, is 
detained from personal attendance on the Senate 
in consequence of indisposition, I think Iam 
well advised personally of his desire to be heard 
further on the question, before a final disposition 
shall be made of it. I would suggest, therefore, 
to the Senator from Virginia, that, instead of ask- 
ing that the question shall be disposed of by a 
reference now, it would be better to postpone it for 
a day or two, until the Senator from Delaware 
shall be present. 

Mr. MASON. I was not aware that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware desired to be heard further. 
The Senator from Vermont, however, having 
other information, of course I shall not ask that 
the question be now taken. 

Mr. FOOT. I move that the further consider- 
ation of the subject be postponed until Monday 
next. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I must insist 
upon a reference of the question now, I think, 
from what Ican learn, by communications which 
I have received, as well as from other indications 
in the public press, that the debate which has 
taken place in the Senate of the United States on 
this question, has not had a propitious effect 
upon the controversy, which has been courted in 
some measure—I am sorry to say it—by the re- 
marks submitted by some of the Senators on this 
floor. 

I do not propose now to go into this subject, 
although I represent a portion of the Confederacy 
deeply interested in such a question as the one 
which has been so proudly suggested by some 


! over Central America and South America. 


Senators, who have looked to war as one-of the 
probable, or at least possible, events to grow out 
of this negotiation... As far as I have read the 
papers connected with this -subject—and I have 
conferred with my friend from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] who is very well informed on the sub- 
ject, and I have endeavored to acquire all the in- 
formation which I could upon it—I think there 
is not likely to be an issue of war between the 
United States and Great Britain in regard to this 
matter. If I were disposed, as some gentlemen 
seem to be disposed, to look to the sword, at this 
period of the world’s history, as the only arbiter 
etween these two nations, I should not talk 
with the flippancy with which some gentlemen 
have talked about war. In the language of the 
poet, I would say— 
“Woe! woe! to the coward, 

That ever he was born, 

Who seized not the sword 

Before he blew the horn.” [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen are advertising Great Britain that 

they intend to make war, not only to maintain 
the Monroe doctrine, which has never been sanc- 
tioned or recognized, as far as I know, by any 
constitutional authority, but to bring within the 
purview and control of the Monroe doctrine all 
the colonial possessions of Great Britain; to deny 


| her the right of colonizing what she claims; to 


whip her out of Canada; to take everything we 
can from her,and drive her from every place she 
occupies on. the American continent. 

Sir, as I have said thus much, I cannot resume 
my seat without remarking that I concur fully in 
the American interpretation of the treaty. Ihave 
examined it fairly, I hope, and I have consulted 
neither the counsels of resentment, nor those of 
prejudice, in relation to Great Britain, nor in re- 
gard to those who have been connected with the 
treaty. 

A question was asked to-day by my honorable 
friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,] the im- 
port of which, I think, reaches further than is 


| perceived, and it is a question of great import- 


ance in this connection. His question was, sub- 
stantially, what right has Great Britain to claim 
one foot of land in any part of Central America 
orits dependencies, or any of the territory directly 
or indirectly embraced within the maps of Hon- 
duras, Guatemala, Costa Rica, San Salvador, 


Nicaragua, or even the Belize settlement? Lhave | 


examined the matter, and as far as I can perceive, 
she has no other title than the tide of the sword. 
[ take it that those countries were discovered, sct- 
tled, colonized, and brought under the subjection 
of nationaldominion, whilst Spain held the scepter 
In 
the transitory state of revolution, when these 
provinces assumed, or undertook to assume, a 
separate national existence, could Great Britain at 
such a time claim any possession there without 
vivlating national law? 
title to these provinces was never in abeyance 
according to any strict national law? When the 
provinces of Spain on this continent assumed the 


| right of self-government, were notall the title, the 


possession, the dominion, and the interest which 
Spain ever had subrogated to those provinces? 
p p 


i Clearly so, according to international law. 


Sir, when Great Britain undertakes to interfere 
by taking possession of the protectorate of an 
Indian tribe, it is—! must use a strong expres- 
sion—making use of a perfidious tenant, with a 
view to acquire an advantage over a position to 
which she had no rightful claim. 
dertook to invade the possessions of Spain, and 
to get a foothold in her territories through a pro- 
tectorate over the Mosquito tribe of Indians, it was 
using a tenant; she was forcing the King of Mos- 
quito to become her perfidious tenant to give her 
a right to claim possession—a right which she 
had never legally and properly acquired. Iam 
free to say that Ido not even know whence she 
derived her right to possession at the Belize. 
Like my friend from Louisiana, I have examined 
it, and I cannot see that she has any rightful title 
even there. 


which passed between Mr. Clayton and Sir Henry 
Bulwer in relation to it, there could be no difiiculty 
at all. I am afraid, however, that those notes 
may be regarded as a clue to the casuistry to 


‘When she un- | 


Ts it not true that the | 


which Great. Britain has. resorted, and. that she 
may well take refuge in the subterfuge of those 
extraneous notes, instead of relying on the plain, 
broad, and obvious import of the treaty itself... I 
am afraid that treaty was made with snares upon 
her hands, and that we are likely to experience, in 
some measure, the influence of her adroit, per- 
haps safe, mode of dealing with this subject; so 
far as regards herself. I agree with the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts, that ifthe treaty 
had never been made, there would have been ño 
cause—not even the causes which have been sug- 
gested so proudly—there would not have been 
even a cloud of war. 

Sir, I will say furthermore, that sooner than go 
directly to war with Great Britain to maintain the 
obligations of this treaty—obligations which seem 
to have been construed first one way and then 
another, according as the interest of one nation 
may have suggested, or the interpretations or 
resentment of one negotiator may have influenced 
him—I would abrogate the whole treaty; I would 
say to John Bull, “we will let you run the race 
for the scttlement of Central America; we will 
put Brother Jonathan against you; and he will 
beat you.” [Laughter.| Sir, what is the use 


| of talking about keeping out American popula- 


tion from Central America, and talking about 
being afraid of the Power which may contro! the 
Island of Roatan? You might as well talk of 
what has actually taken place. When the accu- 
mulated waters beyond Harper’s Ferry were 
beating against the mountain, they broke through 
it; they made a current; they made a river;.and 
the waters sought the sea. You might as well 
talk of stopping the current of the Potomac, as of 
keeping out American population from running 
into this portion of the world, to which we are 
neighbors, and in which we have so many inter- 
ests. Sir, when Great Britain undertakes to 
enter into such a contest, without this treaty, I 
should not fear the contest whether it were a race 
ora fight. In any contest of that kind you will 
find Yankee enterprise, western courage, and filli- 
bustering morality perfectly reconcilable to stand 
with John Bull’s code of morals, national or 
individual. [Laughter.} 

But, sir, I have not, like others, proclamations 
of war to make. I think that the war fever which 
was got yee my friend, the Sempronian Sena- 
tor from Michigan, is going out; and when the 
next news comes from Europe, you will find that 
it will be so far reduced, that there willbe scarcely 
any of it, and all the stirring up of senatorial 
eloquence cannot keep up the fire. 

Sir, whilst I am in this desultory tonc of speak- 
ing I will say afew words more. So far as their 
past history and present position are concerned, 
there are no two nations on the earth who have 
under their control, as trustees, so sacred an office 
to perform as Great Britain and the United States, 
to maintain the civilization of the world. I think 
the time will come when the sword willbe looked 
upon as a vulgar arbiter; and that time when the 
great orb of civilization will shine with its full 
effulgence upon all the nations of the earth. Sir, 
when I heard the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Sewarp] and the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
Foor,] with their bugle notes of war—they spoke 
remarkably well, and I listened to them with 
pleasure—I thought of the beautiful lines of 
Gray: 

“ Fond impious man, think’st thou yon sanguine cloud, 
Raised by thy breath, has quenched the orb of day? 


To-morrow he repairs the golden flood, 
And warms the nations with redoubled ray.” 


Sir, when I rose I had no idea of saying as 
much as I have said. My object in rising was- 
to concur with my friend from Virginia in saying 
that this debate ought to be suppressed; no, sir, 
not suppressed; I recall that word, because I sup- 
pose it is anti-democratic. [Laughter.] I will 


| say, however, that I would rather see a little good 
| sense in the small circle prevailing in the com- 


mittee-room than all the splendor of eloquence 


| that has been shed upon the subject in the Senate. 
| I prefer to have the subject investigated by the 

But, sir, embarrassing as these parts of the |; 
subject may be, the terms of the treaty are as | 
clear as can be; and but for the extraneous notes |i 


appropriate committee. 

lam free, however, now to declare, that I þe- 
lieve Great Britain has made encroachments; and 
I have read enough of history to know that straits 
and isthmuses have been the great places upon 
which nations have made war. Who has not read 
of the celebrity of the Straits of Thermopyle? 
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““Perhaps‘they are ‘rémertibered, not so. much’ for 
“any intrinsic importance as for the heroic action 
associated with thom. We all -know the history 
of the contests forthe Bosporus and the Straits 

Sf Gibraltar. Iam not prepared to say but that 

the Tsthinus of. Darien, connecting North and 
-South America, is likely to be converted into a 
strait by railroads and ‘canals, isthmus as itis, 
“gnd-may possibly become the locus in quo where 
¿rations shall contend for the greatest influence 
‘that has ever been exerted on earth. { would 
“rope that, im the spirit which suggested thetreaty 
“under consideration, nations themselves should 
agree to make this a great highway for the.com- 
“merce and civilization of the earth, rather than 
that it should be made, by negotiators with snares 
upon their hands, to involve two great nations 

‘jn'war. I am not one of those who hesitate to 
declare that I should regard itas a great calamity 
to see this country, whose mission is peace and 
whose office is to advance the great cause of civ- 
jlization, engage in war with any country for the 
acquisition of territory. 

In my opinion, the acquisition of territory has 
been the. source of our weakness and of danger 
to the stability of our republican institutions. 

‘Mr HALE. Itisa fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ibelieve it. Gentlemen, with 
all ‘their enlarged philanthropy and patriotism, 
may talk of bringing into tie embrace of the 
Republic free-soil territory, Canada, the Rocky 
Mountains, and Mexico, into the bargain; but, 
sir, you will find that God alone can govern this 
earth. Itis not permitted for man to extend his 
jurisdiction beyond a very limited sphere, and I 

clieve that no civilization will approach so high 
às that which is exerted with intensity and with- 
in a jurisdiction controllable by human wisdom. 

For the reasons which I have stated, I sincerely 
hope that this matter will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I wish the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Cass] were here. T did 
intend to take advantage of a fitting occasion to 
make some remarks on the Monroe doctrine, par- 
ticularly as he shot some of his arrows at me, 
though he did not call’ my name. 

Mutato nomine, de te 

Fabula narratur. 
I knew what he aimed at, but, as he is not here, 
I shall make no remarks upon the question. 

Mr. FOOT. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of tbis subject until Monday next. 
Ithink that is due to the absent Senator from 
Delaware, inasmuch as that absence is the consc- 
quence of indisposition. 

Mr. MASON. Iconcur with the Senator from 
Vermont. [am very reluctant to differ from my 
honorable friend from South Carolina, with whom 
I most generally concur, and when I do agree 
with him find myself always in the right; but I 
think, considering the peculiar relations in which 
the Senator from Delaware stands to the subject, 
and the interest which he has taken in it, even 
more than courtesy requires that it should be 
postponed for his convenience. I hope, therefore, 
that the motion of the Senator from Vermont will 
be agreed to. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuszspay, February 12, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Josuua Monsen. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspury Dicxws, their Secretary, announcing 
that the Senate had passed an act entitled, «An 
act to authorize the issuing of a register to the 
bark Monmouth,’’ in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the resolation relating to the election of a pub- 
lic printer. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand the regular order 
of business. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. Task the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to withhold his demand 
for a moment, to allow me to make a personal ex- 
planation. 
~ Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly. 


H 
4 


| large majority of his fellow-citizens of this State: Therefore, 


| such legislation or action as may be necessary and proper 


Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in looking-over 
the Congressional Globe of this séssion, 1 dis- 
cover that, on the first ballot for Speaker, L'am 
recorded as having voted for Mr. WHEELER, of |i 
New York. This was an error which, of course, 
resulted from a mere iriadvertence on the part 
of the Clerk. ‘Instead of having voted for Mr. 
°WHEELER on any ballot, I voted for Mr. Rica- 
anpson on the first ballot, and then steadily on 
for that honorable gentleman to the last ballot re- 
corded for him. This error, though not of great 
importance ‘intrinsically, still I deem of sufficient 
interest to justify this explanation. It might be 
rendered important at some future period, if un- 
explained by me at this time. - 

The SPEAKER (at a subsequent time) said: 
I am informed that the Journal of the House, of 
the day referred to by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, shows that Mr. Ouver, of New York, 
voted for Mr. Wurexer for Speaker, and not Mr. 
Oxrver, of Missouri. The Journal is, therefore, y 
correct. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House, papers in reference to the passage of a law 

for the protection of dramatic authors, for the purpose of 
reference in the Senate. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to withdraw 
certain papers to which I referred yesterday. I 
move that the parties in the case of Thomas 
Crown have leave to withdraw their papers 
from the files of the House. I also make the 
same motion in the case of Joseph Radcliff. I 
make the motion in this form, in order to obviate 
the objections made by my colleague [Mr. 
Jones] and the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Haven.] Both of those cases are already before 
the Court of Claims. I am informed that the 
court has entertained them, and no question of 
jurisdiction is involved. The object of the mo- 
tion is simply that the court may have possession 
of the papers in order to proceed regularly to 
dispose of the cases. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I will say to my 
colleague, that, in order to permit claimants to 
withdraw papers, the withdrawal should be for 
some particular purpose. For his information I 
will state that there were, some years ago, cases 
where persons withdrew papers, and took from 
them such as prevented the passage of their 
claims, and then returned the balance, or supplied 
the places of those taken away by other and dif- 
ferent papers. 

Mr. WRIGHT. My objectis to present them 
to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HAVEN. The objection which I made 
yesterday does not apply to the case the gentle- 
man has presented this morning. 

No objection being made, leave was granted to 
withdraw the papers referred to by Mr. W riant. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. I now insist upon the 
regular order of business. 

COMMODORE CHARLES STEWART. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina to withdraw his demand, in 
order that I may present to the House joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of New 
Jersey, in reference to Commodore Charles 
Stewart. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iwill for that purpose. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I send to the Clerk’s | 
desk the resolutions which I referred to, and ask 
that they be read. 

The resolutions were then read, as follows: 
Joint Resolutions in relation to Commodore Charles Stewart, | 

of the United States Navy. 

Whereas Commodore Charles Stewart, an eminentcitizen 
of this State, by the action of a board created under the act 
of Congress, passed February 28, 1855, entitled “ An act to 
promote the efficiency of the Navy,” has been deposed from 
hiis well-carned position of senior post-captain of the United 
States Navy, and placed upon the retired list authorized by 
said act; and whereas the said action of said board has 
been approved by the President of the United States, but 
Commodore Stewart has appealed from the same to the 
representatives of the American people in Congress as- 
sembled; and whereas, in the judgment of this Legislature, 
the said action of said board is grossly unjust to Commodore | 
Stewart, and against the wishes and sense of justice ofa 


T. Be it resolved by the Senate and General Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey, That our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress be requested to obtain from Congress 


to reverse the said action of the said board and the approval 


thereof by the President of the United States, and to-restore 


the said Commodore Charles Stewart to his late position of 


senior post-captain of the Navy. 


2. And be it resolved, That-the Governor be requested to 
transmit-a copy of this resolution to the President of the 
United States, to Commodore Charles Stewart, and to each 
of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


- Mr: PENNINGTON. I move that they be 
Jaid on the table, and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRANCH. My colleague, Mr. Crarce, 
is present, and Lask that he may be sworn in. 

Mr. Crarce came forward, and the Speaker 
administered to him the usual wath of office. 

VOTE FOR PUBLIC PRINTER. 

The House then proceeded to vote viva voce the 
seventh time for printer of the House, with the 
following result: Whole number of votes cast, 
164; necessary. to a choice, 83; of which— 


Cornelius Wendell received.. s... sesrrsuosasee ens 089 
Oran Follett...... aes +665 
Robert Farnham... 3 
Nathan Sergeant.. 
John Ð. Defrees... 
George D. Prentice. 
A.D. Banks.... 05 
Edward Morris.. 
Charles Sentelle. 
John T. Towers.. 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Wendell — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Clingman, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Fior- 
ence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, Milson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Rutin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Valk, Walk- 
er, Watkins, Winslow, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Follett — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Benson, Lillinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buffin- 
ton, James H. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Co- 
vode, Cragin, Cumback, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Tar- 
lm, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Perry, 
Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Farnham — Messrs. Carlile, Cullen, Damrell, 
Hoffman, Millward, Puryear, William R. Smith, Swope, 
and Tyson. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Broom, Ezra Clark, Killian 
Miller, Robison, Todd, and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Defrecs—Messrs. Brenton, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Dunn, Harrison, Humphrey Marshall, and Scott. 

For Mr. Prentice—Messrs. Cox, Etheridge, and Under- 
wood. ‘ 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. McQueen, Powell, and Daniel 
B. Wright. 

For Mr. Morris—Mr. Bishop. 

For Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

For Mr. Towers—Mr. Haven. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KNOX stated that he had paired off for 
an hour with Mr. Harnis, of Ilinois. 

Mr. CUMBACK stated that Mr. Perrir had 
paired off with Mr, Prcx. 

The House then proceeded to vote viva voce 
the cighth time for printer, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 163; neces- 
sary to a choice, 82; of which— 


Cornelius Wendell received 
Oran Follett > 

Robert Farnham 
Jobn D. Defrces..... 
Nathan Sergeant 
A. D. Banks.... 
Edward Morris.. .... 
George D. Prentice.. 
Charles Sentelle....... 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Wendcll—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Clingman, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Fior- 
ence, Foster, Thomas J. D., Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Samuel S$. Marshall, McMullin, Smith Miller, Mordecai 
Oliver, Paine, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Savage, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Ben- 
son, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buffinton, Burlingame, i 
James H. Campbell, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 


mO 


back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Fiagler, Galloway, Gid- 
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dings, Granger, Grow, Robert R. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, 
MottsMurray, Norton, Parker, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Kitchic, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, 
Thorington, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridgc, Waldron, El- 
lihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, and 
Woodworth. 

For Mr, Farnham—Messrs. Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cul- 
len, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Hoffman, Millward, 
Puryear, William R. Smith, and Swope. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Brenton, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Dunn, Harrison, Haven, Humphrey Marshall, and Scott. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Broom, Ezra Clark, Killian 
Miller, Robison, Todd, and Tyson. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. McQueen, Milflsoi, Powell, 
Seward, and Daniel B. Wright. 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, and Robbins. 

For Mr. Prentice—Messrs, Underwood, Cox, and Ether- 
idge. 

Tor Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 

The House then proceeded to vote viva voce a 
ninth time for printer, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 162; necessary toa 
choice, 82; of which— 

Cornelius Wendell received. 

Oran Follett. ...... 

John D, Defrees... 

Robert Farnham. sse sees 


Nathan Sergeant...... 6 
A. D. Banks..... 5 
George Knapp..... 3 
Edward Morris ...... . 3 
George D. Prentice 3 
John B. Norman... 2 
Charles Sentelle ..... devos esate R toes | 


So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, John 
P. Campbell, Caruthers, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Eliott, Eustis. Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, McMullin, Morde- 
cai Oliver, Paine, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruflin, 
Rust, Savage, Shorter, William Smith, Stevens, Stewart, 
Taylor, ‘Ehurston, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Watkins, John V, 
Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Stanton, Tappan, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Is- 
racl Washburn, Watson, Welch, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Barbour, Brenton, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Colfax, Cumback, Dunn, Harrison, Haven, Hol- 
loway, Humphrey Marshall, Scott, and Thorington. 

Lor Mr, Larnham—Messrs. Carlile, Bayard Clark, Cul- 
len, Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, Hoffman, Millward, 
Puryear, Reade, William R. Smith, and Swope. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Bradshaw,Broom, Ezra Clark, 
Killian Miller, Robison, and Todd. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. MeQueen, Millson, Powell, 
Winslow, and Daniel B. Wright. 

For Mr. Knapp—Me Kennett, Lindley, and Porter. 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Clawson, Pennington, and Rob- 
bins. 

For Mr. Prentice—Messrs. Cox, Etheridge, and Under- 
wood. 

For Mr, Norman—Messrs. English and Smith Miller. 

For Mr. Sentelle—Mr. Andrew Oliver. 


Mr. CARUTHERS. _I desire to place in nom- 
ination, for the office of public printesof the House, 
George Knapp. I will merely say that he is of 
the Missouri Republican. I suppose no debate 
is in order, or I should have something to say in 
respect to the nomination. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 
POSTPONEMENT OF ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I have a res- 
olution directly in connection with the business 
before the House, which I presume is in order. 
I ask that it be read; after which, I move the 
previous question, and ask for the yeas and nays 
upon its adoption. It is to postpone the election 
of printer until the first Monday in December 
next. 

Mr. MACE. 
adjourn. 

r. LETCHER. 
upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MACE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. _I renew it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Idemand the yeasand nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 78, nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bradshaw, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. 


I move that the House do now 


Idemand the yeas and nays 


Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Bayard Clark, Colfax, | 
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Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Ether- 
idge, Eustis, Flagler, Foster, Giddings, Granger, Grow, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Mace, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, McMuilin, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Parker, 
Perry, Pike, Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, William R. Smith, Stanton, Swope, 
Tappan, ‘Phorington, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, 
Elithu B.. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barbour, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Bumett, John P. Camp- 
beh, Carlile,Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Dean, Dowdell, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliott, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hail, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, 
MeQueen, Millson, Millward, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Pennington, Porter, Powell, Pus- 
year, Ready, Robbins, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, William 
Smith, Stewart, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Waldron, 
Walker, Watkins, Winslow, and John V. Wright—73. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at twenty-five minutes before three o’clock) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 


o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, February 13, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. DEAN. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in obedience to law, an abstract 
of offers and alist of contracts for articles furnished 
for the Bureau of Docks and Yards, for the year 
ending June 30, 1856, and for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1855, not embraced in his last report; 
which, on motion by Mr. Apams, was ordered to 
lic on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of William 
L. Griggs, a messenger connected with the marine 
corps, praying to be allowed the same extra com- 
pensation as has been allowed to other messengers 
of a similar grade in the employ of the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of Charles 
S. Merchant, major of the third regiment of the 
United States artillery, praying for pecuniary 
relief for losses sustained in Decmber 1853, by 
the destruction of provisions and stores on the 
steamship San Francisco; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER. I offer the petition of William 
W. Belden, of the State of Connecticut. He sets 
forth that he is the son and heir-at-law of Eben- 
ezer Belden, late of Batavia, in the State of New 
York; that his father was appointed assistant sut- 
ler in the garrison at Fort Niagara during the last 
war with Great Britain, in the year 1813; that 
while serving in that capacity he made purchases 
of military stores and other property for the use 
of the garrison, expending a large amount— 
$9 ,000—out of his own private funds; that in the 
winter of that year, December, 1813, Fort Ni- 
agara was taken by the British, and this property 
destroyed. His father subsequently presented a 
petition to Congress, praying for indemnity for 
this loss, but prior to any final action he died. 
He, his son, now presents a petition, asking for 
relief. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of inspectors 
of the revenue at the port of New York, in contin- 
uation of their application made in the year 1853, 
for an increase of pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
James D. Johnston, a lieutenant in the Navy, 
praying that authority may be given to the offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle his accounts as 
naval storekeeeper at Valparaiso, Chili, accord- 
ing to equity and justice; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John Vreeland, praying to be allowed a pension 
on account of the services of his father during 
the Revolution; which was referred to the Com- 


$ 


i mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. SUMNER ‘presented: resolutions of. the. 
Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of the-un-~ 
conditional repeal of the fugitive slaveact of 1850, 
as unconstitutional; which were read, ordered ‘to 
lie on the table, and be printed. f 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of: Massa- 
chusetts in favor of the adoption of measures by ` 
the Executive for securing to the. people of Kan- 
sas their just constitutional rights; which -were 
read, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- ' 
chusetts in favor of the passage of an act granting 
indemnity for French spoliations prior to the year 
1800; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Massa~ 
chusetts in favor of abolishing the duties on for- 
eign coal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. HALE. I have received, and been re- 
quested to present to the Senate, a petition from 
quite a number of merchants and ship-owneps, 
doing business at the harbor of Erie, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, in which they represent that the 
United States steamer Michigan, while under the 
command of Commander Nicholas, who has lately 
been disgraced by the action of the naval board, 
has rendered more service to the commerce of the 
lakes than she ever did under any previous com- 
mander,and pray Congress to take such measures 
as may restorc him. I may mention, in présent- 
ing this petition, that the immediate predecessor 
of Commander Nicholas, who was in contrast with 
Commander Nicholas, was one of the naval board 
by whose action he was displaced. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I presented, the other day, the 
petition of George A. Stevens, late a master in 
the Navy, who was dropped in consequence of 
the action of the late board, which was laid on 
the table. I now ask that it may be taken up, 
and referred to the same committee. 

The petition was so referred. 


Mr. BIGLER. I present the memorial of 
Alexander Murray, a lieutenant in the Navy, 
remonstrating against the action of the late naval 
board, in striking his name from the active service 
list, and praying to be. reinstated in his former 
position. The memorialist sets forth that he 
entered the Navy as a midshipman in 1835; that 
he was promoted to a lieutenancy in 1847; that 
he has been in active service for ten years; that 
he has performed many important and difficult 
duties to the entire satisfaction of his superiors; 
that he knows no reason for the disgrace cast 
upon him by the action of the board; and he begs, 
asamatter of justice, thathe may have the oppor- 
tunity of answering his aceusers. 

The memorial is accompanied by official com- 
munications testifying to the skill, integrity, and 
ability of this oficerin discharging the duties 
specifically set forth. I move that the memorial 
and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH. J have been requested to present 
the petition of John D. Sloat, a post captain in 
the Navy of the United States, sctting forth some 
fifty-six years of valuable and efficient service 
in the Navy, and complaining that now he is 
retired, and asking relief from the action of the 
naval board. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON presented the memorial of John 
S. Taylor, a lieutenant in the Navy, who has 
been placed on the reserved list, praying to be 
restored to his former position in the service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, it was 


Ordered, 'That the memorial of the children and heirs-at- 
law of David Tomlinson, an officer in the army of the Rev- 
olution, praying to be alowed the commutation pay to 


: which he was entitled, be withdrawn from the files of the 


Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. y 


On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Reuben Lord and others, 


i| owners of the fishing-schooner Brothers, praying to be 
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allowed fishing bounty, be. withdrawn, from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
On. motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


‘Ordered, That the documents telating to the claim of the 


representatives of Nathaniel Pryor, for indemnity for dep- 
redations committed by the Winnebago Indians, be with- 
drawn from: the files. of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 


“On motion by Mr. TOOMBS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers.of the executors 
of John.Schiy, praying for the extension of a patent granted 
to him, be taken from the files, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

rb PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. WELLER.. Yesterday, on my motion, 
the usual extra number of copies of the Patent 
Office Report was ordered to be printed for the use 
of the Senate. I now move to reconsider the 
vote by which that order was made. My object 
in making the motion to reconsider is, to refer the 
subject to the Committee on Printing, in order 
that we may have the benefit of their advice 
before we proceed to order an extra number of 
copies of this work. 

he motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question of printing extra numbers was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BROWN. Some time ago we received a 
message from the President of the United States, 
communicating the proceedings of the court-mar- 
tial which tried Colonel Montgomery. Atthe time 
the. message was presented I made a motion for 
its printing. I hope that motion will now be 
considered and agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON subsequently said: On the 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi, an order 
was made this morning for printing the papers 
in the case of Colonel Montgomery. I move to 
reconsider that vote; but I do not desire to have 
action onitnow. After investigation, I will with- 
draw the motion, if I think the printing ought to 
be ordered at once, but otherwise I shall insist 
upon it. i , 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider 
will be entered. 

REMITTANCES TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to consider the expediency of pro- 
viding for the convenience and security of remittances 
abroad in small sums, by authorizing orders or dratts from 
our Post Office on foreign post offices with which it is in 
correspondence, constituting a system of international post 
oftice orders, 

ABOLITION OF HOSPITAL MONEY. 

Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to consider the expediency of abolishing, by law, the exac- 
tion of twenty cents from the monthly wages of seamen in 
the merchant service of the United States, and of boatmen 
on the western waters, constituting what is eatled hospital 
money, sothat, when sick or disabled, they may enjoy their 
present privileges at the marine hospitals without the 
present tux. 


STATUTES AT LARGE. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I offer a resolution which 
I ask the Senate to take into immediate consider- 
ation. It isin relation to the additional volume 
of the laws which has been published, and which 
we all need for the performance of our dutics. 

Resolved, That each member of the Senate be furnished 
with a copy of the tenth volume of Little & Brown’s edition 
of the Statutes at Large; and that the preceding volumes 
be furnished to those members who have not already rc- 
ceived them. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 
On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, ‘That so much of the President’s annual message 
as relates to the District of Columbia be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. | 

A message in writing, of an executive charac- 
ter, was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Private Secretary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition | 
-of R. A. Wainwright, praying to be relieved from 
the payment of certain public moneys stolen from | 
him in the city of Boston, submitted an adverse | 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. | 


He also, from the.same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Denison E. Seymour, 
preying for remuneration for losses sustained by 

im in consequence of enlisting in the engineer 
corps through misrepresentation, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. , 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Benjamin H. Movers, 
praying for a pension, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committce on Pensions; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to authorize and direct the 
settlement of the account of the Bank of the State 
of Missouri, for money advanced for the subsist- 
ence and transportation of volunteers, reported it 
back without amendment. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a joint resolution authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to furnish in cer- 
tain cases verified copies of original papers filed 
before the board for the examination of claims 
contracted in California under Lieutenant Colonel 
Frémont, reported it back without amendment, 
and recommended its passage. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. DODGE gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce separate bills for appro- 
priations for harbors already commenced on the | 
western shores of Lake Michigan, State of Wis- | 
consin, to wit: Manatowoc, Sheboygan, Racine, 
Milwaukie, and Kenosha. 

Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to establish a library 
for young men in the District of Columbia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtaincd leave to introduce a bill for the im- 
provement of the harbor of San Diego, California; | 
which was read afirst and second time, and placed | 
on the Calendar. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, in pursuance of pre- 
vious notice, asked and -obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill to provide for the examination and 
payment of certain claims of citizens of Georgia 
and Alabama, on account of losses sustained by 
the depredations of the Creek Indians; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for the construction of a suitable building for | 
the accommodation of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States, and the several offices 
connected therewith, and the post office, at Spring- 
field, Illinois; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. YULEE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
establish a port of entry at Fernandina, in the 
State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
Mr. MASON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution (S. No. 3) for the appointment of Regents 
to fill the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the | 
Smithsonian Institution; which was read the first | 
time, and ordered to a second reading. | 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the Board of ; 
Regents have been unable to obtain a quorum, in | 
consequence of the delay in organizing the House, 
and, in order to fill the existing vacancies, it is 
desirable that the resolution should be acted on 
at once. Itis one to which I presume there is no | 
objection; I therefore ask for its consideration 
now. i 
There being no objection, the joint resolution || 
was read the second time, and considered as in || 
1 
l 
| 
1 


Committee of the Whole. It provides that the | 
vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, of the class other than mem- 
bers of Congress, occasioned by the resignation 
of Rufus Choate and the death of John McPherson 
Berrien, be filled by the appointment of George 
E. Badger, of North Carolina, and Cornelius 
Felton, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Badger is known to every }: 
Senator present; and of Mr. Felton I would only | 
say, that he is professor of Greek at the Harvard 


| committee by way of appeal, be it so. 
| would be an extremely embarrassing matter for 
i the Committee on the Judiciary to take, by this 


University; that he is a gentleman of eminent | 


literary as well as other attainments, and pos- 
sesses, perhaps, a better knowledge of literary 
institutions, at home and abroad, than most 
others. ` 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. Itavas read the third time, 
and passed. V 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


Mr. HALE. I laid a resolution on the table 
yesterday, which was objected to on account of 
the absence of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Heis in his place now. I wish 
it to be taken up and passed, as it is simply a 
resolution of inquiry. 

_ The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, which is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire and report whether the provisions of an 
“ Act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 28th 
February 1855, are in accordance with the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States; and whether the 
proceedings under said act, by which large numbers of 
officers of the Navy have been involuntarily placed on the 
reserved list and on furlough, and others dismissed from the 
service, are agreeable to, and warranted by, the provisions 
of said Constitution. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move to amend by 
striking out the last words, ‘‘ agreeable to, and 
warranted by, the provisions of said Constitu- 
tion,” and inserting “agreeably to said act.” 
The first part of the resolution directs the com- 
mittee to inquire whether the act itself is consti- 
tutional. I wish, as a question of law, that the 
committee will at least give us their opinion 
whether the execution of the law has been accord- 
ing to the provisions of the law itself—whether 
they have been legal. 

Mr. HALE. I will adopt that. amendment as 
an addition, so that the resolution shall read, 
‘agreeably to the provisions of the Constitution 
and the law.”’ 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
that. 

The PRESIDENT. That amendment will be 
made by unanimous consent. The question is, 
on agrecing to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not wish to enter into 
any debate upon this resolution. I shall vote 
against its adoption. The memorials on this 
subject, or many of them, state that the act is 
unconstitutional, and the proceedings under it bar- 
barous and unconstitutional. ‘Those memorials 
have been referred to one of your standing com- 
mittecs, who have the subject under considera- 
tion. The proceedings before the board can only 
be known when that report comes in. That 
committee is now engaged in examining and 
developing those proceedings, with a view of 
informing the Senate upon them. This resolution 
contemplates the assignment of another standing 
committce to do precisely the same work; and 
that committee’s first operation will be to know 
what these proceedings are which the Committee 
on Naval Affairs is now engaged in ascertaining. 
I have no doubt the Committee on the Judiciary 
would give this resolution and this law a fair ex- 
amination; but I am aware of the fact that four 
of the members of that committee, composed of 
six Senators, havealready expressed their opinion 
on the subject on the floor of the Senate—not on 
the constitutionality of the law, but on the results 
and proceedings underit. Ihave only to say that 
those proceedings are not yet known. If their 
constitutionality is to be inquired into, I submit 
to the Senate that we had better wait for informa- 
tion as to what those proceedings were. That 
is what the Committee on Naval Affairs is now 
ascertaining. Tam not disposed to protract de- 
bate, or make any opposition to the resolution 
further than my own vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, l am inclined 
to think that the Senator from New Hampshire 
would attain his object more effectually by re- 


T have no objection to 
+ 


i| serving his resolution, and letting it lie on the 


table until we have the report of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and then moving it as an amend- 
ment; or if he chooses to refer it to another 
But it 


reference, a jurisdiction over a subject which we 
know another committee has under its control. I 
would not like to do it; and I give notice that I 
think it very probable that we should not report 


1856. 
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on it, if referred to us, until we had heard from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. HALE. Ihavenowishtodoanythingthat | 
is discourteous to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 
The Senator from Florida, however, will remem- 
ber that he avowed, as I understood him, at the 
very earliest discussion of this subject in the Sen- | 
ate, that as he understood the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, it was to sustain the | 
doings of the board. I think I could not be mis- 
taken about that. I have been requested, espe- 
cially by many of these memoralists, to have this į 
question referred to the Committce on the Judi- 
ciary. When l presented a memorial at the com- 
mencement of the session, and moved to refer it 
to that committee, it was suggested that the better 
way would be to leave the memorials all goto the 
Naval Committee, and let the question of consti- 
tutionality be raised by resolution. I have no 
desire to press it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. It would be better not to do 
80. 

Mr. HALE. I have not the slightest desire to 
press it now. If the resolution be passed, we 
can confide to the discretion of the Committee on 
the Judiciary not to take up the subject until they 
get all the facts. 

Mr. BUTLER. It had better lie over for a 
while, j 

Mr. HALE. I will let it lie. 

The resolution was postponed until to-morrow. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Jonxzs, of Tennessee, 
on the 19th of December last, which had been 
amended, on his motion, to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the report made to 
his Department. by the board of naval officers convened at 
Washington, in pursuance of an act approved February 28, 
1855, entitled **An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom- 

anying said report; or, in the absence of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether the causes for which 
officers of the Navy were recommended by that board to 
be dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department; and, 
if so, that he communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
same. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I had nearly 
closed the observations that I had to make on this 
subject the other day, when I was interrupted by 
my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Burirr.] I 
do not, however, regret the interruption, for we 

esterday received the annual distribution of the 

avy Register, and I have taken advantage of 
that for the purpose of examining somewhat more 
minutely into the action of the board, and the op- 
eration of this law, than I had previously any 
opportunity of doing. i 
he remarks which I had the honor to submit 
to the Senate the other day were confined chiefly 
to the purpose of meeting what I conceived to be 
avery erroneous construction of the statute passed 
at the last session of Congress. I, of course, do 
not intend to go over that ground again, but sim- | 
ply to recall to the attention of Senators one or two 
of the propositions to which I endeavored, at that 
time, to win their support. I stated, sir, that, in 
my judgment, the proper construction of this law 
was not given to it by those who considered the 
action of the board had the effect either of degrad- | 
ing officers who had been placed on the retired 
list, or of bringing officers for trial before some | 
tribunal which gentlemen seemed to suppose had | 
been created by the law; butthat, on thecontrary, 
the true theory of the law was this: our object | 
was to provide a retiring pension for officers in | 
the public service, who, from age or infirmity, 
had become incompetent to perform their duties; | 
and this law was necessary, because, prior to its . 
ï passage, the President of the United States had | 
: declined to exercise his executive prerogative of 
; retiring officers from the active service, because 
‘he had no other means of so doing than by re- 
‘moving them entirely from the Navy, without 
support and without reward for their past ser- | 
vices to the country. I 

I endeavored also to satisfy Senators that what |, 
is called a tribunal or special court, before which 
itis supposed we authorized charges to be brought, 
had not been properly so represented; but that, on | 
the contrary, we had provided for the President ! 


| the Navy list is composed of seven or eight hun- 


| sent, as being the names of officersagainst whom | 


| still retained in the service, even after the action ; 


of the United States what I termed a species of 
special cabinet, pro hac vice, an advisory board, | 
with whom he might consult, whose opinions | 
he might take with the view of carrying out the j! 


enactments of Congress, so as to do the least 
injury to the officers in the service, and, at the 
same time, do what the public exigencies imper- 
atively required; and that, in providing this special 
advisory boad, or special cabinet, we had selected 
officers who are what the law knows by the name 
of “experts,” that is, men possessed of special 

rofessional A aformak on kieh as would be found 
m the ranks of no other profession, and whom, 
therefore, it was eminently proper that Congress 
should select as an advisory board for this special 
occasion. 

I did intend to say a word or two more, and 
perhaps this is not the worst time to say it, in 
relation to some charges which have been made, 
both as to the construction of this law, and as to 
the manner in which it has been carried into effect 
by the officers charged with its execution. My 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] in the appeal 
which he made the other day to our sympathies, 
charged upon the board precipitate actlon—action 
which, upon its very face, shows that it could į 
not have been accompanied by that due delibera- 
tion which should mark the conduct of men! 
charged with so delicate and responsible a duty. 
He arrives at the result in this manner: he says 


dred names, and then that the board was in ses- 
sion a certain number of days and hours, and he 
calculates that, by dividing the time by the num- 
ber of officers on whose cases the board acted, he 
produces a quotient, which he thinks represents 
the exact quantity of time applied to each case. * 
Now, Mr. President, I would submit to Sena- 
tors—I would submit to the gentleman himself, 
whether it is at all likely that the mode of action | 
which he suggests to have been that. of the board 
could have been adopted by any intelligent set of 
officers >—whether it is not much more natural to 
suppose, and whether, in point of fact, itis not; 
perfectly certain, that a very large majority of the 
officers whose names are found on the Navy Re- 
gister were acted upon at once by unanimous con- 


no impeachment in relation to their activity and | 
efficiency could be alleged, and who were there- 
fore at once segregated from the list of those upon 
whom the board was to act? It appears to me | 
that a board constituted in the manner in which | 
this was constituted by us, would very naturally 
as its first step, take up the Navy Register; that 
the presiding officer or secretary would run over 
the fist of names, one by one, and that the differ- 
ent officers comprising the board would be asked, ! 
as each name was called, to suggest whether, in 
the opinion of any officer present, any action 
was required in reference to the particular person 
whose name was so called; and if, amongst the 
fifteen members of the Navy then present, and | 
acting upon this list, no individual could be found | 
who could suggest any cause of complaint against : 
any particular name, that name would atonce be set | 
aside as not requiring the action of the board, and 
that action would be concentrated only on those 


i 


officers in relation to whom some impeachment |; 


of their efficiency or activity might be suggested | 
by some member of the board. If we suppose, | 
what is natural, that such a course as that, or | 
something similar to that, was adopted, it becomes 
very obvious that the number of cases on which | 
the board was to act was at once reduced to a, 
much smaller number than the gentleman sup-// 
poses to have been acted on by the board; and; 
that, instead of seven or eight hundred officers, at 
the very first meeting of the board but two or | 
three hundred cases would remain for action. 
Again, sir, we all know that itis utterly impossi 


i 


ble that, in a body like the Navy, where the entire f 
system of promotion for half a century has been |) 


from seniority alone—where many aged men are | 


of this board—there should not have been a large | 
number of officers known to every member of the 
board, who, from physical infirmity, from the 
visitation of Providence, from accident, were | 


entirely inefficient and incompetent to perform |; 


service; men bed-ridden, men who had lost the | 
use of their limbs, men who had not been able to | 
leave their sick chambers for the last quarter of | 
a century, men who, perhaps, were confined in i 
lunatic asylums, and had been so confined for ; 
years. Sir, was it necessary to take such cases | 
as these, known to every individual member of | 
the board, and go through the farce of what gen- 


tlemen are pleased to call a regular and close 
examination of their efficiency and activity? Isi 
not obvious that the list, then, of those names 
which would be submitted ‘to the action of the 
board, would at once be cut off one half or two 
thirds by cases of this character, and that, in point 
of fact, what may be termed the real deliberations 
of the board, their action on cases admitting of- < 
doubt or difficulty could by no possibility have} 
extended beyond a very limited number—fifty, 
seventy-five, or one hundred cases—which might |: 
be subjects of doubt, and which might require 
careful deliberation and investigation? If my 
friend from Tennessee will adopt this basis of 
calculation, he will perhaps find that in each of 
these cases (the object of the inquiry being simply 
whether the officer was.active and efficient) the 
time devoted to their examination was amply ad- 
equate for that deliberation, which, I admit, the 
delicate functions imposed on these officers re- 
quired them to exercise. 

Another suggestion is made, having some force, 
and yet not near somuch as gentlemen insinuate, 
and to which more weight is attached by my able 
friend from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] than I think 
he will be inclined to attribute to itafter a thorough 
examination. Itis, that all the officers onthe board 
acted with a direct interest in striking names from 
the list; that they were all actuated by motives 
which made it impossible, in view of the weak- 
ness of human nature, that they should exercise 
their judgment with that impartiality and that 
discrimination which could alone recommend 
their decision to our support. It is true that, to 
a certain extent, but to a very limited extent, 
this feeling of interest might have operated; and 
in order to show how much it has been exagger- 
ated, I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
| to the care taken by Congress to eliminate from 
the board every influence of this character which 
could by possibility be taken, with a view to 
leave their judgment as unbiased as in the nature 
of things it was possible to leave it, while at the 
same time we secured the benefit of the experi- 
ence of public officers in a branch of service in 
which public duties are performed far away from 
the public eye. In the first place, sir, it was pro- 
vided that no officers upon the board should ex- 
amine into or report upon the efficiency of officers 
of a grade above them. Next, it was provided 
| that the deliberations of the board should be con- 
| ducted according to rules and regulations to be 
laid down by the Secretary of the Navy. We 
have before us those rules and those regulations; 
and it is my purpose, in a very cursory manner, 
to refer to them, and to take this list of officers 
who have been acted on by the board, and com- 


ti pare the action of the board with the regulations 


of the Secretary, for the purpose of analyzing the 
precise quantum of interest which could by pos- 
sibility have actuated the minds of officers who 
were called upon, against their wishes, to per- 
form this onerous public duty. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does the Senator know that 
such was the case as to all of them? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Many of them. I have 
been informed, nearly all of them were very anx- 
ious to be excused from the service. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does the Senator limit the 
generality of his remark? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam perfectly willing to 
limit the generality of the remark. 1 presume 
| they were actuated by the same feelings as we, 
ourselves should be under similar circumstances. 
I presume none of us would be willing to go on 
such a board, or would do so, without being re- 


i: quired by the regulations of the service. 


Mr. President, this board was constituted of 
fifteen officers: five captains, five commanders, 
and five heutenants. The board was ordered to 
meet, and the first regulation directed them to 
make “ a careful examination, in pursuance of the 
law, as to passed midshipmen, masters, and lieu- 
tenants,’’ and to make a report upon them, and 
then, that the lieutenants should retire from the 
board, and that the remainder of the board—com- 
posed of five captains, and five commanders— 
should take up the list of commanders and-make 
their report on them; and, then, that the com- 
manders should retire from the board, and leave 
the captains alone to decide as to the members of 
the service of equal grade with themselves. 
| Now, I find that, of masters and passed mid- 
| shipmen, this board acted on thirty-nine cases. 


Here; at all events, is nearly.one fifth of the action 
of. the board entirely free from the ‘slightest sus- 
picion of interest or, bias in the minds of the 
officers. . But again, I find that the action of the 
` board comprehended, also, eighty-three lieuten- 
ants. You will observe, sir, that, although there 
were five lieutenants on the board, the action of 
those five lieutenants was controlled by ten supe- 
rior officers. They composed, but. one third of 
the board; and no. officer could be affected by the 
vote.of his fellow. officer, of the samc grade, with- 
out the concurrence of superior officers, who could, 
by no possibility, be affected by the decision to be 
yandered: You. will. observe, further, that the 
board, acting on the cases of lieutenants, could, 
by no possibility, know how many commanders 
or how: many captains would be operated upon 
by. the board that was to fellow them; nor what 
would be the effect on the members voting on the 
cases of those special lieutenants, of the action 
afterwards to be had by the remainder of the 
board in its deliberations upon the commanders 
and captains. So with the grade of commander, 
and so with the grade of captain. 

- "Therefore, I say that, although, to a certain 
extent, it. may. be true that a bias existed in par- 
ticular instances in the minds of particular ofi- 
cers, yet, as a general proposition, this element 
‘in the decision of the board has been greatly 
exaggerated; that it did not exist in the inferior 

rades; that it did not exist at all as regards one 

fth of the action of the board; and, as regards 
nearly one half the action of the board—that in 
relation to licutenants—-it only existed to a very 
limited extent by reason of these two considera- 
tions: first, that the action of the licutenants was 
controlled by their superior officers—double in 
number to the lieutenants on the board; and, 
next, that they could not yet tell what effect their 
own action would have on themselves, because 
the board had not acted on those superior grades 
in relation to which their own-advancement or 
promotion must necessarily depend. 

So much for the question of interest. Then 
again we are told, “ Look at this report, take the 
upper and the lower half of the Navy, and four 
fiths of the action of the board has been confined 
to: the upper half, and only one fifth to the lower 
half;”? and we are asked if it is possible that a 
result like this could be attained, if anything like 
fairness or impartiality presided over the deliber- 
ations of this advisory board?) Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, gentlemen who put this question surely do 
not reflect on what they ask. Were we called 
upon to act in relation to the pruning of the Navy, 
to pruning decayed branches from the trec, and 
did we soact with the expectation that young and 
vigorous roots would be cut off, and old and de- 
cayed limbs left on the tree? Did we not act on 
the very hypothesis that the state of facts repre- 
sented to us, for years and years, prior to the 
passage of this act, still continued to exist, and 
that the accumulations of half a century had left 
in the Navy, in its higher grades, officers who, 
however meritorious, and however deserving of 
the respect and gratitude of their country for 
prior services, had become incompetent to perform 
the duties which their profession required of them 
at the present day? Did any man expect, when 
this law was passed, that it would be the young 
officers who would be disrated—that the younger 
officers of the Navy would be retired, and placed 
on the leave of absence list? Or was it not our 
intention, and was it not the direct purport of the 
law declared on its face, that a pension list should 
be provided for decayed and inefficient officers? 

I desire, Mr. President, now to approach really 
what is the question at issue before us; I wish to 


say something about the remedy that is to be af- | 


forded in the cases of such persons as may satisfy 
us that injustice or error has been committed to 
their prejudice. I would not, for any considera- 
tion. short of the public service of my country, 
that injury should be done to any individual. I 
desire no harsh and extreme measures in the pres- 
ent case. In all the observations that I have had 
the honor to submit to the Senate on this law, I 
have had in view one sole object—the good of the 
public service, and the efficiency of one arm of our 
national defense. If that can be reconciled with 
relief to any of those officers who clamor so loudly 
in relation to the action of the board on their. par- 
ticular cases, I am willing to do not only what is 
just, but I am willing to go as far.as any member 


1 undo all that has been done. 
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on this floor in doing what is-liberal or gener- 
ous. - : 

But, sir, gentlemen here propose tous to repeal 
this law. We are gravely told by experienced 
Senators on this floor that it is our duty to hold 
back the entire list of promoted officers, not to act 
on their nominations, but to repeal the law, and 
I might have some 
fear that the Senate, under the pressure which has 
been brought to bear upon it, could be induced to 
do that, if it had the power; but it has not the 
power, and I am glad it has it not, for the sake of 
my country. i 

Now, sir, for a moment I propose to call the 
attention of Senators to this point. I wish to 
know in what way Congress can act on tais law, 
so as to accomplish the object which some Sena- 
tors seem to have in view, of restoring to the 
Navy every officer upon whose case the board 
acted, and putting this branch of the public ser- 
vice in precisely the same condition in which it 
existed before, in holding back from worthy offi- 
cers the promotion to which the verdict of their 
fellow officers has. declared them entitled, for 
their efficiency and activity, and in consigning 
the Navy to the same condition about which such 
loud complaints have been made for years past? 
and complaints made, too, by some of the very 
officers who now remonstrate, when the reform 
which they sought has reached themselves, 

I think no gentleman will undertake to say that 
officers who have actually been dismissed from 
the service by the President of the United States 
can be restored to the service by the action of 
Congress. My friend from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
arp] accedes to that proposition. I think I may 
challenge that ingenious and able Senator, on a 
careful and critical examination of this law, to 
draw the distinction which I know he intends 
to draw between the officers on the reserved list 
and the officers who have been dropped from 
the service. My friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
Toucey) suggested—I did not understand him 
to say after any very thorough examination or 
study of the subject—but he suggested the other 
day that a reveal of the law would have the effect 
of restoring to active service officers on the re- 
served list. Now, I presume no Scnator on this 
floor will deny that, whenever a vacancy exists 
in the public service, the President of the United 
States alone, under the Constitution, has the 
right to fill that vacancy. ‘That can be denied by 
none. If that proposition be once admitted, there 
remains but this question of fact to determine: 
have vacancies arisen under this law in the public 
service, and have they been filled by the Presi- 
dent of the United States in virtue of his execu- 
tive prerogative? Let the law answer for itself. 
I will read the words of the second section: 

“ And vacancies created in the active service list, by 
placing officers on the reserved list, shall be filled by regu- 
lar promotion in the order of rank and seniority. And 
officers who may be promoted to fill the vacancies created 
hy the reserved list shall, white unemployed, receive only 
the “Jeave-oftabsence,’ or‘ waiting-orders’ pay.” 

Mr. BAYARD. Will my friend allow me to 
make a single remark, as [ do not purpose to 
speak on this question generally, to-day, in refer- 
ence to that part of the law, and he can then com- 
ment on my position? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


Į yicld. 
Taccede, Mr. President, fully 


lj to the remark that no action of Congress or of the 


Senate can restore to the service an officer who 
has been dropped from the rolls of the Navy by 
the direction of the President; but if, in reference 
to a law of the nature of the one under considera- 
tion, the sense of Congress should be expressed 
as to its inoxpediency by a repeal of the law, 1 
ican hardly presume that the President would 
refuse to restore those who have been dropped, if 
the law under which they were dropped were 
absolutely repealed, and the repealing statute was 
approved by himself, the object being to put 
things in their former condition, and then to pro- 
vide a different and more fitting remedy for the 
improvement of the Navy. I concede that we 
have not ourselves the power to do that. As to 
officers who have been retired, whether on fur- 
lough pay or on leave-of-absence pay, I cannot 
agree with the honorable Senator from Louisiana. 
Under the practice which regulates the Navy— 
though there is no positive law on the subject—the 


i President of the United States, and he alone, 


| ciple by this very law. 


grants a commission, and he alone makes a pro- 
motion, subject to the ratification.of the Senate. 
The present law was necessary for. the creation 
of a retired list to enable the President to put men 
out of the line. of promotion, and the usage of 
promotion by seniority ig recognized as a prin- 
7 Now, if you repeal .the 
law, I ask—those officers remaining in the Navy, 
though being under the law placed out of the line 
of promotion—will not the repeal of the law neces- 
sarily. place them in the line of promotion again, 
according to their former position? Is not that 
the necessary cffect of the repeal of the law? 
Where does the President derive the right to 
place an officer out of the linc of promotion, ex- 
cept under this law? He has no such right under 
his general powers over the Navy. 

I admit that the President has a right to over- 
slaugh an officer, but he must do it subject to. the 
consent of the Senate; and there has been more 
than one instance in which a conflict has arisen 
between the Executive and the Senate of the 
United States in regard to that subject. The 
Senate have repeatedly assumed the power, where 
without cause satisfactory to them the President 
has promoted a junior officer over the head of his 
senior, who was entitled, by seniority, to his 
place, of laying the nomination on the table, or 
of refusing to confirm it. I know of no instance 
of that kind in which the Senate have not suc- 
cceded and the Executive has not yielded, be- 
cause it was the usage of the service that officers 
should be promoted by seniority; and, unless 
good cause was shown for disregarding the usage, 
the Senate would not confirm the promotion of a 
junior over a senior. That usage has become a 
part of the regulations of the Navy; and, in my 
judgment, it is as restrictive on the despotic and 
absolute power which would otherwise exist in 
the President as if it were directly by the Con- 
stitution conferred as part of his right of nomina- 
tion and our right of confirmation. 

Now, sir, I hold that, if the law be repealed, 
the ofiicers on the reserved list will be restored. 
They have not been dropped from the service, 
but they have been placed out of the line of pro- 
motion in consequence of the law of the last ses- 
sion; and when you repeal that law, they will 
stand in precisely the same position which they 
occupied before the law waspassed. If the Pres- 
ident had nominated to the Senate a junior officer, 


| overslaughing a senior one, the Senate would have 


inquired iuto the facts; and if they were satisfied 
that there were no grounds for overslaughing him, 
they would have laid the nomination on the table 
or rejected it. They have done so in my own 
experience here; they did so long before I was a 
member of the Senate. The Executive has ac- 
ceded to this power of the Senate. I think it was 
a wise and necessary power; and though not ex- 
pressly conferred by the language of the Consti- 
tution, it is incident to the power of confirmation, 
and, in my judgment, is necessary to restrain 
anything that may operate by way of error—no 
matter what the causc—in the promotion of a 
junior over a senior officer. i 7 

Sir, long before I was a member of the Senate, 
there was a case in which I took a deep interest, 
individually, and I recollect it from having been 
in Washington at the time. In that case the Pres- 
ident of the United States overslaughed one of 
the most distinguished and gallant officers of the 
Navy, subsequently a member of this body. 
[The honorable Senator was understood to al- 
lude to Commodore Stockton.] When the nom- 
ination overslaughing him was sent to the Senate, 
it was laid on the table or rejected. The conse- 
quence was that the President receded from the 
nomination, and left that officer in his proper 
grade. Sorry would I have been if the Senate 
had not so acted, and 1 think the country would 
have regretted it, for it would probably have de- 
prived us of the subsequent distinguished ser- 
vices of that officer during the war with Mexico. 
There have been other instances of a similar char- 
acter, in which the Senate have taken the stand 
that, unless they were satisfied that the officer 
over slaughed was properly overslaughed,they 
would not confirm the nomination of another per- 
son to the position to which he would be entitled 
by.his seniority. ' 

I have thus stated my views on this question. 
Į think the necessary effect of repealing the law 
would be to restore all officers to the right of 
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promotion which the settled usage of the service 
accords to seniority, with the excepted cases of 
manifest incompetency on the part of the senior 
who is overslaughed. In other words, it will re- 
store the law back to where it stood before; and 
the Senate of the United States will then have just 
as rauch right to judge of the propriety of over- 
slaughing a particular officer as the President, 
though he takes the initiative in reference to the 
matter. They have exercised the power before, 
I think, wisely and judiciously. I have men- 
tioned one instance, and I know there are others. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I was aware, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that my friend from Delaware did not agree 
with me upon this question; but when I yielded 
him the floor, I certainly expected that he would 
confine himself to a simple statement to the points 
on which we differed, more particularly as the 
floor will be entirely at his service, after I get 
through my remarks, to explain his construction 
of the law. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
day upon it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I cast no reproach on my 
friend; I only say that I supposed he wanted the 
floor for the purpose of stating his proposition, 
and notof arguing it. I have listened to the con- 
struction which he puts on this part of the law, 
but I think he has not met the point. My propo- 
sition is that, by the concurrent action of both 
branches of Congress, sanctioned by the appro- 
bation of the President, “ vacancies,’’ in the very 
words of the law itself, have been created in a 
brancli of the public service. The law says so 
in language not to be misunderstood. It leaves 
nothing open for construction; nothing open for 
observation; it says that, when the oflicers have 
been put upon the reserved list, the ‘* vacancies 
thus created” shall be filled. It then goes on to 
provide the manner in which the oflicers pro- 
moted to fill “ vacancies thus created,’’ in its own 
language, shall be disposed of for the benefit of 
the public service. 

Now, what does my friend from Delaware an- 
swer to that? He says these officers are not by 
the law taken out of the Navy. I admit it for the 
purpose of the argument. That, however, does 
not mect the difficulty. The difficulty is a con- 
atitutional one. It is the one which the venerable 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cuayron,] the 
colleague of my friend before me, suggested the 
other day—that the remedy for injustice will not 
be reached by a repeal of the Jaw. The repeal | 
of the law will leave uncontrolled discretion over 
the subject in the Executive of the United States, 
and will not have the effect which gentlemen sup- 

ose of restoring officers to the places which have 
cen vacated. 

Sir, it is utterly beyond the constitutional com- 
petency of both branches of Congress to fill vacan- 
cies in the public service. No gentleman can deny 
that. Then, if you once ascertain the fact that a 
vacancy hasexisted, you have closed the question; 
because the ascertainment of that fact determines 
the power in this Government, which alone has 
the right to fill the vacancy so created. You have 
saidin the law to the President, that when these 
officers were taken off the list, he should consider 
that vacancies had occurred in the service; and he 
approved that law. Those vacancies occurred ! 
during the recess of this body. The President, 
under the Constitution, had the power to appoint 
by commissions which will cease only at the | 
close of the present session of the Senate. You 
were not content to leave the President the dis- 
cretion of exercising this executive power, but 
you told him to fill the vacancies at once. You 
told him that he should fill those vacancies by 
promong Officers according to their seniority. 

hen, F put it to every intelligent gentleman here, 
by what process can the Congress of the United | 
States wrest from the Executive the right of filling 
those vacancies, and putting officers back again 
into their places by legislative enactment? I can |! 


I do not mean to speak to- 


see no difference in the constitutional question be- i} 
tween the case of an officer who has been dropped j 


and one who has been retired, in that respect, If! 
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you once admit that a vacancy has existed—and 
you must admit it, because you have so declared 
by the terms of your own law—you. have fore- 
closed this question, so far as legislative power 
over it is concerned. 

Mr. President, suppose I am wrong in this 
view of the subject; admit, for the sake of the 
argument, that we have the power to undo all 
that we have done; admit that it depends on our 
fiat alone whether the Navy shall be put back 
just where it was before we passed this law; is it 
wise, is it prudent, is it discriminating statesman- 
ship, to restore the whole body of the evil, be- 
cause it has not been removed in the manner most 
satisfactory in the judgment of gentlemen here 
present? What, sir, has it come to this, that in 
the Congress of the United States no man cán be 
found with ingenuity sufficient to devise a remedy 
for correcting the wrong done in the execution of 
the law, without entailing on the country the 
curse of an inefficient or incompetent Navy? 
At a moment like this, when gentlemen are ad- 
dressing us on all sides of the Chamber, threat- 
ening'us with war with the first naval Power in 
the world, we, the legislators of the country, to 
whom are confided the best interests of the 
country, and who are bound to look to its protec- 
tion, are called upon to remedy the inconveni- 
ences which may attach to a particular mode of 
executing the law, by restoring an entire body of 
incompetent and inefficient officers to the public 
service ! 

Sir, there are other and better remedies than 
this. This remedy is objectionable in every point 
in which you can view it. It is unjust to the 
officers retired; it is unjust to those who have been 
appointed in their places. Of the number of 
officers who have been retired, (nearly two hun- 
dred,) how many of them have made complaint ? 
‘Lhe Secretary of the Senate, at my request, made 
for me this morning a list of those complaining to} 
us, and there are sixty-eight who have made com-| 
plaintby petition or memorial: “Tao notrely on) 
this, however, as the limit of the number. I have 
no doubt that every one who has been acted on 
will come here, and that your table will groan 
beneath supplications, petitions, and memorials. 
Why? Not beeause of the consciousness on 
the part of those officers that injustice or wrong ! 
has been done to them, but because, yielding to | 
| a clamor which now fills the publicearin all parts | 
of the country, men have been led to believe | 
themselves dishonored and disgraced in conse- | 
quence of appeals which have first opened their 
eyes to the fact that they were really not benefited ; 
and advantaged by the action of Congress. Prior | 
to thislaw the President of the United States had no 

ower whatever over these officers when inefficient 
but to dismiss them from the publie service. Now, 
look-at your Navy Registér, and look at Your re- 
served list. I find that twenty-eight captains have | 
been reserved. There is hota man of them, as 
fay as I cai judge from the length of the period 
they have been in the public service, who is not 
sixty-five years of age; some of them are over 
eighty. They have been fifteen, twenty, twenty- 
five, or thirty years out of the public service, in | 

oint of fact. They have not been to sea for a f 
ong period of time, almost for a generation. 
They are reserved from the Navy already in point 
of fact, independently of your enactment, but in | 
consequence of it they are out of the line of pro- | 
motion. Have we any grade in the Navy above 
that of captain? No, sir. Is ita greatgrievance 
on these gentlemen who have grown gray in the | 
public service, that they are out of the line of 
promotion to some contingent admiral’s appoint- 
ment, which may at some future time be oifered | 
in the service of the country? Well, sir, appoint 
them admirals, if you please; raise them in nom- 
inal grade; give them the additional tinsel of an | 
extra epaulet, or an extra stripe on their coats; 
but take them out of the Navy list, that the ser- 
vice of your country may be efficiently done. 

These men have been forty or fifty years in the 
service, but have for the last twenty or twenty- } 
five years positively been retired in fact, but 


retired so as to be in the way: of the service of 
the Navy; and you were repeatedly so informed | 
by the Department. What did you do? You | 
provided for them a retirement for their old age; + 

‘ou preserved to them the highest grade in. the 
service. You reserved to them their full Jeave- 
of-absence ay—the pay they were getting be- 
fore the law was passed. Having thus provided 
for them an asyluii in their old age, which many 
of them occupy with hearts filled with gratitude 
and thankfulness to their country, what right 
have we now, what propriety would there be in 
our depriving them of this’ retreat and of this 
pension? Allow them to remain as they are; wè 
shall leave them untormented by any idea of 
being ordered to sea, when they would be com= 
pelled to refuse duty or be subjected to dismissal 
from the Navy in consequence of inefficiency 
which is not their fault. Is there any justice in 
depriving these officers of their retirementj—a 
retirement secured beyond the power of the De- 
partment,—a retirement with which they were 
satisfied until this clamor was raised? . Sir; you 
will remember the old story of: the client who 
burst into tears when his lawyer told the jury how 
badly he had been treated; he never knewit before. 
(Laughter. } 

So of these officers. They were all perfectly 
satisfied and content until a number of those who 
felt the sting, from the fact that they were not 
retired in that grade of honor into which the best 
officers of the service were retired, made a clamor 
until they filled the public car with their denunci- 
ations of the board and of the operations of the - 
law. They have by degrees succeeded in im- 
pressing on their fellow-oflicers—but not yet on 
the American people—the idea that they were 
degraded by being retained in the public service 
with full pay and full grade, but placed out of tha 
way of active and competent officers for the time 
being. Isay, in relation to these men, take up 
your list of commanders who have been forty or 
fifty years in service—some of them twenty or 
twenty-five years without having been to sea—and. 
what are you going to do with them? You have 
provided for them, fairly, justly, and liberally, a 
pension list such as exists in no other country 
under heaven. Now you are asked to repeal that 
provision, Why? Canany just or good reason 
be given why we should do it? None, sir, unless 
it be absolutely impossible for the wisdom of 
Congress to devise some other remedy for any 
cases of injustice which may be proved. 

But, sir, there is another class of officers to 
whom I desire to call thé attention of thé Senate, 
who would be affected by the repeal of this law; 
and I ask Senators if they aré ready so to act on 
that class? ‘The naval board has reported such 
of the officers of the Navy as are competent, effi~ 
cient, active, and an honor to-your service. You 
ordered your President to promote them. He has 
doneit. They have the pledged faith of the country 
for thatpromotion. You cannot, in honor, with- 
draw it. You have ordered the President of the 


| United States to promote them just in the way 


he has done. He has not only promoted. them, 
but they are scattered over the four quarters of 
the earth. One of them is in command of your 


| Brazilian squadron; another is the ficet-captaiit 


in the Mediterranean. Forty-seven lieutenants 
who have been promoted under this law are in 
active service, scattered over the world, Alitheir 
domestic arrangements have been made; every~ 
thing that was required for a change of: position 
in the service has been accomplished. They have 
been sent abroad with a promotion offered them 
under the law, and accepted by them in the im- 
plicit confidence that Congress would not after- 
wards degrade them back to.a rank from. which 
Congress had, of its own volition, promoted them. 

Now, because certain officers of the Navy re- 
main out of active service, butin full possession 


| of their grade, their emoluments, their official 


honors—because by the judgment of their fellow- 
officers they have been so placed, without any 
fault attributed to them, without degradation, and 
without decrease of rank, or diminution of pay, 


tpt ee 


. Navy all officers who may by this board of re- 
view be pronounced competent and efficient pub- 
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and they choose tọ complain, Congress is called 
‘upon to do this enormous wrong to the others— 
not to put them on a reserved list, not to preserve 
to them their. pay, their rank, and their emolu- 
ments, but to strike them down and degrade 
thei from a'position towhich you yourselves have 
advanced them=to“tell an oficer who has once 
‘tod ‘the déck of a public vessel in full command 
over the little empire which is confided to his | 
control, to come,back from his proud position as 
commander, to take the epaulette from his shoul- 
der, and to tear thé stripe from: his sleeve, and 
put him back again at the beck and control of a 
superior officer. 

r. President, is nothing due to this class of 
officers? Have they no sensibilities that can be 
wounded by your action? Is it to be supposed 
that gentlemen who come home, after a two or 
three years’ cruise in foreign waters, and find 
themselves thus degraded in rank by the repeal | 
of the law, (if the repeal have the effect which 
gentlemen suppose,) decreased in pay and emol- 
uments, will remain in your service under such a 
state of things? Sir, that will be an occasion 
when an appeal to the public justice of the country 
could: well be made. They could say, and say 
with truth, ‘No man insinuates that we are in- 
active or inefficient; not one breath of suspicion 
has been uttered against our character or our po- | 
sition in the service; we are to blame in no man- 
ner whatever; we did not ask for position; we 
have been promoted under your law; and having 
once received that promotion we can no longer 
remain in the service if we are degraded from the 
promotion thus voluntarily tendered tous, The 
result would be, that, with a declared view of 
promoting the efliciency of the Navy, you would 
dismiss from it every active, efficient officer in 

our service. The proposition of Congress by 
its last enactment was to protect the Navy; but 
the protection offered by such a system of legis- 
lation as this would be just such protection as 
the tree offers to the storm-tossed traveler, when | 
it allures him to a deceitful shelter beneath its 
shade, and then becomes the treacherous con- 
ductor of the bolt that destroys him. 

- Mr. President, the entire public service of the 
country will unquestionably be subverted by the 
adoption of any such remedy as that; I am free 
to say, however, that, in my judgment, there 
does exist a romedy—a remedy which recon- 
ciles the claims of those officers who have been 
advanced under the pledged faith of Congress, 
with the claims of justice of those who complain 
of the action of the board in their cases, and which y 
also, and above all, preserves and promotes the 
efficiency of the Navy as an arm of the public 
defense. I think our course of action ought to, 
be this: first, and as a matter of imperative duty, 
confirm the nomination of every officer appointed 
by the President to fill the vacancies which you 
created by your law. That is a duty to them. 
It is a duty to the public. Then establish, if you 
please, as suggested by my friend from Delaware, 
{Me Bayanrp,| and by the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Sewarp,] a board of review—call it 
by any name you please; bring before it every | 
officer who chooses to complain of the action | 
which has been had in his particular case; letj 
that board, or court, or tribunal—I care not what | 
name you call it; I look at things, not at words— 
be organized; arrange itas you please—l will vote | 
for it to snit you; and let every officer who has 
cause of complaint present his case before it. 
Then pass a law authorizing the President of the | 
United States to restore to active service in the 


lic officers; and, if its judgment be approved by 
him, put them back in the Navy in the rank and | 
position which they held before; but with a pro- 
vision that, when vacancies occur by their death 
or resignation, those vacancies shall not be filled 
until the regular number of each grade be restored. | 
By this course these officers will be restored to 
their former rank; no injustice will be done to 
them; and the sole inconvenience that can result | 
from a law of this kind is simply that, for a short 
period—for a few years in relation to the officers 
restored to the service, the country may be put 
to the expense of paying a few more dollars per 
annum, by having a few more officers in each 
grade than our laws now require. What do we 
care for that? Of what consequence is that? Gen- 


tlemen will not, surely, allow a consideration of 
that kind to weigh on their minds. By doing this, 
I think we shall reconcile the claims of justice to 
officers abroad, justice to officers at home, and 
justice to the public service of the country. 

Mr. President, I regret to have detained the 


desire to utter a word that should injure the feel- 
ings or wound the sensibilities of any gentleman 
who has been affected by the action of this board. 
I know but very few of them. Those that I do 
know I am proud to be acquainted with, and de- 
light to honor. Some of them, if my judgment 
were consulted in the matter, I should immediately 
pronounce to be some of the finest officers in the 
service; but I distrust my judgment; I do not 
believe I know them as well as their fellow-officers 
know them. 
them the amplest opportunity for establishing 
their claims to the confidence of the country and to 
their position inthe Navy. ‘Take the plan which 
I have suggested, or something equivalent to it, 
and you will restore health and vigor to the body 
of the Navy—a body of which the whole people 
is proud—a body in whose veins no pulse can 
throb without meeting a response from the heart 
of every true patriot, of every American Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that it is the 
papon of my friend from Louisiana to introduce 
such a proposition as that which he has indicated ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iwill do so with the great- 
est pleasure, if the Senator from South Carolina 
desires it; but I beg of that Senator to reflect that, 
by so doing, J should be encroaching on the pre- 
rogative of my friend from Florida, the chairman 
of the Committee on-Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I supposed that, from what 
the Senator from Louisiana said, there was per- 
haps some understanding as to bringing forward 
a proposition of the nature which he indicated. 
Itis a matter with which I have noright to inter- 
fere; but I thought, perhaps, from the remarks of 
my friend, that he was about to propose such a 
measure. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I pledge mysclf to prepare 
after we have heard from the Committce on Naval 
Afairs. IT presume that committee, by its report, 


remedy. 


` Mr. BUTLER. No doubt of it. 


val Affairs. That proposition will be presented 
to the Senate by a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT, The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

Mr. TALE, 
vote on the resolution, I have nothing to say; but 


subject. If the Senate are ready to vote, I shall 
not detain them now. 


tain the Senate; I rise merely 
isfaction that the honorable $ : 9 
ana is willing to do all that I think is requisite to 


from partiality or from any cause, as ma 
existed in the examination of the state of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy. Iam glad that he has sug- 
j gested a means of doing justice to the different 


rehearing to those who may sce fit to complam, 
That has been my object from the Beginning. If 
that were generally understood, it would, in my 
judgment, velicve all difficulties as to the existing 
Jaw. Before I take my seat, I desire, as I occupy 
the floor, to make a few further remarks on the 
vosition assumed by the honorable Senator from 

ouisiana as to the power of Congressand of the 


repeal of the law, and the effect of that repeal. 
The honorable Senator from Louisiana con- 
tends that we have no power over the subject, 
because the law having created a vacancy, and 
the vacancy having been filled, no legislation now 
could have any effect upon the action under the 
law. Sir, as I read the law, the vacancy does 
not exist in the service. The officer is not out 
of the Navy; he is merely placed on a retired 
list. The word “ vacancy” is used only for the 


Senate so long. In all that I have said, I did not | 


At all events, I am willing to give į 


a billof that nature, if it shall be found necessary į 
will satisfy the Senate both as to the factsand the | 


Mr. MALLORY. Thesuggestion thrown out | 
by the Senator from Louisiana, I believe, has ; 
‘atready met the approbation —~it certainly has | 
altracted the attention—of the Committee on Na- | 


If the Senate are ready for the | 
I have some suggestions to make on the general | 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I shall not de- | 
to express my sat- | 


Senator from Louisi- ; 


he done to correct such errors of judgment, arising į 
have | 


parties who have been acted upon, by giving a | 


Senate, as a part of Congress, in reference to the | 


| 


pompos of enlarging the power of promotion. 


he power of promotion might have been exer- 
cised by the President; but in the ordinary course, 
if a promotion is made by the President, and the 
Senate choose to disagree to it, or lay it on the 
table, the promotion ceases with the session at 
which the nomination is made by the President. 
Therefore, as I view it, we have ample power to 
correct any error in that respect, and I consider 
that no vacancy exists as regards a single retired 
officer. What I mean is, that the officer is not 
out of the Navy; the legal number of officers is 
there; and the moment you repeal the law, they 
take their former places, because the ‘* vacancy” 
spoken of existed solely for the purpose of pro- 
motion under the law. The placing of an officer 
out of the line of promotion is a result of the law 
alone. When the law is gone, the effect of it is 
gone, as there has been no final action under it. 
I shall vote for the resolution before the Senate, 
and my general views of this law I mean to ex- 

ress at large hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I understood, 
from some of the remarks made by the honor- 
able Senator from Louisiana, thatthe question of 
repealing the law was before the Senate. I learn 
now that it is not before us, but that the simple 
question is upon passing the resolution of the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee. Iam in favor 
of that resolution, and I shall vote for it. But, 
sir, as the honorable Senator from Louisiana, in 
his eloquent remarks, has entirely passed over 
one class of officers, and as they have been con- 
sidered by most of the Senators who have spoken 
on the subject as a class beyond hope—as one 
whose day of grace is over—I desire to say a 
few words inregard tothem. The class to which 
I allude is that of the officers who have been 
dropped entirely from the naval service. Lunder- 
stand even the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
who is very much opposed to this whole proceed- 
ing, to admit that for them there is no hope. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from New 
Hampshire misunderstood me. My proposition 
was fora board of review to receive ha complaints 
of every officer acted on by the board, whether 
retired or dropped. l 

Mr. HALE. Inmy view, the Senate have just 
as much power in those cases as in regard to re- 
tired officers. There is another view which, it 
scems to me, the friends of the board are in error 
in presenting. They seem to represent the Presi- 
dent and Congress as if they were antagonistic 
powers, and they speak as if the President were 

ent on carrying out this proceeding, and that 
Congress, no matter what they might propose to 
do, could accomplish nothing. Sir, Tam no par- 
ticular advocate of the President of the United 
States, but I do not acquiesce in the justice of 
assigning to him any such position. We are his 
sworn constitutional advisers, If the Senate 
should do what they have done in repeated in- 
stances, when he sends a nomination here to fill 
a vacancy under this law, tell him that they do 
not advise and consent to the ratification of that 
nomination, for the reason that the vacancy which 
it has been designed to fill has been illegally or 
unconstitutionally created, I have not the slightest 
doubt that the President of the United States, on 
such a vote as that being passed by the Senate of 
the United States, would send back the name of 
the man who had been dropped. This has been 
frequently done. When gentlemen have been 
dropped from the naval or military service, and 
the President sent here nominations of their suc- 
cessors, and the Senate voted aot to confirm, for 
the reason that the vacancies had been improperly 
created, the President has, in every instance, I 
think, sent back to the Senate the nomination of 
the individual thus dropped. I think the power 
of the Senate is perfectly competent to reach all 
those cases. i 

Again, sir, I do not hold that a vacancy has 
been filled in a single one of these cases, The 
officers who have been promoted have received 
commissions, but those commissions do not au- 
thorize them to hold their places any longer than 
until the end of the present session of the Senate. 
Every gentleman who has taken one of these 
commissions has taken it subject to that. contin- 
gency, 

The injustice which the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana supposes will follow the repeal of the 
law cannot occur; for, by the provisions of the 
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law, the officers thus promoted do not enter upon 
the receipt of any increased pay. There is no 
alteration in their pay. They are a kind of am- 
biguous officers at the present time. They per- 
form the duty of an advanced post, but reccive 
only the pay of the post from which they were 
promoted. They are neither one thing nor an- 
other. In such a position, it seems to me it 
would be more respectable to let them be one 
thing decidedly, rather than leave them in their 
present anomalous situation. 

Sir, I believe that great injustice has been done 
by the action of this board; and, believing that 
injustice has been done, I will never consent to 
acknowledge that we are incompetent to redress 
that injustice. An eloquent picture has been 
drawn—I wish I could paint as well—by the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana of the injustice 
which would be done to those gentlemen whoare 
now wearing their new-fledged plumes of honor. 
He has depicted how hard it will be to strip 
them off when they have just begun to strut upon 
the stage with their new decorations. Sir, let me 
remind him that there are men very differently 
situated. I know men who entered’ the service 
early, who have been prompt to perform every 
duty required of them, wherever and whenever 
required. They have met the call of duty, and 
have never shrunk from it. They have been away 
from their country. They have been away from 
these Halls. They have been on distant fields of 
duty. They have been in the frigid and in the 
torrid zone. They have been, in peace and in war, 
discharging their duty conscientiously and faith- 
fully, and not making acquaintance with the 
powers which regulate things in Washington. 

"hose men, who have been faithfully, encrgeti- 
cally, and heroically performing their duty on 
distant and dangerous service, have been stricken 
down, and neither they nor their friends can learn 
the reason why it was done. 

Sir, E confess that my sympathies are for these 
men, and not for those who have been promoted 
under the operation of your new bill. I know 
that injustice has been done under it. I know 
that faithful, competent, brave, chivalric, pure- 
minded men as ever trod the deck of any vessel, 
have been stricken down, as with the palsy, by 
the operation of this law. 
single case of that kind, I never would consent 
to fold my arms and say nothing can be done. 
Sir, whenever such a case as thatcan be found— 
whenever a single solitary public servant comes 
forward and makes complaint to the Government 
of his country that, while faithfully and honor 
ably and constantly performing his duty, he has 


been stricken down and knows not why, and that | 


injustice has been done to him, to his fame, to his 
family, to his feelings, to his property—for the 
highest property is a man’s reputation—JI say, if 
there was but a single case of this kind, 1 should 
feel it to be my bounden duty, as a member of this 
body, to see if there could not possibly be some 
way devised by which justice could be done, to 
suchaone. But it is not a single case. Such 
cases are numerous, 

Now, lct me call attention to one view of this 
subject, which it seems to me would turn this 
matter the other way. Let me take the case of 
Lieutenant Maury, for it has been quoted. ‘The 
terms of the act required the dismissal or retire- 
ment of officers who were not competent to per- 
form all the duties of their respective grades, 


ashore and afloat. I take it that one of the duties | 


of a naval officer is to do exactly what Lieutenant 
Maury has been doing at the National Observa- 
tory, because his position there was assigned him 
by the Government as part of his duties as a 
naval officer, and he has been obliged by law to 
perform those duties. Well, sir, this board have 
undertaken to place Lieutenant Maury on the 
reserved list, because he is not competent, in their 
judgment, to do all the duties of a naval officer 
“ashore and afloat. Ff should like to ask if the 
fifteen men who composed that board felt them- 
selves competent to do the duties which Lieuten- 
ant Maury has been doing? If not, and those 
duties are naval duties, as the law requires that 
every naval. officer retained should be competent 
to perform all the duties of a navalofficer, ashore 
and afloat, these men ought to be turned out. 
Lieutenant Maury has been doing his duty there. 
Are not his duties in the Observatory those of a 
naval officer? Are they not required of him by 


If there was only a | 


T 


| law as a naval officer? If he has been required 
| by law to perform duties in the very place where 
the law has put him, and the board have reported 
| that for that reason he ought to be turned out, I 
say justice requires that there should be another 
board, composed of such men as have been doin: 

scientific duties—such as Lieutenant Maury an 

| Lieutenant Gilliss, who has been piaced in the 
same situation—and all officers who are not found 
competent to the high scientific pursuits in which 
those gentlemen have been engaged, and by which 
they have reflected so much honor on themselves 
and on the service of the country, should be 
turned out. By this rule every officer in the Navy 


to be turned out. Suppose they did that, how 
large a Navy do you think you would have? 
[Laughter. } 

Well, sir, these duties are honorable duties. 
Certainly, the honorable Senator from Louisiana 
will not say that Licutenant Maury has disgraced 
himself—that he has been engaged in pursuits 
derogatory to the character of an officer or a gen- 
tleman, or that he has been doing anything else 
than the duties required of a naval officer ashore. 
If he has been doing such duties, and the law is 
to receive the interpretation that, because being 
lame in one of his limbs, he cannot perform some 
duties afloat, as well as others can, and he has 
| been turned out for that reason, I say that, vice 
versa, the gentlemen who cannot do what he has 
been doing ought also to be turned out. 


character in the law which require an examina- 
i tion, Let me give another case—for you can 
only come to a general result by looking at indi- 
vidual cases—let me refer to the case of Com- 
mander Nicholas, a man in whose behalf a 
| memorial was presented to-day. Here let me 
remark that I am very favorably situated in one 
respect for judging of this law. “I have no friend 
who is affected by the law; I have no connection 
by blood or marriage who is affected by it. I 
have no feeling for any of those officers, except 
the common bonds of humanity. They have no 
other connection with me, and for this reason | 
can speak impartially. Let me instance the case 
of Commander Nicholas. He is a man between 


age in this body—a man in the very maturity of 
his powers, physical and mental. tte is the son 
of a very distinguished gentleman of Virginia, 
for some years Governor of that State, and a 
| member of this body. Unlike many other sons 
of distinguished men, he was not content to live 
on the reputation of the past, but determined to 
secure an honorable fame for himself. 


his duties satisfactorily. 
that, in the opinion of naval officers of the pres- 
ent day—whuse opinions should be listened to 
by the Senate—he has not his superior in the 
Navy as a gentleman and an officer, and an effi- 
cient officer. He has been performing duties on 


f 


of onerous and responsible duties, he was laced, 
not on that honorable retired or pension list, of 


was degraded—he was involuntarily put down on 
the furlough list. He has made no complaint 
himself; but the country that he has served has 
made complaints. 

Are we to be told that, in such cases as that, 
| we are without a remedy? Are we to be pre 
vented from doing justice to such an officer as 
: that, because somebody who was behind him, 
and who ought to be behind him still, has got his 
place and has strutted in his plumes for a few 
weeks, unjustly, as I think? No, sir. I think 
no injustice will be done to anybody by putting 
things back as they were. I have always 


when a man, or a government, or a corporation, 
or a community, has taken a false step, the best 
way is to retrace it. I know that some men 
boast that they never take a backward step. I 
remember that a very distinguished Senator on 
this floor, who is not here now, once said that he 
never took a step backwards. An honorable 
Senator, who then represented the State of Mis- 
sissippi, but who is not now here, administered 
to him what I thought was the handsomest rebuke 


not competent to discharge all those duties ought | 


I think there are a great many things of this; 


fifty and sixty years of agc—about the average | 


He carly : 
entered the naval service, and has performed all } 
Tam authorized to say | 


which the Senator from Louisiana spoke, but he £ 


thought, Mr. President, and I believe now, that | 


| 


| 


; than he thought himself. 
| the northern lakes such as were never rendered | 
f in that quarter of the country before since we had ! 
a Navy. While he was there, in the discharge | 


Tever heard. He described the conversion of St. 
Paul. He said that St. Paul was traveling from 
Jerusalem to Damascus with letters to persecute 
the saints.. He met light on the way; and after 
this light had. shone upon him, said the honor- 
able Senator, he did not keep.on to Damascus: to 
persecute the saints, and make a sort of retired 
list of them, [laughter;] but he turned round.and 
went back to Jerusalem. St. Paul, saidhe, took 
a backward step, and does the Senator think him- 
selfa greater man than Paul? i 

Now, sir, I think we have made a false step, 
but not irretrievably false; and I believe, if the 
Senate will retrace it, and do so absolutely, en- 
tively, and thoroughly, and will follow the rule 
prescribed by the prophet, and break off, justice 
will be done. No halfway measure will meet 
this case; no homeopathic doses of reform are 
adequate to the emergencies of this disease. No, 
sir, what we want is a total retraction from the 
false position which we have taken; and. when 
we have got back we shall be no worse off than 
when we began, and we ean then go forward, and 
go forward promptly; but when we have done 
injustice, it is useless to talk about any remedy 
which does not look to the full redress of that 
injustice. I believe, sir, that the Secretary of 
the Navy—I believe that everybody who has 
spoken on the subject-—I believe that the eloquent 
Senator from Louisiana admits that wrong has 
been donc. I think the Secretary of the Navy 
seemed to suppose that, if there were a few men 
who had been unjustly dealt by, there were a 
great many who got no more than they deserved; 
and as they were all in one mass, he thought it 
was not worth while to take the trouble to separ- 
ate them, but he would let them go, and that 
afterwards, by some process or other, that might 
he devised or might not, the wrong might be re- 
dressed, and a remedy afforded. 

Sir, the remedy ought to be as broad as the 
wrong. Some men, it is said, ought to be out of 
the Navy. I will not deny it; but I will say—no 
matter whether you call this a trial or not—that 
they have been subjected to the penalties which 
would follow a trial; andif there has been a man 
dismissed for drunkenness, for lying, or for any- 
thing else, why not give him an opportunity to 
disprove the charge? If there was subjected to 
the authority of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana an individual so low and humble, and 
if he undertook to correct him for drunkenness 
orlying, and the man protested that he was neither 
a drunkard nor a liar, would not the Senator in- 
stitute some species of trial before correcting him? 
No one can doubt that he would do it, 

We are told that this retirement or dropping is 
no punishment, and that the gentlemen who have 
heen affected by it have been honorably and fairly 
deait by, It scems to me that would be a good 
suggestion if it came from them; but, sir, I never 
yicided to the force of any suggestion which un- 
dertook to satisfy a man that he was better used 
I remember, in tho 
discipline to which Iwas subjected in the town 
schools of New England, that the master never 
flogged a boy without telling him it was for his 
good—that he would be a great deal better off for 
it; but he always failed to convince the boys. 
[Laughter.] I cannot say what the reason was, 
but he never did convince one of them; and you 
never can convince these gentlemen that gross 


: wrong and injustice have not been done to them. 


_ Now, let me ask the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, if he thinks all the wisdom of Con- 


, gress was exhausted when this bill was passed? 


is it not possibic, if we repeal the law, that we 
can, by putting our heads together and seeing the 
mistakes that have been made, presentsomething 
which will remedy the evils complained of, with- 
out doing the injustice that has been committed ? 
Ibelicve we can, and I believe the honorable Sen- 
ator himsclf can do it. 1 think, however, that the 
first step to redress the wrong is to retrace what 
we have done; and, so believing, I am for a total, 
unconditional, immediate, sweeping repeal of the 
law. I am for rubbing out all the proceedings 
under it, and beginning anew. I shall not, how- 
ever enter into that question now, because | hope 
enough has been said to induce us to pass the 


resolution of the honorable Senator from Tenn-' 


essee, which is simply to put us in the posses- 
sion of some facts that may enable us to act 


ii more understandingly on the subject. For that 


rédson; I forbear to 


enter further into the discus- 
sion. ; : 
_ Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from. New 
‘Hampshire ‘complains of my being unwilling to 
admit these officers to be judges of their own cases, 
-and suggests. that when he was. at school, and 
“was whipped by his master, he was told. that it 
‘was: for his.own good, but he did not believe it. 
Now, sir, any gentleman who sees the. ability 
with: which he. acts on this floor, and. discusses 
questions like this, must be perfectly satisfied that 
his master. knew better than he did. [Laughter.] 
Mr, CRITTENDEN. . Mr. President, 1 have 
listened with great attention to the debate on this 
subject, without occupying much of the time of 
the Senate in regard. to it; nor do I propose to do 
sonow, A very few remarks will express to the 
Senate all that I propose to say. 

A debate on the general subject seems to me, 
as it has from the first, very improper at, the 
present time. I think that, unless some mode is 
proposed to us of acting on this subject, we are 

speaking entirely at random. -There is no limit 
.to- debate; there.is no object to debate; and I may 
add, there is no end to it, until there is something 
:to follew.as a conclusion. We are waiting on 
the.committee which we have appointed to pre- 
sent us with some proposition on the question. 
I have been content, though I feel a common 
interest and a common sympathy with others on 
this question, to wait until the subject should be 
placed in that position where debate would be 
proper-——where it would have an object, a purpose, 
and a limit. I still entertain that feeling; but it 
is proper, I think, to make a few remarks at this 
stage, in consequence of what has been said to- 
day. 

My honorable friend from Louisiana seems to 
suppose that those of us who are for adopting 
measures of redress now, in opposition to the | 
proceeding that has taken place by the action of 
the naval board, are acting with an indiscriminate | 
sort of statesmanship, in destroying all that has 
been donc—the good as well as the bad. He 
charges us with a want of statesmanlike diserim-.|j 
ination, Now, if I have understood the debate, 
there are no gentlemen—certainly there are but 
very few—who propose to themselves to bring 
about anything more than a fair discrimination. 
Thathas been my purpose—that has been my dec- 
Jaration. Tam willing, [am anxious to preserve 
whatever good has been accomplished to the Navy 

‘Ay the removal of incompetent officers by the 
proceedings of the naval board; but I cannot con- 
sent to preserve that good at the expense of many, 
as I believe, brave and honorable men, to whom 
injustice has been done. 

It has been asked, who will take upon himself 
the responsibility, if he could do it, of annulling 
this whole proceeding, and returning all the re- 
moved and retired officers to the rank which they 
before held? I say, in response, that T will not 
take the responsibility of voting for the degrada- 
tion or the removal of one honorable and compe- : 
tent man, My vote shall never contribute to 
such adoom. I would rather see the whole find- }, 
ing destroyed, and other means adopted of rid- |; 
ding the Navy of whatever incumbrances there | 


€ 


amay be on it, than put my name to a vote which | 
_ig to be. the sacrifice of an honorable, eficient, and | 
competent officer. That is the position which I | 
occupy» and I am not afraid to avow it. 
. . Ithmk my honorable friend from Louisiana, | 
notwithstanding his acknowledged abilities, and | 
the generous sentiments which are known to ani- | 
mate him, has'taken ratheranarrow and contracted 
view of this subject. He looks upon these vacan- | 
cies, as they may now be called, as having been | 
created in the regular and constitutional mode by |: 
the action of the President of the United States, | 
and that we cannot oppose ourselves to that action. 
Now, sir,is that so? Is not the removal of these || 
entlemen the consequence of a legal proceeding 
by a board of officers? ‘The agency of the Presi- 
dent, to be sure, forms a part of that legal pro- 
ceeding; but he is acting as an agent under this 
law in accomplishing its purposes, and not acting 
in the exercise of his constitutional power of |; 
removing unworthy officers on his own authority, 
and in which he stands in his presidential char- 
acter as responsible to the whole people. Doce 
she stand in that attitude on this occasion in 
-respectto any officer? No, sir. He stands 
surrounded by the sanction of a board, and he 
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professes to place confidence in that board, and 
merely to carry out, according to-their sentence, 
the purpose of an act of the Legislature. That is 
all; and yet, because he is Presidént, and in 
another character and under other circumstances 
hasa constitutional power, as Executive, which he 
may use, gentlemen confound this agency under 
an act of Congress with his constitutional power 
as President of the United States. 

Can any man, viewing this subject broadly and 
largely, confound the ‘President's action under 
this law, as the agent to execute it, with the con- 
stitutional character which he maintains under 
the Constitution? Yet, gentlemen tell us, here is 
the word ‘* vacancy,” and the Constitution says 
the President shall fill vacancies by nomination; 
and here is the very word “ vacancy” used in this 
statute. How are we to understand the term? 
Ave we to take itas a word isolated from all its 
context? Are we to look to the lexicographers 
for the meaning of it? Or are we not to take it in 
connection with the whole statute, and as quali- 
fied by the circumstances and provisions of the 
law? Certainly, we are. It means such a va- 
cancy as the law makes, and no more. How is 
that vacancy made? Not by the rightful consti- 
tutional power of the President of the United 
States, for which he stands responsible to the 
people, but it is made under the authority of an 
act of Congress. It is made in virtue of anagency 
conferred upon the President by tliat act; and it 


| is made as the consequence of action by another 


body—a board of naval officcrs—just as much as 
the judgment of a judge is founded on the verdict 
of ajury. The board are the jury, and the Pres- 
ident is the appointed agent'to execute their. ver- 
dict. That is his position in this case, as I un- 
derstand and comprehend it; and in that aspect 
and in that attitude it is a subject for cognizance 
by the superior legislative power of Congress. 
I believe that without touching, much less en- 
croaching upon, the constitutional power of the 
President, we can correct the evil. 

But, sir, I care not for this. Without regard 
to the difference between legal and constitutional 
consequences, let us endeavor to understand 
rightly the act that has been done, and the au- 
thority under which it has been done, and then 
we shall better understand the limits of our-own 
power and atithority. However this may be, I 
am satisfied to retain whatever of good has been 
done. All I wish to do is to snatch from the 


| burning those who have been unjustly condemned. 


T am as anxious as the Senator from Louisiana, 
as anxious as any one who feels the least solicitude 
for the public interests, and particularly for the 
honor and the glory of the Navy, to preserve its 
efficiency. Jai willing to retain every particle 
of good that has been done by the action of this 
board, but I am at the sume time disposed to do 


| justice to those who may have received wrong. 


Sir, I do not look upon the consequences to 
these gentlemen in exactly the same light that my 
friend from Louisiana does. He takes up, for the 


|| particular illustration of his argument, the case 


of those old captains who have been from thirty 
to fifty years in the service, and who have now 
grown past the capacity for active duty, and have 
been, in fact, retired long ago. If so, what good 
is done by this retirement? Ee scems to think 
that if ought to be accepted by them as a boon 
and a release from the service, while they, at the 
same time, retain all the emoluments of their sta- 
tion. He thinks that, under such circumstances, 
it is singular that they should complain. 1 sub- 
mit to the gentleman whether he treats them ac- 
cording to the dignity to which they are entitled, 


li when he illustrates their case by the ignorant 


client, who did not know how much he had been 
injured until he heard his lawyer commenting on 
the cnormities which had been committed upon 
him. Js that dealing fairly with them? I am 
sure it is not. Iam sure this does not convey 
truly the feclings of that honorable gentleman 
towards this class of persons who have been re- 
moved from their positions. Sir, their stations 
have been the reward for the labors of those fifty 
years during which they bave served their coun- 
try. We do not know how to appreciate the 
feelings of such men. The station in which he 
says they are now useless is the glory of their 
lives; to stand by their flag, to control that flag 
by their command—this is the honor which they 
have gathered by years of toil, by years of trouble, 


and by years of suffering. Is it nothing to sepa- 
rate them from that flag in this manner? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘Will my friend allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Let me ask my friend 
from Kentucky, would he ever, under añy cir- 
cumstances, bê in favor of a retired list? Can 
| any retired list ever exist in the Navy without 
producing precisely the restilts which he so elo- 
quently depicts? ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As to that class of 
men, never; never, sir, unless they are willing 
voluntarily to be retired. Then there would 
be no degradation. But is it no degradation 
to a warworn old sailor to say to him: ‘* You 
are no longer fit for scrvicc; go, you are no 
longer fit to bear the standard of your country; 
go, you are inefficient—you have become incom- 
petent?” Who of us, giving free scops to his 
natural feelings, freed from all rigid ideas of pòl- 
icy, would stand before old Commodore Stew- 
art and say to him: “Sir, you have grown old; 
you are no longer fit for anything—retire, give 
place to your juniors ?” I would not be the man 
who would be willing to make such a speech to 
him. Who of us would have been willing, when 
General Washington was at the age of seventy, 
to go to him and say: ‘Sir, you have lived out 
your time; you arë unfit for service??? What 
alleviation would it have been to him to say: 
“You shall stay at home; we will feed you and 
pay you, but you are good for nothing.” 

tis said this is no degradation to these officers. 
I heard that said the other day to an athletic, her- 
| eulean-looking sou of Pennsylvania. “* Ah!’ said 
he to the gentleman who told him that it was no 
disgrace and no discredit, and that he need not 
grieve about it forit left him his full pay—* Ah!” 
said he, ‘every heart knows best its own griets.”” 
I have seen, when some of these dismissed officers 
wore talking about this question, the tear trickle 
down the cheeks which, for forty years, had been 
exposéd to storm and battle, and had never shed 
a tear for any such cause. To say that this is 
no dishonor and disgrace, and to mark the effi- 
ciency of men by theirbone, by their thews, and 
their sinews, is a strange idea. Here is one man 
whose leg is broken, and I suppose that is the. 
cause of Maury’s alleged inefficiency. He is not 
active enough! I remember, sir, a story which 
Tread in my boyish days, of a lame man who 
wanted to go to the battle of Thermopyle. He 
wished to form one of that great chosen band. 
They told him no. He replied, ‘ Lacedemon 
does not want soldiers that run away’’—and he 
went. The want of legs, therefore, is no great 
excuse to me, and no reason why you should 
exclude such a man. 

Sir, is it inefficiency in an officer to be'lame? 
Sir, Admiral Nelson had lost an arm in the public 
service of his country. Did it diminish his effi- 
ciency? No, sir, but it made him a thousand 
times morc efficient. Suppose he had lost both 
legs, and both arms, ane was set up with only 
the body, and the face, and the eye of the man, 
in the day of battle, in the center of his ship— 
would he not have stood there as the image of 
War, and the assurance of victory to every man 
around him? Butsome who, measuring by arms 
and legs, would be regarded sound, and fit to 
wrestle, run, or climb, would be vastly inefficient 
and out of place in such a position. 

But, Mr. President, I am going utterly beyond 
what I designed to say in relation to the present 
subject. Believe me, whatever you may think 
of it, these oflicers—I have found it so every- 
where—regard this as a degradation. So far as 
this degradation has been brought about upon 
‘erroneous information, or by mistake, is it not 
our duty to correct it if we can? Iam sure there 
is no one who will go further to correct it than 
honorable gentlemen on this floor, who seem to 
think that we must take for granted that all this 
‘isright. I cast no imputations on the board; L 
cast no imputations on anybody who has been 
concerned in the execution of this law. It has 
been a puinful duty to perform; I have no reason 
to doubt but that it has been performed honor- 
ably. So far as I am acquainted with the officers 
who constituted the board, there are no men 
whom any gentleman could more safely trust 
with his life or his honor. I am willing to as- 
| cribe everything that has been erroneously done 
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to mistake—honest, unintentional mistake; and 
if it can be now shown that a mistake was com- 
mitted against a worthy brother officer, is there 
a member of the board who would not desire, 
above all things, to restore him, and redeem him 
from the wrong which they themselves erro- 
neously, and upon misinformation, imposed upon 
him? Undoubtedly. 

I am willing to retain all the good, while at the 
same time I correct the injustice as far as it is 
attainable. That is all I desire. Now, itis pro- 
posed that we shall havea board of review. Well, 
sir, if that board be constituted rightly and proper- 
ly, so as to insure an impartial consideration of 
the cases submitted to them, it might answer. 


How is that to operate? My friend from Louis- | 


iana proposes—and his justice will-be satisfied 
with nothing less, I am sure—to give them back 
their exact positions in the Navy. That is the 
only way to do justice. How are you to do it? 
Are we to suspend all the nominations which have 
been or may be made to fill the places of the offi- 
cers retired or dropped? If we confirm all the 
nominations now made, and their places are filled 
by successive nominations made hereafter, how 
are you to put those officers back? Not at all, 
unless you have a law increasing the numbers of 
the respective classes to which they are restored. 
Again, are they to be restored to the foot of the 
list as now made, or are they to be placed in their 
original, numerical position on the Register? I 
suppose that, so far as military honor is concerned, 
they would as soon be dismissed from the Navy 
as to be put down on the list below a single man 
to whom they were superior. How can it be 
done then? You must displace the men already 
put up, and they must be put down by placing 
these men ahead of them. Is that proposed? I 
should like to know from my honorable friend 
from Louisiana whether he seeks to accomplish 
that? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iwill answer my friend 
from Kentucky. I did not suppose that he dc- 
sired an answer, and I was listening to him with 
great interest; but I will answer him now if he 
chooses. > 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, The Senator can go on. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I can see not the slightest 
difficulty in accomplishing what is proposed—full 

` andample justice to those men, whoever they may 
be, who may, by the operation ofa revisory board, 
be admitted to have had injustice done to them— 
by having them returned to their precise rank in 
the Navy, just as they had it before, even after we 
shall have confirmed the officers promoted. If 
we shall passa law by which we direct a revisory 
board to take into consideration the cases of these 
particular officers, and the act of that revisory 
oard, approved by the President, shall determine 
that A as captain, B as commander, and C as 
lieutenant, ought to have been retained in the ac- 
tive service of the Navy, and if we then provide 
by law that, upon that finding, thus approved by 
the President, A, B, and © shall be restored to 
active service in the grades which they before 
held, they will unquestionably come in with such 
rank, relative to the promoted officers, as they 
before held. By this course, therefore, while full 
justice will be done to them, there will be a few 
additional officers in each grade beyond what the 
law now authorizes; but we can provide by law 
that, as those officers die off or resign, the vacan- 
cies shall not be filled until the regular number 
shall once more be found in cach grade. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, if it 
could be accomplished, that would be full indem- 
nity so far as rank is concerned; but what are we 
to do, who think present injustice has been done 
to these men? We go on, and advance others to 
their places, with the belief that wrong has been 
done them. We appoint a supervisory board. 
That board acts six or eight months hence, and 
these officers have to pass through all those con- 
tingencies before they come back to us again, even 
if you can get a revisory law through both 
_ Houses of Congress. Thus we shall have given 
up all other remedies; their places will have been 
occupied, and the revisory board may fail by the 
way. I confess, then, that I see no security at all 
fora remedy in the mode proposed. If such a 
bill can be passed, and that bill shall constitute a 
proper tribunal, I would have no objection to it. 
There is not a man whom I wish to see improp- 


| initiative. The subject is before Congress, and 


| his further interposition in the matter. 
! would be sensible of the gracious office which is 


| ciously and manfully. 
proceeding to the revisory board which has been |, 


| 


Senatorfrom New Hampshire said, that Ihave no 
relatives, and but few acquaintances, in the Navy 
of the United States. I'stand here for justice to 
all of them, and that I will accomplish so far as I 
can do it. 

I had hoped that another remedy—more liberal, 
more generous, more direct, and more effectual— 
was sull inthe power of this Government; and 
I have looked to the committee to whom this in- 
teresting subject has been confided for that rem- 
edy. 1 had supposed that the executive depart- 
ment of the Government would voluntarily fur- 
nish that remedy. To lift up those who have been 
cast down,and to restore those who have been 
unjustly dealt with, would be an act of great grace. 
Why should not the executive department per- 
form that act of grace, and through our commit- 
tee present to us the names of such as the Gov- 
ernment has become convinced have been unjustly 
retired or dropped by mistake? Probably the 
whole subject might be relieved from any difi- 
culty by that course; but as for executing the 
law, and awaiting the prospect of some future 
revision of the subject, leaving those whom we 
think have been dealt with unjustly to their fate, 
under this future contingent remedy to be pro- 
vided, is putting them off a long way, and I doubt 
whether it is dealing fairly or justly with them. 

I should be most happy if the Executive would 
take upon itself this gracious office, for it is a j 
gracious one. I haveno reason to doubt that our 
President, on a proper presentation of the subject, 
so far as he has information or can get informa- 
tion, would take pleasure in exercising his power, 
and recommending the restoration of those ofli- 
cers who he is satisfied have been unjustly dealt 
with. 1have wished to sec that, for the sake of 
the President, as well as for the sake of these 
officers, and for the wisdom of this proceeding. I 
have no desire that we should plunge hastily or į 
rashly into it, or act hastily or rashly. { have 
wished to sce every step we take measured. I 
should fecl more assurance in the correction of 
errors here if our action was preceded, in the way 
I have suggested, by recommendations from the 
executive Government, who may have been sup- | 
posed to have been making inquiries on this sub- 
ject~who ought certainly to make inquiries. I 
have sufficient confidence in the President to 
believe that he would take pleasure in doing so; 
but he may think that he ought not to take the 


he may suppose Congress should act. He may | 
think that Congress ought to call uponhim. He: 
may say that he docs not know that they desire 
But upon | 
a proper appeal to him, I cannot doubt that he 


left for him, and that he would perform it gra- 
I prefer such a mode of 


suggested, the effect of which I do not know. 
Sir, I have said more, perhaps, than I ought to | 
have said; I have certainly said all that I intended 
to say when Larose. As to the resolution imme- 
diately before us, I think there will be no division 
about that. It only asks for the record of the 
proceedings of the board. Surely, there can be 
no objection to that. There have been many good 
speeches made on this subject, but the most per- 
tinent and the best was that of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, [Mr. Iverson,] who scemed 
to suppose that this resolution had been utterly 
left out of the debate, and that we were discussing 
and disputing on a resolution to which no man 
had ever made any objection. I hope there will í 
be no diificulty in the passage of the resolution. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, as the name 
of the officer in charge of the Observatory has 
been alluded to by the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire and the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, I deem it due to that officer to make 
an explanation which he has sought at my hands, 
and which I undertook to make for him. In the 
debate which occurred on a former day,in which 
he was alluded to, I said that he had been relieved 
at his own request from sea-duty on board the | 
frigate Macedonian, in March, 1937; that he had 
been relieved from duty at his own request on the | 
8th of June, 1838; that in January, 1840, he was 
relieved from sea-duty and leave of absence grant- 
ed to him in consequence of an accident; that in 
January, 1641,he was again, at his own request, 


States; that in February, 1842; he applied for 
shore-duty at the Hydrographical- Bureau, then 


I remarked that, according to the general system 
of our Government, clerkships rise to bureaus and 
buréaus to departments, and I therefore: presumed 
he was at the head of the Observatory on his-own 
application. It appears, however, from Mr: 
Maury’s statement to me, that he did not apply 
for service at the Observatory. His application 
was for service at the Hydrographical: Bureau. 
The Secretary of the Navy took it under advise- 
ment. The [ydrographical Bureau was merged 
in the Bureau of Ordnance. He was not ordered 
to the Observatory at his own request, but with- 
out his own request; but the statement which L 
made before, of his being relieved from duty at 
various times, is substantially admitted by him. 
I make this correction in justice to him, ` Let it 
go for what it is worth. For myself, I do not see 
that it alters the statement that I made in any 
material respect. 

Mr. President, the case of this gentleman has 
attracted a great deal of the sympathies of the 
Senate. Ithas heen commented on to-day by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I would not for 
a moment withhold a just appreciation from those 
of the Navy who, by long service and the sole 
and exclusive pursuit of scientific researches, 
have won for themselves an honorable name and 
conferred national reputation on the country; but 
I say, at the same time, that this reputation has 
been acquired, and these services have been per- 
| formed, in the private walks of life, in the peaceful 
shades of their own homes; and such reputation 
and such services do not constitute a claim to 
military command. That is the point. The hon- 
oralfle Senator from New Hampshire classifies 
the duties of the commander of the Observatory 
with those of a naval officer. I do not. 1 draw à 
broad line of demarkation betwetn them. Isay 
that, according to the universal acceptation of a 
naval officer, he is a mariner upon the great deep. 
There isthe legitimate theater and the only theater 
for his ambition. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to ask the Senator, 
how does he classify the preparation of the Nau- 
tical Almanac? Is that a navalduty? The offi- 
cer at Cambridge, who has charge of the prepa- 
ration of the Nautical Almanac, was promoted, 
while the officer in charge of the Observatory 
here was degraded. : as 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, there has 
been, as the Senate well know, a larger number 
of officers in the Navy than can “find legitiniate 
employment at sca. “The country has sought 
| other dutics for them to perform, and has there- 
; fore assigned them to duties which are not legiti- 
i mate and strictly proper for sca officers. From 
| this cause, officers have been assigned to the Qb- 
servatory, to the preparation of the Nautical 
Almanac, to exploring expeditions, and to.the 
bght-house board. Those who have been doing 
| duty under the light-house board have been doing 

what the inspectors of the revenue formerly did— 
they have Been examining buildings, making 
arrangements for supplying light-houses with 
oil, and superintending edifices and buildings for 
light-houses. These are not the legitimate duties 
of sailors. They have been assigned to these 
duties in consequence of the number of super- 
numerary officers whom we have heretofore had 
in the service. on 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky makes 
what I conceive an unhappy allusion to the great- 
est naval hero that ever lived, and attempts to 
institute a comparison, and asks, is Lieutenant 
Maury disabled, with a broken leg, when Nelson 
had a broken arm, and had lost an eye? Why, 
sir, there is no comparison between.them. Where 
Nelson’s reputation begins, that of tle officer in 
charge of the Observatory ceases. Concede to 
him, if you please, the reputation of a Herschel, 
of a Hassler, of a Galileo; give him any civil 
reputation you please; and would it awaken a 
solitary aspiration in the mind of a seaman wher- 
ever that reputation went? Lord Nelson entered 
the British service, if remember rightly, at thir- 
teen years of age. Attwenty-one he was-posted; 
and the whole field of military glory lay then 
within his: grasp. Before forty heé fought the 
battle of St. Vincent as post captain. He led the 
boarders.on two occasions. Shortly after this he 


erly retained in the Navy. I can say, as tie || relieved from sea-duty on board the frigate United | fought the battle of the Niley aiid, before he was 


+ 


about to be established. In connection with that; 


forty-five, he fought the battle of Trafalgar. He 
lost his arm, after he had acquired reputation, in 
a boat excursion. Do ; 

But; sir; his reputation was the reputation ofa 
sea officer, of a sea conqueror; and the dead body 
of Lord Nelson placed in any of Britain’s 
«wooden walis, would -have awakened, like a 


magic: charm, the enthusiasm of her seamen | 


throughout the world; and the man who would 
not have sunk with her a hundred fathoms deep, 
would:not have been a type of his profession. 
But, sir, all the philosophers, mathematicians and 
astronomers on the face of the earth, placed on 
board of a vessel, would not have awakened any 
of those ‘feelings. That is not what the sailor 
looks for. When Nelson stepped on shore he 
was nobody; he had no reputation there; he had 
never performed an act.or uttered a sentiment on 
shore which gave him the slightest reputation.” 
Sir, if the country does demand a Navy, I ask 
where is the utility of our excelling in the con- 
struction of ships, and what is the use of con- 
structing magnificent batteries, unless we follow 
our examination and scrutiny into the personnel 
of the Navy, and unless we bring to the command 
of our vessels the highest energies that man can 
possibly possess—those energies which the pur- 
suit: ofthe sea preéminently demands above all 
others? Unless we do this, we but construct our 


ships and send them to sea for the benefit of our | 


enemies. From 1792 to 1805, the most brilliant 
period in the naval annals of Britain, her ships 
and batteries were in no respect superior to those 
of her enemy; nor did her scamen exhibit any 
greater daring; but whenever they met any ves- 
sels of the cnemy they succeeded in capturing 
them. Why was it? Because of the greater 
adaptation and greater practical skill of her nival 
heroes—her Nelson, her Collingwood, her Jervis, 
anda thousand others, of whom the French had 
none. Their ability to command on the seas was 
not acquired on shore. ‘The gentleman who has 
been alluded to ‘has been sixteen years on shore. 
Sir, the sea is a jealous mistress, and she tolerates 
no neglect. When Admiral Nelson was on the 
French coast, he was for two years on board his 
ship without ever leaving her, except for three 
hours, and that brief absence was on his King’s 
duty. He sought not employment on shore. 

Sir, if we are to havea Navy, we must not con- 
tent ourselves with building magnificent frigates 
and appropriating millions of dollars. The ad- 
ministration of the Navy has been managed with 
the maximum of expense and the minimum of 
good sense, We must not content ourselves with 
simply building batteries, but we must bring 
proper men to;command them. The country de- 
mands, and will not be satisfied with lesa, that we 
bring to the command of our ships the highest 
naval ability, practical experience, and indomita- 
ble will that man can command. Otherwise, we 
may never riso to any distinction as a naval 
Power. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky has 
alluded to the case of the gallant Commodore 
Stewart... In that connection, and in connection, 


also, with what was said by the honorable Sena- | 


tor from Louisiana, I wish to state that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, in bringing forward this 
bill, examined the whole subject in all its details; 
and I will quote from the report made on that 
occasion some.of.the remarks which show the 
necessity of reform: 


4“ We find from the returns before us that out of sixty- | 


eight captains forty-two are waiting orders on shore, at a 
salary of 92,50 per annum, (six of whom were, severally, 
last at sea in 1816, 728, °31, 734, °38, and ’39,) making an 
aggregate of $105,000. 

Of ninety-eight commanders, (seven of whom were last, 
respectively, at sea in 1815, 29, 933, 934, 36, and 738,) 
there are waiting orders forty-two, at $1,800 per annum, 
an ogeregite of $76,000. 

“ Of three hundred and twenty-six lieutenants, there are 
waiting orders fifty-nine, at $1,200, making an aggregate of 

U; 
id “OF one hundred and ninety-eight passed midshipmen, 
there are but eight waiting orders, at $60U0—-$4,800.” 


I will read from another portion of the report 
to show to the honorable Senator from Kentuck 
how the committee regarded the retired list. y 
may say here that, in the inception of the bil, 
in the discussions which it underwent in both 
Houses of Congress, in the opinion of the Execu- 
tive, in the instruction of the Secretary of the 
Wavy; ay, sir, in the deliberations of. this very 
board, the retired list was regarded as an honor-. 
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able retirement for officers who had served their 
country, but whose ability longer to serve it had 
ceased from no fault of their own. The com- 
mittee on that occasion said: 


“ A just distinction should be made between the gallant 
old.seaman, whose soul is still in his profession, whose 
heart beats but for his country, but who is disqualified by 
long, faithful, and honorable service, or disease acquired in 
the active discharge of his duty, and the man who has uni- 
formly and ingeniously contrived to evade his sea duties, 
and devolved them upon others—who has succeeded by 
political influence, or other resorts to which his noble pro- 
fession should be a stranger, in passing the best of his days 
upon shore—the ‘man, in sbort, whois unworthy from his 


own course, or from original want of merit. To meet this | 


distinction, your committee has provided two lists, varying 
in pay and pri ilege. 

At this time we have sixty-eight captains, the youngest 
of whom is fifty-six years of age; ninety-seven comman- 
ders, seventy-four of whom are between fifty and fiity-five, 
and the youngest of whom is forty-six; three hundred and 
twenty-seven lieutenants, from thirty to fifty ; one hundred 
and ninety-eight passed midshipmen, from twenty-one to 
thirty-seven years of age. 

« Your committee, after carefully examining the rates of 
promotion in the several grades, and the average age of 
officers, find that, under the present system, lieutenants 
when promoted to commianders will be fifty-three, and com- 
manders when promoted to captains, seventy-tour years of 
age.” 

Now, sir, I will ask the Senate and the coun- 
try whether, in the condition in which we find 
ourselves at this moment, we are prepared to 
tolerate a state of things of this kind, that those 
only who are to command our ships abroad shall 
be ‘post-captains, and necessarily seventy-four 
years of age? Under oursystem of promotion by 
seniority exclusively, without keeping the Navy 

ure and intact, what follows? Why, sir, just 
in proportion as the necessity for procuring the 
highest energy, ability, and will ina commander 
increases, does the probability of obtaining im- 
becility and infirmity increase. That system 
ought to have an end, and the good sense of the 
country, l am persuaded, will not permit its res- 
toration. 1 deny that the retirement of the gal- 


lant Commodore to whom the honorable Senator |! 


from Kentucky has alluded, carries with it any 
disgrace. Is itany disgrace to retire a gentleman 
from active service who, in 1798, as he himself 
says, left a lucrative position in the merchant 
service, and who has been fifty-eight years in the 
American Navy? Is he fit for active command, 
contending with the young post captains of France 
and England? Let me say here, that at this time 
England is inducing her post captains to retire at 
filty-five years of age. She gives them increased 
pay and rank if they will retire at the age of 
fifty-five. Are we to send out men of four-score 
years and ten to contend with them, in the com- 
mand of our ships? Then, indeed, the days of 
the patriarchs will have returned. Strip the ques- 
tion of all sympathy; look at the great national 
henefit to be conferred by the system of promo- 
tion, and we shall not go back and select captains 
for our most active commands from those most 
aged. 

Is there any disgrace attached to those judges 
who, in certain States, are retired at a certain age? 
Surely not. The presumption is that they had 
better seek the quiet walks of life. Was there 
any disgrace in retiring Commodore Stewart, 
giving him the highest pay during his life, keeping 
him in the position he then occupied, with the 
sole disqualification of not being eligible for fur- 
ther promotion? As he was the senior captain in 
the Navy, he had reached the ultimaic step of 
promotion, and that, therefore, was not an appre- 
ciable disqualification. ‘Tears or no tears, I deny, 
looking at the question practically, that any 
disgrace has been visited on any man by honor- 


able retirement. On the contrary, I say it is the ; 


most generous and most munificent legislation 


that any country has ever manifested forits retired | 


public servants. The British. retired rear-ad- 
mirals do not get as much pay as we give our 
retired captains. Increase their rank, if you 
léase, a’ was remarked by the Senator from 
Louisiana; decorate them with orders, if you 
please, make them admirals, if you choose, but 


do not call them to fight your battles on the high | 
seas against the young, energetic, and powerful | 


navies of Europe. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to ask my friend a 
question, as he seems to be well informed on this 
subject. In the event of a war requiring efficient 
officers, is there anything that would circum- 
scribe or control the President in the selection of 
any officer to take command of a fleet or a ship? 


In other words, would he not have the right to 
take the most distinguished officer in the Navy, 
if he thought proper, to conduct any operation? 
I may be mistaken in my supposition; but I ask 
the question in order to know whether it is not 
the province—the competent province—of the 
President to make a selection of those who are 
to fight our battles, without interfering with the 
right of others ? g 
Mr. MALLORY. That right undoubtedly 
exists; but there is a disqualification for its exer- 
cise. Congress recognizes all officers on the list 
as competent to perform all their duties; there- 
fore, if the President undertakes to select for the 
command of a fleet a junior officer who is not 
entitled by the usage of the service to command 
a fleet, over the heads of older officers, who, by 
their grade, are entitled to that command, what 
is the inference? It is certainly derogatory to the . 
officer who is thus overslaughed in his command. 
This is an inference which should not be legiti- 
mately drawn, because Congress has declared 
that, m that event, those officers are entitled to. 
command. Why, sir, in time of peace, at this 
very moment, if a command is given and an 
officer overslaughed, he immediately appeals to 
political influence to have the matter put right; 
and the Secretary of the Navy has to fall before 
olitical influence. It is useless to say that the 
ecretary may correct abuses himself, and that 
he may put officers on furlough. Sir, the power 


of the President over dismissals and furloughs, 
the laws and usages regulating ial, 
the power of the Sores to enfoi dienhee 
to his commands, all existed before this law 


was passed; yet, in the face of them all, abuses 
had grown up to such a magnitude that proposi- 
tions were brought forward in both Houses of 
Congress—one by the Senator from New FIamp- 
shire himself, the greatest friend, as he says, of 
the Navy; and in this manner he manifested his 
friendship for the service—to cancel the commis- 
sions of the Navy; and at one time since I have 
had the honor of a seat here, to such a degree 
had abuses in the Navy arrived, that majorities 
of both the Committecs on Naval Affairs were in 
favor of canceling the commissions in the service. 
Millions of dollars were being expended upon’ 
men who furnished no equivalent for it to the 
service. A retired list of the very worst character 
existed, because it was in some respects a retired 
list for crime as well as for imbecility and in- 


firmity. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to ask a question of the 
Senator. I wish to know if, in the exercise of the 


power of the President, he has not selected young 
men? Did he not select a lieutenant to command 
the great exploring expedition—Wilkes? Did 
he not select Commander Ringgold to go into the 
northern China seas? Did he not select young 
Captain Perry to go to Japan? Has he not 
usually selected young officers instead of old of- 
cers, and has it made any difficulty ? 

Mr. MALLORY. A commodore was first or- 
dered to Wilkes’s squadron. Gentlemen in time 
of peace do not seek commands of this kind, be~ 
cause those commands require scientific attain- 
ments, and no military honor—no military glory 
—is to be acquired there; but, in the event of hos- 
tilities arising, the case would be different. Then 
every man would insist on his right to command, 
because, under such circumstances, he would re- 
gard his being overslaughed as a disgrace. The 
President has the right to overslaugh a man, and. 
he certainly would exercise it in a proper case. 

But, sir, the Senator from New Hampshire, as 
I remarked before, introduced a proposition to 
cancel the commissions in the Navy. It was 
introduced in the other House, even, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Why 
was this? It was because, notwithstanding the 

ower vested in the Executive to correct the 
Navy, abuses had grown up to an enormous mag- 
nitude. I saw—every man saw it—that unless 
the friends of the service would rally around it 
and show a disposition to prune it of its worthless 
members, it would fall into irretrievable disgrace, 
when I for one would be also in favor of cancel- 


ling the commissions, and rearing a new Navy 
|! out of the shattered fragments of the old. 


In this 
condition of affairs, the bill under consideration 
was brought forward. Congress, in passing it, 
intended something new—something that did not 
exist before. They proceeded on the presumption. 


1856. 


that the testimony of a man’s peers in any profes- 
sion was the best testimony that could be had of 
his professional standing, as in the case of lawyers 
judging of lawyers, seamen of seamen, judges 
of judges. Throughout the earth the standing 
of a man among his peers is prima facie ovidence 
of his true standing; and upon that philosophy 
the bill was passed. It was shielded by all the 
safeguards which Congress could throw around 
it. 
voted upon their superiors is untenable. Unless 
you had elected the fifteen oldest officers in the 
service, and made old age, or seniority of com- 
mission, the test for those serving upon the board, 
you could not have framed a board of naval offi- 


cers in which some would not have had to pass | 


judgment upon those above them; but if it was 
important to get the standing of a man in his 


profession, you rightfully referred it to the Navy | 


itself. 
I am not surprised that the Senator from New 
Hampshire is anxious to do away with all the 
ood the board has done. I know the benevo- 
ence of his heart in this matter; I know he thinks 
great injustice has been done; and he says he 
wishes the remedy to be as broad as the wrong. 
He is willing to take back old age and infirmity, 
insanity, drunkenness, and imbecility of every 
kind, because that would be as broad as some of 
the injustice which has been done. I am not 
astonished at that, because the honorable Senator, 
as I remarked just now, has heretofore introduced 
a proposition to cancel all the commissions in the 
Navy. 
Mr. HALE. My proposition was to limit, not 
to cancel them. 
Mr.MALLORY. Yes, sir; limit them to four 
ears; but I see no distinction in point of fact 
Between that and canceling them. If those were 
his views then, what ought they to be now, when 
the Navy has shown that itis cancerous to the 
very core. After he had restored these two hun 
dred and one men, who have been found wanting 


and deficient by their peers, what then would be | 


the verdict of the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire on the condition of the Navy? Would 
it not furnish him with two hundred and one 
arguments which he had not before for with- 
drawing all those commissions ? 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Crirrenven,] if I correctly under- 


stand his position, is opposed to the confirmation | 


of the commissions of the officers promoted, until 


an examination shall be instituted by some au- | 


thority in every case upon which the board has 
acted. I will simply submit to the Senator, that 
an examination in order to come up to what I 


imagine he has in his mind’s eye, would occupy | 
Some of these very | 
men are in the East Indies; othcrs on other sta- | 


weeks in one solitary case. 


tions; and no examination in their cases can be 
had without their attendance. If you were to 
constitute a tribunal now to take those cases in 
hand, and give each man the advantage of all the 
forms and regulations and proceedings of a trial 
at the common law, to confront witnesses, to have 
counsel, to be heard, it would be impossible for 
the sagacity of this body to tell when the thing 
would terminate. 

» But I propose, in discussing this question, to 
say frankly that I am unwilling to sce injustice 
done anywhere, and that I believe, from investi- 


gation, that there are some gentlemen whom the | 


board has removed from the active service list 
who ought to be put back. There are some—I 


regard them certainly as very few—and I regard |; 
the remedy suggested casually by the honor- : 
able Senator from Louisiana as meeting the whole | 
case perfectly. But, sir, I certainly must put for- |! 
ward my earnest objections here to bringing up į 


the case of Commodore Stewart, and the case of 


the officer in charge of the Observatory as cases | 


that call for justice at the hands of the Senate. 


The officer in charge of the Observatory has ap- į 


plied for relief from his duties, and has been 
relieved at his own request. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. How often? 

Mr. MALLORY. I have read the dates before, 
but I will recapitulate them. He was relieved 


from sea-duty onboard the frigate Macedonian in | 


March, 1837. He asked at that time, I think, 
for furlough of a year.. He was relieved from 
duty at-his own request, June 8, 1838. In Jan- 
uary, 1840, he was relieved from sea-duty, and 


The idea that members of the board have į 


leave of absence was granted him in consequence 
of anaccident. In January, 1841, he was relieved 
at his own request from sea-duty on board the 
frigate United States. In February, 1842, he ap- 
plied for shore-duty at the Hydrographical Bu- 
reau. 

Now, sit, I am not disposed to sit quietly by 
and allow this case to be presented as one of 
hardship. If I were disposed to let sympathy 
govern nie in this matter, my sympathies would 
be for men who have been dropped from the ser- 
vice altogether, whose families have been left 
destitute, who have no profession to fly to, and 


i 
iI 


employment chance may throw in their way. If 
| I allowed my sympathies to control my judgment 
| in this matter, it would be for those, and not for 
| a gentleman who has been relieved from sea-duty 
at his own request, and for the last sixteen years 
H has not put his foot on board a naval ship, and 
has not performed an hour’s sea-duty, but has 
uniformly enjoyed the most favorable position, 
and received the very highest pay known to the 
American Navy. Sir, I speak for the whole 
Navy; I speak for those men who have passed 
years on the coast of Africa amid the fevers of 
I| ibat coast, and who have brought home with 
| them the seeds of disease which are hurrying 
them to their graves. Those are the men for 
whom I am disposed to exercise my sympathies, 
and not for men who have chosen to identify 
themselves with scientific pursuits in the ordi- 
nary peaceful walks of life upon shore. 

Sir, we think of the seaman asa mariner on the 
deep to whom we intrust the honor of our flag, 
to carry it abroad on the high seas; we never 


reputation asa civilian—call it what you please— 
would never awaken a throb in the heart of 
an American seaman. J acknowledge that Com- 
| modore Stewart’s would. I acknowledge that 
Stewart’s dead body put on the Pennsylvania 
ii to-morrow would probably render her impreg- 

nable and unconquerable; but you might fil her 
with Maurys from keel to deck, and they would 
not awaken a response in the seaman’s heart. 
| I consider him as a man whom the country 
has delighted to honor; and I am not disposed 
to withhold just commendation from any man, 
naval or otherwise, who in scientific pursuits has 
sought reputation, and conferred honor upon the 
country; but I deny that that is the kind of rep- 
utation, or the kind of service, which conveys 


country on earth has ever honored her scientific 
men with military commands. As I remarked 
before, the greatest naval heroes are those who 
know least of shore; they are never on shore but 
they desire to go to sea. 

Now, sir, in saying this, I beg leave to be un- 
derstood as conceding fully to Lieutenant Maury 
everything which his warmest friends would ask 
for him. He has conferred honor on his country. 


thousand guns afloat; she has more than five hun- 
| dred ships, the most efficient that ever sailed upon 
the ocean; she is inducing her captains to retire 
into privacy at the age of fifty-five; and she is 
manning all her ships with young and energetic 
men, and bringing to that work all the talent and 
power and energy that man is capable of pro- 
ducing; and these are the ships, these the men, 
with whom our country, in any naval contest, 
|| would have to contend. Will you put your bat- 
i teries in charge of scientific men who have not 
been on hoard a ship for sixteen years to meet 
them? Will you putthem in charge of men over 
eighty years of age to meet them? Sir, if you 
dc, I say here that the common sense of the coun- 
try would not bear you out, because no man in 


erty to men of this kind. 


subject now, but in consequence of the remarks 
of my friend from Kentucky in relation to Com- 
modore Stewart, and of the Senator from New 
Hampshire in relation to Mr. Maury. I am per- 
fectly frank in saying that Ido notregard either of 
these cases to be such as the Senate will be called 
upon, when they examine them dispassionately, 
to alter; but I will say here, that I do desire to 


li proposition which will receive the assent of the 


no hope for the future but to enter into whatever | 


think of him as a philosopher. Mr. Maury’s | 


any right to military command. Ideny thatany | 


At this time, however, Great Britain has fifteen ; 


his private capacity would thus intrust his prop- į 


Mr. President, I have been drawn into saying | 
thus much, not because I wished to discuss the | 


see a remedy opened, and I hope to bring ina; 
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Senate to open fairly.and fully.a remedy to every 
officer who fancies that he has. been aggrieved, 
and particularly to those who have: been dropped, 
because their cases ard the hardest, where. they: 
can go to meet any allegations. or charges on 
which they have been dropped—meet them fairly; 
and show: their efficiency; that is, without:the 
slightest difficulty... We canenlarge these grades 
of captains, commanders, lieutenants, masters; 
and passed midshipmen; and at the very instant 
that these cases are taken up, by seniority if 
yon please, and a man is found efficient, he can 

e put back into his original position, with all 
the accumulated rank which he will have acquired 
by the action of the beard, and you can give him 
his back pay. 

Then do not promote further until the grades 
come back to their present standing: captains 68, 
commanders 98, lieutenants 325, This will only 
involve a small éxtra expense. Itis a mere ques- 
tion of dollars and cenis. This remedy, 1 think, 
will reach the whole case; and after this, no mah 
can complain that injustice has been done to him. 
I will say here that, when thatis done, and when 
the facts come to be known, the Senate will con- 
cur with me that a most extraordinary pressure 
has been brought to bear to awaken the sympa- 
thies of the country on this subject by many men 
—I will not say all, because I know of some who 
are honorable gentlemen, and who ought to be re- 
stored—but by many who have no claims on the 
country or the sympathies of the Senate, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I would bring 
back the attention of the Senate to the question 
before them—the resolution of the Senator from 
Tennessee. This is the road, the only road, to 
a rightful remedy for the wrongs which have been 
complained of. The true issue has been evaded. 
in this discussion. The complaint made by the 
sixty-cight naval offivers Who have sent their 
petitions to the Senate is not against the law, 
but against the execution of the law of 1855, 
establishing the navy board. In this lies the 
whole difficulty. The honorable Senator from 
Louisiana bestowed a well-deserved compliment, 
a very beautiful eulogy, upon the objects of the 
Legislature in passing this law. These objects 
were noble and generous, but the complainants 
affirm that their objects have been defeated, the 
objects of the law perverted, and that, contrary. 
to its true meaning and intent, those charged 
with its execution have committed against them 
great wrongs; that powers have been usurped 
and exercised by this board not granted by: the 
law, and by which exercise they have been tried, 
condemned, and punished, without a hearing, for 


‘causes over which this board had no rightful 


jurisdiction. I think they make a sufficient 
prima facie case to be entitled to a further and full 
hearing, and upon this investigation I wish the 
Senate to enter. si 

I am glad to observe the improved tone of the 
defenders of thċéaction of the board within the last 
two weeks. When this discussion opened, it was 
boldly said we had no remedy, whatever wrong 
may have been cow mitted; that the action of the 
board was law; that it must be sustained, what~ 
ever consequences might befall the victims of its 
injustice. ow, this injustice, it is said, may be 
remedied—its victims relieved; and there is a way 
to do this, but at the expense of the public. Still 
preserving the action of the board, they would cor- 
rect the wrongs done by the board, by simply sad- 


į dling the country with a large list of officers who 


are not necessary to the service, but by increasing 
the already overburdened naval lists. This is no 
remedy; it is an additional evil to the country and 
the naval service, without benefiting the injured, 
parties. This would be creating difficulties where 
there are none. If the act of 1855 has been fairly 
and properly executed, there is no wrong done. 
If it has not—if the board, as. alleged, has as- 
sumed powers not conferred on them by the law, 
exceeded the authority conferred upon them— 


: their proceedings are void, at least to the whole 


extent of that excess. To ascertain these facts, 
the first thing to be done is to inquire what have 
they done and how have they done it. These, the 
controlling points of the case, my friend from 
Leuisiana disposes of by a very convenient mode 
I do not think IL can.give it any 
othercompliment. Heassumies, takes for granted, 
the very guentions, the only questions, in contro- 
versy. He asserts that. these officers have been 
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placed-in their present position by the law, and 
an executed law. This position is the one in con- 
troversy, and can only be true if it was done ac- 
cording to the provisions ‘of the act in question. 

J held on a former occasion, and hold now, that 
this law:has not been executed; that it has been 


violated; and that the whole proceedings of this | 


board are consequently null and -yoid. ‘These pro- 


testing officers stand on this ground—ask an in- | 


yestigation of the facts. This investigation will 
Iead to the correction of all errors,and abuses, 
and secure to such of the officers who have been 
properly retired the full benefit of the munificent 
provision made for them by the act, and restore 
the injured to their lost rights. It is a mistake 
to suppose, as the Senator trom Louisiana does, 
that to vestore the injured officers would be a 
wrong and a degradation to those officers who 
have been promoted by the wrongful action of 
this board.: They have no promotion until we 
advise and consent” to it, and no officer is 
worthy to wear the naval uniform of his country 
who would desire to retain promotion at the cost 
of injustice to his brother officers. The disgrace 
would not be in securing such promotion, but in 
retaining it. ‘Therefore, this investigation, if we 
succeed in righting the wrongs of the aggrieved, 
will injure no man, either in the Navy or out of 
it. We will thereby secure all the advantages 
which the Legislature intended to obtain by the 
law, and get rid of the evils of its execution. 

This resolution is the first step in ascertaining 
whether none but the really inefficient and mer- 
itorious officers have been placed on the retired 
list, and none others; and whether the really in- 
efficient and unworthy, and they alone have been 
dropped from the service.’ When this law was 
introduced, it was accompanied by a report from 
the Nayal Committee; that roport argued the 
case, and proposed to explain its objects and in- 
tention and effects. ‘T'o induce the Senate to pass 
this bill, this committee reported to us, ‘that 
the action of this board, with all the information 
and testimony which the Navy Department and 
the Secretary can afford, before it, and under the 
supervision of the Secretary, is still subject to 
the approval or disapproval of the President, and 
to a certain extent of the Senate of the United States.” 
I desire to be informed by the chairman of that 
committee what this meant; was it delusive or 
‘was it real? 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator intend 
to ask what control the Senate could exercise 
over it? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. I foresaw that, whenever 
officers: were: removed, whether wrongfully or 
rightfully, there. would follow complaints; it is 
always so. The wrong does not constitute the 
cause of complaint, but the removal does. I 
knew they would appeal to the Senate, and I 
knew they would find in this body many gen- 
tlemen who would take up their complaints and 
bring them before the Senate and the country. 
So far as the President was concerned, I did be- 
lieve it was his duty to examine. Approbation 
could only be founded on reéxamination. I be- 
lieved he would do it, and I believe he has done it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But the report of the com- 
mittee admitted:a rightful authority in the Senate, 
áb much agit did a rightful authority in the Pres- 


ident, to-approve or disapprove the action this of | 


board.’ : 

’ The gentleman says that he supposed Senators 
would ‘hear the. complaints of those who 
suffer by the. action of this board. I thank God 
that such is the truth, and that there can be no 
injustice done to a great body of faithful public 
servants in this country, when:there will not be 
found willing ears ‘to ‘hear and redress it in the 
American Senate. It will be the cage as long as 
they love justice. But the report of. this com- 
mittee admitted a right in this body to give a 
remedy forthe wrong; but when thé act is con- 
summated—when they have proceeded ina mode 
which it is as clear as the noonday’s sun, was 
in violation of: that law—when the Secretary of 
the Navy has misconstrued it and enlarged ‘the 
powers of the board; contrary to the intention 
ofthe act-—-when thé President hasapproved and 
affiinied this errot—and the sufferers come here 
with:complaints, it -is:said they are remediless. 
Thatisthe position of theNavalCammittee. Isay 


their position to-day ie’ not suca as “it-was-when |! and it forthwith is transformed into “ advice. 


k 


might | 


they came to the Senate and urged its passage by 
this body.* The charge is marked, significant, 
and wholly irreconcilable with the report. 

Mr. MALLORY. My friend from Georgia 
will excuse me for interrupting him; but if he 
designs to state that I have ever said they were 
remediless, I must tell him that I certainly do not 
assume that-ground. On the contrary, it will be 
my pleasure and my duty to bring in a remedy. 
Tam engaged on that very service. Ido notthink 
Thave ever assumed that there was no remedy 
for any wrong that has been done. I trust that 
wherever there is a wrong there is a remedy. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thatis not either the remedy 
or the point on which I am speaking. I called 
the attention of the Senator to the fact, that the 
Naval Committee told us, in their report, that the 
action of this board would be subject, ‘to a cer- 
tain extent,” to the approval of the Senate to give 
it validity. I desired to know to what “ extent,” 
and in what manner, if not in the manner now 
proposed, are we to be called on to “ carefully” 
read over the names on the list furnished us? Is 
that the safety-guard to the sufferers heralded in 
this report? Whatever else it might mean, it did 
not mean the proposed legislation, or any other 
legislation by Congress.. Congress, I presume, 
knew it might pass laws on any subject com- 
mitted to them by the Constitution. We were 
told that this law, now under review, had to be 
approved by the President, and, “to some ex- 
tent,’? by the Senate, before it could do its work. 
Now, sir, I will show that all of these securities 
have been taken away, were worthless, unless 
here, in the last resort, we are firm enough to do 
our duty, and interpose our arm to give these 
officers that protection to which they are entitled, 
and which they have not yet received—to which 
they are entitled by the usages of all nations and 
of allages—the rights of men charged with crimes 
ought to be heard and confronted with witnesses 
and accusers before condemnation. 

Congress never intended to make such a tribu- 
nal as these officers have constituted themselves. 
They are arraigned for constituting themselves a 
secret tribunal, usurping the right to inquire into 
offenses, and by secretevidence—by false evidence 
some of the memorials say—without a hearing, 
contrary to the usages of civilized or savage man, 
putting their fellow officers on trial for high crimes 
and misdemeanors, and condemning and execut- 
ing them unheard. No man, so far as I have 
looked at the subject, advocated such a power 
under this law; and I am sure that the committee 
who presented it to this body never intimated that 
they were conferring such a power on such a 
body. When the Secretary of the Navy gives 
his lecture to this board, he tells them you are an 
advisory board. This ideaseemed to have origin- 
ated there. Then it was first heard of. It was 
enforced the other day by my friend from Louis- 
iana. But when the Secretary presents to the 
President the action of this board for his appro- 
bation, he then calls ita ‘ judgment,” a ** find- 
ing’?—notanadvisory board. Hear the language 
of Mr. Dobbin on this subject: 

«£ Some mode, then, was to be adopted, and some persons 
selected to ‘examine? and makea ‘finding? of not only 
the incompetent, but also of those who had become so from 
causes for which they were to ‘blame.? The Jaw on this 
point speaks plainly and distinctly. It does not impose this 
task upon, or intrust this delicate duty to, the Sceretary of 
the Navy, or even the President. It does, however, pro- 
vide that the persons who are to perform this work shall be 
fifteen ‘naval officers, to consist of five captains, five 
ae moa and five licutenants, ordered by the Presi- 

ent. 

The Secretary enters upon a labored argument 
to prove to the President that he had no power 
over this “ judgment,” this ‘finding ” of the 
board, except toapproveit. Having approved it 
himself, although he would not “ have formed the 
same judgment, he advises the President to do | 
the same thing.” The President, too, “ carefully i 
examined and deliberately considered the list of | 
names presented, (for he had nothing else,) and ap- 
proves the “ finding’? of the board. And now, 
It seems, we, too, are called on to approve this list 
of the proscribed, ‘‘after carefully examining *” 
the same, with no more evidence than that upon | 
which the President and Secretary acted. But | 
this “ finding ”? and “judgment” of the board 
suddenly changes its whole character. It is ne- 
cessary to shield it from utter condemnation; it | 


cannot stand as a “ judgment,” asa “ finding,” | 
: J “anes ” 

| 
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Well, it was bad advice, and has worked the 
same wrong and injustice as a bad judgment, 
and I insist on its review. It is said net to be a 
court;a tribunal, because the President was not 
bound by its decision; neither is he by a court- 
martial; but itis a court, a court established by 
law; although its judgments, like this tribunal, 
are without force until approved by the President. 
But this law required that the action of this board 
should be reviewed and approved by the Presi- 
dent before it could have any validity. It could 
not be reviewed without it had kept a record of 
the facts upon which its action was based; there- 
fore it was inchoate, incomplete, and void. 

How was it possible to execute this law to give 
it any validity without such record? ‘Neither the 
Secretary nor the President could tell whether it 
was right or wrong in any case whatever, unless 
they knew the facts upon which it was based. 
Was it ever heard of, under the canopy of 
heaven, that one tribunal was bound by law to 
review the judgments of another tribunal, and yet 
were excluded from all knowledge, cither of the 
principles or evidence upon which the tribunal to 
be reviewed acted? Such a position is an insult to 
our understandings, and yet to this position are 
the defenders of the action of this board driven. 
They strike out by construction this essence of 
the act, and then turn upon us, with their inchoate, 
shapeless bantling, and tell us, Behold the law! 
We are now told, you empowered this board not 
only to examine into the efficiency of the officers 
of your Navy to do all “ their duties, both ashore 
aad afloat,” but to try them sccretly for offenses, 
crimes, violations of the Maine law, or any other 
thing which suited the fancy of the board, and to 
dismiss at pleasure whom it pleased, without ques- 
tion and without investigation. I deny it—I will 
resist it by vote and speech. 

I stand here to-day, not only to do these peti- 
tioners justice, but to defend a great and sacred 

rinciple of human justice. It is older than time; 
it is Hleaven-born; recognized of all nations; 
plead by the Apostle Paul against the injustice 
of his judges. He declared it was not the man- 
ner of the Romans to condemn any man unless 
he was brought face to face to his accusers. Sir, 
it is a principle engrafted at Runnymede into the 
charter of British liberties; again and again af- 
firmed and defended by our remote ancestors; 
engrafted on all of our constitutions and bills of 
rights, and is part and parcel of every living, 
breathing, American freeman. These rights I de- 
mand for these petitioners to-day; and they shall 
have them, [applause in the galleries;] they are 
the rights which this law gives them—the rights 
you fairly promised them, and which you promised 
their rulers as inducements to the passage of this 
law, and you have no right to withhold them. 
Give me the record—the law, universal justice 
demands it; give me the record—even the Inqui- 
sition, the worst tribunal which ever disgraced 
humanity, brought its victims face to face with 
their accusers. This board is charged with se- 
cretly accusing its victims, with secretly seeking 
testinony—no, not testimony, for these adminis- 
tered not even an oath to protect their brothers— 
with secretly seeking informers to blast the fair 
fame of their brother officers, and then with con- 
ccaling from them the nature of their alleged 
crimes, and the witnesses by whom they were 
supported. Such are the charges made by the 
memorialist. What does this resolution propose 
todo? 'To imitate their justice, and try them to 
unheard? No; justice forbid! It simply proposes 
to require them to disclose these facts, and give 
us the principles and the evidence upon which 
their judgments are founded, and defend them- 
selves against these open accusations and aecu- 
sers, and restore themselves to the confidence of 
the country. A response to this demand has now 
become as necessary to the board as to any officer 
whom they have cashiered, 

The chairman of the Naval Committee seems 
to expect to avoid these demands by giving us 
what he deems excellent reasons for retiring old 
captains, and amuses us with the exploits of 
young heroes. It seems, from his account, that 
we had many more captains than we had any 
use for, Many of them were old—had seen hard 
service—some of them disabled by age, and others 
by honorabie wounds won in the defense of their 
country. He deems it expedient, as there is 
nothing for so many old captains -to do, to help 
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to help them to do nothing. This seems to me 
to be the result; turning out the old veteran cap- 
tains does not give us any more ships—therefore 
no more commands. Itseems we had above thir- 
ty captains efficient to do all their duties ‘ afloat 
and ashore,” these are about three times as many 
as we can employ afloat. I do not, therefore, 
very clearly see how the matter is to be mended 
by adding forty vigorous young commanders to 
the list. “But he tells us that, ander the present 
organization, it is not probable that you can geta 
captain until he is at least seventy-four. Here 
lies, I fear, the true difficulty in. the case—an im- 
patience for promotion. Stewart and Jones and 
Smith and other distinguished officers, who have 
won honor at the cannon’s mouth, and give glory 
and honor to the Navy and the country, are to 
be set aside, not because there is work to be done 
for which they are unfit, but because younger 
officers want their commissions. Death (eal too 
gently by the gallant old tars, and a Navy board 
is invented to chide his tardiness. The whole 
scheme works wrong and injustice to gallant men, 
and docs injury, and not good, to the public ser- 
vice. Weare now reaping the first installment 
of its fruits—strifes, discords, and demoralization. 

I can tell the gentleman another thing. Sea 
service was not the rule, either of retaining or 
excluding officers from the Navy; if it had been, 
some of the officers on the board sould have had 
to give up their placcs to some of those whom 
they excluded. There seems to have been no 
rule but the pleasure of the board. If the rule 
had been laid down, that the home of the officer 
should be ‘ on the mountain wave,” you would 


have made an inconvenient test for some of the | 


judges themselves. 

Gentlemen say there is no dishonor attached 
to retirement. Well, sir, E admit that the retire- 
ment of a man really ineflicient—as the law in- 
tended—is not dishonorable, but it is honorable 
to him and to the country. 
efficient officer is dishonorable. ‘That is the very 
question we have before the Senate. Gentlemen 
cannot escape it. They confine their arguments 
to those who have been.retired for.incompetency. 
No one complains of those cases. 

Sir, we are told that we have the sympathy of 
the Secretary of the Navy for cases of injustice. 


Let me tell gentlemen that the sympathy of the | 


Secretary of the Navy is not what those fifty men 
who have been stricken from the Navy desire. 
They do not want sympathy. They demand the 
justice of their country; and F stand here this day 
to require it, and 1 will continue to demand it as 
long as I have the constitutional right to do so on 
this floor, We have a list of over fifty officers 


who have been stricken from the Navy on the | i ¢ 
j| property taken during the revolutionary war. 


allegation that they are inefficient, and that their 
inefiiciency has resulted from their misfortunes, 
perhaps their fault, perhaps their crimes. Ac- 
cording to an interpolation of the law by the 
Secretary of the Navy, some of them may have 
been dismissed for moral incompetency. Rumor 


ageravates the sufferings of these men. Itmay be | 


said one man has been stricken off for smuggling, 
another for theft, another for some other infamous 
crime, and the members of this board, except 
two or three of them, steadily refuse to give to 
these men a reason why any of them have been 
stricken off. The innocent are confounded with 
the guilty. When an honorable man comes and 
asks to know the reason why he has been dis- 
missed, that his character may not suffer from 
suspicion, no reply is mađe to him, and he is left 
to suffer under this indiscriminate condemna- 
tion. 

We have had promises of reasons from time to 
time, but now | demand that this board shall 
speak. {ï say that any man who is put into a 
crowd of supposed convicts and criminals has a 


right to have himself exempted, if his conduct | 


deserves it. I charge this board with being the 
authors of this insufferable wrong. They alone 
can remedy it. They ought to tell them the rea- 
sons, in every case demanded, at every hazard. 
Rather than put those honorable men, who have 
fought under the flag of my country, and won 
honor for themselves and for the Union, into this 
mass of criminals and convicts—rather than do 
this. deed, so revolting to honor, justice, and hu- 
manity, 1 would prefer to see every ship in your 


But, sir, to retire one | 


Navy towed out into the broad Atlanti 
with their flags nailed to their masts, and with 
every sail set, given ‘‘to the god of winds, the 
T g and gale.” [Applause in the galle- 
ries. 

I demand for these men that you will tell the 
reason why they have been dismissed. The res- 
olution before the Senate demands of that board 
to tell the reason. It is the right of those officers 
to ask it. Itis our right to require it. It is the 
duty of the board to tell it. It is due to justice. 
It must come—it will come. The voice of justice 
of this great people will so ring in the ears of those 
who would coverup this mighty wrong, that they 
will burst open the doors of the dark chambers 
in which have been immolated the honor of some 
of the bravest and best men in the Republic, 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 understand from my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] that he wishes an 
executive session. Am I right in that? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is my purpose to submit 
a few remarks—not many—on this subject, to 
which, perhaps, I am related in a way which 
imposes it upon me as a duty, which I shall 
endeavor to discharge; though I must say that 
I have been so far anticipated by some of my 
friends who have preceded me, that [ shall avail 
myself very freely of the arguments which have 
been used before. However, as I have had com- 
mitted to me memorials of respectable constitu- 
ents and friends, I should not do my duty to 
myself or them ifI were not to say something on 
the subject. I therefore ask that it be postponed 
until to-morrow. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors 


| were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Weoyespay, February 13, 1856. 

The Tlouse met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Mr. Rrreurm. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first 
in order to be the election of public printer. 

WITHDRAWAL OF A PAPER. 

Mr. BROOM. Jask the consent of the House 
to withdraw from the files of the House the peti- 
tion and papers in the case of Elizabeth Mont- 
gomery, for the purpose of having them presented 
at the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would inquire what is the 
nature of that petition? tsita money claim ? 

Mr. BROOM. It is a money claim; it is for 


Prayer 


Mr. HAVEN. Then I have no objection. 
There being no objection, leave was accord- 
ingly granted. 
RETURN OF PAPERS FROM THE COURT OF 
CLAIMS. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I havea reso- 


! Jution to which, 1 presume, there will be no ob- 


jection. Jask that it may be read for informa- 
tion. : 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause the petition 
and papers of Daniel Winslow, referred to the Court of 


; Claims under the general order of the last House of Repre- 


sentatives, to be returned to this House, the same not in- 
volving any question of appropriation of money from the 
Treasury or payment by the Government, and not being a 
proper subject for the cognizance of said Court of Claims. 

Mr. LETCHER. What is the nature of that 
claim? 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
the return of a paper. 

Mr. LETCHER. I understand that; but I 
want to know what is the nature of the claim to 
which the paper relates, before I give my consent 
to its withdrawal. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


It is merely a request for 


I cannot say, precisely. 


The reason for asking the return is, that it is not | 


a subject that properly comes under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims. 
Mr. LETCHER. I object. 
Ar. WASHBURN. I think the gentleman 
from Virginia does not understand the nature of 
the request, or he would not object. 


| draw. 


_ I eall-for the regular order 


Mr. WASHBURN. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Virginia to withdraw his objection. : 

Mr. LETCHER, Well, then, let us know the 
nature of the claim. How came it before the 
Court of Claims, if it does not. belong there? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was referred ‘thére 
under the general order of the House, made ‘at 
the close of the last Congress. I understand that 
it is a matter that does not involve the appropri- 
ation of any money, nor the payment of any 
money out of the Treasury. È ys, however, a 
matter that does not come appropriately under 
the cognizance of the Court of Claims, and is a 
proper subject for the action of Congress. [ 
therefore ask that the papers may be returned to 
the House. 

.Mr. LETCHER. 


But I want to know the 


| nature of the case; I object to this acting in the 


dark. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I cannotstate, precisely, 
what is the nature of the case. I can assure the 
Fouse that it is nota matter about which any 
difficulty can be raised. The case never should 
have gone to the Court of Claims at all. 

_Mr. LETCHER. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I desire to 
withdraw the resolution offered by me yesterday, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the con- 
sent of the House to take up the Senate resolu- 
tion for the relief of the poor of this city. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to place in nomina- 
tion for the office of public printer, Joseph J. 
Coombs, of Gallatin county, Ohio. 

Mr. BENSON. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. J trust there will be no 
objection. I ask that it may be read for inform- 
ation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing be 
directed to deliver to the Commissioner of Patents the two 
prints of short-horned cattle accompanying the Agricultural 
Report of 1854, for the use of the Hause. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it is of much more 
importance that the President’s message should 
be taken up and printed, so that Congress may 
be prepared to act uponit. I object to any’ busi- 


| ness out of order until that is done. 


Mr. BENSON. I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama. will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [respectfully decline to with- 
I have made propositions repeatedly to 
have the President’s message and accompanying 
documents printed—-a matter that is essential to 
the progress of the business of the session; and 
they have been objected to by gentlemen ow the 
other side of the House. I object until that 1s 
done. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I understand the 
objection to taking up the Senate resolution for 
the relief of the poor is withdrawn. 

Mr. KEITT. I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object, and call for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do not withdraw. 

VOTE FOR PRINTER. 

The House proceeded to vote viva voce the tenth 
time for printer of the House, with the following 
result: Whole number of votes cast, 160; neces- 
sary to a choice, 81; of which— 

Cornelius Wendell received, , 

Oran Pollett.. 

John D. Detre 

Joseph J. Coom 

Nathan Sergeant 

Robert Farnham... 

J. Watson Webb 

Edward Mo 

A. D. Bunks 

A. Melntosh. 

George Knapp... 

So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brauch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Caruthers, Bayard: Clark, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Eltiott,, English, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Themas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 


Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morison Harris, Hickman, 
Houston, Tewet George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Samuel. S. Marshal, MeMullin, MeQueen, Milson, Mor- 
deċai Oliver; Orr, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Rudin, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Taylor; Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Danici B. Wright, John V., 
Wright, and Zollicoffer. at ; 
z< For Mr, Folletti—Messrs. Allison, Benson, Bliss, Buffin- 
ton, James H. Campbell, Covode, Cragin, Dean, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, . Flagler; Galloway, Granger, Thomas R- 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knowlton, Knapp, 
Leiter, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Perry, Pike, Pringle, 
Simmons; ‘Tappan, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Kilihu B. 
Wasbburne, Watson, and Woodworth. , 

: Por. Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Barbour, Brenton, Lewis D. 
Cainpbeli, Colfax, Cumback, Dunn, Harrison, Haven, Hol- 
loway, Humphrey Marshall, Scott, and Thorington. 

: * För Mr; Coombs—Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Giddings, 

Harlan, Ritchie, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, and Stanton. 

For Mr. Sergeant—Messrs. Bradshaw, Comins, Damrell, 
Etheridge, Killian Miller, Robison, Todd, and Tyson. 

x: For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. Broom, Carlile, Cullen, Mill- 
ward, Puryear, Reade, William R. Smith, and Swope. 

For Mr. Webb—Messrs. Buningame, Meacham, Strana- 
han, Israel Washburn, and Wakeman. ; 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Bishop, Clawson, Pennington, 
and Robbins. 

For Mr. Banks—Messrs. John P. Campbell and Powell. 

For Mr. McIntosh—Messrs. Knox and Norton, 
~, For Mr. Knapp—Mr. Porter. 

. Pending the call of the roll, 

T. NICHOLS said that' his colleague, Mr. 
Day, having been called homein consequence of 
sickness in his family, had paired off with Mr. 
Denver. , 

Mr. McCARTY stated that he had paired off 
for one week with Mr. Horrman. — i 

Mr. SAGE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. HERBERT. f 

Here a message was received from the Senate, 
by Aspury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, notify- 
ing the House that that body had passed ‘“ An 
act (S. No. 80) amendatory of an act, entitled 
‘An act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,’ ” and asking its concurrence therein. 

Mr. STANTON. Task leave to introduce a 
resolution. a 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I insist that the call of 
the rol! be proceeded with; and I make Objection, 
though Ido not know the character of the gen- 
tleman’s resolution. ; 

Mr, STANTON. If the resolution be read, I 
am sure that the gentleman from North Carolina 
will agree to its adoption. . . 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read 
for information. : 

. The.Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the further exeeution of the order for the 
election,of printer be postponed until the first Monday of 
December next; and that the printing that may be ordered 
by the House during the present session of Congress shall 
be done, under: the superintendence of the Printing Com- 
mittee of this Honse, by the Lowest responsible bidder. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Tobject; itis unnecessary 
to give the reasons for the objection. . 

The SPEAKER, In the opinion of the Chair, 
the resolution is not in order, as it provides for 
the election of public printer in a mode unrecog- 
nized, and, indeed, in contradiction to the pro- 
visions in the rules of the Fouse. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. Mr. Speaker, I 
hope that in the call of the roll the Clerk will con- 
form to the usual practice, and call each member 
by his name, without the prefixof Mr. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The House then proceeded to vote viva voce the 
eleventh time for printer, with the following result: 
Whole number of votes cast, 160; necessary to a 
choice, 81; of which— 

Cornelius Wendell reecivedis se... 

Oran Mollett.... 6008 

John D. Defrees 

Nathan Sergeant... 

Joseph J. Coombs. 

J. Watson Webb. 

Robert Farnham... 

George D. Prentice.. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Wendell—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Bayard Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, aulkuer, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Falter, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- 
tus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Hickman, Houston, Hugliston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Alex- 
ander. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Nichols, Andrew 
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Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pennington, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Thurston, 
Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wil- 
lams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zolticoffer. 

For Mr. Follett—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Benson, 
Bliss, Buffinton, Cragin, Dean, Dickson, Fiagier, Gal- 
loway, Granger, Grow, Kelsey, Knowlton, Leiter, Morgan, 
Mott, Murray, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Elihu B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, and Watson. 

For Mr. Defrees—Messrs. Barbour, Brenton, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Colfax, Cumback, Dunn, Harrison, Haven, Hol- 
loway, Howard, Knox, Humphrey Marshall, Parker, Scott, 
and 'Thorington, 

For Mr. Coombs—Messrs. Bingham, Harlan, Ritchie, 
Sahin, Sapp, Sherman, Stanton, and Wade. 

. For Mr. Sergeant——Messrs. James H. Campbell, Comins, 
Covode, Cullen, Dick, Killian Miller, Roberts, and Robi- 
son. 

For Mr. Webb—Messrs. Burlingame, Dodd, Robert B. 
Hali, Meacham, Morrill, Stranahan, and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Farnham—Messrs. Broom, Carlile, and Henry 
Winter Davis. 

For Mr. Prentice—Mr. Etheridge. 

For Mr. Knapp—Mr. Lindley. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. PURYEAR said: Mr. Speaker, advised 
that the change of my vote may possibly secure 
the election of public’ printer, I now, in order 
that such a result may be reached, and the public 
business progressed with, throw my vote for Mr. 
Cornelius Wendell. 

The SPEAKER then declared Mr. Cornelius 
Wendell public printer for the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

This announcement was greeted with applause 
from the galleries. 

Mr. LETCHER. [hope that there will be a 
stop put to this applause in the galleries; we have 
had too much of it during this session. 

ADDITIONAL OFFICERS FOR THE HOUSE. 

Mr. MACE. I submit the following resolu- 
tion, which I ask may be read for information: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of this House be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to appoint the following 
additional officers for this House: 

One additional clerk for folding-rooia; salary $1,200 per 
annum. 

Two additional public folders, at $2 50 per day. 

Two additional messengers for Jadies’ gallery ; two addi- 
tional messengers for gentlemen’s gallery ; and twelve addi- 
tional pages. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call upon the States for resolutions. 
If there be no objection the resolution of.the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will be received. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. Ido not 
see any earthly reason for the adoption of any 
such resolution. There are but two doors to the 
ladies’ gallery, and one gentleman at each is | 
enough, every member will admit. 

Mr. MACE. Is not the resolution a privileged 
one, inasmuch as it pertains to the organization 
of the House? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ithas nothing to do with 
the organization of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is hardly a privileged 
question; it does not relate to officers provided 
for under any law. It can, therefore, only be 
introduced by unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
jection > 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes; I object. 

GRANT OF LAND TO ALABAMA. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Task leave to intro- 
duce a bill granting to the State of Alabama 
publie lands in alternate sections, to aid in the 
construction of the Coosa and Tennessee railroad, 
and for other purposes, of which I have given 
previous notice. 

Mr. PERRY. IT object. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. Resolutions are inorder from 
the State of Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
to introduce a bill. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have but one 
committee, and thatis the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and I hope, therefore, 
that the House will now take up the President’s 
annual message, in order that it may be referred 
to that commnittee. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. So I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the | 


Task leave 


! gentleman’s motion will be entertained. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I object. . 


; are hereby rec 


CHAPLAINCY. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the 
organization of the House has not yet been fully 
completed: we have not elected a Chaplain for 
the present Congress. If it be in order, I move 
that the House do now proceed to the election of 
Chaplain for this House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. As the reference of 
the President’s annual message to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union has been 
objected to, and as no committees” have been an- 
nounced, to which any business can be sent for 
action, I move that this House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1l hope that we will elect 
a Chaplain previous to the adjournment. 

Mr. JONES. We ought to be enabled to get 
along; there are plenty of them in our midst. 
[Laughter.] 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; 
and there were, on a division, ayes 42 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
motion to adjourn. $ 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Sarr were appointed. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. As the majority of 
the House seem to be indisposed to adjourn, I 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Is the motion for the elec- 
tion of Chaplain now up for consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before 
the House, but the gentleman from Maine is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BENSON. Maine is called for resolu- 
tions, and under that call I submit the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, Thatthe Superintendent of the Public Printing 
be directed to deliver to the Commissioner of Patents, two 
paintings of short-horned cattle, accompanying the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1854, for the use of the Patent Office. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move areso- 
lution that the House do now proceed to the 
election of Chaplain for the House of Represent- 
atives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It relates to the organiza- 
tion of the House, and is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Is the election of Chaplain 
provided for as a part of the organization of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. It is so far conformable to 
the rules of the House, that the Chair thinks it 
is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman objects to 
the printing and reference of the President’s 
message, and, if it is not in order, I object to the 
motion which he makes. 

‘he SPEAKER. in the opinion of the Chair 
the resolution to elect a Chaplain is in order. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Do I understand that the 
gentleman from Maine has called the previous 
question on his resolution? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. . 

Mr. DOWDELL. I should desire to offer as 
a substitute the resolutions which I offered, and 
which were adopted before the organization of 
the House. I desire to continue the alternating 
oe in preference to the clection of a Chap- 

an. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
calls the previous question on his resolution. 

Mr. DOWDELL. I ask, then, that my resolu- 
tions may be read, so that the House may under- 
stand them. 1 will offer them as a substitute, if 
the previous question be not sustained by the 
House. 

The Clerk read the resolutions as follows: 


Whereas the people of these United States, from their 
earliest history to the present time, have been led by the 
hand of a kind Providence, and are indebted for the count- 
less blessings of the past and present, and dependent for 
continued prosperityin the future upon Almighty God; and 
whereas the great vital and conservative element in our 
system is the belief of our people in the pure doctrines and 
divine truths of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, it eminently be- 
cones the Representatives of a people so highly favored te 


I demand tellers on the 


i acknowledge in the most public manner their reverence 


for God: Therefore, 

1. Resolved, That the daily sessions of this body be opened 
with prayer. 

2. Resolved, That the ministers of the Gospel in this city 


quested to attend and alternately perform this 
solemn duty. : 


1856. 
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Mr. DOWDELL. It is true that the resolu- 
tions, leaving out the preamble, would accomplish 
the object desired, in substituting for the chap- 
laincy a system of alternation, in my opinion, 


far more preferable, as it makes no discrimination | 
whatever between the different denominations of | 


Christians in this country; but as the preamble 
indorses a good truth, I prefer to let it remain. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know if it is in 
order to separate the resolutions from the pre- 
amble, and raise a committee of preachers to con- 
sider that preamble? j 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama are not now in order, as 
the previous question has been demanded by the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know of the 
Speaker whether, if a motion were submitted and 
carried to postpone the consideration of the reso- 


lution of the gentleman from Maine to a day j 


certain, the resolutions of the gentleman from 
Alabama, adopted before the organization of the 
House, would not remain still in force ? 


The SPEAKER. A motion to postpone is not | 


in order at this time, inasmuch as there has been 
a call for the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I move to lay the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Maine onthe table; 
and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise for the pur- 
pose of appealing to my friend, with whom I 
expect and intend to vote, to withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table, and let us take a direct vote 
on the adoption of the resolution. Iam satisfied 
that we cannot lay it on the table, but I want to 
record my vote against it, believing that itis a 
burlesque on the Christian religion to_have this 
wild hunt after the chaplaincy of the House. 

. Mr. McMULLIN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Maine—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Maine to withdraw the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. MILLSON. Icall my colleague to order. 
The previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman from 
Maine withdraw the call for the previous question? 

Mr. WASHBURN. For what purpose ? 

Mr.McMULLIN. I desire to say a few words 
on the subject. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the gentleman has 
no amendment to offer, and will renew the call 
for the previous question, I will withdraw it. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I cannot withdraw 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr.McMULLIN. [will move, as an amend- 


ment to the resolution of the gentleman from 


Maine g 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
tion of order. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
lay on the table. 


I withdraw the motion to 


Mr.CAMPBELL. Thegentleman from Maine | 


demanded the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
me an opportunity to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Maine to refuse to withdraw the 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would inquire if this 
resolution will not go over under the rule, if the 


demand for the previous question be withdrawn | 


and debate arise under it? 


The SPEAKER. 


the House, if it give rise to debate. 
The previous question was then seconded. 
Mr. BRANCH. 
The 25th rule of this House reads as follows: 


proper execution of that rule? 
he SPEAKER. The Chair understands itto 


I rise to a ques- | 


e withdrew it to afford | 


I rise to a point of order. | 


prevent the | 


previous question on the day on which the resolu- 
tion is offered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If objection be made to the 
resolution, does it not necessarily go over? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
Chair is of opinion that the call for the previous 
question is in order. r 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iask for the yeas 
and nayson the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. [ notice that the resolution 
provides for the election of a Chaplain for the 
present session only. Is it not usual to elect a 
Chaplain for the whole Congress? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That was never 
done until the last Congress. It is usual to elect 
for the session only. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. AmI to understand 
that, if this resolution is voted down, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dow- 
DELL] will come up? If so, let us vote down this 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
this resolution is introduced under a call of the 
States for resolutions; therefore, the gentleman 
from Alabama will not be entitled to the floor to 
introduce his resolution until the State of Ala- 
bama is called in order. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, I wish to say that I 
shall vote against this resolution, in order that I 
may have an opportunity to vote for the propo- 
sition of the gentleman over the way. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution; and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 101, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Buflintou, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, John 
P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry 
Winter Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, 
Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Thomas R. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Millon, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Perry, Pike, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, William R. 
Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan, Tyson, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Winslow, 
Woodruff, Woodworth. and Zollicofter—L0l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Hendiey S. Bennett, 
Bishop, Bliss, Boyce, Brooks, Burnett, Bayard Clark, 
Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Davidson, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Elliott, Eustis, Flagler, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Houston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Lake, Letch- 
er, Lumpkin, Samucl S. Marshall, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, 
Pringle, Quitman, Robbins, Rufin, Rust, Savage, Scott, 
Seward, Sherman, Shorter, William Smith, Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Trippe, Watson, Williams, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—58, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. ENGLISH said: I desire to state that, be- 
fore this question was presented to the House, I 
agreed with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Gar- 
Lowar, to pair off with him upon all questions 
foronehour. That time not having expired, and 
Mr. Gattoway being absent from the Hall, I do 
not fecl at liberty to vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. MAXWELL 
left the city yesterday morning for home. He 
requested me to state to the House that he had 
paired off for this week with Mr. GILBERT, and 
for two weeks from Monday next, with Mr. 


A ae Lv | PRINGLE. 
The Chair is of opinion | 
that the resolution will go over under the rules of |! o{ution, in order that [ may have an opportunity 


li to vote for the resolution of the gentleman from 


Mr. ELLIOTT. 


I shall vote against this res- 


Alabama, (Mr. DowpELL.] 
Mr. CLARK, of New York. 


the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 


was agrecd to. 
Mr. PRINGLE. 
now adjourn. 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER. With the leave of the House, 


I move that the House do 


have been the practice of the House to admit the || before the question on the adjournment is taken, 


f I shall vote | 
i! against this resolution, for the reason stated by 


the Chair-will announce the standing committees. 

No objection being made, : 

The SPEAKER, in pursuance of the order of 
the House, made on Thursday last, announced 
the following standing committees: i > 7 

Committee on Elections—Israel. Washburn ; of. 
Maine, Alexander H. Stephens. of . Georgia; 
Cooper K. Watson of Ohio, Francis E. Spinner 
of New York, Mordecai Oliver of Missouri, John 
Hickman of Pennsylvania, Schuyler Colfax of 
Indiana, William R. Smith of “Alabama, and 
John A. Bingham of Ohio. : 

Of Ways and Means—Lewis D. Campbell of 
Ohio, William A. Howard of Michigan, Howell 
Cobb of Georgia, George W. Jones of Tennessee, 
Henry Winter Davis of Maryland, Russell Sage 
of New York, John S. Phelps of Missouri, James 
H. Campbell of Pennsylvania, and Alexander De 
Witt of Massachusetts. : ` 

On Claims—Joshua R. Giddings of Ohio, John 
Letcher of Virginia, James Bishop of New Jer- 
sey, J. Glancy Jones of Pennsylvania, George 
G. Dunn of Indiana, Ebenezer Knowlton of 
Maine, Miles Taylor of Louisiana, William A. 
Gilbert of New York, and Samuel S. Marshall 
of Illinois. 

On Commerce—Ellihu B. Washburne of Hlinois, 
Edward Wade of Ohio, John S. Millson of Vir- 
ginia, John McQueen of South Carolina, Job R. 
Tyson of Pennsylvania, Luther M. Kennett of 
Missouri, Guy R. Pelton of New York, Linus 
B. Comins of Massachusetts, and George Eustis 
of Louisiana. 

On Public Lands—Henry Bennett of New York, 
Aaron Harlan of Ohio, Williamson R. W. Cobb 
of Alabama, JamesJ. Lindley of Missouri, Elisha 
D. Cullen of Delaware, David S. Walbridge of 
Michigan, Samuel Brenton of Indiana, Augustus 
E. Maxwell of Florida, and James Thorington 
of Iowa. í 

On the Post Office and Post Roads—Daniel Mace 
of Indiana, Jesse O. Norton of Minois, Thomas 
T. Flagler of New York, David Barclay of Penn- 
sylvania, Timothy C. Day of Ohio, Paulus Powell 
of Virginia, Percy Walker of Alabama, John M. 
Wooa of Maine, and Philip T. Herbert of Cali- 

ornia. 

On the District of Columbia — James Meacham 
of Vermont, Edward Dodd of New York, Wil- 
lian O. Goode of Virginia, William Cumback 
of Indiana, John Dick of Pennsylvania, J. Mor- 
rison Harris of Maryland, Hendley S. Bennett 
of Mississippi, Mark Trafton of Massachusetts, 


‘and Peter H. Bell of Texas. 


On the Judiciary—George A. Simmons of New 
York, Humphrey Marshall of Kentucky, Lucian 
Barbour of Indiana, John S. Caskie of Virginia, 
Samuel Galloway of Ohio, Sampson W. Harris 


i of Alabama, William A. Lake of Mississippi, 


Abraham Wakeman of New York, and Mason 
W. Tappan of New Hampshire, 

On Revolutionary Claims— David Ritchie of 
Pennsylvania, Ambrose S. Murray of New York, 
William Smith of Virginia, William H. English 
of Indiana, Thomas J. D. Fuller of Maine, James 
C. Allen of Illinois, Isaiah D. Clawson of New 
Jersey, Aaron H. Cragin of New Hampshire, 
and J. Reece Emrie of Ohio. 

On Public Expenditures—Sidney Dean of Con- 
necticut, John Covode of Pennsylvania, John 
Kellyagf New York, Richard Mott of Ohio, John 
J. Poarce of Pennsylvania, George Vail of New 
Jersey, John M. Elliott of Kentucky, Henry 
Waldron of Michigan, and Lawrence O’B. Branch 


: of North Carolina. 


On Private Land Claims — Gilchrist Porter of 


i Missouri, Valentine B. Horton of Ohio, James 


Thorington of lowa, Emerson Etheridge of Ten- 


i nessee, Thomas F. Bowie of Maryland, John M. 
! Sandidge of Louisiana, Philip T. Herbert of Cal- 
li ifornia, David F. Robison of Pennsylvania, and 
: Thomas R. Horton of New York. 


On Manufactures—Ezra Clark of Connecticut, 


i Jonathan Knight of Pennsylvania, Martin J. 


reconsider the vote just taken; and also to lay the || Crawford of Georgia, Philemon Bliss of Ohio, 


| motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The question was put, and the latter motion | 


Nathaniel B. Durfee of Rhode Island, Francis S. 


li Edwards of New York, James F. Dowdell of 
! Alabama, John P. Campbell of Kentucky, and 
: James B. Ricaud of Maryland. 


On Agriculture— David P. Holloway of Indi- 
ana, Charles Ready of Tennessee, Galusha A. 
Grow of Pennsylvania, Peter H. Bell of Texas, 
Lewis D. Campbell of Ohio, Edwin B. Morgan 
of New York, Alvah Sabin of Vermont, Elisha D 
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Gullen of Delaware, and’ Fayette MeMullin of 
Virginia. : a : 

: Gin decd Affairs—Benjamin Pringle of New 
York; James L. Orr of South Carolina, Charles 
Billinghurst of Wisconsin, Alfred B. Greenwood 
of Arkansas, Benjamin F. Leiter of Ohio, Robert 
B. Hall of Massachusetts, Lemuel Todd of Penn- 
éylvania; Samuel Caruthers of Missouri, and 
Philip T. Herbert of California, _ , 

: On Military Agfeirs—J ohn A. Quitman of Mis- 
sissippi, John Allison of Pennsylvania, William 
: Sapp of Ohio, Charles J. Faulkner of Virginia, 
John Williams of New York, Benjamin Stanton 
of Ohio, James W. Denver of California, James 
Baffinton of Massachusetts, and Cadwalader C. 
‘Washburne of Wisconsin. 
` d On, the. Militia—John C. Kunkel of Pennsyl- 
vania, Thomas R. Whitney of New York, John 
Scott. Harrison of Ohio, Henry W. Hoffman of 
Maryland, Nathaniel G. Foster of Georgia, John 
M: Parker, of New York, Albert G. Watkins of 
Tennessee, Daniel B. Wright of Mississippi, and 
Robert: B: Hall.of Massachusetts. 

“On Neval Affaivs—Samuel P. Benson of Maine, 
James S. T. Stranahan of New York, Thomas 
S$. Bocock of Virginia, Solomon G. Haven of 

New York, Warren Winslow of North Carolina, 
James 8. Seward of Georgia, Timothy Davis of 
Massachusetts, William W. Boyce of South 
Carolina, and William Millward .of Pennsylva- 
nia. 

On Foreign Affeirs—Alexander C, M. Penning- 


kinia, Thomas L. Clingman of North Carolina, 
illiam. Aiken of South Carolina, Henry M. 
Fuller of Pennsylvania, Orsamus B. Matteson of 
New York, Benjamin B. Thurston of Rhode 


Island, John Sherman of Ohio, and Anson Bur- || 


lingame of Massachusetts. 


On Territories—Galusha A. Grow of Pennsyl- 
vania, Joshua R. Giddings of Ohio, Samuel A. 
Purviance of Pennsylvania, William A. Richard- 
son of Illinois, George S. Houston of Alabama, 
Amos P. Granger. of New York, Felix IX. Zolli- 
coffer of Tennessce, Justin S. Morrill of Vermont, 
and John S. Perry of Maine. 

On Revolutionary Pensions—Jacob Broom of 
Pennsylvania, Charles J. Albright of Ohio, 
Henry A. Edmundson of Virginia, Killian Mil- 
ler of New York, Smith Miller of Indiana, Bue- 
ton Craige of North Carolina, Chauncey L. 
Knapp of Massachusetts, Sohn Woodruff of 
Connecticut, and Augustus Hall of Iowa. 

On Iwalid Pensions—Andrew Oliver of New 
York, James Pike of New Hampshire, Thomas 
B. Florenc of Pennsylvania, John H. Savage 
of Tennessee, William W. Welch of Connec- 
ticut, Albert Q. Talbott of Kentucky, Samuel 
Dickson of New York, John H. Lumpkin of 
Georgia, and George R. Robbins of New Jer- 
se 


Dn Roadsand Canals—James Knox of Ulinois, 
Jonas A. Hughston of New York, Thomas 
Ruffin of North Carolina, Harvey D. Scott of 
Indiana, George W. Peck, of Michigan, Oscar 
F. Moore of Ohio, Wiliam Barksdale of Mis- 
sissippi, Samuel C. Bradshaw of Pennsylvania, 
and Albert Rust of Arkansas. 

On Palents—Edwin B. Morgan of New York, 
Calvin C. Chaffee of Massachusetts, Samuel A. 
Smith of Tennessee, Robert T. Paine of North 
Carolina, and John R. Edie of Pennsylvania. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—Edward Ball 
of Ohio, Samuel Todd of Pennsylvania, Richard 
©. Puryear of North Carolina, Lawrence M. 
Keitt of South Carolina, and Anthony E. Rob- 
erts of Pennsylvania. 

On Revisal and Unfinished Business—Alvah Sabin 
of Vermont, Ebenezer Knowlton of Maine, Hi- 
ram Warner of Georgia, Bayard Clark of New 
York, and Eli S. Shorter of Alabama. 

On Accounts—Benjamin B. Thurston of Rhode 
Island, John Cadwalader of Pennsylvania, Mat- 
thias S. Nichols of Ohio, James Bufinton of 


Massachusetts, and John S, Carlile of Virginia. || 


On Mileage— William H. Sneed of Tennessee, 
Preston S. Brooks of South Carolina, William 
"H: Kelsey of New York, Lemuel D. Evans of 
-Texas andJames H. Woodworth of Hinois. 

'. On, Engraving—William H. Kelsey of New 
“York, William 5. Damrell of Massachusetts, and 


John V, Wright of Tennessee, 


ton of New Jersey, Thomas H. Bayly of Vir- |! 


On Expendituresin the State Department—Pres- 
ton S. Brooks of South Carolina, Samuel A. 
Smith of Tennessee, Asa Packer of Pennsylvania, 
Rufus H. King of New York, and William 8. 
Damrel! of Massachusetts. 

‘On Expenditures in the Treasury Department— 
Henry Waldron of Michigan, Daniel Wells of 
Wisconsin, Alexander K. Marshall of Ken- 
tucky, Zedekiah Kidwell of Virginia, Isaiah D. 
Clawson of New Jersey. 

On Expenditures in the War Department—Aaron 
H. Cragin of New York, William W. Valk of 
New York, Joshua H. Jewett of Kentucky, 
Thomas Rivers of Tennessee, and John Covode 
of Pennsylvania. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department— 
Thomas L. Harris of Mlinois, John Wheeler of 
New York, Cadwalader C. Washburne of Wis- 
consin, Warner L. Underwood of Kentucky, and 
John V. Wright of Tennessee. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Department— 
| John M. Pettit of Indiana, Leander M. Cox of 
| Kentucky, John Williams of New York, Henry 
C. Burnett of Kentucky, and Edwin G. Reade of 
North Carolina. 

On Expenditurgs on the Public Buildings—Fay- 
ette MeMullin of Virginia, Andrew Z. ene 
of New York, James A. Stewart of Maryland, 
Samucl F. Swope of Kentucky, and Robert P. 
Trippe of Georgia. 

Joint Committee on the Library~William Aiken 
of South Carolina, Job R. Tyson of Pennsyl- 
ivania, and John U. Pettit of Indiana. 


ols of Ohio, Aaron H. Cragin of New Hampshire, 
and Thomas T. Flagler of New York. 

Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills—James Pike 
of New Hampshire, and Thomas G. Davidson of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. During the entire 
course of my legislative services, both here and 
in the State where I live, I have never, directly or 
indirectly, intimated to the appointing power any 
poston which I desired upon a committee. T 

ave acquiesced in the postition assigned to me, 
and have endeavored to discharge the duties of 
such position as best IT could. For the last six 
years I have occupied a position similar to the 


and Means. The labors of that committee are 
i very severe, and require a great deal of attention 
| from its members if they discharge their duties. 
i E think, sir, that, for the last two or three years, 
l have been worn down, partly, perhaps, by my 
labors on that committee; and [ must now—being 
indisposed to incur the same labor and the same 
amount of application at this Congress—throw 
myself on the indulgence of the House for the 
first time in my life, and ask the House to relieve 
me from service on the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

There being no objection, Mr. Tonrs was cx- 
cused from serving on the Committce of Ways 
; and Means. 

ENGRAVING FOR THE HOUSE. 


Mr. GROW. I wish to make a motion that 
all engraving for this Llouse be under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Printing. The reason 
why I make this motion I will state in a few 
| words, During the last Congress, the agricaltu- 
| ral report and the report of Herndon, Marcy, and 


account of the fact that the Committce on En- 
graving and the Committee on Printing did not 
céoperate. As the latter committee has charge 
i of the printing and binding of all documents, it 
would, in my judgment, expedite business, if the 
engraving were also placed in charge of the Joint 
Committee on Printing of the two Houses. The 
Senate has made such an order. F therefore 
' make the motion that all engraving shall be under 
the direction of the Committee on Printing. 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania will please send up his resolution in 
writing, 
The immediate business before the House is 
the election of Chaplain. ‘Nominations are in 


order. 

Mr. SMITH, of, Virginia. Do I understand 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| [Mr. Grow] to be adopted? 
| The SPEAKER. It has not been adopted. 


| others were delayed for five or six mouths, on || 


t 


| soldier. 


i duty, and well gifted in his profession. 


The Chair required the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to put it in writing. 
NOMINATIONS TO THE CHAPLAINCY. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Ibeg leave to propose the 
name of the Rev. Byron Sunderland as candidate 
for the chaplaincy of the House. 

Mr. TYSON. I nominate the Rev. Robert 
Dashal Morris, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. AIKEN. Inominate the Rev. David S. 
Doggett. g 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iwish to placein 
nomination Elder Robert C. Leachman, of Prince 
William county, Virginia. He is a Hard-Shell 
Baptist in religion, and a Democrat in politics; 
and I entirely accord with him both in his religious 
and political views. [Langhitor om 

Mr. DEAN. I nominate Rev. William Patton. 

Mr. CULLEN. I nominate for the chaplaincy 
of this House, Rev. A. J. Caruthers, of the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, 
liam Hodge. 

Mr. KNOWLTON, I nominate Rev. Mr. 
Conway, of this city. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inominate Rev. Thomas H. 
Stockton. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I nominate Rev. 
Thomas Fisher, of Kentucky. He is a Baptist 
clergyman, but I do not know what are his pol- 
ities, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHORTER. 
M 


I nominate Rev. Wil- 


I nominate Rev. William 


osely. 
Mr. BROOKS. respectfully nominate Mark 


Joint Committee on Printing—Matthias H. Nich- | Trafton, a member of this House. 


Mr. GRANGER. I propose asa candidate 
for the chaplaincy of the House, Rev. Daniel 
Waldo, of New York, an old revolutionary 
Mr. Waldo is now ninety-four years 
old, and has been a clergyman of the Congre- 


i gational church for more than seventy years, 


without spot or blemish. He is attentive to his 


[Cries of 
“ Order!?’] 


The SPEAKER. Debate ig out of order. 
Mr. GRANGER. He was taken by the British 
on York Island. [Loud cries of ‘ Order !’’] 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman 


i from New York will be allowed to go on with 


saj i ` i z, Paty : 
ane now sssigned me onthe Committee of Ways |! his history. 


Several: Mumsens objected. 

Mr. KENNETT. Inominate Rev. Mr. Cum- 
mins, 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. 
Rev. J. G. Butler. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I nominate Rev. William 
G. Baldwin. 

Mr. VALK. 
Evans. 

Mr. BRANCH. As the nominations are now 
all in, for the purpose of giving members an op- 
portunity to canvass, and be canvassed with, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope, before 
the House adjourns, the list of nominations will 
be read. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
pose. 

Mr. GROW. Thope I shall now have general 
consent to bring up the resolution which | indi- 
cated some time since. 

Mr. TAPPAN and others objected. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. 1 move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LAKE. Before the question is put upon 
the motion to adjourn, I ask unanimous consent 
to allow me to withdraw from the files of the 
House the petition and papers in the case of John 
Crawford. 

i Mr. LETCHER. What is to be done with 
them? 

Mr. LAKE. I will state, for the informatiou 
of the House, that—— 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to any statement, 
and to everything except the motion to adjourn; 
and I demand tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BARRSDALE 
and Vax appointed. 

‘Phe question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 66, noes 56. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at three o'clock) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I nominate 


I nominate Rev. French 8. 


I will give way for that pur- 


1856. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 14, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary ofthe Treasury, | 
communicating the report of the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, showing the progress of that 
work during the ycar ending November 1, 1855. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the same number | 
of this report be ordered to be printed that was 
printed last year. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
make his motion a little more specific. 
usual to print ten thousand copies. I 

Mr. HAMLIN. That was the number last | 

ear. i 
x Mr. PEARCE. Five thousand were printed | 
for the use of the Senate, and five thousand were | 

| 
1 
| 
| 


I wish the Senator would 
It is 


laced at the disposal of the Coast Survey Office. 
Vill the Senator let me vary his motion to that 
effect, or will he vary it himself? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the original distribu- | 
tion of this document was made the subject of 
investigation by the Committee on Commerce on 
aformer occasion. Manyapplications from com- 
mercial men are made to the Coast Survey Office 
for this report, and the distribution can much 
better be made by that office, in many instances, | 
than through Senators. tis, therefore, desirable | 
that the same distribution should be had as last } 
year. I meant to include that proposition in my | 
motion. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. I believe it is usual for gen- | 
tlemen to move to print these documents, and | 
then let the number be fixed in accordance with | 
custom. | have heard many complaints in refer- |; 
ence to the disposition of this particular docu- | 
ment, the report of the Coast Survey, which is | 
distributed all over the United States. 1t is print- || 
ed ata very heavy expense; and if it is possible | 
to curtail that expense, I believe it is the wish of ; 
the Senate to do so; but I may be mistaken in 
that. It can be tested at least by the proposition 
which I now make to refer this matter for future 
inquiry, before any order is made for printing, to | 
the Committee on Printing, that it may be seen 
how many copies are necessary. That ten thou- 
sand people throughout the United States ever 
look into this report I very much doubt. It is | 
certainly avery large number to be distributed, and 
its distribution takes a very unfortunate course. 
It is sent out amongst the farmers of the country, j 
and throughout the interior of the United States. | 
Now I doubt whether it is proper that it should 
be distributed anywhere except to constituencies 
along the sea-coast, and in the sea-port towns;— 
and whether the principal labor of distribution | 
should not be confined entirely to the Coast Sur- | 
vey Office, as a means of doing some good. This 
strikes mc as the proper course. Iam satisfied 
that those copies of this document which come 
to my share not only impose on me the labor of 
a distribution which is unwelcome of itself, but 
are sent to those who care nothing about it, and 
who laugh at the men who send to them such re- 
ports, so utterly worthless, as they think, for any 
useful purpose. I hope the Senate will allow the 
whole question of printing to be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, that the proper number | 
may be ascertained for uscful purposes, and let | 
us adopt a standard hereafter which will entail | 
on the Government no more expenses than shall 
be absolutely necessary.in this branch of the pub- || 
lic service. 

Mr. RUSK. I think the rule requires that all ! 
motions for printing cxtra numbers shall go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT. That does not apply to 
a report from any of the regular Departments of 
the Government. i 

Mr. RUSK. 
refer. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I should like 
to know if the Senator from Arkansas means 
to refer the motion to print the usual number of 
copies of this report to the Committee on Printing, | 
or does he confine his motion to the proposition | 
to print extra copies? i 

Mr. JOHNSON. I shall make no objection to 
printing the usual number; for Lam not sufficient- {i 


I shall vote for the motion to 


| crowded and loaded down with the “ usual num 
ber” of documents, gathered together there in | 
masses exceedingly inconvenient; and I am as- | 
sured by officers of this body that more copies ! 

| 


‘may be referred. 


ly advised on the subject to resist that; though I 
doubt whether, considering the great length of 
time the Coast Survey has been going on without 
an end, it ought no#to be stopped. I have not, 
however, sufficient information to authorize me 
to pass judgment on that point, and. I shall not 
do so. Lam perfectly willing that the order to 
rint shall be entered, and then I desire, and such 
is the motion I make, that the question of print- 
ing extra numbers shall be referred. I would 
prefer, also, that the motion to print the usual 
number in this instance, as well as extra nuni- į 
bers, (if there is properly such a thing as an 


| extra number in the case of such reports as that 


of the Coast Survey,) should be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for the purpose of having | 
an investigation into the whole subject, H 

Tbelieve the action of the committee will be such | 
as to bring before the Senate the question of what 
should be what is callcd the “ usual number” of 
copies of a document that should be printed. 
The usual number in every instance now ordered 
to be printed, is fourteen hundred. You will find 
that the rooms above us, in this Capitol, are 


are printed than are ever called for. There they | 
lie, waste paper, unnecessary for our purposes, | 
and in factan incumbrance—a curse on our busi 
ness. That number ought properly to be re- | 
duced. I will not say this is absolutely necessary 

until an investigation shall be made by the com- 

mittee; but, from ail I can learn, my impression | 


is, that about seven hundred and fifty, or at fur- ! 
thest, one thousand, is as much as ought to be 
ever printed of what is called the ‘usual num 
ber” of bills, general orders, reports, and those | 


li documents which are printed in our ordinary 


course of proceeding. Lask that the whole matter 
1 believe that would be the 


best course for the public. H 


Mr. PEARCE. 1 shall make no objection to 
the motion of the Senator to refer the question 
of printing extra copics; nor should I say another į 
word except for the purpose of excluding a con- 
clusion which may be inferred from the remarks 
of the Senator from Arkansas. This is not the 
proper time to discuss the value of these reports, 
or the great importance to the country of the 
Coast Survey, which has not yet reached itsend, 
or anything like its end, but which the Senator 
seems to think has been prosecuted far enough. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not assert that as a 
matured opinion. 

Mr. PEARCS. If there shall be any occa- | 
sion hereafter to discuss fully the value of this 
work, and its great importance to the maritime 
interests of the country, I shall be prepared, I 
think, to show that the Senate cannot better ex- 
pend money than in continuing the presecution 
of the Coast Survey, and in disseminating widely, 
on our maritime frontiers atall events, the reports 
made to us from that office. Ishall say no more 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to laying the report on the table, and on 
ordering it to be printed The question now is 
on printing ten thousand additional copics, five 
thousand for the use of the Senate, and five thou- 
sand for the use of the Coast Survey Office. It 
is proposed to refer that proposition to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The question is on the ref- 
erence. 

Mr. FISH. IJ think that, at the last session, 
the order to print specified the form in which this 
document should be printed. I would ask the 
Secretary if that is not the fact, and, if so, the mo- | 
tion should be now made accordingly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have before me the order 
made at the last session. 


Mr. PEARCE. 


in accordance with the precedent of last year. 

pos to offer it before, but I was anticipated 
ry the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hasmin.] 1) 

oifer the following order: 


I propose to offer a resolution specifying the form, i| 
i 
i 


Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the f 
Secretary of the Treasury, communicating the report of the i 


Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1855, in 
addition to the usual number, be printed; five thousand 
copies thereof for the use of the Senate, and the remainder 


for distribution by the Coast Survey Office; and that the | 


same be printed and bound, with the plates; in quarto form, 


If the Senator will allow me, |: 


Li 
| Navy, praying to be relieved from the sentence of 


and that the plates be printed, under the direction of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. Imove that that proposition 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. Iwil 
state to the Senator from Maryland another reason 
why it.ought to be referred. ; wd 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not object to its reference, 

Mr. JOHNSON. To print these reports. in 
quarto form is a departure from the uniformity. of 
size, which has been preserved in. congressional 
documents, and involves a very heavy additional 
expense. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That practice docs not: 
apply to the Coast Survey reports; they are always - 
printed in quarto form. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is true, butitisa heavy 
additional expense. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the memorial 
of Edward D. Tippett, praying to be allowed 
| bounty land for his services as a soldier in the 
wt war with Great Britain; which was referred 
i to the Commiitee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of the heirs 
of Captain Samuel Miller, praying for the comi- 
mutation pay due him on account of his services 
during the Revolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH. Tam requested to present the peti- 
tion of the Rev. George Jones, a chaplain in the 
United States Navy, who was employed during 
the late cruise of the squadron in the Japan seas, 


‘| to make some scientific observations, which are 


said to be of great value, and which will consti- 


i| tute one volume of the publication to be made by 


Conimedore Perry, which has been ordered by 
i the Senate to be printed. Mr. Jones asks that, 
inasmuch ashe has received no extra compensation. 
whatever for these scientific researches, he may 
| be allowed a certain number of the volume which 


i contains his own observations, for distribution to 
scientific institutions and otherwise. I ask for 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Printing. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented tlie petition 
of Eugene Rellieux, claiming compensation for 
losscs sustained by him; in consequetice of the 
bombardment of Greytown, by thé sloop-of-war 
| Cyane, under the command of Captain Tollins ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of the 
Firemen’s Insurance Company of Washington 
and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
praying for an extension of their charter; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. . 

Mr. CLAY presented the memorial of steam- 
|| boat pilots on the southern and western waters of 
the United States, praying for such an amendment 
of the act of August 30, 1852, ‘ for the better pro- 
tection of the lives of passengers on board of 
vessels, propelled in whole or in part by steam,” 
Fas will secure to such vessels the services of com- 
petent and ong See which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
Elizabeth Bausman, widow of Wiliam Bausman, 
a forage master in the revolutionary army, pray- 
| ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
: to the Committee on Pensions. 

THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 
Mr. TOUCEY presented the memorial. of 
: Thomas Holdup Stevens, late a lieutenant in the 
| Navy, who was dropped in consequence of the 
recommendation of the late naval board, praying 
to be restored to his former position in the Navy; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, : 
| Mr. PEARCE. I present the memorial of 
| Lieutenant J. M. Gilliss, of the United States 


the late naval board. ‘The memorialist sets forth 
l his services both at sea and on shore. I know 
him well, sir, and I know him to be aman of 
unimpeachable character and conduct. Tam well 
|| satisfied that he is not liable to the slightest cen- 
l sure for disobedience, insubordination, or any act 
of any description to bring him under the least 
il censure. I believe his -whele fault is, that he is 


au 
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singularly well informed ás a scientific man, and 
that the Government, without his action, have 
called on him to render services of that sort in 
fieu of service at sea. I look upon it as one of 
the hardest cases under the acts of the late naval 
board; I move the reference of the memorial to 
the Committee on: Naval Affairs. 7 

Fhe motion was agreed to. 


“Mr. MASON presented the memorial of T. F. 
Dulany, late a lieutenant in the Navy, who was 
dropped in consequence of the ‘recommendation 
of the late naval board, praying to be restored to 
“his former position in the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
<Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented 
the petition of Lieutenant Matthew C. Perry, Jr., 
who has been placed on the reserved list, in con- 
‘sequence of the action of the late naval board, 
praying to be restored to his former position in 
the Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
‘on Naval Affairs. 


EDWARD STANTON. 


- Mr. FOSTER. Task leave to present the pe- 
tition of Martha Stanton, of Stonington, Connec- 
ticut.. She sets forth that she is the widow of 
Edward Stanton, who served in the war of the 
Revolution between one and two years; that she 
is now eighty-eight years old; that her husband 
was engaged in the battle of Fort Griswold, at 
Groton Point, near New London, Connecticut, on 
the Gth of September, 1781, and in that battle he 
was very dangerously wounded, receiving a mus- 
ket ball through his body; that subsequently, in 
‘the year 1816, her husband was placed on the in- 
valid pension list, and received a pension granted 
by the Government of $96 per annum; that under 
the act of 1832 he was entitled to receive an addi- 
tional pension of $60 66 per annum. He died 
on the 27th of July, 1832, just after the act was 
‘passed. Subsequently, this widow, under the act 
of 1848, presented her petition claiming to receive 
the amount to which Per husband would have 
‘been entitled, if living, under the existing laws, 
which was the sum of $156 66 per amum. 
This application was at first denied by the De- 
partment, and a pension of $60 66 only was 

ranted to her; but, afterwards, on rcéxamination, 
the claim for the whole amount, $156 66 was 
granted to her, and she received a certificate for 
that amount during her life, and has received that 
sum for several years past. Since the last semi- 
annual payment, however, the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, on a reéxamination of the 
Jaw, has overruled the decision made by his pre- 
decessor, ‘and decides that she is not entitled to 
receive the amount of $156 66, but only the 
amount of $60 66 per annum, and he has ordered 
the. payment of her pension to be suspended until 
she returns her present certificate, and takes one 
foralessamount. She prefers this petition, there- 
‘fore, asking that she may be entitled to hold her 
certificate of $156 66, instead of being compelled 
to return it, and take one for $60 66 during the 
rest of her fife, which must be short. 

I hope, sir, that the prayer of the petition will 
be granted. Tt is a very small matter indeed to 
the Government, and one on which it seems there 
has been a difference of opinion in the Depart- 
‘ment by diferent commissioners, in regard to the 
construction of the law. To the Government, 
anyway, it is a very small matter, but to her itis 
all her living. 

I beg leave, Mr. President, to add a few words 
to the facts set forth in the petition—facts within 
my own knowledge in regard to this. application. 


‘They shall be very few. The defense of Fort || 
Griswold during the revolutionary war, by a small || 
band of Connecticut militia, against an over- | 
whelming force of British regular troops, forms | 
one of the brightest pages in our revolutionary | 


history. Indeed, I think I may venture the asser- 
tion, that the history of no people, of no nation 


in the world, furnishes a more striking example | 


of heroic self-sacrifice to the call of duty than was 
exhibited by Coloncl Ledyard, and his brave 
companions in that bloody conflict. 
idas and his three hundred, they deliberately took 


their places to die in the cause of liberty and their | 


country’s independence. Such men, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and the widows of such men, deserve well 
atthe hands of the Republic. At the storming 
of that fort, Edward Stanton, whose widow now 


.comes:here with this petition, was most desper- | 


Like Leon- |} 


ately wounded. He received a musket ball on 
his left side, in the region of the heart, which laid 


the flesh and bone so open that his heart was vis- ! 


ible to the eye. He lay upen the ground, and 
was, of course, rapidly bleeding to death, when 
Colonel Buscar, an English officer who entered 
the fort with the storming party, touched at the 
sight of this man, in a spirit of humanity which 
should make his name remembered with honor, 
took from his pocket a linen nightcap, and placed 
it in the orifice of this man’s side, ana thus stayed 
the fast ebbing tide of his life. He recovered, 
and he lived, a disabled man, for more than fifty 
years. 

Under the act of 1816, as I have already sug- 
gested, lic was placed on the invalid pension list, 
and under the act of 1832 received an additional 

ension; the whole amounting to the sum which 
he been named. His widow now asks that this 
little pittance may not be diminished during the 
few years that she hasto live. She still possesses, 
in her very humble dwelling, the vest that was 
worn by her husband during that memorable 
battle, torn with bullets, and the linen cap which 
was the means, under Providence, of saving his 
life. 
all the dowry which is now left to this widow; 
and I ask, will the Senate permit this woman, 
now almost one hundred years old, the widow of 
one of the bravestand most gallant men that ever 
lived, and who literally poured out his heart’s 
blood in the defense of his country—will the Sen- 
ate permit this widow, one of the last survivors 
of the heroic age of the Republic, to die in want? 

I move you, sir, that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions; and | know enough 
of the liberal policy which actuates the honorable 
chairman of that committee (Mr. Jonns, of Iowa] 
to have full confidence that help will come to this 
widow; but the Senator will pardon me for sug- 
gesting that it calls for very speedy action—and I 
only fear that the speediest may come too late. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Hezekiah L. 
Thistie, praying for compensation for the use of his im- 
provementin a saddle for carrying sick and wounded, be 
withdrawn from the files for the purpose of reference to the 
Court of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 

Ordered, That John T. Hildreth have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

FORTIFICATIONS ON THE PEA-PATCH. 

Mr. BAYARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed ta: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ó? War be directed to report 
to the Senate an estimate of the amount necessary to com- 
plete the fortification of the Pea-Patch Island, in the river 
Delaware, and of the time within which the said fortifica- 
tion can be completed, ifthe requisite appropriation is made. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention 
to ask Jeave to introduce a bill to incorporate the 
St. Joseph’s Literary Society, in the 
Columbia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WELLER, in pursuance of previous no- 


tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill | 
| to provide for an overland mail from some point 
on the Mississippi river to San Francisco in Cal- | 


ifornia; which was read twice by its title, and 


ii referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. : 

Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
vious notice not having been given, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to create an ad- 


ditional land office in the State of California; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Public Lands. 3 

Mr. DODGE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Milwaukie, in 


i the State of Wisconsin. 


A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Manitowoc, in Wisconsin. 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin. 


These trophies, Mr. President, are about |) 


istrict of 


February 14, 


A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sheboygan, Wisconsin. 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Racine, Wisconsin. 

Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked.and obtained leave to introduce a hill 
to establish a library for young men in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BAYARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Delaware breakwater; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. BAYARD asked and obtained leave toin- 
troduce the following bills; which were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of New Castle. 3 

A bill to continue the construction of a harbor 
on the east side of Reedy Island. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent to introduce a bill to increase the 
salaries of the judges of the circuit and crimina} 
courts of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


KALAMAZOO LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. STUART. The Committee on Public 
Lands have instructed me to report a bill (S. 97) 
“to continue temporarily the land office at Kala- 
mazoo, in the State of Michigan. I wish tohave 
the bill read; and I will state in a few words why 
the committee has instructed me to ask the Senate 
to consider it at this time. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. It proposes to enact, that the 
register and receiver of the land office at Kala- 
mazoo, in Michigan, and the office itself, shall be 
continued, until in the opinion of the President, 
itcan be discontinued without prejudice to the 
public interest; and that until that time the act of 

une 12, 1840, shall not extend to that office. 

Mr. STUART. Iwill detain the Senate but 
for a few moments. Under the act of 1840, 
referred to in the bill, no discretion is left to the 
Department, but whenever the amount of land in 
one district falls below one hundred thousand 
acres, no matter what may be the condition. of 


1 business in the district, it is the imperative dut 


of the Department to close the office, and attach 
the sales of the lands to another district. In this 
case there are various objections to this, only a 
few of which, however, I shall detain the Senate 
by stating. There are quite a nuntber of contested 
land cases pending before these offices; others 
will arise. Those cases cannot be considered 
without very great inconvenience, if the lands are 
attached to another district which lies over one 
hundred miles distant. Very great expense would 
be incurred by those interested in these titles. 
Besides, the officers in the district can adjust 
them much better than strangers could. Again, 
the district is so situated that, although the lands’ 
are somewhat below the amount fixed in the act 
of 1840, the quantity on sale is still very large. 
By closing this office, and attaching the lands to 
the Ionia district, as the order of the Department 
requires, very great inconvenience would be felt 
by every individual wishing to enter lands. 

In view of these difficulties, E have so framed 
the bill as not to continue the office for any spe- 
cified time, because I have no desire that it 
should be continued beyond the necessities of the 
public interest; and hence, by the provisions of 
the bill, when, in the opinion of the President, the 
public interest will’ permit it, the office is to be 
closed under the law of 1840. The necessity for 
the present action is very great, inasmuch as this 
order was made in November last, and in conse- 
quence of the delay in organizing the House the 
inconvenience has already become very consider- 
able. . 

Without detaining the Senate further, I hope 
I have said enough to exhibit the necessity for 
immediate action, and I therefore ask that the bill 
may be passed now. 

The bill was read a second time, and considered 
asin committee of the whole. There being no 
amendment, it was reported to the Senate, and 


1856. 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. It ji 
was read a third time, and passed. i 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT. The morning business 
being through, the Chair will take up the resolu- 
tions on the table in their order. The first is one 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Mr. Haxx,] in relation to the disturbances in 
Kansas. 

Mr. CLAY. As that Senator is not now in his 
seat, I move to postpone the resolution till to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one offered by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Suwarp,] for the purchase of seventy copies of 
Lippincott’s Gazetteer. 

Mr. CLAY. As that Senator is not present, I 
move that the consideration of his resolution be 
postponed ior the present. Š 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. Thenextregolution is one 
offered by the Senator from Towa, [Mr. JoneEs,] 
relative to the pay of committee clerks. A sim- | 
ilar resolution has already been acted upon. 

Mr.CLAY. Asasimilarresolution has already 
been passed, I move that this be laid on the table. 

Mr. STUART. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that the resolution which has been acted on 
was not in terms like that which he now proposes 
to lay on the table. This gives pay to all the 
clerks of the committees from the commence- 
ment of the session. The resolution which was 
acted on gave pay only to a certain specified num- 
ber. That is the difference between the two. 

Mr. CLAY. Still I wish that this may lie on 
the table, for I think the other was very liberal. 
I am not willing to give my support to this reso- | 
lution. 

There being no objection the resolution wás 
laid over. 

DISTURBANCES IN KANSAS. 


The PRESIDENT. Tho next resolution is 
one submitted by the Senator from Massachu- į 


setts [Mr. Wirson] on the 3d of January, rela- || 


tive to disturbances in the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. CLAY. I move that that be postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON. I was not aware that this 
resolution would come up to-day, but as it has 
come up, and as itis simply a resolution of in- 
quiry, I see no reason for its indefinite postpone- 
ment. I should be glad to have it adopted now, 
in order that the information which it calls for 
may be laid before the country. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be 
read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: | 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to communicate to the Senate all information in il 
the session of the Executive in respect to the disturb- i} 
ances in the Territory of Kansas, affecting the freedom of | 
elections; and thathe be further requested to inform the j 


| Senate what United States officers, if any, have 


| been taken to redress such outrages. 


I 
Senate by what authority armed men from the State of l 
Missouri were marched ivto the Territory of Kansas, | 
against the peace and good order of the said 'lerritory; and, : 
also, what steps have been taken by the Exccutive to pre- | 
vent these outrages upon the legal rights of the people of { 
this T'erritory; and what persons holding office under exce- } 
utive appointment have participated in these acts, and to | 
whatextent. 

Mr. WELLER. Idonot perceive what the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts expects to attain by this 
resolution. We have had a special message from | 
the President of the United States on this subject, i 
aud I take it for granted that the Senate is already | 
fully in possession of all the facts which have |! 
reached the Executive in regard to the difficulties || 
in the Territory of Kansas. I shall, therefore, | 
vote to postpone this resolution, simply for the : 
reason that I believe the Senate and the country | 
are already in possession of all the facts which į! 
we could obtain by its passage. HI 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest that the |! 
President’s message puts us in possession of no |! 

articular facts on which the message is founded. i 
| 
t 
t 


he object of this resolution, I suppose, is to get | 
at the intelligence, if there be any in the posses- | 
sion of the President. There are certainly two |: 
points mentioned in the resolution which are; 
not alluded to in the message; one in particular, | 
to which I call the attention of the Senator from | 
California, is the request for information as to || 
what United States officers, if any, have been jj 


‘i may learn by what authority armed men have 
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concerned in the transactions that have occurred 
there, 

Mr. WELLER. I did not understand the res- 
olution as touching that point. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. H Iam not mistaken, it 
does. Task that the resolution may be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate will observe 
that there are two points embraced in it, as 1 sug- 
gested: one is a request on the President to inform 
the Senate what steps have been taken by the 
Executive, if any, with respect to the outrages 
in Kansas, or the transactions there, whatever | 
they may be. Another is a request to inform the 


participated in them. Now, sir, it is perfectly 
manifest that the President has some informa- 
tion upon which his message to us was predicated. 
He speaks in that message of certain movements 
in other States with reference to colonizing Kan- 
sas; and he speaks also of the transactions which 
have taken place on the border; but he does uot 
communicate to us any particular information. 
We have no official information from any quarter. 
All the knowledge that we can gather is from 
newspapers and from private intelligence. The 
President, of course, does not speak from such 
loose intelligence as that, but from reliable infor- 
mation in his own possession. Well, sir, there 
is no impropriety, but, it strikes me, every pro- 
priety, in having that intelligence communicated 
to the Senate, so that the country may be in 
possession of some definite information on the 
subject, especially as the public mind is so much 
agitated in reference to the matter. 

As it isa mere resolution of inquiry, as it is | 
respectful in its terms, and as it seeks informa- 
tion of which the country is very much in need, 
I do not sce any reason for postponing it indefi- 
nitely, or why it should not be permitted to | 
take the course which resolutions of inquiry of 
thf kind are generally permitted to take without 
objection. LI hope, therefore, it will not be post- 
poned. Atany rate, I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, if I heard cor- 
rectly the reading of the resolution, it assumes, 
onthe part of the Senate, the fact that armed 
bands have been marched from Missouri into the 
Territory of Kansas, and calls on the President 
to inform us if any, and if so, what steps have 
Is the Sen- 
ate in possession of the fact that such occurrences 
have transpired? I am not, sir; and I am not 
willing to assume the fact as existing, and to call | 
on the Administration for a defense upon a fact | 
which I do not know to exist. 

~ Now, sir, in reference to this whole subject, I 
take it that the Committee on Territories, under | 
the reference which has been made to it of the | 
recent message of the President on the state of į 
affairs in Kansas, will have the whole subject! 
under consideration, and will call for such further 
information as they may think essential to en- 
lighten them in their action upon the subject; ; 
and when we shall have received their report, if | 
anything further should be wanting, it scems to | 
me there would then be ample time for action on | 
the part of the Senate. I do not perceive any | 
good that can result from inquiries made now 
haphazard. We know nothing but what has: 
been communicated by the President’s message. į 
That message is now in the hands of a commit- | 
tee, and we are wailing for their report. I take i 
it for granted they will inform themsclves on the į 
matters material to their inquiries. [shall there- | 
fore vote for the postponement of this resolution. ; 

Mr. GEYER. Mr. President, 1 should have ; 
no objection to this resolution if it were not en- | 
tirely partial, and did not exclude all inquiry into ; 
the origin of the troubles in Kansas. If you. 
will extend the call for information, so that we 


been sent into Kansas from other States, for: 
purposes of armed occupation, I shall have no | 
objection to the inquiry. I object to this resolu- ` 
tion not only on account of the limit which it at- | 
tempts to prescribe to the inquiry, but also be- ; 
cause it assumes as a fact, that armed men have | 
been marched into the Territory of Kansas from ; 
the State of Missouri. That men have passed | 
over the borders, and have endeavored to protect | 
the ballot box from an attempt on the part of| 


those armed colonists to whom I have alluded, 
to control the elections there, I have no doubt. 
That disorders have ‘existed there can. be no 
question; but, sir, those disorders originated not 
on the borders, but they are to be ‘attributed to 
an extraordinary organization, unprecedented: I 
believe, of what is called an ‘Emigrant Aid 
Society’—the first attempt in the history of 
this country to take possession of an organized 
Territory, and exclude from it the inhabitants 
of other portions of the Union. 

Now, sir, I would wish the honorable Senator 
to extend his inquiry, or propose a committee to 
inquire into the facts, that we may be informed 
why it is that those organizations are limited in 
their operation exclusively to the colonization of 
the Territory of Kansas; why there is no emi- 
grantaid society for Nebraska; why there is none 
for Oregon, New Mexico, or Utah? Sir, we un- 
derstand that this society was organized and in- 
corporated for the purpose of colonizing Kansas. 
Whether they have furnished money to purchase 
arms for the colonists sent there for the purpose 
of occupying the Territory, I shali not undertake 
to say; but that money has been furnished, that 
they have been armed, and that they have used 
those arms in endeavoring to control the settle- 
ments in that Territory, there can be no sort of 
question. Let us, then, have an unrestricted in- 
quiry, which will bring the whole matter fairly 
before the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This debate has risen very 
suddenly, and altogether very unexpectedly to me. 
In fact, I had entirely forgotten that the resolu- 
tion was on the table; but since itis before us, I 
will say that it strikes me as one so entirely free 
from any reasonable objection—from any objec- 
tion except that which grows out of the nature 
of the subject itself in the minds of gentlemen— 
that Iam somewhat surprised that there should 
be any unwillingness to have it take the course 
usual with resolutions of inquiry. Sir, the Sen- 
ator from Florida says that we have no reason to 
suppose that there have been any disturbances in 
that region. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. The Senator will ex- 
cuse me for correcting him. I did not say so. L 
stated that the resolution assumed as a fact that 
which I do not know to be a fact, and which the 
Senate does not know bea fact, to wit: that armed 
bands have been marched from’ Missouri to the 
Territory of Kansas with hostile or disorganizing 
or disorderly purposes. It assumes, on the part 
of the Senate, that fact; and to that I object. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, 1 understand that 
to amount to about the same thing; but it is of 
no kind of consequence, perhaps, in this regard 
what the purpose was, if the fact exists, I sug- 
gest to the Senator and to the Senate that we must, 
and do in many instances, take our information 
on which resolutions of inquiry are founded from 
public notoriety, even public suspicion, of the 
fact. Ttis for the very reason that we have no 
authentic and reliable intelligence, that we are 
obliged to call for information from that quarter 
where we may expect to find it. As to the fact 
of disturbances having oceurred, we have it from 
the President’s message itself. He speaks, in the 
message which he sends to us, of disturbances 
on that border, and hespeaks also of the occasion 
given for those disturbances in another quarter. 
We have, therefore, the intimation, we have the 
assertion of the fact; and the object of the reso- 
lution—its sole object—is that we may have some 
authentic information, if that information is in 
possession of the Executive, from which we may 
discover what the foundation is for the assertions 
made in the message. If the President thinks it 
worth his while to send a message tous, calling 
the attention of Congress and the country to an 
existing state of facts of an important public 
nature, it is well that the information which he 
has in relation to them should be laid before the 
Senate and the country, so that we may have 
something on which to rely, ifany action of ours 
is called for, 

It is important in another aspect, as I intimated 
before, because the public mind is exceedingly 
excited on the subject. I do not say with what 
justice in one quarter or another; I only say that 
the fact exists, and if it docs exist, it seems to me 
a very strange thing that Senators are unwilling 
that the information in the possession of the Ex- 
ecutive should be kept there, (it being, perhaps, 


$ 
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ly authentic information in, relation to the 
bubject,) and the country. be left in ignorance of 
what the message is predicated upon. 

Wow, sir, a few words in regard to the state- 
ments made by.the Senator from Missouri.[Mr. 
Geyer]}-may not be out of place. ~ He has stated 
what his belief is. He has his belief, and I have 
mine.. I have no objection to an amendment of 
the resolution; so as to make itembrace that por- 
tion of the message which refers to. the emigrant 
aid societies, of which the Senator speaks, at the 
North; or in the free States, and their action in 
relation.to this Territory. Ideemhis suggestion 
in-that respect eminently proper; and I hope the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will amend his 
resolution, so as to embrace the inquiry suggested 
by. the Senator from Missouri; or, ifhe doesnot, 
I will vote for any resolution which may be 
offered by the honorable Senator from Missouri 
embracing. that. whole subject. 

Sir, T dọ not agree with hi 


im that armed men 
have bech sent from the free States for the pur- 
pose of controlling elections in Kansas. I have 
never seen any evidence of it; there have been 
hardly any allegatioris of any reliable sort, any- 
where, to that effect. That men have gone there 
under the direction of an emigrant aid society, is 
very probable; it is no doubt true. I hold that 
they had a perfect right togo there. They went 
with good motives, as bona fide settlers of the Ter- 
ritory; and, being there, liable to attack, they had 
a right to defend themselves, aright to carry arms 
with them, and to use those arms; but that they 
attempted to control the ballot-box, I have never 
seen any proof; and the statement now made by 
the honorable Senator is the first intimation that 
has come to my ears from any quarter that such 
is the fact. I take it to bea back fire against 


what is perfectly understood; that is, that there | 


was an irruption from the State of Missouri for 


the purpose of controlling the ballot-box and | on Monday next. 


preventing a free expression of the public senti- 
ment of the people of Kansas. Thatis my belief; 
L entertain it honestly, as I presume the honor- 
able Senator entertains his belief; but we differ. 
The President has made. grave charges in the 
message which he has sent tous. He has taken 
upon himself to charge wrong on both sections 
of the country: onthe one hand, on the emigrant 
aid socictics, or on the people of the free States 
generally—for his charge scems to me to be a gen- 
eral and a sweeping onc—and on the other hand, 
against the people of Missouri; because it is per- 
fectly well known to what particular quarter the 
charge is directed. The public mind has been 
excited ‘on the question; different opinions pre- 
vailin regard to it. The honorable Senator from 
Missouri entertains one view, and other Senators 
entertain a totally different view.. In this state 
of the case, is it not proper to direct an inquiry 
to.the Presidentto send information to us, in order 
that we may understand, and that the public and 
the country may understand, where is the right 
of the matter and where is the wrong? At any 
rate, let us be putin possession of the whole in- 
formation onthe subject. Iconfess that itappears 
to me somewhat singular that gentlemen should 
object to opening any and every source of in- 


formation in order to enable the country to know | 


preciscly what the state of facts is in relation to 
this matter. 

" Tdo not wish to speak at greater length now 
upon the general subject. The occasion will un- 


doubtedly arise when it can be debated fully, if |i 


in debate; but I trust the resolution will 
be a i 
of some information upon which we can rely. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move thatthis subject be post- 


ished business of yesterday. This subject will 
evidently consume some time; and I therefore 
move to postpone its further consideration for the 


resent, for the purpose of taking up the unfin- | 


ished business of yesterday. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the Senator consent to 
withdraw his motion for a moment? 

Mr. ADAMS.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I hope the Senate will adopt 
a resolution of inquiry, in a proper form, calling 
for-full information to be given to Congress upon 
the state of affairs in Kansas. I think that Con- 
gress should direct its attention to the questions 


opted, and that we shall be put in possession || 


j resolution submitted by Mr. Jonus, of Tennessee, 


| topics, involving, in my opinion, very grave con- 
a | stitutional questions, F must do myself justice in 
eponcd for the present, as the morning houris past, || 
and asit was expected thatthe Senator from South | 
Carolina would address the Senate on the unfin- | 


that are. arising there, and should come to the’ 


support of the Executive in the effort which he 
is making to uphold the Constitution and the 
laws which have been passed in pursuance of the 
Constitution. I approve, in the fullest manner, 
the proclamation which the President has issued 
and the course which he has pointed out. I say 
that in this country, as long as we dre living under 
a Constitution and under law, that Constitution 
and law should be upheld in Kansas, as well as 
every where else, by the whole power of the coun- 
try. But, in order to meet this question fully 
and fairly on all sides, I think it is but just and 
proper that the Executive should be called upon 
to communicate to Congress. any information | 
within his possession; and I therefore renew the 
motion which was withdrawn by the Senator from 
Mississippi, that the subject be postponed until 
to-morrow, for the purpose of taking up the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to postpone 
indefinitely must take precedence. 

_ Mr. CLAY. I withdraw it at the instance of 
my friend from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent, the yeas and nays having been ordered. 

There being no objection, the motion to post- 

one indefinitely was withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senate will unani- 
mously agree to let the matter go over until to- 
morrow. I am certainly willing to have this 
resolution assume any shape that may be satis- 
factory to gentlemen, so as to obtain the informa- 
tion sought for; I am perfectly willing that the 
matter shall be passed over until to-morrow. 

The motion to postpone until to-morrow was 


agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL BOARD 
The Senate resumed the consideration.of the 


on the 19th of December last, which had been 
amended, on his motion, to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the report made to 
his Department by the board of naval officers convened at 
Washington, in pursuance of an act approved February 28, 
1855, entitled “An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom- 
panying said report; or,in the absence of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether the causes for whieh 
officers of the Navy were recommended by that board to 
be dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department; and, 
if so, that he communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
same. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I would have 
much preferred to go on and give my views yes- 
terday evening, if time had been allowed me; but 
as the subject was then specially postponed until 
to-day, perhaps a duty has devolved on me which 
I had not at first proposed to myself to undertake. 
¥ do not know now that I shall speak directly to 
the resolution of my friend from ‘Tennessee; but 
as the debate hasassumed quite an cnlarged char- 
acter, I must allude to some of the opinions which 
have been expressed to us from very responsible 
and honorable sources. I consider it proper also 
that I should speak as to the character of this | 
board, its proceedings, the President’s action 
under the law in question, and the remedies to 
which we must look, if wrong has been done, in 
order to redress it. 

Before [approach any one of these important 


relation to the passage of this law, and do justice 
to some of the members of the naval board. I 
did not vote for the law; I am satisfied now that 
Iwas opposed toit. Whether I was in the Senate 
Chamber at the time the vote was taken, I do not | 
know. I know I must take my share of the re- 
sponsibility for this law; for, whilst it did not 
receive the sanction of my judgment, it ought to 
have received at least the notice of my opposition, 
IT am free to say that; but here, sir, in limine, it į 
is my duty to do justice to one of the members, 
and a prominent member, of the board. If my 
pidement was influenced at all in relation to the 
law, to which I was decidedly opposed, it was an 
opposition which I acquired in a conversation 
with Commodore Shubrick. I wish now to say, | 


| law of 


| witnesses, and judges, 
in a room, are the prosecutors of their comrades, 


for that gallant, honorable, and trustworthy, gen- 
tleman, that he was placed on the board against 
his consent, and with the perfect understanding 
that he was opposed to the law under which the 
board was organized. How far the remark may 


j be applied to others; 1 Know not. : 


In this connection, too, I must be permitted to 
say that, whilst itis my duty (but no further, I 
hope, than it is the duty of every Senator having 
regard to justicc) to maintain, as far as I can, 
the rights of my constituents who have been de- 
graded and disfranchised, it would not becomé 
me—even in that effort to do justice to them—by 
any remarks of miné, to do injustice to others. 
Three members of the board were constituents 
of mine, from South Carolina, and, I think, six 
of my constituents have been removed by their 
judgment, or at least by the judgment of the tri- 
bunal of which they formed a part. ; 

Sir, after a very careful inquiry, I am satisfied 


| that—although the board has been denounced for 


exercising a jurisdiction which was not conferred 
upon it, or for abusing a jurisdiction which was 
conferred—the legislative department should take 
the first share of the blame. Why? Because 
they have given this statutory jurisdiction to a 
tribunal unknown in the history of England or 


| of this country, When we are speaking of others 


who have abused their trust and jurisdiction, we 
should take the first share of censure on ourselves, 
for having countenanced and created a tribunal 


| utterly at war with the Constitution and the laws 


of this country, and, I believe, unknown in any 
country professing to be governed by the common 
ngland. Sir, as far as I can learn, in 
England the Crown dare not—even the omnip- 
otence of Parliament dare not—undertake to eX- 
ercise the power of disfranchising or degrading 
an officer in the Navy, unless the facts on which 
the judgment is to be formed are submitted to the 
Admiralty, and through them submitted to the 
Crown. “As faras I understand the rules of other 
forcif’n services, when an officer has so grossly 
misbehaved as not to deserve a trial by court- 
martial, or an investigation by a court of inquiry, 
the facts stated against the offiver are sealed up, 
sent to the proper department, and submitted to 
the Crown. : 

But, sir, look at the jurisdiction of this board. 
The President of the United States has a juris- 


i diction representing the interests and the rights 


of the humblest citizen, and every citizen, in the 
United States of America; but fifteen gentlemen 
have had delegated to them a jurisdiction which 
belongs alone and exclusively to the Chief Magis- 
trate. What is the jurisdiction of this board? 
If I may be allowed to characterize it—I do not 
speak of its members, for, individually and per- 
sonally, I have a high regard for them; I speak 
of them officially—it is a jurisdiction most anom- 
alous and odious to me, who have inherited, in 
some measure, by my education, the principles 
of Magna Charta, as inculeated by the common 
law. It is the most odious tribunal that has ever 
been instituted in this or any country. It isa 
tribunal having a jurisdiction to be prosecutors, 
Its members, locked up 


they are the witnesses against. them, and they 
pronounce judgment under their own indictment, 
and upon their own evidence. Is not that true? 
I venture to say that there is ño instance to be 
found in England or America of any such 
tribunal; and I take my share of the blame for 
having put such a one into existence, capable of 
doing—I will not say they have done it—so much 
wrong. ; 

Weil, sir, if this be the case, I ask the ques- 
tion, (and let gentlemen who undertake to vindi- 
cate and maintain this jurisdiction answer it,) has 
the President adopted the opinion of this dele- 
gated authority, or has he formed his own judg- 
ment on the facts submitted to his own mind? 
If the President has taken the opinion of this 
delegated jurisdiction, and has swallowed it with- 
out examination, or rather has taken it, and made 
it his own, without examination, on his official 
responsibility, it is against the Constitution of the 
United States; for he is alone the one to represent 
the people of this country, and to represent the 
Navy. The President is a trustee, and the com- 
mission which he confers to each navel officer 
runs in this way: “ Reposing special confidence 
in your valor, patriotism, fidelity, and ability, I 
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confer on you this commission.” What right 
has he, by his arbitrary pleasure, to dissolve that 
tenure of office until it has been shown that they 
are not patriotic, brave, and ab'e to perform any 
employment to which they should be called? 
He has no such right; and when he undertakes 
to adopt the opinion of other people, of a tribunal 
not known to our institutions, I shall stand here, 
asa Senator, between the humblest citizen and 
the President, and shall resist all the appliances 
which have been, or may be, employed to drag 
down-—not individuals, for perhaps I should not 
care so much about them—but to drag into 
Jeopardy the Constitution of the country. 
hen I have asked how this or that man came 
to be dismissed without a trial, the reply is—the 
President has the power; the President has done 
it. Sir, I could reply, in the language of the patri- 
arch, “It is Jacob’s voice, but the hands are the 
hands of Esau.” Although I am not, perhaps, 
familiar enough with the Bible to allude to it with 
perfect certainty, I will venture to say that I do 
not accuse the board of resorting to wicked ap- 
liances to delude the President and impose upon 
im; but I repeat; “The hands are the hands of 
Esau, though the voice is the voice of Jacob.” 
It is this board which has done the deed, which 
the President alone had the power to do, and 
which, if done, ought to have been done by him 
on his responsibility. 

Having stated this broad proposition, I must 
nowcome to some other matters connected with 
the subject, which have been alluded to with so 
much eloquence by my friends who have preceded 
me, and } will endeavor to do justice to the board. 
I believe the board had conferred on it, to a great 
extent, a jurisdiction which it might lawfully 
have administered, so far as to recommend to the 
President certain matters which he might have 
regarded as its judgment, and as such judgment 
might have been willing to adopt; but when the 
board undertook to assume a jurisdiction to con- 
demn officers for crimes and misdemeanors, it had 
no power under the Constitution of this country to 
do so without a trial, in which the officer could 
confront his witnesses and meet his accusers. I 
take that broad ground. I say that the officers 
who have been dropped have been dropped on ac- 
cusations which have been floating in the streets 
of this city, and they have been impeached upon 
rumor. I wish never to see the day when rumor 
can pervade the seat of justice, and supplant the 
influence of evidence, and the right of confronting 
accusation. I believe the last man ever impeached 
on rumor in England was Wentworth, and he 
was betrayed by his King, and hung for adhering 
to principles which he had always avowed, and 
which he was consistent in maintaining. I never 
wish to see that practice established here. 

It has been proudly said of the law, in every 
court of justice, that it is the place where the 
highest and the strongest are not above its juris- 
diction, and where the humblest can claim its pro- 
tection. That cannot be done unless you have 
something of publicity. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not wish to interrupt 
my friend from South Carolina, but I desire to 
know if he says in his place that any officer has 
becn impeached or acted upon from rumor? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then I takeissue with the 
honorable Senator, and I do it after some little 
inquiry. I only wish, however, to express m 
dissent at this time. Isay on my own knowl- 
edge, and from the inquiry which I have been 
able to make—and I hope I shall satisfy the Senate 
upon that point—that no such thing has taken 
place. That has been the result of my examin- 
ation. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will come to that presently. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator willallow me to 
interpose, I should like to have a question an- 
swered, because it may become important. Iask 
the honorable Senator, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, if he is aware that, while 
the board was sitting, an officer or officers, mem- 
bers of the hoard , corresponded with other officers 


ata distance in reference to rumors, prejudicial 
to the character of some of those who were to be 
passed upon, and if, in that way, by correspond- 
ence, they did not seek testimony ? 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 will answer the question 
with a great deal of pleasure, and I thank the 
honorable gentleman for giving me the oppor- 
tunity to remove any false impression in relation 
to charges which, by inference, have been thrown 
out here on members of the board. I say, sir, 
that no charge before that board was ever based 
on rumor, and that no letter was ever written for 
the purpose of cliciting testimony to condemn 
any officer under examination, in any manner, 


shape, or form. That letters were written I know, |; 


because one of those letters I have seen; but they 
were written for the purpose of vindicating inno- 
cence, and not of convicting for guilt. They were 
written when the reputation of a man among his 
peers was established, and where it was essential 
for his judges to inquire into the validity of that 
reputation; and I defy the Senate, or anybody in 
it, to show me a letter written, or any ground 
taken, for any other purpose than to release a 
man from the judgment of his peers. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I accept the Senator’s chal- 
lenge. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have no idea of arraignin 
the board; I am rather arraigning ourselves. f 
grant that the board might have taken a different 
course; and, as faras 1 can now indicate what 
would have been my opinion, I think they should 
of themselves have taken a different course; but 
1 am informed by members of that board, that 
when they consulted lawyers—for they did con- 
sult counsel—on the question, whether they 
should take evidence and report it to the Presi- 
dent, learned counsel gave their opinion that the 
law gave the board no authority to have a record 
or to note down evidence, and that they might 
be indicted for libel if they did so without the 
authority of law. Iam at liberty to state this in 
justification of the board. If Iwere a member 
of it, I would havc taken a different course; and 
when a charge was made against an individual 
officer, I think it was the duty of that board, 
within the jurisdiction conferred on it by the law 
of Congress, to take down all the evidence against 
any individual, and for fear injustice should be 
done, from the want of the necessar light, to 
recommend to the Secretary of the Navy to in- 
stitute a court of inquiry, to bring up‘all the 
evidence, and make that the vehicle of communi- 
cation to this body and to the President. That 
is what I would have done. There I blame the 
board; but I do not blame them entirely, because 
they took counsel. They were not lawyers; and 
we sce very readily that military and naval men 
do not like to be bothered by looking at too many 
sides of a question. They would rather take the 
sword, and gostraight at it. They donot under- 
stand the complication of juries and hearing evi- 
dence when they say they know the facts them- 
selves. They try aman on his general character. 
They say, “why, it is such a clear case, what,in 
the name of God, is the use of having a man before 

ou with witnesses, and counsel, and all that?” 

t is acomplication which military and naval men 
do not understand, and which they do not care 
about. They have passed througha certain pro- 
cess of discipline, and they jump at conclusions 
half the time. Į do not say that they may not 
be right in those conclusions. 
martial law prevails, I believe they are generally 
right, 

I believe, then, that the President had no right 
constitutionally to adopt arbitrarily the opinion 
of any delegated tribunal assuming, or having 
conferred upon it, a jurisdiction belonging exclu- 
sively to him; and I hold that that proceeding on 
the part of the President robs the citizen of his 
right of relying on that responsibility to save 
him. I am told that the President would not 
have done this act. Why not? Ah, say gentle- 
men, politicians would make such a noise against 
him, and the press would raise its influence so 
loudly against him, that he would be deterred. 


Wherever court- li 
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Sir, I never expect to be President; but, by 
heavens! if it ever becomes the duty of any man 
to assume a trust of that kind, I say he should 
put at defiance the press and politicians where jūs- 
tice was eoncarned, [Applause in the galleries.] 

The’ PRESIDENT. The galleries will be 
cleared of all persons except ladies, if there be 
any other demonstrations. They will not be tol- 
erated. 

Mr. STUART. 
force the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. 
forced. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not, Mr. President, 
intend to make any disturbance. [Laughter.] I 
will now proceed to speak of some of the topics 
to which I was approaching when I was inter- 
rupted, 

Sir, I say that the board have done injustice, 
and have assumed to exercise a jurisdiction upon 
elements entering into their judgment which were 
wrong. I believe that, instead of promoting the 
efliciency of the Navy, they have crippled its 
power and impaired its influence by touching the 
laurels of the distinguished heroes who have given 
it birth and reputation. Is it possible that any 
tribunal, governed by the common precepts of 
wisdom and justice, would say that the patriarch 
presiding over his own family should lose his 
influence and efficiency when his children have 
grown up and are able to bear burdens, encounter 
perils, and endure fatigue, which the parent could 
not? Sir, [believe that the patriarch presiding in 
his own family will have more influence by hia 
wise counsels than all the efficiency of merely 
physical strength. I have no idea that the notion 
should gain place in the Navy, or anywhere else, 
that the club of Hercules is to be substituted for 
the judgment of Jupiter. No, sir; Homer, who 
has drawn character, it is said, with most un- 
mistakable certainty, when he portrays, in the 
Niad, those who playcd a part at the siege of 
Troy, does not represent Agamemnon as detail- 
ing for the night attack the Nestor of the camp. 


I hope the President will en- 


It shall certainly be en- 


That was committed to the skillful Ulysses and 


the intrepid Diomed, because they were. young, 
sagacious, and skillful; but did he deprive Nestor 
of his influence and efficiency? 

Sir, when the Grecian camp was invaded and 
Hector had almost taken it, and was ready to 
put the brand to the ships, and a panic spread 
through the camp, it was Nestor, who, with the 
trembling hands of age, buckled on his armor, and 
rebuked the youth for the terror which they had 
exhibited in the hour of peril. Sir, 1 will say in 
reference to one hero, Charles Stewart, that I 
believe, atthis time, if we should be unfortunately 
involved in a war with France.or with England— 
if we should be involved in war it would be with 
France or England, or both—the most efficient and 
powerful influence which could be exerted on 
twenty ships of the line, embarking into the perils 
of the sea at Norfolk, or New York, or Boston, 
would be the example of that gallant old hero in 
full plume, with his laurels on, and bearing alott 
the flag that had been tattered to picces in a battle 
in which he had maintained the proud fame of 
our country, and given honor to the American 
Navy. I may illustrate my views of the effect 
his presence would have, by quoting those beauti- 
ful lines: 

“ Clan-Alpine’s best are backward borne— 
Where—where was Roderick then? 
One blast upon his bugle horn 
Were worth a thousand men.” 

I know the friends of the board complain that 
we have in the Senate heated up a degree of ex- 
citement and criticism under the refulgent repu- 
tation of this great hero. Sir, I think the board 
had better let him rest with his laurels. Will 

ou tell a man because he is wounded, because 
1c is feeble, because he has suffered in battle, 
that you have no use for him? Is this the way 
in which you will use intellect? Do you regard 
merely legs and arms, and thews and sinews? J 
award to the members of the board as much honor 
as I can award to any men. | believe they would 
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have discharged their duty properly if an oppor- 
tunity had been given to` them to do so; but if 


binds of this character, with their proud pinions 
and, game spirit, will soar. aloft with the eagle, 
jet them not complain of being dazzled by the rays 
of the sun. Sir, think it an assumption to dis- 
pose of men thus, because they are old and feeble: 
it was a false. principle in, the judgment of the 
Pöard. I might allude to other cases, but I have 
that of Soinmodore Stewart only as an illus- 
tration; and now | must come to the more bumble 
office ‘of. vindicating my own constituents who 
ve committed their cases to my. charge. 
The first which I wish to allude to is that of 
‘young Rolando. At the very time when he was 
condenined—if rumor reaches me ‘rightly, and I 
have.a right now to allude to ramor—at the very 
time when he was impeached on the ground that 
he was a coward and a drunkard—in that very 
Month, I believe, he was on duty in the Chinese 
seas, gaining a distinction and a reputation rarely 
awarded to any man in any service whatever. I 
‘wish the Senate to hear the testimony of Mr. 
McLane in favor of Rolando, and also the extrav- 
agant opinions which were entertained of him by 
the Chinese. ; 
< The Secretary read the following extracts: 


‘Extract from the Report of the Hon. Robert M. McLane, 
“United States Commissioner to China, to Hon. Mr. Marcy, | 

Secretary of State. ` 

‘Efforts have been repeatedly made by the united forces 
of Great Britain and the United States, to repress these : 
piratical hostilities, but without much effect; and the diffi- 
culty of distinguishing between the pirates and the traders 
proper is very great, for all the coasting vessels are armed, 
and alternately engaged in trade and piracy. 

“In this connection Í take great pleasure in bringing tothe 
attention of the Government the gallant and enterprising 
conduct of Lieutenant Henry Rolando, of the United States | 
brig Porpoise, who recently, in conjunction with a Portu- 

ese. lorcha and a detachment of boats from the French 

tigate Jeanne d’Are, all united under command of Lieu- 
tenant Rolando, after a search that displayed great energy 
and perseverance, discovered and dispersed a large flect of 
aby within a few miles of Macao, and of a much larger 
‘force than the attacking party. ‘The pirates, favored by 
light breezes and the shallow water of the bay where they 
were discovered, made their escape, and in retreating 
opened fire very handsomely on their pursuers, who resened 
‘peveral merchant junks that bad been captured by them 
only a few days before. 

The. Governor of Macao, the French Minister residing 
there, with many others, especially our own countrymen, 
referred in terms of pride and satisfaction to the conduct of 
Lieutenant Rolando, not less distinguished by his gallantry 
and enterprise, than by his humanity and generous benevo- 
lence in rescuing, at great personal hazard and exposure, 
the shipwrecked passengers of the ship Lygea, a full report 
oft which I have the honor to transmit herewith, (marked: 
D,) from the American Consul at Hong Kong, embracing a 
narrative of the assistance rendered by Lieutenant Rolando 
to several American ships on the coast of China, with the 
official correspondence between the consul and Commander 
Ringgold, commanding United States Exploring Expedition, | 
directing Lieutenant Rolando to perform this service. 

: ROBERT M. McLANK, 

United States Commissioner to China, 

Hon. Mr. Maroy, Secretary of State, 


Letter.of Thanks from the Chinese rescued by Lieutenant 
Rolando from the Pratas Shoal. Translated by Peter 
Parker, Esq. 
The grateful acknowledgments of upwards of five hun- 

dred. and twenty subjects of the Great Pan Dynasty, betong- 

ing to the districts of Kal Ping and Gan Ping, Lin Ning, and 

Ling Hwng, in the Department of Knang Chow, in the 

Province of Knang Tang. 

On the fourth day of the fifth month, (30th May, 1854,) 
we embarked at Hong Kong for San Francisco, in pursuit 
of a livelihood, and on the night of the 18th of the same 
month arrived at the Pratas Shoal, when our vessel was 
wrecked on a large rock ; we, the merchants in the wrecked | 
vessel, famishing with cold and hunger, had no of 
escape with our lives, and were contined in great distress 
and difficulty. Our captain, with the chief officers and 
sailors, each, without thinking of saving us, took a smail 
vessel, and. privately fled to another place. We, the mer- 
chants on board the ship, had no alternative but to take a 
smali boat and land, and reside on the Pratas Shoal for 
twenty-odd days, when. our provisions were all expended, 
destitute of any vesgel in which to escape with our lives, 
when, on the sixth month and third day, the American j 
chief compassionately sent to the brig of war Porpoise, | 
Captain Henry Rolando, who, hearing at Hong Kong of 
our situation, in the exercise of great humanity, to deliver | 
us from our perilous condition, immediately prepared and 
provisioned his vessel, and taking with him Kuang Athen, 
of the district of Puan Ju, as pilot, spread sail and sought | 


for the Pratas Shoal, which he reached at noon on the | 
seventh day, and delivered us from our perils, and took us 
off, and immediately returned to Hong Kong. Moreover, | 
on board the vessel there were ten men and more very sick, | 
for whom he provided medical aid and healed them. This | 
favor to us is as vast as the ocean, and his righteousness. ag i 
high as the heavens, Truly we again behold the sun in | 
the heavens, and our present joy exceeds all hope, and the | 
f 
i 
f 
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favor received is boundicss. 

But we all now are destitute of returning to our homes, ! 
and, therefore, are unable to recompense him; andcanonly 
present him with this written expression of our gratitude 


for his favor, expressive of our sincere and heartfelt wishes 
to Captain Henry Rolando, that his happiness may be come. 
parable to the hills and mountains in magnitude, and that 
his longevity may be as great as that of the pines and cedars 
—in wealth, may he be ike Tam Chow, and may he be hon- 
ored with offices as high as Sze, (an ancient Prime Minis- 
ter of China.) These are our sentiments. Through myriads 
of years, we shali bear about with us the recollection of the 
virtuous: acts with. amon nie kindness lias bedewed us. 

i LUG CHING PE, ? characters. 

To the original is appended five hundred and 
twenty-four names. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I leave Ro- 
lando with the Chinese compliment, and Mr. Me- 
Lane’s notice, and I think it will be very difficult 
for the board to defend that judgment in view of 
these facts. Ihave no doubt that Mr. Rolando 
would be restored to the Navy after that state- 
ment, for, clearly, the judgment of the board could 
not have been founded on proper information in 
regard to him. I leave his case, with these state- 
ments, and I come now to that of another gen- 
tleman, Lieutenant Maffit. 

Lieutenant Maffit, perhaps, has some enemies 
in the Navy. Iam not one of those who, in at- 
tempting to defend Lieutenant Maffit, would seek 
to acquit him, if he has become justly obnoxious 
to any of the members of the board; but I cannot 
allude here to those circumstances. From what 
I have heard, Lieutenant Mafit has been selected, 
onaccount of his scientific attainments, to do duty 
in connection with the coast survey, and very 
high tributes have been paid to him by Professor 
Bache, who has charge of that survey. Ibelieve 
the last time that he sailed on board a naval ship 
was with Commodore Shubrick, in the Macedo- 
nian, in 1840. Probably he has not been at sca 
since that, but, in jectes to him, I must say that | 
Licutenant Mafit has been engaged in important 
and arduous duty on the coast of Virginia, South 
Carolina, New York, and Massachusetts, and I 
have been informed by respectable officers, that 
if those coasts had to be defended to-morrow, 
there is not in the Navy any individual who 
would be selected in preference to Licutenant 
Mafit, if ability were to be the guide. 

To be sure, he has not done what my friend 
from Florida has spoken of—he has not trod the 
quarter-deck upon the ocean, of late years, but 
he has been in perilous service. He has been in 
boats, making surveys of shoals and of harbors; 
and I believe that to-morrow, if our coast were 
invaded, Maffit would be qualified to take the 
first place and position for his rank. He has not į 
sailed ina naval vessel for years, but there stands 
the fact before you, that he is now engaged in 
service of great importance to the country. Let 
me ask, why he has not been at sea? Let those 
gentlemen who look so much to sea-service an- 
swer me—why has Lieutenant Maffit not been 
at sea? The Secretary of the Navy could have 
ordered him to sea at any time he chose. Those 
gentlemen who, it is said, have lost their sea-legs, 
and have lost something of the experience to be 
acquired only on board ship, have always been 
under the orders of the Secretary of the Navy; | 
and why has he allowed them to remain onshore, 
and Jose that intelligence which he could compel 
them, by his orders, to acquire? In nine cases 
out of ten, they haveso much merit and so much 
science that they have been invited to a service | 
for which the members of the Navy are not, per- 
haps, generally fit. Sir, every man who can fight 
is not, necessarily, the only person who can per- 
form high functions in the military or naval ser- 
vice. If Licutenant Maury were to demonstrate | 
to the world, by his wind and current charts, the 
best manner of navigating ships, and if he were 
to discover laws of the universe under which life 
would be better protected, will you tell me that 
because he did not learn it on board a quarter- 
deck, it should be of no use. That which would 
induce other Governments to raise monuments to 
him for his discoveries, is to be the source of 
detraction, because he happens to have a little 
more science than suits the taste of many gen- 
tlemen. 

Now, sir, I come to the case of an old gentle- 
man of my acquaintance—Captain Paine. He has 
been placed on the reserved list, and I believe he | 
is perfectly satisfied with that, provided you take 
him from the furlough list, and place him on the 
more honorable retired list with the larger pay. | 
I know the old man well. I know him, too, not | 
only by a personal introduction to him, but 1} 


‘than the other. 


know him by his-walk. One of his legs is shorter 
How did it become so? In con- 
sequence of a shot which he received in battle. 
Not à taint ever affected the moral character of 
this gentleman. I know him well. I have seen 
him in full uniform; and now that very uniform, 
with which-he was proud to enter ball rooms and 
banquets, is to be doffed, and he is no longer to 
carry his wife and his daughters under the proud 
associations of his profession. Is this just to 
him? 

I will advert next to the case of a young gen- 
tleman by the name of Simmons, whose memo- 
rial has been presented by me. I know nothing 
of Mr. Simmons, but I know his family. I do 
not know that the family reputation of any man 
can be appealed to for his protection; but, sir, 
let us remember what Cornelia said; when she 
was sb often complimented for being the daugh- 
ter of Scipio, she replied, ‘I am proud of. being 
the mother of the Gracchi.” Sir, I cannot for- 
get that old Kit Simmons, the grandfather of 
this young gentleman, performed distinguished 
achievements in Marion’scelebrated legion during 
the revolutionary war, and was his adjutant. I 
do not assert that this should protect the young 
man; but it might have been remembered. 1 do 
not say that it should influence the judgment of 
Commodore Shubrick and those who were on 
that board. When I connect the names of Sim- 
mons and Shubrick, I cannot forego the oppor- 
tunity of saying that as proud a name as is to be 
found in the annals of the Revolution is the name 
of Shubrick. As long as the ill-fated catastro- 
phe of Eupervia is remembered, and the achieve- 
ments of the captain who fell there are not for- 
gotten, the name of Shubrick will be respected. 

Mr. President, I have mentioned the names of 
officers who have been acted upon y this board, 
with no improper feeling toward the board. I 
think it but justice to the board, that when offi- 
cers have been wronged by their judgment, the 
advocates and friends of those who have suffered 
should have the opportunity of placing their rep- 
utation fairly before the public. ` 

There is another case to which I will allude— 
that of a personal friend; I refer to Captain Pet- 
tigru. His memorial is before the Senate. He 
is a man of peculiar habits and remarkable eccen- 
tricity, with a great deal of talent concealed under 
a very embarrassed manner; and many people 
have told me he was drunk, when I did not be- 
lieve he had drunk onc drop that day. In fact, I 
heard some naval officers say they did not believe 
it was possible to make old ‘Tom drunk, anyhow. 
{Laughter.] Pettigru was arraigned formerly 
upon charges which, if true, would have ruined 
lum. He was charged with using the flag of his 
country to apprehend a criminal, with a view of 
yielding to the sordid temptation of taking $5,000 
reward in California. He was tried for it; he 
defied his prosecutor. At that time, at the in- 
stance of Mr. Miller, formerly a Senator from 
New Jersey, and a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I wrote to Captain Pettigru on 
the subject, and he said that he spurned conceal- 
ment, and whatever might be said, he would rather 
have an open trial thana secret insinuation. He 
was tricd, and what was the finding of the tri- 
bunal that tried him? Not merely an acquital, 
but an honorable acquital from the charges made 
against him. The report now obtains, however, 
that money was handled by Pettigru to some ex- 
tent—! do not know how far; but the fact is, that 
he never got a dollar of it. When he undertook 
to carry the culprit who had committed a murder, 
it was not for the purpose of making money him- 
self; and that is acknowledged by the court which 
formally tried him and acquitted him. 

Now, however, as I have learned, such is the 
charge upon which he has been degraded, dis- 
franchised, crushed. Sir, the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenven] yesterday 
spoke of officers who had shed tears when talking 
of their fate; but Pettigru did not ery: he choked 
in an attempt to suppress the feelings which ex- 
cited his bosom. He was dismissed upon charges 
made by a gentleman by the name of De Camp, 
filed in the Navy Department, such as Captain 
Pettigru never heard of; and these are the crimes 
and misdemeanors that have been made now to 
form an accumulated judgment upon him. Well 
may he say, Anguis in herbå latet. He had not 
an opportunity to crush this snake that was to 
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bite his heels; and yet he is to submit to a judg- 
ment of this kind! It may be said that before a 
court-martial he would have been convicted. It 
is a sufficient answer to say that he is willing to be 
tried. If my honorable friend from Florida will 
bring forward his proposition to serve notice on 
those who have been dismissed, to show cause 
why they should not retain their commissions, I 
will answer for him, this man will come forward 
and face the music. 

Mr. President, I have brought these cases to 
the attention of the Senate in the performance of 
a duty to those who have committed their me- 
morials to me. Now, the question is, what is the 
remedy? It has been suggested that we should 
repeal the law, and various other remedies have 
been proposed, on which I intend to give no 
He ioe ‘It is not my province to do so until 

shall have a full report from the appropriate 
committee. I have not attempted, and I shall 
not attempt, to become a partisan in this matter. 


I shall endeavor to do my duty to the best of my | 
with, My friend | 
irginia [Mr. Mason] has made some sug- | 


ability with all the lights before me. 
from y 2 
gestions to me on this point which I entirely 
adopt, but I shall not steal his thunder; and there- 
fore I will resign the floor to him to oonsider the 
opinions advanced by the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, in reference to the point whether the 
thirty new captains of whom he spoke have law- 
fully received appointments to those places from 
the President. Ido not believe it, but I leave 
my friend from Virginia to meet that point. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President I should be very 
proud of the honor of appearing even to add some- 
thing to the beautiful structure which has just 
signalized the eloquence of my honorable friend 
from South Carolina; but I shall not undertake it. 
Thad designed, and I so told him, to ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a short time to-day, in 
vindicating some suggestions which I threw out 


at a former stage of the debate on this question, į 


„as to what the effect would be of repealing the law 
of the last session, and withholding the advice 
and consent of the Scnate to the nominations for 

romotion which we understand have been made. 

o that point very much I shall confine the re- 
marks which I am about to make; for it has struck 
me (and the more I have thought of it, the more 
I am impressed with the opinion) that from the 
vice of this law, as well as the mode of its ad- 
ministration, a fatal blow has been struck at 
the naval service of the country; and unless the 
only ample remedy be extended—that of undoing 
all that has been done, and beginning de novo— 


our Navy will never recover from it. Such is my | 


impression. 

n looking at this law, I apprehend no gentle- 
man can scan it carefully without apprehending 
that its whole framework is wrong. We have 
been told just now, by the honorable Senator from 


South Carolina, with that vigor which belongs to | 


his mind, that the board comprised within itself 
witness, prosecutor, and judge, and, from its con- 
stitution, remained thus exclusive. Such was its 
character. The board is not responsible for it; 
but the law is responsible for it. In this con- 
nection I will refer to a question which I put, a 


short time since, to the honorable chairman of | 


the Committee on Naval Affairs, (Mr. MALLORY,] 
in reference to the fact that, while the board was 
sitting, a correspondence took place between one 
or more of the officers of that board, secking 
information in reference to an officer who was to 
be passed upon by the board. I understood the 
chairman to say that no such correspondence ever 
took place for the purpose of criminating one who 


was to be passed upon by the board. Sir, if a! 
correspondence took place at all—if information | 


was sought for the purpose of dispelling rumor, 
as I doubt not, honestly, yet the fact which we 
thus learn, that information was sought through 
such channels, marks the unfortunate mode in 
which the law was interpreted and administered. 
Lf its members permitted themselves to seek in- 
formation through channels of correspondence, 
for any purpose affecting the character of an 
officer, it manifests the wrong of the whole 
roceeding. If you seck, by correspondence, to 
earn whether reports injurious to the character 
ofan officerare true, with a view to dispel them, 
and obtain from such irresponsible sources inform- 
ation that they are true, they would not be dis- 
pelled; and what would be the effect then? 


„adverting to it? 


į pose. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
allow me to interrupt him for a moment on this 
question ? . 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think my friend 
from Florida took his ground a little too strongly 
in answering the interrogatory to which my friend 
from Virginia is alluding. Isubmit to my friend 
from Florida whether he has not seen copies of a 
correspondence between a member of the board 
and Lieutenant Rhind, and whether a member of 
the board did not write to Lieutenant Rhind, call- 
ing his attention to some charges preferred against 
Lieutenant Bartlett, and asking him to respond 
to the board as to his knowledge of the facts? 
Was not that letter of a member of the board 
dated on the 18th of July last, and was not the 
response dated on the 22d of July, four days 
afterwards? I would ask further, whether in that 
correspondence Lieutenant Rhind does not say 
that he asked the member of the board what was 
the result: “ Did you receive my letter???” He 
answered: ‘ Yes; but it was too late; Lieutenant 
Bartlett had been dismissed before your letter 
came.” Has my fricnd from Florida seen such 
a correspondence as this? 

Mr. MALLORY. The recollection of my friend 
from Tennessee is exceedingly accurate as to 
details. I have justinformed the honorable Sen- 
ator, that | did seca letter written by one of the 


members of the board, and I know but of thatone į 


letter ever being written. F will not undertake to 
repeat the details which my friend seems to recol- 
lect so accurately, because I have not fully read 
them. I have seen the letter to which he alludes, 


written by a member of the board to Licutenant | 


Rhind; and, while I have an opportunity to say so, 
ĮI will here remark, that it was written for the 
express purpose of exonerating the officer alluded 
to in the Ictter, from a reputation which was 
supposed, at least by the board, to be generally 
attached to him throughout the service by his 
peers. It was written from an honest desire to 
seek at the fogntain head, where the information 
was supposed to be, which was requisite to clear 
him and to exonerate him. 

In executive session I could say more upon this 
subject, and, I think, satisfy the honorable Sen- 
ator from Tennessee that he is entirely wrong in 
his impression as to the object of the correspond- 
ence to which he refers, and as to its effect; but I 
have no disposition to add the weight of a feather 
to the mortification of any gentleman induced 
by the actionof the board. In executive session, 


however, at any proper time, when the’ subject | 


shall be under consideration, I have no doubt I 


| can satisfy the honorable Senator of the correct- 


ness of my own impressions on this point. The 


letter was written for the purpose of exoncrating |; 


the officer from impressions which, I may say, 
were unanimous on the mind of the board. I do 
not know the fact, but I believe that, in that case, 
the impressions of the board were unanimous; 
and the letter was written from an honest desire 
and determination, if possible, to relieve him from 
the odium of those impressions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I perhaps recol- 
lect the letter with more distinctness than the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I submit to the 
Senator from Tennessee whether this sort of in- 
terjection of his views of that correspondence may 
not do injustice to the purpose I had in view in 
T had heard that there was such 
a correspondence, and took measures to inform 


i; myself of the fact; but I adverted to it only for 


the purpose of showing that some of the board 
considered themsclvesat liberty to draw testimony 
from such irresponsible sources; I mean irrespons- 
ible to the just sanctions which should aecom- 
pany evidence affecting character; and, although 
it may be true, that the letter was written for the 
purpose of obtaining information to dispel rumors, 


| it does not at all do away with the objection to 


seeking information of that character for any pur- 
Why, sir, the officer as to whom that in- 
formation was sought was at that very time in 
service on the coast of Africa. The honorable 


chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs says | 


that an officer of the board applied to the highest 
source of information in regard tohim. I submit 


that the highest source of information was the | 
man charged: why not apply to him to know if | 


the charge was true, and give him the name of 


the accuser, let him know who made the ‘charge; 
and put it in his power to dispel it, if untrue? 1 
say, lt necessarily follows that with whatever hon- 
orable purpose that letter may have been written, 
if the information derived had gone to confirm the 
charge, and the board had acted ón it, they would 
have illustrated the objections T thus. take to the 
character of the evidence—founding their Judg- 
ment on irresponsible evidence, which might turn 
out at last to be mere rumor or the result of misin- 
formation. It was only for the purpose of show- 
ing how utterly at the mercy of opinion, prejudice; 
or crude, unfounded impressions those officers of 
the Navy were, who were subjected to a tribunal 
thus constituted and thus acting. f 
I rose, however, principally for the purpose of 
endeavoring to make good what I look upon as 
a very important branch of this inquiry—as to 
what would be the effect if we should undo all 
that has been done, with the purpose of beginning 
anew; and beginning anew with the object, not 
of disbanding the Navy, not of thinning its ranks, 
but of cutting off the dead-wood, if there be any, 
around this important trunk. I said on a former 
occasion that, according to my conception, the 
law was not executed, at least so far as officers 
who have been placed. on the retired list are con- 
cerned. Those who have been dropped from 
the Navy, I presume, are beyond the reach of 
legislation; but as to those who are on the retired 
list, the law is not executed; and, until the final 
| step is taken of confirming the new appointments. 
‘which the law authorizes, the whole subject. is 
under the control of the Senate as a part of the 
appointing power, acting in unison with legisla- 
tion. 
Let us see how the matter stands. If you rè- 
i peal the law, what will you have done? The law 
| provides that there shall be a retired list; and i£ 
i the law be repealed, that retired list will at once 
cease to exist. I presume no one will controvert 
i that. The law provides that those whoare placed 
on the retired list shall be ineligible to promotion. 
If you repeal the law, that ineligibility to pro- 
motion is at once atan end. The law does not 
take away the commissions of any of the officers 
who have been retired. It leaves them all with 
the commissions which they enjoyed at the time 
the law was passed; it leaves their commissions 
entirely unaffected. Every man who was a cap- 
tain remains a captain, and every man who was 
a commander remains a tommander, and so with 
the Heutenants. The law does. not reach their 
commissions. ‘Then, if you repeal the law, you 
destroy the retired list, and you restore their eli- 
gibility to promotion, and thus put the officers 
precisely where they were before the law was 
passed, except so far as their positions in their 
respective grades are affected by the late promo- 
! tions. ; 
/ But, sir, the law has further authorized: the 
| President to consider that those who went upon 
i. the retired list created vacancies, and has author- 
| ized the President to fill those vacancies by new 
| appointments. Well, sir, let the President send in 
| those nominations. We know, as part of the 
‘history of the country, that the promotions have 
| been made and the commissions have been issued. 
| We are told that officers with those commissions 
: have gone abroad in command, or in stations ap- 
| propriate to their commissions. That may be 
| true. The President, however, must send in those 
; nominations to the Senate during this session. 
| Suppose the Senate should refuse to confirm them. 
‘If we refuse to confirm them, under the Consti- 
‘tation the commissions which have been issued 
, during the recess will expire with the expiration 
| of this session, and the officers to whom they have 
|| been issued will then stand precisely where they 
_ did before the commissions were issued; they will 
: be remitted to their former rank and grade; and 
: thus, by a repeal of the law, and a disaffirmance 
/ of the promotions under it, every officer of the 
|| Navy who yet remains in the Navy, including 
f those on the retired list, will be remitted to the 
| position which he held before the law was passed. 
The honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
: Bexsamin} took a different view of the subject, 
ji That Senator says that, although we may disaf- 
{i frm those nominations, the subject, fortunately 
li for the country, will still he beyond the reach of 
legislation. Why? Because, said he, the Pres- 
ident alone can fill the vacancies; and if we refuse 
|i to confirm the nominations, the vacancies will yet 
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remainas vacancies unfilled, and though we repeal 
thelalw, the officers who, have been retired will not 
thereby be legislated.into those vacancies. 

_ My. first answer to the honorable Senator—and 
Í submit to him that it is a complete answer—is, 
that if there be vacancies, (which I shall presently 
question,). the lew. created them; and if the law 
created the vacancies, cannot the law. destroy the 
acaricies? Yes, sir, as a strictly logical conclu- 

n. Isay; if the. law can create vacancies, the 
law can uncreate or destroy them. If there be 
-¥aeancies, they have been created by this law. I 
yall. deny presently that there are or were any 
vacancies; but if there were, they were created by 

the law, and by the law alone. If the law alone 

“created them, and you.repeal the law, what be- 
‘somes of the vacancies, or if in the repealing you 

declare. that there were no vacancies, what will 

: þe the effect? Itis just as competent for Congress 

todo that as to make. vacancies. 

“Sir, the difficulty is that the law has under- 

taken to. do what the law cannotdo. The whole 
frame-work of the law is wrong and misconceived 
in:reference to the Constitution. The Constitu- 
tion of the -United States leaves to legislation the 
creation. of offices except where ordained by it- 
golf It leaves to legislation to prescribe the func- 
tions and the: duties of offices, but it gives to the 
executive power the authority to fill the offices by 
the appointment of officers. The language of the 
Constitution is, that the President ‘* shall nom- 
inate, and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall appoint cmbassadors, other 
public ministers, and consuls, judges of the Su- 
preme Court, and all other officers of the United 
tates whose appointments are not herein other- 
wise: provided for, and which shall be established 
by law;” but the Constitution qualifics this 
ower by adding, ‘‘but the Congress may by 
aw vest the appoimtiment of such inferior officers 
as they may think proper,in the President alone, 
in the courts of law, or in the heads of Depart- 
ments.’? The President, therefore, unless re- 
- strained by a law of Congress as to inferior offi- 

cérsy must nominate all officers of every kind; 
and then the Constitution provides: ‘* The Presi- 
dent shall have power to fill up all vacancies that 
may happen during the recess of the Senate, by 
granting commissions which shall expire at the 
end of their next session.” 
_, Now let us bring this law to the test of the 
Constitution. Former laws created naval offices, 
and in doing so declared that there should be 
sixty-eight post captains in the Navy. The law 
was competent to do that. If any one of those 
captains dies, or resigns, or is dismissed from the 
service, his place becomes vacant. within the 
nieaning of the Constitution; and if that vacancy 
happens in the recess of Congress the President 
can issue a temporary commission to fill the 
vacancy. That is not the case, however, now 
pees tous. Having sixty-eight officers who 
told the ofice of captain in the Navy, this law 
has undertaken to say, that when a certain num- 
ber of‘them are, pursuant to its provisions, made 
incligible to promotion, and placed upon the re- 
tired list, that vacancics are thereby created in the 
office of post captain in number equal to those so 
retired. Let us test this a little further. 


When the law was passed there were sixty- | 


eight captains in the Navy. By the action of 
the maval board, and its approval by the Presi- 
dent, three of them have been dismissed from the 
service, How many remain? Sixty-five. But 
all who are placed. on the retired list, says the 
law, also.vacate their offices—vacancies which 
the President is authorized to fill. How is the 
vacancy effected? We know what a vacancy 
ig, not only in popular acceptation, but in legal 
acceptation. It is the vacation of an office. It 
means that that which was full has become empty; 


and the Constitution has provided that, when an į 


office docs become empty, or vacant, it shall be 
filled by the Executive, as the appointing power; 
but here we have by law sixty-cight offices, and 
three of the officers holding them having been 
dismissed, sixty-five remained, and there are three 
vacancies. 

But, besides, the three who were dismissed, 
twenty-eight of the original number, holding 
their commissions unaffected, have by law been 
‘disabled to a certain extent in the appropriate 
furictions of their office—and by reason of such 
disabilities the law declares their offices vacant. 
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If, indeed, their offices are vacant, then those 
who held them hold them no longer; but their 
commissions, which are the muniments of title, 
remain as they were, their designations as post 
captains in the Navy remain to them, and by 
virtue of their commissions they are liable to dis- 
charge the duties of their offices when ordered by 
the President. If in office at all, they are in of- 
fice as post captains, and you have thus twenty- 
eight of these high officers out of office in intend- 
ment of the law, but in office in fact, and to every 
practical purpose. It results, in my judgment, 
that the law has simply declared that to exist 
which in fact does not exist, to wit: vacancies 
created in office by its modification of the func- 
tions of the officer. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Virginia a question. Suppose that we had | 
already confirmed the nominations which it is 
said the President has sent to this body, and after 
confirming them we should repeal the law, what, 
then, would be the effect? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I think, in pros- 
ecuting the inquiry, the Senator will find a full 
answer to his question, and, in getting that an- 
swer, he will find, when the Senate are brought 
to consider the nominations of those who have 
been promoted, greater constitutional difficulties 
beset his path than, so far as I am informed, he 
has yet seen. Now, sir, wo must construe this 
law, if we can, so as to reconcile it with the Con- 
stitution, and give it effect. We cannot reconcile 
it with the Constitution if we consider that the 
law has vacated the office of post captain. In) 
considering the law, I think we shall find that 
there are but three vacancies by the operation of 
the naval board and the act of the President, cre- 
ated in the grade of post captain, those vacancies 
having been rested by the dismissal of three 
captains. I take the captains for illustration, and 
of course the observation applies to the other | 
grades. 

Where is the office which, before the passage 
of this law, was filled by Commedore Charles 
Stewart? He is a post captain in the Navy still. 
Is there a vacancy in his office of post captain? 
He retains his commission utterly unaffected—a 
commission that filled one of the sixty-eight 
offices existing by law, and he remains upon the | 
same duty which he was discharging at the time 
when he was disrated. 1 ask, then, is there a 
vacancy in the office filled by Charles Stewart? ; 
The law in question says there is a vacancy, but 
the fact is there is none. You must construe the 
law, if you can, to reconcile it with the Consti- 
tution and give iteffect. ‘The law says the Presi- 
dent shall create, by promotion, so many post 
captains as may be dropped or retired from active 
service by his act and that of the naval board, 
and he has doneit. {n doing it he has appointed 
thirty-one additional post captains; and if you | 
take the Navy Register you will find that there | 
are now over nincty post captains in the Navy— | 
thirty-one of them new appointments made to fill 
the vacancies declared to exist by the late law. 
The effect has been to appoint thirty-one new post 
captains, and to increase the list of captains to 
over ninety, instead of sixty-eight. It is compe- 
tent to the law to do it. The law can create nine 
hundred post captains, if Congress considers it 
the policy of the Government to do so; and the 
effect of this law has been to create thirty-one 
new offices of post captain, and they have been 
filled by the President. 

Now, I come to the answer to the question of 
the Senator from Louisiana. That Senator has 
expericnced, I doubt not, what all have experi- 
enced who have attained his age and mine, and ; 
whose duty it has been, in professional or other | 
life, to bring their minds cl#sely to the examina- 
tion of a subject, that we are more likely to com- 
prehend it in allits bearings when we are called 
to act directly on it, than when we are indulging, 
as we have been indulging here, in a discursive 
debate on a proposition to which the debate is 
not relevant. The President, executing this law, | 
considered that those vacancies which the law 
attempted to create were vacancies which hap-! 


pened in the recess of the Senate, because the :} 


naval board sat and pronounced its judgment, | 
and the President confirmed its judgment, in the | 
recess. Thus, he scems to have considered that | 
they were vacancies happening in the recess, and | 
he filled them as the Constitution would authorize ! 


him to fill them, provided they were vacancies, 
and provided they happened in the recess of the 
Senate, by issuing commissions before nomination 
and confirmation by the Senate. 

L will not say that I defy the legal acumen of 
any intellect to place a different construction on 
the, law; but if any other construction can be 
placed on the law than that the authority to fill 
those alleged vacancies is the creation of so 
many new offices, I have as yet been unable to 
seeit. Ifthey be new offices, the act of the Pres- 
ident in issuing these commissions is merely 
void. He might send nominations to the Senate, 
and ask them to advise and consent to them as 
appointments to new offices, because as to such 
nominations confirmation must precede commis- 
sions, 

I say, then, that, according to my construction 
of this law, the whole frame-work of itisbad. It 
is at war with the Constitution. Ithas attempted 
to create vacancies when it could not create va- 
eancies. It has required that vacancies should 
be filled when no vacancies existed. The only 
sensible construction you can place on it, to 
reconcile it to the Constitution, is, that it pro- 
vides, in this indirect and clumsy manner, for the 
appointment of thirty-one new captains in the 
Navy; and if that be the effect, all will acknowl- 
edge that those new offices can alone be filled by 
nominations to the Senate preceding the commis- 
sions, and that no commissions can issue until 
the nominations be confirmed. If I am right in 
this view of the subject, it will follow that, when 
those nominations come in, they must be disaf- 
firmed, because the Constitution did not authorize 
such appointments in the recess of the Senate. 

I submit, then, to the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, first, that if it should be the pleasure 
of Congress to repeal the law, and the Senate 
should find it to be their duty to reject the nom- 
inations—or, more properly, to withhold their 
assent to them—because the commissions were 
improvidently issued, every officer in the Navy; 
except those who have been dropped, will be 
remitted exactly to the position which he held 
before the board sat, unaffected by its action. 

These considerations, Mr. President, I throw 
out for what they may be worth, and chiefly to 
awake inquiry, when we are called on to act on 
the questions involved in the proper construc- 
tion of this law, and the action of the Executive 
under it. 

Now, sir, I shal not go, as my justly distin- 
guished friend from South Carolina did, into a 
presentation of the particular cases of officers 
whose memorials I have presented, and who have 
been made the subject of the action of this law. 
I shall wait and examine carefully and with entire 
respect such suggestions as may come tous from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. But, knowing 
what I do know personally—for I have some 
personal acquaintance with officers of the Navy, 
though with but very few of them, who have been 
disrated by this act—I say, that unless there be 
something against them which does not appear in 
common life, and which ought to be judicially 
inquired into, I cannot shut my eyes to the fact 
that some of them, as known to me, are both com- 


pe 


| petent and efficient for all their duty, ashore and 


afloat; now, if they_ever were since, they have 
been inthe Navy. J cannot shut my eyes to the 


| fact and consent to preclude further inquiry when 
I hearit asserted from many quarters that officers 


have been disrated or dropped, not because they 
were ineficient or incapable mentally or physic- 
ally, but because of the doing of some act that 
would justly deprive them of their commission; 
and if such be the fact, they are entitled to be 
heard under the forms and sanctions of judicial 
inquiry. 

Nor can I be blind to those appearances which 
would seem to indicate (and which are to some 
extent confirmed by suggestions that have from 
time to time fallen from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs) that the law was inter- 
prera to give to the board the power of dis- 

anding a portion of the Navy for the purpose 
of thinning the ranks. There were, in fact, too 
many officers for the ships; and, having too many 
officers for the ships, it was necessary that a cer- 
tain number of them should be disposed of. 

The Senator from Florida, I think,—certainl 
others, if not he,—have sought to justify the ad- 
ministration of this law by comparing it with the 
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action under the law for reducing the Army at the 
close of the war of 1812. Let those Senators who |! 
liken the one law to the other, bring in a bill de- | 
elaring, in terms, that the personnel of the Navy ij 
requires to be reduced; that there are too many | 
officers for the ships, as was the fact at the close 
of the war in relation to the Army, and we shall 
be prepared to exercise our deliberate judgment 
whether it would be wise to reduce it; but when 
a law is brought in to put out of the Navy those 
who are incompetent and inefficient, and that law 
is interpreted to give the power to thin the ranks 
because there were too many officers, I say it is 
a misinterpretation—a grevious wrong. I can 
see no remedy ample enough, but to undo all that 
kas been done, and to remit these gentlemen each 
to the position which he occupied before the law 
was passed, and then to begin anew. If this is not 
done, mark my words—I do not claim to be a | 
prophet—but 1 say, if itis necessary for the public | 
service, that we should thus thin the ranks of the 
Navy in order to give promotion to younger ofi- 
cers by a board so constituted as to draw their | 
evidence and their information from sources 
utterly irresponsible, and most generally inter- 
ested, you will convert the corps of naval ofii- 
cers—amongst whom there existed previously a 
fraternity of honor—into a corps of detractors 
and spies and informers on each other. 

That will be the inevitable result. We have 
a Naval Academy at Annapolis bringing young 
apprentices into service every year. The same 
pressure from below will still go on, and in ten 
or fifteen years there will be the same difficulties 
as to supernumerary officers which exist now, 
and you will have to go through the same process, 
provided this shall be established as the policy of 
the Navy. It requires no great insight into the 
motives of human action to know that men ought | 
not to be, and should not be, trusted in this man- | 
ner to discharge such a duty. Sir, if I may follow | 
the example of my justly distinguished friend | 
from South Carolina, in looking to the relations 
which we bear to another world in reference to 
our duties in this, I would cite to honorable | 
Senators that beautiful invocation in the Lord’s 
Prayer—* Lead us not into temptation’’—an in- | 
vocation that precedes the prayer to ‘‘ Deliver us 
from evil.” We had no right to place these men 
in the position in which they stood on that board. 
We did lead them into temptation—a grievous 
one. The law attempted to remedy it by pro- 

viding that inferiors should not pass on supe- 
riors, but the law permitted and authorized one 
class of officers to pars on others of the same class; 
it permitted the lieutenants to pass on licuten- 
ants; the commanders on commanders; the cap- | 
tains on captains; and although the captains had 
no higher grade to which they could be promoted, 
the other officers had. Ifthey took a body of 
two hundred or three hundred commanders, and 
disrated forty, or fifty, or sixty of them, was it |; 
not done by gentlemen who were to derive benefit 
from their own act? Some of them have been 
actually promoted in consequence of their own |} 
finding as members of the board. 

Lam very far from making any assault onany 
gentleman who was a member of the board. kg 
have made none—lI intend to make none. [know 
that many of them—probably all of them—dis- 
charged a most disagreeableand odious duty; and 
what I have to regret is, that some of them did 
not take the ground which Commodore Stewart 
took, in 1846, when he declined to discharge a |i 
like duty required of him by the Secretary of 
the Navy; and he gave as reasons for declining 
it, those which, in my judgment, should be con- į 
clusive against the construction of any such! 
board. He gave the reasons of a sagacious and ‘| 
sensible mind. The Secretary of the Navy, at | 
that time, convened a board for the purpose of | 
determining who should be furloughed; and he 
required of that board, not each to deliver his 
own individual opinion, but to deliver as the judg- 
ment of the board the sense of the majority. || 
Commodore Stewart refused to doit. He put! 
his commission against it, and the result was, (I) 
do not know whether the board reported or not,) | 
there was no action under it. ! 

I have no doubt that these gntlemen discharged 


this duty as honorable men should discharge it; i 
but I say you led them into temptation—tempta- j 
tion into which no man should be placed, and |! 
against which the policy of all civilized law |! 


guards. If it be necessary to thin the ranks of 
the Navy, because there are too many officers for 
the ships, some other mode can be devised for 
doing it; and when it is done measures must fol- 
low to prevent the evil—to prevent the increase 
of officers as disproportioned to the increase of 
the Navy. Thatis the great object, I apprehend, 
in reference to which this law has been misinter- 
preted and perverted. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I think, Mr. President, the 
attention of the Senate has not been sufficiently 
drawn to the distribution of power between the 
different departments of the Government. The 
honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Crirren- 
DEN] expressed the opinion that, upon the repeal 
of this law, those who have been stricken from 
the rolls of the Navy by the President will be 
restored tooffice. It is obvious that that opinion 
is founded on the idea that, by the operation of 
this law, they are stricken from the rolls, and it 
is in neglect of the real fact that they are stricken 
from the rolls by the President of the United 
States, by virtue of his constitutional power. 

Sir, it is not in the power of the legislative de- 

artment to strike any oflicer from the roll of the 

avy or of the Army. Itis not in the power of 
the Legislature to remove any man from civil 
office. Itis not a subject of legislation. The 
whole power of removal is vested in the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and unless, inthis case, 
he has exercised that power, those whose names 
have been thus stricken from the Navy would 
still hold their commissions. This board has not 
removed them. This board has done precisely 
what Congress intended it should do—made a 
recommendation to the President. They recom- 
mended without trial; they expressed their opin- 
ion; and the President has done what Congress 


intended the President should do. Confiding in | 


their opinion, unless he had grounds of dissent, 
he has acted and has exercised his constitutional 
power; and therefore it is, that with regard to 
those officers who have been stricken from the 
rolls, they are not now in the Navy, and there is 
no power in the Government which can restore 
them to the Navy, save only the President of the 
United States, with the assent of the Senate; or, at 
least, by a law conferring on him alone the power 
to doit. For this reason, the repeal of the law 
will have no effect upon their condition. The 
only remedy that can be applied must be by the 
Executive; and when the Executive nominates, 
the Senate has the power to confirm or not to con- 
firm. While I am speaking on that point, I will 
go further, and venture to say that I am sure the 
President will, codperate cheerfully with this 
branch of Congress in doing ‘justice to any one 
who has suffered under the provisions of this 
law. 

Sir, if Congress had, in form, conferred on this 
board the power to strike officers from the rolls, 
it would have been utterly void. It is not com- 
petent for the legislative department to confer on 
any board of officers such a power. The discre- 
tion is not in the board—it is in the President 
of the United States; and it is not only vested in 
him by the Constitution without the aid of alaw, 
but no law can be enacted which would deprive 
him of that discretion. The actis his. It may 


| have been founded upon the advice of this board 


of officers; but it is, notwithstanding, his act. 
Whatever confidence he may have reposed in the 
recommendations of the board, the result is his 
act, upon his responsibility. 

Bat, sir, the honorable Senator from Louisiana 
expressed the opinion, if I comprehended the 
purport of his argument, that with regard to the 
vacancies in the active service list resulting from 
the creation of a retired list, they may be filled by 
the President alone, without the consent of the 
Senate. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. WNot at all, Mr. President; j 


I never pretended any such thing as that. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I stand corrected. Then he 
does not make the law, by his construction, to 
be one which we had undoubtedly the power to 
pass, in regard to the appointment of subordinate 
officers. We have the power to authorize the 
President to fill subordinate offices without the 
consent of the Senate; but not having done so, I 
probably do not differ from the honorable Senator 
in regard to the construction of this law, respect- 
ing the power of the President. The power of 
the President was to fill the places of those retired 


by temporary appointments, until the termination 
of the present session of the Senate; and when 
this session shall have ended, if the Senate line 
not meanwhile concurred in those appointments, 
they will fall to the ground; ‘and it will not be in 
the power of the Presidentthen to fill them tem- 
porarily, for they must be filled by à nomination 
and confirmation, and in no other mode.’ That: 
is now, I believe, the universal sentiment with 
regard to the power of the President in making 
appointments. See 

These nominations for temporary appointments ` 
have not been confirmed; and, if not confirmed, 
they will cease when this session shall terminate. 
They will cease, moreover, when this law shall 
be repealed; because, singular as it may appear, 
the law, which purports, with the consent of the 
President, to create a vacancy, is construed to 
mean, and does mean, that it creates a new office. 
| Twenty-eight of the sixty-eight captains of the 
Navy have been put on the retired list, and the con- 
struction placed on this lawis, that the same num- 
ber of additional offices has been created by law, 
and those constructive vacancies have been filled 
by temporary appointment; they are filled solely 
on the ground that the effect and operation of 
í this law, creating a vacancy, creates anoffice to be 
vacant; and it is obviously the intention of Con- 
| gress that there shall be these additional officés, 

and that they shall be vacant, and then that they 
| shall be filled. I think the intention of Congress, 
although it is expressed in that manner, is per- 
fectly clear. It was the intention of Congress 
to create these additional offices; and they are, as 
the honorable Senator from Virginia has said, 
original offices, which, if I rightly understand the 
Constitution, cannot be filled in the vacation of the 
Senate. I say, itis a remarkable feature of this 
Jaw that, in creating an office, it doca not do so 
in terms, but does so under the form of creating 
a vacancy; treating it as a vacancy in an office 
which had not previously been created. 

Now, what will be the effect of a repeal of this 
ilaw? The repeal of the law will oneal the offices 
which are created under the denomination of 
vacancies, Those officers who are upon the retired 
list are not out of the Navy; their commissions 
have not been taken from"them. They are still 
officers of the Navy; they are, by the express 
provisions of this law, liable to be called into 
service at any time by the President. The Pres- 
ident cannot call into service a private citizen to 
discharge duty unless he voluntarily comes; but 
those who already hold commissions under the, 
Government, while they hold those commissions, 
are bound to embark in the service whenever 
they are called upon. They are, therefore, now 
officers of the Navy, but they are, by this act, 
placed upon a retired list; but when you repeal 
the law which placed them on the retired list, are 
they any longer on the retired list? They hold 
a commission; their duties are regulated by law; 
they are bound to obey their superior officers; 
they are bound to engage in the public service 
when they are requested so to do by their proper 
commanding officers; they are, therefore, in the 
same condition preciscly with any other officers 
of the Navy, except that they are at prescnt on 
a peculiar list. If-you repeal the law creating that 
list, you will restore their former eligibility fully. 
I think they are not ineligible now to promotion, 
That provision of this law which declared them 
ineligible to promotion is most unquestionably 
against the Constitution. It is not in the power 
| of Congress to say that, if a board of fifteen men, 
with or without trial, shall express an opinion 
that certain officers are incapable of performing 
fully their duties, they shall therefore be ineligible 
to office. I think that, on that point, there can 
be no diversity of opinion. When you undertake 
here to provide by law that those who were 
placed on the retired list should not be eligible to 


i| promotion, you went beyond the bounds of your 
‘authority. It is not competent for Congress thug 


| to limit the power of appointment? i 
The President has the right to sclect his officers 


ithe Navy, from private citizens, You cannot 
| limit the constitutional power of the President sa 
todo, You cannot modify that power. Not- 
: withstanding this plain constitutional power in 
this very law, with regard to those meritorious 
officers who are placed on the retired list, in the 


| 

i| from the whole country—from the Army, from 
| 
i 


| language of the act, without any fault ef their 
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owns you actually: declared them to be ineligible 

to promotion; you put, them upon the footing— 

Iwas about to say—of felons. It is not the. act 

of the President; itis the act of Congress. You 

declared: them incapable of receiving a nomina- 
tion from the President and a confirmation by the 

Senate to further promotion. Can sucha provis- 

jon be constitutional? Task the honorable Sen- 

ator from.Louisiana,and Lask any other honorable 

Senator, whether, if the President should nom- 

ifiate any one of those officers who have either 

heén dropped or put upon the retired list, by way 
of promotion, and the Senate should confirm that 
officer, there could be any doubt of the validity 
of:such: an appointment? No doubt could. re- 
main ‘whatever, unless Congress can change the 
Constitution. i 
-Siras I said at the outset, we are losing sight of 
the distribution of power to the different branches 
of the Government under the Constitution. We 
have undertaken by this act to exercise executive 
power... Wehave gone beyond that, and we have 
undertaken. to incapacitate the Executive from 

" exercising hisconstitutionalpower. When, there- 
fore, Senators here complain of the evil that exists, 
of the wrong that has been done, of the injustice 
that; has been inflicted, they are complaining not 
ofthis board of. officers, nor of the executive de- 
partment, but, of the legislative department. The 
evil lies at our own doors. We have done what 
we ought not to have done. We have gone be- 
yond the bounds of the Constitution. We have 
undertaken to displace men from office upona 
discretion which is not in accordance with the 
Constitution, and which could not be operative 
but that the President has exercised his own dis- 
eretionary. power in thus sanctioning their re- 
moval; and when they are removed they cannot 
be brought back again. As to those placed onthe 
retired list, however, they remain there no longer 
than the law remains; and the moment that law 
is removed out of the way, they remain officers in 
their plages, with all the powers and with all the 
privileges appertaining to their offices { 

. When we, by law, have declared some of the 
highest officers of the Navy incapable of being 
appointed to office—men who are placed on the 
retired list without any fault or blame which 
would justify their being dropped from the rolls 
of ‘the Navy—we have inflicted an injury upon 
them of which I think they may justly complain. 
But the law has gone farther. Lwill not, however, 
advert to any other topic at this time. I shall not 

ointo the question whether this board has or 
hag not well. performed its duty. I deem that 
question premature. The subject is in the hands 
of ‘the Committee on Naval Affairs, who will 
réport to this body the facts on which we are to 
act.. I will not go into the question whether the 
President has ina proper manner performed his 
duty. Iwill only say that he has executed the 
Jaw as it is, and as it was designed to be by Con- 
gress. 

"Sir, let me say to the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr.Toomes,] that there is nothing in the 
law which indicated an intention to create a naval 
court-martial, ora court of any description. There 
isnothing which indicates an intention to put any 
man on trial. There is nothing before the Senate 
which evinces that any man has been put on trial. 
It.may be so; I fear that it is so; but we have no 
knowledge which will justify us in supposing that 
any man has been put on trial. We do know, 
however, that, upon the recommendation of the 
board, the President has dismissed from the Navy 
men who complain, and has placed on the retired 
list men who complain, 

Now, sir, I say I will never give a vote that 
shall sanction injustice towards any American 
citizen while I have a seat on this floor. Where 
injustice has been done—where an officer, for ex- | 
ample, has been subjected to a secret investiga- 
tion, and has suffered a punishment, (although in 
“pursuance of law and in precise accordance with 
the law which we have enacted,) I will never give 
a vote in any way to sanction such injustice, with- 
out affording him a full and fair opportunity to 
show, in a proper manner, whether the result 
is what it should have been; whether injustice 
has been done, or whether the judgment was just 
and proper. As I before remarked, however, I 
ain. not willing to go into that question at this 


time. The subject which has been presented in- 
gs the power which we have, and the power ii 


which has been, exercised. The questions. that | 


arise upon the face of the law, as to our authority. 
to apply. a remedy, are questions which, I think, 
are proper to be considered, and thus far I have 
considered them. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [rise only for the pur- 
pose of correcting a mistake, a misapprehension 
of the honorable Senator who has just taken his 
seat, with regard to what I said on a former 
occasion. I never intended to say, and indeed I 
never did say, that the repeal of the law would 
restore the officers who had been dropped. There 
may be some doubt. on that point, and I did not 
express an opinion upon it. I never proposed to 
repeal the law asa remedy for those who have 
been dropped or retired. “I never advanced the 
opinion that thatcourse alone would restore them. 
I have been misapprehended, also, by another 
gentleman who spoke on the subject. . 

Mr. TOUCEY. I am very glad to find that I 
misapprehended, as I doubtless did, the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. I have 
not seen the report of his speech; I spoke only 
from the impression made on my mind from hear- 
ing him; but I am very glad to find that there is 
no difference, so far as I can discover, in the 
Senate with regard to the effect of the repeal of 
the law. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish the gentleman 
to understand merely, that I expressed no opin- 
ion on the subject. “What my opinion may be | 
hereafter, after a full examination, I cannot now 


say. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Iam very glad, then, to find | 
that I am not confronted by the dissenting opin- 
ion of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire, Mr. President, to 
say a very few words to the Senate in reference 
to the legal propositions advanced by the Senators 
from Virginia and Connecticut. It was not my 
intention to say another word to the Senate on 
this question, but I have been appealed to so | 
pointedly by those gentlemen, and the proposi- 
tions which I adduced yesterday have been con- 
tested by them with arguments which strike my 
mind as being so easily susceptible of answer, 
that I shall detain the Senate for ten or twelve 
minutes in attempting what seems to me to be an 
ample answer. 

First, let me answer the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. His proposition, if I understood 
him—for f must confess I had some difficulty in 
bringing my mind to the conclusion that he in- 
tended to advance such a proposition—was, that 
the vacancics in this case were created by the 
law, and that Congress having no power to create 
a vacancy by law, those vacancies, therefore, did 
not constitutionally exist, and the vacancies, not 
constitutionally existing, could not constitution- 
ally be filled. [think that was the proposition of 
the honorable Senator. If Iwas mistaken insup- 
posing that to have been his proposition, I should 

e happy to be corrected. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator indulge me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. MASON. [understood the Senator from 
Louisiana yesterday to say that the law had cre- 
ated those vacancies, or that there were vacancies 
in the Navy arising under the operation of this | 
lew. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I said vacancies arising 
under the operation of the law. 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, vacancies arising 
under the operation of the law; and the Senator 
said further that, inasmuch as none but the Pres- 
ident could fill vacancies, it was therefore removed 
from the sphere of legislation. Did I understand 
him correctly? 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Unquestionably. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. Then, in answer 
to that, I intended to be understood this morning | 
as saying, that if the Senator was right, and va- 
cancies did exist, arising under the operation of 
the law, they must of necessity be vacancies 
created by the law; and if the law had power to 
create a vacancy, the law certainly had the power 
to destroy the vacancy which it created, either by | 
a repeal of the former law, or, if necessary, by 
declaring in terms the legislative will to destroy 
the vacanciesit had created. I wentfurther, and | 


I said that in my apprehension there were in fact | 
no vacancies; that the law could only be con- 


strued, however inartificially it-had been effected, 
as creating so many new offices; and if they were 
new offices the President could only fill them by 
his appointing power in conjunction with the 
Senate, and therefore the commissions which had- 
been issued were null without the confirmation. of 
the Senate... That is the view which I took. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, in the dis- 
cussion of these constitutional questions, it is 
absolutely. necessary, for arriving at a correct 
result, that we shall. start by knowing what we 
mean, and that propositions shall be stated in 
such exact and logical form, that no two minds 
can differ as to the meaning which those propo- 
sitions, on their face, import. 

Now, sir, the Senator fron Virginia says that 
if these vacancies are created by the operation of 
the law, they are therefore vacancies created by 
the law. I think his premises are false; but if I 
went further, and now admitted those false prem- 
ises to be true, I think I could conclusively show 
that the deduction drawn from those premises is 
as false as the premises themselves. He goes on 
to argue that, 1f we can once create a vacancy by 
law, as a matter of sound logic and constitutional 
construction, it follows that vacancies thus created 
by law can be destroyed by law, to use his own 
term. I say, in the first place, that a vacancy 
which occurs by the action of the Executive— 
which action is called into exercise by the opera- 
tion of a law—is not a vacancy created by the 
law, in the constitutional. sense; because a va- 
cancy created by law is a vacancy which the law 
itself declares to exist. Now,as itis unquestion- 
ably truc,as a constitutional proposition, that we 
cannot, without destroying the office itsclf, by 
the action of Congress, remove an officer—that 
being solely an Executive function—it is also 
undoubtedly true, as a constitutional proposition, 
that we cannot create a vacancy by law. We 
may, however, by a law which is approved by 
the Executive, introduce such a state of circum- 
stances, in relation to any portion of the public. 
service, as shall require of the Executive the ex- 
ercise of his prerogative of removal; and then, 
when the Executive exercises this prerogative, 
the removal is the removal of the Executive, and 
notof the law. The removal is an act of consti- 
tutional power exercised by the President of the 
United States, and it is not the usurpation of un- 
lawful authority by Congress. Therefore, I say 
that, when the gentleman tells us that a removal 
which takes place by the operation of this law, 
or by the force of circumstances which arise out 
of the passage of this law by Congress, is a re- 
moval by virtue of the law, he misstales the 
premises. 

But, sir, suppose his premises to be true; I say. 
the conclusion is false. Admit that the vacancy 
is created by the law. I deny that if a vacancy 
were constitutionally created by law, (if such a 
thing were possible,) it could be destroyed, as the 
gentleman is pleased to term it; though I do not 
know what he means by the destruction of a 
vacancy. Thisis a mode of getting arounda false 
conclusion from premises; it is a mode of avoid- 
ing a statement of the question, such as would at 
guce show to every intelligent mind the sophism 
of the proposition, if correctly stated in proper 
language. The gentleman states that, if an act 
of Congress could create a vacancy, an act of 
Congress could therefore destroy a vacancy. The 
gentleman failed to say what would have been the 
proper form of language by which an act of Con- 
ress would fila vacancy; because at once every 
enator would have answered, “ No; under your 
Constitution, if a vacancy once exists, it cannot 
be filled by an act of Congress, because the terms 
of the Constitution are clear and imperative.’? 
The gentleman, wishing to avoid this conclusion, 
avoids the language of the Constitution, and talks 
to us about destroying a vacancy, asif that were 
appropriate language for the conclusion. He fears 
that the argument used in relation to the construc- 
tion of this law cannot be gainsayed. It can only 
be met by avoiding the use of the proper terms 
of the English language; it can only be met, or 
rather it can only be evaded, by the use of terms 
which are not appropriate to the proper subject- 
matter to which they areapplied. An act of Con- 
gress that would create a vacancy, (ifsuch a thing 
could be,) would, ipso facto, vest in the President 
of the United States the power of filling that 
vacancy, and the power of Congress to do what 


y 
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the gentleman calls destroying a vacancy could | 
by no possibility exist. , f ; 
But, sir, the Senator from Connecticut admits | 
my premises. The Senator from Connecticut | 
views the question at first,as] do. Hesays that | 
all these vacancies—for vacancies he admits them 
to be—are created by the President of the United 
States, in the exercise of an undoubted constitu- 
tional prerogative. He says it makes no differ- | 
ence—and in this I agree with him—by what 
means the President makes up his determination 
to exercise his constitutional power. He may 
have been right, or he may have been wrong, in 
adopting the conclusions of this board of officers. 
He Thad a perfect right to act without the advice 
of the board; he had a perlet right to take the 
advice of the board, and adopt it, if he pleased; 
and, when he adopted its advice, he exercised an 
executive discretion in so doing; and, exercising 
that executive discretion, he brought into active 
operation the executive prerogative of dismissing | 
the dropped officers fromthe Navy. That seems, 
now, to be admitted on all sides. It appears to 
be universally conceded that it is beyond our 
power to put those officers back without the action 
of the Executive; or in fact to do anything ‘in 
relation to them, except to advise and concur in 
executive appointments. 

Now, in regard to those officers who are re- 
served, I dosire to make some further answer to 
the propositions of the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut which, to my mind—I say it with 
the profoundest respect for that gentleman—in- 
volve legal absurdities and consequences that can 
by no possibility be reconciled. He assumes the 
position, that, although these vacancies have 
existed—although they have been filled by the 
President—although the officers who hold the 
President’s commission filling those vacancics do | 
now hold those commissions under the law and į 
under the Constitution of the United States, un- | 
impeachable until the Senate adjourns, if the | 
Senate does not act upon them,—yct that, if the | 
Senate shall adjourn without acting upon those | 
appointments, and shall, in the mean time, repeal 
the law, the vacancies will no longer exist which , 
the President has heretofore been authorized to 
fill. That I understand to be the proposition of 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut. If that | 
be true, let. us examine somewhat into the conse- ; 
quences of the doctrine, and see if it is possible | 
to reconcile them with the theory. [If that posi- 
tion be true, let us take the supposition, that this 
day Congress passes a law repealing the former 
Jaw. These officers, under the theory of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, are in the possession of 
their offices rightfully and constitutionally, and | 
will be from this time until our adjournment. 

` Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir, I did not advance | 
any such proposition. | have no idea, Mr. Pres- | 
ident, that when an office is created by law, and 
the law creating it is repealed, the office still con- 
tinues, or that the officer continues to hold añ 
office which no longer exists. I say the con- 
struction of this law was to create additional 
offices, and if those offices were filled, (which Ii 
am not prepared to admit,) and we should to-day 
repeal those offices, they are no longer filled; they 
are no longer held, because there is nothing to 
hold. An office is not created for the officer, but 
for the public service; and when it ceases to exist, 
the person who held it is no longer an officer. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, the closer 
we get to the point, the more difficult it is for us | 
to understand precisely the propositions of gen- 
tlemen, because the suppositions which they are 
making seem to me to be repugnant to the very | 
language of the Constitution, to the very spirit | 
of the Constitution, to the very theory of our 
Government. Just now I understood the conces- 
sion to be made, as I stated it, by the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut, that vacancies in the 
active-service list of the Navy had unquestion- | 
ably been created by the act of the President of 
the United States in the exercise of an undoubted 
power; that the President of the United States, 
acting under the authority conferred upon him 
by this law, had examined into the cases of par- 
ticular officers, and exercising his discretion, had 
removed them from the active-service list to the | 
retired list. 

Mr. TOUCEY, If the honorable Senator will | 
allow me to explain, I will make myself under- 


stood by him. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I will yield the floor with 
pleasure £ i 

Mr. TOUCEY. The removal of these officers 
from the active service to the retired list did not 
vacate the offices which they held. They still hold 
the offices which they occupied before. The 
hold the commissions which they at first received. 
There was no vacancy created in their offices; 
but if there were any vacancies to be filled, they 
are vacancies created by implication of law. 
That is to say, the law is to be so construed as 
to create a new office, and the new office was not 
created until it was filled, (if, indeed, it ever was 
filled;) but being a new office, without an incum- 
bent, we call it a vacancy, though it may not be 
a vacancy within the meaning of the Constitution 
for the exercise of the power of the President. J 
meant to present the idea distinctly, that what is 
called a vacancy in this law is not a vacancy in 
office preéxisting, but is the simple fact that the į 
newly-created offices were not filled, and in that 
sense were vacant. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator explain 
to me, for I desire most sincerely to understand 
his position, what newly-created offices he sup- | 
poses were made a this law? What were the 


| Mr. BENJAMIN. Then 


new offices created by the law? 

Mr. TOUCEY. ‘The new offices which are 
supposed to have been created by the law, were 
new offices to the number of those who were 
removed to the retired list. I think that is the 
construction which has been put upon the law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend from Lou- 
isiana allow me to ask a question, because I really 
wish to understand the matter? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam seeking information. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I can give 
it; but I think this question deserves reflection, 
and I would be very glad if my friend from Lou- 
isiana would devote reflection to it. My inquiry | 
is, if there were a war to-morrow, and there were 
occasion to order out those who have been retired 
and those who have been recognized as taking 
their places, would there not be ninety captains, 
instead of sixty-five, in the Navy, provided we 
confirm those who have been promoted? Thatis 
the point. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am coming to the ques- 
tion as fast as I can. I begin to sec a little day- 
light. The proposition now is, that, when Con- 
gress passed a law by which captains in the Navy 
were to be removed by the President from the list 
of officers in active service, they were promoted 
to a new office. 

Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir; they still remained 
in their old office. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Then where is the new 
office ? 

Several SENATORS. 
moted hold it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is very difficult for me 
to understand, exactly, the position which Iam 
to answer. If there is a vacancy in the service, 
all admit the President had the right to fill it. 
Gentlemen say there was no vacancy, [ask them 
why? They say there was no vacancy, because 
these officers continued to occupy the same rank 
and position in the Navy which they occupied 
before. To that I reply, the law says that they 
shall not; the law says, that when it is applied to 
these officers, and they are removed to a different 
list, their removal to a different list shall create a 
vacancy, and that vacancy shall be filled by the 
President. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me, in my turn, to ask him a single ques- 
tion? How many captains have we in the Navy 
at this time ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the Senator had bet- 
ter defer his remarks until Monday. [should very 
much like to hear him go into the subject fully. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Not at all; I prefer to go 
on now, for I have no desire to make a speech. | 
I wish gentlemen to come to the point, I find | 
myself assailed by questions from all sides, but | 
nobody answers mine. I want to get an answer | 
to my questions. For the first time to-day, it 
has been suggested here that gentlemen who were 
removed from active service were appointed to a 
new office. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Not at all; nobody has sug- 
gested that. . 


Those who have been pro- 


I will, in a moment, come 


; ; what are the new: 
offices created by the law? ` ` ro 

Mr. TOUCEY. . T. will. state. . Commodore 
Stewart was captain in the Navy before the pas- 
sage of this law. He is a captain in the Navy 
now, by the same commission. ‘So of every’ 
other captain in the reserved list. The President 
has nominated to the Senate, and iñ the vacation: 
he has appointed some thirty other captains’ 
beyond those who were authorized by the .pre~ 
vious law. Now, I concede that the operation of 
the law was to create thirty new offices, without 
creating any real vacancy; but the vacancy which 
arose merely resulted from the fact that the new 
offices were not filled. The President has filled 
them only temporarily, until the end of the pres- 
ent session; and I say, if you repeal the law, you 
repeal the offices; and that is what I understood 
to be the meaning of the honorable Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BUTLER. I really wish to understand 
this subject, and I know that the Senator from 
Louisiana is a lawyer who can shed light upon 
it. I will state to him my view of it, AH the 
officers who are retired have been declared to be 
dormant partners, but they are partners still, and 
the new ones who have been created have been 
made active partners in the concern; but they are 
all partners. They are all officers of the Navy. 
Commodore Stewart could be ordered to sea to- 
morrow. That is my opinion. 

Mr. MALLORY. The law expressly says so. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I take the true construc- 
tion of the law to be this, and all the ingenuity. 
of all the honorable Senators cannot shake the 
common sense of the question. There were sixty- 
eight captains in the Navy formerly. The Con- 
gress of the United States at its last session pro- 
vided for removing from the sixty-eight captains 
in the Navy such of them as were inefficient, and 
provided a retreat for officers so removed, and 
directed that, when the President of the United 
States had created vacancies by those removals, 
he should fill the vacancies so created. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Are they out of the Navy? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. They are out ofthe Navy 

Mr. TOUCEY. There we differ. 

Mr. MASON. The law says they are in the 
Navy. iis 

Mr. BENJAMIN. They are out of the Navy 
in the sense in which the law intended them to 
be out of the Navy; that is to say, they are out 
of the list of sixty-eight captains of the Navy 
in active service, and they have been removed 
to a new rank, or a new list created by law— 
removed to a different class of service created by 
law; and having been so removed, the places 
which they previously occupied have been filled 
by the Executive under the power vested in him 
by the law and by the Constitution. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to ask the Senator, 
are not those officers who are on the reserved list 
with the grade of post captain, still’post captains? 

Mr. TOUCEY. Ifnew offices have beencreated, 
the incumbents must have been nominated to the 
Senate and confirmed. 

Mr. MASON. I am speaking of those who 
have been placed on the reserved list. I will take 
the instance of Captain Charles Stewart. Is he 
not still a post captain in the Navy? 

Mr. TOUCEY. By virtue of his former com- 
mission. 

Mr. MASON. Is he nota captain in the Navy 
by virtue of his existing commission, which has 


| never been taken from him? 


Mr. BENJAMIN. He isa retired captain in 
the Navy. The active captain’s commission in 
the Navy held by Commodore Stewart has been 
given to another, 

Mr. MASON. Does not the honorable Sena- 
tor see the difficulty at once? I ask him, is not 
Commodore Stewart a post captain in the Navy 
now? Is not his position precisely in that re- 
spect what it was before the law was passed? 

Mr. MALLORY. Allow me to refer my friend 
from Louisiana to the fourth section of the act in 
these words: ‘‘ nothing in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to increase the aggregate number of 
officers in the Navy.” There was an express 
provision inserted In the law that the aggregate 
number of the officers should not be increased. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I understand perfectly well 
that the aggregate number of officers is not in- 
creased. Sir, there are certain questions which 
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cannot: be answered by a categorical yes or no. 
Commodore Stewart is undoubtedly an officer on 
the reserved:list of the Navy. . [ believe the Presi- 
dent has put him back in the active service, so 
that now, in point of fact, he is in active service 
under.a special provision. of the law; but that 
Vacancies -werc created by the law in the list of 
active. captains of the Navy, I think no man can 
oubt,who'reads:the law. Now the proposition 
is that théJaw.is unconstitutional. In what sense 
unconstitutional? Have not Congress the rightto 
create a reserved list inthe Navy? Dogentlémen 
ubt the power of Congress to create a reserved 
hist of officers? `- ; 
> Mr. MASON. Does the Senator refer to me? 
` Mr. BENJAMIN. [understand that to be the 
natural result of the line of argument adopted by 
the Senator from Virginia, and the Senator from 
Connecticut, 
“Mr. MASON. TI never said the law was un- 
constitutional.in that aspect. I said you could 
only.construe the law to mean that the number 
of post. captains in the Navy was to be increased; 
and. itis perfectly competent, as I said,to make 
nine hundred post. captains as well ag ninety; but 
if.the number of post captains has been increased, 
they are original appointments, and must be made 
bya nomination to the Senate, and their nom- 
ination and confirmation must precede the com- 
mission. That was my view. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. “Mr. President, the ques- 
tion is, how many officers there are in the naval 
service of the United States. The fourth section 
of the lawsays,as my friend from Florida correct- 
‘ly observed, that “ nothing in this act shall beso 
construed as to increase the aggregate number of 
officers in the Navy,’’—not that nothing in this 

< act shall be so construed as to increase the number 
of captains in the Navy, but that it should not 
increase the number of officers inthe Navy. The 
act authorized the President of the United States 
to promote commanders to captaincies—in what 
cases? In all those cases in which those who had 
been previously captains, bound to perform active 
duty in. the service, should be removed by the 
President from the line of active officers, and 
laced on a different list. We declared to the 
President of the United States that that should 
be considered: as a vacancy in the list of active 
captains in the Navy. We declared to him that, 
having ascertained according to his own inform- 
ation and discretion the names of such officers 
as ought to be removed from active service, he 
should put them ona separate list, and should 
then promote to the places which they previously 
occupied other officers. 
` Now, sir, in what did we direct the President to 
do an unconstitutional act?. The Senator from 
Connecticut says we thereby created new offices 
to be filled, and yet the new offices, when we 
came to examine them, cannot be the offices filled 
by tho thirty new captains, beeause those thirty 
new ofticers occupy the place of officers who are 
no longer where those thirty new officers are. 
The now officers are in the places which were 
formerly occupied by the old ones, but are no 
longer occupied by those old officers. If those 
old officers still continue to occupy their old places 
the law has not been carried into effect, and it is 
anget a nullity. 
xontlemen admit that the law is constitutional, 
They admit that it is a law which can be carried 
into effect. They admit that the President of the 
United States has just such powers as are vested 
in him by the law. At the same time that they 
admit all this; at the same time that they admit 
that the President had the power to remove these 
officers from active service; at the same time that 
they admit that Congress had the right to order 
the President to fill the vacancies so created, they 
declare that these vacancies were created by an 
act of Congress, and not during the recess of the 
Senate. If they occurred during the recess, none 
doubt the power of the President. Then we come 
back, after all, to the proposition of the honora- 
ble Senator from Virginia, that the vacancies were 
created by the law; but to that the answer has 
heen satisfactorily given by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, who, -think, says, with a force of rea- 
soning which cannot be met, that the vacancics 
oceurred b 
by the action of the law; that the action of the 
law. mercly produces a state of circumstances 


which calls on the President in the discharge of ! 


the action of the President, and not | 


his duty to exercise his prerogative, but that Con- 
gress has not created the vacancies, Congress 
has only provided that vacancies might be cre-. 
ated by the Executive, and it is the Executive 
himself that created the vacancies, and the va- 


l cancies thus created have been filled by him. 


It seems to me there can be no difference in 
the result on the constitutional question, whether 
the dates of the nomination aad confirmation of 
those officers who have been appointed by the 
President, and the repeal of the law of last ses- 
sion, be inverted. Let us take this proposition : 
suppose the Senate had already acted upon the 
nominations of the promoted officers; suppose the 
Senate had already confirmed those nominations, 
and Congress should then repeal the law of last 
session, what would be the effect of that repeal ? 
That is the question which I propounded to the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, and to which 
I have yet heard no answer. 

Mr. MASON. 1 did not know that the Senator 
desired an answer. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I propounded that question 
to the gentleman during his own argument. If 
we had, before any complaints were made about 
this law, actually received the nominations of 
promoted officers, and had already confirmed 
them, and now it were proposed to repeal the law, 
and we were to do that, what would be the effect 
of that repeal? The effect. must be the same, 
whether the repeal be before or after the action 
of the Senate upon the nominations. 

Mr. MASON. The constitutional effect, I pre- 
sume, would be the same; but the Senator asks 
me this: if we repeal the law, and yet confirm 
the’ nominations. : 

Mr. BENJAMIN. No, sir; my question is, 
if we had already confirmed these nominations, 
what would be the effect now of repealing the law? 

Mr. MASON. I think it would be the same 
thing, whether you repeal the law before or after, 
if you confirm the nominations. But the Senator 
asks, if we confirm the nominations, and repeal 
the law —— 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Then, if we confirm the nomin- 
ations, there would be ninety-eight post-captains 
of the Navy—or whatever may be the number—in 
addition to the sixty-cight provided for by former 
laws, who have been promoted. As to those 
placed on the retired list, if you repeal the law, 
there will be no longer a retired list; and as to 
those declared ineligible to promotion, if you re- 
peal the law, they will again be eligible to promo- 
tion. The effect upon them would be to have 


| superseded them, to have deprived them of their 


rospect of promotion according to their seniority; 
Put you will have the midshipmen, the lieutenants, 
and commanders, each, in the Navy, with his 
commission unaffected, again cligible to promo- 
tion, but standing in a position subordinate to 
those who have been promoted over him. That 
would be their position if the nominations were 
confirmed, and the law then repealed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Well, sir, ifthe gentleman 
could make that apparent, he would be doing a 
great service to these officers; but if he acts on 
that idea, and can succeed in getting laws passed 
through Congress on that idea, in my estimation, 


he will be the worst enemy to the body of retired 


officers that they have yet found. 

Mr. MASON. [If the Senate confirms the nom- 
inations, I presume there is not an officer on the 
retired list who would hold his commission worth 
a pin’s purchase. I would not repeal the law 
after we had confirmed the commissions, because 
it would then be of no value to do it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Weare arguing legal prop- 
ositions, and not the feelings of officers. I wish 
to gct at the legal result of the action of Congress 
as understood by gentlemen on this floor; and I 
think the farther Inquiry is pursucd into that 


| course of action, it will be made plain to every 


intelligent mind that it is utterly impossible to 
restore everything which has been done, and 


restore the officers where they were before. Tj 


asked the Senator from Virginia the question, for 
the reason that there can be no difference, in a 
constitutional point of view, whether the law be 
repealed before or after the confirmation of the 
new appointments. That he admits. Now, if 
we had already confirmed the nominations, what 


| would be the position of the Navy? With ninety i 
| post captains m it, we are told; but only sixty- 


eight captains in active service, and the remainder 
on the retired list. Repeal the law which estab- 
lishes your retired list of post captains, and they 
are dropped from the Navy; they do not gò back 
to any active list. If you have two classes of 
officers in the Navy—one active and the other 
retired—and you abolish by law the class of retired 
officers, does that make them active officers, or 
does it put them out of the Navy? 

Mr. MASON. Does it take away their com- 
missions? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Unquestionably, it abol- 
ishes their office. 

Mr. BUTLER. What does? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I say again, if the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina will lend me 
his attention, that, on the supposition that the 
officers who have been nominated to us by the 
President are confirmed, they will then be active 
captains in the Navy, and ‘there will be thirty 
retired captains in the Navy. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. Allow me to ask my friend 
one question, since we are engaged in this species 
of conversation. ` 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My friend is going off on 
another track. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I cannot yield now, be- 
cause I am answering the Senator’s own ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Tam asked to state again 
the position which I have just assumed, and I 
will restate it for the benefit of my friend from 
South Carolina. I say, if we confirm the officers 
whose nominations have been sent to us by the 
President, they will become active captains in 
the Navy, and we shall then have a list of sixty 
active captains, and thirty retired captains. If, 
then, we repeal the law of the last session, which 
created the list of retired captains in the Navy, 
we put those retired captains out of the naval 
service, . 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I hope my friend will 
not take it amiss if I interrupt him. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I yield now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iput this question: If there 
were a general war, and the thirty new captains 
were ordered out, and the old retired captains 
were also ordered out, and the two classes should 
meet on the Mediterranean, who would rank 
first—who would command? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I presume that would de 
pend on tho Sceretary of the Navy and the Presi- 
dent of the United States, 

Mr. BUTLER. Notat all. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I say the President of the 
United States, or the Secretary of the Navy under 
his orders, would assign to officers of the Navy 
such service as he thought proper. I do not see 
that that touches the legal proposition. Ido not 
see that we are getting any nearer to it. There 
is ‘a grcat deal of conversation around the Cham- 
ber, and I shall decline saying anything further 
at thismoment. I think it clear, beyond the pos- 
sibility of doubt, that if you repeal the law of 
the last session, you put the officers who are now 
on the retired list out of the Navy entirely, with- 
out pay; and those gentlemen who. are desirous 
of repealing that law, will find that such will be 
the result of the action of Congress, if that course 
be taken. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I now under- 
stand the theory of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana. His theory is, that the act of the 
last session creates new officers on the retired list. 
There were sixty-cight captains in the Navy; 
there are ninety-eight captains in the Navy. Of 
course, then, there are thirty new offices created, 
and the new offices, according to his theory, are 
those of the thirty retired captains. How so? 
When were they nominated and when were the 
confirmed for this office created by law? His 
theory is, that if you repeal the law, the offices 
which fall to the ground are those of the retired 
officers. Well, if that was so, it must be because 
they are not in office now, and those retired offi- 
cers, from Commodore Stewart down, are all out 
of the Navy, according to his theory. Placing 
them on the retired list, removed them from the 
Navy, he says, and they hold no commission, 
and the offices which they had are now filled b 
others, and then, if you repeal the law, they will 
at once go from that list on which they now are. 
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My answer is, that, if his position be true that 
those are the new offices created, the retired of- 
cers do not hold them, because when a new office 


is created it can only be filled by nomination and ; 


confirmation. The honorabie Senator from Lou- 
isiana has conducted this discussion closely, but 
it has brought him to this conclusion at last, and 
he cannot escape from it. The proposition is too 
clear to be disputed, that if the old captains are 
occupying new offices created by the act of 1855, 
they are not now in office, because there is no 
power in this Government which can put them 
into those new offices, unless a nomination of the 
President, confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, there is no 
telling what length of time may be consumed in 
this discussion. [ have myself listened to it with 
a great deal of interest, and at the proper time I 
intend to participate in it. I only wish to say 
how, so far as my attention and judgment can go, 
that I think the position which has been assumed 
by the honorable Senator from Louisiana isaot 
a theory other than the theory of the law; that it 
has remained thus far unanswered, and that the 
more it shall be investigated it will be found un- 
answerable. But, sir, it is obvious that however 
profitable this discussion may be to determine 
now what will be the effect of the repeal of the 
law, when Congress has not indicated its dispo- 
sition to repeal that law, we have pursued that 
controversy as far as can be profitable to-day; and 
I therefore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 14, 1856. 


+ The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry C. Dray, Chaplain of the Senate. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the resolution in reference to the election of a 
Chaplain of the House for the present Congress. 
If there be no objection, however, the Chair will 
present communications from the Departments. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Before the communi- 
cations are presented, I move that the President’s 
message be taken up, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Which of the 
President’s messages is it that it is proposed be 
taken up, referred, and ordered to be printed? 

Mr. COBB. The President’s annual message. 

Mr CAMPBELL. I supposed that was the 
message—the one which was received by the 
Clerk previous to the election of a Speaker. I 
hope the motion to take up, refer, and print, will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Does the motion 
embrace the accompanying documents? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia whether he proposes that 
any extra numbers shall be ordered to be printed ? 

Mr. COBB. I shall move that the usual extra 
number be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman propose 
the distribution of the message to the several 
committees of the House, to which its recom- 
mendations particularly appertain ? 

Mr. COBB. No; that is done in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Mr, 
Speaker, I will state my motion so that every 
gentleman may understand it. It is confined to 
the reference of the President’s annual message 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and that it, together with the accom- 
panying documents, be ordered to be printed. I 
will follow this motion up, if it is adopted, by 
motions to print the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the last message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I thought it best to 
confine my motion at present to the reference and 
printing of the President’s annual message. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gippines] suggests a distribution of the 
message to the committees at this time. This is 
unusual. Resolutions for this purpose are always 
submitted by the chairman or some member of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


after it has been referred to that committee by the | 
House. They are then reported to the House, | 
and adopted. _ i 
The question was taken; and the President’s 
annual message, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. - 
EXTRA COPIES OF THE MESSAGE. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I now move that the 
usual extra number of copies of the Prosident’s 
annual message be ordered to be printed. Iun- 
derstand that humber is twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Twenty thousand is the | 
usual number. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The motion to print an | 
extra number of copies goes to the Committee on | 
Printing. H 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The President’s message | 
is excepted by the rule. | 

| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the President’s message is not embraced under 
the rule which orders that motions for extra | 
copies shall go to the Committee on Printing. 

Ar. HOUSTON. The rule expressly excludes 
messages from the President of the United States, | 
and communications transmitted from the several : 
Executive Departments. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not wish to interpose in | 
this matter. The rule is, I know, as it has been 
stated; but there is a law lying back of the rule. | 
The law declares that every motion to print extra 
copics of any paper shall go without debate to the | 
Committee on Printin: 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
law read. 

Mr. HAVEN. These are the words of the law | 
to which I have called attention: 

“ All motions to print extra copies of any bill, report, or 
other public document, shall be referred to the members of 


the Committee on Printing, from the House in which the 
same may be made.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. It hasnever been construed 
as applying to cases of this sort. 

Mr. HAVEN. The rule excepts these cases, 
but the law does not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering | 
the printing of twenty-five thousand extra’ copies. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move that, instead of 
twenty-five thousand, only twenty thousand extra 
copies be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. My original motion 
was to print the usual number of extra copies. I; 
understood that twenty-five thousand was that 
number, and modified the motion accordingly. 

Mr. FLAGLER. And my amendmentis that 
there be but twenty thousand extra copies ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not suppose that this is a 
matter of any consequence; still, I think that the 
law ought to be obeyed; and hence 1 raise the | 
question of order, that the motion to print extra 
numbers of copies ought to go under the law to the | 
Committee on Printing. The Chair decides other- 
wise, and from that decision I take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 61st 
rule. 

Mr. HAVEN. The rule docs make the excep- | 
tion, but the rule was made before the Jaw, and 
the law provides differently. The question is, 
whether the law, which has received the sanction 
of both Houses, with that of the President of the | 
United States, shall override the rule; or the rule 
shall override the law? That is the point I make. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is provided by | 
the Constitution, that each House shall make the | 
rules for its own government, anid, under that 
provision, I think each House is competent to | 
make the rules respecting the printing of all doc- | 
uments. The manner of the execution of the | 
work, and the provision for its payment, belong | 
legitimately to the law, and they have becn pro- 
vided for in a law passed by both Houses, and : 
approved by the President. ‘This is a mere ques- ; 
tion as to the number of copies that are to be 
printed, and not as to the manner in which they | 
shall be done; therefore, I think it is within the | 
competency of the House, under the rule which || 
makes the President’s message an exception, to | 
order these extra copies to be printed, without ` 
reference of the motion to the Committee on Print- | 

i 


T should like to hear that 


ing. Such has been the uniform practice of the | 
House herctofore. ! 


:| law is for the determination of the House. 


The SPEAKER.. The Clerk willread the 61st 
rule, Bria oe 
The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 7 


* A proposition requesting information from the President. 
of the United States, or directing it to be furnished’ by thé 
head of either of the Executive Departments, or by the 
Postmaster General, or to print an extra. number of any: 
document or other matter, excepting messages of the: Press 
ident to both Houses at the commencement of each session 
of Congress, and the reports and documents connected with 
or referred to in it, shall lie on the table one day for consid- 
oration, unless otherwise ordered by the unanimous consent 
of the House; and all such propositions shail be taken up 
for consideration in the order they were presented, immedi- 
ately after reports are called for from select committees ; 
ana vnen adopted the Clerk shall cause the same to be dë- 

ivered. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion of the gentleman from Georgia ig 
in order. Whether it conflicts or not wit ne 

he 
gentleman from Georgia moves that twehty-five 
thousand extra copies of the President’s annual 
message be ordered to be printed. The gentle- 
man from New York moves to amend, that only 
twenty thousand be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I will state that I move the 
printe of twenty thousand extra copies, because 

understand that that is the usual number. I am 
particular about five thousand. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I should like to hear 
the law again read. J do not agree to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the 
rules of this House override a law of the land; 
and, although the Speaker has decided, I should 
like to test the sense of the House, whether we 
intend to obey the rules of the House or the laws 
of the land, and therefore take an appeal. 

The Clerk again read the provision of the law 
before stated. 

The 61st rule was again read.. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, that rule 
has nothing to do with the point now before the 
House. It is, that propositions to print extra 
numbers of documents, except the message of the 
President, shall lie on the fable for one day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is in 
accordance with the uniform practice of the House 
upon this subject. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. Was it not in order to 
do so? Or howis it that the Chair overlooks my 
appeal ? 

Mr. FLAGLER. IT understand the gentleman’ 
from Georgia to say, that he intended, by his mo- 
tion, to order the printing of the usual number of 
extra copies, On referring to the Journal, I find 
twenty thousand copies to have been the usual 
number. r 

Mr. COBB. The Journal of what session? 

Mr. FLAGLER. The long session. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Of what Congress? 

Mr. FLAGLER. Of the last Congress. I have 
the Journal here, and I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will conform his motion to the one usually 
made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. H. Marsuaxx] appeals from the 
decision of the Chair, ruling the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from 
Kentucky will withdraw his appeal, I will, in 
order to test the sense of the House, move that 
the motion made by my colleague be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. [attach no very great 
importance to the point now before the House. It 
is proper, however, that there should be a prac- 
tice well established and acquiesced in by the 
House. The decision made by the Chair is in 
conformity with previous decisions of the House, 
as I am informed. But I have no objection to 
avoid this difficulty by submitting my motion, 
and accompanying it with a motion to refer it to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ifthe gentleman 
from Georgia will allow me, I will read the order 
which was passed at the opening of the last Con- 
gress, It is as follows: 


Ordered, That the annual message of the President of the 
Tnited States and the accompanying documents, be com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and printed, and that twenty thousand copies 
extra also be printed. 


I believe that has been the common usage on 
this subject. 
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Mr COBB: Perhaps it would be well enough 
for the point of order to be decided by.the House; 
and therefore I will allow my motion-to stand as 
Loriginally made it, that twenty-five thousand 
extra copies be printed.. The appeal taken. b 
thegentleman from Kentucky can then bedceided, 
and the opinion of the House upon this question 
will be ascertained. 3 
Jpon:the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from. New-York, (Mr. FLaeLER;} I will, how- 
éver, modify my motion, so as to put the num- 
ber of extra copies at twenty thousand.. I desire 
that the usual number shall be printed, and neither 
more nor less. 
n Lite question was then taken on Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL’s: appeal from the decision of the Chair: 
«Shall the deeision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment: of the House?” and the Speaker an- 
nounced that it was carried in the affirmative. 
My. HAVEN. | I wish to have a division upon 
this. question. 
beginning, whether we. are to follow the law, 
which speaks. as plainly as the English language 
can be made to speak on this subject, or are we 


tobe run-off the: track in the first instance, and | 
during the xest of the session, to suit the conve- | 


mience of gentlemen, by these side motions? I 
want.those members who wish to see the law 


properly administered, and who respect the law, i 
and are willing to set an example of living up to į 
it, stand up to this question. Everything depends | 
upon how we begin; and I will not silently sit į 


and see business commenced here in direct viola- 
tion of law. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iaskfor the yeas and 
nays... |. 

Mr. STANTON. I differ with the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Haven] in reference to this 
question. I hold that when this louse makes a 
rule for its government, affecting its mode of doing 

business, it is paramount, The other branches 
of the Government have no control over the delib- 
erations of this body; and I shall vote to sustain 
the Chair, because this is one of the privileges of 
the House that cannot be overridden by the other 
branches .of the Government. 

Mr. NICHOLS addressed the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that 
debate is not in order, inasmuch as the House is 
dividing. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
I desire to say this-——— s 

. Mr. NICHOLS. I have the floor, I believe. 

«The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order, ex- 
cept by eneral consent. 

My, CLINGMAN. I supposed the point of 
order was debatable. I do not desire to take up 
the time of the House. f 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. The appeal is de- 
batable. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal was debatable, 
but the Chair put the question, and decided that 
the decision of the Chair was sustained; and a 
division is called for. 

Mr. COBB. When the yeas and nays are 
called subsequent to a vote, I apprehend that 
debate is not precluded, 

Mr. HOUSTON The whole matter is as open 
to debate then as it. was before the Chair put the 
question. 

«Myr. NICHOLS. I suppose there never has 
beet añy serious conflict about this question. So 
far as my experience gocs, a motion has always 


It is notexactly dividing. 


been made to refer the message and accompany- | 
ing documents to the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union, and print them. The 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia is the 
usual motion. 1 find, by a reference to the Jour- 
nal of the last Congress, that, at the first session 
of the last Congress, the motion which the gen- 
tleman has now made was made by Mr. Fror- 


T.desire to know now, and in the- 


ENCE, and was acted upon by the House, without | 


reference to the Committee on Printing. If my 
recollection is correct, at the last session of the 
last. Congress, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Elousrox] made a similar motion, to refer to the 
Sornmitice of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and also moved to print, in connection 
with it. No question was then raised. 

This motion relates to the annual message and 
the accompanying documents, and they are public 
in:tbeir character. 
the House has been universally to act upon them 
in thisway. Documents of a miscellaneous char- 


I believe that the custom of | 


acter, however, have gone to the Committee on 
Printing first, under the rules of the House; and 
I can see no reason why the House should notas 
well act upon this motion at this time as refer it 
to the Committee on Printing, and wait for the 
report of that committee, that the usual number 
of extra copies be printed. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Idesireto make onesingle 
suggestion, in reply to the observations of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] though 
I do not consider it a matter of any great im- 
poe how this particular case is disposed of. 

ut the gentleman from New York makes an ap- 
peal to us to stand: by the law; and as I intend to 
vote differently from him, I will barely state the 
ground upon which I shall give my vote. I have 
no doubt but we have the right to order this 
document printed, and the only question is, how 
shall we order ittobedone? By the Constitution 
of the United States, this House has the right to 
adopt its rules of proceeding. 'The statute which 
the gentleman from New York has read would be 
conclusive, in the absence of everything else. 
But it is no more binding than the rules which the 
Constitution authorizes us to adopt; and where 
there is a conflict between laws, the law last past 
is the one which controls. At the present session 
of Congress we have adopted the former rules of 
the House, and according to those rules the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] 
is right. 

Mr. STEPHENS, (interrupting.) I submit 
that the rule read by the Clerk has nothing what- 
ever to do with the matter. I call the special 
attention of the gentleman from North Carolina 
to its language : 


“A proposition requesting information from the President 
of the United States, or directing it to be furnished by the 
head of either of the Executive Departments, or by the 
Postmaster General, or to print an extra number of any 
document or other matter, excepting messages of the 
President to both Mouses, at the commencement of each 
session of Congress, and the reports and documents con- 
nected with, or referred to im it--?? 


Shall what ? 
—““‘shall lie on the table one day for consideration.” 
That is all. It does not say that extra num- 


bers of the President’s message may be ordered .| 


to be printed by the House, without referring the 
subject to the Committee on Printing. It barely 
excepts the motion from being laid upon the table 
for one day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have not taken the 
trouble to examine the rule, and I only speak 
from memory. Whether that rule applies to this 
case, [shall not undertake tosay. If there be no 
such clause in the rule, I am mistaken; but I do 
not think Lam, and therefore shall give my vote 
upon that supposition. Asto the position taken 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven, ] 
who advocates the doctrine that the law hereto- 
fore passed overrides our rules, I do not admit it. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. In taking an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, I am only actuated 
by a desire to have our action correct. There 
is nothing in the position that our constitutional 
privilege of making our own rules, will bear us 
out in the proposed proceedings. We have the 
right to adopt the rules of our proceedings, it is 
true, but those rules must not override the law 
of the land. Suppose we should determine not 
to be guided by the law which establishes the 
rates to be paid for the public printing? Suppose 
we should determine not to be guided by the law 
which prescribes the manner in which the public 
printing shail be done under the superintendence 
of the officers designated by law? I ask, have 


| we the right to establish rules to evade all the 


laws connected with that subject? The proposi- 
tion, to my mind, is perfectly indefensible. We 
have the right to establish our rules of proceed- 
ing, but we must not violate laws of the land 
which we have participated in making, and which 


have.no aim but to secure the public against cx- | 


travagance without examination, and which in 
nowise interfere with our constitutional privileges. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Kentucky to the 
22d joint rule, in which the very law is incorpo- 
rated. The latter part of that rule says: ‘* All 
motions to print extra copies of any bill, report, 
or other document, shall be referred to the mem- 


bers of the Committee on Printing from the | 


House in which the same may be made.’’ 
Mr. MARSHALL. I suggest to my friend 


‘F 


that that rule is exactly in accordance with the 
law. 

Mr. FULLER. That is what I mean, The 
law and the rule are not in conflict. 

Mr. MARSHALL. There is not any. conflict 
there, but there is conflict between the law and 
the decision of the Chair. i 

Mr. FULLER. Iconcur in your views. 

‘Mr. HAVEN. I think this debate has gone 
far enough, and the House is sufficiently enlight- 
ened upon the subject. I only desire to say, in 
order to show that I am not captious in making 
the point of order, and insisting on a division of 
the House, that, in the first place, the joint rules 
of the House, and in the next place, the law of 
the land, declares that— 


& All motions to print extra copies of any bill, report, or 
other document, shall be referred to the members of the 


Committee on Printing from the House in which the same 
may be made.” 


Now, the House are undertaking to go directly 
in the face and eyes both of the joint rule and 
the law; and the only justification made in any 
quarter is, first, that a motion of this kind was 
made last year, and granted without objection; 
and, second, that the law is in conflict with the 
Constitution. I desire the House to understand 
that they are voting for this proposition directly 
in the face and eyes of the law, and justify them- 
selves only on the hypothesis that the law which 
we have acted under for four years without ques- 
tion is in conflict with the Constitution. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The decision of the 
Chair is in strict conformity to the practice of the 
House. I have never known this question raised 
before. It was not raised at the time I was for- 
merly a member of Congress. The discussion this 
morning has satisfied my mind that the practice 
of the House is wrong, and that the law is as 
represented by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Haven, ] and that it would be best to comply 
with the provisions of that law. 

I am therefore disposed to relieve the Chair 
from the decision it has pronounced in conform- 
ity to the practice of the House; and I will make 
my motion conform to the rules of the House, to 
the law, and to the joint rule referred to by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Furrer.] I trust 
that it will be referred to the committee. T hope 
the appeal will be withdrawn, and I will then 
move that the motion to print twenty thousand 
extra copies of the message and accompanying 
documents be referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I withdraw my appeal. 
Mr. COBB. I now make the motion I indi- 
cated, 


The question was taken, and the motion was’ 
agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

Mr. HAVEN. I ask the indulgence of the 
House a moment, to enable me, in behalf of a 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Kelloge,) now 
attending the Court of Claims, to ask leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of Hezekiah L. Thistle. It is aclaim 
providing compensation to Mr. Thistle as a tim- 
ber agent of the Government, in reference to his 
compensation as such agent. It is simply a 
money claim, and one of which the Court of 
Claims‘may have jurisdiction, without reference 
there by this House. He desires to have the 
papers to use in evidence before that court. 

o objection being made, consent was given, 
as requested. . 
KANSAS CONTESTED SEAT. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Irise to what I suppose 
to be a privileged question. It is, to present to 
the House the memorial of Governor ANpREWw H. 
Rerper, contesting the seat of Mr. WarrrieLp, 
the Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 1 
ask that it may be read. 

Perhaps it is due to myself to say, in pre- 
senting this petition, that I have not arrived at 
any conclusion in reference to this matter. I 
shall make up my mind on the evidence which 
may be presented to this House and country. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Does the Speaker 
decide that this is a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not.so de- 
cided. 

Mr. COBB. Then I object to it. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I ask that the petition may 
be read. I think it is a privileged question. 


1856. . 
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Mr. COBB. Well, if it bea privileged question, 
I withdraw my objection. i 

The Clerk commenced to read the petition. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Itisthe opinion of the Chair 
that inasmuch as this is a privileged question, the 
paper may be read. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think it hasbeen the prac- 
tice of this House to have such papers read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [do not think that such has 
been the practice of the House, but still I hope 
that the gentleman from Kentucky will withdraw 
his objection, and allow the petition to be read. 
It is a very short one. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I intended to have accom- 
panied my request, thatthe petition should be read, 
with the motion that it should be referred to the 
Committee of Elections. I hope it will be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw my objection. 

The petition was then read, as follows: 


To the Honorable the House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

The memorial of the undersigned, on behalf of the quali- 
fied voters of the ‘Territory of Kansas, and in his capacity 
of representative of said voters, as hereinafter stated, re- 
spectfully represents that he claims to be entitled to repre- 
sent the said ‘Territory in the T'hirty-Fourth Congress as 
congressional Delegate, to. the exclusion and in Heu of Hon. 
J. 8. Wurrrte., the sitting Delegate, upon the following 
state of acts: 

The said J. S. WaitrreLp, as your memorialist is in- 
formed, clainys to have been elected ata pretended election, 
held on the first day of October last, in said Territory, which 
said pretended election your memorialist contends and pro- 
poses to show was absolutely void, being without any valid 
law or the will of the peopte or qualified voters to author- 
ize or to support it ; i 

That the law under which said pretended election was 
held emanated from a Legislative Assembly which the 
people and qualified voters of said Territory protest and de- 
clare, through your memorialist, were not elected by them, 
but imposed upon them by the force of superior numbers 
of non-residents, who could pass no law that would be 
binding on them, and whose election and action should not 
be sanctioned or recognized by this House, because they 
are utterly inconsistent with the idea of republican govern- 
ment, and destructive of the plainest and most undeniable 
civil and political rights ; 

That the said supposed election law was entirely nuga- 
tory and of no effect, because passed atan illegal and unau- 
thorized place, where no valid legislation could be had, and 
was void in itself and on its face, as containing provisions 
directly and materially violative of the act of Congress to 
organize said Territory; 

"hat said pretended election was not conducted even 
according to the forms and mode prescribed by the supposed 
Jaw which purported to authorize it; 

That many hundreds of illegal votes were polled at said 
pretended election by non-residents and others; 

And your memorialist excuses himself for the want of 
specifications under the two objections last above stated, 
by reason that he has been unabie to obtain from the Exec- 
utive office in said Territory the necessary information or 
any copies of the returns of said clection ; that after several 
applications to the Secretary of the ‘Territory for certified 
copies of papers in his office had been neglected and evaded, 
the said Secretary finally gave a positive refusal to furnish 
the copies demanded ; and for the further reason, that the 
said Secretary of the Territory has withheld the copies of 
executive minutes for the year 1855, although the laws re- 
quired him to furnish them semi-annually to the President 
of the United States, which said copies, had they been for- 
warded, might have furnished the necessary information to 
your memorialist. 

And your memorialist further states, that he was duly 
elected by a large majority of the legal voters of the said 
Territory to the said office of Delegate, at an election hejd 
on the ninth day of October, which he proposes to show was 
the only valid election held in the Territory for that pur- 


pose. A. H. REEDER. 
Wasutneron Orry, February 12, 1856. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the communi- 


cation just read be referred to the Committee of 
Elections. and printed; and on that motion I call 
for the previous question. 

No objection being made, the paper was referred 
to the Committee of Elections, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BURLINGAME. T have a motion to 
make, to which I hope there will be -no objection. 
It is, that Senate bill No. 72, authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a register to 
the bark Monmouth, be taken from the table and 
put upon its passage. It is a bill which. received 
a full consideration from the Committee on Com- 
merce in the Senate, and unanimously passed 
that body. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow the rule to be observed 
regularly, the bill which he desires to have taken 
up will probably be reached in half an hour from 
this time. Let the Speaker’s table be cleared. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received. from the Senate, by 


Assury Dicks, its Secretary, notifying the 


| House that the Senate had passed a joint resolu- 


tion for the appointment of Regents to fill vacan- 
cies in the Board of Regents at the Smithsonian 
Institute. 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS—-AGAIN. 


Mr. KNOX. I hold in my hand a memorial 
of W.B. Ancuer, contesting the seat of the Hon. 
James Č, ALLEN, a member from the seventh 
district of Ilinois. I will not ask the petition to 
be read, but merely that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


The evidence in the case of W. B. ARCHER, 
contesting the seat of Hon. James ©. ALLEN, of 
the seventh district of Hlinois, was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I also ask to present the 
memorial of Micuer A. Orero, contesting the 
seat of the Hon. José Manuri Gatiecos, Dele- 
gate from the Territory of New Mexico. I will 
not ask for the reading of the petition, but ask 
that it be referred to the Committee of Elections, 
and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


The evidence in the case of Miever A. OTERO, 
contesting the seat of José MANUEL GALLEGOS, 
was referred to the Committee of Elections. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I present the petition of Ar- 
BERT Fagre, contesting the seat now occupied in 
this House by the Hon. Grorer Eustis, of Louis- | 
iana. I ask that it be referred to the Committee | 
of Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 
lowing executive communications; which were 
severally read, and disposed of as indicated be- 
low: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmit- 
ting a report of changes and modifications in the 
commercial systems of other nations, during the 
year ending September 30, 1855. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I move that the commu- 
nication and accompanying papers be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The subject has nothing at 
all to do with the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that this re- 
port, transmitted by the Secretary of State, has 
been prepared in pursuance of a resolution sub- 
mitted by me and adopted more than three years 
ago. The report, I learn, has been most clabo- 
ratcly prepared, and, to meet the necessary ex- | 
penses of its preparation, an appropriation of 
$10,000 was made by Congress. It conveys in- 
formation of a most interesting character con- 
nected with our commercial relations with foreign 
countries, and presents a view of the tariff regu- 
lations of other nations as compared with our 
own. I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I withdraw my motion 
to refer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. It occurs to my mind, 
that if this communication is as the gentleman 
from New Jersey has suggested—one having ref- 
erence to consular charges—it should properly go } 
to the Committee on Forcign Affairs. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. The gentleman mis- 
understood me. It has no reference to that sub- 
ject, as I understand. 

Mr. BENSON. It relates exclusively to com- 


| mercial affairs. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Then I have nothing to 
say. 
The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


A communication from the Secretary of State, | 
transmitting an abstract of the returns of Ameri- 
can seamen registered in the several ports of entry | 
in the United States, during the year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 1855; which was laid upon the table, | 
and ordered to be printed. 


A communication from the State Department, | 
transmitting, in-obedience to law, a statement of 


clerks employed in that Department, stating that į 
t 


the services of clerks permanently employed | 


i 


under existing laws could not-be ‘dispensed with, 
without injury to the public interests; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed: - 


A communication from the’ Department of 
State, transmitting, in obedience to law, a state- 
ment showing the manner in which the: contin: 
gent fund of the Department. has been expended; 
so far as the disbursements have been ‘made by: 
the agent of the Department, during the’ fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1855; a statement” 
of the balance of the appropriation remaining: in 
the Treasury on the 30th of June, 1855, and in 
the hands of the disbursing agent; a precise.and: 
analytical statement of all moneys disbursed by 


i| the agent of the Department during the fiscal year 


ending the 30th of June, 1855; astatement of dis- 
bursements from the fund for contingent expenses 
of foreign intercourse for the year ending Novem- 
ber 30, 1855; a statement of the contingent ex- 
penses of foreign intercourse from the 18th of 
July, 1854, to the 30th of June, 1855, other than 
those paid by the agent of the Department of 
State; and astatement of the contingent expenses 
of all the missions abroad from the 18th of July, 
1854, till the 30th of June, 1855, as stated by the 
Fifth Auditor; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, inclosing the report of Professor A. D. 
Bache, Superintendent of the Coast Survey, show- 
ing the progress of that work during the year 
ending November 18, 1855, with an accompany- 


ing map, Pept at the Coast Survey Office. 
Mr. HAVEN moved that the communication 


be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed, 
and that a thousand extra copies be printed. 

The latter motion goes to the Committee on 
Printing. i 

Mr. BENSON. I desire to move that the same: 
number of extra copies be printed as have been 
printed of this report in former years. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Printing 
will provide for that. 

Mr. BENSON. The gentleman from New 
York has made the motion that a thousand extra 
copies be printed. 1 wish to move that the Com- 
mittee on Printing be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of printing ten thousand extra 
copies. If I mistake not, that is the number 
which was printed last year. Pes 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatis a matter over which 
the Committee on Printing have entire jurisdic- 
tion. If they are instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of printing one extra copy, they have 
it in their power to recommend any number they 
may see fit. I think the motion of thegentleman 
from Maine is unnecessary as an amendment to 
the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will so decide. 
The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Haven.] : 

Mr. HOUSTON. His motion goes to the 
Committee on Printing under the law, without 
the action of the House. 

The communication was then laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting a detailed statement showing 
ihe sums credited and the amounts charged on 
account. of the several trusts created under the 
various treaties between the United States and 
the Chickasaw tribe of Indians, during the year 
1855; and stating that no lands ceded by them 
are reported to have becn sold during said year; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting statements of accounts on the 
books of the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors, 
and of the Register of the Treasury; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I move that the report 


i be laid upon the table and ordered to be printed. 


I also move that extra copies be printed; which 
motion, of course, will go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Do I understand that to be 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury? 
The SPEAKER.. Itis. 
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“Me HOUSTON. T desire to say—without 
attempting: at this time any discussion of the sub- 
jects embraced in that report—that so far as the 
views. of the Secretary of the Treasury in respect 
to modifications of the tariff of 1846 are concerned, 
I, as-an individual member of the Fouse, dissent 
from: them? and intend, at some proper time, to- 

lacė before the House my views upon that sub- 
ject. L-regard his recommendations as in conflict 
‘with.the. principles of the act of 1846, and in con- 

et-with the principles of the Democratic party 
on’ that subject. ‘The doctrines enunciated in 
report are substantially the same as those of 
his report to the Thirty-Third Congress, and 
which were so signally condemned ‘and rejected 
by. the Democracy of the House of Represent- 
atives. of :that.Congress. 

“Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I think the report 
should be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; if the gentleman from 
Ohio desires that it shall go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I will withdraw my motion. 

"Me. ‘CAMPBELL. | I move, then, that the re- 

ort be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means and:be printed, and also that the usual 
number of extra copies be printed; which latter 
motion: will go to the Committee on Printing. 

“My. FULLER, of Maine. I desire to make 
the motion, and have it go to the Committee on 
Printing, along with the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, that twenty thousand extra copies be 
printed. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. What is the usual number 
ordered to be printed? I think, if I mistake not, 
we ordered ten thousand last year. 

The communication was then referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the finances; which was 
referred to the Committce of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Sec- 
ond Auditor, and copics of accounts of pon 
charged with the application of money and goods 
for the benefit of the Indians; which was referred 
to-the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Also, the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Patents; which was ordered to lic upon the 
table and be printed. 

Mr HAVEN. I move that one thousand extra 
copies be ordered to be printed. 

nder the rules, the motion to print extra copies 
went to the Committee on Printing. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Department of the Interior, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 4th of 
August, 1854, a letter from the Commissoner of the 
General Land Office, relative to graduated lands; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table, and be 
printed, 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with law, ab- 
stract returns of the militia of the States and Ter- 
ritories; with thcir arms, accouterments, and 
ammunition, taken from the latest returns to the 
Department; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table, and be printed. 


Also, a communication transmitting, in pursu- 
ance of law, a statement of appropriations appli- 
cable to the service of that Department for 1854 
and 1855; which was ordered to lie upon the table, 
and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with law, lists 


of clerks and others employed in that Department, | 


other than officers of the Army, during the year 
1855; which was ordered to lic upon the table, and 
be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, showing what contracts have been made 
under its authority during the year 1855; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


„Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
mént, transmitting, in compliance with law, a 


— 


| to lie upon the table, and be printed. 
Also, a communication from the Secretary of | 


statement of expenditures from appropriations 
for its contingencies during the fiscal year ending 
30th cf June, 1855; which was ordered to lie upon 
the table, and be printed. 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, for the use of members, two 
hundred and fifty copies of the Official Army 
Register for 1856; which was ordered to lie upon 
the table, and be printed. 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in pursuance of law, a state- 
ment of expenses during the year 1855, from 
appropriations for contingent expenses of the 
military establishment; which was ordered to lie 
upon the table, and be printed. 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting a transcript of the Official 
Army Register for the year ending 30th of June, 
1855, showing the entire amount for pay, rations, 
servants, forage, &c., allowed each officer of the 
Army; which was odered to lie upon the table, 
and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting three hundred copies of 
the Navy Register for the current year, for the use 
of the members of the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a statement showing the 
names of the clerks and other persons employed 
in his department during the year 1855, or any 
part thereof, the time each was actually employed, 
the sum paid to each, and the residence of each 
at the time of appointment; which was ordered 


the Navy, transmitting a list of contracts for 
articles furnished to the department during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1855; which was 
ordered to lie upon the table, and be printed. 


Also, a communication from’ the Postmaster 
General, transmitting a detailed statement of the 
expenditure of the contingent fund of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1855; which was ordered to lie upon the table, 
and be printed. z 


Also, a communication from the Postmaster 
General, transmitting a statement of the clerks 
and other persons employed in his department 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1855; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, communications from John W. Forney, 
late Clerk of the House of Representatives, (dated 
February 4, 1856,) transmitting a list showing 
the names of the clerks and other persons em- 
ployed in his office, and a statement of the ex- 
penditure of the contingent fund of the House; 
which were ordered to lie upon the table, and be 
printed. 


Also a communication from Mr. Forney, 
(dated February 4, 1856,) transmitting a state- 
ment of reports of a private character, together 


| with all the bills on the private Calendar or on 


the Speaker’s table at the adjournment of Con- 
gress, with the accompanying papers which have 


been referred to the Court of Claims under the | 


resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 3d of March last, and the acknowledgment 
of the clerk of said court of their receipt. 

Mr. HAVEN. What isthat? If it relates to 
the Court of Claims, I want to understand what 
it is. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I was about to 
suggest the propricty of entering that report at 
length upon the Journal, so that any person who 
may hereafter be looking after any of these 
claims shall be able to find what disposition has 
been made of them. 

Mr. HAVEN. 

Mr. JONES. [Itis a statement from the late 
Clerk of all the private claims referred, under the 
resolution of the last Congress, to the Court of 
Claims. I move that the communication be en- 
tered at length upon the Journal, and also that 
it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

~ ‘SHE TERRITORIES. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 

communication from the Secretary of the Terri- 


What is the communication?! 


tory of Minnesota, inclosing, for the use of the 
House, the Laws of that Territory, passed at the 
sixth session of her Legislature. . 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move that the copy 
of the Laws of the Territory of Minnesota be. 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

-The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. j ` 


A communication from the Secretary of the 


; Territory. of Washington, transmitting therewith 


copies of the Laws of the first and second session 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Washington; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Territory of Utah, transmitting therewith 
copies of the Laws of that Territory. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthereisno objection, they 
will be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. GROW. I think it has been customary 
to refer these laws to the Committee on Territo- 
ries; and, if such has been the custom, I will move 
that they be so referred. 

Mr. i. MARSHALL. They have always 
been sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.GROW. Iam informed by the gentleman 
who was chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories during the last Congress, that they were 
then referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not think they were. 

Mr. GROW. Well, I will not persist in my 
motion if that is so, and am willing that the 
usual course should be pursucd. 

The documents were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GROW. Are the communicationsall dis- 


osed of? : 

The SPEAKER. I believe they are. 

THE PRESIDENT’S KANSAS MESSAGE. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Where is the message of 
the President of the United States in reference to 
the Territory of Kansas? I think that has not 
been disposed of. I move that it be taken up, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and be printed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I think the message should 
be referred to the Committee on Territories, as it 
isa document which relates entirely to Territo- 
ries. The message must be reported upon before 
any action can be had, and therefore should go 
to that committee. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. If it is referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
it can be discussed there if gentlemen desire to 
discuss it; or, if they prefer, they can report a 
resolution to the House, recommending them to 
refer the different parts of the message to the 
committees to which they properly belong. I 
think the proper plan is to refer it to the Com~ 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is usual to refer these 
matters first to the committee which has charge 
of the subject-matter of the paper. That has 
been the practice for years, and I therefore hope 
the message will be referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole’on the state of the Union. ; 

The question was taken; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 62, noes 71. 

Mr. STANTON. We cannot dispose of this 
matter without a vote by yeas and nays, and we 
may as well have them now as at any other 
time. 

Mr. HAVEN. What is the precise question? 

The SPEAKER. It is the motion to refer the 
message of the President of the United States in 
reference to Kansas to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me say one word about 
that. The only object of sending this message 
to the Committee of the Whole is, that it may be 
discussed. As I understand it, the only request 
which the message makes of Congress is, that 
they should furnish means to pay for certain 
things which have been done, and are to be done, 
in that Territory. Ithink it contains a recommen- 
dation of that kind. Now, the Committee on 
Territories is not a proper committee to make a 
recommendation upon that subject, and it ought 
to go to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
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of the Union, where it can be discussed, or to 
the Committce of Ways and Means, where the 
recommendation of the message can be acted on. 

Mr. GROW. The message throws out a sug- 
gestion as to what Congress shall do in reference 
to the action of the people of Kansas in the form- 
ation of a State constitution; and at the end of 
the message an appropriation is asked for, if 
Congress shall choose to take action upon the 
message. The subject belongs to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ifthe message is referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, it can be discussed, and then such part 
of it as asks for an appropriation can be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and such 
part as refers to other matters can be referred to 
other appropriate committees. It should then be 

rst referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUNN. I am not at all certain to what 
committee that document should be referred, and 
in fact so much confusion has.grown out of the 
pastes of the Kansas-Nebraska act, it is pretty 

ard to tell where anything relating to that sub- 
ject should be sent. The message which has 
een brought to this House informs us of some 
facts, to which it would be well for gentlemen to 
turn their attention in determining what shall be 
done with the document now under consideration. 

Before referring to those facts let me invite at- 
tention to some provisions of the Kansas-Nebras- 
ka bill. That part of the act which relates 
exclusively to Kansas referred, it is true, to the 
Governor of the Territory entirely the determin- 
ation of the time of the first meeting of the Legis- 
lative Assembly. It is probable that a careful 
examination of the question may show that his 
power as to the place of meeting is qualified. 
The seat of government of Kansas Territory is 
temporarily fixed, by the act, at Fort Leavenworth. 
The actauthorizing the calling of the first Legisla- 


tive Assembly says that the Governor shall fix the | 


time and place of the meeting of the first legisla- 
tive body; butas the seat of government is tem- 
porarily fixed at Fort Leavenworth, it occurs to 
menow, that this place to be designated by the 
Governor is to be understood as a place at Fort 
Leavenworth. The message of the President inti- 
mates such as the probable meaning of the act; 
and from the little examination I have given the 
subject, the present inclination of my mind is that 
way ; but the question is too important for hasty 
conclusions. 

Now, sir, having called attention to this point, 
I ask gentlemen to consider another thing. This 
message informs us that Governor Reeder, in- 
stead of convening the first Legislative Assembly 
at Fort Leavenworth, called them together at Paw- 
nee City, and the Legislature, a few days after 
that meeting, adjourned to Shawnee Mission. The 
Governor, when he was called upon to approve 
the acts passed by that Legislature at this new lo- 
cation, objected, and said that their acts were void 
because they had left the place or forum provided 
for by law. That, I understand, is the substance 
of his objection. If that be truc, then it may be 
equally true that whatever occurred at Pawnee 
City was also void, as being at a forum unknown 
to thelaw. The whole matter, therefore, would 
be void, if these objections obtain. Every step 
would be void after the election which took place 
under the first proclamation of the Governor. 
That occurs to me now as the probable fact. At 
any rate, these points presenta difficulty sufficient 
to induce us to consider whether the message 
should not go to that committee to which appro- 
priately belongs the settling of legal questions— 
to the law committee of the House. 

Another difficulty may then arise. 
whether, inasmuch as the authority of the Gov- 
ernor in relation to the election, and to the fixing 
of the time and place of the first meeting of the 
Legislature, was confined exclusively to the first 
legislative bedy, if it shall be found to be true, 
as I have suggested may be the case, that all 
action subsequent to that first clection is utterly 
void, then can the Governor take any further 
steps in any way for legislation in the Territory ? 
Can any body do so but Congress? And is not 
the Territory somewhat in the condition of a 
protectorate, without any power of self-control 
in the smallest degree? ts it not wholly under 
the guidance of the Governor and such other 


It is this: | 


| guide usin so solemn a procceding. 


officers as were appointed by the General Gov- 
ernment in the first instance—entirely without in- 
ternal power to escape from this embarrassment? 
The question then is whether, if that is the pres- 
ent condition of things, and the true history of 
them, there will not have to be, in point of fact, 
a new act passed here for the reorganization of 
the Territory of Kansas? 

It appears to me, therefore, that this matter 
ought to go to the appropriate committee for set- 
tling these questions of law. They are grave dif- 
ficulties, and had better be gravely considered by 
a committee designated with reference to a pre- 
sumed legal ability. There are gentlemen of 
decided ability on that committee, and my im- 
pression is,that this matter should be investigated 
by them. Whether these difficulties and objec- 
tions are real and valid, I will not now undertake 
to say; but I will say that they are of a ver 
serious character, and ought to be well consid- 
ered before we proceed to final action. For, sir, 
if it be truc that the change of forum or place for 
legislative deliberation in this instance, made all 
action void—as is perhaps the fact—then there 
is no power in this Territory for any legislation 
whatever, and we must commence anew. We 
must retrace our steps; and, in my judgment, 
that would be the best thing which could pos- 
sibly be done, for it would relieve us from embar- 
rassments of a very harassing and threatening 
character—from embarrassments which that mes- 
sage calls upon us to remove by force of arms, 
and arms against our own people—our own flesh 
and blood. Sir, I protest against the bayonet 
being presented at the breast of my brother, un- 
less in case of clear right and the highest neces- 
sity. I will resist such a resort to the end, ex- 
cept in just such a contingency, come from what 
quarter it may. Let us first be satisfied that there 
is a law to be enforced, and then we can consider 
the recommendation of the President. Squatter 
sovereignty is too vague a rule to shed blood 
upon. Let us have a law that has light in it to 
That law 

am ready to aid inexecuting, but the wild edicts 
of tumultuous violence, never. 

Mr. ORR. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dam] 
ought to satisfy the House thatthis message shoul 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. There are various matters 
suggested in it—various recommendations con- 
tained init. It is impossible that a reference to 
any one committee of the House could secure for 
these recommendations the proper consideration. 
Let the message be sent to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; let it be dis- 
cussed there. Let the views which the gentleman 
from Indiana has hinted at this morning be elabo- 
rated fully. Let the other side of the question be 
heard. Let all the different views which may be 

resented be submitted to the House. And then | 

et resolutions be offered referring the message | 
appropriately to the various committees who 

should have charge of its several parts, and to 

whom they may be appropriately referred. 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend from South Car- 
olina indulge me? 

Mr. ORR. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. Many of us, and perhaps most 
of us, are deficient in the legal knowledge neces- 
sary to a thorough understanding of the subjects 
here. It is, therefore, in my judgment, important | 
that these difficulties which 1 have suggested, 
lying at the very threshold of this matter as they 

o, should be referred to, and be reported upon, 
by that committee which is organized on account | 
of its presumed familiarity with great and diff- 
cult legal questions—the Judiciary Committee. 
Let us have the declaration of that committee as 
to what is the state of things there; let us know | 
if there isa law in Kansas to resist, and is that 
law resisted. If this is found to be true by our 
law committee, then let the matter go to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, when we will be prepared | 
to understand the matter thoroughly by the lights | 
furnished by the Judiciary Committee. We will} 
be prepared, by the lights thus furnished, to act 
understandingly; and readily, no doubt, give all | 
needful aid to the Executive. Wewillknow what ! 
the law is, according to their judgment; and we 
willhave opportunities for examining the author- 
ities which they may cite. That suggestionis all 
that I wish now to make. 


Mr. ORR. Ifthe Committee on the Judiciary 
should decide against the intimation which has 
been thrown out by the gentleman from Indiana, 
I suspect that then the question .would conie into 
the House at such a late period that other recom- 
mendations would not be acted upon.. Now, sir, 
all the committees might be acting on the. mes- 
sage at the same time; and I submit, that even the 
Judiciary Committee, as well as the othér com- 
mittees, will be in a condition, perhaps, to act 
more satisfactorily to themselves and to the House 
after the questions shall have undergone elaborate 
discussion here, in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. I therefore hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that the motion to refer the message to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union will prevail; and when we get it there we 
can apportion it outas the recommendations of the 
Executive require. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. [I rise simply to call the 
attention of the House to the 95th rule, which 
seems to me to indicate the proper direction of this 
matter, That rule declares that it shall be the 
duty of the Committee on Territories to examine 
into the legislative, civil, and criminal proceed- 
ings of the Territories, and to devise and report 
to the House such means as in their opinion may 
be necessary to secure the rights and privileges 
of residents and non-residents. Now, sir, can 
there be a clearer definition of the duty of a com- 
mittee, or can there be a clearer direction ‘as to 
the course which this message ought to take ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is nothing more usual 
than for messages to take the course proposed for 
the message now under discussion. Messages 
which come to the House of Representatives em- 
bracing various subjects necessarily go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the reason that there they may not 
only be discussed more fully and at greater length, 
without the restrictions of the rules of the House, 
than they can be discussed in the House, but also 
because they can be parceled out, and each com- 
mittee may thus obtain the portion to which itis 
entitled, 

Now, in reply to my friend from Indiana, [Mr 
Downn,] the view presented by him is a very 
strong one in support of the argument I have 
endeavored to present. Ifthe legislation of Kansas 
is, as has been suggested, defective, that branch 
of the message ought to go to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee; they should take charge of it. But, 
then, there are other parts which contain matters 
that pertain to the legitimate jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Territories. If legislation is to 
arise out of that part of it, the subject should be 
referred to the Committee on Territories for its 
action. Then, sir, there is a portion which evi- 
dently comes within the province of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and which evidentl 
must go there for action. That portion which 
asks appropriations must go to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. i 

Again: I believe there is a portion of the mes- 
sage which relates to the use of the military of 
the country. That subject would have to go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, if any legis- 
lation in regard to it be necessary. So that this 
message is precisely like the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, for instance, which goes to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, as one of the documents accompanying 
the President’s message. When it gets there, it 
is apportioned outamong the committees to which 
it appropriately belongs; so much of it as relates 
to military affairs, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; so.much as refers to the Territory itself, 
to the Committee on Territories, &c. 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend allow me to in- 
terrupt him for one moment? The difficulty is 
here: That message calls upon Congress to put 
in the power of the President the Army of the 
United States, to enforce certain laws and regula- 
tions of what purports to. be the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Kansas. Now, sir, the message also 
discloses, along with that recommendation, a 
matter to which I have already alluded, in rela- 
tion to a change of forum. ell, sir, if it be 
decided that this change of forum has the effect 
to render these laws nugatory, then are we to be 
called upon to enforce laws that are nugatory 
with all the military force of the Government? 
That is the point. 

And if the gentleman will allow me one single 
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her, suggestion, [-will say, j 
to ascertain, in the firstinstance, what is the legal 
effect of: that: change of forum. If it be ascer- 
tained that the légal effectis to render all the legis- 
lation passed by that Legislature. null and void, 
then :we are not: called on—I imagine no. one 
will, prėtend that we: are called on—to place the 
Army ofthe United States in the power of the 
President, toenforce resolves and enactments that 

-have sno: binding force upon the citizens of the 
Territory. It is, therefore, for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. to inquire what is the-effect of this 
change of forum, before any action can be prop- 
erly. taken by the House or the Committec of the 
Whole. Hence, I say, the message should go to 
the Judiciary Committee first. It is not only 
right in principle, but proper in economy, in the 
transaction of business. For if it be found that 

there is no law to enforce there by the sword, we 

have neither time nor’ labor thrown away in get- 
ting a sword, That time and labor will be better 
spent in healing existing wounds and restoring 

at peace and love which should bless'and warm 
our. national brotherhood. Do not get a sword 
upon. any light pretense—any doubtful right or 
necessity, if you do it, its very gleam, in this 
land; may inflict wounds which God alone can 


heal, : i 
Mr: HOUSTON. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana has much more clearly demonstrated the 
. propriety of the course I have proposed, than I 
should have been able to do myself. 1 do not 
propose, by the course I have indicated, that the 
military power of the country should be uscd in 
Kansas or anywhere else. leave all questions 
arising out of the message to be determined at 
the proper time and in the proper way. I merel 
propose, forthe present, that this message should, 
Jike- all other messages of a like character, be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union where its parts can be separated, 
and each referred to the committee which appro- 
riately has jurisdiction over it. My friend from 
ndiana will not, of course, say that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has jurisdiction over the 
entire message, nor will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Grow] contend that the Committee 
on Territories has jurisdiction over every part of 
it. INo one of the ordinary standing committees 
of the Flouse can appropriately take charge of the 
whole document. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is the proper committee, 
and the only one to which such messages should 
be committed. f 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] says, 
that. the laws of the Territory of Kansas for cer- 
tain reasons may be decided. to he nugatory—of 
no force; and that, therefore, the message ought 
to go to.the Committee on the Judiciary. If the 


that it is necessary ] 


point alluded to by him should arise, that much 
of the message should probably go to that com- 
mittee, First, however, let the message go to the 
Committee of the Whole on tie state of the Union, 
where all of these different propositions can be 
brought up, and, after full and free discussion, it 
can be parceled out among the standing commit- 
tees of the House—to the Committce on the Ju- 
diciary so much of it as comes within the juris- 
diction of that committee, and to other committees 
such portions as belong to them. 

Now, sir, L repeat, that there is no one of the 
standing committees of this body that can prop- 
erly have, charge of this entire message; and there 
is no rule by which a standing committee can dis- 
tribute the message among the other committecs 
of the House. The proper place for such distri- 
bution is in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. - I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pennincron] 
should so construe the 95th rule of the House as 
to place this whole document within the control 
of the Committee on Territories. There are 
propositions in it on which that committee can- 
not possibly take action. 

y object is, that it shall go the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, where it 
willbe open to free discussion. After that shall 
have been done, a resolution may be adopted 
there, referring a certain part of it to this commit- 
iee, another part to. that committee, and so place 

all the different subjects embraced in it under the 
eontrol of the standing committees to which they 


‘belong. That resolution will he reported to the 
Hlousey andj if approved byit, the President’s 


i relates to one subject onl 


message will in that way be parceled out among 
the committces of the House. 


not believe the rules of the House require. Ido 
not wish to deprive committees of any control 
or influence in legislation that legitimately belong 
to them; but I do not believe that the Committee 
on the Judiciary ought to have charge of the mes- 
sage, though it may be entitled to a part of it; 
I do not believe the Committee on Territories 
entitled to the whole, though I have no doubt it 
will be-entitled to a portion; and the Committee 
of Ways and Means certainly are entitled to a 
portion of it. Then, let it go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where the 
rules of the House properly require it to be sent — 
where it can be parceled out and justice be done. 

Mr. GROW... The argument of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] would apply to 
an ordinary annual message of the President, or 
sto a message containing a variety of subjects. 
The proper reference of such a message would 
be to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. But this is not an ordinary mes- 
sage. It contains but one subject, and that relates 
to the Territory of Kansas. It should not, there- 
fore, be classed among the ordinary messages 
of the President, relating to a variety of subjects. 
But as it contains but one subject, and that re- 
lating to the Territory of Kansas only, it should 
go, of course, to the Committee on Territories, 
under the rule of the House, which requires that 


in their opinion may be necessary to secure the 
civil and political rights of the citizens of the 
Territories. 

A portion of the citizens of Kansas complain 
that their rights have been trampled upon; and 
the President informs us in this message that the 
civil and political rights of the citizens of that 
Territory are not fully secured, or at least that 
there are some disturbances there that may re- 
quire action on the part of the Federal Govern- 
ment. This is the information before us; and to 
inquire into and ascertain what those disturbances 
are is the proper business of the Committee on 
‘Territories, under the rules of the House. It is 
the duty of that committee to “examine into the 
legislative, civil, and criminal proceedings of the 
Territorics, and to devise and report to the House 
sary to secure the rights of the citizen.” Then 
the argument of the gentleman from Alabama 
fails not only from the fact that the message 


Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman thinks the 
message relates only to one subject, he has not 
read it; that is all. 

Mr. GROW. I say the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama fails, not only from that 
fact, but also from the fact. that the only subject 


! Committce on Territories has exclusive control, 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Oh, let the message 
go to the Committee of the Whole, where we can 
; debate it. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman certainly does 
not suppose that the Committee on Territories 
will smother debate in reference to the subject of 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| this message? 


Mr. COBB. Certainly not. But only let it go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, where it may properly be debated. 

Mr.GROW. The committee will examine the 
subject, and report to the 
they think proper to recommend. j 
will then be regularly before the House, and will 
be open to debate. 1 have stated the reasons why 


| in my opinion this message, under the rules of 


the ELouse, clearly belongs to the Committee on 


I simply ask that communications from the exec- 
utive department which, according to the rules 
and universal practice of the House, belong to that 
committee, shall take their usual reference. 


vania, [Mr. Grow,] if it confers jurisdiction at 
all, certainly confers it upon, the Committee on 
Territories; and if the jurisdiction of that com- 
| mittee is as broad and as large as he seems to 

think it, then the reference can give it no control 
i over the subject which ithas notalready. Thave 


Sir, I desire to accomplish nothing that I do l 


committee to devise and report such means as | 


such means as, in their opinion, may be neces- | 


House such action as | 
The subject | 


Territories; and as a member of that committec, | 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the rule | 
which was read by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


| contained in the message is one over which the i; 


not risen, however, forthe purpose of discussing 
this question. I wish only to say a word in reply 
to some remarks which fell from my friend from 
‘Indiana, [Mr. Down.] I know, sir, it is the 
practice in this day, whatever occurs in the Ter- 
yitory of Kansas, to publish it to the world as 
something which has never occurred before; and 
the point is made by the gentleman from Indiana 
on that Territory, in reference to her laws, that 
the Legislature was held at a point where it had 
no right to be held; and that, in consequence, he 
doubts whether laws passed under the circum- 
stances are binding—whether they are not null 
and void. I mightrefer him—I will refer him—to 
the settlement of a similar question in Oregon 
Territory. A precisely similar point arose in that 
Territory, and was settled by Congress almost 
unanimous! y—no one doubting that the laws were 
not binding: The Legislature transferred the seat. 
of governmentfrom Oregon City—the point fixed V 
by the organic law—to Portland, a point selected 

by themselves; and in that case Congress did 
nothing more nor less than ratify what they had 
done at the new seat of Government. The case 
to which the gentleman refers is not as strong as 
this casc of Oregon. 

What are the facts in the history of the legis- 
lation in reference to the seat of government in 
Kansas Territory? The organic law temporarily 
fixed itat Fort Leavenworth. Before the election 
of the Legislature, Congress, by an act passed 
appropriating money to build a capitol, conferred 
power on them to locate the seat of government. 
Notwithstanding this, the gentleman from Indiana 
doubts whether laws made by the Legislature at 
the place fixed upon by them for the seat of gov- 
ernment, under the power conferred in an appro- 
priation bill passed by Congress, is binding or 
not! 

I only refer to this, Mr. Speaker, for the reason 
that I do not wish the senderan ’s remark to go 
to the country without the explanation which I 
have submitted. I have no doubt, if I were to 
turn back, that I could find numerous cases of a 
like character, where similar points were, in like 
manner, settled by Congress. I have not had 
the opportunity nor time to do so. 

Mr. DUNN. I did not intend to assert that 
the difficulties which I suggested ought to, or do, 
control the ultimate determination of this ques- 
tion of our final duty; but they are difficulties 
which occur to my mind at this time, and I think 
they are matters properly for that committee, 
whose duty it is to say what are the legal effects 
of the irregularities referred to. 

The circumstance of Congress acquiescing in 
what may have taken place in Oregon Terri- 
tory, does not determine what is the law of the 
casc; Congress may acquiesce in what is against 
law. The gentleman will recognize the principle, 
that if the law fixes a place for holding a court, 
and the judge and officers of that court go to 
another place, the proceedings at the other place 
are entirely void. ‘The forum fixed must be 
adhered to by courts. If the rule is different in 
regard to legislative bodies, I am not aware of it. 
But I have not been able to examine these ques- 


j tions enough to venture the expression of any 


settled opinion; I only meant to suggest what 
occurred to me as difficulties deserving of serious 
consideration. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON. I will discuss the ques- 
tion with the gentleman from Indiana at another 
time. I understood him at first as I understand 
him now—that he was not satisfied, whether the 
laws of Kansas were, or not, void in consequence 
of the circumstances under which they were 
enacted. He gave no opinion on the point. The 
point I made is, that what the Legislature of Kan- 
sas did out of the power conferred by Congress is 
legal and of binding effect. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, I regret that 


| points so important have been precipitated on a 


motion of reference. I wish to say to the House, 


| that, in my opinion, the question now before itis 


one of the most solemn and interesting that will 
come before Congress at its present session. We 
all know the condition of Kansas; we all know the 
positions which have been respectively assumed 
by the President of the United States and a por- 
tion of the population of that Territory. Without 
entering into detail, as has been done by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, I will barely say, that there are certain great 
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rules of proceeding which have ever obtained in 
this body. It is the custon to refer the President’s 
annual message, which takes a general view of all 
our relations, both foreign and domestic, to the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
in order that it may be properly apportioned to 
the other committees of the House. 

But, I come to a point to which I ask the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Alabama—that in the 
former practice of this Government we have 
never referred a special message of the President 
to the Committee of the Whole; that-where a 
message comes in in regard to the Navy, it goes 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; one in refer- 
ence to the Army, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and one in regard to the judiciary of the 
Union, to the Committee on the Judiciary. And all 
questions touching the Territories have ever been, 
if I am not mistaken—and I ask that gentleman, 
if lam, out of his experience, to correct me—sent 
to the Committee on Territories. Special mes- 
sages relating to the Territories of the United 
States have never been sent, as is the case with the 
annual message, to the Committce of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. I may be in error; I 
never like to assert anything strongly; and if Iam 
wrong, I ask gentlemen to correct me. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If I am not mis- 
taken the special message of President Polk, sent į 
to Congress about the close of the session of | 
1846, and which asked for an appropriation of | 
$3,000,000, to be used in the recess of Congress 
for the purpose of negotiating a peace with Mex- 
ico, was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and in that committee 
was originated the three million bill, to which 
David Wilmot offered his celebrated proviso, and | 
by which he acquired so much notoriety in the 
eountry. Such is my recollection of the fact. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. General Taylor’s 
message on California was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The bill referred to by the 
gentleman from Tennessee was an appropriation 
bill; and under the rules necessarily went to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. It had reference to the appropriation of 
$3,600,000, which could not have been obtained 
from the Treasury in any other way than through 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

But the question I propound to the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] or to any other 
member of experience here, is, whether a special 
message on the Territories—touching the rights 
of the people of the Territories—was ever com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, prior to reference to the Ter- 
ritorial Committee, or an attempt made so to 
dispose of it, before this time? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it not within the 
recollection of the gentleman from Ohio that Mr. 
Fillmore’s message in regard to the Territory 
of New Mexico, and the disputed Texas boundary 
line, went to the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Onion, and was thero discussed ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not until it had been re- 
ported on by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MARSHALL. It had not been reported 
on at all. It was referred directly to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
according to my recollection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not say, positively, 
that an instance never did occur of this descrip- 
tion, but I can say, most distinctly, that I have 
no recollection of such an instance. 

And now, sir, I call on gentlemen to mark that 
here is an attempt to procrastinate this important 
question, because, if this message goes to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
there it will sleep—there it will rest—how long no 
man can tell. While our fellow-citizens in Kan- 
sas are dying by the bayonet, and being butchered 
by our troops, here we are delaying business and 
procrastinating legislation by committing this 
message to the Committee of the Whole, where it 
will sleep the sleep of death. 

Now, my friends—for I regard all of you as 
friends of humanity—if we have feelings of hu- 
manity, let us legislateat the first possible moment | 
to avert the dangers which now threaten this |! 
country and the people of that Territory. Let || 
this message go where the ordinary practice of | 


it go to the Committee on Territories in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House, and let them 
report upon it. It will then go before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and can be discussed, which gentlemen desire, 
But if you send it to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union now, it must be dis- 
cussed there, then referred to the Committee on 
Territories and reported on, and then again com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and again discussed there. This 
shows the impropriety of the motion of the gen- 
tleman. I hope and trust that the message will 
be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not rise for the 
purpose of addressing the House upon this sub- 
ject, but simply to take such steps as will bring 
the House to a vote directly on the proposition to 
refer this message. Ifno other gentleman desires 
to speak, I will ask for the previous question. 

Mr. II. MARSHALL. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw the call for a moment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman re- 
new it? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I call the attention of the 
House and of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Giv- 
pines] to the Journal of August 6, 1850: 

“The Speaker, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a message ; which was read, and is as follows.” 

This was Mr. Fillmore’s message, calling upon 


| Congress to act so as to prevent a collision be- 


tween New Mexico and Texas, and in which he 
declared the Executive obligation to maintain the 


| law, and presented just such a case as President 


Pierce presents in the message now before us. 
As soon as that message was read, ‘ Mr. Bay.y 
moved that the message and accompanying doc- 
uments be committed to the Committce of the 
Whole on the state of the Union,” and ‘it was so 
ordered.” 

Mr. STEPHENS. Were not the yeas and 
nays taken on the motion? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes; and I call the atten- 


| tion of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that 


his own name is recorded in favor of referring the 
message to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman will recollect 
that I stated distinctly just now that I did not 
remember such an instance—not that there was 
no such instance. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I find I was in error, and 
take back the statement. The gentleman voted 
merely in favor of ordering the main question to 
be put. There was no division, it appears, on 
the motion to refer. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, 
ferred by general consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. ‘The main question was 


| ordered to be put, and the question being put 
| upon the motion, it was agreed to.” That is 


what the Journal states. 

The proccedings in relation to the message of 
General Taylor are also before mc, and that took 
exactly the same direction. Iwill not, however, 
trespass further upon the time of the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to inquire whether 
there was any discussion or objection on that 
occasion? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes; the Journal shows 
that “after debate, the previous question was 
called,” I now renew the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. STANTON. What would be the effect 
of the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It would bring the House 
to a direct vote. 

Mr. STANTON. Would it not cut off the 
motion to commit? 

Several MEMBERS, 

The SPEAKER. 
main question before the House. The first ques- 
tion is on the motion to refer to the Committee 


No, no. 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The previous question was seconded. 
Mr. DUNN. 


I am inquired of whether my | 


I thought not; it was re- | 


The motion to refer is the |! 


motion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary | 


is understood as being now before the House. 
was made. 


iti 


The SPEAKER. The first question, under | 


the rules of the House, is on the motion to refer 


the House has ever sent similar documents. Let |l to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| the Union, and, if that fails, then upon the motion 


to refer to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DUNN. Well, is the.proposition to refer 
to the Committee on the Judiciary before the 
House at all? . oo ess 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman as making that motion... |. 

Mr. DUNN. I intended to be so understood. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can be enter- 
tained, if there be no objection, if the other mo-. 
tions shall be negatived. ; 

Mr. DUNN. But the call for the previous 
question now cuts off the motion. 

TheSPEAKER. Yes, butit can be entertained 
by general consent, if the previous motions are 
negatived. 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair certainly did not 
understand the gentleman from Indiana as sub- 
mitting a motion to refer the message to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
being upon the motion to refer the President’s 
message relative to the Territory of Kansas to 
the Committee of the Whole on `the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, ‘ 

_ The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 83; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley $S. 
Bennett, Boeock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, 
Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Puller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Porter, Powell, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer~86. 

NAYS—Messts. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buftinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duns, Durfee, 
Edwards, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Kuox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Pringle, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott; Sherman, 
Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, Waldron, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, and 
W oodrufi—83, 

So the message was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Pending the call of the roll, . 

Mr. TRIPPE stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Kine. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, stated 
that his colleague, Mr. Anuison, had paired off 
for two weeks with Mr. McQueen. 


LAWS OF THE TERRITORIES—AGAIN. 


Mr. GROW. I now move to reconsider the 
vote by which the laws of the Territories of 
Utah, Minnesota, and Washington were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. I yielded my 
motion to refer them to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories on the assertion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsuatt,] that it had been 
the uniform practice to send those documents to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Since that time, 
I have ascertained that they have usually been 
referred to the Committee on Territories. I there- 
fore move to reconsider the vote by which they 
were referred, in order to give them the usual 
direction. 

Mr. WALKER. I move-to lay the motion on 
the table; and upon that 1 demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman 
withdraw his motion in order to give me an op- 
portunity to make a remark? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will state tothe House 
that, when I was in Congress before, the laws of 
the Territories transmitted to Congress were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and I 
ask the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Meacuam] 
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who has since: that time served upon that com- 
mittee,if thelaws of the Territories, have not been 
so referred since I was last in Congress? Funder- 
Stand hini to säy such a reference has been made. 
I understand from the gentleman from Illinois; 
[Mri Rréwarpsons] who is an old member of the | 
Committee ‘on’ Territories; that they have also 
-beeni ‘referred: to’ the Committee on Territories. 
So it seems thata reference has been made to both 
Of those committees: I know the fact that they 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
While: I was upon that committee; and it seems to 
me that is the right reference. What has the 
Committee on Territories to do with the laws of. 
thé Territories? ; 

The ‘territorial laws are sent here in order that 
we may ascertain whether the Constitution has 
béén violated by the Territorial Legislature. All 
that: the Judiciary Committee has to do, is so 
ascertain that fact, and if they find that the Con- 
stitution has not been violated, they have noth- 
ing-more to do with the laws.. Now what does 
the Committee on Territories want to do with 
them? What will they do with them if they 
have them? Do they want to ascertain whether 
the Constitution has been violated by the Legis- i 
lativé Assembly? Of course, J, as a member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, do not want the 
reference to that committee. Certainly, I do not 
want ‘to burden myself with any unnecessary 
business; but it seems to me that it is proper to 
refer those documents to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as it is consistent with the object for 
which a reference is to be made. I renew the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman withdraw | 
the motion for a moment? 

“Myr. MARSHALL. 1 will, if the gentleman j 
will renew it. 

Mr. GROW. Iwill renewit. Certainly, the į 
Committee on Territories are not over anxious, 
from any desire for labor, to have these laws re- 
ferred to them. -I am not, of course, any more 
añxious than the gentleman from Kentucky for 
labor unnecessarily imposed; but it having been | 
the practice of the House to refer the laws of all | 
these Territories to the Committee on Territories, 
J, as chairman of that committec, ask that they 
shall now take their usual direction. I have no 
other reason. ‘The former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Ricttarpson,] assured me that for the last 
six years those laws have been referred to the 
Committee on Territories. The Journal of the 
House shows that, during the last Congress, the 
territorial laws of Oregon, New Mexico, and 
Utah; ‘were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. Back of that time, I have not examined 
the Journal. `I simply now ask that the usual 
reference be made of these laws, and for the rea- 
son that, under the rules of the House, the Com- 
mittee on Territories are charged with the duty 
of “examining into the legislative, civil, and 
criminal proceedings of the Territories, and to 
devise and report to the House such means as, 
in their opinion, may be necessary to secure the | 


rights and privileges of residents and non-resi- | 
dents.” Howare we to perform that duty, unless 
the legislative proceedings of the Territories are 
referred to them? I ask that they may be so 
referred, in order that we may be enabled to dis- 
charge the duties imposed upon us by the rules 
of the: House. 

: Mr. MILLSON. I rise for the purpose of 
calling the attention of my friend from Kentucky 
(Mr. H. Marsnarz] to a remark he just now 
made. L-understood him to say, that the only ! 
object of the reference of the territorial laws to ; 
any committee was, to ascertain whether they | 
were in violation of the Constitution. Now, f; 
must confess my surprise at the declaration of the | 
gentleman from Kentucky, who, I think, some | 
two or three weeks ago, announced a very sound 
and wholesome doctrine upon this subject, when | 
he declared that the Territorial Legislatures pos- 
sessed no power but that which was delegated to | 
them by Congress. 

The object, then, of the reference of territorial | 
laws to Congressis not simply to inquire whether į 
there is anything in them violative of the Consti- | 
tution, but it is that’ Congress may express its 
general approbation or disapprobation of the law, H 

ther the ground-of its opinion be founded on | 
: önstitütiohal or any other objection. And the | 


territorial laws have been disapproved and an- 
nulled by Congress to which there was no con- 
stitutional objection. 

I did not rise to express my dissent from the 
doctrines expressed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, because, with him, I utterly repudiate this 
new, and Iam sorry to say it is becoming a fash- 
ionable, doctrine of squatter, popular, or territo- 
rial sovereignty. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Well, I modify the 
language which I used in my speech, so as to 
say that these territorial laws are submitted for 
the approval of Congress not merely for decision 
as to their constitutionality. 

Mr. MILLSON. Iwas satisfied that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky only needed to have his 
attention called to his loose phraseology to induce 
him to correct it. As to the reference of these 
bills, I confess that I have no particular choice 
between the Territorial Committee and the Ju- 
diciary Committee. I think it is competent for 
the House to refer the laws of the Territories to 
either. 

Mr. GROW addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. ‘Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Mitrson] one question? 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia this question, as he has 
referred to the question of popular sovereignty, 
whether he understands the question of popular 
sovereignty to admit the right of the Territorial 


Legislature to pass laws prohibiting slavery in | 


the Territory? 

Mr. GROW, (interrupting.) I cannot yield the 
floor for the opening of that kind of discussion. 
That inquiry would be proper, Mr. Speaker, 
when this discussion opens upon that subject, 
but it has nothing whatever to do with this refer- 
ence; and the territorial laws which were referred 
this morning only embrace Utah, Minnesota, and 
Washington. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Mri.Ls0n] made the point that I intended to make 
in reply to the argument of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. It is that these laws are to be exam- 
ined, not with a view exclusively to their consti- 
tutional provisions; for in the last Congress we 
annulled an act of the Territorial Legislature of 
Minnesota chartering a railroad, which act did 
not involve any constitutional principle, but was 
annulled snely on a question of expediency. 
Now, as territorial laws have herctofore been re- 
ferred to the Territorial Committee, thatcommittee 
now only asks that these laws shall have the u sual 
reference. In compliance with the promise which 
I made to the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
EH. Marsga) I renew the motion that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table, although 
I ghall vote against laying it on the table. 

The question was taken ona division; and the 
Speaker announced the vote to be—ayes 71, noes 


Mr. ORR demanded tellers. 

Mr. LETCHER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The roll was called; and the question was de- 
cided in the affirmative—ycas 84, nays 81; as 
follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Edwards, 


Sampson 
Houston, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lampkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Porter, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Rufin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Wiliam Smith, 
William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Dan- 
iel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—st. 
NAYS— Messrs. Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 


W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 


Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufiuton, į 
Burlingame, James H.Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, į 


Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knowlton, 


Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, Meacham, Kaian Miller, į 
ich 


Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, ols, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Pur- 
viance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 


Eiliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flor- | 
enee, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, | 


Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Lake, | 
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gentleman from Kentucky will find, if he looks | 
back at the past legislation of Congress, that many - 


Tyson, Wade, Wakeman; Walbridge, Waldron, Ellibu 
B. Washbume, Israel: Washburn, Watson, Welch, and 
Woodruff—81. DOS Ui i 

So the'motion to reconsider the vote referring 
the territorial laws to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was laid.on the table. 

KANSAS MESSAGE-—~AGAIN.: r 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to- reconsider the vote by which 
the executiue message in relation to Kansas was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and I also move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his motion for a moment to en- 
able me to make a motion that, when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. It is the practice, generally, to adjourn 
over after the organization of the committees. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to submit this rego- 
lution, to which I hope there will be no objection: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House furnish to each 
member and delegate a copy of the Constitution, Manual, 
and Rules. 

I move that this resolution be adopted. 

The question was put; and the resolution was 
adopted. f 

POOR OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up the Senate joint 
resolution making an appropriation to furnish 
fuel to the poor of the District. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My motion is first before 
the House, and I ask to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama is a privileged motion, 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed the motion, that the 
vote by which the executive communication in 
relation to Kansas was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union be recon- 
sidered, and also, that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed 
to. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fiorunce] 
was, I thought, in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was not enter- 
tained by the Chair, because the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Srernens] had been assigned the 

oor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then, I now risc toa privi- 
leged motion. I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day,it adjourn to meeton Monday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and 

Thereupon the House (at a quarter past three 
o’clock, p. m.) adjourned till Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer, by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
` PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I am requested to 
present the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of New York, ne 
highly the principle of reciprocity established an 
recognized under the late treaty with England, 
and requesting that anact be passed to remove all 
duties and restrictions on the importations into 
the United States of all articles the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture of the Canadas, and also to 
permit ships built in Canada to participate on 
equal terms in the shipping and coasting trade on 
the interior lakes and fresh waters intervening 
between Canada and the United States. Itis a 
subject which interests very much a large portion 
of ihe commercial community, and I ask for it 
the careful and considerate action of the Commit- 


‘tee on Finance, to which I move that the memo- 


rial be referred. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, Isr SESSION 


Mr. SUMNER 
Boston Board of 
all documents and other works published by 
Congress, may be sent to them and other incor- 
porate boards of trade and commerce; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Peter 
Van Buskirk, heir of Thomas Van Buskirk, 
praying for compensation for supplies furnished 
for the use of the army during the revolutionary 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Mas- 


resented the memorial of the 


sachusetts, in favor of extending the term of res- | 
idence now required by the naturalization laws, | 
and the appointment of native-born citizens of |) 


the United States to all offices of the General 


Government; which were referred to the Com- || 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, and the report of a committee of that | 
body, in favor of an appropriation for the protec- 
tion and preservation of Cape Cod harbor; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts in favor of the passage of an act for 
ascertaining and settling the claims of American 
citizens to indemnity for French spoliations prior 
to 1800; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Samucl 
A. Peugh, administrator of John Edgar, praying 
to be allowed to enter a tract of land in lieu of one 
belonging to Edgar, but which was improperly | 
sold by the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petition of Elizabeth 
Foster, widow of William S. Foster, an officer in 
the Army who died in service, praying to be al- 
owed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. i 

Mr. IVERSON presented the memorial of 
Thomas M. Newell, a captain in the Navy, com- 
plaining that injustice has been done to him by 
the action of the late naval board, in consequence 
of which he has been placed upon the reserved list; 
which was referted to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Lowa, praying for the establishment of 
a mail route from Janesville to Clear Lake City, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the memorial of 


Maria Price, widow of John Price, a soldier in |! 


the last war with Great Britain, praying to be 
allowed a pension or gratuity for her husband’s 
services; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of the heirs 
of Manuel Gonzales Moro, praying permission 
to enter lands in the State of Missouri, equal in 
value to those claimed by thom under a confirmed 
Spanish grant; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William Leonard, praying 
indemnification for depredations committed by the Pawnee 
Indians on_his cattle while being driven from the Atlantic 
States to California, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BENJAMIN, it was 

Ordered, That the legal representatives of Daniel Mor- 
gan have leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 


Ordered, Phat the petition of Royal Phelps, attorney in 
fact of James, Earl of Selkirk, praying that a patent may 
be ‘issued for certain lands granted to his father by the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That the owners of the brig General Armstrong, 
praying for indemnity for the destruction of that vessel, 
have leave to withdraw their papers for presentation to the 
Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


rade, praying that copies of |! 


|, from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hau} calling for 
\| Territory of Kansas, and the orders of the Exce- 
il 
Lf . . a . 
p quiry this morning, more especially from the | 


|: has a similar resolution, and I understand he is 
i willing that the subject shall be postponed until 


ji Cate to the Senate all information in the possession of the 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. HAMLIN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend and con- 
solidate the navigation, revenue, and collection 
laws of the United States, and for other pur- | 
i poses. 
| Mr. GEYER gave notice of his intention to 
i ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an “ Act 
_ to provide for the payment of horses and other 
i property lost and destroyed in the military ser- 
vice of the United States.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice of his intention 
to introduce a bill to amend the act $‘ to establish 
| a court for the investigation of claims against the 
United States.” 

SEAMEN’S PROTECTIONS. 
| Mr. SUMNER. submitted the following reso- 
: lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
, Sent, and agreed to: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to consider the expediency of additional legislation in order 
to prevent the abuse of the documents known as * protec- 
| tions,” now issued to seamen in the commercial marine of 
i the United States. 


DISTURBANCES IN KANSAS. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no further 
morning business the Chair will proceed with the 
Calendar. The first resolution in order is one sub- 
mitted on the 5th of December last by the Senator 


| 


l 
I 
t 
i 


i 
l 
i 
| E 
l 


information in relation to disturbances in the 


utive in relation thereto. 


Mr. STUART. I have made some little in- } 


; Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] who | 


| to-morrow; and as I also understand that the Sen- 
| ator from New Jersey, [Mr. Tuomsox,] a mem- į 
ber of the Committec on Naval Afiairs, is desir- 
ous to submit some remarks on the resolution of 
| the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] in rela- 
| tion to the proceedings of the late naval board, I 
will move, ifit be agreeable to the Senate, to pass 
over other bisincss, and procced to the consider- 
ation of that resolution. 

Mr. WILSON, If the Senator from Michigan 
i will allow me F should like to propose a resolution į 
as a substitute for the one I formerly offered, 
which may go over with the understanding thatit | 
will come up to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. Ihave no objection. 
| Mr. WILSON. Then I submit the following 
| as a substitute for my former resolution on this 
subject: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 


1 


Executive in respect to the disturbances in the Territory of 
Kansas affecting the freedom of elections; and what un- | 
lawful measures have been used, and by whom, and at what | 
| time, and with what effect; and thathe be further requested 
to inform the Senate whether armed forces. have entered 
into said Territory, and, if so, by what authority the same 
: has been done; and what persons, holding office under 
executive appointunent, have participated therein ; and what 
measures have been taken by the Executive to prevent 
interference with the legal rights of the people of said Ter- 
ritory by persons not residing thercin. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. My recol- 


i 


| 
li 
t 
t 
t 
{ 
i 
i 


| passed by the Territorial Legislature of Kansas. i 
| Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to my friend | 
| from Maine that.a resolution has been already | 
| passed by this body, making precisely that call on | 


3, onj 
i the President; but he has failed to respond to it. | 


Ordered, That the petition of Thomas L, L. Brent, pray- 


28 


| Mr. IVERSON, By way of explanation to 
‘the Senator from Massachusetts, | will take the 


i 
i 


H 


‘to the country. 


yin: 


The motion of Mr. Sruarr was agreed to. 


A message was shortly afterwards received 
from the President of the United States, by: Mr: 
Wessver, his Secretary. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL BOARD, 

“The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
on the 19th of December last, which had been 
amended, on his motion, to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he. directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the report made to 
his Department by the board of naval officers convened at 
Washington, in pursuance of an act approved February 28, 
1855, entitled “An act.to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom- 
panying said report; or,in the absence of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether theteauses for which 
oflicers of the Navy were recommended by that board to 
be dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department ; 
and, if so, that he communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
same. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Mr. Pres- 
ident, no law of Congress, at the time of its en- 
actment, seemed to meet more general public favor, 
than the * Act of February 28, 1855, to promote 
the efficiency of the Navy.” Officers who had. 
been laboring for many years to have a retired 
list established in the Navy were especially grati- 
fied, and from them it received peculiar, come, 
mendation. Indeed, sir, had it not been for their 
representations of the inefficiency of the ‘per~ 
sonnel” of the service, it is probable that this 
measure of reform would not have been adopted. 
But it was adopted, and with but slight opposition. 
in Congress. It is alaw of the land, and its pro- 
visions have been carricd into effect; and now we 
hear it daily denounced in this Chamber by elo- 


| quent Senators as unconstitutional and vicious in 
| its principle, and in its execution crucl and un- 


just. 

À Mr. President, my opinion in regard to the 
necessity and propriety of this law has undergone, 
no change whatever since it was enacted. 

lt was then admitted on all hands, that the; 
s personnel” of the Navy required much pruning; 
that many of its officers had become disqualified 
for service by age and infirmity; that others had 
rendered themselves unfit for it by excessive in- 
dulgence in bad habits; and that the law limiting 
the number of officers of each grade in the Navy 
excluded many of activity, energy, and skill from 
positions in which they could render. valuable. 
service to their country. 

To mect then, and to correct such a condition 
of things, this bill was introduced; and, notwith- 
standing all that has been said in condemnation 
of it, I believe it will accomplish what it was 
intended to accomplish—a_ great and necessary 
reform in the Navy of the United States. 

To give effect to the intentions of Congress, 
and in strict pursuance of the provisions of the 
law, a board was ordered “to make acareful ex- 
amination into the efficiency of the officers of the 
Navy,” and to report to the Secretary the names 
and rank of all those who, in the judgment of said. 
board, shall be incapable of performing promptly 
and efficiently all their duty, both ashore and 
afloat; and that all officers who shall be found, 
by the said board, incapable of performing the 
duties of their respective offices, ranks, or grades, 
shall, if such finding be approved-by the Presi- 
dent, be dropped from the rolis, and be placed on- 
a list in the Navy Register, to be entitled the 
reserved list, &c., &c. J 

‘The duty of this board was a most painful one. 


| They were called upon to give their opinion in 
‘have been communicated to him as having been į 


regard to the ability of their brother officers to 


© discharge all their duties efficiently, both ashore 


and afloat. It was made the imperative, not dis- 


| eretionary, duty of this board to render their 


judgment wherever disability F existed, without 
reference, in any case, to position, or rank, or to 
services performed, however glorious or beneficial 
it thus involved the necessity 


iskilk-procure no‘advancement, and have made no 
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‘ofan investigation ‘into ‘the physical’ and mental “ 
condition; personal habits;and character of these 
-officers, and alsosinto their. ability to discharge 
efficiently all the duties of the deck at sea, And 
jn this, it may be, some have been found wanting. 
‘Jaca ‘bureau, ora dock-yard, an officer may be 
‘capable-of discharging his duty with consummate 
ability, who might, nevertheless, be very inefficient 
‘on board ship: Indeed, of a sailor, it may be 
Waid; as of a. poet, with some degree of truth, 
«“ Nascitur non fit.’ This qualification of sea- 
mianship on: the part of an officer can only. be 
known: by. those. with whom he has sailed—who 
have had opportunities of personally witnessing 
this ability to manage a.ship under all the varying 
cireumstances of sunshine and of storm. There 
iay: be. officers’ who, taking no interest in their 
‘profession, and with no taste or aptitude for it, 
have neglected to accomplish themselves in this 
important branch of their duty, and have thus 
become inefficient in its discharge. And as, by 
the rule of qur service, all rise to promotion by 
‘seniority, there may be others who have regarded 
hrofession with indifference in which merit and 


ékertlons to ayain proficiency in it. Hence the 
-dificulty which the Department. has sometimes 
expetiénced in obtaining promptly officers for a | 
ship destined: fora distant or unhcalthy station. | 
Excusés are made, and sick certificates sent in, 
to obtain relief from orders. And these, backed, | 
as’ frequently they have been, by political influ- 
ence, have not always been made in vain. And 
thus it is to be feared that there have been officers 
in: dur Navy with whom, from neglecting their | 
duties at sea, and from inaptitude for their pro- 
fession, it would not be prudent to trust the | 
safety ofaship. A ship, in charge of an unskillfal | 
officer, might perish in a gale, when, if an efficient 
6fficer were in command, she would survive it. 
have myself heard officers say, that when Mr. 
So-and-so had the mid-watch, in a squally night, 
there was not much sound sleep by the watch 
below.: How many officers (if any) have been į 
rétired for incompetency of this kind, I do not 
kriow. - È 
From the consideration, then, of the physical, 
mental, and’ moral condition of an officer, his sea- 
service, his shore-service, the time unemployed, 
and his capacity on ship board, the board formed 
their judgment as to his ability, in the Janguage | 
of the law, “to perform, promptly and efficiently, || 
all his duty ashore and afloat; and so reported ; 
their finding to the Executive. 
PAnd,y Mr, President, I will here ask whether 
the selection ofthe members who composed this | 
board, for all these purposes, was nota good one? || 
Sir, I take it upon myself to say, from having jj 
had atthe time of its being announced, opportu- 
nities of knowing the fedlings of the officers of 
the Navy, that had they been called upon to make | 
a selection by ballot of the officers to constitute | 
this board, very little change would have been 
made from the one ordered by the Secretary. 
- It was hailed everywhere with acclamations of | 
satisfaction, and by none more than by officers | 
of the Navy, some of whom, it is said, are now 
complaining of its action. They were perfectly 
satisfied; everybody was satisficd, until the re- 
sult-of'theirlabors had been made known. Then, ; 
however, it was discovered that blameless and ; 
efficient officers had been displaced to make room, || 
in á supérior grade, for junior officers who were || 
members ‘of this board; then it was discovered || 
that secret, malign: influences had been at work; | 
then were: remembered .old quarrels and diffi- | 
culties with members. of ‘the board, long since | 
perhaps forgotten, by at least one of the parties; | 
then was it charged that, to gratify a dastardly || 
spirit of revenge, advantage had becn taken of an | 
irresponsible position to strike a long-delayed and |! 
toward blow at a defenseless brother officer. f 
‘But, of-all this, not a word before the finding | 
of the board was made publié; no-protests against || 
star-clamber inquisitions, against secret tribu- || 
nals, against the propricty and legality of trying 
and condemning a party without a hearing-—with- | 
oüt an opportunity of confronting accusers and | 
voss-examining witnesses; not a word of all 
this, until the Judgment of the board had been 
Wade Known. X : 
“Phe: law was passed-on the 28th day of Feb- 
1855... The board cofvened on the 20th | 


de i dhtne; and concluded its labors on the 26th | 


day of July, 1855. The appointment of the’ 
board and the meeting of the board were pub- 


lished throughout the country, and known to 
everybody, and especially to those who were 
directly interested in its proceedings. This, then, 


was the accepted time for protests against secret, 


tribunals and star-chamber inquisitions. ‘This 
was the time for protests against a mode of 
procedure which, all knew, must necessarily be 
adopted by the board. But there were none, sir, 
no protests; no remonstrances, no objections, no 
complaints. 

And, Mr, President, I will be excused, I trust, 
for expressing my belief in the impartiality and 
fairness of this board, and that its members con- 
scientiously and fearlessly discharged their duty 
to the best of their ability, and with asingle view 
to the efficiency of the Navy. 

Errors have been committed, but not, as I be- 
lieve, intentional ones. Perhaps, to some extent, 
they were unavoidable. Differences of opinion 
existed in the hoard itself in regard to the classifi- 
cation of the retired officers. But who believes 
in the charges of recklessness, selfishness, ambi- 
tion, and cruelty deliberately perpetrated, which 
have been made against the members who com- 
posed it? Mistakes were made, but these, when- 
ever they are found to have occurred, will be 
corrected. The President of the United States 
has declared that, upon becoming satisfied that 
any officer has been displaced without sufficient 
cause, it will afford him the highest satisfaction, 
and he will regard it as a duty, to restore him to 
his original position, so far as he can do so. 

But it has been said that the board exceeded 
their powers under the law, and that, therefore, 
all their acts are null and void. Now, Mr. 
President, what were the powers conferred by the 
act of February 28, 1855, on this board? If I 
understand them rightly, they amount to nothing. 
It had no power whatever conferred on it. A 
duty, and a most painful duty, was imposed, but 
no power conferred, unless an order of a superior 
authority to an inferior one, to give its advice and 
opinion on a practical subject, may be so con- 
strued. It was merely an advisory body, selected 
to aid the Executive in promoting the efficiency 
of the Navy. It is precisely such a board as the 
President would have convened to aid him in 
carrying the law into effect, had no provision 
whatever for that purpose been incorporated in 
the law itself. It was precisely such a board as 
was convened by President Madison in 1815, to 
reduce the Army of the United States after the 
war with Great Britain; precisely stich a board 
as was ordered by President Polk in 1848, to 
reduce the marine corps, after the war with Mex- 
ico. Their sessions, like the board of 1855, were 
secret, their decisions prompt, and their reports 
made to the President, with their recommenda- 
tions, without any reasons given for their action; 
and they were adopted and carried into effect. 

Now, Mr. President, the disbandment of the 
officers of the army in 1815 caused, as is well 
known, great suffering. Hundreds of meritori- 
ous officers were thrown entirely out of employ- 
ment and rendered unfit in many instances for 
toil by hard service in the tented field. No pro- 
vision but the smallest pension was ever made for 
those whose health had been destroyed by severe 
campaigns, or who had been disabled by wounds 
for the active pursuits of life; and pensions were 
the same for every officer of the same grade, with- 
out distinction as to merits or to services. No 
retired lists with liberal provision for the merito- 
rious were then provided for those who had cov- 
cred themselves with glory on the frontiers of 
Canada or on the plains of Louisiana. Their 
services were no longer required by their country, 
and they were dropped altogether from the rolls 
of the Army, without any provision for the future 


| being made for them. 


I do not mean, Mr. President, to assert that 
the cases are afalogous. But yet the gallant 
officers of that war might have expected some 
little consideration at the hands of acountry they 
had served so well. But I have made this digres- 
sion from the question directly before the Senate, 
for the purpose of contrasting the liberality of 
Congress in the act of February, 1855, to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Navy with the treat- 
ment of the discharged officers in 1815 and 1848. 

Under these circumstances, I hope I may then 
be permitted tosay that the act of Congress which 


i has been so severely condemned by some distin- 


guished Senators was one óf great liberality, and 
reflects high honor upon the -Congress which 
adopted and the Executive which approved it. 
In its execution, as I have said before, mistakes 
may have been made-—I doubt not have been—but 
by no means so many as some Senators suppose. 
These ean be. corrected—nay, will be corrected; 
but the law itself, sir, isa good law; and I be- 
lieve the public dissatisfaction with the Navy was 
such that, had no such law been enacted, the whole 
Navy by general consent would have been abol- 
ished. It has saved the Navy—it has increased 
its efficiency—it has inspired a new spirit in its 
officers. ‘The good effects are already being felt, 
and will continue to be so more and more herec- 
after. : 

_ But, sir, to return, What was the power, as 
it is called, of this hoard, as conferred by the act 
of February 28, 1855? I have already referred 
to its provisions, and it is not necessary to repeat 


them. These show conclusively that it wasmade 


the duty of this board simply to recommend, not 
to execute—to give their opinions as to the rela- 
tive efficiency or ittefficiency of the officers of the 
Navy, and, im cases of inefficiency, to express 
their belief as to the causes which created it. 
The expression of an opinion on the sub- 
mission of a report by an officer or a board of 
officers, when called for by authority, on an 
proper subject, can surely not be called an illegal 


| proceeding or an excess of power, and especially 


when it is given in obedience to an act of Con- 
gress and the order of the President of the 
United States. How then this board, having no 
power except to advise and recommend, have 
excecded their powers, when they did nothing 
else but advise and recommend, I am ata loss to 
understand. But had this board pursucd the 
course of proceeding which distinguished Sena- 
tors have indicated, they would then have groatly 
exceeded their authority, and would have de- 
served a sharp rebuke from the Executive and 
from Congress for the usurpation of powon not 
granted to them by the law. Where, I ask Sena- 
tors, are we to find in that law authority for this 
board to constitute itself into a general court- 
martial for the trial of all the officers of the Navy ? 
Where the authority to summon witnesses, to 
administer oaths, or to hear counsel? Certainly 
these powers are not to be found in the act, and 
the board had no inherent right tp assume or ex- 
ercise them without a law for that purpose. But 
then has not the President exceeded his powers 
in the execution of this law? Letus see. The 
power of the President of the United States to 
discharge any officer in the naval or military 
service of the Government, without assigning 
any reason whatever for so doing, is not gues- 
tioned. He could therefore have dropped from 
the rolls of the Navy altogether, all those who 
have been retired, without the. additional power 
conferred by Congress by the act of February, 
1855. 

But, sir, there were many officers in the service, 
who, though inefficient from age and infirmity, and 
unable longer to discharge all their duty promptly 
and efficiently ashore and afloat, who were never- 
theless entitled, from past services, to the gratitude 
and protection of their country. To discharge 
such officers from the service altogether, would 
have been barbarous and cruel in the extreme; and 
it was to provide for them an honorable retire- 
ment, on liberal, nay generous pay, that the law 
was passed to establish a reserved list in the Navy. 

The power of the President to dismiss altogeth- 
er from the service was not doubted, but he had 
no power, until the enactment of this law, to drop 
from the active list of the Navy and retire upon 
a reserved list such officers as were incapable of 
performing, efficiently, all their duty ashore and 
afloat—they receiving, on such reserved lists, cer- 
tain rates of pay fixed by the act, and rendered 
‘ineligible to further promotion.’? This was reall 
the only power granted to the President whic 
he did not possess before. 

By the order of the Secretary of the Navy, a 
board of officers was convened to report ‘the 
namesand rank of officers who, in the judgment 
of the board, should be placed on the reserved 
list, or dropped altogether from the rolls of the 
Navy.” But the report and finding were of no 
avail whatever until they were approved by the 
President of the United States. His approval 
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was necessary to give efficacy to them. This he | 
might give or withhold. If withheld, the report 

and finding of the board were as if they had never 

been made. If approved, they were adopted by | 
the Executive, and carried into effect as his own 
act, under the law. If such finding (says the 
law) shall be approved by the President, then such 
officers shall be dropped from the rolls, or placed 
in the order of their rank and seniority at the 
time upon alist in the Navy Register, called a 
“reserved list.” The Jaw authorized a board 
of officers “to recommend,” and they did recom- 
mend, and nothing more; and also rendered 
necessary the approval of the President of their 
“finding,” before the law could go into effect, 
and this he did approve. How, then, have the 
bourd and the Executive exceeded their powers? 

But it has also been said, that the proper rem- 
edy for all the errors and evils which have been 
committed by the board is to be found in the 
repeal of the law under which that board was 
convened. In this, Mr. President, I cannot con- 
cur. That law, sir,—good or bad,—has been | 
executed, and a repeal of it can no more restore 
to professional existence on the active list of the ! 
Navy those who have been dropped from it, than 
the repeal of a Jaw under whieh a criminal had 
suffered could restore him to life after his sentence | 
had been carried into execution. That law, sir, 
ereated what had no previous existence in our 
Navy—a reserved list; and those who were placed 
on it were dropped entirely from the active list as 
effectually as those who had been dropped from 
the rolls of the Navy altogether. If, then, I am 
correct in this, the only effect of repealing the 
law would be to drop altogether from the Navy 
those who had been placed upon this list. These 
officers have been discharged from the active list, 
and placed on the reserved list; and if you repeal | 
the law creating this reserved list, all who are on 
it are struck down with its repeal, and thus cease 
altogether to be connected with the Navy in any 
capacity whatever, | 

It cannot surely be said that Conengss can | 
restore officers who have been dismissed from 
the service, ‘This can be done only by the Pres- 
ident and Senate. Nor can those officers who | 
have been dropped from the active list, and 
placed on the reserved Hist, be restored by act 
of Congress, any more than officers who had 
been altogether dropped from the rolls. They 
stand in this respect on the same footing pre- 
cisely, and the same principle and rule of appoint- 
ment apply to both alike. The difference in this 
respect between officers dropped altogether and 
those dropped from the active list is one only of : 
degree, and not of principle; in the one case, the | 
officer is dropped altogether from the service; in: 
the other, he is dropped from the service on the act- 
ive list. The restoration in cither case must be 
made by the nomination of the President (for 
commissioned officers) and the advice and con- 
sent of this body. 

Mr. President, no one feels more deeply than I 
do for the distress and Mortification of fecling 
which have been caused by the operation of this 
law. Forty-nine officers have been altogether | 
dropped from the list of the Navy, and many 
are left entirely destitute of the means of sup- 
port. The blow was with some altogether unex- | 
pected, and at once they were thrown penniless | 
on the world. Without calling in question the 
necessity under the law of this act of seeming 
severity, E would-be too happy to have it in my 
power to’ alleviate their condition by a vote of 
money to each dropped officer, who shall not be 
reinstated in service, to furnish him the means of 
support until he can have time to engage in some 
other occupation. It has been suggested that a 
certain amount a year pay should be given to 
all such officers. This would certainly secure 
my vote, and E hope sucha measure, if proposed, 
will be adopted. But these are cases of officers | 
of high charaeter and standing, who have been 
retired for inefficiency in consequence of ill | 
health, from which they may be entirely and 
permanenily relieved in time; and there are also 
cases of young officers of talent, courage, and 
energy, who have been retired in consequence of | 
youthful indiscretions, and perhaps vices, who 
may have been entirely reformed. By being | 
_ retired from the active list their hopes and aspira- | 
tions have been forever blasted, unless the Exce- | 


utive (for with him alone rests the power) shall | 


become satisfied of recovery of health in the one 
case, and. reformation on the other, and restore 
them to their positions in the service. I believe 
there are some, if not many such cases, and Iam 
rejoiced to think they will receive the most kind 
and favorable consideration at the hands of the 
President. 

But the officers must not be too impatient. ft 
may take time to satisfy the Secretary, or the 
President, that such thorough change has taken 
place as to justify a restoration. Again: there 
are officers who have been placed on the furlough 
list, whose characters have never been soiled 
with even a suspicion of wrong doing—some who 
have lost their health in the service of their coun- 
try, or received honorable wounds in its battles, 
but are not competent to discharge all their duties 
ashore and afloat. All such officers I would re- 
move from the furlough list, wherever they are 
found on it, to the leave of absence list. This 
would he grateful to their feelings—an act of jus- 
tice and liberality on the part of the Government 
—and would be, I believe, highly gratifying and 
satisfactory to the people of the country. 

And now, Mr. President, I hope it may not be 
considered presumptuous, in conclusion, to state 
briefly a practical plan which has occurred to 
me, by which the mistakes made and evils com- 
plained of may be corrected, and satisfaction 
given in a measure to the retired officers them- 
selves, and to a large portion of the public, whose 
sensibilities have been so much excited on this 
subject. 

A repeal of the law, as I have before stated, 
would, in my opinion, aggravate rather than di- 
minish the evils and suffering which have been 
caused by the strict, but as I firmly believe con- 
scientious, execution of the law of reform and re- 
tirement. 

First—Authorize the President, by and with the 
advice of the Senate, to transfer officers from the 
furlough list to the leave of abscnee list, and vice 
versa. 

Second—For the President to forbear, as has 
been intimated was his intention, to make any 
further nominations for promotion, until the cases 
of the officers remonstrating against the finding 
of the navy board shall have been fully investi- 
gated; and that whenever he shall become satis- 
fied that injustice has been done to any one, that 
he will nominate him for the place he held on the 
list, of whatever grade, before his being retired, 
and this without reference to the law of the limit- 
ation of the number of officers to compose every 
grade of the service. Establish by law a scien- 


tific corps in the Navy, with Maury at its bead, | 


with the rank of captain; and, finally, authorize 
the President to confer upon the gallant veteran, 
Stewart, who has shed so much honor upon his 
country, the rank of admiral, on the active list, 
in the same manner and on the same condition 
as that of Heutenant general was conferred on 
General Scott. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I had not de- 
signed to address the Senate during the consider- 
aton of this resolution, nor to say anything upon 
the subject to which it relates until after the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs should have made a report 
to the Senate. I do not intend now to go into any 
gencral discussion of the question, but I desire to 
submit a few remarks to the Senate upon the effect 
of the repeal of the law of the last session, as that 
seems to have been, perhaps, more generally dis- 
cussed than any other question connected with 
the subject. Inasmuch as | differ essentially from 
honerable Senators who have discussed that ques- 
tion, upon this side of the Chamber, and inas- 
much as some of those Senators have heretofore 
occupied and do now occupy positions which, in 
addition to their great ability, give their opinions 
respect and inspire confidence in the community, 
I confess that I approach the discussion of the 
subject with considerable diffidence. 


The plain language of the statute does not seem, |: 
in the opinion of the honorable Senators of whom | 


I speak—the honorable Senator from Virginia, 


[Mr. Masox,] and the honorable Senator from | 


Connecticut, [Mr. ‘Toucry |—to warrant their 
construction. They concede that, in respect to 
officers dropped and officers retired under that 
law, the law itselfdeclares their places “ vacant,” 
and provides, in terms, for the filing of those 
vacancies: but it is msisted by both the honor- 
able Senators, and. if I recollect aright, bv the 


ij you not 


honorable Senator from ‘South: Carolina, [Mr. 
Butter, ] also, that in truth what the law denom- 
jnates a vacancy is a new office. Proceeding tu 
reason upon that hypothesis, they come to the 
conclusion that, if a law creating a new office be 
repealed, the office must fall with it. If the argu- 
ment in its.extent be true, it is also true that, if 
the hypothesis on which it is founded shall’ be 
found to be false, the argument must fal]. I shall 
undertake to show, in a very few minutes, that 
the hypothesis upon Which the honorable Sèn- 
ators proceed is not the true one. 

I remarked, preliminary to a motion to adjourn 
the other evening, that what the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut had called the theory of 
the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,] 
was but the theory of the law. Let us bring 
this question to a few tests, and see whether it is 
not so. For that purpose, let us suppose that, 
according to the opinion of all, the law has been 
completely executed; that is to say, that these 
vacancies or new offices have heen filled by nom- 
inations from the President, with the. consent of 
the Senate. Where, then, is the naval office? 
Is it held by a gentleman thus promoted, or is it 
held by a gentleman retired? If the man pro- 
moted should die, or resign, there would be a 
vacancy to be filled in the Navy; but I ask, if 
the man who was retired should resign, or dic, 
would any vacancy remain to be filled? If not, is 
not that an end of the hypothesis that that indi- 
vidual is an officer in the Navy? Sir, I apprehend 
that those five words, ‘an officer in the Navy,” 
used by the honorable Senator from Connecticut 
in his argument, are the very words which misled 
him. I say aman who has been retired is not 
an officer in the Navy within the meaning of the 
Constitution and the law. It is true,.as insisted 
! by that honorable Senator, and by the honorable 

Senator from Virginia, that you have not, in 
terms, taken from him his commission; he is not 
in the positiom of an officer who has been cashiered 
and dismissed from the service. The law still 
retains in the hands of the President the power, 
at his own pleasure, to call him into service 
temporarily. While it is imposëihie to give him 
any other position except that which the law 
gives him—that of an officer retired from the 
active service of the Navy—his position is much 
more nearly allied, on principle, to that of a for- 
mer officer of the Navy on the pension list, than 
to any other position known to our service, 

I apprehend that this argument may be carried 
out to its fullest extent; and I think that if every 
individual placed on the retired list were unfor- 
tunately to die to-day, it would not be in the 
power of the President, under existing laws, to 
make a nomination to fill any onc of their places. 
I apprehend that it is equally true that it would 
not create any vacancy in the Navy. Then, if 
this be so, it is not true that the places made va- 
cant by retiring those officers are new offices in 
the Navy. 

It certainly is notin my power, Mr. President, 
to make that proposition any clearer by elaborat- 
ing it further; and, if I were to consult my own 
feelings, I would not say another word on this 
question until the Committee on Naval Affairs 
shall have reported it to the Senate, and there 
shall be something tangible before us to act upon. 
I think, however, that crroncous impressions have 
existed, to some extent, in the Senate, and I must 
suppose that the line of argument pursued here 
has sent those erroneous impressions broadcast 
over the country; and therefore I trust I shall be 
pardoned if I add a few words in respect to them. 

It was said by the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Have,| that gentlemen in the 
Navy were abroad on duty; that they had no 
friend in or about the Capitol to look after’ their 
interests; and, hence, that injustice had been done 
them with very great facility. Is that the fact? 
Have not individual Senators, and has not the 
Senate itself, been made to feel the weight of 
those gentlemen and their friends?) Have not 
importunities been strong, and urgent, and even 
clamorous? Has not not only the outside of the 
Capitol been attacked, but are not these individ- 
uals within your very intrenchments? and have 
been called upon to exercise the power of 
| this House as a consequence? When was agreat 
‘reform in morals, religion, or upon any other 


|| subject, ever attempted, that it was not sought to 


il be clamored down, and has it not been too often 


sssful?. Sir, the greatest of all earthly re- 
ros—that which was carried forward in the 
person of Divinity itself, from which the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia drew an illustration the 
other day, to sustain his argument, when he ex- 
tracted from His prayer the expressive petition, 
‘¢Jead us not into temptation ’’—was attacked; 
and that Diyine Individual himself, the greatest 
ofall earthly, reformers, was crucified; but, sir, 
dhe veform which he originated went onward, and 
will.go-onward so long as civilization shall last. 

‘The honorable Senator from. South Carolina, 
who drew upon “the fictitious history of Homer 
to show. that old mèn should be preserved in ser- 
, might have found a stronger argument if he 
had come down to less remote history. Take the 
‘history. of our country. In the war of 1812, 
while we preserved the heroes of the Revolution 
as our leaders, did not disaster and defeat mark 
the course of our. armies? But for the resplend- 
ent victory of New Orleans, and some excellent 
fighting in the neighborhood of Queenstown, we 
should: have come out of that contest much the 
worse. Take a still more recent case; take the 
renowned hero of Britain, Admiral Napier. He, 
it was said, sailed with the best fleet that ever 
went out upon the waters—he traversed the Baltic 
‘and yetumed—and he was retired by the voice of 
he ‘British people; and now he stands clamoring 
against his Government, as these dropped and 
retired. officers do here. 

Does the military service of Great Britain in 
the Crimea furnish us with any better example? 
J think not. I voted for this law, and I am pre- 
pared to say to-day, upon the fullest considera- | 
tion of that voto, that it was right. If injustice 
has been done under it, in the mode of its execu- 
tion, the facts in any case have not reached my 
ear and my judgment, ‘With the vast number of 
the cases | am not acquainted, and therefore of 
them Ishall not speak. With several of them 
Tam acquainted; and if it shall ever be presented 
inthe Senate, as a question for me to vote upon, 
T shall most cetlainly vote to sustain the action 
of that board, or rather the action of the Presi- 
dent of the United States founded upon the rec- 
omimendation of the board. Why, sir, what gays 
my, honorable friend from South Carolina, in de- 
scribing the cases that have come under his im- 
mediate attention? He says in respect to one of 
them, that an officer who was dropped is a man 
who appears to be intoxicated when he is not; 
but he concedes that he does drink; and, he says, 
he has heard it asserted that * Old Tom,” as he 
éalls him, ‘ cannot be made drunk.*? I beg leave 
to ask the Senate and the country if oft-repeated 
éxperiments: for the purpose of making “ old 
‘Tom,’ ot any other man, drunk, will be likely 
to redound to. the efficiency of the United States 
Navy? l 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to correct him with regard to that point. The 
gentleman who spoke to me in reference to that 
case was on the court-martial which tried Cap- 
tain Petligru, and he said to me that there was 
an error pervading the common mind in relation 
to the habit attributed to Captain Pettigru by De 
Camp. He is a festive-tempered man; but he 
declared to me that, on duty, nothing of the sort 


S] 
or 


could be fairly imputed to him, I do not undor- | 


take to say, however, that he belongs to a tem- | 
perance society. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STUART. I took the statement of the | 
honorable Senator himself. As I remarked, Ido 
not know the individual; and in that respect he 
stands to me in the same position with all these 
officers, except, perhaps, five or six. It seemed 
to me, as I said, that repeated efforts to drink 
him, or any other man, drunk, carried on by an 
officer of the Navy, would not be likely to add to 
the efficiency of the Navy. 

Itis not to be disguised that in the Navy, as 
well as everywhere else, there are all sorts of | 
morality. It has been well said that the Navy | 
is adorned by some of the most brilliant men 
living or that have lived. It is true. They 
would be an ornament to any service; but it is 
equally true, that within its ranks there were men 
who would disgrace any well-regulated society. 
It-was to purge the Navy--it was to do what it 

Was impossible to do without it—that Congress 
“passed this law, seeking to discriminate, and 
ly to discriminate, between those who were 


s and those who were not; seeking to 


discriminate, further, between those who were 
inefficient on account of their own act, for which 
they were responsible, and those who were in- 
efficient without any fault of their own. 

My. President, I exceedingly regret that it be- 
comes necessary, in a preliminary discussion of 
this question, to state these home truths. But, 
sir, it has struck me from the outset, that those 
who have attacked this law-have insisted upon it. 
The question might have been taken upon‘ this 
resolution. days ago, if those who were most 
strongly in favor of it would have allowed the 
discussion to end.. It cannot be denied that the 
honorable gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Cray- 
ron,| not now in his seat, arose carly in this de- 
bate and suggested—and no honorable gentleman 
could suggest it with more propricty—that all 
discussion upon the respective merits of the law 
itself, or of individuals connected with it, should 
be deferred until the Committee on Naval Affairs 
should have reported, and the cases could be 
brought before us in executive session. If that 
suggestion had been adopted, there would have 
been no difficulty; but the discussion has been 
pressed, and individual names have been presséd 
before the Senate; and when that course is persist- 


! ed in, it seems to be required at the hands of Sen- 


ators who disagreed to the statements made that 
they should make that disagreement known. 
Sir, he whe insists that some old men in the 
Navy, who have hitherto been the ablest in it, are 
efficient to-day, so insists against the settled laws 
that govern mankind. He so insists against the 
law of old age and death, when he says that a 
man at seventy years of age is as efficient as the 
same man was at thirty-five or forty. Then, let 
us not complain against the law of Congress. 
It is the law of the Deity. It was to provide the 
means of support, which those gentlemen have 
so well carned, not only for their comfort, but 
for their luxury to every proper extent, that this 
law was passed. It is not denied, as has been 


|i asserted here again and again, that the President 


officer he chooses, It 
honorable Senator from 


has the power to drop an 
cannot be denied that the 


Connecticut was equally right when he said the | 


President possesses the power to nominate any 
individual he chooses. I submit to that hon- 
orable Senator, that this law does not seck to de- 
prive the President of that right. It only declares 


that the men thus retired shall not be cligible in | 


the line of promotion; but he can nominate any 
one of them to fill any vacancy which shall exist 
hereafter. Thatis all the law declares; and that 
it had a right to declare. It had a right to declare 
that when the President should have retired offi- 
cers in the Navy, they should no longer be in the 
line of promotion. “The act of the President 
retiring them from the Navy is an act which, 
under the Constitution, he had a right to per- 
form, I think the insertion of these words in the 
law only declared what would have been the 
eflect without them—that an officer, who, by the 
act of the President, was taken out of the line of 
the service, should be by that fact, out of the line 
of promotion; but it was clearly competent for 
the law thus to declare him out of the line of pro- 
motion. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the honorablo Senator 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. TOUCEY. The expression of the law is 
that the officer “shall be ineligible to further 
promotion;’’ not out of the line of promotion. 

Mr. SPUART. Certainly; but, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in construing a law it is to be construed as 
a whole. The rules of construing a statute are 
as familiar to the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut as to any other honorable genileman. 
They require that, in construing it, it shall be so 
done, if the Jaw will permit it, as to make it har- 


monious in itself, so as to carry out the object | 


intended; and in doing that, the construction of 
this declaration is, simply, that they are retired 
from the Navy, and retired on such grade of pay 


as the President, under that law, shall fix; and 


being .so retired, are ineligible to promotion, as 


| they would be if they had remained in the line | 


of ihe service. Thatis the construction of the 
law, 

Now, sir, with every disinelination to consume 
the time of the Senaic, I have done ail that I de- 
sire todo, Į have said enough to make intelligi- 


ble any vote Į may give on this question. I have 
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‘myself understood on that topic before. 


act, “dropped from the rolls.*? 


j have not been dropped from the rolls. 


repcal that law; because the sole effect of its 
repeal would be to leave them out of the Navy, 
and without any compensation. As to this re- 
solution of inquiry, Iam ready to vote for it in 
its most unlimited extent, so as to give us any 
information which can be derived from any and 
every source on the subject. If we are toact, we 
are to act in review upon these questions; and 
calm, deliberate investigation and consideration, 
I think, will be as likely to qualify us for appro- 
priate judgment as an enthusiastic eulogium on 
individuals upon whom we are to pass our judg- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of the res- 
olution before the Senate. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the Senator from New 
Hampshire allow me to say a word? 

Mr. HALE, Certainly; but I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow the resolution to be-read, and then 
I will give way. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. TOUCEY. As the Senator from Mich- 
igan has called ip,question the correctness of the 
opinion which essed, I beg Jeave to pro- 
pound an interrogatory tohim. Have the officers 
on the retired list been dropped from the Navy, 
or are they still in office? and do they yet hold 
their commissions? Will he favor me with an 
answer to that question? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. I thought I made 
I sa 
that those officers are not in the line of the Navy, 
Í stated that it might not be entirely proper to 
say that they were out of the Navy, deprived of 
their commissions; but to show that they were 
not in the Navy I applied this test: if one of them 
should resign or dic to-day, he would leave no 
oflice vacant to be filled. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I meant to ask this question— 
not whether they were in the Navy, but whether 
they were in office, and whether they still held 
their commissions? 

Mr. STUART. Well, sir, I say that, strictly 
speaking, they do not; and they can only be 
properly deseribed by using the very language of 
the lav—they are officers retired from the Navy. 

Mr. TOUCEY. They are officers? 

Mr. STUART. They are officers retired from 
the Navy; and they do not strictly hold an office, 
because if they held an office, on their resignation 
or decease, that office would be vacant to be filled. 

Mr. TOUCEY. {think I understand the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan. He avows the 
opinion that those upon the retired list are offi- 
cers. He designates them as such. It would be 
impossible for him to say that they were not offi- 
cers. If they are officers, they hold the office by 
virtue of a nomination by the President and con- ` 
firmation by the Senate; otherwise they are not 
officers. That is clear. I put to him the question 
whether they had been, in the language of the 
I suppose the 
honorable Senator understands perfectly that they 
If they 
had been, it would have been in consequence of a 
law by which it was provided to drop from the 
rolls,as well all those who are stricken from them 
by order of the President, as those who are not 
dropped from the rolls, but are on the retired list, 
receiving the pay attached to the offices which 
they hold, with their commissions unrevoked, 
liable, in the express language of the law, to be 


i called into service at any time by the President 


or by the Navy Department. 

Now, I ask is it possible that any Senator can 
suppose that any personis an officer and yet that 
he has no office? An officer without office! An 
officer with pay, without an office! An officer 
appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate, with a commission, and yet without an 
ofice! Why, sir, itis an absurdity in terms— 
I beg pardon of the gentleman; I mean that it 
strikes my mind as an absurdity in terms; and it 
is always a rule that any theory which results in 
an absolute absurdity is unfounded and cannot 
be sustained. It will not stand the test of reason 
aud of argument. The honorable Senator asks 
whether, if one of them were to die, the office 
would be vacant? Suppose it should not be, 
what then? That effect would be the result, 
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simply because the act of Congress had declared 
that the office should cease on the death of the 
incumbent. Itis competent for Congress to create 
a new office upon the active service list, and to 
provide, by the effect and operation of the law, 
that the offices held by those on the retired list 
shall cease on their death. If, therefore, I were 
to admit the Senator’s conclusion on thislaw, that, 
upon the death of the retired officers, no person 
can be appointed to their places, it would be sim- 
ply admitting that the act of Congress abolishes, 
o» their death, the office which they now hold, 
and which they will continue to hold until they 
die; and, that for that reason, there is no longer 
an office to be filled. If there is an office remain- 
ing after their death, the President could fill it if 
he saw fit; but if there is none, the power of ap- 
pointment does not extend to the creation of an 
office, or to appointing an individual to an office 
which does not exist. 

Ithink, then, I may place these two results—the 
one falleninto by my honorable friend from Lou- 
isiana, and the other by my honorable friend 
from Michigan—in the same predicament; and 
they furnish irrefragable proof that the theory of 
both is entirely wrong, and cannot be supported, 
In coming to that conclusion, I not only appeal to 
common sense, Which was invoked by my hon- 
orable friend from Louisiana, but I appeal to the 
higher authority of the Constitution; and the con- 
clusion in either view is precisely the same. 

With the leave of the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will advert to a topic which I 
designedly omitted in the debate on Thursday. 
I refer to that portion of the law which has been 
referred to by my friend from Michigan, which 
provides that vacancies “shall be filled by regular 
peothotion in the order of rank and seniority.” I 
beg leave to say that it was not competent for 
Congress to pass a law of that kind. It prescribes 
to the Executive a rule of action, idling him 
whom he shall nominate to office and whom he 
shall not. It says what is not said by any law 
in existence. It goes beyond any power which 
has ever been exercised, or attempted to be exer- 
cised, by Congress—to tell the Executive the 
identical person whom he shall nominate to the 
Senate for confirmation; because it indicates what 
is perfectly as well known as if the name of the 
officer were incorporated into the statute itself. 
Every gentleman who has spoken on this subject 
has admitted that we have no power to limit the 
Executive in that respect. You have no power 
to say to him whom he shall nominate. The 
Constitution has left that power exclusively to 
him. You cannot control or limit his constitu- 
tional discretion. If be were to gee fit, to-day, to 
nominate onc of those retired officers in the line 
of promotion—to adopt the language of the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan—and if we were to 
confirm it, the action of the President and of this 
branch of Congress would show the utter inva- 
lidity of the law, although the law had received 
the sanction of the Houseypf Representatives. It 


could not be so, were it not that the House of |: 


Representatives has no power to express a voice 
on the subject. I say, then, that in this point of 
view the law is unconstitutional. It is unconsti- 
tutional in saying that those who are placed on 
the reserved list shall be ineligible to further pro- 
motion. Suppose a lieutcnant, who has been put 
off the list of active service, and who has been 
placed on the reserved list, were to be nominated 
to-day in the line of promotion, and this body 
were to confirm him, he would be in office; Í 
think every gentleman will admit that. There- 
fore that part of the law which declares that. he 
shall be ineligible to promotion is unconstitutional. 
Suppose, again, that the President should make 
a nomination, to fill any of these vacancies, of any 
other officer of the Navy, or of any citizen, and 
we confirmed him, he would be in office; and 
why? Because the highest power known to the 
country had put him in office, and there would be 
no power anywhere which could say he should 
not be in that office. 

I say, then, with regard to these two points, 
to say nothing of any other, the law is clearly 
beyond the limits of the constitutional power of 
both Houses of Congress; and it is in this pre- 
cise respect in which injustice is done to those 
brave and gallant oflicers, who, without any fault, 
have been, as the honorable Senator from Mich- 
lgan says, put out of the Navy—out of office— 
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: which does not fali within the reasoning p 
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President alone, within the Constitution. As, 
however, it does not seem to me to be at all. ne~ 
cessary to go into that question, I forbear to ex- 
press any opinion on it; and I am willing to leave 
these gentlemen with their temporary commissions 
untouched; because, if we do not confirm them, 
or if we repeal the law, the temporary commis- 
sions will cease. i 

I beg pardon of the Senator from New Hamp» 


shire for having trespassed upon him longer than 


I intended. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there were buta few 
words that I wished to say in reference to this 
matter, and I desired to say them in answer to 


i the Senator from Michigan, because I think hig 


remarks had a tendency to mislead. I do not 
intend, so far as any humble agency of mine here 
is concerned, to beled off from the view which I 
have presented. The complaint which I make, 
and which I have made, in behalf of these men, 
is, that injustice has been done to them. The 


in the British Government, or any other gov- 


ronment of which I have any information; that 


: iş to say, these brave and gallant men now, when 


they are advanced in life, have an honorable retiri 
ment upon a double or treble pension; they are 
placed there without being called upon for se 


vice, and are receiving what would be much better | 


than any pension ever granted by this Govern- 


ment, or granted to a similar officer by the British | 


Government. 

I repeat, sir, we have incautiously, while we 
placed them in that position, affixed a stigma by 
declaring what we have no power to declare, that 
they are ineligible to promotion. We have com- 


mitted another act beyond our power: we have | 


said, without regard to the constitutional discre- 
tion of the President, that In filling vacancies he 


should not take any men he pleased, but should | 
be confined to particular oflicers indicated in the ; 


law. Sir, lam in favor of an act repeating so 
much of the law of the last session as declares 
them ineligible, and undertakcs to say that the 
President shall fill vacancies by appointments in 
the regular line of promotion. 
do not see that wrong will be done to any one. 
I do not see that there will be any embarrassment 
if that be taken out of the wav. 


There would be no law against it on the statute- 
book, constitutional or unconstitutional; but his 
discretion would remain, avowedly by Congress, 
unfettered and untrameled. That is precisely 
the position in which it ought to stand. The 


executive power would then be left without en- ' 


croachment, and justice could be done to every 
ofiicer by the constitutional power of the Presi- 
dent, as well to those who have been dropped as 
to those who are upon the retired Hst; because he 


; would have the power of nominating those who 
: have been dropped to the places trom which they 
: have been dropped. 


There is one point upon which the honorable 
Senator from Virginia | Mr. Mason] made a ques- 
tion the other day—with regard to the validity 
of these temporary appointments. I do not in- 
tend to express an opinion upon that point, be- 
cause, in my judgment, it makes no difference in 
he result whether those appointments be valid 


or void; because the officers promoted have the | 
right to command in the places where they stand, | 


by virtue of their former commissions, if not by 
the commissions which they now hold. Isubmit 
to that honorable Senator whether a question Is 
net presented on that class of appointmen 


sented by a late distinguished gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Tazewell,) at the time when a 
decision of the Senate was had on the point, 


namely, that there must be a contingency in va- | 
I submit, . 
there is a question here, whether the new ollice : 


cation to fall within the Constitution. 


was created during the session of Congress, 


or whether it sprung into existence upon a con- : 
Ido: 
i; of, and ought to be satisfied ! 


ingency during the vacation of the Senate. 
not wish to go into that question, but E think it 
presents a point of doubt and diffeulty. It is 
competent for Congress, upon a contingency to 


If that is done, T | 


The power of : 
the President would then be undoubted to pro- ; 
mote any of these men, if he saw fit to do so. ! 


i complaint that I make in behalf of the individual 


whose memorial was intrusted to me, was that, 
whilst he was in the prompt, honorable, and 
efficient discharge of his duty, doing everything 
that an officer could do, or ought to do, or that 
the country had a right to ask of him, securing, 
as he fondly hoped, an honorable reputation to 
himself and those who were to come after him, 
he was unjustly stricken down, tried behind his 
back, disgraced, condemned, his property, rep- 
utation, and office taken away from him under 
color of law. 

That was my complaint. It was not that he 
had been honorably retired in his old age, and put 
into a comfortable place, and pensioned to live a 


pauper on the bounty of his country. He has 


not cven that poor consolation left tohim. “That 
is not his complaint. It is that he has been tried 
behind his back, and that he has been found in- 


‘competent for conduct which is blameworthy; 


‘and thus, in contravention of all the rights of a 
‘freeman, of all the rights of every citizen living 


| under a government of law, he has been deprive 


‘heads; they will get it from the people. 
i people are just—eminently so—and if the Senate 


of that which was dearer to him than life. That 


l is his complaint, and he comes here and asks for 


justice. You want to give him a syllogism in- 
stead of it; and you answer his complaint by 
suggesting that a great many old 
been very well taken care of. "That may be so, 
hut they do not think so—not even those old men 
imagine such a thing. - 
Sir, I say, that if there be a single case of that 
kind, if there be a case where a man has a right 
to make that complaint—and everybody has a 
right to make it until he has hada trial—the 
Senate is bound to hear him. I tell you, sir, it 
is acomplaint which cannot be made in this coun- 
try without being listened to. It will be listened 
to, and it will be heard; and if these gentlemen 
co not get redress here, they will get it over Your 
he 


will not hear the complaint of an officer situated 
like the one to whom I have referred, there is a 
tribunal that will hear him; and thatis the tribunal 
of public opinion, ever ready to listen to such a 
complaint as this. It is idle for the Senate to 
think they can stop it. These men demand jus- 
tice, and they will have it. Ido not make any 
threat. They may not get it here, though I rather 
think they wil—that is my private opinion—but 
if they do not get it here, they will have it from 
that tribunal which is ever ready to award justice 
to every man who deserves it—the public opinion 
of the country; and in that event, the only men 
who will be found to have suffered severely by 
the late act of Congress and the proceedings of 
this board will be the fifteen men who.undertook 
to execute it. They will be the only men upon 
whose garments the smell of fire will remain after 
they have all walked through the furnace together. 

Now, sir, how wide of the mark is it not to 
tell such a man that the law is constitutional or 
unconstitutional in relation to another class of 
officers, and that men have been well taken care 
The honorable 
Senator from Michigan said he was not going to 


| argue the merits of the law, but he seemed to me 


occur hereafter, to create an office; and if that‘ 


contingency occurs in vacatior, it isa question 


which has not yet becn passed upon by the | 


Senate or any department of the Government, 
whether an appombment can be made by the 


to come very near it. There is, however, one 


"striking view which I wish to present: why is it 


at 


: very d 


that you arc treating the Navy and the Army so 
ifferently? The Navy was at first a pet 


child of the old Federal party. lt rather went 


gentlemen have ` 
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the shade under Jefferson, but it finally came 
ith more than its pristine glory, and the day 
‘ un-boats. was succeeded by ocean steamers 
and steam-packets. The Navy stood higher in 
publi¢ estimation than it ever did, even in the days 
of the eld Federal party, . 
"7 The Jast Congress took the senior officer of 
the Army—a great deal older than some of the 
old pmen who have been retired from the Navy— 
they. took General Scottwand what did they do 
with him? I have no words but those of kind- 
ness and respect to use towards that officer; but I 
say they took. General Scott and searched the 
legislation of the country from the beginning of 
the Government. down to the present time, and 
they.did not find scope enough within all the acts 
ever passed to do him honor; but an extraordinary 
act. was passed to do extraordinary honor to the 
oldest officer in the American Army; I believe 
the people were satisfied with it. I believe they 
said it was well; I believe they said he had won 
the honor bravely and honorably, and there was 
nobody disposed to find fault- with it. But, sir, 
when. we were: heaping such honors on the head 
of! the Army, how were you serving the senior 
officer. of the American “Navy—old Commodore 
Stewart? He had fought every foe whom he had 
ever been called upon to meet, and one which he 
had: not’ been called upon to meet, but which 
came unawares on him, and that was the palsy; 
but: “Old Ironsides”? shook that off. The palsy 
could not, lay him low; but that which old age, 
and time, me palsy could not do, his own Gov- 
ernment have done. They have disgraced the 
old Yanan. He looks upon it as a disgrace, and the 
country looks upon it so, and his own State looks 
upon it so; though the Senator from Michigan 
probably says he is not disgraced. 

Iremember that when Mr. John Y. Mason was 
Secretary of the Navy, he told me that a com- 
modore in the Navy had said to him, that the 
severest disgrace he had ever known to. be put 
upon a sailor—that which the sailor took as the 
severest disgrace—was when he was dressed in 
‘woman’s clothes, and told that he was not fit to 
‘bo aman. He said that if he was not fit to be 
a man, he was not fit to live, and he jumped over- 
-board and drowned himself. Well, sir, the hon- 

+ orable Senator from Michigan and the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut—both able, profound, 
and learned lawyers—do not know, from the read- 
ing of this law, whether Commodore Stewart is 
an officer of the Navy or not. He is put into the 
condition that that sailor was with petticoats on. 

Laughter.} It isdoubtful whether he is a sailor 

in the line or not. The very fact that sucha 

question as that can be raised upon him, is a dis- 
race. : 

Mr. TOUCEY. Ihope the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire will not say that I do not 
know where he 1s. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator does know. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I know he is in the Navy 
with a commission; that he has not been put out 
of it, and is not likely to be put out. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to hear that, and I 
should like to inquire if the honorable Scnator 
from Michigan knows the same thing ? 

Mr. STUART. I willinform the Senate when 
‘the Senator from New Hampshire is through. 

‘Mr. HALE. Well, sir, that is the way I un- 
derstood them. I understood that the views 
which those gentlemen presented were very dif- 
ferent; and I say the very fact that such a ques- 
tion can be raised is a disgrace. The very fact 
that itis doubtful whether old Commodore Stew- 
artis inthe Navy, and in the line of the Navy, or 
not, isa disgrace. But, sir, I do not wish to be 
led off into such a discussion now. The ques- 
tion before us is on the resolution of the honor- 
able Senator from Tennessee. We want the 
facts which it will disclose; we want the record; 
we want to know how the board began and how 
they progressed; we want their report. When 
we get that, we shall be able to discuss this mat- 
ter understandingly. 

I shall say no more at present, simply because 
Ido not want to discuss the merits of this law 
now. .I rose merely to answer the suggestions 
of the Senator from Michigan, because I thought 
he misapprehended it. When we gct the record 
and find what are the facts, we shall, as has been 
suggested, know where we are and how to pro- 
cced: CI do not intend, however, to be led off 


from the position which I take, which is, that men 
have suffered injustice; that they have been tried 
behind their backs, deprived of their commissions, 
of their reputation, and of their property in their 
commissions and reputation, without a hearing. 
To that redress, which I believe the Senate is 
| amply competent to give, I wish to come in the 
way indicated by the Senator from Tennessce, 
which is by the passage of this resolution. . 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the further con- 
i sideration of this subject be postponed until to- 
morrow at one o’clock. My object in making 
that motion is, that the Senate may have the 
| message read which has been sent in by the 
President of the United States. I understand | 
that message is on the subject of our difficulties | 
in the Territory of Kansas, and that it contains | 
| some very important documents. 
| Mr. STUART. I do not wish to delay the | 
-action of the Senate; but I desire to say that the 
difficulty which has met the Senator from Loui- 
siana, from the commencementof this discussion 
down to the present time, seems now to be forced | 
also upon me. Gentlemen are discussing this 
question like forked lightning. Here is the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, who rises and says 
| that he has ascertained a case of injustice, and he 
insists that the injustice shall be relieved, come 
what may, and that it will be relieved. He says 
that if the Senate does not hear it and relieve it, 
the people will do soover our heads. On the other } 
‘hand, the honorable Senator -from Connecticut 
says—says rightly and truly—that, under the 
Constitution, the President has the fullest power 
over every such question of injury and injustice, 
to relieve it; and he adds—and adds with equal 
| truth—that he is the only authority under this 
Government which has that power. He can do it; 
he should doit. Itisthe act of the President which 
| has’put the individual in the position of which the 
Senator from New Hampshire complains; itis not 
jour act. It was not in the power of Congress or 
of the law to do it; but it was in the power of the 
President of the United States, under the Consti- 
tution and the law, to do it; and he has done it. 
Now, if injustice has been done, it is equally and 
'elearly within his power to remedy the injustice; 
and that is the upshot of this whole inquiry. : 
When you have done all you can, the Senate and | 
the House of Representatives are powerless for 
i relief. "he President’s prerogative is ample; he 
‘ean do it all; and the wisdom of the Constitution 
l of the United States is verified in this very case. 
‘The executive department of this Government 
i possesses the means of inquiry and knowledge 
| which neither the Senate nor the House of Rep- 
| resentatives possesses. 
| Now, sir, I have a word to say in respect to 
| the reply made to me by the honorable Senator 
| from Connecticut, Senators, no less than law- 
| 
t 
| 


yers, should discuss a legal question not only 
fully but fairly. There can be no room for mis- | 
understanding between that Senator and mysclf | 


i the constitutional and legal sense, these men were | 
| not officers inthe Navy; I say so now. Isaid it | 
| was not precisely correct to call them officers or 
‘to calf them not officers; that their precise posi- | 
‘tion was that assigned to them by the President | 
k under the law,—men retired from the Navy, sub- | 
i ject to be called into service if he chooses, and 
‘receiving compensation. 
| ff the theory which was referred to by the: 
‘Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason} be true at 
‘all, the retired officers are the men who hold the 
i: new places of which he spoke—the new offices, | 
iif you please to call them so. [think not. I! 
i think itis a new position given to them, in virtue | 
: of the law, by the power of the President. We | 
: cannot misunderstand each other on this posi- | 
| 
H 
i 


} 


-tion. Unless a law creating an ofice declares | 
‘that when the incumbent dics or resigns the of- | 
i fice shall expire, that oflice exists. Well, sir, 

i this law, which was passed at the last session, | 
‘has not made any such declaration. It has not 
| declared that the office to which an individual 
i shall be promoted shall cease when he ceases to 
[hold it. It has not declared that the position held į 
| by retired offigers shall cease when they cease to 
| hold it. Therefore it was that I reasoned, from 
| the body of the law itself, that its construction | 
| (which construction is irresistible) is, that the | 
| position of those retired is no office; that they | 
lare taken out of the office which they held | 


H 
| 
j 


| in respect to our views. [ submitted that, within |; 


| 
| 


| 
t 


| 


| 


before, but that it remains an office, and is filled by 
a new appointment; and that the position which 
they. now hold is not an office, because when they 
cease to occupy it the place ceases to exist, with- 
out any declaration of the law on the subject. I 
said it was more nearly allied to a pension list 
than to anything else; but was only. correctly 
described by using the language of the statute 
itself. 

I stated that I agreed with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut in respect to the power of 
the Executive; and yet he will find that all who 
have gone before us have not agreed on that 
point. Hie will find, that when forces were raised 
to go to Mexico, the President was limited in the 
appointment of field officers to officers of a certain 
rank. I was not in Congress at the time. I 
thought it was unconstitutional; but it was said 
not to be so by those of whom I inquired. I 
confess that is the inclination of my mind now; 
but if the honorable Senator be correct, as I think 
he is on that point, there is no necessity for re- 
pealing that provision of the law. „Itis null by 
force of the Constitution itself; to repeal it would 
make it no more so. The repeal might, perhaps, 
relieve the President from some embarrassment, 
but it could have no force or effect as a law. 
Then, sir, I agree with the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut, as I have from the outset, that 
the whole remedy, if any case of injustice or in- 
jury exists, is with the executive department, 
and that remedy is ample for every case. 

Sir, the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in the close of his remarks, seems to have 
discovered something which, in his opinion, is 
new. fle says he is exceedingly anxious to 
come to a vote on this resolution, and get at the 
facts for which it inquires. I have sat here for 
weeks and have not said a word, being solicitous 
to come to that vote; and [ have heard that hon- 
orable Senator not less than three or four times, 
in the most eloquent strains, complaining of an 
individual case. { have been ready at all timcs— 
and I say to the honorable Senator that I am 
ready now, and if the Senate should postpone 
this question until to-morrow morning, } shall 
be ready then—to vote for the most ample in- 
quiry. I iknow there is a force at work which 
the Senator from New Hampshire sees, and 
which inspires him with the belief that the Senate 
is going to sweep this law out of existence; and 
he looks for the glorious day which he imagines 
is coming about, when justice will be done to all 
and injustice to none; but T apprehend all that 
will vanish when those gentlemen who have been 
busying themselves in simply making complaints 
shall be called upon to vote in favor of a particu- 
lar measure of relief, I think they will then be 
greatly divided in sentiment as. to the mode of 
operation. But I am anxious to see that day 
come. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not fully 
appreciate the importance of the suggestion of 
my friend from Califggnia, {Mr. Weirer;} but I 
shall not interpose any obstacle to its accomplish- 
mont. If there is any other Senator who desires 
to be heard on this resolution, there would be a 
manifest propriety in postponing it until to-mor- 
row; but, if no other gentleman wishes to be 
heard uponit, had we not better dispose of it now? 
It will take but afew minutes. If any gentleman 


i desires to be heard, I am willing that it shall go 


over until to-morrow; if not, I suggest that we 
had better take the vote now. ° 
Mr. WELLER. If there is to be no further 
hiseussion, I, of course, will withdraw my mo- 
tion. My only object was to dispose of this 
question, in order that we might proceed to the 
reading of the President’s message, which I con- 
sider to be one of vast importance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave no desire to make 


e its call for information to those officers whe 
make complaints to the Senate? To that I sup- 
pose there will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In reply to the 
Senator from Maine, I will state that I intend to 
propose that amendment. You will remember, 
Mr. President, that on Thursday, during the dis- 
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cussion on this subject, a question arose between 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] the Sen- 
ator from Florida, [Mr. Maxiory,] and myself, 
as to a correspondence which I assumed had taken 
place between a member of the naval board and 
an officer. Inthe remarks made by the Senator 
from Florida, some injustice might secm to have 
been done to the parties concerned. I am sure 
that it was not his intention to do them any in- 
justice; but those gentlemen, or at least one of 
them, felt that his remarks were susceptible of 
misconstruction, producing injustice to them. 
They have furnished me with a copy of that cor- 
respondence, which is very brief, and I would, 
therefore, ask the Senate to have it read. I will 
then suggest the amendment which the honorable 
Senator from Maine proposes. I ask for the 
reading of the letter from Captain Du Pont to 
Lieutenant Rhind, and his response. It is an act 
of justice to them and to the Senator from Florida 
also. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Wasure'ron, July 18, 1855. 
Dear Sir: Reports derogatory to the character of the 
officer who took the cutter Ewing out to Calitomia, have 
been circulated. [tis due to this officer, now absent, if un- 
true, that they should be contradieted. TE founded in facts, 
it is equally due to the service that they should be known 
in a tangible form. It has been stated that he traded along 
the western co: in some cases smuggling the goods on 
shore. On addressing myself to Licutenant James H. 
Moore, he referred me to you as having been the e) 
oflicer of the Ewiug at the time alluded to, Any inform- 
ation you may have, calculated to relieve the officer, or do 
justice to the serviec, T will drank you to forward to me at 
your earliest convenience 

Ewn, dear sir, very respectfully yours, 
S. F. DU PONT. 

Lieutenant A. C. Raxo, United States Navy. 


STATEN [scanp, July 22, 1855. 
Dear Sin: [have received your note of the 18th. The 
officer who commanded the cutter Ewing oy her voyage to 
California, Lieutenant W. A. Bartlett, had some ati 
trade, the namre or extent of which E did not take the 
trouble to inform myself, It seemed to me to be rather a 
matter of taste. This not to my knowledge tue that the 
vessel or any person on board of her, was at any time made 
use of for the purposes mentioned iu your note 
Respectfully, your obedien it. 
A. ©. RILIND. 


Commander S. F. Du PONT. 


Mr. JONES, or Tennessee. I alluded, in the 
remarks which I addressed on Thursday to the 
Senator from Florida, to a subsequent interview 
between Lieutenant Rhind and Captaint Du Pont. 


T have that statement drawn up, and I ask thatit’ 


may be read, and then I shall have done with the 
question. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I submit to 
the Senate whether Captain Du Pont is upon trial, 
and whether it is pertinent to any issue before the 
Senate, or to any question upon which we are 
called to act, to read the correspondence be- 
tween Captain Du Pout and Mr. Rhind? {have 
no objection whatever to the correspondence 
being published; but I submit, whether it is just 
to present here and have road a correspondence 
between two parties, neither of whom is on trial, 
and one of whom is not here to answer? What 
the statement is I do not know. Surely, it is not 
pertinent to any issue before us. If the Senate 
desire that it shall be read, I shall not make ob- 
jection. I submit the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. DoT understand 
the Senator from Florida to object to the reading è 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
read, of course. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I think it my duty to ob- 
ject. Itis very wrong, it seems to me, that any- 
thing of this kind should be read in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
the Chair will submit to the Scnate the question, 
whether the paper shall be read ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I regret exceed- 
ingly that my fricnd from Louisiana objects to 
the reading of this paper, upon the ground that it 
is not pertinent. Fit be not pertinent to read the 
statement of a fact which was introduced in de- 
bate here, [am ata loss to know what is perti- 
nent. The interrogatory was propounded by the 
Senator from Virginia, whether £ member of the 
board had at any time gone out im quest of in- 
formation to establish charges, or to vindicate 
from charges which had been preferred against 
any officer. 
from Florida if he knew of any such fact. He 


itive | 


irs of | 


Then it will be | 


He asked the honorable Senator | 


stated that he did not. I then called his attention 

| to this correspondence, and asked him if he had | 

not seen such a correspondence as has been read 

at your desk. He said he had seen it, but had 

not given it that attention which it might demand, | 
| 
l 
| 


| and could not speak of it definitively. I stated, 
in the same debate, that such a correspondence 
did exist; and that, subsequently to it, Licutenant | 
Rhind met Captain Du Pont a few days after- 
wards, and in the interview with him he asked, 
“ Did you receive my letter??? “I did,” was the 
answer, ‘but it came too late; we had disposed 
| of Bartlett’s case before we got your letter.” 
Now, is it not due to justice, is it not due to 
fairness and to every principle which can animate 
the heart of man, that the facts shall be known? 
Bartlett and Rhind have both been sacrificed by 
this board, and they come here, to the American | 
Senate, and ask to be heard. They ask that they 
may have an opportunity to vindicate their char- 
acters from the aspersions which have been heaped 
on them; and they come in the ouly form in which 


ciple of fairness, that the conversation which 
occurred between this officer and another officer 
ofthe Government should be brought here. I can 
see no single ground of .objection to it, if gentle- 
nien desire the whole facts to go to the country. 
There is the correspondence. If it be untrue, let 
Captain Du Pont come forward and free himself 
from the aspersion made by that interview. I 
submit the question to the justice of the Senate. 
Mr. MALLORY. This is a question which 
ought to be stripped of everything like feeling. 


they are permitted to come—by remonstrance and | 
petition. It seems to me, according to every prin- | 


. AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. 

- The PRESIDENT- pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message, in answer to a resolution of the: 
Senate of the 4th instant, transmitting.a report 
from the Sceretary of State, with the documents, 
accompanying it. The Secretary. of State,.in his, 
report, lays before the President copies of the. 
laws and journals of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Kansas, and also copies of, 
exccutive proceedings and correspondence. of the. 
Governors of the Territory; and, in addition, a 
copy of two letters addressed by J. H. Lane and. 
C. Robinson to the President, and a letter of the 
Secretary of War to Colonels Sumner and Cook, 
and a letter of the State Department to Governor. 
Shannon. The journals of the proceedings of 
the Legislative Assembly wete received at. the 
State Department; but a printed copy of the ter-. 
ritorial laws was not received, in the ordinary 
course, from the Secretary of the Territory, but 
was furnished by the public printer of the Terri- 
tory, now in Washington city. i 

The Secretary commenced to read the. docu- 
ments accompanying the message. ` 
Mr. STUART. Ít scems to me to be hardly 
necessary to spend the remainder of the day in 
reading these documents. They were called 
forth by a resolution which originated with the 

Committee on Territories. The message is a 
response to that resolution, and it stems to me to 
be more proper—at lenst it would save a great 
deal of time—to refer all the documents at once to. 
that committee, and order them to be printed... I 
submit that motion. i 

Mr. TOUCEY. There is a part of the com- 


| It is one in which the dignity of the Senate is | 
| somewhat concerned. 'Thisis a proposition made | 
by the honorable Senator from Tennessee for the 
reading of a statement, as he calis it—a letter and 
statement addressed, probably, to himself by al 
former licutenant of the Navy, Lieutenant Rhind, 
who has been dropped in consequence of the 
action of the board, giving the construction which | 
he has placed on the conduct and language of a} 
member of the naval board. Now, sir, if we 
adopt the construction put upon the language | 
of Captain Du Pont by Lieutenant Rhind, where | 
‘is this thing to end? Whose construction and 
| whose language are we to recite next? This 
very question 18 before your committee, and these 
very letters, or copies of them, are in my posses- 
sion, and they have formed a portion of the com- 
mittce’sinvestigation. Ihave no objection, there- 
fore, to publicity, because I was disposed to 
embody it in the report. If the Senate chooses 
to go into that investigation, be it so. Captain 
Du Pont stands intact; but I defy, as I did a few 
days ago, the mest searching investigation into 
every letter, word, or transaction while he wasa 
member of that board. It is not, therefore, to 
hield him, or any member of the board, that I 
| make any objection, but there must be a limit. 
: Now, Mr. President, to show to the Senate 
| how little claim this transaction has to the indul- 
, gence of the Senate on account of anything which 
| took place in the debate here between myself and | 
i! the Senator from Tennessee, I will remark that I 
! | 
i 
H 
t 
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ae 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
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| do not see that Lalluded, in any particular, to the | 
course of Lieutenant Rhind, or that anything 
| which he did, or did not do, was called in ques- 
j tion. Iwill read the report of the remarks which 
| 


I then made— 

Mr. WELLER. Will the honorable Senator 
consent to postpone his remarks? | 
L Mr. MALLORY. Iam willing that the sub- | 
jeet shall be postponed. f 

Mr. WELLER. As it will be impossible, I | 
; Suppose, to obtain a vote on the question to-day, | 
|: I hope it will be postponed until to-morrow, and | 


: have before urged—the reading of the message in | 
| relation to Kansas. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
į postponed until to-morrow, and made the special 
| order for one o’clock. 


i 


i that we shall proceed to the business which I |} 


munication which I have looked over since it has 
been in the Senate which I wish to have read. 
It is the part which relates to the recent difficul- 
tics in the Territory. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 wish to hear the 
whole message and documents. 

Mr. WADE, and others. Let all be read. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose all might.be read 
except the territorial laws. Ido not think it is 
necessary that they should be read. 

Mr. STUART. There seems to be a disposi- 
tion among Senators to hear all the documents 
read, and therefore 1 withdraw my objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter of 
Governor Reeder to Mr. Marcy, of June 26, 
1855, answering the charges which had been 
made against him. A 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The letter which the 
Secretary is reading was, I believe, published to 
the world, and printed in the newspapers, four 
months ago; and I think, therefore, it is not ne- 
cessary to take up our time now by reading it. 

By general consent the reading of the letter was 
dispensed with, and the Secretary proceeded to 
read the remainder of the documents, which re- 
late principally to the récent transactions in the 
Territory. A letter from Governor Shannon, 
dated December 11, 1855, gives a history of the 
late difficulties in the Territory, and calls upon 
the President for power to order out the military 
stationed at Fort Leavenworth for the preserva- 
tion of law and orderin Kansas. This letter was 
accompanied by dispatches to and from Colonel 
i Sumner, commandant of that fort. 

The PRESIDENT. The dispatches will not 
be read unless desired. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let them all be read. 

The Secretary continucd and concluded the 
reading of the documents. They containaffidavits 
of inhabitants of Kansas, in reference to a resist- 
ance to the service of process which led to the 
recent outbreaks, and other information laid before 
the President by Governor Shannon. Among them 
are two letters from “J. H. Lane, chairman of 
the Executive Committee of Kansas Territory,’’ 
and «*C. Robinson, chairman of the Committee of 
Safety,” dated respectively January 21 and Jan- 


| uary 23, 1856, representing that they feared an 


invasion of the Territory, and calling on the Pres- 
ident for aid. . . 
The message isaccompanied by the recent proc- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Wiiiram Cutzom, their Clerk, announced 
that they had passed Senate bill (No. 57) to 


performance of certain clerical duties, and also! 
Scnate bill GNo. 72) authorizing the issue of a 


| register to the bark Monmouth. 


relieve the Commissioner of Pensions from the jj 


lamation of the President, and by an order of the 
War Department to Colonel Sumner, command- 
ing at Fort Leavenworth, and brevet Colonel 
Cook, commanding at Fort Riley, to hold their 
troops in readiness to be called out on the requisi- 
tion of the Governor of Kansas, to repel insur- 
rection or invasion, or to put down organized 
Í attempts to resist the execution of the laws; but 


THE CONGRESSIONAL’ GLOBE. 


= 


ae . i 
they: are admonished to use great caution, and to! 
use moral force only, unlessharsh measures should 
bécome impératively necessary. 

"Mr: DOUGLAS. I move that the message 
and accompanying documents be referred to the 
Conimittee on Territories, and be ordered to be į 
printed. EE i 

Mi.. WELLER. I desire to make a motion 
for printing ‘an. extra number of copies of ‘this 
message, as'it is a question in regard to which 
the people have been very much excited, and in 
which, doubtless, they feel a great deal of inter- 
eat. I move that, ten thousand extra copies be 
printed for the use of the Senate. That motion, 
under ‘our rules, will, I presume, be referred to 
the. Committee on Printing. i 

Mr. YULEE. I suppose the Senator in his || 
jmotion does not include the laws of Kansas, a `| 
grinted copy of which is communicated by the ; 


February 18, 


was elected. At that time, there were charges of 
fraud and violence on both sides; but no one pos- 
sessed of ordinary intelligence could fail to in- 
quire why, if they be true, were not proceedings 
instituted in the Territory to discover that fraud 
and violence? Where were the exccutive officers, 
that there was no interference to prevent it? 


no attempt, on their part, to prevent the fraud 
and violence? Where were the peaccable citizens, 
that no one interfered, by way of complaint or 
otherwise, so far as we have any knowledge, to 
call on the authorities to execute the law and to 


| punish for any infraction of law? 


More than that, sir: there is, in the other end 
of the Capitol, a tribunal which has the ultimate 
decision of all questions of that kind—a tribunal 
which goes behind forms and penetrates substance. 
When the Delegate was returned, was there any 


resident. 
Mr. WELLER. My motion does not include | 


į 
the printed laws or the printed journals of the ; 
Legislative Assembly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rusk in 
the chait.) © Motions to print extra copies of 
messages from the ‘President are expressly ex- | 
empied from the operation of the rule requiring 
motions to print'extra numbers of documents to 
be: referred to the Committee on Printing. If; 
there be no objection, the motion which was | 
made for referring the message and documents to | 
the Committee on Territories, and printing the 
usual‘number, will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I except from my motion 
the volume of printed Jaws and journals. I de- 
gire, however, to have the executive journals 


1 
| 


printed. | 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on printing ten thousand extra copies of the | 
message and documents, 

Mr. TOUCEY. Myr. President. I desire to 
say a few words before this subject passes from 
the Senate. I do not see how it was possible for | 
the President of the United States to take any | 
other course than that which he has adopted, as 
stated in the papers now on the table, without 
an-utter abandonment of his constitutional duty. 
There is but one government in the Territory of 
Kansas—a government organized in pursuance 
ofan act of Congress. There is a legislative de- 
partment to prescribe the laws; there is a judicial 
department to adjudicate them; there is an exce- 
utive department, with ministerial officers at its || 
command, to execute those laws. There is no jj 
other government in Kansas, There is no ques- 
tion. between a government de factoand a govern- | 
mentide jire. 

There must necessarily be in every community | 
a government. No large number of men can | 
exist together in society without a government. 
There is always either a government de jure, or 
a government de facto, or n government answer- 
ing to both descriptions. There is in this case 
but one government. ‘There is no pretense in 
Kansas Territory of the exercise of legislative 

ower hitherto, by any other government. There | 
Fas been no pretense of the exercise of judicial | 
power by any other judicial department than that : 
of the territorial government instituted under |j 
the act of Congress; nor has there been an in- | 
stance of the execution of any process from } 
anything purporting to be a court, save only the ; 
process issued under the territorial government į 
that exists. That being so, the proposition is in- /| 
disputable, that in that Territory there is but a į 
single government, and that is the government į 
de jure and the government de facto of thè Terri- 
tory. This being so, it is impossible that any 
Chief Magistrate, unless he proves false to the 
obligation which he has taken upon him in the 


| 
| 
j 


i 
| 
j 
f 


oath of office, can do otherwise than uphold the į 
Constitution of the country, and the laws which ; 


have been passed in pursuance of it. i 

Sir; the firat difficulties which arose in Kansas | 
were at the election of the first Delegate, in No- 
vember, 1854, when the present Delegate [Mr. 
WhuitFizLp] was elected, and returned to th 
House of Representatives. At that time, if I 
recollect the dates, in November, 1854, the Gov-! 
ernor issued a proclamation, in which he em-! 
braced a list of the places where elections should | 
take place, a list of the election judges, and a list || 
of the election districts; and, at an election held | 
in pursuance of that proclamation, the Delegate ii 


| 
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! attempt phere to investigate the validity of his 


election? None. Did any member rise in his 
lace and move a reference of the question to the 


; Committee of Elections? None, according to 


ii my memory. Was there a witness called? Has 


i there been anything but vague denunciation, 
; without proof and without facts? The Delegate 
was permitted by the House of Representatives 
| to take his seat. He took his seat; and thus 
ended any question in regard to that election. 

Now, {I ask, will not intelligent men everywhere 
put the question, how is it? Will they not come 
to the conclusion that there must have been 
| somewhere a disposition to misrepresent, or, at 
least, an effort to mislead the public mind, on the 
one hand, or else that there was a total dereliction 
of duty on the part of those functionaries of the 
Government who were called upon to see that 
no frauds and no violence should be permitted to 
triumph in that election? 

Well, sir, the affairs of the Territory passed on 
until the election of members of the Legislature. 
+ Again, the people passed upon the election of 

members, and the members were returned, and 
again there were charges of fraud and violence. 
There may have been fraud and violence, foraught 
l know. l do not undertake to say that there 
was not; but I beg leave to ask some questions. 
If there was, where again, were the officers of the 
law? Where, again, were the judges of the clec- 
‘tions? Where were the executive officers? Where 
was the Governor of the ‘Territory, who was cx- 


| pressly authorized to pass on such questions, and 


to withhold from any person who was not duly 
elected a certificate of election? The Governor 
did act, and he granted certificates of election to 
nearly or quite two thirds of the members of the 
Legislature—certainly toa most decisive majority. 
The others he set aside and ordered clections in 


not aware of any charges of fraud or violence in 
those elections. There may have been, but I have 
heard of none and I know of none. 

Shortly afterwards the Legislature assembled. 
| Í apprehend there will be no diversity of opinion 
on the point that cach House had a right to de- 
cide on the election of its own members. Perhaps 
they decided wrong. Every legislative body may 
decide wrong on a question of that. kind; but it is 
the tribunal in the last resort, and the decision is 
final and irrevocable. 

What right, upon this state of facts, had the 
President of the United States to interfere? Had 
he any right to inquire into the validity of elec- 
tions? No more than he would have had in 
regard to an election in Baltimore, or Boston, or 
New Orleans. He had no power. He omitted 
the performance of no duty, because he had no 
ower and no right to make inquiry in order to 
nterfere in the elections. 

Again, if there was fraud or violence, why has 
it not been, in some mode known to the law and 
known to the Constitution, investigated and re- 
lieved? Why has there not been an attempt 


way, to investigate that fraud or violence? There 
has been none. I trust we live under a Govern- 
ment of law. All these questions are questions 
to be decided by the Constitution and laws of the 
country. Up to this time, I ask, has there been 
anything which would justify an interposition by 
the Federal Executive. I ask honorable Senators 
if there has been any state of facts that would 
justify, or authorize, or permit an interference by 
the Federal. Executive? Honorable Senators are 


Where were the election judges, that there was 


their stead. Those elections took place, and Iam | 


made somewhere, in a court of justice or in any } 


called upon, on this state of facts, to say when 
and where such interference was required. Vague 
denunciation will not do in a grave matter of this 
kind. I undertake to express the opinion, for 
one, as an humble member of this body, that we 
have no intelligence of any fact or of any state 
of things that would justify an interference with 
military power by the President with the troubles 
of Kansas, down to the period of which I am 
speaking. 

Well, sir, I perceive, by the documents which 
have been read, that on the Ist of December last 
| there was a communication made by Governor 
Shannon to the President, informing him of a 
state of things which did call on him to interfere; 
and on the 3d or 4th of December the President 
answered by telegraph, to the effect that he would 
exert the whole power of the country, as far as 
it was in his hands, to uphold the Constitution 
and the laws, and that as soon as the letter referred 
to in the telegraphic dispatch from Governor 
Shannon should reach him, proper orders would 
be issued. These events, however, had hardly 
transpired before the wires of the telegraph 
brought to us the intelligence, which was pub- 
lished everywhere, that the difficulties in Kansas 
were terminated; that quiet was restored; that 
the militia had returned to their homes, and 
that the difficulties were ended. Thus it rested 
until an event took place which I think the hon- 
onorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wir- 
son] hardly expected to call out by his resolution. 
I refer to the fact that the chairman of the exec- 
utive committee of the Territory, and the chair- 
man of the committee of safety, as they call 
themselves—one of them, if I remember aright, 
the president of the spurious and unauthorized 
convention lately held there, and the other the 
supposed Governor elect under an unauthorized 
movement of a party in Kansas—appealed to the 
President, and called on him to discharge his 
duty. They appealed to him to issue an order for 
calling out the troops. They called on him to 
excreise his power as Chief Magistrate, by call- 
ing the troops of the United States into the field, 
for the purpose of upholding the Constitution 
and the laws, in order to protect them against 
illegal and unauthorized violence. I do not quote 
the language of the letter—I give its substance; 
it is among the documents. T'wo days after the 
date of that Ietter, which was the 21st of Janu- 
ary—if I took the date aright—these two gentle- 
men, on the 23d of the same month, called on the 
| President to issue his proclamation, and demand- 
ed that he should issuc his proclamation. 

Well, sir, the President has issued his proc- 
lamation, and he has issued his orders to call out 
the troops, when necessary, to support the Con- 
stitution and the laws. Now, the peculiar friends 
of those two gentlemen who were the immediate 
authors of the movement, who demanded it, who 
communicated information to the President call- 
ing for it—the peculiar friends of those gentlemen 
throughout the country are loud, and clamorous, 
and profase in their denunciations of the act. T 
belicve they did not suppose the President would 
i do what he has said in the proclamation which 
he has issued to the public that he will do; but if 
they doubted that, they have now before them the 
orders of the War Department, and the instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of State; and I think they 
: will be satisfied that itis the intention of the Pres- 
ident to put an end to the troubles of Kansas by 
: restoring there in full vigor the reign of the laws. 

I am apprehensive, Mr. President, that there 
are those in the country who are not very desir- 
ous, at this particular time, that that event should 
take place; it would put an end to their vocation; 
but let them be assured that if there is any power 
in this country capable of sustaining the reign of 
; law in the Territory of Kansas, it will be exerted 
for that purpose, no matter who may be affected 
by it. The duty of the President will be fully 
performed, to uphold the execution of the law as 
the Constitution and the acts of Congress require. 

Sir, I have thought it due from me, with the 
views which I entertain on this subject, to say 
thus much on this occasion. Whatever may be 
the opinions of others, nothing will divert me 
from pursuing the line pointed out by myself,*of 
upholding on this, as on all other oecasions, the 
Constitution of my country and the laws which 
| have been passed in pursuance of it. 


i Mr. WILSON addressed the Senate upon the 


1856. 
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concluded his remarks, he gave way to Mr. Hars, 
on whose motion the Senate adjourned, [His 
remarks will be found in the Appendix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 18, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Mr. Purxps. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
BUSINESS IN ORDER. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the order of the House relating to the election 
of Chaplain. 


REFERENCE OF KANSAS MESSAGE. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I notice, from the reading of the Journal, 
that the motion which I made on Thursday to 
reconsider and Jay upon the table the reference 
of the President’s Kansas message to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, is 

left as a pending question. On the evening of į 

that day, before the adjournment, } withdrew the | 

motion which I had made; but as it is competent 
for me to withdraw it to-day, I will not ask for 

a correction of the Journal, but merely ask leave 

to withdraw the motion. 

There being no objection, the motion in ques- 
tion was withdrawn. 

. CLERK FOR COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 
Mr. NICHOLS was recognized by the Chair. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. “I rise to a 

question of privilege. 

Mr. NICHOLS. And I to report from a privi- 
leged committee. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I am instructed by the 

Cómmittee on Elections to report the following 


Prayer 


- 


resolution, I" 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read 
for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be author- 
ized to employ a clerk at the usual compensation. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
that is not a privileged question. 


REPORT ON THE FINANCES. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to present the following report: 

The Committee on Printing on the part of the House, to 
whom it was referred to inguire into the expediency of 
printing extra copies of the annual report of the Seeretary 
of the T ry on the state of the finances, report the fol- 
lowing r ution : 

Resolved, That fifteen thousand extra copies of the an- | 
nual report of the Sceretary of the Treasury on the state of 
the finances be printed, for the use of the members of the | 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. Before the ques- 
tion be put on the adoption of that resolution, I 
desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Ohio. The law, I understand, requires that all 
of these documents, of a certain number of pages, 
shall be bound. I would inquire of the gentleman 
how that binding isexecuted? I do not now ex- 
actly recollect the provisions of the law, whether 
the binding goes with the printing, or is done by 
a separate contract. The cost of binding, per- 
haps, is of cqual importance and magnitude, irt 
amount, almost with the printing itself- 

Mr. NICHOLS. I would inform the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that the binding is a subject 
of separate action. Itforms a subject for distinct 
and separate contract. It has nothing to do with 
the printing. So far as the binding of mere ex- 
ecutive documents is concerned, those which are | 
bound in octavo form are bound under a law of 
this House, authorizing the committee to con- 
tract for it within their discretion, the cost not to 
exceed twelve and a half cents per copy. So far | 
asany other specics of binding is concerned, it is 
regulated by the order of the House at the par- 
ticular time it isordered It has been the custom, 
heretofore, to authorize the committee, by the 
same resolution as orders the printing, to con- 
tract for and direct the style of binding. That is 
the statement so far as the binding is concerned. 
Has the gentleman any other 


Is that a privileged 


inquiry to make? 4 


was the number of copies of this report ordered 
last year—ten or fifteen thousand ? 

Mr. NICHOLS. - The number that was or- 
dered during both sessions of last Congress of the 
finance report was fifteen thousand. 

Mr. HAVEN. Each session ? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Each session. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I hope the resolution 
will pass. 

Mr. NICHOLS. The number of copics of the 
annual message of the President and accompa- 
nying documents ordered was twenty thousand. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move an amendment to 
the resolution, in the shape of another resolution. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to let out to the lowest responsible bidder, who is a practi- 


cal bookbinder, after reasonable notice, the binding of the 
House of Representatives for the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I am opposed to that amend- 
| ment. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia changes the order of the House in regard 
to this matter, and is, therefore, not in order asan 
amendment, 

Mr. LETCHER. Isit notin order in relation 
to the printing and binding? That isa proposi- 
tion in relation to the means of binding. It strikes 
me that it is directly germane to the matter in 
i hand. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio relates only to the printing. 

Mr. LETCHER. I know that; but these books 
after they are printed have got to be bound. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I make the point of order on 
the gentleman. The binding is a subject regu- 
lated by law. Now, I submit that the gentleman 
| cannot, by a simple amendment to a resolution 
to print, change an existing law. 

he SPEAKER, The opinion of the Chair is 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolu- 
tion as an amendment: 

Resolved, That one thousand extra copies of the Report 
of the Superintendent of the Government Hospital for the 
Insane be printed for the use of the superintendent. 

The SPEAKER. That resolution has no rela- 
tion to the one pending before the House, and 
therefore is not in order. 

The question was then taken on the resolution 
reported by Mr. Nicuors, and it was adopted. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following resolu- 
tion; and on it I call for the previous question: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives twenty thousand copies 
of the President’s message and accompanying documents, 

The previous question was scconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

SURVEY OF THE COAST. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I am also directed by the 
Committee on Printing to offer the following res- 
olution; and on it I call for the previous question: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the 
Seeretary of the Treasury, communicating the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1855—in 
addition to the usual number—be printed ; six thousand for 
the use of the House, and the remainder for distribution 
by the Coast Survey office; and that the same be printed 
and bound with the plates, in quarto form, and that the 
plates be printed under the direction of the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey. 

Mr. LETCHER. Lhope theprevious question 
will not be ordered. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to state, for the information of the House, that 
this resolution is a precise copy of the resolution 
that passed this body at both sessions of each of 
the two last Congresses, without variation, with- 
out change in any respect. This is the precise 
number that has been ordered. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire to ask of the 
gentleman who has charge of this subject, whether 
we cannot print and furnish a larger number of 
the charts accompanying this report, and a less 
number of the book? 
tial that the House should have these charts 
printed and furnished for the use of the men on 
the coast; but I do not see the necessity of print- 
| Ing so large a number of the book. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I am compelled to raise a 


Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make ‘one inquiry 
of the gentleman from Ohio; and that is, what! 


question of order upon the gentleman from Ken- 


Itseems to me to be essen- | 


i 


| tucky. No debate is in. order, the previous ques- 
| tion having been demanded. : : 


The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. . 

The previous question was seconded, :and the 

main question ordered to be pute: -io o ean 

The question was taken; and the resolution 

was adopted. : + 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives thirty thousand copies 
of the mechanical part of the Patent Office report, and. ten 
thousand of the same for the use of the Patent Office. 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to make a brief state- 
ment in connection with that resolution, and I 
presume I shall anticipate the question the gen- 


| tleman from New York was about to ask. 


Mr. HAVEN. Go ahead then. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I will say that at each session 
of the last Congress the House ordered to be 
printed fifty thousand copies of this report for 
the use of the members of the House, and ten 
thousand in addition for the use of the Patent 


| Office; but the Committee on Printing of the 


House, believing these orders to have been ex- 
cessive, and not being in favor of making this 
book machine too large, decided to restore the 
number recommended to that ordered by past 
Congresses. They have therefore cut down the 
number to that pout. If it be the sense of the 
House, however, to print the number ordered at 
the last Congress, we prefer that the House shall 
itself take the responsibility. 

Mr. HAVEN. Did the gentleman from Ohio 
move the previous question ? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Idid not. If itis the wish 
of the House to order a larger number, I desired 
to give them an opportunity to amend. 

Mr. HAVEN. I only desire to say that, for 
one, I will go with the Committee on Printing 
for curtailing the amount of printing to be ordered 
by the House, in any direction they may recom- 
mend, unless it bo in reference to the mechanics 
and farmers of the country. In reference to the 
mechanical part of the Patent Office report, I 
think the House had better keep to the number 
heretofore printed. These books are very much 
sought after; I have letters every day in reference 


i to them. I think the House had better print the 
: same number as heretofore; and I move to amend 


the resolution by striking out thirty thousand ,’”? 
and inserting “ fifty thousand.” 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 beg leave to make one 
single suggestion upon this subject. Two years 
ago, when this matter was before the House, I 


| endeavored to have the number of mechanical 


reports printed reduced to twenty thousand or 
thirty thousand, and to have the number of copies 
of the agricultural part of the report increased to 
a corresponding extent. My motion, however, 
failed. Iwas then told by a gentleman whothought 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] 
now seems to think, that these mechanical reports 
were very much sought after, and he proposed 


| that I should make an exchange of such of mine 


as I did not want with some gentleman, and re- 
ceive agricultural reports in lieu of them. 1 made 
the effort, but did not succeed in swapping off a 
single copy. I found that the experience of other 


; members was the same as my own—that there 


was a great rush among the farmers for the agri- 
cultural report, much greater than for the me- 
chanical: I think this will be the experience of 
every gentleman upon this floor now. 

Mr. HAVEN. The difficulty the gentleman 
found in swapping was not, I presume, owing to 
any lack of dae for the mechanical, but owing 
to a superior desire for the agricultural report by 
the farmers of the country. 2 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. If the gentleman had 
waited for a moment, I think he would have seen, 
by the remarks Iam about to make, that I do not 
want to interfere with what he probably desires 
to accomplish. I was about to suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing that the 
same number of copies of the two portions of the 
Patent Office report, as last year, in the aggregate, 
should be printed, and that each member should 
indicate at once how those coming to him should 
be divided. Now, Ido not suppose J have appli- 
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ations: for-moré than: fifty, perhaps not more 
than twenty, of the. mechanical, but I want as 
many:as-I can.get of. the agricultural. If it will | 
yieet the wishes of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Haven,} I will make the suggestion 
tothe gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Nicoxs] that | 
he should so modify his resolution as to provide 
that a certain. number. of the two parts of the 
Patent Office report should be named in. the ag- 
@regate, and that each member should indicate to 
the public printer as seon as practicable—say, in 
the.course of a week—how the number to which 
he is entitled shall be divided. 

2sMr. NICHOLS. The gentleman will allow 
me-one word. ‘This resolution provides only for 
printing the mechanical part of the Patent Office | 
report; and I may as well say here, not to con- | 
stme the time of the gentleman from New York, | 
that-no desire to diminish the quantity to be or- | 
dered of any particular document actuated the 
committee in presenting this report.. The pre- | 
cedents, except in two instances, are in favor of 
the report which we have submitted. 

$ Ifthe House wishes an extra number of these 
‘documentsabove that we have recommended, they 
can assume the responsibility of ordering them. 
-And let me say to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Ciineman,] that the agricultural 

art-of the Patent Office report has not, I think, į 

een ‘yet submitted to Congress. It certainly | 
has not been referred to the Joint Committee on } 
Printing. It is a document of a great deal of value | 
and importance; and whenever it is referred to 
our committee to inquire into the expediency of | 
printing extra copies, they will give it a fair con- 
‘sideration, and, I have no doubt, report the usua 
number, i 

Mr. CLINGMAN, It is true, Mr. Speaker, | 
that the agricultural part has not been presented, | 
butit will be, I presume, in the course of aweck, 
and the arrangement I have suggested can be 
made. Now, | will say that, during the sessions 
of. the last Congress, 1 have had, for my share, 
two hundred copies of the mechanical, and four 
hundred.of the agricultural part. Now, if it were 
-submitted to the péople of my district, I do not 
suppose there would be found five men who 
would take the mechanical in preference to the 
agricultural report. This mechanical part is 
really of very little value; it conveys but little 
information. If the gentleman comes to examine 
it, he will find that the abstracts are so meagre that 
they are not of much service to the community. 
But, sir, it will be ascertained that, in most of 
the agricultural districts, there is very great de- 
sire for one part of the report, and very little for 
the other; and hence I propose that the number 
of both documents. to be printed be ordered in 
the aggregate, leaving the individual members to 
fix the number of agricultural and the number of 
mechanical reports they will have. The gentle- 
man from New York will then receive as many 
of the mechanical reports as is provided for in 
his amendment, if he desires them. I very much 
prefer that this course should be taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Jam aware that | 
what has been said by the gentleman from New ! 
York, (Mr. Haven,] as to the number of applica- | 
tions for these documents, is correct; but | think | 
it may be safely said that anything almost that: 
this: House would print would also be sought | 
after by our constituents. If we print the num- ij 
ber proposed in the amendment of the gentleman, |} 
it-will-only give two hundred copies to a district |j 
of fifteen thousand or twenty thousand voters. | 

‘Take the case of the gentleman from North |i 
Carolina. He tells us that he gets four hundre 
copies of the agricultural portion of the Paten 
Office report. ‘There-are in his district some fi 
teen thousand voters; and he selects from tha 
number, as every member does, the four hundred | 
to. whom he will send the work. Of course, the | 
remaining voters, those whoare equally taxed with | 
those who have been selected, de‘not receive |! 
copies of the report: and I take it that it is im- | 
possible—at least the Elouse will never be brought 
to:print a number of copies sufficient—to make the 
distribution anything like general. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, we will do better į 
in thisand in many other matters by letting the |} 
| 
i 


i 


i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 


péople furnish themselves with such works on the 
subjects as they may think proper. : 
“Mr. CLINGMAN. Lagree with the gentieman |i 


j ents. 


from: Tennessee. I-wish we could do way with i 


this printing; I do not think the work is worth 
printing; and my present object is to secure some 
reduction in the number—to, at least, get rid of 
those which are most objectionable. 

Mr. JONES. Let members vote against the 
proposition, prevent this printing, and in this way 
commence a reform in one branch of the govern- 
mental expenditures where it is as much, if not 
more, needed than in any other. J would be grat- 
ified if the Committee on Printing would report 
to this House what has been the cost -to the Gov- 
ernment of its printing for the past two years. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Let the gentleman introduce 
a resolution directing such an inquiry. 

Mr. JONES. In reply to the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion I will state, that I will on some other occa- 
sion offer a resolution to request that the Com- 
mittee on Printing inquire and report to the House 
what amount has been paid during the last two 

ears for public printing. J shall notbe surprised 
if it will be found to run up to millions of dollars. 
We go on and print every sort of thing brought 
before us; we print thousands upon thousands of 

copies; and, valuable as are many of the docu- 
ments we publish, they are used in this city in 
grocery and other stores as wrapping paper. 
Many are used in this way; but many, too, 1t is 
true, find their way to the people for whom they 
are intended, by means of the franking privilege. 

Now, with regard to the particular report at 
present before us for consideration, I ask the gen- 
tleman from the Buffalo district, [Mr. Haven]— 
I ask all upon this floor who are acquainted with 
the matter—whether there is in this broad land a 
publisher who will take the work which you are 
now printing by the thousand and publish it, 
even if you give him the copy? I ask whether 
you could sell one half of the number of copies 
which you propose to print, if they were to cost 
the purchaser but twenty-five cents apicce? Iven- 
ture the assertion, that many aud many of them 
which are sent out ander frank would not, if 
they were charged postage, even at the low rate 
fixed by the present law, be taken from the post 
office. Yet we go onand order their printing. 
Every proposition of the kind, when made, finds 
advocates in this Hall. Some, like my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Haven,] will go for this 
work and oppose all others; and when the others 
come up for action, the friends of cach particular 
document, or of the source whence it emanates, 
would advocate its merits, and the largest num- 
ber of it would also be ordered to be printed. I 
hope we willcommence retrenchment and reform 
upon this subject of printing; that we will prune 
and bring it within reasonable and proper limits; 
that we will make it what it ought to be. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 should like 
to see carried out the reforms of which gentlemen 
have spoken. I have no doubt that the public 
paging costs the Government too much. I rise, 

1owever, for the purpose of saying a word in 
reference to the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cuinaman.| I cannot see 
why the gentleman at the head of the Printing 
Commitice is unable to accept the suggestions 
thrown out by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. They are reasonable and just, and, in my 
opinion, well calculated to promote what the Rep- 
resentative of the district may deem best for the 
interest, or according to the taste, of his constitu- 
Suppose the gentleman withdraw his re- 
port, and, when the agricultural portion comes 
mn, let it go, together with the mechanical portion 
of the Patent Office report, to the Committee on 
Printing. The committee can then report a reso- 
lution stating how many of the one, and the other 
part, should be printed. Let the aggregate num- 
ber be what it has averaged before. Say that six 
hundred shall be ordered for each member, with 
the permission to each member to indicate, by 
note to the public printer, whether he will have 
four hundred agriculturat and two hundred me- 
chanical, or five hundred agriculiural and one 
hundred mechanical—to indicate precisely the 
proportion of cach that he desires, There can be 
no injustice in thisarrangement. My friend from 
New York can get those which he wants; and 
every gentleman can get copies of both parts in 
the proportion that, in his judgment, the inclina- 
tions and interests of his constituents would 
demand. 

I hope,.therefore, that the amendment, or rather 
the suggestion—for I understand the Chair rules 


1 
H 


there can be now no amendment to the effect pro- 
posed—will prevail; and Í appeal to the ‘honorable 
gentleman from Ohio to allow the report to be re- 
committed to the Committee on Printing, to await 
the committal there of the agricultural portion of 
the Patent Office report, so that the course sug- 
gested may be pursued. It is manifestly just and 
proper. 

Mr. ORR. I would inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing, what number of 
the mechanical report was ordered to be printed 
at the last session? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Ihave already stated thatat 
each session the number was sixty thousand. 

Mr. ORR. The mechanical? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Yes, sir, the mechanical. 

Mr. ORR. I understand that the gentleman 
from New York proposes an amendment, that 
thirty thousand be stricken out, and in its place 
fifty thousand be inserted. I hope the gentleman 
will modify the proposition so that sixty thou- 
sand copies will be ordered to be printed. There 
is no document printed by the Congress of the 
United States which is so much sought after in 
every part of the Union. It is true that there is 
more demand for the agricultural than for the 
mechanical portion of the report, and for the 
reason that a much larger proportion of our peo- 
ple are engaged in agricultural than in other pur- 
suits. I think the money well spent that is ex- 
pended for the publication of these reports, which 
are prepared by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office with great care. They are publica- 
tions of excecding interest, and embrace informa- 
tion of great valuc to our people. In my opinion, 
the very largest number ought to be printed for 
distribution. ‘The demands to me from my dis- 
trict are continuous and pressing for the agricul- 
tural and mechanical parts of the report. There 
might be, t admit, some curtailment of expendi- 
ture for the printing of the report on commerce 
and navigation, the finance report, and the Pres- 
ident’s message and the accompanying documents. 
A much larger number of these books are printed 
than are actually required; but of the Patent Office 
report I do not think we have printed too many. 
I hope the gentleman from New York will modify 
his amendment so that the number shall be sixty 
instead of fifty thousand. 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrupting.) If the gentle- 
| man will alow me, I will say that that is the 
| precise ground upon which I now stand. As I 
understand the resolution, it proposes thirty thou- 
sand for the use of the Elouse, and ten thousand 
for the use of the Patent Office. I propose to 
make it fifty thousand for the use of the House, 
and leave it ten thousand for the Patent Office— 
making sixty thousand in all. Last year the 
number was fifty thousand for the use of the 
Louse, and ten thousand for the use of the Office 
—making sixty thousand in all. If that is so, it 
will be seen that my proposition is exactly in 
accordance with the views of the gentleman from 
South Carolina—in harmony with every word he 
has said, and he concurs with me in the motion I 
have made. 

One word further: Iam certain the House can 
make no complaint against me for voting away 
the public money extravagantly. Jam ready to 
go for curtailment in every branch of the public 
expenditures, except in such cases as this, in 
which the public, who attend to their own busi- 
css at home, have a great interest. We have 
built here a large and magnificent building to 
accommodate the Patent Office—for which the 
mechanics of the country have mostly paid. They 
pay into the Patent Office yearly thousands and 
tens of thousands of dollars for fecs to procure 
patent rights, and itis in view of that fact that 
we should respond with some reasonable degree 
of liberality to that important interest of the coun- 
itry. Itis true, asthe gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] says, that, under the present state of 
| things, no publisher would take this manuscript 
and publish it as a matter of private speculation. 
Why? Because this House publishes a larger 
number for gratuitous distribution. I can confi- 
dently assure the gentleman, however, if this 
gratuitous distribution were not made, he would 
find a larger sale for this mechanical report of the 
Patent Office than for most works which go before 
the country. Unless something new, or some 
; new proposition upon this subject can be offered, 
i I think this discussion has gone. far enough, and 


moved, 

Mr, ORR. 
sand we have the very same expense of compo- 
sition and proof reading as if we print fifty thou- 


sand, Al the additional expense is simply the 
cost of paper and press work, so that the addi- 
tional expense is inconsiderable. 

My fricnd from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] speaks 
of these documents finding their way to the gro- 
cery stores in thiscity. Tsubmit, that the public 
documents printed by Congress have not found 
their way there, for whenever the documents are 


bound they are cut, which destroys them for | 
J y 


wrapping paper. [thinkevery member has sought 
with avidity every copy of this document that he 
was entitled to, and that he has distributed them 
amongst his constituents. I hope the largest 
number will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housrox,] and I rise now for the purpose 
of appealing to the gentleman who heads the 


Committee on Printing [Mr. Nicnoxs] to accept | 
the suggestion of the gentleman from North | 


Carolina, (Mr. Crineman.] [ean see no possible 
objection to that suggestion. Let those gentle- 
men who have a large number of constituents 
engaged in mechanical pursuits, indicate the num- 
ber of copies of the mechanical part they desire 
to have. I am not willing, for one, to reduce the 
number of the agricultural part of the Patent 
Office report. My friend from Tennessee, [Mr. 


Jones,} I know, is exceedingly vigilant and } 
Sly 8 


watchful of the public interest. I approve of his 
watchfulness; but that gentleman is mistaken, in 
my judgment, when he supposes that the people 
are going to complain of the printing of the agri- 
cultural part of the Patent Office report. What 
have been the facts of the case for the last seven 
or eight years ? [live in an agricultural district, 
where there is a great demand for that document, 


i have known gentlemen, time and again, request | 


anexchange of the mechanical for the agricultural 
part of that report. I have myself applied to the 
gentleman from New York to exchange his copies 
of the agricultural for my mechanical report. 
What objection, I ask the worthy and distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Ork,| can there be to let each gentleman indicate 
to the printer the number he desires of each 
part—not exceeding, in all, the number he is en- 
titled to? I would not lessen the number in the 
aggregate, I would rather increase it. The ag- 
ricultural part is sought for more earnestly by the 
people whom I have the honor to represent, than 
any other document printed by Congress. As to 
the mechanical part, I am not prepared to say so 
much, though I revard it as a valuable document. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Printing in. reference to the agricultural | 


part of the Patent Office report of last year. I 


would ask him whether the type is not now set, 


so that an additional number of that document | 


can be printed, and what the expense of such 
printing would be? 

Mr. NICHOLS. I have been extremely 
anxious to get the floor to move the previous 
question, to terminate this debate; but there are 
one or two things which I would like to say. 


T desire to assign the reason for not accepting the | 
proposition of the gentleman from North Caro- | 


lina. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. 
answer my inquiry? 
Mr. NICHOLS. Ido not know whether the 
work is in type or not, 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Iwill, then, as soon as | 
I can get the floor, offer a resolution directing the | 


Committee on Printing to inquire into the matter, 


In regard to the agricultural part of the Patent į 
Office report of last year, I will say, that although 


we had, I believe, some four hundred copies 
each, yet in a district like my own that number 
did not begin to supply the demand. Although 


J distributed the whole number of copies to which | 
I was entitled, I every day receive letters asking | 


for more copies. 

Mr. McMULLIN, I desire to impress upon 
the House the importance of the matter. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I wish, with the permission 
of my friend, to make one suggestion. I desire 
to make one statement, and will then appealto my 


If we print thirty or forty thou- | 


I concur very fully in the | 


Will the gentleman | 
ii instance, if the number of copies of the agricul- | 
tural portion of the Patent Office report be cur- | 
I differ, therefore, with my distinguished 

friend from Tennessee, in the opinion which he | 
expressed, that this report ought to be published | 
and provided for by the people themselves, unless, | 
indeed, the gentleman would carry his reform | 
views further, so as to curtail all the printing ap- | 
pertaining to all other branches of the Govern- | 
If he does that I will.¢o with him; but | 
otherwise, I, for one, will not consent to see the | 


made soon we shall not be able to get any of these 
document’ this session. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The printer knows that 
the order will be made, whether it is made now or 
a week hence, 

Mr. NICHOLS. The printer has no right to 
assume anything of the kind. Ifthe House is 
willing to take the responsibility of increasing the 
number, the Committee on Printing have no ob- 
jection, though we thought the number we have 
recommended sufficient. 

Having said thus much, I would request the 
gentleman from Virginia, when he shall have 
concluded his remarks, to move the previous 
question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Idesire to confer with the 
gentleman from Ohio, and with the members of 
the House generally, upon this subject. I desire 
to know of the- chairman of the Committee on 
Printing if he can have any objection to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
the usual number of both parts be printed, and 
that each member be permitted to indicate what 
number he will take of each? - 

Mr. NICHOLS. I think we should print the 
usual number of these documents, and let the 
matter of distribution be regulated by a subse- 
quent order of the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I understand from 


committce has recommended a reduction of the 
usual number of copies of the mechanical portion 
of the Patent Office report. Now, sir, I have 
only desired to have the number of copies of the 
agricultural portion increased. That can be ef- 
fected if you will print the usual number of copies 


| of the whole report, and let cach member indicate 


how many of cach he will take. 
One other idea was suggested to me by a gentle- 
man from Georgia. 


Now, unless we supply the country with a suf- 
ficient number of copies of the agricultural report 
we weed not send out the large quanti 


of which the people are taxed. 
I agree, Mr. Speaker, with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] in his desire to curtail 


all improper expenditures on the part of the! 
Government, yet I do say that no interest of the | 
country has been so constantly and wantonly j 


neglected as the great agricultural interests. Sir, 
you publish thousands of documents—y our finan- 
cial reports, your reports on commerce and navi- 
gation—reports which are admirably suited to the 
commercial interests of the country, but which 
the rural districts care very little about. We do 


not complain of that. None of us who represent ! 


here the agricultural districts ask, on behalf of 
those whom we represent, more than that these 


interests shall be protected, respected, and not | 


overlooked, as they certainly would be in this 


tailed. 


ment. 


great agricultural interests of the country neg- 
lected. 


Mr. FLORENCE, (in his seat.) Nor the 


; mechanical either. 


Mr. McMULEIN. Nor the mechanical either. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Virginia, E would make this 
suggestion to the gentleman from Ohio Itoccurs 


the 1 
chairman of the Committee on Printing that that | 


It is this: in the distribution | 
of the varieties of seeds which members get from | 
the Pateut Office the culture of these secds is || 
treated of, being referred to the agricultural board. | 


es of seeds | 
which are brourht from abroad, and for the cost | 


i 
| 
| 
i 
|! 
H 
| 


| be made for typography and press-work; 


| strikes me, sir, that, if that committe: 


for twenty thousand—as no doubt that number 
will be needed—with the understanding that that 
order can be increased a few days hence, ora few 
weeks hence, when the other report comes to be 
ordered. That arraugement, I think, will remove 
the difficulty. I want to gct as many copies of 
the agricultural portion of the report asI can, and 


| prefer having them instead of the others. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Allow me to answer that 
suggestion of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. Iam a practical printer, and therefore welt 
acquainted with the matter. These documents 
are, many of them, now in type, and the first 
edition is being run through the press. Now, 
let me say to the gentleman, that the order for 
additional copies at a subsequent date would 
practically have this effect: On the first edition 
which you would get printed a full charge would 

¢; and if 
in three weeks afterwards you should come and: 
order another edition, you would be subject to 
the like charges anew, as I believe that under the 
existing law the public printer is entitled, under 


į Such circumstances, to charges for typography 


and press-work. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Wil the gentlemen allow 
me, then, to suggest that the making of the order 
be delayed for a week or two? 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the very point £ 
was trying to getat. The charge for composi- 
tion and press-work would cost the Government 
a large sum of money, and it is desirable not to 
duplicate such charge. Hence I want to have 
that report recommitted, so that all may come in 
under one general order. The whole thing might 
be appropriately arranged by a resolution drawn 
up as I know my friend from Ohio can draw it 
up. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Allow me to say to the gen- 
tleman that he proceeds upon the assumption 
altogether that the agricultural and mechanical 


| portions of this report are one and the same thing. 


They are notso. They are distinct works, and 
require distinet typography. The one has no 
connection under heaven with the other. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am very unfortunate im 
my cfforts to make the gentleman from Ohio 
understand me; but Iam sure the fault must be 
mine. Idid not mean to say that both reports 
are one and the same thing. Ido not contend 
for that at all; but this is what I say: Let this 
report be recommitted to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and when the agricultural -portion of the 
report shall go to that committee, then let the 
gentleman from Ohio present to the House a 


i; resolution ordering the printing of both these 


documents; and let him in that resolution pro- 
vide that there shall be a certain number of the 
two printed for each member of the House—take 
the aggregate annual number, if you please —six® 
hundred. Let six hundred copies of the two be 
ordered to be printed for each member of the 
House, and then let the same resolution give to 
each member of the House the power to choose, 
by a note addressed at once by him to the public 
printer, whether he shall take five hundred copies 
of the one and one hundred copies of the other, 
or an equal number of each, or what number of 
each he may desire. That is what I want to 
effect, and by that means there will be no extra 
charges for type composition at all. There isno 
reason for the work being delayed after the order 
shall have been made. Each member shall thus 
be able to exercise his own discretion on the sub- 
ject, as to how many copies of cach report he 
wil have. Itseems to me that there can be no 
kind of impropriety in this arrangement. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. It occurs to me that my 
friend from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, must perceive that there are very 
clear indications on the part of the House that 


i there shall not be a decrease in the number of 


copies, at least, of the agricultural report. Isug- 
gest, therefore, to the chairman of that committee, 
whether or not it would save time by recommit- 


; ting this report to the Committce on Printing. It 


2 wH con- 


sult the feclings and wishes of the members of 
the House, they will find, beyond all doubt, that 
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An increased number of copies of the agricultural | 
portion of the Patent Office report is desired. I} 
therefore submit the motion that the resolution 
be recommitted to the Committee on Printing. | 
` Mr. HAVEN. I hope it will not be recom- | 
mittéd. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I hope not, too. 

Mr. KEITT. Ifanything, Mr. Speaker, could 
demonstrate the propriety of the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] I 
think this debate ought to do so. Where do we 
stand, sir? On the subject of the publication of 
the Patent Office reports, subdivided into mechan- 
ical and agricultural. What is the subject of 
contention? It is, whether gentlemen shall đe- 
termine how many copies they will each take of 
ene kind or the other. 

. Now, sir, lct us examine the suggestion of the 
entleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Crryeman.] 
fe says he wants but a few copies of the me- 
chanical report, and a considerable number of 
copies of the agricultural report. He says that | 
one kind is useful in his district, and the other i 
kind not useful. His suggestion is objected to. 
on the other side; and they say, ‘You must take i 
such as you get.” And then, sir, what follows? | 
‘Why a very small number of these documents to | 
be-printed will be useful, and therefore a heavy 
expense will be entailed on the Government for ! 
that which is, in the estimation of the gentleman, 
useless. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Haven] says that the mechanics of the country 
are taxed heavily for the building of the Patent 
Office, and for their contributions to the expenses 
of the Government, and he asks that their inter- 
ests be looked after. How many of them are 
there in the country? You propose to publish 
how many of these documents? Fifty thousand. 
Are there no more than fifty thousand mechanics 
in the country? Are there not more than ten 
times fifty thousand? Are you, then, serving these 
mechanicalinterests in that fostering way in which 
it is said we should do by publishing {fifty thou- | 
sand copies? Are you not rather establishing a 
system of favoritism? Gentlemen say that they | 
want fifty thousand copies of the agricultural 
report printed. Why, are there uo more than | 
twenty, or thirty, or fifty times fifty thousand 
agriculturists in the country? What are you 
doing then? Are you not, then, discriminating bc- 
tween them? And more than that, are you not, 
by adopting the proposition of the gentleman 
‘from North Carolina, discriminating between the 
agriculturists and the mechanics ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the gentleman will | 
allow me, I will say that I am utterly opposed | 
to printing this or any other document by the | 
House for disttibution inthe country. My prop- 
osition only had reference to the distribution of a 
document that is to be ordered to be printed. Tf | 
the question were to come up as to iis pydnting 
at all, I should vote against it. i 

Mr. KEIVT. Ithink, ifthe House isdeterm- | 

gained to print these documents, it had better adopt 
the suggestion of my honorable colleague from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] Ee says it would 
cost but little more to print fifty thousand than 
thirty thousand; that the type would not have | 


to be reset; and that we should have to pay little || 


more than the cost of the paper. Why, on the | 
same reasoning, we had better print five millions. 
That is the legitimate conclusion to which the 
argument of my colleague leads. The expense, 
he says, of twenty thousand copies more would be | 
so little that you had better print them. If that 
be so, you had better not discriminate between 


| 
{ 
i 
i 


the mechanics of the country, but print enough 
copies to give one to each man. 

Sir, I am opposed to this whole system of con- 
gressional printing of documents not connected | 
with our legislative duties. I am opposed, so | 
far as I am advised, to the printing by the House | 
of any single document that is not absolutely 
necessary to the discharge of our congressional | 
duties. Fifty thousand dollars or one hundred | 
thousand dollars expended here, in the printing | 
of these documents to be distributed, will neither | 
stibserve nor retard the agricultural or mechanical | 
interests of the country. They are great and 
vital interests, and will take care of themselves, | 

And, sir, Lappeal to gentlemen here now to say 
how, in What manner, and to what extent, these | 
documents have been distributed? Gentlemen | 
talk about trading. [believe the gentleman from | 


Ohio [Mr. Nicuoxs] recommended that members 
should trade off copies of one part of the report for 
those of the other. Sir, I want no trading here. 
Mr. NICHOLS. The gentleman from South 
Carolina must certainly have misunderstood me; 
T have made no suggestions in respect to trading. 
Mr. KEITT. Then I misunderstood the gen- 


tleman; of course, his explanation is sufficient. | 


I understood him to say to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Curveman] that we had bet- 


ter print them as we had been in the habit of | 


doing; and then, if gentlemen wanted more of one 
part and less of the other than their regular num- 
ber, they should exchange. 

But, sir, I do not object to this debate. I do 
not mean to discriminate between my constit- 
uents. I do not mean to say whether I want 
agricultural or mechanical reports; nor do I pro- 
pose to go further into this debate than to express 
my entire dissent to this whole proceeding. I 
object to turning this Government into a book- 
making establishment. Iwould exclude from the 
public printing every document whatever not di- 
rectly connected with our actual duties. 

At the same time I say I do not object to this 


discussion. My friend from Virginia [Mr. Mc- 
Motu] says we must take care of the agricul- | 
I admire the pur- į 
pose of the gentleman to take care of those inter- | 


tural interests of the country. 


ests in the section from which he comes; for, 
judging from the constitution of this Committee 
on Printing, that section has not been recognized 
as having any existence. I observe that one 


member of that committee comes from Ohio, ene | 
from New York, and the other from New Hamp- |; 


shire. All these gentlemen are from one section 
of the country; and if gentlemen from the other 
section do not take care of their own interests, 
they will not be likely to be taken care of. 

Mr. NICHOLS. “I believe this debate has 
gone on long enough. We have had a practical 
exemplification of the doctrine that we are book- 
makers. We have already had discussion enough 
to filla moderate-sized primer. I think this debate 
has gone on far enough; and therefore, having the 
floor, I move the previous question, i 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw his demand, to enable me to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Iam actuated simply 
D 


: by con- 
siderations of public duty. I think we 


ave had 


debate enough upon this subject, and decline to | 


withdraw the demand for the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the |} 


main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I demand the yeas and 
aye upon the adoption ofthe resolution. 

Ar, McMULLIN. What has become of my 
motion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. It is still pending. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Is the motion to 
inerease the number also pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand tellers 
upon the motion to commit. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WASHBURN 
of Maine, and Waker, were appointed., 

The question was taken upon Mr. MeMocuiww’s 
motion; and the tellers reported—ayes 42; noes 
79. 

So the resolution was not recommitted to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The question recurred on Mr. Haven’s amend 


ment, that in the place of “fifty,” “ thirty” be | 


substituted. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I demand the yeas and | 
nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in : 


the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 52; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Ringham, Bishop, Brenton, Broom, Burlingame, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Bayard Clark, Clawson, Col 
Sumback, Henry Winter Davis, n, Diek, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Edwards, English, Etheridge, Evans, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Granger, Augustus 
Hail, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harr 
Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor 
ton, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshail, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Grr, Parker, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
caud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Se Sim- 
mons, Stewart, Stranahan, Thoringten, Thurston, Tr 
Tyson, Vail, Wade, Wakemaa, Walbridge, Elihu B. W: 
burne, Israel Washburn, Woodruff, and Woedworth— 


OBE. 


» Comins, Cullen, ; 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
| Bennett, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dow- 
dell, Fawkner, Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, Grow, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, MceMullin, 
Milison, Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Perry, Phelps, 
i| Puryear, Quitman, Ruflin, Seward, Sherman, Shorter, 
|; William Smitb, Stephens, Swope, Taylor, Waldron, Walik- 
er, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—52. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BURLINGAME stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Burrivtoy, had paired off with Mr. Erstis. 

Mr. MORGAN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Murray, had paired off with Mr. WiLLiams. 

Mr. WATSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Conn, of Georgia. . 

Mr. WOODWORTH (when his name was 
called) said: Mr. Speaker, 1 was absent from the 
House on Thursday last, when a vote was taken 
on the reference of the President’s Kansas mes- 
sage to the Committcc of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. My absence was on account of 
| sickness; and I now rise to say, that had I been 
present, E would have voted in the negative. 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed to, 

Mr. HAVEN. Irise toa privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and that that motion be laid 
upon the table. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CORRECTION OF THE REPORTS. 

Mr. HICKMAN, LI rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. It has been brought to my notice that, in 
the 129th vote for Speaker, as published in the 
Daily Globe, my name is not recorded. J did 
vote, and cast my vote for Mr. Orr, of South 
Carolina. I understand that in this matter the 
Journal is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is correct. 

CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. I present the me- 
morial of P. B. Fouke, who claims to be legally 
| elected to this House from the eighth congres- 
sional district of Illinois. Ido not ask for the 
reading ofthe memorial, as it issomewhat lengthy, 
| but move that it be referred to the Committee on 
| Elections, and ordered to be printed. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Lalso present the 
memorial of G. Jay S. Turney, who claims to be 
elected to this House from the ninth congres- 
i: sional district of Ilinois, in place of Samvuxx 8. 
MarsnaLL, the sitting member. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Elections, and 
ordered to be printed. I will add, in this con- 
nection, that I present. these memorials without 
, expressing any opinion on the points involved in 
them. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FURTHER CORRECTION. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to a privileged question. My attention has 
been called to the action of this House ofthe 4th, 
5th, and 6th of December, 1855; and upon exam- 
ination I find the name of Henny S. BENNETT re- 
corded, as reported in the Congressional Globe on 
thecighth and tenth ballotings, as having voted 
for Mr. Campsex., of Ohio, for Speaker; and on 
the 6th day of December, 1855, on the twentieth 
balloting, 1 find the name of Henry 8. BENNETT 
recorded as having voted for N. P. Bayxs, of Mas- 
sachusetts. T have never voted for cither of the 
gentlemen for Speaker, and desire that the Jour- 
nals may be corrected. 

I deem it proper to state, in this connection, 
i| that I did not reach Washington until the Tth of 
ii December, and the first vote I cast was for WiL- 
uiam A. Ricuarnsoy, of Hinois, for whom I con- 
tinued to vote until he unconditionally withdrew 
his name. Ithas been my practice to look over 
the reports and see that my name was properly 
recorded; but I did not deem it necessary to look 
over the reports for the purpose of placing myself 
| right previous to my getting to the city and taking 

my seat as a member. 
|| The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
| the Journal is correct. 
RELIEF OF THE POOR OF THE DISTRICT. 
ji My. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take from the table, 
i and put on its passage, without reference to a 
| committec, the resolution of the Senate for the 


445 


1856. _ 
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relief of the poor of Washington. I do not pro- 
pose to debate it; only that it to be taken up and 
passed, that its fate may be decided by a vote of 
the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose indicated; and on that | 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

{Here a message was reccived from the Senate 
by Assury Dicxiys, Esq., its Secretary, notify- 
ing the House that that body had passed “An 
act for continuing temporarily the land office at 
Kalamazoo, in the State of Michigan,” and ask- | 
ing its concurrence therein. ] i 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 57—as follows: i 

YEAS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- | 
Jinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Brenton, Broom, Burlingame, ! 
John P. Campbell, Lewis Ð. Campbell, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Colfax, Comins, Cullen, Cumback, Henry Winter | 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Etheridge, | 
Evans, -Morence, Giddings, Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. ! 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Mace, Alexander K, Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, | 
Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Andrew | 
Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purvi- ! 
ance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robis 
Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Simmons, Stranahan, Swope, Thoring- | 
ton, Trafton, Valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, Elihu B. Wash- | 
burne, Israel Washburn, and Woodrutf—77. 

NAYS—M s. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Tlendlev S. i 
Bennett, Bliss, Boyee, Brauch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Wil- 
Hamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dow- į 
dol, Bdwards, Eliott, English, Faulkner, Foster, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas 1. Harris, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwe!!, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMuliin, Millron, Moti, Perry, 
Phelps, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Seward, Shorter, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Taylor, Thurston, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright—s7, H 

So the House refused to suspend the rules, two ! 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. DAMRELL stated that he had paired off | 
for two weeks from to-day with Mr. Bocock. | 

NEW MEXICO CONTESTED ELECTION. | 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iam directed by the Com- | 
mittee on Elections to offer the following resolu- | 
tion: 

Resolved, That the papers and testimony in the case of 
Miguel A. Otero, contesting the seat of Jose Maxorn GaL- 
LEGOS, Delegato from the Territory of New Mexico, be 
printed; and that so much of it as is in the Spanish lan- 
guage be translated into the English language, and also 
printed for the use of the Committee on Elections, and the 
use of the members of this House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LAWS OF THE LEGISLATURE OF KANSAS. 

Mr. GROW offered the following resolution; 
which was, by unanimous consent, considered 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to 
transmit to this House the laws of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Kansas, and all executive proceed- 
ings and correspondence of the Governinent of said Terri- 
tory, or copies thereon 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LANE. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce some bills, notice of which | 
has already been given, for the purpose of having ; 
them referred. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Oregon has a great many bil 
ceive, and I hope he will waive 
I can get one bill passed. i | 

Objection was made to the introduction of the | 
bills. | 
Mr. LANE. Then I move a suspension of 
the rules, to enable me to introduce them. A 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to, two thirds voting in favor thereof, i 
Mr. LANE thereupon introduced the following || 
bills, which were severally read a first and second } 
time by their respective titles, and referred as in- į 
dicated below: A 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to! 
settle and pay the expenses of the war with the | 
Indians in the Territories of Oregon and Wash- | 
ington, in the years 1855 and 1856, and for other 
purposes. Referred to the Committee on Military | Í 
Affairs. 

A bill making appropriations for the completion | 
of military roads in Oregon Territory. Referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


i 
i 
l 
} 
i 
f 
i 
i 
I 


My friend from | 
in his hand, I per- Í 
his request until |i 


A bill to donate four sections of land to Oregon 


Territory, in lieu of the Oregon City claim. Re-| 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. f 
A bill to authorize the construction of fortifica- | 


tions at or near the mouth of Columbia river, in | 


A bill to authorize the employment of clerks | 
in the land offices in Washington and Oregon | 
Territories. Referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. i 

A bill to extend certain provisions of the cost | 
and fee bill to certain other officers thercin named. ! 
Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

A bill to enable the people of Oregon Territory | 
to form a constitution and State government, and | 
for the admission of such State into the Union. 
Referred to the Committee on Territories. : 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, here obtained the: 
floor. i 
Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a point of order. | 
J submit the point that nothing is in order except : 
the election of a chaplain. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has assigned the: 
floor to the gentleman from Alabama, and he docs : 
not know what proposition he designs to make. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The House is executing 
an order made on Thusday last. 

Mr. COBB. I propose to do something for the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. FLORENCE: I cannot help that. 
COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. COBB. holdin my hand Senate bill No. 
57, which proposes to do what every member of 
this House ought to feel an interest in—and I have 
no doubt do feel an interest in—and not only that, 
but something in which seven hundred and fifty | 
thousand individuals in the United States are di- | 
rectly interested. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. That is a mere temporal | 
matter, and the other, to which I referred, is of | 
more consequence, as jt is of a spiritual nature. | 
(Laughter. ] i 

Mr. COBB. Task that the bill may be read, in | 
order that members may distinctly understand | 
what it is, and then I shall ask that it be taken į 
from the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. T have no objection to the | 
reading of the bill; yet I submitthe point of order 
for the decision of the Chair. | 

Mr. COBB. Ican state the necessity of the | 
passage of the bill, if the House will hear me. | 

The bill was then read for information by its | 
title, as follows: i 

« An act to relieve the Commissioner of Pen- ; 
sions from the performance of certain clerical | 
duties. ”? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. i 

Mr. COBB. Then I move asuspension of the : 


j rules to enable me to submit my motion. | 


Mr. FLORENCE. 
is not in order to move to suspend the rules until 
after a Chaplain shall have been elected. ‘The 
House was acting under an order at the time of | 
its last adjournment, upon which the previous: 
question had been demanded and sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion: 
that the motion to suspend the rules is in order. | 

The question was then taken; and, upon a di- | 
vision, there were—ayes 83, noes 18; no quorum | 
yoting. i 

Mr. COBB. I call for tellers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and | 
CcuLen were appointed. i 

The House was then divided; and the tellers ; 
reported—ayes 93, noes 31. od 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

‘The bill was read a first and second time by its : 
title. i 

Mr. COBB. I ask that the bill may be read | 
by the Clerk. | 

The bill was reported. It enacts that the Com- | 
missioner of Pensions be authorized, with the | 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to ap- : 
point such persons as may from time to time be | 
thought proper to sign the name of said Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions to certificates or warrants for 


I submit the point that it: 


bounty land; and that all such certificates or į; 
warrants so signed shall be as valid, to all intents |! 


and purposes, as if they were signed by said į 
Commissioner. i 

Mr. COBB. The bill speaks for itself, and it | 
is so plain that it is not necessary for me to dis- | 


| duties of his office? 


| Mr. SEWARD. 


cussit. l havein my hand letters from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and from the eres of 
the Interior explaining the necessity of the law. 


| Nota dollar of expense will be incurred by the 
| 


passage of this bill. 
tion. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


I call for the previous ques- 


I desire the gentleman from 


i Alabama to answer me a question. > > 


| The SPEAKER. The previous question has 


been demanded. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw the call to allow the 
gentleman from Georgia to ask the question he 
desires. 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentléman from Ala- 
bama asserts that the Commissioner of Pensions 
cannot sign all the land warrants. Is it then 
necessary for him to leave that office? 

Mr. COBB. Does the gentleman want an an+ 
swer ? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Iam prepared to give it from the 


ii mouth of the Commissioner himself. Heinformed 


me that there had accumulated on his hands, ten 
days ago, some thousand or two of warrants for 
his signature. Since then he has had the rheu- 
matism in his hand, so that he could not sign 
any warrants at all; and as nobody else is now 
authorized to sign his name for him, the warrants 
| must, by this time, have accumulated to ten thou- 
sand. He further informed me, that every war- 
rant which he has put his name to since ‘the 
meeting of this House, he has signed after office 
hours, in his chamber, while at home at night. 
The duties of the office require him to attend 
there personally, to answer the visits and inquiries 
of members of the present Congress, so that he 
has no time at all during the day to sign his name 
to certificates. He informed me further, as his 
letter shows, that not one dollar’s expenditure is 
to be incurred by authorizing clerks to put his 
name to papers. Suppose that the Commissioner 
himself was at this moment unable to sign his 
name to certificates, and should continue so for 
six months to come, what would be the condition 
of business? The bill simply asks that he be 
authorized to allow a clerk—just as the laws for- 
merly did—to sign the Commissioner’s name to 
warrants and certificates. And now, gentlemen, 
take the responsibility, and act for yourselves. 

Mr SEWARD. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Alabama to state that the Commissioner 
of Pensions is physically unable to attend to the 
If so, the evil can be rem- 
edied by taking him out of his office, and placing 
some person in it who will be able to perform its 
duties. 

Mr. COBB. In answer to that remark, I will 
say, that we have not the power to do that. I 
am now endeavoring to remove one difficulty, by 
| doing that which we have power to do. 


Mr. LETCHER. Will my friend from Ala- 


| bama tell me whether the passage of this bill is 


not likely to create another difficulty in cases 
which may give rise to controversy? In other 
words, inevery controversy relating to land war- 
rants signed in this way, do you not increase the 
ditfieulty by giving a discretionary power to the 
commissioner to appoint one man to-day and 
another man to-morrow, from among his clerks, 
to sign his name to the paper? 

Mr. COBB. I must refer that question to the 
lawyers; I am nothing but a farmer, and I hold 
that the gentleman [Mr, Lercuer] is well able 
to answer it himself. 

Mr. LETCHER,. Butthis House should look 
into the question before the matter is passed upon. 
It will be too late after the mischief is done to 
talk about referring it to the lawyers. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire the gentleman 
from Alabama to state what additional clerical 
force will be required to sign these land warrants; 
how many more clerks will be wanted for whom 
an additional appropriation will be necessary ? 

Mr. COBB. Tr the gentleman will read the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Commissioner of Pensions he will find that not 
a dollar extra will be needed. 

I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the subject indefinitely. 

Mr. COBB.. [called for the previous question, 
and I will adhere to the call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 


‘| bama withdrew the call for the previous ques- 


tion. 


THE CO 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 18, 


T Mr. COBB. 


I only ‘withdrew it to answer an 
. inquiry. j , i 
. Mr. SEWARD repeated his motion. 


"Phe SPEAKER. “The gentleman from Ala- 
bama asks the previous question. 

..Mr. FLORENCE. He cannot do so,as I have 
the floor; but E am very willing to let him it for 
‘that purpose—although my friend from Ten- 
nessee {Mr. Jones] says we will be able to as- 
certain when the appropriation bills come along, 
how. many additional clerks this appropriation 
requires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
pama calls the previous question, and that cuts 
off a motion to postpone. 

The previous question was secon 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question being ‘Shall the bill be read a 
third time?” 
> Mr. CRAIGE called for the yeas and nays. 
> The yeas and nays were not ordered, only six 
members rising in their seats, 

` The question was put,and the bill was ordered 
to be. read a third time. 

; The bill.was accordingly read a third time; and 
the question being ‘Shall the bill pass?” 

. Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays, 

: The yeas and nays were not ordered, only six- 
teen members rising in their seats. 

The question was put and the bill was passed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I rise to a privileged 
motion. I move that the vote last taken, by 
which the bill was passed, be reconsidered, and 
that that motion do lie upon the table. 

The questjon was taken, and the latier motion 
agreed to. 


MODIFICATION OF THE BOUNTY LAND LAW. 


_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we 
have passed a law authorizing the signing of land 
warrants, when persons can establish their rights 
to them. Now, sir, I wish to propose one that 
will remove a great many of the obstacles in cs- 
tablishing-those rights. 

_- By the third section of the act of 1855, granting 
bound and warrants, it is provided that no claim- 
ant shall'bo entitled to a warrant or certificate 
‘under that law, unless he can establish his claim 
by record evidence of the service upon which the 
claim is based. That, six, is the letter of the law, 
and that is the ruling under it. There could be 
no other ruling. 

But, sir, there are many claims of widows of 
revolutionary soldiers whose husbands were 
placed upon the pension roils, and received pen- 
sions during their lives, whose widows applicd 
for pensions, and are still receiving them. 

et, sir, this bounty land Jaw requires sucha 
widow to furnish record evidence of the service 
of her husband as a revolutionary soldier before 
she shall be entitled to receive a warrant for bounty 
land under the Jaw. 

There are cases where persons have served, 
and their commanding officers have testified to the 
fact, not only of service, but that they had de- 
meaned themselves as American soldicrs should 
do on guch occasions; but, because their names 
are not to be found upon the rolls, they cannot 
receive bounty land under the law. 

Many of these claimants have established their 
right to bounty land under the law of 1850. Under 
the law cf 1855, they cannot get additional bounty 
land, because of their inability to comply with 
this provision. 

1 propose to pass a law repealing so much of 
the third section of the law of 1855 as requires 
the rights of claimants to be established by record 
evidence, leaving it where the act of 1850, and 
the recommendations of the Department, place it. 
I desire, if there be no objection, to introduce a 
bill to effect the object I have indicated, and to 
have it put on its passage. It contains but a 
single solitary provision, and that simply to re- 
peal so much of the third section of the act of 
1855 as requires the claim to be established by 
record evidence. j 
_ There being no objection, the bill was intro- 
duced and read a first and second time by its title, 
as follows: 

A bill to amend “ An act in addition to certain 
acts granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
eee of the United States,” approved March 3, 

55. 


ded, and the 


| In order to avoid the action of the last Congress 


Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may be or-j 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BOYCE. I hope the bill will be referred 
to a committee. It seems to me an improper 
practice to pass bills of this nature without having 
them examined by any committce. i 


Mr. JONES. Ihope the gentleman from South || 


Carolina will not make that motion. The bill | 
contains but one solitary, isolated provision that 
everybody can understand. It requires no ex- 
amination. š 

Mr. BOYCE. I think it should be referred. 
I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. | 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to commit, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
vote last taken by which the bill was passed be 
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider 
do lie on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Task the consent of 
the House to offer a resolution which I have ! 
sought to have adopted on two previous occasions. 
1 presume there will be no objection. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That alt publie documents, of which extra 
copies have been ordered to be printed for distribution, and 
which have not been delivered to the persons entitled to į 
them, under the resolution of the tast House of Represent- 
atives, shall now be delivered, by the officer having posses- 
sion of the ‘same, to the Representatives in this House of | 
those districts whose former Representatives have not | 
drawn the documents to which such districts were respect- i 
ively entittod, according to the rate of distribution estab- 
ished, 

Mr. RUFFIN. I object to the introduction of | 
that resolution. 

Mr. MARSHALL. J move to suspend the rule. 

The question was taken, and (two thirds having 
voted in the affirmative) the rules were suspended, | 

Mr. LINDLEY. [didnot pay particular atten- į 
tion to the reading of the resolution, but it struck 
me that the phraseology ought to be somewhat 
modified. There are public documents printed, 
and in the Capitol, that did not belong to the mem- 
hers of the last Congress; yet the phraseology of 
the resolution, if I understood it, requires the 
officers of the House to deliver those documents 
into the hands of Representatives who were not 
here as members during the last Congress. They 
must all be delivered, whether they were printed 
by order of the last, or of some preceding Con- 
gress. It scems to me that the wording of the 
resolution should be modified so as to make it 
apply only to such documents as were ordered by 
the last Congress, and have not been delivered. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, If the gentleman will 
allow me, the phraseology of the resolution was 
constructed to meet the precise point to which the 
gentleman has called the attention of the House. 
The last House of Representatives passed a reso- 
lution that their documents should be sent to the 
members, at their homes, when they were not 
ready for distribution when the House adjourned. 


in this respeet, therefore, it becomes necessary 
to refer to that resolution. If documents were 
printed and not delivered, in any case they ought 
to be delivered to the members representing the 
districts which did not receive them. 

Mr. LINDLEY. I would suggest that the 
resolution be so worded as to confine it to the 
documents ordered by the last Congress. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ihave been informed that 
there are four rooms in the Capitol filled with 
documents ordered by previous Congresses, but 
which have not been distributed. These docu- | 
ments were printed by the Government at a large 
expense, and should be distributed in the districts 
that have not received them. A 

Mr. LINDLEY. Will not the phraseology 
of the resolution give those four rooms full of 
documents to the successors of members of the 
last Congress, and not to those of the last Con- 
gress who are now here ? i 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir; the phrase- 
ology of the resolution will give the documents 
to the members from those districts which are 
entitled to them, without reference to the mem- 
bers of the last Congress at all. 


| ments. 


| and read a first and second time by its title. 


Mr. FLORENCE: J will ask the gentleman 
a question. Are not the books to which he alludes 
those voted to members to continue sets? 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. LINDLEY. J call for the reading of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was again read. ; 

Mr. LINDLEY. I am satisfied with the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 1 do not object to 
the resolution, provided the member entitled to 
them now is first notified, and shall have the priv- 


‘ilege of giving the books his direction, and, when 


given, that they shall be franked to him. 

Mr. MARSHALL. They cannot be franked. 

Mr. FULLER. The Clerk can do it. Many 
of the documents which members of the last 
Congress were entitled to were not printed and 
ready for distribution in season; they were not 
in readiness until after the members had Jost their 
franking privilege. Jt is right, thereforc, that 
they should have the documents which properly 
belong to them. Let the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky modify his resolution so that the Clerk 
shall be authorized to notify the members, and 
ascertain their wishes in reference to these docu- 
If they wish them sent to them, then let 
them be franked to them; if not, they can of 
course go to their successors. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will suggest to the gen- 
teman from Maine, that in a great many cases 
the member who was here and is embraced by 
this resolution is dead, or has removed from his 
district. Members of the last Congress have lost 
their franking privilege. [tis a matter of courtesy 
for the sitting member to confer with his prede- 
cessor where he may be enabled to do so. The 
power was given to that predocossor, atall events, 
to have them sent into his district; and we now 
pass this resolution to have the books go where 
the law originally designed they should go. I 
cannot consent to modify the resolution; and to 
test the sense of the House I now call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put, 
and being put, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MARSHALL. | move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was passed, and that 
that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I present to the House the 
memorial of R. G. B. Clarke, of Iowa, who con- 
tests the seat of Mr. Aveusrus Hart, and move 
that it, together with the accompanying exhibit, 
be referred to the Committee of Elections, and 
ordcred to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NEW REGISTER TO A VESSEL. 

Mr. BURLINGAME. Mr. Speaker, there is 
upon the table a bill which ought to be passed. 
Objection was made to it the other day—I presume 
none will be made to-day. The ship is ready for 
sea, and only awaits a little formal legislation here. 
I hope that when taken up it will at once be put 
on its passage. 

Mr. WALKER. 
now adjourn, 
get up a bill. 

The House refused to adjourn. © 

The Clerk read the title of the bill for informa- 
tion, as follows: 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the bark Monmouth. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up 
lt 
was then ordered to be read a third time; and 
having been read a third time, was passed. 

REORGANIZATION OF KANSAS TERRITORY. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask leave to introduce a bill 
of which previous notice has been given. It is 
a bill to reéstablish the boundaries, and reorganize 
the government of the Territory of Kansas, and 
for other purposcs. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. I move to suspend the rule for 
the purpose suggested. I merely ask for a refer- 
ence of the bill. : 

The question was taken, and (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the rules were suspended. The 
bill was then read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


I move that the House do 
I have been for an hour trying to 
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MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bill, of which previous notice 
had been given; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, viz: a bill for the 


relief of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, | 


and to facilitate the transportation of the United 
States mail. 


CILAPLAINCY-—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. KENNETT. I desire, with the consent 


of the House, to make a personal explanation;. 


and afterwards, if the House will indulge me, I 
have some matters of business to present. 

The personal explanation is this: It will be 
remembered that one day last week I put in nom- 
ination the name of a reverend gentleman of this 
city for the office of Chaplain to the House. I 
had not the honor of a personal acquaintance with 
the gentleman, but I heard him from that desk, 


on the morning of the memorable Saturday some | 


two wecks ago, make a prayer to the Throne of 
FIcaven to help this House out of the dead-lock 
which it seemed to be in. That prayer was 
answered, it seems, fer on that day the House 
was organized, Presuming upon the righteous- 
ness of the gentleman, from the evidence I had 
before me, as a matter of compliment T took the 


liberty—too great a liberty, if L am to judge from | 


the letter the gentleman published last week in the 
National Intelligencer—to offer his name for the 
chaplaincy of the House. I only proposed to put 
him in that desk, that he might pray for us poor 
miserable sinners here. [did not offer to put him 
downto the level of the floor, where some of his 
‘cloth’? happen to sit; I only proposed him for 
the chaplaincy of the House. 
mission; and as he does not consider that as an 
honor, and might look upon an election as a dis 


grace, I ask to withdraw the name of the Rev. | 


Mr. Cummin from the list of nominees for 
Chaplain, 

Now, as to the matter of busines, I have in my 
hand several bills, which Iask the indulgence of 
the House to introduce, previous notice of the 
same having been given. The same indulgence 
has been extended to the honorable gentleman, 
the Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. Lanz, from the 
other side of the Rocky mountains. I happen to 
be from this side of the mountains—a. border ruf- 
fian from the State of Missouri—but my seat in 
this. House is over here in Oregon, (pointing to 


theextreme parts of the Hall,) where we seldom | 


hear anything that is going on. Therefore, as I 


am upon the floor, I ask the consent of the House | 


to offer the bills which I hold in my hand. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. KENNETT presented the following bills; 
which were severally read the first and second 
times by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill for the relief of J. W. Todd, of the Ord- 
nance. Referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
Des Moines rapids in the Mississippi river. 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


A bill granting the right of way to the St. | 
Louis and Iron Mountain railroad through the | 
»magazine,and Jefferson Barracks tracts. | 


arsena: 


Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Thad not his per- | 


A bill for the benefit of the Pacific Railroad | 


company incorporated by the State of Missouri. | 


Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Abi 
to lands in t 
and for other purposes. 


mittee on Private Land Claims. 


A bill amendatory of the act graduating the | 
Referred to the Committee | 


price of public lands. 
on Public Lands. 
NEW MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. KENNETT also offered the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency and propriety of establishing a United States Mili- 
tary Academy and School of Practice in the Mississippi 
valley, in which there shall also be professorships of mining, 
agriculture, and mechanical engineering; and to report by 
bul or otherwise. j 

Resolved further, That said committee report to this 
House whether the arsenal grounds and buildings, owned 


lsupplementary to an act confirming claims |} 
he States of Missouri and Arkansas, | 
Referred to the Com- || 


| President, the 
| prejudice to the public interest; and that until 
that time the act of Congress approved June 12, | 
1840, shall not apply to the said office or officers. | 


| objection to this bill. 


by the United States at the city of St. Louis, State of Mis- 
souri, are peculiarly fitted for the site of such institution, 
and whether they ought not to be retained and set apart for 
that purpose. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. DICKSON asked and received unanimous 
consent of the House to have the petition and pa- 
pers of the heirs of the late General Solomon Van 
Rensselaer, of New York, for relief, taken from 
the files of the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COMINS. I ask the consent of the 
House to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Court of Claims he requested to return 
to this House bill No. 465, for the relief of Isaac Adams, 
together with the accompanying papers, the same not invol- 
ving any question of appropriation of money from the Treas- 
ury, and not being a proper subject for the cognizance of 
the said Court of Claims; which bill was referred to said 
court under the general order of the House of Represent 
atives of March 3, 1855. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and adopted. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. GROW asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, viz: a bill to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers on the public domain. 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill, of which previous no- 
tice had been given, viz: a bill to amend the act 
for the relief of Nancy Wetherford, widow of 
Colonel William Wetherford, of the first Illinois 
regiment of volunteers in the Mexican war. 

The bill was reada first and second time by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


KALAMAZOO LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 97, to continue temporarily 
the land office at Kalamazoo, in the State of Mich- 
igan. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and 
second time by its title. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Task that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of considering the bill, and 
I wish to make a statement in relation to it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Before the motion 


to suspend the rules be entertained, I hope the |! 
| bill will be read. 


The Lill was accordingly read: The first section 
enacts that the register and receiver of the land 


| office at Kalamazoo, and the office itself, shall be 


continued until such time as, in the opinion of the 
same can be discontinued without 


Section two enacts, further, that the compensa- 
tion of said register and receiver shall be allowed 


| them, agreeably to law, during the time of their 


continuance under the exisiting order. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I understand that the bill 
comes to us from the Senate. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Yes; it is a Senate bill. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Then Ido not see why we || 


should not pass it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
objection. 

Mr. KEITT. 


E withdraw my 


I object. It is anew bill, so 


far as we are concerned, and ought to take the: 


usual course. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iwishto make an inquiry, 
the answer to which may, perhaps, obviate my 
This office has been dis- 
continued under the operation of law, as I under- 
stand? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. The quantity of public 
land in that land district is so reduced, that the 
office would be discontinued under the operation 
of law. But there are several cases pending for 
decision in that office, under the operation of the 


graduation law and of the swamp-land law, and į 


if the office be now discontinued, the books must 
necessarily be removed to another office, some- 
thing over a hundred miles distant. The decis- 
ion of all these cases, and the delivering of the 


| land patents from this office, will be, in the event 
| of iis removal, attended: with great expense and 
‘difficulty. It is, therefore, simply, proposed. to 
continue the land office where it is, until such 
times as these matters can be. disposed of, and 
when, in the judgment of the President and: the 
Secretary of the Interior, it will be proper. to dis- 
continue it. If this law be passed at all—and it 
has been introduced at the suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior—it should. be done imme- 
diately. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then the answer of the 
gentleman indicates this—that the office is to be 
reéstablished, because there are several contro- 
versies pending somewhere in that neighborhood, 
and because the individuals who reside there do 
| not desire to be put to the trouble of getting tes- 
| timony from adjoining land offices. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. That is not the state- 
ment I made. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I misunderstood the 
gentleman. Will he be kind enough to repeat 
what he did say? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I said that there were 
questions pending, the decision of which was with 
the officers of this land office, in relation to entries 
of land made under the graduation Sd and made 
under the swamp-land law. Theres a collision 
between the interest of the State land office,.or 
the purchasers under the authority of the State, 
and the purchasers under the graduation law and 
under the laws of the General Government. . It 
is the decisions of these questions that have been 
made by the receiver and register of the land 
office to which I alluded; and if the papers and 
books and business of the office be removed a 
hundred miles off, it will produce great incon- 
venience. Besides this, allow me to say that so 
much land has been sold at that office within the 
last year or two, that the patents are not yet de- 
livered, nor have they been all received at the 
office. Many of them are here yet, perhaps, 
unsigned; and thus very many individuals have 
not yet got their patents. It is proper that they 
should not be required to go one hundred miles 
or more to get their patents. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, Mr. Speaker, sup- 
pose we take the responsibility of reopening this 
land office, how long will it be required to be kept 
open to eee these parties ? 

L 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. Iam not informed. 

Mr. LINDLEY. 1 hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. have an amendment 
to reopen a land office, under similar cireum- 
stances, in Missouri. 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh, if there aro more of 
| the same sort, T will stand to it. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to the bill of the gentleman from 
» Michigan ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is thcre a motion pending 
to refer this bill to a standing committee? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was made by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Surru,] but 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will submit to 
i the gentleman from Michigan, that he had better 
| allow bis bill to be referred. This practice of 
| introducing and passing bills without their having 
i undergone the scrutiny of any committee, is an 
| irregular one. Itis an innovation upon the es- 
tablished usages of the House. 
| Now, sir, I understand this bill to have the 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


effect of getting rid of two laws—one requiring 
|i the discontinuance of a land office, whenever the 
amount of land open to sale is not sufficient te 
warrant its continuance; and the other, consoli- 
i dating the district with another. I understand 
|| that several offices and land districts have. thus 
| been consolidated. I understand, moreover, that 
iat all these offices questions have remained unad- 
| justed when they were discontinued, but they can 
easily be adjusted in the adjoining offices. 

Sir, I think this matter of passing bills in this 
mafiner is an innovation upon the established 
usages of legislation. It can only produce mis- 
hievous results. Its effect would be to continue 
| in office gentlemen who are enjoying otium cum 
: dignitate, and are unwilling to lose their places. 
| L think, sir, under the circumstances, the gentle- 
| man from Michigan had better allow his bill to 
: be referred; and, if it is in order, I move to refer 
| it to the Committee on Public Lands. 


a 
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Mr. LANDLEY. -I hope the bill will not be 
referred. I think my. friend from Virginia mis- 
understands the state of facts existing. ‘The 

seopie in this district, and in another one which 

wish to have incorporated in the bill, were not | 
aware of the intention to discontinue the Jand 
office; they did not all of them ‘keep informed | 
of the proceédings of the last Congress. This | 
bill will give them notice that they must attend | 
to their business. They will come in and have | 
their cases decided before the office is removed, 
when:they would be compelled to go one hundred | 
and fifty or two hundred miles to an adjoining 
land office. : : 

=: T hope the gentleman from Virginia will with- 
draw his objection, and permit this bill to pass, 
embracing both the Kalamazoo district and that 
of Palmyra, in thé State of Missouri, which I de- 
sire to have placed in it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I wish to say one 
word in reply to my friend from Missouri, [Mr. | 
Liyptery.] This is an attempt to reéstablish an 
office which, under the operation of existing law, 
would be discontinued; and it relates to one par- 
ticular instance, out of fifty or one hundred, that | 
have occurred during the past year, where, by the 
extinguishment of the titles to the public lands, 
the quantit#fhas been reduced to the number of 
acres when It is contemplated the offices shall be | 
discontinued, and consequently united and con- 
solidated with other offices. I think I know of | 
five offices in my own State which have been dis- 
continued, and the same reasons exist for contin- | 
uing those five offices as for continuing this one. | 

Sir, I am utterly opposed to such partial legis- 
lation as contemplates provisions for the benefit 
of one neighborhood and excludes all others. So 
far as the amendment of my friend from Missouri | 
is concerned, it would be better for him, I think, 
that this bill should be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. A general provision is neces- 
sary, if any at all. I hope the bill will be referred | 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not desire to take | 
part in the controversy that is going on with 
regard to these offices. I rise to appeal to the 
gentleman who presented this bill, to permit it to 
go to the Committee on Public Lands. 1f there | 
is really cause which makes it important that the 
office to which it relates should be reéstablished, | 
I am sure the Committee on Publie Lands will 
report to that effect. It is proper that all these 
bills should be considered by the appropriate ; 
committee. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Iam willing that the bill | 
should be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


The bill was so referred. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The salary is 
precisely the same as that given to a similar offi- 
cer in the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not think the salary is 
too much, and I hope the report of the committee 
will be adopted. i 

The resolution was adopted. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave another resolution 
to offer from the same committee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion, to enable me to offer 
a resolution. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would, if your resolu- 
tion could come up at once, but the gentleman 
from Ohio has sent up another resolution, which 
would precede it. 

Mr. SMITH. I understand the gentleman 
withdraws it, that I may offer my resolution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. ‘I cannot withdraw it if 
another question is to intervene. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope it will be 
withdrawn, so that my resolution may be put 
upon its passage. It is important to the public 
business that these estimates should be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, that they 
|! may go to work. 

The SPEAKER. Inreply, the Chair will state 
that the gentleman from Georgia declines to with- 
draw his motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I hope the House 
will vote it down. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

REFERENCE OF ESTIMATES. 

The Clerk read Mr. CAmPBELL’S resolution, 
| as follows: 

Resolved, That the cstimates of appropriation required 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 80th of June, 
1857, and transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, agrecably to joint resolution of Congress of 


7th of January, 1846, be referred tothe Committee of Ways 
and Means. i 


.The resolution was adopted. 

REPORT OF CAPTAIN BOUTWELL 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offerthe following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he, 
and he hereby ia, requested to communicate to this House 
the report of Captain E. Boutwell, and all the accompany- 
ing documents, relative to the operations of the United 
States sloop of war John Adams, under his command, at 


it the Fejec Islands, in the year 1855. 


The resolution was adopted. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DOWDELL asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill and joint resolution; which were 
read a first and second time by their titles, as 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to ask the 
consent of the House to put this resolution upon 
its passage: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
authorized to employ a clerk, at the salary of $1,800 per 
anniv. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I desire to 
offer the following amendment: f 

Resolved, That the Committees on Tleetions, Foreign 
Affairs, and cach of the other standing committees of this 
House which were allowed clerks during the last session 
of Congress, be, and they are hereby, authorized to appoint | 
clerks for the present Congress, and the compensation of 
said clerks respectively shall be the same as is allowed by 
law to the clerk of the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. COBB, of. Alabama. I hope this amend- 
ment will not be adopted. So far as the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands are concerned, they do 
not want a clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
not prevail. 

r. JONES, of Tennessce. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order, ‘This resolution was unanimously | 
received as a report from the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, and an amendment of this sort is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I think the resolution ought | 
to pass. I believe the Committee of Ways and | 
Means need a clerk, and I believe the clerkship 
should be made a permanent one, at a liberal ak 
ary, such as will command the services of a com- ! 
petent gentleman, 


I hope the amendment will 


follows, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill for the relief of Robert Mitchell. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A jointresolution authorizing settlements under 
certain mail contracts. Referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. LAKE asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce the following bills, which were read a first 
and second time by their titles, and referred as 
| indicated below:+ 

A bill to settle certain accounts between the 
United States and the State of Mississippi. Re- 


t 


|; ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


A bill granting alternate sections of land in aid 
| of the construction of the Southern Railroad, in 
| the State of Mississippi. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

PAPERS OF JOHN CRAWFORD. 

Mr. LAKE. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the 
i unanimous consent of the House for leave to with- 
draw from the files the petition and papers of 
John Crawford, of the State of Mississippi. 
When I made this application the other day, some 
gentleman on the opposite side of the House made 
objection to it. If i am allowed a short explana- 
tion, there will now be, I am satisfied, no objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. Go on. 

Mr. LAKE. Mr. Crawford holds a certificate 
of forfeited land stock, the money for which was 
paid in 1807. He made application to this House 
at the last Congress, that he be allowed to lay 
down his warrant upon lands in the State of 
Louisiana. That is the sum and substance of 
his application. I only ask the withdrawal of the 


his petition—to change nothing else, so that his 
petition and papers may be prepared for being 
again brought to the attention of members. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. What kind of land 
stock is it? 

Mr. LAKE. Iwill inform you. Under pre- 
vious acts of Congress lañds were authorized to 
be sold on a credit; and when partial payment, 
and not the full payment, was made, this land 
was forfeited. The money which was paid be- 
came forfeited. In 1828 an act of Congress was 
passed authorizing’ persons who had paid for land 
under these circumstances, to lay down warrants 
which were to be given them upon any public 
land within the district where their previous en- 
tries had been made. All I wish is the withdrawal 
of the petition and papers, in order that a slight 
alteration may be made in the petition. 

Mr. JONES. I think the best plan would be 
to file an amended petition. 

Mr. LAKE. ‘Thealteration | propose to make 
is this: At the time the petition was filed, there 
were in Mississippi no public lands worth having. 
Application was made for authority to locate the 
warrant in the State of Louisiana. Since that 
time the public lands of that State have also been 


| entered and taken up; and the application he now 


wishes to make is, that he may be allowed to locate 
his warrant upon any of the public lands of the 
United States. The matter will then come before 
Congress in the shape of a bill, if reported back 
by the Committee on. the Public Lands, to which 
I shall move its reference. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The most regu- 
lar way would be to file an amended petition. 

There was no objection; and it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 


petition and papers of John Crawford. 


Mr. KEITT. 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were, ona 
division—ayes 46, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MILLSON. Lask for tellers on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MiLLsoN 
and FLAGLER were appointed. 

The ‘question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 


I move that the House donow 


| (at three o’clock and thirty-five minutes) the 
| House adjourned untilto-morrow at twelve o'clock 
jm. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 19, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
of State, in answer to the resolution of the Senate 
of the 17th ultimo, requesting transcripts of cer- 
tain correspondence and other papers touching 
the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the 
Mosquito Indians, and the convention between 
the United States and Great Britain of the 19th 
of April, 1850; which, on motion by Mr. Jonzs, 
of Iowa, was ordered to lie on the table and be 


i printed. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of State, in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate of January 
17th. The resolution called for a copy of the 
report of adjudications made by the board of 
American commissioners at Paris on the claims 
of American citizens to indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to the year 1800. The Secretary 
of State says that, after the most diligent search, 
no such report ean be found in the Department. 

The communication was, on motion by Mr. 
Hamury, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have received 


and been requested to present to the Senate the 
petition of Horatio J. Perry, late acting chargé 
d’affaires of the United States at Madrid, who 
asks for the difference between the salary of a 
secretary of legation and that of a chargé for 
the time that he performed the duties of the latter 
position; and, also, for some additional compen- 


| papers that a slight alteration may be made in |} sation for expenses incurred. I move that the 
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petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
elations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of E. 
Corby, for himself and the other heirs of Thomas 
M. Corby, praying for indemnity for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to 1800; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the memorial of Ele- 
azer Williams, praying that a sum intended to 
have been secured to him by the terms of a treaty 
between the United States and the St. Regis tribe 
of Indians, in consideration of his services and 
expenses in their behalf, but unjustly withheld 
from him through the interposition of others, may 
now be paid to him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, asking for the 
establishment of a post road through the public 
domain to the. State of California; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the memorial of 
Joseph Nock, praying for an extension of his 
patent for an improvement in locks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of citizens of 
New York, praying for an amendment of the 
bounty tand act of March 3, 1855; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Asa R. Ford, administra- 
tor of Augustus Ford, deceased, praying for com- 


poe for a chart of Lake Ontario prepared | 


y the latter in the war of 1813, for the use of 
the squadron on that lake, accompanied by addi- 
tional documents in the case; which was referred 
to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of J. 
E. Martin, United States Consul at Lisbon, 
praying for compensation for services as chargé 
d’affaircs of the United States at that court; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forcign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented additional evi- 
dence in support of the claim of the heirs of 
James Hook, deceased; which, with their peti- 
tion on the files of the Senate, was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. STUART presented the petition of John | 


M. Gilbert and others, praying that the direction 


of Delaware avenue, as laid down in the plat of | 


Washington city, may be changed; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of 
George L. Browne and William Curry, praying 
for a remission of a portion of the duties on a 
cargo of coal taken from a vessel wrecked on the 
Florida reef, and brought by them into the port 
of Key West; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of mem- 
bers of the bar of the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing that the salary of the Judge of the Orphan’s 
Court of that District may be increased; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. MASON presented an addilional paper in | 


relation to the claim of Hall Neilson, for remis- 
sion of interest on notes given in payment of 
land; which, with his petition on the files of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petition of Martha 
Morris, widow of Wiliam Morris, arevolutionary 
soldier, praying to be allowed arrears of pension 
«nd bounty land; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Florida, in favor of changing the 
location of the military reservation at Palatka, 
and making that reservation subject to the right 
ofentry, as other public lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands- 
` Algo, a resolution of the Legislature of Flor- 
ida, in favor of the establishment of a naval depot 


at Amelia Island, in that State which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


TERRITORY OF KANSAS. 


Mr. COLLAMER,. Mr. President, I observe 
by the reading of the Journalthat itis recorded that 
a motion was made and agreed to yesterday, to re- 
fer the message then received from the President, 
with the accompanying documents, to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and that they should be 
printed, except the laws of Kansas. I know that 
such a motion was made by the chairman of that 
committee, [Mr. Dovenas;] but when it was 
made, another gentleman, the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. WeLLER,] immediately made a mo- 
tion for the printing of an additional number of 
copies. I did not understand that the first mo- 
tion was passed upon, but the Journal records it 
differently. Now, what I desire is, that the ex- 
ception in relation to the laws should not be in 
the order. I desire that the laws which accom- 
panied the message should be printed with the rest 
of the documents. The Senator from Illinois 
mentioned it to me, saying that he was of the 
same opinion with me, on reflection, that the laws 
should be printed, and told me that, if I made a 
motion to that effect, he would have no objection to 
it. I said nothing on the point yesterday. I sup- 
posed that in due time the question would come 
up, and that, before the printing was ordered, I 
should have an opportunity to submit the motion 
to which I alluded. I understand now, however, 
that it is recorded on the Journal that the docu- 
ments have becn ordered to be printed, except the 
territorial laws. My wish is to have that excep- 
tion stricken out, and I therefore move to recon- 
sider that part of the order which relates to that 
exception. I have no objection to the papers 
being referred to the committee, and printed; but 
I desire that all may be printed, the: laws with 
the rest of the document& 

Mr. RUSK. I happened accidentally to occupy 
the chair at the moment when the order was made 
yesterday; and I will explain the matter. Upon 
the conclusion of the reading of the message and 
the accompanying documents, the Senator from 
Ilinois moved that the usual number be'printed, 
and that they be referred to the Committce onthe 
Territories. Some gentleman of the Senate sug- 
gested to him to exclude the laws of Kansas, 
which were among the documents. He did so, 
and modified his motion to that effect. About 
that time, and before any question was taken, the 
Senator from California rose,and moved the print- 
ing of ten thousand extra copies. Before I enter- 
tained the motion of the Senator from California, 
I observed to the Senate, that the motion to print 
the usual number, and to refer the documents to 
the Committee on the Territories, would be re- 
garded as adopted unless objection was made. I 
heard no objection, and then I recognized the 
Senator from California, aud stated the question 
to be on printing ten thousand extra copies of the 
documents. 

It is important, I think, that the papers should 
be pffhted at once, and go before the Committee 
on the Territories. As the debate, which was 
commenced yesterday, will, in all probability, go 
on for some time, judging from the way in which 
it has begun, I think it would be well to have the 
question of printing settled. I believe the better 
plan would be, for the Senator from Vermont to 
modify his motion so as to move, in addition to 
the order made yesterday, to print the Jaws of the 
Territory. I know that the Senator from Illinois 
came to me immediately afterwards, and said he 
would be glad to change his motion, but it was 
then too late to do so. There are various reasons 
why the territorial laws should be printed. Th ey 
have been, no doubt, very much misrepresented. 
I do not pretend to say on which side the misrep- 
resentation has been. The newspapers on one 
side represent them in one way, and those onthe 
other side in another. I have not read them, but 
there must be falsehood on one side or the other. 
In order to ascertain the character of the laws, I 
have endeavored to procure a copy. of them, but 


I understand that the one presented to the Senate, 
and perhaps another, are all that can be obtained 
here. In order to reach the truth of this maiter, , 
it is therefore very important that those laws 
should be printed. Let the truth come. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ihave no objection to the 
form; I only wish-to reach the object. At the 
gentleman’s suggestion I will withdraw my 
former motion, and now move that the laws be 
printed with the other documents. 

Mr. EVANS. I should like to know the size 
of the laws, so as to form a judgment on the 
question whether it is likely that they will be 
printed during the present session. 

The PRESIDENT. This is the volume, (hold- 


| ing up an octavo book of 976 pages.) 


Mr. JOHNSON. Isit proposed to printextra 
numbers of these laws? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. My motionis to printthe 
usual'number of the laws passed by the Territorial 
Legislature. 

he motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. CuLrLom, their Clerk, 
announcing the passage by that body of-a bill to 
amend ‘*An act in addition to certain acts grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” approved March 3, 1855. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A. bill to relieve the Commissioner of Pensions 
from the performance of certain clerical duties ;and 

A bill to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the bark Monmouth. 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. HALE. I have reecived, and been re- 
quested to present, the petition of Frederick W. 
Moores, late master in the United States Navy, 
complaining of the action of the late naval board, 
and representing that, if he is to remain in the 
situation in which they have placed him, the 
compensation provided is not sufficient for his 
support, and asking for additional pay. Mr. 
Moores is in a different relation from most of the 
officers who have suffered by the action of the 
naval board. They have turned themselves into 
a legislature, and abolished the whole corps to 
which Mr. Moores belongs. I move that this 
petition may be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of William 
D. Porter, a heutenant in the United States 
Navy, who has been placed upon the furlough 
list by the action of the late naval board; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Aifairs. 

Also, the petition of Samuel R. Knox, com- 
plaining of the action of the late naval board in 
consequence of which he has been placed on the 
reserved list; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. . 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the memorial of Cap- 
tain Charles W. Skinner, placed on the reserved 
list in consequence of the action of the late naval 
board, praying to be restored to his former posi- 
tionin the Navy; which was referred to the Couns 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Au- 
gustus Hi. Kilty, a licutenant in the Navy, who 
has been placed upon the reserved list, praying 
to be restored to his former position in the ser- 
vice; which was referred to the Committce on 


; Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MASON presented an additional memorial 
and papers of John S. Taylor, a lieutenant in 
the Navy, who has becn placed upon the reserved 
list; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. PEARCE. I present the memorial of 
Captain William K, Latimer, who has been 


February 19, 


placed-on the furlough: list bythe action of the 
naval.board, asking to ‘he restored to the active 
ligt. “This gentleman argues his case at consid- 
erable length; and furnishes a variety of testi- 
mony, which shows quite conclusively that he is 
not only an.cfficient and capable officer, but one 
of very high merit. His memorial is accompa- 
‘nied by letters from Commodore Hull, Commo- 
pre Paulding, Commodore Crane, Commodore 
gley, Commodore Tattnall and various others, 
all'tending to the same result. Commodore Hull 
says that, if he had been appointed to the com- 
nd.of a Squadron, he should have selected this 
gentleman as captain under him. Commodore 
fatinall—in a letter as late as February 4, 1856— 
speaks in such terms of him that I am tempted 
to.read a few passages: 
« T-Yave never known you to command a ship that was 
not remarkable for her high condition; and those whom I 
have heard object to your temper, as hasty on duty, have 
generally conceded to you very high qualities as an officer, 
and the refined courtesies of a gentleman in your personal 
associations. : i 
** Some years have elapsed sinee, on a certain occasion, 
Loffered youa testimonial of my esteem and friendship. 
Those sentiments are`not affected by the censure of the 
board ór officers, and, without assuming to impugn its mo- 
tives or judgment, E must say, my old friend, that the retir- 


jug of no officer caused nie as much surprise as yours, and 
that you have my heartfelt sympathy.’ 


‘Sir, I know this officer personally, and he re- 
mains in full possession of all his mental and 
physical vigor, He has the reputation of being 
an officer of uncommon ability, great knowledge 
of stamanship, and thorough efficiency in every 
particular. His temper, it is true, is somewhat 
finaty, and has brought. him into difficulties more 


than once; twice I believe he has been court-mar- |! 


tialed, and paid the penalty for those offenses, 
but without his character as an officer or as a 
gentleman being called in question. 1 move that 
is memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
The motion. was agreed to, 
‘CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to state to the Senate, 
that T received a note this morning from the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Chayron,] who, I 
regret to say, informs me that he is very much 
indisposed, and not likely very soon to come into 
the Senate, in which he has suggested that the 
reference of the letter of Lord John Russell 
should be made. I therefore ask that the Senate 
will now take it up for that purpose. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. “I wish to submit 
some remarks on the subject of that reference 
before it is disposed of. Itis only recently that 
Thave had any inclination to take part in the 
delate: + 

“Mr, MASON. Iwill not press the reference 
of the paper after it is taken up, if the gentleman 
then one sa desire to goon. I only ask that 
dt may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. The morning business is 
not yet disposed of, 

Mr. MASON, Very well; then T shall wait. 

Atter the transaction of other business, 

Mr. MASON again rose and said: E hope the 
paper will now be taken up. ‘The Senator from 

elaware will not be able to be here. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, apprehend it is too 
late to accomplish the object of my friend from 


& 


one o'clock. 
Mr. MASON. I submit the matter entirely to 
the convenience of the Senator from Kentucky. 


As he does not desire that the subject shall now | 


he taken up, I withdraw my motion. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr, BRODIIEAD, it was 

Ordered, Chat the memorial of Robert Graham, praying 
for the coufirination of his title to certain land, and com- 
pensation for other land which belonged to hin, but was 
sold by the United V 
the Senate, and refer 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, ‘fhat the memorial of the heirs of Major Samuel 
Scott, an offiecr of the Revolution, praying for the bounty 
land due to their ancestor by resolution of the Legislature 
irginia, which they were unable to obtain, on account 
of their papers being mislaid in the Pension Offiec by the 
Government officers there, und not being found until the 
resolution expired by limitation, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lationary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the memorial of James H. Gale, praying 


d to the Committee on Private Land 


es, he withdrawn from the files of | 
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to be allowed the bounty land- to which his brother was 
entitled, as an officer of the Army of the United States, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, in the 
House of Representatives, on the 13th instant, it 
was ordered ‘‘that Mr. Broom be permitted to 
take from the files the petition of Elizabeth Mont- 
gomery, with the accompanying documents, to 


be submitted to the Court of Claims.” Upon 
were in the Senate. I move that leave be granted 


ery, heir of Hugh Montgomery, praying for 
remuneration for losses and services during the 
revolutionary war, from the files of the Senate, 
and refer them to the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


States service, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 
Mr. EVANS. Some time ago several petitions, 


| which I hold in my hand, four in number, were 
| presented and referred to the Committee on Rev- 


olutionary Claims. They are petitions from the 
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EAE a 3, i| frequent trilure of the northern mail ini 
Virginia in calling up that matter, It is nearly | 


the passage of the actof 3d March last, but have 


i died since; and according to the rule which has 


been established in the Department their heirs 
cannot get the land. Although these claims ori- 


| ginated in the Revolution, the subject to which they 
relate does not belong to the jurisdiction of the | 


Committee on Revolutionary Claims. I am, 


i therefore, directed by that committee to move that 


they be discharged from the consideration of the 
petitions of the heirs of Benjamin Hathaway, of 
the heirs of Oliver Weeks, of the heirs of Elisha 
Williams, and the heirs of Isaac S. Whitford, 


and that those petitions be referred to the Com- |} 


mittec on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
dD 


Mr. EVANS, from the same committee, to 
whom were referred the petition of citizens of De 
Kalb county, Alabama, in behalf of Sarah Benge, 


of John Burkhalter, all praying for pensions, 
asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS OF THE RULES. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instrueted 
to inquire into the expedieney of reporting a resolution or 
rue providing for the distribution of documents ordered to 
be printed by the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER gave notice of his intention to 
| move so to amend the rules of the Senate ag to 
| provide that cach State shall be called in its turn 
for the presentation of petitions, 


| MAIL FAILURES. 
i Mr FOSTER. 1 offer the following resolution, 
and Lask for its immediate consideration: 


|} Resolved, ‘hat the Postmaster General be requested to 


; Conmnunivate to the Senate the cause or causes of the very 


transmission to 


tion from the Post Ofice Department, and it is 
now being prepared, in order to be sent to the 
committee, 

Mr. HAMLIN. T think the Senator from 
Florida is mistaken. According to my recollec- 
tion, the action of the committee was limited to a 
call on the Postmaster Gencral for the reasons 
of the failure of the mail between New York and 
New Orleans. 

The PRESIDENT. 
over if objected to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
Senator objects. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BIGGS asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to introduce a joint resolution declaring 
in what manner the pension laws for the benefit 
of the Cherokee Indians shall be executed: which 


Ido not understand that any 


search there it was ascertained that the papers | 


to withdraw the petition of Elizabeth Montgom- | 


Ordered, That the petition of James Harrington, praying | 
| for indemnity for sickness and Joss of time in the United 


heirs of revolutionary soldiers, who were alive at ! 


the petition of John Vreeland, and the petition | 


The resolution will lie į 


was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to amend and consolidate the navigation. 
revenue, and collection laws of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. He stated that he did not ask for ‘its 
printing, because the bill, which is a very long 
: one, had been printed at the last session. ` 

Mr. MALLORY, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
i bill to incorporate the St. Thomas’s Literary So- 
ciety, in the District of Columbia; which was read 
| twice By its title, and referred to the Committee 
i on the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. GEYER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to, 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the 
payment of horses and other property lost and 
destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1849; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
i; mittee on Military Affairs. 

PRINTING APPROPRIATIONS. 


i} Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 5) to 
'| supplya deficiency in the appropriations for print- 
i ing for the second session of the Thirty-Third 
Congress; which was read a first time, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 


| Mr. HUNTER. The object of this joint res- 


the 


ij olution is to allow the use of the printing appro- 
priations for this fiscal year to meet the deficien- 
|| cies of the last year. T ask for the immediate 
i consideration and passage of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
| tee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to apply so much as 
| may be necessary of the appropriations for print- 
| ing and paper for the Thirty-Fourth Congress, to 
the deficiencies in the appropriations for the print- 
| ing of the second session of the Thirty-Third 
| Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
| a third reading, and was read the third time and 
passed, 


BOUNTY LAND LAW. 


The bill from the House of Representatives, 
(EI. R. 8,) to amend “the act in addition to 
certain acts granting bounty land to certain offi- 
cers and soldiers who have heen engaged in the 
military service of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1855, was read a first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. STUART. Lask that the bill may be now 
i| read a second time, and referred to the Committce 
|| on Public Lands. 

The bill was read the second time; and the 
question was stated to be on referring it to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 
|| Mr.BRODHEAD. ‘This bill contains but a 
; Single section, repealing a clause in the bounty 
i land law of 1855, and I suggest to my friend from 
Michigan the propricty of suffering it to lie on 
the table until to-morrow morning, so that Sena- 
|| tors may look at it, and then, perhaps, we may 
come to the conclusion that there is no necessity 
for its reference. In the mean time, I will consult 
with the head of the Department which has here- 
tofore executed the bounty land laws, in regard 
to this subject. ` 

Mr. STUART. IfI state to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania whatis the present condition of the 
subject to which the bill relates before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, I apprehend he will con- 
|| cur with my motion. Several petitions have been 
|, Presented to the Senate and referred to that com- 
ii mittee respecting the same subject, and the com- 
|; mittee have matured, or nearly matured, a bill to 
| effect the object. Now, if there be anything in 
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the bill passed by the House of Representatives 
l| which should be embodied in that, or which 
: Should change the views of the committee, it cer- 
| tainly is better to have the matter presented to 
| the Senate as a whole. The object of the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands, as the question now 
stands before them, is to present a bill which will 
meet all the cases that, in their judgment, ought 


to be provided for; and, with a view to that, I 
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think this bill should be referred to them, to be 
reported back with the meastre now before the 
committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This billrepeals the clause 
in the bounty land law of 1855, requiring record 
evidence. That is all; ib contains only that single 
provision. If, as the Senator from Michigan 
suggests, we are to have another bounty land bill 
here, with many provisions in it, I fear it will not 
pass until the close of this session. This bill, 
persis to effecta single object, should, I think, 

e passed at once, or rejected, on its own merits, 
Tt 1s for this reason that I have suggested the 
propricty of suffering it to lie on the table until 
to-morrow morning. I hope that course will be 
pursued. 

Mr. STUART. The bill which will be pre- 
sented by the Committee on Public Lands is not 
an additional bounty land bill, but refers solely 
and entirely to the evidence to be submitted in 
bounty land cases, and it is being prepared with 
considerable care. 

Now, sir, whoever haslooked to the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives yesterday, will 
see taat this bill was passed without any examin- 
ation at all in that body. 
duced by a gentleman from ‘lennessce, without 
any possible investigation whatever, and immedi- 
ately passed. The consequences of an uncondi- 
tional repeal of the requirement of record evidence, 
as prescribed by existing laws, would be such 
that I wish the subject very carefully considered; 
and that is the very point which has been referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and which 
is now being investigated and about being reported 
on by that committee. I think, therefore—and I 
say it with much respect to the opinions of Sen- 
ators—that, as a matter of propricty, the Senate, 
having charged a committee of its own with a 
particular subject, should allow every question 
coming from the other House relating to that 
subject solely to be referred to the same commit- 
tee. 
The Senate can reject my proposition or not, as 
they choose; but I feel it to be my duty under the 
circumstances, as chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and as the organ on this question 
of the Senate itself, to ask for the reference of the 
bill to that committee. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope this bill will be referred. 
It makes a material change in the law, and its 
effects ought to be well considered. The law of 
the last Congress changed the provisions of the 
previous bounty land laws, by giving land to the 
amount of one hundred and sixty acres to every 
one who had served fourteen days; but it required 
record. evidence of service to be presented. I 


remember that that provision was discussed last | 


year, and it was regarded as a very important 
feature of the bill. | understand that there have 
been some decisions made by the present head of 
the Pension Bureau, as to the character of the 
record evidence required by Congress, into which 
it would perhaps be well to look, and to remedy 
the evils complained of by several applicants; but, 
at the same time, it appears to me that a repeal 
of the entire clause requiring record evidence 
would be throwing open a temptation to fraud. 


Such would be its inevitable effect; and I am not | 


now prepared to vote for such a total repeal. It 
isa matter which requires some investigation, as 
it strikes me. I hope, therefore, that the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, to 
be thoroughly investigated. If there are any 
well-founded complaints, the cause for them ma 
be removed by an amendment of the law. Sue 
a course would be well; but to throw open the 
door, and abandon altogether our former policy, 
is what I am not prepared to do. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. 


The Senate resumed the considcration of Mr. 
Wetier’s motion to print ten thousand extra 
copies of the message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States and the accompanying documents, 
communicated yesterday, in reference to the difi- 
culties in the Territory of Kansas. 


Mr. WILSON resumed and concluded the |) 


speech which he commenced yesterday. His 
remarks, with some explanations of Mr. GEYER, 
necessarily 


lished in the Appendix. 


It was simply intro- j 


With that view I have made my motion. |! 


connected with them, will be pub- |: 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to be 
‘heard in réply to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts; but I do not wish to proceed to-day. 
i have listened as attentively as I could to the Sen- 
_ator’s address; but he has made so many state- | 
ments that it will be impossible for me to under- | 
| take to answer them until I have known precisely | 
what they are. If there is any Senator who de- | 
i sires to go on now, in reply to the Senator from | 
; Massachusetts, I will yield the floor with a great i 
: deal of pleasure. If, however, there is not such | 
a Senator here, I will ask that this subject may | 
be postponed until Monday next, when 1 hope [| 
shall be able to answer many of the assumptions 


Several SENATORS. i 
poned. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to post: 
pone the further consideration of the subject, and 
make it the special order for Monday next, at one | 
o’clock. | 
: The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
i On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, February 19, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by. Rev. G. H. Day. | 
“he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 

i is the election of Chaplain to the House. i 
! ENROLLED BILLS. | 
| 


Prayer | 


rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of 

i the following titles, viz: | 

; Anact to authorize the issuing of a register | 
to the bark Monmouth; and ! 

An act to rclieve the Commissioner of Pensions | 
from the performance of certain clerical duties: 

: Which thereupon received the signature of the 

| Speaker. 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk communications from the Treasury 
Department, addressed directly to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. The committee desire that 
the communications ma 
mittee of Ways and Means by the House, and | 
ordered to be printed. | 

I avail myself ef this occasion to say to the 
House, that it is desired by the committee that 
all communications which may be procured from | 
i the Departments, recommending appropriations, 
shall be directly addressed to the Speaker of this | 


| House, and ordered to be printed. A system, as 
iş well known to the older members here, has | 
: grown up, by which amendments are proposed | 
; to appropriation bills, based upon recommenda- | 
i tions which are drawn from the private pockets į 
of members—a system calculated to embarrass | 
i the public business, in my judgment, very mach. į 
I move that the communications be referred to the | 
| 
| 
i 
t 
i 
i} 
i 


i Committee of Way and Means, and printed. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 

| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. i 
A message was received from the Senate, by | 
_Aspury Dicxiys, Esg., their Seerctary, inform- 
i ing the House that the Senate had passed a reso- | 
_ lution to supply adeficiency in the appropriations | 
‘for the printing of the second session of the 


: to ask the concurrence of the House. 

! KANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

i Mr. HICKMAN. Irise to a question Sep 
ilege. Iam instructed by the Committee of Elec- 

| tions to offer the following resolution: ; 
: Resolved, That in the Kans ont -election case the 

: Comittee of Elections be, ans 

: send for persons and papers. 

|! Mr. PHELPS. I desire to saya few words : 

i, upon this subject, if the resolution is in order. 


Mr.PHELPS. If I understand the resolution 
‘offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| [Mr. Hickmay,] it desires to have the House 


| 
|: the resolution is in order. 
| 
t 
í 
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of that Senator. || By virtue of the act organizing the Territories of 


Let the subject be post- jj 


! Mr. DAVIDSON, fromthe Committee on En- |) 


be referred to the Com- |! 


House, in order that they may be referred by the ;: 


The SPEAKER. Tho Chair is of opinion tat ; 


| much of that act has been exccuted. 


| from any quarter. 


authorize the Conimittee of Elections to send for 
persons and papers for the purpose of investiga- 
ting the legality of the recent Kansas election. It 
seems to me the committee are seeking to obtain 
a power from this House which I think ought 
not to be exercised upon this occasion. . The 
contestant, Mr. Reeder, who has presented: his 
memorial, claiming a seat upon the floor of this 
House, as the Delegate from the Territory’ of 
Kansas, alleges in his memorial that he does. not 
claim to be clected by virtue of the laws enacted 
by the Legislature of the Territory he seeks to 

represent, This position, in disregard of the 

laws, he deliberately informs us he has assumed. 


Kansas and Nebraska, the first election of a Dele- 
gate was to be held under the order which might 
be issued by the Governor, prescribing the time, 
place, and manner of holding such election. So 
l At the last 
session of Congress a gentleman appeared here 
as a Delegate from that Territory, and was ad- 
mitted as such upon this floor, without ohjection 
If it be that the Committee 
of Elections desire to inquire into the legality of 
the laws enacted by the Territorial Legislature, 
I say they are about to do that which was never 
before done—inquire into the legality of the laws 
enacted by the Territorial Legislature of Kansas. 
By what right, by. what authority can they do it? 
Those territorial laws were enacted, and they 
purport to have been enacted by a Legislature duly 
elected in pursuance of a law of Congress, and 
the validity of those cnactments, made in con- 
formity with such law of Congress, cannot be 
rightfully contested in this House. They cannot 
be examined here for the purpose of determining 
whether they were duly cnacted or not. Their 
validity can only be determined by the courts. 
The requirements of the act of Congress having 
been complied with, the validity of those terr~ 
torial laws cannot be impeached by Congress. 
Then why summon witnesses? Why bring men 
two thousand miles in the dead of winter, when 
their testimony can avail nothing? 

I am not aware it is alleged by any one, that 
the sitting member (General Whitfield) did not 
receive a majority of the legal votes cast in the 
election for Delegate. Nor is it alleged that the 
requirements of the election law were not com- 


| plied with; nor will any one assert that at that 


election any qualified voter was prevented from 
giving his vote at any election precinct in that 
Territory. Thereare no allegations—no charges 
made that, at the clection for Delegate held in 
ursuance of the laws duly enacted by the Legis- 
ature of Kansas, threats were made or force used. 
to prevent any person from voting. ‘There is no 


‘allegation that General Whitfield owes his elec- 


tion to illegal votes. The contestant docs not— 
dare not assert it. These witnesses are not re- 
quired to testify to the manner of holding that, 
election, nor to the qualifications of those persons 
who voted for General Whitfield. Nor does Gov- 
ernor Reeder claim that at that election he received 
the highest number of votes; nor does he claim 
to have been elected in pursuance of the laws of 
Kansas, nor in pursuance of any law of the Uni- 
ted States—in short; he does not claim to have 
been elected in pursuance of any law whatever. 
In support of such a claim what need of testi- 
mony: 

Those gentlemen who take the position that 
the laws of the Territory of Kansas are invalid 


a 


: assume that the Legislature of that territory was 
: convened by the Governor at a place not author- 


ized by the law, and, therefore, that its action 


: : 5 : , ' in the premises is void. I deny the position taken 
: Thirty-Third Congress; in which he was directed &: I y I 


by those gentlemen, and F refer the House to the 


| Kansas-Nebraska act, which prescribes, in its 


twenty-second section, that the first Legislature 
shall convene at such time and such place as the 


Governor himsclf shall order. 


are hereby, empowered to -i 


The twenty-second section has the following 
language. After speaking of the election of mem- 
ss of the Legislature, it says: 
nd the persons thos elected to the Legislative Assem- 
y shell meet at such place and on such day as the Gov- 
ernor shall appoint”? 

I am aware that there is another section in that 
organic law which prescribes that the seat of gov- 


| ernment shallbe temporarily at Fort Leavenworth; 
| but that very act provides that the first Legisla- 
i ture shall assemble at such place and at such time 
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as thë Governor may direct. The Governor of | 
the Territory (Governor Reeder, the contestant) 
réquired that Legislature to assemble at Pawnee. 
The Legislature did assemble on the day named 
inthe Governor’s proclamation at Pawnee, and 
organized by the election of its presiding and other 
officers. : When thus legally organized in the cus- 
tomary mode, Governor. Reeder recognized. the 
legal cxistence of that Legislature, and sent to it 
his message, with recommendations for its con- 
sideration and action. That message was re- 
ceived, read, and ordered to be printed. So far, 
no‘difficulty nor disagreement had occurred. __ 

. The Legislature, being assembled upon a mili- | 
tary reserve, at a town laid out upon it in viola- 
tion’of Jaw, and in which Governor Reeder was 
himself interested as a proprietor, without build- 
ings provided for its sessions, or suitable accom- 
modations for its members, adjourned its sittings 
to the Shawnee Mission, where proper accommo- 
dations for the Legislature and its members were 
fuimished.. This adjournment was made by virtue 
of-an act of the Legislature passed in due form by 
a unanimous vote in one House, and but a single 
dissenting voice in the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture, after it had been vetoed by Governor Reeder. 
It, therefore, became a law in the manner provided 
forby the act organizing the Territory of Kansas. 

The Legislature then assembled at Shawnee 
Mission, and there passed laws prescribing the 
. qualifications of voters and the qualifications for 
holding office. It exercised all the power that is 
recognized to exist in a Legislative Assembly; 
and I contend that it rightfully exercised such 

ower, Having adjourned . from Pawnee, and 
Paving been regularly organized at Shawnce 
Mission, the Legislature there proceeded to pass 
a law providing for the election of a Delegate 
to the Congress of the United States; and un- 
der that law, so enacted, a Delegate was elected, 
was admitted to a seat on this floor, and now 
claims that he has a right to that seat. Why 
does Governor Reeder come here contesting that 
election? On what ground does he contest the 
right of the sitting member? He alleges that the 
laws passed by the Legislature are invalid because 
they were not enacted at the proper place. Ihave 
shown the Legislature had power to adjourn, in 
the manner it did, to meet at Shawnee Mission. 
The Kansas-Nebraska act itself declares that the 
powers of that Legislature shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation; and there can be 
no question that the power is inherent in every 
Legislative Assembly, unless restricted by the 
organic law, to adjourn to such time and place 
as may suit its own convenience. No such re- 
striction can be shown, 

What is proposed to be clicited, in the event of 
the adoption of the resolution? Is it proposed to 
spin out this election contest until the close of this 
session, by sending for persons and papers? The 
very act of Congress which provides for con- 
tested clections points out the manner in which 
persons who may contest the right ofany member 
to'a seat on thif floor shall proceed. lt provides 
that, after giving notice of a seat being contested, 
notice shall be given of the time and place for 
taking depositions. And Task, do you in this 
case expect to bring here the people of Kansas or 
of the borders of Missouri, for the purpose of 
deposing before the Committee of Elections ? 

here is the investigation to end? What is to 
be the result of it? Can anything result from it? | 
Suppose this House declare the seat of the Dele- 
gete from Kansas vacant, how can that Territory 

e represented here in this Congress? Can it be 
represented in any other way than by an election | 
held pursuant to the laws of the Territory of! 
Kansas? Are you to say, and will this House say, 
that a person clected by a portion of the people 
of that Territory, or who claims to be elected | 
by a portion of the people of that Territory, ! 
without any law authorizing such an election, and | 
in defiance of law, is entitled to a seat on this floor ? | 
Will you say that the laws of that Territory are 
to be trampled under foot, and that you will} 
disregard them, and accept asa Delegate from 
that 'Territary a man who avows in his petition | 
that he does not claim any right to a seat on this 
floor under the acts of a Legislature called into 
existence by our own laws? 

I desire now to call the attention of the House į 
to the law regulating and providing for the elec- 
tion of a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 


Speaking of the election of a Delegate from the 
Territory of Kansas, the act prescribés that the 
first election ‘shall be held at such time and places, 
and be conducted in such manner as the Gover- 
ernor shall appoint and direct; and at all subse- 
quent elections, the time, places, and manner of 
holding the election shall be prescribed by law.” 
Prescribed by whom? By the Territorial Legis- 
lature. The first election, as I have before re- 
marked, has taken place under this organic act. 
Therefore, this act, so far as that is concerned, is 
functus officio; the act is performed. The first 
election for which the law provides took place in 
1854, under the immediate direction of Governor 
Reeder himself. No subsequent election can be 
ordered by and be under the control of the Gov- 
ernor, but is to be held by virtue of the laws 
which may be enacted by the Territorial Legisla- 
ture of Kansas, and not otherwise. But suppose 
the seat of the Delegate of the Territory should 
be declared vacant; suppose you should notadmit 
Reeder to a seat; how, then, can the people of the 
Territory of Kansas be represented here, unless 
it be under that same law, under which the Dele- 
gate, General Whitficld, has been elected? 

I cannot see, then, that any good is to result 
from this investigation proposed by this Com- 
mittee of Elections. Send for personsand papers! 
Had not the claimant, and any other persons 
who saw fit to contest the election of General 
Whitfield, opportunities furnished by the law of 
the land to take depositions for the purpose of 
establishing any illegality or irregularity concern- 
ing this election? Did notthe person [Governor 
Reeder] contesting the seat of General Whitfield 
give notice that he would take depositions for the 
purpose of defeating the right of General Whit- 
field to a seat on this floor? And why has not 
this intention been carried out? Why shall the 
people be taxed to bring witnesses two thousand 
miles to supply his neglect? Flas he not failed 


to take any depositions, or to make any effort to | 


procure depositions, for the purpose of establish- 
ie the points he has mentioned in his notice? 
This notice was served on General Whitfield 
some time in the month of October or November 
last; and shortly after the election was held, 
without the puibonty of territorial or national 
law, by the traitors—I say, by the traitors—by 
the men who dare to stand up In the presence of 


this great nation and declare that the laws of | 


Kansas shall not be enforced, and that they will 
resist them with Sharpe’s rifles, and at all haz- 
ards; by those men who are now endeavoring to 
foment rebellion, and bring about a civil war in 
the Territory of Kansas, by maligning the people 
of the State of Missouri, and representing them 
as “border rutfians,’? who have invaded that 
Territory, and set at naught and at defiance the 
laws which the people of that Territory have 
enacted ! 

“ Border ruffians!?? From whom comes this 
opprobious epithet? It has been uttered else- 
where in this Capitol. That language has been 
applied this weck, elsewhere in this Capitol, to 
the people of the State of Missouri, and was ut- 
tered by one representing a State in which large 
numbers of its men made war upon a convent, 
destroying and burning it, while occupied by de- 
fenseless women! IT allude to the destruction of 
the Ursuline convent in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. Was this an appellation to be applied 


to my constituents, and to the people of Missouri, | 
coming from those who represent that kind of a | 


constituency—men who have never yet been 

unished for this gross outrage perpetrated on 
helpless females? ‘These are the ‘braves? who 
say that the laws enacted by the Legislature of 


Kansas shall not be enforced, and who stigma- | 


tize the people of Missouri as ‘* border ruffians.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, what outrages, and by whom per- 
petrated, does the recent message of the President 
of the United States disciose in relation to this 
matter ? 

When the people of the town of Lawrence, in 
the Territory of Kansas, had assembled for the 
purpose of resisting the sheriff of the county in 


which that town is situated in the execution |; 


of process—when the people of that town had 
resqued a person who was in his custody, ar- 
restdygfinder a legal warrant for a criminal offense 
—then it was that these Lawrence Free-Soilers 
commenced their work of house-burning. They 
were guilty of the crime of arson. They selected 
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three families in the neighborhood who believed 
it was right that slavery should be recognized in 
that Territory, burned their houses in the night- 
time, and turned their families out of doors in the 
most inclement weather. 

Mr. MACE. Irise to a-questionof order. My 
point is, that the proposition before the Houses 
to send for persons and papers, to ascertain the 
legality or illegality of the election of the Dele- 
gate to this House from that Territory; and upon 
that proposition, I apprehend, it is out of order 
to discuss the general fights in Kansas, or to dis- 
cuss the burning of houses in Kansas or else- 
where. 

The SPEAKER. It is perhaps in order to 
debate the character of the. information to be 
elicited by the resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes, Mr. Speaker; the con- 
test may as well take place upon this resolution 
as any other; it may as well take place now as at 
any future time. Then occurred the proceedings 
out of which have arisen the charges which have 
been made, that the people of Missouri had wan- 
tonly invaded the Territory of Kansas. When 
the rumor went forth that the people of the town 
of Lawrence had determined to resist the execu- 
tion of the laws of the Territory—when it had 
been resolved by the convention held by the Free- 
Soilers at Big Springs that they would resist the 
laws enacted by the Legislature of the Territory 
of Kansas; that they would not be bound by 
them—when these annunciations were made by 
bodies of men assembled in different parts of the 
Territory—when, in continuance of these pro- 
ceedings, they appointed delegates to hold a 
convention for the purpose of adopting a State 
constitution—I say, when all these unlawful pro- 
ceedings had taken place, it had the effect to alarm 
the people living on the borders of the State of 
Missouri, who had numerous relatives and friends 
residing in Kansas. And, sir, had they no cause 
for being alarmed? They had heard of the forma- 
tion of emigrant aid societies in various parts of 
the non-slavehelding portion of the Union, formed 
under the lead of members of Congress. An 
emigrant aid society was formed, of which the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Macz,] who has 
just interrupted me, was secretary; and a mem- 

cr of the last Congress, not now holding a seat 
upon this floor, from Massachusetts, [Mr. Good- 
rich,] was president. Under their direction, funds 
had been raiscd at various quarters in the North 
—for what purpose? To aid persons in the East 
to emigrate to the Territory of Kansas. To aid 
what class of people? To aid none but those 
holding opinions in opposition and antagonistical 
to the institutions of the State of Missouri. 

But, sir, the people of Missouri did not take 
alarm at this preliminary organization. They 
did not take alarm until similar societies and or~ 
ganizations had been formed in New York, in 
Massachusetts, in Connecticut, and in other States. 
When they found that these extensive organiza- 
tions had been formed,and were actually levying 
and expending a large amount of funds, by the 
aid of which a large number of persons were emi- 
grating to the Territory of Kansas; and when 
these emigrants passed through the State of Mis- 
souri, Joudly threatening the institutions of that 
State; when they said ‘t We go to the Territory 
of Kansas, to make it a Free-Soil State in the 
first place, and having accomplished our purpose 
in that respect, our attention will next be turned 
to the institutions of your State’’-—I say that 
all this had a tendency to alarm, and did alarm, 
the people of the State of Missouri. It had a 
tendency to arouse thcir indignation. If persons 
had the right, under the patronage of emigrant 
aid societies, to emigrate tothe Territory of Kan- 
sas, for the purpose of voting in their elections, 
the people of Missouri had the same right to go 
within the limits of the Territory for the same 
purpose, and self-defense required it to be done. 

And yet, sir, our people thus provoked have been 
stigmatized as ‘ border ruffians.’? Sir, the people 
ofthe State of Missouri have only sought the main- 
tenance of law and order. They are for the pres- 
ervation of law; they seek to subvert no law; they 
seek to overturn no existing government; they are 
satisfied with the laws of the Territory as they now 
exist. They would have been satisfied that the 
Territory should go on and be populated as the 
other Territories of the United States have been 
populated. They did not, immediately after the 
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passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, seek, by any 
unusual means, to stimulate any unusual emigra- 
tion to the Territory of Kansas. They did not 
seck to aid or encourage the citizens of the State of 
Missouri to emigrate there. But for the fact that 
these emigrant societies were formed, under which 
emigrants, as they passed through the State of 
Missouri! on their way to Kansas, avowed the 
offensive object of their mission thither, the peo- 
ple of Missouri would have allowed the settle- 
ment of the Territory to have gone on as peace- 
ably and quietly as the scttlement of the Terri- 
tory of Nebraska. But gentlemen are pleased to 
term this state of things as the legitimate fruits of 
the passage of the Kansas and Nebraska act. 
Sir, Fask if it is right thus to term these as the 
fruits of the passage of that bill? No, Mr. 
Speaker; they are the legitimate fruits of an or- 
ganization concocted and matured here immedi- 
ately after the passage of the act, and rapidly 
extended by the Abolitionists of the country. 
_ They have sought to send to that Territory large 
numbers of persons for the express purpose of 
voting, and by their votes forcing upon the Terri- 
tory institutions in opposition to those existing in 
the State of Missouri, at war with the safety of 
the institutions of that State. — 

And, sir, when these events took place in Kan- 
sas, in November last, many people from Missouri 
and other portions of the South had emigrated 
to that Territory, and when the tocsin of alarm 
was sounded; when it was said that the men sent 
there by these emigrant aid societies, the Free- 
State men, had determined to drive from the Terri- 
tory allpro-slavery settlers; when, in pursuance of 
that determination, the houses of the pro-slavery 
men were burned, and their families deprived of 
the shelter of their own roofsin inclement weather, 
it was natural they should feel deep alarm, and it 
is natural their friends living in the States from 
which they came should feel great solicitude for 
their safety. Sir, if I had had a near relative or 
an intimate friend who had emigrated to that Ter- 
ritory, and 1 should hear that an insurrection, 
arebellion had taken place in the Territory, by 
which his safety, and even his life, was threat- 
ened, I would have been willing to have gone 
there and stood by his side to assist him in his 
defense, and in the maintenance of law; and it is 
natural that the people in the State of Missouri, 
under such circumstances, should have such feel- 
ings. 

The small fraction of the small population of 
Kansas, sent there by the sinister influences of 
Abolitionism, has gone through the farce of cre- 
ating a State constitution, and proposes to set up 
a State Government on the first Monday of March, 
to supercede the territorial government estab- 
lished by the United States; and the to-be-Gov- 
ernor of this faction has sent by express a com- 
munication to the President and to the Governors | 
of States, stating that a descent upon the town of 
Lawrence is threatened—that an armed force is 
collecting, the object of which is to destroy the 
town. And this dispatch has been sent, I pre- 
sume, to the Governor of every non-slaveholding 
State whose Legislature is in session, to be pre- 
sented to their respective Legislatures, soliciting 
aid. That armed men, with which to levy war 
against the territorial government, is what is 
wanted is clearly evidenced by the fact that it is 
pone by an abolition member of the Ohio 

egislature to raise and march into Kansas five 
regiments of troops. 

This assumption is at once impudent and 
wicked. The people of Missouri desire to break 
no laws; nor do they desire to see the laws bro- 
ken and trodden under foot by intrusive and 
farmed men. ‘They stand ready to honestly abide 
by the laws of the Territory as they exist, and 
by such laws as the people of Kansas may right- 
fully adopt; and they are not likely to quictly 
stand by and see traitors overturn the laws of 
Kansas by force, and erect a government against 
the wishes of the majority of the people thereof, 
and in violation of the laws and authority of the 
United States. 

When citizens of Missouri, who resided im- 
mediately upon the border of Kansas and had 
relatives in that Territory, went to their aid, 
everything was conducted properly and in the 
strictest compliance with law. There was no 


descent made upon the town of Lawrence; there 
was at the time within six miles of that place a 


force capable of its easy destruction. It could 
have been destroyed in an instant; but the people 
of Missouri desired no such thing. The Gover- 
nor of the Territory had an interview with some 
gentlemen who represented themselves as of au- 
thority in the town of Lawrence. “It was pro- 
posed that they should submit to the course of 


entered into by the Governor of the Territory, 
and, as I have already stated, by some persons 
of Lawrence, speaking in behalf of the remainder 
of the people of that town. So soon as this in- 
formation was communicated to the troops en- 
camped upon the Wakarusa, they immediately 
disbanded, and returned quietly to their homes. 
True it is, that some of them had been invited to 
come for a fight, and some were anxious that they 
should have a fight, regardless of the Sharpe’s rifles 
and the cannon which were said to be ready to greet 
them. 

A Voice. Did they not run back? 

Mr. PHELPS. No, sir. Youcannot frighten 
them. They did not run, and from a foe they 
never will rgn. When the agreement was made 
that the laws of the Territory should be enforced, 
they were entirely satisfied. That which they 
sought after was accomplished, and they were 
| willing to return to theirhomes. They were will- 
ing to submit to the exccution of the laws by the 
civil officers of the Territory. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the main cause 
of the commotion is to be attributed to the en- 
couraging letters which have been sent to those 
in the Territory of Kansas, who have been and 
are now endeavoring to subvert the territorial 
government. They were told that Whitfield 
would be unseated, and that Reeder would take 
his place in this Hall as their Delegate. The 
were told that the constitution framed by a hand: 
ful of men would be recognized as the constitu- 
tion of the State of Kansas; that an attempt would 
be made to bring that Territory into the Union 
jas a State with that constitution. How many 
votes were given for that constitution? We have 
never been able to accurately, or even approxi- 
matcly ascertain the number of votes cast for or 
against that instrument. Those who were desir- 
ous of maintaining the existing territorial gov- 
ernment would not vote on the question, because 
there was no law providing for the holding of the 
election; no law providing that it should be prop- 
erly conducted. I am informed that at the elec- 
tion held, I believe, on the 9th of October, and at 
which Reeder claims to have been elected Dele- 
gate, the same persons voted for him several times, 
for the pnrpose of swelling his aggregate vote. 
This we may readily believe, when we consider 
his friends and supporters were restrained by no 
election laws whatever. And I am sure that there 
can be adduced no evidence that the aggregate 
number of votes even claimed to have been given 
for Reeder is the number of those who have sup- 
ported him in his causc, or the cause of the party 
| to which he has attached himself. 

Mr. Speaker, I have risen for the purpose of 
making opposition to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Commitiee of Elections. I 
only desire to know from them, whatit is they ex- 
| pect to obtain? I ask why the proper and usual 
course has not been pursued in this case? I wish 
to be informed why notice was not given, as pre- 
scribed by the law fixing the mode for the con- 
testing of elections, enacted in 1851?—why depo- 
sitions were not taken? Itwas not incumbent on 
Governor Reeder alone to come forward and con- 
test General Whitfield’s right to a seat upon this 
| floor; that right was possessed, and could be exer- 

cised, by any other citizen of the Territory. Any 
of the citizens might have given to General Whit- 
| ficld the notice under the law, and have then pro- 
| ceeded to take depositions to sustain the points 
| which would take from him the right to a seat in 
this House. No step of the kind was taken— 
none that I have heard of; and now the Commit- 
tee of Elections come forward, without any evi- 
dence before them, I presume, and ask that per- 
sons and papers be sent for from Kansas. Are 
these witnesses to be summoned on one side, or 
on both? Why not let the contestant go to Kan- 


attorney take such testimony for presentation here 
as he may believe important to the elucidation 


i! and support of his case; and why not let him |; 
| follow in the course which has been and is in all ii o 


the law. The arrangement was agreed to; it was | 


sas, and there take depositions? Why not lét his | 


{| 


other cases now pursued by. contestants? “Why 
make exception in his casé? “If you make ‘this 
exception—mark out a new course—will you not 
pursue the same course in regard to the contested 
election case of Nebraska, that of New Mexičó, 
and all others, as it is proposed shall be pursued 
in the Kansas case? If you make the excéption 
for Mr. Reeder, will you have any reason to 
refuse it when asked by any other gentleman who 
is here to contest seats of sitting members? But 
why send for persons to come here and testify ? 
Why not have their evidence taken in the Terri- 
tory?—why not have it taken at their place of res- 
idence? Or is it that they are brought here not 
for this, but for anotherand a very different pur- 
pose—for the purpose of making testimony for 
another question which may hereafter arise? Lam 
opposed to the proposition, and would be opposed 
to it if presented in any other contested election 
case. There are several of them to be acted on. 
Establish the precedent in this case—send for petr- 
sons and papersas now asked for—and the same 
request will be made by every other contestant. 
You may have to send for persons and papers 
thousands of miles. Look, then, to the delay 
consequent thereupon! Iam in favor of pursu- 
ing the usual course. ‘The one now suggested 
and presented is, it seems to me, entirely unpre- 
cedented. Ido notassert this as a fact; Lam not 
aware of any contested election case, within the 
last ten years, where persons and papers were 
sentfor. Indeed, I do not recollect any contested- 
election case in the House of Representatives 
where persons and papers were sent for. For 
the reasons stated, and others that I will not now 
take up time in stating, I am opposed to the prop- 
osition presented by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I regret that, at the present stage of the proceed- 
ings in reference to the election in Kansas, the 
gentleman from Missouri should have indulged 
in remarks of the character of those which we 
have justheard. They were remarks of an exceed- 
ingly exciting, not to say inflammatory, nature. 
I shall not follow him in the course which he pur- 
sued; I shall simply address a few words to the 
House, to show the propriety of the request made 
by the Committee of Elections for authority to 
send for persons and papers in the Kansas con- 
tested-election case. I shall say nothing of border 
ruffians or traitors; I shall not prejudge the case. 
I do not believe that the Commitiee of Elections 
are disposed to prejudge it. They are desirous of 
hearing all the facts, and deciding the case calmly 
and justly; to do justice to all parties in the prem- 
ises. They know this is a question of vast in- 
terest; that it has excited deep feeling in every 
section of the country. They believe it is their 
duty to go to its consideration candidly and dis- 
passiona y; as befits its gravity and magnitude. 

believe they will do so. 

I venture little to say, Mr. Speaker, that a ma- 
jority, a large majority, of the people of this.coun- 
iry belicve there was no Legislature in Kansas— 
that there was no legislation, nothing with the 
vigor and effect of law under which Mr. Warr- 
FIELD claims a seat upon this floor. This is the 
opinion, I believe, of a majority of the people of 
the United States. It is the very general desire 
that this matter shall be fully investigated; that 
every fact shall be ascertained. The question is 
not whether a Legislature, claiming to be such, 
passed certain laws, but whether, in point of fact, 
there was, or was not,any Legislature of the kind 
which is alleged to have existed. In this case 
we must have facts. The House must have evi- 
dence of the grounds and authority on which Mr. 
Whitfield takes a seat here. They must know 
whether it be true, as has been alleged, and as the 
newspapers have stated, that the election of mem- 
bers of the Legislature was so conducted as, in 
fact, to be no election, How can we obtain this 
evidence? In the present condition of the case, 


| how can the committee procure the testimony 


upon which it canact, unless they have the power 
to send for persons and papers, as they have 
requested ? . 

Mr. PHELPS, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
inquires how the committee can ascertain whether 
the Legislature were ever legally assembled, and 
whether the members were legally elected te the 
I will call his attention to the act 
that act, the 


| Legislature? ‘ 
rganizing the Territory. “Under 


THE CONGRESSIO 


TAL GLOBE. 


February 


19, 


_firstelection of members.to . the. Legislature was 
‘to take place at such time and place, and in such 
“manner as the Governor of that Territory, might 


direct... In pursaance of that authority, the then 


“Governor of the Territory of Kansas. issued his 
proclamation appointing and prescribing the sev- 
“eral places at which the elections were to be held, 
‘the judges who. were to. hold the elections, the 
‘form of the oath pand other formalitiesin relation 
‘tothe election. In that. same proclamation he 
required the returns to be made to him;-and if 
“there were five or ten of. the inhabitants of any 
“election district who would make affidavits, as- 
serting that they believed the person claiming to 
“be.elected had been unduly returned as elected, 
he would investigate that case and decide it. In 
pursuance of that regulation, returns of election 
‘were made to Governor Reeder, at Shawnee Mis- 
sion. He proceeded to investigate those cases in 
which any contest was alleged; and, in the pre- 
rogative claimed to be vested in him, he refused 


to issue certificates to two or three members į 


“claiming seats in the council, and to some half 
dozen claiming seats in the House of Represent- 
atives:of the Territory. He issued certificates 
of election to a majority of the Council, and toa 
najority of the House, and he issued writs for 
“new elections to those districts from which he 
had ‘withhold certificates of election; and those 
elections were subsequently held. But each 
branch of that Legislature, in the exercise of the 
power to decide upon the election, return, and 
qualification of its own members, refused to rec- 
ognize those persons who were elected at the 
second election, and decided that those persons 
who claimed to have been elected on the 30th of 
“March previous had been duly elected, and there- 
fore were entitled to seats in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of Kansas. I say, then, that the 
tribunal which claimed to be competent to decide 
upon the validity of the election of the members 
of the first Legislature, made that decision, and 
‘decided that a majority of each branch of that 
Legislature had been duly elected, and were duly 
qualified to sit in that Legislature; hence, there 
“was a valid and legal Legislature. 
” Mr. WASHBURN, (resuming.) The gen- 
teman from Missouri has assumed to decide the 
‘question which the Committee of Elections con- 
_¢eive cannot be decided—ought not to be decided, 
without the production of testimony as to the 
facts which existed in the case. The gentleman 
from Missouri argues to show that there were 
certain laws adopted, established, enacted by 
the Legislature of Kansas, under which an elee- 
tion did take place. 
tion. That is the very fact concerning which we 
would make an inquiry. 
Mr, RICHARDSON. I desire to 
gentleman a single question. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask him, whether in 
any contested cleetion which has ever come up 
before this Lfouse, within the knowledge of the 
gentleman, this power now asked has been con- 
ferred upon the Cemmittce of Elections; and 


ask’ the 


further, whether, under the existing law provid- | 


ing for contested elections, the contestant from 
Kansas has not the power to bring before the 
committee of the House of Representatives all 
the testimony which could be had by conferring 
the power to send for persons and papers? 

Mr. WASHBURN. In the first place I will 
say, that the power has becn given by this House 
to the Committee of Elections to send for persons 

‘and papers, and I believe in very nearly the 
terms of this resolution. A similar resolution 
was offered in onc instance, which I will cite for | 
the information of the gentleman from Hlinois. 
In the celebrated New Jersey contested case a 
resolution was offered by the then chairman of 
the Committee of Electious, Myr. Campbell, of 
South Carolina, asking for authority to send for 
persons and papers, and it was adopted by a vote 
of 176 to 16. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Permit me.to make an 
inquiry, because I have not examined the case. 
Lot ine ask the gentleman if that was before the | 
law was passed which now exists, in relation to | 
sending for persons and papers? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was. In the second 
place, I will say, that the existing law in reference 

_to elections, passed in 1851, has no reference to 
elections in the Territories. It is in words spe- 


i : | 
That is begging the ques- j; 


cifically and strictly limited to Representatives in 
Congress from the States, and has no sort: of ap- 
plication to this case. Besides, if it. had: such 
application, it does not exclude the House from the 
power to send for persons and papers, whenever 
they may choose to do so. Each House, by the 
Constitution, is made the judge of the returns, the 
| election, and the qualification of its own members; 
and cach House may, at any time, under the Con- 
‘stitution, introduce and pass such orders and 
resolutions to procure testimony, whether by wit- 
nesses or deposition, as it may think proper. If 
in any case it may seem that justice has not been 
| done, and cannot be done, by resorting to the law 
| of 1851, even within the limits of the States, it is 
perfectly competent, and entirely within the power 
of the House, in such cases, to pass resolutions 
sending for persons and Popers. There can be 
no question about that. But the law of 1851 has 
no respect or regard to the Territories, and does 
not apply to them in the slightest degree; so that, 
so far as respects the question now before the 
House, we stand as the House stood in the New 
| Jersey élection case. 

I believe I have answered fully ańd completely 
the questions propounded by the gentleman from 
Ilinois. 
| The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Piters] 
| asks why depositions have not been taken? 
| imagine it will not be very difficult for members 
of the House to understand how it has happened 
that Governor Reeder could not have taken dep- 
į ositions before in the Territory of Kansas. He 
| gave notice, a few days after the election, or the 
pretended election of General Whitfield, that he 
should contest his seat; and also,as has been 
said by the gentleman from Missouri, that he 
would proceed, at certain times and places, to 
take depositions; but I understand that he was 
unable to find magistrates, or persons qualified 
; to take depositions within the Territory, and who 
| would aid him in that way. So that it was prac- 
| tically impossible for him to procure the evidence 
| necessary for him to have here in order to 
‘establish his case, or in order to show that Gen- 
eral Whitfield is not entitled to his seat. 

' Myr. PHELPS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maine, whether Governor Reeder could not 
have had depositions taken before any one of 
the three judges of the Territory? Were they not 
authorized to administer oaths, and were they not 
all three inthe Territory at that time, so that the 
| contestant necd not have gone in search of terri- 
torial magistrates? 


| Mr. WASHBURN. 


I understand that it was 
not practicable for Governor Reeder, at that 
| time, to obtain magistrates or persons qualified 
‘and authorized to administer oaths and to take 
| depositions. I understand that there was, at that 
time, a question as to who were the judges in 
oint of fact; and J am-not sure—I have not 

een informed—whether or not any of these per- 
| sons claiming to be judges were at that time 
| within the Territory; or, if s0, whether they were 
willing to actin the taking of depositions in this 
tease; but I am informed to this extent: that it 
was practically impossible for Governor Reeder 
to take his testimony in the form of depositions. 
i I understand that he did take a few depositions, 
and that such as he did take were sworn to be- 
| fore private individuals as the best and all that 
he could do. It was not in his power—and I 
imagine that the House will readily conecive how 
and why it was notin his power—in that Terri- 
tory, Situated as it was, circumstanced as it was, 
| to obtain testimony there; and the House will 
perceive how it would be very difficult for him, 
at any time, to obtain testimony in the Territory 
| of Kansas. Therefore it is, and inasmuch as the 
i questions which have been argued here ought to 
be decided on proof and on testimony, and inas- 
much as that testimony can only be obtained by 
bringing the witnesses here, that the Committee 
| of Elections decided to ask in this case that the 
House should do what it has done heretofore in 
other cases, and in cases where there was nothing 
like the reason, or show of reason, for authoriz- 
ing the passage of such a resolution, as there is 
in the present case. Governor Reeder, I under- 
stand, also applied to the Secretary of the Terri- 
tory for leave to obtain copies of certain 
į which he believed necessary to sustain his case 


|| were refused him.. These papers he believes 


papers | 


here; and copies of these papers, asl aminformed, | 


necessary to sustain his case.. Without having 
them.in his possession, or without knowing their 
contents, he would necessarily proceed to- the 
taking of other testimony under many embar- 
rassments. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Elections be- 
lieved it was due to the House, due to Kansas, 
due to the country, and due to the claimants here, 
in order that there should be a fair and. dispas- 
sionate consideration of this question, and a just 
decision thereon, that it should have power to 
procure the attendance of persons who might in- 
form it of the facts, from which it might infer 
and decide whether it be truc or not, that the elec- 
tion under which General Whitfield claims to 
hold his seat was held according to law; whether 
the law was binding and in force, or was void; 
and whether or not the contestant is entitled to 
his seat. 

Without going further into the question—for I 
do not believe it ought to be discussed now—and 
having stated the reasons which influenced the 
committec to ask this authority; and as this ques> 
tion has been discussed at considerable length by 
the gentleman from Missouri, I, before taking my 
seat, call for the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
has called for the previous question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is very liberal on the 
part of the gentleman from Maine to call for the 
previous question. 

Mr.STEPHENS. Ihope the House will vote 
down the call for the previous question. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maine will withdraw the call. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let it be put to the House. 

Mr. OLIVER. I desire that the gentleman 
from Maine will give me his attention, and hope 
that he will withdraw the call for the previous 
question. As a member of the committee with 
himself, and having heard him with interest in 
the remarks which he submitted to the House, I 
deem it but courteousness towards me, inasmuch 
as I differed from the majority of the committee 
in the requisition made to the House, that I should 
be heard. 

Mr. WASHBURN. At the suggestion of 
friends, and at the request of members of the 
committee, I withdraw the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not propose, Mr. 
Speaker, to say much on the subject of this reso- 
lution. It involves one of the extraordinary 
powers of this House, and one which ought not 
to be inconsiderately or rashly resorted to. I be- 
lieve there is ‘but one instance, so far as I have 
investigated the matter, where, in cases of con- 
tested elections, the House of Representatives has 
ordered the sending for persons and papers. That 
was the case of the New Jersey election, At that 
time, sir, there was no general law of the United 
States regulating the taking of lestimony in cases of 
contested elections. Whether the committce in that 
case ever exercised any power under the resolu- 
tion, Iam not prepared at this time to say. Iam 
not going to contend against the power of the 
House, if a proper occasion should arise, to give 
such authority; but we ought to inquire whether 
the necessity has arisen in the present case, before 
we do exercise this power, and particularly in re- 
lation toa Territory so distantas Kansas, putting 
witnesses to so greatinconvenience and expenses 
in obeying our summons. The House is unin- 
formed this morning by the Committee of Elec- 
tions why it makes this application; and £ shall, 
before I take my seat, move that the resolution 
be referred back to that committee, with instrue- 
tions to report to this House the grounds on which 
it makes this application, or their reasons for in- 
voking the unusual exercise of this power. Then 
the Fiouse and the country will be duly informed 
whether sufficient reasons exist why the resolu- 
tion should be adopted. We, Mr. Speaker, as 
now advised in this House, (for it is improper to 
speak of what has occurred in the commiittce,) can 
only judge of the matter submitted to us by the 
memorial and notice given by the gentleman con- 
testing the seat of General Whitficld. 

The memorial alleges the invalidity of the law 
under which General Whitfield, the Delegate 
from the Territory, now holding his seat in this 
House, was elected. Fle affirms that the law was 
void—that there was no law. But how, sir, are 


€ 


455 


1856. 


we to judge by oral testimony as to the validity 
of that law? The facts which are sifficient to 
determine this case, L apprehend, are all of record, 
and accessible to us here. 

I have before me the public records of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, in which is to be found the law 
under which General Whitfield was elected; the 
members of the House can see this law. The 
allegation of the memorialist is, that this law is 
invalid and void. 


published law of the United States, of which we 
are bound to take notice; and it is. itself a public 
law, of which we are bound officially to take no- 
tice. Yet, sir, it is now proposed to go behind 


that law, and to send for persons to establish its ; 
invalidity by oral testimony. How many wit- | 
nesses are we to have? who are they? and what: 
are they to prove?) We have before us no spe- i 
Who are the witnesses. we are to | 


cifications. 
send for, and what are they to prove? Of course, 
the sitting Delegate, General Whitfield, according 
to all rules of courtesy, to say nothing of the 
members of the House, is entitled to have notice 
of the names of the persons to be sent for, and 


what it isexpected to prove by them, This heis ; 


entitled to, asa matter of right, andthis the House 
should also have, in order to judge of the compe- 
tency as well asrelevancy of the testimony sought 
to be obtained, If itis neither competent nor rele- 
vant to establish the point in issue, then why 
incur the delay and expense in getting it? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I will say, that of course, if 
the resolution shall be adopted, it will be within 
the power and discretion of the Committee of 
Elections not only to say what, who, and how 
many persons shall be sent for, but also what 
papers. It will be in the discretion of the Com- 
mittee of Elections to determine what witnesses 
shall be sent for. It is a discretion that has al- 


ways been intrusted to committees under such | 


circumstances. As to how that discretion shall 
be used, of course witnesses can be sent for at 


the instance of General Whitficld as well as of | 


Governor Reeder. The resolution only asks that 


the committee itself shall have the power and : 


authority, in its discretion, to send for such pe 
sons and papers as they shall deem to be abso- 


lutely necessary to come to a correct conclusion | 


upon this subject, whether those persons and 
apers are called for by one party or the other. 
Mr. STEPHENS. But, Mr. Speaker, when it 


is notorious that this law was passed by the | 


Legislature in Kansas, elected under the super- 


intendency of officers appointed by the Gov- | 
ernor, of which we are bound to take public ; 


notice, in all matters arising under it, and when 


it is proposed to invalidate this law, or any other | 
such law, by oral testimony, should not this | 


House require that the precise character of the 
testimony proposed to be adduced should be 
specially set forth, before we consent to give the 
power to a committee ? 

The memorial of Governor Reeder barely states 
that this act was illegal and void, and the election 
under it void. This is his case, as J understand 
it. But why illegal? why void? Was not the 
Legislature duly elected and legally organized ? 
This, though not stated, we all know, is the 
ground upon which his contest rests. 


journal of the Kansas Legislature. The memo- 
rialist in the case was the Governor of the Ter- 
ritory when the Legislature that passed that act 
was elected and organized, as stated by 


and recognized the Legislature as duly and prop- 
erly elected and organized. He 
power to judge of the election returns, and gave 
certificates of election to a large majority of the 
Council and House of Representatives. Many 
of the people of the Territory disputed his right 
to do it; but,as I have said, whether rightly or 
not, he assumed the power, and exercised it, to 


judge of the election returns, and certified to the | 

roper election of a large majority, both in the | 
Hi The election of | 
every member, I believe, who took his seat at the ; 


ouse and Legislative Council. 


organization, was certified to under the Govern- 
or’s own hand or by his direction. 


If so, how? in what way?! 
for what reason? Why is it invalid? Sir, it was | 
passed by the Legislature of Kansas, under a | 


But can | 
he raise that question? 1 have before me the : 


the | 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. PueLrs;] and, | 
whether rightly or not, he, the present memorial- | 
ist, as Governor, judged of the election returns, ; 


assumed the: 


: of William P. 


before us and asks us to send: for persons and 
papers, without naming the parties, to prove that 
what he himself has officially certified to was in- 
valid, I would hold him toa very rigid showing. 
Justice requires it; the peace, and repose, and 
quiet of the country ‘require it. 

Sir, if a memorialist from your district had 
come and asked us to set aside your election be- 
cause the law under which you were clected—a 
public act of the State of Massachusctts—was 
void, and nothing but such abroad allegation had 
been referred to a committee, would any com- 
mittee have asked for power to send for persons 
and papers to inquire into the validity of that 
law? And if they had, would the House give 
the power upon no other showing? I apprehend 
not. Now, Jet us apply the same rule to this 
case as would be applied to any other. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia allow me to suggest a matter to him? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. WALKER. Ihave no desire to occupy 
the attention of the [Touse in an argument my- 
self upon this question; but I would be pleased 
to remind the gentleman from Georgia of this 
portion of the thirty-second section of the act 
organizing the Territory of Kansas: 

t That the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
that are not locally inapplicable shall have the same force 


and cfřcet in said Territory of Kansas as elsewhere within 
the United States, except the eighth seetion,”? &c. 


Now, I would suggest to my friend from Geor- 
gia that, as a matter of course, that clause carries 
with it the act of February, 1851, providing the 
mode and manner of taking evidence in contested 
election cases. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I was coming to that view 


of thecase. As the gentleman has called my atten- | 


tion to it, E will say what [intended on that point 
here. 1 grant, as the gentleman from Maine says, 
that that law of 1851, for taking testimony in con- 
tested elections, does nol, in express terms, apply 


|i to Delegates from Territories. It speaks of mem- 


bers of Congress; but Lapprehend that Delegates 
come within the spirit of the law. But if not, 
just let us, by resolution or by bill, put them 
under the operation of that law, or let the com- 
mittee, by order of the House, do it, and not bring 


| hundreds of witnesses here from Kansas, at an 


enormous expense, to say nothing of inconveni-~ 
ence, delay, and trouble. Let us extend the 
provisions of the act of 1851 to the Territories. 
it seems to me that that would be the best way, 
if any such testimony is pertinent to this casec 
But this contestant, sir, evidently acted under 
that law in the beginning. his present move- 


| ment can be nothing but an after-thought; for I | 
have before me the notice which he served upon | 


General Whitfield, and will read it: 
To Hon. J. W. WAITFIELD : 

Sır: PI 
a seat in the next Congress of the United Sta 
gressional Delegate of the Territory of Kansa 
the depositions of witnesses to prove the invalidity of the 
law under which your alleged election took place, and the 
iliegality of votes cast for you on the Ist day of October, 
instant, will be taken at the folowing times and places, 
before some judge, justice, or competent person ; at which 
times and pla you may attcud, if you think proper, to 
eross-examine : 

On the Sth, 6th, and 7th of November next, at the house 
of E. ©. K. Garvey, in the town of Topeka. 

On the Sth of November next, at the American Hotel, in 
the town of Ka 5 te of Missouri. 

On the 9th, 10th, aud Lath of November next, at the office 
of S. N. Simpson, in the town of Lawrence. 

On the 13th and 14th of November next, at the house of 
Henry Hollenberg, on the Vermilion branch of Bme river. 

On the 1th of November next, at the house of W. W. 
Moore, in Mooresburs. 

On the 16th and 17th of November next, at the old Hos- 
pita building at Fort Scott. 

On the Iih and 20th of November next, at the house of 
James Hughes, in the town of Osawattomic. 

On the 22d of November nex 
Smith, in Council City. 

On the 23d, £ 


ps in Leavenworth City. ; . 
except the town of Kansas, are in 


AN which sajd plac 


the Territory of Kansas, and the time of commeneing at |i 
OK, aun; and ifit is found im- i.: 


each piace will be ten 0’ch 
practicable to take said dep 


tions at the houses named, 


they will be adjourned, with notice at the time, to a more >: 


convenient place. 


Any other notices which you may receive for the same ” i nouncing the acts of the Legislative Assembly, though that 


purposes, signed by G. P. Lowry, Esq., R. Coates, K yL 

J. Parrott, Esq., or G. W. Brown, Esq., on my behalf, will 

be authorized by me. A. H. REEDER. 
Kaxsas TERRITORY, October 16, 1855. 


That notice was given on the 16th of October. |; 


ji 
i 
i 


take notice tbat T shall contest your right to ; 


„at the house of Lotan | 


ih, and 26th of November next, at the office i 


Ti The election took place. on the 1st. The nextday 


To A. H. Reener, Esg.: 3 : a 
Sra: Lam in receipt of a paper bearing your signature, 
dated 16th instant, in which Iam-requested to: take notice 
that you will contest my right to a seat in the next Congress 
of the United States, as congressional Delegate of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and that the depositions of witnesses to 
prove the invalidity of the law under whieh my election 
took place, and the illegality of votes cast for.me on the Jet 
day of October instant, will be taken at certain times and 
places, and before certain legal functionaries in the said 
paper particularly specified. Lam alsoinvited to be present 
at these times and places to cross-examine the witnesses s 
and am further notified that other notices which IE may re- 
ceive for the same purposes, signed by G. P. Lowry, Isg. 
R. Coates, Esq., M. J. Parrott, Esq., or G. W. Brown, Esq.5 
on your behalt, will be acknowledged by you. . 

The first remark that I shall make in reference to this most 
singular notification is, that, inasmuch as you have lett the 
Territory, and have designated no place at which you. can 
be addressed, and inasmuch as the subject-matter is of pub- 
lie rather than of private concernment, I deem it proper to 
reply through the medium of the public press. 

í observe that, while you declare an intention of con- 
testing my right to a seat in the Congress of the United 
States, you specify no ground upon which to entitle your- 
self to enter into such a controversy. By the plainest prin- 
ciples of common sense and common law, the man who 
seeks to drag another before the tribunals of the coantry, is 
bound to show that he has a right to be asserted, or awrong 
to be redressed. ln the absence of such showing, he has . 
no right to put auy man upon the defensive, nor to invoke 
the instrumentality of the law. You have not alleged that 
any rights of yours have been infringed by my election, and 
consequently, by your own showing, you are precluded from 
making yourself a party to such a contest as that in which 
you seek to engage. : 

The idea of running ali over the Territory for the purpose 
of collecting testimony to prove ‘* the invalidity of the law ?? 
under which [ was elected, is absurd, and betrays a shame- 
ful ignorance of the institutions under which we live. Ia 
this country, the validity of laws is determined by courts of 
competent jurisdiction, created for the purpose, and not by 
| the oaths of witnesses, however numerous, iutelligent, or 
i truthful. The same remarks are applicable to the project 
of proving, by oral testimony, the illegality of votes cast for 
me on the ist day of October instant. The legality or ille- 
gality of votes is matter of legal deduction, to be drawn from 
the facts‘of the particular case, and not itself a faet suscept- 
ible of being established by any kind of testimony. For 
these, and other reasons which might beassigned, you will 
readily perceive that I refuse to recognize you as baying 
any rights in the premises, and decline giving attention. to 
the subject-matter of your notification. 

If an inconsistency, coming from such a quarter, were 
worthy of remark, I would advert to your proposition to 
take depositions “ before some judge, justice, or other com- 
petent person,” merely observing that in this Territory 
such officers are the creatures of that law whose validity 
you deny. A 

But though you have forborne to assign any valid reason 
for impugning my election, I am not, therefore, ignorant 
| of the hopes and purposes by which you and your confed- 
erates are actnated. When you came into this Territory, 
instead of devoting your energies, in good faith, to tne dis~ 
charge of your official duties, and to preparing the way for 
the introduction of laws adapted to the condition of society, 
your whole time was occupied in fraudulent devices for 
enriching yourself, and for so shaping the internal legisla- 
tion of the coantry as to secure a preponderance to your 
own Abolition and Free-Soil party. Some of your pecu- 
lations were so grossly immoral and iHegal, that it became 
my duty to denounce them in the proper quarter, and for 
them you were eventually removed from office, For this 
denunciation you became my bitter personal enemy, and 
this is one cause of your impotent cffort to have my election 
annulled. vee 

After many months of needless anarchy and confusion 
in the Territory, you at length yielded to the importuni- 
ties of the people for the election of a Legislative As- 
| sembly, and issued your proclamation for that purpose, 
and thought that you had taken measures for having an 
overwhelming majority of your political allies on the ground. 
But in this you were destined to disappointment ; andof the 
irty-nine members composing the two Houses of the 
ature, thirty-eight were your political opponents: This 
body you convened at the remote town site (for town it was 
not) of Pawnee, in order that, by making it the temporary 
seat of government, and by the expenditure of public money 
there, you might be further enriched as oine of the owners 
of that locality. The place being destitute of houses of ail 
kinds, even of rooms in which to deliberate, and of all the 
necessaries—to say nothing of the comforts of life-—the 
Assembly, at an early day, adjourned to a place where the 
wants of its members could be better supplicd. This re- 
moval, so imperatively called for by circumstances, and so 
fully authorized by numerous precedents, you have chosen 
į to make the pretext upon which to invalidate the whole 
| code of laws enacted by that body ; so that, if your counsels 
| should prevail, the people of the Territory would be as much 
; without the protection of law to-day as they were a year 
ago, when you firstcame among them. 

Being thus foiled in all your underiakings, disappointed 
; in some of your most hopeful prospects of gain—defeated 
| in your hopes of having a Legislature subservient to your 
views, and the sword of justice, long suspended over you, 
' having at length fallen, you moodily retired for the concoc- 
| tion of new mischief. You are first seen in conclave with 


i the most rabid Aholitionists of the Territory, putting forth 
doctrines subversive of all law and good government, de- 


i hody was elected in pursuance of your own proclamation, 


i 
i! and the members bere your certificate of election, as void 
: | andof no binding force, and pledging yourselves to a united 
i 
| 


resistance. Asa partof the disorganizing schemes adopted, 
and doubtless suggested by you, a mock election was 
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determined to be held on the 9th instant, for a delegate to 
dereire a eade that the Ist of the month was 
the: day legally prescribed for that purpose. At sucha pre- 
tended election, held not only without color of law, butin 
Open: violation of law, you came forward as a candidate, 
gud [suppose some weak-minded and evil-disposed persons 
may have voted for you. How many, I am not concerned 
o 
T mon, $0 lawless and disorganizing. And it is with a list 
of votes thas obtained, taken and certified to by judges 
‘bound by no oaths, and recognizing no law for their govem- 
mënt, votes given by persons of no defined qualifications, 
‘and restrained by none of the penalties which attach to 
illegat or fraudulent voting, that you will apply to the House 
of Representatives to vacate my seat, in order to make 
room for you. “For carrying out so monstrous a purpose, 
you calculate largely upon the political complexion of that 
boay, (a portion of which is known to be infected with the 
most loathsome heresies of the times.) 
‘“¥ eonfidently predict that you are again reckoning with- 
‘out your host, and believe that the House of Representa- 
tives will regard the mere supposition that it could lend 
itself to so revolutionary and high-handed a proceeding, as 
@libel upon its character, promptly to be resented. You may 
succeed in engendering ill-feeling in the halls of Cougress, 
and in gaining for yourself a sort of notoriety which, how- 
‘ever wnenviable, you seem to prefer to the obscurity which 
befits you; but other advantages you will not obtain. In 
the mean time, you may enjoy the ignoble satisfaction of 
having introduced and fomented an amount of discordant 
-feeling‘and insubordination to law in this Territory, which 
jt will require the labors of many better men to repress, and 
Trom ‘which your misguided dupes and followers have every 
thing'to fear. ‘For I speak not the language of threat and 
bravado, bùt of sober reason, when I say to you that the 
people of this Territory are determined to have laws and to 
sarees. them, whatever may be the hazards or the sacri- 
ces. 

I submitted my name as 8 candidate, and received the 
votes of the law-abiding portion of the people, in conformity 
to an enactment of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory. Ifthere was anything in the constitution or conduct 

_of that body calculated to invalidate its acts, it will be time 
enough for me to refuse obedience when a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction shall have so declared. 

F abjure, as revolutionary, and destructive of all social 
order, the individual to set up his private judgment in oppo- 
sition to constituted authority. 

Ag an American citizen, I hold it to be my duty to yield 
obedience to the Jaws under which L live, and to contribute 
my aid towards enforcing the obedience of others; and 
this without reference to my individual opinion respecting 
their'moral force or political expediency. It is precisely 
‘because you are swayed by opposite sentiments that you 
now seek to embroil me in a harassing controversy. 

In conclusion, I will only further say, that this brief 
exposition is not given as due to you, but to the end that 
the attention of the American people, and of that House of 
Representatives to which you intend to appeal, may be 
directed to the true nature and grounds of the strife you 
Beek to provoke. And though I shall pay no regard to your 
prelimindry movements, you will yet find that I shrink 
from no investigation, however searching. If the House 
of Representatives shall so far forget its self-respect and its 
regard for patriotic duiy, as to order a scrutiny upon such 
showing as you will be able to make, you will find me 
prompt in the defonse of my own rights, and those of my 
constituents, J. W. WHITFIELD. 


General Whitfield is duly certified as having 
‘heen elected in pursuance of the territorial law on 
the Ist day of October, 1855. It is alleged, how- 
ever,.in the notice served on him by the memo- 
orialist, that the law under which he was elected 
is invalid. The Legislature passed the law; that 
is not questioned; the Governor then in office 
(Shannon) signed it. Why, then, was it invalid 
and void? ‘We come now to the real point in the 
case. If the House can determine the question, 
it can do so, it scems to me, to-day as well as at 
any por time, 

r. DUNN. Allow me to ask a question. 
Does the gentleman insist that this House has no 
Tight to inquire into the validity of the law? 

r. STEPHENS. I made no such assertion. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I misunderstood the gen- 
tlenian? ‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, as I was 
saying when interrupted, this memorialist passed 
upon the election returns of the very men who 
passed this very law which he now says has no 


validity, and calls upon us to send for persons || 


and papers to prove the invalidity of what he, in 


his official gubernatorial capacity, gave validity | 


to; that is, the proper and legal organization of 
the Legislature. Gentlemen say thatit is argued 
we cannot inquire into the validity of the law. I 
do not say that we cannot so inquire in a proper 
case; but this is not such a case in my opinion. 
Governor Reeder, in this case, it seems. to me, 
is estopped from questioning the validity of the 
law, so far as it concerns the legality of the 
Legislature. He says he does so in behalf of 
-the people of Kansas. There is nobody else here 
‘from Kansas asking us to take any notice of the 
‘matter. We have no memorialist but Governor 
‘Reeder himself. 1 want the House to mark this 
fact: I hold, then, that Governor Reeder, out of 
his own mouth, by his own officialact, is estopped 


for no numbers could impart validity to a pro- ' 


i 
ji 
i 
I 
j 


from denying the validity of the law, upon the 
ground that the Legislature was an illegal body 
of men, unauthorized to pass laws for the Ter- 
ritory. . f 

This question, Mr. Speaker, I repeat, can be de- 
cided as well to-day as after witnesses shall have 
been brought from Kansas. Why? Because 
the whole ground of objection of Governor Reeder 
and others, as I understand the case, against 
the validity of the law under which the present 
Delegate was elected, is, that the Legislature, 
which was duly recognized by Governor Reeder, 
and convened by him at Pawnee City, when con- 
vened at that place, adjourned their sessions to 
Shawnce Mission. There isno other point made; 
and when we are called on to send for persons and 
papers, we ought to khow from the Committee 
of Elections why it is proposed that they shall 
be sent for. Governor Reeder can contest the 
election on no other ground than the one I have 
stated. It was a regularly clected Legislature, 
and recognized as such by him, so long as its 
sessions. were held in Pawnee City.. He holds 
that they had no power to adjourn to Shawnee 
Mission. Thatis the whole question; the Legis- 
lature is empowered to pass laws for the Terri- 
toryat Pawnee City; but it loses legislative power 
when it sits at Shawnee Mission. The Governor 
sanctioned everything done at Pawnee City—at 
least he did not dispute their rightful power in 
anything done there; but he disputes the power 
of the Legislature when it adjourned to meet at 
another place. This isthe question to be settled; 
and it may be as well settled now as at.any other 
time. Isay here, without wishing to prejudge this 
case, that [ am as well prepared to-day to decide 
on that naked question, unless some gentleman 
will give me a new view of it—and I am open to 
conviction—as I shall ever be at any other time. 
I am clearly of the opinion, as at present advised, 
that the adjournment of the Legislature from one 
place to another did not deprive them of their 
capacity to pass laws; that they were as capable 
at Shawnee Mission as at Pawnee City to pass 
laws to regulate the election of Delegate to Eon- 
prea If gentlemen hold different views, I should 

c glad to hear them. 

When Governor Reeder vetoed the act for the 


‘removal of the Legislature, the bill was again 


passed, not only by the requisite majority to make 
it a valid law, but the question was submitted to 
the courts of the Territory. I have before me 
the opinion of the supreme court of the Territory 
in regard to the legality of the session of the 
Legislature held at Shawnce Mission. I will 
not consume the time of the House by reading 
it; but I call especial attention to the clearness 
and force with which the case is handled. 


OPINION OF THE SUPREME COURT IN REGARD 
TO THE LEGALITY OF THE PRESENT SESSION. 
To the Honorable the Council and 
louse of Representatives of the Territory of Kansas: 

Your communication, through the medium of the Attorney 
of the United States for the 'l'erritory, was handed to the 
Supreine Court at ils session on the 30th ultimo, and being 
taken into consideration, it was determined by a majority 
of the court to reply to so much thereof as presents the 
question of your authority to enact the bill, “ providing for 
the temporary session of this Assembly at the Shawnee 
Mannal Labor School ;”’ and the further one, whether the 
adjournment of this Assembly to this place in pursuance of 
such act was legal??? in other words, the vital inquiry, 
whether you are a constitutional Legislative Assembly. 

As to so much of your communication as is embraced in 
the succeeding clause, to wit : “ whether it is competent for 
this Assembly, if its present session be Jegal, to confer on 
the probate courts jurisdiction civil and criminal, coneur- 
rent with the district courts?” they determined that, as it 
presents a question touching the legality of a specific act of 
legislation, they would leave the solution of that, should it 
arise, to the ordinary course of judicial investigation. 

In making the distinction, they have been coutrolled by 
the pecuiiar characteristics of the first inquiry. Looking, 
as it does, to the constitutional existence of the Legislative 
Assembly, upon which rests interests of the most vital char- 
tacter and of universal application to the well-being of our 
people, it has seemed to a majority of the members of the 
court that they should fail in the accomplishment of a lead- 
ing purpose in their creation, if, suffering themselves to be 
restrained by too nice considerations of technical delicacy, 
they should refrain from a direct response to your interrog- 
atory. 

in reaching this determination, they have been influenced 
in no smal] degree by their high appreciation of the constit- 
uent clements of your honorable bodies. Satisfied thor- 
oughly that in the great requisites of intelligence and public 
virtue, the Legislative Assembly of Kansas will compare 


favorably with similar bodies in the States of the Union, | 


and fully persuaded that in propounding the inquiries, you 
have been influenced by an earnest desire to shape your 
legislation in strict conformity to the obligations of control- 


ling law, the consideration of the preliminary question, ' 


whether a response should be made by us, was approached 
with a natural anxiety to find it consistent with a sense of 
official duty to do so. It is but justice to ourselves to add 
that this motive was powerfully offset by an habitual re- 
luctance to interpose, even upon solicitation, inany matter 
wherein it was known that coordinate branches of the terri- 
torial government entertained conflicting opinions. Imme- 
diately upon entering upon the inquiry, the immense mag- 
nitude of the interests involved arrested our thoughts, and 
forbade, in the most emphatic tones, a resort to the Ordi- 
nary justification for silence, that the case presented was 
& coram non judice.?? 

It may be true that this is technically the fact; but we 
could not conceive ourselves justified in reposing upon this 
defense, when, mean time, that greatest ofall evils, anarchy, 
might exist rampant upon our soil, fed and encouraged by 
the reckless and unprincipled, who might even invoke our 
very silence as an argument in maintenance of their de- 
structive sentiments and beside this, perhaps, draw hence 
inferences fatal to our independence, and consequently sub- 
versive of that confidence which we are most solicitous to 
maintain. 

You will do us the justice to be assured that-this appre- 
hension has not its origin in a selfishness which regards our 
own reputation merely for its own sake, butin a deep 
anxiety for the publie interests which we fecl to be largely 
dependent upon the estimate as well of the independence as 
of the uprightness and ability of those to whom are assigned 
the interpretation and administration of the laws. 

We have felt the Icss hesitation in examining and re- 
sponding to your questions, because there is much reason to 
doubt whether, under any circumstances, the difficulties 
involved in them might be presented to us judicially for so- 
lution. These reasons for doubt are supposed to be found 
in the views of the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
expressed in 5th Howard’s Reports, page 343, in the case 
of Scott et al. vs. Jones, in which the constitutional exist- 
ence of the territorial Legislature of Michigan was pro- 
posed to be brought into review. 

Without attempting an elaborate examination of the 
points of that case, it is sufficient for our present purpose 
to say that the whéle tenor of the argument of that high 
tribunal is to demonstrate that the subject-matter of legisla- 
tive bodies, and not the competency of their organization, 
forms the true and only topie of judicial revision. Should 
such an exigency arise as an unwarrantable attempt at legis- 
Jation by any body wanting the necessary elements, say 
they, “if not situated within the territory of the Union,” it 
“would be a foreign affair, and not within the cognizance 
of the departments of this Government, unless so interfer- 
ing with its rights as to call for the political exercise of the 
exccutive or legislative authority over our foreign rela- 
tions.” Again: “such conduct by bodies situated within our 
limits, unless by States duly admitted into the Union, would 
have to be reached either by the power of the Union to put 
down insurrection, or by the ordinary penal laws of the 
States or Territories within which these bodies unlaw- 
fully organized are situated and acting,”—language mini- 
festly referring to the assumption of logislative power by 
self-constituted and rebellious organizations. 

Again: they speak in terins which admit of no question of 
their understandinget the relations of these departments of 
Government, when they say, ‘ the judicial tribunals of the 
General Govérnment which acquiesce in the political organ- 
ization that has been professing to pass statutes,” &c. 

After remarking in addition as to their recognition of such 
bodies as duly organized, and conceding their existence, 
therefore, as a State, and that their statutes must be treated 
as the statutes of any other State, within the meaning of 
the act of 1789, known as the judiciary act, they add: “And, 
ifso, we must inquire only into the validity of their subject- 
matter, and not, as to the new, any more than the old 
States, ever suppose the question of their political compe- 
tency or power to pass statutes at all, was an inquiry in- 
tended to be placed under our consideration and decision,” 
by: the act above mentioned. 

We could not but regard an attempt to evade the force of 
these views by the suggestion that they were expressed par- 
ticularly with reference to State organizations, and, there- 
fore, not applicable to the position of a territorial Legisla- 
ture, as more resembling a quibble than an argument, 
unless, indecd, contrary to our full conviction, some differ- 
ence in principle between the several organizations, appli- 
cable to the point in controversy, could be shown. 

It would not only so partake of the appearance of a quib- 
ble, but, what is of more force, it would falsify the facts of 
the case, since the very question presented arose upon the 
legislation of a Territory, and would inevitably have drawn 
from the august body which pronounced the decision such 
distinction, if, in their judgment, such distinction existed. 

Having referred to this decision, in maintenance of the 
propriety of responding in this unofficial manner to your in- 
quiries, we will add, before dismissing it, that it is no less 
forcible to sustain the proposition that you are yourselves 
the judges, without appeal or revision, of whatever may be 
embraced in the manuer and form of your organization, and 
that neither an objection to your place of session, nor of any 
other matter not embraced within the subject-matter of the 
operative provisions of your legislation, can be called in 
question elsewhere. 

We will but add to these reasons—satisfactory to our- 
selves, and, we trust, to yon-—that we are gratified to find 
ourselves sustained, in a position altogether novel,.in the 
course we have adopted, by precedent, to which, so far as 
we know, no objection has arisen 3 a preecdent, too, which 
goes much further than we have determined to go. A res- 
olution of the Legislature of Minnesota Territory, pro- 
pounding questions to the judges of the Supreme Court of 
that Territory, was fully replied to by the judges. See pro— 
ceedings of the first session of the Minnesota Legislature. 

Having determined to reply to the extent indicated, the 
nature of that reply next comes to be considered. 

Upon this we have had no difficulty. We have not been 
able to discover any substantial objection to the constitu- 
tionality of the course of the Legislative Assembly. We 
could not see, in the change of the place of your session out 
of mere caprice, much that would be objectionable to good 
taste and to that spirit of deference to regularity and order 
which the peopic have a right, as we!l as an inborn disposi- 
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tion, to expect in those holding honorable positions ; but we 
are forbidden by the highest considerations of respect and 
justice to suppose caprice to have governed your honorable 
body. To feel otherwise would be dereliction from the 
courtesy due to a department of Government, as well as an 
unseemly departure from the analogy to the well-established 
principle of law, upon the recognition of which courts for- 
bear to go behind the record when the judgment of a com- 
petent tribunal comes incidentally under their notice. 

It is not for us to inquire what considerations did govern 
you; but to assume—the least that any respectable body 
ean ask—that you had for your action reasons to yourselves 
most satisfactory and ample. . 

The questions presented for our consideration are: 
Whether the act of the Legislative Assembly declaring the 
Shawnee Manual Labor Schoo! the temporary seat of Gov- 
ernment is valid? And, whether your legislation at the last- 
mentioned place is legal? 

They might be treated together, as really presenting the 
solitary inquiry, whether your honorable body has a consti- 
tutional existence? But the latter branch of the inquiry 
demands a brief consideration distinct from the other. 

Jt may be remarked in reference to it, that its favorable 
solution may be shown, whatever might be the reply to the 
former, unless--which is by no means a certain proposition 
—no legislation can be obligatory promulgated elsewhere 
than at the seat of government. 


Indeed the contrary is shown to be the recognized rule, | 


and, as such, has both been acted upon in the absence of 
express authority, and has, in the constitutions of the 
States, certainly in some, and perhaps generally, been re- 
cognized. 

The removal of Congress from Philadelphia to Lancaster, 
in 1777, upon the temporary reverses of the American arms 
in New Jersey, is an illustration of the former, while the 
16th section of the 2d article of the constitution of Mary- 
land is a demonstration of the latter. 

We are but too apt to confound inherent principles with 
either constitutional or legislative requirements. It is usual 
to limit, by positive enactment, the exercise of the func- 
tions of the departments of Government to the seat of gov- 
ernment; a policy not only not questionable, but clearly 
laudable and wise. So, too, the residence of the chief ex- 
ecutive officer is most commonly required to be there, yet 
jt is not universally so. In Delaware, for example, and in 
Alabama, such is not the case. The act creating this ‘Ter- 
ritory does notrequire this of the Governor ; all that it does 
is to exact of him to “ reside within said Territory.” Nor 
does it contain a prohibition to legislate elsewhere than at 
the seat of Government. Upon this point it is entirely 
silent. 

You are the judges of the propriety and regularity of the 
mode of performing your duty. The object of your exist- 
ence is the highest Known to enlightened communities— 
the enactment of laws to govern the intercourse of society, 
and to control the action of its individual members. It 
would be to suspend the most overtowering interests upon 
too trivial considerations, if the vitality of your acts should 
be dependent upon mere points of regularity, and these to 
be determined by other tribunals, and that, too, by lifting 
the veil of motive, and prying into its hidden springs. If the 
principle of such an oversight and control were conceded, 
it would be an alarming abuse if, upon so comparatively 
insignificant a point as the place of your deliberations, their 
whole efficacy should rest. However much it may seem to 
comport with the importance of legislative councils, to be 
surrounded with the conveniences and comforts of tasteful 
and expensive buildings, reared by the munificence of Gov- 
ernment, and to have these located in the midst ofa refined 
and intelligent population, these are, after all, the least of 
the elements of their usefulness. The primary purpose of 
your being is to promote, by the wisdom of your councils, 
the public welfare; and, whether surrounded by the ap- 
pendages of even prodigal and profuse expenditures, or 
legislating under the genial shade of one of Nature’s forest 
monarchs—whether in the center of luxury and population, 
or in the stillness of a solitude unbroken save by the voice 
of patriotic earnestness in support of needful laws—is but 
of the utmost insignificance in comparison with the adapt- 
ation of your measures to the interests intrusted to your 
keeping. 

If pestilence, therefore, shall invade the halls, nobly 
wrought to correspond with the magnitude of your duties, 
‘we can see no reason why you should not, as did the Par- 
liament of Great Britain, to shun the desolation of the 

lague, leave Westminster, where, “since the days of the 

Jantagencts the Houses had constantly sat,” but great 
reason why you should abandon these, if need be, for the 
solitude, to perform your labors; and if called to assemble 
in the solitude, where conveniences are not to be had for 
the advancement of your efforts, it is certainly no less true 
that you may, and ought, as the Congress of the Revolu- 
tion adjourned, indignantly, from Philadelphia to Princeton, 
New Jersey, about the close of that great struggle, to ad- 
journ to such other place as will furnish these. 

It would be faithlessness to the high trust assumed, to 


dissipate the time and energy, so necessary in a limited ses- | 
sion, in combating and overcoming inconveniences, instead | 


of seeking a place where, conveniences being provided, 
these may be devoted to the legitimate objects of your or- 
ganization. The first alternative, if adopted, would pre~ 
sent a lamentable example of the truth of the old legal 
maxim, qui heret in litera, heret in cortice, ‘« who sticks to 
the letter, sticks to the bark,” an idea not dissimilar from 


that expressed in “grasping at the shadow and losing the | 
substance,” in “straining at a gnat and swallowing a | 


camel.” 

If left to seek, in general principles, a response to your 
question, we should feel no hesitation in resting the justi- 
fication of your position upon these views—and, invoking 
to our further support the long established maxim, de min- 
imus non. curet lex, “ the law disregards trifles,” should feel 
that position to be impregnable. it is due to ourselves to 
add, that it would be an unjust inference, from these sug- 
gestions, to suppose that we regard the establishment of 
seats of Government as a matter of indifference. On the 
contrary, they are in entire consonance with the highest 
appreciation of the advantages and necessity of such estab- 
lishment. Suffice this to guard against misapprehension, 


without departing from the line of argument: to illustrate 
the importance of fixed piaces for governmental! purposes, 
and the propriety, in general, of there performing legisla- 
tive functions. ` 

We are not, however, confined to general principles, but 
may, with confidence, turn to the provisions of the organie 
act 0f:1854, ch. 59, the act of 1855, ch. 267, sec. 6, and the 
further act of 1855, ch. 67, in discussing the question of 
your right to locate, temporarily, the seat of government of 
the Territory, as we now propose to do. 

The 24th section of the frst named act declares that “the 
legislative power of the Territory shall extend to all right- 
ful subjects of legislation, consistent with the Constitution 
of the United States and the provisions of this act.” Some 
limitations follow, but do not affect the question under re- 
view. 

It is supposed that, but for the 31st section, no doubt 
would exist but that under the 24th the Legislative Assem- 
bly would have a clear right to designate the seat of gov- 
ernment, either temporarily or permanently, or that, if any 
ground of doubt could be found, it would be in that clause 
of the 22d section which provides that “the persons thus 
clected to the Legislative Assembly shall meet at such 
place and on such day as the Governor shall appoint 3” but 
thereafter, the time, place, and manner of holding and con- 
ducting all elections by the people, “ shall be prescribed by 
law, as well as the day of the commencement of the regu- 
Jar sessions of the Legislative Assembly.” 

For the sake of simplicity and clearness, the 24th sec- 
tion will be examined first, in connection with the 3ist, 
as also with the appropriations of section 6 of ch. 267, 1854, 
and of 1855, and afterwards in connection with the 22d sec- 
tion of the original act. 

The language of the 24th section has been already quoted; 
that of the 3lst is in the following words: ‘“* That the seat 
of government of said Territory is hereby located tempo- 
rarily at Fort Leavenworth; and that such portion of the 
public buildings as may not be actually used and needed 
for military purposes may be occupied and used, under the 
direction of the Governor and Legislative Assembly, for 
such public purposes as may be required under the provis- 
ions of this act.” 

In the construction of this section, it is most obvious that 
the use of the word “ temporarily”? must demand particular 
attention. This would be true, if to be construed inde- 
pendently of any other; it is much more so when to be 
construed along with others, and when a conflict is to be 
avoided. 

If omitted, or if substituted by the word permanently, an 
entirely different phase would be given to the section. But 
the word “ temporarily”? docs occur. Why was it inserted? 
This question will be answered by the solution of another: 
Did Congress intend to designate a seat of government un- 
til, by its own further action in the premises, a permanent 
one should be established, or another temporary one pointed 
out; or was it the purpose of Congress to designate such 
seat of government to provide for exigencies that might 
arise before the session of the Legislative Assembly, leav- 
ing it to that body, as one of its appropriate rights, as of all 
similar assemblages, unless restrained by direet prohibition, 
either to continue there, after its convocation, if conve- 
nient to the public interest, or to designate some other, 
since it had accomplished the object of its temporary crea- 
tion? To this question, it has seemed to us, there should 
be no hesitation in making a reply. The very term used 
admits the existence of a right somewhere to change the 
place. Why “temporarily,” if no competent power exists 
to alter and change it? Where rests that power, in the 
absence of a prohibition, if not in the body to assemble for 
legislative purposes in the Territory, and having intrusted 
to it the great concern of preserving and advancing the 
welfare of a rapidly populating country—a body which, far 
beyond Congress, has the means of judging where, best for 
the attainment of these ends, they shall hold their s 

Not only elementary writers, but judicial expounders 
the law, have uniformly regarded the object to be attained 
by a legislative act as all important to aid in its exposition. 

But here not only is there no prohibition, but a distinct 
authority, in the language of the 24th section, to legislate 
on this subject. 

This can only be denied by asserting, contrary both to 
precedent and principle, that the location of a seat of gov- 
ernment is not a “ rightful subject of legislation.” We say, 
contrary to precedent and principle, because both have 
been most emphatically affirmed by the highest legislative 
authority in this country, and, from 1790 to this day, ac- 
quiesced in by the highest judicial as well as executive 
authority of the Federal Government. 

A reference to the act of Congress of 1790, ch. 28, and to 
the history of the country from that period to this, settles, 
we think, this proposition beyond controversy. In appeal- 
ing to the history of the times, we have the authority of 
the judicial tribunal already quoted. (3 Howard, p- 1.) 
In asking the sanction of the acquiescence of the depart- 
ments of Government, it would be purely superfluous to 
cite authority, when it is remembered that this is the very 
foundation of that large system known as the common law. 

The act of 1790, by its fifth section, locates the seat of 
government at Philadelphia, until the first day of Decem- 
ber, 1800, (thus temporarily,) and by its sixth section locates 
it permanently at the city of Washington, not eo nomine, 
but at “the district and place aforesaid,” which, by the 
first section, is described as “a district of territory not 
exceeding ten miles square, to be located, as hereafter 
directed, on the river Potomac,”—a district since and now 
known as the District of Columbia, and the particular 
place, since and now, the city of Washington. It is a con- 


firmation of this view, rather than an objection, that the | 


Constitution of the United States, sec. 8, art. Ist, confers 
the right of “ exclusive legislation” ‘over such district, 
&c., as may, by cession of particular States and the accept- 
ance of Congress, become the seat of government of the 
United States,” &c.; because it will be observed that the 
grant of power here is to “ exercise legislation,” and not to 
select a seat of government—this latter being, really, by the 
phraseology used, merely acknowledged as a legitimate ex- 
ercise of an indispensable power. See Story’s Comment- 
aries upon this section, book 3, sec. 1,211. 

Assuming, then, that the location ofa seat of government, 


temporarily or périnatiently, is a“ right subjéct of legis~ 
lation,” the argument: becomes conclusive that the true 
exposition of this section confers ample authority for such: 
an exercise of power as tliat in question, while the use of 
the word “temporarily,” in the Slst seetion, leaves thé” 
question entirely free from the embarrassment of a sup- 
posed prohibition. ee d 

Were it possible, however, that these views fall short of 
concluding the question, it is only needful to pursue ‘the 
legislation of Congress a step or two further, to. discover a 
most distinct exposition by that body of its own interpre-" 
tation of the subject. 

_By sec. 6, chap. 267, of the statutes of the same ses- 

sion—1854—an appropriation was made of $25,000, “for. 
the erection of public buildings for the use of the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Kansas,” upon terms therein men- 
tioned. This provision is too well known to need a full, 
recital, the more especially as it is referred torather in ilus- 
tration of the section next cited, than as of itself illustra- 
tive of the point in discussion. 
_ It may be observed, in passing, that, notwithstanding the 
insufficiency of this section to accomplish the purpose, 
more especially when the history of its passage, aftera fail- 
ure of a more direct effort at repeal is known, it was pretty 
Widely thought, for some months after the promulgation of 
the establishment of the territorial authority, that this had, 
in fact, accomplished a repeal of the 3lst section of the 
organic act, which is now, strangely enough, by those en~ 
tertaining this opinion, supposed to be in full force, despite 
not only this section, but the act of 1855, ch. 167, and your 
own act at the present session. 

‘Tracing the legislation of Congress a step further, we see 
that at their last session, by ch. 167, a momént since men- 
tioned, there is a further appropriation of $25,000, but with 
this very material proviso, that neither this sum nor the 
$25,000 heretofore appropriated, shall be expended “ until 
the Legislature of said Territory shall have fixed by law the 
permanent seat of government.” It is to this statute we 
ask attention, as affirming the construction given to the act 
of 1854, ch. 59, secs. 24 and 31. 

It will be observed that there is no grant of power by this 
act of 1855, ch. 167, to locate the permanent seat of gov- 
ernment. i 

The manifest meaning of the language used isa mere 
recognition of that power as an already existing one. It 
is a prohibition of the expenditure of the moneys devoted 
to the use of the Territory until such time as this admitted 
power shall have been exercised, for the obvious reason 
that Congress did not intend these sums or any portion of 
them to be expended for temporary buildings. 

The plain conclusion from this view of the act is, that 
Congress, entertaining no doubt of the right of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly to locate permanently the seat of govem- 
ment, thus expounds its own understanding of its previous 
enactments, in paria materia ; while the further inevitable 
inference follows that the inferior right to locate the seat 
of government temporarily resides in the same body. For 
authority for this argument, see 7B. & C.,p. 99; 6 B. & 
C., p. 454, and 3 Toward, 556. 

For support of the concluding inference, the well-known 
rule of law, that the greater embraces the less, will be 
recognized as both applicable and sufficient. Sees Wheat. 
p. 204, and 14th vol. East’s Rep.—the famous case of Sir 
Francis Burdett vs. The Speaker of the House of Commons. 
« What is clearly implied by a statute is as much a part of 
it as if expressed in words.” Mo. Rep. vol. 3, 264. i 

The 8th section of the 1st art. of the Constitution of the 
United States, and the subsequent action of Congress 
under it, to which reference has been already made for 
another purpose, are even more forcible in confirmation of 
these reflections, Ifthe construction then given it be cor- 
rect, sustained, as we have shown it to be, by high authors 
ity, that the right to locate a seat of government is assumed 
and not granted by its language, no further doubt can exist 
of the existence of a similar power in your case, and of the 
truth of the construction given by us to the acts and sec~ 
tions quoted ; if it be not the true construction, but is to 
be regarded as a grant of power, and as the grant under 
which Congress subsequently enacted the act of 1790, then 
it becomes not less influential in defense of the inferential 
power to locate the seat of government temporarily, which 
we have claimed under the statute of 1855, ch. 167. Ifnot 
so, whence the power to do what Congress, by the Sth sec- 
tion of this statute, did, to wit: locate, from that period to 
1800, the seatof government at Philadelphia—not certainly 
under the constitutional grant, for that speaks of only such 
district “as may, by cession of particular States and the 
acceptance of Congress, become the seat of government of 
the United States”—language ratified by what occurred in 
reference to the District of Columbia and the city of Wash- 
ington, but never by any transaction in regard to the city of 
Philadelphia. Hence the location thereof at the last-named 
place, assuming it to have been by authority at all, was by 
one following necessarily from the greater authority claimed 
by virtue of the Constitution. 

Protracted as this opinion has already become, there is 
still another aspect in which the subject must be viewed. 

Objections to these conclusions may be supposed to be . 
found in the clause of the 22d section heretofore quoted : 
t the persons thus elected shall assemble,” &c. 

The point of objection can scarcely be the first branch of 
the clause, which says that they “ shali assemble at such 
place and on such day as the Governor shall appoint.” 

There are two views in which this part of the section 
may be presented, neither of which would affect the right- 
fulness of your acting, however one might produce ques- 
tion of the legality of the call, as to “ place,” under which 
you assembled. k 

The first is, whether the authority to designate the place 
was not subservient to the 3lst section establishing, tem- 
porarily, the seat of government at Fort Leavenworth 5 and 
if so, whether its true construction would not have been 
that it meant some particular placc at that Fort, and not 
any place outside of that. Assuming that no subsequent 


| legislation of Congress had repealed the 3lst section, and 


conceding, what is distinctly implied in the objections to 
your act, that the only place for legislation is the seat of 
government, this construction would follow irresistibly, 
because it would be the only construction that would leave 
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eyery, part of the.@atute, upon this. subject to operate. ‘That 
in, the. construction of'statutes this rule prevails universally, 
‘too ‘well settled to bé.controverted. 5 Har. & Jobn., p. 26. 
“No particular stress isintended to be laid upon this view, 
asit does not relate to your.action. i eee 
"The. other. view of itis, that it has been perfectly grati- 
fied. by your assembling at the time and place pointed out 
by the proclamation, of. the Governor, without question of 
the right to call you together there and then. - To. contend 
thatit exacts more, and that, you were required . by it not 
on! ‘tomeet, but, there to remain, can only. be success- 
fully done by interpolating words which. the. wisdom. of 
Congress.did not.see fit-to insert... It would be but to press 
toa. little greater.extreme, without a difference in the piin- 
ciple; the severity of this claim, if it should be contended 
that, having assembled, you had no right to adjourn until 
‘your session was finally closed, there being no recognition, 
by any language there found, of a right to reassemble after 
adjournment. , 
hatever argument entitled to particular consideration 

erived. from this section, in derogation of your action, 

be sought for not in this language, which, as we have 
shéwn, has been literally gratified, but in the succeeding 
words,.“‘the day of the commencement of the regular ses- 
sions of the Legislative Assembly,” “shall be prescribed 
by Jaw”. This may be considered as either imposing an 
jnjunction, or as vesting an authority. If the former, no 
inference unfavorable to the affirmance of your act can be 
‘drawn. They. would but mean to. impose as a duty what 
would otherwise have been left. to your discretion, and to 
require you to fix the period of commencement of future 
BE ns, instead.of.leaving this to the Governor, as Con- 
s had done, for convenience, as to the first session. 
Supposing the meaning to be a delegation of power, an 
argument might: be presented not totally destitute of a 
semblance of force, in the absence of any other provision 
touching the legislative authority of the Territory, and illus- 
trative of the intention of Congress. 

It would derive this force from a principle, which hasits 
advocates, that the enumeration of particular, excludes 
more general grants of power—one, however, by no means 
conceded; but while maintained with earnestness by some, 
is denied with confidence by others; amongst the latter of 
whom.is prominent one of the most distinguished jurists 

of this country, and the pecr of the most famed of any other. 

Story’s Com., B. 3, sec. 842. 

It is not necessary that we should deny it. Its recogni- 
tion would not militate against our views, since its most 
unqualified concession would be restricted by an admitted 
qualification, that it is only operative in the absence of any 
thing to show a different intention, as well as by a rule 
iready announced—that rule is, that all statutes, or parts 
thereof, relating to the same subject-matter, must be con- 

. sidered together, and so construed.as to give to every part, 
if practicable, its effecc. To assume, therefore, upon this 
principle, a negation of your power to do anything beyond 
the fixing of the time of your future regular sessions, would 
be without authority of the principle itself, becanse it would 
be to disregard alike the 24th section confirming legislative 
power, as well as the act of 1855, 167. It would be firstto 
adopt a questionable principle, and then to claim its ser- 
vice under circumstances in which itis totally inapplicable. 

It is only necessary, in conclusion, to refer to another 
part of section 24 of the organic act, to show that the want 
of concurrence of the Governor presents no objection to 
the efficacy of the acts of the Legislative Assembly, two 
thirds of the members of each of its constituent bodies con- 


curring therein. 
8. D. LECOMPTE, 
RUSH ELMORE. 
I fully concur in the foregoing opinion, and refrain trom 
saying a word on a subject so well discussed. 


A. J. ISACKS. 

A Memner. Who is it by? 

Mr. STEPHENS. By 8. D. Lecompte and 
Rush Elmore, and is concurred in by Mr. Isaacs, 
who was, I think, district attorney. They argue 
the whole case. I have not marked the pertinent 
passages; I will send the opinion to the reporters, 
that it may be printed in full, when all can read 
the whole of it, as I hope they will. It is so 
decisive that, it seems to me ‘a wayfaring man, 
though he be a fool, cannot err therein.” 
stances the case of the Continental Congress, 
in: 1777, when Philadelphia was threatened by 
the British, having adjourned its sessions to 
Lancaster. Nobody ever questioned its authority 
to:do.so. The British Parliament, in the time of 
the plague in London, lefttheancient scat of legis- 
lation, and betook themselves to another place. 


Many instances are given from several States of ! 


the Union. Some in my qwn State might have 
been added if the traditions of her early history, 
as I have heard them related, be true. When 
Georgia was invaded by the British, or the Whigs 
were pressed by the Tories, the Legislature went 
from place to place on several occasions, and I 
believe they once got into session in the State 
of North Carolina—perhaps in my friend’s [Mr. 
Cuweman’s] district. (Laughter.] Some of 
their records very strangely found their way as 
for east as Annapolis. The legality of the pro- 
ceedings of a Legislature, then, do not, I think, 
depend on the place where they hold their ses- 


sions, especially if it be within the limits of their | 


jurisdiction. The validity of any law passed by 
Congress would not be questioned, I suppose, if 
Congress should be compelled by an invading 
enemy to goclsewherc. Thecity of Washington 


Tt in- | 
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was once taken by the British. I do not think 
such an event will ever occur again. But if it 
should, and Congress should adjourn to some 
other place, I cannot suppose that their acts would 
beinvalidated thereby. And [hold that the Legis- 
lature of: Kansas had the power to sit just where 
they pleased within that Territory: they certainly 
had the power, in my opinion, to set at Shawnee 
Mission: so thought the Supreme Court of that 
Territory. , 2 

The organic law of the Territory, sir, gave the 
Legislature all legislative power, under the Con- 
stitution, not inconsistent with that organic law. 
Well, one of the- first functions of legislative 

ower is, to determine where the body will_meet. 

he organiclaw—the Kansas bill—said that Fort 
Leavenworth should be the temporary seat of 
government. The Governor himself had changed 
that, before the first session of the Legislature. 
Congress afterwards gave them the absolute power 
to fix the permanent scat of government: The 
power to fix the permanent place, of course, in- 
cludes the less power of sitting, until that place 
should be selected, just where they please. 

Ido not intend to detain this House longer 
upon the argument of this preliminary question; 
but Governor Reeder, in his message to the 
Legislature, vetoing their bill changing the place 
of sitting, stakes his case of the illegality of the 
subsequent acts of that body solely upon the fact 
thatthey adjourned to a place which did not meet 
with his approval. He, in the mean time, was 
removed. His successor in office, however, sanc- 
tioned the proceedings of the Legislature at Shaw- 
nee Mission; and there were passed all the laws, 
I believe, they now have for the protection of 
life, liberty, and property, in Kansas. 

Mr. DUNN, (nterrupting:) I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question before he takes his 
seat. I believe that the right of a member or 
Delegate to a seat upon this floor is a right which 
belongs not to the Representative or Delegate, but 
a right which belongs to his constituents. Sup- 
pose, therefore, that any gentleman upon this floor 
should absolutely make an affidavit, or do any 
other act which in a court of justice might be 
regarded as an estoppel—short of an actual resig- 
nation, would that preclude his constituents from 
insisting upon his services in this Hall? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Very well. Suppose I 
grant it—admit what you say—we have been here 
two months and upwards, and we have heard no 


mortal man, execpt Governor Reeder, question- | 
ing the right of General Whitficld. When and || 
where have the constituents of General Whitfield | 


spoken? Have you heard a mortal man of Kan- 


sas, except Reeder, complain of the legality and ! 


rightfulness of General Whitficld’s election? If 
you have, when and where ? 

Mr. DUNN. The question which I present 
to the gentleman from Georgia is the question of 
the power of any man to estop himself of his duty 
to represent his constituents upon this floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The question was, whether 
anything Governor Reeder has done should jeop- 


| ard the rightof the constituents of General W hit- 


field or the people of the Territory of Kansas? I 


say no; but we are acting upon the memorial of ! 


A. H. Reeder, and I say A. H. Reeder is es- 
topped, When General Whitfield’s constituents 
speak, or the people of Kansas speak, and say 


that he is not their duly elected Representative or | 


Delegate, I will give not only a respectful hearing 
to their memorial, but go into an investigation of 
If Governor Reeder has any constituents 
who will say that they ought not to be estopped 
by his act, Í will give them a like hearing and 
investigation. I will take the cases as they come. 
We are acting now upon the memorial of ex- 


Governor Reeder, and it is enough for me to j 


show that he is estopped. 

Now, as I stated before, I do not intend to de- 
tain the House. I think that, if the House were 
in possession of all the facts which have caused 
this motion, they could vote more understand- 
ingly. I therefore move that this resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee of Elections, with 
instructions to report the grounds upon which 
they make this application for extraordinary 
power, and the reasons which induce them to 
do it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not intend 
to engage for any length of time in the discussion 
of this preliminary question. Occupying the 


; such as will satisfy this 


position I do, there perhaps would be an impro- 
priety'in my doing so I wish to bring the mat- 
ter to-a close as speedily-as possible, in order that 
we may proceed to other public business so long 
delayed. I will notice, however, one or two 
points made by the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens;] and I may be per- 
mitted to say, that, in view of the excitement 
which prevails all. over this country in reference 
to the existing state of affairs in the Territory of 
Kansas, it is. most remarkable that the honorable 
gentleman should interpose any objection to a 
full, free, and fair examination of all the facts. 
The gentleman presents: the case as a contest 
between Governor Reeder and General Whit- 
field—a personal matter between these parties. 
I take a different view of it. It involves a ques- 
tion in which the gentleman’s constituents, my 
constituents, and the constituents of every mem- 
ber upon this floor, have a deeper interest than 
either Governor Reeder or General Whitfield; 
and I, for one, before I make up my judgment 
upon the grave questions involved, desire some- 
thing more than mere newspaper reports and 
telegraphic dispatches upon which to act. I desire 
authentic evidence in solemn form. I do not care 
what Governor Reeder may have done in the 
premises; nor do I care what General Whitfield 
may have done. I do not care that Governor 
Reeder may at one time have acknowledged the. 
validity of the acts of the Kansas Legislature, or 
that.he subsequently repudiated them as fraud- 
ulent. The great point, I apprehend, involved in 
this whole matter is the validity of the legislation 
in Kansas—whether the legislative body was 
constituted properly through the ballot-box. 

I hold, sir, that it ig a well-settled principle of 
law, that any statute may be vitiated by fraud, 
and that fraud alleged may be proven by oral 
testimony. You may go behind the most formal 
record of any of your courts or Legislatures, and 
vitiate it by proof of fraud. I do not undertake 
to say, as a Representative in this House—nor 
will I, until the testimony is before me—whether 
that legislation, in Kansas, was or was not a 
fraud upon the principles of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska act, or upon -the rights of the people of 
the Territory, or of the States. The very pur- 
pose of this resolution—reported from the Com- 
mittee of Elections—as | understand it, is to go 
back, and ascertain by proofs, carefully taken, 
Fouse and the country, 
wieter that legislation was or was not fraudu- 
ent, 

Does the gentleman from Gcorgia undertake to 
say that, if there be proof of fraud, this House 
will not have the power to disaffirm and repeal 
any one of the acts of the Territory of Kansas? 
I propound that question to him most respect- 
fully. I take the ground that, if there be proof 
showing that these statutes, or any of them, were 
fraudulently procured, this House has the right 
to disatiirm and repeal them. The gentleman 
[Mr. Steruens] does not answer. I take it for 


| granted he admits the proposition. 


Mr.STEPHENS. Be kind enough to repeat it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia, whether, if either one of these acts, or 
all of them, are proved to have been fraudulently 
enacted by the Legislature of Kansas, Congress 


| has not the right to disaflirm and repeal them? 


Mr. STEPHENS. I reply to the gentleman’s 

uestion briefly. Congress parted with its right, 
dominen, and control of government over that 
Territory, as far as it could under the limitations 
of the Constitution, expressly in the organic law 
of the Territory of Kansas; and if the people of 
that Territory, by fraud or otherwise, in acts of 
legislation, should be deprived of their rights, the 
question is to be settled by the rules pointed out 
in the organic law, and by the officers given to 
them by Congress. We have given them the 
power to regulate these matters, as absolutely as 
a State has such power, under organic law, sub- 
ject to the Constitution only. They have courts 
appointed under the Federal Government; they 
have a Governor appointed under the Federal 
Government; they have authority, under the gen- 
eral organic law, to elect a Delegate to Congress 
and members of the Council and Legislature. 
Their laws are to be inquired into, and their 
validity ascertained by their courts, just as the 
laws of the States are. I do not intend to be un- 
derstood as saying that we, as a House of Rep- 
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resentatives having the constitutional right to 
judge of the election returns of members here, 
may not ourselves inquire into the election returns 
of Delegates. By no means. We, as a court, 
can judge of the validity of the law regulating 
elections; but I say we cannot set aside such law 
unless we resume that dominion which we once 
exercised over the Territory. We have parted 
with that dominion, and I am for letting it stand 
where we have bestowed it under the organic 
law, in the people of the Territory of Kansas. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Ibclieve that where a stat- | 
ute is founded in fraud, there is no power on earth i 
that can give vitality or validity to it. And for ! 
the purpose, Mr. Speaker, of showing this House | 
that Congress has committed itself to the princi- 
ple which I assert—the right to 1peal a territorial | 
law tainted with fraud—I need go no further back | 
than to the last session. I will show that this 
power has been exercised by nearly every mem- 
ber on the opposition side of the Chamber. It 
will be recollected that during last Congress a land | 
grant to the Territory of Minnesota, of eight hun- | 
dred thousand acres, was passed. A committee | 
of investigation was raised. The result of the | 
examination was, that the grant was declared to | 


| 


have been fraudulently procured. Subsequently, | 
there were other frauds exposed to the judiciary | 
branch of the Government in relation to this land | 
grant. It then became necessary, in order to 
defeat the fraud, that a certain charter, which had 
been granted by the Territorial Legislature of 
Minnesota, shouldbe repealed. It was not alleged, | 
I believe, or proven in the course of the exam- | 
ination, that the passage of the act conferring this | 
charter had been fraudulently procured; but still, | 
with a view to prevent the execution of a fraud | 
incidentally connected with the act of the Terri- i 
torial Legislature, a resolution was unanimously : 
reported to this House by the Committee on the | 
Judiciary at the last session, disapproving and | 
disaflirming the act of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Minnesota, entitled “ An act | 
to incorporate the Minnesota and Northwestern | 
Railroad Company.” 

On the final vote that was taken on that reso- | 
lution, one hundred and sixteen members of this | 
House voted to repeal the act of the Territorial | 
Legislature, and sixteen against it. Nearly all 
the friends of the Nebraska bill voted for the 
resolution, thereby asserting the power of Con- 
gress to disaffirm and repeal an act of the Terri- į 
torial Legislature. The honorable gentleman | 
from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] did not vote. | 
How he would have voted, had he been in the 
Hall at the time, I do not know. But I refer to | 
this vote for the purpose of showing the members | 
on the opposite side of the House that they are | 
committed to the principle which I have affirmed | 
here—namncly, the right of this body to repeal any 


legislative act of the Territory of Kansas, or of i 


any other Territory, if there be proof that the act ! 
is founded in fraud. 

The object of this resolution, Mr. Speaker, is 
to get authentic and reliable evidence, in order ` 


that the facts connected with the proceedings in | 
Kansas in reference to the election of a Delegate | 


may be disclosed to this House and to the coun- | 
try. Ido not propose to consume the time of the | 
House. On the contrary, I am anxious that we 
shall proceed as speedily as possible to the con- 
sideration of the President’s annual message, 
with a view to its reference to appropriate com- 
mittees. I doubt not that these, Kansas troubles į 


and kindred subjects will be elaborately and |; 
fully discussed in the Committee of the Whole } 


on the state of the Union; and therefore I call for ` 


the previous question on the passage of the reso- | 


lution. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I hope the gentleman from | 
Ohio will withdraw his call for the previous ques- | 
tion. i i 
Mr. MILLSON also addressed the Chair. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihope I shall be excused. : 


Both sides have been freely and, I think, fairly || 


‘heard. if I withdraw the call for the previous | 
question, I sce very clearly that we willbe launched | 
into an interminable debate on this question; and | 
I think the public interests require that we should | 
be very brief in our discussion of it at this time. ; 
I therefore insist, without any disrespect to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mizusow,] on my | 
call for the previous question. 


Mr. MLLLSON. Idesire only to say to the gen- 


tleman from Ohio, that I wish to make avery few 
observations on this question; and, if he wish, 
I will renew the demand for the previous- ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia renew the call for the previous question? 

Mr. MILLSON. I will. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee of Elections, [Mr. 
Wasusurn,] said he had come to no determin- 
ate conclusion as to the merits of the Kansas con- 
tested election; and yet the gentleman more than 
once took occasion to express the opinion that a 
very large majority of the American people be- 
lieve that the legislation on which this election 
is founded was utterly void, because there had 
been no legal Legislature existing in Kansas. 
Sir, I very much fear that, in the expression of 
that opinion, the gentleman has indicated the 
conclusion to which he must necessarily come 
upon the merits of the contested election; and I 
cannot but feel some surprise that the gentleman 
has found it more easy to ascertain what were 
the sentiments of a large majority of the people 
of the country, than to indicate what are now his 
own. 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, in all sincerity, that 
I have formed no definite opinion as to the merits 
of this contested election; and I desire to approach 
the question with as much information as can be 
fairly and properly obtained; but I am not au- 
thorized, even for the enlightenment of my own 
ignorance on this subject, to resort to means that 
seem to me to be as much opposed to the letter 
and spirit of the law as they are to just senti- 
ments of propriety and public policy. 

Sir, what is it the gentleman asks? That power 
be given to the Committee of Elections to send 
for persons and papers. Now, let me briefly in- 
quire, Mr. Speaker, whether the exercise of this 
power is not forbidden alike by the past usage of 
the country, by the existing legislation of Con- 
gress, and by every well-considcred principle of 
public policy? 

As to the usage of this body, no gentleman 
who has spoken on this subject has attempted to 
cite any solitary instance of the kind, except that 
occurring some years ago in the case of the New 
Jersey controversy. Now, sir, it may not be 
necessary to remind the House that that prece- 
dent has never commended itself with much force 
to gentlemen occupying seats on the other side 
of the Hall. 

l am not sure, but there may have been some 
good reason for the authority given to the Com- 
mittee of Elections in that case, for the contest 
there related altogether to questions of fact. But 
it will be a sufficient reply to the citation of that 


‘| precedent to say, that it occurred before the pas- 


sage of the law regulating the proceedings in con- 
tested elections. 

And this brings me to the second inquiry, as 
to whether the course suggested by the Commit- 
tee of Elections is not condemned, not to say 
prohibited, by existing acts of Congress? I con- 
tend it is; that the act of 1851 expressly pro- 
hibits this course of proceeding. I have just 
referred to the law, and I will detain the House 
by citing one or two of its provisions. 

The law, after providing that notice shall be 
given by the contestant to ihe sitting member, 
and that the reply shall be made in writing by the 
sitting member to the contestant, goes on to de- 
clare within what time the taking of evidence 
shall be commenced. It requires that the depo- 
sitions of witnesses shall be commenced within 
thirty days after the reply of the sitting member 
to the notice given by the contestant. It then 
goes on to provide that no testimony shall be 
taken after the expiration of sixty days from the 
day on which the answer is returned by the con- 
testant. 

Now, observe: no evidence, no deposition shall 


be taken after the expiration of sixty days. lti 


it is provided, further, that the House may, at its 
discretion, allow supplementary testimony to be 
taken after the expiration of the sixty days. 
Now, sir, does this act regulate the procecd- 
ings in contested elections occurring in the Ter- 
ritories? I maintain that it does. It is very true 
that the terms of the law apply only to members 
of the House of Representatives, and I concede 
that a Delegate froma Territory is not member of 


the House of Representatives: . 1. say it applies 
in terms only to the members of the House: of 
Representatives; but, sir, what kind. of law is 
this? Itis a law to correct an existing mischief; 
it is a law intending to apply a remedy to exist- 
ing evils. ` And the principle of judicial construc- 
tion is very well known—that all such laws, what- 
ever may be their terms and letter, are: to. be: so 
construed as to apply the remedy wherever the 
mischief may exist. Here, sir, is the difference 
between what are called remedial laws and what 
are known as penal statutes. Penal laws are: to 
be construed strictly to the letter; but remedial 
laws are always so construed as that, notwith- 
standing their terms may not embrace particular 
cases of mischief, yet, wherever the mischief is 
ascertained to exist, the remedy provided is made 


j toapply. And there can be no question that any 


court would so construe this law as to make it 
apply as well to contested elections originating in 
a Territory as in any of the States of the Union. 
But, sir, suppose the law did not apply to the 
Territories the argument is then @ fortiori; and if 
I wished to show the impropriety of delegating 
to this committee the extraordinary power asked 
for by this resolution, I should prefer to take their 


/ own construction of the provisions of this law, 


and maintain that it did not apply to the Territo- 
ries. For, sir, ifthislaw is to govern in cases of con- 
tested elections originating between members of 


| the House, then, as I said before, @ fortiori, its 


provisions would be applicd to contested elections 
originating in the Territories of the United States. 
If the House will deny itsclf the great privilege 
of sending for persons and papers for the purpose 
of ascertaining the validity of an election of one 
of its own members, who is a part of the legis- 
lation of Congress, certainly they would be less 
unwilling to deprive themselves of such a priv- 
ilege in the case of a Delegate from a Territory, 
who has no vote, and no power beyond his per- 


| sonal influence among members, and who, there- 
| fore, could not sully the legislation of Congress 


by giving a vote not authorized by those who sent 
him here. But if this law does not apply to the 
Territories, then there is no law on the subject; 
and the simple inquiry is, what shall we now do 


| in this case, in the absence of all legislative declar- 


ation on the subject? What rule would we now 
originate to apply to this case? The principles 
of this law suggest a propor mode of procedure; 
and, in the absence of any rule, the House may 
adopt for its own government, the very same prin- 
ciples of action which it, in connection with the 
other branches of the law-making power, thought 


| fit to apply only five years ago. 


One word now in reference to the remaining 


‘branch of the inquiry which I propose to enter 


upon ;and thatis, whether the authority now asked 
for is not opposed to propriety and to public pol- 
icy. The Committee of Elections ask—what? 
That they may be clothed with power to send for 
persons and papers. And the chairman of that 


i committee, when asked what persons, and how 


many, and what description of papers were in- 
tended to be sent for, replied that the committee 
were to be invested with full authority and dis- 
cretion to summon as many persons and send 
for as many papers as they might think proper. 
The committee, then, propose to do the very thing 
which the law denies them the right to do ina 
case of contested election involving the rights 
of members of this body. The law declares, that 
evidence may, in some cases, be taken after the 
expiration of sixty days, at the discretion of the 
House. The committee now ask that this evi- 
dence may be’ taken at their own discretion. 
This law will sometimes allow depositions to be 
taken; that is, when the House pleases to order 
them. This committee ask to be authorized to 
send thousands of miles for persons to appear 
before them at their unchecked discretion! Will 
the House allow it? 

Suppose this were the settled course of prac- 


: tice in contested elections, what would be, what 
: must be, the result? 
i to summon such persons, and at such times as he 
‘might think proper, the sitting member would 
‘always hold his seat until the expiration. of the 
Congress, by simply indicating the names of 


If either party were allowed 


persons from whom he desired to get testimony. 
He could protract the case until the very Con- 
gress was terminated. These are some of the 
practical mischiefs to result from the adoption of 


it 
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the course suggested by the Committee of Elec- 
HOAS ST on a. : 
Fhe ‘gentleman. from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELG; |] 
¿Who has just'taken his seat, has argued, and with 
considerable-force, that it is competent for the 
House to annul the legislation of Territories; and 
che has put himself to the trouble of citing an in- 
¿stance, which occurred during the last Congress, 
‘ef the passage of a law, for which I voted, to 
annul. an act of the Legislature of Minnesota. 
‘Fle ad verted to:it as.an instance of the annulment, 
-for fraud, of an act of a Territorial Legislature. 
"The gentleman need not have put himself to so 
auch trouble to establish so plain a proposition; 
For I say to the gentleman from Ohio, that the 
Congress of the United States have not only the 
‘ighttoannul an act of the Territorial Legislature 
‘for fraud, but for any other cause. It was not 
‘necessary, therefore, to show there was fraud in 
that act.. The very law establishing the territo- 
rial’ government of Minnesota provided that the 
laws. of the Territory should be sent to Congress 
forevision; and that, if disapproved, they should 
be null and void—no matter why disapproved— 
Af disapproved for any reason they were to be 
null at void; and although, as the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. Sreruens] has suggested, the 
acts establishing the governments of Kansas and 
Nebraska omitted. this usual provision—and I 
regarded the omission as of evil omen to the pol- 
itics of the South—yet, sir, ] am not prepared 
to admit with him that, because no express 
ower was reserved to Congress to annul the acts 
of these Territorial Legislatures, it is, therefore, 
not competent for Congress to annul any act, 
either of Kansas or Nebraska. I claim the power 
in Congress to annul any such act, notwithstand- 
ing the attempt made by Congress, in the Ne- 
braska bill—for I concede that it did attempt it— 
to delegate irrevocably power to the Legislatures 
of Kansas and Nebraska to determine their own 
legislation at all times. I maintain thatit is now 
competent for Congress, notwithstanding this at- | 
tempted abnegation, to call for and annul any acts 
of these Legislatures which we may think proper 
to disapprove. But I suggest that this is not the 
question now before us. We are not now acting 
on the laws of the Territory; we are not under- 
taking to annul any act of Kansas, 

The law under which the election was held | 
has not been called for; it has not been sent to us; | 
and we are not now passing upon the provisions | 
of that act. We are simply engaged in determ- | 
ining upon the right of a contestant to a seat 
on this floor as a Delegate from a Territory; and 
in this contest the validity or the invalidity of 
any act of the Territorial Legislature of Kansas | 
is only incidentally in question. I think, then, 
sir, that this isa most extraordinary power that 
we are asked to confer. I, for one, am not willing | 
to concede it to any committee, except under very 
extraordinary circumstances, and in the mostim- | 
portant exigencies of the Government, 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to allow me a few moments of his | 
time before he resumes his seat. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would say to my friend | 
from Louisiana that I promised the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CamrBELL] to renew the demand | 
for the previous question. | 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from | 
Louisiana will renew the demand, I have no ob- 
jection to granting his request. i 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will renew it. It is not | 

my intention to say a word upon the questions | 


involved in what is known as the Kansas contro- | 
versy. Idesire, however, to address to the House | 
a few words in relation to the precise question | 
now before it. As I understand it, the question | 
which is now presented for our consideration is | 
this: Shall the Committee of Elections have the | 
power to send for persons and papers, with a view | 
to the investigation of the question which has: 
risen as to the right to the seat now occupied by | 
General Whitfield in this Hall, as a Delegate | 
from the Territory of Kansas. ‘I'he chairman of | 
the Committee on Territories, in addressing the | 
House with respect to it, said, in reply to the‘ 
remark made by the gentleman from Missouri, | 
that the act regulating the proceedings with re- ! 
spect to contested elections, passed in 1851, had | 
no application to the question involved in this. 
contest; and that gentleman, after having made | 


the United States. 


committee asked to be permitted to exercise was 
derived from the Constitution of the United States 

Mr. Speaker, aecording to my view, that gen- 
tleman fell into a grave error; and it is an error 
which will be perfectly apparent to any individ- 
ual who takes the pains to examine the structure 
of this House, and the relations which subsist 
between it and the contestants. This House has 
certain authority derived from the Constitution of 
That authority is conferred 
upon it by an article of the Constitution, in which 
it is declared that the House ‘‘ shall be the judge 
of the election, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members.” Sir, the contest which is had 
in view, is nota contest in respect to the seat of 
any individual claiming to be a member of this 
House. The Territories are distinct and separate 
from the States of this Union. The members 
of this House, with respect to which the power 
is given in the article of the Constitution which I 
have read, have a right to seats upon this floor, 
and have aright to a voice in the legislation of the 
country. They have the right to act. 

Now, what is the relation between the Terri- 
tories and the Constitution of the United States, 
and what is the relation between the Delegates of 
the Territories and the Congress of the United 
States? Why, sir, the Delegate has no voice in 
legislation. He is not a member of this House. 
He is simply an agent of the people of a Ter- 
ritory, who delegate to him the power to repre- 
sent them here, with the permission of Congress 
——with the permission of the Government of the 
United States; and he represents them only in 
making known their wishes with respect to 
measures they desire to have passed for their 
benefit, and in making known their objections to 
measures which we propose to pass in respect 
to them, and which they see reason to object to. 
Under those circumstances, a Delegate is not a 
member of the House. He is a simple agent, 
employed by a distinct community, to act in 
Congress; and under the legislation of the United 
States that agent is permitted to have a seat upon 
this floor for his convenience, and for the conve- 
nience of the public business. That is the extent 
of the privilege. He has no authority to act. He 
has no voice in deciding questions. He has no 
power. Looking at the relation which exists be- 
tween the Territories and the States of the Union, 
and the peculiar character and position of the 
Delegates from the Territories, is it not inevita- 
ble, that any one who wishes to decide correctly 
will say that no authority whatever, with respect 


to this contest, is vested in this House by that ! 


article of the Constitution? If there be any power 
in this House to engage in any such investiga- 
tion as that involved in the existing contest, that 
power is derived either from the provisions of 
the territorial acts, or from the provisions of the 
act of 1851. By the general terms of the thirty- 
second section of the Kansas-Nebraska act, the 
act of 1851 is, with other acts of Congress, de- 
clared to be operative over the Territory of Kan- 
sas. If thatact be not in force, then this House 
is without any authority to act in relation to this 
matier, unless it be given in the territorial act 
itself. The simple question presented is, whether 
this individual or that individual has the proper 
power of attorney from the people of the Terri- 
tory of Kansas. If other evidence besides that 
provided for in the territorial act is to be ob- 
tained, and a power equal to the investigation is 
not given by the act, and if the act of 1851 be not 
operative, there is no act, no authority, and no 
power in this House in relation to that subject. 
But, sir, I believe that the act of 1851 is appli- 
cable. 1 believe that the greater proposition 
always includes the minor; that the mode of 
investigation provided for determining the right 
to the seats of members of this House—which is 
the greater proposition—necessarily embraces 
within it the minor proposition, that of determ- 
ining the right of persons to appear amongst us 
as Delegates from the Territories, upon the princi- 
ples of construction so clearly laid down by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mitison.] If 
that view be correct, then it is perfectly clear that 
this House has no authority to act in any other 
manner until the steps contemplated by the act of 
1851 have been completed. And why? For this 
simple reason, that this body has no authority 
which has not been conferred upon it by the 


that declaration, said thatthe authority which the ii Constitution of the United States, or by an act of 


Congress which has received a constitutional 
sanction. And, sir, no such power is given b 
the territorial act under which General Whitfield 
has taken his seat; and if it is not conferred upon 
the House by the act of 1851, it cannot be now 
upon any resolution adopted by itself, for it has 
no power under the Constitution to so act. It 
can only act, I say, in conjunction with that other 
branch to which is intrusted the legislative power 
of this Government, sitting at the other end of 
the Capitol, and after the power has been con- 
ferred, and the particular manner of proceeding 
has been established, by the exercise of the legis- 
lative power of this nation. 

That isall that I wish to say to the House upon 
the subject at this time; and I now renew the call 
for the previous question, in compliance with the 
understanding with the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. CampseLt.] 

Mr.DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will indulge me. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Irenew the call only in com- 
pliance with the agreement made with the mem- 
| ber from Ohio, [Mr. Camrse.y.] 

Mr.DUNN. Then {hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will consent to withdraw it until I make a 
few remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL assented, and the call for 
the previous question was withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not like, Mr. Speaker, to 
vote for the resolution offered by the Committee 
| of Elections as it now is, if it is possible to have 
it put in some better form; and therefore it is that 
I am inclined to approve of the suggestion of the 
| gentleman from Georgia, to recommit the resolu- 
tion; and if there be nothing more than a sugges- 
tion to that effect, I will make that motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have already moved to 
recommit it. 

Mr. DUNN. Very well; then as the motion 
is made, I wish simply to give the reasons why I 
approve of that motion. 

t is véry certain, Mr. Speaker, that there is a 
great abuse of the public mind on this subject in 
one or the other direction of the country. There 
may be an abuse both ways, as is suggested on 
my right. And it is important that the precise 
truth, as far as possible, should be ascertained 
by such means as we can command, and pro- 
mulged to the country’ But, sir, when we are 
asked to clothe the Committee of Elections with 
unlimited power on this subject, that, I think, is 
going further than is proper. Therefore it is, 
that it occurs to me the matter should go back to 
the committee, and they be instructed to report 
the extent of the power with which they seek to 
be clothed, as to the number of witnesses they , 
shall call on each side, and as to the points of the 
controversy to which these witnesses are to be 
called. While we ought to seek for the truth, there 
is no propriety in wholly disregarding all consider- 
ations of economy; and gentlemen need not tax 
their imaginations to see how greatly this limited 
power might be abused. I am not to be under- 
stood by this remark as intimating a fear that the 
members of the committee themselves would in- 
dulge in any abuses, but eager and anxious friends 
on both sides of this controversy may press the 
j matter beyond the reasonable indulgence of this 
committee; and if the committee should, at last, 
say to them that their importunities can be no 
further indulged, the party thus turned away 
might go forth to the country and say that justice 
had not been done them, and so the moral force 
of the report of this committee will be wholly lost 
on the public mind. For this cause, I think, the 
matter should go again to the committee, andthe 
committee should report in some plain and con- 
cise way the extent of power they want as to the 
nuniber of witnesses, and as to the points on 
| which these witnesses are to be called. If the 

indulgence proposed by the committee is deemed 
i insufficient by any interested party, let the fact 
| be then suggested here, and the House, beyond 
| doubt, will extend the authority of the commit- 
| tee to such a liberal point as will insure the ends 
| of justice. This will then be done in the face of 
day, and all men will see it. 

This investigation is due, I think, to each of 

the gentlemen who are contesting for a seat on 
| this floor. It is due to Mr.. Whitfield and to 
| Governor Reeder, both. It is due also to the 
| friends of both, and to all sections of the coun- 


itry. The suggestion made by the gentleman 
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from Georgia this morning Í take to mean noth- 
ing more. I prefer so to construe his remarks, 
and am persuaded he will not object to it. None 
of us ought to be so hasty as to come now toa 
final conclusion on the subject of these contro- 
versies. "We are to act judicially in regard to 
a portion of it—this contested election; and it is 
important that we should have some facts as well 
as law to enable us to determine what is rightand 
proper on that part of the subject,at any rate. 
And, Mr. Speaker, it was in view of ascertain- 
ing the law of the case that I urged the other day 
that this question, so far as it was discussed in 
the President’s Kansas message, should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Gentlemen have made some reference to the 
terms of this law here this morning. I imagine 
that if they take the trouble thoroughly to inves- 


tigate it, they will find that they have shot wide ` 


of the mark in relation to the legal effect of cer- 
tain things alleged here in reference to matters 
transpiring in Kansas. . 

I hope this resolution will go again to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and that they may again bring 
the matter before the House in such form as will 
relieve it from the objections which may now be 
well taken to their application. These contro- 
versies ought to be fairly investigated, and in 
such an open and even-handed way that all men 
will see that what is done has been fairly and 
justly done. Then you will effectually close the 
mouth of even cavil captiousness itself. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that the resolution may not be recom- 
mitted, for I do not see that any good can possi- 
bly come of a recommitment. I do not believe 


that the committee will be able to ascertain and | 


state who are the witnesses and the only witnesses 
who can and ought to be produced here on either 
side. Some of the witnesses, whose attendance 
may be desired, and whom it may be thought best 
to summon, may be absent, and it may be neces- 
sary to subpena others who may be supposed 
to know substantially the same things. I feel very 
confident, Mr. Speaker, that if this resolution be 
recommitted the committee can come to no dif- 
ferent result from that to which they have already 
arrived. They have heard the application made, 
and have decided that, in order that the facts in 
the case may be ascertained, it is necessary and 
proper that witnesses should be sent for whose 
testimony cannot be procured in any other way. 
This is no very extraordinary or unusual power 
that the committee asks. The power to send for 
persons and papers has been given by Congress 
to committees at every session. It has been given 
in cases of this kind. Jt has been given in other 
cases. When, in the last Congress, there was a 


committee in relation to the Minnesota railroad | 


bill, a power was given to that Committee, in so 
many words, and without any limitation, to send 


for persons and papers; and the exercise of that | 


power was left fully and entirely in the discretion 
of the committee. And goin relation to the Colt 
pistol case, where a special investigating com- 
mittee was raised, power was given to send for 
persons and papers, and to examine witnesses. 
Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Maine allow me to interrupt him at this point? 
It is all very true that the House authorized the 
Colt committee to send for persons and papers, 


and it is quite true that, after they did send for |) 


persons and papers, and when persons refused to 
come before them and testify, this House sustained 
such persons in their refusal, and put an end to 
the investigation, deciding that it could not com- 
pel them to come here. 


Mr. WASHBURN. That may be true; but I | 


remember very well that the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Lercuer] did ask for that power, 
and it was granted him. [am not sure whether 
any vote was taken upon the question, whether 
the House could in such cases.as that compel the 
attendance of witnesses; but I recollet very well 
he insisted and argued with great force from prin- 
ciple and authority both, that there was power in 
the House to compel the attendance of witnesses. 
But whether or not itwas competent for the House 
to comply with the gentleman’s request to its full 
extent, itis clearly competent for it to send for, or 


ask or invite the attendance of witnesses, that the | 


House may obtain the evidence of such persons 
as will voluntarily give it. ; 
Now, sir, I need not instance the cases where 


this power has been granted. It was given not 
only in the cases already referred to, but it was 
given in the Smithsonian investigation case and 
in the Gardiner case. In these cases, and many 
more, the power has been bestowed to send for 
persons and papers; and are we to be told that 
it is not proper and right to confer this authority 
in cases where the rights and privileges of mem- 
bers of this House are concerned? 

Sir, by the Constitution of the United States, 
the House is to judge of the qualifications, of the 
returns, and of the election of its members; and 
that power, delegated to each House of Congress, 
to decide for itself of the election of its members, 
implies inevitably the power to procure the at- 
tendance of witnesses; so that, if the power exists 
in the case to which the gentleman from Virginia 
alluded, it is clear, it is inevitable, it cannot be 
disputed, that the power existshere. If we may 
send for persons and papers ina case where men 
are asking for favors at our hands, @ fortiori, we 
may where the privileges of the House and the 
rights of members are concerned, 

And now, so far as the law of 1851 is concerned, 
I have to say that, whatever may be the con- 
struction given to it, it cannot be held to override 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States. It cannot control this House in the exer- 
cise of its discretion. Whether the law of 1851 
be construed to extend to the Territories or not, 
it cannot preclude the House from sending, if it 
chooses, for persons and papers, from a Territory 
or anywhere else, to be used in a territorial casc; 
but, as I have said, Mr. Speaker, this is no ex- 
traordinary power, nor does this application seek 
an unusual exercise of the power. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mrtison] 
complained that I had indicated my belief that 
it was the opinion of a majerity of the people of 
the United States that there was no legal hee: 
lature and no legal election in Kansas, and inti- 
mated that by these remarks 1 had not failed to 
express my own opinions. Sir, I apprehend that 
there is not a man upon this floor who has not 
some opinion as to what is the popular sentiment 
of the country upon this subject. Docs the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia believe that I stated it 
erroncously ? I have not said that I myself be- 
lieve such sentiment to be correct. I have 
not said that I myself believed there was no 
law, no legal Legislature, and no legal election 
in Kansas. I have said no such thing; but I 
stated what I believed to be true of the opinions 
of others, from what I have seen in the papers, 
from the expressions I have heard from every 
quarter, and from all the information I have been 
able to gather. And because I said that, docs it 


My only object was to state the reasons why we 
should present the case here so as to satisfy and 
quiet the public mind; and I hold it to be a good 
reason why this power should be granted by the 
House. 

Mr. Speaker, does it imply, because I have 
asked for information—because I have expressed 
a solicitude that testimony in the case should be 


testimony that can be obtained at this time—be- 
cause I amin favor of obtaining the fullest inform- 
ation it is possible to procure as to the merits of 


free discussion, that I have prejudged the case? 
Rather have those, if any have, prejudged it who 
are willing to try and decide it without any testi- 
mony, or without the best which the nature of 
the case affords. 

Do gentlemen mean to urge that we should pro- 
ceed to consider and decide this mighty, this mo- 
mentous question, without the light of any testi- 
mony whatever? Sir, are gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House willing—is any gentleman 


uestion should be throttled now in the outset? 
Are they prepared to say to the country they 


as I have said, a large proportion of the people 
believe that there was no legal Legislatare—that 


legislation—that the so-called Legislature was a 
Legislature not of the Territory of Kansas, but 
of the State of Missouri, sitting in Kansas? I do 
|| not say that such was the fact; but while so many 
ii men, as we all know, in all parts of the country, 
! believe it, is it for us to say that we will not 


follow that I have prejudged the casc? No, sir. j 


taken, and, from the nature of the case, the only || 


the case, and those in favor of full, open, and ; 


holding a seat upon this floor willing that this | 
willobtain no information upon this subject when, | 


there was no law in fact—-thai there was no jj 


inquire into it—that.we will take no measures to 
procure information—that we will not adopt the 
only means-in our power to obtain evidence such 
as will satisfy the House and satisfy the coun- 
try? i 
Then, Mr. Speaker, having shown that this 
is no unusual or extraordinary request—having 
shown that, if the power is sianted, its exercise 
must be left to the discretion of the committee, if 
anything is to be accomplished—I will not detain 
the House longer than to say a word more in ref- 
erence to this law of 1851. 

I would ask, whether there is any gentleman 
here, any member of the House, who would say, 
that if it could be proved to him clearly and con- 
clusively that a sitting member held his seat by 
votes improperly and legally and fraudulently 
given, and that the contestant was, beyond the 
shadow of a doubt, entitled to hig seat, upon the 
merits that such contestant should be deprived of 
his seat because it may be (not knowing of the 
existence of this law of 1851) he failed to comply 
with its provisions—is there a member who, 
under these circumstances, would not only de- 
prive the contestant of his seat, but virtually, 
disfranchise a majority of the people of his dis- 
trict, for an accidental omission to give the notice 
required by thislaw? Is there any member of this 
House who would be bound by such legislation, 
in violation of the constitutional rights and duties, 
of the House? I apprehend not. : 

Now, sir, the question, is General Whitfield 
really elected or not, is a question affected vitally 
by the question as to the legality of the law under 
which he claims to have been chosen; and thatis 
a question for us to decide, and for no other tri- 
bunal. We are the judiciary here; we are the 
court of last resort; and we have all the power 
that any court of exclusive and perfect jurisdic- 
tion can have. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House longer 
on this subject; but, believing that sufficient has 
been said upon it, and in accordance with the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Came- 
BELL,] I will move the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
Maine let me submit an amendment, and then 
call for the previous question? Ido not want to 
make a speech. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Whatis the amendment? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am in favor of recommit- 
ting the resolution, and shall vote for the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia; but I desire to 
offer an amendment to the resolution, in the event 
that that motion shall be voted down. The amend- 
ment I desire to propose is so to modify the res- 
olution as to authorize the taking of depositions. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Suppose you add the 
| words, “and depositions.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, no! . 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is an amendment 
already pending—my motion to recommit with 
instructions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iagree, very fully, with the 
| gentleman from Georgia, that the committee ought 
to be called on to give written reasons for asking 
the House to confer this extraordinary power 
upon them; but I feared that the previous ques- 
tion might cut off an amendment, in case the mo- 
tion to recommit should be voted down, and I 
did not want the idea to go out that there was an 
effort on the part of any gentlemen on this floor, 
and especially on the part of gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, to suppress an investigation, 
No gentleman here proposes to “throttle” or to 
suppress investigation. We only desire that this 
contest shall be determined in a legal and proper 
way, consistent with the rights of the contestants 
and the dignity of the body. oe 

I am requested to say that, so far as the sitting 
Delegate is concerned, he desires the most ex- 
tended latitude of investigation into the merits of 
his right to a seat. j 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Maine to withdraw his call for the previous ques~- 
‘ition. I would like, if the [louse would consent, 
i| to postpone speaking to this question until the 
i morning; there are some papers which I should 
il like to read, which I have not now here. [Cries 
‘of * No!??] If the House decline to do so, then 
Udo not ask the withdrawal. 

i) Mr. HOUSTON. H the demand for the pre~” 
vious question be withdrawn, f insist that it 
ti 
a 


i shall’ be withdrawn altogether. Ishonld like te 
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discuss the question, but Ihave forborne to do so; 
büt Tdo'not want to see the floor farmed out. -> 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, that 
when the call for the previous question is with- | 
drawn, it is withdrawn altogether. The gentle- 
rnan on the floor, after the call is withdrawn, is 
atliberty to renew it or not, as he pleases. Does 
the gentleman from Maine withdraw the call? 

“Mr; WASHBURN. I do not. 

<The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

“My. STANTON. T would inquire whether 
the previous question docs not cut off the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
to'recomimit ? i 
“The SPEAKER. Not under the rules of the 
Howse. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. | 
Hicxman,] who reported the resolution, is now 
entitled, under the rules of the House and accord- 
ing to ‘its usage, to close the debate. 

“Mr. HICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I propose, in | 
whit I have to say upon the question now before 
the House, to address myself directly to the argu- | 
ment which has been advanced by the honorable 
gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Sreruens;] and I 
will state here that, upon the main question of the 
contested right, I have formed no opinion, and I 
propose to form none until I shall have before me 
the reliable facts necessary for the formation of 
such an opinion as I may safely rest upon. To} 
enable me to do so, I have joined with the com- 
mittee in asking the passage of the resolution 
which I took occasion to introduce this morning. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I rise to pre- 
sent to the Chair a point of order in connection 
with the remarks of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. The rule that authorizes the member 
reporting a matter from a committee to debate it 
after dcbate has been arrested so far as other 
members are concerned, has always been con- | 
strued—I think without a solitary ruling to the 
contrary—to apply after a motion to commit has : 
been disposed of. If the House should determ- 
ine against recommitting in this case, then the 
gentleman would havea right to his closing speech. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the privilege is granted to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in accordance with the usage of the 
House. The Clerk will read the decision by which 
the Chair is influenced. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The question then recurred on the demand for the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be put. Mr. Gorman having risen for the pur- 
pose of closing the debate, Mr. Crinaman made the point 
of order, that it was not competent for the gentleman to 
debate the question further at this time, the question before 
the House being a motion to reler the proposition reported 
by him to a committee. ‘The Speaker overruled the point 
of order, on the ground that the 34th rule of the House con- 
ferred the power upon a riember reporting the measure 
under consideration from a committee to open and close 
the debate.” i 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Suppose the House 
refuse to recommit: the question will then come 
up on the adoption of the resolution; and will the 
gentleman have the right then to make another 
speech? 

The SPEAKER. He will not. 

Mr. SMITH. Ifthatbe the case, then, has not 
the gentleman who makes the motion to recommit i 
the right to close the debate on that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House takes |; 
effect when debate is*closed; and debate having | 
been closed by ordering the main question to be || 
put, the Chair accorded the floor to the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I had not looked into the 
decisions; I merely spoke from recollection. | 
There is an evident distinction between the case 
read by the Clerk and the one now before the 
House. The object of the 34th rule was to pro- 
tect the gentleman who made the report in his 
right to close the debate on it. The proposi- 


| Reeder or against him, for General Whitfield or 


tion in the case read was to commit the whole 
subject-matter to some other committee; and if it 
had carried, it would have taken it from the juris- 
diction of the committee of which Mr. Gorman 
was a member and deprived him of the privileges 
of the 34th rule. In this case the proposition is ! 
to"recommit to. the same committee. If it goes | 
there, when it comes back the gentleman can then į 
xercise his right, =< | 

fe SPEAKER. "The Chair holds that the 


geiitlernan from Pennsylvania- has the right to 
‘ debate*when the main question is ordered 


to he put; that the rule takes effect at this time, 
for if the resolution is recommitted, the gentle- 
man will be deprived of opportunity to speak to 
the question. : i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all; the resolution 
can come back again. ` : 

Mr. HICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
address myself to the argument of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Srrruens;] but before I ad- 
vert to his remarks I desire to state that [ have 
formed no opinion as to the merits of the main 
controversy. Islrall not form an opinion as to 
which of the gentlemen from Kansas should oc- 
cupy a seat upon this floor until I shall be put in 
possession of facts upon which I can safely rely. 
Tam unwilling to make up a judgment upon any | 
thing short of competent proof. Other gentle- 
men must act as they see proper in this respect, 
but I consider the question to be determined of 
too much importance ‘to be disposed of by a 
summary process, and without evidence. In 
this matter I am not satisfied with any opinions 
made up from the newspapers of the day. I 
imagine they are all highly colored, if not grossly 
exaggerated. Whatever may suit the conven- 
ience of other gentlemen, I beg leave for myself 
to say, that I shall form no opinion for Governor 


against him, without evidence of the most unim- 
peachable and reliable character. It is the right, 
not merely of the aggregate members of this 
House, but of cach individual member, to đe- 
mand that the fullest testimony shall be produced 
in reference to rights claimed. Of what avail is 
it to us that this paper has proclaimed one fact, í 
and that paper another? Can we be asked to | 
determine solemn questions of right on such 
evidence? 

Of what use will it be to recommit this matter 
to the Committee of Elections, as proposed by 
the gentleman from Georgia? What further or 
fuller record can they make which will give addi- 
tional light to this House? Has not Governor 
Reeder stated in his memorial that the clection 
under which General Whitfield claims to hold 
his seat is an illegal election—that there is no 
warrant of law for such an election—and that in 
the pretended election hundreds of illegal votes 
were cast? And has nothe stated in that memo- 
rial, what we are bound to take notice of, that 
he is unable to make—and therefore excuses him- 
self from making—further specifications, for the 
reason that he was unable to obtaia, from the ex- 
ceutive office of the Territory, certain papers or 
copies of papers necessary for him in making out 
the proof of those facts? Now, sir, the House is 
in possession of that memorial, and are, therefore, 
in possession of the solemn allegation of the con- 
testant, that he cannot be more particular than he 
has been. Will it not, then, be idle for the com- 
mittee to attempt to define that which the con- 
testant himself 1s unable to define, by reason of 
the public offices of the Territory being closed 
against him? It will not, therefore, profit us to 
recommit this resolution. 

But, sir, upon the merits of the resolution itself, 
we are told that the act of 1851 binds+the com- | 
mittee down, and that they are restrained, if I | 
understand the argument which has been ad- | 
vanced here, in their investigations to matters | 
which shall be made known to them through 
depositions taken in the Territory, because that 
act simply prescribes that the testimony may be! 
adduced in that form, and by those means. Now, 
sir, as I look at that act, inasmuch as it refers by 
its terms to members of the House, it is inapplicable 
to the Territory of Kansas, or to any other Ter- 
ritory. The Delegate from a Territory is in no 
sense a member of this House. Its very terms 
would exclude it from the application contended 
for. Suppose it isapplicable, hasnotthe memorial 
of the contestant here been sufficiently minute and 
explicit in its terms? Has not he stated every- | 
thing which that uct of Congress requires? Has | 
he not said, as the first ground upon which he | 
contests the seat of his opponent, that there is no 
law under which an election of this kind could be 
held? Has he not alleged the further ground that, | 
at the election, several hurdreds of Hegal votes | 
were cast? Would you require of him, then, in 
the face of his positive assertion, that the public 
Offices of the Territory are closed against him, that 
he shall give the names of the individuals who 


cast those illegal‘votes. Why, sir, you will not 


5 
ask any man claiming a seat here to perform that 
which it is impossible for him to perform. Icon- 
tend, therefore, that Governor Reeder has done’ 
everything in this respect which the act of Con- 
gress démands of him. 

But, sir, suppose tbat act binds us, in the first 
instance, to make our inquiries simply by depo- 
sitions, does ‘it by any means follow that we are 
precluded from other species of proof? If a court 
of law makes its rules in regard to depositions, 
docs it necessarily preclude the presentation of 
witnesses before the court itself? Do } under- 
stand it to be contended here, that, because this 
law of Congress provides for taking depositions 
in a contested case, that therefore this House is 
incapable of resorting to other species of proof? 
I trust that no such argument as that will be 
resorted to, because I conceive that it is perfectly 
untenable. The Constitution, which gives to this 
House the power of judging of the election and 
qualification of its members, on the very ground 
assumed by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Tarytor,] entitles the committee to what is here 
asked; for, as the major includes the minor, all 
other incidental powers necessary to the exercise 
of that power are necessarily given to them. 

But, sir, we are told that Governor Reeder, by 
issuing certain certificates to certain members of 
the Legislature of Kansas, and by his official 
message to that body, has admitted that they were 
a legal body, competent to make legal enactments, 
and that, therefore, both he and the people of the 
Territory are estopped by those acts. How do 
we know that Governor Recder has issued certain 
certificates of clection to certain members of the 
Kansas Legislature? How do we know that he 
communicated a message to that body? Have 
we any competent proof of those facts? There 
isno proof of the kind; and when members al- 
lege them as existences, thty derive those cxist- 
ences from the very sources to which I have al- 
luded—the newspaper reports of the day—which 
I myself am not willing to be governed by. But, 
sir, suppose he did the very acts which it is here 
contended he has done, will it be pretended that 
heis estopped therchy? And if so, will it be pre- 
tended that the citizens of Kansas are estopped 
by those acts of his? 

Mr. STEPHENS, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman asks where we get the evidence of the 
acts of Reeder. He says we get them from the 
newspapers. I tell the gentleman that, so far as 
I am concerned, I get the evidence from the jour- 
nal published by authority of the Legislature of 
Kansas, of which we are, sitting as a court, to 
take the same notice as we do of the journals of 
State Legislatures; or, in other words, as we 
would take notice of a public law. Here is the 
book, and there is the message—several of them 
—and finally the message in which he assigns 
his reasons for no longer recognizing the author- 
ity of the Territorial Legislature; that is, that 
they had adjourned, as I stated before, from 
Pawnee City to Shawnee Mission. ` 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to ask this ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia: Does not 
the memorial before the committee and before the 
House state not only on behalf of the contestant 
himself, but on behalf of the whole people of the 
Territory of Kansas, that the Legislature whose 
journal you read from is not the Legislature of 
the people of Kansas, but of a legislative body 
imposed upon the people of Kansas by the votes 
of persons not resident in Kansas? 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is what the memo- 
rialist has told us; and yet that is where I say he 
is estopped by his official act, which we have got 
here, and which we are bound to take notice of. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman does not 
take my point. The document from which he 
reads is put forth by the very legislative assem- 
bly, the existence of which is put in issue here as 
a matter of fact. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The memorialist has not 
denied that he made these messages, which are 
of public record, and which we take notice of. If 
the memorialist denies that, then I will go to any 
extent you wish. But he does not put that issue 
before us. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Here, Mr. Speaker, is a 
book, and of what more use is it to us in a legal 
investigation than any other book?’ Or what better 

roof is it before a court, or before a legislative 
ody, than a newspaper itself? Whrere does it 
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come from? by whose authority was it issued ? 
how is it here? and of what force and effect is it 
after itis here? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say this: I heard a friend from Illinois 
once on this floor speak of a reply made by a 
brother lawyer over there to another who had 
brought forward a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, delivered by Judge Marshall 


The lawyer rose and said: ‘“ Why, this is but į 


a book; and who is Judge Marshall himself but 
aman; and a Federalist at that?” 
man to whom he made this reply had only read 


from a book; but that book contained the decis- | 


ions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and was a book which every court in the country 
is bound to recognize; and so this book from 
which E have been reading is the record of the 
public acts ofa legislative body. 

Mr. HICKMAN. There is nothing at all in 
the pesition assumed by my honorable friend 
from Georgia, for in no court in Christendom 
would that book be evidence. As little avail as 


it may be of in a court of law, it is, if possible, | 


of still less avail here. Why, sir, are we to be told 
here solemnly by gentlemen holding responsible 
positions, that a book, be it issued by whom it 
may, let it contain what it may, is to prove the 
existence of a legislative body, and not merely 
that, but the existence of such a body legally con- 
stituted? Is not that arguing from conclusions 
to premises? Why, sir, of course, if you admit 
that there is a legal Legislature in Kansas,and you 
then admit that this is the journal of that Legis- 
lature, then you have some proof on which to 
rely. Then, of course, we would be bound to 
recognize it. But, sir, having failed to establish 
the main fact, that there is such a Legislature, 
you necessarily fail to establish the secondary 
fact that it cver issued a journal or kept one. 

Now, sir, I grant you that we are bound to 
keep an cye to the organic law; but because we 
acknowledge the existence of an organic law, do 
we necessarily admit that everything required 
by the provisions of that organic law has been 
performed? And because that organic law looks 
to the establishment of a Legislature in Kansas 
and the passage of statutes, are we bound to con- 
cede, by reason of that organic law, that such a 
body of men has been regularly created there, 
and that such enactments have been made? If 
we are not, then I assume, Mr. Speaker, that the 
argument of my honorable friend from Georgia 
goes for nothing. 

Mr. PHELPS. May I propound an interro- 
gation to the gentleman? 

Mr. HICKMAN. I prefer not to be inter- 
rupted at this stage of the discussion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desired to inquire of the 
gentleman whether he is not aware that the Le- 
gislature of Kansas was recognized by Governor 
Reeder, and whether he has not been so informed 
by Governor Reeder himself? 

Mr. HICKMAN. IfI have time before I con- 
clude, I will come to that point. 

Now, sir, in conducting the argument this 
morning in opposition to the resolution, it has 
been assumed as a fact, that there is a statute law 
in Kansas. That, sir, is begging the whole ques- 
tion. Itis as regards the very existence of such 
a law that we presume to inquire. Is there such 
alaw? Can the gentleman from Georgia answer 
me that question affirmatively ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Yes, I can, directly. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Very well, sir; Í would like 
to have the answer. 

Mr. STEPHENS, (presenting the published 
acts of the Kansas Legislature.) Here it is. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Tam referred, sir, toa bdok. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, are gentlemen really serious? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Yes. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Will they, by referring me 
to a book, attempt to convince me and this large 
body of intelligent gentlemen that a Legislature 


exists in Kansas, legally constituted, having the | 


power to pass binding laws, by exhibiting this 
book? Such a book cannot be evidence better in 


its character than that made by a party—it is j 


their own manufacture. By such evidence a band 


of counterfeiters or conspirators might show they | 


were a body corporate in law—a bank; for they 
could, with as much ease and propriety, print a 


hook to establish their legal existence, as issue | 


their spurious notes. 
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The gentle- | 


i| he asks me where is the authority for passing it, || 


; Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iwould like to know— | 
|; for I am very. much interested in the argument of 
|, the gentleman from Pennsylvania—how he would 
i Satisfy himself of the validity of the law of any 
į foreign country? 

Mr. HICKMAN, 
further. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I merely desire to ask 
this question, how is any such law to be provided ? 
Mr. HICKMAN. Ido not yield the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask the gentleman to 
allow me to say a word in reply to the question 
he has propounded to me. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I will yield for that purpose. į 

Mr. STEPHENS. When I showed the gen- 
tleman this book, he asked me for the law show- 
ing the legality of this Kansas election. I show 
him this book containing the law. Now, sir, if 


asthat. I took. no such position. On the con- 
trary, I expressly said, that if the people of the 
Territory raised the question, they would not be 
estopped by what Mr. Reeder had done. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Was the Legislature. of 
Kansas a legal body ? : 

Mr. WALKER. | Certainly it was. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have no -hesitation’ in 
telling the gentleman that I think it was. ` 

Mr. HICKMAN. No;but, asan independent 
fact standing by itself, was it a legal body? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The Legislature’ which 
|| passed this law? 

Mr. HICKMAN. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have not the slightest 
hesitation in telling the gentleman that, so far as 
l have seen and heard, I believe it was perfectly 
egal. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Oh, but, without any mental 
reservation or equivocation, was it a legal body ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I was not aware that I 
made any mental reservation. I say that I con- 
sider it a legal body—a perfectly legal body. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Then I wish to know from 
what source the gentleman receives the evidence 
upon which he is willing to state that it was a 
legal body ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I state to the gentleman 
that the organic law under which it assembled 
gave it power to determine upon the returns and 
election of its members, all of which were ad- 
judicated, and all of which are in the report before 
me. Mr. Reeder himself, who was Governor of 
the Territory, assumed the power to determine 
upon the election of its members, and certified to 
the fact that a majority of both branches of the 
body had been legally returned. Therefore, as a 
judicial fact, as I sai@this morning, unless gen- 
tlemen throw some additional light on the subject, 
it seems to me clear that the Legislature was 
legal. 

Mr. HICKMAN. And that, too, in the face 
of what we have all heard, that after Governor 
Reeder had issued those certifigates to the mem- 


I cannot yield the floor 


I turn him over to this book, [pointing to the 
United States laws;] and I show him again an- | 
other book, published by another legal authority | 
—the legal authority of Kansas—an authority 
admitted by Governor Reeder to be the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas. I then show him, in this second j 
book, in the admission of this memorialist, that 
it was a valid Legislature. Now my allegation 
is, that he at least is estopped until he denies this 
message that I show him. I say that this me- 
moralist here is estopped, and estopped by that 
book. 

Mr. HICKMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia has shown me a book, and in it what pro- 
fesses to be a law, but can the gentleman show 
me any authority to enact such a Jaw? Can he 
swear what purports to be a law was passed by 
any legally-constituted Legislature? He shows 
me a book without a name, without a title-page, 
and without the least mark of authentication, or 
the least evidence that it proceeds from the Ter- | 
ritory of Kansas. Why, sir, is not thisan argu- | 
ment progressing backward? Do we not start | 
first with a book which professes to have in it | 
certain cnactments; and then, to prove that that | 
book contains legal enactments, docs not the gen- || bers of that Legislature, the Legislature, without 
tleman refer me to another book that professes to | any authority in the organic law for that purpose, 
be a journal, and issued by the same body; and |! chose to turn out a number of its members, and 
having shown me the journal, the conclusion is to || yet still it was a legal body! Now, sir, that is 
be drawn, that such journal proves the existence || asserted; whether it be truc or not it is not for me 
of a legally-clected Legislature, and that they gave || at present to decide. 
birth to the other book containing their laws? In!) But I wish to say a word upon the other point 
short, these two books, produced and exhibited || as to the acts of Governor Reeder estopping the 
by the honorable gentleman from Georgia, are to || people of this Territory from inquiring into the 
prove for him a legal Legislature; thus, the journal || legality of the clection of General Whitfield and 
must show there was a Legislature, and having || the legality of the Legislature itself. I have never 
thus established its being, the published acts are || understood that inacourt of law any were estopped 
to prove the legality of that existence. Is this the || except parties to the record and privies. _ The 
mode we are to adopt to satisfy ourselves and the || people of Kansas were certainly not parties to 
country that the Kansas Legislature was a valid |! the acts of Governor Reeder; and how, I inquire, 
Legislature? Now, sir, this is not argument—1 can they be held privies to the acts of an officer 
submit it to the House that it is not deserving of i| appointed over them, and upon whose will they 
the name of argument. The question, whether |; could impose no check? 
there is or is not a statute law in Kansas, de- || Mr. STEPHENS. I say to the gentleman that 
pends upon the fact about which this committee | I have not maintained any such position. On the 
seeks to inquire. They desire toascertain whether || contrary, I have said again and again that, if the 
the Legislature in Kansas was legally constituted |, people of the Territory should file a memoriał 
under the act organizing the Territory, without || here, they would be listened to; but all we have 
reference to what Governor Reeder did or did not || here is the memorial of A. H. Reeder. 
do. | Mr. HICKMAN. Is itnecessary, in order for 

But, sir, how can we ascertain the fact without |} the people of the Territory to be heard, that diey 
first obtaining testimony bearing upon the point? |; should present themselveshere bodily? Has such 
And it is to obtain this testimony that the Com- || a thing ever been heard of in this House? 
mittee of Elections propose to send for persons || . Mr. STEPHENS. I do not know but what 
and papers. | the gentleman “will require it. After a while 

Now, sir, Governor Reeder decided, it is said, |! nothing but the evidence of his senses will satisfy 
that the Kansas Legislature was a legal body; |; him as tq any fact. 
and if there is anything in the argument it musi || Mr. HICKMAN. How have they appeared here 
go to this extent, that Governor Reeder has legal- |; in similar cases heretofore? By some person rep- 
| ized that which was illegal in itself; because, i resenting them. And does not Governor Reeder 
Governor Reeder, having issued certificates to |! present himself here, in his memorial, as a repre- 
certain persons in Kansas, and having delivered į! sentative, and in behalf of the people of Kansas? 
a message before that body of men claiming to be |; He is claiming a seat here in behalf of the people 


a Legislature, he has made it a legal Legislature. | of Kansas, and thosc people are here now, in con- 
Sir, I deny the conclusiveness of the argument. |! templation of law, contesting the seat occupied by 
If that Legislature was not properly constituted, : General Whitfield. ; 

no act of Governor Reeder could make it a legal|; Mr. GREENWOOD. By what authority and 
body. | upon what ground does Governor Reeder claim 

Again, it is said, that he himself is estopped, | General Whitfield’s seat. , 

and that the people of the Territory are cstoppe¢d |} Mr. HICKMAN. I cannot yield the floor 
by his act. In other words, because he has re- | to the gentleman from Arkansas, To proceed, 
cognized it asa legal body, the people of the Terri- |, Because Mr. Reeder has been Governor of the 
tory have no right to sey itis notalegalbody. |, Territory, and the candidate of the people for 
| Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman did || Delegate to this House, is that any reason why 
i| not understand me as taking any such position |) they should be estopped from this inquiry? Is 
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there any force in such an objection? Does this 
contestant stand upon a different ground from 
others, because he occupied the executive chair 
of the Territory? No, sir; the people of the 
‘Territory are no more precluded now from insti- 
tuting the inquiry, by reason of anything that 
Governor Reeder did when he wasin the guber- 
natorial ofice, than if. they had sent an entirely 
different man as their Delegate. 

» Af, instead. of Governor Reeder, they had sent 
another person, it would not be pretended, I pré- 
sume, that he,.in his own behalf, and in that of 
his people, could not have instituted the inquiry 
which it is designed now to institute. Reeder 
was Governor, but he is Governor no more; the 
‘power which made him such unmade him. He 
presents himself here as an individual man, not 
as an officer of the General Government. Heis 
herein behalf of the people of the Territory; 
and it cannot be pretended, with any show of 
reason or argument, that he stands upon different 
ground from any other contestant, simply because 
he was at one time Governor of the Territory. 

The. public. mind. throughout the country is 
inflamed and excited on this question. We have 
no facts—undoubted facts—as to the real exist- 
ence of affairs in the Territory of Kansas. As 
much as has been published and read, we know 
nothing: of the’true cause of the past and peek 

difficulties there. We have no proof. 1 insist, 

therefore, that it is the right and the duty of this 

House to apply itself at once to a proper ascertain- 

ment of all the facts of the case. I insist that we 
shall no longer be governed by rumors, and worse 
than rumors. . It is necessary, not merely for the 
peace of the people of the Territory of Kansas, but 
for the peace of the people of the entire country, 
that the facts should be known, and that the 
question should be fairly settled. And for one, 
so faras it is within my power, I intend to direct 
myself to an ascertainment of these facts, and 
to a determination of the question at issue, with 
an eye single.to the merits and. justice of the 
case. I shall not be governed by what men may 

say, or by what newspapers may publish. I 
shall be governed, as every honest man should be 
governed, by the sworn testimony. If, then, the 
seat be given to General Whitfield, I shall be satis- 
fied.. TE, on the other hand, General Whitfield 
be unseated, and his place be given to Governor 
Reeder, nobody has a right to complain. Itis 
for this we seek. We only wish to arrive ata 
sensible conclusion in reference to the points at 
issue. Is there any here who are afraid of the 
inquiry? If so, then thore must be strong reason 
why the inquiry should be instituted. If there is 
‘wrong, expose it; if there is right, let it be pub- 
lished from the mountain-top. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman puts the 
inquiry to me, I tell him that I have not the 
slightest fear; but 1 do not see the necessity of 
the inquiry proposed, when, so far as we can 
judge from rules of evidence and common sense, 
we have now the whole case before us. Without 
detaining the House further, I will tell the gen- 
tleman, when he wants to know why I am op- 
posed to sending for persons and papers, that 
what I have stated is the reason for my opposi- 
tion, Task any gentleman here whether Gov- 
ernor Reeder denied the validity of laws passed 
by..the Legislature of Kansas until they changed 
their place. of meeting; and whether he denies 
the validity now of the laws passed at Pawnee 
City? If there are any who know of his denial, 
he willbe pleased to state it, 

Mr. HICKMAN. Ido not care whether Gov- 
ernor Reeder did or did not deny their validity. 
I will not admit that the people of Kansas are to 
be concluded by his acts when Governor; I will 
not grant that any admission of his is the admis- 
sion of the people of that Territory, 

But we have all the facts necessary to the adju- 
dication of the case, (says my friend from Geor- 
gia;) all the light necessary now beams fully upon 
us. Ifthere are no inquiries to make—no facts 
to gather, why, then, do we raise committees? 
Why not disband them? Ifwe have all the facts 
and light we want, in the name of God, for what 

arpose have the committees been appointed? 

Fhave been laboring heretofore, if this be true, 
under a great misapprehension. I had supposed 
that the Committee of Elections had been ap- 
pointed. and held its sessions for the purpose of 
ascertaining. facts and reporting on them; but I 


am noe gravely told, by the gentleman from 


Georgia, that the House is in possession. of all 


the facts; that there is no more hght to be thrown 
upon the subject. g 

Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I intended 
to say. I thank the House for its indulgence. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
recommitting the resolution to the Committee of 
Elections, ‘‘ with instructions to report the rea- 
sons and grounds upon which they ask the au- 
thority of this House to send for persons and 

” 
papers. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 68, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, John P. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, Etliott, English, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith 
Milier, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Porter, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
‘Saylor, Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Burlin- 
game, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cum- 
back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edwards, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Haven, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and 
Woodrutff—67. Re 

The SPEAKER announced the result as above, 
and said: The Chair votes in the negative; so 
there is a tie, and the House refuses to recommit. 

Pending the call of the roll— 

Mr. LETCHER said that he was requested to 
state that Mr. Carrie had paired off for the 
weck with either Mr. Brapsuaw or Mr. Rozerrs. 

Mr. ELLIOTT stated that Mr. Burnerr had 
left the city to visit his family, and had requested 
him to state to the House that he had paired off 
with a gentleman differing from him in political 
sentiments, but whose name he (Mr. E.) did not 
now recollect. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, stated that he 
was requested to say that Mr. DAMRELL had 

aired off with Mr. Bococx. 

Mr. MATTESON stated that he had intended 
to leave the city ere this, and that he had paired 
off for three weeks—-for two weeks with Mr. 
Goons, and for one week thereafter with Mr. 
SEWARD. 

Mr. NORTON said, he had been requested to 
state that Mr. Woopworrn was absent on ac- 
count of sickness, and that in the opinion of his 
physician he would not be able to be present 
during this week. 

Mr. CUMBACK stated that Mr. Perrir had 
paired off, which accounted for his absence. 

Mr. SANDIDGE stated that he had paired off 
for this week with Mr. Gatioway. 

Mr. DODD stated that Mr. Spinner had been 
called home by sickness in his family; and had 
not paired off. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST stated that he had been 
requested to say that Mr. Witiiams had paired 
off with Mr. Murray. 

Mr. CADWALADER stated that he had 
agreed to pair off with Mr. Durres on any occa- 
sion on which his colleague [Mr. THurston] 
might ask him to; that Mr. Tuursron did not 
make the request until after he (Mr. C.) had 
voted; that having since made the request, he 
would ask leave to withdraw his vote. 

Leave was granted. . . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say a single 
word in explanation—not for the Dd ee of 
withdrawing my vote. I paired off with Mr. 
Emrie, as I understood, for two weeks. A col- 
league, not now present, understood that I had 
paired off until to-day. I have voted to-day, 
knowing that I was clearly inside of the agreement. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, stated that he was 
requested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr: 
Tuorincron] to say, that he had paired off with 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 

The result having been announced as above 


recorded, the question recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cumpack 
and Craice were appointed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw the motion. - 

Mr. GREENWOOD... [move to lay the res- 
olution upon the table; and upon that motion L 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MARSHALL 
and CumBack were appointed. 

The question was taken; and.the tellers reported 
—ayes 65, noes 27, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at four o’clock) adjourned until to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, February 20, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented the 
memorial of Edward A. Stevens, of New Jersey, 
asking for an extension of his patent for a mode 
of applying air to the furnaces of steam-engines; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present some papers in re- 
lation to the accommodation of the United States 
courts in Boston, and urging the necessity of a 
new building. These papers have been taken from 
the files of the Department of the Interior; and 
as the subject is now before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, I ask for their reference to that com- 
mittee. i 

They were so referred. 

Mr. BROWN. I have the petition of David 
Gordon, a citizen of Mississippi, who represents 
that, in 1852, an act of Congress was passed for 
the relief of certain parties, of whom he was one; 
that the relief prayed for was partly granted; but, 
in consequence of imperfections in the proof— 
some of it not being properly authenticated—he 
did not get full relief. During the last Congress 
a second bill was passed, requiring the accounting 
officers of the Government to take up his case, 
reéxamine it, and give him the benefit of that 
proof. For reasons which are not officially stated, 
and which are unsatisfactory to the petitioner, 
the last act of Congress has not been executed. 
He complains that he cannot get the accounting 
officers of the Government to execute the law, 
and he comes now to Congress for further relief. 
The claim originated during the Florida war— 
growing out of spoliations committed by United 
States troops. As it is a matter concerning our 
Indian relations, I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I present a petition signed by 
F. Dodge, President, and J. W. Deeble, Secre- 
tary, of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, in 
this District, who memorialize Congress for the 
privilege of running a branch of their railroad 
through thé City of Washington, and through 
such of the streets and avenues of the city as they 
may find most convenient for that purpose; and 
they pray for an appropriation of land or money 
to aid in the construction of the road. 

in introducing this petition, I desire to say, 
that I do so simply because I am requested to do 
so, as chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I take this occasion to say, that 
so far as that portion of the petition is concerned 
which asks for the occupancy of the avenues of 
this city for private purposes, or for the purpose 
of a company, I am now, as I have always been, 
opposed to grantingit. Thereis already one rail- 
road across Pennsylvania avenue—pui there, as 
I believe, in direct contempt of the authority of 
Congress. These encroachments are being made 
from day to day, and from year to year, on the 
public property here; and if Congress does not 
interpose to prevent it, the whole of the public 
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avenues and public reservations will be destroyed 
by private encroachments. For one, I protest, 
in the name of the country at large, against these 
things. I move that this petition, with the accom- 
panying papers, be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I have the petition of Jonas 
P. Levy, a citizen of this District, who represents 
that he had command of the transport ships at 
Vera Cruz during the Mexican war, and that he 
performed extraordinary services to the Govern- 
ment. Though he was not regularly mustered 
into the service, he thinks that he rendercd as 
valuable and efficient service as others who have 
received bounty land; but the Commissioner of 
Pensions has ruled that his case is not covered 
by the laws as they now are. The petitioner 
prays for such an amendment to the bounty land 
aw as will entitle him to bounty land. I move 
the reference of the petition, together with the 
papers which I present in relation to it, to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. FOOT. I am requested to present the 
memorial of Lieutenant Simon B. Bissel, wherc- 
in he complains that, upon the recommendation 
of the late board of naval officers, he has been 
placed on the furlough list of retired officers. 
rom the abundant recommendations, accompa: 
nying the memorial, of his uprightness, irre- 
proachable character, and efficiency as an officer, 
xt would seem that the action of the board in 
recommending him for retirement was, indeed, | 
extraordinary, if not indefensible; but I shall 
refrain from entering into any further discussion 
upon the question of the action of the naval board 
until we shall receive a report from the committee 
which has that subject under consideration. 

‘he memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of James 
M. Watson, of the Navy of the United States, 
who has been placed on the retired list on fur- 
lough, under the action of the late naval board, 
asking for redress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask the 
Senate to excuse me from further service on the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, itwas 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Charles Neilson, 

neir of Johu Neilson, praying fora pension, and ecompensa~ 

tion for services and losses during the revolutionary war, be 

withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. i 
MAP OF CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Mr. MASON. I wish, by the indulgence of 
the Senate, to state that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, at an early day in the session, 
before Congress was organized in such a way as 
to enable them to act, under the immediate au- 


thority of the Senate, and looking to the im- |j 


ortance and possible urgency of the occasion, 
instructed their chairman to take measures, with | 
the aid of the Department of State, to cause to be 
prepared, from the most authentic materials which | 
could be obtained, a map of Central America. 
We obtained immediately the aid of the officers 
of the Coast Survey to execute the map, as it has | 
been prepared under the direction of the commit- | 
tee and under the supervision of the Department | 
of State. The map is now ready to be printed. | 
From the great importance of the subject with 
which it is connected, and the fact known to all | 
whose attention has becn directed to the existing | 
maps of that country, that they are nearly all |} 
of british origin, and’ nearly all compiled under | 
the direction of the English Government, it was if 
considered by the committee a matter of import- || 
ance that what we regard as a true and correct 4 
map should be made of that country for the pur- f 
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pose, as far as practicable, of diffusion amongst 
the people of the United States. As I have said, 
the map is now ready, or will be ready in the 
course of a day or two. As it will take some 
time to print it, I have been instructed by the 
committee to offer the following resolution, which 
I ask permission to have now considered: 


Resolved, That —— copies of the map of Central Amer- 
ica, prepared at the office of the Coast Survey, by direction 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, be printed under 
the direction of that committee ; copies for the use of 
the Department of State, and the residue for the use of the 
Senate. 


Sir, the committee instructed me to propose to 
the Senate that the first blank be filled with the 
number ten thousand. Ihave taken some pains, 


through the officers of the Coast Survey, who, of 


course, have a great deal of this sort of printing 
done, to ascertain how it could be lithographed 
in the best manner that the art will permit, and 
at what price; and I learn from those officers—who 
have been in communication with the artists for 
the purpose—that if twenty-five hundred copies 
are printed, it will be done ata cost (including the 
cost of engraving, printing, paper, &c.) of $782. 
If five thousand be printed, it will be at a cost of 
about $1,300; and if ten thousand be printed, the 
cost will be about $1,900. The result is, that an 
impression of twenty-five hundred copies of the 
map will cost about thirty-one cents apiece; of 
five thousand, about twenty-three cents each; and 
of ten thousand, about ninetecn cents each. 

I think I can say with safety, that, although in 
reference to some of the Central American States, 
it has not been practicable to ascertain what are 
the real boundaries in one or two instances, yet 
the generaloutline of the country, and the various 
pretensions of the English Government, and the 
grounds upon which those pretensions are based, 
are so fully and lucidly stated in the map as to 
enable even a common observer to understand 
them. TI think, therefore, it would be better to 

rint the larger number, and I therefore move to 
ku the first blank by inserting “ ten thousand.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. The otherblank, as to the num- 
ber to be given tothe Department of State, I move 
to fill by inserting ‘two hundred.’? 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 
On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the annual message of the 


President of the United States as relates to the Territories, | 


be referred to the Committee on ‘Territories. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill further to amend an 


act entitled “An act to provide for the better 


security of the lives of passengers on board of 
vesselygropelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
for other purposcs.’? 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWN, by unanimous consent, asked 


and obtained leave to introduce a bill to incorpor- j 


ate the Friends’ Aid Society in the District of 


Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and į 


referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART. The petition of George L. | 


Browne and William Curry, praying for a re- 


duction of duties on certain coalbrought by them | 


into Key West from a vessel wrecked on the 


Florida Reef, was referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce. The subject of the petition is one 


which properly belongs to the Committee on Fi- | 


nance; and therefore the Committee on Commerce 
have instructed me to report back the petition, 
ask to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committec on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- : 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred a memorial 


of Colonel William Gates; and also a memorial 


of Major Charles S. Merchant, praying for com- 
pensation for property owned by them, destroyed 
on board the steamship San Francisco, reported 
a bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers of 
the United States Army who sustained losses by: 
the disasters to the steamships Winfield Scott and 
San Francisco.” The bill was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of Langdon C. Easton, an 
assistant quartermaster in the Army, praying for 
the reimbursement of money of which he was 
defrauded by his clerk, but which has been with- 
held in the settlement of his accounts, reported a 
bill for the relief of Captain L. C. Easton, as- 
Sistant quartermaster of the United States Army; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to’ a 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions in Florida, Teas, and California; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. He notified Senators that he should ask 
for the consideration of the bill on Wednesday 
next. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of Levi 
Robinson, owner of the schooner Mary Jane, 
praying for fishing bounty, submitted a report on 
the subject, accompanied by a bill for the relief 
of Levi Robinson; which was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

ie also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
change the names of vessels in certain..cases; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

- He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill establishing the collection districts of the 
United States, and designating the ports of entry 
and ports of delivery in the same; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading, 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. WELLER. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to move the amendment to the rules of which 
I gave notice yesterday. It is simply to provide 
that the States shall be called in alphabetical 
order for petitions. The rule now reads, “ that 
after the Journal is read, the President shall first 
call for petitions.” I propose to insert the words 
“in the alphabetical order of States.” I move 
that amendment to the rales. 


Mr. MASON. I confess, Mr. President, to 


| those notions which are called old-fashioned, of. 


adhering to existing rules, unless there be an 
absolute necessity for changing them.. The Sen- 
ate has always heretofore been considered as a 
body not sufficiently numerous to be tied down 
by formal rules, governing and controlling every: 
action or every step which Senators may take. 
There is now and then—generally at the com- 
mencement of the session—some little apparent 
competition in getting the floor for the presenta- 
tion of petitions; but the courtesy of Senators, 
which is always extended, easily adapts itself to 
that competition, and no difficulty has ensued. I 
am free to confess, that I am one of those who 
think that the less government men have, the 
more responsible they become. I should be 
averse, therefore, to changing the rule for any 
supposed necessity that now exists, but which, 
for my part, I cannot sec. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps my friend from Cal- 
ifornia has offered this amendment in consequence 
of a conversation between him and myself, t hough 
I do not know that it is entirely so. I think that 
his proposition is one of those old rules which 
prevails in other places, that might very well be 
adopted here. It was suggested to me by the 
proceedings of my honorable friend’s own Legis- 


| lature, which I attended—the Legislature of old 


Virginia. In the State Senate of Virginia, I 
noticed that petitions were called for in the order 
of the districts of the various Senators, and in the 
other House they were called by counties; and 
there was less confusion than we frequently have 
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here; and, allow me’ to say, less embarrassment 
to the presiding officer; for it is very difficult for 
you; sir, always. to catch the eye of the first 
speaker. Butif you adopt this rule, and call first 
for petitions from Alabama, then for petitions 
from’ Arkansas, and thus go through the alpha- 
betical list of States, it would not take five min- 
utes, and I-believe we should get through with 
the:presentation of petitions with more regularity 
and:less: competition for the floor than is now to 
be daily perceived. We should then avoid having 
a nhumber of gentlemen on the floor—one asking, 
t Are petitions in order ?” and another, *‘ Are res- 
olutions:in order??? The present practice leads 
to'a great deal of confusion in this body. If we 
were.a smaller body, I believe it would be better. 
Tama State-rights man; I go for the usage of 
Virginia; and Uhope my friend will not oppose it. 
Mr: MASON. Edid not know, Mr. President, 
that the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
was-one of those who had been consulted, or who 
had been instrumental in giving counsel to change 
or rather to. increase the existing rules of the 
Senate.: I confess that.the authority which he 
adduces is one that would have a potent influence 
in'guiding my judgment. The honorable Senator 
has been much more recently in the presence of 
the-Legislature of Virginia than myself. I have 
hòt seen that Legislature for two or three years, 
or perhaps more; but I submit to the honorable 
Senator, that even the State of Virginia—for whom 
his reverence is certainly not greater than mine— 
might possibly (I say possibly) adopt some of 
those ideas or notions of government which oc- 
casionally travel from the North to the South, or 
from the East to the South. I was not aware that 
the Legislature of Virginia, which the honorable 
Senator has cited against me, and especially the 
Senate of that State, which is a small body, had 
adopted this rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not confident about the 
Senate. I know that the House there has this 
rule, and I believe both Houses have. 

Mr. MASON. I should rather doubt whether 
the honorable Senator is right as to the Senate, 
for the Senate is but a small body, composed of 
only fifty members; but in a large body, as the 
popolar branch there is, like the popular branch 

here, there may be a necessity—in order to avoid 
undue competition—to tie up thcir hands by some 
bindingrule. I still submit, with all respect to the 
Senator, that the fewer rules we can have for the 

roper discharge of our duties the better for the 
jenate; and the fewer rules we have, the more 
the Senators become responsible to the country 
for their deportment on the floor of the Senate. 
Vshould regret to see the rule changed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I would sug- 
gest to the Senator from California to amend his 
proposition so as to provide that, if on any day 
the call for petitions is not completed, we shall 
commence the next day where the call was left 
off on the preceding day. That is the rule, I 
know, in both branches of the Kentucky Legis- 
lature, and I consider it as a very convenient and 
good rule in practice. My amendmentis to add 
“and if on any day the call of all the States is 
not completed, the President, on the next day, 
shall begin with the call where it was left off on 
the preceding day, until the call is completed.” 
Tsuggest to the Senator from California so to 
amend his motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to that 
amendment. I know that my proposition will 
avoid the confusion which very frequently takes 
place here during the morning hour, and, besides, 
at will relieve the President. I know that very 


frequently, when I have come into this Hall and | 


desired to get the floor at once, for the presenta- 
tion of petitions, in order to meet an engagement 
at the door, or in the other branch of Congress, 
with some gentleman, I have sometimes thought 
it was very strange that I could not succeed in 
etting the floor, and that the President over- 
ooked me, and gave it to other persons. Now, 
if this rule be adopted, there can never be any 
feeling of that sort towards the Chair. I have seen 
some Senators complain, and say they thought it 


very strange that they could not catch the eye of | 
That grew out of the fact, that į 


the President. 
they were very anxious to be relieved from peti- 
tions in their charge, in order to meet an engage- 
mënt somewhere else.. I think the adoption of 
this proposition will prevent that difficulty. 


| Senator from California. 


The PRESIDENT. I am much obliged to the | 
gentleman for the suggestion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The object | 
of my amendment is simply to prevent the States 
standing first on the alphabet being called the first | 
time every day. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we adopt this, we can very 
easily get through the petitions every morning. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
California accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution thus amended. | 
Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say very bricfly, 
sir, that in consequence of having had some ex- 
perience in a different body of the operation of a | 
similar rule, it is my intention to vote against the 
adoption of the proposition of the Senator from | 
California. I think a very short experience will 
satisfy the Senate that the ruie which he proposes 
will not facilitate business, but will rather aggra- 
vate than remove the difficulties suggested by the 
He may occasionally, 
it is true, be detained in presenting his petitions 
a few moments by not being recognized by the 
Chair; but what will be the result of adopting a 
fixed rule requiring that all the States shall be 
called over in alphabetical order? If 1am to judge 
from the experience which I have witnessed with 
regard to counties, in another body, such a prac- 
tice will consume much time, and my friend will 
find that the same difficulties of which he now 
complains will then be encountered. He wil find, : 
practically, that he could much sooner under the 
old rule obtain the eye of the President, and pre- 
sent his petition, and meet his fricnd at the door, 
than he will be able to do under this arbitrary 
rule, which would compel him to wait until his 

turn should come. 

Again, sir, I observe another difficulty. Such 
a rule would, I think, lead to an absence of atten- 
tion and preparation on the part of members; and 
when their twn came, and they were called on, 
perbaps they would not be in their seats, and not 
being in their seats their petitions could not be 
presented, and then it qroull be necessary to ask 
leave afterwards to allow such presentation in vio- 
lation of the order. Altogether, the experience 
which I have seen is against the proposed rule. 
A similar one gave a fixed, and I thought, an un- 

leasant character to the proceedings of the Senate | 
in which I had the honor of serving in my own 
State. lor these reasons, I shall vote against the 
adoption of the proposed amendment of the rule. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Mersrs. Adams, Allen, Biggs, Butler, Crittenden, | 
Dodge, Hamlin, Houston, Iverson, Jones of Lowa, Pugh, 
Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toucey, Trumbull, Wetler, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, | 
Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Jones 
of Tennessee, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Stuart, Sumner, 
Toombs, and Wade—19. 

So the motion of Mr. WELLER was notagyced 
to. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I rise to make an in- 

uiry of the chairman of the Committee on the 
dade T wish to ask him when areport may 
probably be expected in the case of the Senator 
from Ulinois, [Mr. Trumsuiy,] whose seat is 
contested. The subject was referred to that com- 
mittee about two months ago. I am sure the 
gentleman will think that it 1s due to the Senate, 
and especially to the honorable gentleman in re- 
lation to whom this inquiry has been instituted, 
that the matter should be brought to some term- 
ination. If the chairman can inform me when 
there will probably be a report I shall be grati- 
fied. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I believe the 
Committee on the Judiciary have had three meet- | 
ings in which this subject has been brought up. | 
We have conversed upon it as involving a question ; 
of much interest. Ido not say there is a differ-: 
ence of opinion in the committee; but I assure | 
my friend from Kentucky that we have given 
our attention toit by calling it up. We are, how- | 
ever, as yet, not Sady to decide upon it. We wish | 
to take a little more time. I think we shall dispose 
of itnext Wednesday. If there is any suggestion | 
to be made in relation to it by the gentleman who | 


occupies the seat, or if he wishes to be heard, we 
are perfectly willing to hear him. We are willing 
to dispose of the question whenever we have a 
full committee. , At this time, we have nota full 
committee. Ibelieve that is the reason why it 
was not disposed of this morning. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam very sorry that the 
chairman of the committee is not able to givea 
more definite answer than he has done to my 
inquiry. Of course, no Senator occupies a seat 
pleasantly when a contest is made, however ill- 
founded, in regard to. his seat. It has been more 
than two long months since the subject was re- 
ferred to the committee. I am perfectly satisfied ` 
that there has been no indisposition to investigate 
and decide it; but I would only invoke, after 
such a lapse of time, the very special and par- 
ticular attention of the committee to the subject. 
Something more than the courtesy which {think 
we owe to a member of this body, a brother Sen- 
ator, requires that questions of this sort should 
be disposed of promptly. I have been apprised 
that the committee very politely offered to hear 
the Senator whose seat is in question, but he does 
not desire to be heard before them. He has con- 
fidence in the committee, and is willing to leave 
his case before them. Itis a matter that depends 
on record evidenre and upon questions of law. It 
would be entirely fruitless before a committee of 
such intelligence to argue it. As faras I am able 
to understand the questions involved, there is 
none that would bear argument for one moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill say to the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky that, from the beginning 
—and I think the Senator from Illinois will do me 
the justice to say so—! have been willing to take 
the question up. I believe I even went so far as 
to tell him that I was willing to take it up on the 
first day after it was referred to the committee. 
1 have thought, myself, that it ought to be dis- 
posed of; but I cannot always control the opin- 
lons of the committee of which I am chairman. 
They may ask for time; and, since the subject 
has been Drousht to the view of the Senate, 1 will 
say that time has been asked for. It has been 
said, Í think, that some distinguished gentleman 
from Minois wished to be heard on the subject. 
I do not allude to the Senator from Illinois, nor 
to a member in the other House from that State, 
whose name has been quoted, and which I am 
therefore at liberty to mention—Mr. Harris. 
He said that, so far as he was concerned, he did 
not wish to be heard. I have not conferred with 
my friend, the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. Dove- 
Las,} and I do not know what his views upon 
the subject are. I think I may say, however, . 
that the case was postponed with a view of having : 
a conference with some persons who may have ; 
an interest in the question. I have no interest in ; 
delaying it; and I have been, from the beginning, 
ready to take up this case and all others involving 
the tenure to a place on this floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will remark to my friend 
from Kentucky, that I think the Committee on 
the Judiciary have thus far devoted themselves 
with great diligence to this case—more than is 
usual with such matters. This contest involves 
a great question of conflict between the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and the constitution of 
the State which the gentleman from Illinois rep- 
resents. That is the main question; and, in my 
judgment, it is a very important one, and far 
from being free from difficulty. Ihave pursued 
my investigations as a member of the committee, 
with a view of bringing all the aid [ could from 
investigation, and reasoning, and consultation 
with the committee on the subject. I have been 
unwilling, in common with other gentlemen who 
are members of the committec, to come to a de- 
termination without a further investigation of the 
grave and important question of conflict between 
the Constitution of the United States and the 
constitution of the State. Itis not confined to 
that State, but from a slight examination which I 
have given to the subject, I think that the consti- 
tutions of half the States in the Union have pro- 
visions in them which may be declared void if 
the principal question in controversy in this case 
be decided in a certain way. This is, therefore, 
a very grave and important matter; it is one on 
which I am by no means satisfied. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not mean to con- 
tinue the discussion. I mentioned the subject 
merely with a view to call the attention of the 


eration, personal and official, which it is properly 
entitled to. I may venture to say, however, that 
I believe the committee will find, if they proceed 
with the investigation of this constitutional ques- | 
tion, that as often as it has oceurred—and it has 
occurred heretofore—it has been decided by the 


Senate. Every question involved in this case, I 
think, has been decided except one, and that 
seems to me be to too clear for doubt, even upon 
the constitution of Illinois itself. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I have the honor to be a 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
I am free to acknowledge that, in my mind, there | 
is no question more important that can be pre- | 
sented than the validity of the State constitution 
in this case. If it comes in conflict with the | 
Constitution of the United States, itis void. For | 
one, E desire to investigate the matter fully, and | 
to decide it rightly; and I confess that, upon this 
point, I have not finished my investigations. At 
the same time, as a member of the committee, I | 
shall be anxious to bring the matter to a decision 
at as early a day as possible. I may venture, | 
however, to suggest, that it is a grave matter to | 
decide here that the constitution of a State isnot 
a valid constitution in regard to any one of its 
provisions. It is a question that ought not to be 
disposed of hastily. 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. Mv. President, it is, per- 
haps, due to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, that I should remark 
that he did express to me a disposition to have 
this matter called up at an carly day, and he will 
also doubtless remember that I desired that he 
should do so, and expressed to him a wish that 
he would call the committee together, and have | 
the subject disposed of. I considered that it was | 
due to the State which sent me here, and due to | 
myself, if there were any question about my right | 
to hold a seat, to have it settled at once. Asa! 
matter of course, however little I might think of | 
the question which is raised, if others suppose | 
there is anything serious in it, it makes it indeli- 
cate for me to be sitting here; and I have certainly 
no desire to retain a seatin this body for one mo- | 
ment, unless I am properly entitled to it. 

The Legislature of Illinois has sent me here. 
If the Senate believe that the Legislature of Illi- 
nois do not understand their own constitution— 
that they have stultificd themselves, and do not | 
know their own rights, but have misunderstood | 
them, and sent here a person who has no right to | 
be here, I wish that decision to be made at an | 
early day. If the local tribunals of the State, | 
who are supposed best to understand the mean- i 
ing of their own constitution and their own laws, | 
have misconstrued and misunderstood them, and | 
il is proper to set aside their decision, I think it! 
due to the State, as well as to myself, that it; 
should be done at an early day. 1 do not know! 
that there is any such disposition here, but what- | 
ever may be the feeling, I think itis right that the | 
question should be brought to a decision. 

It may turn out that there is no constitutional 
question involved in this case. In the opinion of | 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois, no such | 
question was involved. They, I presume, did not! 
Suppose that the constitution of Hlinois had any | 
application to my case. I have already stated | 
upon the floor of the Senate that I had been out; 
of office for a year and a half when I was clected | 
10 this body.” The constitution of the State of | 
lilincis declares a judge of the Supreme Court in- 
eligible to other offices during the term for which | 
he was elected. The term for which I might have | 
held the ofice, it is true, had not expired. Iheld | 
the office of judge altogether about five years. I 
was twice elected to hold it. I was elected for 
nine years at the second election, but under that 
election I did not hold the office long. L resigned, | 
and had been out of office for a year and a half, } 
when I was chosen to this body. Unquestion- | 
ably, therefore, the spirit of the constitution of | 
the State of Hlinois does not apply to my case, | 
though it is possible that its letter may. Iam not! 
disposed to argue the matter at all. 

Bat however much there may be in all these | 
questions as to the intention of the people of | 
Hlinois in their State constituiion, to affix a qual-; 
ification for United States officers, or whether iti 
was intended simply to apply to State officers, I; 
lo not wish to enter into or argue them. I will: 
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pute about the | 
facts. There are no facts to be inquired into. I} 
am entirely willing that the committee shall tak 
the case and decide upon it. They are lawyer 
constitutional lawyers, who understand the ques- 
tion thoroughly. I only wish that it may be 
early decided, and I think I have aright to ask 
that. Nothing more do I desire. 

Mr. TOUCEY. ‘Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question for information? I desire to 
know whether there has been any decision of any 
court of the State which he represents, to the ef- 
fect that that provision in the State constitution 
incapacitating judges of their higher courts from 
being elected to other offices for the term for which | 
they were chosen, and one year thereafter, is void 
as coming in collision with the Constitution of 
the United States? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has beena decision. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Has there ever been any judi- 
cial decision? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There has been no case 
involving that question before the courts judi- | 
cially. 

Mr. TOUCEY. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state to the gentle- 
man, however, the fact, that the chief justice of 
the supreme court of Illinois was taken from his 

lace, and appointed, by the President of the 

nited States, a Federal judge for the southern 
district of the State of Illinois, and was confirmed | 
by the Senate at its last session. He was taken | 
immediately from the bench of the State, and is 
holding the office at the present time. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would suggest to the hon- | 
orable gentleman that that is nota case at all in | 
point. The constitution of the State declares that | 
votes given under the circumstances I have stated | 
shall be void, and incapacitates the Legislature 
from choosing a judge to any other office during 
the term for which he was chosen, and for one | 
yearthereafter. The point of difficulty is, whether 
1t was competent for the people of the State to 
withhold from the Legislature that power? I | 
mention it in frankness to the honorable gentle- | 
man, that he may have an opportunity to meet | 
that question before the committee in any form 
that he may choose. It is one that ercates some 
doubt, and it is being investigated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. By the permission of the | 
Senate, I will reply to the gentleman’s suggestion | 
ina moment. I presume the Senator from Con- | 
necticut is aware that the Constitution of the: 
United States gives authority to the Legislatures 
of the States to elect Senators. Can the people 
of a State limit that authority? I heard the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut himself make an argu- 
ment, the other day, to show that it was not in 
the power of Congress to limit the authority of 
the President of the United States to appoint į 
whomsoever he pleasesto office. He placed him- | 
self upon the ground, that it was a constitutional 
power of the Executive, which could not be lim- 
ited by Congress. Is that so? Well, sir, where 
did the President get the power to appoint to office 
whomsoever he pleases? Fromthe Constitution 
of the United States, Where did the Legislature 
of Ilinois get the power to elect whomsoever it 
pleased to the Senate? From the Constitution | 
of the United States. You cannot limit the Pres- 
ident’s power of appointment, says the gentleman. | 
Then, can you limit the power of the Legislature | 
to choose a Senator? The power to electa Sen- | 
ator is not inherent ina State; it is derivative from | 
the Constitution of the United States. Can the | 
people of the State of THinois elect a Senator? 
Can all of them together clecta Senator? Surely 
not. Then, if the people cannot elect a Senator, 
can a convention of the people elect a Senator? 
Certainly not. Why not? Because the Consti- 


tution of the United States has said that the Legis- || 


D t 
lature shall choose the Senators. The Senator ! 
States can appoint to office, and you cannot limit 
his authority to appoint whom he pleases. Then, 
how can you limit the power of the Legislature 
to choose a Senator? [ should like to know the 
difference in principle. 


from Connecticut says the President of the United |! 


Mr. TOUCEY. Does the Senator 
qoy to me? ; 

r. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr.-‘TOUCEY. I would say, Mr. President, 
that I did not intend to debate this question here, 
I understood the honorable Senator to. say that 
this matter had been decided in Illinois, and my. 
inquiry was addressed to him for the purpose of 
eliciting information in regard to any decision 
which had been made in the courts of Ilinois upon 
the subject. I have not myself formed an opinion 
upon it; but I desire to investigate it, and. to 
arrive at a correct conclusion. It was not my in- 
tention to suggest any doubt with regard to the. 
gentleman’s right to sit here, nor to enter into a 
debate with regard to it; but, supposing. that he 
alluded to some decision of the courts of Illinois, 
I desired him to point me to such a decision. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The decisions to which I 
alluded were the practice of the State, the prac- 
tice of her judges in taking office, and the prac- 
tice of her Legislature. I referred to the instance 
of the chief justice of the State having recently 
taken office under the United States. Sir, this 
is alegislative question, and I say the Legislature 
of Ilinois has settled it so far as it could. If the 
Senator calls for a decision, I may state further, 
that this practice has been acquiesced in by the 
people of two congressional districts, who have 
selected their Representatives in the other House 
from judges. It has been acquiesced in by the 
Legislature of the State, and by the judges of the 
courts of Ilinois. Iam free to admit, however, 
that no case has arisen for judicial decision in- 
volving this question. I suppose the Legislature 
is the proper tribunal to pass on it. 

But, sir, I do not design to argue the point; I 
merely rose to state, in reply to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
who suggested that he had notified me at an carly 
day that it would be taken up—that all I desire is, 
that it shall be taken up, and brought before the 
Senate, and disposed of, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Without entering into the 
merits of this question, or intimating the slightest 
opinion upon it, but reserving my judgment until 
the report of the committee shall be received, I 
feel it due to the occasion to say a word or two. 
This case arises under a clause of the new con- 
stitution of the State of Illinois, which was adopt- 
ed in 1847. There was nota similar clause ia the 
old constitution. Iam not aware that any case 
has ever arisen in Ilinois, in which this provision 
| of the constitution has been decided or brought 
in question, or of any case in which it could by 
possibility be decided. Itis true, as my colleague 
says, that in two congressional districts of Ili- 
nois, at the last election, two judges were elected 
to the other House, my collpague being one of 
them, and Judge Marshall the other. The seats 
of both those gentlemen are contested on this 
very ground. ‘These are the first instances that 
have ever arisen under the provision involved in 
this case. The meeting of the present Congress 


put an iñ- 


ji was the first time when it was possible to raise 


the question. 

I desire, therefore, to say, that this is an open 
question; that no decision has been given on it 
by the people of Illinois, or by any tribunal in 
Illinois, or by any tribunal anywhere which could 
possibly have a right to express an opinion on 
the subject. Being now presented, the House of 


ii Representatives will act on the case there, as an 


original question, it never having been decided 
| by any tribunal; and the Senate must act on it 
| here, as an original question, there never having 
| been any decision on it in Ilinois or elsewhere, so 
i'farasT know. This is all I desire to say. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. I stated to the Senate, a 
i few moments ago, that the question had never 
arisen in any court. I said, however, that the 
Legislature of Ilinois had decided the question 
by my clection to this body. This question was 
very well understood there. The members of 
the Ilinois Legislature were sworn to sapport the 
constitution of that State; and they acted with a 
! full knowledge of the obligation resting upon 
i them. This is not a question that would be likely 
! to arise in a court of justice; and if the Senator 
from Connecticut, or my colleague, understood 
me to intimate auything of that kind, 1 was mis- 
understood, 1 made no such intimation. “The 
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my colleague has alluded, the Governor of. the 
State of Minois was written to upon the subject; 
and he wrote a letter, which I have. before me, 
the. concluding sentence of which is in, these 
words: “Our constitution could not prescribe the 
gualification ‘of members of Congress, in my 
épipion.”” This is signed by Joel A. Matteson,” 
Soyeriat ofthe State. That is the Governor’s 
Opinion. The chief justice of the State, as I have 
atated, has. been appointed to office by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and holds it now. 
That:fact shows his understanding of the consti- 
tution. ‘I have no intention to argue the subject. 
I merely. design, in consequence of what has been 
‘said, to. make a few suggestions—not to argue 
them. . 

“ The clause in dispute in the constitution of the 
State of Ilinois is a peculiar one. It embraces 
only ten or a dozen lines. I apprehend that, on 
a.close examination of that clause it will be a 
matter of extreme doubt whether the constitu- 
tion of the State of Minois intended to apply at 
all to any officer except an officer of the State. 
‘The language is: 

. ©The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not 
be éligible- to any other. office or public trust of profit in 
this State, or the United States, during the term for which 
they are elected, nor for one year thereafter.” 

iet Ty this State or the United States” is the lan- | 
guage. What offices? Offices of the State of Ili- | 
nois “in the State or the United States.’ Does 
anybody suppose that, the convention of the State 
of tlincss intended to declare that, ifa person who 
had heen elected iudge in Illinois, and thought 
pro er to remove to Kentucky, if you please, after | 

olding the office of judge in Illinois, and if the 

people of the State of Kentucky should have 
sufficient confidence in him to elect him a justice 
of the peace, he could not hold the office of jus- 
tice of the peace in Kentucky because the con- 
stitution of Ilinois had said that he should not 
hold any other office “in the United States?’ 
No one could give such a construction. Let me 
say again to the Senator from Connecticut, that 
the constitution of the State of Illinois does not 
say that all votes cast for a judge during the term 
for which he is elected and for one year there- 
after shall -be void. It does not say any such 
‘thing, and you can only makcit out by construc- 
tion to mean that. It says this: ‘ All votes cast 
for either of them for any elective office, (except 
that of judge of the supreme or circuit court,) 
given by the General Assembly, or the people, 
shall be void.” 

“Cast for them. For whom? The antece- 
dent of them is “judges.” The language is not 
“efor them during the term for which they are 
elected, and one year thereafter,” but + votes cast 
for them.” Now I do not say that it may not 
be construed to meaw that—possibly it may; but 
it is not necessary for the decision of the ques- 
tion here involved, that the Constitution of the 
United States and the constitution of the State 
of Illinois should be supposed to be in conflict. 
You have to overrule all these provisions, and to | 
insert the words, “ all votes cast for them during | 
the term for which they are clected, and one year | 


| ative from the Constitution of the United States, 


thereafter,” to make the clause apply to my case. | 
There are no such words in the constitution, but | 
the first line of the same clause is “ the judges of | 
the supreme court shall receive a salary of $1,200 | 
per annum, payable quarterly, and no more.” | 

Does anybody suppose that a judge could draw | 
that salary after he had resigned? Clearly that | 
would not be contended. May you not as well 
say he would be entitled to his salary after he 
was out of office, as to say that the votes cast for 
him, or “ them—’? in the language of the clause, ; 
speaking of both circuit and supreme judges— : 
should be void. It may mean what I have stated; | 
I do not say it necessarily means so; but I wish | 
to callthe attention of gentlemen to the point, that | 
there is not necessarily involved an incompat- 
ibility between the Constitution of the United 
States and the constitution of the State of Mi- 
nois. If, however, it did involve that question, 
then would arise the other point which I stated a | 
short time ago, that the power to elect a Senator | 
is notin the people of a State—not in the consti-} 
tutional convention of a State, but in the Legisla-| 
ta 


ir, this, body is composed of the representa- 
of the States. The people of a State havea 
to. make a Legislature; and when they have 


madea Legislature the power to elect a Senator of f 
the United States is conferred on that Legislature 
by the Constitution of the United States, and not ; 
by the people of the State. They can neither | 
give the power nor take it away. It being deriv- 


to that you must look to see whether the Senator 
elect is properly qualified to take his seat or not. 
CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN (before the morning busi- 
ness was through) rose and said: I beg the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a few moments, in 
relation to a matter which concerns very much 
the absent Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cray- 
TON, ] who has been for some days, and will prob- 
ably be for some days longer, detained from his 
seat in the Senate. The matter of which I speak 
is in relation to some remarks made by the hon- 
orable Senator from’ Massachusetts, (Mr. Wiz- 
son,] whom I saw here a moment ago, but who 
is not now in his place. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that I understand my colleague has left the 
Chamber and has gonc to his lodgings. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihave some explana- 
tions to make in regard to the remarks made by 
that Senator on a former occasion; but as he is 
not here, I must postpone them for the present. 

Ata later period of the proceedings, Mr. WiL- 
son being present, the Senate, on Mr. Crirren- 
DEN’s motion, resumed the consideration of the 
motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations Lord John Russell’s letter in relation to 
the treaty of April 19, 1850. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Mr. President, we know 
from a debate, which is not yet finished, but 
which was commenced some time ago, in rela- 
tion to Central America and the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, as it is commonly called, that among the 
various poini of controversy which have arisen 
in regard to the interpretation of that treaty, one | 
prominent question relates to the Island of Roa- 
tan. By the American interpretation, that island 
is regarded as a part of Central America, and is 
therefore to be abandoned by Great Britain, and 
she is to withdraw from her possessions. She 
now contends that the treaty had such a prospect- 
ive effect only as not to require her to leave any 
previous possessions which she had before ac- 
quired. 

These preliminary remarks are necessary to a 
clear understanding of what I now propose to call 
to the attention of the Senate, and to ask of the į 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Winson] an į 
explanation. We, here, with a voice almost 
unanimous—as Lunderstand, with the concurrence | 
of that Senator himself—maintain a construction 
of this treaty by which Great Britain is bound to 
withdraw from the Island of Roatan. The hon- 
orable Senator himself says, in those remarks, 
that he concurs in the American interpretation, by 
which Great Britain, if she had previous posses- 
sion, is bound to withdraw from it in virtue of 
the provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; yet, 
in the conclusion of his remarks, made in reply 
to the honorable Senator from Lousiana, [Mr. 
Beysamiy,] he said: ‘ Ido not believe that claim 
of England just in any way.” That claim of 
Great. Britain which he denounced as unjust in 
any and every way, is the construction by which 
she claims to retain possession of Roatan. He | 
said: i 


& J do not believe that claim of England just in any way. 
I believe it to be a mere asswnpticu. Ithink that her action ! 
is an outrage on the State of Honduras. Such, however, 
was her claim; and I think it will turn out, on investiga- 
tion, (and perhaps it will some time come to light,) that 
when the treaty was framed it was distinctly understood 
that Roatan did not come within its provision, and that it 
was excepted with the Belize.”? 


It scems to me, sir, that this latter declaration 
is not exactly consistent with the previously ex- 
pressed opinions of the Senator; but with that Ij 
have nothing todo. It implies, as is understood, } 
a reflection upon the American negotiator that, 
whatever may appear upon the face of the treaty, 
there is something behind-hand—something con- 
eealed—which sooner or later may come to light, 
which will show that Roatan did not come within 
the provisions of the treaty, ‘‘ but that it was ex- 
cepted with the Belize. ”? i 

Now, I ask the honorable Senator what dis- 
closure is to be made, or what discovery of a new 


factis to come tolight, which will show that Roatan 
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was excepted, and did not come within the pro- 
visions of the treaty? There is no public docu- 
ment laid before us to that effect. Did our nego- 
tiator, while making a treaty in one set of terms, 
suppress. or conceal a private understanding in 
opposition to the terms of the treaty itself? Is 
such a fact as that the thing which is to come to 
light hereafter, to show that Roatan is not com- 
prehended within the terms of the treaty? If our 
negotiator has been guilty of such a thing, he has 
acted a very unworthy part. I will ask*the gen- 
tleman, at this, stage of my remarks, to explain 
what is intended—whatis the fact which has come 
to his knowledge, and which may hereafter come 
to our knowledge, that will show that Roatan was 
secretly and privatcly, by an understanding be- 
tween the negotiators, to be reserved out of the 
effect which the letter and reasonable provisions 
of the treaty would seem to imply? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in response to 
the question submitted by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, I will endeavor to explain the 
language used by me the other day, in reply to 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bex- 
gamin.| The Senator from Louisiana thought 
that I had stated the British claims in regard to 
Roatan stronger than the facts would warrant. 
What I intended to say, in reply to the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from Louisiana, was this: 
that the British made the claim that Roatan was 
a part of the Belize; that the settlers living there 
were connected with the Government at the Belize 
at the time this treaty was made; and that, by the 
terms of the understanding between the negotia- 
tors, Roatan was excepted with the Belize settle-. 
ments. 

In my remarks, I had no idea of saying that 
the distinguished Scerctary of State at that time, 
who negotiated that treaty, had undertaken to 
deceive the Senate or the country; and I most 
deeply regret that that distinguished negotiator, 
or his friends, or any one, should understand me 
as making the slightest reflection on him. From 
the moment I came here, up to the present time, 
I have received nothing but acts of kindness and 
courtesy from that Senator, and I entertain for 
him the most profound respect. 

The language quoted by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is stronger than what I uttered on that 
occasion; but I do not believe that even that state- 
ment will fully bear out the construction placed 
upon it by the Senator from Kentucky. I under- 
stand the fact to be, that the claim is now set up 
by Great Britain that the Government of the 

nited States knew, at the time when the treaty 


| was negotiated, that she claimed the Roatan island 


as part of British Honduras—that our Govern- 
ment knew that she claimed it early in 1850. ‘The 
Senator will find that statement in the Globe from 
which he read. My colleague tells me that it is 
to be found in the paper of the preceding day. T 
read in it a statement, that the Government of 
England, early in 1850, notified this Government 
that England held possessions at the Belize and 
in Honduras, and claimed that the Island of Roa- 
tan was excepted from the treaty, under the 
terms of the understanding between the nego- 
tiators, 

Now, sir,a word in reference to the point of 
anything coming to light hereafter. I have no 
special knowledge that any particular understand- 
ing between the negotiators will ever come to 
light, and I did not mean so to state; but what I 
meant to state was this: that if our Government 
was thus early notified in regard to the matter, 
before the treaty was negotiated, the facts might 
come to light some time which might show that 
the claim made by England now isin accordance 
with her understanding at the time it was made. 
I believe she has no right to Roatan, no right 
south of the Siboon—that her claim is entirely un- 
founded. I stand by the American construction. 
I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Del- 
aware should imagine that I could utter a word 
here reflecting on him. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has read my remarks as reported in full, 
he will find 1 speak of the American negotiator, 
and of his objectsin securing the treaty, with the 
most unqualified respect and regard. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam gratified with the 
explanation which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has made. I am very much gratified that 
he thinks as I do about the conduct of our nego- 
tiator on that occasion. I consider the negotia- 
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tion of this treaty as one of the highest honors 
of which any statesman in the land might well 
be proud. Titis probable that the gentleman was 
not reported with literal accuracy in the remarks 
which he made; but if he was, and if he will 
take what is printed and what I have read as 
accurate evidence of what he did say, he will 
discover, at least, that there is some founda- 
tion for the construction which I put upon his 
language, that there was something reserved, 
something in the dark, something bchind-hand, 
calculated to give to this treaty a different con- 
struction from what its terms imply. It was 
only to obviate that misunderstanding that I 
called attention to the matter. Iam satisfied now, 
of course, from what he has said, that such was 
not the intention of the gentleman. After his 
statement and explanation of the facts on which 
the insinuation rested, it seems that there was 
no ground for it, and, therefore, I forbear to go 
further. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had a conference with the 
distinguished Senator from Delaware and the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, at his 
special instance. I suppose the Senator from 
Delaware is justly sensitive upon this question, 
and feels deeply anything that might imply a 
covert mode of evading what he regards as a 
very express stipulation in the treaty itself. 
Though he did not complain of what I said, he 
told me that there had been some talk as to a 
remark attributed to myself, in which I stated 
that, but for the extraneous notes which passed 
between the negotiators after the treaty was 
made, there would be very little ground for dis- 
pute as to its import; and another statement 
which I made, that the treaty had been made, I 
feared, with snares on the hand. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware I sup- 
pose, had not read my remarks fully when he 
asked me if I would be pleased to give some ex- 
planation of them here; for, if he had read, in 
connection with those to which I have alluded, 
all that I said, I think there could have been but 
‘one pinin asto my position. I stated expressly 
that the cfort—whether made through her nego- 
tiator or in any other way—on the part of Great 
Britain to acquire a title to Roatan, and to acquire 
a dominion there, through the tenancy of the 
Mosquito king, would be a mode of proceeding 
which I thought might justly be characterized as 
certainly not founded in justice. Tmade noallu- 
sion to the Senator from Oclaware in that con- 
nection, for I was not aware of as many facts on 
this point as he disclosed to me in the conversa- 
tion to which I have alluded. I now say this, in 
reference to Roatan: Whether there were any 
papers which passed between the negotiators or 
not, I know not; but Lam satisfied, from what the 
Senator from Delaware told me, that throughout 
the whole negotiation Sir Henry Bulwer was 
made to understand that Great Britain, by noim- 
plication, by no advantage, by no possession, by 
no explanations or notes, and in no other way, 
could acquire a higher right to Roatan than she 
had to Belize; and her right in Belize was con- 
trolled by treaty stipulations, making it a mere 
usufruct. When Great Britain undertook to at- 
tribute to her tenure in Roatana fee simple inter- 
est, though she had only a usufruct in the Belize 
to the Rio Hondo, I said it was using a posses- 
sion there, through the Mosquito king, which was 
not justified in my opinion either by national law 
or by the explanations and understandings be- 
tween the parties themselves. 

That is what I told the Senator from Delaware, 
and I said further, that if I was understood to im- 
pute to him either a disposition to overreach Sir 


Henry Bulwer or tobe overreached by him, others |) 


attributed to me what I did not intend and what 
I did not express. I may now remark, that I 
thought I took strong ground the other way. 
Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly; I remember it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Whilst I may have used some 
expression to the effect that the debate in the 
Senate had, I feared, not had a propitious effect 
on the treaty itself, or on the negotiations which 
might take place between the two Governments, 
I said that I concurred with Mr. Clayton in the 
construction which he had given to the treaty; 
and that even allthe extraneous matters, dehors 


the record which had been brought in, could not, | 


in my opinion, control the plain import of the 
treaty in any point of view. Here, sir, 1 will 


: 
H 


refer to a matter which he pointed out to me, and 
which he desired me to mention. If explanations 
on the part of the representatives of Great Britain 
herself are to be regarded as authority—and I 
suppose they must be regarded to some extent, 
as having some influence on public opinion—l 
may state that Mr. Crampton was written to by 
Mr. Clayton with a view to ascertain, as far as 
he could, what was British Honduras. That is 
aterm which in some measure embarrassed me, 
I confess. For fear that I may not do justice to 
Mr. Crampton by any statement of his position, 
ĮI will call for the reading of his letter. 
The Secretary read the following letter: 


BRITISH LEGATION, January 7, 1854. 
My DEAR SIR: | have the honor to acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of your note of to-day’s date, in which you inquire of 
me—first, whether there may not be a mistake in the dis- 
patches of my Government, lately communicated to Con- 


| gress, so far as they speak of British Honduras as part of 


Central America? Secondly, whether f understand Cen- 


tral America as embracing anything more than the five 
Central American States? And, thirdiy, whether f under- 
stand the dependencies of British Honduras as anything 
more than the small islands described in the treaty of 1786 2 

J regret that F am at present unable to supply you with 
an expiicit explanation of the passages of the dispatches, 
from which it seems to be inferred that Belize is stated by 
the British Government to be situated in Central America, 
as I am not inthe possession of any official communication 
from my Government in which that question is directly 
treated. 

A fair inference, however, from the text of treaties, and 
other documents to which I have access, with regard to the 
title ot Great Britain to British Honduras and its depend- 
encies, would lead me to conclude that British Hondurasis 
situated in Mexico, and not in Central America, properly 
so-ealicd. In this opinion I have good reason to think the 
Government of the United States concurs. 

The dependencies of British Honduras are, in my opinion, 
distinetly enumerated in the treaty of 1786. It oceurs to 
ine that, in the dispatches in question, which, it must be 
recollected, treat of this somewhat complicated matter inci- 
dentally only, the term ‘ Central America”? may have been 
used in some geographical sense in which it has not untre- 
quently been applied to the central part of this contincut, 
and not in the tme political aud diplomatic meaning of the 
term. J would remark, too, that the boundaries of Central 
America, in the political sense, are, in some respects, not 
yet completely defined, more particularly as regards the 
boundary between Costa Rica and New Grenada, which is 
still in dispute between those States. 

These are my own individual im 
give you them as such. I shall will 


jons, and F can only 


matter, which, | doubt not, will prove satisfactory to the 
Government of the United States and yourself. 

I am, my dear sir, with much respect, yours, very faith- 
fully, JNO. F. CRAMPTON. 
To the Hon. Jonn M. Crayton, United States Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. The distinguished Scceretary 
of State who made this treaty is very sensitive, 
justly so, perhaps, unon this subject. He fears 
that there may be a little disposition to suppose 
that he did not deal fairly with the Senate in 
regard to the treaty. I think otherwise; but, per- 
haps, I had better leave that point to him when 
he shall again make his appearance on the floor 
of the Senate. I may say, however, that Mr. 
CLAYTON was very anxious that a fact should go 
out to the public which I will state. 
Henry Bulwer insisted that the treaty should 
include what he said were certain islands and de- 
pendencies of Belize, adjacent to Honduras, Mr. 
Cuiayton told him substantially, “If you are not 
satisfied with the treaty as it is, and with such 
explanations as we have made between ourselves, 


| I must submit it to the Senate, and you must 


s, 


take the consequences.” Sir Henry Bulwer de- 
clined, and it was not sent to the Scnate in that 
way. 

Now, sir, so far as I have been able to under- 
stand the explanations which have been made on 
this question—and I have endeavored to under- 
stand them correctly—the relation of Great Brit- 
tain to the possession in Belize is exactly the 
relation of landlord and tenant. If Great Britain 
entered, under the treatics of 1783 and 1786, as a 


tenant at sufferance under Spain, and if all the | 


rights of Spain have been subrogated to the Cen- 
tral American States which were formerly her 
provinees—and there can he no difficulty, I 
sume, on that point—if those States have either 


derivatively, or by direct conference on them, the | 


rights which Spain had, then I say Great Britain 
was a tenant of Belize, a mere usufructuary 
tenant to use the Belize exactly as she stipulated 
to do in her treaties; that is, to cut logwood and 
other dye-woods. I understand, however, that 
she has trespassed beyond the limits stipulated 
by the treaty, and has gone down to the river 
Sarstoon. If she has done so, she has violated 
her treaties with Spain; and, by implication and 


gly, however, apply to | 
my own Government for a more distinct explanation of the | 


When Sir | 


pre- | 


| with the Senator from Delaware. 


i, my present state of advice, I deny. 


by subrogation, she. has:also interfered with the 
rights of Central American States who necessa~. 
niy, succeeded to the rights of Spain, 

his being the case, I shall leave the subject: 
I hope he will 
be able soon to come into the Senate.. ‘This isa 
matter involving, as he thinks, very deeply his 
own reputation. Perhaps he thinks it involves 
his reputation more deeply than Ido. He is ver: 
solicitous. on the subject, and was very much: 
afraid that injustice had been done to him by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I shall not under- 
take to advert to his explanation. I suppose it 
ought to be satisfactory to the Senator from Del- 
aware. It seemed to be made in a spirit of frank- 
ness and fairness. Where our common country 
is concerned, I presume there is-no disposition, 
by any remarks made here, to make a tributary. 
to the great current of history which would affect 
improperly the reputation of any man, much less 
the reputation of the country itself. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I shall 
make a very few remarks, and then J shall leave 
the subject. It is supposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, in the remarks which he has 
made, that Mr. Cayton had, before the negotia- 
tion of the treaty, received information that Great 
Britain possessed and claimed. the Island of Roa- 
tan. I have seen no evidence of that; but it may 
be that my examinations into the subject have 
not been very minute. I desire, however, to ask 
the gentleman, does he know of any communi- 
cation, made before the negotiation of this treaty, 
announcing to the Government of the United 
States, or to the then Secretary of State, that 
Great Britain had any claim of possession to the 
Island of Roatan. IT know of none, and I think 
I am authorized to assure the gentleman that 
there is none such, nor any communication of. 
| that sort, nor any claim of the sort ever hinted, 
or set up, until after the negotiation. 

This being the fact, I think the gentleman will 
find that there is no ground whatever for the 
| opinions which he has entertained. If he knows 
of any such communication, even that would not . 
change the result as to this treaty. One reason 
for making the treaty was, that we knew Great 
: Britain had possession and claimed possession 
of territories in Central America. That was one 
of the very objects which we had in view in pro- 
| viding that she should no longer occupy. Our 
| construction of the treaty is, that she cannot 
| oceupy territory there, even if she had possession; 
but that she ever set up any peculiar or particu- 
lar claim, such as should have put the negotiator 
on the American side upon his guard, to make a 
| special provision about it, or any provision in 
i reference to the Island of Roatan, 1s what, under 
If any in- 
| formation of that character exists, and if that 
| information is what was alluded to as hereafter 
| possibly to come to light, I desire to know it. I 
say that no such letter, no such note, no such 
| communication, was ever made to the American 
| Secretary of State before the negotiation of the 
| treaty. ‘ 

Perhaps the gentleman may have had allusion 
to something clse, which perhaps reached him in 
an imperfect or delusive shape. It is trae, I be~ 
i lieve, that after the treaty was negotiated and 
signed, and was before the Senate of the United 
States, some note, rather of a private than of a 


| public character, not having for its object the 


| treaty at all, but setting up a claim to Roatan by 
Great Britain, was addressed by Sir Henry Bul- 


l: wer to Mr. Clayton; and what did Mr. Clayton 


j say to him? He said substantially: “Sir, you 
i had better not write me such a letter as that; if 
| you mean this as an exception, or if you mean 
: hereafter to use it in any way as an exception to 
| this treaty, or for its frustration or construction 
| in any respect, either take it back, or I will im- 
mediately send it to the Senate of the United 
States, that they may decide upon it.” Sir Henry 
Bulwer agreed to take back the note; he asked to 
take it back, and he did take it back. Now, sir, 
if that be the correspondence which was alluded 
to, what is its effect upon any reasonable con- 
struction of the treaty? Clearly that, rather than 
make this pretended claim a subject of negotiation 
at all, England waived it by agrecing to take back 
the note, her Minister being told at the same time 
that, unless he did so, nothing should be withheld 
| from the Senate; but that his note should go there, 
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and be considered by them, whether it would have 
any effect on the treaty, and if it did, whether 
they woutd ratify it with this explanation or ad- 
dition, or whatever you may call it? 

“This, howéver, was after the treaty was nego- 
tiated and signed, and while it was pending before 
the body for its advice and confirmation. That 
note. was taken back; and that being taken back, 
nothing either in speech or in writing, in act or 
indeed, ever occurred to change or alter in the 
‘slightest degree the fair legitimate construction of 
the treaty, according to its terms; nor anything 
which can cast the slightestshadow over the perfect 
integrity and. perfect sincerity with which the 
treaty was: negotiated, at least on the American 
side, and I am not unwilling to admit on the British 
side‘also. I do not believe that this misconstruc- 
tion onthe part of Great Britain will be allowed 
by'that’ wise Government to result in anything 
like war between these two countries. i 
‘ I must say that it is impossible, as I understand 
the treaty, and as we all scem to understand it— 
we must at least consider it impossible that Great 
Britain will drive to the fatal end of war such a 
controversy as that raised about the Island-of | 
Roatan,and the miserable protectorate which she | 
claims over the Indian who assumes sovereignty 
overa part of the Central American coast, and | 
under whose sovereign name she manages, as she 
did in early times, to introduce a little smuggling | 
into Spanish and Central American. territories, 
contrary to their laws. No, sir; that protecto- 
rate. will never be urged by her. Let the question 
of Roatan be settled; let that be given up; andas for 
her protectorate, lether take it as it exists, as mod- | 
ified, as qualified, as reduced to a shadow by the 
treaty. The treaty tells her “‘ you shall notoccupy, 
you shall not fortify, you shall not use any in- 
fluence, or sway, or sovercignty in any part of 
the Mosquito coast; you are forbidden all that.” 
“ Certainly,’’ she responds, ‘but still we claim 
a protectorate.” Be it so; but it is a shadow of 
one, and that is sufficient for this effigy of a king 
who is set up so much to the discredit, as I think, 
of realroyalty. Itis strange tome how subjects of 
her illustrious Majesty Queen Victoria—how her 
statesmen and ministers can assume to place be- 
side her in a chair of sovereignty this dirty Indian 
king, who docs not deserve to be compared with 
one of our wild warriors of the forest—a poor, 
uncivilized, ignorant creature, who was crowned 
at Jamaica, they tell us, with all the solemnity of 
royalty. With what sort of a crown? Iwonder 
if the English Minister could inform us whether | 
the ‘same ceremonics were observed as are used | 
in the coronation of a king of England. We 
know that it is said that he dresses in the dress 
of an English midshipman, and lives “with the 
British consul on the Mosquito coast; but yet he j 
is called the Mosquito King! 

Now, sir, we have our construction of that pro- 
tectorate, and Great Britain may have hers. Is 
there any occasion now to quarrel about it? We, 
three thousand miles distant from cach other, do 
not exactly agree in the interpretation of the 
treaty. Very well. We tell her that we are very 


she acts on her definition, until she does some | 
act affecting the treaty, we can afford to stand still. 
I do not believe she will everdo it. This shadow 
ofa king which she has been following up, she 
will not pursue to substantial acts that will Jead to 
war between the two countrics. She has more 
discretion, more wisdom, more policy, more hu- 
manity. Shewillnever do it. { do not say it in 
disparagement of her at all; it is not in that spirit 
that I speak. She has too much regard for the 
peace of the world, and for the interests of a 
peaceable world, ever to pursue this imaginary 
construction of hers into anything like a prac- | 
tical act of hostility, or to give cause to any prac- 
tical hostility on our part. Let her indulge herself 
in the idea that something of imaginary honor is 
maintained by this imaginary protectorate, and, 
if she pleases, that an imaginary king is under 
her protection. Let her imagine all this, and it is 
harmless to us; it is harmless to the world. Itis 
a. political reverie which we need not disturb, and | 
which I have no disposition to disturb. Wait 
until she shallact. Before she acts, I think, more 
serious consideration will inspire her counsels, 
and she may do nothing that she ought not todo. 
She ought not, in my opinion, to pursue this mat- | 


| is not, Central America. 1 £ 
| boundary—purely a question of boundary—a 


ter.. These have been my sentiments, and they !! 


have quited all my fears and apprehensions of a 
war with Great Britain. 

I am not for renouncing the treaty, because I 
believe our safe course is to adhere to it. As to 
the protectorate, leave it just as it stands—a mere 
shadow. Great Britain will never attempt to make 
it a substance; she will never act out under it an 
hostility towards this country. I believe that. 1 
want nothing beyond the terms of our treaty. I 
think it is necessary to the neutralization of the 
Central American isthmus, through which the 
commerce and the people of all countries are to 
pass, if the benignant objects of that treaty can 
be accomplished, to maintain the treaty. This 
was its great purpose—to rescue this great high- 
way of nations from the perils, and dangers, and 
havoc of war—to make it an asylum for all coun- 
tries and people—a place of safety and safe pas- 
sage for the world and the commerce of the world 
throughout the whole length of the canal, and into 
the sea for a certain distance beyond it. The 
possession of the Island of Roatan would place 
Great Britain, it is said—and_ I suppose it 1s, to 
some extent, true, for otherwise it would have no 
value—in such a position that the commerce which 
passes through the canal, or over the railroads 
which may ke established, would be, the moment 
it passed this island, away from the domain of 
peace and within the limits of war, exposed to 
capture by any forces stationed at that island. 
To accomplish the:great object, therefore, of the 
neutralization of the isthmus, it seems to me 
necessary that she shall abandon that island. It 
is included in the spirit of the treaty—clearly and 
manifestly included in the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I was struck, 
in the debate which arose a few days ago, with 
the expression that has been attributed to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Winson] by 
the negotiator of this treaty, the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Ciayron,] which I may have 
misunderstood at the time, but in which I did 
understand him to say that the British Govern- 
ment claimed a right to the Island of Roatan, as 
onc of the dependencies of its possessions at Be- 
lize. I was struck by it, because I had never, in 
the course of my examination, found the British 
Government asserting any such claim. 

Now, sir, whoever has read the correspondence 
recently laid on our tables will, I think, be struck 
with the fact that, although none are more com- 
petent to use the English language to express a 
clear and determinate meaning than Lord Claren- 
don, who conducted it on the part of the British 
Government, yet you find nowhere, in relation to 
this Island of Roatan, or in relation to the aggres- 
sion of the British Government on the Central 
American coast south of their boundary under 
the treaty of 1786, a distinct assertion of title, 
based upon right. I think whoever has read this 
correspondence will have been struck with the 
fact that, so far as it was conducted on the part 
of the American Government, plain, ordinary, 
explicit terms were used to express an explicit 
and plain meaning; and that the meaning of the 


| American Government cannot be misunderstood; 
confident that our construction is right; but until |i 


whereas, on the part of the Minister who con- 
ducted the correspondence on behalf of the British 
Government, if you attempt to get at the mean- 
ing of England, you will fail, and find yourself 
involved in a maze of confused sentences, inde- 
terminate and vague expressions, in which there 
is no distinct assertion of title drawn from any 
distinct source. 

These are the characteristics of the correspond- 
ence; and in nothing are they more signally 
manifested than in reference to the British pre- 
tensions to the [sland of Roatan. There is no 
distinct assertion of title; and Senators will not 
find it there. The treaty is confined in its terms 
to the territory of Central America. The two 
Governments agreed that neither would occupy, 
colonize, or fortify “any part of Central Amer- 
ica.” These are theterms of the treaty. When 
we come to agree on what this treaty means, a 
question may be left open as to what is, or what 
That is a question of 


question which it may become necessary possibly 
to settle outside of the treaty; but the treaty is 
confined expressly to whatever may be, by geo- 
graphic or political designation, the meaning of 
the term Central America. 

Before the ratifications of the treaty were 


| ter’s expression. 


exchanged, the British Minister, Sir Henry L. 


Bulwer, filed a note with the American Secretary 
of State, in which he said that he was instructed 
to exchange ratifications upon condition that her 
Majesty’s Government did not consider the en- 
gagements of that convention to apply to her 
Majesty’s settlement at Honduras, or to its de- 
pendencies. Now, what were the dependencies 
of Honduras one must gather for himself on read- 
ing the language of the Minister. What were the 
dependencies of Honduras would, I apprehend, 
require a great deal of argument, discussion, and 
negotiation to determine; and it was left, { should 
think, designedly in that loose and indeterminate 
manner for future British use when they came to 
expound the meaning of this treaty. The Amer- 
ican Secretary of State, Mr. Clayton, did not 
leave it in that indeterminate manner. We know, 
from subsequent history, that it was considered 
at that day—and it may be true, although I am 
not prepared to say so—that the British settle- 
ments upon the main Jand were within the limits 
of Mexico, andnot within the limits of any State 
forming apart of Central America; and so con- 
sidering it, Mr. Clayton, in his reply to the note 
of Sir Henry Bulwer, narrows down what he un- 
derstands to be the meaning of the British Minis- 
The language of the British 
Minister was, that the treaty did not extend to 
“ her Majesty’s settlement at Honduras, or to its 
dependencies.” The reply of the Secretary of 
State was, ‘it was neither understood by them,’’ 
(the Senate,) “nor by either of us,’’ (the negoti- 
ators) ‘*to include the British settlements in Hon- 
duras, commonly called British Honduras, as 
distinct from the State of Honduras, nor the small 


| islands in the neighborhood of that settlement, 
which may be known as its ‘ dependencies. 


DEEI 


The usc of this term, “ British Honduras,” is 
British use—a mode of expression that seems to 
have been adopted by British Ministers who have 
treated upon this subject upon the part of their 
Government, and who have chosen to consider 
that“ British Honduras” and the “ British settle- 
ments at the Belize” were convertible terms ex- 
pressive of the same meaning. We all know 
very well what was the original appellation given 
by England and by Spain to the British settle- 
ments upon that coast, confined as they originally 
were, and yet are, if right be attained, toa limited 
and prescribed tract of country between two cer- 
tain rivers, the river Belize having been originally 
one of them. They were called from time im- 
memorial the British settlements at Belize. 

Since the treaty of 1786, as we are told now by 
some of the British Ministers, the settlements of 
England have been extended below the prescribed 
boundary under that treaty, and they have gone 
down, not along the Bay of Honduras alone, but 
down the Gulf of Honduras, clearly and admit- 
tedly within the province of Vera Paz, which is 
part of the State of Guatemala, and a part of 
Central America. Well, sir, as I understand the 
map of that country, the river Belize does not 
empty itsclf into the Bay of Honduras at all. It 
empties itself into the Caribbean sea, and the Bay 
of Honduras commences below the mouth of the 
Belize. The Bay of Honduras washes the coast 
of Guatemala and terminates in the Gulf of Hon- 


! duras, a sharp indentation in the land. 


England, without the color of right—and now 
asserting no right and no title beyond that of 


i trespass—since 1786, after the decrepitude of 
| Spain came upon her, and during the feebleness 


of the independent States which, in 18241 think, 
threw off the dominion of Spain, has gradually, 
by usurpation, or by naked common-law tres- 
pass, extended her settlements below the pre- 
scribed boundary and along the coast of the Bay 
of Honduras. hus it may have become conve- 
nient for England to palm upon the world as con- 
vertible terms, “ the British settlements at Belize, ”? 
and ** British settlements at Honduras;’’ but we 
find, when that term was introduced by Sir Henry 
Bulwer into his note appended to the treaty, Mr. 
Clayton promptly limited and defined what he 
understood by British Honduras, and his lan- 
guage is: ‘* The British settlement in Honduras, 
commonly called British Honduras, as distinct 
from the State of Honduras. ”? 

Sir, so far as I have read the documents, I have 
not seen that the British Government claims any 
greater right to those settlements below the proper 
treaty limits, because she has called them settle- 
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ments at Honduras, and that appellation has been | 
acquiesced in, as she thinks. Whether such a ; 
right is to be asserted or not, I do not know; but, 
as far as I have read, it has not yetbeen asserted 
on the part of England. 

Now, sir, I havea word to say as to the alleged 
claim on the part of England that the Island of 
Roatan forms one of the dependencies of her 
settlements at Honduras, as she chooses to term 
them. I have said that I have not yet seen that 

.title asserted on the part of England. She has 
asserted nothing definite, nothing intelligible, in 
the form of title to that isiand at all. She has, 
however, said, through her Minister, Lord Clar- 
endon, in one of his dispatches to Mr. Buchanan: | 

“ As to Roatan and the adjoining islands, all that can be | 
debatable as to them is, whether they are island depend- | 
encies of Belize, or attached to some Central American jj 
State.” i 

Why is it debatable at all? If England had a | 
title, why not set it forth, whether it was a good | 
title ora bad one? Why not assert, ‘the title of i 
England is, that it is a part of the settlements at 
Belize, or a part of the settlements at Honduras?” 
Simply because England, I presume, knew, from 
the geographical position of the island, that such 
a title would have been perfectly absurd. It is 
not asserted what are the dependencies of Belize. 
The treaties with Spain inform us what was in- 
cluded in the right of Britain to settle at Belize, 
so far as islands were concerned. ‘The treaties 
with Spain agreed that certain small islands in 
the neighborhood, immediately off the coast and į 
contiguous to the mouth of the river Belize—I 
do not remember the exact terms, but this is the 
substance of the treaty—one of which was called 
Cayo Casina, might be treated by Britain as within 
her settlement for certain prescribed purposes. 
That is definite betwecn Spain and England. 
Spain prescribed to England to what extent her 
rights on that coast should go, and England acqui- 
esced in that in 1783, and again in 1786. In 1786, 
Spain conceded to England a right to occupy, for 
prescribed purposes, certain islands that lay con- 
tiguous to her settlements at that point—at the 
Belize—and Emgland acquiesced. That is clear, 
determinate, intelligible. Nor did Spain stop here. 
She not only prescribed what England’s rights 
were, but to what extent her possessions should 
go. There is not a word in these treaties any- 
where about dependencies. England has intro- 
duced the term subsequently. “She treats the 
continent as the principal, and the islands as the 
incident, and calls them dependencies. It is an 
English term, introduced by Sir Henry Bulwer 
into the note which he sent to the Secretary of 
State at the time when the ratifications of the 
treaty were exchanged, claiming something as 
dependencies—not insular dependencies, but de- | 
pendencics of the British settlements and Hon- | 
duras. Mr. Clayton narrowsitdown. The Sec- | 
retary of State goes back to the treaty of 1786, 
and says, substantially, “ Ifyou mean those small 
islands contiguous to the coast’’—or some equiv- 
alent expression—‘T will admit it. The small 
islands th the neighborhood of that scttlement, | 
which may be known as its dependencies, he 
admits were not embraced within the treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, you will find, on looking 
at the correspondence of Lord Clarendon, that 
he says the only debatable matter is, whether the | 
Island of Roatan was onc of the dependencies of 
her Majesty ’s settlement at Honduras; but after 
stating his proposition, he docs not go on to show 
that they were dependencies of the settlement at 
Honduras. He gocs on to show some vague pos- 
sessory title. He says it is well known that in 
1742 England was in possession of that island; 
but it is equally weil known that in 1786 she 
agreed to abandon it, and did abandon it, at the 
demand of Spain. He says it is equally well 
known that in 1838, 1840, or 1841, England again 
took possession; but he does not say that she 
took possession of it as one of the dependencies 
of Belize, but merely asserts the fact; and, exhib- 
iting that vague and shadowy title, he then says! 
that England has had some pretensions to that | 
island, as one of the dependencies of Belize. 

All that I mean to say is, that I am yet to learn | 
that England has distinctly asserted any right to | 
the island of Roatan, derived under her settle- | 
ment rights upon the coast; but she has presented į! 
it as I said, in some vague and indeterminate man- a 
ner, choosing—I presume, preferring-—to avoid | 


any determinate meaning by putting her preten- 
sions in that vague and indeterminate manner, so 
as to enable her to ascribe to them one meaning 
at one day, and another meaning at another day. 

On looking at the map, I presume the whole 
question would be settled at once, super visu.’ The 
island of Roatan is about thirty-five miles from 
the coast of the State of Honduras, and, accord- 
ing to my present recollection, some one hundred 
and fifty miles distant from the month of the 


Belize river, and very nearly equally distant from | 
the nearest point of the aggressive possession of | 
j England below the mouth of the river. The ma 


would settle it that England has been exerting — 


think I am authorized to say—power in the most | 


unscrupulous manner upon that coast, and has 
been, from time to time, at her pleasure, in pos- 
session of that island, whether in 1838, or 1840, 
or in 1841, is not material; but no British Minis- 
ter, to my knowledge, has, to this day, asserted 


a distinct right to that island on the ground that! 
it formed a part of her ‘settlements, legitimated : 
under her treaty with Spain, on the adjacent coast. | 

I wished merely to throw out these ideas, bo- į 
cause if lam wrong, I should like to be corrected; ! 
but 1 have yet to sce any assertion of title on the | 


part of England to the Island of Roatan as a dis- 


tinct proposition, which would enable us to know | 


what she claims her title to be. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the language | 
| quoted by the Senator from Kentucky does not | 
What | 


fairly represent the idea expressed by me. 
I meant to say is, that something might yet come 
to light to show that England understood that the 
Island of Roatan was a part of her Belize setile- 


ment, and, as such, excepted from the treaty. I; 
stated to the Senator from Louisiana, on the | 
morning of the publication of that statement, | 


when he called my attention to it, that the state- 


ment was stronger than I intended to use, and | 


did not express my meaning. 
I hold in my hand the debates of the Senate 
for 1853. In aspeech then made by Mr. Everett, 


on this treaty, I find this statement in regard to | 
«They have : 
been for a century or more a part of the depend- | 
encies of Belize; and it was not the understand- | 
i ing of the contracting parties that they should be | 
affected one way or other by the stipulations of ; 
Mr. Everett : 


Roatan and the other Bay Islands. 


the treaty of the 19th Apri, 1850.” 
also stated, on the strength of a dispatch from 
Lord Palmerston, that ‘* Great Britain claimed to 
hold these islands in possession—claimed the title 
de facto and de jure.” 
opinion that “if these facts are true Great Britain 
has not violated the treaty by organizing the gov- 
ernment of July, 1852. 

I quoted the authority of Mr. Everett when he 
came into the Senate in 1849, fresh from the 
State Department. Forty years ago he traveled 


ag 


through Europe, and when he returned home cn- i 
tered upon a life of study; and it is not too much | 
to say that he is one of the first scholars of our À 


country. More than thirty years ago he entered 
the other House, and served there for ten years, 
much of the time on the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. He represented this Government at the 
Court of St: James; and was afterwards at the 
head of the State Department. He came from 
that Department to this body, and must be pre- 
sumed to understand this Central American ques- 
tion. 


The Globe stated—I think the day before I! 
made my remarks—that our Government was in | 


possession of the fact that Great Britain claimed 
the title to these islands. 


differently from us. : 
say. I certainly intended to cast no reflection 


on the American negotiator; and I should regret 


most deeply to utter a word on the floor of the 
Senate which could wound the feelings of that 
veteran Scnator and statesman. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have no idea of 
entering into any discussion on the points which 
have been alluded to by any of the Senators who 
have spoken upon this subject; but L wish to 
deliver some views which I entertain on the gen- 
eral subject, before it passes from under the notice 
of the Senate, and in which, perhaps, Í shall be 
found to differ from the views which have been 
expressed by most Senators on some points. 


He also expressed the: 


My idea, therefore, | 
was, that that fact, which had never been ofi- : 
cially published, might some time come to light, ` 
and show that Great Britain understood the treaty : 
That was all I wished to’ 


|| Those points may not, in one sense, be of much 


importance, but in another sense they are of véry’ 
great importance; and I have no objection now to 
state to the honorable Senator from Virginia what. 
are the two points to which T allude, without’ 
meaning to preclude myself from. an. expression 
of my general views on the subject hereafter,» 

I think the negotiation has been unnecessarily; 
embarrassed by what I understand to be two: po- 
sitions assumed by this Government, and pressed’ 
with as much earnestness and tenacity as any 
other positions. One is, that there is not reserved 
under the first article of the treaty, or in any part 
of it, any right in Great Britain to interfere at all 
for the protection of the Mosquito Indians, even 
by a negotiation with the State in which they are 
situated, any more than they would have the right 
to send a Minister to the Indians within our Ter- 
ritories, or to the Government under which they 
live, to provide for their protection. I consider 
that to be a restriction of the privilege which was 
conceded to Great Britain by this Government 
for three years after the treaty was ratified. 

Concurring, as I do most heartily, in the views 
expressed on this subject by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] I do not consider 
it an object likely to be of such importance to us 
that we should scek to interfere, or that this Gov- 
crament should seek to take away what might 
properly enough be called a shadow of her pro- 
tectorate, but still some undefined right of inter- 
fering for the protection of these Indians. That 
is a point which I think has embarrassed the set- 
tlement of this question between the two Gov- 
crnments. 

The other point is that, in the discussion of 
this question at London, a considerable source of 
embarrassment has been the instruction given to 
Mr. Buchanan, and his obedience to it, notifying 
Great Britain that this Government would feel 
authorized to interfere if she changed in any de- 
gree, or in any manner, the form of government 
at Belize, even within its old limits, without refer- 
ence to the disputed question of occupation be~ 
tween the Siboon and the Sarstoon. I consider 
that to he a question altogether outside of the 
treaty, but the negotiation has been considerabl 
embarrassed by that point being thrust in by this 
Government. 

These are the two points in which I shall per- 
haps differ from Senators who have spoken on 
this subject. I am not, however, prepared. to go 
on to-day, and I did not come here expecting to 
go on with the debate to-day; nor shall Tdesiie to 
proceed to-morrow, for it is my wish to look into 
the papers which were presented to us yesterday. 
i| They are voluminous, and I desire to see what 
light can be thrown on the subject by an exam- 
j ination of those documents. I would prefer to 
say what I have to say on this subject on Frida 
or Saturday; but as some gentlemen have inti- 
mated to me that they would like very much to ad~ 
journ over from Thursday, or at all events from 
Friday to Monday, if it will meet the concur- 
rence of the Senator from Virginia, I will move, 
as Monday is already preoccupied by another 
special order, that the further consideration of this 
subject be postponed to Tuesday next, and be 
i made the special order of the day for one o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
; resolution submitted by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
on the 19th of December last, which had been 
i| amended, on his motion, to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the report made to 
his Department by the board of naval officers convened at 
Washington, in pursuance of an act approved February 28, 
1855, entitled ‘ An act to promote tho efficiency of the 
y,” and of the record, journal, or other papers accom - 
ying said report ; or, in the absence of such papers, that 
he further inform the Senate whether the causes tor which | 
otficers of the Navy were recommended by that board to 
be dismissed or retired accompanied that report, or were 
otherwise made known in writing to the Department; 
and, if so, that he communicate to the Senate a copy of the 
Sainc. 

On Monday last, Mr. Jowes, of Tennessee, 
submitted a writien statement of a conversation 
! between Lieutenant: Rhind and Captain Du Pont, 
(a member of the naval retiring board,) to which 
allusion had been made in debate. The reading 
of the statement was objected to by Mr. Bensa- 
min, and the pending question was, on allowing 
it to be read. 


.THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


F ebruary 20, 


‘The PRESIDENT. Before anything further 
is said; the Chair will read the 14th rule: << When 
the reading of-a paper is called for, and the same 
is objected to:-by any member, it shall be determ- 
ined by a vote of the Senate, and without debate.” 

Mr. WELLER. I believe the Senator from 
Florida had the floor when the question was under 
discussion the other day. 

. The PRESIDENT: The question immediately 
before-the. Senate is not a debatable one. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know it is not debatable, 
but i simply wish to observe to the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee that I do not think there 
is now-any objection whatever to the passage of 
his resolution. On behalf of the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs I have never made any opposition 
toits passage. I have simply notified the Sen- 
ator of my desire to insert an amendment except- 
ing from the operation of the resolution those 
officers who may not wish their cases to come 
before the Senate. I am willing, however, that 
the vote may be taken instanter,if the Senator 
desires it. 

'The PRESIDENT. The first question is, 
whether the paper offered by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee shall be read? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I made an objection the 
other day, to the reading of the paper, but I will 
withdraw it at the request of my friend from 
Tennessee. When I made the objection, I had 
not the slightest idea that it was a matter in which 
my friend from Tennessee had any personal in- 
terest. My objection was based on the consid- 
eration that papers of this kind ought not to be 
read at the Secretary’s desk, because they bring 
into conflicts of statement and opinion persons 
who are not members of the body, and with 
whose disputes we have nothing to do, and which 
we are not the proper body to adjust; but as my 
friend from Tennessee thinks he has some inter- 
est in having the paper read, I make no further 
objection. vi suppose, however, that if Captain 
Du Pont should desire to have a counter-state- 
ment read hercafter, there will be no objection. 

Several Sunarons. Certainly not. 

The PRESIDENT. The objection being with- 
drawn, the paper will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Flori- 
da will be entitled to the floor when the paper 
shall be read. ‘The paper will first be read. 

Mr. MALLORY. Lobject to the reading of 
the paper. f 

e PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate whether the paper shail 
be read. It is not a debatable question. 

Mr. MASON. . May 1 be allowed to ask what 
the paper is? J understand that without objection 
two letters were read on a former day to the 
Senate, one of them addressed by. Captain Du 
Pont to Lieutenant Rhind, and the other an 
answer from him. Then it was proposed to read 
another paper which contained a statement of a 
conversation that had passed between those gen- 
tlemen. The present vote is upon reading that 
statement, the letters having been read, as T under- 
stand. My vote is governed by that consideration. 
‘The letters have been read, and now the objection 
is to reading this statement of the conversation. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. May I ask aques- 
tion for information? [“No objection.”] Does 
anybody doubt that I have a right to get up and 
read this statement from my place as part of my 
speech? [Certainly not.’’} Nobody, of course, 
doubts that; but I would not inflict on the Senate 
any injustice or any wrong. I would not do in 
my place here anything which would not be ap- 

roved by the Senate. I knew perfectly well that 
{had aright to read this paper or any other paper 
in my place on my own responsibility, but I chose 
to submit the question to the Senate for decision, 
and I am perfectly satisfied that if the Senate 
understood this note, there would be no objection 
to its reading. 

Now, with the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, I desire to state my position, without any 
argument and without reading the note. When 
an interrogatory was propounded the other day 
by the Senator from Virginia to the Senator from 
Florida, as to whether any correspondence had 
passed between members of the board and other 
individuals, as to charges and ramors of charges 
against men who had been ostracised by the 


board; the Senator said at first that he thought || 


A : | 
not; but when F called his attention to the corre- 


spondence which was read at the desk a few days 
since between Captain Du Pont and Lieutenant 
Rhind, he remembered it, but said he had not 
read it. In my allusion to that correspondence, 
I stated that, after that correspondence had taken 
pice; (because I had seen it, and other Senators 

ad seen it,) an interview took place between 
Captain Du Pont and Lieutenant Rhind, explan- 
atory of the notes which were read; and that an 
understanding of that conversation was essential, 
inmy judgment, toa proper vindication of charges 
preferred against Lieutenant Bartlett, and in vin- 
dication of the statement which I made that men 
had been tried upon rumor. Though no man gets 
up here and says that such is not the truth, there 
is no positive proof of it. Iwas guarded in my 
remark. I said that I believed such was the 
truth. I have the proof of the assertion which I 
then made, and I ask-the Senate to hear it read. 
If the Senate do not choose to hear it, I shall 
have at least the poor privilege of pablishing it 
in the newspapers of the country. I stated what 
I believed to be true upon rumor. I have the 
statement of a responsible gentleman that such 
an interview did take placc, and he puts it down 
in his own terms, signs his name to it, and is 
responsible for it. He is an officer of the Govern- 
ment implicated in the charges which we are now 
trying before the Senate. 

How can any injustice be done to anybody by 
reading the statement? I would not do injustice 
to Mr. Du Pont. If he has a word to say in con- 
tradiction of this statement, and will furnish it to 
me, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
have it read from the Secretary’s desk, just as I 
ask that this vindication of these officers may be 
read. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senate will indulge 
me in a few words, I wish to say why I object to 
the reading of the paper. From the manner of 
the Senator from Tennessee, and what has fallen 
from him, it would seem to be inferred that there 
is something in his possession which, if read to 
the Senate, would place a member of the board— 
Captain Du Pont is mentioned—in an odious and 
improper light. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly did 
not mean to be understood as saying any such 
thing; and if the Senator so understood me, I beg 
to correct him. I meant simply to say, and | 
think I did say, that this communication estab- 
lished the fact that one member of the board, at 
least, went. out in quest of information in relation 
to charges preferred against an American officer 
upon rumor; and when he afterwards met the 
gentleman to whom he wrote, he said that the 
board had disposed of the case of Bartlett before 
his answer was received. I did not mean to 
reflect on Captain Du Pont, but when I can geta 
fair chance at him legitimately, I shall say what 
1 think proper. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the question 
before the Senate is whether a certain paper— 
comments of Lieutenant Rhind on aconversation 
with Captain Du Pont—shall be read, here in the 
Senate for information. That is the naked ques- 
lion. The paper contains comments of Mr. Rhind 
on a conversation between him and Captain Du 
Pont. As a matter of course, if that be read, and 
an impression shall be made by it against Captain 
Du Pont asa member of the board, it will become 
the duty of those who are conversant with the 
facts to procure and read the statement of Cap- 
tain Du Pont. It will place Captain Du Pont, 
My. Rhind, and Mr. Bartlett here on trial. The 
question before the Senate, properly, is a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secretary of the Navy for cer- 
tain official information supposed to be in his 
possession; and I submit to the Senate, that the 
reading of this paper has no relation to that in- 
quiry. It is going into an investigation which is 
now before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
in which that committee is engaged at this mo- 
ment. The committee hasin its possession many 
official papers which relate to this transaction; and 
if this statement be read, perhaps it will be neces- 
sary to take those official papers from the hands 
of the committee and place them in the hands of 
the Secretary, to be read from the desk. 

Ido not object to the Senator’s reading, if he 
pleases, and making a portion of his remarks, 
any statement of Mr. Rhind, as to the conduet | 


of the board; for | say again, as I have always} 


said, that if the board cannot stand right before 
the country, in every word and deed which it 
performed and uttered, I, for one, must not be 
expected to stand byit. I have investigated and 
am familiar with the transaction to which the 
honorable Senator alludes, and throughout the 
whole transaction I am with the board. . It can 
be explained in a manner perfectly’ consistent 
with the integrity of the board and every member 
upon it. But, sir, Iam not disposed, knowing 
the facts which are within the knowledge of the 
committee, to suffer extrancous matter, which 
should not go into the records of the Senate, to 
be read here, and get up a controversy between 
individuals outside of this Chamber, who are not 
on trial before the Senate. You cannot read a 
paper which reficcts on the official or private con- 

uct of a member of the board, without yielding 
to another the rightto read a countervailing state- 
ment; and thus we shall be involved in a contro- 
versy which has no relation to our duties. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Florida object to the reading of the paper? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. ` 

‘Lhe PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Tennessce insist on the reading? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
insist, or I shall read it myself. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to say afew 
words, but not on that point. 

The PRESIDENT. This is a question which 
must be decided without debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J wish to reply to 
a remark of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate, whether the paper 
submitted by the Senator from Tennessee shall 
be read. 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—yeas 13, nays 18. 

A Senator. No quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will not press 
anything which seems to be contrary to the sense 
of the Senate; for it is my pleasure to defer at all 
times to what seems to be the wish of a majority. 
of this body; and I shall continue to do so as 
long as I occupy a place on this floor For that 
reason I shall not press the reading of this papers 
but I still insist that it was an act of justice to an 
injured man to have it read at the desk; but of 
that we shall be able to judge hereafter. I am 
happy to know that the paper which I hold is an 
indestructible one. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator allow 
the Chair to make a statement? The Chair heard 
a Senator remark, when the last vote was taken— 
t‘ no quorum voting.” That brings up the ques- 
tion whether the Chair, in putting questions here- 
after, shall be governed by the fact that there are 
now several vacancies in the Senate. Shall we 
require a quorum to be a quorum of Senators 
entitled to places on the floor, or a quorum of 
the whole number of which the Senate would be 
constituted if it were full? There was a quorum 
voting on the last vote, provided the vacancies 
be not included. 

Mr. STUART. I do not know whether the 
rules prescribe anything on that subject; but E 
had some conversation with the officers of the 
Senate in regard to it, a few years ago; and it 
struck me that, on principle, the true view to take 
would be this: A majority of all the Senators 
must be present to form a quorum to do business. 
That is the constitutional provision; but that does 
not mean a majority of all the Senators who might 
be present if the Senate was full, and if there were 
no vacancies, but a majority of those who have 
aright tobe here. That being the case, and a 
quorum having voied according to that mode of 
estimation, the question was decided on the last 
vote. It scems to me that that is the fact. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I think that this 
question is not a new one to the Senate. Accord- 
ing to my impression, we had precisely the same 
question raised here some three or four years 
since, while Mr. King, the late Vice President, 
was occupying the chair. If my memory serves 
me, it was at the time when the Senator from 
California, now in his seat, [Mr. WeEtter,] was 


Yes, sir, 1 shall 


| supposed to be on his way from California here. 


I remember distinctly that his colleague [Mr. 
Gwin] insisted that there was a-Senator from 
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that State; but the question of fact became un- 
important, in consequence of the decision of the 
Chair, that a majority of all entitled to seats—if 
the Senate were full, a majority of sixty-two— 
was necessary for the transaction of business. I 
think, too—though upon this point my memory is 
not so distinct—that a vote was taken by the 
Senate, sustaining that decision. At all events, 
, the decision was acquiesced in. 

The PRESIDENT. There are three vacancies 
in the Senate, which may not be filled for some 
time to come. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will solve the difficulty by 
calling for the yeas and nays upon the last vote. 
I think there are enough Senators 
decide it without compromiting the decision of 
the Chair on this constitutional question. 

The PRESIDENT. It is important to settle 
that question, and hence I took the liberty of 
interrupting the Senator from Tennessee. É 

Mr. FOOT. My own recollection concurs 
entirely with the statement of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu,] that some four years ago 
this question was raised, was considered at length, 
and fully debated by some of the most experi- 
enced members of the Senate. I remember that 
Mr. Berrien, of Georgia, Mr. Badger, of North 
Carolina, and Mr. Underwood, of Kentucky, 
participated in the debate; and it was then decided 

y the Senate that a quorum must consist of a 
majority of the whole number constituting the 
Senate of the United States; in other words, a 
majority of sixty-two. 


Ar. HUNTER. Thatis my impression, and | 


I think it has been so settled more than once. 

The PRESIDENT. If that. be the true con- 
struction, there is not a quorum of Senators 
present. 

Mr. WELLER. A great many new Senators 
have come in since that decision was made,whose 
judgment may not, perhaps, be in accordance 
with that ruling, I believe that a majority of 
those legally enutled to seats in the Senate con- 
stitute a quorum for the transaction of business 
under the Constitution; but I wish to avoid that 

uestion now. Ido not desire that it shall be 
ecided here, whereit is immaterial. Letit come 
up at some other time. 
tion whenever a case is 
pe to justify it. The present difficulty will 
e obviated by acceding to the request of my 


friend from South Carolina, who calls for the | 


yeas and nays. I am satisfied that there is a 
quorum present, according to either construction 


of the Constitution; and I think the yeas and , 


nays will show it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the 
question whether the yeas and nays shall be or- 
dered on reading the paper. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I understood my friend 


from Tennessee to say that he was sufficiently | 


satisfied that a majority of the Senate preferred 
that the paper should not be read, and therefore 
would not press it further. 


The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 
Tennessee withdraw his call for the reading of | 


the paper? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly intended 


to be understood as stated by my friend. from | 


Louisiana. Iam incapable of pressing upon the 
Senate anything repugnant to their feelings, how- 
ever much I may differ from them in judgment. 
I am persuaded that the time will come when even 


my friend from Florida will regret having refused | 


the reading of this statement. I feel assured that 
the time will come when every Senator will feel 
that he may, by possibility—unintentionally, 
doubtless—have done injustice and injury to an 
innocent man. 
debate this question. I acquiesce in what seems 
to be the sense of the Senate. I hope that the 
Senate will proceed at once to dispose of the res- 
olution before them. Let the Senator from Flor- 
ida move his amendment, and then let us pass the 
resolution. Ata subsequent time I shall read or 
publish the statement which I hold in my hand. 
Mr. MALLORY. Ihope the resolution will 
be passed. Ihave no opposition to make to it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Did I understand that an 
amendment was to be offered to the resolution? 
Mr. MALLORY. No, sir, I shall offer no 


amendment, and I shall make no opposition to it. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I was anxious to say some- | 


thing on this subject, and itis yet my desire to 


resent to | 


We can settle that ques- | 
resented of sufficient im- | 


But, sir, it is not my purpose to | 


be isard; but I have no wish to delay the passage 
of the resolution, if itis important to have it 
acted on; but if that be not so, I should desire to 
avail myself of the first opportunity to address 
the Senate upon the subject. 1 do not know 
when that will be. I should have moved to fix 
Monday, but that day has already been appro- 
priated for the consideration of another subject. 

Several Senators. Say to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It will not be possible for 
me to proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will allow 
this resolution to be passed, he can speak upon 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. When will the committee 
make a report? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ina short time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I will postpone my 
remarks until it shall be presented. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespay, February 20, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the resolution reported from the Committee of 
Elections. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I ask the unanimous 
consent to introduce some bills of which previous 
notice has been given. é 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [havea proposition to 
offer to the gentleman from Utah, and to the 
House. Itis, that, by general consent, the House 
devote half an hour to the reception of bills of 
which previous notice has been given, in order 
that they may be referred only. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. 
proposition will be agreed to. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I have no objection 
to that, provided it be limited to such bills as will 
not give rise to debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Half an hour will 
not be sufficient. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ff the time is extended be- 
yond half an hour, I shall object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It is important, 
with a view to get business before the committees, 
that papers may be withdrawn from the files of 
the House, and referred to the committees. Will 


Prayer 


I hope that 


| that be in order under the proposition made by 


the gentleman from Arkansas? 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the proposition of the 


| gentleman from Virginia, in reference to the with- 


drawing of papers, is agreed to, it will consume 
the whole half hour, for the reason that there are 
questions in reference thereto to be settled by the 
Elousc, of which questions the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] spoke the other day. 

The SPEAKER. Papers can be withdrawn 
and referred to committees of the House under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON, There is no objection to that. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Arkansas. Half an hour is 
not half time enough. 

RESOLUTIONS-—-UTAH. 

Mr. BERNHISEL then, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the following resolutions; which 
were severally read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to the 
Territory of Utah the expenses incurred by said Territory 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the year 1853; and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. | 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
compietion of the territorial capitol of Utah ; and that said 
committee report by bill or otherwise. fi . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
consiruction of a military read from Bridger’s Pass, in the 
Rocky Mountains, to Great Salt Lake City, in the Territory 
of Utah; and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. {appeal to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,] who inter- 
posed objection to spending half an hour in the 
reception of bills of which previous notice has 
been given, and which give rise to no debate, to 
withdraw that objection. 


Mr. SEWARD. It is useless to consume the 
time of the House in that way.. Gentlemen whe 
are most fortunate in obtaining’ the eye of the 
Speaker will get in their bills, and none others. 
If gentlemen will agree to an hour, I will with: 
draw my objection. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I shall object. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would modify my 
resolution, but it will then be objected to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We can try half an hour, 
and then, if we find that it works unequally, ang 
does not do justice to all parts of the House, we 
can extend it another half hour.. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I donot desire to be captious,. 
and to gratify gentlemen I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansas 
is agreed to, to have half an hour assigned for the 


| Introduction of bills, of which previous notice has: 


been given, for the purpose of reference only, and 
which will not give rise to debate. 
Mr. SMITH. Let the call be by States; there: 


iis no other way. 


The States were then called for bills in compli- 
ance with the order, commencing with the State: 
of Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
olution which I desire to offer. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The order only refers to 
bills of which previous notice has been given, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to allow me to introduce the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON By the express order of the 
House this half hour is to be consumed in the in- 
troduction of bills. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ThenI withdraw the res- 
olution, and give notice that as soon as the half 
hour has expired I will offer it, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would inquire 
from the Chair if the call of the States has not. 
been commenced, and had made some progress 
the other day? 

The SPEAKER. That call was for resolu- 
tions, and not for bills. 

Mr. BENSON offered to present a memorial. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Under the rule memorials: 
cannot be received. 

Mr. BENSON. May I not present this me- 
morial at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The order under which the 
House is acting relates to bills only. 

Mr. MILLSON introduced the following bill, 
of which previous notice had been given: A bill to 
repeal an act entitled an act to promote the effi-- 
ciency of the Navy. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced the following 
bills, of which previous notice had been given, 
which were severally read a first and second time- 
by their respective titles, as follows, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill to prohibit officers of the Army and Navy 
from having an interest in contracts for the sup- 
ply of any articles for any branch of the service 
to which such officers belong; 

A bill extending the provisions of the act of 
August 11, 1848, to the widows and orphans of” 
persons dying in the military service of the 
United States; and 

A bill explanatory of an act entitled an act to- 
increase the pay of the rank and file of the Army, 
and to encourage enlistments. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, introduced bills, of” 
which previous notice had been given; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their 
respective titles, as follows, and referred as indi- 
cated below: 

A billto amend an act,approved August 4, 1854, 
entitled an act to graduate and reduce the price of 
the public lands to actual cultivators and settlers.. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill to grant to the State of Alabama, and 
other States having public lands therein, the un- 
sold and unappropriated public lands that have 
been in market for twenty years and upwards, for 


I have a res- 


| purposes of education and internal improvement. 
| Referred to the Committee on Public 


ands. 

A bill to authorize the States and Territories in 
which sixteenth sections are situated to relinquish 
such land, reserved or granted for the use of 
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schools; äs-may be comparatively valueless-or | 
unfit. for cultivation, and to select other lasids in | 
Hew thereof. Referred to the Committce on Public 
Lands. : i 
A bill to extend the time of payment of duties 
‘on railroad iron, and for other purposes. 
Mr. COBB. I'move the reference of that bill |; 
to. the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. j 
Mr. LETCHER. I desire to object to that |! 
reference. - 

My. COBB. If there be any objection to it, 
will the gentleman suggest any other committee? | 
: Mr. LETCHER. ‘That is exactly what I am 
“going todo. It is a question relating to revenue, || 
and it strikes me the bill ought to go to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means. | 

Mr. COBB.. Very well, let it go there. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee of || 
Ways and Means. | 

r. COBB also introduced a bill granting to |! 
the State of Alabama public lands, mn alternate 
sections, to aid in the construction of the Coosa 
and Tennessce River railroad, and for other pur- 

oses; which was read a firstand second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public || 
Lands. 

Mr. DOWDELL introduced a bill, of which |) 
prévious notice had been given; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, as follows, and 
referred to the Committee ou the Post Office and 
Post Roads, viz: A bill to establish a mail route 
in Alabama. 

Mr. SHORTER introduced a bill to provide | 
for the examination and payment of certain 
claims to citizens of Georgia and Alabama, for 
Creek Indian depredations; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENNETT, ol Mississippi, introduced.a | 
bill to establish certain post roads in the State of 
Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committce on |! 
the Post Office and Post Roads. | 

Mr. SANDIDGE introduced a bill for the 
relief of the Vicksburg, Shreveport, and Texas 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second. time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill making a grant of lands to the State 
of Louisiana to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road in said State; which was read a first and | 
second tine by its title, and reforred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Peyton G. King, a | 
receiver of public moneys at Monroe, in the State | 
of Louisiana; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr, SAPP introduced a bill granting a pension 
to William Davis, of Coshocton county, Ohio, | 
for injuries received whilst performing military 
duty in the war of 1812; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. SAPP. I move thatthe bill be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. COBB. The bill i understand makes a! 
grant of land; I suppose it should go to the Com- |i 
mittee on Public Taide: 

Mr. SAPP. I think the reference I have pro- |! 
posed is the right one. It is to provide for mili- 


tary services. 

Mr. COBB. I think the bill might as well go 
to the Committee on Public Lands; that is as 
liberal a committce as there is in the House, and | 
it will be as likely to be well attended to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I think the refer- 
ence proposed by the gentleman from Ohio is the 
proper one. The grant asked for is predicated 
upon military services. 

Mr. COBB. So is every grant of bounty land | 
made to soldiers under any of the bounty land 
laws. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sarr’s motion, | 
and the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced bills, which were 
severally read a first and second time by their | 

‘respective titles, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: i 

A bill for the relief of Abram S. Emmett, of | 
Knox county, Ohio, for gallant service in the war | 
of 1812; and 


| reference 


A bill granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to Richard Smith, of Coshocton county, Ohio, 
for military services in the war with the Ricka- 
ree Indians. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill to continue the 
repairs in the harbor at the mouth of the Black 
river, upon Lake Erie, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Gommerce. 

Mr. WATKINS introduced a bill to amend 
the act of March 3, 1855, granting additional 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States; which was read a first and second 


i time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
‘on Public Lands. 


Mr. MACE introduced a bill to grant a home- 


| stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land to 


actual settlers thereon; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. MACE also introduced a bill, which was 
read a first and second time by its title, as fol- 
lows: 

A bill to prevent the extension of slavery in 
the Territorics of the United States of America 
north of 360 30! north latitude. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to the 


| introduction of that bill. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Has previous notice been 
given of the introduction of the bill? If it has 
not the gentleman has no right to introduce it. 

Mr. MACK. If the gentleman will examine 
the Journal he will find out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair undcrstands that 
previous notice has been given. 

Mr. MACK. 1 move to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Territorics; and demand the 
previous question, 

Mr. SMITH. That question will of course 
give rise to debate in every shape and form. I 
suppose, therefore, the bill does not properly 
come within the order of the Housc, under which 
we are acting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion is in order. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, lask for information. 
I understand that our proceedings here, under the 
order of the House, are upon subjects that give 
rise to no debate, and nothing else is in order. 
That is in conformity with the rue that the 
House agreed upon when we determined to go 
into this business. I rose under that impression, 
and, of course, | am to be corrceted if I am in 
error, for the purpose of stating that this subject 


| will give rise to dcbate, and therefore cannot be 


entertained. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from Indiana intro- 


duced the bill, and moved its reference to the 
Committee on the Territorics, and moved the pre- 
vious question. The Chair thinks it is within 
the rule adopted by the House. 

Mr. McMULLIEN. If the bill is to be enter- 


l tained at all, it should be referred to the Commit- 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, 
Mr. SMITH. Will the Chair begood enough 


| to siate to the House what is the rule or agree- 


ment under which we are proceeding? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. The 
order adopted was to allow the introduction and 
reference of such bills as should give rise to no 
debate. The rule is similar to one of the stand- 
ing rules of the House, permitting the introduc- 
tion of bills and resolutions. Under that rule 
the practice has uniformly been, to allow a 


; member to move the previous question upon his 


bill or resolution, thus cutting off debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Idesire to finish 
my remarks. I understand from the Chair, and 
Ido notdesire anything that is not entirely correct 
and proper, that the agreement under which we 
are now proceeding was, that only motions for 

tie entertained of bills which shall give 
rise to no debate; of course that is an order of the 
House. There is nothing in the rules of the House 
to prevent the previous question being called on 
the most controversial bills. As the Speaker has 
decided, that it is in order, in opposition to the 
agreement, that no bill of a controversial charac- 
ter should be introduced or entertained, I must, 


most respectfully, take’ an appeal from that de- 
cision. 

Mr. BRANCH. And on that appeal I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe Chair will bestow on 
the subject a moment’s examination, he will find, 
I think, some. discrepancy between the rule of the 
House in reference to resolutions and the order 
which was made this morning. The Chair must 
be aware of all the circumstances which surround 
this case. The object of the House was, that all 
of the ordinary business now in the hands of 
members, and waiting presentation, should be 
received and referred to appropriate committees. 
That, I am sure, was the purpose sought to be 
accomplished by the order; and if the rule is as 
suggested, why, then, the necessity for the making 
of such an order that bills which give rise to de- 
bate shall not be received? Under the decision of 
the Chair, if made the judgment of the House, 
no bill can be excluded. Although the order was 
intended to accomplish some object, to secure 
expedition in the progress of the general business 
of the body, and allow members to bring in 
business not of a litigated or controversial char- 
acter, yet, by the construction proposed to be 
given to it by the Chair, that object, that purpose, 
will be entirely defeated. I think that the order 
is very different from ihe rule in reference to 
resolutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule is not 
that gentlemen may give notice of their intention 
to introduce a bill; it is, that they may give notice 
of an intention to ask leave for the introduction 
of any proposition. And when the member docs 
ask that leave, it is competent for the House to 
grant or refuse it; and when the House, by its 
order of this morning, agreed that there should 
be a call on States for the introduction of bills, it 
did not waive the right of any member to object 
to the introduction of any bill for which leave, 
in compliance with previous notice, was asked. 
The gentleman from Indiana gave notice, I pre- 
sume, that he would introduce a bill; and to-day, 
when Indiana is called under the order, he rises 
in his place, and asks leave for the introduction. 
It is read the first time by its title, for information. 
The gentleman from Virginia then rose, and ob- 
jected to the introduction. No motion to refer, 
at that stage of the bill, could be in order. The 
one hundred and sixteenth rule prescribes, that 
the title of a bill shall be read the first time for 
information; and that, if opposition be made to 
it, the question shall be: ‘Shall this bill be re- 
jected?” If there be no opposition, or the question 
to reject is negatived, the bill then goes to its 
second reading; but I hold that the objection of 
any one member, as this is not a day on which 
we can suspend the rules, would prevent the intro- 
duction of any bill. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
follows what is understood to have been the usage 
of the House on this question. The order of the 
House applies the same principles to bills intro- 
duced by general consent under the order, as are 
applied by the rule concerning the introduction 
of resolutions; and under thatthe Chairis informed 
that the uniform usage has been to allow a mem- 
ber who introduces a resolution under the rule, 
to call for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. Read the 116th rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 26th 
rule first; then the 116th rule. 

The Clerk read the 26th rule, as follows: 

“26th. All the States and Territories shall be called for 
resolutions on each alternate Monday during each session 
of Congress; and, if necessary to secure this object on said 
days, all resolutions which shall give rise to debate shall 
lie over for discussion, under tae rules of the House already 
established; and the whole of said days shall be appropri- 
ated to resolutions, until all the States and ‘ferritories are 
ealled through.” 

Mr. JONES. That applies to resolutions. Let 
the Clerk read the 116th rule. 

The Clerk read the 116th rule, as follows: 

“116th. The first reading of a bill shall be for inform- 
ation; and, if opposition be made to it, the question shall 
be: ‘Shall this bill be rejected?’ If'no opposition be made, 
or if the question to reject be negatived, the bill shall go to 
its second reading without a question.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill has had its second 
reading, and without objection. 

Mr. JONES. I do not understand that the 
| bill has been read a second time. 

i TheSPEAKER, The Clerk informs the Chair 
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that the bill has been read a second time, and 
that the question now is on 1s reference. 

Mr. JONES. As soon as the title of the bill 
was read, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Smita] rose in his place and objected. 

Mr. SMITH. I most certainly objected to the 
bill as soon as the title was read. 

Mr. JONES. The 116th rule preseribes that, 
if there be objection, the first question put shall 
be on the rejection of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand that objection was made. The call is made 
for the previous question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The half hour has ex- 
pied, and I now call for the regular order of 

USINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The half hour has not yet 
expired. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. When, then, does it ex- 

ire? 

The SPEAKER. At twenty minutes to one 
o’clock. 

Mr. SMITH. 
the Chair. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from Indiana“proposes 
that the bill introduced by him be referred to the 
Committee on Territories; and on that motion 
calls for the previous question. The gentleman 
from Virginia raises the question of order, whether 
the call for the previous question isin order. The 
Chair decides under the usage of the House that 
it is. From that decision the gentleman from 
Virginia takes an appeal. The question now is, 
**Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?”’ 

Mr. CRAIGE. Thatis notthe question. The 
Chair docs not state the ground of the appeal. 
The appeal, if I properly understand it, and I 
think i do, is this: there was this morning an 
agreement and an orderof the House, that bills 
might be introduced by general consent, but only 
bills to which there should be no objection—not 
bills of a controversial character. ‘To this bill 


I appeal from the decision of 


is inorder. We hold: under the order that it is 
not in order; aud on this ground it is that the 
gentleman from Virginia takes his appeal. 

The SPEAKER, Debate is notin order. The 
gentleman from Indiana moves that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Territories. The 
Chair entertains the motion. The gentleman from 
Virginia objects to the motion on the ground that 
he wishes to debate the proposition. 

Mr. CRAIGE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will state his question of order, 

Mr. SMITH. 


House to distinctly understand it, because it will 


have to pass on it. When a proposition was made | 
to get business before committees, it was agreed, | 


by general consent, that the States should be 
called, and that all bills to which there was no 


objection, and gave rise to no debate, should be | 


entertained. ‘The object was to get the ordinary 


current business of the House before the commit- | 


tees, that the committees might get to work. 
When the gentleman from Indiana made his mo- 
tion to commit the bill, or when he offered the 
bill, the very moment I could get the car of the 
Speaker I made objection, and distinctly stated 
that I wished to discuss the matter 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
objection was made when the bill had been read a 
second time, and the question was on its reference. 

Mr. SMITH. To push this bill through in 
this way is not in conformity with the under- 
standing of the House in the adoption of the order 
this morning, that only the current business, busi- 
ness to which there was no objection, and which 
would lead to no controversy, should be enter- 
tained. It is a gross and palpable violation of 
the faith under which the order was made. This 
bill is objected to, and members do desire its dis- 
cussion; it is not to be entertained under the 
order, and it is therefore that I take an appeal 
from the decision of the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects, on | 


the ground that he wishes to debate the bill. The 
question is on the motion to refer. The Chair 
decides that it is in order. The gentleman from 
Virginia takes an appeal. The question is, ‘Shall 


the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment | 


of the House??? 


I will-do so; and I wish the! 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that question. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I desire to make a 
suggestion on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD obtained the floor. 

Mr.SEWARD. [rise toa privileged question. | 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield the floor to the | 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SEWARD. My objection, it will be now | 
seen, was well founded; and, as the half hour is | 
now expired, I move that the House proceed to 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to say to the 
gentleman, that he will recollect that some time 
had clapsed, after the order was adopted, before 
the House procceded to execute the order. | 


Mr. SEWARD. But the halfhour has expired, | 


and Í insist on the enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not understand 
that it has yet expired. 

The SPEAKER. The time has expired. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I rose for the purpose 
of stating, if I amin order, what I understand to 
have been the order of the House this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 
order, as the time under the order has expired. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the Chair announce the 
regular order of business? 

KANSAS ELECTION. | 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 
is the resolution reported from the Committee of 
Elections yesterday, and the question is upon 
agreeing to the resolution, upon which the House | 


has ordered the main question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I moved yesterday to 
lay the resolution upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the 
motion, butit was not stated by the Chair. The 
resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the Kansas contested-clection case the 
Committee of Elections be, and are hereby, empowered to | 


Š é ot Aad b > į send for perso: nd papers. 
there was objection, and the Chair decides that it i| “ORC 1 persons and papers 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to lay the reso- 
lution upon the table; and upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Tho yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that the previous question is operating 
now? Was not the previous question exhausted 
upon the motion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. It was not exhausted. The | 
previous question, under the rules, bears upon 
the main question. 


Mr. MeMULLIN. I respectfully suggest to 
the gentleman to withdraw the previous question, 
to allow us to amend the resolution, so as to make | 
it acceptable to both sides of the House. I flat- 
ter myself it can be done. | y 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered, and cannot be withdrawn except by 
unanimous consent. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 67, nays 70; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Eliott, English, Eth- 
eridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
McMauin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, and John V. Wright—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 


son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Burlin- 
game, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cum- 
back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Flagler, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hail, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘fhurston, Trafton, Tyson, | 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Wash- : 


burne, Isracl Washburn, and Woodruff—70. i 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon i T this:tie. 


the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, | 


Mr. KEITT stated that Mr. Brooxs was ill, 


|| and confined to his room. : 


Mr. DENVER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Day. 

Mr. LAKE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Morean on this and all kindred questions 
which may arise between this time and Monday 
next. 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that Mr. Pare: had 
been absent from the House for three or four 
days in consequence of indisposition, and was 


‘unable to attend the sessions of the House. 


Mr. SANDIDGE said he would have voted to 
lay the resolution upon the table; but he had 
paired off with Mr. GALLOWAY. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL stated that Mr. Vatx 
had requested him to say that he was suddenly 
called home this morning. 

Mr. DOWDELL said that if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he 
should have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, stated that his 
colleague [Mr. Smit] had paired off with Mr. 
Goppines. 

The result was then announced’as above re- 
corded. 

The question recurred upon agrecing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. DOWDELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RUST. Is itin order to move to amend 
the resolution ? A 

The SPEAKER. Itis notat this time, asthe 
House has ordered the main question to be now 

ut. 3 

Mr. KEITT. Isit in order to move to recom- 
mit the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER, Itis not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 71, nays 69; as follows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Bur- 
lingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, English, 
Flagler, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Haven, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Fush- 
ston, Kelscy, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meach- 


am, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 


| bins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
7 


ner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washbume, 
Isracl Washburn, and Woodruft—-71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Elliott, 
Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Dall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. 
Marshall, McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, 
Danie) B. Wright, and John V. Wright—69. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PIKE stated that Mr. Cracm had paired 
off with Mr. Unperwoop from February 18 to 
February 25, and with Mr. MeMuuuw from 
February 26 to March 3. Also, that Mr. Tapean 
had paired off with Mr. Bowie. 

Mr. PORTER stated that he should have voted 
in the negative had he been within the bar when 
his name was called. 

Mr. ENGLISH (who had voted no, when his 
name was called) said: For the purpose of ena- 
bling me to move a reconsideration of the vote, I 
change my vote to ay. 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 1 rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move to lay that motion 
upon the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has not the floor to make that motion. 
Iam upon the floor, and I demand the previous 
question on my motion. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Does the Speaker enter- 
tain my motion? ean . 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 


The previous question was then seconded, and 


i the main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I now move tolay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 
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© Mr, BARKSDALE. Upon that I demarid the 
yeas and nays. 

~ The yeas and nays were ordered. f i 

‘- The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 67, nays 73; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs- Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
gon, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Lewis 
-p.-Campbell; Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cumback, Dean, 
Dick,, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hall, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Kilian Miller, Morrill, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurs- 
ton, ‘Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wood- 
ruff —67. 

NAVS—Mesers. Aiken, Alien, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
‘bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
‘Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Elliott, English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
‘Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
‘shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, McMullin, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Porter, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, 
Daniel: B. Wright, and John V. Wright—73. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider.on the table. i 

Mr. DUNN. [ask to have read a resolution, 
which I would offer as an amendment. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley, Esq., of the city of 
Washington, be, and he is hereby, appointed a commis- 
sioner, for and on behalf of this House, to take depositions 

` anå obtain proofs, by taking copies of all such documents 
as may be desired by either party, or their agents or attor- 
neys, in regard to the contested seat of Hon. Mr. Whitfield, 
a Delegate from Kansas, under the petition of Hon. Mr. 
Reeder. That said Bradley be, and he is hereby, clothed 
with full power to adopt all needful means to elicit clear 
and full proof upon all points which the parties respectively 
may submit to him as i they, or either of thein, desire 
to establish or controvert. "That he shall give to the parties, 
respectively, written and reasonable notice of the time and 
place at which he will be ready to proceed in taking such 
depositions, and may adjourn the same to other times and 
places, as, in his judgment and discretion, will tend to the 
full and perfect eliciting of the truth, touching all such 
controverted matters; and that, when he shall have com- 
pleted his labors, he report the same to this House. 


The question being on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted, 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 67; as follows: 


YBAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, Jonn P. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Elliott, English, Etheridge, Evans, Fauikner, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haven, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, Sinith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, Phelps, 
Porter, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Rivers, 
Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Vail, Walker, Watkins, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—75. 

NAYS—Messts. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billmghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Bur- 
lingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cumback, Dean, Diek, Dickson, Dodd, Flagler, Granger, 


Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Hiekman, Holloway, | 


Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pike, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbius, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurs- 
ton, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wood- 
rufi—67. 
So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. ORR., I move to recommit the resolution 
to the Committee of Elections, with the instruc- 
tions suggested yesterday by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. STEPHENS. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
whether the previous question is exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
exhausted on the motion to reconsider. 

“Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire, 
before the gentleman from South Carolina pro- 
ceeds, if the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Dunn] has been offered as a sub- 
stitute? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was not in 
order at the time it was introduced. 


| Carolina will yield to me for a moment, until I 


| his resolution. 


Mr. JONES. I hope, then, that the gentleman | 
from South Carolina will withdraw the motion 
to recommit, until the gentleman from Indiana 
moves his proposition as asubstitute. Then the 
gentleman from South Carolina may make the 
motion to recommit the whole matter. 

Mr. ORR. That is what I propose to do. If 
the gentleman from Indiana desires to move his 
resolution as an amendment to the original prop- 
osition, I will-yield him the floor for that pur- 

ose. 
si Mr. DUNN. I move my resolution as a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. JONES. Thope the gentleman from South 


appeal to the gentleman from Indiana to modify 
his proposition. 

Mr. STANTON. [rise to a question of order. 
L understand that the gentleman from South Car- 
olina is maintaining the floor, and while he main- 
tains it the gentleman from Indiana moves his 
resolution as a substitute. I object to that course, 
and submit that the amendment is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. If there be objection, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is not 
in order. 

Mr. JONES. Jask the gentleman from Indiana 
to modify his proposition, so as to associate with 
the name of Mr. Bradley that of Mr. Sydney S. 
Baxter, of this city, a lawyer of high attainments. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. It would be in order if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would consent to so modify 


The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, to recommit the resolution, with instruc- 
tions. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina yielded the floor, and has not yet renewed 
his motion. If he permits me to have this modi- 
fication made, I will renew his motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. Cannot the gentleman from 
South Carolina permit the gentleman from Indiana 
to move the amendment? f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Sraxron] objects to the gentleman yielding 
the floor. : 

Mr. JONES. Then I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, before he moves to recommit, to 
move the resolution of the gentleman from In- 
diana, first inserting the name of Sydney S. Baxter 
after that of Mr. Bradley; and then let him move 
to recommit. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. May I be allowed to make 
a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The question was on agreeing to the 
resolution moved by the Committee of Elections. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
is assigned the floor, and moves that the resolu- 
tion be recommitted to the Committee of Elec- 
tions with instructions; and the question before 
the House at this moment is on the motion to re- 
commit; and on that question the gentleman from 
South Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. ORR. I understand, then, that the Chair 
sustains the question of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranrow,] that it is not 
competent for me to yield the floor temporarily 
to the gentleman from Indiana to move his reso- 
lution as a substitute for the original resolution? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, | 
if the gentleman from South Carolina yields the 
floor to the gentleman from Indiana, the gentle- 
man from Indiana will be entitled to the floor 
after he has proposed his amendment. 

Mr. ORR. Then I desire to propound this 
question to the Chair: can I offer the resolution | 
of the gentleman from Indiana, and then move to 
recommit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. . 

Mr. ORR, Well, I offer the resolution of the 
entleman from Indiana, adding the name of 
ydney S. Baxter after that of Mr. Bradley. 

That I offer as my original proposition; and then 
I move to recommit the whole subject to the Com- | 
mittee of Elections, with the instructions sug- 
gested yesterday by the gentleman from Georgia. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow 

me to make a suggestion? 


Mr: ORR. Certainly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I would suggest to the | 


gentleman from South Carolina the pro riety of 
adding the name of some person guide of the 
eity of Washington. 

Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) I was glad to 
hear the Chair announce just now that the floor 
cannot be transferred; I hope the Chair will insist 
on that rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina yields the floor to the gentleman from 
Ohio for a suggestion. 

Mr.ORR. 1 hope the gentleman from Georgia 
will interpese no objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. `I hope the Chair will adhere 
to the rule laid down by it just now. 

Mr.ORR. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio rises to 
an explanation or suggestion, I suppose it is com- 
petent for him to proceed with it with my con- 
sent. 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to state his suggestion. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to have the question 
understood as we go along. Will the Chair state 
what the question is? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks the gentleman from South Carolina to yield 
him the floor. (To Mr. Campsey.) For what 
purpose? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw my request. 

„Mr. ORR. ThenI demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to 
have the resolution, together with the instructions 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srernens,| 
and the amendment, or substitute of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question before the House. The question was 
on agreeing to the resolution reported by the 
Committee of Elections. Pending that question 
the gentleman from South Carolina moves an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which 
will be read from the Chair. 

{Mr. Dunn’s resolution, as above, was again 
reported with the addition of the name of Sydney 
S. Baxter, and the alterationsin phraseology made 
necessary by the addition.] . 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to recommit the whole subject with in- 
structions,and on that motion the gentleman from 
South Carolina calls for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iask that those instruc- 
tions may be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to recommit 
to the Committee of Elections, with instructions 
to report the reasons aud grounds on which they 
ask the authority of the House to send for per- 
sons and papers. The question is on seconding 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. As I understand it, the 
original resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections, together with those instructions sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Georgia, are to be 
recommitted; also, the resolution proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana as a substitute. These 
together are to be recommitted, if this vote pre- 
valls. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

Mr.ORR. And then the House can determine, 
when the committee reports again, what direction 
it will take; whether power shall be confided to 
the Committce of Elections, or whether it shall 
be given to commissioners. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And,as I understand, it 
is competent for the committee to report on either 
branch, either way. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to this debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered-to be put. 

The question being on the motion to recommit, 

Mr. DEAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion to re- 
commit was agreed to. i 

Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe table; 
which latter motion wag agreed to. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED ELECTION, 


Mr. BENSON. IL rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. J present the memorial of Hiram P. Ben- 
nett, claiming a seat in this House as a Delegate 
from the Territory of Nebraska. I ask that the 


1856. 


memorial may be referred to the Committee of 
Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

The memorial was so referred, and the order 
made. . 
` The SPEAKER. The business in order is the 
election of a Chaplain. 


CLERK FOR THE COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I havea res- 
olution from the Committee of Elections, which 
Task the unanimous consent of the House to in- 
troduce and put upon its passage: It provides 
for the appointment of a clerk for the Committee 
of Elections. Everybody must be satisfied that 
itis absolutely necessary that a clerk should be 
provided for that committee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
received, read, and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized 
to employ a clerk at the usual compensation. 

CLERK FOR THE MILITARY COMMITTER. 


Mr. QUITMAN. _ Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
authorized to employ a clerk at the same compensation al- 
lowed at the last session of Congress. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I do not think that 
committee needs a clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman from 
Alabama object? 

Mr. COBB made a response, not heard by the 
reporter, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will then be 
received, . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. T understand that it is 
not necessary that this committee should have a 
clerk. I therefore object. 
` Several Mempens. Too late. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes too late. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then lw 
jection, [Laughter] 

Mr. COBB. Why, Mr. Speaker, I distinctly 
objected to the introduction of that resolution. 


ithdraw my ob- 


'he SPEAKER. The Chair distinctly put the | 


question to the gentleman from Alabama, whether 
he objected, and he did not object. 

` Mr. COBB. The Chair did not hear me, then. 
I objected distinctly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again states that 
he put the question distinctly to the gentleman 
from Alabama, whether he objected, to which he 
made some response, but did not object. 

Mr. COBB. I presume the Chair did not hear 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. HAVEN. I think that itisamatter of very | 
little importance to ascertain whether anybody : 
objects; but, sir, as the resolution is fairly before | 


the House, it becomes us to inquire whether it 
ought to pass. Now, sir, I had once the honor 
of belonging to that committee. It isan important 


committee, but according to my recollection on ` 


that occasion, the main business that we wanted a 
clerk for was to drum the committee up and get 
it together. There really was not any business 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, in the 


Congress before last, that made it necessary that į 


we should have aclerk. Itis possible thatit may 
be very desirable that the committee should have 
a clerk now; it may be very desirable for other 
committees to have them also; but we ought not 
to let these matters slide without knowing some- 


thing about them. If there are any reasons which | 
render itnecessary or desirable that this committee | 
should have a clerk, let the gentleman state what | 
those reasons are, and then we can vote intelli- | 


gently. But, unless some reasons are given 
beyond what I have heard, I shall vote against 


the resolution. If the gentleman will satisfy me | 


that it is right, I will vote for his resolution: 

Mr. QUITMAN took the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interposing.) If the gentle- 
man from Mississippi will allow me, I want to 
say a word upon a point which precedes this, I 
understood my colleague [Mr. Conn] precisely as 
he states to the Chair—as objecting to the intro- 
duction of the resolution. 

Mr. COBB. I did object. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Itis, I know, very difficult 
for the Speaker always to hear what members 


say. 


objected, and there was no response. 

Mr. COBB. I made no response, because I held 
| to my first objection. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not disposed to cast 
any censure upon the Speaker. I know that very 
often the Speaker cannot hear objections made b 
members in distant parts of the Hall. I intend 
no reflection upon the Speaker or upon anybody 
by these remarks; but merely to suggest, as a 
proper course of action for the Speaker in cases 


that he does not hear, that, when members state 
that they did object, he should consider the ob- 
jection as having been made. 

The SPEAKER. In cases such as that stated 
by the gentleman from Alabama, the Chair would 


case of the gentleman from Alabama on the right 
of the Chair, [Mr. Coss,] the Chair clearly and 
distinctly put the question to him, as to whether 
he objected, and he did not respond in the affirma- 
ative; and the question was then stated on the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Perhaps my colleague did 
not hear the intcrrogatory of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly 
heard the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. I did not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman addressed 
some answer to the Chair, but it was not in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not think I addressed any 
answer to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair addressed the 
inquiry to the gentleman from Alabama, if he ob- 
jected, and he did not respond that he did object, 
but made some response in the nature of conversa- 
tion, and the resolution was received; and there- 
fore the Chair decides that it is too late to make 
the objection. 


the response I made was, that the committee did 
not need a clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will insist upon 
its decision upon the facts stated, that the Chair 
inquired of the gentleman if he objected to the 
resolution, and the gentleman did not say that 
he objected. 

Mr. COBB. And the gentleman from Alabama 
states that he did not hear the Chair, and that his 
first objection stands. It is a matter of no con- 
sequence. I only ask for my rights. I shall 
stand to them. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I deem it my duty to say, 


withdrew his objection. 

I will now, in response to what has been re- 
marked 
here, th 
which | 


ï shall 


am unwilling to have discussed. 


never attempt to slide any measure through the 
House. I know that it is dificult sometimes to 


obtain the uor—that it is difficult to get proper 
explanations before members. If the ‘majority 


lution, let it be voted down. I yield to the sense 
of the House. Ihave abundant reasons in favor 
of the passage of the proposition; and Iam sure, 
when stated, they will commend themselves to 
the approbation of every member. Our Journal 
shows a Jarger amount of business already com- 
mitted to the Military Committee than any of the 
other committees of the House; and it is likely 
that, during this Congress, the committee will be 
especially burdened with a grcat amount of busi- 
ness. It had a clerk at the last session of Con- 


committee, [Mr. Fautkxer,] that aclerk is indis- 
pensably necessary for the progression of its 


passage of the resolution. 


The members of the committee do not, lam sure, 
shrink from the discharge of their duties. In this 
proposition they evidence the fact. They wish to 
prepare the business rapidly and economically. 


bama conceives that he has been deprived of a 
| constitutional right, I propose that the resolution 
j Shall be placed so that it will be open to discus- 
i sion. I will never introduce a proposition which 


| like this, where objections are made by members į 


j pursuc the course he has indicated; but, in the | 


Mr. COBB. A gentleman near me states that | 


gress; and I am told by the late chairman of the | 


that I heard the inquiry of the Chair, and that I i 
was of the opinion the gentleman from Alabama i 


by the gentleman from New York, declare i 
at I shall never introduce a proposition | 


| 


i 
| 
i 
t 
| 
i 
i 
| 
{ 
| 


business. I believe that economy demands the 
If 1 did not think so, . 
1 would not offer it, and advocate its adopticn. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
|| Mr. SEWARD. ‘The Speaker distinctly in. | 1: 
quired of the gentleman from Alabama if he | 


of the House do not wish the passage of the reso- |! 


i 
i 
i 


But, as it seems that the gentleman from Ala- | 
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duced, nor, indeed, 
did I say thatit ought not to pass. I only asked 
that we might hear what was to be said in favor 
and what against the resolution, and that then 
action should be taken on it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It is true that 
this debate should be closed, and I therefore now 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Iwouldask the gentle- 
man to withdraw his call, in order that I may 
offer an amendment giving power to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it for that pur- 
pose provided, when the gentleman has offered hig 
amendment, he will renew the call for the pre- 
vious question, without debate. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I will renew the call. ` 
I now submit the amendment that I have in- 
dicated; and the amendment being received I re- 
new the call for the previous question. 

Mr. MACE. [ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw the call for the previous question, in 
į order that I may submit an amendment to author- 
ize the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads to employ a clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it for that pur- 
poe I think that committee ought to have a 
clerk, 

Mr. MACE. 1 offer the amendment I have sug- 
gested; and renew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can the resolution 
of the gentleman from Mississippi be amended ? 
It is reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It comes in by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendment is not relevant to the original 
resolution, and is therefore not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Isthere then anything now 
before us but the original resolution > i 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

_ Mr. QUITMAN. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the call for the pre- 
vious question is not sustained, will the original 
resolution be thea open for amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. MARSHALL. A substitute may be sub- 
mitted? 

Mr. JONES. 
miitee? 

The SPEAKER. It will be subject to any 
amendment germane to the résolution. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the call for the previous 
; question is not sustained, I shall move, as a sub- 
slitute for the resolution, that the committees 
| which had clerks at the last session be authorized 
to employ clerks for this. 

Mr. ORR. That would not be germane. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not rele- 
vant, and would not be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. During the last Con- 
gress many committees were allowed clerks for 
a limited period. : 

Memser. For the short session? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The short and long 
sessions, both of them. Some had clerks for 
thirty days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sisippi calls for the previous question. By unani- 
mous consent, the gentleman will proceed with 
his explanation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not care to make 
the statement. [will only ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi whether he thinks it will be neces- 
savy for that committee to have the services of a 
clerk for the entire session, or can he fix a shorter 
period? 


| Mr. QUITMAN. 


i 


In reference to the same com- 


I will pledge myself to the 


= gentleman from Hlinois that the committee will 
| discharge the clerk whenever they think his ser- 


| vices are no longer required. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON, That is sufficient. 

The. previous question received a second, and 
the. main question was ordered to be put; and 
being put, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MACE. lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer this resolution: 


‘Resolved; That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be allowed acierk, with the usual compensation. 


Mr: HOUSTON. TI object. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise toa question of order. 
‘We fall into confusion whenever we attempt to 
depart from the regular order of business. I de- | 
sire to know what is the next business in order? 
The SPEAKER. The election of a Chaplain, 

under the order of the House. 


Mr. MILLSON. I call for the regular order 
of business, : 


CHAPLAIN TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the House, 
some days ago, determined to proceed to the elec- 
tion of a Chaplain, I put in nomination the name 
of Elder Robert C. Leichman, of Prince William 
county, Virginia. The nomination was made 
without his knowledge, and of course without 
his consent. He is one of those who believe that | 
preference should be given to no denomination of 
Christians—— 

Mr. STANTON. Isthis debate in order? If 
a speech be made in favor of one candidate, it can ; 
be ‘made in favor or against any other. 

Mr. JONES. [am going to withdraw the nom- 
ination. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I make no objection. 

Mr. JONES. Imerely wish to say, iñ justice 
to the gentleman to whom I have referred, that T 

* put his name in nomination without his knowl- 
edge or consent. He isamember of that branch 
of the Christian Church who are opposed to all 
connection between Stateand Church. They are 
opposed to the employment of chaplains by this 

overnment; and he would not, in my opinion, 
accept of the office even if he were unanimously 
elected. Therefore, I withdraw his name from 
nomination. 

Mr: FLAGLER. I desire to ask if it would 
be inorder to move an indefinite postponement 
of this election? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. FLAGLER. Imake the motion for the 
reason that I prefer the existing arrangement, by 
which the clergymen of this city and 'George- 
town officiate alternately at the opening of our 
sessions. Therefore, for the purpose of getting || 
rid of this subject, 1 make the motion. 

Mr. BENSON. I am requested by my col- 
league, (Mr. Know ron,] who is now absent, to 
state that he put in nomination the name of Rev. | 
Mr. Conway without that gentleman’s knowl- | 

| 


1 


edge or consent, and desires me to withdraw it. 
Mr. JONES. I suppose, sir, that, if this mo- | 
tion to postpone indefinitely is agreed to, then the į 
order some time since adopted, on the motion of | 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Downertt,] | 
will be in force? i 
The SPEAKER. It will. | 
Mr. JONES. Then it willbe at the pleasure of | 
the ministers of the Gospel of the District to make || 
an arrangement among themselves to attend here | 
“as suits their convenience. I hope, therefore, that | 
this motion will be adopted, and the election be | 
indefinitely postponed. i 
Mr. FLORENCE. Upon the motion to post- | 
pone I demand the yeas and nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
Mr. SANDIDGE. Having paired off with a | 
gentleman from Ohio, I shall not be at liberty to : 
vote upon this question, but I wish to say one | 
word as to what I would like to see done by this ; 


1 
{ 


| senting his resolution to the House? 


House in reference to this matter. Lam perfectly | 
satisfied with the present arrangement, and would |} 
like to see this House go on under the rule already |; 
adopted. At the opening of every session of |; 
Congress, the ministers, not only of this city, but || 
of the surrounding country, come here, either in f 
person or through their agents, and log-roll to || 
obtain the position of Chaplain. 1 think it high i 
time that this system should be abolished. If it 4] 
is an office to be conferred, I think it should he |! 
conferred alike upon all the ministers of this city, | 
and they should be invited to appear here and | 
officiate alternately, according to arrangement || 
amdng themselves, as Chaplain of this House, | 
and they should all be paid what is now paid to |) 


one. : | hope this matter will be postponed, and 


that we shall go on under the existing arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Did I understand the Chair 
to decide that the resolutions which were intro- 
duced by me and adopted, in relation to this matter, 
previous to the organization, of the House, will 
be the standing order if this motion prevails? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution referred to is a subsisting order, 
and has been acted upon up to this time. 

Mr. DOWDELL. I shall then vote for the 
pending motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire information before 
I vote upon the proposition to postpone. I desire 
to be informed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
and by the House, what would be the practical 
effect of postponing the election of a Chaplain in- 
definitely. Under the present order of the House 
the clergymen of this city have been invited to 
entertain us with their prayers. [Laughter.] I 
desire to know how those gentlemen are to be 
paid? Iam perfectly willing that those gentle- 
men should favor us with that which we so much 
need; but how are they to be paid? 

Mr.MILLSON. [Irise to a question of order. 
Is all this debate in order? 

TheSPEAKER,. The Chair assigned the floor 
to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. San- 
DIDGE,] before any response was made to the call 
of the roll. The motion to postpone is an original 
question before the House; and upon it the main 
question has not been ordered, and therefore it is 


j in order to debate that question. 


Mr. MILLSON, Is discussion of the ques- 
tion of postponement in order after the House 
has decided that the main question shall be put 
upon the original proposition? 

TheSPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the main question was exhausted when the ori- 
ginal resolution was adopted. The resolution 
ordering an clection has been adopted, and the 
motion to postpone is an original question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I intend to vote for an 
indefinite postponement, of this question, pro- 
vided the clergy of this city who shall entertain 
us shall be restricted in their compensation to 
what would be allowed to a Chaplain, if one was 
elected; but, sir, if those gentlemen are to come 
here and call upon us to pay cach one of them 


such sum as they may choose to charge, I am | 


opposed to a postponement, and opposed to the 
present plan. I desire to know of the gentleman 
from Alabama what was his expectation in pre- 
I desire 
that the House shall vote understandingly upon 
the question. 

Mr. DOWDELL. There is nothing suggested 
in the resolution about compensation. As far as 
Lam concerned, I left that out intentionally, in 
order that we might have prayers without pay 
out of the Federal Treasury; and until the preach- 


ers ask for payl suppose that question will not | 


be before the House. 

I have myself conversed with some of the min- 
isters in this city on the subject, and I understand 
that they did not look for or expect a salary. 
They were willing to comply with the request of 
this body, and open its sessions with prayer with- 
out pay, at least out of the Federal Treasury. If 
contributions were offered voluntarily by mem- 
hers, well and good. They doubtless would be 
thankfully received; and surely “the laborer is 
worthy of his hire.” By adopting this motion, 
Mr. Speaker, and thereby continuing in operation 
the resolutions which I introduced before the or- 
ganization of the House, we get all the benefits 
claimed for the chaplaincy—continue in spirit the 
customs of our fathers, and avoid the objections 
urged against the system. Under these resolu- 
tions no money will be taken out of the Treasury, 
and not the shghtest discrimination will be made 
between the different denominations of Christians 
in our country. In rotation a representative of 
each branch of the Christian Church will be called 
upon and invited to perform this duty, and I am 
eet they will cheerfully comply. Our de- 
iberations will thus be opened with prayer, as 
they should be, and I imagine there will be found 
none to object. Those who attend should be en- 
titled to the privileges of the floor, and will be. 
They can mingle with us, and I apprehend we 
shall lose nothing, but gain much, by social inter- 
course daily with humble, pure, and holy men. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McMutur] 
will therefore understand that, so far as I intended’, 
my resolutions will take nothing out of the Treas- 
ury... As the Chair has stated that they will be 
the subsisting order of the House, if the pending 
motion to postpone prevails, I consider it unneces-. 
sary to offer them again, as I had contemplated 
doing a few days since. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iam very much gratified 
to have the response which we have just received 
from the gentleman from Alabama; and I do hope 
that we have piety enough, and practical Christi- 
anity enough, left in the city of Washington to 
entertain us without money and without price. I 
shall therefore vote with great pleasure to post- 
pone the resolution indefinitely; and whenever 
the clergy of the city of Washington shall be un- 
willing to come and entertain us without money 
and without price, then it will be time enough for 
us to elect a Chaplain and pay him. I was going 
to call for the previous question, but as I see a 
gentleman desiring to address the House, 1 will 
not do so. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I avail myself, sir, of 
the present occasion to present to the considera- 
tion of the Elouse a memorial on this subject, 
which I received this morning from R, L. Hen- 
drix, and one hundred and forty-eight other citi- 
zens of the county of Henderson, in the State of 
Tennessee,in which they protest against the elec- 
tion and payment of a Chaplain by this House. 
I only received it this morning, and avail myself 
of the first opportunity to present it. I will re- 
mark that the petitioners are too far removed from 
the store of Federal bounty to expect its aid or 
ask its favor. They belong to that respectable 
class of people 

Mr. FLAGLER, (interrupting.) Is this me- 
morial in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessce does not propose to present the memorial. 
He is merely stating the substance of it, and in 
doing so is in order. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, (resuming.) They are 
from that section of the country in which the 
people are so respectable, and so little skilled in 
political machinery, that I do not suppose any one 
of them has ever before signed a memorial to be 
pe to Congress upon any subject. They 
have embodied their objections to the election of 
a Chaplain in a strong argument, which is worthy 
the attention of the members of this House. 

Several Memners. Read it. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The argument is short, 
brief, pertinent. Ifany reasons can be urged on 
this subject that would be perfectly unanswerable, 
l think this memorial contains them. The hasty 
examination Ihave given the memorial convinces 
my judgment that their objections are reasonable 
—I will not say unanswerable. The petitioners, 
in part, belong to that influential .and respectable 
class of Christians with which my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. enen] is, of late, inclined to 
consort. [Laughter.] I do not know them to be 
‘‘Hard-Shell Baptists;’’ but, if they are, let me 
assure the House that no denomination of Chris- 
tiansis more distinguished for unpretending piety 
and Christian meekness. In the immediate sec- 
tion of country in which I reside, their politics— 
like their religion—is subject to no innovation, 
Those who are my neighbors are of the Demo- 
cratie faith; and I rarely ever knew one who was 
not both able and willing to pay his debts. 
{Laughter.] If it be in order, and general con- 
sent be given, I will ask to have the petition read. 
[Cries of * Read! read!??] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to send it to the Clerk, and have it read. 

There being no objection, the petition was ac- 
cordingly read, as follows: 


MEMORIAL. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Untied States: 


The undersigned, citizens of the State of Tennessee, 
deeming the employment of a large number of chaplains or 
national clergy by Congress and through its authority, at the 
expense of Government, a serious violation of our rights of 
conscience, and of those principles of civil and religious 
equality and freedom, sought to be protected by the provis- 
ions of our national Constitution, respectfully call your at- 
tention to some of their reasons for asking the immediate 
abolition of the office of national chaplain in Congress, in 
the Army, and Navy, and elsewhere. 

Ist. By ARTICLE 10th, of AMenpmenrs, the Constitution 
provides that “ The powers not delegated to the United States 


| by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
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reserved to the States respectively, or TO THE PEOPLE,” and the 
right of emptoying clergymen to preach or pray for the peo- 
ple, or any portion of them, not being delegated to Congress, | 
either directly or constructively, we claim, as a reserved 
right, sacred, inalienable, and absolutely essential to our 
civil and religious freedom. 

2d. By Arr. 1, of AMENDMENTS, the Constitution pro- 
vides that “ Congress shall make no law respecting an estab- 
Ushment of religion,” and we deem the appointment of a 
clergyman of any sect, an establishment, to a certain extent, 
of the religion of that sect. Inasmuch ashe is thereby made 
an officer of Government, the doctrines preached by him 
in his official capacity must be considered as those of the 
sovernment whose acknowledged agent he is, and by whom 
he is paid for promulgating his sectarian views, with money 
drawn from the whole people, nine tenths of whom, per- 
haps, hold sentimenis entirely at variance with those they 
are thus hy law comp elled to support. 

3d. By Arr. 6, § 3, the Constitution declares that “ No 
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to ANY 
office or public trust under the United States,” and, from the 
very nature of the office of chaplain, a religious test is an in- 
dispensable prerequisite to determine the qualification of a 
candidate therefor, as the employment of a non-protessor 
of religion, or an avowed infidel, to such office, would be an 
inevitable absurdity. Such an office or public trust is most | 
clearly unconstitutional. Tt is an office to which all citizens 
are not equally eligible without a religious test, as contem- 
plated by that instrument from whieh Congress derives all 
its rightful powers. 

4th. The immense increase of the number of chaplains 
employed by the Government within the past few years, las 
alarmed us to apprehend that an extension of the 
may ultimately subject us to all the onerous and opp 
features ofan unholy union of Chureh and State, witi w 
the world has been so g ievously burdened in Wi ages, and 
from which we had hoped we were forever delivered by the 
glorious epoch of the American Revolution. ‘Phe report of 
the Judiciary Committee of tha House of Representatives 
to the last Congress, at i ON, ON the su 
numerous petitions for tl ition of the chapi 
that the number of national clergy which the cit 
country are annually forced to support, by indirect t 
j follows : rHirty in the Army; ¥ 'TY-TOUR in the 
vy, and Two in Congress! besides a large number at the | 
various naval and military chools, stations, and outposts 3 
and at various missionary stations, ostensibly as teacher 


į 
y, shows | 
| 
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abject of the |: 


7th. While we reverence religion as a divine institution, 
only claiming the free exercise of our own consciences con- 
cerning it, we firmly believe thatall attempts of human gov- 
ernments to foster it will result similarly to that of Constan- 
tine, in its corruption and great detriment, and inrearingan 
ecclesiastical aristocracy of hireling hypocrites who wilt 
assume the clerical character 
ultimately lead to all the oppressive proscription, imposi- 
tions, and persecutions which have resulted from the same 
policy in the Roman and all other European Government: 

We, therefore, earnestly pray your honorable bodies to 
carefully consider the unconstitutionality, injustice, and op- 
pression of the national chaplaincy system, and to abolish 
| the office of chaplain wherever it may exist by vour author- 
i ity, thereby restoring us the liberty of contributing our own 
; money for such religious and charitable purposes only as 
our consciences may approve. 


Mr ETHERIDGE. As the House has in- 
dulged me, somewhat out of order, in permitting 
the memorial to be read, which presents the 
| Views of that respectable portion of my constit- 
uents whohave signed it, it might, perhaps, be 
improper for me to detain the House a moment 
longer with any remarks of mine. However, I 
| may say, that I will be satisfied if the proposition 
! of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Downexr] 
į prevails, requesting the clergymen of this city to 
; open the proceedings of the House with prayer 
i during the present session of Congress. The 
| object which we would accomplish by the elec- 


shall, myself, vote for the motion to postpone, 

because, by postponing this election, and invit- 
‘ing the clergy of theeity to attend every morning 
and open the session with prayer, if they think 
| proper, you will have respected the sentiment of 
i 


[i . + . . 
ṣi tion of Chaplain will then have been attained. I! 


daily proceedings should begin with an appeal to 
Almighty God—a labor of love which any Chris- 


ot Indian schools. The egregate amount which we are 
annually compelled to pay tor the support of cke gymen, as Í 
officers which the Constitution gives Congress no power to | 
ereate or impose upon us, but on the conte positively pro- | 
hibits, cannot therefore vary far trom a quarter of a milion | 
of dollars annually! Should the number of national clap- | 
lains continue to inercase in the ratio of the past few years, i 
it Will soon equal that of the national cler y in the despo- ; 
tisms of the Old World, where the Churen and State are i 
allies in corruption and oppression. Indeed, we know of no À 
stopping place or limit that can be set to arrest its progress, | 
when precedent has overthrown the proicetive barriers of 
the Constitution. i 
5th. We cannot perceive why clergymen should be sns- | 
tained by Government in either House of Congress, at our | 
military and naval stations, on board our vessels of war, | 
and in cach regiment of our Army, any more than in each | 
township, parish, district, or village throughout the land; f 
and to sanction the former could not be regarded otherwise | 
than as an assentto the extension of the same system that 
would place us upon a level with the priest-ridden despo- | 
tisins of the Old World. Ourmembers of Congress, military 
and naval officers, soldiery and seamen, are, or should be, 
paid a just compensation for their services, and be left, bike | 
all other citizens, to support any clergymen, or none, as their 
consciences may direct them, without Jegal agency or co- 
ercion, Neither Christianity nor the genius of our institu- 
tions contemplates any aristocracy predicated upon the 
clerical profession, and no special provision therefore is 
necessary by the Government to admit clergymen to our 
Army and Navy, as they may enlist like other men, and labor 
Jike Jesus himself and his apostles among the poor fisher- 
anon on the sea-side. If it be objected that few clergymen 
Would serve among the troops and marines upon such terms, } 
We ean only say that, ifactuated by correct religions motives, 
no minister would wait for Government gold to lead bim to 
his labors of love among them, and that uone but hypocrites 
would be debarred by the want of it. We think the Gov- 
ernment should not evince more religious zeal than pro- | 
fessed ministers of the gospel themselves by bribing them to 
perform religious service. If the clergymen in the Army 
and Navy lock for other compensation than the voluntary 
contribution of those among whom they labor, the various 
religious societies of the country might be more appropri- 
ately appealed to, as their funds are voluntarily contributed 
for such purposes 3 While those of the Government are taken 
for national purposes, by authority of law, equally from all į 
classes of citizens of whatever sects, and whether professors 
or non-professors of religion. 

Sth. Believing that religion is a matter entirely between 
man and his Maker, with which no human Government 
has a right to meddle, and that its true exercises must be | 

. Voluntary, it is equally humiliating and painful to us, as į 
Christians, and as citizens, to find the barbarous system of | 
persecution, which characterized the dark ages, employed 
at this day in our Army and Navy, to compel attendance 
upon the religious services of our national clergy. Among ! 
the many cases of the kind may be instanced the recent 
one of the private Duggan, who was sentenced by court- 
martial, at Fort Columbus, New York harbor, for neglecting ; 
to attend the chaplain’s religious services, after having been 
frequently punished for the same offense, to a FINE of five | 
dollars per month for six months, the torture of the hall and | 
chain for four months, and partial starvation upon bread and | 


water during the remaining two montis of solitary imprison- 
ment. We rejoice that a portion of bis sentence was re- 
mitted by the clemency of the Department, but deeply regret | 
that any religious persecution whatever is authorized by 
Government, or rendered necessary to military discipline, | 
by the employment of clergymen as Government officers to 
perform religious services in the Army and Navy. 


i! tons to creating the office of Chaplain, and ther 


| 


the same time, you will have removed the objec- 


by making it apolitical office, which my consti 
uents have so strongly urged in their memorial. 


I will remark again, that the petitionersare a part | 


of a highly respectable denomination of Chris- 
tians, and are earnest and sincere in the objec- 
{tions which they urge with so much apparent 


i! force. I would vote for no proposition which 


| would cause us to dispense entircly with the vol- 
untary offices of a Christian minister; but as we 
| will have their voluntary prayers and ministra- 


poned, I hope the motion to that effect will be 
agreed to. 

For myself, I confess that I have witnessed 
electioncering efforts connected with the chap- 
| laincy of the House which I think were not at 
a compatible with the ministerial character, 


tions whenever required if this clection be post- 
i 


These scenes will be obviated if the office is abol- 
lished, and our daily procecdings shall have been 
_ left to be opened by an appeal to Heaven from 
| Such ministers as may do so without any pecu- 
| niary incentive. 

To-morrow, I will present the petition under 
| the rale, and have it referred to the Committee 
| on the Judiciary. 
Mr. STANTON. I rise to a question of order. 
For myself, I think the only question for the 


|| House is, whether the proceedings of the House 


of our sponging our Gospel from the ministers of 

this city without compensating them, I have no 
| notion of any such thing. The question which I 
| desire to make to the Chair is this: The House 
: has adopted a resolution to proceed to the election 
| of Chaplain. Am I correct in that statement? 
| understand now, that there is a motion pending, 
l after the adoption of that resolution, to indefi- 
‘nitely postpone. Now, that is equivalent to a 
‘ rejection of the resolution. A. resolution, after 


| 

i 

| 

i 

Ho 

| should be opened with prayer. As to this idea 
| 

! 

| 


given day; but an indefinite postponeinent is ab- 
solutely inconsistent with the action which the 
House has just taken. I hold this motion to be 
entirely out of order and inadmissible; and I 
make that point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you mean that such 


Mr. STANTON. Yes; such a motion cannot 
Í be made after the resolution is adopted. When 


i! the Chair shall have disposed of this question of 


i order, I shall ask the previous question on the 
| resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
i calls the previous question upon the motion to 
postpone. 


from unholy motives, and } 


that portion of the people who think that our | 


tian minister would willingly perform—while, at | 


I 


being adopted, may be postponed definitely to a ; 


; a motion cannot be made? Is that your idea of it?! 


i Mr. GREENWOOD. T desiré to know if it 
| would be in order to commit this whole subject 
! to a select committee, composed of the clergymen 
| in this House? i 

i The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would 
i not be in order. f 

| Mr. GREENWOOD. If it is notin order, E 
have no proposition to make. I would like“to 
; make that disposition of the matter. 

| Mr. BRANCH, I wish to inquire if the me- 
: morial, read at the instance of the gentleman from 
f Tennessee, [Mr. Erurnince,] has been regularly 
|, presented to the House? 
| The SPEAKER. It has not. 

i Mr. BRANCH. Ifit had been, I should have 
|| proposed a reference of it. 

| Mr. FLAGLER. I appeal to the gentleman 
| from Ohio to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
|, vious question for a moment. 
ṣi Mr. STANTON. I would cheerfully do so, 
|! but there are numerous other genticmen who wish 
' to be heard; and if I give way to one, I must do 


,itforall. I thinkit is time that this matter should 
| be disposed of. 

| The previous question was seconded, and the 
i main question ordered to be now put. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone, with the following result—yeas 57, nays 58; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Branch, Broom, Cadwalader, Caskie, Williamson R. W, 
Cobb, Craige, Crawiord, Davidson, Dickson, Dowdell, Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, 
Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Knight, Lake, Lumpkin, 
Samucl S: Marshall. MceMullin, Smith Miller, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Quitman, Ruffin, Rast, 
Sabin, Savage, Scou, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Thurston, 
Wade, Williams, Winslow, and John V. Wright. 

NAYS—Ale: Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Bell, Hendley 
! S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Boyce, Brenton, Burlingame, 


i John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, 
» Dick, Dodd, Dunn, 


| Comins, Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean 1 
E » Granger, Harrison, 


vans, Florence, Thomas J, D. Fuller 
; Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knox, 
| Leiter, Hmnphrey Marshall, Killian Miller, Milson, Norton, 
|) Parker, Peunington, Perry, Phelps, Pike,Purviance,Puryear, 
ii Reade, Rivers, Robbins, Simmons, Stanton, Trafton, Vail, 


| Walbridge, Waldron, WHibu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 


i burn, Watkins, and Woodruff, 

i| [ln consequence of an crror in counting the 
|; votes by the Clerk, the motion was declared to be 
carried, by a vote of—yeas 63, nays 57.] 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Suerman. 

Mr. ORR stated that he was not within the 
bar when his name was called, or he should have 
| voted no. 

Mr. ELLIOTT stated that if he had been within 
the bar when his name was called, he should 
have voted ay. : 

Mr. LETCHER made the same statement. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to present certain communications from the 
War Department, which had been sent to the 
i Committee of Ways and Means; which were re- 
ferred to thatcommittee, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion, to enable me to ask for 
another member to be appointed on a committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to ask the consent 
of the House that another member may be added 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. I could 
present reasons, showing the necessiity of the 
appointment, that would be satisfactory to the 
House; but I understand it is usual to’ appoint 
additional members to that committee, and I pre- 
sume, therefore, no explanation will be necessary. 

There was no objection, and the proposition 
was assented to, 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire the consent of the 
Flouse to withdraw from the files the papers in 
the case of Mr. McGruder. The case has al- 
ready been passed upon in the Court of Claims, 
and they want the papers for the purpose of 
making up an interlocutory judgment. 

‘There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I offer the following 
resolution: : 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House 


fifty thousand extra copies of the map of Central America, 
recently prepared at the office of the Coast Survey. 
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-- Phe resolution-was referred, under the rule, to 
the Committee on Printing. 

My. SABIN. I ask, if there be no objection, 
that the following resolution may be adopted: 


1 Resolved, That the papers in the ease of the administra- i 


‘tor of Samuel Holgate ‘be referred to the Court of Claims, 
the same being now pending in said court for adjudication. 


-+Mr. DAVIDSON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ; j 


. The motion was. agreed to; and thereupon (at 
jhalf-past three o’clock) the House adjourned 
antil to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 21, 1856. 

¿Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
~The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


: Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 


z PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HUNTER presented an additional paper 
in relation to the claim of Lucy Tate for a pension; 
which, with her petition on the files of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
‘Claims. 


Also, the petition of Thomas Gregory Smith, | 


raying that some honorary testimonial be offered 
by Congress to the memory of Lieutenant Mat- 
thew Smith, who fell at the battle of Germantown, 
in the revolutionary war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented additional papers in 
relation to the memorial of Harriet L. B. Ruth, 
for compensation due to her son, for magnetic 
and meteorological observations made at Girard 
College; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Library. i 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a lct- 
ter of José Manuver GarLeaos, Delegate in Con- 

ress from the Territory of New Mexico, asking 
that provision may be made for indemnifying the 
citizens of that Territory who have suffered by 
Indian depredations; which was referred to the 
‘Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
Foxhall A: Parker, a captain in the Navy, praying 
for the reimbursement of certain expenditures 
made by him on public account, while in command 
of the frigate Brandywine in the Chinese seas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave been requested to 


ask leave to withdraw some papers in reference 
to the case of Mrs. Nancy W eathersford, widow 
of William Weathersford. A portion of the pa- 
pers relating to her case are in the Senate, and a 
portion in the House. A bill has been intro- 
duced into the House in reference to the matter, 
and it is desirable that the papers should be to- 
gether. I ask leave, therefore, to withdraw the 
papers in the case of Nancy Weathersford, for the 


purpose of having them used in reference to the ; 


game matter in the House. 
-. There being no objection, leave was granted. 


‘On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Ann Robinson; the petition 
of the heirs of Edward Rudd; the petition of Mary Martin, 
widow of Robert Lindsay; the petition of Henry A. Wise, 
and the petition of the legal representatives of William 
Bean, all praying for compensation out of the fund provided 
under the treaty of Ghent for slaves captured by the British 
during the war of 1812, be withdrawn from the files, and 
referred to the Cominittee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of William 
Flannagan and William Parsons, praying for indemnity for 
Josses sustained in building the frigate Java under contract 
with.the United States, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the vestry of Washington 
parish, asking Congress to purchase an additional number 
of burial sites in the Congressionai Burying-Ground, be with- 


drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Buildings. 
On motion by Mr. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Azel Spalding, praying for 
compensation for services as pension agent, be withdrawn 
fromthe files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
On Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. BIGGS, it was . 


Ordered, Thatieave be granted to withdraw from the files 


of the Senate the papers relating to the sale of a portion of | 
| the land adjoining the arsenal at Fayetteville, North Caro- 


lina, for the purpose of being used in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the papers in the case of Gibson & Co., Gib- 
son & Bell, and John Gibson & Co., praying for a remission 
of duties. 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Robert Sewall, 
praying for compensation for property destroyed during the 
late war with Great Britain, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. TOUCEY gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an “‘ Act to 
increase the efficiency of the Navy.” 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART. There was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands the petition of the 
heirs of Samucl Miller, praying for commutation 
pay on account of services during the Revolution. 
This subject properly belongs to_the Commit- 
tee ou Revolutionary Claims; and I am therefore 
instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back the memorial, and ask to have it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


` Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom were referred various 
petitions, praying for the benefit of the resolu- 
tions of the Continental Congress for the relief 
of officers of the revolutionary army, reported a 
bill to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
officers of the revolutionary army, and of the 
widows and orphan children of those who died 
in the service; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. He also submitted 
a report on the subject; which was ordered to be 
printed. 
CHANGE OF NAME OF BRIG VIGIE. 

Mr. DODGE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report a bill (S. No. 108) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
change the name of the French-built brig Vigie 
to Minnie. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to consider it and pass it now. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to change 
the name of the French-built brig Vigie, now 
owned by John Cummins, of Charleston, South 
Carolina, to that of Minnie, and to issue a register 
in that name, provided it shall be proved to his 
satisfaction that the repairs put upon the vessel 
in the United States are equal to three fourths of 
her cost when repaired. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ‘and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time and 
passed. 


EMPLOYES IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. HUNTER, 


lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, Treasury, In- 
terior, War, and Navy, the Postmaster General and Attor- 
ney General, be required to report to the Senate, as carly 
as practicable, the number of messengers and employés 
other than clerks now employed in the several offices and 
bureaus of the Executive Departments at Washington city, 
and the amount of compensation now paid to each; also, 
the number of such employés, whether denominated mes- 
sengers, packers, Jaborers, watchmen, or otherwise, and 
each of them respectively, that are required to be employed 
iu said offices and bureaus for the proper dispatch of the 
public business, with the annual compensation which 
should be paid for the services of each of the respective 


I present the following reso- 


classes of said employés, with a view to legislation providing į 


uniform compensation therefor. 
I will state, in regard to this resolution, that 


its object is to meet a number of petitions that į 


are presented to the Committee on Finance, from 
messengers and laborers, complaining that their 
pay is unequal. We wish to ascertain from the 
heads of the Departments how many they will 
want, and what rate of compensation they think 
ought to be paid. I hope the resolution will be 
now adopted. A 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 


resolutions; which were considered by. unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate any correspond- 
ence which may have taken place between the Illinois 
Central Raiiroad Company and any of the Departments of 
the Government. on the subject of transporting the United 
States mails over said railroad; also, such correspondence 
as may have been had with reference to the transportation 
of munitions of war, public moneys, and other property of 
the United States, as well as the United States mails. 

Resolved, That the President be requested also to com- 
municate to the Senate whether any further legislation may 
be necessary to enforce a compliance with the provisions 
of the act of Congress, approved 20th September, 1850, for 
transporting the United States mails, munitions of war, and 
other public property, and making a grant of land to the 
Stute of Thinois, to aid said State in the construction of said 
railroad. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The correspondence 
between the American Minister at Valparaiso and 
the Government of Chili was called for in May, 
1854, and by some means or other it was referred 
by mistake to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, without being printed. I have spoken to 
the chairman of that committee, and I wish that 
communication of the President to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. I do not propose to have 
i printed any extra copies; and I hope there will 
tbe no objection to my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have heretofore omitted to 
make a motion to refer the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Finance. [now submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIBRARY FOR YOUNG MEN. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 
referred a bill (S. No. 87) to establish a library 
for young men the District of Columbia, to report 
it back with an amendment, and recommend its 
passage. For reasons which I will state as soon 
as the bill shall be read, I am further instructed 
to ask that it be put on its passage now. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to constitute James Dunlop, 
Chief Justice of the Circuit Court of the District 
of Columbia; John T. Towers, Mayor of the 
city of Washington; Henry Addison, Mayor of 
the city of Georgetown; Joseph Ilenry, Secre- 
tary of the Smithsonian Institute; John S. Mee- 
han, Librarian for Congress, and their successors 
in their respective offices, with such persons as 
the Mayors of the two cities may designate, a 
corporate body forever, under the name of Co- 
lumbia’s Library for Young Men. It provides 
further, that the corporation may receive and 
possess property, real and personal, for the pur- 

oses of the library; and if a lot and house shall 

e granted or devised for the library, and occupied 
by the corporation, provision is made that no 
sale of it shall be made without the consent of 
Congress. The bill gives power to the corpora- 
tion to appoint needful officers, and make all 
necessary rules for the regulation of the library; 
and to receive permanent aid from the cities of 
the District. It is to be exempt from municipal 
taxation, i 

Mr. BROWN. The only amendment which 
the committee propose is, to limit the amount of 
property which may be held by this corporation 
to $100,000. They did not think it proper to 
allow them to go to an unlimited amount. In 
reference to the bill itself, which I am desired by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to have 
put on its passage now, I am requested to say, 
i| that a citizen of this District, whose name I am 
not at liberty to mention, but who is a man of 
large fortune, proposes to make a donation of a 
large sum of moncy to this library so soon as the 
bill shall be passed. It is desirable, therefore, to 
have it passed as soon as possible. It appropri- 
ates no money, and does not complicate the Gov- 
' ernment with the matter at all. It is a subject 
i exceedingly interesting to the young men of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, and I sup- 
pose there will be no objection to allowing the 
bill to be passed at once. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to, and the bill, as amended, was reported to the 
Senate. The amendment was concurred in, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. Itwas read a-third time, and passed. 
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RESOLUTIONS ON THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will proceed 
to dispose of the resolutions on the Calendar in 
their order. The first is a resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] calling 
for information in reference to the disturbances 
in Kansas. 

Mr. BROWN. I thought that subject had 
been postponed until Monday, on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] 

The PRESIDENT. The subject postponed 


was the President’s message in regard to Kansas. | 


Mr. BROWN. This relates to the same sub- 
ject, and I move to postpone its further consid- 
eration until Monday, so that the Senator from 
Tennessee may have the whole matter before him. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. Hare.] ane 

Mr. BROWN. I make the same motion in 
reference to that resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one proposing to purchase seventy copies of Lip- 
pincott’s Gazetteer, 

Mr. STUART. That resolution was submit- 
ted some time ago by the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Sewarp,| who is now absent. [ 
move that its further consideration be postponed 
for the present. G 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one submitted by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Crirrenpen,] in reference to the naval 
retiring board. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. In the presentsituation 
of the subject to which the resolution relates, I do 
not wish to press it upon the time or attention of 
the Senate now, but I desire to move the post- 
ponement of its further consideration to some 
convenient day. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
table for the present. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one directing the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
Navy. 

Mr. STUART. ‘That is a resolution which 
was submitted by my colleague, [Mr. Cass,] who 
isnot now present. I move that its further con- 
sideration be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution is 
one instructing the Committee on the Judiciary 
to inquire whether the provisions of the ‘act to 
promote the efficiency of the Navy” are in accord- 
ance with the Constitution of the United States. 
Itis a resolution which was submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare.] 

Mr. BROWN. As that Senator is not present, 
I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the resolution until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL DOOLEY. 


The PRESIDENT. The next resolution on 
the Calendar is one providing for compensation 
to the widow of Michael Dooley. 

Mr. EVANS. This is a resolution which was 
submitted by the Senator from New York, {Mr. 
Sewanp,] on whicha report was made by the Com- 


Let it lie on the 


mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- | 


penses of the Senate. Atthe time when the report 
was made I did notask the Senate to act upon it, 
because the Senator who offered the original res- 
olution was not present. I do not think, how- 
ever, thatthere would now be any impropriety in 
disposing of the subject, although the report of 
the committee does not recommend the adoption 
of the resolution, but proposes an amendment 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution is befor 
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the Senate. The question is on reeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The original resolution offered by Mr. Sewarn 
on the 3d of January was: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the con tingent fund 
of the Senate, to the widow of Michael Dooley, the late 
superintendent of the folding-room, the sum of $150 for 
funeral expenses, and the salary of the said deceased until 
the close of the present session. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike" 
out the words, “and the salary of the said de- 
ceased until the close of the present session,” 
and to insert in lieu of them, ‘one quarter’s sal- 
ary to be computed from the day of his death.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT. All the resolutions having 
been disposed of, the Chair will present to the 
Senate, in their order, the bills on the Calendar 
for consideration. The first bill on the Calendar 
is a bill (S. No. 1) making an appropriation for 
deepening the channel over the St. Clair Flats, in 
the State of Michigan, which was introduced by 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 hope that bill will lie over. 
All bills of this nature should come up together. 
I move to postpone its further consideration for 
the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill (S. No. 2) making an appropriation 
for deepening the channel over the flats of the St. 
Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan, which 
was Introduced by Mr. Cass; the bill (S. No. 14) 
to remove obstructions to navigation in the mouth 


| of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass, 
and Pass 41’Outre, which was introduced by Mr. 
i Suwwex1; and the bill (S. No. 53) for the improve- 


ment of the navigation of the Patapsco river, and 
to render the port of Baltimore accessible to the 
war steamers of the United States, introduced by 
Mr. Prarr, were severally passed over for the 
same reason. 

PILOTAGE. 


The PRESIDENT. ‘The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is onc which was introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, [Mr. SLIDELL,] relating to 
pilotage. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senate will con- 
sent to consider this bill now. It was reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and passed 
without objection at the last session of Congress. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, to consider the bill, (S. No. 13,) which i 


roposes to enact that the several laws of the 
Jnited States relating to pilots on steamboats 
and other steam vessels, an especially the act of 


Congress approved August 30, 1852, entitled “An | 


act to amend an act to provide for the betier 
security of the lives of passengers on board of 


i vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,’’ shall not be so con- | 


strued as to affect, annul, or impair the force or 
validity of the laws of any State regulating pilot- 
age in Its ports, or harbors, or over the bars at the 
mouths of rivers, where those bars are within the 
territorial jurisdiction of the State. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Iverson] inquires what is the object of the 


bill? I will state very briefly what isits purpose. | 


The laws regulating steam vessels, which were 
intended to be coniined in their application to 
boats navigating the rivers of the country, re- 
quire that pilots shall be permanently employed 
aud be periodically subjected to the inspection 
of a board constituted for that purpose. It was 
never intended to apply to vessels navigating the 
ocean entering our ports from abroad. If it does 
apply to them, it conflicts with State laws on the 
subject. I regret that my colleague, (Mr. Bex- 
gamin,] who isa member of the Committee on 
Commerce, and who reported this bill at the last 
session, is not at the present moment in his place. 


| If he were here, he would corroborate my state- 


ment that the bill received the unanimous sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce, and was 


pee without objection in the Senate last year: 
hope the same course will be pursued now. 

The bill was reported to the Senaté without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. ni 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will now have 
its third reading, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FISH. If the Senator from Louisiana has 
no objection, I should like that the final assage 
of this bill shomld be delayed. {wish to have an 
opportunity to investigate it. My attention has 
not been called to it until this moment, and it 
strikes me that it may possibly conflict with some 
interests. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator from New 
York will state any plausible objection to the bill, 
perhaps an explanation may obviate it. 

Mr. FISH. I fear that it may affect, possibly, 
a conflict of laws between the States of New 
Jersey and New York, in regard to pilotage in 
the port of New York. Ido not say that there 
is any objection to the bill, for I have not exam- 
ined it. My attention has not been called to it 
until this moment. The bill has been ordered to 
a third reading; and, if there be no necessity for 
immediate action upon it, let it come up on Mon- 
day for its third reading. By that time it can be 
investigated. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I shall not insist upon the 
third reading of the bill now. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The third reading of the 
bill will be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. SLIDELL afterwards suid: I observe that 
my colleague is now in his place; and I think he 
will be able to give satisfactory assurances to the 
Senator from New York that the bill which was 
postponed this morning can, under no possible 
circumstances, conflict with the laws of New 
York and New Jersey in relation to pilotage. It 
is confined entirely “to séa-going vessels. Its 
object is to prevent the laws of the United States 
overruling the navigation laws of the States within ` 
waters exclusively State waters. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that there can 
be no objection to the passage of this bill. I do 
not see how it can affect the interests of the State 
of New York. ; 

Mr. FISH. I am not aware thatit can; I wish 
to investigate it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think this bill had . 
better lie over, I wish to look into it; I wish 
to see whether it will interfere with the bill which 
was passed to protect life on steamboats. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I suggest to my colleague 
to allow the bill to lie over until Monday. I think 
we can then pass it without objection. 

The PRESIDENT. The third reading of the 
bill will be postponed until Monday. 


JOIN H. HORNE. 


The bill (S. No. 46) for the relief of John H. 
Horne was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
John H. Horne, of Mississippi, the sum of 
$650 50. as A 

Mr. Horne became the purchaser of certain 
Indian reservations under the treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit Creek, and paid to the Indians, according 
to contract, fifty cents per acre for the land so 
purchased. Afterwards, the President of the 
United States (General Jackson) directed the 
patents to be withheld until Horne should pay 
an additional sum of seventy-five cents per acre. 
This he agreed todo. In December, 1838, A.A. 
Kincannon, Esq., was appointed an agent by the 
President to Investigate, adjust, and settle the 
matters in dispute growing out of the purchase of 
these reservations. To this agent, Horne paid 
the additional seventy-five cents per acre, and 
Kincannon reported the payment to the Depart- 
ment. He failed, however, to account for the 
money, and subsequently died insolvent. The 
Department refused to acknowledge the validity 
of the payment, and required Horne again to pay 
seventy-five cents per acre for the land, which he 
did—protesting that it was unjust. The official 
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g p hi 
was the agent of the Government, that he re- 


iadence exhibits the facts that Kincannon 


ceived the money in December, 1839; and that no 
objection was made to its reception until March; 
1843,- Then, for the first time, the Secretary of 
Wearnotified the agent that the currency in which 
the paynient was made had depreciated, and that 
the Government would not receive it... The com- 
mittee. think the last payment was improperly 
demanded. > j 
. Mrs BROWN. I hope this bill will be passed. 
The Government is in possession of $650—the 
money of this gentleman—to which it has no 
claim whatever. ‘This bill is to provide authority 
for paying it back to him. 

~My. SUMNER. I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi why this is not a matter 
for the consideration of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BROWN. The Committee on Indian 

Affairs thought that it was not proper to compel 
a man to incur the expense of litigating a claim 
inthe court, when the Government itself admits 
that it has. received. his money wrongfully, but 
cannot pay it back simply.on account of the want 
of:an appropriation.: ‘The committee were unan- 
imously. of. the opinion that it was better to pass 
a.bill making, the: appropriation. : 

“The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANSON DART. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 60) for the 
relief of Anson Dart. 

: The original bill, as introduced by Mr. Dopes, 
proposed to direct the proper accounting officers 
to account with and allow to Anson Dart, late 
superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon Terri- 
tory, for the time he served as such, the same 
compensation which was allowed by the act of 
March 3, 1852, to the superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California, deducting therefrom the com- 
pensation herctofore received by him as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for Oregon Territory. 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with an amendment to strike out 
«the same compensation as is allowed by the act 
of March 3, 1852, to the superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California,” and insert, ‘ $3,500 per 
annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE. The object of this bill is to 
make compensation to Mr. Dart for his services 
as superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon. It 
was reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs by the chairman, [Mr. Seuasrian;] but as 
he is too much indisposed to address the Senate 
on the subject, and inasmuch as I introduced the 
bill, I feel it to be my duty to say a few words. 

When this gentleman went to Oregon his salary 
was $2,500 It was understood then, however, 
that it was to be increased. There was an under- 
standing between the chairman of the Committce 
on Indian Affairs at that time, [Mr. Atchison,] 
and Mr. Dart, that the salary should be increased 
if possible. By some omission, however, it was 
not done. Mr. Dart was a faithful officer, and 
perfect quict reigned among the Indians during 
the time when he was superintendent. It scems 
to me to be nothing more than an act of justice 
to allow him the same compensation which was 
given tothe Indian superintendent in California; 
‘but I shall acquiesce in the proposition of the com- 
mittee to allow a less amount. I trust no objec- 
tion will be made to the bill. Ithas been reported 
unanimously from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. RUSK. The Committee on Indian Af 
fairs were unanimous upon this subject. I know 
that it is a bad practice to give increased compen- 
sation to an officer after his services have been 
performed; but it has been done in several in- 
stances, and in some cases which perhaps were 
not meritorious. There is no doubt that this isa 
meritorious case. It was distinctly stated to Mr. 
Dart, at the time of his appointment by the then 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that 
‘a bill which was then pending for an increase of 
the salary of the California superintendent should 
be made to include the superintendent in Oregon. 
‘That provision, according to my recollection, had 
‘the sanction of the Indian bureau; but by some 
oversight it was not included in the bill. Mr. 
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Dart went to Oregon'and performed his duties in 
avery satisfactory manner. He preserved peace 
among the Indians in Oregon, and brought back 
as good a report as perhaps any other superin- 
tendent. This bill, as it now stands, does not 
allow this gentleman the same compensation 
which has been accorded to the California super- 
| intendent, but simply adds $1,000 year to his 
salary. I think it ought to be passed at once. 
Mr. HUNTER. This may be a case for an 
exception to the general rule; but it seems to me 
to be a very dangerous precedent to establish the 
principle, 
an officer for the future, we must go back and 
| compensate him at the same rate for past services. 
‘This man accepted the office knowing what the 
pay was. i 
existing pay, orhe would not have accepted it. 
Nor do I think that we have assimilated the pay 


ifornia. It has been heretofore considered more 
expensive to live in California than anywhere else, 
and therefore we have compensated public officers 
there by a higher rate than in other places. Ido 
not dispute the merits of this Indian agent; but I 
| think the principle of the bill is a very bad one, 
| and I am afraid that we shall not end until we 
i establish it as a general rule, that when we in- 
Í crease an officer’s salary we must allow him 
| back pay. 

! Mr. DODGE. In reply to the honorable Sen- 
| ator from Virginia, I beg leave to say that Mr. 
! Dart was the first superintendent of Indian af- 
! 

| 

| 


fairs sent to Oregon, and he had, therefore, very 

reat difficulties to encounter in the performance 
| of his duties. That he was faithful is proved by 
| the sanction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
of his conduct in the discharge of his duties. Mr. 
| Dart was appointed by the last Administration. 
He and I do not agree in politics; but that differ- 


ence does not prevent me bearing testimony to 
his faithfulness and efficiency in the discharge of 
his public duties. As I have stated, he was the 
first Indian superintendent in Oregon; and for 
that reason he had to perform all the labors in- 
cident to the organization of the Indian system 
there. He was a poor man, and during his two 
or three years’ service in Oregon he reccived no 
more than was barely sufficient to cover his ex- 
penses. I am sure this honorable body will not 
| refuse to this meritorious man some compensa- 
| tion which a proper appreciation of his services 
necessarily requires. He stood high with the 
Administration of President Fillmore. {í have 
known him for eighteen years as a resident of 
| the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
| resent, and I have always considered him to be 
an honest, faithful, and upright man, competent 
| for the performance of any duty which he ever 
| undertook. 

Mr. RUSK. The Senator from Virginia is 

mistaken as to this bill. Asitnow stands it does 
not allow to this gentleman the compensation 
which has been received by the superintendent 
| of Indian affairs in California. This officer re- 
| ceived a salary of $2,500. The salary of the su- 
perintendentin California was $4,500. The pres- 
| ent bill proposes to allow $3,500 for the services 
| of this gentleman. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to call the 
| attention of the Senate to one other fact, in con- 
! firmation of what has been said by the Senator 
i from Wisconsin and the Senator’ from Texas. 
| The committee took into consideration the prin- 
| ciple stated by the Senator from Virginia, that 
| increased compensation should not be allowed for 
| services previously performed; but they thought 
| this case was fairly exempt from the operation 
! 


‘of that principle. “We all admit that it is bad 
policy to make extra compensation to officers 
i after their duties have been discharged, and they 
| are out of office. In this case, however, it seemed 
to the committee that there was very strong evi- 
| dence—evidence which it was scarcely possible 
to resist—that this gentleman accepted the office 
with the expectation,and witha positive promise, 
| that his compensation should be increased at that 
session of Congress; and that it was not increased 
i in consequence of an accident. . 

I understand further, as stated by the honorable 
| Senator from Wisconsin, that during the three 


| years while this gentleman was at the head of 


| the Oregon superintendency, he preserved peace 


iin a large extent of country now comprising the 


that whenever we increase the pay of | 


He was willing to take it with the | 


| of officers in Oregon with that of officers in Cal- | 
{ 
| 


P aars enaar 


Territories of Oregon and Washington. I donot 
believe there was a single Indian disturbance in 
that region while he was in office. My opinion 
has always been in that it depended to a great 
extent on the officers of the Government whether 
or not we had Indian wars, particularly in a 
country where the Indians ‘are so small and are 
so much broken up as they are in this region. l 
may, however, be mistaken in that. Ido not 
wish to cast censure on any one; but I think this 
gentleman is entitled to some distinction for his 
services. In addition to the increased compen- 
sation which it is proposed to allow him, I should 
be willing, if it were possible, to confer on him 
some testimonial. When other officers who 
come here asking for increased compensation 
shall be able to show that they performed as 
i arduous dutics as this gentleman did, when he 
encountered all the difficulties and privations of 
a new country, at great personal expense, I 
should be willing to provide for their cases as 
coming within the same category. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 
| Whole, was concurred in. The bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB DODSON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 79) for the 
relief of Jacob Dodson, which was reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, It proposes 
to direct the proper accounting officers of the 
Government to allow to Jacob Dodson, a colored 
! man, who, on the 7th of July, 1846, at the Amer- 
| ican Forks, in California, volunteered as a private 
| for “ during the war” in Captain Richard Owen’s 
| company of the California battalion, and who 
| was discharged on the 14th of April, 1847, at Los 
Angeles, in California, all the pay and allowances 


|i to which he would be entitled under the existing 


| laws, in the same manner as if he had been legally 
enlisted in, and honorably discharged from, the 
service of the United States, deducting the sum 


|| of $281, paid to him by Colonel J. C. Frémont 


for his services as a member of the exploring 


|| expedition within this period. 
| Mr. WELLER. This bill was passed by the 


Senate at the last session of Congress, but was 
not acted on in the House of Representatives. It 


|| is for the relief of a colored man in the employ 


of the Senate, whom Senators may recollect. He 
enlisted as a private in Captain Owen’s.company, 
‘and served with him during the whole of Coloncl 
Frémont’s campaign in California; but in conse- 
| quence of his being a colored man he could not 
be legally mustered. All that we propose in this 
bill is to give him what he would have received 
if he had been of a different color—in other words, 
if he had been a white man. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BANK OF MISSOURI. 

The Senate, as in Committce of the Whole, 
next considered the bill, (S. No. 63,) which was 
introduced by Mr. Gever, and reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to authorize 
and direct the settlement of the account of the 
Bank of the State of Missouri for money ad- 
vanced for the subsistence and transportation 
of volunteers. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
to audit the account of the Bank of the State of 
Missouri against the United States, for moneys 
advanced in the year 1846 for subsistence and 
transportation of certain companies of volunteers, 
which, by order of General E. P. Gaines, assem- 
bled at St. Louis, Missouri, in the months of May 
and June of that year, with the view of being 
mustered into the service of the United States, in 
the same manner as if those companies had been 
regularly received into the service, and to pay the 
balance which may be found to be due to the bank, 
with interest, with a proviso that the amount to be 
paid shall not exceed the sum of six hundred and 
sixty-three dollars and seventy-eight cents, with 
interest from the Ist of June, 1846, and that the 
account be sustained by such vouchers as are 
reguitod in similar cases. 

The report states, that during the late war with 


| Mexico, in May and June, 1846, under a requisi- 
ition of General Gaines upon the Governor of 


1856. 
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Missouri, thirteen companies of volunteers assem- 
bled at St. Louis, to be mustered into the service 
of the United States. After the arrival of these 
companies at St. Louis, it was determined to send 
only six of them to Mexico, and to disband the 
other seven compantes; which, being done, the 
Bank of Missouri, at the request of the Governor | 
of the State, and in good faith, paid the seven dis- 
banded companies their transportation to theplace 
of rendezvous and their subsistence until dis- 
charged; and the bank’s claim for reimbursement, 
having becn refused by the Treasury Department, 
is now brought before Congress. It has been the 
settled practice of Congress to repay States for | 
advances made under similar circumstances, and | 
the committee cannotsce any good reason for pur- 
suing a different course of policy in the present 
instance. 

These companies were regularly enlisted by the 
proper recruiting officers, and the actident of their 
not being received into the service should not tend | 
to their prejudice or injury. It is admitted that 
the companies were regularly enrolled; that they | 
assembled at St. Louis; that they were paid for the | 
period of time between their enlistment and their | 
discharge, and that they obtained their bounty 
lands for this service, under the decision of Ai- |! 
torney General Crittenden. 

In view of all the circumstances of the case, 
the committee decide that the amount advanced 
by the Bank of Missouri, with interest thereupon, 
should be repaid to the bank, particularly as the 
money was advanced at the request of the Gov- | 
ernor of the State, with the assurance that it 
should be promptly reimbursed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. i 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 3) authorizing and directing the Sceretary 
of War to furnish, in certain cases, verified copies 
of original papers, filed before the board for the |! 
examination of claims contracted in California | 
under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont. It confers | 
authority. on the Secretary of War to furnish to | 
the claimants, or their agents, verified copies of |} 
the original papers which have been filed as evi- 
dence of claims contracted in California under 
Licutenant Colonel Fremont with the board ap- 
pointed, agreeably to the requirements „of the | 
sixth section of the act of Congress making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1853, approved August 31, 
1852, together with the opinions, in full, of the 
board in cases where their opinions have been | 
recorded. i 
Mr. WELLER. It will be recollected, Mr. 
President, that the board which was originally | 
organized to adjust the claims growing out of the | 
operations of Colonel Frémont in California, was | 
discontinued at the last session of Congress; but | 
no disposition was made of the papers in those 
cases. The claims which had been filed before | 
the board were all turned over to the War De- | 
partment. The parties now desire to get certified | 
copies of the papers relating to their claims, in 
order to prosecute them before the Gourt of 
Claims. The object of this joint resolution is 
simply to authorize the Secretary of War to fur- | 
nish verified copies of the papers, in order that 
they may be presented to the Court of Claims. | 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
A message was received from the President of |! 


the United States, by Mr. Wessrmr, his Secre- ; 
tary, announcing that he had approved and signed 
the following bills of the Senate: fi 

An act to relieve the Commissioner of Pen- |i 
sions from the performance of certain clerical | 
duties; and 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to | 
the bark Monmouth. 


INDIAN DISTURBANCES ON THE PACIFIC. 


A message in writing was also received from 
the President of the United States, which was | 


i 
laid before the Senate, in answer to a resolution a 
of the 11th instant, transmitting documents from `? 


the War and Navy Departments, not heretofore » 


communicated, inreference to Indian disturbances 
in the State of California and in the Territories 
of Washington and Oregon. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the message 
was ordered to fe on the table, and be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senate does not ap- 
pear to be engaged in anything of special interest; 
and as it is necessary that some executive busi- 
ness should be considered and disposed of, E 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The-motion was agreed to; and, after some timo 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, by unanimous consent, 

asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for 


| the relicf of the purchasers of swamp lands from 


the States in which the same are situated; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate 
to the Senate all the correspondence to and from Captain 
Charles Boarman, recently commanding the navy -yard at 


“New York, touching the inspection of the steam frigate San 


Jacinto, at New York, on her late return from the West 
Indies, vie Key West; and any communication the De- 
partment may have made to Commodore McCauley or 
Captain Stribling, of the Navy, (who commanded on board 
that ship.) on the same subject. : 


I ask for the immediate consideration of the 


resolution. Itcalls for information which I desire | 


to obtain before the further discussion of the ac- 
tion of the late naval board. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous | 


consent, and agreed to. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


tion: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish, as soon as practicable, to the Senate all reports, 
complaints, allegations, charges, and specifications of 
charges preferred against Commodore G. J. Pendergrast, 
especially if any made by Licatenant Wiiliam May, when 
said Pendergrast. was in command of the United States 
steamship Saranac, on the Home station; and to inform the 
Senate what action was had thereon by the Department, 
and if no action was had, the reason therefor. 

And that the Secretary of the Navy be further requested 
to inform the Senate of all complaints, charges, allegations, 
reports, and specifications of charges made against said 
G., J. Pendergrast, S. F. Du Pont, John S. Misroom, Sylva- 
nus Godon, and others, when serving as lieutenants when 
on hoard the United States ship Ohio, under the command 
of Commodore Isaac Hull, in or about the years 1838, 1839, 
1840, und 1841. And further, the Secretary of. the Navy is 
requested to inform the Senate whether these and other 
charges, reports, and allegations, with the correspondence 
of the Navy Department thereon, against said Pendergrast 
and the aforesaid officers, were investigated by the naval 
retiring board assembled in June and July Jast, under an act 
ot Congress approved February 28, 1835, 


Mr. MALLORY. Let the resolution lie over. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 21, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 
by Rev. Henry C. Deax. 


The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. | 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Tn pursuance of the order of the House adopted 
yesterday, Mr. V axl was appointed an additional 
member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

THE CHAPLAINCY. 

The SPEAKER. It has been ascertained, since 
the adjournment, that an error was committed in 
taking the vote on the question of the indefinite 
postponement of the further execution of the order 


of the House, that it proceed to the election of a; 


Chaplain. The vote was declared—63 in the affirm- 
ative, and 57in the negative. Itshould have been 
declared—57 in the affirmative, and 58 in the nega- 
tive; no quorum voting. The Chair is informed 


| that the Journal has been made to correspond with ;! 
the fact; and the question, therefore, now recurs || 


on the ption to postpone indefinitely the further 
execution of the order of the House, that it pro- 
ceed to the election of a Chaplain. _ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As no quorum 
voted last evening previous to adjournmeut, the 
vote then taken falls, and the question comes up 
again on the motion to postpone. 


I also offer the following | 
| resolution, and ask for its immediate considera- 


‘The SPEAKER. So the Chair has stated: On 
the motion to postpone indefinitely the ycas and 
nays have been ordered. : i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask ‘the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to in 
troduce a bill of which I have ‘given previous 
notice, in order that it may receive an appro- 
priate reference. e 

Mr. SAVAGE. I object. : 
|| Mr, FLORENCE, If it be in order, I submit 

a motion, that the motion to postpone indefinitely 
be laid upon the table. i 

` Mr. HOUSTON. That will carr 
subject to the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the motion is not strictly in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If it would carry the whole 
subject to the table, I would not submit the 
motion. f i 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A MEMORIAL. 

Mr. GROW. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Territories to report back a memorial of the 
Legislature of New Mexico, asking an appro- 
priation for bridges over the Rio Grande, which 
was inappropriately referred to that committee; 
and to move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

The memorial was referred as proposed. 

PROPOSITION FOR RECEPTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to make, this morning, the same proposition, but 
more specifically, that I submitted, and which 
was adopted on yesterday. It will be recollected 
that by general consent I then proposed that 
half an hour be devoted to the reception of bills 
of which previous notice had been given, and 
| which would give rise to no debate. I submit the 
same proposition now, with this explanation: M 
motion, if adopted, is in its execution to embrace 
only those bills to which there are no objections, 
and of which previous notice has been given. If, on 
the statement of the title ofa bill, any one member 
objects, the bill is to be considered as not having 
been presented, or at least as not having been in- 
troduced. ` If this be done, and the order executed 
in good faith, there will be introduced many bills, 
i| reference given to them, and work supplied to the 
committees, Ido not think there can be any mis- 
understanding in regard to the matter. -A single 
| objection is to prevent the introduction of a bill. 
| Mr. CRAIGE, I object to the proposition, 
and for the reason stated yesterday. The propo- 
sition was then made and agreed to; it was so 
plain that none of us feared misunderstanding; 

ut there was misunderstanding. I am con- 
strained, under the circumstances, to interpose 
my objection. 

Mr.GREENWOOD. I think the understand- 
ing which I suggest is sufficiently explicit. 1 
also propose, which is only fair, that the call shall 
commence where it left off on yesterday. Bills are 
‘| to be introduced for reference, and reference only. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
proposition. It is, that one half hour be set apart 
for the reception of bills, for reference only, of 
which previous notice has been given, and which 
will give rise to no debate; and that a single ob- 
jection precludes introduction. Does the Chair 
correctly state the question? 

Mr. LETCHER. As I understood the Chair 
yesterday, he decided that when a gentleman was 
upon the floor for the purpose of mtroducing a 
bill, no other gentleman could get it to make ob- 
jection, and that by calling for the previous ques- 
tion the reference might be secured. I desire to 
i| know whether I am in error in the statement. 
|| The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
| was to this effect: A bill having been introduced 
under the order, and read a first and second time, 
and the question being on the reference, the gen- 
tleman who introduced it had the right to call for 
|! the previous question. The decision was based 
i| upon what the Chair understood to be the uni- 
l! form practice of the House in the analogous case 
i| of resolutions. hes 
Mr. LETCHER. If the proposition is to be 
i| agreed to, I desire, for myself, as well as for 
others on this side of the House, the privilege of 
; objecting to-bills when they are announced at the 
| Clerk’s table. I do not wish to be cut off because 
; a particular member happens to be upon the floor, 
and has the right to move the previous question, 
and thereby exelude all others, ` 
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asks 
Neh ask object to the pending one: and I wish it 
to heno understood that I shall object to any of 
-the same sort that may be presented in the future. 
." Mr,. MACE. Mr. Speaker, T. have had the 
i f serving in Congress for four years, and 
have-never. known, any instance where it was 
agreed to do. business out of. order. that we were 

“net involved in confusion, and business was. not 
 yetarded: therefore, 1 give notice now that I shall, 

if Iam in my seat, object at all times to any and 

‘all’ business whatever that is not strictly in order. 

If:we proceed in accordance with our rules, I am 
sure that we: can do a greater amount of business 
than ini any other way. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas. 
The question recurs on the motion to postpone 
definitely the order in relation to the election of 
a Chaplain. ` : 
Mr: CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
Jes’ be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
ifto the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to consider the President’s 
‘annual message. ` f 

Mr PHELPS. That motion is not in order, 
for the order is, that we now roceed to the 
election of a Chaplain; and until that is executed, 
no other business is in order. 

: The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
ordered on the motion to postpone indefinitely; 
and, under the rules of the House, the Chair is 
of.opinion the gentleman’s motion to go into 
committee is not in order. 

. Mr. BRANCH. I desire to understand dis- 
tinctly. what is to be the effect of my vote on this 
motion to postpone indefinitely. Suppose the 
motion is agreed to, would there then subsist the 
orderof the House under which the daily sessions 
have been, and are now, opened by prayer? i 
am opposed to the election of a Chaplan, pro- 
vided we can, as now, have our daily sessions 
opened with prayer by the clergy of this District, 
each. in bis turn. 

The SPEAKER. The order adopted by the 
House in the early part of the session would still 
subsist. 

Mr. FLORENCE. To open our daily sessions 
with prayer is an act of volition with the clergy | 
of this District; we have no assurance that they 
will continue to do as they have done. 

‘Mx. GREENWOOD. The cxisting arrange- | 
mentisia good one. The Speaker decides that, 
if the pending motion be adopted, that order will 
subsist. |] shall, therefore, vote for the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is upon the Speak- 
er’s table a joint resolution from the Senate asking 
for a concurrent vote of this House to elect Chap- 
lains, to alternate each weck or day, as may be 
agreed upon; and, if the motion to postpone. 
indefinitely be carried, the question will come up 
again on the adoption of that resolution. But 
suppose this order is indefinitely postponed, what 
assurance have we that we shall in the future, as 
we have had heretofore, have our daily sessions 
-opened with prayer? And what assurance have 
we that, at the end of the session, a resolution 
will not be introduced —it is more than probable 
there will be a resolution introduced—giving to 
each of these gentlemen compensation ? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I know it is not; but, in- 
asmuch as the gentleman from North Carolina 
asked a question, I supposed I might be indulged 
in an answer. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone indefinitely; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 63, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Cadwalader, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Dickson, Dowdell, English, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Holloway, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Knight, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Pelton, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Wiliam 
Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stranahan, Taylor, Thurston, 


Wade; Wakeman, Williams, Winslow. Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—63. : 


. NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingbam, Brenton, Burlingame, John P 
Camphell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Evans, 
Florence, Thomas J. D; Fuller, Granger, J. Morrison Hat- 
ris, Harrison, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kel- 
sey, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Killian Miller, Millson, Nor- 
ton, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Porter, 
Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 


tison, Shorter, Simmons, Stanton, Swope, Trafton, Wal- 


bridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, and Woodruff—65. 

So-the motion was disagreed to. 

Pending the ċall of the roll, 

Mr: A. K. MARSHALL stated that Mr. 
Waxxer had paired off with Mr. Tyson. 

Mr. STUART stated that he was outside the 
bar when his name was called. If he had been 
within the bar, he should have voted ay. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, made the same 
statement, 

Mr. SHORTER stated that he voted in the 
negative for the purpose of moving to reconsider. 

he result was then announced, asabove stated. 

Mr. SHORTER. I move that the vote just 
taken, by which the House refused indefinitely 
to postpone, be reconsidered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Imove to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask for inform- 


ation; if the motion to reconsider is laid upon thoi} 


table, what will be the next business in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will be the execution of 
the order of the Hoùse for the election of Chap- 
lain. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I ask for tellers upon the 
motion to lay on the table. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rirenie 
and Snorter were appointed. 

Mr. SMITH. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. A number of gentlemen 
all around the House seem to desire to have a 
direct vote onthe motion to reconsider. I donot 
understand the philosophy of the request, but I 
will accede to it, and withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I renew the motion. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 66, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Brenton, Bnrlingame, Jobn P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Evans, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Grau- 
ger, J. Morrison Harris, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Howard, Keiscy, Kennett, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Killian Miller, Millson, Morrill, Norton, Orr, Parker, Pel- 
ton, Pike, Porter, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Traf- 
ton, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, and Woodrutl—66. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Da- 
vidson, Dowdell, Elliott, Euglish, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Foster, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Hughston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Knight, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S$. Marshall, MeMullin, Smith Miller, 
Mott, Quitman, Ruftin, Rust, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, William Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Taylor, Thurston, Wade, Wells, Williams, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—61. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. SHERMAN stated that Mr. Sapp and 
Mr. KipwELL had paired off from yesterday morn- 
ing until the 28th instant. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. ORR. I move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr.FLAGLER. Idemand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas 
nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn over was then agrged to. 


THE CHAPLAINCY—AGAIN. 
The Clerk then read the list of gentlemen put 
in nomination for the chaplaincy, as follows: 
Rey. Byron Sunderland, Rev. Daniel Waldo, 
Rev. Robert D. Morris, Rev. Thomas H. Stoekton, 


Rey. David T. Doggett, Rev. William Hodges, 
Rey. William Patten, Rey. J. G. Butler, 


I call for tellers upon 


nd 


! French S. Evans. 


| have been put in nomination wit 


Rev. A. J. Caruthers, 

Rev. Thomas Fisher, Rey. Mark Trafton, 

Rev. William Moseley, Rev. French S. Evans, 

Mr. TRAFTON. With very many thanks to 
the gentleman who so kindly nominated me to 
the chaplaincy during my absence, I must beg to 
decline the honor he intended, and therefore with- 
draw my name, 

Mr. LEITER. . A few days since I was in- 
formed by Mr. Davis, of Maryland, that he had 
been requested to withdraw the name of the Rev. 
Mr. Davis is absent, and at 
his request I now withdraw the name of Mr 
Evans. ` 

Mr. SHORTER. I placed in nomination, a 
few days since, the Rev. William Moseley, of 
Georgia. I did so without his knowledge or con- 
sent. Heisa member of the primitive Baptist 
church of that State, and is opposed to the election 
of Chaplains in Congress under, any circum- 
stances. I make this statement in order that he 
may not appear before the country ina false po- 
sition. If he were elected by the unanimous 
vote of this House, I am satisfied that he would 
decline the honor. But, nevertheless, as he is 
conspicuous in the States of Georgia and Alabama 
for his opposition to the Know Nothing party 
there, and knowing his position upon this ques- 
tion, I shall not take the liberty to withdraw his 
name, as I intend to vote for him as a compliment 
to the church of which he is a member. 

Mr. GRANGER. I would inquire if the name 
of Mr. Waldo was read as one of the nominees? 

TheSPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. GRANGER. I wish to say that he is old, 
but every way competent for the service. He has 
been for seventy years a member of the Congre- 
gational church, without spot or blemish, and 


Rey. William G. Baldwin, 


| é stilllives,’’ able and willing to serve his country 


in his profession.. À 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I took the liberty, a few 
days since, of presenting the name of William G 
Baldwin, as a candidate for the chaplaincy. Tam 
not prepared to say that I was authorized to do 
so, but I know him to be an honest man and a 
gentleman; and if the House see fit to elect him, 

e-will give us good prayers and short prayers. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think we can narrow down 
this question, if gentlemen will continue to with- 
draw the names of cündidates, e=pecially such ag 

oùt authority 
If members will do that, we shall get through 
quicker. 

The Speaker then appointed as tellers Messrs. 
Rircurz, Wooprurr, Reape, and Encisa. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
postpone this matter indefinitely ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, as the House has 
already refused to do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
postpone it for a week? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move to 

ostponé to a day certain. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to postpone 
it until the 4th of March, 1857. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Vhat is equivalent to an in- 
definite postponement. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, then, until the 3d 
of March, 1857; and I desire to say in this con- 
nection that this whole affair seems manifestly 
to be a farce, in the estimation of members. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Virginia, I wish to submit 
this observation, that however farcical this thing 
may appear to him, it seems to me to bea very 
solemn sort of proceeding. I have no doubt, 
Mr. Speaker, that we are now in the performance 
of a duty which good morals and the sense of the 
country will sustain us in. I supposed, after we 
had refused to postpone indefinitely, and the 
House had refused to rétonsider that vote, that 
we should have gone on to an election; but the 
motion now made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, to postpone to a day certain—which is the 
day before the adjournment of ths Congress 
under the Constitution—shows that we are to 
have a contest upon this subject, as long as the 
rules of order will permit the gentleman to make 
acontest. Now in order that we may accelerate 
and expedite the business of the House, I move 


| to lay the motion to postpone toa day certain 


upon the table. 
Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraw that motion for a moment? 


1856. 
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Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. I merely wish to say a 
word in reply. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
gentleman will say. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir, you cannot imagine 
what I want to say. 

Mr. MARSHALL, Well, I cannot withdraw 
the motion. ` 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to allude to facts 
showing the operation of the practice in Virginia, 
where no Chaplain is elected at all; but, in con- 
sideration of the gravity of my friend from Ken- 
tucky, I will not press it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion. ue 

Mr. LETCHER. It has never been the cus- 
tom of the Legislature of the State in which I 
reside to elect a Chaplain to open its proceedings 
with prayer. It has been the custom of the Le- 
gislature of that State, fora series of years, to 
invite the ministers of the city of Richmond, aud | 
such ministers from the country as happen to be 


lcan imagine what the 


visiting in the city of Richmond, to come in each || 


morning and open the sessions with prayer. That 
system has been found to work well, and has 
given satisfaction. ‘Now, sir, I understand, so 
far as the ministers of the city of Washington 
are concerned, that they do not desire to be* 
elected to the chaplaincy; that they are per- 
fectly willing to come here and officiate as the 
ministers of the State of Virginia do at Rich- 
mond. I think if that course is pursued it will 
be much more likely to give satisfaction to the 
members of this House, composed as they are of 
all shades of religious cast, and some having no 
religion at all. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I do not desire to sce this thing con- 
fined to any one where it can be effected in this 
way, which seems to me more acceptable, and 
which we have tried for a period of some months 
to general satisfaction, and T am sure to the satis- | 
faction of my friend from Kentucky. We have 
had our sessions opened here with prayer alter- 
nately by the ministers of the various religious 
denominations of this city. Well, now, if that 
system can be continued, why should we under- 
take to place here a minister of any particular | 
celigious denomination as the Chaplain of this 
House? 

Then, besides, Mr. Speaker, when I spoke of 
this thing as being farcical, I alluded to the fact, 
that just preceding this election there seemed to 
be none of that solemnity connected with it which 
my friend from Kentucky has referred to, And 
so far as the solemnity spoken of is concerned, I 
think my friend, from the manner in which he 
addressed the House, seemed to be about as 
much “put to’? to conceal that it was farcical, 
as f am to show that it is. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not rise for the 
puree: of making any speech on this question, 

ut I desire simply to suggest to the members of 
the House, whether it would not be good policy 
just to try the experiment of calling on the 
preachers of this city to officiate alternately at that 
desk? Task the House, with confidence, whether 
the experiment, so far as we have tried it, has not 
worked well? And if it has, why should there be 
any objection to try it during this session? Ifit 
be found by further experience that the plan does 
not answer the purpose designed, the House can 
at any moment, whenever it is impressed with the 
conviction that it is necessary to elect a Chaplain, 
- proceed to do so; there can be no difficulty in car- 
rying out that necessity. The proposition to have 
ministers of the various religious denominations 
of this city officiate alternatcly, is evidently onc 
entitled to favorable consideration. That there 
should be an unbecoming solicitation on the part 
of those who undertake to teach the law and the 
prophets, forpaymentfrom this House, is, I think, 
calculated -to have a most painful impression; 
but I think that that idea will be effectually re- 
pelled by the course proposed, of applying to the 
clergymen of this city to officiate alternately. 
But that is not all: I think I can say, with abso- 
lute confidence, that the ministers of this city will 
cheerfully perform this duty, and that they will 
refuse to allow themselves to be placed before this 
House at the closing scenes of the session for 
allowance for theirserviees. Such an insinuation 
is a gross reflection upon those who undertake to 
teach us, 


My colleague [Mr. Lerche] has adverted to 
| the practice m the State of Virginia. That prac- 
| tice has continued for years, and I am happy to 
be able to say that not the first intimation “has 
| ever been made of a desire on their part to receive 
i the slightest. compensation for such services as 
ithey render. I beg the House—whatever may 
have been the past experience on this subject, 
whatever may be the particular views of members 
| in reference to taking chance to elect a friend to 
the office of Chaplain—to consider whether it is 
not eminently proper that we should continue the 
system for the rest of the session, so as to test 
the utility and. wisdom of the system which we 
have acted on ever since we assembled here in the 
| month of December? 

| Mr. MILLSON. It is perhaps fortunate that 
| the American people are not accustomed to judge 
i 


i of dangers to the Union from the amount of ex- 
! cltement in the Halls of Congress. 1f they were, 
i sir, they might be led to suppose that all our in- 
| stitutions were now in imminent danger; for I 
| confess I have seldom seen so much excitement 
| on this floor as seems to have been produced by 
| the attempt to elect an humble Chaplain. Sir, this 
| usage of electing a Chaplain is coeval with our 
: Government; it was even anterior to our Con- 
| stitution, It has been adopted by every succes- 

sive Congress from the earliest to the present day; 
land I will not take the responsibjlity of being 
the first to depart from it. 

My colleague [Mr. Letcuer] has adverted to 
| the usage of the Virginia Legislature; but why 
| should we forget or disregard our own usages? 
The practice of our own body is a more proper 
subject of consideration in determining what we 
ought to do. Though I am sometimes charged, 
Mr. Speaker, —I beg pardon for appearing ego- 
i tistical, —with being, perhaps, the strictest con- 
i structionist in Congress, yet, sir, } confess that it 
never once occurred to my mind that the election 
of a Chaplain was in any respect a violation of 
our sacred Constitution, How far are these ob- 
: jections to be carried? Gentlemen object to what 
‘they call the union of Church and State. Who, 
sir, would more object to it than myself? But! 
let them be consistent in their objections. If it | 
should please God to take from the world one of 
the members of this body, E suppose those gen- | 
tlemen who are objecting to the appointment of 
a Chaplain, on the ground that itis to that extent |! 
l a union of Church and State, will insist that the 
: body of our deceased brother should be interred | 
| without any religious services, because it is not 
| competent to connect the public Treasury with the 
| administration in any sort of religious offices. 
| And, to be still further consistent, they should | 
at once introduce a resolution into this House, ! 
requiring the Librarian of Congress to expose to 
public auction all books now in the library rela- 
ting in any degree to religion—the various editions 
of the Bible among them—on the ground that 
| it was an abuse of our authority to expend the 
money of the people in the purchase of books 
which were in any manner connected with reli- 
gion. Sir,I hope that this contest, after so many 
expressions of the will of the majority of this 
House, will at length be stopped. Have we no | 
respect for the ancient. usages of the country? 
Why question the need, why ask the necessity, 
of having a Chaplain? I think I can perceive an 
obvious propriety in it, even if there were not a 
| necessity. 
| If this matter has been made a farce, as gentle- 
There 


| men say, by whom has it been made so? 
| are some of us, I trust, who are not disposed to 
| connect farcical associations with the administra- 
tion of the duties of the chaplaincy. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, (interrupting.) I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Virginia, whether there | 
is not a resolution now in force in this House 
inviting the resident clergy of the city to appear | 
here daily and open our sessions with prayer? | 
And, in obedience to that resolution, have not the | 
clergy of the city regularly appeared in this Hall 
| and opened our sessions with prayer during the 
present session? 

I desire to say further, that I have uniformly 
voted against all motions to elect a Chaplain, not 
intending thereby to commit myself in opposition 
to the practice of opening the sessions of the 
House with prayer, but in opposition to the elec- 
tion of aregular Chaplain to officiate for us, when 
| our sessions would otherwise be opened as they 


have thus fár been: “Ttis wi 
feeling, that T have thus ‘voted: 
gratified ‘to have the ministers of tHe 
pear here every morning and make prayer: U: 
the resolution of the gentleman from “Alabania,’ 
sitting immediately before mé;{Mr. Dowpxni;}- 
the clergy of the city have appeared‘ tégalafly. 
Since the commencement of the sessi6n, dnd, sT 
Understand, will continue to appear and open’ 
our sessions if a regular Chaplain is ‘not elected: 
I prefer this arrangement, and- therefore ‘hav 
voted against regular elections. I ask the gent] 
man from Virginia, whether, if we do not go into’ 
a regular election, we shall not continue to have’ 
prayers every morning as we have’ had hereto- 
ore? > 

It is not my purpose, in voting as I have done 
upon this question, to be understood as being op- 
posed to the long-established custom of opening 
our deliberations each day with prayer, but to 
manifest, in the most forcible manner, my utter 
dislike to the system of electioneering which seems 
to prevail in regard to the election of € Chaplain. 
I am in favor of the system of alternating, pro- 
vided for in the rule which was adopted in thé 
early part of the session, and which has proved to 
work so well up to the present time. Isee noreason 
to change it; for in that course we have each morn= 
ing the Divine blessing invoked, and at the same 
time avoid the objections raised by so many good 
and worthy men, whose opinions I’ respect. T 
felt that the remarks of the honorable gentleman’ 
from Virginia- (Mr. Mittson] might ‘make’ the 
impression that those of us who had voted for the 
postponement were opposed to the opening of each 
session of this House with prayer, and thought. 
it due to many gentlemen voting with me,as well 
as to myself, to set this matter right. F thank. 
my friend from Virginia for the opportunity which 
he has so kindly given me of being heard upon 
the subject. ee 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia can answer the question as well as I can. He 
knows a resolution has been adopted inviting the’ 
gratuitous services of ministers of the Gospel 
here. But, sir, I am noticing the objections that 
have been made to the system; I am answerin 
objections urged by my colleague [Mr. Lardal 
and others, in reference to the merits of the sys- 
tem at large; but I may say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, TMr. Crawrorp,] that some of the ob- 
jections that have been made will apply as well 
to the resolution that has been adopted as to the 
election of a permanent Chaplain. 

But, sir, I should defeat my own object, which. 
is to bring this matter to a speedy close, if I were. 
to go into an extended discussion of this ques- 
tion. I do not desire to do that; I rose merely'to 
submit avery few observations. At the time the 
gentleman from Georgia interrupted me I was 
making some remarks in reply to my colleagues, 

(Messrs, Lercuer and Smrra,] who wish: ‘to 
know why this farce should continue. Ihave 
said that this was a usage that I would not be 
among the first to abolish. I believe it is a usage 
that has ‘prevailed throughout Christendom, and 
I will not consent to go now into a discussion as 
to any necessity for it. I, sir, have'a veneration 
for ancient usages, when they are not wrong in 
themselves. ` : 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to inquire of my col- 
league, whether he says J stated that I was op- 
posed to having our sessions opened with prayer ? 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not say so. 

Mr. LETCHER. I so understood my col- 
league. 1 will state exactly what my position is 
in this matter. We have had prayers here, I 
believe, every morning since the commencement 
of the session; and F should prefer to have them 
alternately by ministers of different denomina- 
tions, than to have them every morning by amin- 
ister of any one denomination. Gentlemen have 
these two propositions before them, between 
which to choose: to have.alternately.the services 
of the clergy of the city, of different denomina- 
tions, or to have the services of one man regu- 
larly elected as Chaplain. For myself, I prefer 
the former. f 

Mr. MILLSON. I imputed no such wish to 
my colleague as he has indicated. What I meant 
to say was, that the argument. of my. colleague, 
[Mr. Letcuer,]and of my colleague-on my night, 
[ Mr, Smitu,] would apply:as well.to the gratui- 


‘tous services of clergymen, such as we have had 
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under the resolution some time ago adopted by the i 
Houee,‘as to a permanent chaplaincy, ; 

_ Bat, sir, I was saying, why should we discuss 
“necessity of this thing? lt may be: that the 
old. shade tree. which has stood for centuries is | 
not of great intrinsic value, but where is the man 
who. would. say, “Cut it.down?’? True, it may 
be.of questionable utility, but itis associated wit 
all. the:recollections of the homestead, and who 
would give it over to the woodman’s ax? It may | 
be,.that there was no original necessity that the 
rst annual message sent by the President to the 
first Congress should contain an acknowledgment 

of our dependence upon a Supreme. Power, but 
where. is the President who would now depart 
from this custom? 

_.Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) My 
colleague ascribed to me a disposition notto have 
prayors at the, opening of our daily sessions. 

Yow, sir, every portion of my remarks directly 
assumed that we were to have them; but, sir, I 
prefer. to continue the voluntary system, rather 
than to adopt the hireling system. Fe 
Mr. MILLSON. Well, sir, I do not care to be 
making experiments always, and in all matters 
I think there are some things so sacred by usage, 
and.by the approbation of the whole people, as to 
be entitled to exemption from these rash experi- 
ments. 

. The gentleman wants the experiment tried as 
to the comparative efficacy of mercenary prayers, 
as he may please to consider them, and of gratu- 
itous or voluntary offices. I know, sir, it is, 
fashionable to sneer at the clerical profession, | 
because of their willingness—because, if you , 
please, of their desire—to receive a decent or even | 
comfortable provision; and they rarely do more | 
than this. hy, Mr. Speaker, they are men; | 
they have the wants of other men, and they || 
must be compensated for their services as other |} 
men are. If you wish them to have leisure to | 
devote themselves to the acquisition of theo- 
logical information, they must depend upon the 
contributions of others for their support; and I 
think it is not in good taste to sneer at them be- 
cause of their willingness to receive a compensa- 
tion which is often inadequate for the services | 
they are appointed to render. j 
“Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not rise to debate | 
this question, but for the purpose of terminating | 
the debate uponit, I move the previous question. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the motion | 
to postpone upon the table. f 
he question was taken; and the motion to | 
postpone was laid on the table. i 
r DOWDELL.. I ask that the preamble | 
and resolutions under which the daily sessions of | 
the House have been opened with prayer, may be | 
read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

The House then proceded to vote viva voce | 
a first time for Chaplain for the present session, 
with the following result: Whole number of votes 
cast, 129; necessary to a choice, 65; of which— 

Rey. Danie! Waldo received.. a283 | 

Rev. William G. Baldwin... 

Rev. D. T, Doggett.... 

Rev. William Patten.. 

Rev. T. H. Stockton.. 

Rev. Thomas Fisher.... 
` Rev. Byron Sunderland..... 

Rev. R. D. Mortis... 

Rev: J. G. Butier...... 

Rev, William Hodges... 

Rey, William Moseley... 

Rev. A. G. Caruthers.. 

Rev. Miss A. L. Brow: 

Rev. ——~ Lawyer........ 

Rev. — Hildt...... 

Rev. C. W. Ruter.. 

Rev. Conway.... 

Hon. Joshua R. Gidding 


So there was no choice. 
The following is the vote in detail: | 
i 


Sees, 


For Mr. Waido—Messrs. Billinghurst, Burlingame, Col- 
fax, Cox, Cumback, Dickson, Dodd, Flagier,Granger, Grow, | 
Thomas R. Horton, Kelsey, Knox, Humphrey Marshall, 
Perry, Reade, Scott, Sherman, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, | 
Elihu B; Washburne, and Willams. 

For Mr. Baldwin—Messrs. Caskie, Clingman, Craige, 
Elliott, Houston, Jewett, Letcher, Samuel S. Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, Phelps, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, William Sinith, 
Danici B. Wright, aud John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Dogyett—Messrs. Aiken, Boyce, Dowdell, Eth- 
eridge, Faulkner, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Kelly, Mill- 
son, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Puryear, Robison, 
Seward, and Stephens. 


For Mr. Stockton—Messrs. Benson, Bingham, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Comins, Orr, Stanton, Stewart, Trafton, and 
israel Washburn. ; 

For Mr. Fisher—Messrs. Bell, John P. Campbell, Wil- 
diamson R. W. Cobb, Evans, Foster, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, and Porter. ` 

For Mr. Sunderland—Messrs. Branch, Holloway, How- 
ard, Knapp, Killian Miller, Norton, Stranahan, and Wake- 
man. - 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Allen, Cadwalader, Florence, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, and Winslow. 

For Mr. Builer—Messrs. Barksdale, Hendiey S. Bennett, 
Brenton, Robert B. Hali, Kunkel, Leiter, and Quitman. 

For Mr. Hodges—Messrs. Clawson, Dick, Kennett, Pen- 


| nington. Robbins, and Vail. 


For Mr. Moseley—Messrs. Crawford, Sampson W., Har- 
ris, Lumpkin, Smith Miller, Shorter, and Taylor. 

‘or Mr. Caruthers—Messrs. Cullen, Parker, and Wat- 
oe Miss Brown—Messrs. Mott, Nichols, and Spinner. 

For Mr. Lawyer—Messrs. Henry Bennett and Hughston. 

For Mr. Hildt—Messrs. Greenwood and Pearce. 

For Mr. Ruter—Mr. English. 

For Mr. Conway—Mr. Morrill. 

For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Brooks. . 

Mr. DAVIDSON (when his name was called) 
stated that he declined to vote. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY stated that Mr. ALBRIGHT 
was detained from the House in consequence of 
indisposition. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL stated that, in order to 
facilitate an election, he would change his vote 
from Mr. Fisher to Mr. Waldo. 

. After the result had been announced, 

Mr. A.K. MARSHALL submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That Daniel Waldo be, and he hereby is, declared 
duly clected Chaplain of the House of Representatives for 
the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is ne- 
cessary to the introduction of the resolution. 

Several Mremsens objected. 

Mr. DUNN. Myr. Speaker, the claim of Fran- 
cis Vigo is pending in the Court of Claims, and 
there are on the files of the House papers which 
are needed in evidence; and I now ask that leave 
be granted for their withdrawal, for reference to 
that court. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I objectto everything else 
than the regular order of business. 


SECOND VOTE FOR CHAPLAIN. 


The House then proceeded to vote viva voce a 
second time for Chaplain, with the following re- 
sult: Whole number of votes cast, 127; necessary 
to a choice, 64; of which 

Rey. Daniel Waldo received...... 

Rev. William G. Baldwin. 

Rey. D. T. Doggett... 

Rev. Wiliam Moseley 

Rev. T. H. Stockton.... 

Rev. Byron Sunderland 

Rev. Robert D. Morris.. 

Rev. William Patten... sesca 

Rev. Miss Antoinette L. Brown 

Hon. Joshua R. Giddings.. .ssessssssrenerereseceeee 


The following is the vote in detail: 


eersesseeooosoves TO 


ii. For Mr. Waldo— Messrs. Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 


linghurst, Bliss, Burlingame, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Cox, Cullen, Cum- 
back, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Flagter, Florence, 
| Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Harri- 
son, Holioway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Morrill, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 


Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Scott. Sherman, Stanton, Swope, 
Thurston, Trafton, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Elbhu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Williams, and 
Woodruff. 

For Mr. Baldwin — Messrs. Barksdale, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Caskie, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Ejliott, Engiish, 
Foster, Greenwood, Jewett, Letcher, Lindley, McMullin, 
Smith Miller, Orr, Phelps, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, 
William Smith, Stewart, Watkins, Winslow, and Daniel 
B. Wright. 

For Mr. Doggctt--Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Boyce, Dowdell, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Thomas L. Harris, Kelly, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Puryear, and Seward. 

For Mr. Moseley—Messts. Sampson W. Harris, Houston, 
Lumpkin, Shorter, Taylor, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Stockton—Messrs. Bingham, Brenton, Comins, 
and Watson. 

For Mr. Sunderland—Messre. Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Stranahan, and Wakeman. 

For Mr. Morris—Messrs. Branch and Cadwalader. 

For Mr. Patten—Messrs. Chaffee und Pike. 

For Miss Brown—Mr. Spinner. 

For Mr. Giddings—Mr. Brooks. 


Pending the call of the roll, s 
Mr. FLORENCE said: Mr. Speaker, I give up 
my personal preference, and, that there may be 


: For Mr. Patten—Messrs. Bliss, Chaffee, Dean, Dunn, 
Mace; Pelton; Pike, Simmons, Thurston, Wells, and: 
Woodruff, i 


an election, vote for Mr. Waldo. : ; 
The Speaker then declared that Daniel Waldo, 


nington, Perry, Porter, Purviance, Reade, Ritchie, Robbins, | 


having received a majority of the votes cast, was 

duly elected Chaplain of the House for the first 

session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that there be taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and put on its passage, 
the joint resolution from the Senate ‘for the 
appointment of regents to fill the vacancies in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion,” 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
taken up, and read a first and second time by its 
title. It was then read in extenso. It provides 
that the vacancies occasioned in the class ‘‘ other 
than members of Congress,” by the resignation 
of Rufus Choate, and the death of J. McPherson 
Berrien, be filled by the appointment of George 
E. Badger, of North Carolina, and Cornelius ©. 
Felton, of Massachusetts. The resolution was 
then ordered to a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. 

PAPERS FOR THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer the following’ 
resolution: y 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 


transmit to the Court of Claims, on the application of the 
clerk of said court, the papers in his office in any case that 


; is now or may be hereafter pending in such court, taking 


a receipt therefor. . 

The resolution does away with the necessity 
for asking leave for the withdrawal of papers in 
each particular case. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON... If the gentleman will 
hear the resolution again read, I am sure that he 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON, J will state my objection. If 
the resolution does not conflict with it, I will in- 
terpose no obstacle to its passage. There isa 
pene’ involved, that ought to be looked to 

efore action is taken in reference to various 
claims before this body. I understand there isa 
provision in the law creating the court, not only 
giving it jurisdiction in the three classes of cases 
specified, but “of all such cases as may be com- 
mitted to the court by either Flouse of Congress. ”’ 

Now, sir, if that general jurisdiction exists in 
the law, as I think it does, from the very slight 
examination which I have been able to make, I 
shall object to conferring jurisdiction upon that 
court in this general broadcast way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution pro- 
poses that upon the application of the clerk of the 
Court of Claims to the Clerk of this House for 
papers, in all cases now pending before that court, 
or which shall hereafter be pending before it, the 
papers shall be delivered to him. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will hear the resolution 
read again. I will object to all references to that 
court of anything not included within the express 
provisions of the law organizing that court; and 
that is the reason I objected to the resolution of 
the gentleman from Illinois. Ifit does not con- 
flict with my views, I will withdraw my objection. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am as much 
opposed as the gentleman from Alabama, or any 
other person, to giving to the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction by the mere reference to it of papers. 

ut, if I understand that resolution, I do not 
think that, by reference of papers under it, an 
jurisdiction is conferred upon the Court of Claims. 
‘They obtain jurisdiction when the case is origin- 
ally carried there; and the court decides the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, not upon the papers given to 
the clerk under that resolution, but upon the case ` 
outside of this resolution. This resolution is 
mercly to give to the clerk of that court papers 
when he calls forthem, to be used ina case already 
pending in the court before he shall apply for the 
papers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw my objection 

The resolution was then agreed to.” 

LEWIS BENEDICT. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Task the unan- 
imous consent of the House, that House bill, No. 
722, together with the petition of Lewis Benedict 
and the accompanying documents and papers re- 


| ferred to the Court of Claims under the general 


order of the 3d of March, 1853, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Court of Claims, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


1856. 
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Mr.CLINGMAN. I donot think the House 
can make that order. I suppose it must be done 
by the court. 

The SPEAKER. 
order will be granted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I do not intend to 
detain the House long. Iam sorry the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Quitman] who intro- 
duced a resolution yesterday authorizing the 
Committee on Military Affairs to employ a clerk, 
is notin hisseat. I hope, when I make a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which that resolution 
was adopted, that the House will not consider me 

_ captious in reference to the allowance of clerks to 
the different committees, because Iam aware that 
there are committees of this House which necd 
and ought to have clerks, while there are other 
committees which do not need them, and there- 
fore ought not to be allowed any. The commit- 
tee of which [am a member—the Committee on 
Public Lands—can do withouta clerk, unless they 
want one to do what the clerk of that committee 
did last session, and that is to puff us into notice. 
That was the principal business of the clerk of 
that committee at the last session of Congress, 
and I do not know whether or not he succeeded 
in that. 

I do not propose now to interfere with the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
‘W asusurn,] authorizing the Committee of Elec- 
tions to employ a clerk; but I will read that res- 
olution, and then the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirman,] 
and submit the question to the House, whether 
there is not something wrong in them? Iam far 
from saying, that there was any intentional wrong 
on the part of the gentlemen who presented them, 
but I do say that the resolutions will bear a con- 
struction which the House did not intend should 
be put upon them when they voted for them. 
Under the phraseology of the resolutions, I am 
satisfied that the clerks appointed under them 
will get, upon the start, their four dollars a day, 
and the two hundred and fifty dollars extra com- 
pensation allowed to the clerks at the close of last 
session. I will now read both resolutions, and 


If there is no objection, the 


see if the House will not construe them as I do. | 


The first resolution is that offered by the gentle- 
man from Maine, and is as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized | 


to appoint a clerk, at the usual compensation.” 


That resolution is not so broad in its terms as 
the one to which I first referred, and in reference 
to which I intend to move a reconsideration. 

The resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi reads thus: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
authorized to employ a clerk, at the same compensation 
ullowed at the last session of Congress.”? 

‘What was that compensation, I ask the House? 
How does the House understand it? I know how 
they did understand it when they passed the res- 
olution; but I think you, Mr. Speaker, will agree 
with me as to the effect of the resolution. Will 
it not give to the clerk appointed under it four 
dollars a day, and the two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars which the clerks got last session as extra 
compensation? He starts out with that amount. 
Was that the intention of the House? I will 
Jeave it to the decision of the Chair, if the resolu- 
tion is not susceptible of the construction I place 
upon it? 

1 move, then, to reconsider the vote by which 


the resolution offered by the gentleman from Mis- | 
But as the gentleman from | 


sissippi was adopted. 
Mississippi is not in the House, and as I am sat- 
isfied that he did not intend that his resolution 
should be susceptible of the construction I have 
placed upon it, I will have the motion entered, 
and waive action upon it until the gentleman shall 
be in his place, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam satisfied that it was 
never in the contemplation of the gentleman from 
Mississippi who offered that resolution to give 
it the construction which the gentleman from 
Alabama has placed upon it, 

Mr. COBB. [think so myself, but that does 
not alter the fact. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nor will it bear the con- 
struction placed upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


; time by 


of the employment of clerks, I will say that, at 
the time the clerks to the committees were paid- 
four dollars a day; the pay of the clerks of the 
House was $1,500 a year, or about four dollars a 
day. Then, when clerks were employed at the 
usual compensation, it was at four felts aday. 
Since that time the pay of the clerks of the House 
has been increased, and they now receive $1,800 
a year. Now, when a resolution is adopted at 
this session, authorizing the employment of clerks 
at the usual compensation, I take it, that it will 


| be construed as at the compensation which the 
clerks of the House are receiving at the present | 


time—at the rate of $1,800 a year. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Coss] will be entered. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and papers of Morris Powers, 
for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 


amend and explain an actentitled “An act to pro- į 


mote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1855; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
COMMUNICATION FROM THE TREASURY. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ihave in my hand 


a communication from the Treasury Department, | 


in reference to the marine hospital at Galena, 
Tllinois. 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 
It was so ordered. 
STATUTES AT LARGE. 
Mr. SIMMONS, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That each member of the House be furnished, 


by the publishers, with a copy of the tenth volume of the | 
Statutes at Large; and that the preceding volumes be far- | 
nished to those members who have not already received ! 


them. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. CARUTHERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill, of which previous notice had 
been given; which was read a first and second 
its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce: 

A bill to appropriate the sum of one hundred 
aud fifty thousand dollars for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi river between 
St. Louts and New Orleans. 

Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, in- 


troduced bills; which were severally read a first | 


and second time by their titles, as follows, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 

x of Vermilion, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Sandusky City, Ohio; and 

A bill to continue the unprovement of the har- 
bor of Huron, Ohio. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, and 


in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill; ii 


which was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill granting to the State of Missouri public 


lands to aid in completing the geological survey of | 
| said State. 
Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, in- |: 


troduced a joint resolution; which was read a first 


and second time by its tide, as follows, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to sell a portion of the site of the arsenal 


at Fayetteville, North Carolina, and to purchase |! 


other lands with the proceeds of such sale. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, by unanimous 


consent, and in pursuance of previous notice, in- ;j 


troduced a bill; which was read a first and second 


time by its title, as follows, and referred to the | 


Committce on the Judiciary: 

A bill to change the time of holding the ceurts 
in the northern district of Hlinois, and for other 
purposes. 

“Mr. RUST, by unanimous consent, in pursu- 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill; which 


Upon the subject |} was read a first and second time by its title, as 


I ask that it may be referred to the | 


follows, and réferred 
and Canals: 0s ey DERA Fi 

A bill granting alteriiate sectioñs of land.to the 
State of Arkangas, to aidin the construction of the 
Mississippi, Ouachita, and Red River railroad, 

On motion by Mr. MORRILL, by inanimnou 
consent, a bill was taken from the Speaker's table 
read a first and second time by its title, as' follow 
and referred to the Committee onForeign Rela- | 
tions: a nae cae 

Senate bill (No. 56) to provide for. the! pay~ 
ment of George P. Marsh for judicial services 
| rendered by him, under the act of Lith August, 
|| 1848,while Minister Residént of the United States 
at the Ottoman Porte. cone 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. DENVER, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
as follows: 

A bill to provide for the’establishment of a rail- 
road and telegraphic communication between the: 
| Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean, and for 
; other purposes. 

Mr. DENVER. As that is an important billy 
I ask that it may be referred to a select com- 
mittee. i 

The SPEAKER. Composed of what number? 

Mr. DENVER. Thirteen. : 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from California, that if the bill is to be 
referred to a select committee, ‘it should be com- 
posed of onc member from each State inthe Union. 

Mr. DENVER. Ihave no objection to that, if 
1} 1t will make the reference any more satisfactory. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it in order to 
move to refer the bill to a select committee? ` 

The SPEAKER, It is, if no other reference 
| is proposed. ie aie 

Mr. LETCHER. Another reference ‘is pro- 
posed: T move to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. f 

The SPEAKER. That motion, being to refer 
to one of the standing committees of the House | 
will have precedence. 
| The question was taken, and the House refused 
| to refer to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 
i The question then recurred on the motion to 
| refer to a select committee of thirty-one. 
1 
Í 
í 


tò the Committee on Roads 


Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that a com- 
| mittee of that number would be very unwieldy; 
‘I think thirteen isa much better number. 

Mr. DENVER. I myself prefer the original 
number, and will adhere to the motion in that 
i form—with the number thirteen. ; 
it Mr. DUNN. Imove toamend so as to make 
the committee consist of one member from each 
it State in the Union. This is a great question, and 
in my opinion every State in the Union should 
be represented on the committec. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Indiana ought to know that a ‘committee 
composed of thirty-one members would bea very 
‘unwicldy body. Itwould require sixteen mem- 
|| bers to constitute a quorum, and perhaps they 
i would hardly ever be able to get a quorum to- 
l| gether. Ifthe gentleman ever desires to secure 
a report from that committee, he had better make 
it some reasonable number. I think the number 
lof which the ordinary standing committees are 
| composed—nine—is quite sufficient. The report 
| of that committee will, of course, go to the Com- 
i! mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
i where every one who desires can be heard. I 
i think it would be unwise to raise a committee to 
consider the subject composed of thirty-one 
| members. : 

Mr. DENVER. 
Indiana will not insist on his amendment. 
peal to him to withdraw it. ale teats 

Mr. DUNN. Asthe gentleman seems to Insist 
upon it, 1 will withdraw my amendment. 

The bill was then referred-to a select com- 
mittee, to be composed of thirteen members. 
ij FURTHER INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

O Mr. DENVER, by unanimous consent, in pur- 
suance of provious notice, introduced-a bill to 
establish the-collection district of Humboldt Bay, 
i| in the State of California, and to fix the salaries 
| of the officers of the customs therein; which was 
' read a first and second. time by its title, and re- 
` ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

I. Also, a bill to create an additional land district 


I hope the gentleman from 
I ap- 


7 
{i 
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State: £ Galifornia; which was read a first 
‘and second fime by its title, and referred to. the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

HO NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

“Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: : 
“Resolved, That the Clérk of the House is hereby author- 


‘ized to furnish members of the House with the amount of. 
bb oi authorized by the resolution. of the last House 

‘of. Representatives. g $ 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND WITHDRAWAL 
P ONER OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HALL, of Iowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce two 
bills;. which were read a firstand second time by 
their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

"A bill making a grant of land to the State of 
Towa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 
"A bill for the relief of Joseph Kerr, of Iowa. 
Referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. . ; i : i i 

: Mr. KNOX, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
constitute Peoria, in the State of Hlinois, a port 
of delivery; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
~ Qn motion by Mr. PERRY, ıt was 


. Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from | 


the files of the House of the petition and papers of Peter 
Groyer, for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 

“Mr. GREEN WOOD, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce two 
bills; which were read a first and second time by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

. A bill to provide for compensation of district 
land officers for the performance of certain duty 
now required of them by law; and 

í A bill granting public lands to the States of 
Arkansas, Louisiana, and Missouri, in alternate 
sections, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Springfield, Missouri, via Bentonville, Fay- 
etteville, Van Buren, Fort Smith, and Fulton, in 
the State of Arkansas, to Shreveport, in the State 
of Louisiana. 


On motion by Mr. BLISS, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of Charles 
Olcott, and that they be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the Housedo 
now. adjourn. 

Mr.McMULLIN. LI hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn, in order that I 
may move to reconsider the vote authorizing the 
Committee of Elections to employ a clerk. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think a clerk ought to 
be allowed to that committee, and I cannot with- 
draw my motion for the purpose stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgia that this is the last day 
upon which a motion to reconsider that vote can 
be made. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, I will let the motion 
be entered. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I make the motion, and 
ask that it may be entered, as I do not desire a 
vote upon it now. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks leave of 
the House to present to it certain papers from the 
Executive Departments. 

No objection being made, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- || 


lowing communications; which were read and 
disposed of as indicated below: 
communication from the Department of | 


State, transmitting the annual report of the pas- |! 


sengers arriving in the United States during the 
year ending December 31, 1855. Laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

A. communication from the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with the provisions of the 
twentieth section of the act of August 26, 1842, a 
detailed statement of the manner in which the 
contingent fund of that Department has been ex- 
pended, from June 30, 1854, to June 30, 1855, and 


| contained in the Congressional Directory. 


| transportation of 


of the southeast building; together.with the state- 
ments furnished by the heads of the several bu- 
reaus in that Department: Laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with the provis- 
ions of the eleventh section of the act of the 25th 
of August, 1842, a statement of the clerks em- 
ployed in that office, and in the several bureaus 
of the Treasury Department, for the year 1855. 
Laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Legation of the 
United States in China, submitting an account 
of fees for judicial services, both of receipts and | 
expenditures, at the several consulates, with ac- 
companying exhibits. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. : 

A communication from the Court of Claims, 
returning, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 13th instant, the petition and 
papers of Danicl Winslow, which were referred 
to the Court of Claims under a resolution of the 
last Congress. Laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A communication from the Court of Claims, 
transmitting,in compliance with aresolution of the 
House of the 18th instant, bill (No. 465) for the 
relief of Isaac Adams, together with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Court of Claims 
under an order of the House of Representatives 
of the 3d of March, 1855. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bills, of which previous no- 
tice had been given; which were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below, viz: 

_A bill to provide for the payment of commis- 
sions to the paymasters in the United States 
Army who paid the volunteers of Oregon in the 
Rogue river war in 1853. Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

A. bill for the relief of Benjamin Albon, major 
of the United States Army. Referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


JEFFERSON’S MANUAL, ETC. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New. York. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
procure a copy of the Rules and Jefferson’s Manual to be 
printed for the use of the members, to be neatly bound, | 
and incorporating therein also a copy of the matter usually | 


Mr. STEPHENS. A similar resolution has 
already been passed this session. 

Mr. BENNETT. I was not aware of the 
fact, and therefore withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. PORTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bills, of which previous no- 
tice had been given; which were severally radi 
first and second time by their titles, and referre 
as indicated below. i 

A bill to establish certain post roads in Mis- | 
souri. Referred to the Committee on the Post 
Otce and Post Roads. 

A bill to make the city of Hannibal a port of 
delivery. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill to authorize the selection of the residue 
of the land granted to the State of Missouri, and 
to aid in the construction of the Hannibal and St. 
Joseph’s Railroad in said State. Rreferred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SWOPE. Lask the unanimous consentof 
the House to withdraw from the files the petition 
and papers in the case of Samuel Perry, in a 
matter of claim against the Government for the 
Indian supplies. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. SWOPE. Iam sure the gentleman will 
not object when I state that the object I have in | 
view is to present the papers to the Court of 
Claims. ! 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman can do that; 
under the resolution which has been passed to- | 


day. 
Mr. SWOPE. The case is not pending there | 


at all. a! 


Mr. LETCHER. I want to know the reason | 
for allowing the. privilege. We have already | 


passed a resolution to give these papers to the 

clerk of the Court of Claims in certain cases. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 

the order.of the House does not cover this case. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. The only objection to 


„granting this general leave is the fear that we 


may be giving that courtsome jurisdiction thereby, 
which is not conferred upon it by the law of its 
organization. j : 

Mr. SWOPE. J do not. ask to have the papers 
referred. I ask for leave to withdraw them, 
merely. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then] understand the papers 
are to be withdrawn for the purpose of giving the 
parties the opportunity of presenting them at the 
Court of Claims, or to the House again, as they 


i may think proper. Well, sir, I have been on the 


Committee on Claims, and I know what difficul- 


| ties have arisen out of just such proceedings on 


the part of the House as we are now asked to take. 
Members have obtained leave to withdraw papers 
from the files of the House; the parties have as- 
certained upon what grounds they have lost their 
cases before the Committee on Claims; they have 
revised the papers, soas to remove the difficulty; 
and have again presented them in a shape by 
which their cases were made out. That is precise- 
ly the reason why I object to the gentleman’s 
request now te withdraw, unconditionally, these’ 


papers: : 
Mr. SWOPE. I am willing that copies of the 
papers shall be left on file. Task leave to with- 
draw them with that understanding. 

Mr. LETCHER. If you will take copies and 
leave the original papers, I have no objection. 

Mr. SWOPE. No, sir. Mr. Speaker, I am 
very much surprised at the objection which has. 
been raised by my friend from Virginia to the 
application for leave to withdraw these papers 
from the files of the House. I will withdraw my 
application, hoping that the gentleman from Vir- 


i ginia will look into the case and satisfy himself: 


of the propriety of the request. 

I now ask leave to withdraw from the files the 
letter addressed by General Hull to Captain 
Wallace. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS, 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Task leave to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be an- 
thorized to employ a clerk, at the usual rate of compensation, 
for such time as they may deem necessary. 

Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. ` 

The motion was agreed to, and thereupon (at 
fifteen minutes before four o’clock) the House ad- 
journed until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. , 
Monpay, February 25, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information of the amount necessary 
to complete the fortification at Pea Patch Island, 
in the Delaware river, and the time within which 
the work can be done; which, on motion by Mr. 
Bropyeap, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, a copy of the report of the board 
of naval officers, convened in pursuance of the 
act of February 28, 1855, to promote the efficiency 
of the Navy; which, on motion by Mr. Cray, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, the correspondence in relation to 
the inspection of the steam frigate San Jacinto 
at New York, on her late return from the West 
Indies; which, on motion by Mr, Bropuran, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a petition of . 

widows of revolutionary soldiers residing in the 


1856. . 


State of Maine, praying to be allowed arrears of 
pension; which was referred to. the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of | 


the heirs of Captain John Mussey, praying for 
the redemption of certain bills of credit issued by 
the authority of the Continental Congress during 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg leave to present the 
memorial of Thomas A. Hendricks and others, 
heads of the Bureaus in the executive depart- 
ments at Washington, who represent that the 
compensation assigned to the respective offices 
held by them was fixed, in most instances, more 
than half acentury ago,and that it is now utterly 
inadequate, in view of the greatly increased ex- 
penses of living at the metropolis of the nation; 
that the duties of their offices have augmented 
with the growth and business of the country, 
until they have becomé of the most important 


character. The Secretary of the Treasury has | 


twice, I believe, recommended this increase. I 
move the reference of the memorial and papers to 
the Committce on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.»BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John Grayson, pension agent at Pittsburg, pray- 
ing to be allowed a credit in the settlement of his 
accounts for money paid by him on a certificate 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, and disallowed 
by the accounting officers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 
of the Army stationed at the Frankford Arscnal, 
near Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying for an 

‘increase of the commutation price of the Army 
ration; which was referred to the Committce on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE presented a petition of L. Hutch- 
inson and others, residents of the Indian country 
east of Lake Winnebago, in Wisconsin, praying 
that titles may issue to occupants of lands within 
the Stockbridge reservation, on payment of the 
price stipulated in the treaty between the United 


States and those Indians; which was referred to- 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of the 
heirs of James Purvis, a captain in the revolu- 
tionary army, praying to be allowed commutation 

ay; which was referred to the Committee on 
evolutionary Claims. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of John 
Cummins, praying for permission to change the 
name of the American brig Hibernia to that of 
Victor of the Wave; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of Mary 
Turner, only surviving child of Christopher 
Greene, deceased, praying to be allowed the 
seven years’ half pay due for the services of her 
father in the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
Jacob Schenck, an oficer in the revolutionary 
army, praying for compensation for his services 
and remuneration for losses sustained by him 
during that war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
settlers upon and near the military reservation at 
Fort Atkinson, Iowa, praying that the purchasers 
of the fort buildings on that reservation may not 
be allowed the right of preëmption to any lands 
except those on which those buildings are situ- 
ated; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Iowa, pray- 


ing for the establishment of a mail route from ; 


West Union, Iowa, to Austin, in the Territory 
of Minnesota; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Rob- | 


ert D. Thorburn, a commander in the Navy, who 
has been placed upon the reserved list, praying 
to be restored to his former position in the ser- 
vice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
petition of James A. Doyle, a lieutenant in the 
Navy, who has been placed upon the reserved 
list, complaining that injustice has been done him, 
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and praying for such redress as Congress may 
deem suitable and just; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD. I presentthe petition of Hen- 
ry A. Steele, a lieutenant in the United States 
Navy, asking for redress from the action of the 
late naval board, in reference to his case. He 
admits that his health disqualifies him from active 
duty, but he complains of having been placed on 
the furlough list. He states that he has been in 
the Navy for twenty-nine years, and during that 
time has never been court-martialed or reprimand- 
ed. He lost his health while serving on the coast 
of Africa between the years 1844 and 1846. If 
that statement of his be truc, I think there can 
be but one opinion—that an officer who, in the 
service of his country, loses his health, not by 
any vice, folly, or error of his own, certainly, 
according to the intent of that law, should not 
have been placed upon the furlough list. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH. I am requested to present the 
petition of shipowners and merchants.of the city 
of New York on behalf of Commander Thomas 
R. Gedney, who, under the action of the late 
naval board, has been placed on the reserved list 
with furlough pay. The petitioners represent 
that his health has been greatly impaired by ex- 
posure and hardships in the Coast Survey, and 
they refer to his valuable services in discovering 
a new channel entering into the port of New 
York. They request that he may be restored to 
his former emoluments and pay. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, 'That the papers on the files of the Senate re- 
lating to the claim of John Y. Laub, praying for arrears of 
salary as clerk in the office of the First Comptroller, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Lemuel B. 
Mason, the petition of John Folden; the petition of Da- 
vid Benjamin, one of the heirs of Samuel Benjamin ; the 
petition of the heirs of Daniel Littlefield; the petition of 
the heirs of Nathanicl Hutchins; the petition of the heir 
of Samucl Sawyer; the petition of the heirs of John Pray; 
the petition of Caleb Frye, one of the heirs of Nathaniel 
Frye; and the petition of William Allen, heir of Jonathan 
Allen, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Horatio Gates Cook, heir of 
David Cook ; the petition of the heirs of Daniel Gookin ; the 
petition of the heirs-at-law of Robert Given ; the petition of 
Peletiah Littlefield, one of the heirs of Noah M. Littlefield ; 
the petition of Mary Ann 8. Darby, heir of Samuel Darby; 
the petition of Samuel Pope, one of the heirs of Isaac Pope; 
the petition of Lucius Q. C. Nason, and Sabina Grant, heirs 
of Nathaniel Nason ; the petition of Joseph S. Bailey, and 
the other heirs of John Bailey; the petition of the heirs-at- 
law of Nathaniel Leavitt; the petition of Susanna H. Burn- 
ham, and the other heirs of Jeremiah [ill ; and the petition 
of the heirs of Joseph Boynton, on the files of the Senate, 
ve severally referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

laims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Joseph Smith, assignee of 
a certain land warrant, asking the right to locate the quan- 
tity of land therein described, be taken from the files and rè- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William A. Burt, praying 
for a just allowance in consideration of the benefit the Gov- 
ernment has derived from the use of acompass invented by 
him, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and_reter- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to authorize the selection of the residue 
of the lands granted by the act of Congress of 
September 20, 1850, June 10, 1852, and February 
9, 1853; and 

A joint resolution requiring the Secretar 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to distribute public documents to the 
several counties in the United States. 

Mr. BIGLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the improvement 
of the harbor of Erie, Pennsylvania. 


to ask leave to introduce a bill for the improve- 


i ment of the navigation of the Ohio river. 


of | 


* Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice of his intention | 


f 


Mr. BAYARD gave notice of-hjs intention to: 
ask leave to introduce a bill making an appropria- 
tion for the completion of: Fort Delaware, and the 
fortification of, the Pea Patch; Island; inithe river. 
Delaware, ` ` 3 say erie 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES» ~ i 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee ón Mili” 
tary Affairs, reported a bill providing for the ne~ 
cessary increase and better organization of the 
medical and hospital department of the Army; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Naval: 
Affairs, to whom were referred memorials from 
certain officers of the Navy, complaining of the 
action of the late naval board, have instructed 
me to make a report, accompanied by a bill to 
amend an “Act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy.” [ask that the report and bilbe printed. 
I have to say to the Senage that the report is very 
voluminous, and will occupy perhaps two hours 
in reading. It is partly printed already, and will, 
be ready to-morrow for distribution to Senators. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered toa 
second reading; and five hundred extra copies of 
the report were ordered to.be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Mrs. Mar- 
garet L. Worth, asking to be paid arrearages of 
pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordercd to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on the Dig- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill 
to incorporate the Columbia Wood Gas Com- 
pany, reported it back without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CLAY; in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
improve the military defenses of Mobile and New, 
Orleans, and the inland navigation between those 
cities; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to. the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

. Mr. HAMLIN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill fur- 
ther to amend ‘An actentitled an act to provide for 
the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, and for other purposes;’’ which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

PRINTING OF A REPORT. 
On motion by Mr, CLAY, it was 


Ordered, That the communication from the Secretary of 


| War, of February 2, in reference to the defenses of Mobile, 


be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. W.P. Inaram, Chief Clerk, announced 
that they had passed, withoutamendment, the joint 
resolution of the Senate (S. R. 4) for the appoint- 
ment of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 
and also Senate joint resolution (S. R. 5) to sup- 
ply a deficiency in the appropriations for printing 
for the second session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
gress; and the bill (S. 109) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to change the name of the 
French-built brig Vigie to Minnie. 

THE BRITISH ENLISTMENT QUESTION. 


Mr. MASON. I ask leave to offer a resolution, 
which will be found, I think, of general public 
interest; and when it is read I wish to make a few 
remarks upon it. 

The Secretary read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom: 
patible with the public interest, to communicate. to the 
Senate the correspondence which has taken place between 
this Government and that of Great Britain in regard to the” 
enlistment of soldiers within. the United States, by the 
agents and officers of the latter, for the British army, ac- 
companied by such evidence and documents as the Presi- 
dent may decm proper to show the connection of these 
agents and officers with the. alleged violation of our laws 
and sovereign rights. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I ask theSenate 
to consider the resolution now, because, in look- 
ing into that subject, I have been strongly im- 
pressed with the-belief that it is desirable now to 
spread that information before the country. 

The Senate is aware, of course, that the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in his annual message, 
communicated to both Houses of Congress all 
the documents and cotrenpondenee which had 
taken place between. the. Government of Eng- 
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land and this Government in reference to certain 
coritrovertéd: matters of construction that had 
arisen upon the convention between the two coun- 
tries; of July, 1850, called. the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, and of, other matters connected with Cen- 
tral America that were interesting to the two coun- 
tries, . These documents have gone to the world, 
and Í doubt not that the public judgment in this 
country is made up on the question between the 
two. countries, as. to. on which side the right is 
found... ; 

The President, in his annual message, while 
giving to.the country a brief history of the differ- 
ences that had arisen between the Government 

of England and this Government on the alleged 
attempts on the part of England to recruit her 
armies for the Russian war by cnlistments made, 
either directly or indirectly, within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, refrained—and, doubt- 
less, refrained on proper consideration—from 
communicating to the country the correspond- 
ence which had passed between the two Govern- 
ments.on that subject.. He said, however, that, 
at a future. day, it probably would become im- 
portant or desirable to communicate that inform- 
ation. | 

“We have'seen, within the last few days, by a 

late-arvival from England, that the Earl of Clar- 


endon; who is, as I understand, the Minister of | 


Foreign Relations of Great Britain, availed him- 
golf of ah occasion in the House of Lords to give 
the British version of those difficulties. As I un- 
derstand, sir, that noble lord was either not in 
possession of all the information connected with 
that subject, or he looks upon it in a very differ- 
ent light from that in which it must be viewed by 
this country and by our Government. 

Sir, it has been the usage—and the proper usage, 
I believe, of all administrations—to keep our fel- 
dow-countrymen informed of great an 
measures or events affecting the interest or honor 
of the country. The pubis judgment is thus 
made up in advance upon safe materials, furnished 
for the purpose of general information; and upon 
examining into this subject, I have become satis- 
fied that the time has now arrived, more especially 


in view of what has transpired in England’, giving | 


the British view of this subject, when all the 
documents and correspondence connected with it 
should be laid before the country; and, amongst 
other reasons, because, if not done, the effect 
may be to leave our people either uninformed or 
misinformed by the character of the information 
which has been given on the other side of the 
Atlantic. 


T have therefore offered this resolution, asking | 


for the communication of all the correspondence 
and documents connected with the attempt of 
England to recruit her armies for the Russian 
war—as we believe, in derogation of the sovereign 
rights of the country, and in violation of our 
police laws. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I wish to express 
my hearty coneurrence with, and approval of, 
the resolution offered by the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. It is time, sir, that the country 
should be made acquainted with all the facts con- 


nected with the pending controversies between į 


our Government and that of Great Britain. We, 
as yet, are in possession of the documents rela- 
tive to one of the two great questions only, pre- 


sented with the President’s annual message, and | 


which relate to what is termed the Central Amer- 
ican question. It may prove that those which 


relate to the other question—that of enlistments | 
in this country for the British servicein Russia— | 


especially demand the grave consideration of 
Congress. 
President may deem proper to communicate on 
the subject; but I avail myself of this opportu- 
nity to make two or three statements of matters 
most important to the country, which seem to 


have passed from notice even here, and to be į 
% 


altogether unknown in Great Britain. _ These 
facts, on due reflection, will serve to fully justify 
the course pursued by the American Government, 

Sir, the British declaration of war against Rus- 


sia bears date Westminster, March 28, 1854. On | 


the 2ist of April ensuing, Mr. Crampton, the 


British Minister to the United States, communi- | 
cated the fact of this declaration to our Govern- | 
ment. (See Executive Doc., Ist Series, Vol. xi., | 


Thirty-Third Cong., H. Doc. 103.) 
Mr Crampton also presented another declara- 


leading | 


I do not design to anticipate what the |i 


tion, bearing the same date, in which his Govern- 
ment expressed its intention to waive, for the 
present, in favor of neutral commerce, some of 
its previous pretensions to belligerent rights. 
In making this communication, Mr. Crampton 
proceeded to express the earnest hope of his 
Government, that the Government of the United 
States would not suffer any privateers under Rus- 
sian colors to be fitted out and equipped in any 
of its ports; and that our Government would 
prevent any of our citizens from taking part in 
any such armament of the nation, or in any other 
procedure in violation of a strict neutrality. To 
this, Mr. Marcy, Scerctary of State, replied, 
under date of the same month—April 28th; and 
after some other pertinent observations, procecds 
to say to Mr. Crampton, as follows: 


«<The undersigned is directed by the President to state to 
her Majesty’s Minister to this Government that the United 
States, while claiming the full enjoyment of their rights as 
aneutral Power, will observe the strictest neutrality towards 
each and all the belligerents. The laws of this country 
impose severe restrictions not only upon its own citizens, 
but upon all persons who may be residents within any of 
the Territories of the United States, against equipping pri- 
vateers, receiving commissions, or entisting men therein 
for the purpose of taking a part in any foreign war. It is 
not apprehended that there will be any attempt to violate 
the laws; but should the just expectation of the President 
be disappointed, he will not fail in his duty to use ali the 
power with which he is invested to enforce obedience to 
them. Considerations of interest and the obligations of duty 
alike give assurance that the citizens of the United States 
will in no way compromit the neutrality of the country by 
participating in the contest in which the principal Powers 
of Burope are now unhappily engaged.” 


The Senate will now perceive, that Mr. Marcy 
here assures the British Government, in the most 
emphatic and explicit terms, not only that our 
Government will not allow any privateers to be 
fitted out or equipped in any of our ports, but 


that they will not allow any men to be enlisted | 


in the United States. I may here remark that, 
when Mr. Crampton applied to have naval equip- 
ments in favor of Russia prevented, he seems to 
have entirely lost sight of the fact that such equip- 
ments were no more a violation of the laws of 
neutrality, than the enlistment of men for the 
land service of Great Britain; or, if he did not 
lose sight of it, he should have borne in mind 
that his application for the Government to pre- 
vent the violation of the laws of neutrality in 
favor of Russia, was an implied pledge of honor 


that neither he nor his Government would attempt | 


their violation as against Russia, and in favor of 
Great Britain. Mr. Marcy would never have 
permitted himself to presume, that Mr. Crampton 
would be guilty of the indecency to ask the United 
States Government to maintain its neutrality 
against Russia, and to violate it in favor of Great 
Britain. We, therefore, had a perfect right to 
look on this application as a declaration of honor, 
on the part of the British Government, that they, 
at least, would respect our neutrality and our 
laws, let Russia attempt what she might. 
Notwithstanding this implied pledge of honor, 
a different course was pursued. The British Par- 
liament was assembled at an carly day, on the 
special call of the Minister. It met on the 12th 
day of December, 1854, for the special purpose, 
primarily, of enabling the Minister to have a law 


i enacted for the enlistment of foreigners into the 


British service. The bill was introduced into the 
House of Lords on: the first day of the session; 
and had its second reading two days afterwards; 
and was pressed with the whole power of the 
Government through that House in little more 


than one week. The bill was introduced by the į 


Duke of Neweastle, then Minister of War, and 
was advocated and defended chiefly by him and 
the Marquis of Lansdowne. It was earnestly op- 
posed by others, such as the Earl of Ellenborough, 
and the Earl of Derby. The Minister, it is true, 


| did not expressly say, but certainly allowed the 
| House of Lords to suppose, that the foreign enlist- 


ments were to be effected by secret arrangements 
with some of the Governments of Europe; and 
under this false impression the bill finally passed 
the House of Lords. All this appears clearly 


from the speeches delivered on both sides of the | 


question, as reported by Hansard. ; 
From the House of Lords the foreign enlist- 
ment act was introduced into the House of Com- 


mons by Lord John Russell, and pushed through, | 


by his ‘efforts and those of Lord Palmerston, 


H against the most anxious and earnest resistance, 
i! not only of their political opponents in the Com- 


mons, butalso by many of their friends. It was 
earnestly opposed by Lord Stanley, Mr. Disraeli, 
Sir Edward Lytton Bulwer, and many others, 
who felt and declared that it would be dishon- 
orable to England thus to express, indirectly, a 
conviction of the military incompetency of. her 
own people, and to traverse other countries beg- 
ging or stealing mercenaries to fight her battles 
with Russia. ‘To all this the reply of Lord John. 
Russell was, as wellasthat of Lord Palmerston, 
we must have the bill, for we cannot carry on the 
i war without it. It becomesa stern necessity: if 
you pass not this bill, we shall throw up our com- 
| missions, and leave the country without a gov- 
ernment in the very crisis of a foreign war. 
Thus, and only thus, they succeeded in bullying 
the House of Commons into their measure, and 
pushed the bill through, against the better judg- 
ment of many, and the sense of honor of the 
whole body. 

Mr. President, in reading the report of the 
debate in the House of Commons, it appears that 
honorable and grave members intreated Ministers 
to say how and where they expected to obtain 
foreign troops; that the Ministers were frequently 
admonished that it was against all principle for 
the British Government to undertake tg enter 
within the limits of a foreign State, for the pur- 
pose of raising recruits, without the consent of 
such State; that, should the foreign State consent, 
it would be a violation of its neutrality; that, if 
it did not consent, then its neutrality would be 
violated and outraged by Great Britain. And 
one member put his objections in the following 
language. Iam astonished that against all these 
remonstrances the bill passed: 
| “Iit was pointed out that some Power, or some foreign 
| nation, was willing to allow its subjects to be enlisted by 
this country for the purpose of making war with Russia, 
and yet maintain its neutrality—which was a principle 
contended for by some—then he. asserted that it was a dan- 
gerous principle to lay down. If this were the principle of 
the bill, what could we say if Russia were to hire privateers 
from the United States? Should they not be told that any 
country might ‘let out? its men and forces without breaking 
its neutrality, and that we had ourselves laid down that 
principle by a deliberate acr of the British Parliament??? 

It was in the face of Mr. Marcy’s solemn as- 
surance to Mr. Crampton of the 28th of April, 
1854, and to the admonitory arguments of the 
| opponents of the bill in the House of Commons, 
that Lord Palmerston, having procured the enact- 
ment of it, proceeded, in February, 1855, to carry 
it out in the United States. Of course, the law 
officers of the United States opposed it, We all 
well remember the agitation, and the flagrant dis- 
turbance of the peace which the enlistment of re- 
cruits for the British service produced during last 
summer in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. 
| At length it was discovered that, although the 
business was conducted by Sir Gaspard Le Mar- 
chant, the British Governor of Nova Scotia, yet, 
in fact, it was under the conduct and zealous per- 
sonal superintendence of Mr. Crampton, the Brit- 
ish Minister at Washington. The President has 
of course demanded of the British Government 
ample reparation for this outrage against the sov- 
ereignty and neutral rights of the United States. 
He would have dishonored his station and his 
country had he omitted to do so. I applaud him 
| myself—I believe we all applaud him; and every 
American will applaud him for his course to put 
a stop to the business of British enlistments in our 
land, which is not distinguishable in’ principle 
from impressment on the sea, which was not less 
sternly rebuked by Jefferson and Madison. 

Sir, the Earl of Clarendon, in the speech re- 
cently made by him at the opening of Parliament, 
| undertook to state two positions which require to 
be met by an entire contradiction at once, in the 
only place where that contradiction can be clothed 
with authority—in the Senate of the United States. 

1. Lord Clarendon assumes to justify the acts 
| of Mr. Crampton, and, in relation to them, says 
he has done nothing which should give umbrage 
to the United States; nay, that what he did was 
| satisfactory to Mr. Marcy. I take it for granted, 
sir, that when we come to see the dispatches, 
we shall find that this imposition on Mr. Marcy 
will be totally destitute of foundation. Instead 
of being satisfied in having the British recruiting 
service prosecuted in the United States, he had, as 
we have seen, more than a year before, solemnly 
| notified the British Government that it should not 
|i be done. As to the participation of Mr. Cramp- 
ton in the business, it is absolutely astonishing 
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that any one should venture to utter a word in 
its justification, it was so notoriously at war with 
the rights of neutrality and national honor. Mr. 
President, I have learned from numerous original 
letters from Mr. Crampton, and the British offi- 
cers with whom he corresponded on this subject, 
to say nothing of his official instructions to Brit- 
ish Consuls and other persons, now on file in the 
Department of State, that which proves fully the 
scandalous activity of Mr. Crampton in the com- 
mission of those acts by which our rights and our 
municipal laws, as a neutral Power, were so 
basely outraged. aw. 

` 2. But Lord Clarendon, in his second speech, 
declares that our laws were not violated by Mr. 
Crampton. Itis somewhat astonishing that Lord 
Clarendon should have ventured on"such a dec- 
laration; and it becomes still more so, when we 
perceive thathe relies for thisopinion on aremark 
made by Judge Kane, in the month of April, ata 
very carly stage of the proceedings, to the effect 
that it did not constitute a violation of the law for 
a Government agent merely to pay the passage 
money of voluntary recruits from Philadelphia to 
Halifax. Lord Clarendon is very careful to forget 
to state that, when the cases came on to be tried 
in New York and Philadelphia, in September, 
before Judges Ingersoll and Kane, these honor- 
able judges charged, in the most explicit terms, 
that the acts proved were in violation of law; and, 
moreover, that the proofs established the fact of 
the guilty complicity of Mr. Crampton with them. 
In order that Lord Clarendon, or any one else in 
Great Britain, may not hereafter have any excuse 
founded on ignorance of this matter, I quote the 
following passage from the opinion of Judge Kane: 

“The case has involved, in its progress, a train of facts 
of very considerable political interest—perhaps of more 
general interest in that aspect of it than in its bearing on 
the questions which are to be decided by your verdict. 
‘Vhere are very few among us, probably none, who have not 
felt aggrieved at the tone with which the press of foreign 
countries, and occasionally of foreign statesmen of the day, 
have commented upon what they have been pleased to call 
the over alacrity of the American people to engage in military 
controversies in which they properly had no rightful part. 
Our people and our Government have been accused of for- 
getting the obligations of neutrality, and pushing ourselves 
forward into the conflicts of foreign nations, instead of 
minding our own business as neutrals, and leaving belliger- 
ents to fight out their own quarrels. For one, I confess 
that T felt surprised, as this case advanced, to learn, that 
during the very time that these accusations were fulnin- 
ated against the American people by the press of England, 
there was, on the part of eminent British functionaries here, 
a series of arrangements in progress, carefully digested, and 
combining all sorts of people, under altnost ali sorts of influ- 
ences, to evade the laws of the United States by which our 
country sought to enforce its neutrality—arrangements ma- 
tured, upon a careful inspection of the different sections of 
uur statutes, ingeniously to violate their spirit and principle 
without incurring their penalty, aud thus enlist and send j; 
away soldiers from our neutral shores to fight the battles | 
of those who were incontinently and not over courteously 
admonishing us to fullfil the duties of neutrality. 

“The hiring or retaining does not necessarily inelude the 
payment of money on the part of him who hires or retains 
another. He may hire or retain a person, with an agree- 
nent that he shaji pay wages when the services shall have 
been performed. ‘The hiring or retaining a servant is not 
ponerally by the payment of money, in the first instance, 

ut by the promise to pay money when the services shall | 
have been performed; and so a person may be hired or 
retained to go beyond the limits of the United States, with 
a certain intent, though he is only to receive his pay after 
he has gone beyond the limits of the United States with 
that intent. 

“ Morcover, it is not necessary thatthe consideration of the 
hiring shali be money. To give to a person u railroad ticket 
that costs four dollars and board and lodge him for a week, 
is as good a consideration for the contract of hiring, as to 
pay him the money with which he could buy the railroad 


| judicious course pursued by him in this trouble- 


i the Senate long; I am not in a condition to do 
| so. 


ticket and pay for his board himself. Ifthere be an engage- 
ment on the one side to do the particular thing, to go beyond | 
the limits of the United States with the intent to enlist, and 
on the other side an engagement that, when the act shall | 
have been done, a consideration shall be paid to the party 
performing the services, or doing the work, the hiring and 
retaining are complete. 

«The meaning of the law, then, is this: thatifany person 
shall engage, hire, retain or employ another person to go 
outside of the United States to do that which he could not 
do if he remained in the United States, viz: to take partin 
a foreign quarrel; if he hires another to go, knowing that i 
is his intent to enlist when he arrives out; if he engage 
him to go because he has such an intent, then the offense is | 
complete within the section. Every resident of the United H 


States has the right to go to Halifax, and there to enlist in 
any army that he pleases; but it is not lawful for a person 
10 engage another here to go to Halifax for that purpose. It į! 
is the hiring of the person to go beyond the United States, || 
that person having the intention to enlist when Fe arrives || 
out, and that intention known to the party hiring him, ! 
and that intention being a portion of the consideration, || 
because of which he hires him, that defines the offense. 

“If you believe the witness, the object here was to effect- 
uate an enlistment beyond the borders of the United States, 
and yet-escape from the provisions of this section; tu do i; 
eficetively, and yet not seem to du.” H 


f It is going on the four winds of heaven, traveling 


| at the present moment.” 


Sir, I have but one more remark to make in 
reference to Lord Clarendon’s view of the law. 
It is, simply, that he had no right to enter into 
the question as to. what our municipal law is. 
With this the Government has no right to inter- 
fere; it is a question for our own judicial authority 
only. The British Government would seem to 
have supposed that to them would be referred our 
municipal law for construction; and that, if they 
could but succeed in the concoction of ingenious 
devices for the purpose of evading it, that was 
enough. But Lord Clarendon should have re- 
flected that the British Government had no right 
to recruit for its army in the United States at all, 
whether forbidden by our municipal law or not. 
He should have looked at the substance, rather 
than quibble about the mere letter of an act of 
Congress. It would have been much more hon- 
orable and magnanimous. The American Gov- 
ernment, he knew, had forbidden such recruiting 
service by our neutrality law; and to undertake 
to recruit, in direct violation: of that act, and the 
implied pledge of honor from Mr. Crampton to 
Mr. Marcy, was a flagrant breach of honor, and 
an outrage on our sovereignty. I profess, sir, it 
seems to me, there cannot possibly be anything 
more discreditable to a great and powerful nation 
like Great Britain, than this petty idea of Lord 
Clarendon in assuming, for his Government, 
petty country-court quibbles as a ground of de- 
fense for what he, his country, and the world 
know to bea great wrong and outrage against 
the United States. . 

Mr. President, in the close permit me to say, 
that I consider the conduct of the President of 
the United States in relation to “the question to 
have been dignified, honorable, and patriotic; and 
let the result of the controversy be what it may, 
no doubt that every true American will cheerfully 
sustain him, To the Attorney General also is 
due much praise for the highly honorable and 


some business. Long he sought to adjust the 
affair without resort to coercive measures, in a 
quiet and amicable manner; but, finding his efforts 
of no avail, he was compelled by a sense of pub- 
lic duty to exert the forceoflaw. Thus, through 
him, the disturbers of our peace and the violators 
of our Jaws were rebuked, and their nefarious 
proceedings brought to anignominious close. He | 
deserves well of the country for his vigilance, for 

his prompt, energetic and efficient action, and for 
which he will receive the thanks of the American 
people. 

And now, sir, my decided opinion is, that we 
should promptly assume, and firmly maintain the 
ground of right, and submit to nothing which is 
wrong. The people of the United States, as one 
man, will sustain us in that position. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I shall not detain 


I rise to return my thanks to the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Mason] for the 
motion which. he has submitted to the Senate to- 
day. I heartily accord with him. It is a sub- 
ject that concerns the American people—not less 
we who are here, than the great body of our con- 
stituents throughout the American Republic. I 
agree fully with the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, in the view he has taken of the statement 
made by Lord Clarendon in the British House 
of Peers. I go further than the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia, and I say that I never saw 
a statement so unsupported by the facts—a state- 
ment showing that the speaker was so inatten- 
tive to facts, or so disingennous in his narration 
of them. I say this with a perfect realization of 
my responsibility and position before this body 
and the country, and I think a very few words 
will satisfy the Senate that such is the case. The 
statement of Lord Clarendon has gone abroad in 
England; it is going abroad in our own country. 
His speech has already been here for some days. 


east and west, north and south, It has already 
produced an impression—an impression not in | 
conformity with the real state of facts. Allow me į 
to read, ina very few words, what Lord Claren- 
don has said on this subject. He said: 

“The most recent demands of the Government of the 


United States arrived only two days ago, and it would not 
have been conducive to the public interest to produce them ! 


What these demands were, Mr. President, I} 


know no more than any other. member of the 
Senate. Two days previous to his. speech he 
saysa final demand was made by our Government. 
I hope it was a demand on the British Government 
to recall its representative here.. Thatis my own 
wish, and has been from the beginning. If that 
demand has been made, and has not.been com- 
plied with, I hope this Government will.take-the 
matter into their own hands, and do what, Mr. 
Madison did—send away the offending represent- 
ative, let the consequences be what they may. 
It is anact which we owe to our own dignity and 
to the world. It is not an act of war—the sus- 

ension of diplomatic relations; and if it should 

ecome so, it will be because England determines 
on it. 

Now, let me advert to Lord Clarendon’s state- 
ment in the House of Peers; and the Senate will 
observe that itis fully entitled to the character 
of disingenuousness: f 

“ The origin of the point now in dispute is as follows::On 
the breaking out of the war, numerous applications from 
foreigners, and from British subjects in the United States, 
were made to the British Government for permission to join 
the army in the East.?? 

Any man on reading this would suppose that 
the British Government had been more sinned 
against than sinning—that they passed the foreign 
enlistment bill not for their own purposes, but to 
mect the demands made on them from other coun- 
tries of the world. His lordship continues: 

“Some of these applications were made from political 
motives, some on account of a political interestin the issue, 
and others from other causes; and, in consequence of them, 
instructions were sent to the Governor of Nova Scotia to 
consider whether persons from the United States, desirous 
of enlisting in the British service, could be received at Hal- 
ifax. These instructions were made known to Mr. Cramp- 
ton, and he was told that, however desirous her Majesty’s 
Government were to obtain recruits, they were still more 
anxious that there should be no violation or infringement 
of the municipal law of the United States. Shortly after- 
wards, an agent opened an agency office, and upon .com- 
plaint being made, Mr. Crampton desired that it might be 
made public that the British Government did not recruit or 
raise soldiers in the United States, and he made known his 
instructions to Mr. Marcy, who then expressed himself sat- 
isfied. The passage of persons wisbing to go into Canada to 
enlist was paid, and Judge Kane laid down the rule that to 
pay the passage of men to a foreign port, and then enlist 
them, is no violation of international law. * « a 

* * A correspondence of a not very amicable character 
has taken place between the two Governments, but the 
transactions to which it refers are bygone transactions 5 
and from the commencement the British Government have 
disclaimed all intention of infringing in any way the law of 
the United States.” an 3 > 

Then, Mr. President, according to the state- 
ment of the British Secretary of Foreign Affairs, 
the transactions arose in consequence of applica- 
tions made to the British Government from abroad, 
and the British Government applied to the author- 
ities of Halifax to know what would be lawful 
there, and whether recruits from the United States 
could be received. Let him believe this who will. 
A likely story, that the British Cabinet should 
apply to the Governor of Nova Scotia to know 
whether they might raise recruits there from the 
United States! It was a measure of their own, 
in which that functionary was their agent. Now, 
sir, a month after the war broke out between 
Russia on the one part and England and France 
on the other, the British and French Ministers, 
in April, 1854, had a conversation with our Scc- 
retary of State, in which they stated to the Amer-* 
ican Government the course which they meant 
to pursue on the subject of privateering, and of 
the operation of the laws respecting neutrals on 
the high seas during the war, The documents 
in relation to that matter have been published for 
some time, and I hold them now inmy hand. In 
the conversation to which I allude, Mr. Marcy 
told the Ministers what were the provisions. of 
the laws of the United States on the subject of 
recruiting for the belligerents; and two days after- 
wards—on the 28th of April—he wrote them a 
letter, in which was this paragraph: 

“The undersigned is directed by the President to state 
to her Majesty’s Minister to this Government that the Uni- 
ted States, while claiming the full enjoyment of their rights 
as a neutral Power, will observe the strictest neutrality 
towards each and ail the belligerents. The laws of this 
country impose severe restrictions not only upon its own 
citizens, but upon all persons who may be residents within 
any of the territories of the United States, against equip- 
ping privateers, receiving commissions, or enlisting men 
therein, for the purpose of taking a part in any foreign 
war.” 

The representatives of both France and Eng- 
land had a copy of our law. This letter of Mr. 
Marcy’s was written nearly one year before the 
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fayeign enlistment bill was passed; so that, in all 
of the subsequent transactions of the British Gov- 
ernmentat home, and its agents upon our border, 
and its Minister here, they went forward to their 
work with the perfect knowledge of our statute 
taw on the subject, furnished by our own Gov- 
erninent, and a warning that eur Government 
wrould enforce the law. pike es 


“Mr. President, within a few months after that 
a Schevie was devised in- England for enlisting 
wieninforeign countries. ‘The foreign enlistment 

. billway passed by the British Parliament. It was 
ati act oftheir owns It was an act to invite men 

from foreign countries. It was passed by the 

British Government with a view to engage them 

in the Crimean war; and while upon its passage 

it was opposed and denounced as an unjustifiable 
racasure, which would necessarily bring the Brit- 
ish Government into contact with neutral nations 
by the attempt to violate their laws. But these 
representations wereuscless. The law was passed 
with aà view to raise men in foreign countries for 
the British military service. We all know that. 

Ït is a historical fact about which there can be no 

dispute- lmnicdiately after that.law was passed, 

what was the result? What did Lord Clarendon 
himself say ~was:the result? The instructions 
respecting the matter were communicated to Mr. 

Gramapton, the first fact of which we have notice 

in this country, as developed in the trial at Phila- 

delphia,.was that on the last of January, 1855. 

Persons here had scen this law, and having a wish 

to engage in the British military service, they 

applied for permission to do so. They were 

Peed by Mr. Crampton that he could not 
give them an answer, but would in a few days, 
as hé expected instructions, showing conclusively 

` that such instructions were contemplated, not in 
consequence of previous application, but to meet 
them whem made; and three or four days after— 
namely, February 24, 1855—Mr. Crampton writes 
a note, saying that he could give the information. 
He had then, as he said, received information 
from home. All this, and indeed all the whole 
proceedings, contradict the assertion of Lord 
Clarendon, that this business of recruiting was 
adopted in England because applied for here, Lord 
Clarendon’s statement is, that on the breaking out 
of the war applications were made to join the 
British army in the East; and then he says : 

“Tn consequence of them, instructions were sent to the 
Governor of Nova Scotia, to consider whether persons from 
the United States, desirous of enlisting in the British service, 
eould:be reccived at Halifax.” 

- Does’ one honorable Senator believe such a 
thing? Is there a man within the sound of my 
voice, Senator or spectator, who believes thatthe 
British Government, with our law before them, 
eight months after the communication of Mr. 
Marcy, wrote to the Governor of Nova Scotia to 
ascertain whether they could receive recruits from 
the United States? The instructions which were 

iven the Governor of Nova Scotia were sent, as 

e says, to Mr. Crampton, but the whole meas- 

ure was devised by the British Government. It 
was the scheme of the Government from the be- 
gining to the end. Thescheme obviously was to 
get men in ourcountry to “cvade”’as Mr, Cramp- 
„ton said—for that is the word testified to, by the 
witnesses who swore as to his siatements—to 
evade. the operation of our laws. I hold in my 
hand:the report of the Hertz trial at Philadelphia, 
which contains the statementof the district attor- | 
ney and of Judge Kanc—statements condensed 
from the trial. ‘The district attorney in his open- 
ing says: 

« Jhave said that the war in the Crimea was conducted 
by the British, French, and other nations, as allies, again 
the single power of Russia.. I have said that the conse- 
quence of that war had been disastrous to the besieging 


parties, and that the signs of the times indicated the still 
more humiliating fate. The English army having met the 
most serious losses, the Government of Great Britam, in 
direct violation of her duty towards us, and with a design of 
misleading those residents of the United States who did not 
fully comprehend the nature of our laws, devised a plan for 
the purpose of partially regaining the position and standing 
which, in the absence of the exercise of the advanced mil- 
itary experience of the age they had lost. 

“A plan for this purpose was adopted and attempted to 
be carried out by his Excellency John F. Crampton, the 
Minister Plenipotentiary of her Majesty, assisted by several | 
agents of the British Government, within the territory and 
jurrisdiction of the United States ; and, I think, you will be 
satisfied that Mr. Crampton thus acted with the knowledge 
and approbation of his Government.” 


I will not detain you, Mr. President, with the 


trial, and which can leave no-doubt on the: mind 
of any man who reads it, I may remark, how- 
ever, that Mr. Crampton is not here on trial. 
We are trying no man. We are dealing, not 
with strictly legal, but with moral facts. We 
are finding out truths affecting the welfare and 
character of the nation. Itis nota trial before a 
court as to the guilt or innocence of an individual; 
but it is a moral trial, to ascertain what were the 
general facts which took place, what were the 
motives, and what was the conduct of the British 
Government and of its agents. Judge Kane, 
before whom this case was tried, in summing up 
to the jury, says, as to the-pretenses of the British 
Government: ; 

« Our people and our Government have been accused of 
forgetting the obligations ofneutrality, and pushing ourselves 
forward into the conflicts of foreign nations, instead of 
minding our own business as neutrals and leaving belliger- 
ents to fight out their own quarrels. For one, l confess that 
Į felt surprised, as this case advanced, to learn, that during 
the very time that these accusations were fulininated against 
the American. people by. the press of England, there was, 
on the part of eminent British functionaries here, a series 
of arrangements in progress, carefully digested, and com- 
bining all sorts of people, under almost all sorts of influ- 
ences, to evade the laws of the United States by which 
our country sought to enforce its neutrality—arrangements 
matured upon a careful inspection of the different sections 
of our statute ingeniously to violate their spirit and principle 
without incarring their penalty.” 

This, sir,is true. Get men, at all events, was 
the spirit of the order, but take care not to be 
caught by the laws of the United States; and 
this caution runs through the whole matter. 

There you have the view of Judge Kane as 
disclosed to the jury, and founded upon the facts 
submitted in evidence. Notwithstanding this, 
what do we find to be the asscrtion of Lord Clar- 
endon? He states that ‘These instructions were 
made known to Mr. Crampton, and he was told 
that, however desirous her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were to obtain recruits, they were still more 
anxious that there should be no violation or in- 
fringement of the municipal law of the United 
States.” There is not a man who hears that 
declaration but will put his own construction on 
it. The plain English of it is, “ We want the 
men in the United States; go, and raise them, 
but take care to avoid their law if youcan.”? Why, 
sir, one of the witnesses who testified on that 
trial says, that Mr. Crampton, in speaking with 
him, used the expression that “The American 
law was very lax; do not expose yourself to its 
you can evade it, and the British Government will 
support you in so doing.” Lord Clarendon ob- 
serves, Shortly afterwards an agent opened an 
agency office, and, upon complaint being made, 
Mr. Crampton desired that it might be made 
known that the British Government did not re- 
cruit or raise soldiers in the United States, and 
he made known his instructions to Mr. Marcy, 
who then expressed himself satisfied.” 

Now, I aver as a fact that there is no foundation 
for this statement. J stand here on my responsi- 
bility, and say there is no foundation for the state- 
ment, that Mr. Marcy ever expressed any content 
or satisfaction at the course of the British Gov- 
ernment. No such paper can be found; no such 
paper was issued. Would it notbe a most aston- 
ishing declaration, after the letter he had written, 
and which I have quoted, and after the informa- 
tion which he had given to the British Minister, 
| when these proccedings became matters of noto- 
riety through the country, to express himself 

isfied? And yetthis is one of the misstatements 


satis 
which has gone to the world; and I now venture 
to say, when the papers called for by this resolu- 
tion shall come in, you will find nothing in them 
to justify the statement of such a fact by the 
British Government. The object of Lord Clar- 
| endon’s statement is clear. it is to produce its 
impression on the British people. We all know 
that our friend, John Bull, is a pretty credulous 
sort of animal. He swallows readily and digests 
easily, and this statement of Lord Clarendon has 
already produced its impression upon him; and, 
I may add, has not been without effectin our own 
country. f 
His lordship further observes: 
persons wishing to go into Canada to 


d Judge Kane laid down the rule that, 
and then enlist 


“The passage of 
enlist was paid; an 
to pay the passage of men to a foreign port, 
them, is no violation of international law.?? 

What is the object of that statement? Clearly 
to satisfy the British people that, in the whole 


riintite details which are scattered through the 


| course of this business, their agents had kept 


| here to go to Halifax for that purpose. 


within our law; for that Judge Kane had decided 
that it was no violation of law to take men from 
here and enlist them in British territory. Sir, 
Judge Kane never made such a decision; and, at 
the very time when Lord Clarendon made this 
statement, he had this trial before him. What 
did Judge Kane say? No judge could say what 
he is represented to have said, because that would 
have been a mere evasion of law. I will read 
what Judge Kane says,and then compare it with 
the statement of Lord Clarendon. Judge Kane 
said: : 

“The act of Congressisin these words—I read the words 
material to the question, leaving out those which apply to a 
different state of circumstances: ‘If any person shali, 
within the territory of the United States, hire or retain any 
person to go beyond the limits of the United States, with 
the intent to be enlisted in the service of a foreign prince, 
he shali be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor.’ 

“The question which you have to pass upon is—did 
Henry Hertz hire or retain any of the persons named in 
these bills of indictment to go beyond the limits of the 
United States, with the intent to be enlisted or entered in 
the service of a foreign State? 

“ Did he hire or retain a person ?? 

The Senate will observe that the principle laid 
down by Judge Kaneis clear, that they have no 
right to hire people here with a view to enlist 
them in the British dominions. Judge Kanelaid 
down the principle that the payment of transpor- 
tation brings them within the law. Judge Kane 
may, on some preparatory investigation of this 
matter, have said: “ You must bring these facts 
home to the person; you must show that, in 
going to Halifax or elsewhere with these people, 
he went with that view.” No doubt you must; 


| the intention must be shown; but the generat prin- 


ciple is, beyond all doubt, that to hire a man in- 
the United States to go to Halifax with a view to 
enlist, is a palpable violation of our law, and this 
fact is a palpable contradiction to the assertion 
made by Lord Clarendon, and at this moment 
believed by nine tenths of the British people. 
There isnot the slightest foundation for it, Our 
law is as plain as words can make it. Our courts 
have interpreted it, avd our juries have decided 
according to its plain words. Allow me to read 
once again what Lord Clarendon said on that sub- 
ject: 

“The passage of persons wishing to go into Canada to 


enlist was paid; and Judge Kane laid down the rule that to 
pay the passage of men to a foreign port, and then enlist 


| them, is no violation of international law.”? 


In addition, let me add another extract from 
Judge Kane addressed to the jury, and let that 
be placed in juxtaposition with Lord Clarendon’s 
declaration: 

“ Judge Kane. The meaning of the law, then, is this, 
that if any person shall engage, hire, retain, or e:ploy an- 
other person to go outside of the United States to do that 
which he could not do if he remained in the United States, 
viz: to take part in a foreign quarrel; if he hires another 
to go, knowing that it is his intent to enlist when he arrives 
out; if he engages him to go because he hassuch an intent 
to enlist when he arrives out; if he engages him to go be- 
cause he has such an intént, then the offense is complete 
within the section. Every resident of the United States has 
the right to go to [Halifax and there to enlist in any army he 
pleases; but it isnot lawful for a person to engage another 
It is the hiring 
of the person to go beyond the United States, that person 
having the intention to enlist when he arrives out, and that 
intention being known to the party hiring him, and that 
intention being a portion of the consideration because of 
which he hires him, that defines the offense.” 

And to engage men here, in order to enlist in 
Halifax, was precisely the plan of the British 
Government, the superintendency of which was 
intrusted to their Minister here, and to the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Nova Scotia; and for which 
large sums of money were advanced and ex- 
pended. 

Mr. President, I observe that some of our own 
newspapers speak of an apology having been 
made by the British Government; and I observe 
that the most reckless of all reckless journals— 
the London Times—in an article just received, 
states that there have been apologies enough made 
by England to satisfy ten European monarchies. 
Sir, standing here in my place, L say that no 
apology has ever been made. Lord Clarendon, 
in the speech before me, does not say a single 
word about apology in the statement of his own 
case. The British Government, as I understand, 
from time to time, when the subject has been 
alluded to, has said to us: ‘* Your law was not 
violated, and we will not believe that our officers 
ever violated it.” That is the nearest that they 
came to an apology, which, it is said, would sat- 
isfy ten European kingdoms. Lrepeat, no apology 
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has been made, and none has been tendered; but 
from the beginning to the end—and it has been 


repeated in this very speech of Lord Clarendon— į 


we have been told that our laws have not been 
violated, and they have justified Mr. Crampton. 

Lord Clarendon, in this speech, observes: 

« With the conduct. of Mr. Crampton we are perfectly 
satisfied, for I am convinced that neither intentionally nor 
unintentionally, nor accidentally, did he violate any law of 
the United States.” a 

If such a thing for an apology would have sat- 
$ = 5 
isfied ten European monarchies, all that I have to 
say is, they are very easily satisfied; and I trust 
it will be contemptuously rejected, as an atone- 
ment by an American Republic. — > 

T repeat, that there has been a violation of our 
laws, and, in addition, there has been a gross in- 
sult in justifying the whole course of the British 


agents here, ‘both diplomatic and other important | 
agents on the frontier. No man can run his eye 


over the report of the trial, without seeing that 
in the British border possessions, as well as in 
the United States, this scheme was carried on 
with a view to insure the recruiting. 

Lord Clarendon, I suppose, by way of show- 
ing the merits of Mr. Crampton, says, that after 
an agency office had been opened, and complaint 
made, he desired it might be made public—how 
or by whom, is not said—that the British Gov- 
ernment did not raise soldiers in the United 
States. Now, sir, this change in the recruiting 
tactics is very casily accounted for, without press- 
ing into service any extraordinary good will. It 
is fully explained by the district attorney of 
Pennsylvania, who says, after stating the opera- 
tion, that 

“ Arrests having been made in all parts of the United 
States of persons engaged in this business, the representa- 
tives of ber Majesty in this country became somewhat 
alarmed as tothe result. Mr. Crampton tuen made arrange- 
iments with Mr. Strobel and one Dr. Ruess, who met him 
at Halifax, and devised plans as to the manner in which 
the recruiting was thereafter to be conducted in the United 
States; and on the 15th of May, or thereabouts, the whole 
plan of proceedings was changed by his excellency the 
British Minister and Sir Gaspar La Marehant, Governor of 
Nova Scotia, They then devised a new plan of violating 
the national sovereignty of the United States and of evading 
our laws enforcing neutrality? * * * * Giving to 
these agents at the same time a caution that should they 
be unsuccessful in evading the laws and cluding the au- 
thori:ies of the United States, they could hope for no pro~ 
tection from the British Government—that is, the British 
Goverrment was willing to accept the advantage of the 
successful criminal conduct of their Minister and his recruit- 
ing agents, but refuse to defend or assist those agents if 
they should be so unfortunate as to be detected? * * * 
& The ruse then adopted was to send men to Canada and 
Halifax, under the pretense of engaging them on the rail- 
road, and when there to enlist them in the army. For the 
purpose of carrying out this object, regular written instruc- 
tions were given by Mr. Crampton to Mr. Strobel, who, 


with Dr. Ruess and other officers, started in company with 
i 


Mr. Crampton to the United States.” 

And this deep-planned scheme to evade our 
laws is a subject of congratulation with a British 
Cabinet Minister, and seems to be a matter for 
which the British representative is entitled to high 
credit. It is difficult to characterize it, and yet 
keep within the limits of proper decorum. 


Well, sir, finally, the whole plan was aban- | 


doned, Why? No credit to its authors, but 
because it was a failure. I understand that the 
whole number of men raised in the United States, 
and perhaps in Canada also, did not exceed three 
hundred, and they cost an immense sum ofmoney. 
Where did the money come from? This book 
before me tells you. Here are Mr. Crampton’s 
notes, and here are the notes of the Governor of 
Nova Scotia, and here are the whole of the facts 
stated. They show you that money came, by 
thousands and thousands of pounds, to enlist men 
here in the very face of our law, and knowing its 
provisions. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
longer. I wished these facts to go out, in order to 
counteract the effect resulting from, the speech of 
Lord Clarendon, and I desire to make one addi- 
tional observation. I did hope, and I believed 
when this matter began, that at last we had ar- 
rived at a point when every American paper would 
be in favor of its own country. I said some days 
since, that there was a species of idiosyncrasy 


with us, which prevented us joining together | 


unanimously when we got into difficulty with a 
foreign Power. One of our most intelligent pub- 


lic journals, which I will not name, has seriously | 


proposed—what? It has proposed that this matter 
should go to an arbitrator, and that the arbitrator 
should estimate in money, in dollars, how much 
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' arbitration the controverted questions arising un- 
j der the Clayton-Bulwer treaty has been twice 


! aware that at one period a part of the correspond- 


our dignity was injured -by this scheme to vio- 
late our laws and our neutral duties. That is 
American patriotism! Such a sentiment, how- 
ever, will be reprobaied by the American people. 
I trust that the resolution will be adopted without 
opposition. 

Mr. YULEE. I observe, in the report which 
we have of Lord Clarendon’s remarks, two’alle- 
gations, concerning which I desire to ask from the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
such information as he may be able to afford. 

It is alleged by Lord Clarendon that, at some 
stage of the recruitment, which it is acknowledged 
was being conducted in this country, Mr. Cramp- 
ton had laid before the Secretary of State the 
plan of procedure contemplated, and that it had 
received the sanction of the Seerctary. I believe 
such is substantially the statement. i 

It is also alleged that a proposal to submit to 


tendered to this Government. 

My purpose is to inquire if these facts exist 
as stated and understood upon the other side of 
the water? j 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
fess to be conversant with the whole correspond- 
ence which has passed between the two Govern- 
ments on the subject involved in the questions 
put by the Senator from Florida; but, so far as I 
am informed—and I think I am correctly informed 
as to those points—I am not aware that any offer 
has been made by the British Government to this 
Government to refer to the arbitrament of some 
friendly Power the questions of difference which 
have arisen upon the construction ofthe Clayton- | 
Bulwer treaty. I observed, as did that honorable 
Senator, that the fact was not only very distinctly | 
stated in the speech of the Earl of Clarendon, but | 
it was stated by him that the offer had been made, | 
had not been accepted, and that the same offer 
had been renewed. Now, it may not be improb- 
able that, in some of the conferences which took 

lace between Mr, Buchanan and the British 
Minister on the subject of this treaty, when ìt was 
found, as is alleged, that the main difference ex- 
isted upon the interpretation of the treaty, the 
suggestion may have been made upon the part of 
the British Minister that, under those cireum- 
stances, perhaps the easiest solution would be to 
refer it to the arbitrament of a friendly Power, to 
which a reply may have been given that, in the 
present state of Europe, there was no Power in 
a condition, in the probable opinion of the Amer- 
ican Government, to act as arbitrator. If any- 
thing passed, it was of that character. If any 
direct offer has been made, or renewed properly 
as such, [ am ignorant of the fact, and have no 
reason to believe it. 

In reply to the other question, whether it was | 
true that the instructions given by the British | 
Government to their Minister, or other officers 
in this country, in relation to enlistments within | 
our territories, were communicated to the Secre- 
tary of State, and that he was satisfied with them, 
my impressions are these: I am very certain that | 
the instructions given by the British Government 
to its Minister or to any of its officers, were not 
communicated to the Secretary of State; and, of 
course, he could be neither satisfied nor dissatis- į 
fied with them. I mean by “the instructions,” 
of course all the instructions which were given, 
for short of that, it would not be exactly true to 
say that “the instructions” had been shown, if 
a part were shown, and a part not shown. Iam 


ence between the British Government and its 

Minister was sent to the Department of State, in 

which were contained expressions of this char- | 
acter: “ You are to take care that the laws of the 

United States xre not violated.” Now, whether 

the Secretary was satisfied with that or not, I do 

not know. I should think it probable, however, | 
that if they imported to be all the instructions, 
and to have covered the whole ground of action, 
he would have been satisfied. Ihave reason to 
believe there was no expressicn either of satisfac- 
tion or dissatisfaction. I belicve that is an an- 
swer to the questions of the Senator. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish 
only to say a word on this matter. The impres- | 
sion on the public mind of this country, I think, | 
is that thé British Government had made atone- 
ment, so far as atonement could be made, by 


acknowledging her error on the subject of attempt: 
ing-to make enlistments ‘within the United States; 
and I think the general impression, further, is that 
with this acknowledgment the subject might have 
been given over to oblivion. I think, sir, that 
that is the general impression, so far as my con- 
versations have éxtended; and this was éertainly 
my impression, assuming that the British Govern 
ment, when apprised of the dissatisfaction’ of the 
United States at the partial attempts madé at 
enlistments or engagements for enlistments in this 
country, at once issued orders to her authorities 
in Nova Scotia, and wherever else she had -estab- 
lishments for recruiting, directing them to stop, 
giving as a reason for it, that the United States 
were dissatisfied. 

Now, sir, if she had misunderstood our laws, 
or if her agents had so far misunderstood our 
laws as to suppose that an engagement with a 
citizen of the United States, within its limits, to 
go into Canada, and there enlist, was not.a vio- 
lation of the law, it was an error to be sure; but 
if as soon as apprised of the fact that this Gov- 
ernment so considered it, and took offense at it, 
Great Britain immediately stopped the recruiting, 
and said: ‘*Sooner than give dissatisfaction, I 
will suppress even in Canada, Nova Scotia, or 
anywhere else in my colonial dominions, all re- 
cruiting establishments whatever, so that there 
shall be not only no more recruiting but no more. 
opportunity for recruiting;’-—what more ought 
to be required? I have not investigated this 
subject, nor can I particularly refer to the docu- 
ments or public papers in which this fact has been 
announced; but if that be the state of the case, if 
the instructions were in the first place that care 
should be taken that the laws of the United Stateg 
be not violated, and if under a miginterpretation 
of our laws in England or here, there has been a 
violation committed of them, and if that wrong 
has been atoned for by this public acknowledg- 
ment, and the repetition of that wrong completely 
prevented, and this sort of an apology made in 
the face of the whole world for this wrong, or 
indignity, or whatever else you may choose to 
call it, Í ask what clse can we demand? The 
recall of their Minister? ‘Would that satisfy 
American pride, or American sentiment, or Ame- 
rican patriotism? The offense goes further than 
the British Minister; the offense is against the 
nation. Let us not, with a small vengeance, fall 
on the British Minister here; but if the offense igs 
of a character that must be atoned for more seri- 
ously, in the name of God, let us make the prin- 
cipal in this case responsible—let us make the 
British Government responsible. 

Why, sir, between gentlemen, if one commits 
an offense against another, and makes an honor- 
able acknowledgment of the error, and says the 
offense shall no more be given, what gentleman 
would be justified, by the highest social law, in 
demanding anything further? And between two 
great nations, of infinitely more dignity than pri- 
vate gentlemen, what more can we demand? I 
think it is the highest satisfaction for such an 
injury as that which we have received. 

Sir, we are a great nation now, and entitled to 
have a great deal of pride. But let it show itself 
after the form of the majesty of this great coun- 
try, and not in the little pursuit of individuals 
as victims for national wrongs. Weneed not be 
afraid that all the world do not know and acknowl- 
edge our dignity. Let us not act as though we 
considered it necessary to be eternally putting 
forward pretensions, lest the world should forget 
that this is the great Republic. I have no fear 
that anybody will ever forget it, or can forget it. 
All the world knows it. To the bottom of their 
hearts they know it; and if I were to say they 
stood somewhat in respecifal awe of it, I think I 
should not be saying too much; I hope I should 
not. But I think we may be satisfied, where no 
indignity was intended to be offered. In such a 
case, where no willful wrong has been offered, ta 
us, an apology or atonement, such as the British 
Government has made, if I understand the case 
rightly, might be considered as a complete rep- 
aration. 

Sir, I am not learned on these subjects, and da 


| not profess to be; but, it seems to me, we might 


have left the British Minister alone in peace here. 
after his Government had made us an acknowl- 


| edgment. Why, there is much danger, sir, if 


we are gathering up little offenses as we go along 


has been done here, has made atonement and 


_ dignity; and, much as I regret to differ from my 
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rea i 
in, our.intercourse. with nations; and hoarding | 
them up, and bringing them to bear when they 
are most sensitively felt, and in a critical position 
we should be considered by:the world rather as 
a quarrelsome“ nation, seeking for occasion of 
quarrel, than, as a. people of conscious power, 
knowing how really to maintain our high dig- 


HY: yii : 

4 Pink ihere isno man here who, ifthe real dig- 
nityor-honor of his country is at stake, ought to 
stand back from any extremity, even of honorable 
warfare if necessary... But I would respect: my 
dignity. too highly to be making it the subject of | 
discussion, and seeking to make victims of subor- 
dinates acting under instructions from their supe- | 
riors, afterthe Home Government, asI understand 


acknowledgment for the offense. That, according 
tomy sense of the honor of my country and its 
Jaws, redresses every wrong and heals every in- 


honorable friend from Michigan, so much more 
capable of advising than I am, yet I do differ with 
him when he says, he trusts that this Government 
has demanded the recall of Mr, Crampton. Sir, 
when that has been done, what then?—how do we 
stand? [s our honor any the. brighter for this? 
Does our characterasa great nation, and notonly 
asagreat nation butas a great Republic, stand any 
higher? Is it out of such little things as that, 
such small and obscure sources, that the dignity 
of this country and its character are to flow? 
Oh! no! sir, not at all. It is, thank God, upona 
broader and loftier basis, and we shall better con- 
sult it by overlooking little things than by heap- 
ing them up as causes of national quarrel and 
national conflict. : 

I should, therefore, have been better satisfied 
to know that when this atonement was made 
by the British Government, our Government had 
said: “ We acceptit with the same frankness with 
which it has been offered. We. accept it, and 
no more complaint shall be heard of this offense, 
such as it was in its origin. Now, that you have 
made this acknowledgment, the complaint shall 
pass into oblivion. We desire only to maintain 
our rights and to repulse every attempt that can 
be: justly considered by any one as an invasion 
of them. All we have desired has been done; 
we are satisfied and have no more to say about 
it. 

It seems to me that, either as a nation or as an į 
individual, that would have been the most proper 
course to pursue. I regret exceedingly that it 
has been followed up by any such demand as 
that which is supposed to have been made, or 
which my honorable friend from Michigan thinks 
ought to be made. What else shall we demand? Is 
the gentleman’s measure of satisfaction and of 
honor filled by the recall of Mr. Crampton? Have 
we nothing more to demand on this subject? Will | 
we promise a full acquittance of it when that is 
done? Would it not be as well—would it not be 
magnanimous—to give that acquittance now at 


once? What additional consideration does the 
withdrawal of this Minister furnish any reason 
for the acquittance which we are to give, or what 
sort of international consideration is it on which | 
we must acknowledge ourselves satisfied? I do 
not know, sir, where this thing will stop, unless 
itis to stop exactly at that point where between 
two individuals it would stop—upon an acknowl- 
edgment being made and the error or the offense | 
declared to be unintentional. That is the end of 
it—the natural and honorable end of it, and ought 
to be the national end. Such is my jadgmenton ; 
this question. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when I offered 
the resolution calling for this information I con- : 
tented myself (as Í thought it became me to 
do) with stating to the Senate only the impres- 
sions which I entertained, that, as we had no in- 
formation upon the subject except that which was 
derived from British sources, the public mind 
possibly might be misled, and that justice would 
not be done, in the judgment of our countrymen, 
on the questions at issue between the two Gov- 
ernmenis. I refrained from going into the merits 
of the question atall; but, sir, my judgment, that | 
it was desirable that we should have full and au- | 
thentic information, not only of what has passed | 
between the two Governments, but of the action | 
of the Executive upon it, has been fully confirmed ! 
by the remarks that have just fallen from the = 


honorable Senator from Kentucky. If one-as | 
well informed as the honorable Senator is should 
be yet under the impression that Great Britain has 
made any atonement to this country, far more 
such atonement as this country should receive 
for the alleged indignity and insult put upon the 
country, if it be true that she, in derogation of 
the sovereign rights of our people and of our police 
laws, has sought, directly or indirectly, to recruit 
her armies within our limits—it makes manifest | 
how important it is that the whole correspondence 
should see the light. 

I say to that honorable Senator that, so far as 
Tam informed, when the facts are promulged, 
as they will be by the publication of this corre- 
spondence, he will find that no atonement—none 
—has been offered by the British Government to 
this, whatever may have been said across the | 
water, or by any portion of the American press, 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 1 think more, 
sir; I think, when the correspondence comes under 
the eye of that honorable Senator, he will find that 
in the remarks which he has made, cither as to 
the measures which the Government have already 
adopted, or as to those which it may hereafter 
adopt in vindication of the national honor as con- 
nected with this subject, he will find that he has | 
made his leap before he came to the stile. 

Sir, I think it will be found, when the papers 
are laid beforethe country, that, in the whole con- | 
duct of this affaironthe part of our Government, 
there has been conciliation—entire conciliation. į 
There has been no purpose or desire to inflame 
the public mind at home or abroad, but there has 
been a fixed and settled purpose to maintain the 
national honor at home, and to see that it is main- 
tained in our foreign intercourse; and I think the | 
honorable Senator will find that the Government, 
in vindicating the national honor, is in pursuit of 
no insignificant game; but that the measures which 
have been projected so far, and any others which 
may follow, I think that honorable Senator will 
agree, are the measures appropriate to the occa- 
sion and required by it. 

I do not mean now to go further into this mat- 
ter; I do not mean to go into the merits of the 
controversy. They will be disclosed when the 
documents are before us; and I think we shall 
then have the entire concurrence of that honorable 
Senator, both as to the way in which that corre- 
spondence has been conducted, and the demands 
that are made under it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not desire, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to interpose any objection to the passage 
of the resolution. It may be best, and it may be 
wisest, that all the knowledge which our Govern- 
ment may possess should be submitted to the 
Senate and the public. My purpose in rising is 
siniply to propound a question to the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
distinguished Senator from Michigan, or cither 
of them, if they shall. be able to give me the 
information for which I seck. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia says, as 
I understand him, that no atonement whatever 
on the part of the British Government has been 
made—f think that was the language just used; 
but I desire to ask whether Mr. Buchanan did 
not, in a note to Lord Clarendon, on the receipt 
of his explanation, express himself satisfied with 
what Lord Clarendon had said? I have heard 
that suggested. Is there any foundation for such 
areport? ‘To my knowledge such a suggestion 
has been made. For the purpose of being well 
informed in the matter, I desire to know whether 
such was the fact or not. 

Mr. MASON. With reference to that I will 
say only this. I will first repeat that I am not | 
familiar with the whole correspondence that has 
passed between our Minister and the British Min- 
ister on this subject; but I can very well under- 
stand that, inthedelays thatensued in conducting 
a correspondence—not immediately, but medi- i 
ately—because the correspondence is necessarily 
conducted between the Secretary of State here 
and the American Minister at London, and medi- 
ately through him with the British Minister—that 
in the delays which ensued in conducting such a 
correspondence with the irregularity of the mails į 
—I can very well understand that Mr. Buchanan, 
not in possession of all the facts from home, may, 
in reply to some note, or in conversation, have 
so expressed himself; but łam not specially in- 
formed about it. : 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senate will not be drawn into a debate upon a 
correspondence which is not before us. The 
whole correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments upon this subject is locked up among the 
secrets of the Executive Department, and I have 
been somewhat surprised that any opinion should 
be intimated by any honorable Senator upon that, 
correspondence, or upon the conduct of he Gov- 
ernment which isevinced by that correspondence. 
Sir, we do not know that the Executive will com- 
municate that correspohdence to the Senate or to 
the House. It rests with the Executive whether 
it shall be laid before us or not. Itis not for the 
Senate or for the House to say whether the cor- 
respondence shall be drawn forth from the Exte- 
utive Department, and laid before the country: 
therefore it is that the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations presents this 
resolution, calling on the President, if he does not 
deem it incompatible with the public interest, to 
send to us the correspondence, so that it shall be 
made public. 

Now, sir, I think no honorable Senator is au- 
thorized to say what is the purport of that corre- 
spondence, or what will be the opinion of the 
Senate or the opinion of the country upon it, for 
the simple reason, that we are not in possession 
of it; we are not in possession of the course of 
our Government, or the course of the British Gov- 
ernment. I know that we have a partial disclosure 
from the Ear! of Clarendon, in the British Parlia- 
ment, giving the British version; and I am not 
surprised, that an honorable Senator should be led 
into any misapprehension on the subject by that 
disclosure of the British side of the question. 

`I hope, sir, that we shall not debate the subject 
before we are in possession of the facts in regard 
to it. I trust that the correspondence will be 
promptly laid before the Senate in order that we 
may form a just opinion upon its merits, and 
upon the course which the Government has pur- 
sued. I am in favor of the resolution which is 
before us, for the simple reason, that the British 
Minister for Foreign Affairs has undertaken to 
speak upon the subject, but he hag not given the 
correspondence to the British public. He has 
made certain statements which, I apprehend, are 
calculated to mislead the public mind in that coun- 
try and in this. The antidote is the publication 
of the correspondence that is called for, and I 
hope, that without debate in advance, the antidote 
will be applied. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
not designed (to use the language of my friend 
from Virginia) to take any leap upon this sub- 
ject—very far fromit. I feel that it is one of 
sufficient gravity to merit our very scrious con- 
sideration; and ‘as for my humble self 1 desire 
to take none but the most measured steps: in ro- 
lation tq it—no leaping. It is only because it 
seems to me that other gentlemen have been play- 
ing a little at that game that 1 have interposed a 
word on the subject. 

I have supposed that the British Government 
made the acknowledgments and atonements which 
I have indicated; and my remarks have been 
based on that supposition, The gentleman seems 
to suppose that [ have leaped in the dark; and 
yet he himself, I find, is extremely chary in an- 
swering the question which is put to him, whether 
Mr. Buchanan has not acknowledged himself 
satisfied with the atonement offered by the British 
Government. His answer rather supposes that 
such an acknowledgment may have been made; 
but our distinguished diplomat acted too hastily; 
he made a leap in the dark; he was mistaken in 
acknowledging it. 

Sir, [have notintroduced this subject, nor have 
I anticipated what will appear on the communica- 
tion of the correspondence for which this resolu- 
tion calls. My honorable friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Toucsy] has, perhaps, administered a 
very just admonition. 1 would take itto myself 
cheerfully, and endeavor to conform to it and 
improve by it; but I suppose that, on this occa- 
sion, it is rather addressed to my honorable friends 
who first spoke on the subject—the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] who is 
at the head of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass.]} 

The gentleman says we had better wait. I think 
so; I think it would have been better if we had 
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waited; but when other gentlemen do not wait, 
and when other gentlemen state facts here inside 
and outside of the correspondence, what am I to 


do? Does not the honorable gentleman know— | 


if the object be to inform the public mind—that 
thousands will read what their names shall attract 
them to in a newspaper, who will never read this 
correspondence ? Yes, sir, I know it; andif there 


be any error in the statement, it is a proper time | 


to discuss it when it is first presented. 

It has been said that no atonement of any sort 
has ever been made. My impression is to the 
contrary, and I do notstand alone. Tunderstand 
that the British Government, as soon as she dis- 
covered the dissatisfaction in the United States, 
in order to avoid the possibility of future offense, 


ordered the suppression of all further enlistments | 
That, it seems to | 


in Canada or, Nova Scotia. 
me, might, to persons disposed to be appeased, 
be somewhat of an atonement. To persons in- 


disposed, itmight not. Itdocs notcome dircetly; | 


it is only addressed to all the world; but for 


what do we want redress but that we may show it | 
If we have acknowl- | 
edged satisfaction, as the gentleman intimates, | 
and as I understand his answer implies, that is į 
a fact worthy to be known when we are leaping | 
here into this matter—leaping, as it were, into a | 
Let us consider that matter | 
My constituents are not people to turn | 


to all the world? Thatisall. 


war with England. 
well. 
back from a just cause to vindicate the rights or 
the honor of their country, but they wanta cause, 
They want to fight as freemen ought to fight 
with a motive and for a known cause, and with 
that intelligence which characterizes them in all 
their action, when there are great interests at 
stake. I believe, of all the people in the world, 


we make least calculation about war, and care | 


leastabout its consequences; but it surely becomes 
us, as Senators, to consider witha little prudence 
these matters, and not by rash words to create 
undue excitement, much less to create misappre- 
hension in the country. It was for these reasons, 
and under these impressions only, that I troubled 
the Senate with a single word on this subject. 


what authority am I informed upon that sub- 


ject? : z 
Mr. MASON. The London Times. : 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, I saw a statemen 


| from another London newspaper, called the News 


or Morning Advertiser, giving another view of 
the subject, and stating that Sir Henry Bulwer 
was about to interfere by his mediation to make 
an entire compromise. Is that true? 


Mr. MASON. Iwillmerely say that I obtained 


my information from the English newspaper, 
called the London Times, reporting at large the 
debate in the House of Lords, which took place 
on the 31st day of January, the first day of the 
present session of Parliament. I presume the 


| report is correct. 


Mr. BUTLER. Ido not say that it is not so; 
it may be so; | have not said that it may not be 
80. am guarded in that respect, but I say it 
should come to us through the ordinary process. 
Every tribunal, proposing to administer judg- 
ment, recognizes some process by which the judg- 
ment shall be based on the truth. Every court of 
justice has witnesses under responsible sanctions. 
I think that such matters as this should come to 
this body through the constitutional sprocess; 
they should be communicated in the mode pro- 
posed by my honorable friend from Virginia. 
Now, sir, I must say one thing in reference to 
him. I did not hear all the questions propounded 
by the honorable Senator from Maine, and others; 
but after the temper which was excited by one who 
has borne arms and gained laurels, [referring to 
Mr. Cass,] the factis, we know itis very difficult to 


refrain from speaking; it is a kind of mesmeriam | 


which cannot be resisted. 


[Laughter.] And I 


must be permitted to say, that my honorable | 


friend from Virginia, with all his retention of 
purpose, (and he is remarkable for it,) has suffered 
his fire to be drawn. 

Mr. CASS. I find in the papers of our coun- 
try and of England, a statement of a speech of 


Lord Clarendon, the British Secretary of State | 


for Forcign Affairs, and a leading member of the 


Now, as I understand the ʻi 


would not goto war, at whatever hazard, in a just 
cause and-with proper provocation; but,.at:the 
same time, it is well: enough, as it seems to me, 
in entering onthe preliminary steps that may lead 
to so grave an issue as-a-war between the United 
States and England, that we should proceed.with 
great caution. et Ly gee aes 
It is true that the tone of the English press is 
very irritating; perhaps the debates:in Parliament 
are equally so. Not the least offensive: ofthe 
remarks they make is, that the United States, 
although they are talking a great deal about war, 
are not in earnest; and hence they predicate a great 
deal of that boasting which is one of the weak 
points in the national character of the English 
people, and in which we should gain nothing by 
imitating them. They say that we are not in 
earnest; that we are approaching a presidential 
canvass, and that the talk here is for the purpose 
of making political capital at home. Shall we 
dissipate that impression by acting in the dark 
and debating a subject which is not properly be- 
fore us? Or are we not likely by such a course 
| to justify or at least provoke a repetition of such 
Irritating remarks from the press and politicians 
of Engiand ? f 
Weli, sir, in what state do we find ourselves 
here? We take a report of a speech of Lord 
Clarendon in the London Times, and a debate 
grows up in the Senate, which seems likely to be 
continued, upon the grave subject of war, when 
everybody acknowledges’ his ignorance of the 
state of the case, both in reference to the enlist- 
ment and the Central American. question; .and 
upon a resolution, too, for the purpose of asking 
for this information! K ; 
It seems that gentlemen are ready to deliver 
opinions as to what ought to be done. Steps 
ought to be taken, they say, which perhaps can- 
not be retraced, and which may lead toa war, 
and when they admit themselves that they are not 
fully in possession of the facts! So far as I am 
concerned, before I take a step, however humble 
my position may be, in a matter involving such 
serious consequences, I wish to know more than 


English Cabinet. 
case, there is no more doubt that that speech was 
delivered, than that such a place as Rome exists; | 
and I suppose no Senator will ask that some one | 
should come and swear that he heard it delivered ! 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, i do not in- 
tend to, trouble-the Senate with more than avery 
few remarks on this subject. Iam very anxious 
to form an intelligent judgment on this subject; 


I can ascertain by the report of a speech of Lord 
Clarendon in the London Times. The resolution 
will bring that information, and then it will be 
time enough to act; and, if we must talk, we can 


but I confess that I am not capable of forming 


that intelligent judgment unless I have disclosed | 


tome information which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan may have had—unless I have 
that information which I know will be disclosed 
by the report of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of which my honorable friend from Vir- 
ginia is the head. But, sir, when we undertake 
to pronounce a judgment upon the statements of 
Lord Clarendon, or to adopt a conclusion in refer- 
ence to what may be disclosed by the publication 


of the correspondence between the two Govern- | 


ments, we plunge in the dark, and may do injustice 
to ourselves. I agree thoroughly with what has 
been said by my honorable friend from Connec- 
ticut, that this way of anticipating, by premature 
discussion, is not the proper method of proceed- 
ing. I would not say one word in reference to 
my honorable friend trom Michigan, for he has 
been engaged in diplomacy, and l have no doubt 
he is very fully informed on this matter; and I 
venture to use a word of caution for the very 
reason that remarks made by him, going out 
under the sanction of his name, have had a decid- 


ed influence on the interests of this country. I | 
do not know whether those measures that have | 


been indicated and described with such graphic 


power are to lead to a war; Ido not think that | 
they will; but, as my honorable friend from | 
Kentucky intimates, if the issue is war, I am not | 
one of those who would plunge into it hastily į 


and rashly, making (as it has been said by the 
newspapers and by the opinion of the world) the 
elements of war the cheapest elements in the 
world—blood and life. I am disposed to pause 
before embarking our young men into a contest 
when we have no ships, guns, or money. 


issue; but if that be the issue, or if it be not the 
issue—let it be either way—we are discussing 


the issue before the world, and advertising our | 
adversary that, perhaps, we are divided among | 


ourselves. 


Now, sir, how do I know that Lord Clarendon | 


chas said what has been attributed to him ? By 


[take itto be Lord Clarendon’s speech. Lord Clar- 
endon, in that speech, without promulgating the 
correspondence—keeping it locked up in the ar- 
chives—suppressed from the world—gives his 
view of the case. May I not, as an American 
Senator, examine the facts stated by Lord Claren- 
don? 


purpose of recruiting, without violating our law. 
I say that is not so. I want no correspondence 


about that; but we are told thatan apology oratonc- | 


ment has been made. Lord Clarendon does not 
so profess. He says that Mr. Crampton, from 
the beginning to the end, was right. Have I no 
right to examine that? What more do I want? 
If Lord Clarendon should spread the correspond- 
ence before the world, we could form our own 
conclusions on it; but that is his own statement, 
and we are examining it here, and it is just as 
competent for us to examine it here as for him to 
make it there, with a view to influence the public 
mind in England. That it has had such an influ- 
ence there is no doubt, for the best of all reasons 


—that it has influenced many an able mind and | 
Nota single ; 
particle of proofdoes Lord Clarendon give. The | 


strong intellect in our own country. 


whole matter stands on his ownstaternent. Itis 
a fair subject for examination, and that is the 
reason why I have referred to it. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I think a war 


between England and this country is too grave a | 
matter to be predicated on a newspaper or on a | 
| speech, 


1 agree with every word that has fallen 
from my honorable friend from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Toucey.] We should waitand have all the facts 


| before us, before we make up our judgment or 
Ido | 
not see that we are likely to approach such an | 


attempt to influence the publie mind. 
This matter is in the hands of the executive 


| Governments of the two countries; and if Lord 
| Clarendon has chosen to make a speech in Par- 
liament while the subject was in the course of : 
I think it isa! 
i! bad example to be followed here. I imagine there 


negotiation, it was in bad taste. 


is no one in the Senate Chamber who would put 
up with an insult from Great Britain, or who 


He says, that Judge Kane has decided that | 
you may engage men here to go to Halifax for the | 


i 


at least talk more to the purpose. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. MASON. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to repair a little mischief which has 
occurred in the organization of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, resulting from the inadvert~ 
| ence, the other day, of my honorable friend from 
Dlinois, (Mr. Dovezas.]° [ was not present at 
the time when he asked to be excused from ser- 
vice on that committee, and was so excused. In 
a conversation with him, I have found that he is 
satisficd, as Iam, that the request was made on 
a misapprehension of facts. With his consent, 
I ask now that he may be restored to his posi- 
tion as a member of that committee by the com- 
mon consent of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to. ' 


AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of Mr. WELLER’s motion 
to print ten thousand extra copies of the message 
of the President of the United States of February 
18, with the accompanying documents, in refer- 
ence to affairs in Kansas. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessec, addressed the Sen- 
ate. His remarks will be published hereafter: 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I intend to reply 
somewhat at length to the remarks which have 
been made by the Senator from Tennessee; but 
as he made a personal allusion to me, I prefer to 
answer that now, because I recollect that a dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Carolina, some 
three or four years since, delivered, as I thought, 
a well-timed reproof to somebody who post- 
poned a personal explanation for a number of, 
days. I wish, theretore, to dispose of that part 
of the Senator’s speech now. 

The honorable Senator from Tennessee began 
; with a lamentation over the degradation to which 
: the Senate had been reduced. He said it was 
not what the old Roman Senate ought to be, and 


i| what he thought it was when he was studying 
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Vet Rome: He:saidzit had become reduced ex- 
eeedinglys and “he proclaimed to the Senate and 
to everybody who chose to listen to what was 
going ‘on’ in the ‘Senate, that he was about to 
make an elevated speech; that he was about to 
confine himself to.what was.worthy of the sub- 
ject and of the Senate. It is very true that he did 
putina sort of a caveat, that in the excitement of 
debate he might be led to utter something which 
would not be exactly the thing; but for that he 
begged pardon beforehand. He probably knew 
about what he was going to say, and he put in 
the caveat—‘‘if he should in the excitement of 
débate.”. ‘Well; sir, he has had all the debate to 
himself. _Nobody on earth has said anything to 
excitethim but himself. He did, however, suc- 
ceed in getting up the excitement of debate solo 
altogether, so as, I think, to work himsclf up to 
sucha pitch.as to say something which, if it be 
: the elevation to which he seeks to raise the Senate, 
I pray God to leave me in my degradation; I do 
not want that elevation. One’of the phrases with 
awhich this refined era of elevated eloquence is 
inaugurated in the Senate is “ the filth and cor- 
ruption of negro cabins.” That is one specimen. 
Another to which I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate is that in which the Senator attributed 
my return to the Senate to the care which the 
Devil wakes of his own. I think that is right. 
Sir; you know who brought me back here. It 
was the President of the United States, and 
nobody else who has done it. If it had not been 
for the course which the President of the United 
States took upon this very subject—if it had not 
been for the manner in which he outraged public 
sentiment in his native State, so that he has not 
gota single friend from that State in either House 
to say “ God bless him!” I should not haye been 
here. That is the devil who took care.of me— 
the President of the United States. [Laughter.] 
‘Sir, I am glad that the Senator from Tennes- 
see referred to the Rhode Island case. Ina day 
or two—l can do it to-morrow if it is thought 
best—I propose to show you where the President 
of the United States steod on that issue. I will 
show you the ground of the President of the 
United States upon the doctrine of popular sove- 
reignty in its application to Rhode Futana? and if 
the learned Senator from the State of Connecticut 
[Mr. Toucey] is booked up, and will enlighten 
the Senate a little, he can toll you where Connec- 
ticut stood at that time. When Thomas W. 
Dorr was a fugitive from the government of Rhode 
Island, and found it convenient ‘to emigrate, the 
first place to which he went was Connecticut; and 
Tthink Í am not mistaken in public history when 
Tsay that he found a sympathizing friend for his 
doctrines in the Senator from Connecticut. Fle 
stayed there as long as it was prudent and agree- 
able to stay, and the next place to which he went 
was New Hampshire. There, sir, the most ultra 
sympathizing, supcrlatively sympathizing friend 
whom he found was a man who is sometimes 
called “ young Hickory,” but who was christened 
Fraweiin Pierce. That was the man who in- 
dorsed to the fullest extent and in the broadest 
terms the whole doctrine of popular sovereignty 
as it was proclaimed in Rhode Island by Dorr. I 
have got some resolutions which were then passed 
in New Hampshire, and I will bring them in and 


serve them just as the Senator from Tennessee is j 


going to do that little book which he held up to 
us—embody them in my speech—but I will read 
them first. 


The Senator appealed to me personally. He | 


said that I would have the candor to say—but he 


took it back afterwards, and said I was all made | 


up of prudence. He said, at first, that I would 


have candor enough to acknowledge that if the | 
Missouri compromise was repealed our war would |; 


not stop. I understood him first to say that I 
had candor enough to acknowledge it; but he 
took that back and used the future tense. He 
said that he thought I would have candor enough 
to acknowledge that, if the Missouri compromise 
was repealed, we would not carry on this war 
until the last manacle was stricken from the last 
black man. What war? What war? What 
aggression has the North ever been concerned in? 
Sir, I am tired to death of this talk. What does 
the Senator from Tennessee think? Does he 
think that, by repeating over and over and over 
again “northern aggression,” all history is to 
be falsified; that we are to be thundered out of 


\ 
| 


| always been, 


our-common sense by this denunciation of north» 
ern aggression? What is it? 

- Why, sir, I suppose it was northern aggression 
that repealed the Missouri compromise! Was it 
not? it was northern aggression that made war 
upon Mexico, and took such a great portion of 
her tefritory, and blotted out the restriction of 
slavery which that semi-barbarous people had 
imposed upon that portion of God’s earth which 
fellto their dominion? Was thatnorthern aggres- 
sion? Itis northern aggression which has held 
possession of the high places of this Government 
—in your chair, sir; in the presidential chair, on 
the bench of the Supreme Court! It is northern 
aggression that so carves out this country thata 
vast majority of the people inhabiting the free 
States are kept in a perpetual and eternal minority 
in that everlasting citadel of slavery—your Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Itis northern 
aggression, I suppose, that has doneall this. Sir, 
Thad heard this term so many times that 1 had 
begun to suppose people would be tired of using 
it. What have we done? We have stood on the 
defensive. We have always been in a practical 
minority here, because you have bought up 
dough-faces enough to control us. We have 
always becn in a minority practically. 

Now, then, let me explain our position. The 
Senator says I would fight. No, sir; I would not 
fight at all; but I would defend, and that is all we 
have done. We have never made aggression, 
and we never mean to do so. The difficulty is, 
that our people have not even stood upon the de- 
fensive; but I thank God that the indications of 
the present day seem to promise that the North 
have at last got to the wall, and will go no further. 
I hope so. The Senator says there may be a 
power thatshall say,‘‘ Thus far shalt thougo, and 
no further.” Good! good! Sir, I hope it will 
come; and, if it comes to blood, let blood come. 
But I tell your President of the United States, 
who threatens to send his myrmidons to shoot 
down the free inhabitants of Kansas, let him fire. 
I tell you the first Federal gun thatis fired to shoot 
down one of those inhabitants will echo and re- 
verberate over the hills and the valleys of this 
land; and he will- fnd that, like Rhoderie Dhu’s 
men, the freemen will come up, and the fight 
will not be all on one side. No, sir; if that issue 
must come, let it come; and it cannot come too 
soon. 

T am sorry that we confirmed Shannon, because 
I think, if this issue is to come, the President had 
better send out as Governor of Kansas a real fire- 
eating slaveholder—a man who believes that sla- 
very is a divine institution, established by God 
and sanctified by Christ, as it has been proclaimed 


to be in some official papers of the southern States. | 


Let him send such a man as that, and let the issue 
—if he is determined. to make it—come. 

Sir, the Senator from Tennessee seems to talk 
of the Puritans of New England, as if that were 


| a terer synonymousgwith cowardice. Did he ever 
| read the history of the Puritans? I tell you, sir, 


the Puritans of Old England rode hard all over 
England to get the sight of the backs of some of 


the Cavaliers, and could not find them. [Laugh- | 


ter.] Sir, it was a motto of Cromwell to his Pu- 
ritans, to trust to Providence—that is well, said 
he—but look to your ammunition, and ‘ keep 
your powder dry.”? ‘That was a part of the puri- 
ianical code of those days. The Senator is alto- 
gether mistaken in the character of these people. 
We are not quick to get into a quarrel, personal 
or political, of any sort, and he knows it. We 
are yielding,and he knowsit. We have yielded. 
We have scen the power of this Government, for 
the last fifty years, exerted, almost with a single 


aim and purpose, to extend, foster, perpetuate, į 


strengthen, and render eternal the institution of 
human slavery. We saw it in the annexation of 
Texas—avowedly so by the Secretary of State. 
For what else was the Missouri compromise 
stricken down? And yet the Senator speaks of 


i northern aggression, as if we had been making 


war. 

Sir, the doctrine which has been proclaimed by 
the men about whom I know anything engaged 
in the anti-slavery enterprise of the North has 
that they disclaimed and denied 
utterly the parpose, the desire, or the power to 
interfere with slavery in any State where 1t exists. 
They never proclaimed any such thing, and it 
cannot be found. The most ultra of them, in the 


first national meeting they ever held as a conven- 
tion, utterly disclaimed it. 

The gentleman speaks of some times past, and 
of some eras gone by. I do not know that the 
era has gone by when the North is to be driven 
I do not, know whether the honorable Senator 
thinks that Senators on this floor, representing 
the views of their constituents, are to be silenced 
by such personal assaults as have been made on 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Witsow.] 
I can tell the Senator from Massachusetts not to 
be alarmed. I have experienced it all, and more. 
His colleague, my honorable friend, [Mr. Sum- 
NER,] felt it all, and a great deal more. Heisa 
man whose character conferred more honor on 
the Senate than the Senate on him, by taking his 
seat in the body. He did not escape it. No man 
who has come to the atmosphere of Washington, 
and who has brought with him anything of fidelity 
to his northern constituency, that has not found 
all such influences as these brought to bear to, 
crush and break him down. Well, sir, this 
attempt may succeed, and it may not. I can 
pardon a great deal to gentlemen thinking it may 
succeed, because I know that in the history of 
the past it has succeeded; and, therefore, they 
may be encouraged to make these demonstra- 
tions. 

Now, sir, I confess that I have not been favor- 
ably impressed by this inauguration of the new 
eloquential era in the Senate; for the Senator from 
Tennessee closed his speech with the illustrious 
figure of the bowie-knife, and he threatens that 
we shall have war to the knife, and the knife to 
the hilt. Sir, Puritan blood has not always 
shrank from even those encounters; and when 
the war has been proclaimed with the knife, and 
the knife to the hilt, the steel has sometimes glis- 
tened in their hands; and, when the battle was 
over, they were not always found second best. 
I confess I am sorry to see such things introduced 
here. 1 had hoped, after such a peaceful inaugu- 
ration of this speech, after such pious proclama- 
tions of the elevated tone with which this discus- 
sion was to be carried on, it would not end with 
awar to the hilt of the bowie-knife; but, sir, I 
am mistaken—tastes differ. G : 

Now let me state, all that we ask, all that we 
desire, all that we claim, is this: if you like slavery 
keep it; nobody finds any fault with you for doing 
so. We disclaim any desire, any purpose, any 
wish to interfere with it in the States; and what- 
ever the Senator may say, I defy him—I defy any 
man with whom F have ever come in intercourse 
in the Senate, or in the other House, or in social 
life—to say that I have ever allowed myself to use 
an opprobrious or insulting epithet; nay, more, 
an epithet calculated, or designed, or intended to 
wound, or injure, or hurt any man’s feelings. 
God knows I have had too bitter experience - 
in my own history of such attempts, to return 
them, even to the humblest of my species: No, 
sir; I have done nothing of that sort. What do 
we desire? We desire, as I understand southern 
gentlemen to profess, “hands off.’? They say 
the General Government has no jurisdiction over 
slavery: Agrecd; that is all we want. When you 
passed your Kansas bill, you claimed that it was 
to be left to the unbiased voice of the free settlers. 
That is what we wanted. We were willing to 
have it so; but the complaint is, that we have not 


i had that; and the Senator admits, if I understand 


him, that wrong has been done there, but it is 
justified as a measure of retaliation on the emi- 
grant aid societies! The Senator says this is the 
first time he ever heard of those societies. Well, 
sir, itis not the first time I ever heard of them. 
If Í have read history aright, there were emigrant 
aid societies got up in England to colonize Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I said in the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, Virginia is in the 
United States. [Laughter.] Virginia was settled 
by emigrant aid societies, and so were most of 
these colonies. This emigrant aid society, if I 
understand it, was got up before the passage of 
ihe Kansas bill. Again, the Senator asked why 
this alarm about the border ruffians? Sir, the 
alarm is because we believe the power of the Fed- 
eral Government has been arrayed on their side. 
I think the order of the Secretary of Warto which 
the Senator from Massachusetts alluded, was 
justly obnoxious to the very censure with which 
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he visited it; and that is, that while it instructed 
the officer commanding the troops of the United 
States to put down any insurrection, 1t did. not 
say a word about repelling invasion. The Sen- 
ator endeavors to get around this point by saying 
that was in the proclamation; but, while it was 
in the instructions of the officer to put down in- 
surrection, there was a silence about invasion; 
and therefore I say the document is justly ob- 
noxious to all the censure which the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts put on it; and a great 
deal more which, please God, I will endeavor to 
administer when the occasion comes. The free 
State men of Kansas Territory appealed to the 
President and asked for protection; and what docs 
he tell them in response? He tells them that he 
sends officers there to pul them down if they are 
guilty of insurrection. That is it. 

Tam not disposed to go into this matter now. 
{have not time to go into it at present. I have 
said thus much simply because there was a per- 
sonal appeal made to me by the honorable Sena- 
tor, Ata suitable time—and in regard to that I 
shall be governed very much by the opinions of 
the Senate—I propose to address myself to this 
subject; and I will endeavor to meet, if in my 
power, as well as I can, some of the assumptions 
that have been made. I believe it isa great issuc; 
and I rejoice to agree entirely and totally with 
the assertion with which the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee started, that we had things at 
home which we should attend to before going to 
look after England and Central America. Sir, we 
had better look to the center of the United States 
than to the center of Europe, or of any other 
country on God’s earth. In that sentiment of the 
Senator I entirely agree; but as the usual hour for 
the adjournment of the Senate has arrived, and 
as I am not prepared to go on now, I move to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject 
until Thursday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
allow me a few words? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I donot propose, 
Mr. President, to detain the Senate for five min- 
utes; [am not in a condition to do so; but Iam 
not willing that the Senator from New Hampshire 
shall misinterpret or misrepresent me. I will not 
be so discourteous as to suppose that it was his 
purpose to misrepresent me. 

Mr. HALE., Certainly not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then, sir, he 
wholly misconceived me, and the misconception 
is as unjust to me as the misrepresentation would 
be. He misconceived me when he asserted that 
I invoked, and was willing to proclaim, war with 
the bowie-knife, and the knife to the hilt. The 
Senator cannot find that statement in anything 
that I said. I pointed out the result, (ad dressing 
Mr. Hase) if you were to continue your aggres- 
sions. You say you have made no aggressions. 
You do not feel that itis any aggression. to be: 
continually assailing the institutions of the South. 
You do not feel it to be any aggression when a 
slave escapes from Virginia or Maryland and 
passés over into the free States where he is ar- 
rested and detained from his master. You can- 
not feel that itis any aggression when a slave 
clings around the neck of her mistress for protec- 
tion, and one of your—not border, but internal 
ruffians, tears her from the neck of her mistress 
and carries her off. No, sir, that is no aggres- 
sion to those whom you represent. I said that, 
if you continued these aggressions, and persecu- 
tions, and annoyances, you may get to sucha 
point that war will come, and when it does come 
1t will be no child’s play. It will then be a war 
to the knife, and the knife to the hilt, to your 
heart’s content. That is what I said, and no 
more, 

Sir, the Senator from New Hampshire says 
that I set out to establish a new era in the elocu- 
tion or proprieties of the Senate. That is a mis- 
statement, or a misconception. I said no such 
thing. I said that the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts had been such as to astonish me, 
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and not such as I had hoped orexpected from an 
American Senator. I said that I should not use 
a single disrespectful word to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, because I felt that I was estopped 
| from doing so by considerations of self-respect 
and the dignity of the Senate. Idid not say one 
word discourteous to him, to my knowledge. I 
spoke strongly, as J had a right to speak, and as 
Talways speak, and as I always mean to speak. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has said 
that he never uttered an unkind word, and never 
meant to utter an unkind word. I think that is 
entering a caveat. I never enter caveats, and I 
carc not a copper whether they are entered for 
me or against me. I always speak as I feel, in 
reference to the dignity of the body to which I 


may be of it, it commands my highest admiration, 
and never shall I be provoked within these walls 
to violate its duties, or its propricties, if I can 
keep my self-possession. 

The Senator from New Hampshire used lan- 
guage about the Supreme Court, the exact phrase- 
ology of which I do not recollect, but it was as 
offensive as I think it could be, and yet be clothed 
in language becoming the lips of a gentleman. 

Mr. HALE. Isaid it was the citadel ofslavery. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then, sir, you 
must pardon me if I consider itas a greatinsult— 
an insult unbecoming a Senator to make on that 
body. It is a céordinate branch of this Govern- 
ment, and the strong arm and citadel of our safety. 
Eor purity, integrity, virtue, honor, and all that 
ennobles and dignifies the race to which you 
might belong, it stands unimpeached and unim- 
peachable. The Supreme Court the citadel of 
slavery! No offense inthat! No taunt!—oh, no! 
That is perfectly harmless! And yet when we 
repel such assaults we are considered boasters 
and braggadocios! 

Again, sir, the Senator said that, if he owed his 
place here to anybody, he owes it the President 
of the United States. When I very kindly, and, 
I thought, politely—for I certainly did not mean 
to do, and do not think I did, the gentleman any 
injustice—assigned a paternity to the Senator, T 
said the Devil had a way of taking care of his 
own. _ He says that if that be so, the President 
| of the United States is the devil. That isa ques- 


President to settle. [Laughter.] Ihave nothing. 
to do with it. This much I do say, that if you 


the President, and you are indebted for your seat 


ever disgraced the American Senate. [Laughter 
and applause in the galleries.} 

The PRESIDENT. The galleries will be 
cleared if there be any further demonstrations. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That was the last 
and only chance on God Almighty’s earth which 
you ever had to get here; and if he brought you 
acre ought you not to be kind to him? Ought 
you not to be affectionate to him? 
that, with an ingratitude darker, blacker, more 
unmitigated than that of Judas, you are stabbing 
him on the right hand and on the left. 
allow me to beg you, and make concessions to 


honor he has conferred upon you. 


generous impulses like yourself. If he brought 


j did, of the many bad acts that he has done, I 
, think that is the worst he ever did. [Laughter.] 


any lessons in this new school of oratory, and 
I think the Senator from Tennessee will have 
to monopolize it a little while, at least. 


| going to take it back; but I wish to give a single 
i! historical reminiscence. I made the same state- 
|, ment on the floor of the Senate years azo. The 
being represented here by so distinguished a Sen- 
ii ator; but her representative wasan honest man— 


belong; and, however humble and unwouhy Ij 


tion for you (addressing Mr. Hare) and the | 


came here, as you say you did, by the agency of į 


to him, you are the most ungrateful wretch that i 


Instead of | 


Go home, | 
our father, and thank him for the distinguished | 
That is the | 
act of gratitude; that becomesa man of noble and | 


you here—you say so; I do not know it—but, if he | 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have not taken | 


In re- | 
gard to the remark which I made in relation to i 
| the Supreme Court of the United States, łam not! 


i State of Tennessee then had not the honor of | 


L allude to Mr. Hopkins L. Turney. He came 
to me and said, “I think that you paid a. high. 
compliment to the Supreme Court; for,” said 
he, “I think slavery is guarantied in the Consti- 
tution. I think it is one of our guarantied rights, 
and, if you say the Supreme Court of the United, 
States is its citadel, I think you assign them a 
very honorable position, because you put. them 
in the position of guarding what are guarantied 
rights under the Constitution.” It seems, after 
all the flourish, after all the eloquence, and after 
all ihe polisli of this new style of oratory, (which, 
instead- of addressing you, Mr. President, ad- 
dresses me,) the Senator from Tennessee, inside, 
down, below all the gas, has a feeling that makes 
him think it is disgraceful to the Senate, and a 
reproach to the Supreme Court, to say that they . 
are the citadel of slavery. I have nothing more 
to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I did purpose 
saying something in relation to what has been 
brought into this debate, not by way of justify- 
ing or excusing a very valued friend, [General 
Aichison,] but to state such facts as would award 
to him, in my opinion, the judgment of truth and 
justice; but I am advised that the hour is late, and 
the time for that has passed. Icannotdo it now; 
I should not have taken five minutes, but, in def- 
erence to the wishes of my friends, I shall not 
proceed now, . 

Mr. MASON. Although it is late, I must ask 
for an executive session of a few minutes. I 
move, therefore, that the Scnate proceed te the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
to postpone the further consideration of this sub- 
ject until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. Wes- 
STER, his Secretary. : 

Mr. MASON. ‘I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. J trust that motion will 
not be agreed to. TI hope there will be no exec- 
utive session at this hour. of the evening, when 
many Senators have gone away, so that we have 
hardly a quorum present. 

The motion was agreed to; and, after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


TIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, February 25, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by Rev. Mr. Cummins. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

Mr. Emrie,a Representative from the State of 
Ohio, appeared and took the usual oath to sup- 

ort the Constitution of the United States. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first 
|| in order to be the call of the States for resolutions. 
| PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 
| Mr. CRAIGE (having obtained gencral consent 
to make a personal explanation) said: 

Mr. Speaker, I have received within the last 


Prayer 


i 
| few days several papers, published in my own 
i) State, and several out of it, which, in order to fix 
|| the responsibility of your election as Speaker 
i| upon the Democratic party, have given, among 
i other reasons, the fact that, on the final vote, my 
i| name did not appear upon the record. 
| Now,as I do not think proper to have. this 
impression go to the country without correc- 
tion, I desire to state to the House, what is well 
known here, that, on the 25th day of January 
last, my colleague [Mr. Rurrix] announced upon 
| this floor that [had paired off from that day until 
the 9th day of February, with Mr. Huensrow. 
You, Mr. Speaker, were elected on the 2d day 
i| of February. Neither of us, therefore, were 
i! present on thatday, and neither of usvoted. Had 
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‘we both:been here. and. voted, the result would 
have been precisely the same.. I. need not say 
to. you, sir, nor to the members of the Iouse, 
thatno member- more strenuously opposed your į 
election than I did; and I need. not. add, in this 
connection, that had Ibeen present, and at liberty | 
to vote on that occasion, I should have voted for į 
Mi “Arcen, of South Carolina, for whom I have 
always entertained the kindest personal feelings, 
and with whom it has been my pleasure to act, 


‘politically; during the time I have served with 


din in-€ ongrens. : 
„Mr: RICHARDSON (by unanimous consent | 
ofthe Honno) eud: ĮI desire to submit a few re- 
-marks-to.the House upon the same point to which 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crarce] | 
has justspoken. Like him, in certain portions 
sof the country comments have been made upon 
the fact.‘that my name did not appear upon the 
yecord ‘of the final vote for Speaker of this House. 
Itis known here that I had paired off with Mr. 
Emre, of Ohio. He had voted steadily for you, 
Mr: Speaker, for some weeks before I paired off 
with:him. If both of us had voted, the result 
would-have been the same—he would have voted 
for: you, and I. for Mr. Amen; and I need not | 
say that, if I had been entitled to vote, I should | 
have voted with great pleasure for my friend, 
Governor Arkey, of South Carolina. : 
: Mr. Speaker, I need not say to you, nor need | 
Isay to this House, that I was opposed to your | 
eleciion-—not upon any personal grounds; for be- 
tween you and mè there is no reason why I should 
have any personal objection; but it was upon | 
political grounds. Jt wasupon the ground that l; 
did not believe that yourelection would contribute | 
se much to tighten the bonds which bind these | 
States together, as would the eloction of my friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Arxen.] 

{tis well known to the House, sir, that, from 
the first moment of the struggle to the close of 
the contest, I was opposed to your election. And, 
sir, if I had reasons for that opposition then, they ; 
are doubly strengthenet! now. y know that, if my | 
friend from South Carolina had been placed in 
that chair, thé section of the country from which | 
Lcome—the fifteen States west of the Alleghany | 
mountains—would have had some Representatives || 
upon the Conimittee on Naval Affairs; that, inthe | 
danger which is now impending over us, some į 
voice would in that committee be heard in favor | 
of increasing the Navy till our guns could pro- | 
tect our commerce, and take care of our interests | 
in every ocean upon the globe. There would 
have been from those fifteen States more than 
one voice upon the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to urge, by all honorable means, the settlement 
of all difficulties between this country and Great 
Britain; but if our difficulties cannot be honor- 
ably settled, if war must be, then there willbe | 
a million of soldiers ready to pour out their heart’s | 
blood to defend our honor, our rights, and our 
soil bencath the flag of our whole country. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. Mr. Speaker, Irise toa 
question of privilege. My attention has been 
called to the matter by the gentleman from North ; 
Carolina, and 1 thank him for having done so. 

~The SPEAKER, If there is no objection the |! 
gentleman will proceed. | 

There was no objection, i 

Mr. HUGHSTON. On the 25th of January, |! 
as I publicly announced to the House at the time, | 
having learned that there was violent sickness in i 

my family, I made an arrangement with the gentle- i 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Crates] to pair: 
off with him until the 9th of february ensuing. ; 
Mr. Crack had uniformly voted for the Demo- | 
eratic nominee for the Speakership, and I had | 
as constantly cast my vote, after Mr. CAMPBELL’S | 
withdrawal, for the gentleman who now fills the ; 
chair. We paired off on all questions, and neither ' 
of us voted until the time fixed had elapsed. [| 
had perfect confidence in Mr. Crarer’s integrity; ! 
I suppose he had like confidence in mine. No! 
harm was done to either side. The Democratic | 
party, to which he belonged, was not harmed by | 
his absence; nor was the Republican party, the |! 
principles of which I professed, in the least injured f 
by my absence. 3 H 

Many of the correspondents of New York H 
papers have published that 1 was absent without | 
giving any sort of explanation. Lam not under | 
any obligations to those gentlemen who have been | 
careful to state my absence without at the same | 


| 


time stating the reason for it, which was publicly 
announced in this House. ee: 
LEGISLATIVE ACTS OF KANSAS. 

Mr.GROW. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill of which previous 
notice has been given. ` 

Mr. LETCHER. | Read for information. 

The title of the bill was read, and is in these 
terms: $ 

A bill to annul certain acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of-Kansas, and to secure to the people 
of said Territory their rights and privileges. 

Mr. LETCHER and others objected. 


MILITARY ACADEMY IN THE MISSISSIPPI 


VALLEY. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
lution of inquiry: ; i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and propriety of establishing a United States Military Acad 
emy and school of practice in the valley of the upper Mis- 
sissippi, in which there shall also be professorships of mining, 
agricultural and mechanical engineering, and to report by 
bill or gtherwise : That said committee report to this House 
wheth€r Rock Island, in the Mississippi river, between Da- 
venport, Lowa, and Rock Island, Illinois, is not peculiarly 
fitted for the site of said institution, and whether it ought 
not to be set apart for that purpose, and such legislation had 
as will accomplish the object of the first resolution. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I will say to the gentleman 
from Iowa that, if he will make his resolution 
general in its terms, and not confine the inquiry 
to the fitness of the upper Mississippi, but that 
the committee shall report on the propriety of 
establishing a military academy in the valley of 
the Mississippi, I shall interpose no objection; 
but while it is confined to the upper Mississippi, 
and to a particularisland in the Mississippi, I must 
object. If the modification pared be adopted, 
the gentleman will find it will be well supported. 

f Mr. THORINGTON. I accept the modifica- 
tion which the gentleman has indicated. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the res- 
olution as modified. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘at the Committee on Military Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
liency and propriety of establishiug a United States mili- 
demy and school of practice in the valley of the 


mining, agricultural, and mechanical engineering; and to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I donot object to | 


the resolution asit now stands, but I will say that 
I am opposed to the whole system of military 
academics. I will vote for the establishment of 
no new ones, and will cheerfully vote for the abo- 
lition of the one which we now have. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was 
adopted. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
with the following title: 

A bill to confirm and authorize certain sales of 
public lands in Mississippi and Alabama; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


CLERK TO THE MILITARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. QUITMAN. Irise, Mr. Speaker, to have 
made, by unanimous consent, a modification of 


| the resolution which, on my motion, was adopted f 


the other day, and which aathorized the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to employ a clerk. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If the gentleman 


will yicld, I will withdraw the motion to recon- | 


sider the vote by which the resolution was adopted, 
so the gentleman’s modification may be made by 
unanimous consent. [Cries of **No!?"] 

Mr. QUITMAN. I understand that on Thurs- 
day last, when I had left the Hall, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Coss] moved a reconsider- 


| ation, under the impression that the clerk would, 
underthe resolution, receive a compensation larger | 


than was intended, and, it was thought, any con- 
struction would allow him to receive. If i have 
the unanimous consent of the House, and the 
motion to reconsider, as has been proposed, be 
withdrawn, I shall then modify the resolution, so 
as to obviate any objection of the character men- 
tioned. 

follows: 


c Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to employ a clerk, at the 


ppt, in which there shall also be professorships of | 


The resolution, as it now reads, is as ; 


February 25, 


| same compensation allowed him at the: last session of Con- 
gress.” 3 

My modification is, thatthe same per diem com- 
pensation be allowed him as was allowed at the 
last session. : 

Mr. COBB. 
sider. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the resolution can be mod- 
ified by unanimous consent, that is one thing; 
if not, then I do not wish the motion to recon- 
sider withdrawn. I think the resolution may be 
construed as my friend has stated. The better 
plan, in my opinion, is to say in those resolu- 
tions for the employment of clerks what the per 
diem compensation shall be, and not to use the 
words ‘usual compensation,” or ‘* that was re- 
ceived at the last session of Congress.” We 
should resolve that the clerk shall have a com- 
pensation of four dollars per day for the time he 
is employed. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Thave no objection to the 
modification being as suggested by the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. 
the proposition ? 

My. STEPHENS. The proper course is, for 
the motion to reconsider to prevail. Otherwise, 
we shall have two resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wished the 
withdrawal of the motion to reconsider, in order 
that unanimous consent might effect the proposed 
modification. The Chair prefers to put the ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. QUITMAN. To accomplish the object 
which I have in view, I offer the following, as a 
| substitute for the resolution before us: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
authorized to employ a clerk, at a compensation of four 
dollars per diem during his service. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Nobody can object to that. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I propose to amend 
| the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is still upon the floor. i 

Mr. QUITMAN. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I want to address an 
inquiry to the Chair, for the benefit of the House: 
I want to know, if the demand for the previous 
question is not sustained, whether it will not be 
competent to move to amend the resolution, so as 
to give a clerk to all the committees of the House 
which had clerks at the last session, and at the 
same per diem rate of compensation? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I raise a question 
of order. This resolution originally came in by 
unanimous consent, and the Chair has heretofore 
decided that it could not be amended by inserting 
another committee. À 

The SPEAKER. Itwasintroduced by unani- 
mous consent, and the Chair is of opinion that it 
is not in order to incumber the resolution by the 
appointment of clerks for other committees. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The Chair will remember 
that it was perfectly in order to move to recon- 
sider, and that it did not require unanimous con- 
sent to make that privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is open to 
amendment, within certain limits, if the House 
does not sustain the call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
second. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLAGLER, 
and FuLLER of Maine, appointed. 
| The House was then divided; and the tellers 

reported—ayes 59, noes 43; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that there be a call 
of the House; and upon it I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the negative—yeas 56, nays 78; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, Boyce, Branch, John P. 
Campbell, Cariile, Cox, Crawford, Cumback, Denver, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Elliott, Etheridge, Faulkner, Greenwood, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Letcher, Lumpkin, Sanmel S. Marshall, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Niehois, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Phelps, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, 


I withdraw the motion to. recon- 


Is, there any objection to 


I call for tellers on the 
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Rust, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Spinner, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Talbott, Vail, Wakeman, Warner, Winslow, and John V. 
Wright—56. i 

NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, 
Lewis P. Campbell, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Davidson, Henry. Winter Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, 
Doda, Edmundson, Einrie, English, Flagler, Foster, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Killian Miller, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Pennington, 
Pike, Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabia, 
Bandidge, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stephens, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Wade, Waldron, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wells, 


Burlingame, | 


Williams, Woodrutl, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright— 
78. ` 


So a call of the House was refused. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. McMULLINstated that he had paired off, 
for one week, with Mr. Cragin. 

Mr. WALDRON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Wa springs, was confined to his room by 
sickness. 


The question recurred upon the call for the | 


previous question, upon which tellers had been 
ordered. . 

Messrs. FLacLer and Warner were appointed 
tellers. 

The House was divided ; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 65, noes 51; no quorum voting. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 21, nays 109; as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Hendley S. Bennett, Carlile, 
Craige, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Elliott, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Houston, 
George W. Jones, Kennett, Letcher, Millson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Stephens, and John V. Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billingharst, Bingham, Bliss, Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, 
Brenton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Cazkie, Chatfee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Crawford, Cumback, 
Davidson, Day, Dean, Denver, Dodd, Dunn, É 
Edwards, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, 
Florence, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Jewett, Kelly, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Morrill, 
Mou, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, 
Pheips, Pike, Porter, Purviance, Puryear,Quiuman, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Seward, 
Shennan, Shorter, Simmons, Spinner, Stauton, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Swope, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Tyson, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Warner, Ellibu 
B. Washburne, [Israel Washburn, Watkins, Williams, 
Winslow, Woodruff, and Woodworth-~--109. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Pending the call of the roll, Mr. ROBISON 
stated that he had paired off with Mr. Evans. 


Upon that I 


Mr. CUMBACK stated that Mr. Mace was | 


sick and confined to his room, which would 
account for his absence. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
as the proposed introduction of my amendment 
seems to clog the business of the House, | will 
withdraw it, so as to let the resolution of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Quitman] be 
passed. 

‘Mr. QUITMAN, 
for the previous question, 

The question upon the amendment offered by 
Mr. Quirman to the resolution was then put; and 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of 
the resolution as amended, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: I call for the 
yeas and nays. I would like to record my vote 
upon all such propositions. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was here received fror the Senate, 

by Assury Dickins, Esq., their Secretary, in- 


I desire to say, that 


forming the IIouse that the Senate had passed | 


gp following bills and joint resolution; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: 

An act for the relief of John H. Horne; 

An act for-the relief of Anson Dart; 


An act authorizing and directing the settlement | 


of the account of the Bank of the State of Mis- 


adinundson, | 


I withdraw the demand | 


j 
i 
} 
j 


$ 
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souri, for money advanced for the subsistence 
and transportation of volunteers; 

An act for the relief of Jacob Dodson; 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the name of the French-built brig 
Vigie, to Minnie; : 

An act to establish a library for young men in 
the District of Columbia; and 

A resolution authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish, in certain cases, veri- 
fied copies of original papers filed before the 
board for the examination of claims contracted 
in California under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont. 

THE BRIG. VIGIE. 

Mr. AIKEN. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up Senate bill No. 108—one of 
those just received from the Senate—to change 


| the name of a vesscl, and put it upon its passage. 


It is an act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to change the name of the French-built 
brig Vigic to Minnie. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table; and, having receiv, 
its several readings, was passed. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise to call up a motion 
which was offered last Thursday by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. McMutuin,] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House authorized the 
Committee of Elections to employ a clerk. I 
want that vote reconsidered, so as to offer this 
proposition as an amendment. 

Several Members. Read. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [t is just that the pay of 
the clerk shall be four dollars per day while 
employed. 

Tlie question was put; and the vote was recon- 
sidered. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. STEPHENS, (after a suggestion from Mr. 
HL. Marsuace.) I have, myself, no objection 
whatever to accept as an amendment to that reso- 
lution the proposition which the gentleman from 
Kentucky desires to submit; but I send up my 
own amendment to be reported. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be author- 
ized to employ a clerk, at the compensation of four dollars 
per diem during his services. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I offer the following 
as an amendment to the amendment: 


Resolved, That the Committees of Elections, Foreign Re- 
lations, Judiciary, ‘Territories, Commerce, Post Office and 
Post Roads, and Public Lands, are each authorized to cm- 
ploy the services ofa clerk to said committees, respectively, 
ata per diem compensation of four dollars, so long as the 
said comunittees shall deem the services necessary. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F wish to make a 
question of order, that the amendment offered by 


the gentleman from Kentucky is not in order, be- 


cause it is not on the same subject as, and not 
germane to, the original resolution. The original 
resolution is a report from a committee, which 
was permitted to be introduced by unanimous 
consent; and to attach to it matter which would 
of itself be objected to is, I think, clearly out of 
order. But I would say this, that as far as I am 
individually concerned, I will waive that question 
of order, if gentlemen will give us the yeas and 
nays and let us vote on the resolution; for have 
no doubt that the House will, sooner or later, 
vote a clerk to allthese committees. But, for one, 
I wish to vote against it, believing, from my own 
experience, that there ure very few committees 
in this House that need a clerk to enable them to 
discharge their duties. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
relation to the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The report fromthe 
Committee of Elections, asking authority to em- 

loy a clerk, could have been, at the time of its 
being submitted to the House, amended by any 
proposition whatever germane to it; and I do not 
conceive that there could be any proposition more 
germane to one asking the appointment of a clerk 
to one committee, than that asking the appoint- 
ment of clerks to other committees. I think that 
itis perfectly competent for the House to give 
this authority, and that, therefore, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky isin order. As 
I was going to remark before, Í do not understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky as offering to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a clerk to any com- 


I desire to say a word in! 


mittee except such as have had-clerks heretofore, 
with the exception of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I do not know whether that commit- 
tee ought to have a clerk or not; but I am clearly 
of opinion that such committees as usually have 
clerks ought to have one now. I prefer the reso- 
lution now offered to that heretofore adopted; be- 
cause it fixes the per diem specially at-four dol- 
lars per day. $ ee 
_Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will allow me, I will say this: A committee 
may have had a clerk at the last session of Con- 
i gress, or at one session of Congress, and not need 
one at another. Now, the Judiciary Committee, 
for instance, have had, during the last session of 
Congress, a very extensive examination, growing 
out of what was called the Gardiner fraud. That 
subject is not before the committee now. The 
| Committee on Territories had a press of business 
for twenty or thirty days at the last Congress, 
| which it has not got now. And I want to say to 
| the gentleman from Kentucky, and to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, too, that so far as the Com- 
mittee on Territories is concerned, it has not 
instructed its chairman to ask for a clerk; and I 
suppose the House will hardly give a clerk to 
that committee before it asks for one. The Com- 
j mittee on Territories have had that subject up, 
| and have not instructed their chairman to ask for 
a clerk, The reason is, that they have got no 
| business for a clerk, if they had one. They have 
only got before them two or three petitions and 
one bill, and a clerk would be of no service to 
them. ; 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. As the gentleman from 
Alabama has called my attention to the fact that 
there has been no application from the Committee 
on Territories for a clerk, and no need for one, I 
would say that my proposition is drawn for the 
Purpose of authorizing those committees who 
have had clerks at former sessions again to emplo 
them at the limited rate of compensation at which 
they were herctofore employed, should the com- 
mittees desire the services ofa clerk; and it reposes, 
on that part of the House, confidence in the com- 
| mittces that if the clerks be not wanted they will 
not be employed. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, the gentleman says, had a clerk at the last 
Congress, because they were engaged in’ the 
examination of the Gardiner fraud, and therefore 
had some occasion for aclerk. That committee 
now have among their papers and upon their files a 
proposition to impeach a judge of the United States 
court, and I should say that, taking into view the 
issuing of subpenas, the arraying of witnesses, 
and the correspondence which will be necessary 
in relation to a subject of that gravity and dignity, 
if they do not now want a clerk, no occasion will 
arise when they will want one. My object has 
| been, not only to supply the necessity of the com- 
mittee of which Lam myself a member, but to avoid 
| these repeated contests in regard to little questions 
about employing draughtsmen or clerks in the 
committees of the House when draughtsmen or 
clerks are necessary. Why, sir, it was only this 
morning that I was informed, by the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that there is 
in his committee room a volume written in the 
cramped hand of Mr. John Quincy Adams, where 
' that old man had been compelled to play clerk to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Why, sir, 
itis enough for the members of that committee to 
i do the thinking required of them, without being 
‘| compelied to sit down and copy the proceedings 
| of the committee, and conduct the correspond- 
ence. Hore is the venerable chairman of my 
; committee, [Mr. Simmons;}] and I am actually 
ashamed to be compelled to sit in my committee 
room and see him taking the vote upon the yeas 
jand nays, and reducing to writing the various 
| propositions and motions offered in the com- 
; mittee room. We consume more time in debate, 
as to whether we will allow our committees to 
| have clerks, than the employment of those clerks 
| vould cost. 
(| Mr. HOUSTON. I want to say one word in 
|| reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Man- 
|| SHALL] if the gentleman from Georgia will allow 
i| me. The gentleman from Kentucky closes up 
'| by the remark that we consume more time in the 
‘i discussion of the matter than the whole of the 
|! clerks would cost. Mr. Speaker, that is the uni- 
versal cry of gentlemen when they want to get in 
these little propositions, whether necessary or 


H 
i 


less; and it occurs to me, when I hear a gentle- 
iian brine in that argument in support of such a 
position jthat he mast be very hard pressed for 
asané to support it. If the basis upon which 
thé ventléman from Kentucky founds his propo- 
‘ition: be-unisound, then [say it should fall. è 
«says all the committees should be allowed clerks 
hich: have been’ allowed them heretofore. At 
thé last Congress the Committee of Elections did 
not have à clerk, yet I am satisfied that ‘they 
Heed one now.’ “Why? Because the amount of 
tant business upon their hands is such as to 
‘yequire' the services ofa clerk. But suppose that 
atthe next’ Congress, or at the next session of 
this: Congress, they should have no contested 
elections’ before them, would they need a clerk 
then? Yet, sir, the rule of the gentleman from 
‘Kentucky would give them one. I say, there- 
fore, that the basis upon which the gentleman 
founds his proposition is unsound. If that basis 
Bethe one upon which the House is to predicate 
‘its‘legislation, the effect will be to Ict in all these 
Tittle side requests ‘for small appropriations, for 
small offices, and everything of that sort, upon 
thé plea that they are of too small consequence to 
take‘up the’ time of the House in resisting; and 
we ‘shall ‘find that all these little matters will 
amount to soniething hereafter, if they are not 
fosisted How. ` ` : 
Ag far'as the Committee on Territories are con- 
eerfied, I do not think they need a clerk. That 
is my impression. ‘They were, as I am informed, 
allowed a clerk for thirty days at the last session 
of Congress. They had important business be- 
fore them then; but, so far, they have had noth- 
ine before them this session that requires such 
Services. If their business increases to an ex- 
tent that requires the services of a clerk here- 
after, I shall certainly not oppose such a propo- 
sition; but, at present, there is no need of a 
elerk; and why make provision for one, when 
the effect will be to set upon us a horde of men 
who are seeking for appointments to clerkships 
and such small offices, at ‘the hands of all who 
have them to bestow? If for no other consider- 
ation, I ask that the House will not make this 
provision, but will keep off these men who are 
seeking for office, 
| Mr, STEPHENS again resumed the floor. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman 
from Georgia to yield me the floor fora minute. 
I will not trespass upon his patience, or upon 
that of the House, long; but I feel it to be a duty 
which I owe to my country—and that is a duty 
which is paramount to all other duties—to say a 
word in reference to this matter. I have nota 
word to say in reference to the other committees 
embraced in the ‘amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky; Ido not know their wants; but 
when I speak in relation to the affairs of my own 
committee—the committee of which I have the 
honor to be a member, through your appoint- 
ment, Mr. Speaker~I speak what I do know. 
In relation to the necessity there is for a clerk 
to the Committee on Public Lands, I have tosay, 
that that committee has been in existence ever 
since the organization of the Government; yet, so 
far as I know, there has been no instance of their 
ever having the services of a clerk until the last 
Congress; and I cow, perhaps, tell the House 
the reason why we wanted a clerk then. It was 
not strictly to transact the legitimate business of | 
the committee, but it seemed to some of us that 
our committee was not of sufficient importance— 
that our importance was not properly appreciated 
by the country; and therefore it was important 
that we should employ a man who should be able 
to discharge the duty of attending to that busi- 
ness—in short, who would puff us into notice. 
Mr. LINDLEY. [desire to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a question. i 
Mr. COBB. Iamgoingon tostate naked facts. 
After I have made my statement, the gentleman 
may ask me as many questions as he chooses. 
I stated that, since the organization of the Gov- 
ernment, the Committee on Public Lands had 
never been allowed the services of a clerk until 
the last Congress; and the services performed by 
that officer even then, so faras my observation. 
extended, have failed to convince me of the ne- 
cessity for his employment. He was under pay 
from the time of his appointmènt to the adjourn- 
ment of Congress; and, so far as | know, he was 
never employed, on an average, more than one 
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hour in a week. The duties required at his hands 
did not require more than that amount of service. 
It may be supposed, from the amount of business 
referred to our committee, from the number of 
reports made by us, and from the importance of 
| the interests committed to our charge, that we 
have a large amount of clerical duties to perform. 
Such is not the fact. Our clerk had but little to 
do. He never did anything execpt to enter the 
cases réferred to particular members of the com- 
mittee, and when they came back, to enter the 
action of the committee upon them. 

The information required from the various De- 
partments is always obtained from the heads of 
the Departments. 
with it. We addressed letters to the heads of the 
Depariments from which we desired information, 
and, received the information from them in reply. 
I repeat that a clerk will not be employed in the 
| discharge of the legitimate duties ofour committee 
| on an average more than one hour ina week. It 
may be that members need him to transact their 
own private business; that is another matter. If 
it is indispensably necessary that we should 
haye im for that purpose, let us have him; but 
fi aA? a as & member of the Committee on Public 
| Lands, to which I have belonged for nine years, 
I enter my protest. I have never seen any neces- 
sity for the employment of such a person, nor do 
I now see any such necessity. [ say nothing as 
to the wants of the other committees of the House. 
So far as our committee is concerned, I am satis- 
fied that they do not need a clerk; and I shall 
therefore vote against the amendment if they are 
to be included in it. 

Mr.GROW. Task the gentleman from Georgia 
| to allow me just one minute in reply to the gen- 
j tleman from Alabama, [Mr Hovuston,] in refer- 
| ence to the wants of the Committee on Terri- 
| tories. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman will 
confine himself to just one minute. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Alabama 
has alluded to the fact, that no request has come 
from a majority of the Committee on Territo- 
ries for the allowance of aclerk. Well, sir, the 
amendment of the gentleman: from Kentucky 
(Mr. H. Marsuatt,| only makes provision for 
the allowance of clerks to any of the committees 
in case they shall think them necessary. If a 
majority of the Committce on Territories think a 
clerk is not needed, of course he will not be ap- 

ointed. ‘This proposition merely makes provis- 
10n for the appointment of clerks in the discretion 
of the committees, to save the necessity of coming 
here, it may be, every week with propositions for 
them to be allowed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is just what I was 
oing to say myself, in reply to the gentleman 
‘rom Alabaina on my left, [Mr. Housron.] This 

resolution is to authorize these committees to 
employ clerks, if they shall deem it necessary. 
And, now, | say to the House, that if they can 
| intrust all the interests which are intrusted to the 


| ing millions upon millions, to report to us, cannot 
we intrust to their discretion the simple matter 
| whether they shall employ the services of a clerk 
; at four dollars a day? 1f we can intrust to the 
charge of the Committee on the Judiciary matters 
{involving the impeachment of your judges and 
the changes and validity of your Jaws, cannot we 
: repone in them the small discretion of determining 
| whether they shall employ a clerk at four dollars 
a day? And I say the same in regard to all the 
other committees which are embraced in this res- 
olution. The proposition simply proposes to 
| place it at the discretion of these committees to 
employ clerks, if they shall deem them to be ne- 
cessary. And as the gentleman from Virginia 
| remarked, the House spends more time and more 
| Money in discussing these matters than clerks to 
all the committees would cost. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Inregardto the 
Committee on Public Lands, I wish to make this 
statement: I have been instructed by that com- 
mittee—every member present concurring except 
| the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cosn]—to ask 
that a clerk be allowed us. Not more than one 
or iwo of the committees of this House need a 
clerk more than the Committee on Public Lands. 
As the proceedings have heretofore been kept, 
: perhaps they would only take an hour or two 


i each day, asthe gentleman has suggested, to make 


The clerk had nothing to do | 


hands of the Committee on Public Lands, involv- | 


Dowdell, Edinundson, Edwards, 


the entries of all applications, and of the name 
of. the member to whom each is referred for con- 
sideration; but if the proceedings were properly 
kept—if regular and full memoranda of. the pro- 
ceedings. of the committee were made, as they 
should be, it would afford ample employment for 
a clerk; and if the clerk does what he ought to do, 
and what I am sure the business of the Public 
Lands Committee will demand; as much of his 
time will be occupied as there is of any other 
clerk to a committee. ~ : 

One word further: I think the objection to the 
employment of clerks for committees is anything 
else than one prompted by a proper economy. It 
is, I think, a mistaken kind of economy. It is 
well known that, during the last Congress, the 
Committee on Public Lands consumed nearly an 
entire session in makingits reports. This isowing 
mainly to a want of arrangement of the business 
before it, and a clerk will not only save much 
time and labor to the committee, but, in my judg- 
ment, lead_to a great saving of the time of this 
House. ‘There is a large amount of applications 
made, and to be made to that committee; and al- 
though a large part of them may, and I trust will 
be, reported against, still the labor of acting on 
them promptly and in order should be discharged. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I presume the House fully 
understands this matter. Ido not wish any more 
time consumed inits discussion. Time enough has 
already been taken up by it—time enough to pay 
for onc or two more clerks than are asked for in 
the resolution. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. —- 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the Chair decided the 
Mornion of the gentleman from Kentucky to be in 
order ? 

a SPEAKER. The question has not been 
raised. 

Mr HOUSTON. 1 understand that it was 
raised, : 

The SPEAKER. It was raised by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,} and after- 
wards withdrawn. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
STEPHENS. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Is not the question first 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. It is in order to 
perfect the original proposition before the ques- 
tion is taken on the substitute. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it not in order to raise 
the question of order on the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late. 

The question was taken on Mr. STEPHENS’$ 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the substitute. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let the yeasand 
nays be taken on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, I withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. Iam for giving the Com- 
mittee of Elections a clerk; but I cannot go for 
a clerk to that committee if it is associated with 
others which I know do not require a clerk. 

[A message in writing was received from the 


| President of the United States, by Sipyey Wes- 


STER, Esq., his Private Secretary.] 

The question was taken on Mr. H. MARSHALL’S .. 
substitute, and it was adopted. 

The gpesuon recurred on the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 74, nays 53; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Bur- 
lingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Cul- 
len, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, Flagler, 
Foster, Granger, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Lindley, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Killian Miller, Morrill, Parker, Pelton, Pennington 
Perry, Porter, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sewa 
Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Vail, Wade, 
Wakeman, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wit- 
liams, Woodruff, and Woodworth—74. 

NAYS — Messrs. Hendley S. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, 
Carlile, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Day, 
Englis 1, Etheridge, Faulk- 
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ner, Florence, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Hoffman, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, 


Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pearce, Phelps, Pur- | 
year, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, Ruffin, Rust, į 
Savage, Scott, Spinner, Shorter, Stewart, Waldron, War- 


ner, Watkins, Winslow, and John V. Wright—53. 
So the resolution as amended was adopted. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the -resolution was 
adopted; and that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


the Senate to supply deficiencies for printing, 
which I think ought to be taken up and disposed 
of. 1 move that it be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking 
from the table the Senate joint resolution ‘to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriations for print- 
ing for the second session of the Thirty-Third 
Congress??? 

Mr. STANTON. If I understand the resolu- 
tion itis one of the appropriation bills which have 
originated m the Senate, and I object to it. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is not an appropriation 
bill. It is merely a resolution to provide for the 
payment for the printing of documents which gen- 
tlemen themselves have ordered. The printing 
fund has been exhausted, and unless there is some 
action the whole of this printing business is likely 
to be blocked. The resolution simply provides 
that the appropriations for the printing of the 


Thirty-Fourth Congress may be taken to supply | 


the deficiencies for the printing of the Thirty- 
Third Congress. Gentlemen have ordered the 
documents and it is now necessary that there 


shoud be some provision made for the payment | 


of the printing, 
Mr. STANTON. I withdraw my objection. 
No further objection heing made the joint res- 
olution was taken from the Speaker’s table, read 


a first and second time by its title, ordered to a | 


third reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time = =, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called for the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and under 
the operation thercof the resolution was passed. 

.Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 

vote by which the resolution was passed, and 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. ORR. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
Navy of the United States by immediately cohstructing 
filtedn additional steam frigates, not exceeding sixteen hun- 
dred tons burden each, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 

Mr. ORR. 
to enable me to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. FULLER, of Mainc. Idemand the yeas 
and nays. 


I object. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE, I withdraw the objection. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. And I renew it. 

Mr. ORR. I move a suspension of the ruie 
for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR. Ifthe House now adjourns, what 
will be the condition of the resolution on Mon- 
day next? Wil it be the first business in order? 


Mhio. Mr. Speaker, | 
there is upon your table a joint resolution from 


I move a suspension of the rule, | 


The SPEAKER. “The Chairis informed that, | 


under the practice of his predecessors, it would 
be the first business in order. 

Mr. ORR. If my friend from Tennessee wishes 
to-defeat the resolution by preventing a vote being 
taken, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
We have no quorum at present. 

Mr. JONES. 
being taken. 
ness here, and’ know that a vote cannot be pre- 
vented. 
Monday, and until it is disposed of one way or 
the other. AN I wantis my vote on the record. 
1 do. not think two thirds are in favor of the res- 
olution. 


_ Ido not want to prevent a vote | 
T understand the operation of busi- 


It will come up next Monday, and every | 


The question was taken; and the House reftised 
to adjourn, i : 

The House was then divided on the call for the 
yeas.and nays; and there were 16 in the affirma~ 
tive, and 79 in the negative. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Perry and 
Tuurston were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 7, noes 84. , 

So the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. PHELPS. There is no quorum present, 
and I move that the House do new adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ask for tellers 
upon the motion to suspend the rules, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Varn and 
CuMmBACK Were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 69, noes 32; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ORR. Have the yeas and nays been 
refused? 

The SPEAKER. They have. 

Mr. ORR. Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at two o'clock and forty minutes) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


L call for tellers on 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 26, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Duan. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a communication from the President of the | 


United States, transmitting acopy ofa letter of the 
7th of March last, from the acting Commissioner 
of the United States in China, and of the regu- 
lations and notifications which accompanied it, 
for such revision thereof as Congress may deem 
expedient, pursuant to the sixth section of the act 
approved Lith August, 1848; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, in compliance with the resolution of 
the Senate of the 2lst instant, a statement of the 
number of employés, other than clerks, in the 
State Department, its offices and bureaus, and the 


compensation allowed to each; which, on motion | 


by Mr. Avams, was referred to the Committce 
on Finance. 

Also, a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to the frequent 
failures of the northern mail in its transmission 
to the city of Washington; which was, on motion 
by Mr. Srvanr, referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a report of the Attorney General, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, the number of persons, other than 
clerks, employed in his officc, and the amount of 
compensation allowed to each; which was, on 


motion by Mr. Apams, referred to the Committee | 


on Finance. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of the 
Board of Marine Underwritersinthe city of Phila- 
delphia, praying for an appropriation for com- 
pleting the piers at Reedy Island, in the Delaware 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, in favor of the purchase by the Govern- 


; ment of an invention by Commander B. F. Sands, 


of the Navy, for obtaining specimens of the bot- 
tom in deep-sea soundings; which were referred 
to the Committee on’ Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of | 


W. G. Mosely, a deputy surveyor in Florida, 
praying for compensation for losses sustained by 
him in consequence of the recent Indian outbreak 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of New York, in favor of an appropriation 


i| to the Committee on Commerce, and. ordéred to 
H be printed. Oe E geet al 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Rich- 
ard Forrest, a lieutenant in the. Navy, who had 
been placed upon the reserved list, praying to be 
restored to his former position in. the service 
which was referred to. the Committee on Nav: 
Affairs. ž Pace Er 

Also, the memorial of Thomas J. Manning, a 
commander in the Navy, who had been placed, 
upon the reserved list, praying to be restored to 
his former position in the service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. > 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of the in- 
i mates of the West Branch United States Military 
| Asylum, at Harrodsburg, Kentucky, praying 
that that institution may not be abolished; which 
|| was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,’ 
i| Mr. MALLORY presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Florida, in favor of the establish~ 
ment of a new collection district in that State, to 
be called the district of Tampa; which was res 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of Thomas: 
L. Preston and others, praying that the times for 
holding the United States district courtat Wythe- 
ville, in the western district of Virginia, may be 
changed; which was referred to the Committee 
s on the Judiciary: 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. CLAY, it was 


Ordered, That. the memorial of the heirs of Robert Me- 
Connell, praying for remuneration for depredations of the 
Creek Indians in 1813, be withdrawn. from the files of the” 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, "That the resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, and the petitions of the citizens of Michigan, on the 
files of the Senate, in relation to private land claims in that 
State, be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. - 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of, 
William R. Combs, submitted an adverse report; . 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Hc also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Deborah Chaffee, 
granddaughter of Thomas Dimon, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the- same committee, to whom , 
was referred the pétition of Isaac Carpenter, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
i be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Rufus K. Lane, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committec, to whom 
was referred the petition of Benjamin Berry, re- 
| ported a bill granting a pension to Benjamin Berry, 
a soldier of the Revolution; which was read the 
first time, and ordered to a second reading. — . 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee ọn Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a bill for the reliéf 
of the widows and orphans of the oficers, sea- 
men, and marines of the United States sloop of 
war Albauy, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
| nance, reported a bill making appropriations for 
ithe payment of invalid and other pensions, for 
| the year ending June 30, 1857, and for other pur- 
| poses; which was read twice by its title, and 
| postponed until to-morrow. He gave notice that : 
| he should ask the Senate to proceed to the con-. 
i sideration of the bill to-morrow, at one o’clock. 


i! ADDITIONAL SLOOPS OF WAR. 

ii Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
|! val Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the con- 
| struction of ten sloops of war; which was read-a 
i: first and second time by its title. - : 

li Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the bill which 
‘is now presented from the Committee on Naval 
|) Affairs is identical in language with the bill intro- 
| duced two years ago for the construction of six 
| steam frigates, except as to the number of vessels 
and the amount of appropriation. The Secretary 
of the Navy last year recommended the construc- 
tion of seven steam sloops; but circumstances 
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vérsy about the bill, and I hope it will be con- 
sidercd now: If the Senate shall disagree as to 
the number of vessels, it may be well to allow it 
to lie over for investigation as to that point; but 
the Secretary of the Navy, whose communication 
Thave‘now before me, concurs in the opinion of 
the committee, that the number should be ten 
` sloops instead of seven. ` Task for the considera- 
tion of the bill now. 

‘The PRESIDENT. 
consent. i 

“Mr. HUNTER.: 
sõme time to consider this bill. 
portant one. F sche E 

“Mr. MALLORY. As there is objection to its 
consideration now, I give notice that I shall ask 
that the bill. be considered at one o’clock on 
Monday next. 

iLO ARSENAL IN WASHINGTON. 

“Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed: to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 

. quested, to inform the Senate on which of the public grounds 
in the city of Washington he selected the site for a building 
to be used for the preservation of the ordnance, arms, &c., 
of the United States, under the act approved March 3, 1855; 
and especially, if said site has been selected on the Mall, 
andit so, on what part of it. 

PAY OF SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
toinquire into the justice and. propricty of increasing the 
compensation of the surveyors of the customs for the ports 
of Galena, Mlinois, and Dubuque, Iowa. 


ARRIVALS OF PASSENGERS IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 

‘Mr, SUMNER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee. on Commerce be directed 
to consider the expediency of amending the act of 2d March, 
1819, entitled “ An act regulating passenger ships and ves- 
sels,” so as to secure completeness in the annual returns 
to the Department of State of passengers arriving in the 
United States; and especially so as to require returns of 
those arriving by land, as well as those arriving by sea. 
IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. DODGE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered’ by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That the Sceretary of War be requested to 
inform the Senate what amount of the appropriations, | 
made by the act of August 30, 1852, for the improvement of | 
the harbors of Manitowoc, Sheboygan, Racine, Milwaukie 
and Kenoshagin the State of Wisconsin, has been expended 
in the improvement of each of said harbors; and, also, the 
amount of those appropriations remaining unexpended and 
applicable to said improvement. 


POST ROUTE IN ARKANSAS. | 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following | 


It requires unanimous 


I hope we may be allowed 
It is a very im- 


resolution; which was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing, by law, a post route from St. Charles, in the | 
county of Arkansas, by way of De Witt, to Brownsville, in | 
Prairie county, in the State of Arkansas, and report by bill | 
or otherwise. 


EXPLORATION BY CAPTAIN MARCY. 


-Mr. FOSTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That thé President of the United States be | 
requested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the | 
report, with the maps, of an exploration of the Big Witch- 
itaw, and the head waters of the Brazos rivers, made by 
Captain R. B. Marcy, of the United States Army, while 
engaged in locating lands for the Indians of Texas in the 
year 1854, `. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 
Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing, for the use of 
Senate, copies of a “ Manual of the Laws of the United 
States, on the subject of naturalization, passengers, and | 
passenger ships, laws of the several States in relation to | 
emigrants,” &c., compiled by H. D. Johnson and W. C. 
Reddal, of the State Department. 


LIPPINCOTT’S GAZETTEER. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. SEWARD, for | 
the purchase of seventy copies of Lippincott’s 
Gazetteer of the World, for the use of the Senate, 


That 


was, on his motion, referred to the Committee 

to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 

the Senate. : 
CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. a 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Houston on Thursday last, was, on his motion, 
taken from the table and agreed to: 

“Resolved; That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish, as soon as practicable, to the Senate, all reports, 
complaints, allegations, charges, and specifications of 
charges. preferred against Commodore G. J. Pendergrast, 
especially if any made by Lieutenant William May, when 
said Pendergrast’ was in command of the United States 
steamship Saranac, on the Homestation; and to inform the 
Senate what action was had. thereon by the Department, 
and if no action was had, the reason therefor. 

And that the Secretary of the Navy. be further requested 
toinform the Senate of all complaints, charges, allegations, 
reports, and specifications of charges pade against said 
G. J. Pendergrast, S. F. Du Pont, John $. Misroom, Sylva- 
nus Godon, and others, when serving as lieutenants when 
on board the United States ship Ohio, under the command 
of Commodore Isaac Hull, in or about the years 1838, 1839, 
1840, and 1841. And further, the Secretary of the Navy is 
requested to inform the Senate whether these and other 
charges, reports, and allegations, with the correspondence 
of the Navy Department thereon, against said Pendergrast 
and the aforesaid officers, were investigated by the naval 
retiring board assembled in June and July last, under an act 
of Congress approved February 28, 1855. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to establish an ad- 
ditional term of the circuit court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas, and 
to provide for appeals from the district court of 
the western district of Arkansas in criminal cases. 

Mr. BIGLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to provide for the 
completion of the piers at Reedy Island, in the 
river Delaware. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize the selection of theresidue of the lands 
granted by the act of Congress of September 20, 
1850, June 10, 1852, and February 9, 1853; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, in pursuance of previcus 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to amend an actentitled * An act to establish 
a court for the investigation of claims against the 
United States,” approved February 24, 1855; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introducea bill making 
an appropriation for continuing the improvement 
of the harbor of Eric, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

CHANGE OF NAMES OF VESSELS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Inowask the Senate to take up 
and consider Senate bill No. 106, reported by the 
Committee on Commerce, ‘authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to change the names of 
vessels in certain cases.” Its object is to do away 
with the necessity of special legislation in every 
case of this nature. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to empower the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to authorize the owner or 
owners of any vessel to change her name when, 
in his opinion, there shall be sufficient cause for 
so doing; and itgives him power to establish such 
rules and regulations as he may deem proper for 
purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘The phraseology of the bill 
would be improved by striking out the word 
** empowered,” and inserting the word “ author- 
ized” in its place. I move that it be amended in 
that way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ILalso move to strike out the 
word ‘ authorize’? where it occurs in the bill, and 
insert ** permit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and was read the third 


: time and passed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS, 
Mr. HAMLIN. Task the Senate to take up 
the bill reported-by the Committee on Commerce 


to establish the collection districts of the United 
States and designating the ports of entry and the 
ports of delivery in the same. Ido not ask to 
have it considered at this time; I wish to have it, 
taketi up merely for the purpose of fixing a time 
when the Senate will considervit. 

The métion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now desire to say to the 
Senate, that this isa bill which simply defines 
the limits of the existing collection districts in 
the United States. It will be found that, since the 
original act of 1796 I think, but I forget the pre- 
cise date, by which the collection districts were 
established along our coast, many districts have 
been divided; many new districts have been 
formed; and it has been ascertained, upon accu- 
rate investigation at the Department, that there 
are great sections of the country over which the 
limits of no district extend, in which towns of 
importance are growing up; in other words, it 
becomes actually impossible for the Department 
to determine in many cases to what, if any, dis- 
trict certain portions of the country belong. It, 
therefore, becomes necessary to pass this bill to 
define and establish the limits of each collection 
district. So far as the known limits of the exist- 
ing districts can be asccrtained, they have been 
very generally followed in this bill, although some 
alterations have been made for reasons well known 
at the Department. I ask that Tuesday next 
may be assigned for the consideration of this bill, 
and that it may be made the special order for that 

ay. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

PILOTAGE. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Iask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No, 13—“ A 
bill relating to ae ae It was ordered to be 
engrossed on Thursday last; but its third reading 
was postponed at the instance of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu.] He has found on ex- 
amination that the objections which he supposed 
might exist were. not well founded in fact, and I 
think there will be no objection to its passage. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a third time and passed. 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. 
Cuayton’s motion to refer to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations the letter of Lord John Russell, 
of January 19, 1853, in reference to the treaty of 
April 19, 1850. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, spoke at some length 
upon the present condition of our relations with 
Great Britain. His speech will be published here- 
after in the Appendix. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is known 
to me, as it is probably known to the Senate, that 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. CLayton,] who 
introduced this subject to our notice, has calcu- 
lated to be heard in the course of the debate, and 
that he is now sick. With reference to his con- 
venience, therefore, I desire that this subject may 
be postponed. Perhaps í may desire to.say some- 
thing on it myself. I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator with- 
draw the motion to allow the Chair to announce 
the signing of certain enrolled bills?, 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TOUCEY. There ig a message from the 
Executive on the table, which I hope will be 
taken up and read. For that purpose I move to 
postpone the consideration of the subject before 
the Senate until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL AND RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. BarcLay, one of their 
Clerks, announcing that the Speaker had signed 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; 
which were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 


An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the name of the French-built brig 
Vigie to Minnie; 5 

A resolution for the appointment of Regents to 
fill the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution; and 

A resolution to supply a deficiency in the 
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appropriation for, printing for the second session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message which had been received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. WEB- 
sTER, his Secretary, transmitting, andrecommend- 
ing to the favorable consideration of Congress, a 
communication from the Secretary of War ask- 
ing for a special appropriation of $3,000,000 to 
prepare armaments and ammunition for fortifica- 
tions, and to increase the supply of small-arms 
for the use of the United States Army and the 
militia of the several States. The message was, 
on motion by Mr. Sewarp, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. . 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to have taken up, 
for the purpose of making it the special order 
for to-morrow week, the bill which I yesterday 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
R amend an act to promote the efficiency of the 

avy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed to, and made the special order of the 

ay for, Wednesday, the 5th of March. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 26, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry ©. Dean, 

‘The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the billowing communications, 
which were disposed of as indicated below: 

I. A communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a copy of a letter of 
Yth of March last, from the acting Commissioner 
of the United States in China, and of the regula- 
tions and notification which accompanied it, for 
such revision thereof as Congress may dcem |} 
expedient, pursuant to the sixth section of the | 
act approved August 11, 1848, Referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p il. A communication from the Treasury De- 
parine ai inclosing a copy of a letter from Hon. 

ohn W. Whitfield, Delegate from Kansas, ad- 
dressed to that Department, stating that the esti- 
mate for the contingent expenses for Kansas for | 
the year ending June 30, 1857, is insufficient, and | 
begging leave to recommend that the amount | 
may be increased to $1,500. Referred to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to | 
be printed. | 

IH. A communication from the Treasury De- | 
partment, submitting copies of the presentment 
of the grand jury, and letters of the surgeon of the 
Marine Hospital and the United States district 
attorney at Mobile, urging the expediency of | 
purchasing, for the use of the hospital, an addi- | 
tional lot of ground. Referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. | 

IV. A communication from the Department of | 
the Interior, transmitting therewith supplement- | 
ary estimates of appropriations required during | 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1857, on account 
of surveying services in New Mexico and Utah; 
the same being based upon information received 
by the Department since the preparation of the | 
regular annual estimates for that year. Referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- ;| 
dered to be printed. | 

V. A communication from the Navy Depart- ) 
ment, transmitting therewith a report from the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury Department, ex- 
hibiting, in tabular form, the pay and allowances 
of the several officers of the Navy and marine |} 
corps of the United States, showing the entire 
compensation paid to each out of the appropria- 
tions applicable to the naval service, for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1855; pre ared in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives passed June 14, 1848. Laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. | 

ENROLLED BILLS. ! 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of || 
the following titles; which thereupon received |) 
the signature of the Speaker: | 


Prayer 


| pro 


An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the name of the French-built brig 
Vigie to Minnie. a 

À resolution for the appointment of Regents to 
fill the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

A resolution to supply a deficiency in the ap- 
propriations for the printing of the second session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress. 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following appointments as Regents to 
supply the vacancies in the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, on the part of the 
House, viz: Hiram Wanner, of Georgia; James 
Meacuam, of Vermont; Witiiam F. ENGLISH, 
of Indiana. os 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from j 


the standing committees of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I presume there 
are not many committees ready to report, while 
there are many members who have bills they 
desire to introduce. I have none myself; but I 
propose that half an hour or an hour be devoted 
to a call of the House by States, for the purpose of 
allowing gentlemen to introduce such bills as will 
not give rise to debate or controversy, and which 
they merely wish to introduce for the purpose of 
reference. 

Mr. CRAIGE. That is precisely the resolu- 
tion which we tried to act under one day last 
week. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The object of the gentleman 
from Tennessee may be accomplished by limiting 
the resolution to bills and resolutions to which no 
objection shall be made; so that a person shall 
not be cut off from objecting to the bill by a 
demand for the previous question. If it is so 
understood, the Speaker will aid in carrying into 
effect the order of the House. 


. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the | 
position of the gentleman from Tennessee: it | 


1s, that one half hour be devoted to the reception, 
on the call by States, of such bills as shall not,be 
objected to either as to their introduction or their 
reference. 


Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 


Mr. JONES. Then I presume the Chair will | 


call for reports from committees; and as soon as 
we get through them—and there are very few of 


| them—then it will be in order to call for resolu- 


tions, and gentlemen can then introduce their bills. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN UTAH. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ihave a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department in regard 
to appropriations for the erection of public build- 
ings in Utah; and I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER announced that reports from 
committees were in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state to the House, 
Mr. Speaker, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means will be ready in the course of half an 
hour to report three of the appropriation bills. 
I have two of them now; but the deficiency bill 
is not yet quite ready, and I wish to report that 
first. I will, therefore, ask permission of the 


| House to report the bills during the morning, 


after the other committees shall have been called. 
KALAMAZOO AND PALMYRA LAND OFFICES: 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 


| Senate bill No. 97, entitled ‘An act to continue 
_ temporarily the land office at Kalamazoo, in the 


State of Michigan,” reported the same back to 
the House with an amendment. 

: The first section of the bill enacts that the offices 
of register and receiver of the land office of Kal- 
amazoo, 
itself, shall be continued till such time as in the 


| opinion of the President they can be discontinued 


without prejudice to the publicinterests, and that 
until that time the act of Congress of June 12, 
1840, shall not apply to said office or offices. 
The second section enacts that the compensa- 
tion of said register and receiver shall be allowed 


them according to law until the time of discon- ; 


tinuance. 


in the State of Michigan, and the office | 


The Committee on Commerce propose an 
amendment in the form of a third section, as fol- 
lows: oe, ; 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the provisions of sections 
one and two of this act, are hereby made applicable to: the 
land office at Palmyra, in the State: of Missouri, and the 
register and receiver thereof. ` x : 

The SPEAKER stated the question 
agreeing to the amendment. shaped 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. That bill is 
one which involves no principle. Itis one merely - 
of convenience. It is said to be necessary on 
account of the business to be closed up at the office 
of Kalamazoo, in the State of Michigan. ‘The 
bill is merely to allow that office to be continued 
until the business of it can be closed up. The 
Committee on Public Lands has reported in favor 
of it; and, if passed at all, it should be passed im- 
mediately. 1 hope, therefore, it will be. passed 
now; and I move to put it upon its passage. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Hinois. I would like to 

hear some good reason assigned, Mr. Speaker, 
for the adoption of this amendment, as well as for 
the passage of the bill itself. The question, I 
suppose, 1s on the amendment; but I should like 
to know some reason why these land offices: at 
Kalamazoo and Palmyra should be continued in 
reference to any other land offices in the United 
States. There is an existing law that, where the 
number of acres unentered.in any land office falls 
below the number of one hundred thousand, it 
shall be consolidated with some adjacent. office, 
and its business subsequently transacted in that 
office with which it shall have been consolidated. 
Now, I should like to know why these two offices 
are to be continued, in preference to other offices. 
Consolidations have been going on all over the 
country, and very properly; and it is a question 
which commends itself to the consideration of 
every member of the House, whether, if a change 
is to be made in one or two particular instances, 
as good reasons do not exist for making a general 
law applicable to all of them? There are five 
offices, I believe, in my own State, which have 
been consolidated and united with the office at 
Springfield. 

But it is said that there are controversies pend- 
ing in these two land offices in respect to the title 
to lands entered there, which render necessary. 
the continuance of the offices. It may be true 
that such controversies are pending, and I sup- 
pose it is true; but it is equally true in respect, to 
some other land offices, and ino of no reason, 
even of expediency, justice, or anything else, 
which would warrant the adoption of this exclu- 
sive principle in regard to only one or two land 
offices in the country. 

I am not disposed to enter into a discussion of 
the question now; but in order that it may receive 
that discussion which I believe it ought to receive, 
I move to commit the bill and amendment to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that they be ordered to. be printed, 
so that we may have a chance to see exactly in 
what shape the matter is. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I desire to ask 
whether the bill is accompanied by a report ex- 
planatory of the reasons why it should be passed. 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
it is not accompanied by a report. 

Mr. PORTER. I hope that the motion of the 
l| genfeman from Illinois will not prevail. The 

ndment provides for the continuance of a land 
ce in the State of Missouri, in the district 
which I have the honor to represent. The claims 
for the continuance of the land office at that place 
are the same as those for the continuance of the 
land office at Kalamazoo, as contemplated by the 
original bill presented by the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Wasriper,] and favorably re- 
|| ported on by the Committee on Public Lands. 
i| My friend from Illinois [Mr. Harris} speaks 
of the general bill passed by Congress for the 
purpose of abolishing or consolidating land offices, 
when the unentered lands fall below one hundred 
thousand acres. I admit the general policy of 
that law. That I am not prepared to dispute. 
But it is contended that, in relation to these par- 
ticular land offices, they ought to be an exception 
from the operation of the general law for a brief 
seriod—the length of that period to be determined 
the Executive. 

understand the gentleman from Illinois to say, 

that several land offices in the State of Illinois 


to be: on 
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have beei consolidated: at Springfield, in that 
State: It may be that.there was no good reason 
for their being kept open longer- - I presume that 
the same reasons did not exist for their remaining 
as-do exist for continuing these two offices in 
question. Ag regards the land office in Palmyra, 
in my district, Fam informed by letters I have 
received from the officers, as well as from citizens 
Fesiding in every part of the land district, that the 
greatest possible inconvemence would result to 
people having business in that land office, if it 
-whould be removed, as it will be, if it is removed 
atall, to the city of St. Louis,some one hundred 
and fifty miles distant. 

= Fhe House will recollect that, some four years 
ago, a swamp land act was passed by Congress. 
Under that act a number of controversies have 
grown up in which the rights of individuals and 
ofthe State conflict. Besides that, various con- 
troversies have sprung up in different portions of 
the district in regard to preémption claims and 
entries under the graduation act of the last Con- 
‘gress. ‘There are cases now actually pending at 
that office, which may be numbered. by hundreds, 
growing out ofthe swamp land act, and. growing 
out. of preémption difficulties, which are set down 
fortrial, on different days, from now until July 
next. Witnesses have been subpenaed, and the 
parties notified to attend at Palmyra for the pur- 
pose of having their cases tried and determined 

efore the register and receiver, under the pro- 
visions of existing laws. Now, sir, to remove 
the jurisdiction in these cases to the city of St. 
Louis, one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
seventy-five miles distant, or to any adjoining 
land district, would involve immense expense and 
inconvenience upon the part of all the parties con- 
eerned; and the whole of this inconvenience, loss, 
and vexation, can be obviated, without any injury 
to the Government, by simply authorizing the 
President of the United States, in his discretion, 
to continue the land office at Palmyra for a few 
months, until these questions which are pending 
before the register and receiver there can be dis- 
posed of, 

This is not an attempt to put money in the 
pockets of the register and receiver of these land 
offices.: Itis not in order to keep them in the 
receipt of their pay when there is no necessity 
for their services, that the passage of this bill is 
asked. No, sir; justice requires, the rights of 
the people and the interests of the Government 
require that these offices should be kept open for 
some short period of time, say six or twelve 
months longer, These officers themselves do not 
desire that this law should be passed for their 
own sakes. The late register at Palmyra, Mr. 
Harrison, has resigned his office, the amount of 
paying business having been so much reduced as 
to make the place not a desirable one; and Mr, 
Rush, a resident of Palmyra, appointed in his 
stead. The continuance of the office, then, is not 
desired for the benefit of the incumbents, but, as 
stated, solely asa matter of justice to the people 
residing in those districts, who have coutrover- 
sies and business pending at said land offices, 
the speedy and proper determination of which 
concerns the Government as well as themselves. 

I hope, therefore, that this bill will not be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, but that it will be immediately put 
on. its: passage. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. My friend from | 


Missouri will permit me simply to remark, that | 
if he will allow the bill so to be amended as to 
make it general in its character, so as to give they 
President power, in all cases where he shall; 
think proper, to continue land offices after they | 
would be removed under the law, [ have no 
objection to its passage. What I object to is 
to picking out one or two isolated cases, and 
legislating for their benefit, while the President 
is allowed no discretion in reference to all the 
othercases. If the gentleman will accede to such 
an amefidment, I will not object to the bill, Let 
the President of the United States be clothed 
with power, in all cases where he shall think the 
public necessity or convenience requires it, to | 
continue land offices in districts where the num- | 
ber of acres subject.to sale has been reduced to 
a number less than that provided for by law. | 
But, sir, this system of legislating exclusively | 


for the benefit of particular cases, in opposition || provide for all similar cases. For land offices | 


| be avoided as much as possible. Again, sir: I 
| understood the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Porter] to say that this bill had been recom- 
| mended by the Secretary of the Interior and by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. PORTER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I said that the office at Kalamazoo, and that at 
Palmyra, were cases which these officers had be- 
come satisfied should be made exceptions to the 

enéral rule.. 

~My. HARRIS. “Well, I should like to ask the 
gentleman whether the Sccretary of the Interior, 
or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
has ever asked for the passage of this bill? 

Mr. PORTER. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. I did not say that these officers had in ex- 
press terms recommended the passage of this bill. 

Mr.. HARRIS. I understood the gentleman 
| from Missouri to saysthat the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
| Land Office had recommended the passage of this 

bill.* My information is, that the Secretary of the 
Interior 1s opposed to its passage. 
i to bë informed by the chairman of the Commit 
tee on Public Lands whether this bill is in ac- 
cordance with any recommendation from either 
of these officers, or whether that committee have 
received information from the Department of the 
Interior, or from the General Land Office, recom- 
mending the passage of such a bill? 

Mr. LINDLEY. I can say to the gentleman 
from Dlinois, that in company with the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Wa.srivce] I called 
on the Secretary of the Interior in reference to 
| this matter, and he spoke very favorably of its 
| passage. 


gentlemen, that when the floor is yielded by the 


e considered as yielded altogether, unless by the 
i unanimous consent of the House. 
Mr. ALLEN, 


į to every one who desires it, I have something to 
say upon the subject of this bill mysclf. 
| r. PORTER. Ihave but a few words to 
say in reply to the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. 
Harnis.}] So far as the land office at Palmyrais 
concerned, I had an interview with the Commis- 
| sioner of the General Land Office in reference to 
the matter myself, and he was satisfied that the 
public interest required the further continuance 
| of that land office, as is proposed by this bill; and, 
as I have remarked, upon the application of the 
i Missouri delegation in Congress, he has sus- 
pended, for the present, the removal of that office 


i this bill, or some similar bill upon the subject. 
He is confident that the public interest, as well 
jas that of individuals, would be prejudiced by 


| the passage of this bill, but at the same time he 
is satisfied that a bill of this kind ought to pass. 
I hope, therefore, that the bill will be allowed to 
| pass. 

In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, I will 


enough to consider that bill when itis introduced. 
The Committee on Public Lands have been sat- 
isfied with the justice of this casc, from the facts 
which have been stated. In regard to these offices, 


posed is. necessary and just. 


c does not say this particular bill ought to be 
ejected. Then, suffice it for me to say, that jus- 
i tice and expediency require the prompt passage 
| of this bill. General legislation may be consid- 


‘ered and provided for hereafter. 


i Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor, but yielded to 
| Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I understand 


‘that the gentleman from Illinois does net object : 


| to this bill; he only desires that the bill may be 


: general. The committee prepared such an amend- 
iw 


‘in adyance of the closing up of the affairs of any 
| office under the law. But they did not attach that 

amendment to this special bill, because they 
(thought that it would materially embarrass its 
| passage. We shall propose a general bill, that will 


i 
il 
l 


I would like | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair must inform | 


entleman holding it to another gentleman, it must | 


Ifit is the understanding that í 
the gentleman from Missouri is to yield the floor 


until Congress may have an opportunity to pass | 


the removal of that land office at the present time. | 
It is true, that hehas not formally recommended | 


say that if he desires a general bill, it will be time | 


they are satisficd that the measure of relief pro- į 
The gentleman : 
says, however, that a general bill ought to pass; | 


aent by way of additional section, requiring that | 
from three to six months’ notice should be given } 


l 
[i 
i 


f 
{ 


to the general rule, is one which [think should |; already discontinued we have no remedy. These || 


two land offices are about being discontinued, and 
unless the bill pass promptly, they will be dis- 
continued, and put the people there who are con- 
cerned to.great and needless expense. We shall 
incur no expense, or hardly any, by continuing 
these land offices. Ifa general law is needed, it 
can be passed hereafter. We can then provide 
that three or six months’ notice shall be given in 
each case, so that purchasers may be enabled to 
make their payments and secure their titles before 
the land office is: transferred. I think that such a 
law ought to be passed. ‘Phe committee were in 
favor of adopting sucha report, but they think 
that this bill ought to pass immediately—that 
these two offices ought to be provided for right 
away. As I have said, no additional expense is 
incurred by so doing. It is a mere matter of con- 
venience to the people residing near those offices. 
I think the bill ought to pass. I do not know that 
there is a single objection to it. I agree with the 
gentleman from Hlinois, that there should be a 
general bill, which shall provide that—say six 
months’—notice shail be published in the neigh- 
borhood of the closing of any land office, so that 
persons may get their titles. 

Mr. HOUSTON . I hope that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Arex] will allow the gentle- 
man from New York time to answer the question 
put to him by his colleague, [Mr. Harris.] That 
gentleman inquired whether these bills had been 
recommended, and received the approval of the 
Department having the charge of this particular 
subject? 

Mr. HARRIS. That isthe question I should: 
like to have answered. 

Mr. ALLEN. LT yield in order that it may be 
answered. ; 

Mr. BENNETT. I have not inquired at the 
Department in reference to these cases myself; 
but I understand that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. Waxsripeg,] who is now absent, did 
present them. There is no written communica- 
tion from the Department on the subject that [ 
know of. š 

Mr. HARRIS. I hada conversation with the 
Secretary of the Interior on this Kalamazoo case, 
and he informed me that it had never been recom- 
mended by him. 

Mr. BENNETT. It may be that it was the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to whom 
the gentleman from Michigan presented the bill. 

r. HARRIS. The proposition which the 
geneman has in view, that a certain length of 
time beforehand notice shall be given that a land 
office is to be closed, is not the proposition of 
which I have spoken. The bill reported back 
from his committee is, that the President shall 
have power to continue these offices. His prop- 
osition is not that the President shall have power 
to continue any cflice, but. that a certain length 
of time beforehand notice shall be given that a 
land office is to be closed—a different thing al- 
together. I think the gentleman, so far from 
having his bill embarrassed by the proposition 
which I submitted to his consideration, would 
secure its speedy passage. If that proposition 
were adopted, I would vote for the bill; I cannot 
do so now, because I think that it is partial and 
unjust. i 

Mr. BENNETT. If this bill is not now passed 
these offices will be discontinued. 

Mr. HARRIS. And other offices are being dis- 
continued every day that ought not to be discon- 
tinued any more than these. 

Mr. BENNETT. A general bill will, I am 


į sure, be introduced in order to reach all these 


cases. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I see no reason 
why these two offices should be made an exception 


| to all others. There is a land office in my district 


which is now about being discontinued, and the. 
same reasons which operate in favor of the con- 
tinuance of the land offices at Kalamazoo and Pal- 
myra would as strongly operate in its favor. The 
same injustice which may be done to the people 
interested in matters connected with these offices 
would be dones unless it is provided for, in the 
ease of the land office at Vandalia. Isee no reason 
why these particular land offices should he selected, 
and the immediate passage of a bill continuing 
them urged upon the attention of the House at 
thistime. ‘There are justas many contests arising 
out of the swamp land and the graduation acts 
in the land office at Vandalia as at either of these 
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two offices; and there are there probably just as 
many uncalled-for patents as at Kalamazoo and 
Palmyra. If there is reason for the continuance 
of the land offices at those places, then the same 
reason applies with equal force to the land office 
at Vandalia. The same reason will also apply 
to other land offices in the State of Illinois, which | 
I have the honor in parttg represent. There are 
other offices there which are now about being dis- 
continued; and it does seem to me that we are 
doing injustice to the citizens who are interested 
in the affairs of these other offices, by specially 
selecting the offices at Kalamazoo and Palmyra, 
and passing a special bill for their relief. While 
you refuse to do the same meed. of justice to the 
office at Vandalia and other land offices, there can 
be no reason why this bill should be urged for the 
relief of these two offices in Michigan. I under- 
stand that no recommendation has been made by 
the Department for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Has any application been 
made to. the gentleman from Ilinois by the citi- 
zens of that land district to have it continued? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. LINDLEY. In the two cases provided 
for by the bill, applications from the people have 
been received which show that the operation of 
the law presses harder on them than upon the 
gentleman’s constituents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state that the people of 
my district intend to abide by the law of the land 
as itis; and where they neglect to call for pat- 
ents and to prosecute their contests, they are 
willing to be put to the additional inconvenience 
of going to Springfield to have these matters at- 
tended to. If Congress affords relief to the people 
of the land districts of Kalamazoo and Palmyra, 
they ought to afford the same relief to the people 
of my. district and other land districts of the 
State’ of Ilinois and of the West. There is 
nothing in the reason which has been urged by 
the chairman of the Committce on Public Lands, 
that the exigency of this case requires the imme- 
diate passage of this bill, which doesnot apply to 
other cases, for scarcely a week passes that some 
land office in the West is not discontinued. 

In view of these facts, then, 1 do not believe 
that the bill ought to pass. I believe that it ought 
to be recommitted. to the Committee on Public 
Lands, with instructions to report a bill that will 
afford relief to the people of -all land districts 
similarly situated. I make the motion to recom- 
mit; and I call for the previous question. 

The House was divided on the call for the pre- 
vious question; and there were—ayes 59, noes 50. 

Mr. PHELPS. As there is no quorum voting, 
l call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Puevps and 
Rircure were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 90, noes not counted. | 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The. first question is upon 
the motion, that the bill with the amendments be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN. My motion was, that the bill 
be referred back to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Harrıs,} to refer to the 
Cominittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
takes precedence. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
on that motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Hucusron 
and FLoreNce were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 20, noes 95—no quorum voting. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- | 
cided in the negative—yeas 64, nays 80; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Williamson 
‘R: W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, | 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haven, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, | 
J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, | 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Millson, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pearce, Puryear, Quitman, 


Į call for tellers 


Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel. B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—64. - Si = 
NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cumback, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dick, Dodd, 
Dunn, Edwards, Emtie, Flagler, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harrison, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Morgan, Mortill, Mott, Murray, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Purviance, Rob- 
bins, Sabin, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Swope, 
Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Wade, Waldron, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, and Woodruff—80. 


So Mr. Hannis’s motion was disagreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. DAY stated that Mr. Nrewous had paired 
off for two weeks with Mr. Winuiams, upon all 
question relating to the Kansas matter. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
ALLEN, it was put; and there were, upon acount— 
ayes 58, noes 56; whereupon, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Perry, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 65, noes 65. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

__Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
if the morning hour has expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I then move that the rule 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. I believe the previous question has been 
seconded, and the main question ordered to be 
put. If so, that will carry this matter beyond 
the morning hour. i . 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken. i i . 

The question being on the motion to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Publie Lands, it was 
put, with the following result—yeas 72, nays 72; 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barkskale, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Ciingmian, William:ou R.W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Davidson, Heury Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Edwards, Eviott, English, Etheridge, 
Flagler, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Puller, Green- 
wood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haven, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Milson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Quitman, Ritchie, Rufin, 
Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Todd, Tyson, Warner, Bilihu B. 
Washburne, Watkins, Wells, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, and John V. Wright—72. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Com- 
ins, Cox, Diek, Dodd, Emrie, Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Meacham, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pennington, Perry, Pike, 
Porter, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Rivers, Robbins, Rob- 
| erts, Sabin, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Strana- 
han, Swope, Thorington, Thurston, Wakeman, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washbarne, israel Washburn, and Wood- 
ruff—72. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the nega- 
tive. 

So the House refused to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The House having refused 
| to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands, the question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment, and then on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table, and on that motion I 
ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to make an 
appeal. to the gentleman from Illinois, to with- 
draw his motion to lay on the table, and let this 
bill be postponed. . s 

The SPEAKER. The previous question pre- 


i| cludes the motion to postpone. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I:am satisfied that some 


Reade, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Seward, Shorter, | 


William Smith, Stephens, Talbott, Todd, Tyson, Warner, | 


è 


| general legislation ought to take place in reference 


to this matter, and I therefore move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to commit. 
the bill to the Comimittee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. i WEES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire 


| whether the gentleman from Arkansas voted with 


the prevailing side on the motion? f : 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Treally donot know— 
were the yeas and nays taken on it? -scz 00° 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were 
taken, and the Chair is informed that the gentle-' 
man from Arkansas voted with’ the minority. He - 
is, therefore, not. entitled to move to reconsider. 
The question recurs on the motion to lay. on the’ 
table, 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Before the 
vote be taken on that motion, T wish to state: 
here, that if gentlemen desire it—and perhaps. it. 
is the better way—I am willing, by general con- 
sent, to have this matter referre back to: the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [hope general consent 
will be given to that. 

Mr. BENNETT. I understand that the oppo- 
sition to the bill chiefly arises from the sentiment, 
that the same benefits proposed to be extended to 
the land offices of Kalamazoo ard Palmyra ought 
to be extended to other land offices. If that be 
the ground of opposition, I hope that by general 
consent the bill will be referred back to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I will there try to get 


ia bill which will satisfy all these offices, by. re- 
| quiring notices, or by some other form; and the. 


difficulty will thus be obviated. I submit a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the. House 
refused to recommit the bill to the Committee on. 
Public Lands. 

The question was taken, and the vote was re- 
considered, 

The question recurring on the motion to recom- 


| mit the bill, it was put; and the motion was agreed. 


to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assury Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had passed 
the following bills; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House: 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the names of vessels in certain cases;, 
and 

An act relating to pilotage. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. MEACHAM. Inthe nominations of Re- 
ents of the Smithsonian Institution made by the 
peaker this morning, 1 find that my name stands 
in the list. I feel grateful to you, Mr. Speaker, 
for the honor thus conferred upon me; but I beg 
of you to erase my name, and appoint some other 
member of this Hoik: I have two.orthree rea+ 
sons for making this request. In the first place, 
I have enjoyed the honor and borne the burden 
of that position for a period of four years; and I 
think it better that the duty should circulate amon 
different members of the body, and that it should 
not remain stationary. Ihave another reason for 
asking to be excused. You, sir, have alread 

laced me in a position on a committee of this 

ouse which demands all my attention. I will 
not conceal that I have another reason, which I 
shall take another time to explain. It is, that I 
cannot approve the present course of that insti- 
tution, if 1t have any course, and is not merely 
standing still and marking time—the mere mock- 
ery of motion. It is not producing that impres- 
sion upon the country and people which it ought” 
to make: Icannot consent, and will notconsent, 
to follow an institution whose leader is smitten 
with chronic monomania on a single subject-—an 
institution whose line of march,as Ibelieve, runs 
athwart the line of law by which it holds its ex- 
istence, I, therefore, beg of you to accept my 
thanks and resignation. 
There being no objection; Mr. Meacuam’s res- 
nation was accepted. 

LAND OFFICES.IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill establishing two new 
land offices in the Territory of Minnesota; which 
was read a first and second time by. its title, and 
referred to the Committee of the: Whole on the 
state of the Union.. 


ig 


s 
i 
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) ducing a few of the members of the Democratic 
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H: «MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. SIDNEY 
Weasrer, his Secretary. i 

APPROPRIATION AND DEFICIENCY. BILLS. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways aiid Means, introduced the following 
bills; which were sevetally reada first and-second 
time by: their. respective titles, referred to: the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered. to be printed: 

* A bill -to. supply deficiencies in the appropria: 
tions for.the service of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1856; ‘ 
-A bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending June 
30,1857; and f 
<A billmaking appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pehsions of the United 
States for the ycar ending June 30, 1857. 
“My. SEWARD addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose now to move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Commuttee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. L, however, withhold the mo- 
tion fóra moment, for the accommodation of the 
gentleman.from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp.] 

oMr SEWARD. Icis‘known that, at the time 
the election of Speaker of the House took place, 
Iwas absent from the city. Certain papers in 
my own State and elsewhere have thought proper 
to charge me with a dereliction of duty upon that 
occasion. [propose, therefore, to say something 
of the views I entertain upon the subject, and to 
set myself right upon the matter. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I object. 

Mr. SEWARD. I appeal to the gentleman 
from New Jersey to withdraw his objection. It 
is a privilege which has been accorded to others, 
and | appeal to his courtesy to withdraw his ob- 
jection. - 

Mr. PENNINGTON. If the gentleman will 
say to the House that he will not occupy much 
time, I will withdraw my objection, but if his 
object is to make a speech I must object. 

r. STANTON, t renew the objection. I 
am Satisfied that this practice of making personal 
explanations does not result in any good. 

r. SEWARD. Well,sir, I shall have to call 
on the gentleman from Ohio to extend to me the 
same courtesy that the gentleman from New Jor- 
sey has donè, and withdraw his objection. Ido 
not propose to detain the House long. It isa 
privilege that has not been denied to any one here- 
tofore,.to make explanations of this sort, being 
to some extent personal in their nature. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; I will withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. When I left the city, some 


days before the election of Speaker took place, I 
had paired off with the gentleman from Maine, 
{Mr. Perry.] Before E returned, however, the 
time for which 1 had paired off had expired. A 
colleague from Georgia then paired me off with 
some gentleman from Pennsylvania, I believe, by 
the name of Rosison, for one week; but that 
weck expired before | reached the city. 

Now, sir, the object of this attack upon me is, 
to endeavor to fix upon me, acting.in connection 
with the Democratic party, the responsibility —at 
least in part—for transferring the present Speaker 
to the chair which he now occupies. 

Tam sure, Mr. Speaker, that you never sus- 
pected me of sympathizing with you in your po- 

itical sentiments to any extent whatever. I did 
not believe, when I left here, that the Democratic 
pay had the power to elect a Speaker; nor did 

believe that that party calling themselves Amer- | 
icans here ever intended that any , Democrat 
should occupy that chair. The event showed 
that I was right. That portion of the American | 
party which had been voting for Mr. Furrer the 
day preceding the election, voted, I believe, for 
Mr. Aiken, of South Carolina, and thereby in- 


party of the House to believe that, if the plurality 
rule were adopted, his election would be secured. 
A plurality resolution was passed. 

The day preceding, upon the resolution de- 
claring Mr. Aiken Speaker, the vote was—yeas 
103, nays 110. Among the yeas were Messrs. 
Furrer and Broom, of Pennsylvania, CLARK, 
Whuirney, and Vaux, of New York, of the Amer- 


| nine gentlemen from the South, in this Philadel- 


ican patty. After the passage of the plurality. 
resolution, upon the fourth vote for Speaker, the 
vote stands—Banxs 103, Axen 100. 

The five named gentlemen would not vote for 
Mr. A:xen, neither did Mr. Davis, of Maryland, 
or Mr. Curen, both southern Know Nothings. 
Add the five votes given for Mr. Aiken before 
the plurality rule, and he would have received 105 
votes; add the votes from Maryland and Dela- 
ware, and his vote would have been 107, four 
more than Mr. Banxs received when elected. 

Take the absentees—Democrats and Black Re- 
publicans—and they stand nearly equal—and it 
will appear, if they had been present, the result 
would Bite been the same. Now, sir, where is 
the fault? The Democratic party isin the mi- 
nority, and have been, and have, from the begin- 
ning of the session, been assailed by Know 
Nothings and Black Republicans. 

The Know Nothings in council, in their recent 
convention, arraign. the Democratic party before 
the country; but they do not whisper a word 
against the Black Republicans. Why is this, sir? 
Is it because the Black Republicans are better 
Americans than the Democrats? or do they 
wish to avoid a ‘disturbance in the family? If 
southern men believe that Black Republicanism 
is wrong, why not in their national council de- 
nounceit before the American people? The coun- 
try must judge of this.” The Democratie party 
passed the Kansas and Nebraska act, allowing 
the people to regulate their domestic institutions 
in their own way, subject only to the Constitu- 
tion, and this is the cause of offense. Thisis the 
repeal of the Missouri act which makes Know 
Nothings and Black Republicans hate the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Sir, I have said to my constituents at home, 
and I dé not hesitate to say here now, that, if this 
Government has got to be sectionalized, a better 
time has never been presented to the country for 
it to take place than at this moment; because, so 
far as the Constitution of the country, and the 


| institution of slavery under it, are concerned, the 


Senate of the United States stands firm against 
allattacks—coming from the Free-Soilers or Abo- 
litionists of the country—made upon that instru- 
ment, or upon that institution; and beyond the 
Senate stands the President of the United States, 
who would protect us in all our constitutional 
rights. If this scctional issue has to be met, let 
us appeal to the people next November—it will 
be for them to settle. 

Now let us look at the condition of this Amer- 
ican party, as shown by their conduct at the 
convention recently held in Philadelphia. I pro- 
pose to show, by their own resolutions, that they 
condemn this Administration for precisely the 
same thing for which the Black Republican party 
condemns it. The very causes which carried the 
present Speaker into the chair where he now sits, 
are the very causes for which the recent Phila- 
delphia convention denounced the Administra- 
tion. They, therefore, as a party, stand upon 
precisely the same ground in regard to the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise, as the Black Re- 
publicans themselves. Let us sce if they do not. 
In the thirteenth section of the platform of that con- 
vention, among the causes of complaint against 
the present Administration, is this: 

Its conduct, as shown in reopening sectional agitation 
by the repeal of the Missouri compromise.” 

Mr. Speaker, is not that the cause of complaint 
made by you and by those with whom yon act? 
Ts not that the cause of complaint made by the 


į Republican party against this Administration ? If 


it is, then, so far as that question is concerned, 
the American party and the Black Republican 
party are identical. And all I have to say upon 
the subject is, that of those twenty-nine gentlemen 
from the South who are members of this Con- 
gress, who voted for that platform in the Philadel- 
phia convention, ought to have cast their votes for 
you for Speaker, to have carried out their prin- 
ciples. 

i want the country to understand, that twenty- 


phia convention, voted for this platform, while 
only twenty-twg voted against it. And those 
twenty-nine gentlemen condemned this Adminis- 
tration because of the repeal of the Missouri | 
compromise. That is what they condemn the | 


+ Administration for, and that is what the Black j 


Republicans condemn them for. i 


% 


Then all I haveto say to Know Nothing organs, 
and to the Know Nothing party, is, that when 
they charge me with being false to the institutions 
of the Scuth, in consequence of my. not having 
been here when the final vote for Speaker was 
taken—when indispensable business and heavy 
freshets delayed me in getting back to Washing- 
ton, let them examine their own records, and see 
how they stand. Let them see whether their prin- 
ciples and the principles of the present Speaker 
of the House are not the same in regard to the 
Missouri compromise. 

My opinion is that there isa sympathy existing 
between the Know Nothings and the Republicans 
of the country. That sympathy was manifested 
afew weeks ago, when the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Cox] made a speech here, and called 
Black Republicans upon the stand as witnesses - 
to condemn the Administration, and to ascertain 
the position taken by certain prominent Demo- 
crats in the last canvass at the North. 

Mr. SAVAGE, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Georgia whether he is in-- 
formed as to the fact, whether there was not, after 
the election of Speaker, a caucus held, in which 
the South Americans, as they are called, met with 
the Republicans for the purpose of nominating 
candidates for the offices of the House? 

Mr. SEWARD. I have so understood, but 
have no personal knowledge of the facts. If there 
is any gentleman here who is informed as to the ` 
facts, I should be glad to have him give that in- 
formation to the House. f 

Mr. COX. Wil the gentleman yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. SEWARD. If the gentleman has any 
facts to state, I will yield. I will not be called 
upon the witness-stand to be interrogated. 

Mr. COX. Ido not intend to interrogate the 
gentleman. I will make a single remark in re- 
sponse to what has been said by my friend from 
Tennessee, (Mr. SAVAGE | If there was such a 
caucus as the one to which he has alluded, I was 
not in it. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Iam informed*that there was 
such a caucus, and that the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Pare] and the American mem- 
bers of the Maryland delegation were present atit. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order for the 
gentleman to cali members by name. 

Mr. PAINE. Ihave been called by name, and 
am here to answer for myself. Let the gentle- 
man propound hisinquiries. I will answer them. 
What is it the gentleman from Tennessee wishes 
to know? 

Mr. SAVAGE. I made a remark to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, that I had been informed 
that there was such a caucus as the one referred 
to. i 

Mr. PAINE. What caucus? 

Mr. SEWARD. I claim my right to the floor. 

Mr.SAVAGE. Ishould like to know whether 
there was such a caucus held. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I did not yield 
the floor for the purpose of allowing the gentle- 
man from Georgia to go into any extended speech. 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman did not yield 
tome. I havethe consent of the House to make 
my remarks. I promised not to be long. If 
gentlemen will let me proceed without further in- 
terruption, I shall be brief. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
position of the business of the House. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Lhope the House will let the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pae] state 
whether or not hé participated in the proceedings. 
of the caucus to which I have already made re- 
ference. I would be glad to have an answer to 
my question. If Iam wrong, I shall be glad to 
have a correction made. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s question being answered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
position of the business. The gentleman from 
: Ohio moved that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
: Pending that proposition he yielded the floor to 
thg gentleman from Georgia to make a personal 
explanation. The House consented. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia is entitled to the fluor; and 
it is not competent for the House to say what is 
necessary in order to explain the gentleman’s po- 
‘sition. If he yields the floor to other gentlemen, 
i however, he loses his right to it altogether. 
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Mr. SEWARD. If that be the rule, I hope 
it will be insisted on. 

Mr. Speaker, I address myself now to the 
Americans of the South who are upon this floor, 
to know from them whether they have or not 
abandoned the twelfth section of the Philadelphia 
platform of the party which was adopted in June 
last; and whether, by going into the recent con- 
vention assembled at Philadelphia, andacting with 

‘ the Know Nothing party, they have substituted 
for that twelfth section what is the thirteenth 
section of the new platform? I know from the 
record that Mr. ZoLLICOFFER, of Tennessee—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to call 
members by name in debate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I know that; but there are 
so many gentlemen from Tennessce that I see no 
other way to designate them individually. 

A Member. Say the member from the Nash- 
ville district. i 

Mr. SEWARD. The member from the Nash- 
ville district of Tennessee, then, was a member of 
the last Congress, and voted for the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, and the passage of the 
Kansas Nebraska act. He vindicated that meas- 
ure upon this floor in an able spcech; yet I find 
his vote recorded in the proceedings of the late 
convention held at Philadelphia to condemn the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. 1 should 
like, therefore, for the purpose of getting at the 
true position of the American party, to know 
upon what they stand—whether upon the twelfth 
section of the platform adopted in June last, or 
upon the thirteenth section of the new Philadel- 
phia platform? . 

Another cause of complaint against this Admin- 
istration is that its course has been vacillating in 
regard to affairs in Kansas and Nebraska. I 
want the southern Americans to tell us how and 
in what manner this Administration has pursued 
a weak and imbecile course in Kansas and Ne- 
braska? Has it not stood erect on this subject? 
It has cautioned Abolitionists of the North and 
men from my own section of country against 
entering the Térritory of Kansas to do violence. 
Its position has been fair and national. I ask 
gentlemen, when they prefer a bill of indictment 
againstthe Administration, to make specifications, 
so that the country may fully understand the 
question. I do not want it to be clothed in such 
language, to use the words of the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Sheetz,) a delegate to the Phila- 
delphia convention, that the people may notunder- 
stand it. He said that the President would be 


elected before the people could understand the | 


new platform. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I am responsible to my | 


constituents for not having been here. I should 
have preferred to have been here if I could; and 
all I have to say in conclusion is, that I do not 
desire the sympathy of any man at home or 
abroad who suspects my motives, or questions 
my fidelity to the Constitution of the country and 
the peculiar institutions of the South. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now insist on 
the motion that the rules be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

THE DEFENSES OF THE COUNTRY. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio.will not press that motion until I can ask 
the House for unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table, for reference, the message 
from the President of the United States, received 
this morning. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for that purpose. 


There was no objection, and the Speaker laid | 


before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 
Therewith transmit, and recommend to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress, a communication from the Secretary 
of War, asking a special appropriation of $3,000,000 to pre- 
pare armaments and ammunition for the fortifications, to 
increase the supply of improved small-arms, and to apply 
recént improvements to arms of old patterns belonging to 
the United States and the several States. 
; FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
WASHINGTON, February 26, 1856. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I move that the message 
and accompanying communication be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question was taken; and the message was 
referred accordingly. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


It strikes me, Mr. Speaker, | 


as an expenditure of $3,000,000 is involved, that 
the message ought to go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

r. QUITMAN. The proper direction. for 
the message has, I think, been given to it. The 
question is first on the principle; it may be sent 
on the appropriation. The latter question may 
be for the Committee of Ways and Means. The 
question is, whether we want the improvement 

roposed atall, The Committee of Ways and 
M cang is not the. proper committee on the prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the message was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The question of appropriations for fortifications 
and armaments belongs exclusively to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
question will be again put on the reference of the 
message. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let the message be again 
read. = 

The message was again read. 


Mr. LETGHER. I now ask that the letter 


of the Secretary of War be read. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasurneron, February 25, 1856. 

Sm: Improvements in arms and munitions of war having 
been recently perfected, whereby their efficiency has been 
much increased, it is very desirable that these improve- 
ments should be applied, as fur and as soon as practicable, 
to the arms on hand, both in the Government arsenals 
and in the possession of the States. Although our present 
supply of arms is as good as, and probably superior to, 
those of the same date of manufacture of any other nation, 
we should have, in the use of them in their present condi- 
tion, to cope at disadvantage with others who may have 
been beforehand with us in the actual application to their 
arms of the recent improvements. It has been our policy, 
heretofore, to carry on, gradually and slowly, the work of 
preparation for military efficiency, both offensive and de- 
fensive; and i pursuance of this policy the estimates of the 
War Department, from year to year, have been limited to 
the execution of such work only as accorded with the ordi- 
nary means of our armories and arsenals, with but a small 
force of operatives in emplqyment. The regular estimates 
last submitted to Congress are based on these considera- 
tions. In view, however, of the propriety of assuring, at 
the earliest practicable period, military efficiency as regards 
armamentand munitions, (we have it abundantly as regards 
men,) it seems proper that more active and vigorous meas- 
ures should now be adopted ; that we should increase the 
capacity for production and the force in employment at 
our armories and arsenals; that we should prepare nore 
rapidly armaments and ammunition for our fortifications; 
that we should increase our supplies ofimproved small-arms 
by the manufacture of new ones, and by the alteration of 
those of past dates of fabrication, including both the United 
States and State arms; and that we should provide ample 
supplies of ammunition, accouterments, and implements 
for the immediate and most efficient use of the whole. 

In order to effect this, it is necessary that more than or- 
dinary means be placed at the disposal of the Executive; 
and I respectfully suggest and recommend that application 
be made for an early appropriation of $3,000,000 for increas- 
ing the military efficiency of the country, to be applied at 
the diseretion of the President towards the objects before 
stated. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 


To the PRESIDENT. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to say, sir, after 
hearing the communication, and finding that it 
relates to the manufacture of arms and armorics 
for the most part, that I withdraw all objection to 
its reference tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 
If, when the matter comes to be considered by 
that committee, they find that it is necessary to 
carry out these improvements, they will of course 
make a recommendation to the House for its 
action, and that recommendation will go to the 
Committee of Ways and Mcans. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. A part, cer- 
tainly, of that communication should go to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I hope it will 
be referred to that committee; if not, that it be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ORR. The Committee on Military Af- 
faiys may report that there is no-necessity to ask 

ran appropriation. It should then first go to 
he Committee on Military Affairs, for their con- 
sideration and report thereon. There is a ten- 
dency in the Committee of Ways and Means to 
absorb the entire legislation of the House. I do 
not make the remark out of any unkindness to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.y,] or of 
his ability to preside over that committee; but 
I say that such has been the tendency of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. PHELPS... With the permission of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, I desire to say a 
word. - As ] understand the communication from 
hearing it read, it proposes to make additional 
estimates of the expenditures of the Government. 
The House has already referred to the Committee 
of Ways and. Means:the annual estimates. for the 
expenditures of the Government for. the. next. 
fiscal year. Under the order-of the House, that 
committee must take into consideration the amount. 
of money which shall be appropriated for the pur- 
pose of arming the fortifications already erected 

hat committee must take into consideration the 
amount of-meney necessary to be appropriated 
for the purpose of keeping up your armories, and: 
for the purpose of changing the fire-arms you 
already have in the arsenals of the United States, 
and also in the State arsenals. ‘The same subject- 
matter, then, in every particular mentioned in that 
communication, has already, by the action of the 
House, been referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and the only additional matter con- 
tained in this communication is, that the Secre- 
tary of War recommends that an appropriation 
shall be made at an earlier period than it would 
be made if made in the regular order of the appro- 
priation bills, and that the amount appropriated 
for the purpose therein mentioned shall be in- 
creased over.and above the estimates submitted 
at the commencement of this session of Congress, 

For these reasons, then, I believe it right that 
the message should be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, which already has charge 
of the same subject-matter. 

Inreply to a remark which fell from the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, that the Committee of 
Ways and Means have sought to absorb the 
legislation of Congress, I think he is mistaken in 
reference to that matter. There has been no dis- 
position, during the time I have served upon that.. 
committee, on the part of the members of. that 
committee, to absorb the legislation of Congress, 
On the contrary, there has been an attempt on the 
part of the members of the House to put upon 
the appropriation bills, reported by that com- 
mittee, measures which ought to have been carried 
through upon their own merits, in separate bills, 

Mr. ORR. Lask the gentleman from Missouri 
to allow me to read the 91st rule? 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 

Mr. ORR. The 91st rule says that— 


«Jt shall be the duty of the Committee on Military Affairs . 
to take into consideration all subjects relating to the military 
establishments and public defenses which may be referred 
to them by the House, and to report their opinion thereupon; 
and aiso report from time to time such measures as may 
contribute to economy and accountability in the said estab- 
lishments.”” 


Mr. PHELPS. I am aware of the require- 
ments of that rule; but neither the President of 
the United States, nor the Secretary of War, 
recommends any change in the existing law. 


| There is no recommendation to change any exist- 


ing law regulating the military establishments of 
the country, contained in that communication 
Gentlemen may think there is, but they are mis- 
taken. 

I say that all the appropriations which are made 
for arming the fortifications of the country come 
from the Committee of Waysand Means. That 
Committee hag, for a long series of years, always 
considered the amount which it is proper and 
necessary to appropriate for such purposes; but 
if it be suggested that new fortifications shall be 
established in this country, let me say that that 
is a matter of which the Committee on Military 
Affairs have jurisdiction, and the Committee of 
Ways and Means none. 

Mr. QUITMAN. When the Executive De- 
partment of this Government recommends an 
alteration in the military affairs of this Govern- 
ment, I think itis due to this House, due to the 
representative branch of this Government, that 
such recommendations should be deliberately 
reflected upon by a committee of this House, 
preliminary to an appropriation being made. 

Mr. PHELPS. In reply to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, I will say, that the matter 
simply resolves itself into the question, how much 
money shall be appropriated for the purpose of 
keeping up the military establishments of the 
country? That message only recommends that 
alarger amount of money shall be expended for 
the manufacture and improvement of ordnance. 

Iialso contains the other recommendation, that 
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vision shall he'made for changing the present 
Fcoarms, and far adopting some other descrip- | 
tion of firearms, and some improvements upon i 
the old: ordnance. S ; 

- Mr: QUIFMAN. Does the gentleman con- 
tend'that the opinion ofa committee of this House 
of Representatives ought not to be had upon this 
veryimportant subject? -- 

‘Mie PHELPS. ` T-suppose that, if the gentle- | 
man fron Mississippi had referred to the legisla- 
tion of last Congress, he would not have made 
that inqtiry; becanse, at the last session’ of Con- 
gress, we made an appropriation for a certain 
amount: of money to be expended duting the 
fiscal year, for the purpose of introducing these 
very. improvemerits into the fire-armis of the coun- 
ty. So much of it was to be expended as the 
Secretary of War thought could be judiciously 
expended, and as the public exigencies required. | 
Now, the Secretary thinks that the exigencies 


réquiire a larger amount of money to be expended || 


for this purpose than it was thought. proper to | 
recommend at'that time. If you pursue the usual 
course,'the recommendation for this appropria- 


tion ouglit'to come from the Committee of Ways |i 


and Means, which has-the charge of all estimates 
relating to’ these branches of the public service. 

“These are’ the reasons, Mr. Speaker, why I 
think'the message should be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. | 

Mr HOUSTON. [ suppose, Mr. Speaker, 
itis competent for the House to divide this mes- 
sage; and, with a view to accommodate botlr 
committees, I shall propose to refer so much of it 
as'retates to the manufacture of new arms, or to 
the’ changes proposed to be made in the arms, to | 
the Committce on Military Affairs, and the bal- | 
ance of it to the Committee of Ways and Means. | 
J am satisfied that, if gentlemen of the Committee | 
on Military Affairs will look at this subject, they 
will find that almost all of this message should go 
tothe Committec of Ways and Means. Ifa new 
fortification shall be proposed in any communica- 
tion to Congress, if a new kind of arms shall be 

roposed in any communication to Congress, the | 

Initiation of a proposition of that sort always goes 

_ to, ororiginates with, the Committee on Military 
Affairs: “Any military defense which is not now 
in operation, or may not be brought into operation 
under existing laws—the increase of the Army, | 
the decrease of the Army, a change in the grades | 
of officers of the Army or of the rank, or whatnot 
—all of such changes or propositions to change || 
should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. |} 
But whenever you sanction by law the erection of 
a fortification, or any other thing, after it has been | 
once passed. upon in the Committee on Military || 
Affairs, then it passes under the jurisdiction of | 
the Committee of Ways and Means, which is the | 
appropriating committee of this House; and it 
does not again go back to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Now, sir, understand this message alittle differ- | 
ently from the understanding which other gentle- 
men seem to entertain of it. The message, ask 
for aspecial appropriation for the purpose of arm- 
ing fortifications and executing works which ar 
already commenced. It asks for appropriations 
in addition to the estimates which have been sub- 
mitted, and which are now before the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and these estimates, as I 
view them, ought to go to the committee which 
now has charge of estimates on the, same subject. 
The amount to be appropriated, docs not depend’ 
upon the change of arms alluded to in the mes- 
sage, Whether the character of the arms be 
changed or not, the appropriation, I understand, | 
is desired. If the Military Committee’ should | 
report adversely to the reeommendation as to the 
change in the character of arms, still the appropri- 
ation is desired, because the Government desires 
to increase the military strength of the country; 
and that being so, my opinion is, that the amount 
to be appropriated ought to go to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ought to come upinthe : 
appropriation bill for fortifications which that com- | 
mittee is now passing upon; and whether these | 
new arms are to be introduced, or the change is sj 
to be approved by the Military Committee, is a! 
separate and distinct thing. I propose, therefore, | 
thatso much of the message as relates to the man- | 
ufacture of a new character of arms, or toa change 
of arms, shall be referred to the Committee on 


i 
| 
i 
ti 
i 
i 
| 


Milttary Affairs, and that which refers to appro- || 


ays and Means. 

The SPEAKER, The first proposition is the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, to refer 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LETCHER. J seem, Mr. Speaker, to 
stand somewhat alone here, among the members 
of the Commitice of Ways and Means, in my 


the communications of the President and Secre- 
tary of War. Now, I think that Tam as jealous 
of the rights of the committee to which I am 
attached as diy man on this floor; and I should 
require, just as sternly as any other member of 
that committee, that every proposition which 
legitimately belongs to it should be referred to it. 
But imlooking over this proposition, it does secem 
to me that it does not legitimately belong to the 
Committee of Ways and Means at the present 
time. Now, sir, let us see what are the objects 
proposed to be effected by this appropriation of 
$3,000 ,000 7 f 

“Tt has been our policy heretofore??—says the Secretary 
of War—“ to carry on, gradually and slowly, the work of 
) preparation for military efficiency, both offensive and dè- 
fonsive ; and in pursuance of this policy, the estiniates ofthe 
| War Department, from year'to year, have been limited to the 
| execution of such work only as accorded with the ordinary 
| means of our armories and arsenals, with but a small force 
of operatives in employment.” 

‘That is the first proposition as to the amount 
of force now in the armories and arsenals of the 
United States, and as to the necessity of an in- 
crease of that force in order to meet the exigencies 
which now present themselves before the country. 
Well, what next ?— 

The regular estimates last submitted to: Congress are 
based on these considerations. In view, however, of the 
propriety of assuring, at the earliest practicable period, mili- 
tary efhciency as regards armament and munitions, (we 
have it abundantly ag regards men,) it seems proper that 
more active and vigorous measures should now be adopted; 
that we should increase the capacity for production, and 
the force in employment at our armories and arsenals; that 
we should prepare, more rapidly, armaments and ammuni- 
tion for our fortifications; that we should increase our sup- 
plies of improved small-arms, by the manufacture of new 
ones,and by the alteration of those of past dates of fabrica- 


that we should provide ample supplies of ammunition, 
aceouterments, and implements for the immediate and most 
efficient use of the whole”? 

Now, sir, it seems that a contingency has arisen 
which has called forth from the President of the 
United States, and from the Secretary of War, 
this recommendation to the House of Represent- 
ativos, What that necessity may be I know not; 


i but that necessity presupposes that, under exist- 


ing cireumstances, the manufacture of armsshould 
be increased, ammunition provided, and other 
means resorted to for the protection of the country. 

Well, suppose these various propositions are 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Does. that committee know anything of the ne- 
cessity of augmenting the force of these arsenals, 
or of the change to be made in the arms? Do 
we know anything about the necessity which 
may exist for “assuming, at the carliest practi- 
cable period, military efficiency as regards arma- 
ments and munitions’’—of the necessity there is 
for the increase of “the force in employment at 


; our armories and arsenals,” and the more rapid 
| preparation of ‘armaments and munitions for 


ourfortifications?’? Do notall these recommend- 
ations legitimately and properly belong to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs? 


When the Committee on Military Affairs have 
considered these subjects—when they have ascer- 
tained how far the Secretary and President are 
correct m their recommendations, whether there 
is a necessity for the proposed increase—when 
they present their views to the House, and the 
House acts upon them, and determines, as a mat- 
ter of course, that an appropriation is necessary 
to carry out these purposes, and ask an appropri- 
ation, it seems to me that the Committee of Ways 
and Means are the legitimate and proper com- 
mittee to conside that subject; but the first in- 
quiry to be made in regard to this matter is, 
whether the Secretary of War and the President 
Swill be sustained in their recommendations by 
the House? If the Committee on Military Affairs 
say there is no necessity forthe recommendations, 
then there is no occasion for any reference to the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the subject 
of an appropriation. 

Mr. KEITT. I am not sufficiently familiar 
with the organization of the committees to give 


rations shail‘ be referred to the Conimittee’ oni’ 


views in relation to the appropriate reference of | 


tion, including both the United States and State arms; and | 


| work? 


| any advice upon the subject under discussion. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr..Lercagr] 
says, however, that hé is very jealous of the 
rights of his committee. IT want. to know if the 
Committee of Ways and Means are jealous of 
If the members of that comniittee aré 
jealous in respect to work, I would suggest. that 
they take upon’ themselves, in addition’ to their 
own, the duties of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to which I belong; and I have 
no doubt that two. thirds.of the members of the 
House would cheerfully devolve their duties upon 
them also. [Laughter.} I would also suggest 
to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron, ] 
who, with that affable männer and sagacious 
foresight which characterizes him, Has shown so 
much solicitude upon this subject, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans and the Committee 


| on Military Affairs be blended together, iit order 


that they may have the whole duties of both 
committees devolved upon them, dnd I would 
also add the dutics of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ORR. I desire, in support of the view 
which I indicated when I was on the floor, to 
read algo the rule of the House which defines the 
duties of the Committee of Ways and Means 
At the last session of Congress I had some dis- 
position, and so expressed my purpose, to test 
the sense of the House as to the absorbing pro- 
pensities of this Committee of Ways and Mcans; 
but my fricnd from Alabama knows very well 
the reason why I did not then carry out that 

urpose. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I think my friend from 
South Carolina has used a term that he did not 
intend. He spoke of the “ absorbing propensi- 
| ties” of the Committee of Ways and Means. J 
| trust, in view of everything that has passed here 
of late, he will not make use of that term. 1 


| suppose he means to say the tendency of the busi- 


ness of the House to devolve upon that com- 
mittee; and I have only to say in reply, that in 
the last four years there is certainly no evidence 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have 
sought to appropriate to themselves any business 
that did not belong to them. 

Mr.ORR. There has never any single instance 
occurred within my recollection when the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means have not sought to obtain 
more than their legitimate share of the duties of 
the House. What is the fact now? A message 
comes from the President relating to a subject 
which, from its nature, from the very name of 
the committee, must legitimately belong to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. My friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Quirman] moves to refer it to 
that committee, when the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Preys] rises in his place and claims 


it for the Committee of Ways and Means. 


I desire to say—and I say it in perfect respect 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, at the 
head of which is my honorable friend from Ohio, 
[Mr. CamPBELL]—that, as a member of this 
House, so far as I can during the present Con- 
gress, | am determined that the other committees 
of the House shall do their legitimate share of 
the duties of the House; and that the whole re- 
sponsibility for the legislation of the country shall 
not rest upon the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ; 

The rule regulating and defining the duties of 
the Committee of Ways and Means reads.as fol- 
lows: 

« it shall be the duty of the Committee of Ways and ° 


| Means to take into. consideration all such reports of the 


‘Treasury Department, and all such propositions relative to 
the revenue, as shall be referred to them by the House; to 
inquire into ' the state of the public debt or the revenue, 
and of the expenditure, and to report, from time to time, 
their opinion thereon.” 


Then comes a portion of the rule marked in 
brackets, which is substantially contained in 
another rule subsequently adopted, and which 
should not be here. It goes on afterwards to say, 
in another rule: 
^à, “Tt shall be the daty of the Committee of Ways and 

s, within thirty days after their. appointment, at 
eWpry session of Congress, commencing on the first Monday 
of December, to report the general appropriation bills—for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 5 for 


| the Army; for the Navy; and for the Indian Department, 
| and [ndian annuities ; or in failure thereof, the reasons of 


such failure.”? 


| 


But, sir, the 81st rule indicates very clearly 
what description of subjects are to come before 


vides that 
ion shall be reported in such general ap- | 


“No approp a 
propriation , or be in orderasan amendment thereto, 


forany expenditure not authorized by law.” 

That, i think, was the rule up to the 18th of 

March, 1838, when, it seems, the Committee of 
Ways and Means wanted that a further addition 
should be made to their powers, and the follow- 
ing addition was made to the rule: 
—“ unless in continuation of appropriations for such pub- 
lic works and objecis as are alrcady in progress, and for the 
contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of | 
the Government.” 

It was thought to be desirable to give them au- 
thority to report appropriations for such public 
works as had been commenced by previous acts | 
of Congress, and for the. contingencies for carry- 
ing on the various Departnients of Government. 
Now, sir, these rules define the duties of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; but, according to the 
argument of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Purxrs,] and according to the arguments which I 
have heard before upon this floor, the Committee 
of Ways and Means is the only committee that | 
is competent to pass upon military matters, upon 
naval matters, upon Indian matters, and upon 
every matter connecied with any department of the 
Government looking to an appropriation, or look- 
ing to a change of policy in the:administration of 
the Government. All the other committees of the 
House, which are supposed to be especially 
charged with their respective duties, and which 
are fully competent to considerand act upon theny, 
are to be ignored, and the Committee of Ways 
and Means charged with all their duties. 

Look at the extent to which this matter has 
heen carried. Here is a message sent to us from | 
the President of the United States, proposing | 


i 
| 


what? Proposing that a change shall be made in !: 


the arms and armaments employed by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Who is compe- 
tent—who is most competent—who has been | 
specially charged with the consideration of that | 
subject? The Committee of Ways-and Means | 
oy the Committee on Military Affairs? A simple 
statement of the fact, that there are two commit- 
tees, one a Committee on Military Affairs, and 
the other a Committee of Ways and Means, would 
be all that would be necessary to determine which 
was most competent to inquire into the policy or 
impolicy, the expediency or inexpediency of the 
proposed change, and the military would certainly 
pe pronounced to be the proper committee. 

The Military Committee is the proper direction 
for the matter to take, and { trust the House will 
give it that direction. That committee is pre- | 
pared by their especial studies and by the especial ; 
responsibilities devolving upon them to consider 
the subject. As is suggested by my friend from | 


Mississippi, [Mr. Qurrman, ] ifthe view presented |: 


by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PueLrs] | 
is the correct one, itamounts to just ihis: that the 
recommendations of the Secretary of War are to 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 
without investigation or consideration by the 
House, and all the House has to doin the matter | 
is to adopt their recommendations. 

Mr. PHELPS, (interrupting.) With the per- 
mission of the gentleman from South Carolina, I 
will remark that the recommendation contained 
in this message involves an increase of the annual 
expenditures of the Government. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina says that this message 
ought Lo be referred to the Committee on Military 
Aifairs; that the Committee of Ways and Means 


cannot properly take jurisdiction of the appro- :: 
priation recommended in the message; and he is ks 
in favor, he says, of endeavoring to prevent the | y 
without proper investigation of their nec 
i I will give an example. 


Committee of Ways and Means from absorbing 
the whole basiness of the House. Now, I merely | 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from , 
South Carolina to that portion of the annual esti- | 


mates which, under the order of the House, has || 
always been referred to the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, and which, under the order of the 
House, they are bound to consider. 
For the armaments and fortifications, so much“, 


was recommended by the Secretary of War; and i r i 
| Well, if we were involved in a war our troops |. \ 
| would have to fight with these muskets against |; peachment of the President or the heads of De- 
; troops armed with weapons that will carry eight |, partments, that a little more investigation will be 
Of course they |; of service. 
would be shot down before they could have a jj calls.are made upon the Departments, they allow. 


` the Committee of Ways and Means have that į 
matter under charge. The Secretary of War | 
now recommends that an additional amount be | 
appropriated for that purpose. ‘+ For ordnance, į 


ordnance stores, and supplies.’? Thatis another || 


recommendation to increase the amount of. m oney 


ment of ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies. 

Again: ‘ For the manufacture of arms at the 
national armories.’? That estimate is submitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means in the an- 
nual estimates, and that committee are to con- 
sider how much shall be appropriated for that 
urpose. The Secretary of War ncw comes 
here, and asks that the estimates under these 
heads of appropriation shall be increased; that 


jects than was asked for in December last, in the 
annual estimates from the Department. He asks 


the public service. — . 
I merely desire to invite the attention of my 


when he proposes the distinction which he has 
stated in these estimates, that he ought to hav 


under the order of the House, to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. So far as. the allogation 
of the gentleman is concerned, I assure the House 
| that I have no desire to have the message appro- 

riated to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
it is not for that object that I have made these 
remarks; it is for the purpose of having the busi- 
ness transacted in the ordinary manner. 

We ought to make no innovations upon. the 
established practice unless it is ascertained that 
that practice is wrong, and then we should estab- 
lish the practice which we decmed the right one 
by a modification of the rules of the House. 

Mr. ORR. The direction which was given to 


in strict conformity with the rules of the Elouse. 
It is proper that communications from the Secre- 


ii tary of the Treasury appertaining to those things 


should be referred to tie Committee of Ways and 
Means, ‘They are estimates of appropriations 
which are annually made, and, in many instances, 
provided for by cxisting laws; but the action 
now solicited at the hands of Congress by the 
President and the Secretary of War is temporary. 
The appropriation is not proposed to be main- 
tained as a permanent thing. 


end with its expenditure. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
two on this question. I am gratified that the 
point has been made by the gentleman from 
bouth Carolina, I have struggicd, in former 
times, to keep some share of the business of the 
House for the other committees—to prevent the 
Committee of Ways and Means from absorbing 
it all; and so far from it being true, as has been 
thrown out, that the Hlouse has burdened that 
committee with business, I defy any member 
to show me an instance where anything was 
referred to that committee against their remon- 
strance. I can recollect no one such instance. 
If any exists 1 hope it will be brought to the 
attention of the House. I hope they will show 
us one instance where business has gone to the 
Committee of Ways and Means except on their 
demand. True, they have said they did not 
want it—that they did not care to take the 


| tee. The consequence has been that, not having 
time to attend to all the business, the committee 
has taken the executive recommendations blindly. 


past; and appropriations are consequently voted 
i ‘sity. 


| we have made appropriations for the manufac- 
| ture of arms, and they have gone on and made 
j 
| 


a million of them. 
beyond three hundred yards at the furthest. 
gone on blindly making musket after musket. 


! hundred or one thousand yards. 


to be expended in the manufacture and procure- | 


more money shall be appropriated for those ob- | 
the increase in consequence of the exigencies of 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to the fact, į 


commenced at the beginning of the session, and | 
j before the annual estimates had been referred, į 


trouble; but the result has been that nearly all: 
the business has been absorbed by that commit- | 


For a great many years | 


the estimate from the Treasury Department was | 


i So far from it, if ; 
the committee grant the $3,000,000, the matter will | 


I wish to say a word or || 


y effect. 


We 
could get no investigation of the subject until 


chance to return the fire with an 
the last session of Congress... I- doinot say the 
Committee of Ways and Means. are alone’ to 
blame. It may be that the Departments are to 
blame; but there has been no investigation*into 
the subject of armories and fortifieations. ee 

What I desire is, that this mattersmay..be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs,and 
they will take time to look into it. The gentleman 
at the head of that committee [Mr. Qurrwan] 
has as much, if not more, experience in. military 
matters than any other member. upon this floor. 
It will be found, I think, that. extensive changés 
ought tobe made. Asa mere civilian, and not 
knowing much of these military matters, I was 
satisfied that they were going wrong. I hope this 
message will go to the Military Committee. They 
wili look into it, and recommend the best system 
they can find. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I hope the gentleman will 
indulge me in a remark. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ina moment. I donot 
think that the gentleman from Alabama is the only 
person to whom these remarks are applicable. I 
| make no reflection on him, nor on his prede- 
| cessors on that committee. When I came here, 
ten years ago, a very small portion of tlie public 
| business was done by the other committees. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and his associates and friends, went on, from time 
to time, until that committee absorbed pretty much 
all the business of the body. -E appeal to gentle- 


i; men who have been here for the last three orfour 
4 years, whether this is not a fact? I have the right 


| to state a fact which the Journals will show. Lask 


| his predecessors. 


at this point. ` 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. LETCHER, Ifthe President of the United 

! States and the Secretary of War designed that this 
‘ appropriation should be made witho%t inquiry, I 


| take it for granted that they would have sent it 


to this House through the proper organ, the Sec- 


| 
‘| retary of the Treasury. Inasmuch as it was not 
‘| sent through the Secretary of the Treasury, who 


has charge of the public fund, but sent to us 
‘directly by the President, I take it for granted 
that he, as well as the Seerctary of War, meant 
that the Committee on Military Affairs of this 
House should ascertain the necessity for the ap- 
propriation before the Committee of Ways and 
Means should be called on to act. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I fully agree with the gen- 
i tleman on that point; and before | take my seat 
i I will say that, as an observer of the current of 


The appropriation bills have been made out by | 
the Executive Departments for three or four years |; 


; events here for some years past, I have thought 
it proper to call attention to this subject, not 
merely with reference to this, but with reference 
to other matters which will come before us. Ttis 
important that the business should be divided out 
so as to secure the most thorough: investigation 
The misfortune has been, that these estimates are 


i 


old-fashioned muskets until we have now nearly |; 
i Everybody knows that the |: 
! old-fashioned musket could not do execution |! 
| Li 


‘tried to have some change made; but they have : 


i sent down from the Department, very frequently 


by the head of some bureau, without undergoing 
the examination of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
or anybody else; and.the committees have here- 
tofore blindly adopted them, and thus they bave 
gone into the bills: F desire to sce the House take 
a more independent position of the President in 
this respect. I think, without intending any im- 


Itis a well-known fact that, when 
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‘deine subordinate to make out the estimates, and 
acrid them in withoutexamination. They are then 
ordered by the House to be printed, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means adopt them without 
sufficient investigation. ; : 

Mr. HOUSTON... If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr, Lerouer] had looked'into the history 
‘of our proceedings he-would not have made the} 
Tast: remark which‘fell from-him. He will find, 
and any gentleman will find, that the Departments 
‘wave Jong since abandoned that good old custom, 
‘which ought to have. been kept up, of sending 
the estimates through the Treasury Department. 
They do send them through that Department at 
she commencement of the session; but after that 
titre; as‘a general rule, they do not. © 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. They have al- 
ready done so this session in several cases. 
<Mr. HOUSTON. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means says there are many | 
uch cages this session. That is the general prac- 
tice; I know it, and speak only what I know. 
»eThe gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
‘Cumeman] says he would like to have some one 
hame'a case: in: which the Committee of Ways 
and’ Means have attempted to get clear of busi- 
ness. I will call his attention to a case which 
occurred at the last Congress. The gentleman 
mäst have known it at the time; but I take it for 
granted he has forgotten it. . 

` Mr. CLINGMAN. I have. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Estimates for the navy-yard 
had been properly referred to the Committee of 
“Ways and. Means. That committee, however, 
belteved some reforming legislation necessary be- 
fore'the estimates should be passed upon; and, 
believing the Committee on Naval Affairs to be 
the pioper committee to propose such reforms, 
the Committee of Ways hnd Means suspended 
action upon the estimates until the Naval Com- 
mittee should act upon. what we considered its 
branch of the subject; and 1 submitted to the 
House a resolution calling upon the Naval Com- 
‘mittee to inquire into it. The naval appropria- 
tion’ bill was delayed for some time for that 
action, and was finally reported to the House, 
omitting: the navy-yards altogether, and leaving 
them to come in as amendments after the Naval 
Committee should make itsexamination, Now, | 
sir, if the Ways and Means had been seeking to 
obtain control of the business of the other com- 
miittees, it could very easily have acted in this 
instance; but, believing that branch of legislation 
should be initiated by the Naval Committee, we 
preferred that it should make its investigation 
and report.. A gentleman asks me why not do 
sonow? Lam not now a member of the Com- 
mittce of Ways and Means. Tama member of 
another committee, and Lam trying to keep every- 
thing away from that committee which does not 
properly bePong to it. If the gentleman willlook | 
at the Journal of the House for the last four 
years, he will find that the Committee of Ways | 
and Means have repeatedly reported back to the 
House business which the House had referred to | 
them by petition or otherwise. We reported it 
back, because we believed it properly belonged 
to other committees. 

My friend from Virginia upon my left [Mr. 
Fautxner] will remember another case which 
occurred during the last Congress. During the 
last Congress there were propositions before the 
House to make modifications in the military de- 
partment of the Government. Before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means acted upon the esti- 
mates for the pay of the Army, I had the honor 
to submit to the House a resolution calling upon 
the Committee on Military Affairs to examine 
and report upon the subject. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Dol understand the gen- 
tleman to say that that matter was referred to his 
committee, and that, before acting upon it, they | 
ealled for a supplemental report from another 
committee? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not atall. The estimates 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
upon your suggestion. 

Mr. HOUSTON, That may be. I have al- | 


Well, they were referred 


ways endeavored to have papers referred to the | 
proper comuinittees,. 
sult the Journal, he will see what I have asked 
for: There are two cases in which the Commit- | 


If the gentleman will con- |; 


| I make no charge against the committee. 


tee of Ways and Means not only refrained from 
interfering with the business which might be 
thought to belong to other committees, but ac- 


-tually delayed reporting the appropriation bills 


for the purpose of enabling other committees to 
report upon the subject. 

Mr. GLINGMAN. It seems, then, that this 
businéss was referred to the gentleman’s com- 
mittee, probably upon his own motion, but when 
the committee got It before them they found they 
could not manage it, and then proposed to de- 
volve a part of it upon other committees. They 
found that they had taken more than they could 
digest, and then they proposed to disgorge part 
of it. Clearly, that goes to support my case. 
The committee, no doubt, came before the House 
and had the matter referred to them without ex- 
amination, but when they came to look into the 
matter, they found that they had more work than 
they could accomplish, and then asked that other 
committees should help them. My friend from 
New York (Mr. Haven] says it was a clear case 
of excessive distension of the stomach. [Laugh- 
ry I suppose it was. 

r. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s supposi- 
tion in this case is precisely like all his other 
suppositions through the whole course of his 
remarks, entirely incorrect. The matter was not 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The estimates were sent to the Committee of 
Ways and Means; but the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
were the committees to propose reforms in those 
two branches of the public service. We never 
claimed the power of proposing any such reforms, 
nor was the subject-matter of these reforms ever 
referred to us. They were placed before the 
country; they were put before the two Houses of 
Congress; and, being known to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, we suspended action upon the 
appropriate bills for the purpose of awaiting the 
action of other committees. The matter was not 
referred to us. 

Now, sir, my friend from South Carolina says, 
that the Committee of Ways and Means has been 
absorbing the business of Congress. I know I 
never asked for any business to be sent to that 
committee which I did not think belonged appro- 
prisely to it; and that opinion of mine was shared 

y the House. So, if I committed an error in that 
way, the House, I suppose, committed the same 
error. 

But I was going to notice the criticism of the 
gentleman on the amendment to the rule. The 
amendment to the rule was not introduced because 
of the grasping disposition of the committee, but 
it was because—as has been the case for the last 
twenty years—the House was disposed to ingraft 
on the reports of the Committce of Ways and 
Means that which did not belong to them. They 
were disposed to ingraft upon their bills things 
which the committee regarded as private claims. 


My friend from South Carolina remembers how I | 


fought against this system. He and every other 
member of the last Congress, and of the Congress 
before that, know that [ universally resisted all 
propositions to ingraft on bills of the committee 
things which did not belong to them; and the 
clause of the rule, as read, was to support the 
Committee of Waysand Means in their efforts to 
keep their bills pure and clean from amendments 
which they regarded as not in order, either as 
germane or otherwise. 

Mr. KEITT. I rise to a point of order. I 
want to know whether the appropriate committee 


| for this matter is not the Committee on Claims? 


Here isa proposition claimed by two committees, 
and I raise the question that the appropriate refer- 
ence of itisto the Committee on Claims. [Laugh- 
ter. 

"the SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. There is no proposition pending 
to refer the message to any committee except the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was about to say that, 
with regard to that branch of the subject last 
alluded to by the gentleman from Alabama, as to 
putting in private claims upon appropriation mes 

lave 
reference altogether to public business; and Ihave 
attained my object now, in having called the at- 
tention of the House to the subject, which I hope 
will be looked into. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I merely rise to say, Mr. 


Speaker, that this is a very important matter— 
extremely important; and I think it ought to be 
very thoroughly discussed. This is a: contest 
between the Committee of Waysand Means and 
the Committee on Military Affairs. But non 
nosirum tantas componere lites. I wish to see the 
House take some time in the ihvestigation of this 
subject. It involves some principles which ought 
to be fully deliberated on and discussed. Togive 
an opportunity for full deliberation, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will withdraw his 
motion to adjourn. : 

Mr. WINSLOW. I cannot deny any favor 
to my friend from Tennessee; I withdraw the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair as to what would be the condition of the 
question if we should now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the message would go to the Speaker’s table, and 
come up in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then we had better not 
adjourn until the matter be decided. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think, sir, that 
the difficulty in this particular case arises from 
the fact, that the message which has been read 
contains matter which should appropriately go to 
different committees; or, in other words, perhaps, 
that the communication from the War Depart- 
ment, according to my notion of things, improp- 
erly recommends an appropriation of $3,000,000. 
Sir, all matters relating to the increase of the 
Army, all matters pertaining to the organization of 
the Army, to the improvement of arms and imple~ 
ments of war, to the commencement of fortifica- 
tions or new works, appropriately go to the 
Committee on Military fatres and until that 
committee shall report, and make their recom- 
mendations, and present to the House something 
which shall become law, there is no earthly ne- 
cessity for an appropriation. But, sir, ifthe first 
part of this message, after being maturely inves- 
tigated by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
should result in a favorable recommendation from 
that committee, and if their recommendation 
should be concurred in by Congress, and the im- 
provement or increase of arms authorized, then— 
that being the law—it will be the duty of the head 
of the War Department, with the law before him, 
to make his estimate specifically to carry out the 
provisions of the law. ‘Then, when these esti- 
mates would be sent to the House, they would 
appropriately go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as all estimates for appropriations, and 
all propositions for the raising of revenuc to meet 
appropriations, should appropriately go. But all 
new legislation pertaining to the Army, pertain- 
ing to the Navy, pertaining to the different in- 
terests of the country, should go to their appro- 
priate committee, and estimates should be sub- 
mitted, after the laws had been passed, to meet 
the requirements of such laws. Thus, sir, if you 
will look back to the legislation of the country, 
to those who framed the early laws, and to those 
also who framed the rules of this House, you will 
find that they were wisc, good, and patriotic men. 
They provided that the estimates for the appro- 
priations for this Government—for all its various 
departments—should be made to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and that he should make them 
direct to the Congress of the United States. And 
why, sir, is that necessary? itis necessary be- 
cause your Secretary of the Treasury should know 
what are to be the aggregate demands upon your 
Treasury, and that he may know whether or not 
he will be prepared with the means to meet the ap- 
propriations. But suppose the War Department 
sends here without coming through the Treasury, 
and asks for an appropriation of $3,000,000? 
Suppose the Navy Department comes through 
the Naval Committee, or through my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] andasks for the build- 
ing of sixteen steam war frigates, involving the 
appropriation of many millions of dollars; the 
Secretary of the Treasury has no information 
upon the subject, and how is he to be prepared to 
make suitable recommendations, and sec that he . 
has suitable means to meet them? Suppose the 
House should carry out the recommendations of 
the Secretary of War, and should pass a bill in 
accordance with them, and the first official inform- 
ation the Secretary of the Treasury has that the 
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$3,000,000 are wanted is the warrant or requi- | 
sition of the Secretary of War? I ask, is this 
the way the Government should be carried on? | 
Is this the way the law requires and provides 
that these estimates should be made? 

Sir, what isthe duty of the Committee of Ways 
and Means in this House?. Not to provide fora 
change in the organization of the Army, or for its 
increase—not to determine whether you shall have 
one or fifty vessels of war—not whether you will 
have this thing or that thing, or the other thing 
done; but they are charged with the duty of secing 
that the Government is provided with the ne- 
cessary means, and they should also have super- 
vision over the appropriations and the estimates 
of expenditures, and see that one does not exceed | 
the other. It is their proper and legitimate duty 
to take charge of all subjects appertaining to ap- 

ropriations of money, and such matters should | 
be referred to them. If you will do that, you will 
preserve, to a greater extent, harmony and con- 
sistency of legislation than you can otherwise do. 

It has become fashionable for gentlemen in 
this Hall to charge the Committee of Ways and 
Means with a disposition to absorb all the busi- 
ness of the House. Sir, I ask you—I ask the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] I | 
ask the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Curneman,} I ask any of those gentlemen with | 
whom it has become fashionable to make these 
charges upon the Committee of Ways and Means 
—if they have ever specified one single solitary in- | 
stance where the Committee of Ways and Means 
have asked to have referred to them any subject | 
that did not properly belong to them, or that could 
have legitimately been referred to any other com- 
mittee? 

Mr. Speaker, lct me tell you—let me tell the 
House—whatare the facts upon this subject. The | 
Committee of Ways and Means is necessarily a 
laborious committee, and having always business 
before them, they have to meet very often, and 
thus they get into the habit of working; but other 
committees, which have, perhaps, but little to do, 
acquire habits of idleness. They do not meet, 
and they put off all-their business. Instead of 
preparing their bills and recommending them for 
the consideration of the House at the proper time, 
they lay back and say nothing about their busi- 
ness, until one of these appropriation bills from 
this Committee of Ways and Means is taken up 
for consideration. ‘Then it has not been uncom- 
mon for the heads of the various committees to 
come forward with piles of papers upon their 
desks, and when the appropriation bill relating 
to particular committees—for instance, when the 
Army appropriation bill—is under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole, the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Afairs will come forward 
and say, ‘Mr. Chairman, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to propose this 
amendment to that bill; and perhaps half a 
dozen or more propositions will be incorporated , 
in that bill, such as ought to have been brought : 
forward and. considered and passed as separate | 
and independent bills, if the House considered it | 
right to pass them at all; but as our business is 
transacted when an appropriation bill comes up, 
the chairman of that committee rises and says he 
is instructed to propose such an amendment in 
that place. So of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs; so of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; 
and so of the various other committees of the 
House. Nearly all of them have their amend- 
ments to propose; and in this way your appro- 
priation bills, which should be in fact what they 
purport to be, appropriation bills to meet the ex- 
isting liabilities of the Government, have been for 
the last few years made the great omnibuses of | 
congressional legislation, to carry through all the ; 
halt and lame and blind passengers tbat their | 
friends could crowd into them. ‘That is the way | 
that measures reported by committees upon every | 
possible subject are passed. 

Sir, if the committees of the House would do 
what,in my opinion, they should do, they would | 
come forward early in the session, each with its 
legitimate business, and recommend their meas- 
ures to the House. Then, when you came to 
consider and pass upon your appropriation bills, | 
you could make them what your rules say they | 


shall be, not containing measures of legislation, || 


but simply appropriation bills. i 
As it is now, the committees of the House too | 
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lazy to work postpone all their legitimate busi- 
ness until the latter part of the session, and then 
ask to have it incorporated in the appropriation 
bills. In the early part of the- session, members 
will attend to their own private business, or what- 
ever they may choose to do; and when they 
are asked to take up some of the appropriation 
bills, they tell you that they will go through any 
how. No danger of them. They never have 
been lost, and there is no apprehension that they 
will be.. And when, at last, they do come up, 
near the close of the session, the argument is 
brought forward that the Committee of Ways 
and Means have occupied all the time of the 
House. As soon as we can get the House to 
consider the appropriation bills, you bring for- 
ward your propositions, and force the House to 
incorporate them into these bills, under the plea 
that you cannot get them passed at all unless 
they are put into the appropriation bills. [ wish 


the House would teach gentlemen, by establishing | 


a correct rule in this matter, that nothing can be 
incorporated into an appropriation bill that did 
notlegitimately and appropriately belong there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. “Mr. Speaker, I 
shall detain the House but a short time, and will 
then move the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. I wish the gentleman from Ohio 
would allow me just a minute for the purpose of 
explanation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for that time; but 
not for any lengthy explanation. 


Mr. ORR. Some little time since I stated what 


was my understanding of the circumstances under 
which the latter part of the 81st rule was adopted. 
I have since examined the Congressional Globe 
of March 13, 1838, in reference to the matter, 
and I find that my statement was correct. An 
amendment was offered by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and was ruled 
out of order. Next day the rule was amended 
so as to make it in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My remarks were to the 
first branch of that rule; not to the second. ‘The 
first branch every gentleman knows was the one 
which enabled the committee to keep off outside 
claims. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know whether 
gentlemen are to occupy the floor in this way 
when there are others here who wish to speak to 
the question immediately before the body? 

The SPEAKER ‘The gentlemen occupy the 
floor only by the consent of the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Chair laid down the rule 
this morning that, when a member yielded the 


floor to others, he could not again claim it for | 


himself, 
The SPEAKER. When objection is made on 
the part of any gentleman, the Chair will enforce 


the rule. Gentlemen have been allowed the priv- | 


ilege of addressing the House in’ opposition to 
the rule by general consent. The Chair will, 
however, enforce the rule strictly; and does not 
favor, under any circumstances, this practice of 
interruptions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, gen- 
tlemen are very much mistaken if they suppose 
thut the Committee of Ways and Means have 
any desire whatever to trench upon the rights of 
the other committees of this House. We have 
no such design. 
am authorized to say that the committee will be 
happy to relieve itself, if it can with propriety, 
of some of the arduous labors devolved on it by 
the law and the rules of the House. We do not 
wish to infringi 
on Military Af 
this and on all other occasions, its rights. The 
Committee of Ways and Means is the legitimate 
organ, or instrument, of this body, in the subdi- 
vision of its duties, on questions appertaining to 


the raising and expenditure of the money neces- | 


sary for the public service. 


On the contrary, I think that I: 


on the righi of the Committee | 
nirs; but we intend to assert on i 


The question first presented for consideration | 


is as to the character of the message which has | 
The paramount proposition of the | 


been read. 
message isa recommendation for an increased 
appropriation of $3,000,000 for munitions of war. 
The language of the President is: 


«YF herewith transmit and recommend to the favorable i 


consideration of Congress a communication from the Sec- | 
retary of War, asking a special appropriation of $3,000,000, | 
to prepare araiamenis and ammunition for the fortifications, 


to increase the supply of improved small-arms, and to ap- | 


ply recent improvements to arms of all patterns,” &e. 


-The- appropriation. of money is: fitst; the pur- 
pose of it is stated afterwards. It is legitimately 
and properly the duty of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to: ascertain whether, in -the present 
condition of the Treasury and the-country, these 
$3,090,000 ought to be granted to the Executive for 
such purposes. The other branch of the communi- 
cation, as suggested by the gentleman from Ala-. 
bama, ought to go to the Committee on- Military 
Affairs; that is, in reference to the improvement in 
arms, the necessities for ammunition, fortifica- 
tions, &c. The Committee of Waysand Mcansdo 
not seek to take what belongs to other committees. 
Let this portion of the communication go to the Mil: 
tary Committee. But when the President comes 
here, not through the Secretary of the Treasury, 
but the Secretary of War, and demands a grant 
of $3,000,000, that is a proposition which ought 
to go to the Committee of Ways and Means: If 
the gentleman from Mississippi is willing to com- 
promise, I am perfectly willing, as a member of 


i! the Committee of Ways and Means, to adopt the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, and 


allow that portion of the communication which 
refers to improvements in arms, &c., to go to his 
committee. That which refers to the appropri- 
ation of $3,000,000 ought to go to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. QUITMAN. If the gentleman will move 
to adjourn, he will have the floor in the morning, 
I should like to be heard on this question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I want the House, on to- 
morrow, to resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, We had 
better finish this matter this evening. 

Mr. ORR. What will be the effect of an ad- 
journment? 

The SPEAKER. 
the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We had better dispose. of 
the question now, It must be palpable to every 
man, that this message and the communication 
of the War Department contain matters, under 
cover, that ought to, and probably will, be de- 
bated. If, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
insists, the whole matter shall be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, what, probably, 
will be the result? The honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Joxes,] who has served 
so long and faithfully on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, has already stated to the Héduse,; in 
impressive terms, what would he the consequence. 
The Committee of Ways and Means will be held 
responsible, to a very great extent, for the char- 
acter of the appropriation bills, as well as for the 
measures of revenue to supply them. These es- 
timates, coming in this way, and going to other 
committees, will be sprung in the House—per- 
haps at midnight—in the last days of the session, 
when members are worn out, without passing 
through the hands of the Ways and Means. I 
havea hundred times seen instances of the kind 
deseribed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The Committee of Ways and Means would know 
nothing of theappropriations sought to be passed, 
and would have no time to investigate or provide 
the means to supply them. Now, if the Military 
Committee have the right to move anamendment, 
that $3,000,000 be appropriated for fortifications, 
&c., the Naval Committee would have the right 
to move that $10,000,000, or more, be appropri- 
ated for steam frigates, and thus the Ways and 
Means would be held responsible, to a great ex- 
tent, whilst it is deprived of its legitimate power 
toact. By the theory of the organization of the 
House, the Committee of Waysand Means have 
jurisdiction over all money matters. They con- 
sider and act upon all estimates for appropriations 
in reference to the Army, the Navy, and ever 
other branch of the public service. If the legiti- 
mate dutics of the Committee of Ways and 
Means be taken from it in the manner proposed, 
and yet that committee is held responsible for the 
character of the appropriation bills, I say here, 
at the outset, that I shall assume no such respons- 
ibility. 

I shall be very happy atall times—and J have 
no doubt that the entire committce will be happy 
at all times—to receive information from these 
various other committees as to the wants of that 
particular branch of the public service which 
they represent. But we are to be presumed to 
know something about the condition of the Trea- 
sury; and ought to be kept informed as to the 


It will carry the message to 
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ifying the laws as to. raise 
to pay the appropriations 
which are made., Any other system which dis- 
tributes the, right to report appropriations of 
money: to the House will lead to a state of confu- 
siony which will be perfect darkness to the intel- 
jectual vision of every: member who is called upon 
tovyote ọn the passage of appropriation and- reve- 
pue bills. v, ; E : 

Är. Speaker, I have not intended to "go into a 
diseussion.of this.extraordinary recommendation. 
Much hasbeen said upon. the other side on the 
question of reference; and with a view to bring 
ee 


aces s.0f so mod. 
the ‘means. necessary 


the matter to.a close, and hoping that the propo- 
gition.of the gentleman from Alabama will pre- 
yail—and Lexpress that hope: because I wish to 


assure the gentleman, from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Qurman] the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, that we do not want to absorb 
any of his. privileges, while we desire to assert 
our own rights on the part of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means—I move the previous question. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 1 ask the gentleman 
from Ohio: to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
igus question. I desire to make a remark or 
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us . CAMPBELL... I will, if the gentleman 
will renew it. 

„Mr. MARSHALL, I wish to submit a few 
observations, and then I will renew the pre- 
vious question. Theimport of this message can- 
not have struck the ear of the House as it has 
fallen upon mine, or we should not have been 
so long engaged in this discussion. Itis an ex- 
traordinary proposition which the President has 
submitted to our consideration, under all the cir- 
cumstances of the country“at the present time. 
He does not apply for an appropriation of money 
to meet any deficitarising under an existing law; 
nor is the application based upon any law, or 
upon any estimate furnished to us from a Depart- 
ment, or through any of the usual channels used 
to attain appropriations. It is not a recommend- 
tion to Congress to pass a law to. place the Gov- 
ernment in’ the possession and enjoyment of an 
improvement in the means of war. It is none of 
these. It is.a distinct application by the Presi- 
dent to this HLouse—the originator of the money 
bills—to place in his hands $3,000,000, to be cx- 
pended at his discretion, with no other limitation 
to thatdiscretion than the general terms which 
are used in the message convey, to wit: That it 
shall be applied to a class of objects connected 
with the defense of the country, but without any 


articular recommendation as to the amount to | 


e appropriated by him to either one of several 
enumerated objects which make up this class. 
{ can but consider the message, under the peculiar 
condition attributed to our relations with a cer- 
tain foreign Power, and the movements lately 
made by those who are supposed to enjoy the 
confidence of the President, asa paper of peculiar 
significance; and I submit to the House, whether 
we can justify this protractéd contest between 
two of the standing committees as to which of 
them shall take charge of this extraordinary doc- 
ument? 

I do not believe the Committee of Ways and 
Means have properly any right to the reference 
sought by them. I do not agree with the hon- 
orable chairman of the Ways and Means as to 
the theory upon which the committees of this 
House are organized. So far from his committee 
being entitled to such a communication as this 


from the President, I think that, under the true | 


theory of our organization, his committee is no 


more than an auditing committee for the benefit | 
of the House, and should have nothing to do with | 


this application. The rule defining the duty 


of the Committee of Ways and Means is plain, | 


perspicuous, and cannot be easily misunderstood. 


here an existing law demands.an appropriation, | 


there the Ways and Means are charged with the 
provision of the appropriation, butthe Ways and 
Means cannot introduce an item into a bill which 
is not based upon an existing law. 


sends here its estimates of appropriations required. 
by law, to facilitate the operations of this onerous 
branch of public duty. lf the House would re- 
fuse to incumber the appropriation bills from the 
Committee of Ways and Means with items not 


required by laws, the true nature and powers of i 


the committee of which the gentleman from Ohio 


i l } g lt is the | 
chief auditor of this Housc, and the Treasury | 


[Mr. Campse..] is chairman would very dis- 
tinctly appear. “Theoretically, it is an auditing 
committee, rather than one for originating. meas» 
ures of legislation. "Whenever original proposi- 


tions for legislation are presented to the House, | 


they should be supervised by the committee to 
which the class of business with which they are 
connected is specially confided. Any other the- 
ory than this destroys the equality which should 
uxist between the committees of this House, and 
makes classes among the members of the body 
which is not designed by the rules, and which is 
not consistent with the claims of all to occup 
the platform of perfect equality. There ree & 
for all to do, without attempting to constitute 
any one committee a tribunal of supervision for 
the work of others. 

If we are to consider this executive communi- 
cation as importing no more than arecommenda- 
tion for us to avail ourselves of modern improve- 
ments in fire-arms, or for the manufacture of a 
new species of arms, or for a change in some of 
the arms we now have on hand—as to put per- 
cussion locks on muskets now provided only with 
flint locks—most clearly the matter should be con- 
sidered by the Military Committee, because it 
then relates only to military affairs, and they can 
best judge of the effect of the’ proposed changes 
upon the military efficiency of thecountry. But, 
when you regard the message as it has come to 
us, I ask how it can be construed to mean onl 
this? If that was all, why should not the Presi- 
dent say the money is wanted in the ordnance 
bureau of the War Department, to make experi- 
ments in the manufacture of arms, or changes in 
the condition of arms already manufactured? 
Why were not these suggestions submitted from 


the proper bureau at the usual time, and em- | 


bodied in the usual documents accompanying the 
annual executive message? How much of this 
large demand does the President want to appro- 
priate to fortifications, and where does he propose 
to spend it on fortifications? Is it wanted at Boston 
harbor, or to complete the works covering New 
York harbor, or Charleston, or New Orleans? 
Where will it be spent “in his discretion,” 


we are called upon to delegate to the Executive of 
the United States the charge of branches of the 
publie service which have usually been attended 
to by Congress, and supplied upon estimates sub- 
mitted by the bureaus of ordnance, or engineers, 
through the proper Department? The message 


does neither indicate the special reason for this | 


unusual demand, nor does it intimate in what 


proportions the President means to apply the | 
money tothe enumerated objects, nor when he 


will make the application. How can the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs gather from the message, 


or from the document accompanying it, any data | 


as to the real "meaning of this demand? Why, 
sir, suppose the Military Committee return us a 
learned report upon the advantages of substituting 
the Minie rifle for the old Harpers’ Ferry musket, 
and we adopt their views; how do you knew the 
President will so exercise his discretion as to 
spend a dollar of the $3,060,000 in either manu- 
facturing new guns or changing the caliber and 
range of the old guns? He enumerates several 
objects, and closes his recommendation with a 
very gencral remark, applicable to the defenses of 
the country, as the proposed limitations upon his 
discretion. 


Mr. Speaker, under any other Government | 


than this, such a communication from the Chicf 
Executive to that department which ministers 


the supplies, would fall like the sound of a fire- |, 


bell in the night upon the ears of the people. 
It would at once be accepted as a war message. 


This, sir, is intended as a war message—intended | 


to have that effect across the Atlantic. It is the 
first note of preparation from the highest source 
known to our laws. I wish, sir, to have no am- 


| biguity in an affair of this kind. When war 


speeches go abroad from the other end of this 
Capitol, and extraordinary demands to commit 


millions to executive discretion for their appro- |: 
priation to objects connected with the defenses | 
of the country are sent here from the President !! 
of the United States, my opinion is, that the 


Representatives of the American people should 
take the subject in hand without delay, and 
should examine this as a war message. Instead 


| of sending the message either to the Ways and 


and 
A ; f 
whatis the reason for this unusual demand, that į 


Means, or to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
let it go at ance to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and let us there under- 
stand. more distinctly what the President means 
by this unusual demand to place three millions 
at his discretion for expenditure upon the de- 
fenses of the country. 

If our country stands in any such crisis as to 
require millions for its defense, the President has 
been by far too modest in the appropriation 
suggested. Neither three nor thirty millions will 
suffice. But, whatever the sum, let us know what 
the honor or the protection of our country requires, 
and lct us meet the crisis as becomes the Repre- 
sentatives of the people. If there is no such 
_erisis and no cause for excitement, then the dis- 
cretion of the President is not the ordinary or 
usual depository for moneys appropriated from 
the public Treasury. There is no use of referring 
this communication to a standing committee of 
the House. The Military Committee cannot 
furnish us with the matter we want. Are we to 
have practice here, as well as elsewhere, with 
Sharpe’s rifles? to estimate the range and to com- 
pare them with other guns? Can we not look 
into the condition of our armories by examining 
the reports of bureaus? No, sir; that is not what 
is meant by this document. It means more than 
this. Doesit mean war? Is that war to be with- 
| out or within our borders? Is it to sustain our 
treaties with foreign nations, or to sustain our 
laws at home? 

F look upon this message as peculiar. It comes 
in a questionable shape. It is not to mend old 
guns, sir, or to mount new ones, that the Presi- 
dent wants this money; it will not so be accepted 
by the intelligence of this country. I think the 
House has clearly misapprehended the drift of 
| the President. It is of more importance than 
i gentlemen have attached to it, apparently; for 
| one so well versed in the laws and usages of our 
legislation as the present Chief Executive would 
| not have requested such a grant to his discretion 
for the purpose only which gentlemen have attrib- 
uted to this message. It means more than ‘this; 
and in whatever way we are to accept it, let us 
know what it is designed to accomplish. If it means 
nothing in particular, let our Jegislation take its 
usual course; if it means something particular, 
involving our peace at home or abroad, Jet us, 
as the Representatives of the people, inquire into 
it, and learn the full scope and expectation on 
which the recommendation rests, and treat it 
then as becomes our position and duty. If we 
are to be involved in difficulty, we should know 
itat once. We should either have no alarm cré- 
ated by debates which look to war, or we should 
let our people know that they may prepare for 
war. Let us send this message to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOYCE. I have no doubt that it is 
competent for the House to refer the message to 
either of the committees named, or to the com- 
| mittee mentioned by the gentleman who has just 
taken his scat. But it seems to me that the moat 
appropriate committee for its reference is the 
Committee on Military Affairs, because it per- 
tains to matters which come peculiarly under 
their jurisdiction. Now, it is not so much, Mr 
Speaker, that these $3,000,000 should be expend- 
ed, as that it should be judiciously expended 
The great improvements made in the art of war 
within the last two years, in ordnance, in fire- 
arms, and especially in fortifications, render it 
| proper that the recommendations contained in 
| the message should receive the most careful con- 
sideration. The siege of Sebastopol has effected a 
revolution in fortifications. It has been demon- 
strated there that the ordinary fortifications of 
| stone are of no use in comparison with the great 
i modern invention of fortifications of earth. The 
| genius of the great Russian enginecr has devel- 
oped that idea. Well, if we are to go on with 
‘the construction of fortifications, and ordnance, 
and arms, itis important that we should make 
i the most judicious investment of our money, and 
construct all these things on the most approved 
system. It, therefore, seems to me peculiarly 
advisable that this matter should go to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs, because it is their 
i| peculiar vocation. The gentleman who is at the 
| head of the Military Committee is one, too, emi- 
|i nently suited for that sort of investigation. 

ii Again: to give a reason which is very strong 


f 
1 
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to my mind. The Committee of Ways and 
Means are occupied; they are pressed with busi- 
ness; they-have not time to consider anything 
but that business which necessarily and naturally 
goes before them. [t seems to me, then, that, in 
amatter of so much importance, it is better for the 
message to go to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, where they have ample time to consider it. 
I call for the previous question. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. BOYCE, I withdraw it. 

Mr. QUITMAN took the floor. 

Mr. ORR.” If the gentleman from Mississippi 
will yield the floor to me, I will move that the 
House do now adjourn. š 

Mr. QUITMAN. Iyield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina for that purpose. 

Mr. ORR. I understand that if we adjourn, 
the message will go to the Speaker’s table; but 
there is no other business on the Speaker’s table, 
and it will come up in the morning after the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, I move that the 
Howse do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
three o’clock and fifty-five minutes) the House 
adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE, 

_ ‘Wepnespay, February 27, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 

CORRECTION OF A REPORT. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to say a 
few words on the question which I think may be 
considered a privileged one. 

In the very brief sketch of the remarks which I 
made yesterday, as reported for the Intelligencer, | 
I find that I am reported as having spoken of the 
distinguished Scnators from Delaware [Mr. Cray- | 
rox] and Michigan [Mr. Cass] in terms a little 
stronger than I think I uttered; and I should be 
very sorry if my friend from Delaware should 
sce this sketch without its being attended with 
some explanation on my part. 1 find this lan- 
guage: 

«So long as these warlike notes had been confined to the 
very honorable and much-xespected Senators from Michi- 
gan and Delaware, (Messrs. Cass and OrayTon,] he had 
indulged no apprebensions. These Senators might be ex- 
pected to express themselves warmly ont the occasion.” 

Now, sir, I prefaced what I did say in relation 
to those Senators—and especially in relation to | 
the distinguished Senator from Delaware—by the | 
remark, that I had no fear the country would find | 
itself suddenly involved in a war in consequence 
of the part which they had taken in he debate. 
I said, as to the Senator from Delaware, that it 
was known he was the author of the convention 
of 1850, and might very well be supposed to be 
unusually sensitive, but not more so than was 
natural, to whatever tended to impair its just 
value and importance to the country and to the | 
world. 

With regard to what I said of the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan, if he considers the state- 
ment which I have read to be too strong in rela- | 
tion to the sentiments which he had uttered in the 
preceding 
with regard to him, and the distinguished Senator | 
from Delaware, in a subsequent part of my re- 
marks, and following prett close on the heels of | 
the portion from which this report is taken, F; 
said that though they had been sufficiently belli- | 
cose or belligerent in the expression of their sen- | 
timents, and had manifested plainly enough that | 


they had no decided objection to referring the | 
controvers 


y to the arbitrament of the sword, į 
-should it become necessary in vindication of the | 
honor or the rights of the country, yet that even | 
they had proposed no me 


asure which precluded 
further negotiation; and, whatever might be their | 
feelings upon the subject, they did not appear to i 


have contemplated the necessity of war. 
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debate, I beg leave to qualify it. Both} 


| 


j! 
t 


| for the Government then to determine. 


I make these remarks more especially in refer- 
ence to the distinguished Senator from Delaware, 
because he was not here yesterday, and, seeing 
this language imputed, he might suppose it to be 
unkind. Of course, I did not understand him to 
make a war speech at all; nor did I understand 
the honorable Senator from Michigan as insisting 
that we ought at once to proffer such arbitrament 
for the decision of this controversy. 

I thought it proper, sir, to make these remarks, 
lest I should trench on the feelings especially of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, who did 
not hear my remarks. I also, in reference to the 
reporter, deem it proper to state that, upon the 
whole, I do not think there isany great departure 
in his sketch from the tenor of what I said; but 
it does not appear in that playful shape and man- 
ner in which the sentiment was expressed. 

Mr. CASS. I heard the remarks of the honor- 
able Senator from Tennessee, to which he has 
alluded, and I heard nothing at all falling from him 
incompatible with his own position, or with the 
feclings of friendship which I know he entertains 
towards the Senator from Delaware and myself. 

The playful remark which he made against me 
is such an old one that it passes by me without 

roducing the least effect. He said I was very 
ellicose. That is the old story. Mr. President, 
you and I have heard it often on this floor; there 
is not a man who has risen here to investigate 
the rights of his country in her relations with a 
foreign nation, and has taken an out-and-out po- 
sition in reference to his own country, who has 
not been called bellicose. Here is Lord Claren- 
don, here is Lord Palmerston—one in the Brit- 
ish House of Peers, and the other in the British 
House of Commons—one saying that he took a 
common-sense view of the subject, and the other 
the whole view; but f do not think they were 
called bellicoscin England. I said nothing about 
war; I did not advocate war; but I stated what I 
believed to be the rights of my country con- 
nected with the treaty of 1850—a treaty in which 
England said she would not oceupy Central Amer- 
ica; but now she contends that ‘* occupy » does 
not mean occupy, but only that she was not to 
exercise dominion in future. Lord Clarendon 
says that is the common-sense view of the case! 
repeat, all I did was to present what I con- 
sidered the rights of the United States, and what 
I believe nine hundred and ninety-nine men out 
of a thousand will consider so. “As to the\ulte- 
rior measures to be taken, 1 did not advocate 
any. There is still ground for hope that the Brit- 
ish Government will recede—though there is not 
much hope of that, I confess, What we shall do 
when the time for final action comes, it will be 
Į repeat,” 
there was nothing which fell from the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee which gave me the least 
offense, or which ought to have given any offense. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Amaral 
& Bastos, the memorial of Manuel A. T. Bar- 
boza, and the memorial of Alexander J. Da Cruz, 
Luis Vidal Cezar, and Bentos Pacheco dos San- 
tos, praying for indemnity for losses sustained by 
them in consequence of the seizure upon the 
high seas by the United States brig Perry, Licu- 
tenant Davis commanding, of the American brig 
Susan and cargo, for an alleged participation in 
the African slave trade; which were referred to- 
the Committce on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
John M. Brooks, a lieutenant in the Navy, pray- 
ing for compensation for his invention ofa method 
for obtaining specimens of the bottom in deep-sea 
soundings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Sears, a United States pensioncr, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a 
petition of citizens of Indiana, praying for the 


construction of a harbor at Michigan City, on į 


‘with a resolution o 


Lake Michigan, in Indiana; which was referred. 
to the Committee on Commerce.: yp Re 
Also, the petition of Elizabeth Dowdall, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension for the: services of 
her husband in the last war with Great. Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i n 
Mr. CLAY presented the memorial of- the 
Legislature of Alabama, praying that the six- 
teenth sections for school purposes may. be 
granted to such townships in that State as Fave 
not already received them; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. : 
CALIFORNIA LAND TITLES. : 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I have received 
a memorial from the State of California, signed 
by five hundred or six hundred citizens of that 
State, complaining of the action of the commis- 
sioners appointed under the law of the 3d of 
March, 1851, to settle private land claims. These 
memorialists, who are agriculturists and settlers 
of that State, allege that the law of 1851, or the 
practice of the commissioners under it, has 
worked serious injury to the people of that 
State, and they pray Congress for redress, Now, 


| sir, whilst I cannot discover in what ossible way 


Congress could rightfully interfere in the settle- 
ment of these land titles, I have deemed ita duty 
to comply with the request of the memorialists, 
and present the memorial to the Senate, and ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for such disposition as they may deem proper. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. : 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That David Butler, praying for additional pay 
as a military storekeeper, have leave to withdraw his peti- 
tion and papers. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Captain James Me. McIn- 
tosh, of the United States Navy, praying for compensation 
for losses sustained by the wreck of the United States 
schooner Firebrand, in 1819, be withdrawn from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DURKEE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate, re- 
lating to the purchase of Harvey Allen’s air-tight mail bag, 
for the use of the Post Office Department, be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Dempsey Pittman, praying 
for compensation for services during the Indian war in 


tion 
Florida, in 1838, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, it was 


> Ordered, Thatthe petition of Hannibal Fault and Eliza 
S. Collier, praying for the confirmation of their titles to cer- 
tain land, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill to 
incorporate the St. Thomas Literary Society in 
the District of Columbia, reported it back without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to increase the salary of the 
judges of the circuit and criminal courts of the 


| ‘District of Columbia, asked to be discharged from 


its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; which was 
agreed to. - : 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill to amend 
an act entitled “ An act to establish a court for the 


| investigation of claims against the United States,” 
| reported it back without amendment. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was’ referred the report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in compliance 
£ the Senate of the 28th ultimo 
copies of the correspondence between the ‘War 
Department and J. F. Gilmer, ‘relative to the 
expenditure of the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Savannah river, reported a bill to 
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amend an. act. passed March 3d,.1855, for the 
improvement of. the Savannah river; which was 
read ‘a’first time and’ ordered to a second reading. 

‘Mr. MASON, from the Committee on the 
District:of Columbia; to whom were referred sun- 
dry petitions of citizensof Washington, praying 
for the adoption: of measures to prevent abuses at 
elections in that city, reported a bill defining the 
rights of voters.and the duties of commissioners 
‘at elections: in the city of Washington, and for 
other.purposes; which was read a first time, and 
ordéred.to-a second reading. > 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to. whom were referred the petitions for | 
the-relief of the owners and sharesmen of various 
fishing schooners, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill, for the relief of the owners and 
shatresmen of the following schooners: Wanderer, 
Mary, Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Broth- 
ers; which was read a first time, and ordered to 
a second reading. . He submitted a report on the 
subject; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, the Committee’ 
on the Judiciary have had under consideration the 
resolution of the Senate of the 4th of February, 
relative to the removal of the railroad track across 
Pennsylvania avenue, inthe city of Washington; | 
and have directed me to ask'to be discharged 
from the further considcration of the subject, on 
the ground that it involves private rights, claimed 
under charters granted by Congress, and is, there- 
fore, a question for the courts, and not for the 
committee. I move that they be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee oh Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the special | 
message of the President of the United States, 
asking for an appropriation of $3,000,000 to pre- 
pare armaments, ammunition, and small-arms 
for fortifications, reported a bill to increase the 
efficiency of the United States Army; which was 
read a first time, and ordered toa second reading. | 
On his motion, the message and accompanying ! 
documents were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate the terms of 
the circuit court of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

NAMES OF VESSELS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce | 
have directed me to report a bill (S. No. 121) 
authorizing the issue of a register or enrollment 
to the bark Cabargo. As the vessel is detained | 
in New York, and cannot sail until the passage 
of this bill, I ask for its consideration now. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read a first 
and second tinie, and considered as in Commit- 
tee‘ of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a register 
or enrollment to the bark Cabargo, which was 
formerly a British vessel, but was dismantled on | 
a voyage to New York, and was purchased and 
repaired by a citizen of the United States, on its 
being proved that the cost of the repairs is equal 
to three fourths of the original cost of building. 
in the United States a vessel of the same tonnage. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read a third.time, and passed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘The Committee on Com- | 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of John | 
Commins, of Charleston, South Carolina, have 
directed me to report a bill (S. No. 122) to change i 
the name of the brig Hibernia to Victor of the | 
Wave. 

The Senate passed a gencral bill, yesterday, | 


meethig this and similar cases, but, at the solici- {+ 


tation of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. | 


Evawns,] and at the request also of the member |! 


i 
t 
representing the district in which the petitioner | 
resides, the committee have reported this special | 
bill, and ask the Senate to consider it at this 
time. It is important to the owners of the vessel 
that it should be passed at once. f 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. No! 
amendment being proposed, it was reported to 
the Senate without amendment, ordered to be en- 
grossed fur a third reading, reada third time, and | 
passed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS. 


Mz, STUART. I beg leave to report back i 


certain bills which have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and to recommend their 
passage. In making this report I wish to state 
that there are quite a number of bills which have 
been referred to that committee, some of which 
have been reported, and others of which will be 
reported to-day; and I am_instructed by the com- 
mittee to give notice that I shall ask the Senate, 
ata very early day, to take up that question and 
dispose of all the bills. The bills which I now 
report back are the following: 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of the Onton- 
agon river, on Lake Superior, in the State of 
Michigan; 


A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 
struction of a harbor at Marquette, on Lake Su- : 


perior, in the State of Michigan; 


A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 


struction of a harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo 
river, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation. for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand 
river, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Black Lake, 
in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction ofa harborat New Buffalo, in the State 
of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for.the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Clinton 
river, in the State of Michigan; 


A bill making an appropriation for completing | 
the harbor at St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri; | 
A bill making an appropriation for completing | 
the piers at the harbor of Monroe, in the State | 


of Michigan ;and 


A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Muskegon | 


river, in the State of Michigan. 
Mr. DODGE, from the Committee on Com- 


mercee, to whom were referred the following bills, | 


reported them back without amendment: 


A bill making an appropriation for continuing | 
the improvement of the harbor of Milwaukie, in | 


the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Manitowoc, in Wisconsin; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 


| harbor of Sheboygan, Wisconsin; and 


A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Racine, Wisconsin. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom the following bills were referred, 
reported them back without amendment: 

A bill to provide for continuing the improve- 
-ment of the Missouri river; 

A bill to provide for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi river; ; 

A bill for continuing certain public works in 
the State of Massachusetts; 

A bill making appropriations for public works 
in the State of Mune; 

A bill making an appropriation for a steam- 
dredge on Lake Ontario; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Conneaut, Ohio; 

A. bill to continue the 
bor of Huron, Ohio; 


A bill to continue the improvement of the har- | 


bor of Ashtabula, Ohio; 


A bill to continue the improvement of the har- | 


bor of Sandusky City, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Cleveland, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Fairport, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor atthe mouth of Black river, Ohio; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Buffalo, New York, on Lake Eric; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on Lake Erie; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Oswego, New York, on Lake Ontario; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard creek, New 
York, on Lake Ontario; 


improvement of the har- | 


A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sodus bay, Cayuga county, New York, 
on Lake Ontario; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sodus bay, Wayne county, New York, 
on Lake Ontaria; 

A bill making an appropriation for the contin- 
uation and completion of the breakwater in the 
harbor of Burlington, on Lake Champlain; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
navigation of the Arkansas river; 

A bill to continue the improvements in the har- 
bor of Newark, New Jersey; 

A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Delaware breakwater; ` 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of New Castle; 

A bill to continue the construction of a harbor 
on the east side of Reedy Island; and 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Erie, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

He, also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to continue the improvement 
of the Des Moines and the Rock river rapids, 
in the Upper Mississippi, reported it back with 
amendments. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. GEYER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution to au- 
| thorize the settlement of the account of the mar- 
shal of the district of Missouri, by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


| BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DODGE, by unanimous consent, asked 
pand obtained leave to introduce a bill for the con- 
j| struction of a steam dredge for Lake Michigan; 
i| which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
|| the Committee on Commerce. 
i 
{ 
| 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
; asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
| making: appropriations for the improvement of 
ji the harbor of Dubuque; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committce on 
Commerce. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask leave, 
on the part of the Committee on the Judicinty, 
to submit a report in a matter involving the right 
i| to sitin this body of the Honorable Lyman Trum- 
BULL. The committee has had that subject under 
consideration, and it has been very fully dis- 
cussed by them. The result of the discussion 
has been such a division of opinion as to render 
it proper, in the opinion of the committee, that 
the case should be referred to the Senate, and 
that the committee should be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. f submit a 
report to that effect in writing. I ask that the 
report be read. 

~ The report was read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
_ ing to thg report, and discharging the committee 
from thet rther consideration of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. In connection with this sub- 
ject, I move that the protest of members of the 
illinois Legislature, and the other papers which 
were before the committee, be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, T think this sub- 
ject should be made the special order for some 
convenient time; and I give notice that, when it 
shall come up, I shall offer a resolution declaring 
that the gentleman is notentitled to a seat in this 
body. Lam one of those members of the com- 
mittee who have arrived at that result. I will 
submit to the pleasure of the Senate in regard to 
what day shall be fixed for the consideration of 
the subject. 

Mr. STUART. I think the Senator will bet- 
; ter accomplish his object by offering his resolu- 
| tion now, and then moving to postpone the con- 
i sideration of it until a future time. 
| 


laring the seat vacant when the subject comes 
. I can see no objection to that course. 
Mr. STUART. Very well, sir. 


S 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN. [I wish to hear the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT. None has been offered. 
The Senator gives notice that he will at some 
future day offer a resolution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. A resolution to what 
effect? 

The PRESIDENT. Declaring that the Sena- 
tor from Hlinois is not entitled toa seat. The 
Chair did not understand the Senator from Ohio 
to name any day for the consideration of the 
subject. 

Mr. PUGH. I was waiting for other Senators 
better acquainted with the business of the Senate 
to name a day. There are so many special orders 
that I hardly know what day to name. I shall 
submit to the convenience of the Senate. I sup- 
pose, however, that the Senate is disposed to 
settle this question at an early day; and I beg 
leave, therefore, to suggest Monday week. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
moves to postpone the consideration of the sub- 
ject relating to the seat of the Senator from Illi- 
nois until Monday week, and make it the special 
order for that day, at one o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Unless some resolution 
be offered, there is no question before the Senate 
to be postponed. You have discharged the com- 
mittee from the consideration of the subject, and 
there is no subject before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. It is the impression of 
the Chair that there should be a resolution or 
something to act upon. 

Mr. PUGEL. I understood that the report of 
the committee was before the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have a resolution 


wil 
pared to offer his. 

The PRESIDENT. 

| the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Ohio is en- 
tirely right in relation to this matter, The com- 
mittce have been discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, and it is now competent 
for any member to offer a resolution, either as- 
serting that the gentleman ‘from JJlinois legally 
holds his seat or that the seat is vacant. The 
committee are now frec from the whole subject. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That LyMAN TRUMBULL is entitled to a seat in 
this body as a Senator, elected by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois, for the term of six years from the 4th of 
March, 1835. 

I will consent that the resolution shall be post- 


poned to any day that is agreeable to the Senate. | 


Mr. PUGH. Tam willing that the discussion 
shall take place on the resolution of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
will be fixed. : 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from Ohio sug- 
gests Monday week. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
to the precise day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
names Monday week. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Would not an earlicr 
day be satisfactory to gentlemen? I would pre- 
fer an earlier day. 

Mr. STUART. I move that the subject be 
postponed to Monday next, and made the special 
order for that day. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
that day. : 

Mr. STUART. T believe that under our rules, 


I am not particular as 


We have a special order for 


if that special order does not come up on the day | 


fixed, it will be the first business in order on the 
next day. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan to postpone 
this question unul Monday next. 

Mr. FOOT. IT wish to submit to the Chair 
whether this is nol a question of privilege—such 
a one as takes precedence of all others? 

The PRESIDENT. Of course. 


which may be assigned for its consideration. 
Mr. Srvuarr’s motion was agreed to; and the 
resolution of Mr. CRITTENDEN Was made the spe- 
cial order for Monday next. 
COST OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. JOHNSON, I offer the following resolu- 


prepared, which, if acceptable to gentlemen, I | 
offer, unless the Senator from Ohio is pre- | 


The Chair will receive |) 


Lhope the earliest day | 


The Chair | 
will set aside all other business for it on theday | 


i 5 
| tion, and, as it is merely one of inquiry, I ask for 
its immediate consideration: f 

Resolved, ‘That the different heads of Departments of the 
Government, judicial and executive, be directed to furnish, 
for the information of the Senate, a statement of any and 
all sums of money which have been paid or agreed to be 
paid for printing for each of the several bureaus and offices 
of such Departments, during the year ending December 31, 
1855, which has not been executed under the provisions of 
the act of 26th of August, 1852, regulating the prices of the 
public printing. 

Mr. President, there is an impression resting 
on the public mind that the expense of printing | 
for Congress, and the executive Departments of 
the Government of the United States, amounts to | 
$2,000,000 per anunum. Now the fact is, that it 
appears, from the information before us, that the 
cost of all the printing done in obedience to the 
law of 1852, does: not amount to more than 
$600,000a year. ‘This resolution calls fora state- 
ment of all printing which is not done under the 
provisions of that generallaw. When we obtain 
that statement, we shall know something of the true 
amount annually paid for printing, and by what 
process these expenditures have been swelled. It 
1s right that this information should be furnished 
tous. There is evidently a very great mistake 
resting on the public mind, and on the minds 
of Senators, so far as I have had conversation 
with them, in regard to the printing expenditures, 
| or else there is a very vicious practice somewhere j 
by which the provisions of the law have been in i 
some mode evaded. or disregarded. The Com-! 
mittee on-Printing desire to obtain information on | 
this point, and therefore I offer this resolution. | 

j 
| 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. i 
EXTRA PRINTING. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Iam instructed by the Com- | 


morial of George Jones, a chaplain on board the | 
frigate Mississippi during the Japan Expedition, | 
praying to be allowed five hundred copies of a | 


|: ing his observations on the zodiacal light. Those 
! observations, I believe, were taken almost en- 


i 
| raan, who attended that expedition, The Senate 
| has already ordered the printing of five thousand 
| copies of ‘the report of the Japan Expedition, į 
| one thousand of them for the use of the head of | 
|| that expedition. ‘This is an application for five | 
| hundred additional copies of the particular work 
|, over which this gentleman had the superintend 
|| ency in the course of the expedition. ‘The com- | 
mittee report adversely to allowing the prayer of | 
the petitioner, This is a unanimous report, and 
itis made on the ground that when the Senate 
provided one thousand copies for the head of the 
expedition, out of the five thousand ordered for 
i the use of the Senate, it was done under the sup- | 


tribution amongst the officers of the expedition, 
and that all claims of this sort would be properly 
settled by the gentleman at the head of it. 
committee, therefore, report adversely en the pe- 
tition. 

The report was concurred in. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. } 


Mr. JOHNSON. Iam also instructed by the | 
Committee on Printing, who were directed to in- | 


i 
i 
! 
f 
( 
| 
i 
| 


of the mechanical portion of the Patent Office re- 
port, to report the following order: 


mi 
a 


| Ordered, 
number, 
Comm vetures, | 
Commis- 


sioner of Patents. 


| This is the same number which was ordered | 
|i last year. The committee saw no reason for | 
diminishing it; but, on the contrary, believe it to | 
be just and proper to print twenty-seven thousand | 
copies of this work. | 
The order was agreed to. 
COAST SURVEY REPORT. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Some days since, an order | 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, which | 
i 

i 

| 

| 

i 

i 


_ was offered by the honorable Senator from Mary- | 
land, [Mr. Pearce, ] relative to printing additional | 
: copies of the report of the Superintendent of the | 
|} Coast Survey for the year 1855. The committee 
ji to whom that was referred reported it back with 
Ha amendment, i 


l 


mittee on Printing to make a report on the me- 


| volume of Commodore Perry’s work, compris- || 


i tircly under the superintendence of this gentle- || z s 
| to Galveston harbor and bay, Texas, $80,000. 


position that those copies would be used for dis- | 


The | 


quire as to the proper number of conies to be printed |} 


The order proposed by Mr. Pearce was: 

Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; communicating the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1853,.in 
addition to the usual number, be printed; five thousand 
copies thereof for the use of the Senate, and the remainder 
for distribution by the Coast Survey. Office ; and that. the 
same be printed and bound, with the plates, in quarto form ; 
and that the plates be printed under the direction. of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey. j 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing 
was to strike out the words, “and that the plates 
be printed under the direction of the Superiniend- 
ent of the Coast Survey.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lunderstand that some Sen- 
ators object to striking out those words; but I do 
not know that it is necessary for me to call atten- ` 
tion to the subject, unless it is seriously proposed 
to resist the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. SEWARD. Does the Senatoreall for the 
consideration of the resolution now? I want time 
to consider it. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have reported back the 

esolution, and, unless the Senator objects, I hope 
it will be considered at once. $ 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihope it will be postponed 
until to-morrow. Il wish to inform myself as to 
the merits of the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the words which the 
committee propose to strike out will be retained 
and other words added to them, 

The PRESIDENT. The subject will be post- 
poned until to-morrow, if there be no objection. 
| FORTIFICATIONS. . 

The bill (S. No. 102) making appropriations 
for certain fortifications in Florida, Texas, and 
California, reported by Mr. WeLLer from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, was, on his mo- 
tion, read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate the following sums 
| for the construction, preservation, and repairs of 
fortifications, for the year ending June 30, 1856: 

For Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $150,000. 

For Fort Jefferson, Tortugas, Florida, $150,000. 

For fortifications for the defense of the entrance 


kd 


For fortifications for the defense of the entrance 
of Paso Cavallo, Texas, $40,000. 

For fortifications for the defense of the entrance 
of Brasos Santiago, Texas, $80,000. ` 

For fortifications at Fort Point, entrance to 
San Francisco bay, California, $350,000. 

For fortifications at Alcatraz Island, San Fran- 
cisco bay, California, $200,000. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection to this 
| bil, and E shall probably give it my vote; bat I 
| should like to learn from the chairman of the 
Committce on Military Affairs, who has reported 
it, what are the reasons which require specific 
appropriations for these points which do not apply 
to any others; and what are the reasons why a 
| gencral bill has not been reported including all 
fortifications ? 
- Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, the appro- 
| priations for the fortifications of the country aré 
| usually presented to the Senate by the Committee 
j on Finance. They have charge of that subject. 
The Senate have, however, seen proper to refer, 
by resolution, to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs the propriety of making appropriations for 
the fortifications included in this bill. We have 
obtained jurisdiction of these fortifications—three 
of them being new works—by resolutions adopted 
by the Senate. We must look to the Committee 


j| on Finance for the gencral and usual appropria- 


: tions for fortifications. 1 doubt not but that at 
| the proper time they will report a bill for ‘the 
various other works which are indispensable to 
the defense of the country. The Committee. on 
; Military Affairs have reported in these cases under 
| the instructions of the Senate; and we regard them 


| as among the most important points of all our 


works of defense. 

Mr. FISH. Iwouldask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, who is at the head of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, whether we are to understand 
that this bill embraces all the new fortifications 
which that committee intend to recommend to the 
Senate? 

Mr. WELLER. I said to the Senate, a few 
moments aga, that the Committee on Finance had 
charge of appropriations for works of fortifica- 
tion; and the Committee oa Military Affairs have 


uo 
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notiaken jurisdiction of any of themexcept those’ 
specially referred to them by the Senate. Iam 
not prepared to say whether. the Committee on 
Military Affairs will make any report on that sub- | 
jeetiat all. Tthink not, unless so instructed by 
“the Senate. i 
“Mr, FISH. IfI understand the practice, the 
Gommittee on Finance merely report appropria- 
tions for works already commenced. 
= Mi RUSK. And for néw ones, also, I think. 
“Mr, FISH. -The chairman of the Committee 
ión Finance can put me right. 
“Mr. HUNTER. Strictly speaking, the juris- 
‘.@iétion‘of the Committee on Finance, as I under- | 
‘stand it,is confined to those works already in | 
“existence. It is true, the general bill frequently 
contains appropriations for new works; but, strict- 
ly speaking, such appropriations ought to come 
from the Committee on Military Affairs; and the 
Gommittce on Finance oughtonly to report appro- 
riations for those works already authorized by 
Yaw: Still, in the hurry in which the general 
appropriation bills are often passed, from. the 
necessity of the case, it has very frequently hap- 
pened that in. the general fortification bill are also 
to be found appropriations for new works. For 
that reason, it seems to me, this is within the 
risdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
These are new works entirely. 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I think we ought 
to adhere to the jurisdiction of the committees. | 
‘The fact of having two committees acting on the | 
game subject at the same time necessarily leads 
to confusion. One may determine not to appro- 
priate. for a particular fortification, and another 
may determine to doit. Unquestionably the pro- 
priety of a proposed fortification isa question for 
the Committee on Mihtary Affairs. That has 
been almost uniformly, I believe, the course of the 
Senate. But after an appropriation has been de- 
termined on; in other words, after the Senate have 
determined that a particular point ought to be 
fortified, and an appropriation made, then itis 
‘proper for the Committee on Finance to consider 
the propriety of continuing the appropriation. | 
"That I believe has been the general practice, and | 
‘if not the universal, I believe it should be. 


Mr. HAMLIN.. Mr. President, the explana- 
tion afforded by the chairman of the Committee | 
on Military Affairs is perfectly satisfactory to me | 
to a certain extent; but beyond that I do not 

think it is precisely satisfactory to the Senate. I| 
_ concur in the opinion which has been expressed | 

by. the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] that | 
the Committee on Military Affairs is the appro- ; 
priate committee for originating appropriations | 

‘or new fortifications; but when those works have į 

been commenced, the continuation of them is by | 

appropriations made in pursuance of law, and į 

those appropriations most properly come from į 

the Committee on Finance. i 

The Senator. from California tells us that a | 
part of the appropriations proposed in this bill | 
are for new, and a part of them for old works; | 
and that the Committee on Military Affairs have | 
only acted on such resolutions as have been sent ! 
to them. I find no fault with the action of the : 
committee on that point; but if they have in-; 
cluded in the bill appropriations for a part of the | 

‘old works, I put the question again, are the works | 

thus included more important than those at other | 

points on which they have not acted? Why were | 
they referred to that committee ? Any individual | 

Senator could make a motion for such reference | 

of a memorial,,petition, or resolution presented | 

by him as he chose; and thus, without the action | 
of the committee, propositions might be presented | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs for various : 
fortifications, and that committee might appropri- | 
ately act upon them. ButI insist that this bill ; 
is defective, for a reason whlch I will state. The | 

Committee on Military Affairs have presented in ! 

this bill appropriations for works which are not | 
new, thus assuming what is properly within the | 
| aes of the Committee on Finance. Per- | 
haps it was their duty to do this, having refer- | 
ence to what was before them; but while they | 
have done this, they have, in my opinion, failed | 
to do their duty in ‘not including all works now | 
in progress of construction, which are of equal 
merit with those upon which they have reported. | 
When the Committee on Military Affairs go | 
beyond the rule, confining them to the origina: | 
tion of appropriations for new 


include a part of the old works, I say tliey ought 
to have included at least all those standing in the 
same grade with those reported. I move that 
the. bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and that the committee be au- 
thorized to report upon other works in progress 
of construction. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs have in no manner en- 
croached on the jurisdiction of the Committee on 


‘Finance. “The Senate by a solemn vote gave to 


the Committee on Military Affairs jurisdiction 
of certain fortifications. On those cases we have 
reported to the Senate. With what propriety, 
then, can it be said that we have gone beyond 
our proper sphere, and exercised jurisdiction over 
cases properly belonging to the Commitiee on 
Finance? 

Three of the fortifications provided for in this 
bill are new works—those in the State of Texas. 
For the others, appropriations have been made 
for several years past. The Senate thought proper 
to intrust this much of the work to us, and we 
have performed it. The other works—those not 
provided for in this bill—are important; but Tam 
not prepared to say that they are as important as 
those for which appropriations are now proposed 
to be made. I know of no fortifications that so 
imperiously demand immediate completion as 
those in California for which this bill provides. 
Why, sir, every one can see at a glance that, if 
we should be involved in a war with any mari- 
time Power, California must feel the full force of 
the first blow which would be struck. In the 
present condition of your works there, California 
would, undoubtedly, in such an event, be detach- 
ed from this Union, and she would be held in that 
position, perhaps, as long as that naval Power 
thought proper to continue the war. Whether 
she would come back into the Union at the term- 
ination of the war I cannot say. Itis very cer- 
tain that, unless these fortifications be specdily 
completed, and that coast be placed in a proper 
state of defense, it would be impossible, in the 
event of a war, to hold California as a part of 
the Union. I regard those works as of infinitely 
more importance than some for which we usually 
appropriate the public money. I think, there- 
fore, that the importance of particular works in 
California, Florida, and Texas, included in this 
bill, was sufficient to justify the action of the 
Senate in giving to the Committee on Military 
Affairs special jurisdiction over them. 

Mr. MALLORY. The honorable Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hamun] regards the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs as derelict in its duty for 
not reporting appropriations for other works 
which have equal merit with those which the 
committee have included in this bill. Thatis not 
the question. The works may be of equal merit 
in a national point of view, but the policy of ap- 
propriation may depend on very different reasons. 

Reference has been made to the fortification at 
the Tortugas. I do not say that that work (which 
is certainly the Gibraltar of the Gulf, if such a 
term can be applied to any of our fortifications) 
excels in importance the other fortifications of the 
country at the mouths of our greatrivers or on the 
coast of California; but the policy of appropriat- 
ting money to complete that fortification at this 
time depends on a state of facts which docs not 
exist in relation to other fortifications. The Tor- 
tugas is at least one hundred and fifty miles from 


any inhabited point of the mainland of Florida. | 


It is an isolated point, commanding completely 
the Gulf of Mexico. Six steamers may bridge 
the Gulf across from the Tortugas to the Moro 
Castle, and speak each other every fifteen min- 
utes; and in the event of difficulties to-morrow, 
the Gulf would be just as hermetically sealed as 
if a barrier were reared up at the entrance of that 
Gulf, through which your Treasury Department 
tells you $40,060,000 of commerce pass every 
year; and every hour you may see sixty vessels 
passing and repassing there. Unless this appro- 
priation be made that work must stop; the work- 
men will be withdrawn, and there will be no per- 
son there but the light-house keeper and the man 
in charge of the work. It will be at the mercy 
of a canoe and a musket. ; 

I submit to the Senate whether they will leave 
a fortification of this importance in such a con- 
dition, after having spent $359,000 upon it; or 


fortifications, and |i whether they will now make an appropriation, ! 


| to defend a very exposed coast. 


which must be made, a little in advance. of the 
usual time, in order to keep the workmen in em- 
ployment? These facts do not exist in reference 
to. the fortifications on the mainland in California, 
Texas, or elsewhere, where the population is im- 


| mediately about the work to be constructed, and 


may maintain it, although it be in a half-finished 
condition. : ; 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I regret to see the 
spirit which is manifested in-reference to this bill. 
There are three appropriations proposed in it for 
fortifications in Texas, for which no provision 
has been made heretofore, and which are intended 
So far as those 
works are concerned, I have heard no objection 
to the Committee on Military Affairs inserting 
them in this bill; but the objection is to the other 
provisions reported by that committee. . I intro- 
duced a resolution at an carly day of the session, 


, asking whether, in the opinion of the War De~- 


partment, any fortifications were necessary on the 
coast of Texas, and if so, at what points, and 
what amount of appropriations would be required. 
The Secretary of War answered that resolution; 
and the amounts specified by him for the works 


i recommended by his Department are included in 


this bill. 

The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs says there should be prompt action in 
regard to the fortifications in Florida and in Cali- 


| fornia, and he gives some reasons which to my 


mind are very satisfactory. Now, what is the 
objection to including them also? Objection: is 
made by representatives of the older States which 
have heretofore reccived similar appropriations, 
and where fortifications at a large expense have 


| been made. They say that all must be included. 
| Why, sir, docsanybody doubt, that at the present 


session of Congress a fortification bill will be sub- 
mitted to us through the usual channel containing 
appropriations for all existing fortifications in the 
United States, and that it will be passed by both 
Houses of Congress? No one can, for a moment, 
entertain a doubt on that point. Such bills have 
been passed for several years, and nonc have been 
defeated as faras I have noticed. They come 
generally from the Committee of Ways and Means 
in the other House, providing for all old works 
and for the additional fortifications recommended 
by the War Department. They go to the Com- 
mittee on Finance of this body, and are attended 
to. 

Then, what is the great question here? The 
older States, which have had millions of dollars 
expended on their fortifications, are not willing 
to sce the newer States get ahead of them. That 
is the whole sum and substance of the objection 


i to the bill before us. This question is treated as 


if it were merely a scramble for these appropria- 
tions. I doubt whether a single Senator who has 
opposed this bill, or spoken in regard to its refer- 
ence, believes for a single moment that Congress 
will adjourn without making provision for the 
existing fortifications. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
from Texas allow me to ask a question for in- 
formation ? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is, whether this bill is made 


| up on the recommendations and estimates of the 


Department ? j 
Mr. RUSK. So far as Florida and California 


| are concerned I am not informed; but, so far as 


relates to Texas, the appropriations are entirely 
in accordance with the estimates of the War De- 
partment which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WELLER. The bill is founded on the 
estimates of the War Department in all cases. 

Mr. RUSK. Certainly the appropriations can- 
not be made too soon for the works provided for 
by the present bill; and no damage whatever can 
result to any other fortification by making these 
appropriations at this time. It will not at all im- 
pede the progress of the general fortification bill; 
and unless it be a good principle that nobody 
shall receive any benefit unless somebody else 
doeg, the bill ought to be passed at once. 

Mr. FISH. Mr: President, I asked the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs whether 
this bill included all the new fortifications which 
were intended to be recommended? F have not 

et heard that question answered. J understand, 
flowerets from the chairman, that it includes 
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those measures which have been specially sub- 


mitted to his committee by resolution of the |i 


Senate. Now, sir, E have no objection to any one 
of the objects for which this bill provides. Ido 
object, however, to uniting in one bill appropria- 
tions for works which have already been author- 
ized by law and appropriations for the commence- 
ment ofnew works. Ifthe Committee on Military 
Affairs intend to report appropriations for other 
fortifications, I wish either to see them included 
in one bill, or to let each one stand by itself. 

It is now nearly three weeks since I submitted 
a resolution, which was adopted by the Senate, 
calling upon the War Department for information 
with regard to the necessity of further works for 
the protection of the harbor of New York. To 
that we have had no reply. I have, therefore, 
been unable to bring that subject to the consid- 
eration of the Committee on Military Affairs. A 
resolution was offered a few days before I sub- 
mitted mine, with regard to fortifications neces- 
sary for defenses on the Gulf of Mexico. An 
answer came to that resolution within three days 
after its adoption, I think; and the works which 
is recommended are provided for in this bill. 

Now, sir, I wish to have this bill recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with in- 
structions to report either separate bills for the | 
commencement of such new works as they may | 
think proper, or to report a general bill for all 
new fortifications which may be necessary. I 
dislike to see a bill now forced upon us providing 
for fortifications in three States alone—Florida, | 
Texas, and California; for, if that be passed, I fear 
we shall then be told that all that is necessary 
in regard to new fortifications has already been 
done. I think it appropriately belongs to the 


Committee on Military Affairs to recommend jj 


new works, and to the Finance Committee to 
recommend appropriations for those already au- 
thorized by law. I am content that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs should take jurisdic- 
tion of the whole subject of new fortifications. I | 
am willing to leave it with them. If they are 
under the impression that the port of New York 
requires no further fortifications, I must of course 
submit, unless I can induce the Senate to reverse 
the report of the committee; but I desire to have 
this subject recommitted until I can get an oppor- 
tunity of hearing from the War Department with 
reference to the resolution of inquiry which I 
submitted. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, matters of 
rule are sometimes matters of substance; and it 
seems to me that this debate has shown very | 
clearly the propriety of the rule which requires 


works—to go to the Committec on Finance, and | 
which confines the Committee on Military Affairs 


to the origination of appropriations for new works. || 


proper; and if, by mistake, the Senate has trans- 
ferred to the Committce on Military Affairs that 
which belongs legitimately to the Committee on | 


| general defense of the country. 


p of } | next fiscal 
appropriations for existing fortifications—for old || 


tifying those places af this time than any others 
of which I have any knowledge; but still I do 
not think that the necessity is so pressing but | 
that the appropriations for cee purposes should 
tuke their place in the general appropriation bill. 
I think, therefore, it will be better to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
with instructions to bring in a bill for sach new 
fortifications as they may think necessary for the 
I think if they 
would do that they would accommodate all these 
matters; and I do not believe that either Florida 
or California would lose by it. 

Sir, if you were to pass this bill separately I 
have no idea that the House of Representatives 
would act on itinadvance of all others, Ii would 
be objected to there, as it has been here. I have 
no doubt that provision for these fortifications 
during the next fiscal year will be made just as 
soon in the general appropriation bill, as by pass- 
ing this bill at the present time in this body. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 accept the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia, instead of the one which 
I made. My motion was to recommit the bill, 
with instructions to report upon the whole case. 
I am satisfied it is more appropriate to recommit 
with the instructions suggested by the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, T therefore withdraw my 
motion, and hopethat his will be adopted. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, I understand 
that the appropriations contemplated by the bill | 
which is now before the Senate comprises new | 
works altogether, with the exception of two 
works in California, and two in Florida. Sena- | 
tors have spoken of the appropriations for Florida, 
as though the bill proposed to provide for all the | 
fortifications which are in progress in Florida. 
They are mistaken in this. There are several 
fortifications now in progress in that State which 


are not provided for in this bill. The appropria- |] 


tions here are confined to the new works at the | 
entrance of the Gulf of Mexico, which, although | 
lying within the jurisdiction of Florida, are dis- 
connected from the main shore, and require early 
and immediate appropriations, for reasons pecu- 
liar to themselves. ‘Those reasons 1 understand 
to be these: the appropriation for the present 
fiscal year will be exhausted before new appro- | 

riations can be made in the usual course of legis- 
ation by the general bill. 
very nearly exhausted now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say to the Senator that | 
the bill before us does not propose to apply the 
appropriation which it makes to the present fiscal 
year. T'he appropriation is to be applied in the 
ear. 
Mr. YULEE. 


I will ask my colleague [Mr. 
Mauuory] if I understood him correctly. 


My 


| understanding was, that he said the particular | 
occasion for an carly and immediate approprja- |! 


‘West 


tion for the works at Tortugas and Key 


| grows out of the fact, that the appropriations for || 


the present fiscal year are nearly exhausted, and 
that the works must be abandoned unless an ap- 


I understand they are | 


| topography. 


which it is supposed. will. be, expended by.the Ist 
of June of this year.. ‘The appropriations prox: 
posed by this bill are to be expended in, the year, 
ending 30th June, 1857. . a ; fpr 

Mr. YULEE. There is no probability, judg- 
ing from past experience, that the general.appro- 
priation bill for fortifications can be passed, ear- 
lier than the month of July or August. If that, 
be so, there will be an interval during. which. no 
appropriation will exist for the progress of the 
works to which I have alluded. The peculiar 
necessity for an earlier appropriation for them. 
grows out of the isolated position of those two 
works. They are prosecuted by laborers carried 
there from a distance. If operations be suspended, 
those laborers will necessarily be scattered, and 
a long time must elapse before they can he again 
collected there. 

Now, it is immaterial to me from what com- 
mittee an appropriation may come. If it is con- 
templated by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, that a deficiency bill will be passed ata 
sufficiently early period to make such provision 
as will prevent the suspension of these works, I 
shall have no objection; but if that be not the case, 
I hope the Senate will not be prevented, by any 
question of form, from making an immediate ap- 
propriation. The works of which I have spoken, 
itis true, lie within the jurisdiction of Florida, 
but they are works intended to cover the Gulf of 
Mexico, in the trade of whichall the western States 
and all the gulf States are interested. They are 
more material and more important than any local 
fortifications at any of the points on the Gulf’ of 
Mexico, because they meet.at the threshold an 
enemy approaching for invasion. I hope, there- 
fore, that, unless it is contemplated to make an 


| early provision in some other mode by which the 


continuance of those works will not be jeoparded, 
the Senate, not regarding the form or the partic- 
ular committee from which this proposition. has 
come, will make the appropriation provided for 
by the bill before us. 

Mr. MALLORY. I only wish to say to the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and to 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, that it is an error to denominate Fort Jeffer- 
son as a Florida fortification. It is at least one 
hundred miles from the mainland of Florida. Itis 
anisolated ocean fortification standing upon acoral 
reef, and much more intimately connected with all 
the western States than with the State of Florida. 
It cannot, in any appropriate sense, be said to be 
a Florida fortification any more than an appropri- 
ation for Alabama, or for any neighboring State. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is not a question of 
I would as soon vote for an appro- 
poeuon for Florida as for any other State in the 

nion. It is merely a question of rule and of 
propricty; and it scems to me thatit is hardly 
worth a contest on the other side, as it is known 
there is a deficiency bill, which is the first thing 
to be acted on in the House, and which will soon 
come into us, to which may be attached any pro- 


| 
it seems to me that that division is eminently || 
{ 
j 
| 
t 
| 


vision that the Senate may think proper to attach 
| in order to provide an appropriation of more 
money within the present fiscal year. This bill 
| does not propose to appropriate anything but for 


propriation be made immediately. 
Mr. MALLORY. Thatis my understanding. 
Mr. YULEE. If that be the fact, and the bill | 
now before the Senate proposes an appropriation 


| 
Finance, it seems to me it would be far better for | 
the Military Committee to confine itself to that | 
which belongs toit, according to the usual course, 
and to propose that the other subject should take 


its usual and common destination. 
Now, sir, Ido not see why all the old works 
may not go together. 


They have been determ- || 


ined upon. 
termined that fortifications are required in various | 


places. They have been commenced; there is no ij i 
i| may perhaps remove the present difficulty as to 


longer a question as to the propricty of erecting 


them, but merely as to the amount to be appro- || | ) 
. i bill will probably be here soon—at least that is 
e committed to the Committee on Finance, and | 


printed. That subject, it seems to me, ought to 


After consideration, it has beén de- |j 


to take effect only after the expiration of the pres~ 
ent fiscal year, I shall move an amendment by 
which it may be made applicable to the present 
necessities. $ 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to make a suggestion 
to the honorable Senator from Florida, which 


the old works. I understand that a deficiency 


the opinion of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means of the other House, with 
whom I wasconversing this morning. When that 


bill comes up, if it is the purpose of the Senator || 


to obtainan appropriation to be applied during the 


the next fiscal year. Now I say, that it is proba- 
ble the Senate will be able to obtain action on the 
works provided for in this bill quite as soon in 
the general fortification bill, as it would if this 
bill were passed atthe present time. Itis known 
that the Senate have determined that their Com- 
mittee on Finance shall originate and report some 
of the gencral appropriation bills. It will be in 
our power, if we think there is any necessity for 
it, to give the fortification bill an earlier consider- 
ation than is usual in the Senate. Atany rate, we 
shall be able to consider it long before the time 
mentioned by the honorable Senator from Florida, 
[Mr. Yurer.] His remark applies to the old 
practice, butit will not apply, I hope, to the new. 


year. I take it for granted that money has al- || present fiscal year, such a provision will properly | |] 7 
ready been appropriated to them for the present || come in as an amendment to that bil. That can || I thercfore think it would be better to recommit 
fiscal year; and the money now proposed to be || be done without interfering with the usual juris- |; this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


with instructions to bring in a bill making appro- 
| priations for such new works as they may think 
proper, and let the old ones go in the general ap- 
propriation bill for fortifications, as has been usual 


Mr. WELLER. I will state, that for the work |; 
at Fort Jefferson, on the Tortugas, the amount |; 
of unexpended appropriation in the Treasury, | itions 
on the Ist of October last, was $61,000. That; herctofore. I do not think, it would delay the 

amount, the Department says, will be expended |; object of gentlemen a day, if they would agree 
by the 30th of June, 1856. For the fortifica- || to this; and we should thus be enabled to pre- 
ought to be fortified. I will go a little further: |! tion at Fort Taylor, Key West, there was ap- l serve the consistency of our rules and former 


I believe there is more pressing necessity for for- || plicable, on the Ist of October, 1855, $70,000, || practice. I hope they will agree to that, 


| diction of the committees. i 
| 

i 

f 


commences. I do not sec that California or || 
Florida would lose by taking their place along |; 
with the other fortifications. For one, I stand ji 


here ready to vote for them; I believe those points | 
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have been considerable force in the argument of 
the Senator from Virginia if ithad been presented 
at the proper time. The proper time was when 
the Senate proposed to give to the Committee on 
Military Affairs the jurisdiction of these works. 

Mr, HUNTER. L hope 1 may-be allowed to 
explain. | am sure I did not Know when. the 
subject was referred. . The first knowledge I had | 
of it-was when the bill was reported. Tam not 
here ‘when every subject is referred, and, of 
course, I cannot know all that is before the com- 
riittees, “Why; sir, frequently matters are re- 
ferred to the committee of which Tam a member 
—thé Committee on Finance—that do not come 
within its jurisdiction; and we generally ask to 
be discharged from their consideration, and to 
have them sent to the proper committee. 

(Mrt WELLER. I do not, know what right 
thé Senator from Virginia has to assume that the 
Senate have committed a mistake in sending these 
matters to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
take it for granted that those Senators on whose 
motion these subjects were referred, knew what 
they were about; and they desired that the com- 
mittee should take jurisdiction of those particular 
cases,’ Sir; there was a vote of the Senate; and 
Task:the Senator from Virginia whether he con- 
aidors it respectful, after the Senate have referred 
a subject to a standing committee, to recommit 
jt, and’ thus to reverse the decision which they 
have previously made? 

The Senate gave to the Committee on Military 
Affairs jurisdiction over the works embraced in 
this bill} and asked from us a report on the sub- 
ject, We have made a report, and now the 
Senator from Virginia complains that it is a vio- 
lation of the established usage of this body. We 
have fully discharged our duty by presenting this 
report. We should have taken jurisdiction of all 
the fortifications, if we had received such instruc- 
tions from this body, but we were only required 
to report in these cases. “We have fully dis- 
charged thisduty, and the Senate can make what- 
ever disposition they choose of our report. 

‘Now, in regard’to California, l wish to suy that, 
because of the great distance of that point, we 
never get the appropriations which are made by 
Congress till several months after the law is 
pee If this bill were to be passed now, and 

become a law at once, it would be found that, | 
under the practice of the Departments, it would 
be dificult to get the funds there before the first 
of June of this year. if the fortification appro- | 

riations should be delayed, as usual, until late 
in the summer, it will be utterly impossible to 
carry on those works at Fort Point and Alcatraz 
Island this year. There are, therefore, reasons 
which apply to California that, in my judgment, 
do not apply with the same force to Florida, 
because of our distance from California, and the 
time that must necessarily be consumed in trans- 
mitting the funds there after the bill shall be 
passed. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the opposition to | 


this bill now scems to be a mere matter of etiquette 
as to the powers of the various committecs. I 
have not heard one word said against the propri- 
ety of the appropriations contained in this bill, 
or the propriety of applying them. at the places 
where they are proposed to be applied. The bill | 
is opposed, merely on a point of etiquette. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia proposes | 
to recommit the bill to the Committce on Military 
Affairs, and thereby to delay the. commencement 
of fortifications which are of the utmost import- 
ance to the defense of my State; and he attempts 
to console us by saying, that even if we shouid 
pass this bill now, the House of Representatives 
would not take it up. Sir, let us see whether 
they will do so or not. No one, not even the 
chairman of the Commitice on Finance, has said 
that these appropriations ought not to be made. 
He has asked us to recommitthe bill to the Com-.| 
mittee on Military Affairs; and in order to recon- 
cile us to that course, he tells us that the House 
of Representatives would delay this bill, and that 
we should accomplish our object sooner by wait- 
ing for the general fortification appropriation bill, 
How do we know that that bill will be presented 
within any reasonable period? Why should we 
wait for its presentation? 


WELLER. Mr. President, there ‘would '|| 


So far as the appropriations for Texas which 
are contained in this bill are concerned, they are | 


| is everywhere else. $ 
fortifications spoken of by the Senator from Texas 


for new. works entirely, and are, therefore, ac- 


| cording to every Senator who has spoken, prop- 


erly within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs. One of them is for a fortifica- 


| tion for the defense of a city almost in the ocean, 


entirely exposed. We have been talking very 
largely about a war with Great Britain; several 


very important.speeches have been made on that | 


subject; but while we are talking of war, is it 
not proper to. put ourselves in a condition to be 
prepared for it? It is absolutely necessary that 
we should be at work fortifying the position to 
which J allude, for it. is, perhaps, the most ex- 
posed point on the coast of the United States. 
Under these circumstances, I can see no mis- 


chief that can result from our passing this bill | 


now. If.the House of Representatives choose 
to refuse to pass it, let them do so, but at any 
rate let'us perform our duty. If there be some 
objection to including in this bill appropriations 
for old works, why not strike them out, and let 
the appropriations be made for new works? At 
any rate, what is the necessity for referring the 
bill again to the committee? : 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I would say, 
in reply to the Senator from California, [Mr. 


| Wexier,] that I certainly meant no disrespect 


to the Senate when E supposed they must have 
referred, as we know is often the case, without 


| much reflection, matters to the Committee on 


Military Affairs which he himself will admit are 
usually referred to another committee. I said 
that I supposed a departure from so old a practice 
must have been inadvertent, and I only presumed 
it would be proper to do what, within my knowl- 
edge, is vary often done when such mistakes are 
made—correct them. It is for the Senate to de- 
termine that point. If they think no mistake has 
been committed, they will consider the billat once. 


| They had a right to refer this matter to any com- 


mittee they chose. They could have referred it 
to the Committee on Patents, if they had chosen; 
they have the power. I have only presented it 
as a question of propriety. 

But, Mr. President, there is something more 
than amere rule involved in this. The old maxim, 
that ‘ equality is equity,” is as good here as it 
i have no doubt that the 


are necessary, and Ishall vote for them; but there 
may be other new fortifications equally necessary; 
and, if so, it would seem to be proper that they 
should all come in together. 
old works. Gentlemen are much more willing to 
vote for an appropriation for a fortification in a 
particular place, if they believe equal justice has 
been, or will be, done over the whole country, 
than if they suppose there is to be partial or spe- 
cial legislation. ior that reason, and because I 
could see no practical inconvenience that was 
likely to arise—I do notsay it is not possible none 


| can arise—from following the old rule, [suggested 


the propriety of doing so. Why, sir, how long 
would it take the Committee on Military Affairs 
to prepare and report a bill containing the neces- 
sary appropriations for new fortifications ? How 
long would that course delay my friend from 
Texas? i believe buta short time. If that were 
done, I have no doubt the bill would go through 
the Senate without opposition. Itis the fear that, 
if we consider this policy by piecc-meal, our legis- 
lation may be partial, that no doubt has occa- 
sioned some of the opposition to this bill. 
myself, as [ said before, {am willing to vote ap- 
propriations for this purpose. I only suggest 


! that they ought to be made in a different mode. 


Mr. RUSK. The coast of Virginia is now 
pretty well fortified in comparison with others; 
but not a single dollar has been expended for the 
fortification of the coast of Texas, which is quite 
as much exposed. ‘That is the equal justice of 
which the Senator speaks ! 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on re- 
committing the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Does the Senator from Virginia propose 
to recommit it with instructions? 

Mr. HUNTER. My motion is to reeommit 
with instructions to report such new works of 
fortifications as the committee think necessary 
for the defense of the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, On that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I simply 


Soin regard to the | 


For | 


| desire to say that I find, in the estimates submitted 
| from the War Department for new works, in ad- 
| dition to those already included in this bill, one at 
| New Bedford harbor, Massachusetts; another at 
| Sandy Hook, New Jersey; and another at Ship 
| Island, Mississippi. There are, therefore, three 
| new works recommended by the War Depart- 
i ment which are not included in this bill. 
i The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 28, nays 10;.as follows: 
| YRAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Brodhead, But- 
ler, Clay, Collamer, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamitin, Harlan, Hunter, James, 
Jones of Lowa, Pearce, Seward, Slidell, Sunmer, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, and Wade—28. 
NAYS—Me < Alien, Houston, Johnson, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Weiler, and Yulee—10, 
; So the bill was recommitted with the instruc- 
tions proposed by Mr. HUNTER. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


The PRESIDENT. The unfinished business 
tof yesterday is the motion to refer to the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Relations the message of the 
President of the United States communicativg 
the letter of Lord John Russell in regard to the 
treaty of April 19, 1850. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I stated yes- 
terday, as the Senate is well aware, that the hon- 
orable Scnator from Delaware [Mr. Crayton] 
desires to be heard on that subject; and I have a 
few words to say of it myself, which I prefer not 
to say until I can obtain a sight of the corre- 
spondence in relation to the violation of our neu- 
trality laws. I desire, therefore, to move that 
the subject be postponed until some day next 
week—{ will name ‘Thursday—and be made the 
special order for that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, on the motion 
of the Senator from Florida, the Senate yesterday 
agrecd that the bill reported by him from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to amend the act 
entitled ** An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” should be made the special order for 
Wednesday of next week. I move to reconsider 
that vorc; and, if it be reconsidered, I desire that 
the bill shall remain on the Calendar without being 
made the special order for any particular day. 
My reason for making the motion is, that the 
report of the committee in this case is a very long 
one—covering nearly fifty pages; and, from what 
I have seen of it, there are a great many facts not 
contained in it which it is absolutely necessary 
should be before the Senate prior to taking final 
action upon the subject. I desire, myself, at the 
proper time, to introduce a resolution which I 
will now read, merely for the information of the 
Senate: : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
nd he’ is hereby, requested to procure and lay betore the 
Senate, the cause or causes specifically set forth by the 
: members of the late naval board, for which the several oft- 
cers of the Navy who have complained or asked for 3 
from this body have been removed or otherwise d 
to the end that the Senate may judge whether the action of 
| the said board was in conformity with the act of February 
i ce 855, entitled “ An act to promote the efficiency of the 
| Navy? 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] some 
| time since offered a resolution, which was adopt- 
ed, calling upon the Secretary of the Navy for 
the report of the board. We have reccived his 
answer, in which he tells us that no report was 
made by the board. It is very important, in one 
view of the subject, that we should know whether 
any of the action of the board was outside of its 
| jurisdiction. 

|` Early in the session it was insisted by the 
i friends of the board that they should not be 
| attacked, on the ground that we had not the ne- 


j 


|. cessary information, but that it would be fur- 


i nished to us by the report of the Committee on 
! Naval Affairs. That report has been made; and, 
| from the slight examination which I have given 
| to it, it seems to me that it gives us no informa- 
| tion whatever on the main question which has 
| been argued for three or four weeks before the 
| Senate. I must insist, and I believe such is the 
| general view of the Senate, that before final action 

we shall have all the necessary information, to 
the end that we may know whether the law has 
i been really properly executed, or whether the 
[board have transcended their powers. That 


| point is very important for us, before deciding 
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whether or not to pass the bill reported by the 
committee. 

The bill of the committee and their report seem 
to proceed on the sole idea that whatis done must 
be affirmed, and must be considered as legal. That 
proposition I deny. It is one of very grave im- 
portance, It involves important principles. We 
lave heretofore relied on the committee. They 
have made a very voluminous report, or rather 
an argument to sustain the board, for it is not 
much of a report in any other respect. Now, I 
desire to obtain the necessary information before 
acting on the bill of the committee. I think it will 
not delay our final action to postpone the consid- 
eration of that bill until we shall have received 
the information which is necessary to enable us 
to form a proper judgment upon the subject-mat- 
ter. That bill will not be allowed to pass until 


it shall have been sifted to the bottom, and thor- | 


oughly examined. It cannot be allowed to be 
hurried through. We have already suffered a 
great deal from that course. We do not wish to 
actin the dark; I think we have had enough of 
that. * 

For these reasons I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was made the special order 
for next Wednesday. Ï have a personal reason— 
the necessity of being absent from the city—on 
which, however, I do not choose to put this re- 
quest, when there are so many obvious public 
considerations calling for the course which I sug- 

est. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the reason 
given for the reconsideration is, I understand, 
that there will not be time between this and next 
Wednesday to read the report submitted by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and to get the inform- 
ation which is sought for by the resolution which 
has just been read. The report submitted by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs is printed, and Tsup- 
pose it will be laid on our tables to-day. The hon- 


orable Senator from Georgia is in possession of | 


a copy of it, which 1 gave him a short time ago, 
and I suppose every Senator will have it in his 

ossession to-day. Jt will require, perhaps, an 

our and twenty minutes to read that report, and 
therefore there can surely be no necessity for de- 
Jaying peyond next Wednesday the consideration 
of the bill on that ground. 

If, however, the ground be that the information 
sought for by the Senator from Georgia is neces- 
sary, Í can show that that is insufficient. If he 


expects to get an official report from the naval | 


board, I can tell him there is none to be made. 
The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
states that each member of the board kept a mem- 
orandum of their grounds of action in every in- 
dividual case; but they were not required by law 
to.submit any report to the Department, and none 
was submitted. Ifthe Senator wants the inform- 
ation from the officers themsclves—if he wants 
to bring into the Senate the notes which they kept 
for thet own private government, he can try that 
question at any time; and if the Senate will insist 
on having those notes, they can be obtained be- 
fore Wednesday next. 

Now, sir, I submit that the early consideration 
of the bill reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs is essential to the true interests of the 
Navy. The committee desire to have the ques- 
tion settled It is important that those officers 


who are afloat, with the advanced commissions | 


which they have reccived, should understand 
whether they are to retain them, or whether they 
are to go back to the old state of things. I sub- 
mit that the question is a very important one, and 
I cannot see that any reason whatever has yet 
been stated why it should be postponed beyond 
next Wednesday. If any good reason can be 
given for the postponement, I shall cheerfully 
submit. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has not the committee had 
two months to make a report? And now the 
Senator offers the opponents of his policy seven 
days for its consideration? Does he regard that 
as a fair opportunity? 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask the honorable 
Senator from Georgia what points are to be in- 
vestigated beyond those which I have mentioned? 
Is there any other information to be elucidated, 
which will throw light on the subject? 

Mr. "TOOMBS. The Senator handed me the 
report a short time since, and I do not think I 
have had the one hour and twenty minutes which 


| he has graciously allowed for its consideration. 
| E desire to read what the committee have shown. 
| so that I may know what information is neces- 
sary to be obtained from other sources. I want 
; all the information that can be obtained, before 
there is definite action by the Senate. I think it 
is remarkable that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, after taking two months to 
i prepare a report, and then presenting it only after 
eing pressed a good deal in some quarters, 
should wish to drive the Senate to the consider- 
ation of this extensive subject in seven days. 


Mr. MALLORY. So far from the Committee 


make a report, they have actually closed their 
labors before Senators have ceased to present 
petitions from officers retired or dropped in con- 
sequence of the action of the late board. Those 
petitions are being submitted daily. The Naval 


in, but have presented their report before their 
presentation has ceased. If there be not time 

etween this and Wednesday next to consider the 
report, I should myself cheerfully move to post- 


tainly think that a report which, as | have said, 
can be read in one hour and twenty minutes, can 
| be fully considered by Wednesdaynext. If, how- 
ever, the Senate think otherwise, { shall cheerfully 
| submit. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lam sure I never knew the 
Senate to refuse to postpone the consideration of 
a special order on any ground of convenience as- 
signed by a gentleman who desired an opportunity 
to understand the subject. I think we lose time 
by debating such a question, for I am sure the 
j Senate will reconsider the vote. I trust we shall 
| have the question. 
| ‘Phe motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
| the bill was read a second time, and placed upon 
| the Calendar. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, on Monday 
Jast, when the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] was addressing the Senate on the 
Kansas question, I interposed, and made a state- 
ment in regard to the profession of Mr. Hutch- 
| inson, whom he named. I spoke from recollection 


to the name of the person of whom I did speak. 
I had scarcely left the Senate Chamber before I 
perceived that I had been in error in the statement 
which I made in regard to Mr. Hutchinson. The 
person of whom the Senator spoke was a gentle- 
man of that name of whom I had no knowledge, 
and with whom J had no acquaintance; but I was 
referring to another gentleman. It appears, as 


there are two persons of the same name. 

I should not have troubicd the Senate with this 
statement but for the fact, that I called on the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, and made the 
same explanation to him; and, atmy request, he 
has stricken out of his remarks all those passages 
which related to the controversy between us on 
| that point; but that being the subject of some 
embarrassment to the honorable Senator, without 
an explanation here, I have risen in justice to 
him to correct the misrepresentation. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as 


consideration of the bill (S. No. 118) yesterday 


making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States, for the 
year ending June 30, 1857, and for other pur- 
poses. 

It provides for the appropriation of the follow- 


year ending June 30, 1857: 
| For invalid pensions under the various acts, 
$503,300. 


$113,600. 


ruary 2, and July 29, 1848, and the second sec 
; tion of the act of February 3, 1853, $460,000. 

| For pensions to widows and orphans under the 
act of July 21, 1848, and the first section of the 
act of February 3, 1853, $204,000. 

, For half-pay pensions to widews and orphans, 


a 


on Naval Affairs having taken two months to į 


Committee did not wait for all of them to come ji 


| pone its consideration beyond that day; but I cer- | 


at the moment, and under confusion with regard į 


the honorable Senator said on that occasion, that li 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to thei 


reported by him from the Committee on Finance, |, 


ing sums, for the payment of pensions for the į! 


For revolutionary pensions under the acts of |: 
March 18, 1818, May 15, 1828, and Junc 7, 18382, | 


i” For pensions to widows under the acts of Feb- `; 
i 


acts of January 29, 1813,-and:April 16,. 1816, 
$38,047 07. ; ee ee 
For invalid pensions under:the det of April 23, 
1800, $30,000. PRE 

For pensions to widows and orphans under the 
act of August 11, 1847, $110,000. i coat 

It also proposes to repeal the provisions .con- 
tained in the acts of May 15, 1828, June 7, 1832, 
and August 11, 1848, which make permanent 
and indefinite appropriations of money to pay the 
pensions therein granted. This repeal is to take 
effect from and after June 30, 1856; and hereafter 
annual estimates are to be submitted for appro- 
priations from’ year to year to accomplish the 
| objects of those acts. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill state that this bill is 
strictly according to estimate. The only innova- 
tion is in changing permanent and indefinite àp- 
propriations into specific ones, at the request of 
the Department, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AVENUES IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. RROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- - 
| sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commitice on the. District of Cotum- 
bia be instructed to inquire and report to the Senate, what 
|} jurisdiction the Congress of the United States has over the 
avenues of the city of Washington ; whether said-avenues 
have been obstructed ; and, if so, by whom ordered, aud for 
what purpose ; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

A message in writing, of an executive character, 
was received. from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wunsren, his Secretary. j 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and, aftersome time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, February 27, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry ©. Dean. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SPECIALCOMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The Speaker appointed the following special 
committee, to which was referred the bill to pro- 
vide for railroad and telegraphic communication 
between the Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean, 
and for other purposes, introduced in the House, 
i, on Thursday last, by Mr. Denver, viz: Messrs, 
James W. Denver, of California; James H. 
| Woopvworrn, of Illinois; Geoner S. Houston, 


; of Alabama; Ricnarp Morr, of Ohio; Danrex 
| WeLLs, of Wisconsin; Zeperian Kipwewr, of 
|i Virginia; Josnua H. Jewerr, of Kentucky; 
(| Anprew Z. McCarry, of New York; LEMUEL 
|| D. Evans, of Texas; Enwm G. Ruane, of North 
{| Carolina; Jony M. Woop, of Maine; James J. 
ii Lixptey, óf Missouri; and Joun Č. Kune x, of 
i Pennsylvania. 

| INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
| tee of Ways and Means, reported a bill making ap- 
i propriations for the current and contingent ex- 
i 

| 

| 


; penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
i| the year ending June 30, 1857; which was read a 
first and second time by ite title, referred to the 
; Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
‘| Union, and ordered to be printed. 
i COMMUNICATIONS REFERRED. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam directed by the Com- 
‘| mittee of Ways and Means to ask that that com- 
‘mittee be relieved from action on some papers 
i sent to it from the State Department, relative toa 
' claim of Charles L. Denman, United States con- 
sul at Acapulco; and that the papers on the sub- 
: ject be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
; It was so ordered. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I am also directed by the 
same committee to request that it he relieved from 
action on a communication sent to it from: the 
State Department, transmitting a sealed package 
from Mr. Philip Geisse, United States consul at 
<: Nuremburg, and that the papers be referred to the 
|| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
i| HE was so ordered, 
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i o iyo BOOKS- FOR. TERRITORIES. 

“My. BERNHISEL; by unanimous consent, 
introduced the two following resolutions; which 
weré severally read, considered, and agreed to: 

; Resolved, That the Committee on Territories pe instructed 
to-inquire.into the expediency of providing for the purchase 
‘of books for the territorial libraries of Minnesota, Oregon, 
New Mexico, Utah, Washington, Kansas, and Nebraska, 
‘by appropriating: 8500 for each of said Territories, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary. of the Interior; 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise., 
ARMS: FOR NEW MEXICO AND UTAH. 

* “Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instructed 
40. inquire into the-expediency of providing for the delivery 
at, Santa Fé, in the Territory of New Mexico, and at Great 
Salt Lake City, in the Territory of Utah, of arms to which 
‘the said Territories are entitied under the law of 1808, as 
amended by the seventh section of “ An act making appro- 
«priations for the support of the Army, for the year ending 
‘the 30th of. June, 1856, and for other purposes ;” approved 
March: 3, 1855; and that said committee report by bill or 
‘otherwise. ` 4 


"BILLS BEFORE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


..Mr..WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to introduce 
“the following resolution: 

Resowed,. That the Court of Claims be requested to re- 
turn to this House’the bill (H. R. No. 729) “to confirm 
-to.certain persons therein named their titles to certain lots 
àn Práicie du Chien, Wisconsin,” together with the accom- 
panying papers, the said hi not being a claim under a con- 
tract, or requiring an appropriation of money. 

‘Mr. ORR. I do not like to object to the prop- 
‘ovition of the gentleman from Wisconsin. I sup- 

ose that, if the papers are improperly before the 
‘Court of Claims, they would send them back to 
the Clerk of this House without any resolution. 
T would like to have an explanation about the 
‘matter.’ 
"Mr. HAVEN. If gentlemen will allow me to 
say onc word, I may, perhaps, set themright. I 
‘have undertaken to see what condition these things 
were in when papers get before the Court of 
‘Claims; Twill say to gentlemen that I have talked 
with the chief justice of that court, and he in- 

- formed me that papers which have been referred 

from this House there, and which may be desired 
back by the House, or any of its members, on 
„behalf of the parties interested, would be delivered, 
without any resolution of the House, on applica- 
tion of an individual member. That information 
may save some gentlemen inconvenience. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York, whether papers can be 
“obtained by merely asking for them? 

Mr. HAVEN. So the chief justice informed 


me. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. And no action of the 
House is required? 

Mr. HAVEN. It requires no action of the 
House; but an application by any. member of the 
Elouse on behalf of the parties interested. On 
such application papers will be returned, Such 
is my understanding from Judge Gilchrist. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then I withdraw the 
resolution. 

RAILROAD IRON DUTY. 


Mr. READY. TI ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, merely for the 
„purpose of reference, to remit and refund the 
“duty on imported railroad iron. 
“Mr.GROW. I object, and call for 
order of business. 
REGULAR ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of, busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Has the 
Committee on Commerce been called ? 
The SPEAKER. It was called yesterday. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. Iask leave to take up 


the regular 


a bill from the Speaker’s table, merely for the 
| 


purpose of reference. 
Objection was made. 


Mr. ORR. ‘The business on the Speaker’s | 


_table will be reached in an hour. i 

INJURY TO REAL ESTATE IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. BARBOUR. I am directed by the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary to report back the papers 

in the case of Charles Wilkes and others, and to 

offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the petition of Charles Wilkes and others, 
owners of real estate on North Capitol street, for damages 
occasioned by excavations, &c., together with the uecom- 
panying papers, be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is that a recom- 
mendation to refer to the Court of Claims? 


tion over it. I donot want to give it that jurisdic- 


ground for this claim—no contract, no claim—and 


The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. JONES. Well, I hope that will not be 
done, because that will give to that court jurisdic- | 


tion; for, in my opinion, these etitioners have no 
contract and no claim upon this Government for 
the grading of that street. 


. Mr. CLINGMAN. If the gentleman will allow |; 


me, I will make.a suggestion. If there be no | 


Yt be referred to that court, the court will simply 


report that there is no law authorizing it. ‘| 
Mr. JONES.. The law expressly gives the 


Court of Claims jurisdiction of all subjects re- | 
ferred to it by the House. The mere reference | 
gives them jurisdiction. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly; but the gen- 
tleman will see by their report that there is no | 
foundation for the claim. 

Mr. JONES. Then, sir, let us dispose of it 
here, and let the petitioners present their claim to j 
the court as an original one. I think, from the 
investigation which I have made of it, that there 
are no merits in it; and I do not wish—so far as 
I am concerned—to give the Court of Claims | 
jurisdiction of this case. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to hear from my 
friend from Indiana on my right [Mr, Barsour] 
in relation to this matter. If there is any par- 
ticular reason for this reference to the Court 
of Claims, it ought to go there at once; and in 
any event, I do not think there is any impro- 
pricty init, But, if I understand the rule that 
court has laid down for itself upon questions of | 
this kind, it goes to this extent, and no further: į 
whatever matter is referred to that court, whether 
it relates to violation of contract, or to depart- | 
mental decision, or to cases referred to it by either 
House of Congress, whatever it is, when it comes | 
to take cognizance of the matter and consider it, | 
it simply looks into this question of the legal | 
and equitable rights of the claimant; it determines į 
whether, if the case were brought as an action at į 
law against the United States as an individual, 
the party could recover on strictly legal princi- 


i 
i 


ples. If he could, they report in favor of the || 


claimant. If not, they report against him. Has | 
the Judiciary Committee in this case determined 
there is a logal claim? And, sir, the court goes | 
further. It inquires whether—considering the 
Government as an individual—if a bill were filed 
against it in a court of equity, relief would be 
granted upon strictly equitable principles. If so, 
then the court reports in favor of the claimant. 
If not, it reports against him. If I understand : 
this case, if we refer to the Court of Claims, they 
will simply examine it in reference to these ques- 
tions, and it will come back to us with their report 


that it does not come within either class of cases || 
where a court of law or a court of equity could 


give relief; and the House will again have the 
matter to consider, if the claimant gets any relief. 
I would submit, therefore, that cases like this had | 
better not be sent to the Court of Claims unless | 
there is some special reason for it. Unless they 
are embraced within the two classes of cases I; 
have mentioned, it will do no good to send them 
there, and I would suggest that they had better ' 
notgo. If, however, on the contrary, gentlemen 
here really think that the claimant in this case has 
a claim which could be maintained, cither at law 


or in equity, as against an individual, if the Gov- |: 
in | 


ernment were such, then there is propricty in | 
referring it to the Court of Claims, although Í am | 
apprehensive that it will be found no such claim 
exists in this case. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to ask why this | 
claimant cannotgo directly to the Court of Claims į 
without the necessity of any action whatever upon ; 
the part of the House? If the case belongs there, 
the claimant can present: his case directly to the 
Court of Claims; and if he has a good, substan- į 
tial claim against the Government, that court will, į 
as acourtof equity, render judgment in his favor, i 


to be made. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. It seems to me that, if the 


House understood this ease as it appears, prima |j 


| 
facie, by the papers presented, there would be | 
no objection to the adoption of the report of the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. It appears that the | 
claimant owned property upon one of the streets | 
i 

| 


The petitioner thereupon improved his property in | 


i the erection of valuable buildings, the worth of 


which was, as is alleged, very much depreciated 
by the subsequent. cutting down and. regrading 
of the street opposite these buildings. . This re- 
| grading of the street was done by the corporation, 
| under the authority of this Government, and, as 
is charged, to the very great damage of his prop- 
erty; and for this injury the claimant prays. that 
he may be indemnified. As soon as the matter 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
they examined the matter, and came to the con- 
clusion that it related solely to a matter of dam- 
ages, which should be investigated, and the testi- 
mony of witnesses taken. They thought that it 
should be referred to some tribunal clothed with 
power to do this, and thus determine the extent of 
the damages incurred by the claimant. Itappear- 
ing upon the face of the papers, prima facie, that 
damages have been sustained. Ifthe Government 
has caused the damages, it should indemnify the 
claimant. They have therefore reported that the 
ease be referred to the Court of Claims, who will 
take testimony as to the amount of damages sus- 
tained, if damages have been sustained at all, and 
report the facts to the House. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Iwish to mquire ofthe gentle- 
man from New York, whether or not the Com- 
mitiee on the Judiciary have examined into this 
contract? I recollect that, during the last Con- 
gress, similar memorials to_this were referred to 
another committee of this House. They reported 
them back to the House with a recommendation 
that they be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with instructions to inquire whether 
| there was any violation of contract or not. Now, 

Ido not understand that the Committee on the 
Judiciary have inquired into the question of law 
in this case at all. I think they should settle the 
legal question as to whether there was any viola- 
tion of contract before they report the matter to 
the House. : 

Mr. WAKEMAN. There is no contract in 
the case; it is a claim for damages founded upon 


a tort. 

Mr. CRAIGE. It seems to me that this ques- 
tion ought not to be referred to the Court ofClaims, 
for the purpose of taking testimony; for the mere 
reference will, I understand, give them jurisdic- 
tion over the matter. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. The simple question to 
| be ascertained is, whether this party has been 
| damnified by the improper action of the Govern- 
ment? It is nota matter of contract. There is 
no allegation that any contract has been violated. 
It is an action of tort. It is a violation of the 
rights of an individual by the Government in cut- 
ting down the grade of this street, reviously 
established. That, is the question to be decided 
by the court. It is to take testimony and ascer- 
tain whether any damnification. had taken place. 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] 
says none has taken place. Well, sir, the court 
will examine as to the facts, and if, upon inves- 
tigation, they find such to be the case, they will 
report against the claim. It is to ascertain this 
i fact, to settle this question, that I think the mat- 
| ter should be referred to the Court of Claims, and 
l 
| 


I hope it will be so referred. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to inquire of the 
Speaker, what will be the effect of the previous 
j question upon this resolution ? I simply want to 
terminate this debate. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. The effect of the previous 


jį question will be to bring the House to a direct 


vote upon the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
whole matter on the table; and ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered.’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. 


I ask the unanimous con- 


: ii sent of the House to make a remark of not ex- 
and report it to the House for the appropriation i 


ceeding ten words. 

| Mr. JONES. Debate isnot in order. 

| Mr. SIMMONS. This is a case, Mr. Speaker, 
i where the law of New York, whatever it may be 
in other States, would give this mana remedy, 
| Do not table it, but let him go to the Court of 
| Claims and have a hearing. We ought not to 


|| decide the question without giving him a hear- 
in this city which had been regulated and graded. |; 


ing. Í 
The question wsa taken on the motion to lay 
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on the table; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 56, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS-— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, Carlile, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Henry Wintcr Davis, Day, Etheridge, Faulkner, ‘Thomas 
3, D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Thomas L. Harris, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Leiter, Leteher, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Smith Miller, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Stewart, Talbott, 
Thurston, Todd, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 
—56. 

WNAYS—Messrs. Barbour, Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Broom, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Chafiee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cumback, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Granger, Grow, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Meacham, Millson, 
. Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Pike, Porter, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sandidge, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stranahan, Swope, Taylor, Thorington, Trafton, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bihu 
B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—82. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, reported a bill to granta homestead of one 
hundred and sixty acres of the public land to 
actual settlers; which was read a first and second 
by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. ` 

WITHDRAWAL OF A MEMORIAL. 

On motion by Mr. GREENWOOD, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the memorial of Professor Wor- 
cester, asking the action of Congress on the subject of edu- 
eating the Indians of California. 


On motion by Mr. BENSON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of the 
Rappahannock river Agricultural and Mechanical Society, 
praying that Lieutenant Matthew F. Maury’s system of 
meteorological observations be extended to the land for the 
benefit of agriculture; and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

JOHN S. PENDLETON. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
John S. Pendleton; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with theaccompanying || 
report, ordered to be printed. 


TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN OF 1846. i 

Mr. PENNINGTON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to provide for 
carrying into effect the first article of the treaty 
between the United States and her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, of the 15th day of June, 1846; which 
was read afirstand second time by its title, referred i 
to the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


THE CLAY TON-BULWER TREATY—=CALLFOR 
CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. lam instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report to the | 
House the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the House so much of the correspondence between | 
the Governinent of the United States and that of Great | 
Britain, touching the Clayton-Bulwer convention, not here- 
tore communicated, as he shall deem not incompatible 
with the publie interest. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution be 
adopted. The House is aware that the Senate 
have already requested the President to commu- 
nicate the correspondence between the two Gov- | 
ernments in regard to the violation of our neu- 
trality laws. We need, therefore, only the cor- |; 
respondence called for by this resolution, to put 
the House and the country in possession of all the 
correspondence throwing light on the present con- 
troversy between the two Governments. 

The resolution was adopted. 

STATE GOVERNMENT FOR OREGON. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, to which.was referred a bill to enable the |, 
people of Oregon Territory to form a constitution | 
and State government, and for the admission of | 


the committee propose to make a report upon, 


| troduced a bill to regulate elections in the District 


it 
! by the House as a special order. 


such State into the Union, reported the same 
back with an amendment. 

The bill and amendment. were referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS AND NEBRASKA. 


Mr. GROW also, from the same committee, 
to which had been referred petitions in respect to 
the late occurrences in Kansas, reported a bill to 
amend, and supplementary to, anactcntitled “An 
act to organize the Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas;”? which was read a firstand second time 
by its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GROW, also, from the same committee, 
by the instruction of a majority thereof, reported 
a bill to annul certain acts of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Kansas, and to secure 
to the citizens of said Territory their rights and 
privileges; which was read a first and second time į 
by its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories has, I think, some petitions 
to send up. 

Mr. GROW. There are some petitions which 


but they are not ready. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the report 
which the gentleman has made was based upon 
those petitions. 

Mr. GROW. Ifthe gentleman wishes the peti- 
tions upon which the report was made, I will į 
send them up. 

The SPEAKER, having finished the call of 
committees, announced that resolutions were in 
order from the State of Maine. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to withdraw certain papers from the | 
files of the House, in relation to the claim of | 
Apollos Cooper, for the purpose of reference in | 
the Senate. I desire to say, in connection with 
this request, that part of the papers in this case 
have found their way into the House and part into 
the Senate. I wish to have them all presented to 
one body. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In this connection] wish to 
have a point of practice settled. Thad this morn- 
ing the same thing to do which the gentleman 
from Illinois now asks permission todo. I desire 
to know whether I have the right, under the rule, 
to withdraw papers from the files, and refer them | 
to a committee? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am informed by the Clerk 
that there is no rule under which papers may be 
withdrawn, with a view to refer them to the 
Senate. 

TbsSPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
it is%ompetent, under the rules, for members to 
withdraw papers from the files of the House, for 
the purpose of reference to a committee of the 
House. 

No objection being made, the order asked for 
by Mr. ALLEN was granted. 


ELECTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. MEACHAM, by unanimous consent, in- | 


of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 


REVISION OF RULES. i 
Mr. PERRY. [offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker, to whom shalt be referred the rules of the House, 
and who shall have leave to report at any time such 
amendment and revision of the same as they shail think | 
proper; and such report, when made, shall be considered 


Mr. STEPHENS. How did that resolution 
get in? 
> The SPEAKER. Under the call of the States 
for resolutions. 

Mr. STEPHENS. All motions to amend the | 
rules lic over one day, I believe. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Itis nota motion 
to amend the rules, but to appoint a committee : 
to take charge of the subject of amendment of the | 
rules. ; 


Mi. STEPHENS. I have no objection at all i| 


to the raising of a committee, but the part of the 
resolution authorizing the committee to report- at 
any time certainly proposes to confer upon them 
a power which is not given to them under the 
rules of the House. . ay 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I object: to discussion, 
unless it is to be general, because I regard thisas - 
a very important resolution. ; ie bey 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the resolution is in order. : a 
Mr. STEPHENS. Irise to a point of- order. 
That portion of the resolution which authorizes 
this committee, when raised, to report at any 
time, does vary the rules of the House; and to 
that extent I raise a question of order upon the 


resolution. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution also proposes 
to make the report a special order, which can only 
be done by a suspension of the rules. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the resolution to that extent is not strictly in order, 
under the rules. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ifthe gentleman will modify 
it in that respect, I will not object to it. 

Mr. PERRY. I will modify the resolution, by 
striking out all that relates to making the report 
of the committee a special order. 

. Mr. STEPHENS. Letthatpartalso bestricken 
out which gives the committee power to report at 
any time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. While the gentlemen are 
modifying the resolution, I wish to suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] and the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Camrze.t,] that they 
should add, in licu of those stricken out, the 
words: 

Provided, That notices to amend the rules may be given 
in the same maamer in which notice of the introduction of 
bills are given. 

Mr; HOUSTON. That will be changing the 
rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The reason Why such an 
amendment is necessary, arises from the fact that 
an amendment of the rules was made by the last 
Congress, upon my motion; which, under the 
construction of your predecessor, Mr. Speaker, 
took away the power to amend the rules, upon 
notice ‘of motion for that purpose. It used to be 
the fashion for gentlemen, when the States were 
called for petitions, to give notice of motions to 
amend the rules and of the introduction of bills. 
The process of calling the States for petitions was 
stricken out upon my motion; and the Speaker 
held, under it, that no mode was provided for 
notices of motions to amend the rules. I desire 
that notices of motions to amend the rules shall 
stand upon the same footing with notices of mo- 
tions to introduce bills. I presume there is no 
objection to that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessec. The present mode 
of giving notice of intention to ask leave to in- 
troduce bills amounts to no notice at all. If we 
agree to allow notices of motions to amend the 
rules to be given in the same manner as notices 
of intention to ask for leave to introduce bills, we 
may as well strike out the rule; because, just be- 
fore the House adjourns, a gentleman may give 
such notice, and the next day he may come in, 
and propose to introduce his bill, without any 
member being apprised of his intention. 

The resolution, as modified, was then read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker, to whom shall be referred the rules of the House, 
and who shali have leave to report at any time such amend- 
ment and revision of the same as they shail think proper. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That modification does 
not obviate the objection made to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, inas- 
much as the resolution gives to the committee 
leave to report at any time, it conflicts with the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. PERRY. I will modify the resolution, so 
as to leave out the part referred to by the Speaker. 

Mr. BOYCE. I prefer that the resolution 


! shoutd not be adopted. The rules are sufficiently 


and if we make any more 


complicated now, € 
will know what they. 


changes in them, we never 


are. 
Mr. PERRY. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and, being 
put, the resolution was agreed to. 
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: WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. - 

: On motion by Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, 
it wasio | : i 

Ordered, That lexve be given to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers in the ease of Ephraim Hunt, for 
the purpose of sending them to the Senate. 

i A KANSAS LEGISLATION. 

“Mr. DUNN. I wish to make a motion to re- 
consider an order of the House. A few minutes 
‘apo ‘there was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union a bill reported 
from the Committee on Territories; annulling, or 
providing for the annuiling, of certain territorial 
aws, as they are called. I call the attention of 
the chairman of that committee to the fact that 

his bill overleaps a primary and very important 
question, TaS 

Mr. BENSON, (interrupting.) I wouldinquire 
whether the morning hour has not expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired sixteen min- 
utes ago. 

“Mr. DUNN, Then I desire my motion to 

reconsider the vote referring the bill indicated 

to :be’entered, if Iam not now allowed to dispose 
of the subject. 

: Mi. GROW.‘ I- hope the gentleman from 
- Indiana will allow me to state that the Committee 

on Territories have his bill under consideration, 
which! contains the various subjects now under 
examination by that committee, and they will 
be ready to dispose of it probably at their next 
meeting, 

Mr.DUNN. Ithink the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania misunderstands me. The bill he proposes 
io report will not remove the present difficulty. 
1 wish to state a simple fact, further: that is, the 
gentleman will, on examination, probably find that 
the bill he has introduced this morning isa virtual 


recognition by his committee of the validity of . 


the Kansas Legislature; and yet we are asked in 
other quarters to repudiate that Legislature alto- 
gether. Iam unwilling to make any such con- 
cession as this bill involves upon that point, until 
the difficulties which I suggested some days ago 
are settled. -Ido not choose to be involved in 
the absurdity of repudiating that Legislature for 
one purpose, and recognizing it for another. It 
was either a competent Legislature to make laws, 
or it wa not. From the examination then and 
since made, of matters already before us in a 
legitimate way, my mind inclines strongly to the 
conclusion that by its own acts, if not those of 
Governor Reeder, its functions were destroyed 
before any of these acts were passed. It will be 
seen, I think, on examination of the act organ- 
izing the territorial government itsclf, if gente- 
men will take the trouble to investigate the subject, 
that the removal from the place designated by 
law for the holding of that Legislative Assembly 
to another place unknown to the law, was an end 
of all legislative power in the Territory. If gentle- 
men will take the trouble to examine that point, 
thoy will wait at least until we have some further 
explanation on the subject before bills are rc- 
ported here virtually recognizing the validity of 
that Legislature. ‘To avoid, therefore, alawk ward 
and embarrassing positions, 1 hope the motion 
referring the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union will be reconsidered, 
and that the bill may go back to the Committee 
on the Territories, or to the Judiciary, to settle 
the question, first, whether these acts emanate 
from a body competent to pass laws. 
THE NATIONAL DEFENSES. 

Mr. ORR. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ORR. Then I move that the House do now 
proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view to 
take up the annual message; and I will state that, 
on to-morrow, I will make a motion to go into 
committee to take up the deficiency bill, in order 
that it may be acted upon promptly, and sent to 
the Senate. P 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will give way for one mo- 
ment, that the House may proceed to the business 
on the Speaker’s table. I desire to havea bill 
taken up and referred. | 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw his motion? 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not. í 

Mr. ORR. Ido not understand from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio what particular matter he pro- 
poses to call up in the committee. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The annual message to- 
day, and the deficiency bill to-morrow. 

Mr. ORR. Does the gentleman propose to 
distribute the message to-day? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Perhaps so. I intend to 
offer the usual resolution. 

Mr. ORR. I was in hopes, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman would have allowed the matter 
which was before the House yesterday to have 
been disposed of before he would have made the 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Quirman] obtained the floor 
yesterday, and desires to be heard this morning. 
Representing the Committce on Military Affairs, 
I think it is a courtesy which is due to him. I 


hope, therefore, that the gentleman from Ohio | 


will waive his motion, at least until this other 
question is disposed of. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi desire particularly to be heard this 
morning? 

Mr. QUITMAN. I desire to speak as to the 
reference of the message. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then, Mr. Speaker, as it 
probably is due to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that he should be heard on that proposition, I 


will withdraw my motion; but I hope the House | 


will at some very early period go into committce, 
go that we may proceed with the regular business. 


The SPEAKER announced the pending ques- ‘| 


tion to be upon Mr. Quirman’s motion to refer 
the message of the President received yesterday 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUITMAN. If Lunderstand the present 
condition of the question, it now stands upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. H. 
MaRsHALL,] to refer the message with the accom- 
panying documents to the Committec of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. That I believe isa 


| motion which takes precedence of the motion to 


refer to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not yesterday 
understand the gentleman from Kentucky to make 
the motion torefer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. He, however, under- 
stands that the motion is entered on the Journal, 
and will consider it as having been made. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I made the suggestion, 
which I supposed amounted to a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the 
motion as having been made, and as the motion 
immediately before the House. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Ihave but little to say on 
this subject, for I believe that the Houscis already 
prepared to come to a favorable determination of 
the matter, and will therefore briefly present te 
points to which I desired to direct the attenyon 
of members. 

I did not make the motion to refer this mes- 


sage to the Committee on Military Affairs for any | 


reason personal to mysclf as a member of that 
committee; but because I believed, and now think 
a majority of the House will concur with me, that 
it is the proper and appropriate committee to take 
charge of the subject. For the purpose of draw- 


| ing the attention of the House to the points in | 


issue, I will read the President’s message, which, 
with the accompanying letter of the Seerctary of 
War, it is proposcd to refer; it is in these words: 
To the House of Representatives : ` h 

T herewith transinit, and recommend to the favorable con- 
sideration of Cong a communication from the Scereta 
of War, asking a special appropriation of 3,000,000 to pr 
pare armaments and ammunition for the fortifications, to 
increase the supply of improved small-arms, and to apply 
recent improvements to arms of old patterns belonging to 
the United States and the several States. 

FRANKLIN PLERCE. 
WASHINGTON, February 26, 1855. 


Here an appropriation is asked for three pur- 
poses, each and every one of which, no member 


of this House will deny, relates to subjects the ; 


consideration of which belongs most appropri- 
ately to the Committee on Miltary Affairs. The 
subjects which gave rise to this message come 
from the War Department. The Secretary, in the 
discharge of his supervisory duties, has thought 
fit to report to the President that, although the 
country is’ in the ordinary state of preparation for 


its defense, with the usual supply of arms and | 


i 
i 
} 
1 


munitions of war in our armories and arsenals, 
yet that the policy heretofore adopted in the prep- 
aration of arms and munitions is found too grad- 
ual and slow to keep pace with the recent im- 
provements which have been made in arms and 
the kind of ammunition required in their use; and 
therefore, to secure an additional degree of effi- 
ciency, he recommends some more vigorous and 
active measures than the gradual and slow move- 
ments towards these objects which the existing 
force in our armories, and. the means heretofore 
employed, will-permit. In this he has done what 
it was his duty to do—what might, even with pro- 
priety, have been done heretofore, even in pro- 
found peace and without anticipation of war. 
Every man in this House knows that in our day, 
with the rapid improvement that is going on in 

the making of fire-arms, and the adaptation of 
| ammunition and loading process to these new in- 
ventions, some more than ordinary movement is 
necessary to keep pace with them in our military ` 
preparations. 

We may learn a lesson from Europe on, this 
subject. he nations at war there, notwithstand- 
ing their old military prejudices, are not slow to 
avail themsclves of these improvements, though 
they may be American inventions. They are 
i| compelled to abandon the old prejudice against 
|| that peculiar American weapon—the rifle. The 
old-style musket has to a great extent been thrown 
aside, and the improved rifle, or grooved gun, 
long known to our hunters, has been adopted 
| as the most efficient weapon of warfare. Our 
i| people have not only excelled all others in its use, 
fat the inventive genius of Americans has car- 
il ried it to its greatest state of improvement. 
|| By transmitting and recommending the sugges- 
tions of the Secretary of War, the President in- 
i| forms us that the estimates heretofore made did 
not cover the expenditures necessary for this 
accelerated preparation now recommended; and, 
i therefore, if Congress shall concur in the sugges- 
tions of the Secretary, he desires the necessary 
appropriation to carry out these changes and 
improvements. The amount required may ap» 
pear large; but it should be remembered that, 
! with even a slight change in the arm, an entire 
new supply, not only of ammunition adapted to 
| it, but accouterments for its use, will be required. 
I give no opinion as to that. It will be time 
enough when we shall conclude that the sugges- 
, tion be adopted. 
| The suggestions of the Secretary of War, then, 
are, in substance, that a more active policy than 
i that heretofore acted on be adopted in bringing 
into use the recent improvements made in fire- 
‘arms and munitions of war; that the force of 
artisans now employed in their manufacture be 
l; increased; and that a full supply of armaments 
for fortifications, ammunition, accoutcrments, and 
military supplies adapted to their use be provided. 
These are all proper subjects of inquiry for the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It strikes me 
that these suggcstionsare, at all times, proper for 
the consideration of Congress. Because we are 
j| at peace, should we not improve our military ser- 
vice? Does the message recommending these 
suggestions necessarily imply that the Executive 
anticipated a state of war? Yet the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. H. MARsHALL,] on yester- 
day, undertook to pronounce this a war message. 
Te secmed to think that it boded impending war 
| with England. . Now, it seems to me that he is 
unnecessarily alarmed at a recommendation that 
we should more rapidly than heretofore avail 
| ourselves of the improvements in the art of war, 
| especially when these inventions have originated 
| i i Is it a cause of 


in the genius of our own people, 
| alarm that we should endeavor not to be behind 
| other nations in applying to our military service 
i inventions which have sprung from American In- 
|! tellect? Sir, I sec in this message, or the accom- 
|i panying letter of the Secretary of War, no allusion 
| to our relations with other Powers. Neither of 
i| these documents breathe a hint that such a state 
l of things is likely to occur. Yet the honorable 
‘| gentleman from Kentucky pronounces it a war 
|| message, and therefore desires to send it to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 
|| I know no more of the sentiments of the Ad- 
| ministration on this subject than may be collected 
| from the public sources which are accessible to 
| the gentleman from Kentucky; but, in my epin- 
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ion, we shall have no war, unless England and 
France, in the expectation of the pacification of 
Europe, are bent upon interference with Ameri- 
can affairs. When they do so, my voice, and I 
trust that of the whole country, will be for war. 
Such interference, however, by arms, I do not 
expect to scc, inasmuch as it would indicate an 
entire change of policy.. The failure of that am- 
bitious Power, Great Britain, to resort to force 
on the annexation of Texas, her failure to inter- 
pose in the war with Mexico, are significant 
events, and lead my mind to the conclusion that, 
whatever may have been her former designs, she 
had determined not to pursue her schemes of con- 
quest or acquisition in America, at the hazard of 
a war with the United States, but rather to turn 
her efforts for national aggrandizement to other 
parts of the world. She may, by diplomacy, by 
intrigue with our neighbors, and by fomenting 
dissensions among ourselves fatal to the harmony 
and repose of these States, attempt to cripple us, 
whom she regards as a great rival Power; but she 
will scarcely venture to provoke actual hostilities 
with the United States. There are ties which 
restrain her with all her pride, and which she can- 
not sever without producing political and social 
convulsion among her own people. Not only do 
many of her subjects sympathize with our liberal 
institutions, but it is estimated that near three 
millions of her citizens are dependent for occu- 
pation and bread upon the cotton with which we 
supply her. I will not say that that great and 
prona Power fears to measure arms with us, but 
British statesmen know full well, that were once 
the military energies of this great people aroused, 
we would exhibit a power in war rarely equaled. 
They have not forgotten the war of 1812; nor 
have they failed to deduce lessons of wisdom from 
the extraordinary successes of our arms in the 
more recent war with Mexico. Inasmuch, then, 
as Ido not believe that war between our own 
country and England will ever arise out of mere 
diplomatic misunderstandings, and can only grow 


out of a change of her policy in regard to the ex- ; 
tension of her dominion on this continent, [shall | 


not expect. it until such change is further indi- 
cated, To return to the subject of discussion. 
If this message, under the view of it taken by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, should be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, will it not go forth to the country as 
the opinion of this House that it was intended 
by the President as a war message, and thus not 
only tend to embarrass our negotiations with 
England, but be also productive of immediate and 
serious injury at home; and all this out of the 
imaginings of gentlemen that a recommendation 


to add to our defenses and adopt better arms than | 


those in use amounts to a declaration of war? 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


recommendation proper? Whathas oceurred since 
the regular annual estimates were laid upon our 


desks, at the opening of the session, to make ne- į 
cessary an additional estimate of $3,000,000, un- | 


less circumstances have transpired which look to 
war? Why the necessity of this extraordinary 
estimate, if there is not something of war con- 
nected with it? 

Mr. QUITMAN. The question is very readily 
answered. Something has occurred, and is oc- 
curring every day, in this progressive world. 
Improvements in fire-arms are being made from 
day to day. There never was a period within 


fifty years in which improvements in arts have | 


so rapidly advanced as now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I would inquire whether 
the Sccretary of War is not now authorized to 
adopt new improvements, and whether he does 


not adopt them without special direction of the | 


House? 

Mr. QUITMAN. 
believe the Secretary is so authorized; but he 
informs you in his letter that he has come to the 
conclusion these changes should be more rapidly 
made than heretofore, There must be a point of 
time for arriving at such conclusion. In this in- 
stance it may have been suggested by the possi- 
bility, even remote, of war, 

The Secretary states that it was not taken into 


consideration in making the annual estimates, It| 


is, theréforc, inferable that the policy suggested in 
the letter arose in his mind subsequently. It was 


I would inquire | 
of the gentleman from Mississippi whether he can } 
inform the House of the occasion rendering this | 


I will reply, frankly, that I. 


natural that it should do so whenevera distant pos- 
sibility of difficulty with any foreign Power arose. 
There is no special reason assigned in the message. 
Had the President desired this appropriation in 
consequence of serious apprehensions of a war, 
I believe he would Have so stated, as I think it 
would have been his duty to have done. The 
gentleman from Ohio knows—as every member 
of this House knows—that both the British and 
American papers commented freely upon the 
possibility of some disturbance of our peaceful 
relations with Great Britain, in consequence of 
the reported interruption of friendly relations be- 
tween the British Minister and Mr. Buchanan. 
Without regarding the issue of war as at all 
probable, I myself, as a member of the Military 
Committee, had determined to inquire into the 
state of our defenses. Some anxicty on this 
subject must have arisen in the mind of every 
person, however indirectly concerned in them. 
It was not that war was even probable, but barely 
possible. 


and France, were in arms, sending their strong 
fleets to the West Indies, furnish abundant cause 
for us to be looking to our military defenses. We 
know that it has even been officially intimated 
that they might be disposed to extend their arro- 
gant superintendence over the affairs of Amcrica. 
Tn all this it seems to me there is sufficient cause 
for the Executive to propose a more rapid ad- 
vance than is otherwise usual in preparing our 
military defenses. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi will permit me, I wil} say that there 
are always, and at all times, possibilities of war. 
The point to which I wish to dircet his attention 
is this: is there any stronger probability now, 
of which he is informed, of a war between this 


country and Great Britain, or any other country, | 


than there was at the time when the annual esti- 
mates were laid upon our tables? It is important 
that we should be informed upon this subject— 
that we should know what has occurred within 


the last ninety days to render it necessary and | 


proper that $3,000,000 should be appropriated 
for the purchase of arms. Now, if he knows of 
any probability—I admit that there is always a 
possibility—of war, let him inform us. 

Mr. QUITMAN, Ihave never been in the 
habit of making any nice distinctions between the 
different grades of probabilities. 1 will say to 


the gentleman from Ohio, that probably there isa į 


little increased possibility, and a little more like- 
lihood of a war, at least if we are to depend on 
common rumor.. What the views of the Admin- 
istration are, I am not informed, nor do I fecl 


authorized to speak in relation to them. But, sir, | 


this message, and the purposes for which it has 


been presented, strike me as so natural, that as a | 


member of this House, and not chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, E should have felt 
it my duty, if the Secretary of War had not pre- 


sented this document, to rise in my place and | 


present similar suggestions. Reasoning thus upon 


the matter, I have expressed my views, and leave | 
to the gentleman himself, and to other members | 


of this Hlouse, to determine for themselves 


whether there is an increased possibility—or I | 
may say probabilily—of war, originating from the | 


circumstances which have reached our car from 
common rumor. I, mysclf, at the same time, 
judging from what has appeared to be the policy 


of England for the last few years, do not believe’ 


that she is disposed to provoke a war with the 
United States. But one of the means to prevent 
hostilities is to put oursclves in a state of readi- 
ness to meet such exigency. 

Denying, then, that there is anything in this 
message which should alarm even the most timid, 
I would have supposed the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. H. Marswatt] to be the 


last man in the House to have any fears, or to | 
have been disturbed by a mere application to the | 2 
| previous question was to come toa vote; but I 
'' withdraw the call. 


House for an appropriation for the purposes set 
forth init. It 1s submitted to the sense of the 


House, whether such an appropriation should be | 
made, or what amount should be supplied for : 


those purposes, A 

It is not necessary, then, in my opinion, that 
this subject should be sent to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. On 
the contrary, I believe such a reference would 


The very prospect of the pacification | 
of Europe, while the two great Powers, England | 


the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
H. Marsuarr,] whom [have been accustomed to 
regard as not nervous, but rather, possessing the 
stern spirit of a warrior, would not be willing to 
encourage. Yet, if this House should adopt his 
reference, for the reasons he offers, such would be 
the effect of this unoffending message. I-hopes 
therefore, it will be sent to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, because the matter presented to . 
this House by the President—the questions of the 
propriety of effecting a more rapid change in the 
kind of arms now in use, the supply of additional 
munitions, ammunition, and accouterments, the 
increase of the force at our armories and arsenals, 
and the kind of changesto be made in our arms— 
belongs most properly to that committee. 

Having thus, Mr. Speaker, attempted to show 
that the subject-matter of this message should not 
be referred to the Committec of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the propriety of 
referring it to the Military Committee, I ‘will 
briefly state the reasons why, in my opinion, it 
should not go to the Committce of Ways and 
Means. That committee, if I understand its 
functions aright, is constituted to determine upon 
the reasonablencss of estimates and proposed 
expenditures made under existing laws, and upon 
the ability of the Treasury to meet them. Their 
functions do not extend to new plans, changes, or 
improvements in any but the financial Depart- 
ment of the Government. Were their duties as ex- 
tensive as is contended by some gentlemen, every 
subject which requires an expenditure of.money, 
constituting nearly all the legislation of Congress, 
would devolve on that committee. Scarcely ‘a 
resolution, a proposition, or a bill is presented 
which does not contemplate some expenditure. 
Every matter of that character, whether affecting 
the naval or military service, the post office and 
post roads, the publie lands, railroads, or pen- 
sions, would, according to this construction, be 
thrown on that committee. It would, almost be 
unnecessary to have any other standing committee. 
The very proposition to refer this matter to that 
committee has led to along debate, in which it 
plainly appears that, under the ideas of the ex- 
tensive powers or duties of that committee, irrele- 
vant subjects have been committed to them, upon 
which, when inquired into, they could not act. 
Iam not familiar with the history of that com- 
mittee in times past, and do not feel disposed, if 
Thad the information, to look back, as some of 
my friends are disposed to do, with too much 
veneration to past precedents, or to dwell too long 
upon that which has been left behind us in our 
career of progress. I belong to that class of men 
who look forward rather than backward. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | have no wish but 
that this matter shall be referred to the proper 
committee; and have only claimed its reference to 
the committee of which [am chairman because I 
believed it the proper place for its consideration. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think the House ‘has 
spent sufficient time in the contest between the 
Committee of Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The objects embraced 
in the message are certainly military, or at least 
relate to military affairs. I believe, thercfore, that 
the Military Cominittee should take the message 
and report to the House on the subject. If it be 
a war message, that, of course, is the committee 
to which it should go. I do not undertake to 
say whether it is a war message or not, nor do Í 
express any opinion atall on its merits. Imyself 
prefer that the Military Committee should take 
the matter and report to the House; and, believing 
that we have consumed time enough on the subject, 
and that the Committee on Military Affairs is 
the appropriate committee, I call for the previous 

ucstions 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task the gentleman from 
Georgia to withdraw the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. My object in moving the 


y: 


Mr. FAULKNER. It is very natural, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House should exhibit some 
ipatience at so protracted a discussion upon the 
mere inquiry as to which of its committees this 


special message of the President should be re- 


ferred. And yet, notwithstanding the extent to 
which your patience has been tested, I trust from 


produce an unnecessary alarm, which I am sure || my past and present relations to the Committee 
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on Military Affairs, and from the fact that I rep- 
resent one of the only two national armories 1 
the country, I shall be pardoned for occupying 
your attention a few moments longer upon the 
tuėstion now under consideration. I do not, sir, 
look upon the message of the President, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. Marsuatt} 
‘geems to do, as sent to usin the present, antici- 
pation of war. I regard it rather m the light of 
a reversal of the past unwise policy of the Gov- 
ernment upon the subject of our national armo- 
andthe manufacture of arms. I have believed 
that the operations of our armories for the last 
four years have been too limited; in other words, 


Thélieve that they have not been stretched to 
that full measure of production which sound 
oli¢y and the interests of the country require. I 
look upon this message as a concession of the 
wisdom of its former policy. It was, I think, in 
1851, that the Secretary of War recommended a 
large reduction of the annual appropriation for 
the manufacture of arms. This recommendation 
was made in opposition to the able and unan- 
Swerable views of the chief of the ordnance 
bureau. It has been persisted in to the present 
moment, Since 1851 the armories have not man- 
ufactured one half the arms which they are capa- 
ble of turning out. As to the armory in my 
district, it has been comparatively idle for the 
Jast twelve months, although that is to beaseribed, 
in a great measure, to the suspension of works 
consequent upon the rejection of the old musket 
and the'preparation of the necessary models and 
machinery for the improved guns. ‘I infer from 
the communication of the Secretary of War ac- 
companying the President’s message, that he has 
reached’ the conclusion, that full employment 
should now be given to the utmost capacity of 
roduction of our national workshops. 

It is no doubt known to the House that the 
Government has discontinued the manufacture of 
the old musket, and has substituted in its place 
the rifled musket with the Maynard lock. ‘These 
Jast are so incomparably superior to the old fire- 
arms, in range and accuracy, in facility and 
quickness of fire, that no Secretary of War would 
dare to place any other in the hands of our troops 
going into battle, We have now in our national 
arsenals Some five or six hundred thousand of 
these imperfect and inefficient arms, worthless, for 
all the purposes of war, in their present condition, 
but capable, by an expenditure of four dollars on 
each gun, of being made equal to the best Minié 
trifle. Sooner or later this alteration of the musket 
must be made. If you take no step beyond the 
existing law, that process will go on_slowly 
gradually each year. ‘The Secretary of War and 
thinks, as the change has to be made, it is more 
cconomical and better to have it done promptly 


and upon a large scale, This is a question for 
the committce to inquire into. The committee 
may differ from his views. They may think the 
slow and gradual process the better. They may 
think he asks too large an appropriation for that 
and the supply of armaments and munitions of 
war for our fortifications. Be it so; they are 
views submitted to the consideration of Congress, 
proper to go to some committee; and the inquiry 
now is, which is the appropriate commiticc? 
Upon this point it is difficult to see how there 
should be ground for any difference of opinion. 
What is the duty of the Committee on Military 
Affairs? As prescribed by your rules, it is to 
take into consideration all matters relating to the 
military establishment and to the public defense. 
What are the recommendations of the special 
message? Are they not matters exclusively re- 
lating to the military establishment and to the 
publicdefense? Are they not to supply your forti- 
fications with ammunition and your soldiers with 
improved guns? What other committee could 
possibly, with any propriety, be charged with 
the inquiry? To a certain extent, the gentleman į 
from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] concede this, 
but they say, inasmuch as an_ appropriation is 
asked for to carry out this military policy, the 
reference should be to the Committce of Ways 
and Means, or at least so divided as to refer all 
that part relating to the public defense to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and the appro-.|| 


priation asked for to the Commit 
and Means. 
{Í cannot see the value of this division of labor. 


ee of Ways | 


I cannot see the force of this view. }j 


| to repress and subduc Indian hostilities. We 
have literally no force at allon our Atlantic coast, 


ia war with England, and in that paper declare 


I do not well see how you can separate the con- 
clusion as to the policy of carrying out the Pres- 
ident’s recommendations; from the sum deemed 
necessary for that purpose. Surely that com- 
mittee, which, after much labor and investigation 
determines the propriety of any measure of policy, 
is as competent to recommend the amount proper 
to carry out that policy as any other committee. 
What magic is there in this Committee of Ways 
and Means, that its approbation should become 
essential to every law appropriating money? By 
the very law of its creation, it has no power to 
embrace in any general appropriation bill an 
item not provided for by some existing law. It 
is not designed, then, to originate new measures 
of policy, but to provide for the preéxisting lia- 
bilities of the Government. The uniform prac- | 
tice of the House, so far as I have observed it, is 
in opposition to the idea that all bills appropri- 
ating money should originate with the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means. When the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions ascertains that an old soldier 
is entitled to his pension, does it simply report 
that fact, and apply to the Committee of Ways 
and Means to make the appropriation? We 
know the contrary. When the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was charged with an inquiry into 
the propriety of constructing the six steam frig- 
ates, did it merely report upon the policy of that 
addition to our Navy, or did it not bring in a bill 
for the appropriation of $3,000,000 for that pur- 
pose? When the expediency of constructing a 
military road is referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, does it simply express its opin- 
ion as to the propriety of constructing such a 
road, or does it not appropriate the amount neces- 
sary to its construction? We know this to be 
the uniform practice of the House, and it is a safe 
and wise practice; for, presuming that all the 
committees are equal in general intelligence and 
character, unquestionably that committee which 
examines a measure in allits minutia and details 
is the best qualified to judge the amount proper 
and necessary to carry it into effect. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have before remarked, I see 
nothing in this special message of the President 
which justifies the idea that it has been sent to 
us in any immediate prospect of war. To con- 
template war as a contingency which may at any 
time occur, and to be prepared for such contin- 
gency, is the duty of every wise and prudent na- 
tion. [f waris in the contemplation of the Exec- 
utive, this certainly is preparing for it, with such 
an antagonist as Great Britain, upon a very 
diminutive scale. It would be like attempting to 
storm Gibraltar with a pocket pistol. And more 
especially am I unable to see how such an im- 
pression could have been made upon the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsuaux,] with the fact 
before himin the communication of the Secretary 
of War, that we were now abundantly supplied 
with men for all the present or prospective neces- 
sities of the country. The whole army is now 
required on our western and southern fronticrs, 


nor, in the’ present condition of Indian hostil- 
ities, could any more be spared than those sta- 
tioned there at this time. Does the gentleman | 
from Kentucky, then, for a moment suppose that 
the minds of the President or Secretary of War 
could in that document have dwelt on the idea of 


that we have at this time an abundance of troops 
for all the purposes required? This itsclf ought 
to be sufficient to satisfy that gentleman that he | 
sounded a most unfounded note of alarm when 
he threw out the idea that the purposes of war | 
were concealed in this message. Papprehend ssir, | 
that when this Administration shall determine | 
to recommend war against any foreign Power, it | 
will not send you a war message in disguise. In- 
direction ‘is not the habit of this Administration. | 
It will, as it has always heretofore done, speak 
boldly and fearlessly to the American people. 
My word for it, President Pierce will never send 
you a war message under the disguise of such |, 
recommendations as appear in this special com- | 
munication. | 

As my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirmay,] | 
who preceded me, expressed his opinion upon | 
the probabilities of a war between England and į 


i 
i 
1 
i 
i 


this country, I will say a word or two on! 
that subject. I speak for myself alone—I give A 


expression to my own individual opinions. J can 
see no sufficient cause for a war between Eng- 
land and the United States. What I mean to say 


! ig, that there is no question now pending between 


the two countries that wise and judicious nego- 
tiation, conducted in a fair and temperate spint, 
may not bring to an amicable termination. “And 
if any war should grow out of the causes of diffi- 
culty now the subject of negotiation between the 
two nations, it can only, in my judgment, result 
from the most bungling diplomacy. I believe 
that the President has a most sincere desire to 


| cultivate peace with all nations, and I have not, 


myself, the slightest apprehension that the pend- 
ing questions will lead to a war with England. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iam much indisposed 
—too much so to be here—but I wish to speak 
in reply to the gentlemen of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, whose remarks place me in a 
false position, and seem to arraign me for an 
attémpt to alarm the country without an occasion 
for it. I will not contend for the floor with the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Carutte,] but I 
shall be content to make my reply to those gen- 
tlemen before this reference is finally disposed of; 
yet, if the gentleman from Virginia will yield to 
me, I can now say all I have to say in a few 
moments. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, [Mr. Quirman,] and the ex- 
chairman (now a distinguished member) of the 
same committee, [Mr. Fautxnen,] both friends 
of this Administration, have, in the most emphatic 
manner, declared their astonishnfent that I should 
have regarded this message of the President in 
any other aspect than that of peace. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I declare that I do not see 
how any one, ignorant of the real views and 
designs of this Administration, can read the 
message and the accompanying documents, with- 
out having the mind forced to the conclusion that 
they are of a warlike character. 

Gentlemen who are behind the scenes may 
readily understand that the Administration does 
not expect to bring its practices up to its procla- 
mations; but the uninitiated, who are not sup- 
posed to know the real programme of the play, 
may be excused when they form a judgment on 
the papers submitted for their consideration. 

Let us look for a moment to the communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War accompanying 
the President’s message. I will read from it his 
own language: i 

“ Tt has been our policy, heretofore, to carry on, gradually 
and slowly, the work of preparation tor military efficiency, 


both offensive and defensive; and in pursuance of this 
policy the estimates of the War Department, from year to 
year, have been limited to the execution of such work only 
as accorded with the ordinary means of our armories and 
arsenals, with but a small. force of operatives in employ- 
ment. ‘I'he regular estimates last submitted to Congress are 
based on these considerations.’? 


It will be observed that these estimates have 
been submitted only at the commencement of 
this Congress. But, sir, somehow ‘‘a change has 
come over the spirit of our dream;’’ something has 
occurred. to induce a change in this policy. Hear 
the honorable Secretary again: 


“In view, however, of the propriety of assuring, at the 
earliest practicable period, military efficiency as regards 
armament and munitions, (we have it abundantly as 
regards men,) it seems proper that more active and vigorous 
measures should now be adopted; that we should increase 
the capacity for production and the force in employment at 
our armories and arsenals; that we should prepare more 
rapidly armaments and ammunition for our fortifications 5 
that we should increase our supplies of improved smal- 
arms by the manufacture of new ones, and by the alteration 
of those of past dates of fabrication, including both the 
United States and State arms; and that we should provide 
ample supplies of ammunition, accouterments, and imple- 
ments for the immediate and most efficient use of the 
whole.” 


It is well understood, Mr. Speaker, that states- 
men who write State papers weigh their words 
well; and, therefore, when the chief of the War 
Department submits a recommendation to the 
President for a change in the policy heretofore 


| pursued in preparing the country for a time of 


war—when he revites that policy, and, antitheti- 
cally, talks of “the propriety of assuring, at the 
earliest practicable period, military efficiency as 
regards armaments and munitions,” and of pro- 
viding “ more rapidly armaments and ammunition 
for our fortifications,” and ‘‘ accouterments, am- 
munition, and implements for the immediate and 
most efficient use of the whole,” and the President 
indorses this recommendation to the Representa- 


gà 


‘ 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


525 


tives of the American people with the declaration 
that he wantsa special and extraordinary appro- 
priation of $3,000,000, in order to the reversal of 
the old policy and the installation of the new 

olicy of Government, I respectfully submit that 
it should not appear strange if the Representatives 
conclude, from the face of the papers, that the 
message looks towards war, and strikes upon the 
ear as the early note of preparation. 

How does the President propose to apply the 
money he asks for? The gentlemen say it will 
be applied to the improvement of fire-arms. That 
is not the answer of the document before the 
House. It answers that it is wanted “ to prepare 
more rapidly armaments and ammunition for our 
fortifications.” 

Mr. QUITMAN. Doesit not state that there 
is a sufficient supply of ordinary munitions; bùt 
that the object is to adapt them to recent improve- 
ments? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The words of the Secre- 
tary’s letter are these: 

“ Weshould prepare more rapidly armaments and ammu- 
nition for our fortfications; that we should increase our sup- 
plies of improved fire-arms by the manufacture of new ones, 
and by the alteration of those of past dates of fabrication, 
including both the United States and State arms; and that 
we should provide ample supplies of ammunition, accouter- 
ments, and implemenis, FOR THE IMMEDIATE AND MOST 
EFFICIENT USE OF THE WILOLE.”” 


Mr. QUITMAN. By what just precedes what 
the gentleman has read we are informed that 
there is now on hand the ordinary supply of these 
arms. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Allow me to make a state- 
ment of facts. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield fora question— 
nothing else. I do not yield the floor for a state- 
ment; for, if f understand the decision of the Chair 
under the rule, when I yield for a statement I 
yield altogether. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to ask a question 
founded upon a fact. The gentleman knows that 
it has been the policy of this Government for 
many years back to accumulate at the national 
armories and arsenals a large quantity of arms. 
They now amount to between five and six hun- 
dred thousand. It has been ascertained by experi- 
ments which have been made with the newly- 
invented guns, that the old ones are entirely 
inefficient in comparison. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman is not 
asking me a question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Well, I ask the gentleman 
what he would do in the emergency? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The emergency! What 
emergency? I thought all was peace. But the 
honorable gentleman leaks out the fact that an 
emergency 1s supposed to exist. Now, itis be- 
cause they admit an emergency to have arisen, 
that I do not comprehend their astonishment at 
my remark, that this message and this letter from 
the War Department are notes of preparation for 
an impending difficulty somewhere. Are we then 
in any emergency? Are we to understand thata 


crisis has come in the affairs of this country, | 


either at home or abroad, which induces members 
of the Committee on Military Affairs to declare 
that the Executive finds himself in “an emer- 
gency,” such as to require this call upon us for 
three millions of money to be placed at his dis- 
cretion, to bring the country, at the earliest prac- 
ticable period, to a higher degree of military effi- 
ciency than at present exists? If so, then I say, 
without hesitation, that the House should resolve 
itself at@Sice into a committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ascertain what the 
emergency 1s, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave explained what I 
meant by the term emergency. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
rose mercly to repel the arraignment of me by the 
gentlemen of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
for needlessly alarming the country by talking of 
this message as a war message. I rose to show 
that, whatever may be the condition of my nerves, 


there is enough on the face of these documents to | 


have arrested the attention of any legislator who, 
like myself, knows what the calamitics of war 
are, 
suggested an expression of his surprise that I 
should have been the first to speak here of alarm 
at the idea of war. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say, in reply to this, 
that there is no man upon this foor whose native 


I will let that pass. I 


‘The honorable chairman of Military Affairs | 


benevolence and kindness of heart, high sense of 
honor, and humanity, would shrink more readily 
from the idea of war than the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. 
Quirman.] He would meet war as a dire ne- 
cessity, and always a calamity—justifiable only 
when waged to protect national honor. He would 
go forth to its call, as he has gone heretofore, 
fearlessly, gallantly, gloriously; and he would 
come out of it, if at all, with new and greener 


laurels around his brow than those he wears now | 


so modestly, yet so worthily. But, sir, I know 
him too well not to know that he, like myself, 
turns away with repugnance from the suggestion 
of war. Sir, 1am proud to say I am afraid of 
war—I do not like to hear it lightly talked about. 


I suppose it must be undertaken somtimes, and | 


then it should be met calmly and conducted ener- 
getically; but itis not the subject for light national 
chit-chat, and we ought never to have in this 
country any fillibustering about our readiness for 
war. Our chief Exccutive should never sound a 
war note, if it may be avoided with propriety. 1 
am unwilling to hear it, or to appear to be preparing 
Jor war, by rapid movements in arming fortifica- 
tions, collecting supplies of ammunition, accou- 
terments and implements, unless some occasion 
has in fact arisen to justify and demand such a 
course of action. y 

I did not speak yesterday in an accusing spirit 
in regard to this matter, and I do not now speak 
with any idea of denouncing anybody. I do not 
know what has occurred; I do not know whether 
the President, indeed, wants three millions to alter 
the locks and bores of a parcel of old guns, so as 
to fit them for percussion caps and conical balls, 
or whether he wants it to run cannon out of the 
embrasures of our forts,so as to make a show of 
readiness and a high state of efficiency, or for 
some other equally useful purpose. I thought it 
most probable, yesterday, the message portended 
astorm ahead of us; but the assurances of gentle- 
men who occupy near relations upon the part of 
this House to the Department of War and the 
Executive have, to a great degree, removed the 
apprehension. The gentleman from Virginia 
talks about the improvements in small-arms as 
evinced during the war in the Crimea. Does he 
suppose that, by any proper economy, the old 
Harper’s Ferry or Springfield muskets, which 
have been distributed to the States, can be changed 
to the efficiency of the Minié rifle? If I under- 
stand the matter aright, it is proposed to recall 
the arms from the States, and then to alter them 
by adapting them to the new improvement, by 
regrooving their bores and changing their locks 
from flint to percussion Jocks. Gentlemen inti- 


mate that these improvements of the oldarms can ; 
Tam not | 
prepared to dispute the point, were I so inclined; | 
but why was not this idea submitted with a rec- } 


be so made, and economically made. 


ommendation to adopt it, when the Secretary of 
War and chief of the ordnance corps made their 
annual reports? If gentlemen are right in their 
assurances that this message has no legitimate 
reading as a war document, and that it was not 
suggested to change our policy because of any 
proximate probability of difficulty with any for- 
eign Power, then Iam only the more surprised 
that the change was not suggested by the ordnance 
and engineers, and some estimates of cost pre- 
pared to enlighten us as to the judiciousness of 
the proposed changes when the President first 
sent in his annual message with departmental 
reports. 

ut, sir, my object has been accomplished in 
calling attention to the character of this recom- 
mendation. So far from uselessly alarming the 
country, it will have served to prevent alarm, 
when it shall go abroad from this Hall, upon the 
high authority of the present chairman and former 


chairman of Military Affairs, that war is nat to be ; 
„apprehended, and that any apparent difficulties | l i r : 
i | what is usual and customary in such éases, is the 


in our foreign relations may be settled by wise 
and peaceful diplomacy. The country will rejoice 
to hear that the President and Secretary of War 
only want to mend up our old guns, and to put 
our armories into a little more active operation; 
but with an expectation of continued peace. And, 


under this view of the matter, I have no care |! 


where you send the message, or to what commit- 
tee it may be referred. 

I will add, however, that if we are not in any 
danger of a rupture with Great Britain, or other 


i: foreign Power, I see no sound reason for the de- 
; parture from the old policy of gradually preparing . 
the means of military efficiency. Talk of rapidly 
arming our fortifications! "Why, sir, itis a curi- 
ous fact in the history of our fortifications that, 
notwithstanding the number we have commenced 
and partially built, we have not yet finished-a 
single one. The President will not find. me back- 
ward in voting supplies for the substantial de- 
fenses of the country, North or South, East or 
West. Present to me a case in which my judg- 
ment shall be convinced of the policy or propriet 
of adding to our means of defense, even wit 
greater rapidity than heretofore, and I am ready 
to vote the money from the Treasury to accom- 
plish the purpose. I am willing to girdle our 
coast with eficient military fortifications, at what- 
ever cost, if there is a propricty in spending the 
public money for the purpose faster than it has 
heretofore been appropriated. 

Will the President come here and say that he 
wants money out of the Treasury for the purpose 
of sending supplies of ammunition to the Pacific 
coast, in order that we may defend our Pacific 
borders; or that he wants to * take time by the 
forelock” before the navy of Great Britain stops 
the passage across the Isthmus? Then I will 
vote the money. What! want from the Admin- 
istration is fair sailing, open sailing, perfect con- 
fidence between us, as legislators, and the Pres- 
ident. Ifthe Executive sees any cloud in the 
horizon, let him tell it to us in language that is 
notto be misunderstood If the President believes. 
that, from the condition of our foreign relations, 
we are approximating a crisis that may he-re- 
solved into a war, let him send that word here, 
(confidentially, if he prefers to do so,) and I do 
not doubt the patriotism of the Representatives 
of the people will provide amply for the real 
wants of our country. 

Mr. KUNKEL. “As this, Mr: Speaker, is a 
military question, on which most of the military 
gentlemen of the House have addressed the Chair, 
it is just possible that the House may desire to 
hear from the Committee on the Militia. Now, 
that committee is composed of a number of able 
and experienced military men; and, as neither 
the Committee of Ways and Means, nor the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, can agree as to the 
disposition of this communication, I have an idea 
that, by way of compromise, and because the 
Committee on the Militia have but little to do, 
and are exceedingly well-versed on these subjects, 
it should be referred to them. 

But seriously, Mr. Speaker, I cannot agree with 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. H. Marswauy.} I must take that commu- 
nication from what appears upon its ‘face. It is 
a communication from the War Department, sug- 
gesting that certain improvements in firc-arms, 
and certain other matters, are of importance. to 
strengthen that arm of the public service, and that 
some money is required for the purpose. Now, 
without looking at the question of the probability 
or possibility of war, or without raising an issue 
with the Administration on any such question as 
that, but acting on the maxim, “in time of peace 
j prepare for war,” I think that this message should 
receive the usual reference, and be acted on in the 
usual way. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, what I rose to speak 
about is this: Consuming two days in the discus- 
sion of this matter, we have advanced no further 
than we were on its introduction. The question 
is a question of reference. Now, three questions 
arise upon the communication: First, the policy of 
the improvement suggested; second, the amount 
of money necessary to effect it; and, third, whether 
this House will appropriate $3,000,000 for the pur- 
pose. The first and sccond questions are, be- 
| yond all controversy, questions for the Committee 
on Military Affairs. This, sir, it seems to me, 
without having any particular acquaintance with 


i proper reference for it: First, to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; and, when they shall have 


Í . 
|| disposed of these two questions, and reported 
| back to the House, letit then go to the Committee 
| of Ways and Means, and then to the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. I call for 


~ 


i) the previous question. 
The question was seconded; and the main ques- 

|i tion ordered to be put. : 

| The question was first taken on the motion of 


Mr. EE. MARSHALL, to refer the President’s mes- 


sage to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


6f the Union: and the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Quitman’s mo- 
tion, to refer it to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ‘order it to be printed; which motion 
was agreed: to. : 

* Mr. QUITMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
‘by which the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and also moved to lay 
the motion. to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. TA 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, I now move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. : 

: The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Penninerton in the chair.) 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S ‘MESSAGE. 
~The CHAIRMAN stated-that the business 
first in order was the annual message of the 
President of the United States. 


Mr.. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

1.. Resolved, ‘That so much of the annual message of the 
President of the United States to the two Houses of Con- 
gréss, at the present session, as relates to our foreign affairs, 
together with the accompanying correspondence in relation 
thereto; to the attempt which the exigencies of the war in 
which Great Britain is engaged with Russia induced her 
to make to draw recruits from the United States; to sur- 

-‘veying and establishing the boundary line which divides 
the Territory of Washington from the contiguous British 
possessions; to the extinguishment of the possessory rights 
of the Hudson’s Bay Company and of the Puget’s Sound 
‘Agricultural Company—be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Afairs. . 

2, Resolved, That so much of the said message and ac- 
companying documents as relates to further appropriations 
for the service of another season of the commission for de- 
termining the rights of fishing in the mouths of rivers on the 
coasts of the United States and the British North American 
provinces ; to the reccipts and expenditures of the Treasury ; 
to the condition of the same; to the public debt and its re- 
payment. :to the fiscal business of the Government ; to the 
early revision and reduction of the tariff of duties on im- 
ports—be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

3. Resolved, "hat so much of the said message and ac- 
companying documents as relates to the insertion by public 
officers of false entries on their books of record or account, 
or to make false returns; and also requiring them, on the 
‘termination of their service, to deliver to their successors 
all books, records, and objects of a public natare in their 
custody-—be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4. Resolved, That so much of the said message and ac- 
companying documents as relates to the Army of the United 
States ; to the making provision by a retired list for disabled 
officers; of increased compensation to the officers retained 
on the list for active duty ; fora partial reorganization of the 
Army ; of hostilities on the part of the Indian tribes in the 
‘Territories of Oregon and Washington—be referred to the 

. Committee on Military Affairs. 

5, Resolved, Thatso much of the said message and accam- 
panying documents as relates to the Navy of the United 
States, and toa gradual and systematic inercase of the same, 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

6, Resolved, ‘That so much ot the said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to the Post Office Department, 
its operation and condition, be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

7. Resolved, Uhat so much of the said message and accom- 
nanying documents as relates to the public lands, theirsale, 
focation with military serip, or land warrants, taken up 
under grants for roads, selections as swamp lands by States, 
and survey, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

8. Resolved, 'Mhat so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to the District of Columbia 
be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

9. Resolved, That so much of said m > and accon- 
panying documents as relates to the Perritorias be referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr.GROW. Does the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means propose to ask fora 
vote upon these resolutions now ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course. I desire to 
have them acted upon as soon as possible. It 
will be observed that we have been in scssion 


sage; I hope, therefore, the committee will con- 
sent to the immediate passage of these resolutions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think these resolutions 
ought to be printed before they are acted on, so 
that gentlemen can compare them with the mes- 
sage. It is impossible for members to know, from 
hearing the resolutions read, whether the dis- 
tribution proposed is a proper one. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They have been very care- 
fully prepared. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Į do not question that the gen- 
tleman has bestowed great care on them; but other 
gentlemen may wish to compare them with the 
message itself. There might be differences of 
opinion as to the proper references. I do not de- 
sire to delay action, but I think these resolutions 
ought to be printed before we are called upon to 
act on them. 

Mr. GROW. ‘Then, if the resolutions are not 
to be adopted now, if the gentleman from Alabama 
wishes to have them printed, I claim the floor. £ 
desire to speak upon the message of the Presi- 
dent; but itis late in the day, and I should like 
the committee to rise. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose the res- 
olutions will be printed in the Globe of to-mor- 
row as a part of this day’s proceedings. The 
committee cannot order them to be printed. 

Mr. GROW. Idid not propose it. 

Mr. JONES. ‘The gentleman will see them 
in the Globe, and can propose any amendment he 
desires before they are finally acted on. 

Mr. GROW. 1 have no amendment to pro- 

ose. I desire to speak upon the message of the 

resident; and as the gentleman from Alabama 
wished to sec the resolutions printed, I suggested 
that the committee should now rise, and then he 
can see them in to-morrow’s Globe. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia desires to discuss the President’s message, 
and does notdesire to proceed this evening, I will 
move that the committee do now rise, if he will 
yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. GROW. Iyield for that purpose. 

Mr.ORR. The gentleman will, then, be enti- 
tled to the floor when we go into committee again. 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. JONES. Unless the gentleman wishes to 
make a speech in reference to these resolutions 
themselves, I think we might as well adopt them 
now as at any other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
gentlemen that the motion that the committee rise 
is not debatable. Does the gentleman from South 
Carolina persist in his motion? 

Mr. ORR. I made the motion for the accom- 
modation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
If he wishes to go on with his remarks, of course 
I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GROW. lam very much obliged to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, but I prefer not 
to go on with my remarks now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the committee will 
rise and report the resolutions to the House. 
We can then go back into committee, and proceed 
to consider the special message. 

Mr. GROW. I certainly have no objection to 
that, with the understanding that I shall have the 
floor when we go back into committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iinsist upon my motion, 
then, that the committee risc and report the reso- 
lutions to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that he will not be 
entitled to the floor if the House go into com- 
mittee upon another subject. 

Mr. GROW. Then,I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] will 
be adopted. 
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Mr. GROW. The Chair assigned the floor to 
me. I yielded only to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, to move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands; 
but no debate is in order, unless the gentleman 
from South Carolina withdraws his motion. 

Mr. ORR. I have not withdrawn my motion. 
The debate that has been going on between dif- 
ferent gentlemen ‘upon all sides of the Hall has 
gone on by general consent, in order that we 
might understand oneanother. I supposed there 
was no objection to it. 

Mr. JONES. I merely wish to make one re- 
It is true, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] says, that the President’s 


| annual message has on former occasions been 


under discussion for weeks before it has. been re- 
ferred to the standing committees. of the House. 
But the President’s annual message which is now 
before us is so sound ın principle and wise in its 
recommendations, as to command the universal 
respect and approbation of the committee; and 
consequently they do not wish to make any 
speeches upon it, but are willing that it should be 
referred without debate. [Great laughter.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Orr’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
LL tart reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the annual message of the President of the 
United States, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. WALKER moved thatthe House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
a quarter to three o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 28, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, for the pur- 
pose of enabling several of the standing commit- 
tees to bring up their business I move that, when 
the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

Somo of the committees have business to trans- 
act, for which one day ofthe week isnot sufficient: 
the adoption of my motion will give them further 
time for the consideration of committee business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of examining clerks in the bounty land depart- 
ment of the pension bureau, praying for an in- 
crease of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of Sam- 
uel A. Lowe, praying for compensation for ser- 
vices in copying and superintending the printing 
of the laws of Kansas, under the direction of the 
Legislative Assembly; which was referred to the 
Committee on- Territories. 

Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of sun- 
dry officers of the custom-house in Charleston, 
South Carolina, praying for an increase of ;c 
pensation; which was referred to the Con 
on Finance. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Commander Robert Ritchie, who has been placed 


| on the reserved list in consequence of the action 


of the late naval board, praying to be restored to 


now three months, without the transaction of any 
business whatever; and it isa matter of some im- 
portance-that some of the subjects treated of in 
the message should be referred, so that the com- 


Mr. ORR. Iam not very sure that the course | 
proposed to be pursued by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CampseLr] is a right and proper one. 
mittees may have them under consideration. It is certainly very unusual for the committee, at 

Mr. GROW. If that be the object of the Com- || its first sitting, to parcel out the President’s an- } 
mittee of Ways and Means, | will certainly || nual message among the standing committees, I 


his former position in the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, it is my duty 
| to present to the Senate the memorial of George 
C. Read, a captain in the Navy, and I shall ask 
its reference to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 


throw no obstacle in the way of facilitating the 
business of the House. I believe that the Kansas 


message comes up immediately aftcr this is dis- | 


posed of; and with the understanding that I can 
have the floor upon that, I will now yield it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, The discussion likely to 
take place in the committee may perhaps be 
more appropriate to the special message In refer- 
enee to Kansas affairs than to the annual mes- 


‘have known that document to.be discussed in 


committee for two months before it was referred 


to the committees. I have nothing tosay, myself, | 
upon the subject, but it is not usual to dispose of | 


the matter in this summary manner. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairdesires to know 


| if there is any motion before the committee? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; my motion is 
before it. ` 


This officer, Mr. President, is a constituent of 
mine, and justly and properly claims my special 
consideration ina matter which he believes greatly 
concerns his personal honor; and I must ask the 
indulgence of the Senate whilst I submit a very few 
remarks in reference to the career and character 
of this officer, and the purpose of his memorial. 

It is quite evident on the face of the memorial 
that the feelings of Captain Read have been sorely 


wounded by the action of the naval board in 
placing his name on the reserved list. He alleges 
that no sufficient reason can be assigned for this 
decision; that his deportment as an officer and 
a gentleman could not have furnished this reason; 
and on these points he invitesand defies the closest 
scratiny. Although sixty-nine years of age, he 
is not left the poor consolation to believe that his 
fate was determined by any fixed rule as to age, 
for gentlemen older than himself had beenretained 
as officers in the active service; nor can the reason 
be found in supposed bodily infirmity, for it is too 
manifest that he is capable of enduring greater 
physical labor than one half the members of 
the naval board, who have adjudged themselves 
efficient and worthy of promotion. With these 
impressions he appeals to Congress to redress his 
wrongs by restoring him to the active service of 
his country, and to the line of promotion in a ser- 
vice to which he has devoted his energies and his 
ambition. 

A glance at the history of this offieer, and the 
facts of his case, Mr. President, has served to 
convince me that he is one of the most meritorious 
of the many officers who have appealed to the 
Senate for relief from the decision of the late 
retiring board. Quite confident I am, sir, that he 
has been a gallant officer—one who has cheerfully, 
in season and out of season, obeyed the call of his 
country, and performed bravely and faithfully 
every duty assigned to him during a long and 
useful career, 

As early as the year 1804, in the capacity of a 
midshipman, he served on board the frigate Con- 
stitution, then in the Mediterranean, attached to 
the squadron of Commodore Barron. He re- 
mained on board the Constitution during the time 
that vessel was employed in blockading the port 
of Tripoli. In 1809 he was promoted to a licu- 
tenancy, and placed on board the frigate Presi- 
dent; butin 1812 he was again restored to the 
Constitution, his favorite vessel, then commanded 
by Captain Hull. He was on board that vessel 
during its memorable chase and escape from five 
ships of the enemy, an incident which excited 
much interest in the early part of the late war 
with Great Britain. He afterwards participated 
in the terrible struggle between the Constitution 
and the British frigate Guerriere, which resulted 
in the capture of the latter; as he also, at a sub- 
sequent period, had an honorable part in the cap- 
ture of the enemy’s ship Macedonian. For his 
gallant conduct in these battles, he was presented 
with a medal by Congress, as were his fellow- 
officers. Ata subsequent date—long afterwards, 
indeed—the merchants of New York city gave 
him a token of their respect and appreciation in 
the shape of an elegant and valuable sword. 

In the course of his carcer, Captain Read has, 
at different times, been the commander of a brig, 
a sloop, a frigate, and two squadrons, and has 
twice been appointed to the command of the navy- 
yard and station at Philadelphia, the duties of 
each of which stations he discharged with ability. 

I have deemed it just and proper to say what 
I have just uttered touching the character and 
career of a faithful officer; and whilst I cannot 
butadmire his sensitiveness on that point, I would 
not be understood as concurring entirely in the 
impression so manifestly entertained by that gen- 
tleman, that the naval board, by placing his name 
on the reserved list, has cast reproach upon his 
good name as an officer. Such is not my version 
of their action, Such, surely, was not ihe inten- 
tion of Congress, or the naval board, or the Presi- 
dent. The purpose was far otherwise. It was 
intended that veteran officers, like Stewart, and 
Read, and others, who had served their country 
so faithfully and brilliantly to the fuil age allotted 
to man, should be honorably relieved from active 
service, and be ever after cherished by their coun- 
try. For one, sir, I could not tolerate, for a mo- 
ment, a law or a policy which, in its practical 
workings, would cast the slightest'shade over the 
reputation of these gallant men; but the law organ- 
izing the late naval retiring board was not designed 
to do this—its very letter forbids the conclusion— 
nor do I think it can have that effect. Such will 
not be the impression left on the public mind in 
our day, or be the testimony of history. This new 
feature in the organization of the Navy, so faras 
it applies to those to whom I have referred, is at 
most but a recognition of the laws of our fallible 
nature, and the inevitable influences of time upon 


the physical system, whilst, at the same time, | 
manifesting the affection and care of the country 
for her faithful servants. Itis but the voice of the 
country to those veterans who have served her so 
long and so willingly, saying, “ Well done, good 
and faithful servants! You have filled the measure 
of your country’s glory.! Your own honor is 
complete, and ambition can find no résting-place 
above your station. . You have given the dew of 
your youth, the vigor of your manhood, and the 


henceforth you are to be cherished as her jewels; 
and the story of your deeds of daring in her de- 
fense, of your chivalrous bearing in battle, of 
your fidelity, patriotism, and pure honor, is the 
rich legacy she may hereafter claim.” But that is 
all. The Government, by her act, means only to | 
say, that, whilst she may avail herself of the wis- 
dom of these veterans, she is not likely in the 
future, come what may, to be selfish enough or | 
crucl enough to command their silvered locks and 
enfecbled limbs to the battle scene, in defense of | 
the young and vigorous. i 
But, Mr. President, I have already extended | 


may, possibly, sir, at some future day, when the 
bill reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
shall be under consideration, express my views | 
on the whole subject of this naval reform, and the" 
influence it is likely to have upon the character of | 
that arm of the pablis service. | 
The memorial was referred to the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs. ' 


Mr. FISH. I am requested to present the me- | 
morial of underwriters of the city of New York, | 
l 
j 
| 


asking that the name of Commander Thomas R. ! 
Gedney may be removed from the furlough to the 
leave-of-absence list. The Committee on Naval | 
Aifairs having reported fully on the whole sub- | 
ject, I presume they will really have no juris- | 
| diction over the application in this case; and I | 
therefore ask that the petition be laid on the 
table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
1 


DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 
Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of the Legis- | 


lature of Alabama, in favor of abolishing the duty | 
on railroad iron, or allowing a credit of six years | 


and laid down from 1850 to 1864; and he moved | 


and referred to the Committee on Finance. | 


The memorial was read. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, this is a 
memorial from a highly respectable source, and 
| contains an elaborate argument on avery import- | 
jant subject. I think the argument presented in i 
the memorial contains some very erroneous views 
on this subject. The motion, I understand, is to 
print the memorial and refer it to the Committee 
on Finance. I have no objection to the printing 
of this memorial, as such is the practice of the 
Senate; but I rise for the purpose of asking that 
the motion to refer may be postponed until this i 
day week, as I desire to examine the argument | 
presented in the memorial, and I may have a} 
word or two to say in reply on the motion to | 
| 
f 
i 


refer. 


the consideration of the motion to refer to the | 
Committee on Finance was postponed until | 
Thursday next. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. i 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to move that the | 
petition and papers of Peter Grover be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committec on Claims. 
I deem it my duty to state that this is a petition | 
upon which an adverse report was made at some | 
past period,—I do not know exactly when, but , 
not long ago; but as I wish to present additional 
testimony derived from papers taken from the 
files of the other House, I ask the Senate that | 
the papers may be taken from the files and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, to whom was recommitted a bill | 
making appropristions for certain fortifications 
in Florida, Texas, and California, with certain in- : 


| tions, a bill making appropriations for certain new | 


wisdom of age, to the service of the nation, and | 


| for the payment of duties upon all rails imported | 


that the resolutions be read, ordered to be printed, |! 


The memorial was ordered to be printed, and || 


structions, reported, in pursuance of thoseinstruc- || 
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a first time, and 


fortifications; which was: read 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. RUSK, from. the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, who were, by a resolution 
of the Senate, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of allowing a correction of a post-route 
bill in Georgia, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of the South western and Muscogee Railroad 
Company; which was read a first time, and or- 
dered to a second reading. ‘ : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to present a report from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, in relation to 
the claim of Lewis Ralston. They report, that 
the claim arises under the sixteenth section of the 
Cherokee treaty of New Echota, and is a proper 
subject for adjudication by the Court of Claims. 
The committee, therefore, asks to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it. be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Hall 


| Neilson, reported a joint resolution for his relief; 


{ | which was read a first time and ordered to a sec- 
these remarks beyond what I had intended. F|} 


ond reading. He also submitted a report on the 


| subject; which was ordered to be printed. 


CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I submit the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy procure and lay 
before the Senate, the chargé or charges, cause or causes, 
(specifically set forth by the members of the late naval board,) 
for which the several officers of the Navy were removed or 
disrated, who have applied to this body for redress against 
the alleged injustice of the board, tothe end thatthe Senate 
may judge whether or not the action of said board was in 
conformity to the act passed 28th February, 1855, entitled 
“An act to promote the efficiency of the Navy.” 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate furnish the 
Seeretary of the Navy with a list of the memorialists who 
have memorialized this body on the subject. 


Those are resolutions which simply call for 
information from the Secretary of the Navy in 
those cases where it is demanded by these officers, 
as to the causes of their removal. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to make a single sugges- 
tion. The last resolution refers to those who 
have presented memorials. There is one officer 
(whom I have in my mind) who has not presented 


| amemorial himself, butin whose behalf memorials 


have been presented. 1 wish thatit may be so 
amended as to include those in whose behalf me- 
morials have been presented. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I agree to that. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I would, ask whether the 
resolution embraces the cases of the memorials 
which shall hercafter be presented to the Senate? 

Mr. TOOMBS. It does not. 

Mr. SEWARD. T hope it may be amended 
in that respect. I have some memorials yet to 
present. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill accept the amendments 
suggested, so that the resolution will read; ‘a 
list of the memorialists who have presented, or 
may hereafter present, memorials to the Senate. ’” 

Mr. MASON, Task that the resolutions may 
be read, as modified. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy procure and 
lay before the Senate the charge or charges, cause or causes, 
(specifically set forth by the members of the late naval 
board,) for which the several officers of the Navy were re- 
moved or disrated, who have applied or may apply, or in 
whose behalf applications may have been presented, to the 
Senate for redress against the alleged injustice of this board, 
to the end that the Senate may judge whether or not the 
action of said board a conformity to the act passed 


| the 28th of February 1855, entitled “ An act to promote the 


efficiency of the Navy.” 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate furnish the 
Secretary of the Navy with a list of the memorialists who 
have memorialized, or may memorialize, this body on the 
subject. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope the Senate will not 
consider these resolutions to-day. We have al- 
ready made a call of a somewhat similar character. 

The PRESIDENT. As objection is made, of 
course the resolutions will lie over. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT PLYMOUTH. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 


|| tion; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
{| sent, and agreed to: 


£ 

Resolved, 'That the Committce on Commerce be directed 
to consider the expedicuey of providing jor the erection of 
a building at Plymouth, in Massachusetts, for the accom- 
modation of the custom-house and post office. 


DENMARK SOUND DUES. 
Mr. SUMNER. I submit the following reso-~ 
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lution, which concerns a very important question, 
and which I give notice I shall call up to-morrow: 
Resolved, That the Committee on, Foreign Relations be 
directed to consider the expediency of some act of legisla- 
tion, having the concurrence of both Houses of Congress, 
by: which the treaty with Denmark, regulating the payment į 
of sound dues, may bè effectively abrogated, in conformity 
With the requirements of the Constitution, under which 
every treaty is a partof “the supreme law of the land,” 
andin conformity with the practice of the Government in 
sucli cases; and especially to consider if such legislation 


-be not necessary forthwith, in, order. to supply a defect in 
the notice of the purpose of the United States to abrogate 
the said treaty, which the President has undertaken to give 
to Denmark, without the authority of an act of Congtess, 
andin. disregard of the function of the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives, in the abrogation of all existing laws. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


ECA ‘message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Srey Wessrer, Esq., 
his Secretary, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 25th instant, the 
correspondence which ‘has taken place between 
this Government and that of Great Britain in 
regard to: the enlistment of soldiers within the 
United States, by the agents and officers of the 
latter, for the British army. 

. Mr. MASON. ‘The papers communicated are 
the correspondence ard documents called for by 
the late resolution of the Senate, in reference to 
the matters pending between this Governmentand 
“hat of Great Britain. They are not very volu- 
minous. It is known that the country is looking 
for their publication with some interest. I move, 
therefore, that five thousand. copies, in addition 
to the usual number, be printed, of which one 
thousand shall be for the use of the Department 
of State, and the residue for the Senate. I pre- 
sume it will be necessary to communicate them 
not only to our Ministers abroad, but to consuls 
at important points; and therefore I ask for so 
large a number for the State Department. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
‘States, by Mr. Wesster, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that he had signed the following bills 
and joint resolutions of the Senate: 

A‘resolution forthe appointment of Regents of | 
the Smithsonian Institution. 

A resolution to supply a deficiency in the ap- 
propriations for printing for the second session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress. 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the name of the French-built brig 
Vigie to Minnie. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. \ 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President. of the United States be re- 
quested, if, in his opinion, it be not incompatible with the 
public interest, to inform the Senate whether any offer has | 
been made by the Government of Great Britain to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to refer to the arbitrament 
of some friendly Power, or otherwise, the question in dif- 
ference between the two Governments on the construction 
of the convention of the 4th of July, 1850, with any cor- | 
respondence touching or concerning such proposed arbi- 
tration. j 

The President, in his annual message, commu- | 
nicated to both Houses of Congress the corre- | 
spondence connected with the matter of difference | 
in relation to that treaty and the affairs connected | 
with Central America. Upon an examination of 
that correspondence and of those documents, we 
find nothing of any kind showing that such an | 
offer had been made, on the part of Great Britain, | 
to this Government. We know that it has been 
officially stated in the House of Lords, in England, | 
by the Secretary for Foreign Affairs there, that | 
such an offer was made. On a former occasion I ; 
said, in reply to a question of a Senator, that my | 
impression was, that no such offer had been made; 
that it was not improbable that some suggestion | 
of that character had beén incidentally or unofli- | 
cially made to the Minister of the United States | 
in England, on the part of the British Govern- | 
ment, but which had gone no further. Now, sir, ! 
if the fact be, that the Government of England, | 
through its organ, has announced to the world | 
that such an offer had been made in terms, and |, 
not having been accepted that it had been re-. 
newed, it becomes important to the true history || 
of the case, that we should know whether such | 
unoficial and incidental conversation has been! 
characterized by the British Minister as an offer | 
to arbitrate, to be accepted or rejected on our part. ! 


I ask that we may have the resolution consid- 
ered at once, in order that, if practicable, the in- 
formation (if the President should communicate 
it) may go to the world along with the corre- 
spondence which he has just sent in. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. ; 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. BIGLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to provide for the 
purchase of asuitable site, and for the erection of 
proper buildings, for the United States court and 
post office in-the city of Philadelphia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GEYER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to approve 
the accounts of the marshal for the district of Mis- 
souri, for furniture provided for the use of the 
circuit court of the United States for said district, 
at the April term of said court, held at St. Louis 
in the year 1854; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. å 

Mr. BRODHEAD, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to provide for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Ohio river; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. FISH. I wish to make a remark in refer- 
ence to something which fell from me yesterday, 
in the course of debate on the fortification bill. | 
In order to show some of the reasons of my desire | 
for the delay or postponementof that bill, I referred 
to the fact that I had offered a resolution some time į 
since, calling on the War Department for informa- 
tion with regard to the necessity of some fortif- 
cation in the neighborhood of New York, to which 
no reply had been received. In the course of the 
debate, I also said that another resolution of in- 
quiry had been answered within a very few days 
after its adoption. I am not surprised, Mr. 
President, that an inference was drawn from that 
remark that there had been some local preference 
in favor of one place over another. I confess at 
that time such was my impression. I have reason 
now to know that in that Iwas mistaken. The 
resolution which I offered is under consideration 
by the Department, and the delay in answering it 
arises from the inherent difficulties of the case. | 
The one resolution, rclating to an undefended | 
coast, was casily answered; the other, relating to | 
the completion of a system of fortifications, of | 
which many have already been made, required, | 
aslam told, much consideration and examination. 
I am assured that that alonc is the cause for the 
delay in answering the resolution which {I sub- 
mitted with regard to the defenses in the neigh- | 
borhood of New York. I therefore desire to make 
this explanation, in justice to the gentleman at the 
head of the War Department, for whom I enter- 
tain high respect; and Iam very happy to be able 
to relieve him from any imputations which might | 


have arisen from the remarks which I made, of || 1 2 § 
| executive discretion to do so or not, 


having a preference for one locality over another. 
AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. | 


On motion by Mr. FOOT, the Senate resumed j 


the consideration of Mr. WrLLeRr’s motion to 
print ten thousand extra copies of the President’s | 
message of February 18, with the accompanying | 
documents, relative to affairs in the Territory of | 


would, therefore, suggest the propriety of post- i 
poning this subject until Monday next. | 
Mi. SUMNER. A special order has already | 
been fixed for Monday. 
Mr. WELLER. On Monday next the ques- 


tion of the seat of the Senator from Illinois will 
come up for consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will name Wednesday 
next. I think there has been a decided misrepre- 
sentation of General Atchison, and it is proper 
for me to say a few words in his vindication. I 
will name any day for that purpose that is agrée- 
able to the Senate. i 

Mr. SEWARD, and others. Say Wednesday 
next. : ; 


Mr. BUTLER. I move to postpone the further 


| consideration of this subject until Wednesday 


next, and make it the special order for that day. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RECONSIDERATION OF ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MASON. A motion was adopted this 
morning that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. Ihave the consent 
of the gentleman who made that motion, for rea- 
sons satisfactory to me, to ask for the reconsid- 
eration of that vote, in order that the Senate may 
sit to-morrow. The reason for making this mo~- 
tion is, that there are some matters affecting our 
foreign intercourse which it is important should 
be acted on to-morrow; and therefore I ask that 
the Senate shall assèmble then. 

Mr. WELLER. We can have an executive 
session to-day. 

Mr. MASON. The business to which I 
allude must be done in open session. If I were at 
liberty to disclose it to the Senate L am sure the 
Senate could be satisfied with it. 

The PRESIDENT. ; The question is on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BIGLER called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken resulted— 
yeas 26, nays 9—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brod- 
head, Butler, Clay, vans, Fish, Houston, Hunter, James, 
Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Reid, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toucey, Weller, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Crittenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, 
Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Trumbull, and Wade—9. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred upon the adoption of the 
motion, that, when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MASON, I desire to say to the Senate, 
that I think it desirable that there should be a 
session to-morrow, in order to have printed some 
additional documents which we may receive from 
the Executive,and which it is desirable should be 

rinted to go along with those which have already 

een printed. 

Mr. FISH. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Virginia whether his object will not be attained 
by making an order, which has, I believe, the 
precedent of the former action of the Senate, that 
when the documents to which he alludes shali be 
received the Secretary may have them printed? 

Mr. MASON. [I think it would-be better that 
we should subject ourselves to some inconveni- 
ence rather than incur the risk of any irregularity. 
The call which was made by a resolution adopted 
to-day is the one which I expect.to be answered 
to-morrow; though of course it will be in the 


Mr. SEWARD. I suppose it will be a matter 
of course to make the order for printing to- 
morrow the documents alluded to by the Senator 


i] from Virginia; and, if that is all the business 


which is to come before us to-morrow, it will 
not be necessary for more of us to come here 
than sufficient to form a quorum. 

Mr. MASON. It is of course very desirable 
to have a quorum—nothing more. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, February 28, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m Prayer 


|| by Rev. Henry ©. Dean. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


l! munication from the State Department, transmit- 


ting a copy of a letter from Captain Thomas A. 
Dornin, of the United States Navy, and of the 
documents referred to therein, respecting aclaim 
of Charles L. Denman, the United States Consul 
at Acapulco, for relief afforded to two American 
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citizens by paying their passage from Acapulco 
to San Francisco. There being no provision for 
the relief of American citizens other than seamen, 
and no appropriation under the control of the |: 
Department from which Mr. Denman’s claim can 
be paid, it is submitted to the adjudication of 
Congress. : ; 

On motion by Mr. PENNINGTON, the com- 
munication and accompanying documents were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Seurétary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting letters relating to repairs of the 
Natchez Marine Hospital, and recommending an 
appropriation of $1,350 to complete the same; 
which was réferred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting receipts and expendi- 
tures for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1855; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, its Sccrétary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a bill making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States, for the year 
ending June 30, 1850, and for other purposes, 
and asking its concurrence therein. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
bills of the following titles; which were severally 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committce on the Judiciary: 

A bill to define and punish the crime of perjury 
in certain cases; and 

A bill to change the times of holding the United 
States courts in the southern district of Ilinois 
and for other purposes. 


RETURN OF BILLS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to 
retura to this House the bill (HL R. No. 729) “to confirm 
to certain persons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin,” together with the accom- 
panying papers, the said bill not being a chum under a cou- 
tract, or requiring an appropriation of money. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I stated on yes- 
terday that I had been informed by one of the 
judges of the Court of Claims, that any papers 

eretofore referred to that court by this House 
would be returned to the applicant, on cither the | 
application of any member of this House or the 
are himself. l was so informed by the 
chief justice of that court, and under that informa- 
tion a constituent of mine withdrew some papers 
from the files of that court. Since the adjourn- 
ment yesterday, the chicf justice has informed 
me that the subject again came before the court, 
and, after consultation, it was thought dangerous 
to allow the withdrawal of papers on miscella- 
neous and irresponsible applications. They de- 
termined to deliver papers only on the order of 
the House. I suggest, that in all cases of contract 
or departmental decision, we pass a general res- 
olution that the papers shall be withdrawn on 
the application of the clerk; and that in all other | 
cases the withdrawal be left for the application of | 
a member desiring the withdrawal, and to be 
decided upon the merits of cach application. I 
make this statement and suggestion now, to show 
why the change of rule has becn made by the 
court. And, if it is the pleasure of the House, I 
will now introduce a résolution of the general 
character suggested by me, and which, | think, 
will correspond with the views of the court. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I hope the gentleman 
will introduce his resolution, so that we may at | 
once have a fixed rule of action in regard to the | 
withdrawal of papers from that court. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The résolution will be read 
for information. 
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| referred by the order of the House. 


i the consent of the claimant, so as to have them 


| dorsement of any member. 


‘tion I have to make of the resolution: All the 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the papers in all cases referred by this 
House to the Court of Claims, arising under contact or 
departmental decision, may be withdrawn from said court 
upon the orde¥ of the Clerk of this House, to be-givén upon 
the application therefor of any member to him, with. the | 
assent of the claimant , and when said papers are received 
by the Clerk, they shal] be held by him the same asif never 
referred. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will make a single remark. | 
The resolution does not cover the class of cases 
of my friend from Wisconsin. His is a case not 
arising upon contract, act of Congress, or depart- | 
mental decision, but where the papers have been 
ferr My resolu- 
tion is only intended to cover cases arising under 
contract, a law of Congress, or departmental de- 
cision. Itsobject is to get the papers back here 
without the order of the House, in cases where 
they have been referred 10 the court by the gen- 
eral order at the close of last Congress, without 


held the sameas if never referred, and they can go 
to the appropriate committee on the motion or in- 
All cases not arising | 
under contract, a law of Congres§, or depart- 
mental decision are to be disposed of upon the 
special application of any member, for reasons to 
be shown by him. There is no objection to the 
application of the gentleman from Wisconsin, that 
T know of, and his resolution ought to pass, | 

The question was taken on the resolution of 
Mr. Wasupunne, and it was adopted. 

Mr. HAVEN. Inow offer the resolution which 
has been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MILLSON. I should like to know some- | 
thing more of that resolution before I vote upon ! 
it. A large number of claims have been referred 
to the Court of Claims by the order of the | 
House. I suppose that as Congress has found 
it expedient to create a Court of Claims to | 
investigate certain descriptions of demands on 
the Government of the United States, hereafter 
when any claimant shall send his petition to this 
House, which it may deem proper for the con- 
sideration of that court, it will be sent there. 
Now, do I understand that the gentleman from 
New York intends by his resolution to allow any 
member or claimant to nullify the action of this 
House, and to withdraw from that court any 
memorial which may have been deliberately 
referred to it for that sort of investigation which 
it can only give? If so, it seems to me that there 
are serious objections to the resolution. | 

Mr. HAVEN. I have not exactly heard the | 
gentleman’s remark. This is the only explana- | 


eases which were on the Calendar of the last | 
House, whether they rest on contract, laws of | 
Congress, or departmental decision, or not, were 
referred by order of the House to the Court of | 
Claims in one general batch. Now, in reference 
to contract or departmental cases, and cascs 
arising under laws of Congress, that court has 
jurisdiction, whether we refer them there or not. 
Hence it is thought best that the applicant in | 
cases of this class may go into the court or the 
House, as he may elect, but he shall abide the | 
decision of the tribunal he selecis. We intend | 
that he shall abide by that. Wherever that court ; 
hagjurisdiction we refer them there; and where | 
they get jurisdiction by our reference, we do not! 
propose to let them come back here, unless on the | 
application or order of the whole House. i 
But in other cases they have the right to go 
there without our order. Hence I think it best, 
in these cases, that. they may pursue their inves- | 
tigation there, or come here to pursue it. I think 
it best to hold the applicants to pursue their | 


i 
i 
i 


claims in the tribunal they themselves selected. || 
i 


The only thing my resolution is desired to cor- 

rect, is to let the applicant, who was sent to that. 
court in cases of contract, departmental decision, ; 
or laws of Congress, by the gencral resolution at 
the close of the last Congress, get back his papers 
into this House, and start in the proper place. : 
If they start here, and we think the case belongs į 
to the Court of Claims, we shall send it there; | 
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and if it does not belong there, we can keep. it, 
and dispose of it ourselves. | . sees as 
Mr. MILLSON. I do not know that I heard 
the gentleman from New York distinctly; there- 
fore, I am not sure that-he has answered my: in- 
quiry. The inquiry was, whether he supposes 
it to be the object of this resolution, or the effect 
of it, to allow a single member.of the House. to 
withdraw from the Court of Claims any memo- 
rial of papers which may have been referred to it 
by an order of the House, upon the ground that 
it was proper for the consideration of that court? 
Mr. HAVEN. Ican answer the gentleman. 
This resolution does authorize the return to the 
Clerk of the House—not to any one interested, or 
to a member—but to the Clerk of the House, suc 
papers as were referred to the Court of Claims by 
the general order of last Congress in cases of 
contract departmental decisions, and arising un- 
der a law of Congress, and in no other cases, 
with the view of having them held by this 
House, where they can be referred to a commit- 
tee, as the member having them in charge pleases. 
Mr. MILLSON. I did not object to the intro- 
duction of the resolution, because I was unwill- 
ing to substitute my own judgment for the judg- 
ment of the House. J was willing thatthe House 
should have the opportunity of judging for them- 
selves as to the merits of the resolution, although 
I cannot vote for it. It scems to me there are 
strong objections to it. I think that this Court of 
Claims has already proved itself to be somewhat 
l ofa failure. I voted for the establishment of the 
court with a great deal of reluctance; and my 
chief inducement for doing so was, that it would 
relieve the Elouse of a certain description of claims 
which had already been considered by Congress, 
and because it would give an opportunity for a 
more mature and impartial investigation of those 
claims than could be secured before the House 
itself, I take it for granted, then, if any memo- 
rialist shall come before Congress asking relief, it 
will be the duty of the committee having it in 
charge, if they think the case one proper for the 
consideration of the Court of Claims, so to report 
to the House; and that the House will then, al- 
though the memorialist may not have selected 
Congress as the tribunal to pronounce upon the 
relief to which he may be entitled, send the case 
to the Court of Claims for such examination as 
they may give it; afterwards to be returned, with 
‘the report of the court, for the consideration of 
Congress. y 
Now, Iam not at all willing, after the House 
has deliberately sent a case to the Court. of Claims, 
believing that the court ought to have charge of it, 
that any one member of the House, or, that the. 
; memorialist alone, may nullify the action. of the 
House by withdrawing the case from the con- 
sideration of the court, and bringing itagain before 
the House, to be examined before its committees. 
It seems to me the resolution will have that effect. 
I do not, then, see how the gentleman can ask that 
power shall be given to claimants to reverse the 
decision of the House; or that power should be 
given to a single member of the House to disre- 
gard the deliberate judgment of the House, by 
returning a case here which this House may have 
| thought proper for the consideration of the Court 
of Claims. $ 
| For these reasons, while I have not thought 
proper to object to the introduction of the resolu- 
į tion, I shall vote against it. . 
Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman is right; and 
if the resolution does not read so as to meet hia 
views, it was sointended. It is designed to refer 


| to all papers which have gone from this Houso 


i under a general order, without anybody having 
asked such reference. The resolution is intended 
to apply tu papers heretofore referred. “There 
were hundreds of cases on the Calendar of the 
House which were sent to the Court of Claims 
under a general order. Members ought to have 
the right to get them back into the House, where 
| they have not consented to their reference to the 
l court. I ask the Clerk, therefore, to insert in the 
i 


resolution the words, “ horetotore referrod.’’ 
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any-objection.to the xesolution as modified, be- 
cause | know that such cases were referred by a 
general order. : : TE 

Mr. MACE. If the object of the resolution is 
to divide: the jurisdiction over claims between 
Congress.and the Court of Claims, I hope it will 
not be adopted. There should be no conflict be- 
tween Congress and the Court of Claimsin regard 
to demands against the Government. The Court 
òf Claims, so far, I believe, has the confidence of 
the country: Jet it-do the business contemplated 
by:the'law of its creation, without any interfer- 
ence on the part of Congress. 

‘Mr. SIMMONS. The House will recollect 
that we took a great deal of pains at the last 
session of Congress to constitute this Court of 
Claims. Every one who has had any experience 
in Congress, or in a State Legislature, knows per- 
fectly‘well that, without the advantages of such a 
court, there is often great injustice done to the 
Government, as well as to Individuals, by the 
attempt on the part of the House to settle and 
examine claims. Now, sir, the only difficulty in 
the action of the Court of Claims is in regard 
to cases of tort or damage outside of contract. 
This House has got to act upon such cases, and 
say whether or not it wiil refer them there. It 
seems to me that the act ought to have been 
framed so as to let any claimant against the Gov- 
ernment go before the Court of Claims just as he 
would go into court if he had a claim against any 
individual. Let him go there at his own expense. 
That court should have jurisdiction of just such 
claims as are recoverable in a court of law or 
equity, and no other; and with such cases this 
body should have no interference. Ifa claim be 
brought here, we should immediately look at it 
sò far as to say whether it is a claim recoverable 
as by A against B, in a court of law or equity; 
and, if so, the House should immediately refer 
it for a hearing to that court, and have nothing 
more to do with it. If it be not such a claim, 
then it may be such a peculiar case that this 
House really ought to do something. 

Now, then, a resolution may properly be passed 
here which will allow papers to be taken which 
have been presented here for the use of that 
court upon its request; but I am unwilling to take 
any course, or to adopt any resolution, which 
will continue this objectionable uncertainty, and 
this concurrent and conflictive kind of cognizance 
between this House and that court. I want 
simply to have that court act; and that we have 
nothing to do with the cases which are really 
judicial cases. 
havé this matter put in propertrain. I have read 
the resolution very carefully, and I do not see 
how itis going to interfere with the court; and 
yet I do not see that there is much use in it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
rise for the purpose of making opposition to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from New 
York. We are all aware of the circumstances 
which moved both Houses of Congress to pass 
the bill organizing a court for the adjudication 
of claims against the Government. A large 
amount of claims had accumulated, and the press 
of business in both Houses of Congress was so 
great, that Congress was driven to constitute a 
tribunal for the purpose of investigating these 
claims, That court has certain jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon it by the act. It was ascertained to 
be a matter of impossibility for the committces of 
this Flouse and of the Senate to give these claims 
that kind of investigation which they seemed to 
demand. 

At the last session of Congress, the House, 
heing unable to reach the large number of bills 
which still remained on the Calendar, the ques- 
tion was, what disposition ought to be made of 
such as could not be reached in the ordinary 
course of legislation; and the House determined 
to dispose of them all ‘in one fell swoop,” by 
sending them direct from this House to the Court 
of Claims, there to be prosecuted as the parties 
may think proper. But, sir, it seems that the 


parties have not in all instances thought proper | 


to avail themselves of the privileges allowed them 
to go before that court and prosecute their claims 
there. As I understand the object of the reso- 
lution, it is to reach a class of cases which prob- 
ably ought not to have been sent there, and to 
bring. back the papers to this House, in order that 


Mr. MILLSON. i T do not know: that I have: 


It appears to me that we should ; 


the. House may determine whether or not the | 


case ought to be prosecuted before this body or 
before that court. ‘ 

There is one question, however, on which I 
desire the attention and opinion of the gentleman 
from New York who introduced the resolution. 
It is this: whether or not we can properly 
transfer to that court, by resolution, the Senate 
bills which were on our Calendar? It may be said 
that this House had possession of these bills, and 
that, therefore, it had as much power to transfer 
them as those which had originated Rere. I do, 
however, submit whether it was proper or cour- 
teous for this House to make such disposition of 
the Senate bills? It occurs to me that this reso- 
hation ought to be so modified as to exempt bills 
which originated in the Senate, were sent to this 
House, and were not reached in the ordinary 
course of legislation. It seems to me that such 
bills ought to be excepted, and left to the Senate 
to give them such direction as they may think 

roper. I appeal to the gentleman from New 

ork, to know his opinion as to the power of the 
House to make that disposition of the Senate 
bills that were on our Calendar? 

Mr. HAVEN. As to the Senate bills which 
were then in the House, this House undoubtedly 
had the power to refer them to the Court of 
Claims, according to the provisions of the act, 
which are—after enumerating other classes — 
“and also all claims which may be referred to 
said court byseither House of Congress.” ‘The 
claims included in Senate bills were before us, and 
we certainly could refer them, under the law. 
One word more. I think that everybody who 
looks at the resolution understandsits object, and 
sees that itis right. I agree with the gentleman 
from New York, the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, [Mr. Simmons,] and with the gentle- 
men.from Indiana and Arkansas, [Messrs. Mace 
and Gnreenwoop,] that these claims should be 
kept before the Court of Claims:and that that court 
may be made—as it is cheerfully willing—to dis- 
charge its duty in regard to them. But all that I 
had in view was this: every morning four or five 
gentlemen get up here, telling this House that 
there are claims which have gone there under the 
general resolution, which that court cannot have 
jurisdiction over—such as applications to extend 
patents; applications for the bounty of Govern- 
ment; claims of men who want bounty lands for 
being wounded in the service; and of ladies who 
think they are entitled to something for having 
borne three or four children ata birth. All this 
kind of claims the court cannot pass upon; and 
we want simply to get back here all the papers in 
such cases as may be properly referred to the 
committees who have appropriate charge of them, 
under the operations of general philanthropy. I 
hope the gentleman from Arkansas will move the 
previous question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I suppose the gentle- 
man from New York does not design to include 
in his remarks that class of cases which is based 
on mere equity? 

Mr. HAVEN. No, notonthatkind of equity 
where a court of equity cannot grant specific 
relief—not on roving equity; but I do include 
those cases where a court could on bill filed give 
specific reliefagainst an individual under the gen- 
eralrules and practice of a court ofequity. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Icall for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, being put, 
the resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the geg- 
ular order of business. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. LETCHER. [ask the gentleman from 


Tennessee to withdraw his call, to allow me to 
introduce a resolution, that bilis and resolutions 
be introduced for one hour. 

Mr, JONES. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my resolution. I ask that it may be 
read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the States shall be called for one hour 
for the presentation of bills and resolutions to which there 
is no objection, for reference to the appropriate committees: 
when such bill or resolution is presented, after the resolu- 


tion shall be read, or the title of the bill shail be announced, 
the Speaker shall then propennd the question: “1s there 


~ 


objection??? and if there be objection, the bill or resolution 
shall then be returned to the member presenting the same. 

There was no objection; and the resolution was 
received and adopted. : 

The House then proceeded to execute its order, 
and the States were called for the introduction of 
bills and resolutions, commencing with the State 
of Maine. i F 

Mr. MORRILL offered the following resolution; 
which, being objected to by Mr. Krirr, was not 
received: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and 
they are hereby, requested to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a Board of Agriculture under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior; and, also, of establishin 
one or more national agricultural schools upon the basis o 
the naval and military schools, in order that one scholar 
from each congressional district, and two from each State 
at large, may receive a scientific and practical education at 
the public expense. $ a 

Mr. WAKEMAN, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 


he is hereby, requested to transmit to this House copies of 
all correspondence, documents, and papers in relation to 


the compensation and emoluments of Brevet Lieutenant `` 


General Scott, under the joint resolution, approved Febru- 
ary 15, 1855, as may be in the Executive Department of the 
Government. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a preamble and res- 
olution of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, asking that repairs be made in the struc- 
tures of the Federal Government upon the quar- 
antine grounds; which were read, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. M. also presented a memorial from R. P. 
Johnston, on behalf of the New York Agricul- 
tural Society, asking for an appropriation to 
carry out the meteorological observations com- 
menced by Lieutenant Maury, of the United States 
Navy, and to establish a system of meteorological 
observations for the land, such as has been already 
discovered for the sea; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Mr. KELSEY, by unanimous consent, offered. 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to lay hefore 
this House, if consistent with the public interest, such 
information as may be in the possession of the Department 
of\hggInterior touching the cause of any difficulties that 
ma6fave arisen between the Creek and Seminole Indians 
since their emigration west of the Mississippi; and whether 
any of the Seminole or other Indians have left the country 
assigned them: and, if any, what numbers; and whether 
they have since been engaged in hostilities against the 
United States, together with the cause of such hostilities. 


Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous consent, intro- 


| duced the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster General be, and they are hereby, directed to 
report to this House whether the building in process of con- 
struction at Buffalo, for a custom-house, post office, court 
rooms, and for other offices, is of sufficient size to answer 
the several purposes for which it is intended; and, if in 
their opinion it is not, that they further report whether any, 
and what, addition can be made thereto, so as to answer 
the said purposes ; and the additional cost thereof. 

Mr. HUGHSTON asked consent to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 629, sent by resolution of 
the fast Congress to the Court of Claims, be procured by 
the Clerk of this House, and placed on its files, the said 
Court of Claims having no jurisdiction in the case. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That cannot be 
done. The case may be brought back here, but 
not placed on the Calendar, where it was when 
sent to the Court of Claims by the last Congress, 
This House can have no cognizance of what was 
done by the last Congress. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I was informed yesterday 
that I could obtain these papers by application to 
the Court of Claims. f made application to the 
clerk of that court, but could not obtain them; 
and I was advised to obtain them by resolution 
of the House. I have therefore offered this res- 
olution. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not object to the papers 
being obtained from the Court of Claims. What 
I said was, that we could not place the bill upon 
the Calendar, as I understand the resolution to 

rovidé for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution contemplates placing the papers 
upon the files of the House. 

Mr. JONES. Then I have ne objeetion. 


1856. 
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The resolution was therefore not received. 


Mr. SAGE offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved, That one thousand extra copies of the report 
of the Superintendent of the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, be printed for the use of the Superintendent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to have introduced 
and passed a joint resolution, to which, I am sure, 
when its purpose is understood, there will be no 
objection. It is a joint resolution for the purchase 
of a sufficient number of copies of ‘ Alden’s In- 
dex to the Reports of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, for the use of the Government, its 
judges, and other officers.” 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 


Mr. HUGHSTON. I offer the following res- | 


olution: 

Resolved, Thatthe papers in reference to House bill (No. 
629) sent by resolution of the last Congress to the Court of 
Claims, be procured by the Clerk of this House to place on 
its files; the said Court of Claims having no jurisdiction in 
the case, 


Mr. ORR. 


I would inquire whether this case 


is not embraced by the resolution which was 


adopted this morning on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 
resolution, it does embrace all these cases, and 
that it is now unnecessary to incumber our Jour- 
nals with particular cases. 
resolution of the gentleman from New York does 
not embrace this case. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not know whether the 
claim is under a contract or departmental decis- 
ion. Ifit is, then it isembraced by my resolution. 
If it is not, then this application is necessary. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was | 


adopted. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which, on yesterday, a bill to pro- 
vide for carrying into effect the first article of the 
treaty between the United States and her Majesty 
the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Brit- 
ain and Ireland, of the 15th day of June, 1846, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union. Lask only that my motion | 


may be entered upon the Journal. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Task leave, in pursuance 
of previous notice, tointreduce a bill to increase 
the compensation of inspectors of customs; and 
to move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ought to be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. They have the regulation of cus- 


toms before them, and this bill certainly ought | 


to go to that committee. 

‘Lhe bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Petitions 
in regard to the subject-matter of that bill have 
gone to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES. If so, they have all taken a 
wrong direction I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. FLORENCE. So far as I recollect, the 
practice of the House has been to send questions 
of this character to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES. Refer to a solitary case. 

Mr. FLORENCE. In reference to the increase 


of inspectors’ compensation, there was an in- 
p P , ! 


stance in the last Congress. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late to object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Petitions for the object of 
my bill were presented and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce at the last Congress. 

Mr. CADWALADER. The bill is a good 
one. The compensation of these men has stood 
stationary for forty years. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
last Congress the whole subject was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. They considered 
itand reported a bill to the House. 

Mr. AIKEN. It has been the habit to send 
these petitions to the Committee on Commerce 
ever since I have been a member of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CADWALADER. There is a reason for 
this increase of pay. There is a greater or less 
liability to rorun 

2 


in these offices than in any others. 


As I understood the < 


I do not object if the | 


I think the bill | 


During the | 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
l 


tion from extraneous influences |} 


Mr. ORR. It seems to me that the proper 
reference of the bill is to the Committee on Com- 


the compensation which should be given to the 
inspectors of customs. It is within the line of 
their duty. I hope the reference will be made to 
that committee; and I now call for the previous 
question. — : 


The previous question was seconded, and th 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The House refused to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and it was then re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an im- 
mediate provision for the building of ten steam sloops, or 
other vessels of war with auxiliary steam power, and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That, in view of the great commercial and 


: national interests in the navigation of our northern lakes, 


the Committce on Naval Affairs be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a naval depot and dry- 
dock at some point upon said lakes, and report by bill or 
otherwise. 

_ Mr. PURVIANCE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill for the relief of the heirs of Al- 
exander Stevenson; which was read a first and 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offera resolution 
for my absentcolleague, [Mr. Powexz,] who was 
called home a short time ago. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. L. introduced the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
requiring the Postmaster General so to construe an act of 
Congress approved July 25, 1854, for the relief of James M. 
Goggin, special agent of the Post Office Department for 
California, as to allow to said James M. Goggin the same 
salary as is received by the present agent, his successor in 
office 5 and also such sums for office rent and clerk hire as 
is shown by proper vouchers to have been actually expended 
by him for the same. 


Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following bill, of which previous 
notice had been given; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill for the better organization of the Army, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. F. also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was, under the 
rule, referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this Louse 
ten thousand extra copies of the letter of the Secretary of 


State, transmitting, in compliance with the act of August 
16, 1842, a report of the changes and modifications in the 


September 30, 1855. 

By Mr. MILLSON: A bill to amend. an act 
satisfaction of Virginia land warrants.” Re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROOKS offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of causing to be printed, forthe 
use and distribution of the members of the House, ten thou- 
sand copies of the report and accompanying maps made by 
Captain R, B. Marcy, United States Army, of an exploration 
of the Big Witchitu river, and the country about the head 
waters of the Brazos river, and made in connection with 
the selection and location of lands for the occupation of the 
Indians living within the limits of Texas, in the year 1854. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I observe that the resolu- 
tion instructs the committee to do so and so. 
the gentleman will modify it so as to allow the 


I willnot objecttoit. Ido object to it in its present 
form. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. CRAIGE. T object to the resolution in 
any form. 


duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


nayy-yard at Port Royal, South Carolina. 


Mr. SHORTER, by unanimous consent, in- 
i troduced the following bill, of which previous 


merce. They are more competent to determine | 


second time by its title,and referred to the Com- | 


commercial systems of other nations during the year ending } 


entitled “ An act making further provision for the | 


If | 


committee discretionary power over the subject, | 


I will modify it according to | 


Mr. KEITT, by unanimous consent, intro- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a i 


mittee on Public Lands. i ; 
A bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Florida ‘and Ala- 
bama to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
| the waters of St. Andrew’s bay, Florida, to: 
Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes. f 
Mr. SHORTER also presented two memorials“ 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of Ala- 
bama—one for the relief of townships bordering 
upon the States of Mississippi, Georgia, and 
Florida; and the other in relation to the remis- 
sion of the duty on railroad iron; which were 
i referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. f 


| Mr. HOUSTON introduced the following reso-. 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands bein- 
1! structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the: 
|) State of Alabama alternate sections of public land for the 
construction of the ‘Tennessee and Alabama railroad, and 
also for the Memphis and Charleston railroad. 


Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, presented a bill to. 
prevent the introduction into the United States 
of foreign criminals, paupers, lunatics, idiots, in- . 
sane and blind persons. 

Objected to by Mr. BARKSDALE. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. “I believe we have 
ino authority on the subject. 


| Mr. WALKER introduced the following reso-- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: , 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 

form this House what fortifications are necessary to guard 

the coast between Mobile and New Orleans, and to furnish 

an estimate of the cost thereof. 


Mr. STEPHENS introduced the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, andagreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs. be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedicney of establishing a 
navy-yard at Brunswick, Georgia. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported the following resolution; . 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to trans- 
mit to the library of the Military Academy at West Point 
one copy of all documents which may hereafter be published 
by the order of this House. 


Mr. SANDIDGEintroduced the following bills; - 
which were severally read a first and second time” 
by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill authorizing the transfer of Fort Jesup to 
the State of Louisiana, for certain purposes. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill for the relief of the estates of Benjamin 

Bullock, Daniel M. Herd, and John H. Mahle, 
deceased, and of William Long. Referred to the 
1; Committee on Claims. 
‘| A bill to establish a post road in the parishes 
| of Union and Claiborne, State of Louisiana, and 
|| for other purposes. Referred to the Committee 
' on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A bill to establish a post road from Vermillion- 
ville to Mermenton river, in the State of Louisi- . 
ana. Referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. LEITER introduced a bill for the relief 
| of Amos Armstrong, of Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. LEITER also offered the following reso- 


lution: 

Resolved, That Charles P. Coe be, and he is hereby, ap- 
pointed special messenger of the House of Representatives, 
at a compensation of three dollars per day, to continue until 
otherwise ordered by the House. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. ; 
Mr. WADE introduced the following bills; 

| which were severally read a first and second time . 
| by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

Commerce: 

A bill making appropriations for continuing the 
| improvements on the harbor at the mouth of. 
ii Grand river, in the county of Lake, and State of 
: Ohio; and , 

A bill making appropriations for continuing 
he improvements on the harbor of Cleveland, in 
the State of Ohio. 
| Mr. SHERMAN offered the following reso- 
| lution: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
| to report to this House the amount expended for printing, 
if binding, and engraving of each of the various Departments 


i 


ti 


l 


fouryears. i a ue a 

Mi SHERMAN. Iso modify.it. . i 
“Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the reso- 
Jution will be modified soas to aScertain what has 


beéi.expended at edich session of Congress, or at | 
It Willaccomplish no good | 


least each two years. 
purpose to go:back four years; beyond the term 


of the; present Administration, and beyond the | 


existende'of the present law on the subject. 1 


have no objection if the resolution shall provide | 


for ascertaining what has been expended in two 


adopted? 


r. MARSHALL. In 1852. 


There was no objection; and the resolution, as | 


modified, was adopted. 


ing resolution; which, being objected to by Mr. 
Boyce, was not received: 

. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report, by Dill or otherwise, what ami¢ndments 
tö existi j1 
future the prompt organisation of the House of Representa- 
tives. 


: Mr. BLISS, by unanimous consent, offered the | 


following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be in- | 


structed to inqdire into the expediency of establishing an 
agricultural professorship for. the Smithsonian Institution ; 
“and that the duties pertaining to agriculture, now performed 
by the Commissioner of Patents, be transferred to that pro- 
fesadrship, and that they report by bill or otherwise. . 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER presented a bill to regu- 
late and make uniform the right of suffrage in the į 
several Territories of the United States; which | 
was objected to by Mr. Puenps, and not received. | 


Mr. Z. also, by unanimous consent, presented 


the following resolution; which was read, con- | 


sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘That.the Committee on Commerce beiustract- | 
ed-to inquire into the propriety ofauthorizing the construe- | 


tion of a building for a cusiom-house and post office at 
Nashville, 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, by unanimous 
consent, offered the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of State report to this House 
the times at which the several Territories were organized, 


the length of tine their territorial existence continued, the | 


amounts appropriated to each for legislative, executive, and 


judicial purposes tor the erection of publie buildings and | 
the construction of roads in each of said Territories prior | 


to theiradmission as States; and, also, the same information 
in regard to each of the Territories of Minnesota, Oregon, 
Washington, New Moxico, Kansas, and Nebraska. 


Mr. READY proposed to introduce a bill to | 


repeal and refund thè duty on railroad iron. 
Mr. RITCHIE. 


bill referred? 


Mr. READY. To the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
Mr. RITCHIE. If the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee will send. it to the Committee of Waysand | 


Means, I have no objection to its introduction, 
Mr. READY. ‘I prefer that it should go to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. RITCHIE. Then I object. 


The bill was therefore not received. 


withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the following cases, for the purpose of having 
them presented to the Department: 

The petition of Solomon Fann, of Greene coun- 
ty, Tennessee, for compensation for services ren- 
dered and injuries received in the war of 1812; 

“The petition of Elijah Close, of Washington 
county, Tennessee, for services rendered and dis- 
abjlitiés ‘incurred in, the war. of, 1812; 


“The petition of William Budlock, of Sullivan i 
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county, Tennessee, for services rendered Tn the 


ling lows, if any, are necessary to secure for the | 


I desire to know to what! 
committee the gentleman proposes to have that | 


February 28, 


late war with Great Britain, in 1812; 


‘The petition of Thomas G. Brown, of Greene. 


county, Tennessee, for services rendered during 
the. war with Great Britain in 1812; and 

The petition of Wyatt Griffith, of Washing- 
ton county, Tennessee, for services rendered in 
the war of 1812. 


A 
Mr. COLFAX, by unanimous consent, and in į 


pursuance of previous noticé, introduced a bill 
making an appropriation for continuing the im- 
provement of the harbor of refugeand commerce 
at Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, and for the 


construction of à breakwater thereat; which was | 


read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BARBOUR asked leave to introduce a bill 
to provide for.the right of trial by jury, and the 
right of appeal, in cases of alleged contempt of 
of court, l l 

Mr. LETCHER. What does that bill apply 
to? The fugitive slave law? 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

The bill was therefore not received. 


Mr. HOLLOWAY. [offer the following res- 


‘ olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing inquire into 


i| the expediency of reprinting fifty thousand copies of the 


agricuitural portion of the report of the Comniissioner of 
Patents for 1854, for the use of the House—ten thousand of 


| which shall be for the disposal of the Patent Office; the 
! contracts for the illustrations of which, and the printing of 


Mr. SHERMAN also presented the follow- || 


the same, to be executed with the advice and to the satis- 
faction of the Commissioner of Patents. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the | 


resolution. One hundred thousand copies of the 
report were ordered to be printed at the last 
Congress. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, by unani- 
mous consent, in pursuance of previous notice, 
introduced bills; which were read a firstand second 
time by their titles, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill further to amend an act entitled “ An act 
to provide for the better security of the lives of 
passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam, and for other purposes;”” 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
Rock Island rapids in the Mississippi river; and 

A bill to improve the harbor of Galena and the 
channel of the Galena river, in the State of Hli- 
nois. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce 
Mr. LETCHER. I propose that it be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. The 


gentleman brought the matter before that com- | 


mittee; I want this bill to go there alsa. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. ‘The gentleman is èn- 
tirely mistaken. ‘This has no reference to the 


| bill which was sent to the Committee of Ways 
The bill was read in ertenso. It | 


and Means. 

appropriates $88,000 for the purpose specified. 
he bill was read a first and second time by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. WOODWORTH, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
for continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Chicago, Ulinois; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- i 


stricted to inquire what further legislation, if any, by Con- 
gress, is necessary to secure to purchasers under the General 
Government titles to land coming within the provisions of 
the swamp-land act; and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Ilinois, by unanimous 


|! consent, in pursuance of previous notice, intro- 


Mr. WATKINS asked and obtaizied leave to 


duced a bill making provision to compensate 


agents for paying pensions, and prescribing the | 


time and manner of settling their accounts; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I desire to introduce 
a bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection. of a suitable building at Springfield, 
Illinois, for a post office, land office, and for the 
use-of-the district and circuit courts of the United 


! States for. the southern district of Ihmois; and to | 


‘a first and secon 


Lask leave to introduce | 
a bill providing for the erection of a building at j 
Galena, Ilinois, for a custom-house, post office, | 
and United States court room, in order that it may | 


have it referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RITCHIE, Similar applications have been 
sent to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. Those included custom-houses; 
this does not. 

The bill was read a first and second timeby its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. 
ing resolution: è 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House complete lists or 
rolls of the names of every person who has served the 
United States in the Army or Navy, in every kind and de- 
scription of force, from the 15th day of June, 1775, to the 
ist day of January,1856, arranging the same, as near as may 
be, for the Army, by regiments, battalions; or companies, 


I offer the follow- 


| and for the Navy, in the order of officers and crews, respect- 


ively ; with a statement, also, showing the date, place, and 
manner of entering and discharge from service, and show- 
ing, also, (if practicable,) the battles or engagements itt 
whieh such officers, soldiers, seamen, or marines, or their 
respective corps or crews, have served. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. All the clerks of 
the Departments could not in two years furnish 
the information desired; and I object to the reso- 
lution. : 

Mr. LINDLEY, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled « An act to provide for the 
payment of horses and other property lost or 
destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1849; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill to provide for the preémption of 
certain portions of the public land to the States 
within which they lie, for the purpose of aidin 
in the construction of railroads; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following bills, of which previous 
notice had been given: which were severally read 

time by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below: 

A bill to relinquish to the State of Missouri, 
the two per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands sold in said State since the Ist 
of January, 1820. Referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. f 

Also, a bill granting a township of land to the 
State of Missouri to aid in the support of a sem- 
inary of learning in said State. Referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of two 
hundred and sixty-six southern and western 
steamboat pilots, praying an amendment of the 
steamboat law; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PORTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi river 


| from St. Louis to the lower rapids; which was 


read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. GREENWOOD offered the following res- 


| olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety. of providing by law for 
the indictment and punishment of persons for the stealing 
of slaves in the Indian territory. 


Mr. SHERMAN. _I object. 

The SPEAKER. The hour set apart for the 
reception of bills and resolutions has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Lhopethe House 
will go on with the call until all the States and 
Territories have been called. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If the gentleman who 
objected to the resolution will allow me, I will 
state the grounds for the necessity of it. The 
reason is, that under the law as it now exists, and 
under the decisions of the courts, persons on the 
borders of the Indian territory can go into such 
territory and. steal slaves therefrom, and take 
them into the southern States, and there scll them 
with impunity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Being satisfied with the 
explanation of the gentleman, I withdraw the 
objection. ` 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

The SPEAKER continued the call. 

Mr. HOWARD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill, of which previous notice had been 


1856. 


given, to enable the United States to make use 
of the solar compass in the surveys of the public 
lands; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. WALDRON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to provide for the completion of the public 

iers of the harbor of Monroe, in the State of. 
Michigan; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


_ Mr. HALL, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolutions; which were 
severally read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the necessity of a 
post route from Centerville in the State of Iowa, through 
the county seats in the southern tier of counties in said 
State, to Nebraska City, in the Territory of Nebraska. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into. the necessity of making an appro- 
priation tor the construction of a building for the marine 
hospital at tlic city of Keokuk, upon the Mississippi river, 
in the State of Iowa. 

Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of this House be instructed to 
procure from the Court of Claims the paper in reference 


to House bill (No. 728) for the relief of Joseph Kerr, which , 


was referred by the last Congress to the Court of Claim; 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bills, of which previous no- 
tice had been given; which were severally read 
a first and second time by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Milwaukie, 
Wisconsin; 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Racine, Wis- 
consin; and 


A bill making an appropriation for continuing | 


the improvement of the harbor of Kenosha, Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. W. also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the estab- 
lishment of a marine hospital at Milwaukie, Wisconsin, 
and that they report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WELLS also presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, asking 
the payment of a certain claim for arresting and 
keeping a certain United States prisoner; which 


was referred to the Committee on Claims, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
On motion by Mr. WELLS, it was 


‘Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of William J. Sears, a 


soldier in the late war with Great Britain, for the purpose | 


of reference in the Senate. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin, by unan- | 


imous consent, introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, for continuing the 
improvement of the harbor of Waukegan, IHi- 
nois; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read a first and second time 
by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill to create an additional land district in the 
State of California. Referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill to indemnify citizens and inhabitants of 
the United States for depredations committed on 
their property by Indians, within the limits of 
the State of California. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DUNN. I would simply suggest to the 
genticman from California that, as I understand, 
there is a general law providing for all matters of 
this sort. If it does not extend to the State of 
California, it is an easy matter to ascertain that 


fact; and perhaps, therefore, the matter had better į 


go to the Committee on the Judiciary, to ascer- 
tain how the fact is. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam aware ofthe existence 
of that law. I move, then, to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

It was so referred. 


Mr. FLAGLER introduced a bill for continu- 
ing the improvement of Oak Orchard harbor, on 


I move to refer the bill to | 


time by its title, and‘ referred to thé Committee | 
on Commerce. i i 

Mr. LANE offered the following résolutions; | 
which were read, considered, and agreed to: 
i Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be | 
i 


i instructed to inquire inte the necessity. of organizing- n |i 
regiment of mounted rangers tor tlie protection of the set- |: 


i 


of California, from Indian: depredations; and that they 
report by bilt of otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the necessity of providing, by law, 
suitable buildings for the detention and confinement of 
prisoners arrested or sentenced under the laws of the Uni- 
tea Samet, in the State of Wisconsin, and in the State of 

rio. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill to reim- 
burse citizens of Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tories for property taken or destroyed by the 
Indians in the years 1855 and 1856; which was | 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. WHITFIELD introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read a first and second || 
time by their respective titles, and referred as 
indicated below: 

A billto establish two additional land districts 
in the Territory of Kansas. Referred to the Com- i! 
mittee on Public Lands. e H 

A bill to protect town sites in Kansas and 
Nebraska. Referred to the Committee on Public ! 
Lands. 

A bill to 
bridges, and a geological survey, in the Territory ': 
of Kansas. Referred to the Committee on Mil- i 
itary Affairs. 


Mr. GREENWOOD introduced a bill to j; 

enlarge and repair the jail in the county of Craw- | 
ford, State of Arkansas, for the better security of 
| prisoners to be tried before the district court of i! 
|; the United States for the western district of Ar- i 
ii kansas; which was read a first and second time | 
|! by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, introduced the fol- 
| lowing bills; which were severally read a first 
| and second time by their titles, and referred to 
: the Committee on Commerce: ane 

A bill for the iniprovement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
United States, and 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the | 
Susquehanna river, in Maryland. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee he, and are | 
hereby, instructed to inquire into and report on the propriety 
of changing existing Jaws, so that postmasters throughout | 
the United States and the Territories thereof shall be elected į 
by the people. 

Mr. SAGE introduced a bill continuing the 
improvements to the channel of the Hudson river, 
above and below Albany, in the State of New 
York; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


rovide for the construction of roads, |! 


sg 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. LETCHER. Imove that, when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

| will state my reason for that motion. In 
common with others, 1 am employed here every 
morning, so as that I am denied an opportunity 
to attend to any business at the Departments. I 
have business on hand now which requires atten- 
tion, and will occupy me to-morrow and next 


day. 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would also add 
that, by the rules, to-morrow and next day are 
assigned to private bills; and there are no private 
bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WAKEMAN called for the yeas and nays 
on Mr. Lercuer’s motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. ted 

The question was then taken; and the motion i 
was agreed to. | 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the i 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up 


deinents of Oregon and Washington Tertitories; and State |: : z y zs vs 
‘sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
‘was read, considered, and adopted: : 


| service of the fiscal year en 


|! the deficientey bill. 


with 


objection. are hs 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Twill withdraw’ for that 
purpose. eee oe 


PRISONERS IN CHINA, 0 
Mr. H. MARSHALL then, by unanimous con- 


Resolved, ‘Nhat the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into and report upon the propriety ef ‘acquiring, by. lease- 
holds, sites in, the free ports of Ghina tor the erection of 
public buildings for the deténtion of prisoners artésted On 
sntence under the laws of the United States; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 


HOUSE CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, by unanimous coni- 
sent, reported back from the Committée on the 


| Judiciary certain petitions upon the subject of 
i: abolishing the chaplaincy of the House; which 
| were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL—-AGAIN. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now renew my motion, 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 


i of the Whole on the state of the Union: 


The motion was agreed to. ; 
The House accordingly reselved itself into the 


; Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


(Mr. Pennington in the chair.) 
The CHAIRMAN stated the first business in 


| order to be the consideration of the President’s 


annual message, upon which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr, Grow] was entitled to the 


is floor. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I askthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to waive his right to the floor, in 


order that I may move to take up the deficiency 


bill, and dispose of it to-day. , i 
Mr. GROW. If it is understood that the de- 


| ficiency billis to be taken up and disposed of with- 
1 out general discussion, I am willing to waive my 


right to the floor for to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania waive his right to the floor? 

Mr. GROW. Not unless it is with the under- 
standing that I shall be entitled to the floor when 
the President’s annual message again comes up; 
and with the understanding that there is to bé no 
general discussion upon the deficiency bill. I am 
willing to waive my right to speak now, if T can 
facilitate the public business thereby, but not 
otherwise. J ask the Chair whether, in case the 
committee now proceeds to take up the deficiency 
bill, I shall be entitled to the foor when the Pres- 
ident’s annual message again comes up? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 


i sylvania will be entitled to the floor. 


Mr. GROW. Iwill then yield the floor to the 


| gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ghio. I move, then, 
that the committee take up the deficiency bill for 
consideration. 

The mation was agreed to; and the committee 
proceeded to consider House bill (No. 68) to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriaidns for the 

2 ing June 30, 1856. 

On motion by Mr, LETCHER, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with, and the Clerk 
proceeded to read it by clauses, for amendment. 

When the following item was reached: i 

Forincreased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, per 
act of July 27, 1854, $1,929 35.— ` 

Mr. HOUSTON said: I presume that item 
arises out of the act of 1854, increasing the salary 
of the Governor of New Mexico; but if it arises 
properly, from a correct construction of that law, 
it should have been provided for in a previous 


bill. Ido not see how it comes in here as a de- 
ficiency. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I send. to the Clerk’s 


desk the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which will explain the clause. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 14, 1858. 


Sım: The third section of the act of 9th September, 1850, 
(Little & Brown, 9, page 447,) provides that the Governor 
of New Mexico shall perform the duties and receive the 
emoluments of superintendent of Indian affairs; and the 


twelfth séction that be shall receive: an: annual salary of 


ee as Governor, and $1,000 as superinténdent of In- 
dian. affairs. tm i 

By the set of the 2th of July, 1854, volume 4, page 311, 
to increase the salaries of exevntivé’aid judiciary oMcers 


N 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 26, 


in Oregon, New Mexico; Washington, Utah, and Minne- 
söta, it is provided“ that the salary of the Governor of New 
‘Mexico be, and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of 
3,000.7 © 
bi Upon application of the Governor of New Mexico, the 
,Comptoller of the. Treasury examined the question of the 
fate. of compensation to which he was entitled, and re- 
ported to me his opinion, from which Iam unable to dis- 
‘sent, that, under the foregoing provisions, he is entitled to 
$3,000 as Governor, and $1,000 as superintendent, making 
“together $4,000; but no more than $3,000 has been paid, 
for. want of-a sufficient appropriation. 


“Tf the committee take the same view of the subject, an 
additional appropriation will be required, as follows : 


“gay, from 27th July, 1854, to 30th June, 1855 899 35 
For the year to end 30th June, 1856.... reses « 1,000 00 


‘For the year to end 30th June, 1857,... 


Making 
Ihave the honor to be, vey 


seasea ee. 1,000 00 


$ i _ Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Lewis D. CAMPBELL, 
Chairman Committee of Ways and Means, 


House of Representatives. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose there never was 
‘any intention upon the partof the Congress which 
‘raised the salary of this Governor to give the con- 
struction that is given by this provision. I have 
not examined the law, and therefore am not pre- 
“pared to say whether the construction given to it 
“4g correct or not,but it does seem to me that, if 
we are bound under it to make this appropria- 
tion now, the Committee of Ways and Means 
should have reported some provision by which 
‘we should in future get clear of this extra thou- 
sand dollars. Before the law of 1854 was passed, 
the Governor of New Mexico received a certain 
sum as Governor, and an addition as superin- 
‘tendent of Indian affairs. 
salary as Governor to $3,000 per annum, and 
placed him upon the same footing as the Governors 


of Oregon and Minnesota. I am sure that salary | 


was intended to cover all his services. Iam not 
prepared to say that this construction of the law 
is not the proper one. I shall move, however, to 
strike out the clause, and shall vote against its 
being inserted in the bill, because I know that 
Congress never intended that construction should 
be given.. This item was not presented to the 
Committee of Ways and Mcans at the last Con- 
press. {thas never been brought forward before, 
and now the whole amount for three years is 
brought in, as a deficiency growing out of the 
phraseology of the law. I think, if the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means persists in 
retaining this item in the bill, he should, at least, 
accompany it by a proviso cutting off this extra 
allowance in future. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Alabama will examine closely the act of 
1854, I think he will come to the conclusion that 
the construction that has been given to it is the 
correct one. The Committee of Ways and Means 
were unanimously of the opinion that it was a 
correct construction. They have, however, only 
reported a deficiency of $1,900, leaving the $1,000 
Si next year to come in the regular appropriation 

L. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
then report some amendment by which, in future, 
this abuse will be stopped—for it is clearly an 
abuse. I do not intend tosay anything upon the 
‘propriety of the construction more than to re- 
mark, that it is certainly contrary to the intention 
“of the Congress that passed the act. I say Iam 


Not prepared to pass upon the correctness of this | 


construction, because my attention has not been 
before called to it; but so thoroughly convinced 
am I that the sense of Congress is not consulted 
“by the construction given, whether legal or not, 
that I am prepared: to vote against it. I again 
suggest to my friend from Ohio that a provision 
be added to the bill by which this construction 
will be prevented, and the salary cut down to a 
proper amount. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say to the honor- 
able gentleman from Alabama, that a deficiency 
: bill is not, perhaps, the proper bill to which such 
a remedy as he proposes should be attached. It 
merely contemplates the payment of a deficiency ; 
it does not look to the future atall. It makes pro- 
. vision for the past, and there is certainly no pro- 
priety—-none whatever—in attaching to it such a 
provision as the one suggested. I have the law 
“here, and will read it if the gentleman desires it. 
- Mr. HOUSTON. Irely on the gentleman to 
construe the law. I have not had an opportunity 
<te- look into the matter. 


sf 


We then raised his | 


i| of New Mexico, and, in addition thereto, $1,000 a 


: Utah, aud New Mexico be, and the same are hereby, in- 
: creased to the sum of $2,500 each ; and that the salary of 


the present construction of the law will be de- 


| approved by the President. Among others was 


| should have an increased salary of $3,000 per 


that the First Comptroller of the Treasury has 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The law provides # 


_ That the annual salaries of the chief justices and asso- 
ciate judges of the Territories of Oregon, Washington, 


the Governor of New Mexico be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to the sum of $3,000;”? and so on. 


Mr. HOUSTON. His salary was increased 
from ene perannum—$1,500 as Governor, and 
$1,000 as superintendent of Indian _affairs—to 
$3,000. The construction of the Department, 
which the Committee of Ways and Means now 
propose to carry out, gives him, in addition. to 
this increased salary of $3,000, the sum of $1,000 
more; $1,000 in addition to what is $500 more 
than he originally received, both as Governor and 
superintendent of Indian affairs of New Mexico! 
: But the gentleman says that the deficiency bill 
is not the proper place for legislation of this sort. 
I agree with bim that these appropriation bills 
are not the measures in which to make legal regu- 
lations. Yet, by referring to the preceding para- 
graph, it will be found that the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means have themselves reported the 
very character of legislation which I propose to 
put in. While I shall labor with the gentleman 
to keep the appropriation bills free from improper 
legislation, still, whenever there is so plain a case’ 
as the present one—whenever it is evident that 
there is a proposition to take money out of the 
Treasury, however legally, yet in opposition to 
the intention of Congress—I must beg the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to | 
set its face against any such grasping legislation. 
I ask, now, that a provision be inserted by which 


stroyed. I regard it as an improper construc- 
tion. 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘We all want this matter to be 
put right. I have a recollection that on some oc- 
casion in the last Congress, this question of con- 
struction was before the House—whether on the 
occasion of a bill reported from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, or some other committee, I 
do not now remember; and if lam not mistaken, 
the House then came to the conclusion—and it 
was made a point on which the action of the 
House was to hinge—that the duties of Governor 
and superintendent of Indian affairs should be 
devolved on the same man, and that the salary 
given was to cover compensation for both. [can- 
not lay my hand on the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at that time; but there was, 
I think, something of the kind I speak of. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to explain this pro- 
vision of the deficiency bill. ‘The act organizing 
the Territory of New Mexico provided that there 
should bea Governor, who should receive a sal- 
ary of $1,500 per annum as such. lt also pro- 
vided that the Governor should be ex offictosuper- 
intendent of Indian affairs, and that, for discharg- 
ing the latter duty, he should receive $1,000. It 
made his salary for Governor and superintend- 
ent $2,500. During thelast Congress a bill, origin- 
ating in the Senate, provided for the increase of 
the salaries of the executive and judicial officers 
of the Territories of the United States. It came 
here, received the sanction of this body, and was 


the provision that the Governor of New Mexico | 


annum. Itleaves in force the provision of the | 
law organizing the Territory, which fixes his | 
salary as ex officio supcrintendentof Indian affairs 
at $1,000 per aanum, making his salary, as Gov- 
ernor and superintendent of Indian affairs, $4,000. 


I am of the opinion myself that it was not the in- | 


tention of Congress to give himall that salary for 
the discharge of the duties of both these offices. I 
recollect when the bill was under consideration. 
I think I was occupying the chair in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union when 
the bill providing for the increase of the salaries | 
of these executive and judicial officers of the Ter- 

ritories was before it. Lam of the opinion that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, when he submit- 
ted his estimates at the last session of Congress, 
did not think that the Governor of New Mexico, 
as Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs, 
was entitled to more than $3,000. Nevertheless, 
on examination of those acts, I am of opinion 


decided correctly, and that Governor Meriwether 
is entitled to a salary of $3,000 as the Governor 


year for the discharge of the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs of that Territory. 

There is another provision—and I believe itis in 
the Indian appropriation bill—which was passed, 
contemplating the separation of those two offices, 
and permitting one person to discharge the duties 
of Governor, and another the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. Such a provision was 
made so far as the Governor of the Territory of 
Minnesota-is concerned, and, I believe, also the 
Governor of New Mexico; leaving it discretion- 
ary with the President, at any time, to devolve 
the duties of Governor and superintendent of In- 
dian affairs of those Territories upon two differ- 
ent persons. In such an event, Governor Meri- 
wether would receive but $3,000 as Governor of 
the Territory, and the person who might hold the 
office of superintendent of Indian affairs would 
then be entitled to a salary of $1,000 under the 
existing law. I think, then, the gentleman from 
Alabama {Mr. Eovusron] is wrong in moving to 
strike out this provision of the bill. If he desires 
to make any additional legislation, I might act 
with him in that respect; but at present that 
officer is entitled to this amount of money, and 
wé ought to appropriate it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will read the 
Section of the act of 1850 which constituted the 
Governor of New Mexico the superintendent of 
Indian Afairs. It is this: 

c T'he executive power in and over said Territory of New 
Mexico shall be vested in a Governor who shail hold his 
oflice for four years, and unti) his successor shall be appoint- 
ed and quahfied, untess sooner removed by the President 
of the United States ; that the Governor shall reside within 
said Territory ; shall be commander-in-chief of the militia 
thereof; shal} perform the duties and receive the emolu- 
ments of superintendent of Indian affairs ; shall approve of 
the laws passed by the Legislative Assembiy, before they 
shall take effect,” &c. 

Gentlemen will sce that there is a provision by 
which the Governor shall receive $3,000 a year 
as Governor, and also a provision—the act of 
1850—by which he shall receive the emoluments 
of superintendent of Indian affairg, Those are 
the provisions, and this is a deficiency. The 
letter which 1 read from the Secretary of the 
Treasury calls for $2,929 35, which includes the 
$1,000 salary as superintendent of Indian affairs 
for the fecal year ending June 30, 1857. When 
the regular appropriation bills for that year shall 
come before the committee, the question as to the 
allowance of this $1,000 will, of course, be con- 
sidered; and perhaps, also, the question of the 
propriety of providing the remedy which the gen- 
tleman from Alabama suggests. I have not yet 
examined that subject; but the position which 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puetrs| now 
takes is palpably right. We cannot remedy the 
law here. The present slate of legislation is, that 
he shall have the salary asked for; and I there- 
fore hope the provision will not be stricken out. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It certainly never 
was the intention of Congress to increase the 
salary of the Governor of New Mexico, as Gov- 
ernor proper, from $1,500 to $3,000, by the act 
of 1854. I do not think, sir, that a fair construc- 
tion of the two acts will entitle the Governor, 
acting as superintendent of Indian affairs in New 
Mexico, to a salary of $4,000. By the act of 
1850—the organic act of the Territory of New 
Mexico—it is provided that the Governor shall 
also be the superintendent of Indian affairs in 
that Territory; that he shall receive $1,500 per 
year as Governor, and $1 ,000 as superintendent 
of Indian affairs—making his whole salary $2,500. 
Then, by the act of 1854—an act increasing, I 
believe, the salaries of the Governors of Oregon, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Minnesota—it is pro- 
vided that the salary of the Governor of New 
Mexico shall be $3,000 a yeay, It dues seem to 
me that this is the fair and legitimate construction. 
There is in fact but one office, if one man performs 
the dutics of both positions; and the first law, that 
of 1850, divided the compensation, and prescribed 
| that $1,500 of it shall be the compensation for his 
| services as Governor, and $1,000 the compensa- 
tion for his services as superintendent of Indian 
affairs. The act of 1854, increasing the salary, 
merely says that the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico shall be $3,000. I think it is clear 
and palpable that it was the intention of Congress, 
at the time that act was passed, to give to that 
officer $3,000 instead of $2,500, and not to increase 
his salary to $4,000. Such a result was not in 
the contemplation of anybody; and I think that 
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the law last passed will not bear a construction 
by which he shall receive $4,000. 
"Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The item reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means does not 
at all involve the question as to whether the law 
ought to have required this appropriation to be 
made. The sole duty of the committee was, to 
report the items provided for by existing laws. 
The argument on the other side is, that those 
laws ought to have provided differently. If we 
are confined to a simple construction of the laws 
as they exist upon the statute-book, I submit that 
there is no ground for a legal difference about the 
operation of the law. It is usual to provide that 
the same individual shall perform the duties of 
two several offices; and of course he is entitled to 
the compensation of the two offices. But we have 
here not an inference of that kind, but an express 
provision of law giving him two kinds of com- 
pensation. The section of the act of 1850 says, 
that he shall'be the commander-in-chief of the 
militia, and shall perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs. Well, surely, that confers upon him the 
office, and expressly confers upon him the emol- 
uments of the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, entirely irrespective of any other office he 
may hold. 

We have then a subsequent act—that of 1854— 
-which treats this person in his capacity of Gov- 
ernor, and not at all as Superintendent of Indian 
affairs. The law of 1854, carefully discriminating 
between the compensation of the two offices, 
says he shall receive a salary as Governor of New 
Mexico, and that the same “ is hereby increased 
to the sum of $3,000.” If we are dealing with 
law, we must interpret it according to legal rules 
of construction. The salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico is not the emoluments of the office of 
the superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Asto the suggestion of the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama, that there should be a proviso in- 
serted in this bill, giving a construction to this 
appropriation, I submit, most respectfully, that 
that is not an appropriate amendment to the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill. Weare not now dealing 
with what should be the law; we are merely pay- 
ing debts now binding on the United States. That 
will be not even a fit subject for an amendment to 
any other general appropriation bill hereafter; 
though there may be appropriately inserted, in a 
special bill providing for the salaries of Governors 
of Territories, a proviso, that when to that office 
is annexed the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, the emoluments of the latter office shall 
not be added to the salary of the Governor, and 
that he shall reccive nothing in addition to his 
salary as Governor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [should like the gentleman 
from Maryland, or the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, to turn to the law, and 
read it to the committee, which says, that no 
officer shall receive two salaries if they go above 
a certain amount—~—$2,500, I think. [would like 
to have that law read. e 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe gentleman will give me a 
reference to the law he alludes to, I will read it 
with pleasure. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave not got the law book 
here, but the gentleman will, perhaps, find it with- 
out trouble. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam not aware of the existence 
of the act to which the gentleman refers; but cer- 
tainly it cannot control the express declaration of 
a subsequent act of Congress providing a specific 
salary for an officer, and giving him likewise the 
emoluments of another office, the duties of which 
he is to discharge. Under any circumstances, it 
is a mere question as to the meaning of the 
statute which defines the compensation; and all 


that the committee now has todo is to pass upon | 7 ` ad S $ 
the propriety of the construction placed on that | removed by the President of the United States; 


law by the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
submit, that not even has a legal argument been 
raised on the question on the other side. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I believe that the 
act referred to by the gentleman from Alabama 
was passed in 1844. I know that the doctrine 


has been generally held, that in all cases where | 


an officer performs the duties of two offices he 
should in no case receive a greater compensation 
than the compensation attached to one office—he 
choosing the aa one. And I know further, sir, 
that. in some instances, where payments toa large 


the language of this act, used, I think, without 
sound judgment, the words of which expressly 


j act? 


! Now, sir, what did Congress intend by this? ‘The ; 


| this item, says this: 


amount were made by way of compensation to 
an officer performing the duties of two offices, 
suits were instituted by direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and the money recovered back. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I confess, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I do not consider the argument of the 
gentleman from Missouri, or the gentleman from 
Maryland, either anticipated or subsequently an- 
swered. The question is not what may have 
been a general provision of a prior statute, be- 
cause the language of the statute now in question 
is explicit and clear. Nor, again, is the question 
as to what particular members of this House, or 
of the Senate, or as to what all of the members 
may have mentally intended. The question is 
the effect and meaning of the words which have 
been used. And if language can be clearer than 


require the payment of these double emoluments 
to the same officer—L am at a loss to conceive 
how the effect of language can in any case be 
duly attributed to it. I do not mean to discuss 
this subject further, becanse I think it has been 
exhausted. All I mean to say is, that supposing 


the gentleman from Tennessee made it clear that || 


the House in passing that act meant something 
different from that expressed, and supposing that | 
the member from Maine was right in conceiving | 
this to be an exception to the general course of 
legislation, still it is a case in which, as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, (Mr. Puetrs,] and the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] have 
shown, an exceptional effect will be given to it. 
Mr. HOUSTON, I will read the Jaw to which 
I called attention a few moments ago. Itis an | 
amendment of a law which had been passed some 
few years before. Here is a section of this law, 
approved 3ist August, 1852: 
“And be it further enacted, That no person hereafter who 
holds or shall hold any office under the Government of the | 
United States, whose salary or annual compensation shall 


amount to the sum of $2,500, shall receive compensation 
for discharging the duties of any other office.” 


Mr. CAMPBELL. What is the date of that 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is dated August 31, 1852, 
and is express and clear, covering the point in 
controversy here. But gentlemen say that, even 
admitting that this law exists, the other is law, 
too. Now,-sir, there is a mistake about this. 
The compensation proposed to be given to the | 
Governor of New Mexico is one of construction. 
The Committee of Ways and Means construe 
the law in which he is required to perform, in 
addition to his duties as Governor, the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, as continuing in 
force and untouched, notwithstanding that his 
salary is quite doubled by the act of July, 1854. 


law which I have quoted was an existing law at j| 
the time that Governor Mcriwether’s salary was 
increased to $3,000; and if he was entitled—as į 
he was entitled before that—to his salary as Gov- | 
ernor and as superintendent of Indian affairs, for | 
which he obtained from the Government $2,500 | 
per year, still, as soon as his salary was raised to 
$3,000, he fell within the provisions of the law of || 
1852, which provides that no officer shall receive į 
any additional salary (above $2,500) for perform- || 
ing the duties of any other office. | 

Will my friend from Virginia read the law | 
under which this compensation is claimed? li 
| 
| 


Mr. LETCHER. You will find it there; it is | 
the act of 1854. Here is the act to which itis | 
amendatory, providing that the executive power 
and authority in and over said Territory of New | 
Mexico shall be vested in a Governor, who shall | 
hold his office for four years, and until his suc- i 
cessor is appointed and qualified, unless sooner | 


that the Governor shall reside within the said Ter- 
ritory; shall be commander-in-chief of the militia | 
thereof; and shall perform the duties and receive | 
the emoluments of the superintendent of Indian |; 
affairs. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. The law of 1854, under 
which this deficiency bill proposes to appropriate |i 


« And that the salary of the Governor of New Mexico be, ; 
and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of ¢3,000.” 


It does not speak of his emoluments, or of any | 
compensation to be given to him as superintend- | 


i| that by the actof 1852 these officers are 


ent. of Indian affairs; but it simply increases. his 
salary from $1,500 to $3,000. “And if under, no 
other circumstances—if under- no other aspect of 
the case he should be precladed from the appro- 
priation now proposed to be: paid, certainly he 
ought to be precluded by the law of 1852, which 
says that, whenever the salary ofan officer is equal 
to $2,500, he shall not have any additional com- 
pensation. That law is dated July, 1854; this 
one is dated August, 1852. No member of-the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and no member 
of the last Congress, will get wp and say. that he 
believed Congress intended to appropriate this 
money. On the contrary, this construction is 
one merely given by a Department, directly in 
the face of the spirit of the legislation, or, if con- 
sistent with the legislation, certainly in. the face 
of the intention of Congress at the time the act 
was passed, 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman misapprehends 
| the construction which I gave to the law. The 
-declaration I made was, that at the time the act 
of the 27th of June, 1854, was passed, increasing 
the salaries of the territorial officers, I did not 
believe it was the intention of Congress that the 
Governor of New Mexico should receive his 
salary as Governor and that of superintendent of 
ludian affairs in addition, making an aggregate 
of $4,000 per annum; but that such a construc- 
tion was not incompatible with the phraseology 
of the law. : 

Mr. LETCHER. I differ in opinion with both 
my friend from Missouri and my friend from Al- 
abama. I do not believe that Congress cared. a 
copper whether they gave these officers three, 
four, or five thousand dollars. Thatis my opin- 
ion. It went through here like a good many other 

ropositions to increase salaries—like one which 
gave $20,000 to the public printer. Members did 
not look into the matter. They acted merely 
from such considerations as were presented at 
the time, and never looked to the effects of their 
votes. 

Sir, I dissent from my friend from Alabama 
altogether in his mode of construing this law. 
Here is the act of 1850, which declares that the 
Governor of New Mexico shall receive, in addi- 
tion to his salary as Governor, an additional 
compensation of $1,000 per annum as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. That provision is 
made in the third section of the act of 1850. In 
1854 an act was passed, giving the Governor ‘of 
this Territory a specific salary, as Governor, of 
$3,000 per annum, without alluding in any wa 
to his connection with the office of superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs in the Territory. Now, if 
the object of the act had been to deprive him of 
the compensation which he enjoyed as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs under the act of 1850, 
would it not have so stated in express terms? 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend from Virginia 
| allow me to make an inquiry? I want to know 
| whether the amount proposed in this bill is in 
addition to the $3,000 per annum allowed him as 
Governor by the law of 1854? 

Mr. LETCHER. It is to make up the differ- 
ence between the increased salary allowed himas 
Governor under the act of 1854, and that allowed 
him as Governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs under the act of 1850. -o 

Mr. HOUSTON. This isan appropriation, in 
addition to the $3,000 a year, for his services as 
Governor, allowed by law. 

Mr. LETCHER. The case stands thus: The 
Governor of this Territory received a specified 


/ sum as superintendent of Indian affairs, and he 


received a certain sum as Governor. In 1854 his 
salary as Governor was increased to $3,000, 
without taking away what he recived as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs. If you will add what 
he is entitled to receive under the third section of 
the act of 1850, and whathe is entitled to receive 
under the act of 1854, you will make the exact 
difference between what he has received by former 


| appropriation and the amount here provided for. 
| That is the state of the case. 


My friend from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] says 

rohibited 

from receiving more than one salary. Fary well. 

If they are prohibited from receiving more than 
one salary, does the gentleman undertake to sa 
that an act passed two years after that, whic 

gives him this increased compensation as Gov- 

ernor, was intended to deprive him of his com- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February: 28, 


pensation under-that prior law as supe 
of Hidian affairs? == Se er et, 3 

“Mt STEPHENS. The act of 1854 brings it 
within the operation of that law. cae 
<M LETCHER: No, sir; it does not bring it | 
within the’ operation of that law. If it had, it || 
would. have said so. “Fhis‘ subsequent act con- |] 
wols the prior acts upon the same subject. That 
ig the rule of ‘constriction that must be given in || 
‘all’coses.’ You mast see how far there is consist- || 
ency or inconsistency between’ all the acts upon | 
this subject; and if thére isinconsistency between | 
this last‘act and the other acts; the last overrides | 
thé formeracts with which it is in conflict, Tt: 
seemsto me that, under a fair construction of these | 
acts, thisamountisduehim. Whether it is right | 
thatitshould: have been allowed by law, is another į 
matter, When ile proposition was made to in- || 
crease his salary, I voted against it, but I did not 
stand with a very strong party. I have never || 
found a strong: party to vote against such things || 
‘apon this floor in past sessions of Congress. | 

Mr. DUNN. iff understand the nature of | 
this: controversy, it does not occur to me that | 
there is any want of harmony in these statutes; | 
Heither-does it strike me that the Governor of | 
New Mexico is:entitled to this additional sum. || 
‘The rule of construction which would be adopted || 
imithe- courts, and which we ought to regard here, | 
is; that if we can construe the several statutes in 
harmony with each other, so that all may stand, 
we must do it. 

In 1850, then—taking the statutes in their order 
of. time—a law was passed organizing the terri- 
torial government. of New Mexico, and, under 
that law, it devolved upon the Governor to per- 
form the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs. 
For his salary as Governor so much was given, | 
and for his salary as superintendent of Indian | 
affairs anothcr sum was given; in all, I believe, 
making $2,500. Gentlemen will bear in mind 
that was in 1850. 

In 1852, an act was passed to’ the effect that 
whenever, thereafter, the salary of any oficer 
should be as much as §2,500, he should receive 
no additional compensation from the Government 
for‘any other duties that might be imposed upon 
or performed by him in the public service. That, 
I understand from gentlemen, is the substance of 
that act. 

If tire salary which the Governor of New Mex- 
ico had been reeeiving had then been $3,000, or | 
but $2,500, he would have been entitled to receive ! 
nothing in addition as superintendent of Indian i 
affairs, the object of the act of 1852 being to cover | 
precisely such cases as this; and the act is also 
made to apply to all cases thereafter. As I under- 
stand it, he was then receiving a compensation, as | 
Governor, less than $2,500-—only $1,500. A sub- | 


| paragraph, the following proviso: _ 


| strue it as to give him $6,000. [Laughter.] Such 


| make any. such construction. 


sequent act, however, was passed, extending it | 
beyond that sum, increasing his salary as Gov- | 
ernor to $3,000. Sir, there is no conflict, so far | 
as I see, between the different acts. | 
How, then, stands the case? When his salary | 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
1 


as Governor is raised to $3,000, he stands just 
where he would have stood if, in 1852, his salary 
as Governor had been $2,500; his compensation 
as superintendent of Indian affairs was cut off 
by thatact of 1852. When his salary as Gov- || 
ernor was raised to $3,000 in 1854, that act of | 
1852 was in force—saying that, thereafter, when- į 
ever the salaries of these Governors were as much |! 
as $2,500, they should have no additional com- | 
pensation for any other duties they might dis- | 
charge in obedience to the law they were charged | 
with administering. All of these acts can thus ; 
stand together, and there is no want of harmony | 
between them, viewed in this light; and there is | 
no difficulty arises by taking this construction, | 
so far as I see. The act of 1852 is simply a lim- i 
itation on the other two acts, 80 as to prevent | 

d 

i 

I 


-double compensation for services one person was ! 
required, as a public officer, to perform, : 

court, I think, would give the acts this con- į 
struction; and, if so, we should. The proper 
method of construing these acts is not by looking || 
at what any memiber of Congress then said, nor || 
at what such member now says he then intended, | 
but at the acts themselves—at what Congress in | 
its legislative capacity has said. One of these |; 
atts provides that his salary as Governor shall 7 
be $3,060, and another act provides that if his į 


| o'clock, and if the committee will rise, I shall 


i1! Committee of Ways and Means does not expect! 


il at this stage of the session, ona deficiency bill, 


salary is up to the limit of $2,500, he shall receive | 
Hothing in addition as superintendent of Indian i 


affairs. ‘That I take to be clearly the meaning of 
the whole matter, and is all I wish to say. ~ 
` Fhe CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from 
Alabama move to strike out the clause? E 
Mr. HOUSTON. Ido. © 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before that ques- | 
tionis put, Iwill move to insert, at the end of- the 


Provided, That from and after the passage of this act the 
salary and-compensation of the Governor and superinten- 
dent of Indian. affairs. shali be $3,000, any Jaw to the con- 
trary, notwithstanding. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will suggest that possibly 
the Department may get-hold of that, and so con- 


a construction would be as fairas the one now 
given. : 

Mr. JONES. I do not sce how any one could 

Mr. DUNN. I think the law is clear enough 
on that point. Yet, if it is not, this is a proposi- 
tion to fix the salary by a general law in a defi- į 
ciency appropriation bill. Itis out of place, and 
had better be done in a more regular way. 

Mr. JONES. It may not be strictly in order; 
still, I have followed the example of the commit- 
tee who reported the bill. They have reported 
general legislation in it. Ido not suppose that 
there are any gentlemen here who think that 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico ought 
to be $4,000. If we do not get this provision in 
here, we may not get it in anywhere else. If it is 
right and proper that we should say what the 
salary should be,—everybody seems to agree that 
Congress never intended it should be more than 
$3,000,—why not make the provision here? Why 
not now give the Secretary of the Treasury and į 
the proper accounting officers the true construc- 
tian of the law? 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana raise the question of order? 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not think the amendment 

is in order, and I ask the Chair to decide the 
oint. 

P Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman will waive 

his point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is an extraordinary 
case. 

Mr. DUNN, I will not press the question of 
order. 

Mr. HAVEN. IL hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will prevail. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. [hope that the mo- 
tion to strike out will not prevail. I am awk- 
wardly situated in reference to this matter. The 
Governor of the Territory of New Mexico first 
brought the subject to my attention. He left 
with me a brief which, thus far, I have not had 
any opportunity of looking into, which I prom- 
ised todo. I have not thought to look into it 
before. Gentlemen can reach this matter as well 
in the House as in the committee. It is three 


take- it as an especial favor. I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the committee 
refused to rise. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Ifthe chairman of the | 
to report the bill to the House to-day, I ask that | 
this item, instead of being stricken out, be passed 
over until the bill is gone through with. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be done by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman will accom- 
plish nothing by it. If he is going to leave the 
bill in committee, we might as well rise now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Letus get through | 
as far as we can. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have not a quorum 
present; and Ido not think the bill can be got 
through to-night. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If we cannot get a quorum 


what are we to expect by next September? 

The paragraph indicated was passed over, and 
the Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

When the following clause was read: 

‘To compensate the clerk of the United States district 
court for the State of Connecticut, for making certified copies 


of all copyrights recorded in his office, between January, 
1846, and February, 1852, 490 25.7— 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: I would in- | 


quire of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means why that item is placed in the bill, 
and for what purpose those copyrights were 
copied? It may be customary tó- pay for such 
copies, but that cannot be.a deficiency. If this is 
to be the entering wedge to a system of paying a 
compensation tothe clerks of all the district courts 
of the United States, for making copies of the 
copyrights filed: in their respective offices, there 
will be no end to such applications for compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. HAVEN. What were the copies made for? 

Mr. JONES. Tdo not know. ` f 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Secretary of ` 
State says, in his communication, that this item 
is to pay Alfred Blackman, clerk of the United 
States district. court for the State of Connecticut, 
for making certified copies of all copyrights re- 
corded in his office between January, 1846, and 
February, 1852. 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman what 
the copies were made for? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand they were 
made for the use of the Department of State. 

Mr. JONES. Itis a new item. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has there been any appro- 
priation for that kind of expense for this current 

ear? 

A Mr. CAMPRELL. No. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then this cannot bea de- 
ficiency. 

Mr. JONES. If it is a contingent expense, it 
should be so stated. expect, if we pass this 
item, we shall have to pay every clerk, of every 
district court of the United States for making 
similar copies, and that, too, without knowing 
what use is made of them. I move to strike out 
the whole item. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill having been read through, the question 
recurred upon the following item, which was 
passed over informally by unanimous consent: 

“ For increased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
per act of July 27, 1854, $1,929 35.7? 

Mr. LETCHER. This Governor of New 
Mexico is not thé only Governor whose salary 
was increased a year ago. I believe the Gov- 
ernors of the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington each reccive $3,000 a ycar for attending 
to their duties as Governors; and I think, if you 
will examine the matter, you will find that the 
superintendent of Indian affairs in each of those 
Territories receives $2,500 a year for attending 
to the duties of that department alone—making 
$5,500 paid, in each of those two Territories, to 
the Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) If the gen- 
tleman will allow me, I will say that the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means seems 
anxious to get the bill through the committee this 
evening; and as this item has been, hanging along 
for years, [ think it will not hurt by hanging along 
alittle longer. Letthis item be stricken out, and 
in the mean time members can examine it. As 
it stands now, those of us who entertain the 
opinion which I do in reference to it, will be com- 
pelled to resist it, and if we do, we cannot get the 
bill through the committee to-day. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no objection to an 
arrangement of that sort, in order to enable us to 
get through with the bill. I should never have 
agreed to put it into the bill, unless I thought the 
law justified us in placing it there. f 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovstown,] 
who seems to consider the success of his motion 
to be a foregone conclusion, that he should allow 
this item to pass the committee and let it go into 
the House, and when it gets into the House he 
can move to strike it out. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is wrong in 
his suggestion, even to accomplish his own object. 


| If we agree to Jet it be stricken out in the com- 


mittee, it will necessarily come up in the House, 
upon a vote whether we will agree with the action 
of the committee. If we do not strike it out here, 
it will be out of our power to act upon it at all in 
the House, as the previous question will be moved 
upon the whole bill and amendments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will give gentle- 
men an opportunity to move to strike it out in 


| the House. 


Mr.JONES. The question is getting consider- 
ably complicated. If the committee now strikes 
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out the clause, the proviso I have offered, of course, 
is lost, and it will never be reported to the House; 
and consequently there will be no legislation 
establishing what the correct construction of the 
law is, or what shall be the future rate of com- 
pensation of this. officer. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. [do not see the 
use of striking out the item for the purpose of 
inserting it. again- 
the argument of my friend. from Indiana, [Mr. 
Duwn.] It struck my mind very forcibly, until 
T recurred to the wordin 
by the gentleman from labama. 
remains the same as expressed in the first instance. 

The section says that 


‘No person hereafter holding any office under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, whose salary or annual com- ; 


pensation shall amount to. the sum of twenty-five hundred 
dollars, shall receive compensation for discharging the 
duties of any other office.” 


_ I submit, sir, that that scarcely relates to a case 
like this now under. consideration. It relates, I 
presume, to the case where the same individual 


Is appointed by the Executive to hold two sepa- | 


rate offices which have not been combined by 


law, and where he would take the compensation | 


affixed to the two separate offices. In that case 
the argument of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Duyn] would be entirely irrefutable. But 
the case now under consideration is that where 
the duties of the two offices, together with the 
salaries belonging tothem, have been blended by 
act of Congress. It has no analogy to the case 
of one man being permitted by the Executive to 
hold two separate offices. Here there isa distinct 
declaration that the duties of the Governor, desig- 
nated by the name of Goyernor, and the duties 
of the superintendent of Indian affairs, designated 
by the name of superintendent of Indian affairs, 
shall be blended in this one man, who, because 
he is appointed Governor, shall hold the office 
and discharge the duties usually attendant on the 
office of superintendent of Indian affairs. Andthen, 
to do away with all room for doubt, and to show 
that where he performed the double duties he was 
not to be restricted to the compensation of but the 


one office, the act fixes the salary of Governor 
at.$3,000, and says that he shall receive the com- 


ensatlon of the, superintendent of Indian affairs. 
believe that the argument is absolutely irrefuta- 
ble. Ifthese were two separate offices, not blended 


by law, and if the party were ap ointed under 
two separate commissions, or if the incumbent 
of the one office were appointed by the Execu- 


tive to discharge, even temporarily, the duties of 
the other, then the act of 1852 would of course 
apply. But that act has. no sort of application to 


the case now under consideration, where two | 
I submit that the item | 
ought not to be stricken out, and that the proviso i 
should not be inserted, as proposed by the gentle- j 


offices are blended in one. 


man from Tennessee, 


Mr. HAVEN. The argument of my friend is | 


that it is a blended office, and but the one office, 
for the purpose of discharging the duty, and a 
divided office, not blended, but two offices, for the 
purpose of receiving the pay. [Laughter.] 


Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; my argument is pre- | 


cisely this: The act of Congress does neither 
more nor less than define the aggregate duties 
imposed upon thisindividual, by referring to him 


the double duties of both ofiices—that of Gov- ; 


ernor and superintendent of Indian affairs. There 
are laws which define the duties which the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs shall discharge; there 
are also laws which define the duties of the Gov- 
ernor. The duties of this one person, on whom 
are devolved both offices, are merely defined by 
describing the two capacities in which he acts. 
The language in which this is expressed is to the 
effect that the person who, as Governor, shall 
discharge the duties of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs shall receive the compensation of the 
one office as well as the pay of the other. I 


submit, that he could not receive the compersa- | 


tion of the superintendent of Indian affairs if he 


did not discharge the duties of that office; and, | 
conversely, that if he is required to discharge the 


duties, he is entitled to. reccive the compensation. | 


My argument is, that the law of 1852 has no rela- 
tion to a case of this kind, which is the blending 


of the duties of two offices in one person, but | 


that it relates to the case of one individual who 
is appointed by the Executive to huld two 


I listened with great. care to į 


of the act referred to | 
My opinion | 


os x i 
separate offices which. are not blended by act of | 
Congress. I submit, that the question is, whether i 


the law of 1852 relates to acase where the duties 
of two offices are blended by act of Congress, or 
whether it does not relate solely to the ease of a 
person appointed to hold separate offices, those 
offices. being separated by law? : 

Mr. BRENTON. It appears clear to.me that 
the law of 1852, which has been referred. to, was 
designed to cover cases such as described by the 
gentleman from Maryland, where the individual 
receiving an appointment may afterwards be di- 


rected by the appointing power to perform the 


duties of another office; and was not designed to | 


meet this case. Take, for instance, the receiver 
of public moneys, holding his office by appoint- 
ment from the President, with a regular and fixed 
salary. Many instances occur where that re- 
ceiver of public moneys is required to disburse 
the public funds and pay out money, particularly 
to Indians. In that case, he is not allowed any 
extra compensation for the performance of these 
double duties, but he performs them for the 
amount received from his regular salary. Cases 
of this kind have come. under my own observa- 
tion on this very question, and anterior to the 
passage of this law. 

It will be recollected that, at the. time of the 
passage of the law of 1852, cases of this kind 
came up;and it was for the purpose of remedying 
these cases that the law was passcd—not for the 
purpose of interfering with cases where Congress 
had by law conferred two offices upon the same 
individual. To my mind, the case is clear enough. 

Mr. DUNN. tf my friend from Maryland wiil 


give me his attention a moment, I think I can | 


By | 


show him where his argument would lead. 
the act of 1850 organizing this Territory, it was 
provided that the Governor, for his duties as Gov- 
ernor, should receive $1,500; and it devolved upon 
him also the duties. of superintendent of Indian 
affairs within the Territory, for the discharge of 
which duties he was to receive $1,000. Thus, for 
discharging the duties of the two situations, he 
was to get $2,500 per year. Now, my friend 
says, that that is the blending of two offices into 
one, but there was a separation, certainly, in the 
compensation. I take him at his word, how- 
ever—that it was the blending of two offices into 
one; and that for discharging the dutics of super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, by virtue of his office 
as Governor, his compensation was in 1854 in- 
creased to $3,000. That was $500. more than had 
been allowed him before that for the discharge of 
both these duties. Jf the gentleman’s argument 
should prove anything, it would prove that when 
a compensation was given to him for the discharge 
of all the duties which, by law, devolvéd upon 
him as Governor, that fact of itself would ex- 


chade all pretense for further compensation. That | 


compensation was fixed at $3,000; and that the 
legislative department contemplated that salary 


as a complete compensation for all his duties, of | 


whatever kind, is shown as before said, by the 
act of 1852. 

Mr. DAVIS. Allow me to suggest that it was 
the same as the ordinary mode of compensating 
the marshals of the United States. Their com- 


pensation is composed of certain fees and emolu- | 


ments of office, together with a salary of a defi- 
nite sum; and the bill of 1854 provides for the 


Governor of New Mexico on exactly the same | 


principle. It provides that the salary of the Gov- 
ernor shall be $3,000, and that he shall likewise 


receive the emoluments of the office of superin- | 


tendent of Indian affairs—exactly analogous to 


the case of the marshal receiving the fees of „office, | 


in addition to his salary. 


Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman will allow me | 
to have the act of 1852 read, he will perceive that | 


Congress intended to provide for just such a class 
of cases as is here presented. 
provides— 

«Phat no person hereafter who holds or shall hold any of- 


fice under the Government of the United States, whose sal- 
ary or whose annual compensation shah amount to 32.500, 


shali receive compensation for discharging the duties of any | 


other office.?? 
What is the only reasonable construction to be 
placed upon this phraseology? 


for his gubernatorial services, 
nothing in addition for his services as syperin- 


| tendent of Indian affairs? 


~~ 


Phe act of 1852 


Is it not that, |! 
when the salary of the Governor is raised to $2,500, | 
he shall receive || 


The superintendenee of Indian affairs was, and 
is well understoad to be, a distinet office —m-the 
language of. the act. of 1852 -“* another offices 
from that of Governor. It was-so treated by the 
act of 1850, (referred to,) but for convenience-sake 
the duties of bath offices are sometimes, as wag 
the case then, devolved on the.same:persous:: Ab 
first, the gubernatorial salary. was but $1,500,and 
thore was reason for an additional compensation 
for the duties of. the other office. But. now. the 
gubernatorial. salar is $3,000, and the duties are 
not inereased aud were before imposed.: -The 
compensation: being beyond: $2,500 tothe Gover 
ernor, he is by the express language of: the. act 
cut off from “ compensation for discharging the 
duties of any other office’’-—from. the office of 
superintendent of Indian affairs. : 

The case put by the gentleman, of the United 
States marshals, is notin point. The fees and 
salary he speaks of are a compensation for disz 
charging the dutics of the office of marshal—of 
one office alone—and of course the case ig. not 
within the act of 1852. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not think this 
ease presents as great difficulties, even after the 
elaboration of my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Duwn,] as gentlemen seem to imagine. J think 
the gentleman from Indiana, as a lawyer, must 
agree with me, that he has- introduced a new 
rule of construction into this forum, to ascertain 
whether a law hasbeen repealed or not. His argu- 
mentamounts tothis: that the act of 1854, increase 
ing the salary of the Governor of New. Mexico to 
$3,000, repealed the act of 1850, by virtue of the 


| reading which he gives to the act of 1854, by the 


light of the act of 1852. That is exactly what it 
amountsto. The letter of the act of 1854 increases 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico to 
3,000; but the argument of the gentleman from 

ndiana is that, the moment the salary of the Gov- 


| ernor was inereased to $3,000, he could no longer 


exercise the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, because of the act of 1852. That is his 
proposition. 

ow, sir, the act of 1850 provides that the Gov- 
ernor shall receive a salary of $1,000 a year as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. In 1854 his 
salary, as Governor, was raiscd to $3,000. The 
only question, then, for us to determine is whether 
these two acts, taken together, give him a salary 
of $4,000 or not? -a 

To escape the payment of this $1,000 a year, 
the gentleman from Indiana puts in the act of 
1852, and says, that, although the Governor of 
New Mexico, by the act of 1850, was to receive 
$1,000 per annum for his services as superintend- 
ent of lndian affairs; yet when his salary wasin- 
creased to $3,000, the act of 1850, in so far as it 
related to his case, was repealed by the act of 
1852. I say that the gentleman from Indiana, 
with all his practice at the bar, with all his prac- 
tice in the law, cannot show. me a single rule of 
construction by which the repeal of a law could 
be ciphered out by any such arithmetic. He says 
that the law of 1850-is repealed by the operation 
of the law of 1852 upon that of 1854. 

Mr. DUNN. [have not said the act was re- 
pealed. On the contrary, my position was, that 
the acts, all taken together, were in perfect har- 
mony. The act of 1852 only imposes a limita- 
tion as to the amount of compensation to be re- 
ceived for the discharge of the duties of more than 
one office. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the gentle- 
man. My pointis this: By the act of 1854 the 
Governor of New Mexico is to receive a salary 
of $3,000 per annum, as Governor, By theact.of 
1850 he is to receive $1,000 per annum as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. You say that, when his 
salary was increased to $3,000 per annum by the 
act of 1854, he forfeits the 81,000 he was to receive 
under the act of 1850. Why? I want to know 
why these acts are not to be taken separately, 
putting his salary up to $4,000? 1 say that is 
the construction to be placed upon it, rather than 
that the law of 1854 should be construed by the 
light of the law. of 1852. Suppose that you were 
to take these two acts of 1850 and 1954 into your 
hands, and as a lawyer to construe them, what 
would you say? Why, that the act of 1854 gave 
him $3,000, and that the act of 1850. gave him 
$1,000. in addition, as superintendent of Indian 
affairs, making him entitled to receive an aggre- 
gate salary of $4,000. Yousay he is not entitled 
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to. teceive- over. $3,000-per annum. Task you 
why? » You say, because there was an act passed 
im 1852, providing that, whenever a man's salary 
went up-as high as $2,500, he should receive no 
additional -compensation for discharging the du- 
tiés of any other office. I wish to know. what 
application can be made of that act, in the con- 
struction of these two independent acts? I say 
thatthe act of 1850 and the act of 1854 are to be 
taken as ‘independent acts... When gentlemen 
attempt refinement upon the decisions of Elisha 
‘Whittlesey, they will find that they have become 
somewhat :hypercritical. When this claim shad 
gassed. Elisha Whittlesey, I think that it might 
have gone through in this deficiency bill without 
discussion. Although the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is ingenious, I do not believe 
you will find a rule, established by any court in 
the United States or in the world, that sustains 
such a principle of construction. I have never 
heard that, in the construction of a law upon its 
. face; other laws may be brought in so as that the 
three must be read together to ascertain the effect 
that the: last act of the legislative power would 
produce upon the first act of the legislative power. 
Rhis act of 1852, according to the gentleman from 
Indiana, is a sort of lantern by which he throws 
light upon the law of 1854. 
+“ T'agree with the gentleman from Maryland that 
the act of 1852 has no application to a case like 
this, where the law has devolved the duty of Gov- 
ernor and the duty of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs on the same person, and said he shall 
receive so much as Governor, and so much as 
superintendent. It was made to meet a case where 
a man in office is called on to discharge the duties 
of another office, and who comes to Congress, and 
asks additional compensation for the temporary 
discharge of the duties of the second office. But 
where the law itself combines the two offices, re- 
quires the one man to discharge the duties of both 
offices, and says that he shall receive so muchas 
‘Governor, and so much as superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, and a subsequent act increases his 
‘compensation as Governor, I say that he has the 
‘right to derfand the salary fixed for the superin- 
tendency of Indian affairs in addition to the in- 
eréased salary for discharging the duties of Gov- 
ernor, His salary is $4,000. It so stands on 
the face of the law; and Congress, to avoid its 
payment, and get rid of the act of 1850, will have 
to app! a rule of forced legal construction. 

r. PAINE. Iagree with the honorable gen- 
tleman from Indiana in relation to this mattér. 
{think the act of 1854 merely brings this case 
‘within the act of 1852. Unless it be so, all offices 
created prior to the act of 1852, the salary of 

- which did not amount to $2,500, cannot be reached 
by the act of 1852, and it must refer to offices 
created since; for, according to the argument 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, it matters not 
how much we may increase the salaries of offices 
created prior to the act of 1852, after the passage 
of that act, the act has no effect. But the act of 
1854 simply brings the act of 1852 to operate on 
this case. I think the case is a plain one, and 
requires no elaborate argument. The lawis plain: 


it provides, distinctly and emphatically, that any | 


officer who shall receive acompensation amounting 
to. $2,500 shall not be compensated for discharging 
duties attached to any other office. The law is 
‘conclusive. The only question we need ask is, 
does this officer receive a compensation amounting 
to $2,500? If he does, then he comes within the 
provision of the act of 1852, which forbids him 
to receive any further compensation for the dis- 
charge of any further duty. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me, with due 
deference to my friends from North Carolina and 
Indiana, that this is not so plain a case as they 
would have us believe. The gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Dunn] said that the law of 1850 
recognized a Governor and superintendent of 
Indian affairs for New Mcxico—that it provided 
that the salary of the Governor should be $1,500, 
and the salary of the superintendent $1,000. The 
act of 1854 provides this—and this alone—that 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
instead of $1,500, as fixed by the law of 1850, 
shall be $3,000. It does not say a word about the 
superintendency of Indian affairs. Now, I put 
it to my friends from North Carolina and Indiana 
to say, whether there is an officer who is known 
as the superintendent of Indian affairs in New! 


Mexico? Under the law, there is a Governor 
there; but is there a superintendent of Indian 
affairs, if their construction be right? Thelaw of 
1850 provides both for a Governor and a superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. If the construction be, 
then, as the gentleman represents, let me put 
another question to him: under the law of 1854, 
is the present Governor of the Territory of New 
Mexico bound to perform the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs? If he is not to receive 
the compensation of $1,000, which the law of 
1850.gave him for that service—if the law of 1854 
is silent in regard to this compensation for the 
superinteñdency of Indian affairs, and says only 
that he shall have $3,000 as Governor—is he 
bound to perform the duties of superintendent? 
I will give way cheerfully to hear what they have 
to say about it., Nobody answers. Well, I will 
proceed with my remarks. 

Again: If the Governor is not bound to act as 
superintendent of Indian affairs, have we any 
such officer in the Territory, or have they had 
such a one since the law of 1854? There is 
another thing remarkable about this matter. It 
-is the first time I have ever heard that silence in 
a subsequent law, in regard to an office spoken of 
in a preceding law, repealed that preceding law. 
According to the theory of gentlemen here, the 
act of 1854, which says not one word about the 
superintendent of Indian affairs, because it gave 
a salary of $3,000 in lieu of $1,500 for Governor, 
will abolish the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, or require its duties to be discharged for 
nothing. 

Mr. LANE. My understanding is, that he 
was to discharge the duties of both offices, receiv- 
ing the increased compensation as Governor, with 
the former and existing compensation as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs. 

Mr. LETCHER. Precisely so. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce to a clause in this bill which we have 
passed. 

Mr. LETCHER, It is too late; the gentieman 
cannot go back. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I can make whatever 
remarks I please on the bill while it is in com- 
mittee. I desire to draw the attention of the 


chairman of the Committee on Commerce to the | 


following extraordinary provision of the bill, 
which scemsto have been passed over sub silentio. 
I call, as well, to it the attention of members, 


whose constituents are alike interested in its | 


effect: 


& Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to change the present system of providing relief 
for sick and disabled seamen by dismissing from service the 
employés of the Government, leasing the marine hospitals, 
at such points as in his judgment the public interest requires 
a change, to private individuals, city or town authorities, 
or private associations, on terms providing for the neces- 
sary attention to seamen entitled to relief: nd provided 
further, That the said Secretary shali suspend all further 
expenditures of money heretofore appropriated for the pur- 
chase of sites and the construction of marine hospitals at 
those points where the construction of buildings has not 
been commenced ; and that the said Secretary report to 
Congress aunually the arrangements which he may have 
made under this proviso.”? 


If I understand it rightly, it is an entirely new 
system that is proposed for the approval of Con- 
gress. This isa provision which should have 
the fullest consideration of Congress before it is 
made a statute. Yet it is brought here in an 
appropriation bill, without having been referred 
to the Committee on Commerce and a report made 
on the subject; indeed, so far as I know, without 
the presentation of a petition for the proposed 
change, or any portion of the community knowing 
anything of it. Here we have presented and 
passed over, without a word of debate, a matter 
of the greatest importance, involving no less than 
the letting out the support and care of sick and 
disabled seamen for all time to come. I was 
absent from the House when the subject was 
passed over;and when I came in I was astonished 
to find that a matter of so much importance had 
been passed over without a word of debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As the gen- 
tleman from New York has referred to me, as the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in con- 
nection with the matter which he has called to the 


attention of the committee, I would say, that T | 


had an intimation that there was aapoviso to one 
clause of the bill, in relation to the marine hos- 


ł 


itals. Idid not see the bill until after the House 

ad resolved itself into the Committee. of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. -Ithen took up 
the bill, but before I had read it over I was called 
out of the Hall, and before I was able to get back 
the committee had passed by this particular clause. 
if I had been in my sent, and had known of the 
extent, and, I may say, the extraordinary charac- 
ter of this proviso, I should have interposed an 
objection, and moved:to strike it out; and I now 
intend, before this subject is disposed of, to be ` 
heard upon the matter contained in the proviso. 
I think, with the gentleman from New. York, 
that it is a most extraordinary provision, to have 
the whole system of this Government in relation 
to marine hospitals changed in this way. It is 
most extraordinary to have everything in relation 
tothis subject, which the Government, more than 
almost anything else, should care for, stricken 
down by a proviso, and without consideration 
by this House. Nobody, as I understand, has 


-petitioned to have this change in relation to the 


marine hospitals of the country. Ido not under- 
stand that any petitions have been referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, asking that this 
extraordinary change should be made. I do not 
pretend to say that there ought not to be some 
legislation upon the subject of marine hospitals. 
I do not pretend to say thatthere are not abuses; 
but I do say, that this is not a proper way to 
legislate upon an important matter of this kind. 
I desire to produce some statistics—I desire to have 
some facts presented to this committee. Before 
this discussion shall be closed, and the bill passed 
upon by the committee, I shall ask to be heard. 
Iam not prepared to speak now, and I shall there- 
fore move that the committee now rise, in order 
that this discussion may come up at some other 


time. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ifthe gentleman will with- 
draw that motion I will renew it 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Iwill do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. I only wish to say that, so 
far as information upon this subjectis concerned, 
the Committee of Ways and Means are perfectly 
willing to engage in a discussion upon it, when- 
ever gentlemen upon this floor choose to raise the 
question. We shall be prepared with some sta- 
tistics to show the operation of the present system 
of marine hospitals. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Virginia will yield me the floor a moment, 
I think I can satisfy this committee that this pro- 
vision of the bill is right. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, I yielded the floor to 
the gentleman from Virginia, with the under- 
standing that he would renew my motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not going to make a speech now? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 want to get the bill out 
of the committee this evening. : 

Mr. LETCHER. There is no chance for that 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not make a speech 
now; but with a view of laying before the com- 
mittee some very important information touching 
this whole system of marine hospitals, I will call 
the attention of the committee briefly to a table 
which I hold in my hand, and which I have pre- 
pared from the official documents which have 
been laid upon the desks of members. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe subject of these ma- 
rine hospitals is to be discussed, I say to my 
friend from Ohio—he being at the head of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and having ex- 
amined the subject—that it would be better to 
postpone his remarks until we have a full commit- 
tee. It is impossible to get the bill out of com- 
mittee to-night if that matter Is to be discussed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. ` I thought a point of 
order was raised that we could not go back in the 
bill to the clause containing the subject-matter of 
the present discussion. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The point was raised upon 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. WAKEMAN, 
but he claimed, notwithstanding the point o 
order was raised, that he had the right to make 
a speech. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Did [ understand the 
Chair to decide that the clause cannot be altered 


now? : 
The CHAIRMAN. The clause to which ref- 
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erence is made has been passed over, and the 
committee cannot go back to it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If, then, it cannot be cor- 
rected, I suggest that we should now let the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means take his bill out of 
committec, and let us killit in the House, in order 
that he may come back to the House with a new 
bill, and then we can prevent the perpetration of 
this enormity. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the view, then, of 
taking the bill out of the committee, I have. no 
objection to the amendment proposed in refer- 
ence to the salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
because we can take a vote upon it in the House 
proper. I therefore move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now 
in order, as there is an amendment pending to 
strike out the clause in reference to the salary of 
the Governor of New Mexico. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ithought that amendment 
was adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I hope the clause will not 
be stricken out. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that this committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Pennryeron] reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly House bill (No. 68) 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 
1856, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The House accordingly (at four o'clock) ad- į 
journed until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE, 
Frmay, February 29, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented the petition of Daniel S. 
Chapman, a soldier in the last war with Great 
Britain, praying fora pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE. I present the petition of Julius 
J. Bohrer, late a master in the Navy of the Uni- | 
ted States, complaining of the action of the late 
naval board, in consequence of which he was 
dropped, and praying for relief, As the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, which had charge of 
similar memorials, has reported on the subject, 
I move that this petition be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Mississippi, in favor of the adop- 
tion of measures for obtaining reliable informa- 
tion in relation to the cotton interest in Europe; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


OUR RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. WEBSTER, his Secre- 
tary, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- 
lution yesterday adopted by the Senate, all cor- 
respondence in relation to an alleged offer by 
Great Britain to submit to the arbitrament of a | 
friendly Power, the questions in difference be- 
tween the two Governments in reference to the 
construction of the treaty of April 19, 1850. It 
appears, from a letter of Mr. Buchanan to the 
State Department, dated November 21, 1855, that, 
in the course of a previous conversation, Lord 
Clarendon intimated to him that it might be desir- 
able to have the opinion of a third Power on the 
true construction of the treaty. Tothis Mr. Bu- 
chanan playfully replied, that it would be hard to 
find an impartial umpire, as England had gone 
to war with our umpire, the Emperor of Russia. | 
He urged on Lord Clarendon the reasons why the 
British Government ought to relinquish the Bay 


islands to Honduras; to which his lordship re- 
sponded that those islands were not of the least 


value to Great Britain, and that the only question 
was, whether national honor did not forbid this 
course. i : 

In a conversation between Lord Clarendon and 
Mr. Buchanan, on November 9th, 1855, the 
former remarked that arbitration was the best 
mode of settling the difference as to the construc- 
tion of the treaty. The American Minister re- 
plied, that there was nothing to arbitrate; that the 
language of the treaty was so plain and explicit 
as to leave no room for miscenstruction. On the 
5th of February, 1856, Mr. Buchanan. commu- 
nicated to the Sceretary of State information 
of a statement made in the House of Peers, b 
Lord Clarendon, to the effect that the Britis 
Government had made “an offer” of arbitra- 
tion, which had been declined by the American 
Government. Mr. Buchanan, in this dispatch, 
reiterated his former statements as to the conver- 
sations on the subject, and said that nothing else 
had been remarked but what he had previously 
stated, and that he did not consider his conversa- 
tions with Lord Clarendon as justifying the state- 
ment made in the House of Lords.” On the 6th of 
February last, in an interview between the Amer- 
ican Minister and the British Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, Lord Clarendon stated that 
Mr. Crampton had been instructed bya dispatch, 
dated in November, 1855, to make a formal pro- 
posal to submit the question to arbitration. 

A dispatch was received at the State Depart- 
ment from Mr. Crampton on the 27th of Feb- 
ruary, communicating a dispatch of Lord Clar- 
endon to him, dated November 10, 1855, propos- 
ing to submit the question to arbitration, which 
had not been before submitted to this Govern- 
ment in consequence of its last paragraph having 
escaped the attention of Mr. Crampton. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate ordered yesterday 
that five thousand copies be printed of the com- 
munication then received, one thousand to be for 
the use of the Department of State. I had sup- 

osed that to be a suflicient number, but it has 
een suggested otherwise. Ishall notnow move 
to enlarge the number, bat I will cheerfully ac- 
uiesce in such a motion, if any other gentleman 
esires that the number should be increased. 
therefore move that five thousand copies of this 
communication be printed, of which one thousand 
shall be for the use of the Department of State. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam quite in favor of the 
publication of the largest number of this corre- 
spondence. It places the controvers 
American affairs in a light somewhat different 
from that which it reflected when the debate in 
the Senate on that subject commenced. As the 
case was submitted to us by the President in his 
annual message, the communications between the 
two Governments consisted of an argument, able 
and elaborate on each side, maintaining the re- 
spective positions of the parties in regard to the 
construction of the Central American treaty and 
its effect, on the part of the United States demand- 
ing a fulfillment of it, and on the part of Great 
Britain quite positively, and I think I may now 
say (though I did not say so on a former occa- 
sion) somewhat offensively, refusing and denying 
compliance with those demands. 

Under those circumstances, I thought it the 
duty of the Senate, of Congress, and of the coun- 
try, to express (if my opinions on the subject 
were right) their decided concurrence with the 
Government in the positions it had assumed, and 
in the demands it had made. [ took occasion, in 
expressing my opinions then, to say that we had 
passed the point where we could offer arbitration. 
{ took occasion, therefore, to consider the ques- 
tion as one which might possibly become one of 
peaccandwar. In reviewing all the circumstances 
of the case, I, however, expressed the hope that 


cations between the two great Powers, with the 
view of averting the calamities of war; and I said 
that Great Britain might thereafter offer us arbi- 
tration, among the means of a settlement of the 
question; and that if she should do so, I, for one, 
should be in favor of listening and hearing, though 
I would not commit myself, but would be willing 
to go to the very verge of accommodation, for the 
purpose of preventing the calamities ofa belligerent 
settlement. 

I have no opinion now to express on the sub- 

je 

it 


ct of arbitration thus offered, except that which 
before expressed, that 1 never would consent 


on Central į 


it might yet become the subject of new communi- ; 


that the United States .should. offer arbitration; 
and, in the second place, that. if it is. consistent 
with the dignity and honor of the United States 
to receive the proposition of arbitration from the 
British Government—that .Government. having 
now distinctly made the offer—TI do not.say at 
what time—to arbitrate this question, Ihave: no 
opinion to express for the purpose of embarrass- 
ing the Government of the United States in the 
consideration of that question, nor will Lembar- 
rass it by expressing any opinion in favor of the 
acceptance of the offer, or adverse to it. Iam sure 
we shall do most wisely by leaving that under the 
authority of the Department, in the able manage- 
ment of the Secretary of State. 

I congratulate the Senate, then, on the more 
pacific and pleasing prospect of this exciting, 
great, and most important question; and I trust 
that the harmony of these two Governments and 
the peace of these two nations is not to be dis- 
turbed; while I am sure, that in its present hands, 
and I think in the hands of any Administration 
to whom the honor of the country may be con- 
fided, the great interests involved in the fulfill- 
ment of the treaty will not be sacrificed by the 
United States. 

I have a word to say on the subject of the cor- 
respondence inregard to the violation of the rights 
of neutrality of the United States, which F in- 
tended to say on a future occasion, but I do not 
like to trouble the Senate often and desultorily, 
and will therefore say what I have to say on that 
subject now. 

The Senate will recollect that, when the Cen- 
tral American question was before the Senate ona 
previous occasion, I took care to avoid the discus- 
sion of the conduct of Mr. Crampton and of the 
British agents in regard to the violation of our 
neutrality laws. I did so, partly because we were 
not informed definitively of what was the nature 
of the offense stated to have been given by Great 
Britain, or of the correspondence with the British 
Government in regard to it; but I did so more be- 
cause I thought it unnecessary and unwise to 
embarrass a great, and important national question 
with one of ceremony or of etiquette, or of a per- 
sonal character. 

One good cause of complaintagainst a party is 
better than many causes of complaint. The mind 
of man delights in simplicity. One real and im- 
portant cause of complaint is enough to present 
against any Government at one time; and you 
can connect no other one with it, which is of sub- 
ordinate importance, without diminishing the 
magnitude and interest of the first and chief onc. 
It was for this reason that I regretted to see a con- 
nection between these two questions, and endeav- 
ored to separate them, the one from the other. 

3ut the course of events has brought out the cor- 
respondence upon this otherand merely collateral 
subject; and the impression has been made on 
the minds of many, and has been expreased, I 
believe, in the Senate, by some members of this 
body, while I was absent, to the effect that there 
was nothing in the correspondence of the British 
Government of the nature of an apology for the 
offense which had been given by them In regard 
to this recruiting question. I wish to say that, 
upon the very cursory examination which I have 
iven that question, ! am not prepared to go that 
ength. hile I intend to support the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the honor of the country 


upon this, as upon every other question, I still 


think that circumstances appear in this corre- 
spondence which show that the British Govern- 
ment may, with plausibility and perhaps with 
conscientiousness, Say, 
what was regarded by them in the nature of an 
apology, which was as broad and as full as it was 


consistent with the honor of that Government to 
make. 

I find that Lord Clarendon, in reply to a letter 
of Mr. Marcy of the 15th of July last, expresses 
“ the regret of her Majesty’s Government if the 
law of the United States has been in any way 
infringed by persons acting with or without any 
authority from them;’’ and further declares, that 
“any such infringement is entirely contrary to 
the wishes and to the positive instructions of her 
Majesty’s Government.” Lord Clarendon fur- 
ther states that Mr. Crampton was directed to 
issue strict orders to the British consuls in the 
United States to be careful not to violate the law, 
and that “Mr. Crampton was enjoined, above all, 


that they have tendered, 
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‘to-haveé no covicealment from the Government of 
thé United States.” ` 
‘s Te isvéry certain that the Secretary of State 
andthe President may be right in supposing this 
Was tot an explicit acknowledgment; hut still it 
ig one of those cases-in which parties, jealous of 
their honor, may misunderstand the effect in- 
tended to be giver by each other ta the language 
which ‘they respectively use. It is, however, 
equally certaiii; on the other side, that Lord Clar- 
ndon thought he had made such an apology as 
gowld be made, and probably all the apology 
which could be made by a Power jealous of its 
dignity and-of its ‘honor; because in a diplomatic 
fetter he claims that this was an apology; that it 
wis made as'such to Mr. Buchanan; and that Mr. 
Buchanan was satisfied with it. He insists upon 
it that lie has made an apology; the American 
Government insists that he has not. The point 
of difference between the two Governments is 
confined simply to the effect of the language 
which was used by Great Britain. 

““TLobserve that, under date of the 5th of Sep- 
tember, 1855, Mr. Marcy writes to Mr. Crampton, 
that,“ the international aspect of the case has been 
overlooked by Lord Clarendon.” That is; that 
the expression of regret which Lord Clarendon 
Wad made was oné which had in view only the 
‘municipal aspect of the case—the violation of the 
municipal laws of the United States. Mr. Marcy 
informs Mr. Crampton, that *‘the international 
aspect of the case has been overlooked:” and he 
insists that the proceedings of the British func- 
tionaries “were a violation of international law, 
and an affront to the sovereignty of the United 
States, and infringement of their local law.’ In 
reply to this, Lord Clarendon answers, that he 
regrets that “his former explanations had not 

roved as satisfactory to the Government of the 

nited States as they had appeared to be to Mr. 

Buchanan;’’ but he declares, that ‘if the law of 
the United States has been in any way infringed 
by persons acting with or without any authority 
from them, any such infringement is entirely con- 
trary to: the wishes and to the positive instruc- 
tions of her Majesty ’s Government. 

On the 2d of November, 1855, Mr. Buchanan 
reports a conversation held with Lord Clarendon 
on the subject, in concluding which he says that 
Lord Clarendon remarked, “in a sincere and 
emphatic manner, that nothing had been further 
from the intention of the British Governmentthan 
to violate the neutrality of the United States, or 
to give them cause of offense.” 

his brings the subject down to a very narrow 
andalmosttechnical point, under the code of honor 
which regulates the diplomacy of nations. To say 
that ** E did not intend an injury, or an insult, or 
an offense,” is all, perhaps, that a man can truly 
say who never did intend such a thing; unless 
you will oblige him to admit falsely that he in- 
tended that which he did not purpose. It seems 
to me you must be content, taking his honor as 
the pledge for the truth and sincerity of the dec- 
laration that he never intended, and does not now 
wish to be construed to have intended, any of- 
fense. 

This communication of Mr. Buchanan shows 
that he believed Lord Clarendon and the British 
Government to be sincere—because he dwells 
with emphasis on this point—‘* to be sincere in the 
declaration which they had made that they had 
never intended any offense or injury, and that 
what had been done had been done unconscious- 
ly, if it was in violation of the laws of the United 

tates.” 
but I do say it is enough to form the subject of a 
discussion between. the: parties, and to conclude 
against the assumption, which would be a violent 
one, that the British Government has made no 
apology and no explanation which ought to be 
satisfactory. 

I trust, therefore, if this action of the Senate is 
to go abroad, that in regard to both these ques- 
tions it may be understood that there is room for 
further consultation and negotiation between the 
Governments, with the hope that the smaller 
matter may be accommodated and put out of the 
way, if the larger one is still to remain an issue 
between the nations; and that even that great one 
which affects our country’s interests so profound- 
ly, may in some way be happily closed while all 
those interests are Pees and preserved. 


> Mr, PEARCE. Mr. President, I think that ;' after communicating toour Gevernmentthe inten- | 


I do not say this ought to be enough; | 


yesterday, when the correspondence in relation to 
the enlistment question was received, it was made 
the order of the day for some day next week. Am 
I correct in that, sir? 

The PRESIDENT. There was no motion to 
that effect. i 

Mr. PEARCE. That was my impression at 
all events. I did not expect any debate to-day on 
that question. The papers in regard to it were 
received only yesterday. They have not been 
printed and laid on our tables, and Lam not aware 
that they‘have found their way into the newspa- 
pers of this city or elsewhere, in full. A portion 
of them, however, has appeared in a newspaper 
in a neighboring city—the Baltimore Patriot. I 
donot feet ready, after the cursory reading which 
I have been able to give to such portions of the 
correspondence as have come under my eye, to 
express a deliberate opinion on the subject, and 
I had hoped that no one would present a hasty 
view of it to-day, at such length, at all events, as 
the Senator from New York has seen fit to pre- 
sent to the Senate. 

I do not concur with that Senator; and I rise 
only to say a word because, not concurring with 
him, I am unwilling that his opinion shall go forth 
to the country without reply or remark; because 
the Senate may be supposed to concur in that 
opinion, if no one here shall notice it. 

I will not undertake to say, sir, that no apology 
has béen made which might not, perhaps, by 
strained liberality and great indulgence, be con- 
strucd into some sort of satisfaction; and I know 
how difficult it must be, under all the circum- 
stances, to make a graceful and satisfactory ac- 
knowledgment. But I must say that, so far as I 
have been able to form an opinion, such atonc- 
ment as became the Government of Great Britain 
has not yet been made. 

The disclosures in the correspondence exhibit 
a frankness and manliness of spirit, as well as an 
ability, on the part of our Government, worthy of 
al] honor, and of which we may justly be proud. 
But I regret that a similar spirit does not seem to 
me to characterize the correspondence on the part 
of Great Britain. I will not characterize it as I 
think it fairly might be characterized; but I con- 
fess that the affront which has been offered by 
the violation of our neutrality laws, and of our 
territorial sovereignty, seems to me to be aggra- 
vated by the temper which marks a portion of 
the British Sceretary’s letters. Not only has no 
satisfactory atonement been made, so far as I can 
see, but there is language in that correspondence 
which amounts to reproach and taunt, and which 
is in itself offensive 

I recollect, sir, there is a passage in one of 
Lord Clarendon’s letters to Mr. Buchanan, dated 
in September last, in which he says that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has resorted to 
means, in order to ascertain the complicity of 
the British authorities, which are sometimes re- 
sorted to by despotic Governments, but which 
free and enlightened Governments disdain. Sir, 
I think that is adding insult to injury. 

These means are not specified, I believe; but 
we can readily understand them to be such as are 
frequently resorted to by all Governments, Great 
Britain included, in prosecutions which could not 
be maintained except by using the testimony of 
those who have participated in the offense, and 
who only are cognizant of the facts. 

Sir, I am not an advocate of war. I mostsin- 
cerely hope that we shall maintain peace with 
Great Britain. I look upon all wars as great 
crimes and enormous follies, always unneces- 
sary and unjust on one side, and sometimes on 
both. Nor do I mean to say that the proper sat- 
isfaction is to be sought in measures of hostil- 
ity. Far from it. I should regret if the conse- 
quences were found in a termination of diplo- 
matic intercourse between the Governments of 
two people who have so many and important mu- 
tual interests to unite them in sincere and liberal 
friendship. But I cannot soften down the ex- 
pression of my opinion so as to admit that the 
correspondence before us furnishes a full atone- 
ment for the incontestable delinquency of the Brit- 
ish authorities in this matter, or that itis couched. 
in language, or framed in a spirit such as be- 
comes the relations between the two countries, 

Sir, the first letter in this correspondence is 
one from My, Crampton to Mr. Marcy, in which, 


tion of Great Britain to restrict within named 
limits the exercise of her belligerent rights, he 
invokes the United States to restrain most rigor- 
ously our citizens from participation. in priva- 
téering against the commerce of Great: Britain, 
and to enforee upon them the'strictest neutrality, 

Next, we find in the'correspendénee a disclosure 
of the violation by British authority of the laws 
of the United States intended to protect that very 
neutrality. The Power that invokes us to strict 
neutrality, to allow no advantages to be given’ to 
her adversary, séeks first openly, and'then clan- 
destinely, to make use of our citizens or residents 
against that enemy in violation of that neutrality 
which we were called upon to respect and enforce. 

But I will not pursue the subject further. I 
do not wish to bring on a debate prematurely, or 
to encourage excitement. The question should 
be discussed calmly, after careful examination and 
reflection. But differing widely as I do from the 
Senator from New York, I have thought it proper 
to-say so much, that none may be misled into 
pupposing that his opinion is that of the Senate. 

r. STUART. r. President, I trust the 
Senate will pardon me for adding a single remark 
to what has been so well said by the Senator from 
Maryland. It willbe recollected that the speech 
of Lord Clarendon made in the British House of 
Lords, declared, in respect to the proposal to ar- 
bitrate, something which must have been under- 
stood by the British public to have been a definite 
and full statement. Now it turns dut, by an in- 
spection of the papers read to-day, that ne such 
proposition was ever even submitted to Mr, 

uchanan. ‘The conversation between Lord Clar- 
endon and Mr. Buchanan, as Lord Clarendon 
himself states it in his correspondence with the 
British Minister here, does not at all come up to 
what Lord Clarendon stated in the House of Lords. 
He there stated that he had offered to arbitrate the 
question of the construction of the treaty by in- 
voking the aid of a friendly Power, both parties 
agreeing to be bound by the decision. It appears, 
however, that there is not in the conversation 
which is transmitted to this Government by Mr. 
Buchanan, nor in the communication transmitted 
by Lord Clarendon to the British Minister resi- 
dent in the United States, any language which 
comes up to that point. 

What then, sir, is the only inference which is 
left? It is that a broad declaration was made by 
Lord Clarendon in the House of Lords, for the 
purpose of giving the British public to understand 
that their Government had assumed « generous 
position, which had not been responded to by this, 
and that that proposition had been renewed after 
having been once declined. No inference can be 
drawn other than this to which I have just referred 
by the British public, and it is evident that that in- 
ference is not founded upon the true state of things. 

I am disposed to refrain from any general dis- 
cussion of this subject. Indeed I had not intended 
to embark init, but to leave it in other and abler 
hands. But, sir, this question is fast assuming a 
position before the country, which Lthink is tend- 
ing to another and a different conclusion, and that 
is, that, inasmuch as the Government of Great 
Britain does not intend to live up to tne treaty, 
we ought to abrogate it altogether. That I con- 
fess is very strongly the inclination of my own 
thd at this time. 

Thus much it has seemed to me proper to say, 
in order, as the Senator from Maryland so well 
remarked, that it should not be understood that 
the declaration of the Senator from New York 
was the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senators from Maryland and Michigan seem to 
assume that I have expressed the opinion that 
the explanations made by the British Government 
in relation to the violation of our neutrality laws 
were sufficient, and ought to be satisfactory. I 
have expressed no such opinion. I should hesi- 
tateas much as those honorable Senators to arrive 
at such a conclusion, upon the very cursory ex- 
amination which I have been able to give to that 
part of the case which now absorbs the attention 
of both nations. F addressed myself to another 
proposition; which was, that it had been stated 
here, as I understood, that nothing in the shape of 
an apology had come from Great Britain. To 
guard against that conclusion, I showed the Sen- 
ate how:the question stands, viz: That after an 
explanation was mads by the British Govern~ 


1856. 


L GLOBE. 


54i 


pame Sa 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


ment, which was pronounced by Mr. Buchanan 
(though without authority from: is Government) 
to be satisfactory, he was instructed by the Sec- 
retary of State to charge upon the British Gov- 
ernment that they had-committed and offered an 
affront to the United States. An affront cannot 
exist unless it be an intentional affront. The 
charge was, ‘You have inflicted a wound on our 
national honor to which we cannot submit.” I 
intended to show the Senate that Lord Clarendon 
had disavowéd any such intentional affront, and 
that the British Government had, therefore, plaus- 
ible reason for saying that it was true they had 
made the apology which one. sensitive nation 
ought to be required to make to another. I ex- 
pressed the opinion with the diffidence, but at the 
same time with the confidence, which -belonged 
to my place, that it was not-to be regarded as a 
foregone conclusion, that tlie Senate of the United 
States adopted the construction of the correspon- 
dence given to it by those who insisted that nothing 
in the shape of an apology. had been offered. 

Mr. MASON. When this correspondence shall 
be read, as it will be by the American people, 
they will find, I think, that a grave offense has 


been committed toward this Government by the | 


Government of England—an offense of a very 
serious character. Ifitis found, as I am disposed 
to think it will be found, that in any manner and 
to any extent the Government of England has 
lent itself to a violation of its duties toward this 
country under the international relations which 
subsist between nations, and to a violation of our 
domestic laws, made for the purpose of protect- 
ing our own peace and our national honor, it will 
be admitted that a very grave offense has been 
committed by that nation against this. Now, I 
understand the honorable Senator from New York 
to say that some apology has been made. I do 
not understand him to say that fullreparation has 
been made, [Mr. Sewarn. No, sir;] but that 
some apology has been made by the Government 
of England to this Government for that offense. 

Mr. President, I understand an apology to be 
between nations what it is between gentlemen. 
If a gentleman in society finds that he has done 
wrong to another, and designs to repair it by an 
apology, he first admits the wrong frankly and in- 
genuously, without any reservation, places him- 
self where he would have stood if the wrong had 
not been committed, and then tenders amends; 
and, more than all, by his deportment as well as 
by his promise, evinces a firm and honorable pur- 
pose not to offend in like manner again. Now I 
submit to the honorable Senator from New York, 
that in this case the apology of which he spoke— 
or what the offending party seems to consider 
such—has rather the appearance, under the sem- 
blance of a disclaimer of offense, to be but trifling 
with our just susceptibilities, and thus adding 
insult to the original injury. 

Sir, I say the American people will find that a 
grave offense has been committed by the Govern- 
ment of England toward this country; and if 


ever the occasion hag presented itself,in our inter- | 


national relations with other countries, to demand 
that we should have ‘‘indemnity for the past and. 
security for the future,” that case is presented 
here. I ‘wish the Senate to understand me. I 
mean to make no war speech. I have great reli- 
ance on the good sense of the English people, and 
Ihave equal reliance on the good sense of our 


own people ; and where really there should be no’ 
cause for hostilities between nations, I should | 


rely on the good sense of the parties, as I should 
on like occasions between honorable men in soci- 
ety, to do on their respective parts what both 
pradence and honor may require to avoid a rup- 
ture. 

My reliance on the good sense of the English 
nation and the English Government is such, that 
I think they will yet see and acknowledge the 
position in which they stand to this country, and 
will make just amends in some honorable form 

Mr. President, it has been suggested, from 
sources for which I entertain very great respect, 
from Several sides of the Senate, that it would 
be better to print a larger number of these docu 
ments than that which I at first proposed. 


I 


therefore now move that ten thousand copies of | 
the message and documents communicated to us | 


yesterday, in regard to the enlistmen: question, 
and ten thousand of those communicated to-day, 


be printed together; and that one thousand copies | 


of the consolidated document be for the use of 
the State Department, and the residue for the use 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POST ROAD IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Ocean Springs, in Jacks 


op 
county, Mississippi, to Dwyer’s Ferry, in the same count gf 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
tions: 

Resolved, That a committee of —— Senators beappointed 
by the Chair, with power to send for persons and papers, 
and thatsaid committee be, and are hereby, authorized and 
instructed to summon before it the members of the late 
naval retiring board,” or such of them as may be conve- 
niently brought before the committee, and examine them 
upon oath as to the facts and evidence, grounds and rea- 
sons upon which the action of said board was founded in 
each case of the officers recommended to be put upon the 
retired list, or dropped from the service ; and that said com- 
mittee be further instructed to inquire and obtain any other 
facts which, in their opinion, may bear upon the cases 
aioresaid, and report the same td the Senate. 

And be it further-resolved, That said committee be 
authorized and instructed to advise and consult with the 
President of the United States in relation to the cases of 
said retired and dropped officers, with the view of correct- 
ing any error or injustice which may have been committed 
by the action of said retiring board, by the reappointment 
or restoration by the President of such officers as may 
have been unjustly or improperly retired or dropped. 

I do not ask, Mr. President, for the consider- 
ation of these resolutions at the present time. 
My object is, at a convenient and proper time, to 
move them by way of substitute for the resolu- 
tions offered yesterday by my colleague, [Mr. 
Toomss.] hen they shall be taken up, as I 
suppose they will be in the course of the next 
week, I give notice that I shall offer this propo- 
sition as a substitute, believing that it will reach 
the difficulty and correct the evil more securely 
and promptly than any other mode which has yet 
been suggested. My colleague has informed ine 
that he will be under the necessity of being absent 
from the city for a short time; and if before his 
departure hê shall not call up his resolutions for 
action, I give notice that I shall ask for the con- 
sideration of mine, and, if they do not meet the 
acceptance of the Senate, I shall very cheerfully 
vote for his resolutions, and shall call them up 
for action. I give notice that, when these resolu- 
tions shall come up hereafter, I will submit some 
remarks in justification of my proposition, as 
well as upon the general subject of the action of 
the naval board. 

Mr. RUSK. These resolutions are very 1m- 
portant, and J think we should have them before 
us in proper shape. I therefore move that they 
be printed, together with those submitted yester- 
day, by the honorable Senator’s colleague. 


he motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STUART. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

I moved yesterday that when 
the Senate adjourned then it should be to meet 
on Monday next. I stated,as a reason for making 
the motion, that the standing committees of the 
Senate had a large amount of business before them 
which could not be done if the Senate sat every 
working day in the week, That vote was after- 
wards reconsidered, and I think very properly, 
for the purpose of sitting to-day in order to receive 
and dispose of a message from the President. 
We have done that; and now,as there is no other 
pressing business, as I understand, I move that 
when theSenate adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


I offer the following resolu- 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
“The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a report from the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 


Senate of February 11, information ih relation to 
additional fortifications ‘necessary for the proper 
defense of the city and harbor of New York ,and 
of the navy-yard and public property at Brooklyn; 
which, on motion by Mr. SEWARD, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs,and ordere 
to be printed. ? 

Also, the thidannual report of the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing; which, on motion by Mr. 
Jounson, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also,a letter from the Treasurer of the U nited 
States, accompanied by copies of his accounts of 
receipts and disbursements for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending-the 
30th of June, 1855; which, on motion by Mr. 
Szwanp, was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of the 
citizens of Brooklyn, New York, praying that 
the public lands may be granted, free of cost, to 
actual settlers not possessed of other lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Also, the petition of Betsey Hawley, praying 
that she may be authorized, through the State 
Department, to take the necessary steps.to collect 
the effects of her husband, Isaac P. Hawley, who 
died in Colombia, South America; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, 
praying for an amendment of the bounty land act 
of March 3, 1855; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of John McDonald and others, 
members of a band of musicians attached to a 
regiment of New York militia in the war of 1812, 
praying to beallowed pay and bounty land; which 
was referred to the Commitiee on Pensions. ' 

Also, the petition of Catharine Warner, widow 
of a revolutionary soldier, praying for an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of the State 
University of lowa, praying for an additional 
grant of land for the use of that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for an amendment of the 
bounty land act of March 3, 1855; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of William Peck and James 
B. Smith, praying for the enrollment and registry 
of the coasting schooner ‘ Zadock Pratt of Buf- 
falo,” the keel,of which was laid in Canada, and 
the vessel finished in the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of Samuel S. Wood for 
himself, and in behalf of Alexander M. C. Wood, 
| praying indemnity for the destruction of their 
property in the bombardment of Greytown, by 
the United States sloop of war Cyane, under Cap- 
tain Hollins; which was referred to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Samuel 
A. Storrow, M. D., praying for the establish- 
ment of a medical hospital in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of the 
New York Iron Pavement Company, praying for 
an appropiation for paving Pennsylvania avenue, 
in the city of Washington, with iron; which was 
referred io the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Charles 
A. Price, praying to be allowed the right of pre- 
emption to a tract of land lying within a military 
reservation in Florida, upon which he has settled; 
which was referred to the Committee.on Public 
Lands. = 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition.of citizens 
| of Massachusetts, praying that the patent of 
William Woodworth forimprovements in planing 
machines may notbe renewed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Of- 
fice. 

Mr. PUGH presented the peudon of Susannah 
Coddington, widow of Peter Co! 


oddington,a private 

in the marine corps, praying to bealiowed & pen- 

| sion ; which was referred to the Committee on 
i Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN 

| hèira of Captain 


resented the petition of the 
vane Campbell, praying for 
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compensation for his services as an officer in the 
revolutionary’ army ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ae 

Also,.a petition of citizens of Eastern Missis- 
sippi; praying for the confirmation of their titles 
to:certain lands entered and paid for by them, in 
conformity with the requirements of the land 
officers.in that district ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

: Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the establishment of 
amail route from West Union to St. Charles, in 
‘that:State ; which was referred to the Committee 
on:the:Post Office and Post Roads. 

inia NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. SEWARD presented an additional peti- 
tion -of Oscar Bullus, a commander in the Navy, 
who has. been placed upon the reserved list, pray- 
ing to be restored to the active service list; which 
was ordered to lie on the-table. 

Also, the memorial of John S. Chauncey, late 
a commander in the Navy, who was dropped in 
consequence of the recommendation of the late 
naval-board, praying to be restored to his former 
position iñ the service; which was ordered to lie 
on the ‘table : 

Algo, the petition of Timothy C. Benham, who 
was placed upon the reserved list in consequence 
òf the recommendation of the late naval board, 
complaining that injustice had been done to him, 
and praying for redress; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Joseph 
A. Seawell, late a midshipman inthe Navy, who 
was dropped in consequence of the recommend- 
ation of the naval board, complaining that injus- 
tice. has been done to him, and praying for re- 
dress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Joshua Shaw, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. IVERSON, it was 

Ordered, That ©. L. Lukens and ngh Maxwell have 
leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That William A. Cameron have leave to wit h- 
draw bis petition and papers. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Enoch S. 
More, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Daniel Brown, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

c also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John Brown, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of Ilinois in 
behalf of Valentine G. Wehrheim, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Miles Devine, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
the heirs of Simon Summers, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for the sale of certain town lots; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to continue the 
improvement of the harbor of Vermilion, Ohio; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, in the Intelligencer 
of this morning is a statement of some conferences 
that took place between two distinguished gentle- 
men in London some two years ago, in which my 


name is very freely used, and to which it seems 
proper that I should advert, as I do not like the 
position in which it places me. The article is 
signed “J. W. W.’ Although I should not 
think it proper to notice, in this place, an anony- 
mous article, this is so obviously written by 
General James Watson Webb, and is so dis- 
tinctly alluded to by the Intelligencer as such, 
that | feel justified in considering it the production 
offAhat gentleman—as much so as if signed by 
hm in full. : 

General Webb states that, some two years ago, 
when the discussion took place in the Senate in 
respect to the declaration of Lord Clarendon, that 
there was an understanding between France and 
England which extended to all parts of the world, 
he was in England and had an interview with 
Lord Clarendon on the subject. I will preface 
General Webb’s narrative by reading the declara- 
tion of Lord Clarendon: 


* Your lordships will be glad, also, to hear that the union 
of the two Governments—of France and England—is not 
confined to the Eastern question, but that the habit of a 
good understanding between them has become general on 
all matters of policy, and extends to all parts of the world ; 
and that, on the question of policy, there is no part of the 
world, in cither hemisphere, with regard to which we are 
not entirely in accord.” 

That declaration excited some sensation in this 
country, as every gentleman present will prob- 
ably recollect. It seemed to be a distinct decla- 
ration to the world, on the part of the English 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, that the 
policy of France and England was in accord with 
respect to all questions in which we were in- 
terested—Cuba and others—and with respect to all 
other questions throughout the world. A short 
time afterwards, in the address of the French Em- 
peror to his Legislative Council, was the follow- 
ing pregnant paragraph, containing the same 
ominous warning: 

“What firmer bonds can there in fact be than those 
bearing the names of victories belonging to the two armies, 
recalling a common glory; than the same anxieties ajd 
the same hopes, agitating the two countries; than the 
same views and the same intentions animating the two 
Governments in every corner of the globe ?”? 

It has been heretofore noticed in this country, 
and is worth noticing again, that just before this 
declaration of the French Emperor, while indecd 
it was preparing, Lord Palmerston was in Paris; 
and it is no unreasonable supposition, that his 
representations may have operated upon the 
French ruler, to induce him to avow the same 
policy thus announced to the British House of 
Peers. 

It will be seen that Lord Clarendon said the al- 
liance extended to all parts of the world, and that 
there was no portion of either hemisphere with 
regard to which the Allies were not in accord. 
The French Emperor said, their understanding 
extended ‘‘ to every corner of the globe.” These 
declarations attracted a good deal of attention in 
our country. It appeared as if a consentaneous 
policy were about to be adopted, or had been 
adopted, which had our interest particularly for 
its object. In common with other Senators, I 
made some remarks about it at the time. Those 
remarks went to England; and it appears from 
General Webb’s statement, that he immediately 
had a conversation with Lord Clarendon on the 
subject. Hé says that Lord Clarendon stated that 
he had read with surprise General Cass’s remarks. 
This declaration was followed by a consultation 
with General Webb as to the best method of 
placing Lord Clarendon right before the American 
people; during the course of it he said with some 
emphasis to General Webb: 

« Surely you did not imagine that I intended to convey 


the idca that we had entered into any arrangement affecting 
the United States ?? 


To which General Webb says: 

“ Certainly not, because your daily language to me ren- 
dered it impossible for me to mistake your meaning. 
nevertheless true that your language appears to justify the 
construction put upon it by General Cass.” 

He likewise added, that the speech would 
“excite alarm and anxiety throughout this coun- 
try.” And that it did so is known to every one. 
It is likewise known that there was but one con- 
struction put upon this language, either in the 
Senate or out of it, and that was, that it was 
unfriendly and minatory, both in its terms and 
objects. 

wo years ago, an article appeared in the New 
York Courier and Enquirer, which may be called 


Itis | 


the first edition of the narrative, obviously written. 
by General Webb, and containing substantially 
the same statement of his interview with Lord 
Clarendon, and of the advice he gave him, which 
he has now thought it of sufficient importance 
again to spread before the country. He now 
goes, however, somewhat more into detail. He 
differs, however, from himself in one respect. In 
the former narrative he says, that Lord Claren- 
don’slanguage ‘‘ certainly admitted of such forced 
construction.” But time has corrected his views, 
and the construction is now justified without 
the application of any force in its interpretation. 
It appears that after some consideration of the diffi- 
culty of his position, Lord Clarendon demanded. 
General Webb’s opinion, ‘ and inquired how it 
was possible to remedy the error which had been 
cominitted??? The English Secretary of State, 
being quite a verdant young man, and having 
ventured into water beyond his depth, appealed 
tothe friendship and judgmentof our distinguished. 
countrymen to lend him a helping hand to relieve 
him from the scrape. The counsel was given, 
and the narrative thus proceeds: ; 

“I recommended an interview with Mr. Buchanan, 
whieh was adopted; and the interview accordingly took 
place on the following day. A few evenings thereafter 
I again met his lordship, when he said to me that he had 
arranged with Mr. Buchanan the unfortunate misappre- 
hension of his speech ; and, in reply to my inquiry how it 
bad been arranged, he stated that he had addressed an ex- 
planatory letter to Mr. Crampton, to be read to Mr. Marcy. 
I smiled at this information,” &c. 

This significant smile of the American politician 
immediately alarmed his friend, who at once 
inquired, ‘* Why I considered the arrangement a 
bad one? My reply, of course, was, that the pres- 
ent Administration would not feel desirous of 
correcting the error that had been made; and 
that, consequently, the American people would 
never hear of it, and all their sympathies would be 
gradually transferred from the Allies to the cause 
of Russia. He appreciated the force of this re- 
mark, and asked me to suggest a mode in which the 
people of America could be made to understand 
how grossly his meaning had been misrepresented, 
adding: 

“¢T look upon the sympathy and good feeling of your 
countrymen in the coming struggle as being all-important 
to the Allies. The moral power which they will exercise 
upon the war is second only to their taking part with us in 
the contest.’ ”? 

From the marks of quotation annexed to this 
paragraph , it is obvious that General Webb must 
have made a formal protocol of his conversation 
with Lord Clarendon. But, however that may 
be, he put his shoulder to the wheel, and thus 
states the result of his reflections: 

“ After some conversation upon the subject, I proposed 
to write hiin a note, asking him to commit to writing what 
he had said to me in our first conversation upon the subject, 
to be used at my discretion, in the event of the Administra- 
tion suppressing the purport of his official explanation of 
his speech. This was acceded to, and on the following day 
í addressed him the note agreed upon, in reply to which [ 
received the following.” i 

This note I need not read, forit has been pub- 
lished in the Intelligencer, and, I suppose, read 
by every Senator. Ít disclaims any reference to 
the United States, and says that he ‘‘ had on his 
mind the joint action of France and England (in 
which the United States shared) in Paraguay, in 
Buenos Ayres,” &e. 

It will strike every dispassionate observer that 
the words, ‘‘ all matters of policy,” and extend- 
ing to ‘‘ all parts of the world,’’ * and no part of 
the world in either hemisphere with regard to 
which we (that is France and England) are not 
entirely in accord,” in the speech of Lord Clar- 
endon, “and the same views and the same inten- 
tions animating the two Governments in every 
corner of the globe,” in the address of. the 
French Emperor, are phrases which require a 
good deal of twisting to confine their operation, 
even upon this continent, to Paraguay and Buenos 
Ayres. This letter, however, which General 
Webb suggested to Lord Clarendon to address 
to himself, as the best mode of cutting the Gor- 
dian knot, is deemed by the General a very sat- 
isfactory and important one; and he says, that 
he “‘inclosed it to a distinguished member of 
the Senate, urging him to inquire of General Cass 
in the Senate whether our Government had not 
been officially apprised by Lord Clarendon of 
the true meaning of his speech in the House of 
Lords; and in the event of his disclaiming any 
knowledge of such an explanation, to read Lord 
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Clarendon’s letter to me, suppressing only the 
name of the party to whom it was written. My 
letter, with its inclosure, came safely to hand 
early in April, 1824; but for some reason which 
has never been explained to me, the distinguished 
Senator to whom it was sent did not deem it of 
sufficient importance to be given to the public as 
an antidote to the poison so extensively circulated 
through the speech of General Cass.” 

The letter, it seems, was a kind of defensive 
weapon, to be used only in the event of the in- 
formation imparted by Mr. Crampton being shut 
up in the breast or in the pigeon-holes of Mr. 
Marcy. As our Secretary of-State did not choose 
to be used as a medium of communication, Lord 
Clarendon has to fall back upon the letter written 
to General Webb. I suppose the General thinks 
the time has now come to show the relation which 
subsisted between himself and Lord Clarendon. 


Now, sir, this satisfactory and important letter, | 


thus denominated by General Webb, involving 
perhaps the peace of the two countries, has been 
snugly ensconced in the General’s pocket for two 
years. Intended to pour oil upon the troubled 
waters, it has been kept from its proper work till 
that breeze has passed by, and been succeeded by 
another, and another still, Why it makes its 
appearance now, when the transaction has almost 
passed by, I do not know, and shall not stop to 
inquire. General Webb continues: 

“ Since then General Cass has made two other speeches, 
insisting upon his erroneous constuction of Lord Claren- 
don's language in the House of Lords in January, 1854, 
although he should have been informed by Mr. Marcy that 
Mr. Crampton had read to bim a dispateh from Lord Cla- 
rendon fully and satisfactorily explaining his meaning in 
using the language to which exception was taken.” 

I know nothing of the letter stated to have been 
sent by Lord Clarendon to Mr. Crampton, and 
of course nothing of its having been read to Mr. 
Marey- I never made an inquiry upon the sub- 
ject. What General Webb means by saying that 
Mr. Marcy should have communicated it to me, 
passes my comprehension. The letter, it will be 
observed, was one to beread, not to be delivered; 
and our Secretary of State would have been well 
set to work to go round to Senators and others with 
the voluntary information, that Mr. Crampton 
had told him so and so, and read to him so and 
so. It was not a subject for diplomatic commu- 
nication. The offensive words were spoken in 
an English legislative assembly, and words thus 
spoken do not give to a foreign Government the 
right to complain or to demand explanation. Mr. 
Crampton, it is said, was authorized to read to 
Mr. Marcy a disavowal by Lord Clarendon of 
the offensive import of his words. The object, 
by the statement of General Webb, was to allay 
the public mind in the United States by showing 
that no such designs as those intimated were in 
agitation by France and England. And what 
was Mr. Marcy to do if such a letter were read 
to him? Go round, as General Webb intimates 
he should have done, to me and to others, to put 
the matter right? Or, to borrow his idea, was the 
antidote,to be made coextensive with the poison, 
by publishing a statement in the Union, that Mr. 
Crampton had called at the Department of State 
and satisfactorily explained the offensive lan- 
guage of Lord Clarendon? If he had submitted 
to such an unworthy instrumentality, he would 
little deserve the high estimation he enjoys. If 
Lord Clarendon, acting for the British Cabinet, 


desired that the people of this country should | 


correct any crroncous impressions they had re- 
ceived from his language, it was for him to adopt 
the proper means. It was for him to disavow 
the Imputations publicly, and in his own name, 
and not seck shelter in a note to be privately read 
to the Secretary of State, who could properly 
make no use of it. He had more dignified func- 
tions to fulfill than to be the private interpreter 
of a foreign Government. 

Mr. President, all this is but a poor excuse for 
taking a very unwise course. For undertaking 
todo badly what, to be acceptable, should have 
been done frankly, fairly, and openly. Lord 
Clarendon had his own remedy in his own hands. 
The words which justly gave offense to this coun- 
try, and whose obvious import he has since de- 
nied, were spoken in the British House of Peers, 


and from there went forth to the world. General | 


Webb himself admits in his first statement that 
“the press, without distinction of pany, applaud- 
ed General Casg, denounced the alliance, and 


called upon the Administration to beware of the 
consequences.” There could have been no such 
union of sentiment if the language of Lord Clar- 
endon did not fairly convey the views attributed 
to him, and announced an ominous union between 
France and England, hostile to this country. 
What was the natural course for Lord Clarendon 
to adopt? He did not need the advice of General 
Webb, able as it was. He did not need an inter- 
view with Mr. Buchanan. He did not need the 
intervention of Mr. Crampton, nor the ear of Mr. 
Marcy. His very position dictated his course. 
To put himself right, he should have gone to the 
House of Peers, and there declare that he had 
been misunderstood, and that he intended nothing 
offensive to the United States, adding thereto his 
actual views and intentions, as he has since 
avowed them. That was the theater for his 
explanation, as it was the theater of occurrences 
which rendered an explanation necessary. IJtisall 
idle to maintain that a private dispatch to be read 
to Mr. Marcy could be a satisfactory means of 
quieting the public mind in this country. Can 
any man allege the slightest reason why Lord 
Clarendon did not rise in his place in the House 
of Peers, and say that on such a day ‘‘Imadea 
declaration, which I find has proved very unac- 
ceptable to the people and Government of the 
United States, in consequence of their attributing 
to it views I never entertained, and I now dis- 
avow the construction put upon it?’? Instead of 
doing so, Mr. Crampton got a letter, and Gen- 
eral Webb solicits and obtains another. And 
that is the noble conduct of Lord Clarendon! 

But, besides this, it is obvious that Mr. Marcy 
could not make himself the instrument of com- 
munication with the public without acceding to 
this denial of the designs of the French and 
British Governments, or without expressing his 
doubts upon the subject. Iam sure he was not 
prepared to do the former, and it may well be 
that he did not wish publicly to do the latter. 
No man who has heard the French and English 
declarations I have just read, will say that they 
are not pregnant with important consequences, 
so far as the union they intimate and for the pur- 
poses avowed can be important to our country. 
Besides the united voice of the press here, the 
Diario de la Marina, of January 28th, 1835, a 
journal published at Havana, puts the same con- 
struction upon the words of Lord Clarendon and 
Louis Napoleon. Here is whatit says: 

& Now, there is no threat in this for whoever is willing 
to respect the conservative principles, the practice of which 
redounds to universal advantage. But for the advocates of 
the celebrated Monroe doctrine, according to their last and 
elastic interpretations, and for those who, in a different 
scene, would wish to imitate the conduct of Russia, and 
appropriate a whole continent without obstacle, there is 
no doubt but that this European system must be exceed- 
ingly disagreeable.” 

General Webb refers to some Senator to whom 
he sent his letter, with the request that it might 
be given to the public. Who he alludes to I do 
not know. He adds: > 

« Under these cirenmstances F deemed it my duty, some 
weeks since, when apprised that General Cass was about 
to speak upon our relations with England, to place in his 
hands the original letter from Lord Clarendon to me, accom- 
panied with a request that he would at an early day give 
his lordship the benefit of this very satisfactory explanation, 
so promptly made upon learning that his language in the 
House of Lordshad been misunderstood. The distinguished 
Senator from Michigan assured me that he would, onsome 
suitable occasion during the session, read Lord Clarendon’s 
letter tothe Senate; and I do not entertain a doubt that it 
wasp intention so to do.” 

‘ow, sir, I have no unkind word to say of 
General Webb. Ihave none but friendly feel- 
ings towards him. He has very unwisely, and 
as I think uselessly, brought up this matter again, 
when nothing called for its reéxamination. I 
can tell General Webb why I finally concluded 
not to read Lord Clarendon’s letter in the Senate, 
as I thought at first I would do. I perceived on 
reflection that I could not do so without saying 
that the letter was a very inadequate explanation 
under the circumstances in which Lord Claren- 
don was placed, and stating what I have already 
urged, that the course for him to pursue was to 
make the disavowal in the same Chamber of 
Peers where the words were spoken. And 1 did 
not want to make Lord Clarendon’s letter a vehi- 
cle for the views which General Webb’s state- 
ment has rendered it necessary I should now make 
to the Senate. I think this course will meet the 
| approval of the Senate. 


There is another portion of General ‘Webb’s 
letter to which I desireto call attention. He gives 
a recapitulation of the injury done.to. Lord Clar- 
endon in the Senate in the course of the discussion 
which bas taken place here upon the. subject of _ 
our relations with Great Britain. His fourth head 
of injury done to his lordship is in these words: 

“Fourthly, with downright and intentional falsehood :in 
saying that he had offered to submit the construction of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty to arbitration, when, in fact, no such 
offer had ever been made. General Cass’s words were: 
© Now, I pronounce every word of this declaration untrue, 
and Lord Clarendon knew at the time there was not the 
slightest foundation for it. It was intended to mislead. 
Does any man on this floor, does any person within the 
sound of my voice, believe fora moment that Lord Clar= 
endon thought he was speaking the truth when he made 
this speech 7??? 

Now, every one who has not watched the prog- 
ress of this discussion will be surprised to hear 
meassert that I have said nothing—nothing at all 
-—to justify this statement. I never alluded in the 
Senate, in the remotest degree, to the question of 
arbitration. I read my speech over again this 
morning, to be sure that I had made no mistake 
on this point; and, to be more certain, I sent for 
our reporter, Mr. Sutton, whose ability in his 
profession and accuracy are favorably known to 
all of us, in order to compare my printed speech 
with his notes, and I find that this statement is 
scrupulously accurate. 

On the day when General Webb attributes to 
me these remarks with reference to the arbitra- 
tion, the subject before the Senate was the recruit- 
ing question; and I do not recollect that any 
Senator touched the former; I am certain I did 
not; and my friend, the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mason,] who sits beside me, will recollect 
that I handed him a note, during the discussion, 
bearing upon the recruiting matter. Iam utterly 
at a loss to conjecture how it happens that Gen- 
i 

eral Webb has quoted the paragraph referred to, 

purporting to contain the very words I used in 

reference to arbitration; and to make the matter 

still worse, a little further in his statement he 

renews the subject again, averring that I said 
9 . 

what he had already charged me with saying: 

“ Charge number four is triumphantly refuted by the cor- 
respondence sent to the Senate on Friday, wherein Mr. 
Buchanan sustains Lord Clarendon in all he said in relation 
to the offer to refer the question to the mediation of a 
friendly Power. Who deceived or misled General Cass 
into making the undignified and reprehensible assertions’ to 
which he gave utterance on Monday last, it will become 
his duty in self&vindication to explain to the Senate and 
the country at an early day. That he was deceived, and 
made the declaration in good faith, I do not for a moment 
doubt.” 

There is no need of accepting the challenge of 
General Webb, concerning the disclosure of the 
name of the person who misled or deceived me. 
As I was not misled nor deceived, nor made such 
statement, I am not called upon to place any man 
between me and difficulty. Mr. President, I can- 
not account for this misunderstanding, arid must 
leave General Webb to make his own explana- 
tions. f 

What I did say of Lord Clarendon had refer- 
ence to an entirely different ies to the recruit- 
ing matter, and certainly, though the language is 
strong, perhaps too strong, it is far short of the 
offensive expressions charged upon me by Gen- 
eral Webb. Here is what I said: 

“Lord Clarendon’s statement is, that on the breaking 
out of the war, applications were made to join the British 
Army in the East ; and then he says: 

“In consequence of them, instructions were sent to the 
Governor of Nova Scotia, to consider whether persons from 
the United States, desirous of enlisting in the British ser- 
vice, could be received at Halifax.” 

“ Does one honorable Senator believe such a thing? Is 
there a man within the sound of my voice, Senator or 
spectator, who believes that the British Government, with 
our law before them, eight months after the communication 
of Mr. Marcy, wrote to the Governor of Nova Scotia to as~ 
certain whether they could receive recruits from the United 
States??? 

Now, sir, we all know the celebrated French 
distinction between language official and language 
| confidential. How Lord Clarendon would recon- 
| cile his declaration with the obvious purposes 
| and course of the British Government, it is not 
; for me to determine. I rejected indignantly the 
| pretension that the British Government, after 
passing an actin the face of a stern opposition at 

home, and unacceptable to neutral Powers, pro- 
| viding for raising recruits in foreign countries, 
| had then applied to the Lieutenant Governor of 
| Nova Scotia, to ascertain whether recruits from 
| this country could be received there; and this, 
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t06, With our law before them, for have already 
shown “it was’ communicated by Mr. Marcy to 
the French and British Governments soon after | 
the: declaration of war. Sach a representation is 
bata continuation of that system of misrepresent- 
ation which has marked this attempt to violate 
ourlaws and our neutral duties: o man can 
réad our statute upon this subject without know- 
hig: that:a: person cannot be sent-from the United | 
States to-another country for the parpose of en- | 
listing without a violation of our law. “If any 
person,” says the statute, “t shall, within the ter- 
ritory of. the ‘United: States, hire or retain -any 
serson to go beyoñd the limits of the United 
tates, with the intent to be enlisted in the service 
of a foreign prince, he shall be deemed guilty. of 
a high misdemeanor.” i 
<Noòw, sir, did Lord Clarendon need the opinion 
of the Lieutenant Governor of Nova Scotia as to 
whether such. persons could be received there. | 
Let him believe it who can—Iam notof the num- 
ber. The whole course upon this recruiting mat- 
ter.is but.another version of the old injunction, 
et money, honestly if you can, but get money. 
So the British Government say in effect to their 
peents-—get: recruits in the. United States, and 
without violating the laws, if, you can; but get 
recruits in the United States, and don’t be found 
out.’ T shall not continue this subject; but no dis- 
passionate man can review the proceedings with- 
out being satisfied that the conduct of the British 
Government has beenanything but friendly, and 
its explanations anything but satisfactory. 
CHEROKEE PENSIONS. 
Mr.SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a joint resolution 
declaring in what manner the pension laws for | 
the benefit of the Cherokee Indians shall be exe- 
cuted, have instructed me to report it back, and 
to move that the committee be discharged from 
its further consideration. 
The motion was agreed to, $ 
“Mr. REID. If move that the joint resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. STUART. I should like to hear that: 
resolution read, in order that the Senate may see | 
what ground there is for referring it again. j 


an 
the New York and New Orleans mail may con- 
tinue to be transported over that route. 

Mr. RUSK. This resolution is intended. to 
correct what is clearly.a mistake. There are two 
railroad companies connected in the present Con- 
tract for the transportation of the mail on this 
route; they are each about fifty-one miles in 
length. The parties intended to bid separately 
for each toad; but, on an examination of the ad- 
vertisement for the purpose of making their bids, 
it Was-ascertained thet the two roads were adver- 
tised as one route—the Southwestern road and 
the Muscogee road. The presidedt of one of the 
roads, as the agent of both, filled up the bid, sub- 
mitted it to the Post Office Department, and pro- 
posed to carry the mail at $20,400 for single daily 
service, and for double daily service they intended 
to insert $30,600; but in making out the latter 
sum, for the double daily service, (it being a dis- 
cretionary matter with the Postmaster General to 
accept or not,) the sum of $15,600 was inserted. 
That was evidently a mistake; because, xs.a mat- 
ter of course, no reasonable men would propose 
to carry the mail twice daily for a léss sum than 
that for which they would carry it once daily; 
but this is made very certain by the affidavit of 
Mr. R. R. Cuyler, who is well known to most of 
the committee, and whose statement I would take 
without hesitation. He states that the mistake 
occurred by the figures being made out for one 
of the roads only. There was an additional prop- 
osition, that, if the Department would transfer 
the New York and New Orleans mail to that 
route, they would then perform the service for 
half the amount they had proposed. The Post- 
master General accepted the bid, and transferred 
the New York mail. ¢ 

This resolution, therefore, proposes to correct 
the error, and they will then receive only $15,300 
per mile for transportation of the double daily 
mail service on this route. We have not only the 
affidavit of Mr. Cuyler, a gentleman for whom I 
have a high respect, but the facts which I have 
stated are admitted by the Post Office Depart- 
ment; and the only objection the Department has 
had to correcting the error heretofore was, that 
it had no authority by law to do so; and if it did 


Mr. REID. 1 will state, for the information 
of the Senator from Michigan, what I understand 
to be the object of this joint resolution, which was 
introduced by my colleague, [Mr. Bigas.] Un-! 
der an existing treaty and law, certain Cherokce | 
Indians, who were engaged in the war of 1812, 
are entitled to be placed on the list of invalid pen- | 
‘sioners. The Commissioner of Pensions, I be- 
lieve, has some difficulty in determining who is: 
the proper person to receive the pension when | 
the warrior who was the original pensioner is į 
dead; and it is necessary to pass a law designat- 
ing the persons properly enutled to receive pen- | 
sions when the original peusioneris dead, That | 
is the intent of this resolution. 

Mr. STUART. The only object I had in: 
calling for the reading of the resolution has been | 
effected by the statement made by the Senator ; 
from North Carolina. When the report was made | 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, I did not | 
understand that it was made because that commit- 
tee thought the subject one not properly belonging 
to them. I understand now, however, that the 
‘ground on which the committee asked to be dis- ' 
charged was, that the subject more properly be- | 
longed to the Committee on Pensions. My only | 
object was to prevent one committce from super- | 
vising the action of another. 1 have no objection | 
to the reference of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittce on Pensions. i 
SOUTHWESTERN AND MUSCOGEE RAILROAD 

COMPANIES. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK the joint resolution, 
(S. R. No. 7.) reported from. the Committee on 
.the Post Office and Post Roads, for the relief of 
the Southwestern and Muscogee Railroad Com- 
panics, was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Postmaster General | 
to correct an error in the bid of R. R. Cuyler, for ; 


the president of the Southwestern and Muscogee | 


Railroad Companies, on mail route 6303, by al- 
lowing them $15,300 per annum for double daily | 
service, from the commencement of their service 

‘to the expiration of the. contract, or so long as | 


so in this case it might be called on to make sim- 
ilar corrections in other cases. It was, therefore, 
thought better to refer the matter to Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. It was read the third time 
and passed. 

COST OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to correct an error in a resolution 
which I introduced the other day at the instance 
of the Committee on Printing. It was a resolu- 
tion of inquiry to ascertain the cost of printing 
for the Departments not done under the provis- 
ions of the general printing law. Task leave to 
have the words “ judicial and'executive”’ stricken 
out, so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the different heads of Departments of the 
Government be directed to furnish, for the information of 
the Senate, astatement of any and ail sums of money which 
have been paid, or agreed to be paid, for printing for each of 
the several bureaus and offices of such Departments, during 
the year ending December 31, 1835, which has not been ex- 
ecuted under the provisions of the act of 26th August, 1852, 
regulating the prices of the public printing. 

By unanimous consent, the proposed amghd- 
ments were allowed to be made. 


ADDITIONAL SLOOPS OF WAR. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, on Tuesday 
last I gave-notice that I should ask the Senate to- 
day to take up for consideration the bill reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs providing for 
the construction of ten sloops of war. I post- 
poned it until to-day, in consequence of objection 
from the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
(Mr. Hunrzr,] who, having since examined the 


fore ask the Senate to take up the bill now for 
consideration. 

The motion was agreed to;and.the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 119) to authorize the con- 
struction of ten sloops of war. It proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to cause to 
be constructed, at as early a day as practicable, 
consistent with a due regard to economy and 
efficiency, ten sloops of war, provided with screw 


subject, now withdraws his objection. I there- | 
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‘deserves the name. 


propellers and properly armed and equipped for 
service; the vessels and machinery to be built 
either in the Government yards or by contract, as 
the Secretary of the Navy may think most advis- 
able.. For this purpose $2,000,000 are proposed 
to bé appropriated. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will simply inform the 
Senate that the language of the bilis identical 
with that of. the bill passed some two years ago, 
for the construction of six steam frigates. The 
amount is less than one half of the estimate; but 
the Secretary of the Navy conceives that the sum 
proposed by this bill to be appropriated is as 
much as ought to be appropriated now. I have 

laced the sum in round figures in the bill, and I 
elieve itis less than one half the amount esti- 
mated at the Department. f 

Mr. SEWARD. Willthe honorable Senator 
inform me what is the estimate of the whole cost, 
what is the size of the steamers, and whether 
they are all to bè uniform? What is to'be the 
average cost? If the amount now proposed be 
less than one half the estimate, and if, as usual, 
the estimates be less than the actual cost, I think 
the ten war-steamers must cost ultimately as much 
as $8,000,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask the Secretary to 
read the letter of the Secretary of the Navy on 
that subject. 

The Secretary read it as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, February 25, 1856. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the reccipt of 
your communication of the 24th instant, in which you state 
that, “in view of the time Which has elapsed since your 
[my] recommendation for the construction of seven sloops 
was made, and of the present condition of the Navy with 
reference to our merchant tonnage and the naval forces of 
other Powers, it has occurred to the Naval Committee that 
you [1] might deem it expedient to provide tor a greater 
numher.’? 


J have just had an interview with the chief of the Bureau 
of Construction, &c., relative to the condition of-our pres- 
ent sloops of war and the wants of the service. This. class 
of vessels, drawing but little water and armed with the im- 
proved battery of a few heavy guns, has of fate grown much 
upon the esteem of navai men. Since my communication 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, dated December 23, 
1854, recommending seven steam sloops, we have lost the 
Albany and the Porpoise. Several others have been con- 
demned. After a careful inquiry into the number and con- 
dition of our sloops of war, I ain clearly of opinion that it 
will be judicious and prudent to order the construction of 
ten sloops, instead of sever. This opinion ‘is not dictated 
by our disturbed relations with any foreign Power. ` 

The chief of the Bureau of Construction, &e., has made 
an estimate of the cost of vessels of the class proposed. His 
opinion ig, that each will cost $507,009 completed—equip- 
ment and machinery. 

l have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, J. ©. DOBBIN, 


Hon. Srernen R. MALLORY, Chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee, United States Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if these 
vessels are in addition to the six war steamers 
ordered to be constructed by the last Congress? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out “ten,” 
and insert.‘ seven’’ as the number of steam sloops 
to be now constructed, so as to bring it back to 
the original estimate. I have no idea that we 
shall have a war. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Apams] whether he heard the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy read, giving 
as a reason for the increase that, since he recom- 
mended the construction of seven sloops of war, 
two years ago, two of our old sloops have been 
lost, and some others condemned. This propo- 
sition to increase the number is altogether irre- 
spective of any war feeling. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave noticed what the gen- 
tleman alludes to; but 1am inclined to think that, 
if we should lose the remainder of these old ves- 
sels, no injury would result to the service—not 
the least in the world. 

Mr. YULEE. I wish to inquire of my col- 
league, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, what is the cost of keeping afloat and in 
service a steam sloop of war for a year? 

Mr. MALLORY. We have no steam sloops 
of war in our Navy. I know of nothing that 
Tam unable, therefore, to 
make any statement which can be relied on as to | 
the expense. 

Mr. YULEE. Can you not judge by the ex- 
pense of maintaining in service other steam 
vessels? 


Mr. MALLORY. I cannot give any informa- 
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tion on which I could ask the Senate to rely, with- 
out making inquiries at the Bureau of Con- 
struction, 

The amendment of Mr. Apams was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment ; and the question was stated to be on 
ordering it to be engrossed for a.third reading. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for this bill as it stands; for, although I hope that | 
there may be no war, (believing that the matters | 
of difference between this country and Great 
Britain can and should be settled without a war,) 
l think that in time of peace we ought to pre- 
pare the country gradually, in order that we may 

c ready in case we should fall into difficulty. I 
believe the coast ought to be fortified; I believe | 
thatthe Navy oughttobeenlarged. Iam informed, 
that if this addition were made the Navy would 
really not be larger than it was when the order 
‘was made for the addition of the six steamships 
which we now have; because we have in the mean- 
time lost so many of the sloops of war which 
moved by sail, as to make this a number no 
greater than will be necessary to replace them. 
Under these circumstances, and believing that we 
ought to add to the efficiency of the naval arm of 
the service, I shall vote for the bill now proposed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and 
Mr. Avams responded. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT. The call has commenced, 
and one Senator has answered to his name. The 
Senator from New York is too late. 

The call of the roll being completed; tho result 
was—yeas 34, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Crittenden, Evans, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hunter, Everson, 
James, Johnson, Jones of Jowa, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, | 
Toucey, Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee—34. 

NAYS—Messgrs. Adams, Durkee, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, | 
Houston, Sumner, and Wade—8, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move the reconsideration 
of that vote, and on that motion I desire to state 
the reasons why I give my vote in favor of the 
bill. 

I remember, sir, that about a dozen years ago 
there arosc, in the State of New York, a ques- | 
tion of conflict of jurisdiction between the courts | 
of that State and the Federal Government in į 
regard to a subject of Great Britain, residing in 
Canada, who had come into the State of New 
York, and who was indicted for murder on the 
frontier. The whole city of New York was panic | 
struck when the British Government demanded 
the surrender of that person, as it was under- 
stood, withouta trial for his crime. The reason 
was, that the city of New York was undefended. 
I believe the same panic extended through all 
the commercial cities of the country. 

I remember, when our troubles about Nicara- 
ua commenced, that a single ship of war in the 
aribbean Sea carried consternation to our whole 

country, while it dictated terms to the Nicaraguan 
republics; and that out of the assumptions of 
Great Britain in that country grew the treaty of 
1850; and that then, also, the fears of everybody 
throughout the country were turned to the ques- 
tion of war, because our Navy was insufficient, 
and our coasts were undefended. I remember 
that, only three or four years ago, when there 
was an alarm about the British and the French 
Governments combining for the purpose of dic- 
tating terms to thiscountry, in regard to the man- 
agement of affairs in Central America and in Cuba, 
there was a proposition made to withdraw a 
portion of our naval force from the coast of Africa ! 
for the purpose of maintaining our rights in the 
Caribbean Sea, 

Not far from that time, I remember the Brit- 
ish colonies in the northeast were understood # 
to have made certain pretensions in regard to the || 
fisheries which were contrary to our understand- ! 
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ing of a treaty existing with Great Britain, and 
that a single sloop of war was sent from the Car- 
ibbean Sea into the Gulf of St. Lawrence; and 
the whole country was frightened, or attempted 
to be frightened, with an alarm of war. 

I am tired of these things. I wish to sec the 
people of this country, and especially the mer- 
chants of our commercial cities, able to discuss 
great national interests without being alarmed 
through fear of the inability of the Government 
to maintain and defend them in their property, 
their rights, and their interests. I, therefore, vote 
for this increase of the Navy now, entirely irre- 
spective of any questions which have occurred in 
our foreign relations, but simply because I think 
it is wrong to leave the whole seaboard exposed 
without defense. I vote for it more cheerfully, 
because, if I should attempt to find a time when 
the Government of this country could enlarge its 
naval force and build it up, | never have seen a 
time before and never expect to scc a time again 
which is so propitious as this, when, without any 
alteration in our system of revenue, we are con- 
tintally receiving an increased surplus revenue 
from year to year. It scems to me that.this mo- 
ney will be judiciously expended in preparation 
for the future; and my vote is not predicated at 
all on any apprehension that the peace of the 
country is to be disturbed by the questions whìch 
have arisen in our foreign relations, and which 
are under discussion. 

This much I desired to say, because my vote 
might be misapprehended in some quarters on 
the supposition that it was given under the be- 
lief that there was to be an immediate necessity 
for a warlike use of these vessels. With this 
explanation, unless some other gentleman should 
desire to speak, I withdraw the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The bill was read the third time, and the ques- 
tion was stated to be, ‘Shall the bill pass ?”” 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say a word to explain 
the reason why I shall vote against the passage 
of this bill. I shall vote against it, because I be- 
lieve it is utterly useless, and will answer no pur- 
pose except that which has been suggested, 
namely, that having a large surplus revenue, it 
would be well enough to use it up, and to do so 
by giving out profitable jobs. If we are going to 
compete with the old countries of Europe in get- 
ting up a large steam marine, which shall be equal 
to that of France and England, or cither of them, I 
do not think weshall ever be troubled with any sur- 
plus revenue. The idca of building ten sloops of 
war with a view of putting our naval armament 
in a condition to meet the forces with which it is 
supposed we are in danger of war, looks to me 
about as absurd as wasthe legacy which a citizen 
of England left of ten pounds to pay the national 
debt of Great Britain! I believe it is not called 
for; and another reason is, that at this time I be- 


; lieve theappeals which have had the greatest tend- 


ency to produce any alarm or any excitement 
in the country about war, have proceeded from 
the Senate chamber. I de not say that such has 
been the intention, but the effect of what has been 
said here has been to excite unnecessary alarm 
about a war. The remarks on that subject in this 
Chamber have had more effect than what has 
been said in any newspaper or anywhere else in 
the world. I shall vote against the bill on that 
account, 

I apprehend that the country does not exactl 
know what will be the expense of these addi- 
tional steamers. I recollect that, som years ago, 
when we had a discussion in this body in refer- 
ence to the Collins steamers, (which are not en- 
tirely useless, but do something toward the arts 
of civilization as well as of war,) we had a doc- 
ument before us from the Secretary of the Navy, 
detailing the annual expense of one of those float- 
ing steamships. If I mistake not, the annual 
expense of one of those steamships, not of the 
largest class, as given to us in that document of 
the Secretary of the Navy, was $290,000 a year, 
nearly a thousand dollars a day. Then, I take it, 


will be at least $200,000. Still, we are: voting a 
permanent: addition to our national expenyes 
of $2,000,000 annually. They will never come 
down again. I have watched the history of our 
expenditures; they have constantly gone up. If 
you should ‘have a war and ‘run your expenses 
up—I do not care how high—they would: not 
be reduced on the establishment of peace. ‘I can 
remember the time when the national expenses 
were about $12,000,000 annually. Now, the 
deficiency bills are. larger than that. The mere 
wastage, or, asMr. Adams said, ‘the mere can- 
dle ends,” come to more than what the annual 
expenses were at the commencement of General 
Jackson’s administration. They have gone up 
from $12,000,000 to about 470,000,000 a: year; 
and the highest expenses of any year during the 
continuance of the Mexican war, if Iam not de- 
ceived—I have not the figures before me, but I 
| think I am correct—were not equal to what they 
are now in times of peace. Here we are lis- 
tening to these propositions day after day, and 
i voting without the least apparent deliberation— 
though no doubt it has been well weighed in 
men’s minds—an addition of $2,000,000 to our 
expenditures. A few years ago -we voted: six 
steamers in this way. We go on constantly in- 
creasing. I believe we have appointed, from ses- 
sion to session, Committees on Retrenchment; 
| but I think those committecs have about as much 
to do, and meet about as often as the Committee 
on Agriculture, or the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. The tariff is considered, I believe, an ob- 
solete idea, and so is retrenchment. We appoint 
; committees on those subjects only because the 
rule requires it. For the reasons which I have 
stated, I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I wish to 
address an inquiry to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. We have contracts 
with various companies for carrying the mails 
in ocean steamers to many parts of the world. 
Under these contracts we pay large sums. of 
money annually. I-wish to ascertain from. the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
who has reported this bill, whether the vessels 
now proposed to be built could not be used in 
time of peace for the purpose of carrying the 
| mails? Our mail contracts are about to expire 
with several of the companics; and I hope they 
will not be renewed except under particular eir- 
cumstances, but that we shall be able to have 
our naval vessels so constructed as to be used for 
carrying, the mails, and thus reduce, to a large 
extent, the annual expenditures. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks whether the proposed 
steamers cannot be used for carrying the mails. 
At the same time that I answer his question I 
wish to respond to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, who seems to think that an excitement 
| may be gotten up by the proposition to build 
these steamers. In reply to that point, I have to 
say that the Secretary of the Navy, two years 
ago, recommended the construction of seven steam 
sloops of war, and the Senate Committee on 
Naval Affairs reported a bill for that object; but 
that bill was defeated. Since that period we 
have lost two vessels; and the Secretary of the 
Navy, on an examination of the present condi- 
tion of our effective ships, thinks the construction 
of these vessels is absolutely demanded by. the 
present exigencics of the service, without any 
regard to our international relations. 

These sloops could not be used for carrying 
the mails, because there is a legitimate naval duty 
for them to perform, and if you used them to carry 
the mails you would have to supply some other 
vessels for naval purposes. . But, in addition to 
that, if you build these vessels as war vessels, 
they will be manifestly unfit for carrying the 
mails, because for that purpose you require ves- 
| sels of speed: In mail steamers you must sacri- 
| fice weight and size to speed alone, for that.is:the 
j important element. These are to be war vessels, 
i sailing vessels, with a small auxilary power 


that the yearly expense of each of these sloops į! of steam; but they will not be such vessels as 
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would be. suitable fo carrying the Tails at thé 


speed at Which they are now carried. ` Of course’ 


they could transport the mails,-in time of peace, 
from one station to anothcr, and would be very 
“effective ships in the Pacific for that purpose; but 
they could not transport them with the speed and 
*eelerity of the:Collins steamers.” . `` zi 
. ¿Mr ADAMS. Mr. President, the Senator 
from: New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare, }in the course 
his:remarks on this. bill, thought. proper to 
efer to one of: the important committees of this 
dy, of: which I-have the honor to: be chairman 
Committee: on Retrenchment, ‘That Sen- 
-ator ‘was not; here, I believe, during thé last Con- 
ress; but if he had then been a member of the 
Body. he would have discovered that it was not a 
nominal committee as he supposed, but that, re- 
cently. at least, it has been at work. I am not 
-able to show any fruits resulting from their action 
‘except good ones. I may refer to one’ instance. 
‘By. their agency, Congress was induced to in- 
crease the pay of the lower clerks, the messengers, 
and the ators, in the Executive Departments, 
s0-a8.to.give them something like an adequate 
consideration for their services. That committee, 
however, has no jurisdiction except as to the 
Executive Departments. 
- gAt-the:last session the Committee on Retrench- 
tment called upon the heads of all the Departments 
for information in regard to any improvement 
that could. be made in the administration of the 
different Departments, and reported. many bills, 
perhaps as many: as any other committee, except 
the Committees on Finance and on Naval Affairs, 
and one or two others. They have a heavy and 
responsible duty. before them at the present ses- 
sion, I shall not go into this point. My object 
was merely to correct an error into which the 
Senator seems to have fallen, in supposing that 
the Committee on Retrenchment was a nominal 
committee, who never met, and had no important 
duty to perform. We considered, that where 
there were officers who were rendering services 
to the Government for which they did not receive 
an adequate compensation, it was as much our 
duty to propose to increase it, as it would be to 
propose the reduction of the salaries of those 
who were receiving too much; but from all our 
inquiries in the Departments and bureaus we have 
been unable to find any man who acknowledges 
that. he receives too much. We expect at this 
session, however, to find some casesof that sort. 
I have a word, now, to say in regard to the bill 
beforethe Senate: I voted against its cngrossment, 
which I looked on as the test question. I have 


branch:of Congress, and [have been in the habit 
of taking his recommendations on trust to a very 
great extent; but, sir, when I remember the con- 
struction which he has placed on the law passed 
at the last session in reference to reform in the 
Navy, I can never again take his recommendation 
upon trust foranything. Under that law the very 
first step that was required was, that a “ careful 
examination” should be made into the efficiency 
of the officers of the Navy; but, from all the 
information which he has furnished, and from all 
that.I have been able to learn anywhere, I think 
the very:first step which must have been neces- 
sary.in order to give validity to what followed 
has not yet been approached. Who will tell me 
that a careful examination,” as contemplated 
by that law, meant a one-sided examination, 
without the other side being heard at all? It 
seems to me strange that a Secretary of the Nav 

could understand thatasa “ careful examination,” 


and I am induced, for this reason, to withhold | 


from his recommendations the confidence which 


Lhave been in the habit of paying to them. Ii 


cannot, in future, unless he brings arguments and 
facts to sustain him, take anything on trust from 
that honorable gentleman, although he is an old 
friend. 
I have heard, for many sessions, a general com- 
piant that we have no sufficient Navy, and we 
ave been constantly enlarging the expenditure 
of the public moneys for the purpose of increasing 
the Navy; and yet every report.and every speech 
made here now seems to show that it is becoming 
less and less effective. For this reason I have no 
hope, judging the future by the past, that the 
expenditure of this large sum of money will 
increase the efficiency of the Navy. 


‘progressive. 


| hearty support of this measure, I must say that 
had great contidence in the Seerctary of the Navy. 
[had the honor of sérving with him in the other | 


Again, sir, I do not anticipate, as many gen- 
tlémen do, the danger of an impending war. A 
certain number of vessels, I think, are necessary: 
and should be furnished to the Government; but 
there are improvements going on every year. | 
The science of preparing war vessels seems to be 

i È vessel which would have been 
deemed, five years ago, the most effective and 
efficient for war purposes, would be discarded } 
to-day. A vessel that would be most approved 
now In all probability will, in a very few years, 
not be used at all. Therefore I see no necessity 
for this addition to our war vesscls. To provide 
ten sloops, in anticipation of a war, is a mere 
mockery. I sce no existing cause for war; but 
this grave body, as has been already remarked, 
has become the arena of excitement and alarm 
to the country. We are not contented here with 
leaving to the Executive Department the control 
of our foreign affairs. The House of Represent- 
atives has but little share in them; but this body 
is the body of alarm in reference to every ques- 
tion connected with the difficulties with foreign 
Governments. This conservative body has be- 
come the place where every alarm is sounded to 
the country, whether imaginary or real. 

I have no disposition, sir, humble as I am, to 
participate in creating unnecessary excitement in 
the country, either by the building of an extra 
number of war vessels, or by proclaiming to the 
country the existence of dangers which I do ‘not 
poecie: I know of no causes now existing 

etween this and any other Government which | 
should justly lead to a war; and I trust that those 
to whom the control of those questions properly 
belongs will so regulate them, that the true mter- 
est of this country, which is eminently peace, 
will be preserved. All the questions now agitating | 
the country, F trust, will be settled by proper | 
negotiation and arrengement. Still, if it should j 
become necessary to maintain the interest or the 
honor of this nation by a war, no one would more 
chcerfully vote the public money for national 
defense than I would; but, ‘* sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof,” 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
do not rise for the purpose of stating any reasons 
or motives for my support of this bill. Those 
Senators who have noticed my course heretofore 
will, probably, have perceived that I have been, 
for several years, in favor of a greater gradual 
increase of the Navy than has actually taken place. 

But, sir, while J am ready to avow, as one 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, my 


I did not tecl any particular interest in reporting 
this bill to the Senate on the ground cf a little 
cloud of war.which appears in the east. I think 
I speak the sentiment of the committee, which 
was unanimous I believe on this subject, when I 
say that their recommendation was not based at 
all upon any existing alarm on the subject of war. 
I should be very sorry if it were supposed that 
the committce acted on any apprehensions aris- 
ing from the existing circumstances between this 
country and Great Britain, for such is not the fact. 
At the same time, Mr. President, I do not think 

it very unwise to look to the possibility of a war. 
I do not think war is probable; but Lhave looked 
far enough into this subject to perceive that pos- 
sibly—contrary to the inclinations, dispositions, 
or determinations of the Governments on both 
sides of the water—we may find ourselves very 
suddenly involved in such circumstances as may | 
probably lead to a war. Look at the condition | 
of things in the Caribbean Sea at this moment. 
Look at the state of our affairs in Central America. 
If what we hear through the newspapers and: 
by private correspondence has any foundation in 
fact, the Government of Nicaragua has annexed, 
by decree, the whole of the country now inhabited | 
by what are called the Mosquito Indians. That | 
Government may have taken this step with a 
view to bring about an amicable adjustment of | 
the difficultics between Nicaragua and Great | 
Britain, because, it seems, they have some mis- | 
understanding and some difficuitics to settle, as ! 
| 


well as the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain, in relation to those Indians. But 
suppose the policy of that Government in this | 
step is not dictated by pacific views, or that! 
(whether or not they are so) they are not directed | 
or controlled by prudence and discretion, what | 
then? Suppose Captain Locke should be ordered, 
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witha regiment, or half a regiment, from Jamaica, 
as on a former occasion from Kingston, to restore 
the Mosquitos to their authority, if Nicaragua 
shall proceed to dispossess them of any of their 
existing possessions, either at San Juan, or at 
Bluefields, or at any other point of their territory; 
and suppose the Government of the United States 
should have their vessels of war in that quarter 
looking after the interests of this Government 
and the safety of the transit company, what 
would be the consequence? What may happen, 
and what will probably happen, if events should 
take that turn in Nicaragua?. Might there not be 
a collision between the armed vessels of the United 
States and those of Great Britain? Might not 
this be brought about, especially if there were no 
great indisposition on the part of this Government 
to get into a war with Great Britain? I do not 
speak of the Senate, or of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or of the body of the people. The 
greatest circumspection and caution will be re- 
quired to prevent a collision in that quarter, if 
what we hear from that country be founded in 
fact. 

Therefore I say, sir, though I gave my consent 
to the report of this bill as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs without reference to the 
aspect of our relations with Great Britain at this 
present, moment, I considered it wise that we 
should pursue the policy of a gradual extension 
of our Navy according to the principle of the 
law passed in 1816, or soon after the close of the 
last war with Great Britain, for the gradual in- 
crease of the Navy, which has not been continued. 
The country has advanced twofold in its revenues, 
and its expenditures now are six times greater 
than they were then; but the increase and im- 
provement of our naval arm of defense has not 
kept pace with the growth of the country. What 
will our Navy, with these additional ten sloops 
of war and the six steam frigates authorized at 
the last Congress, be atlast? We shall not have 
one handred public vessels, either sailing vessels 
orsteamers. This will be, as some Senators have 
stated already, a mere item; an armament of no 
great force or efficiency in comparison with the 
powerful armaments of either France or Great 
Britain; but what of that, sir? It is a commence- 
ment. It will provide some show of defense; 
and if we shall be suddenly involved in a war we 
shall not be wholly defenseless. 

I believe that the argument stated by the hon- 
orable Senator from Florida was the proper and 
the main one. We want this addition to our 
Navy for the protection of our commerce, for sup- 
plying our various commercial stations on the 
Mediterranean; on the coast of China; on the 
coasts of North and South America; in the West 
Indies, particularly at this moment; gn the coast 
of Africa, and in the Pacific. The main object. 
which the committee had in view was to supply 
a class of vessels which were really required for 
the protection of our commerce in the various 

uarters of the world, where it is the duty of the 
vovernmentalwaysto have some vessels stationed 
or cruising. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise, not for the 
purpose of discussing this question, but merely 
to allude to a remark which fell from the Senator 
from Mississippi, [My. Apams.] In alluding to 
this subject he gives, as a reason for his opposi- 
tion to this bill, a want of confidence in the pres- 
ent head of the Navy Department. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to correct him. I did not say that that was 
my reason for opposing this bill. I gave asa 
reason why I would not take on trust the mere 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
without any other argument, the fact that I dif- 
fered from him in opinion on the construction of 
the late law in regard to the naval board. 

Mr. REID. Still, after the Senator’s explan- 
ation, Mr. President, I understand his opinion 
to be the same thing—because the recommenda- 
tion comes from a Secretary of the Navy in whom 
he has not the utmost confidence. If the meas- 
ure is right in itself, I trust that the Senator’s 
patriotism will not be found so narrow that he 
will refuse to provide necessary defenses for the 
country because he may mistrust the head of the 
Department under which these defenses are to be 
exccuted. With the Senator, I can say that I 
know the present. head of the Navy Department. 
He needs no defense from me. The Senator, 


„honor him for his inflexible integrity. 
that he entertains as high an appreciation of the 


“a careful examination ?”? 
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however, alluded to the manner in which he has 
discharged his duties in relation to reform in the 
Navy. I undertake to say that the présent Sec- 
retary of the Navy has, in regard to that difficult 
subject, managed it ag well, and with as much 
satisfaction, as any gentleman in this country 
could have done. Itis one of those difficult ques- 
tions which it is beyond the power of any living 
being to settle in a manner satisfactory to every 
one. Sir, I know the individual at the head 
of the Navy Department. I know that he ènter- 
tains high feelings of patriotism. I esteem and 
I know 


merits of those who have performed distinguished 
services for their country, as any man in the 
Union. 

I have said thus much, Mr. President, in jus- 
tice to one whom I know has his heart in the 
right place. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not wish to be misunder- 
stood. If.I made a remark which could, by any 
legitimate construction, be supposed to convey 
an implied censure on the purity of the motives 
of the Secretary of the Navy, I certainly used 
language which I did not intend to employ. No 
man—noteven the Senator from North Carolina— 
has a higher opinion of the purity of character 
of the Secretary of the Navy than I have. I 
alluded to the manner in which a law of the last 
Congress had been executed. The very first 
requirement of that law was that a ‘careful ex- 
amination’’ should be made by the naval board 
into the efficiency of naval officers. How is that 
to be construed? Whatis the legal meaning of 
A one-sided examin- 
ation? Were men to be tried in their absence, 
without notice, and their most sacred rights taken 
from them without knowing their accusers? Is 
such a proceeding as that to be called a careful 
examination? Isay that the decision of the Sec- 
retary, as much as I respect him personally, is 
not according to my notion of what a careful ex- 
amination is; and that is what I had reference to. 
The fact that he considered a one-sided, secret 
examination, without notice, affecting the sacred 
rights of the gallant officers of the country, as a 
compliance with the law, was the circumstance 
which destroyed my confidence in his judgment. 
Hence it was that I said T could not hereafter 
take the Secretary’s recommendations on trust. 
J did not intimate, as the Senator from North 
Carolina seems to suppose, that I would not vote 
for this bill, even if 1 found it necessary for the 
defense of the country, because it was recom- 
mended by that Secretary. Far from it. There 
is no man at the head of any Department in power 
now of whose motives] entertain a higher opinion; 
but perceiving and noticing the strange conclusion 
at which he arrived, and which I have already 
commented on, I stated that I could not hereafter 
vote for a measure simply on his recommendation, 
without looking to the facts of the case. Iad- 
mitted that { had been in the habit of taking on 
trust the recommendations of the present Secretary 
ofthe Navy, from my high confidence in the man. 
These were my remarks. I do not wish to be 
understood as having intimated any disparage- 
ment of him. I have the same confidence in the 
purity of his motives that I ever had; but such a 
decision as that which he made in the matter to 
which I have alluded would have destroyed my 
confidence in the judgment of any man. 
President came to the same conclusion, and I 
have agreed with him on perhaps as many ques- 
tions as L ever agreed with any other President; 
and yet I believe honestly, that every step taken 
by the naval board isa perfect nullity, and that 
the men now called retired are to-day in their 
offices as much as they ever were. A ‘careful 
examination” was required by the law. Instead 
of that, there was aone-sided examination? Who 
has ever attended any of our courts, and heard 
both sides in contests between individuals, who 
would afterwards say that a ‘careful examin- 
ation” meant you are to hear one side and not 
the other? That was the very circumstauce which 
was to give power to the Secretary to act; it was 
the circumstance that was to give power to the 
President to act, and without that the whole pro- 
ceeding was void. The first step has not been 
taken, unless it can be shown that, after hearing 


one side, ni party had notice of the charge against jj 


him, and had an opportunity of rebutting it. It 
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cannot be a careful examination without that. 
I cannot give full faith and credit to any man’s 
judgment, however honest he may be, who de- 
cided that such a course was proper. I admit it 
was a difficult task which the Secretary of the 
Navy had to perform. He has done what he 
believed to be right. But I have the right to 
differ in opinion from him on that subject, as I 
doin regard to the necessity of increasing the 
Navy at this time. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I desire to 
recall the attention of the Senate for a few mo- 
ments tothe real issue before us; and that is in 
regard to the propriety of passing the bill now 
under consideration. I have no idea that the 
passage of this bill ought to increase any alarm 
or excitement in regard to the supposed probabil- 
ities of a war between this country and England. 
As I have before said, I believe the matters in 
difference are such as can and ought to be settled 
if there be common prudence and discretion on 
both sides of the water. But, sir, I believe that 
this is a necessary addition to our present naval 
establishment, and I believe that we promote the 
chances for peace by preparing for war. _ 

I wish to A otnieh the temptation, if it exists, 
on the part of foreign Powers to speculate on our 
weakness, real or supposed. I desire during peace 
to appropriate money gradually to put the country 
in a state of defense; because in this way we 
shall enable the people to do it without feeling 
the burden, and we shall be able to defend our- 
selves in time of war at much less expense than 
if we were to delay our preparations until the 
danger occurred. If we were to refuse to make 
any addition to the Navy on the ground which 
my friend from Mississippi has suggested, that 
improvements are constantly making in the model 
of vessels and in naval machinery, we should 
Jet our Navy go down, because it is to be hoped 
these improvements will be constantly in a state 
of progress, ‘The true course is to make such 
additions as are necessary, and to make them 
gradually, so as to distribute the burden over as 
many years as we can, and make the process as 
easy as it can be to the people. 

Now, sir, I believe that true economy consists, 
notin stinting the necessary establishments of 
Government, but in cutting off all unnecessary 
sources of expenditure, and in so managing your 
appropriations as to secure the Government’s re- 
ceiving the value of a dollar for every dollar that 
is appropriated. 

I think that no man who considers this subject 


seas, to say nothing of our immense commerce 
which is afloat. 'That it ought to be increased, 


| evident upon a very slight examination of the 
subject. In regard to the present condition of our 
Navy, I will say that, as | understand it, there 
is probably no steamer in our service which could 
go into one half the ports of this country. The 
| steamers which have been lately built are only 
suitable for those harbors where therc is a large 
draught of watcr, and south of Norfolk there is 
scarcely a port into which one of the six steam 
frigates lately constructed could enter. It is pro- 
posed now to build another class of vesscls— 
| steam sloops of war—which can center into all 
of our harbors, and, thus afford the whole coast 
some means of defense. 

In view of these facts, I think it cannot be 
charged as an act of extravagance to vote this 
sum or to make this addition; for we shall have 
| in exchange for the moncy, a necessary addition 
| of property—a necessary addition of ships of 
war, which we require in order to provide such 
a defense for our coast as we ought to have. 

The bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 

by Mr. Barczay, one of their clerks, announced 


that they had passed the following bills of the 
Senate: 


| to change the names of vessels In certain cases. 
t 


i| A bill authorizing the issue of a register or en- į 


i rollment to the bark Cabargo; and 
A bill to change the name of the brig Hibernia 
| to Victor of the Wave. 


and that it ought to be increased gradually, in} 
the mode which is now proposed, I think will be 


j can believe that our present Navy is sufficient to i 
| guard the coasts of the country and the adjacent } 


A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury |) 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS: (200 8 > 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution; 
submitted by him on the 27th of February: +“ 
Resolved, That Lyman TRUMBULL is: entitled to a seat in 
this body as a Senator, elected. by the. Legislature of the 


State of Illinois, for the term of six years from the 4th: of . 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understood, Mr: Pres- 
ident, that it would be more agreeable to some 
gentlemen of this body to postpone the consider; 
ation of this subject. The Senate is thin, and if. 
such continues to be the desire of gentlemen, I 
shall make no opposition to its postponement; 
otherwise, E shall now proceed with the case, 
[4 Go on!” 

Mr. President, I hope not to have the òccasion 
of troubling the Senate long, for the questions in- 
volved in this case lie in a very small compass ; 
and, as sach, must have been the subject of con- 
sideration to many gentlemen who no doubt are 
prepared to express their opinions. I shall. en- 
deayor to be very brief in what I have to say in 
support of this resolution. The resolution declares 
the gentleman who now holds the seat as Senator 
from the State of Illinois, entitled to that seat, 
according to the tenor of his election, from the 
4th of March last, for the term of six years. 
facts of the case are few and undisputed. Mr. 
TRUMBULL Was, in point of fact, chosen by the 
Legislature of Illinois as a Senator in this body. 
It is true that some four years, before that time, 
he had been elected a judge of one of the cireuit 
courts of that State, but it is also true that he had 
resigned that office about eighteen months before 
his election as a Senator. The first question, 
therefore, that presents itself is, whether upon 
these facts, and a proper construction of the con- 
stitution of the State of Illinois, he is entitled to 
hisseat? No objection is made to any qualification 
required by the Constitution of the United States. 
The question is, whether there is anything in the 
constitution of Hlinois which can invalidate his 
election. I will first consider the question as it 
arises upon the constitution of Hlinois, and then 
as respects the Constitution of the United States. 
The provision of the constitution of Illinois I 
desire to read to the Senate. The tenth section 
of the fifth article of the constitution of that State 
reads in these words: : 


“The judges of the supreme court shall receive a salar. 
of $1,200 per annum, payable quarterly, and no more. The 
judges of the circuit courts shall reeeive a salary of $1,000 
per annum, payable quarterly, and no more. ‘The judges of 
the supreme and circuit courts shall not be eligible to any 
other office or public trust, of profit, in this State, or the 
United States, during the term for which they are elected, 
nor for one year thereafter. AH votes for either of them for 
any elective ofice, (except that of judge of the supreme or 
circuit court.) given by the General Assembly, or the people, 
sháll be void.” 
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Mr. Trum{guLL was elected on the 7th of June, ` 


1852, judge of the circuit court for the term of 
nine years. Having held that office less than one 
year, he resigned on the 19th of May, 1853, to 
take effect on the ensuing 4th of July. He was 
elected to the Senate of the United States on the 
8th of February, 1855, more than cighteen months 
after his resignation, but before the expiration of 
the nine years for which he had been originally 
elected a judge. 

To these facts we are to apply the constitutional 
provision which I have read, which declares that 
no Judge of the supreme court or circuit court 


| should Be eligible to any other office for the term 


for which he was elected, and for one year there- 
after. Does this prohibition in the constitution 
of Illinois apply to such a case as this? I say 
that it docs not. In order to ascertain the mean- 
ing of any instrument, we mustendeavor to ascer- 
tain the intention of its framers. What was the 
intention of the framers of this provision? It was 
to Droseryo the independence of their judiciary, 
and to prevent the possibility of one of the judges 
of the State using the influence of that office to 
obtain another. That is the reason and the sole 
reason for this prohibition; and to accomplish this 
object, the constitution of Ilinois provides. not 
only for ineligibility during the term of nine ee 
but for oné year thereafter, lest he should, by 
anticipated contrivances, intrigues, and influence, 
provide for another office by the use of the influ- 
ence which his present office affords... One year 
after the expiration of his office. was supposed to 
be sufficient for that purpose. 

Here is a case where the office of this gentleman 
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had been détéimined ‘eighteen months before he 
was elected a member of this body. Does the 
reason of the case apply? What possible reason, 
‘what.possible motive, can be assigned for pro- 
hibjting his eligibility to. office for nine years, 
when he resigned at the expiration of one-year? 
ly to him from the moment of resignation, 

id by analogy apply only for the term he 
actually served, and’ one year thereafter, That 
would’ be pursuing the analogy exactly. The 
constitution of Hlinois, itits terms taken literally, 
evidently presupposes that the judge was to serve 
for the nine ‘years; and therefore it provides that, 
during ‘that ‘service—which, in this connection, 
would be perfectly equivalentto the word “term”? 


~=while he holds the power of one office, he shall | 


tiöt be'clected: to’ another. But here the service 
was only for one year; and more than a year 
théeafter he was clected to another office. Why 
vot? -Do'you say it comes within the literal pro- 
vision? “Suppose it does, is the literal peexieion 
to ‘govern; or is that ‘construction which aims to 
accomplish the truc- meaning and intent of the 
instrament:to be respected? Why, sir, lawyers 
Have a maxim on this subject; that in such a case 
to stick in the letter of the law is to stick in the 
bark. You are not to do that. The will and 


‘intent of those who make the law or the constitu- 
tién, aud who have power to make it, ought to | 


overn. The letter of the law may be obscure. 

ts letter must be taken in connection with the 
whole instrument, and the reason of the instru- 
ment, and isto be construed according to the spirit 
and intent of the framers of that instrament. So 
construed, it is quite clear to my mind that this 
provision ih. the constitution of Ilinois has no 
reasonable application to the facts of the present 
ease, 
> What was the term for which this gentleman 
was elected judge? In contemplation and anti- 
cipation it was nine years, but, according to the 
facts as they afterwards turned out, he was only 
elected for the term which he actually served. Is 
not that so? Such a construction as this would 
make the letter of the law conform to the reason 
of the law. Its framers contemplated and sup- 
posed that, when he was elected, he was in fact 
elected for the whole term of nine years; but his 
resignation within that period shows that, in point 
of truth and fact, though the legal term for which 
he might have held was nine years, he only held 
the office for one year, and of course it was for 
that term, and that term only, that he was in 
point of fact elected. It was more than one year 
after that time before he was chosen by the Legis- 
lature to the Senate of the United States. 

I contend, therefore, sir, that, according to the 
fair and rational construction of this instrument, 
it does not apply to the case of an officer who ře- 
signed more than twelve months before his election 
to the Senate. What is the authority on this sub- 
fect? The highest possible. It is the authority of 
the Legislature of the State, who are charged with 
the election of a Senator of the United States, 
and who are bound to observe the State constitu- 
tion, and also the Constitution of the United 
States. Who but they have the power to determ- 
ine the true meaning of their own constitution 
in relation to this particular subject? Will the 
Senate interpose against the action of the Legis- 


lature in deciding a question on their own con- | 


stitutionsand law, and settle it for them? Look to 
the analogy of the Federal judiciary. They do 
not decide the statute of a State to be invalid be- 


cause of its conflict with the State constitution. | 


That is a matter for the State courts. The Fed- 
eral courts do not interfere to say to the State 
Legislature, ‘Your act is unconstitutional, be- 
cause it conflicts with your own Constitution.’’ 
If it conflicts with the Constitution of the United 
States, then it is a proper question for the Fed- 
eral judiciary. Surely we may allow the Legis- 


of the United States with the power and agency 
of electing a Senator of the United States, to de- 
termine whether or not there is a constitutional 
provision of their own State interfering with the 
election which they actually make. They have 
decided it. If this body were now to deprive 
this gentleman, their elected Representative, of 


his seat, they would decide contrary to the judg- | 


ment of the Legislature of the State on their own 
State constitution. We ought to be slow to do 
that, if we can do it all. 


€ i stitute this body. 
lature of the State, invested by the Constitution | 


Illinois, I say the reason of the provision can have 
| no application to the present case; because not 
one of the many objections which would apply 
| to allowing: the incumbent of a State office to be 
| elected to another office during the term for which 
he was clected, exists in the case of a gentleman 
who had resigned more than twelve months before 
his eléction to this body. The mischicf has ceased; 
the casé no longer exists to which the reason and 
| policy of the provision can possibly have any 
il application. If the letter embraces it, the sense 
| of the law and the reason of the law reject it. 

Sir, this is what our reason would dictate to us; 
and this is the sort-of reason embraced by the 
law, in the ordinary construction of courts of 
justice. Blackstone puts you the case of a city 
n which there had been much bloodshed and pri- 
i vate broils in the street, and ælaw is passed, he 
says, inflicting capital punishment on any man 
| who shall shed blood in the street. That is the 
jlaw, without any qualification or any excep- 
|i tion—whoever shall shed blood in the street of 
| this city shall be punished. for it with death. 
| Soon atter the passage of this law some man fell 
| in the street and was so violently injured that the 
medical gentleman who was called to his assist- 
li ance found it necessary to bleed him, and did 
bleed him in the street. He was aman who shed 
blood in the street. Did that come within the 
|| law? It was precisely within its letter; but where 
was the reason of the law? It had no application 
to it, and therefore it was not within the law. 
This is about as strong a case as that. Here is 
the case of a gentleman having resigned his office 
more than twelve months, and then being elected 
to this body. His case presents none of the mis- 
chiefs; it is subject to nonce of the objections upon 
which the law was founded. in reference to the 
actual incumbents of office. 

It is perfectly clear to my mind, then, Mr. 
President—though, perhaps, 1 should not speak 
so strongly before this honorable body—it is quite 
clear, and my mind is quite satisfied, that this 
case does not come within the meaning and the 
purview of the constitution of the State of IHi- 
nois. 

Other questions might be made: whether it 
was intended to apply to the election of an officer 
under the General Government, or merely to 
State officers; but I do not dwell on that point. 
I go upon the gencral reason of the case. I say 
that the reason of the case does not apply to the 
| instance of this gentleman at all. So much, then, 
for the construction and application of the con- 
stitution of the State of Ilinois. 

Now, sir, suppose I am wrong; suppose that, 
without any reason, withoutany motive, without 
any mischief to be suppressed, withoutany fouh- 
dation for any of the objections applicable to the 
incumbent of office, this constitution shall, by the 
force of its mere letter, be applied to this case, and 
that it does ereate, so far as it can act, an imped- 
iment, an obstacle to the election of this gentle- 
man, is such a provision valid, or can it affect his 
right, when we look to the Constitution of the 
United States under which the Senate has been ere- 
, ated? I think clearly not. Weare tolook to the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the whole frame 
of this Government. It hascreated all the powers 
and all the instruments of this Government. It has 
created the Senate. Before this creation, neither 
the State of Illinois as such, nor any other State 
in the Union, had any power to elect a Senator. 
There was no such office to be filled by them as 
| Senator of the United States. Their agency was 
simply employed by the Federal Constitution. 
The agency of the Legislatures of the several 
States was employed to clect Senators who con- 
It is an all-important branch 
of the Government. The designation of the 
power that was to elect; the designation of the 
persons qualified to be elected, all entered into the 
very essence of the subject. All this was to have 
its influence on this Government. All and every 
| single circumstance of this was to have its influ- 
ence in connecting the State governments and 
the General Government, and in connecting them 
in such a way as to preserve that species of po- 
litical relations between them whichit was thought 
| would operate most advantageously to all. 
| This was the view of the framers of the Con- 


stitution of the United States. “It was a subject 
for them- whether the Legislatures should elect 
Senators; whether the people should elect them, 
or whether the Governors of the several States 
should appoint them. All this was within the 
| competency of the framers of the Constitution. 
Neither people, nor Governors, nor Legislatures, 
| had previously any power to elect or appoint a 
‘Senator. There was no such officer; there was ` 
no such power. The whole was a new creation. 
| The Constitution determines that the power to 
| choose Senators shall be in the Legislatures of 
| the several States. The power to elect Senators 
was committed to the Legislaturės.. Who shall 
| they be? was the next question. The question 
was, how to designate a Scnator by some pre- 
scribed qualification, so as to fix the class from 
which he should come. Shall he be a man who 
is required to possess any particular amount of 
fortune? Shall he bea man who must. be sub- 
seted to some religious test? Of what age shall 
‘he be? 
! Were not all these points fairly presented to 
| the framers of the Constitution of the United 
i States? Were they not important questions to 
be acted upon and decided? They were framing 
| the Government, The constitution of this body ` 
was an essential part of the Government. That 
| was to depend on the parties, or the condition of 
the parties, out of whom they would make this 
great council of the nation. Should he be a citi- 
zen? Might they selecthim anywhere? Should 
he be an inhabitant of his State? Might he be 
of any age? 

All these subjects being considered, the Con- 
stitution of the United States decides upon the 
whole matter, by providing that each Senator 
| shall be of the age of thirty years, shall have 
i been at least nine years a citizen of the United 
States, and shall be an inhabitant of the State 
kfrom which he is chosen. 

k Now, sir, does not this embrace the whole 
“subject? Does it not regulate the whole subject ? 
According to the plain meaning of-the Federal 
| Constitution every inhabitant of a State, thirty 
: years of age, who has been nine years a citizen 
of the United States, is eligible to the office of 
Senator. What more can be said about it? Ft 
| is now supposed by those who contend that Mr. 
Trumpy is not entitled to his seat, that it is 
competent for a State, by its constitution—and I 
| suppose they would equally contend by any law 
i which the Legislature might from time to time 
| pass—to superadd additional qualifications, The 
Constitution of the United States, they say, has 
only in part regulated the subject, and therefore 
it is no interference with that Constitution to 
make additional regulations. This, I think it 
will be plain to all, is a mere sophism, when you 
come to consider it. If it was a power within 
the regulation of, and proper to be regulated by, 
| the Constitution of the United States, and if that 
Constitution has qualified it, as I have stated, 
| prescribing the age, prescribing the residence, 
| prescribing the citizenship, was there anything 
‘more intended? If so, the framers of the Con- 
i stitution would have said so. The very enumera- 
tion of these qualifications excludes the idea that 
they intended any other qualifications. That is 
| the plain rule of ordinary construction; but, for 
a reason above all technical considerations, it is 
applicable here. The object of the Federal Con- 
stitution was to have a body framed by a uniform 
| rule throughout the United States, coming here 
to constitute this great council of the country— 
coming here by the agency of the same elective 
power, the State Legislatures—coming here under 
| the same requirements, and with the same quali- 
| fications—and standing here upon a perfect and 
i exact equality in all respects to represent the 
nation justly and equally, and with a sole regard 
| to the common welfare of the Republic. 

| Must not this have been the idea in the con- 
| templation of the framers of the Constitution? 
| Undoubtedly it must. We cannot in justice to 
them impute any other view or any other motive. 
We are told now that they have only regulated 
the subject in part; and therefore, as to the resi- 
due, the States may regulate. That is the argu- 
| ment. How can you say they have only regu- 
lated itin part? I say they have given to it all 
the regulation which they intended it should have. 
They have prescribed but few qualifications. They 


i have prescribed a broad and almost universal rule 
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of eligibility. They intended to leave the honor of 
these seats open to every man coming within the 
prescribed qualification. This was the broad, 
general principle of republicanism on which the 
Government was founded. Every man of the 
requisite age, if he has beena citizen for nine years, 
and is an inhabitant of a State, is eligible to the 
Senate of the United States from that State. Out 
of this broad circle, the Legislatures were told to 
make their own selection. ‘That is the constitu- 
tional principle and the constitutional. rule by 
which the Senate exists, and there is no other. 
We are told, however, that the States may 
superadd to what the Constitution.of the United 
States regulates! Why, sir, the whole object of 
the Constitution of the United States cou!d not 
be more completely subverted by eradicating from 
the Constitution the positive qualifications which 
it requires, than it would be in substance and 
virtually by superadding qualifications. If the 
Constitution has not thought proper to make 
further qualifications, what is the reason of it? It 


is because its framers did not desire any other to |! 


be made. Did they intend carefully to make these” 
qualifications, and then to leave it to the States 
to make any which, according to their casual will, 
or wish, or caprice, they might, from time to 
time, make? Was this grave body—intended to 
be the great council of the country—left to be 
changed and diversified by different tests to be 
made and applied in one State and in another 
State? I suppose, if that were the case, we should 
now have ringing in our cars calls for conven- 
tions to make new constitutions to denounce and 
disqualify Nebraska bill men in one State, and 
anti-Nebraska bill men in another State... In one 
State we should be told none but a Catholic could 
be elected, and in another none but an anti- 
Catholic. When these qualifications were once 
made, of course the States could change them 
from time to time, as the public whim or public 
passion, animated and actuated by personal in- 
terests, by selfish purposes, and selfish projects, 
might dictate. One party would proscribe one 
party to-day, and another to-morrow. You might 
use it for all these purposes; and would that 
accomplish the purposes of the framers of the 
Constitution? Surely not. 

Ts it possible that, when the grave men who 
made the Constitution of the United States were 
fixing it ona solid and immutable foundation, 
and prescribed everything that was to be pre- 
scribed, they left therr great work to all the casu- 
alties and all the chances under which occasional 
passions, occasional follies, and occasional ca- 

rices, pervading one part or another part of the 

nited States, may demand new qualifications, 


and new tests of competency for Senatorship ? | 


1l cannot think so. The bare suggestion is sufi- 
cient; and therefore I think that I should not be 


very cxcusable for trespassing longer on the pa- | 


ticnee of gentlemen who, I have every right to 
suppose, understand this subject as well as or 
better than I do, and are prepared to pronounce® 


their opinion upon it. ecg 


m 
Mr. President, the gentleman whose seat is 
contested has now been in the occupation of it 
for three months. Itis a question of privilege. 
There has been an extraordinary delay; and I 
hope, without any very prolonged or protracted 
debate on the subject, the Senate will be ready to 
decide that he is entitled, in the language of the 
resolution now under consideration, to continue 
in his seat—as much entitled to it as any Senator 
who hears me to the seat which he occupies. 
Sir, I have looked but little into the precedents. 
The reason of this case, and the construction of 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
t 
li 
| 


the several principles applicable to it, have ap- | 


peared to me so plain, that I did not-think much 
sanction could be given to them by precedents 
one way or the other. Provisions of this nature 
have crept into many of the State constitutions; 
but nowhere, I believe, have they been thought 
binding. I believe that my honored friend, who 
sits near me, from Tennessee, [Mr. Betz,] who 
so illustrates and distinguishes his place and his 
State, is sitting here elected under precisely the 
sume sort of test. In the great puritanical zeal 
of the framers of the State constitution of Ten- 
nessec, it was declared that no member of the 


Legislature should be elected to the Senate of the | 


United States; but in the face of that provision 
my. honored friend was elected to this body and 


7 s 
varieties of these qualifications or rather disquali- 
fications. The Constitution of the United States 
has described what the qualifications of a Senator 
should be; and not only a want of them is to be 
applied to the party, but the election is to be op- 
posed, or vacated, and the State is to add its list 
of disqualifications. Is that principle sustainable? 
Now, if the Senate shall be of the opinion that 
this. gentleman is entitled to his seat, they will 
so vote. Ifthey think the constitution of Ilinois 
does not apply to the facts of this case, there is 
an end of it. If that provision receives a con- 
struction which brings it into conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States, it seems to me 
it cannot be much of a question to say that the 


made by the authority of a State, must be de- 
clared to be, so far as the conflict extends, null 
and void, when opposcd to the Constitution of 
the United States. If the Senate shall be of 
opinion either that the ease does not come within 
the constitution of the State of Illinois, or that 
the constitution of Illinois does come in conflict 
with the Constitution of the United States, and 
is to that extent null and void, and that it was 
not competent for the State constitution to super- 
add any qualifications or disqualifications to those 
prescribed in the Constitution of the United 
States, cither on the one ground or on the other, 
it is clear that this resolution ought to be adopted. 

Mr. President, in these remarks I have made 
no reference to precedents. The opinion which I 
have expressed here as to the last question, 
namely, that the Constitution of the United States 
has assumed to itself the exclusive regulation of 
this subject, and that no State can add any dis- 
qualification or require an 
confirmed by the highest judicial and legal authori- 
tiesin theland, Judge Story expressly treats of this 


undertake to cite authoritics as might be proper 


with stating them. 
aries on the Constitution, treats on this very 
question, and he says the States have no power 
whatever to add an 


inp 


rule prescribed by the Constitution of the United 
States. Their agency is to select a man with the 


sidered by Judge Kent in his Commentaries on the 
Constitution; and so it is equally clear that Mr. 


he wrote on these branches of the Constitution, 
explaining them, never dreamed at that early day 


Senator in its own hands, and to prescribe what 


be elected from that State. All these authorities 
are in perfect coincidence with the opinions that 
I have so feebly announced to you. 


subject to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, [announced to 
the Senate the other day, that I should offer a 
resolution adverse to the right of Mr. TRUMBULL 
to a seat in this body, but I expressed my willing- 


which was offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. CRITTENDEN. | 

My colleagues of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will understand, although the Senate may 
not, the reasons which induce me to speak at this 
stage of the discussion. It is not that I cherish 
any disfavor toward the genileman whose claim 
of membership we must now decide; nor because 
I wish to render myself at all important in the 
Leyes of other Senators or of the public; but the 
questions involved in this case are of great conse- 
quence. They have been-under consideration by 


last, that we find ourselves unable, as a com- 
mittee, to pronounce any opinion. . 

The Senate exercises a judicial authority, under 
the Constitution, in cases like the present; and 
according to the older precedents, when a court 
is divided, I proceed to deliver my judgment, first 
| of all, as the junior member of the committee.to 


| which the matter was referred, to the end that, 


constitution of Ilinois, and every provision of it | 


new qualification, is | 
question. I shall not, before this honorable body, | 
before a court of justice; I shall content myself ; 


Judge Story, in his Comment- | 


1 | qualifications to those re- ; 
uired by the Constitution of the United States. | 
hey havea mere agency to elect according to the | 


qanlifeationa required by the Constitution of the | 
nited States—so, it is clear, the subject is con- | 


| Madison, in the numbers of the Federalist which | 
that such a pretension would be sct up as that a | 


State had a right to take the qualifications of a‘! 


should be the qualifications of the man who should | 


With these remarks, however, I shall leave the | 


ness that the discussion should proceed on that | 


the committee for almost three months, and our i 
honored chairman [Mr. Burier] has reported, at i; 


or arguments; may be supplied from the experi- 
ence and the wisdom of my learned colleagues. 

For the same reason, Mr. President; 1. will-not 
address. the Senate as upon a subject of legisla- 
tion, but confine myself. to the judicial form of 
speech, DE Bee 

It appears that on the 8th of February, 1855; 
the two Houses of the Illinois Legislature held a 
convention. for the purpose of electing a Senator 
in Congress from that State, and that ninety-nine 
votes were cast; of which Lyman Trumbull :re- 
ceived fifty-one, and Joel A. Matteson forty-seven. 
Archibald Wiliams reccived one vote; and one 
member was absent. Upon the announcement of 
this ballot, the Speaker of the House-of Repre- 
sentatives, as president of the convention, de- 
clared that Lyman Trumbull had been elected a 
Senator in the Congress of the United States. for 
the term of six ycars, commencing on the fourth 
day of March thereafter. Mr. TrumBuiu’s cer- 
tificate of election, which has been presented. to 
the Senate, is under the signature of this officer, 
jand not the signature of the Governor. of the 

State. : 

It appears, furthermore, that on the 7th of 
June, 1852, Mr. Trumpuct was elected a judge of 
the supreme court of Ilinois for the term of nine 
j years; that he was qualified in due form of Jaws 
and that he entered upon the performance of his 
judicial duties. This office he resigned on the 
4th of July, 1853, when a successor was chosen, 

Against the validity of Mr. Trumevuiy’s. elec- 
tion as Senator, thirteen members-—amajority—of 
the State Senate, and twenty-five Representatives 
have formally protested. 

The constitution of Illinois, signed at Spring- 
field, August 31, 1847, provides that judges of the 
supreme court shall be elected for the term of nine 
years; and in article fifth, section tenth, holds this 
language: i 

“The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not 
be eligible to any other office or public trust of profit, in this 
State or the United States, during the term for which they 
are elected, nor forone year thereafter. All votes for either 
of them for any elective office (except that of judge of the 
supreme or circuit court) given by the General Assembly, 
or the people, shall be void.” 3 

Clearly, therefore, if the constitution of Hlinois 
can have the least effect, Mr. TrumBULL was not 
clected a Senator from that State on the 8th of 
February, 1855, inasmuch as his judicial. term 
had not then expired. oe 

Mr. Trumputu’s resignation, in June, 1853, 
| docs not aifect the case at all. The ‘term ” of 
| hiselection, evidently, was nine years. The pro- 
hibition is not restricted to the period of his actual 
service, as the Senator from Kentucky scems to 
think, but to the fullterm for which he was elected. 

The Senator from Kentucky says. that we are 
to“look to the intentions of the law-maker. What 
the intention of the framers of the constitution 
of Hlinois was, will appear before I shall haye 
concluded my remarks; but I have this to say to 
the Senator, that the best interpretation ‘of ‘the 
intention of the law-maker is to be found in the 
ii remarks which he has used. There are many 
| rovisions, in various constitutions, disqualify- 
i mg an officer during the term of his service from 
i hoiding another office: and there are distinctions 
| drawn in the constitution of Illinois, and in other 
constitutions, between the term of actual service 
and the term for which an oficer has been elected. 

The question recurs, whether the congtitution 
of Illinois’shall be respected or annulled? 

The Senator from Kentucky claims, in Mr. 
Tremavvy’s behalf, that the Constitution of the 
United States has prescribed the qualifications 
| requisite for a Senator, and that no State can add 
to, or subtract from, those qualifications. : 

I am not disposed to try the virtue of this con- 
clusion by logical tests; Í deny the truth of its 
premises. The Constitution of the United States 
does not prescribe the qualifications of a Senator 
in the sense here assumed. its language is that 
| of exclusion, and not of qualification: 

“t No person shall be a Senator who shall not have at- 
tained to the age of thirty years, and been nine years a cit- 
i izen of the United States, and who shall not, when elected, 
: be an inhabitant of that State for which he shall be chosen.’? 
| In this instance, as in ail others, the language 
| of the Constitution was aptly selected with a view 
| to the nature of our Federal Government. It was 
|! intended that cach Senator should be thirty years 
|! of age, and should have been nine years a citizen 


| 
i 
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took his seat without question. There are many ii whatever defects shall appear in my conclusions, | of the United States, because the duties of his 
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office were thought to require an experienced 
judgment and considerable familiarity with the 
čourse of public affairs. And to secure the elec- 
tion of Senators from all extraneous influence— 
such as might have been apprehended, perhaps, 
from. the dictation of the large States or the pat- 
ronage of ‘the. Federal Government—it was 
furthermore declared that each Senator should not 
merely be a citizen, but an actual resident—‘‘in- 
habitant’’—of the State for which he is chosen. 
. ol agree that no State can dispense with, or sub- 
tract from, the requisites prescribed in the Fed- 
eral Constitution; but I can see no pretense for 
‘asserting that the States may not superadd any 
qualification which is consistent with those requi- 
sites,- A Senator is an officer of the Federal Gov- 
ernment; heis, also, an officer of his own State. 
‘He ‘is elected to represent the people of the State, 
iman aggregate and organized capacity, as one 
of the sovereign parties to our Federal compact. 
He is-elected,to be sure, by the Legislature; but 
the ‘Legislature is itself a body of representa- 
tives; chosen by the people. His constituency 
is.equal to that of all the members of the Legis- 
lature taken.together. It consists of the people, 
‘at. large; acting through counties, districts, or 
other established subdivisions, and thus express- 
ine ‘the will of the State as a public corporation. 
Whilst the Federal Constitution might prescribe 
certain requisites, therefore, in order to secure 
‘the interests of the Federal Government, the 
rights of the citizens of all the States, and the 
‘welfare of the whole Union; whilst it might well 
do this, and bind each State to an observance of 
such requisites, no reason can be assigned why 
the: people of a State—whose peculiar repre- 
sentative and officer in equal degree their Sen- į 
ator is—might not prescribe other qualifications, 
in addition, for the purpose of protecting their | 
separate interests, rights, and welfare. I agree, 
of course, that such additional requisites must 
not only be consistent with those specified in the 
‘Constitution of the United States, but with the 
whole spirit and tenor of that instrument. No 
mischief can result to the Union, or to other 
States, from this course of decision; and it leaves 
‘tothe States that degree of independence, that | 
reservation of powers; which tho tenth amend- | 
ment to the Constitution so plainly inculcates. 
_ There is no conflict, between the Constitution 
of the United States and the constitution of the 
State of Illinois. They are perfectly consistent. | 
Now, so far as my learning extends, there is no 
speanpinls more firmly established in the law of | 
England and of America than this: that whenever 
(two enactments can stand together—whethcr they | 
be called.constitutions, statutes, or by what name | 
soever—they shall stand together, and both shall 
be obeyed. 

It is suggested, however, that the Legislatures 
„of the States derive their power of electing Sen- 


ators from the Constitution of the United States, 
and not from their respective State constitutions. 
But this, if admitted to its fullextent, will be found 
immaterial. Itisnot a power conferred on any 
Legislature as matter of gift or permission from 
the Federal Government, but as a matter of right į 
—and because the Legislature represents the 
people, and acts only as an agent for the people. 

urely, I submit, the Constitution of the United 
States never designed to exalt the agent above 
the priggipal, the creature above the creator, the | 
minister above the sovereign, as this proposition 
assumes, 

Under the Articles of Confederation, as we 
know, the States voted in Congress substantially 
as they now vote in the Senate; and the Dele- 
gates of each State were chosen by its Legisia- 
ture in pursuance of a usage older than the Arti- 
cles themselves. The House of Representatives 
is a body which owesits existence to the Federal 
Constitution; but the Senate is only the Congress | 
of the Confederation remodeled. Hence, pur- 
suing a usage even older than the Declaration of | 
Independence, the power of electing Senators is | 
not conferred on the State Legislatures by the 
Constitution of the United States, but is recog- 
nized as exisiing in them, previously, as the 
agents. of State sovereignty and the impersona- 
tions of State independence. 


. . : . . H 
This is not the only disqualification to the of- || 


fice of Senator in Congress, preseribed by the 
Constitution of illinois; for, as I shall have occa- 
sion to relate in a few moments, the members of 


i 


! an audience, it requires no formal answer. Iam 


| the citizens of cach State have a right, subject to 


the General Assembly are disabled even to a 
greater extent. Nor is Tlinois the only State 
which has claimed and exercised the right of 
creating such disqualifications. 

The constitution of New York and the consti- 
tution of Michigan contain the same prohibition, 
namely, that neither a judge nor a member of the 
Legislature shall be eligible to the office of Sena- 
tor in Congress. The constitution of Florida 
provides that the Governor, and all justices, chan- 
cellors, and judges shall be ineligible. The con- 
stitutions. of Georgia, Mississippi, Indiana, and 
Texas declare that no member of the Legislature 
shall be elected, and the constitution of Mary- | 
land has a provision somewhat similar. ‘The 
constitutions of Wisconsin, California, Ohio, and 
lows disqualify judges alone ; the constitutions 
of Tennessee, Alabama, and Arkansas admit of 
controversy in this particular, but were intended 
to have the same effect. We sit here to decide, 
therefore, upon the validity of the constitutions 
of twelve, and, perhaps, of sixteen States. 

It was said, some weeks ago, by the gentleman 
whose seat is now in question, that the legality 
of his election had been considered and decided 
in the State of Illinois. That, if true, would be 
a fact of much importance; for whilst I agree that 
the Senate is an exclusive judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members, 
by the express terms of the Federal Constitution, | 
I understand the rule to be well established, and 
universally applicable, thatthe courts of each State 
are the most authoritative expositors of their | 
own their constitutions and laws. But it notonly | 
appears, now, that the question has never been 
decided, judicially, in the State of Illinois; it ap- 
pears that no such case ever occurred until the | 
election of members to the present Congress. The 
opinions of the gentlemen, Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, who voted for Mr. TrumsuLL, would 
be of no authority if expressed to us, and ex- 

ressed to us (except in the fact that certain bal- 
ots were cast) their opinions have notbeen. The 
Legislature of Illinois has no judicial cognizance 
of this question; it does not appear to have been 
argued, or seriously considered; and the Senate 
of Illinois, at all events, did not affirm, or even 
admit, the soundness of Mr. TrumsuLL’s preten- 
sions. 

The letter of the Governor of the State [Mr. 
Matteson] addressed to certain citizens, in Octo- 
ber, 1854, from which a quotation has been made, 
as it is said, can be of no authority at all. The 
Governor is an executive, and not a judicial offi- 
cer; and, as for the letter, it was not even an official 
act. 

Equally futile and beside the purpose are two 
othersuggestions: First, that the chief justice of Il- 
Hnois has been appointed a district judge of the 
United States; and, second, that the electors in two 
congressional districts made choice of persons 
who were thusincligible. Itis not pretended that 
the constitution of IHinois can limit or control the ; 
President of the United States in the exercise of | 
his power of appointment. He does not owe | 
that constitution any allegiance; but the constitu- 
tion of Illinois can and does limit as well as con- 
trol the Legislature of that State. By the consti- 
tution, and it alone, was the Legislature created, 
and is now kept in existence, with powers dis- 
tinctly specified and subjectto definite limitations. 
Every member of the Legislature owes allegiance 
to that constitution. Hecannotactas a legislator 
until he has sworn to support it; and whenever 
he utters a vote in opposuon to its requirements, 
whether by word or by ballot, he violates the oath 


of his office as well as his allegiance, and betrays || 


the public trust committed to his care. 

As to the second suggestion, namely, that the 
electors of two congressional districts in Hlinois 
have chosen for the office of representative, per- 
sons who were ineligible, I cannot believe it is 
seriously urged, and feel assured that, before such 


therefore of the opinion already expressed, that 


the requirements of the Federal Constitution, to ; 
rescribe the qualifications of their Senators and 
epresentatives in Congress. 
ut the question is not one of qualification, 
merely; it relates, also, to the manner of election 
The constitution of Hlinois not only provides 
that judges of the supreme and circuit courts 


or the United States, during the term for which 
they were elected, and one year thereafter, but 
adds this. provision: 

“<All votes for either of them, for any elective office, 
except that of judge of the supreme or circuit court, given 
by the General Assembly or the people, shall be void.” 

This does not relate to qualification at all; for 
if it were the only provision upon the subject in 
the constitution, a judge might hold the office of 
Senator by executive appointment. The dis- 
tinction will appear on a comparison of the third 
article, section seventh, in the same constitution: 

‘¢ Noperson elected to the General Assembly shall receive 
any civil appointment within this State, or to the Senate of 
the United States, from the Governor, the Governor and 
Senate, or from the General Assembly, during the term for 
which he shall have been elected; and all such appoint- 
ments, and all votes given for any such. member, for any 
such office or appointment, shall be void.” 

It thus appears that a member of the General 
Assembly cannot be made a Senator in Congress 
either by election or appointment. But in the 
case of a judge, although disqualified to hold the 
senatorial office, an appointment by the Executive 
of the State would be voidable rather than abso- 
lutely void, whereas an election to the office by 
the General Assembly is declared to be a void 
act, The ‘ votes” given for him (so the consti- 
tution declares) shall not be counted; they shall 
be treated as blanks, or as no votes at all. 

The purpose, I submit, is obvious: it is to 
secure the members of the General Assembly 
from the influence of judicial officers. Most of 
those members are generally practitioners at the 
bar, and all of them may be suitors. In the 
States where (as in Illinois) judges are elected by 
the people, and for limited terms, it has been 
found necessary to remove them, by some pro- 
vision or other, from all connection with political 
affairs, and to prevent them especially from exer- 
cising the judicial office with a view to their polit- 
ical preferment. Virginia has provided in her 
constitution that no election of judges shall be 
within thirty days of a presidential, congres- 
sional, or legislative election; and all the States, 
nearly, have disqualificd their judges from holdin 
another office under the State government, and 
some have vacated the commission of a judge 
immediately on his acceptance of an office under 
the Federal Government. Missouri has gone 
further, even, than this: her constitution de- 
clares: 

«If any judge shall offer or consent to be a candidate 
for any office under the Government of the United States, 
such offer or consent shall be taken and considered a vol- 
untary resignation of his office.”” 

Itis not so much witha view to theindependence 
of the judiciary, therefore, as to the protection of 
| the members of the Legislature from the power 
and influence of the judicial office, whem exercised 
by asenatorial aspirant, that this prohibition was 
inserted in the constitution of Ilinois. Such 
power and influence could not be exerted, to the 
same pernicious degree, upon the Governor of 
the State; and hence the difference between the 
seventh section of the third article and the tenth 
section of the fifth article. 

We come, therefore, to the question, how far 
the ‘manner’? of electing Senators in Congress 
can be prescribed by a State constitution? 

Now, Mr. President, it is certainly true that 
the fourth section of the first article in the Fed- 
eral Constitution does reserve to the ‘‘ Legisla- 
ture?’ of each State the power to prescribe ‘* the 
times, places, and manner of holding elections’’ 
for Senators and Representatives; and that it 
reserves to Congress the power, “ by law,’’ to 
make or alter such regulations, at any time, ex- 
; cept as to the places of choosing Senators. In 
respect of the latter provision, however, we may 
yest assured, from cotemporaneous expositions, 
| as well as from the established usage of sixty-six 
| years, that it was only intended to secure the 
‘Government of the Union against any wanton 
i neglect, or designed omission, on the part of the 
; States, to make the necessary ‘‘ regulations?’ for 

a choice of Senatorsand Representatives. Isay, 
sir, the established usage—because Congress never 


|! has passed any law to prescribe the times or the 
| 


manner of holding elections for Senators, or even 
‘the times or the places of holding elections for 
' Representatives. An attempt was made, some 


|! fourteen years since, to prescribe the “manner”? 


of electing Representatives—that they should 


shall be ineligible to any other office in the State, 


j 
j 
i 


be chosen, namely, in single districts. But this 
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regulation was resisted by several of the States, 
and the House of Representatives entirely aban- 
doned it. ` 

As to the use of the. term ‘‘ Legislature,” in 
this section, I wish to make afew comments. Itis 
not employed to specify, as between the constitu- 
tion of a State and the ordinary laws of a State, 
which of them should prevail; but only to distin- 
guish as between the law-making power of a 
State, upon the one hand, and Congress, as the 
law-making power of the Union, upon the other. 
This will appear from an examination of the 
whole enactment or article. The convention 
which adopts, or frames, a State constitution is 
the “ Legislature” of the State, to all intents and 

urposes, Within the meaning of this provision: 
itis the highest and most authentic embodiment 
of the Icgislative power of the State. 

And here, too, we have the authority of an 
established usage. Some of the States elect their 
Senators by concurrent voice of the two Houses 
in separate sessions; others by means of a joint 
session of the two Houses, or a convention of all 
the members of the Legislature. In some of the 
States, also, there are statutes for the regulation 
of such elections; in others the elections are reg- 
ulated by joint rules, or a special agreement for 
the occasion. In the State which I have the 
honor to represent (Ohio) there has never been 
any statute, or joint rule, or agreement. It was 
a matter of usage wholly, until the adoption of 
the present constitution. I refer to these facts 
in order to prove that where, as a strict interpre- 
tation of the term “ Legislature’? would require 
that the times, places, and manner of electing 
Senators should be prescribed by statute in cach 
State, no such interpretation has ever been fol- 
lowed, and the term ‘‘ Legislature ’’ must, there- 
fore, have a signification more extensive. That 
a regulation as to the times, places, and manner 
of electing Senators, expressed in the constitu- 
tion of a State, is perfectly valid and obligatory 
in every sense, can hardly admit of an argument. 
The constitutions of Louisiana and Florida, and 
the present constitution of Ohio, require that a 
choice of Senators shall be expressed openly viva 
voce, and not (as in some other States) by ballot. 
From the proceedings of the Maryland Legis- 
lature, as published some weeks ago, I find that 
nominations for Senator were disallowed after the 
two Houses had exchanged messages upon the 
subject of an election. That the regulation of 
ouch State would be applied by the Senate to 
every case of a contested election from that State, 
T have not the least doubt, whether such regu- 
lation. be expressed in a constitufion, an act of | 
the Legislature, a joint rule or cohsent for the 
occasion, or even a prevalent usage. ‘The sclect 
committee of the Senate so said, on the 2ist of 
August, 1852, in the Florida contested case. 

Iv is not an open question, in fact, whether the 
constitution of a State shall or shall not be re- | 
garded by the Legislature, in the election of a 
Senator of the United States. On the 22d of May, 
1828, upon a dispute relative to the right of 
Ephraim Bateman, as Senator from New Jersey, 
asclect committee of the Senate (of which the late 
Mr. Berrien was chairman) employed this lan- 
guage: 

“Ttis manifest from the foregoing clauses, {cited from 
the Federal Constitution, ] that Congress may prescribe the 
mode of electing Senators, and that in the absence of any 
provision by them it is competent to the Legislatures of 
the several States to do so. It scems equally clear, that 
each State must pos the power of defining by organic 
law the constituents of its own legislative department, of 

rescribing the qualifications of its members, and the lim- 


tiutions under which the trust confided to them shall be cxer- 
cised.”? 


An apt illustration presents itself, to my mind. 
The former constitution of Ohio required the pres- 
ence of two thirds of the members of each House 
in the Legislature to forma quorum for business. 
At common law, however, a majority of the mem- 
bers of a corporation, public or private, or of any 
deliberative assembly, is quite sufficient. Now, if 
the Legislature of Ohio, in electing a Senator, 
did not act under the State constitution, but, as a 
body politic, deriving its powers, in this respect, 
solely from the Constitution of the United States, 
a serious inquiry at once arises: could a majority 
of each House, less than two thirds, proceed to 
the election of a Senator? No person, I pre- 


sume, will answer in the affirmative. ew 
-> In truth, to assert that a Legislature, which is | 


the mere agent of the State Government, and in 
no sense a partof the Government of the United 
States, can do what the constitution of the State 
distinctly forbids, this proposition, I believe, re- 
futes itsclf. I cannot better express the senti- 
ment. which struggles in my mind for an appro- 


| priate form of utterance, than by the words of 


one who was called, at the instauration of our 
Federal Government, to preside in the Supreme 
Court: i 

“ What is a Constitution? Itis the form of Government 
delineated by the mighty hand of the people, in which cer- 
tain first principles or fundamental jaws are established. 
The Constitution is certain and fixed; it contains the per- 
manent will of the people, and is the supreme law of the 
land; it is paramount to the power of the Legislature, and 
can be revoked or altered only by the authority that made 
it. The life-giving principle, and the death-doing stroke, 
must proceed from the same hand. What are Legislatures? 
Creatures of the Constitution ; they owe their existence to 
the Constitution ; they derive their powers from the Con- 
stitution : it is their commission ; and, therefore, all their 
acts must be conformable to it, or else they will be void. The 
Constitution is the work or will of the people themselves, 
in their original, sovercign, and unlimited capacity. Law 
is the work or will of the Legislature in their derivative or 
subordinate capacity. The one is the work of the creator, 
and the other of the creature. The Constitution fixes 
limits to the exercise of legislative authority, and prescribes 
the orbit within which it must move.’? * * * 
«Whatever may be the case in other countries, yet in this 
there can be no doubt that every actof the Legislature re- 
pugnant to the Constitution is absolutely void.”—Mr. Jus- 
tice Wilson, 2 Dailas, 304. 


It was admitted, in the case from Florida, that 
a mere usage, or even arule of temporary char- 
acter, in any State, to the effect that blanks should 
not be counted upon an election for Senator, 
would decide a contest brought hither from that 
State. Two Senators, at least, now present, 
[Messrs. Sumyer and James,] hold their seats in 
virtue of this doctrine. . 

Now, if it be competent for the citizens of a 
State, acting cither through their Legislature or 
a State convention, to declare that blank ballots 
shall not be counted in any election for Senator, 
what more need I ask? Can they not declare, 
also, that votes given for a fictitious person shall 
not be counted? Or votes given for a negro or 
mulatto? Nothing in the Constitution of the 
United States forbids the choice of a negro or mu- 
latto for Senator, unless it be that the laws of 
several States admitting them to citizenship are 
void. Or votes for a person who had been con- 
victed of some infamous crime, and not pardoned? 
The Constitution of the United States would not 
exclude such a person from Congress, but the 
conbtications of several of the States do. 

The electors of Illinois—whose servants and 


mere agents were the members of the Legisla- | 


ture—have said, in the most deliberate and au- 


thentic form, that all votes cast for a person j 


holding the office of a judge (unless in cases of 
judicial election) shall be like votes given fora 
fictitious person, or like ballots- merely blank. 
Werare to presume that the members of the 


Legislature did not intend to violate this solemn | 


admonition of thcir constituents—the people of 
the State at large—expressed in a constitution 


which they had, cach of them, sworn to support. į 


We must presume, consequently, that the votes 
given for Mr. Trumputt on the 8th of February, 
1855, were not given with any intention to elect 
him a Senator in Congress, (because that would 
be to impute perjury, as well as breach of public 
trust, to those who voted for him;) but were only 


given as fora fictitious person, or as blank ballots. | 


It must be presumed that the members intended 
to obcy 


not be elected, even if all the ballots had been 


the constitution of the State, and that | 
| fifty-one of them, knowing Mr. Trumpun. could 


cast for him, intended thus to cast away their | 


votes. Such appears to be the presumption at 
common law. Ín “ Heywood’s Cases,” 534, we 
are admonished: ` 

“ if votes are given to a candidate who is not eligible, it 
is the same as if they were given to a dead man ; and the 
law considers them as thrown away, or not given at all.” 

There have been many decisions of like effect, 
in the courts, in Parliament, and in the State 
Legislatures. 

I am, therefore, constrained to say that the 


| Speaker of the [linois House of Representatives, 


when he pronounced Mr. TrumBuLL a Senator 


elect, on the 8th of February, 1855, committed || 
` before us. : 
! resolution, as finally adopted, upon various 


a gross and essential mistake. 
_ It has been suggested, upon the other side, that 
inasmuch as by the Federal Constitution, article 


first and section fifth, the Senate is made a judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifieations’ of 
membership, the design’ was that the qualifica- 
tions of all Senators should be the same. But 
this confounds two different powers, one legisla- 
tive and the other judicial—namely, the power to 
prescribe a rule of decision, and the power to de- 
cide by a rule which has been prescribed: There 
is yeta more fatal answer. he power of the 
Senate to decide upon the qualifications of Sena- 
tors is expressed in the same language, exactly; 
as its power to decide upon the election of Sena- 
tors and the mode in which these élections are 
returned. But, confessedly, neither the style of 
the returns, nor the manner of the elections, need 
be'uniform; they never have been uniform, and 
the previous section (fourth) of the same article 
directs the several States to prescribe them. at 
pleasure. The argument-is, therefore, plainly 
defective. ` f 

I come now to the last proposition urged in 
support of Mr. TrumsuLL’s claim. On a former 
occasion, (the 20th of February, I believe,) the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. hirnenoey| de- 
clared that these questions had been considered 
by the Senate several times, and that the decis- 
ions were all opposed to the opinion which I 
have just expressed. Well, Mr. President, mi 
distinguished friend—if he will permit me to call 
him so—is more familiar with these matters than 
Iam, and has, certainly, a larger experience, as 
well as greater abilities.. But, ‘sir, except in the 
case of Ephraim Bateman, from New Jersey, I 
cannot find, for my part, that the question has ever 
been discussed in the Senate, and, far less, that 
the Senate has ever made such a decision as he 
asserts. 

There was a case, somewhat famous, before the 
House of Representatives, in October, 1807, be- 
tween Joshua Barney and William McCreery, 
where the question was seriously discussed. It 
arose in this manner: The Legislature of Mary- 
land had apportioned two Representatives in 
Congress to the county of Baltimore, and pro- 
vided that one of them should be a resident of 
Baltimore city, at the time of election, whilst the 
other should reside in the rural district. It was 
disputed in point of fact, whether McCreery, who 
had the highest number of votes, was or was not 
a resident of the city, and, also, whether the aci 
of the Legislature, requiring a qualification. of 
residence, should be considered.as valid or invalid 
The Committee on Elections reported in Me- 
Creery’s favor on the 9th of November, 1807, 
without deciding the first question, and solely 
upon the ground that the act of the Legislature 
was void. This report was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and debated at 
length. The discussion terminated in a recom- 
mitment to the Committee on Elections, by a 
decided vote, with instructions to examine and 
report upon the question of fact. On the 7th of 
December, 1807, the committee again reported 
striking out of the former report all that had been 


| said in reference to the validity of the Maryland 


statute, and stating the evidence upon which it 
was claimed that McCreery was in fact a resident 
of the city of Baltimore. (Contested Election 
Cases, page 169.) But although the committee 
did not assume to decide the constitutional ques- 
tion in its second report, the resolution which it 
recommended was broad enough to cover that 
ground, being in these words: . 

“That William McCreery, having the greatest number 
of votes, and being duly qualified, agreeably to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, is entitled to his seat in this 
House.” : 

Another and more elaborate discussion ensued, 
and the Committce of the Whole, and afterwards 
the House itself, by a vote of seventy to thirty- 
seven, altered the resolution to this form: 

“That William McCreery is entitled to his seat in this 
House.” 

The amendment was proposed, advocated, and 
adopted,as the records will show, for the express 
purpose of avoiding the question which had been 
raised upon the statute of Maryland. (Contested 
Election Cases, page 216.) - 

I repeat, Mr. President, the record will show 
that the House of Representatives abstained, care- 
fully, from deciding the question which is now 
The members voted in favor of the 


grounds; but a large majority (almost two to 
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Ý refused, time and ‘again, to invalidate the 
tofthe Maryland Legislature. 

is worthy to be observed, in this place, that 
istinctién was made by one of McCreery’s 
jorters, Mr. Key, of Maryland, between the 
f a Representative ard the case of a Sen- 
Tn commenting upon the tenth amendment 
6. Federal Constitation—which provides, 
Iye that “the powers not delegated -to the 
dS 


tates by the Constitution, nor‘ rohibited 
7 to the States, are reserved to the States, 

spectively, or to the people’””—Mr. Key argued 
to this effect: ‘The reservation is intended to the 
States only. of powers which a State, as such, ex- 
ercises, or in which the State government may 
be concerned; the reservation of all other powers 
is to the people of the Union at large. Repre- 
sentatives (he continued) ‘represent the people 
and not their States, and no power remains, 
therefore, to the State Legislatures to prescribe 
their qualifications. But the States, he said, are 
resented as States, in the Senate. (Contested 
‘lection Cases, 212.) : 
“I do not affirm the soundness of this argument, 
not being prepared to admit that a Representative 
48 not, as well as a Senator, the officer of his State, 
but T have recited it to show that even one of the 
Federalists of old, with all his doctrines of lati- 
tudinous construction, would not deny the right 
ofa State to prescribe qualifications for its Sen- 
ators beyond those specified in the Constitution 
of the United States. Indeed, unless we expunge 
the ninth amendment utterly, I cannot perceive 
the foree of the suggestion that because some qual- 
ifications of a Senator have been specified in the 
Constitution of the United States, none others 
cin addition) can be required by the citizens of 
the'State which the Senator is to represent, in 
their own constitution or other fundamental law. 
That amendmentis, I think, eminently applicable: 

t The enumeration, in the Constitution, of certain rights 
shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained 
by the people.” 
This and. the amendment which followed it, 
together, declare the standard by which our Fed- 
eral Constitution should. be expounded in all cir- 
cumstances. ` 

"Phe case of Spalding and Mead, from Georgia, 
in December, 1805, is mentioned by the compiler 
of the Contested Election Cases, as one bearing 
upon this question; but the compilcr has evidently 
erred, There was an express disclaimer in that 


case of the least intention to invalidate the State | 


Jaws, and it was not invalidated in any sense. 
(Contested Election Cases, 162.) 

“Mr. President, I began with a declaration that 
this case involved the most serious consequences. 
If Mr. Trumputr should be permitted to occupy 
his seat, after the evidence we have heard, it 
would be an occurrence unprecedented, as I be- 
lieve, in the history of representative Govern- 
ments. Itwould exhibit the anomalous spectacle 
of a gentleman representing the State of Illinois, 
by our sanction, when the electors of that State 
have said deliberately, in their fundamontal law, 
that he should not represent them. It would be a 
gross affront to one of the sovereign constituents 
of the Union. It would strike down at one blow 
the constitutions of twelve or sixteen States. It 
would be another stride, longer than any stride 

et taken, towards that consolidation of powers 
in the Federal Government, which has already 
grown të an inordinate degrec, and from which, 
more than from any other cause, a deadly peril 
now threaters us. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I intend to | 


submit some views on this question before the 
vote is taken. I will go on now, or at any other 
time, according to the pleasure of the Senate. I 
do not intend to be lengthy. 

Several Senarors. Go on to-morrow. 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject until to-morrow, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. : 


Monpay, March 3, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danser, WaLpo. 
TheJournal of Thursday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER stated the first business in 


order was the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] to suspend the rules, for the 
purpose of introducing the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
Navy of the United States by immediately constructing 
fifteen additional steam frigates, not exceeding sixteen hun- 
dred tons burden each; and that they report by bill or oth- 
erwise. . 

Mr: ORR. My friénd from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Fiorence] succeeded on Thursday in getting a 
resolution referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs looking to the same intent as I had in 
view. I therefore ask to withdraw my resolution. 

The resolution was withdrawn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have a com- 
munication here from the War Department, re- 
lating to appropriations for the department of the 
Quartermaster General of the Army, which I ask 
to have referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

It was so ordered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I have also another com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, which I 
desire to present. It recommends an appropria- 
tion of $98,000 for the improvement of certain 
buildings connected with the armory at Spring- 
field, Massachusetts, being an increase on the 
annual estimate of $38,000. The other day a 
communication calling for an appropriation of 
$3,000,000 was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. This letter is addressed to the Com- 


to be referred to that committce; but I am not 
able to sce the propriety of referring the $3,000,000 
recommendation for making the guns to one com- 
mittee, and the communication to provide for the 
shop in which they are to be made toanother. I 
therefore send the communication to the desk, 
and leave it to the House to decide what direction 
it will give to it. It may be read. 

The communication was read, as follows: , 

War DEPARTMENT 
WASHINGTON, February 27, 1856. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the favor- 
able consideration of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
communications from the Chief of Ordnance and Superin- 
tendent of Springfield armory, asking and presenting rea- 
sons for an increase in the item for repairs and improvements 
and new machinery at Springfield armory. 

Coinciding in the views expressed by these officers, I 
recommend that the item in the estimate above-named be 
increased from $38,000 to $98,000. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, F: 

JEFFERSON DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. L. D. CAMPRELL, Chairman Committee of Ways and 

Means, House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAVEN. The communication should 
undoubtedly go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. It recommends an increasein the estimate; 
and the estimates certainly belong there. I move 
that it be referred to that committee. 

It was so referred. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committec of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of con- 
sidering the deficiency bill. 

NEW REGISTERS OF VESSELS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 121, and to put it upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the table, and read a first and second time by 
its title, as follows: 

An act to authorize the issuing of a registry 
or enrollment for the bark Cabargo. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think that this bill should 
go back to be corrected in its phraseology. It 
uses the expression of “ repaired and refitted for 
| sca again.” I think the word “again” is en- 
tirely unnecessary in the bill, and ought to be 
stricken out. 

The bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido not wish to 


legislation might be saved if the Committee on 
Commerce, or some gentleman acquainted with 
the subject, would prepare a bill authorizing the 
i| Sceretary of the Treasury to issue registers on 
such proofs being furnished as are required. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. If the gentleman from 


|! Tennessee will yield to me one moment, I will 


mittee of Ways and Means, and ought probably | 


| interpose any objection to this bill; but I have | 
long thought that a good deal of time and special | 


inform him that a bill ‘of precisely the same na- 
ture as the gentleman has referred to, has been 
prepared and passed in the Senate, and is now on 
the Speaker’s table. I intend, after this bill is 
disposed of, toask the House to take up that bill, 
and put it upon itë passage. 

Mr. JONES. Then, sir, I think we can get 
rid of all special legislation about changing the 
registers of vessels, It is a matter of course, 
anyhow, and the Secretary of the Treasury, from 
whom the registers must issue, whether under a 
special or general law, is as competent to determ- 
ine whether they should be issued as this House 
or Congress is. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would state to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that there is such a law 
now existing. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. AIKEN asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 122, to change 
the name of the bark Hibernia to that of Victor 
of the Wave; which received its several readings, 
and was passed. f 


MEMBER SWORN IN. 


Mr. Varexrte B. Horron, a Representative 
from the State of Ohio, appeared and took the 
oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. PERRY, by unanimous consent, resented 
the memorial of James A. Milliken, claiming a 
seat in the [louse of Representatives in place of 
Mr. Fur.er, of Maine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Elections. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to surrender to the State of Illinois 
the Cumberland road, in said State; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Before the vote 
be taken on that motion, I withdraw it for the 
purpose of submitting the usual resolution to term- 
inate debate on the deficiency bill in five min- 
utes after the House shall have resumed its con- 
sideration. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
resolution will not be adopted at this time. The 
provision in the bill before the committee, rela- 
tive to marine hospitals, has not yet been dis- 
| cussed at all, and ought not to be disposed of 
without discussion. ` ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; Iwill modify 
the resolution so as to make it close debate after 
one hour. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Say two hours. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir; I think one 
hour is sufficient. JI move to close debate upon 
the bill in onc hour after its consideration shall 
be again resumed in committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move to amend the 
resolution so as to make it two hours. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I hope the amendment 
| will not be adopted. 
| The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 52, 
noes 86. 

The question recurred upon the resolution as 
offered by Mr. CamrBELL; and, being taken, the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the rules 

be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
‘| into the Committec of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
i! Mr. WASHBURNE. I hope the gentleman 
|| from Ohio will give way, to allow me to take up 
the bill to which I have referred in reference to 
changing the names of vessels, &c. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam desirous to go into 
| committee for the purpose of disposing of the de- 
ficiency bill; but, as I presume the bill the gen- 
tleman refers to will not give rise to debate, and 
as its passage will save largely the time of the 
House, I will give way. 


CHANGE OF THE NAMES OF VESSELS. 


There being no objection, the bill of the Senate 
i authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
| change the names of vessels in certain cases,” 
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was taken up from the Speaker’s table, and read: 
a first and second time by its title, 
The bill was then read in extenso. Ft authorizes 


the Secretary of the Treasury to change the name | 


of any vessel whenever the reasons for so doing 
shall, in his opinion, be deemed sufficient; and 
empowers that officer to establish such regula- 
tions as he may deem necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. T would inquire of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wasusurne,] 
whether that bill was reported upon any memo- 
rial or petition ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Iwill state to the gen- 
tleman from Maine that this bill originated in the 
Senate. Since it passed that body, however, I 
have seen the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
the subject. He has seen the bill and approves 
of its provisions. f 

Mr. HAVEN. Ihope the bill will pass. I 
endeavored to get the floor myself for the purpose 
of moving to take it up. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time 
passed. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now renew the motion 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into the Committce of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. PENNING- 
Town in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill of the House (No. 68,) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1856. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question pending 
to-be upon striking out the provision ‘for in- 


creased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, | 
per act of the 27th July, 1854, $1,929 35,” with | 
the proviso offered on Thursday last by the gen- | 


tleman from Tennessce, (Mr. Jones,] and adopted 
by the committee, upon which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Campnez1] was entitled to the floor. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


Jones] was adopted, I believe, by the committee, | 


and the question now is upon striking out the 
whole. Į do not now propose to go into the 
discussion of that topic farther than to say this 
to the committec—thatif the motion now pending, 
to strike out, be carricd, the provision adopted at 
the instance of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
which is regarded as a very wholesome provision 
for the future, will be lost. 

I understand that there are gentlemen who wish 
to discuss the provision in the bill in reference to 
marine hospitals; it is perhaps due to them that 
the floor should be yielded to them during the 
hour which is allotted to gencral discussion, be- 
cause, under the rule of the House, and under 


the decision of the Chair, when this gencral dis- | 


cussion has been terminated, it will not be in 
order to discuss matters connected with the marine 
hospital provision, which has been passed in the 
consideration of the bill by sections. 

But the Committee of Ways and Means do not 
wish to prevent gentlemen from being heard in 
opposition to that proviso. On the contrary, we 
regard this as a question of very deep interest to 
the people of this country. We want to hear 
what may be said in favor of the present system 
of marine hospitals, as it has been carried on for 
some years past; and inasmuch as I shall be en- 
titled to an hour in which to close the debate, I 
will yield the floor. 1 desire, however, first to sug- 
gest a clerical amendment in line ten of the bill, 
that the word ‘and’? shall be inserted after the 
word “Department.” 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before the 
gentleman from Ohio takes his seat, as his com- 
mittee has reported this proviso in reference to 
marine hospitals, I wish he would state to the 
committee some of the reasons upon which this 
committee have predicated their action. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state briefly, without 
going into the statistics which I shall present to 
the consideration of the committee, that it has 
been clearly demonstrated that it costs this Gov- 
ernment about ten times as much to supportitsdis- 
abled seamen at points where we have established 
hospitals, as it does where the custom-house offi- 
cers have made negotiations with private persons 


nd | 


The proviso į 


or establishments for the relief of these seamen. I 
will show to the gentleman—and I give him notice 
in advance—that, counting the interest on the 
money which has been expended for buildings 
at certain points, it costs at the rate of $150 the 
week to keep a disabled seaman. The gentleman 
desires to know some of the points of the com- 
mittee’s objéction, and Iam perfectly willing that 
the committee’s hand shall be shown in advance. 
At another port, where a marine hospital has 
been constructed, the average cost per week of a 
disabled seaman is $51 73. Atthe ports where the 
Government has made no expenditure for build- 
ings, the cost to take care of a disabled seaman 
averages per week, about $4 37, while it costs at 
one port $10 per day, aside from the question of 
interest; to take care of a disabled seaman it only 
costs the Government at the city of New York, 
where we have expended nothing for buildings, 
forty-five cents the day. At other ports it costs 
about the same. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, when the committee was last in session, 1 
stated that I was somewhat taken by surprise 
in finding this proviso in relation to the marine 
hospital in a deficiency bill. I did not know but 
that there might be some reason for legislation on 
this subject by Congress. I did not know but 
that there were abuses in the marine hospital 
system which ought to be corrected; but I gave 
notice that I intended to be heard on the subject 
before any question: should be taken by the 


| House. Tthoughtit extraordinary that the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Mcans should have, in a 
mere proviso to a deficiency appropriation bill, 


and without the matter having been officially | 
brought to their attention, cithcr by petitions re- | 


ferred to them, or by a resolution of the House, 
proposed a change of a great, wise, and beneficent 
system of the Government, which has existed 
since its foundation. I thought that that commit- 
tee usurped ajurisdiction which properly attached 
to another standing commiitee of this House, and, 
in a side way, attempted the most important legis- 
lation. The question of marinc hospitals belongs 
and particularly appertains to the duties of the 
Committee on Commerce, and, if any legislation 
is needed, it should be first properly brought to 
the attention of that committee. That is the com- 
mittec, under the rules of this House, to which 
this whole subject appropriately belongs. That 
is the committee whose duty it is to investigate 
and report to the House what legislation, if any, 
on subjects of this character is demanded by the 
exigencies of the country. 
Mr. Chairman; since we were last in session I 
have looked into this subject; and I will confess 
that, if the facts are as they are represented by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, they are entirely different from those 
which I shall now endeavor to present to the com- 
mittee from the official reports. Whatis the com- 
plaint? What are the reasons of the Committee of 
Vaysand Means forthe proposed change? Before 
we make such an important change in the law, we 
should have good, valid, and sufficient reasons for 
it. No existing system should be changed with- 
out due consideration. The principal reason is, 
as I understand the honorable chairman of the 
Ways and Mcans, the great expense of maintain- 
ing the marine hospitals of the country, and re- 
lieving our sick and disabled seamen. Ido not 
look upon thisasa question merely of dollars and 
cents—it involves other and higher considerations 
which this Government cannot ignore; but I will 
now cxamine the question of the expense of the 


| system about which so much complaint is made, 


and show there is nothing in those complaints 
which will justify Congress in changing the sys- 
tem as is proposed by the proviso in question. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL} says 
that it costs ten times as much to take care of a 


| sick and disabled seaman in one of the organized 
Government hospitals as it does in one of the pri- 


vate establishments. 1 beg to call attention to the 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
we will see whether it bears out this assertion of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

fr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman did not 
understand my statement. I said that at some 


of the hospitals it costs ten times as much to take | 
care of a sick and disabled seaman as it does at } 


others. Itcosts a-much greater sum to take care 
of sick and disabled seamen at points where the 


Government has constructed buildings, than it 
does at points where they have not expended 
money for buildings; and in this statement the 
record will bear me out. aah es 
Mr. WASHBURNE. understand the gentle- 
man to say that it costs at some points ten times 
more than it does at others. Ttake issue with 
himon that. There isno point where it costs 
ten times more than at another. There is but óne 
single hospital in the whole country where it has 
ever cost the Government any such sum per day 
to take care of a seaman as the gentleman : has 
suggested; that is, at the hospital at Natchez, 
where it cost, last year, according to the table of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, $10 10 per day. 
But this is an isolated and extraordinary case, and 
I have no doubt the large expenses there can be 
satisfactorily explained. Even if they cannot, is 
it fair to take one extreme case as an illustration 
of the working of ‘a great system, and on that 
case to advocate its destruction ? : 

Let us look at the table of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, found in his late Finance Report, page 
248, and find out what the average expense per 
day is of relieving the sick scamen in all the 
hospitals of the country, public and private. That 
is the fair and just way; and it will be seen, by 
the table here, that it is only ninety-five cents per ` 
day, avery reasonable and even moderate average, 
The argument is, that it costs more to provide 
for your seamen in the organized hospitals than 
it does in private establishments. ‘1 want the 
committee to look at this matter a little, and see 
how the facts stand. There are fourteen organ- 
ized marine hospitals in the country—only four- 
teen. Take twelve out of those fourteen organized 
hospitals, Jeaving out the two hospitals at Natchez 
and Napoleon—where it costs the largestamounts 
to take care of the seamen—and what does this 
committee suppose is the average cost of taking 
care of sick and disabled seamen? It is only 
$1 22 per day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let me call the gentle- 
man’s attention to.anotherfact. Atthe hospitals 
where the Government has not been to the ex- 
pense of constructing buildings, the cost is only 
sixty-one cents the day. The gentleman admits 
that; taking out the Natchez and Napoleon hos- 
pitals, the average cost at the organized hospitals 
is $1 22 the day; at the unorganized, the private 
hospitals, it is only sixty-one cents the day. At 
the organized hospitals, therefore, the cost is a 
great deal greater. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman takes 
extreme cases, which prove nothing; but, in this 
connection, I will take scven organized hospitals 
and seven private hospitals, and I will show the 
gentleman that it costs more per day in the private 
than in the organized hospitals to take care of 
one sick and disabled seaman. I will show the 
gentleman and the committee what are the two 
classes of hospitals that come within the scope 
of my assertion. [havea table here which Ihave 
made out, and from. which I ‘will read: 

Seven Organized Hospitals. Seven Private Hospitals. 
Boston, average cost per St. John’s, average cost. per 


day... 4 87.3 day... 91.1 
Cleveland . 69.3 Beaufort 94.4 
Chicago . 74.7 Brunswick.. 94.7 
Norfolk... . 72.8 Memphis... 115 
San Francisco.. . 94.6 Pensacola ,. 2 20 
Louisville ... „$1 03. Galvestonsiseseceees 89.8 

|| Mobiles... sseererees 117 Newport... ERETI 80.1 
i 

$6 18.7 7 OLD 
| — pa 

Average costs...» CBX Average cost......@1 13 


It will, therefore, be seen by this table, that in 
seven of our organized hospitals—just one half of 
the whole number, it costs on an average only 
cighty-eight and a quarter cents per day, whilst 
in seven other private hospitals it costs $1.17 per 
day. 

But, sir, it is not merely a question of expense 
| which we are considering; but it is whether the 
i Government is to carry out a system which it 
i adopted at the carliest foundation of the Govern- 
iment, for taking care of its sick and disabled sea- 
| men—a class of men notoriously improvident,and 
singularly reckless in many instances as to their 
course of life—aclass of persons that all civilized 
Governments has assumed a sort of guardianship 
i over; whether you will protect the commerce of 
‘| the country which viele to you the greatest 
| part of your revenue, by taking care of and pro- 
| tecting the hardy and daring men who carry it 
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ony or whether you will strike down all these great 
institutions of mercy; and benevolence, and jus- 
tice, and put your:seamen out to be taken care of, 
as they put out paupers in the different towns and 
counties: inthe couniry, to the lowest bidder. 
That-is the question which we are considering. 
Tt is not, then, simply a question of expense; but 
if itiwere, I should ask the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. CAMPBELL, | what has been the whole - èx- 
yense of this. Government in taking care of its 
sick and disabled seamen from the adoption of its 
Constitution down to. the present time? I have 
made’an.examination, and desire to call the at- 
‘tention:of the gentleman from Ohio and of the 
committee.to it. I have made.an estimate of the 
whole-amount which this country has appropri- 
ated for the purpose of building marine hospitals. 
I have made also an estimate of the amount of 
deficiencies which have been appropriated for the 
sick and disabled seamen over and beyond the 
_ fund which is derived from the amount of twenty 
percent: a month deducted from the wages of the 
seamen. l 
: By legislation of Congress, as far back as 1798, 
twenty cents per month was to be deducted from 
the wages of each seaman, to constitute a fund 
for the relief of the sick and disabled of that class. 
That formed a fund to be expended by the Gov- 
ernment inrelieving the sick seamen and in build- 
ing marine hospitals. But, independent of that 
amount raised by the seamen, E will show you 
the sums which ‘have been appropriated as defi- 
ciencies, and the amounts which have been voted 
for your hospitals. And what does the gentleman 
suppose they all amount to, in a country whose 
commerce is larger than the commerce of any 
other country upon the face of the globe, and 
which can no longer be counted by millions, but 
by billions? Well, sir, the amount of all the ap- 
propriations, so far as I have been able to ascer- 
tain them, by a very thorough examination of the | 
laws, is only $3,328,000. T do not pretend to be 
entirely correct; I may have overlooked some 
appropriations; but the amounts I. give, I have 
no‘ doubt, approximate very nearly the sums 
appropriate —~the amount of deficiency being 
$1;722,819. The amount which you have appro- 
priated:to build hospitals is $902,683. 
Here is a statement of the amount of deficien- 
cies, and when appropriated: 


March 3, 1813.....° $20,000 March 3, 1843..... $25,000 | 
March 24, 1814.... 20,000 January 22, 1844... 40,500 | 
February 16, 1815.. 20,000 June 17, 1844....... 25,000 |! 
‘April 16, {816....... 50,000 August 10, 1846.... 25,000 || 
March 3, 1817..... 50,000 March 3, T847 ..... 12,000 
April 9, 1818.,..., 130,000 August 12, 1848... 12,000 
March'17, 1820,... 81,319 March 3, 1849..... 15,000 | 
March,3; 1881...... 50,000 September 39, 1850 200,000 
April 30, 1822, 30,000 March 3, 1851..... i 
March 3; 1835 25,000 “August 3, 1852..... 

May 9, 1836 .. 15,000 August 4, 1854..... 

March 3, 184 25,000 meae 1855..+.. 150,000 
March 3, 1841 97,000 pani ae 
May 18, 1842...... 46,500 $1,722,819 
Deeeniber 24,1842. 58,500 e 


Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. How much docs 
the Government receive from the seamen annually? | 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman from |i 
Kentucky on my left asks me how much we f 
receive from the tax upon seamen every year? I 
have not been able to trace the matter back for | 
any very long period, but for a number of years | 
past it has amounted to something in the neigh- | 

orhood of one hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars annually. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois will excuse me for interrtipting him. Inas- 
much as he gives us a smaller sum, as having 
been collected, or is collectable, of seamen, than 
I know to be true, I should like to say some- 


| lection. 


thing to enable him to carry out the line of his 
argument, 

The laws of this country require that twenty | 
cents a month shall be deducted from the wages | 
of the officers and seamen navigating the ocean, | 
and from the wages of the crews and officers of | 
vessels on our lakes and rivers. Now, sir, ac- | 
cording to the report of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury upon commerce and navigation, the 
number of these seamen entering into our ports | 
from abroad, each year, amount to from one ; 
hundred and forty “thousand to one hundred fi 
and fifty thousand. There is an equal number of || 
persons engaged in our coasting trade and in our j] 
inland navigation. The census of 1850 makes the 


total number of persons engaged in this kind of | 


business about one hundred and twenty thousand. 
Now twenty cents a month on that number of 
persons would amount to near $300,000 a year; 
and if this sum is not collected, itis not the fault 
of those seamen, because the law requires that 
certain officers shall collect the amount required 
by Jaw. : 

Mir. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Louisiana allow. me to call his attention to his own 
hospital at New Orleans, to show how much. is 
paid there, and how much is expended there, 
every year? Pete 

Mr. SANDIDGE: Certainly. 

Mr. LETCHER. The seamen pay at that 
point—under the law authorizing the withholding 
from the wages of each seaman twenty cents a 
month—$8,293 03; and the Government pays out 
$45,740 82. i 

Mr. SANDIDGE. In reply I would ask the 
gentleman whose fault it is that a larger amount 
is not collected at the port of New Orleans? Is it 
the fault of those seamen? There are officers 
there who are required, by law, to make the col- 
Some of the seamen pay, and others do 
not, because they are not required by the officers 
to do so. Because your officers do not do their 
duty, you, forsooth, will put out the care of these 
men by contract, to the lowest bidder! 

Mr. LETCHER. I will say to the gentleman, 
that at the hospital at New Orleans two thousand 
four hundred and sixty-four seamen were ad- 
mitted last year, and two thousand two hundred 
and ninety-cight were relieved. Now, sir, in re- 
gard to the statement that the twenty cents a 
month would amount to $300,000 a year, I have 
only to say that the officers at New Orleans, as 
well as those at other places, must have done 
their duty very badly, if I am to judge from the 
report made at the Treasury Department in refer- 
ence to the amount actually collected. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The statement of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] shows that 
he has not considered this subject fully. Itis 
true, there isa great disproportion between the 
amount of moncy received in New Orleans and 
the amount expended in the hospital there. The 
reason of that disproportion escaped his atten- 
tion. It is well known to every person who gives 
the subject any thought, that at the city of New 
Orleans there prevails almost every other year 
an epidemic, which is very fatal to the health of 
strangers. ‘he commerce which centers at New 
Orleans is not, by any means, cqual to that which 
centers in the city of New York; but if the gen- 
tleman will refer to the statement contained in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, he will 
find that, although the number of seamen fre- 
quenting that port is considerably less than that 
of those who frequent the port of New York, 
still the hospital in the city of New Orleans ren- 
ders assistance and medical attendance to nearly 
three times as many—largely more than twice as 
a a are taken care of in the city of New 

ork. 

` And now, if the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Wasisurne,} who is entitled to the floor, will 
indulge me one moment, I will say all that I 
desire to say upon this subject. This question is 
one that isimproperly started at this time. This 
question is one which involves the abandonment 
of the settled policy of this nation, established 
from its foundation; and the point on which the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Mcans 


/ and my friend from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] base 


their reasons for proposing to sweep at one stroke 
the whole legislation on the subject from the 
siatutc-book, grows out of a failure to regard the 
peculiar circumstances which led to the establish- 
ment of these hospitals, where the expense of 
taking care of the sick has been so great, per 
head, as to induce them to condemn the existing 
system. Now if the members of the committee 
will refer to the statement submitted by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in his annual report, which 
is now before the House, what will be discovered? 
Why, sir, they will discover that that extraordi- 


|! nary expenditure of which these gentlemen speak 


is incurred at only a few of the organized hos- 
pitals; it is incurred at Paducah, in Kentucky, at 
Napoleon, in Arkansas, at Natchez, in the State 
of Mississippi, in hospitals on the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi river, and at Ocracoke, in North Carolina, 
and at Key West and Pensacola, in Florida. And 
when the gentlemen remember the fact that the 


voyages on the Ohio -and Mississippi—although 
they are inland—although they. are made.on 
streams which have on either hand a numerous 
population—are still long, and that the steamers 
in passing up- and down those streams are often 
so placed that their crews, when struck by disease, 
are beyond the reach of medical attendance, and 
in consequence of that circumstance the suffering 
has been extreme, they will understand why the 
hospitals at Paducah, at Napoleon, and at Natchez 
were established. Theinstances of suffering had 
been such that the hearts of persons filled with a 
philanthropic. spirit had been wrung again and 
again; and it was the knowledge of these suffer- 
ings—the reality and extent of which were known 
toall who have traveled there—thatled tothe cstab- 
lishment of those hospitals. And now I will say 
to the gentlemen of the committce that if there were 
no public hospital at Napoleon, and a steamer 
were to arrive there with sick on board, I would 
defy the Secretary of the Treasury to improvise 
the accommodations necessary to insure proper 
care andattention. Napoleon is an inconsiderable 
town, gomposed of but few houses, and there are 
not tipo nor can there be for along time to 
come—the means to render assistance to suffering 
seamen, unless they are furnished by a public 
hospital supported by the United States; and it 
was the existence of that very fact which induced 
Congress to establish that hospital, in discharge 
of the duty to provide for the sick and disabled 
seamen who might arrive which is imposed by 
the delegation of power over the whole subject 
of commerce made to them by the several States 
in the Constitution. The same consideration 
operated with respect to Natchez and Paducah. 
And, sir, considerations of a similar character 
operated upon Congress when they established 
a hospital at Key West; and the same considera- 
tion led to their establishment at every point 
where the expenditures have been great; that 
is, the apprehension and belief that without those 
hospitals the seamen who might be sick there 
would be exposed to suffer for the want of that 
assistance and care to which they were entitled. 
And that will be seen, Mr. Chairman, if members 
only take the pains to refer to the official state- 
ments, and sce the number of individuals whose 
wants were ministered to at these points. At 
Napoleon—where it is alleged the expenditure of 
ten dollars per day for each inmate was incurred — 
how many suffering sailors were relieved? Forty- 
three. I refer to the statement contained in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, which is- 
now before the House. 

Mr. LETGHER. Will the gentleman take the 
trouble to look at the report of the Treasury De- 
partment of last year, page 689? ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There scems to be 
somewhat of a discrepancy, Mr. Clerk, in the 
printed volume of the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. At page 248, I find that at Na- 
poleon, Arkansas, the number of seamen admit- 
ted was forty-three. 

Mr. TAYLOR. My reference is to the tabu- 
lar statement in the Seerctary’s annual report 
now before the House, and it will be found en- 
tircly correct. In the hospital at Natchez, with 
respect to which gentlemen have appeared to be 
so perfectly overwhelmed, the number of seamen 
admitted is reported at eighteen. The burden 
thrown upon the Government by the extravagant 
rates of expense incurred at these hospitals is 
truly enormous! 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman will please 
allow me to correct him here. It will be seen by 
reference to this statement of the accounts of the 
hospitals, that at Natchez the amount expended 
for relieving fourteen sick seamen was $4,791. 
Now, I desire the friends of this system to ex- 
plain how it has happened that it cost so much. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. In answer to what the 
gentleman from Ohio has said in regard to this 
matter, I desire again to call the attention of the 
committee to the official statement which I hold 
in my hand, of the operation of the marine hos- 
pitais, including other arrangements for affording 
relief to seamen in the ports of the United States. 
This statement shows that there were in the hos- 
pital at Natchez eighteen sick seamen. 

Mr. TAYLOR, (interrupting.) If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I will give the reasons for 
this system. The marine hospital system of the 
United States extends not only to the seamen 
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engaged in foreign commerce and in the coasting 
trade, and to the seamen employed on the steam- 
boats which navigate the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries, but it is, by the act of 1802, if I rec- 
ollect aright, extended to those who navigate the 
river on flatboats and rafts, and all other species 
of vessels or means made use of for the trans- 
portation of produce; and therefore, when itap- 
pears, by the report, that there are no seamen, 
the reports refers, undoubtedly, to seamen taken 
from steamboats. But the fact that those other 
individuals were there, show that these individ- 
uals were entitled to the advantages of this sys- 
tem; and these individuals were from among the 
thousands who, year after year, float down the 
great rivers of the West, having under their 
charge produce to the value of millions and mil- 
lions of dollars—men who are as useful to our 
internal trade, and who are as much entitled to 
the care and protection of Government when suf- 
fering from the dangers and exposure incident to 
their laborious pursuits, as those who are digni- 
fied with the name of seamen. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. When I was inter- 
rupted by the gentleman from Louisiana, I was 
considering the statement of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, in regard to the amount of moneys 
received from seamen. I only refer back to two 
or three years, and find that the amount so col- 
lected reaches about $150,000 perannum =I find 
that in the year ending June 30, 1853, there was 
collected about $130,000; in the year 1854, about 
$146,000; in the year 1855, $139,000. And it is 
proper to state in this connection, what has al- 
ready been stated by the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Sanpmpcx,] that there apparently 
should have been a very much larger sum col- 
lected from seamen, taking into consideration the 
number of them who are engaged in the commerce 
of the country. But if the whole amount that 
should have been collected from these seamen has 
not been collected, it is the fault of the Govern- 
ment. 

Well, sir, let me pursue this subject a little 
further. Let me ask what are the particular 
reasons for bringing forward this proposition at 
thistime? Have there been any recent extraordi- 
nary expenses and new abuses? Has it cost us 
more to take care of our sick seamen for the 
past year, in proportion to their number, than in 

ears gone by? How isit? Inthe year ending 

une 30, 1853, the number of seamen admitted 

into the marine hospitals was 10,383. - The total 
amount of expenditure was $247,540 54. Hos- 
pital money collected, $130,215 52. | 

In the year ending June 30, 1854, there were 
9,963 seamen admitted into the hospitals. Total 
expenditure, $286,115 66. Hospital moncy col- 
lected, $130,215 52. 

In the year ending June 39, 1855, 13,640 sea- 
men were admitted to the hospitals, and the total 
expenditure was $293,734 24. The hospital 
money collected was $139,479 15. 

It will be seen, therefore, that during the last 
year there were 3,677 more seamen admitted to 
the marine hospital, than the year previous, yet 
it only cost the Government $7,618 58 more than it 
did the year previous, showing a decided improve- 
ment in the management of the hospitals; and 
putting this matter on the ground of extravagance, 
as the Ways and Means seem to, it would appear 
that there is not the same ground for this legis- 
tion now which would have existed a yearago. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. How much did the 
gentleman say was expended in 1853? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. $247,540 54. 

Mr. FULLER. Where? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. _In the whole country. 

Mr FULLER. Including the amount paid for 
foreign seamen? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. No, sir ;itis the whole 
amount expended for our seamen during that 
year, including the deficiency which was appro- 

riated. 

R Mr. FULLER. Does the gentleman say that 
amount was expended in the several collection 
districts of the country? , 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That is the entire 
amount which was expended, as the gentleman 
will see by reference to the official document which 
I have before me. 

Mr. FULLER. Whatdocument? I think the 
amount the gentleman has stated was expended 
in partfor the relief of seamen in foreign countries. 


That is my recollection. The amount expended 
has been about the same for a series of years. 

Mr. WASHBURNE.. I think the gentleman 
is mistaken. This is only expended for the sick 
and disabled seamen in our own ports. 

. Mr. FULLER. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURNE.. I think the appropri- 
ations that have been made for. seamen abroad 
have been appropriations distinct from the appro- 

riations for deficiencies for our seamen at home. 

ow, sir, in regard to this whole system which 
the Committee of Ways and Means proposc to 
change, I beg leave to call attention to the proviso 
which is contained in the bill before the comnyt- 
tee. Here it is: 

«< Provided, Thatthe Sceretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to change the present system of providing relief 
for sick and disabled seamen by dismissing irom service the 
employés of the Government, leasing the marine hospital 
at such points as in his judgment the public interest requires: 
a change, to private individuals, city or town authorities, or 
private associations, on terms providing for the necessary 
attention toscamen entitled to relief: nd provided further, 
That the said Secretary shall suspend all further expendi- 
tures of money heretofore appropriated for the purchase of 
sites, and the construction of marine hospitals at those 
points where the construction of buildings has not been 
commenced, and that the said Secretary report to Congress 
annually the arrangements which he may have made under 
this proviso.” 

It will be perceived that under this proviso, as 
it now stands in the bill, you take the authority 
in reference to allof these matters out of the power 
that has always heretofore exercised it. You 
deprive Congress of its jurisdiction over a great 
interest, and place the whole matter in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; you permit him to 
dismiss from the public service all the employés of 
the Government, and lease all the marine hospitals 
in the country. Whatever confidence we may 
have in any particular Secretary of the Treasury, 
still Lam indisposed to yicld up the authority 
over the subject which Congress now exercises 
to any one man, 

Again: you further provide for a suspension of 


all farther expenditures for the construction of | 
i these hospitals at points where the construction 


of buildings has not been commenced. Congress 
has heretofore, upon full consideration, made ap- 
propriations for building several hospitals in dif- 
ferent parts of the country where it was believed 
they were needed; but, without any hearing, 
without any reasons given, these works are all to 
be stricken down, and the moncy appropriated is 
to go back into your overflowing Treasury; and 
the sick scamen will have to take care of them- 
selves at many of the points. The last Congress, 
upon reasons satisfactory, determined certain hos- 
pitals should be built; and itis proposed tbat this 
Congress, without any reasons, shall forbid their 
construction. Gentlemen tell us that great abuses 
have crept into the system, and that we are carry- 
ing it to an alarming extent. In the actual state 
of facts, I see no cause for alarm. How many 
marine hospitals have you built and which are 
now in operation? Ihave before stated their num- 
ber to be fourteen, and there are appropriations 
made for twelve more. Ihave a statement which 
I have made up of the amount that has been ap- 
propriated to build these fourteen hospitals, and 
which shows their location and the amount ap- 
propriated for each: 


Location. 
Boston, Massachusetts, (at Chelsea).... 
Cleveland, O)i0.... 6.2. ceeee rere 
Chicago, Ilinois 
Key West, Florida.... 
Louisville, Kentucky .. 
Mobile, Alabama... 
Napoieon, Arkansas. 
Natehez, Mississippi 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 


Amount of appropriations. 
26,000 
88,576 
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Norfolk, Virgmia...ssre sase 13,800 
Oracoke, North Carolina. 10,000 
Paducah, Kentucky . 56,625 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania. 61,483 
San Francisco, California... . 224,000 


Total cost of fourteen organized hospitals. . ..$02,683 


There are appropriations for thirteen new hos- 
pitals, and we will see what the appropriations 
for all of them ammount to: 


Detroit... ...-cssevecee sec ecensen neces a seeee + $75,000 
Cincinnati.. .. 50,009 


Portiand.... sa. 80,000 
Burlington, Iowa. ... 15,000 
Vicksburg .. «ee 65,000 
Galena... .. 15,000 
St. Marks.. . 5,000 
St. LOUIS eeose nerereen ee 92,090 


Evansville, ssposisnsesnrgoreeresses orreee 
Pensacola s. spoenen es 
Burlington, Vermont, s.s.. es» 
Wilmington, North Carolina 
New Orleans. .ssreessoeertrersas 


- §823,0 
Deduct for sale of old hospital at New. Orjeans, 130,000: : 


Leaving cost of all the new hospitals .. 6.4 693,000. r 


And now, to sum up the whole amount. of 
money expended by the Government from the 
beginning to this time in relieving its. sick and 
disabled seamen in every part of the country, let 
us see what it is: 


Whole amount of appropriations for fourteen organized 


hospitals. viecssscceurevceveterenevererssens BOOZ ESF 
Whole amount of appropriations for thirteen new 
hospitals.. s.s.: 93,000: 


Whole amount of defic 
and disabled scamen 


Total amount...ceeeeeeees 


Yes, Mr. Chairman, the whole amount that 
this great commercial nation has ever expended 
for the beneficent object of caring for, protecting 
and relieving its sick seamen, is but a trifle over 
three millions of dollars! And yet the expendi- 
ture of that sum in sixty years for a great pur- 
pose of this kind is made the ground-work for 
the passage of the proviso in the bill. Other 
cnormous expenditures can be made by Congress 
and they are all right. Why, sir, there is a pro- 
position now before the Committee.on Military 
Affairs of this House for expending $3,000,000 
(nearly as much as the whole amount expended 
for taking carc of sick seamen and building hos- 
pitals) to burnish up and improve the arms of 
the United States, and $75,000 more is asked this 
morning to be spent on the armory at Springfield, 
Massachusetts, and nobody proposes, I believe, 
to abandon our military system. : 

Now, sir, L ask again, where is the abuse that 
has been complained of in this matter? Gentle- 
men cannot, with propriety, urge that, because a 
large amount has been expended at Natchez in 
proportion to the number of persons admitted 
there, the system has been abused. The gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lurcuer] referred to 
the fact, that a large amount had been expended 
in New Orleans in comparison with the amount 
received from the seamen there. But the effect of 
the statement in regard to Natchez would be some- 
what lessened by comparing the amount expended 
by that Resid: By a statement which [ have 
before me of the amount received from scamen 
at that point, with the amount ex ended there, 
‘the amount received at Natchez during the last 
| year was, according to the official report, $4,774, 

and the amount expended was $4,982 84—a little 

more than $200 more expended than was received 
| during the same period. The gentleman also 
‘refers to the port of Napoleon. Now, if he will 
compare the amount collected with that expended 
at that port, he will see that the discrepancy 18 
not very great. 

I say, therefore, that it is no argument in favor 
‘of a change of a whole system to select out işo- 
i lated instances to prove abuses. The first appro- 
| priation for marine hospitals was made in 1798. 
| Fifteen thousand dollars were appropriated to 
| construct a hospital in the district of Massachu- 
l setts. The second was made in 1602. Two 
thousand dollars were appropriated to take care 
| of sick seamen in the port of New Orleans. The 
‘appropriation was made before we had acquired 
ithe Territory of Louisiana. Yet our Govern- 
ment, looking to the proper disbursement of a 
| fund collected from seamen, made an appropria- 
| tion to New Orleans for the purpose of taking 
‘care of sick seamen there as early as 1802... From 
| that time up to the present the Government has 
‘gone on, and is going on, to make appropriations 
ifor these hospitals. Still, the whole amount, in- 
‘cluding deficiencies and everything else, is, as I 
have stated, only $3,000,000; and the table.to 
| which I have referred shows that the average 
‘cost at all of the hospitals is only ninety-five 
¡cents per day. I appeal to gentlemen whether 
| that is an extravagant sum? Ninety-five cents 
includes everything; attention of nurses, doctor’s 
pills, and everything else. i 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I will inform the commit- 
‘tee that the statistics show that the average cost 


lat the forty-three points at which seamen. are 
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rélieved, without any expenditure for buildings on 
the part of the Government, is $4 21 the. week. 
At the points where the Government has con- 
structed buildings the average cost is $17 21 per 
week. This demonstrates beyond a doubt that, 
after you have expended the: money for the con- 
struction of buildings, it costs four times as much 
to support sick: seamen at the organized hospit- 
als than it doesat the private ones. Will the gen- 
ieman give us some explanation of this disparity? 

: Mr: WASHBURNE, Thavé made my caleu- 
lations:by the day. I have stated them, and I 
would like to see the gentleman. controvert them. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. I admit that by the tables 
the average cost at the places where you have or- 
ganized hospitals, and at those where you have 
them not, is ninety-five cents the day; but the 
average cost where you have not constructed any 
buildings is only. sixty-one cents the day. 

Mr: WASHBURNE. The average cost ofeach 
‘patientat twelve organized hospitals,excluding the 
two where the expenditures are extraordinarily 
large, is $1 22 the day. Where, then, isthe great 
abuse spoken of ? Where is the reason for striking 
down this system of marine hospitals? I must 
confess that Ido not see any. e every year 
appropriate more for the, erection of custom- 
houses than the entire cost of the whole marine 
Rospital ‘system. In the two or three past years 
swe have appropriated about as much fora custom- 
house at San Francisco as the entire cost of the 
twelve new marine hospitals. Has there, then, 
on the whole, been any such extravagance, waste- 
fulness, and fraud, as would justify us in aban- 
doning this system? I think not.- And, indc- 
pendently of the cost, is it not the duty of the 
Government to have our Americanseamen when 
sick and disabled properly cared for and relieved, 
whatever may be the cost? Such has been the 
policy of the Government, such it ought always 
to be, and such I trust it ever will be. 

‘My. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
propose to make many remarks on this subject; 
'Tintend to leave the greater portion of the dis- 
cussion to the chairman of the committee to which 
I am attached. There are one or two things, 


however, in the specch of the gentleman from | 


‘Minois to which I desire to call the attention of 
the'committee before this debate is closed, under 
the rule adopted by the House. My fricnd, it 
seems, lives at the town of Galena. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, (in his seat.) And a 

very good town it is. 
_ Mr. LETCHER, It maybe a good town. It 
işa town of high-sounding pretensions, and of 
pretty terrifying exactions so far as marine hos- 
pitals are concerned. It is atown in which it is 
proposed to build one of these marine hospitals. 
At the last session of Congress $15,000 were ap- 
propriated in part for the erection of that hospital; 
$25,000 more is wanted to build it, besides ten 
per cent. on that amount to pay the expenses 
of architects and others for drawings, plans, &c. 
There will, in all, be $45,000, at the very lowest 
calculation, to say nothing of the ‘* indefinite 
sum’? mentioned by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the purchase of a site for this hospital. Let 
us see what necessity there is for it. How many 
sick and disabled seamen do you suppose were 
taken care of at that place during the year ending 
the 30th of Junc, 1855? The Secretary of the 
Treabury, with that solemnity which is altogether 
appropriate in announcing so important a fact, 
reports that four were admitted, and that two 
were relieved. [Laughter.] This thing of build- 
ing marine hospitals is running to a wild and 
mischievous extent. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
correct the gentleman. 

Mr. LETCHER. Correctthe returns; I speak 
from them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. We had there a large 
number of such seamen whom the Government 
never took care of at all. They were taken care 
of by those employing, by subscriptions from 
private individuals, and by the city authorities. 
f the Secretary of the Treasury will furnish the 
gentleman with information received since the 
return referred to, he will find that there were 
thirty-seven such seamen taken care of at Galena, 
as near as I can recollect the statement I have 
seen on the subject. 


1 beg to 


Mr. LETCHER. Since the 30th of June, | 


1855? 


| any other place in the United States of the same 


| I said. 


| disabled seamen can be made which will secure a 
i attention to the sick seamen. 


| discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury, 


| on the part of the Committee of Ways and Means; 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Since the Government | 
has commenced taking care of them at that 
place—since the Government authorized the sur- 
veyor of the port to make expenditures for that 
purpose. -Let me say to the gentleman from 

irginia—and I know I can convince even him 
that the wants of the commerce of the Upper 
Mississippi river demand a marine hospital at 
Galena—that we have nearly one thousand sea- 
men who hail from that port, and that there are 
one thousand arrivals of steamboats there annu- 
ally. Steamers arrive from all degrees of latitude 
from New Orleans to St. Anthony. There are 
twenty or thirty steamboats owned there; and 
thatey has an amount of commerce larger than 


population. Those are the facts, 

r. FULLER, of Maine. Upon the gentle- 
man’s own showing the citizens of Galena could 
not be relieved in a hospital there, if they had 
one. The law would prohibit it. Thelaw never 


contemplates that the United States should relieve |j 
| the poor and indigent in any locality. 


r. WASHBURNE. The hospital does not 
afford relief to any who are not entitled to it; but 
the number of seamen I have referred to come 
within the purview of the law. 

Mr. FULLER. But the gentleman said that 
they had one thousand seamen belonging to that | 
port. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Coming into that port, 


Mr. LETCHER. It seems that the town of 
Galena was a healthy place for the year ending 


the 30th of June, 1855, as there were only four || 


sick seamen there during the twelve months pre- 
ceding the 30th of Junc, 1855. How is it, then, 
that disease has spread so alarmingly, and the 
number of paticnts augmented so rapidly since 
that time? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Before thattime the sick 


boatmen were not taken care of by the Govern- |} 


ment. The returns, therefore, up to that time 
do not show the number of sick seamen there. 
Mr. LETCHER. Let us look at another 
matter in this connection. The object of this 
recommendation of the Committce of Ways and 
Meansis to refer this whole matter to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, whose business it is to attend to 
it, under the belief, on the part of the Secretary 
and of the committee, that an arrangement for the 
protection and maintenance of these sick and 


large saving to the Government, and secure proper 
That is all which 
the proviso proposes todo. It leaves the matter 
except that it is made obligatory upon him to 
suspend all further expenditures of moncy here- 
tofore appropriated for the purchase of sites, and 
the construction of marine hospitals at those points 
where the construction bf buildings has not been 
commenced. In such cases the money will fall 
back into the Treasury. 

The gentleman says, that this recommendation 
exhibits a most extraordinary course of conduct 


that this subject has never been referred to it; that 
they have taken cognizance of it without being 


vested with authority over it by the House. 

tell the gentleman the estimates in regard to the 
marine hospitals, and in regard to the expenditures 
for the care and support of sick and disabled sca- 
men, have been before the committee in the esti- 


| mates presented by the Treasury Department, } 


and which were referred to that committee by an 
order of the House. The question then came 
regularly before them, and they usurped no 
authority in regard to the matter. And even if 
there had been no direct reference of the subject, 
Jet me tell the gentleman that the Committee of 
Ways and Means have, at least, as much power 
over it as the Committce on Commerce had over 
the subject of the registers for vessels. Sir, did 
the House refer that bill to your committee, which 
you [Mr. Wasusurne] reported here this morn- | 
ing, in regard to the registers for vessels? Did the | 
Committee on Commerce exercise extraordinary | 
powers, and usurp rights which did not belong to ; 
them, in the performance of that act ? | 

i 

| 


Mr. WASHBURNE. The committee had 


; nothing to do with it. 


Mr. LETCHER. So much the worse. If 


: the gentleman brought in that bill without the. |! 


i 
} 
i 
1 
| 


' for the discussion of this proposition. 


action of the committee, he is that much worse 
off than the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and. Means in reference to the recommendation 
made in this bill, because he is backed by every 
member of the committee. 

Let me give an illustration in regard to the cost 
of taking care of these sick and disabled seamen 
at points where there are no hospitals. Let me 
take the case of Nashville, Tennessee. The 
seamen’s fund, for the last year, amounted to 

450 43, while the expenditure out of that fund 
or the relief of sick and disabled. seamen was 
only $124 23. Now, imagine, if hospitals are 
to be built for the purpose of adorning cities, or 
to accommodate individdals at particular points, 
the city of Nashville would come in with a claim 
for relief much stronger than the town of Galena. 

[Here the hammer fell, the hour for closing 
debate under the order of the House having ar- 
rived.] f 

Mr. WALKER. Irise here toa point of order, 
and I do it for the purpose of enlarging the time 
T under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, that the whole of this bill 
was not read when first referred to the Committee 


i of the Whole House; but that the committee 


proceeded at once to consider it by clauses. Now, 

sir, in the 127th rule of the House, there is a 

peremptory injunction that the bill shall first be 

read as a whole, and then that the committee shall 
roceed to act upon it by clauses. 

Mr. PHELPS. One word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. I am aware of the rule 
to which he has referred; but I will tell the gen- 
tleman that, by the universal consent of the com- 
mittee, the first reading of the bill was dispensed 
with, and the committce then proceeded to read 
the bill by clauses, and it was read through at 
the last sitting of the committee. There is no 
motion now pending to amend the section on which 
this discussion has been had; and such a motion 
to amend would not be in order, except by the 
unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. WALKER. I shall submit to the ruling 
of the Chairman, and not to that of the gentleman 
from Missouri. The language of the rule is this: 

“pon bills committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House, the bill shall be first read throughout by the Clerk, 
and then again read and debated by clauses, leaving the 
preamble to be last considered: the body of the bill shall 
not be defaced or interlined ; but all amendments, noting 
the page and line, shall be duly entered by the Clerk on a 
separate paper, as the same shall be agreed to by the com- 
mittee, and go reported to the House. After report, the bill 
shalt again be subject to be debated and amended by 
clauses, before a question to engross it be taken.” 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Missouri says 
the effect of thisrule has been dispensed with by 
the general consent of the committee to waive the 
first reading of the bill. I understand that no 
motion of that sort was made; and if the motion 
had been made, the question may not have been 
raised as to the power of the committee, by giving 
its consent in an informal manner to dispense with 
a rule fixed by the House for the government of 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

There is a manifest propricty in the commit- 


| tee’s considering this matter in the most deliberate 


manner. Here isa proposition contained in this 
deficiency bill, covered up under the guise of a 


i| proviso, the effect of which is to change the whole 


system adopted years ago, and ever since pursued 
by the Government, for the care and protection 
of sick and disabled seamcn. Now, the House 
adopted a rule this morning by which debate 
should cease upon this bill in one hour after the 
House should go into Committee of the Whole. 
The gentleman from Illinois, in an able argument, 
and two or three other members, have consumed 
the whole time allowed for debate. Others de- 
sire to be heard upon this question, and believe 


| that they can address arguments to the commit- 
| tee which will persuade them not to adopt the 


recommendation in the bill reported by the com- 
mittee, Sir, it seems to me that the only prac- 
ticable mode by which they can attain their end 
is, by raising this point of order for the purpose 
of forcing the committee to retrace their steps 
and to open the door for full and free discussion 
of the question. I repeat, that it seems to me 
that, Inasmuch as there was no motion made by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to dispense 
with the 127th rule, the time has now come for 
us, if we see fit, to insist upon the enforcement 
ofthat rule. If that be done, the door will be 
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open, not only for debate, but. for amendments; 
and I respectfully raise the point of order for the 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state, 
for the information of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, who, perhaps, was not in the committee | 
at the time when the question to which he refers 
was disposed of, that the suggestion was dis- 
tinctly madein the committee, though the motion 
was not put, that the reading of the bill for in- | 
formation, such as is called for by the rules of 
the House, be dispensed with by unanimous con- 
sent of the committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then the Chair rules ; 
that the bill cannot be read through again? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, And that discussion is | 
closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is closed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then I give notice that 
I will submit a motion, that when the committee 
rise to report the bill, it report it with a recom- 
mendation that it be re-referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, that we may again have 
the whole subject before us in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, addressed the com- | 
mittee. His remarks withheld for revision, will 
be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am astonished to see the 
opposition manifested by gentlemen who have 
marine hospitals located within their districts, to 
the provision contained in this bill; evidently, they 
have notexamined the question, What is the first 
proviso ?— 

“Provided, That the Sceretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to change the present system of providing relief 
for sick and disabled seamen by dismissing from service the 
employés of the Government, leasing the marine hospitals 
at such points asin his judgment the public interest requires 
a change, to private individuals, city or town authorities, or 
private associations, on terms providing for the necessary 
attention to seamen entitled to relic.” 

I state now as a fact, that three fourths of your | 
sick and disabled seamen in this country are not 

provided for at the hospitals maintained by the 

overnment of the United States, and built b 
our own money. They are maintained by suek 
arrangements as are made under the direction of | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, by the proper cus- 

'tom-house officers at the various ports, and they 
are taken care of in the city hospitals, or in the 
hospitals established by individuals within that lo- 
cality;and are better cared for and better provided 
for than they would be in a Government hospital, 
and at much less expense to the Government. 
The Committee of Ways and Mcans, far from 
depriving a meritorious class of their fellow-citi- 
zens of the relief to which I think they are justly 
entitled, proposes to make that relief more ample 
and more secure to them, at the same time that 
it shall not cost any more to the Government 
of the United States. There has been for many 

cars an hospital erected by the Government of the 

nited States at Charleston; and how is that hos- 
pital managed? Itis under the control of the 
city authority; and at that point, and at other 
points where the seamen are provided for at the 
hospitals owned by cities, or by private associa- 
tions, they are better provided for than they are 
at public fais. $ 
desire to call the attention of the committee 
to a report made by Mr. Gouge to the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, and incorporated into the report 
of the Secretary made at this session of Con- 
gress, with reference to this system of marine 
hospitals. In speaking of Charleston, South 
‘Carolina, he says: - 

« At Charleston, South Carolina, the United States have 
a marine hespital which has been placed under the control 
of the city authorities. They are allowed the building free 
of rent, and sixty cents a day fur each sick sailor received 
therein. The sick sailors there are well attended to, and 
ata less expense than would probabiy be incurred if the 
Government should take immediate control of the estab- 
lishment.” . 

I merely mention this as one of a class of cases | 
where the marine hospital belonging to the Gov- 
ernment has been placed in charge of the city | 
authorities for the accommodation of such other | 
persons as those authorities thought fit to place 
there, with the understanding that sick sailors : 
and seamen were always to have preference over | 
others. At other points, where there are no hos- 
pitals, the surveyors and collectors of the respect- | 
ive ports make contracts by which the sick sea- | 

» 


j and disabled seamen, it seems to me there can be 


-where there are no marine hospitals, there would 


men are boarded out in private families, and taken 
care of. 4 | 

Now let mecall the attention of gentlemen who 
cry out against this placing so much executive 
patronage in the hands of officers, to the manner 
in which not only the $140,000 collected from the 
seamen, by deducting from their wages twenty 
cents a month, but the $150,000 which was ap- | 
propriated from the Treasury in addition, and the 
$150,000 more which is now reported as a defici- 
eney, is disbursed to the employés at the various 
marine hospitals that have been erected by the 
Government of the United States. 

I merely refer to one or two cases as instances 
ofthe class. Take, for instance, Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania: in 1853 there is reported as having been į; 
spent there, for the benefit of sick and disabled 
seamen, $4,922. But $2,600 of thatamount went 
for the salaries of the steward, matron, and other 
persons employed there at a salary—some nine 
in ali. i 

Now, let me invite the attention of the com- || 
mittce to some facts in this connection in respect 
to Paducah, Kentucky. The Government of the 
United States has creeted a marine hospital there, 
at which, for the same year, seventy-eight pa- 
tients are reported, The number of persons em- 
ployed by the Government to take care of these 
seventy-eight persons is ten. The amount paid 
them as salary is $3,012; the total amount ex- 
pended at the hospital is $5,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. 
report is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. PHELPS. From that for the year ending 
December, 1853. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,. There is another later 
than that. 

Mr. PHELPS. This is the latest containing 
the salaries of the officers employed at the marine 
hospitals. If the gentleman can refer me to any 
later report containing these salaries, i will refer 
to it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the number of per- į 
sons taken care of in that hospital during the last | 
year, and then to refer him to the amount ex- 
pended there for attendance on them. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman’s statement 
will not militate at all against the position I am 
taking. ‘There may have been a greater number 
of patients at this hospital during the last year, but 
my object is to show the expense of keeping up 
these hospitals in comparison with the number |i 
of sick and disabled seamen who are relicved. 
Iwas speaking of the number of personsemployed 
by the Government at these hospitals. Now the 
Committee of Ways and Means endeavored to 
embrace in this bill such provisions as would | 
insure ample relief to the sick and disabled sca- |) 
men at ports where marine hospitals have been j 
erected by the Government, and at other points | 
where no such hospitals have been erected; and 
if provisious are made by which the proper officers 
will be required to contract with city authoritics, 
or with private parties, to take care of the sick | 


From what 


no objection to that course being pursued. 
Mr. BENSON. J ask the gentleman whether, 
in cases of infectious or contagious diseases, 


not be difficulty in getting them provided for in 
private families; and whether there would not be 
danger of suffering on their part that would not 
exist if there was an institution where they had : 
the right to go? | 
Mr. PHELPS. The inquiry of the gentleman | 
would seem to indicaté that he entertains the opin- |! 
ion that the Government of the United States |; 


+ + : y 
should erect a marine hospital at every point |; 


where a ship touches in the United States. How || 
are sick and disabled seamen taken care of now |; 
where there are no marine hospitals? Is there ; 
any complaint in the gentleman’s own State? i| 
Are not the sick and disabled seamen well taken |) 
care of there; and are not they taken care of i| 
under private contract?—the greater part of them | 
boarded out in private families? Why, sir, there ; 
is not a marine hospital in operation established | 
by the Government in that State. i 

Mr. BENSON. There is one being erected | 
there by the Government; but I alluded more | 
particularly to the southern ports where conta- t 


gious diseases prevail to a greater extent than in | 
the State in which I live. li 


; have to pay 1 
| penses of hosp: 


Mr. EUSTIS.. -F wish tovagk one question in 
reference to the operation of the-last proviso: re- 
ported in this bill, which provides, in point of 
fact, that the appropriation made at the last Con- 
gress of $248,000, for the erection of a marine 
hospital at the city of New Orleans, is now-to be 
discontinued and annulled? ‘That is-as‘l-under- 
stood the last proviso. bt 

‘Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman will wait a 
minute I will come to that branch of the proviso. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the gentleman. will allow 
me, one word more in reference to what seem to 
me to be the objectionable points in this provision. 
Here is a large port, at the city of New Orleans, 
in which a most dangerous and insidious disease 
rages for six or seven months in the year, We 
are upon the point of passing a bill which dè- 
prives the seamen there of the only place where 


ithey can go; for I tell the gentleman, for his 
| information, that, if you send the sailor in New 


Orleans during the summer months to the city 
hospitals, you might as well provide him with a 
coffin at once. The only security they can have 
there during the prevalence of the epidemic is to 


; provide them a hospital where they can be prop- 


erly attended to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I yielded the floor to the gen- 
tleman only to enable him to ask a question. I 
intended referring, before I took my seat, to the 
second proviso; but, before leaving the first, I 
desire to call the attention of the committce to a 
report of Mr. Gouge, who was sent out by the 


| Sceretary of the Treasury Jast summer to visit 


the various points at which marine hospitals were 
located, and to report on the manner in which 
the patients were taken care of; and, also, to 
visit other points where sick and disabled seamen 
were taken care of at the expense of the Govern- 
ment, otherwise than in hospitals erected at its 
expense; and the suggestions contained in that 
report [ will read. ` f 

After speaking of the marine hospitals which 
he visited at various points, and the manner in 
which seamen were provided for, Mr. Gouge ré- 
marks: 


“From what I have seen I have come to the following 
conclusions : . 

“1, ‘hat where private enterprise, private benevolence, 
or the local authorities, have erceted suitable hospitals, it 
is better for the United States Government to send its sick 
sailors to them, rather than to erect hospitals of its own. 
Nownere are the sick sailors botter attended to than in the 
hospitals of New York, Brooklyn, and Philadelphia, though 
the cost per man is less than half as much as it amounts to 
in some of our marine hospitals. 

“2. That in those towns in which there are as yet na 
hospitals erected by private bencvolence, or by the local 
authorities, it will be well for the United States to hold out 
cneouragement for the erection of such hospitals, by engag- 
g to pay a fair price for such sick sailors and boatmen as 
may be received into them. Ft costs less to support one 
hospital having such accommodations for fifty persons, than 
two hospitals having each accommodations for twenty-five. 
With the board received for United States patients many 
hospitals might be sustained, which could not otherwise be 
supported ; and, at the same time, the Government will 
than would be required’ to defray the ex- 
als of its own. By Government’s codper- 
ating in this way with tue local authorities, and with benev-. 
oleut individuals in the private walks of life, the sum total 
of the cost of the hospital service of the country will be 
diminished, while the Government will, at the same time, 
avoid any improper entanglement with the affairs of the 
local authorities, or of private parties. It will simply en- 
gage to give them a specific sum for a specific service ; and 
if they do not perform that service properly it will make 
other provisions for its sick sailors and boatmen.” 

Thus much now for the first proviso, which 
has met with so much opposition. 

The gentleman from Louisiana calls my atten- 
tion to the second proviso. It is in these words: 

“ And provided further, That the said Secretary shall 
suspend al! further expenditures of money heretofore appro- 
priated for the purchase of sites and the construction of 
points where the construction of 

3 umenced ; and that the said Sec- 
retary report to Congress annually the arrangements which 
he may have made under this proviso.’” 

The object of this proviso is to enlarge the dis- 
cretion granted by the first proviso. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is to see whether arrange- 
ments cannot be made where Government hos- 
pitals are erected, and where there are none, by 
which sick and disabled seamen will be taken 
care of by private associations, the Government 
contributing to pay a share of the expenses. 
Suppose the authorities of New Orleans, or any 
association of medical gentlemen there, would, 


x 


t after consultation with the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, be willing to erect a new hospital in which 
sick and disabled seamen are to be taken care of, 
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provided the United States Government would con- 
teibate-what amount? “The sum of money now 
and stone, and 


ptor i ended in brick 
proposed to bé expend > nop 


iron for the’construction of-a hospital: 
ösitionof that kind might be made. 

<: [Here the hammer fell. | : . 
-'PheCHAIRMAN. The question now is upon 
the motion to strike out the clause as it has been 
Amended; as follows: 

cet for increased Salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
pér act of the 27th July, 1854, $1,939.35: Provided, That 
from and.after:the passage of this act the salary and com- 
pensation of the Governor and superintendent of Indian 
Affairs shall be $3,000 per annum, any law to the contrary 
» notwithstanding.” 

© Mr. JONES, of Tenneseee. I suggest that 
‘after the words, ‘Governor and superintendent 


“of Indian affairs, » there be added the words, *‘ of 


‘New Mexicos” in order that the proviso may be 
- Specific. f 

‘Mr. H. MARSHALL. Why not insert Utah 
algo: 

Mr. JONES. New Mexico is the only case 


Provided for by the paragraph. , 
"Mr. MARSHALL. Tobject to the modifica- 
tion of the paragraph as amended. A 

” Mr. JONES... Very well, then; let it go as itis. 
= Mr. PHELPS. ‘I move to increase the sum to 
42,000. My object in moving the amendment is 
to explain that, by the decision of the account- 
ing officers of the Treaniry Department, the 
amount specified in the bill is due to the Governor 
of New Mexico for salary, and I hold that it is 
our duty to pay it. I withdraw my amendment. 
I hope the motion to strike out will not prevail. 
"Mr. MARSHALL. The question is whether 
‘we will, or will not, strike out what is honestly 
due this Governor? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itisa matter of construc- 
tion whether it is, or is not, honestly due to the 
Governor of New Mexico. The Treasury De- 

artment did not think that it was honestly due 

im a year ago. In our position, we are sus- 

tained by reference to tho estimates of the De- 
partment a year ago. I move the following sub- 
stitute for the paragraph as it now stands: 
“Ror increased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
per.act of the 27th of July, 1854, $1,500: Provided, That 
‘from and after the passage of this act the Governor of the 
‘Territory of New Mexico shall not receive, tor his ser- 
vices as Governor and as superintendent of Tndian affairs, 
a sum exceeding $3,000.” 


_ Mr. PHELPS. I desire to oppose the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
and I only desire to call the attention of the com- 
‘mittee to a letter from the First Comptroller, 
adjudicating upon the amount due to Governor 
Merriwether as his salary, under the two acts of 
Congress to which allusion has been made. 1 
will read it: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
COMPTROLLER’S Orrice, December 18, 1855. 


As superintendent of Indian aff > 
Three judges, at each $1,800...... 
ONE SCCYCEATY Ob. cece creer eeeree renee 
_ This sum of s... 
‘was-appropriated in 
gust 4, 1854, page 556. 

~ On the Qthof July, 1854, an act was approved to increase 
the salaries of executive and judicial officers in Oregon, 
New Mexico, Washington, Utah, and Minnesota, first ses- 
sion Thirty-Third Congress, session laws, page 311. By that 
act the salaries of the different officers designated in New 
Mexico were increased as follows: 


Three judges, each to $2,500.. 5 37,500 00 | 

GOVINO LO .se eee eeceerenees . . 3,000 00 

Secretary to e... pense reer eweessccnescceseseses 2,000 00 
$12,500 00 


A corresponding increase in the appropriation was not 
made for that year, but it remained at $9,700, as fixed by 
the act of September 9, 1850. To supply the deficiency, an 
additional estimate, to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was sent by the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
his letter, dated November 18, 1854, and the following ap- 
propriation was made in the act of March 3, 1855, section 
2, page 666, under the head to supply deficiencies. 

“ Territory of New Mexico. For compensation of Gov- 
ernor, chief justice, two associate judges, and secretary, 
$2,800." In the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1856, the amount required 
` for these officers was as follows: 

“Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs in New Mex- 

ico per act of July 27, 1854, section 1, page 311...@3,000 


SOME AChiccevececcec cece a cecnee cenees ceteee ane 7,500 
Secretary, per same a « 2,000 
Making for these items. ...e sses see seee sere ee Gl2,500 


Said sum of $12,500 for the compensation of these officers 
was appropriated in said-act of March 3, 1855, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1856, as required in the estimate, page 
654. If the salary of Goventor is $3,000, independent and 
separate from his salary as superintendent of Indian affairs, 
then the appropriations are deficient for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1855, and June 30, 1856, in the sum of $1,000 
in each year, and should be provided for at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 

There is no ambiguity in the language of the act of July 
27, 1854. The words are, “And that the salary of the Gov- 
ernor of New Mexico be, and the same is hereby, increased 
to the sum of $3,000.” By the organic act of the Territory, 
one sum was fixed as compensation for the Governor, and 
another for his compensation as superintendent of Indian 
affairs.. The offices are distinct, but to be discharged by 
the same person, and the compensation for each is distinct. 
The compensations are not blended by the act of July 27, 
1854; inercasing’the compensation of one of the offices does 
not affect the compensation of the other. 

When the bill for increasing the salaries of the officers of 
the Territories was before the House on the 17th of June, 
1854, the question arose whether the intention of the House 
was to fix the salary of the Governor of New Mexico a 
83,000; or at $2,500, which last sum was said by some of 
the members to be the compensation given to the Governors 
gencrally ; but on the assertion of General Lane, the Dele- 
gate from Oregon, that the Governors of Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territories received $3,000, cach without being su- 
perintendents of Indian affairs,the opposition to fix the salary 
of the Governor of New Mexico at $8,000 was withdrawn. 

It appears, from the twenty-eighth volume of the second 
part of the Congressional Globe, first session, 'Shirty-Third 
Congress, page 1428, that much irregular conversation was 
held in regard to the proposed increase of this salary to 
$3,000 ; but as all the inquirics and answers were embar- 
rassed by being out of order, it is doubtful whether, under 
the restrictions and circumstances, the question was fully 
understood and comprehended in ‘all its connection with 
former legislation. 

It is certain, the compensation of the Governor of New 
Mexico is established by the act of July 27, 1854, at $3,000 
per annum, and itis equally certain that appropriations for 
the fiseal years 1855 and 1856, ending June 30, correspond- 
ing with the increase of salary from $1,500 to $3,000 were 
not made; and the deficiency at the end of the present fiscal 
year will be $2,000, as stated above. 

a . ELISHA WITTLESEY. 

Now, I have cited you to the decision of the 
law officer of the Government, whose duty it was 
to pass upon this subject, and upon acts passed 
by this body, and to award such sums to the 
claimants under those acts as he may come to the 
conclusion belong to them. He decides that, 
under the legislation of Congress, the Governor 
of the Territory of New Mexico is entitled to a 
salary of $3,000 per annum for discharging the 
duties of Governor, and $1,000 more for dis- 
charging the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not suppose that gen- 
tlemen of the committee advocating the appro- | 
priation would object to the last amendment I 

roposed. The gentleman read the report of the 

First Comptroller, I suppose, to meet the assertion 
I madc, that the Treasury Department coincided 
in opinion with me. 

Mr. PHELPS. I read it for the purpose of | 
showing that the accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury Department had adjudicated that the Gov- 
ernor of the Territory of New Mexico was en- 
titled to a compensation at the rate of $4,000 per 
annum from the 27th of July, 1854. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Here, as this gentleman 
says, is the decision of this law officer of the 
Treasury Department, and he shows that after’ 
the act passed in July, 1854, the subject came 
before the Treasury Department for a reéstimate | 
for the difference between the salary under the 
law of 1854, and that under the law of 1850. 
Now there was the question directly presented to 
the Treasury Department; because the salary 
under the act of 1850 was $2,500, and the salary | 
under the act of 1854 amounted to a larger sum | 
than that. They had to determine, There was: 
the act before them, and now the Comptroller says ! 


i 


| 
i 
| 


there is no ambiguity in the language of the acts 
of Congress. The acts were before the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, and he estimated and Congress ! 
appropriated then what, in the opinion of the | 
Department, was necessary to make up this dif- | 
ference between the salary of 1850, and the salary ; 
as increased in 1854. Congress appropriated the | 
money. A deficiency for this very purpose, and 
coming up to the entire extent of the construc- 
tion of the Treasury Department, has already 
been paid to the Governor of New Mexico. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will my friend allow 
me toask him for what purpose we are making | 
this additional appropriation? 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is this: it is an after- 
thought on the part of the Governor, or of some- 
body else; for while they were willing at that 
time to estimate for the entire services of the 
Governor of New. Mexico at ¢3,000, and while 
they did estimate it, and while we did appropriate 
that sum, and while he has got the money, they 
now come in and say that the addition made in 
1854 was to his salary as Governor, and that he 
is yet entitled to $1,000. over and above that, 
Now, I say that the Treasary Department, with 
the law before them, made the estimates. The 
deficiency growing out of the.additional salary 
granted has been appropriated and made up, and 
now there is another deficiency growing out of 
that same thing. f : 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Alabama 
is under a mistake, It is the Comptroller who 
has decided his title to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. When] speak of the Treas- 
ury Department, I include all the branches of that 
Department; and I was going now to say. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Comptroller did not esti- 
mate it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I know that; nor have I 
said so. But the next year after the increase of 
salaries, estimates were again submitted to Con- 
gress, and then, instead of estimating for the 
$4,000, he again repeats the estimates which he 
had completed, by asking a deficiency, so as to 
make up the pay to $3,000, and, in the language 
of the decision, as read by the gentleman from 
Missouri, estimated for ‘$3,000 compensation 
to the Governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs in the Territory of New Mexico.” Now, 
that shows what the opinion of the Department 
was for at least two years after the law passed. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama allow me to state—to show the intention 
of Congress in increasing these salaries—that 
when the bill came from the Senate, fixing the 
salaries at $3,000, a member on this floor moved 
to reduce to $2.500; but on ascertaining that the 
Governor of New Mexico was charged with the 
superintendence of Indian affairs, he withdrew 
the amendment by consent of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from North Car- 
olina is entirely correct in that; and my friend 
from Missouri, on the left, took part in that very 
debate. 

Mr. PHELPS. Oh,no! 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ithink the gentleman from 
Missouri did take part in that debate. The gen- 
tleman can see in the Congressional Globe that he 
did make statements and put questions; and, ifthat 
be not taking part in the debate, I agree to with- 
draw that statement. 

Now, sir, all we want is, to get at the correct 
construction of the law, to get at the truth of the 
case. Fask the attention of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] to this point: I think 
so far from the statement given in that opinion, 
as read by the gentleman from Missouri, being 
correct, it is precisely the reverse. My frien 
from Missouri said, when that bill was before us, 
it only gave the Governor of New Mexico $2,500 
a year; but upon further examination he found 
he was mistaken, and got up and made a state- 
ment. Mr. Breckinridge asked my friend from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lans,] how much the Governor 
of Oregon received as compensation. The re- 
ply was, $3,000. He then asked the gentleman 
from Oregon, ‘* Doesthe Governor of Oregon act 
as superintendent of Indian affairs”? The re- 
ply was, he did not. He then asked the further 
question of the gentleman from Oregon, ‘t Does 
not the Governor of New Mexico, in addition to 
his duties as Governor, discharge the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs??? My friend 
from Oregon correctly replied that he did; and 
then, said Mr. Breckinridge, commencing: with 
that precise language, “ Then, I object to reducing 
his compensation to $2,500. He contended for 
$3,000; and according to the report of the pro- 
ceedings of the House which I have read, his very 
reason why it should be put at $3,000 was, that in 
addition to his duties as Governor he also dis- 
charged the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, And then it was that my friend from New 
York (Mr. Haven] withdrew his opposition to 
the increase to $3,000; not because he thought 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico was 
to be increased to that extent, for his services 
alone as Governor, but because of the conversation 
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which occurred between Mr. Breckinridge, of 
Kentucky, and my friend from Oregon, in which it 
was made to appear that some of the other Gov- 
ernors got $3,000, who did not discharge the 
dutics of superintendent of Indian affairs,while the 
Governor of New Mexico did discharge those 
duties; and that fact was urged as a reason why 
he should get a salary of $3,000. Thatis what I 
understand to be the history of the case; and 
that was the construction of the Treasury Depart- 
‘ment at that session. 

Again: in this opinion of the Comptroller, 
there is no reference made whatever to the act of 
1852, by which, in my judgment, the Gover- 
nor of New Mexico was precluded from receiving 
compensation for additional services. Ifany gen- 
tlemen desire to read that conversational debate, 
here itis. My amendment is in good faith. I 
propose, if the House should sce fit to give him 
anything, to give him what they say he is entitled 
to up to this time; and certainly, they do not 
want to go any further than that. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I propose to amend 

the amendment by increasing the appropriation 
from $1,500 to $1,900. 
_ I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, for the 
purpose of just submitting a remark which I think 
applicable. I think that the desire for economy 
manifested in this matter by gentlemen of the 
House is rather wonderful. You have here the 
report of the accounting officer, stating that this 
money is due to the Governor of New Mexico. 
It is estimated for by the accounting officer of the 
Treasury as a deficiency. But gentlemen are not 
only ready to vote that there is not a deficiency, 
but they are anxious to interpose and state on 
this deficiency bill that the law should not be so 
construed hereafter as to give rise to such con- 
struction as is placed on it by the accounti of- 
ficer in this instance. 

The Governor of New Mexico might very 
well, I suppose, serve the United States for the 
salary which is attached to his office as Gover- 
nor, but your law of 1850 is as plain as the nose 
on a man’s face, that he, the Governor of New 
Mexico, should have $1,000 more for acting as 
superintendent of Indian affairs, and the con- 
struction at your Treasury Department is that 
this makes his salary $4,000. You are asked to 
supply the deficiency, and when the appropria- 
tion comes in here, you are asked to construe the 
law so ag to get $1,000 of this man’s salary out 
of his pocket. That is the upshot of it; that is 
the whole of it. And I tell you, sir, that in the 
American Congress it is an economy which is 
very remarkable. IJ hope that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama will not 
prevail, and that this House will not, upon sober 
second thought, strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. LANE. T find that in the statement that 
has been made out, the Comptroller has commit- 
ted what I am sure is an unintentional mistake. 
I was asked, when this bill increasing the salary 
of the Governor of New Mexico was under con- 
sideration, what was the salary of the Governor 
of Oregon, and whether he was superintendent 
of Indian affairs. I stated then, as the Congres- 
sional Globe shows, that his salary was $3,000, 
and that independently of him we had a superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, at a salary of $2,500 a 
year. But I said nothing about Washington, for 
the Governor of Washington Territory is super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, and for his services as 
Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs 
receives a salary of $3,000 per annum. 

I am inclined to think that, under the law as it 
is, the Governor of New Mexico is justly entitled 
to $3,000 as Governor, and $1,000 for discharging 
the duties of the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs. 


paid. P , 
But, sir, I am not an advocate for high salaries. 
I believe a salary of $4,000 is too much to attach 


to the office which the Governor of New Mexico | 
holds, and I would like to see it stopped. I would | 
like to seean amendment prevail, fixing his salary | 
at $3,000 as Governor and superintendent of | 
Indian affairs; but you must pay at the rate of ; 


$4,000 until you change the law. p 

One word more. I think this is a proper ume— 
for I may not be present when the matter comes 
up—to speak of another matter which is now 


before the House, upon the Speaker’s table. The ; 


| Senate have passed.a bill allowing back pay to 


At that rate, it appears to me, he ought | 
to be paid, and if justice is done him, will be 


| now adjourn. 


| to Olympia, Washington Territory; which was | 


the late superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon. 
This officer went out there with a salary of $2,500 
a year, and served until he was replaced, and his 
accounts have been setiled upon that basis, but 
the Senate have passed a bill allowing $1,000 in 
addition. The bill will come up in the House in 
a few days,and I merely desire to say now that, 
in my judgment, it ought not to pass. 

Mr. WALKER. I merely rise to ask the 
gentleman to give way toa motion that the com- 
mittee rise. I suppose he will be entitled to the 
floor to-morrow. 

Mr. LANE. Ido not want to make a speech. 
I only wished to place myself right upon this 
question. Ihave said alli designed to say. I 
only called attention to the fact of the bill to which 
I have alluded being now pending upon the Speak- 
er’s table in the House, for the purpose of saying 
that I trust it will not pass. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair whether debate has not been closed 
upon this bill, and, if it has, whether more than 
one speech can be made in favor of an amendment 
and one against it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed. 
The question is now upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Oh, Togicharaw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Housron.] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon striking out 
the whole paragraph. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Paine and 
GALLoWAy were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—aycs 62, noes 56. 

So the paragraph was stricken out. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill and amendments to 
the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
male a motion which will, I think, take prece- 
dence of the motion submitted by the gentleman 
from Missouri; I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House, with a 
recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,. Then I hope that, when 
the bill and amendments are in the House, the 
House will refuse to second the call for the pre- 
vious question. I desire that the sense of the 
body may be taken on the provisions in reference | 
to the marine hospitals of the country. 

The question was taken on Mr. PusLrs’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Pennincroy) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly “ A bill to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1856,” and had instructed him 
to report the same back with two amendments, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If I move to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and on that motion call for the previous 
question, I presume it will be the first business | 
in the morning—will it not? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. LThope the gentle- | 
man from Ohio will permit an amendment to be 


| offered before he calls for the previous question. || 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I cannot. I move to re- 
commit the bill to the Commitice of Ways and | 
Means, and on that motion call for the previous 
question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
call for the previous question will not be sustained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the Hfouse do 


INTRODUCTION OF.BILLS. 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, in pursu- | 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill to pro- | 
vide for additional mail steam service from San; 
francisco, California, to Oregon, and to extend: 


read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 


i lief. 
| one of the most violent storms that prevail on 


Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, by unanimous-con* 
sent, in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
a bill to continue the land office at Vincennes, In- 
diana, and to ascertain and adjust titles: to certain 
lands in the States of Indiane anā: Hlinois, for+ 
merly included within the Vincennes land district; 
which was read twice, and’ referred: tosthe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. E LB 
The question was then taken on Mr.:-Campr+ 
BELL’s motion, and it was agreed to;. and there- 
upon (at twenty-five minutes to four o’clock) the 
ouse adjourned. Sa apap 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 4, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry ©. Desni 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented additional papers in 
relation to the petition of Enoch S. More, pray- 
ing the passage of an act to correct an error by 
which he was deprived of his rights as a soldier; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Morris Powers, praying to 
be allowed a pension for a wound received in the 
late war with Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of citizens 
in the District of Columbia, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a housé of refuge. for juvenile 
offenders in that District; which was referred :to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Also, additional papers in relation to the claim 
of the heirs of Charles Lewis for commutation 
pay which, with their petition on the files of the 
Senate, were referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial ofshipmasters 
and pilots of the port of New York, praying that 
Commander Thomas R. Gedney, of the Navy, 
who has been placed on furlough, may be allowed 
leave-of-absence pay; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, ‘ 

Also, the memorial of William McKenney, 
father of George L. McKenney, who was lost m 
the United States schooner Grampus, prayin, 
that the act of June 15, 1844, may be so amended 
as to embrace his case; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Joshua Webb, praying to be allowed a pension 
for a disability incurred in the service of the 
United States, in the war of 1812; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WELLER. I am requested to present 
the petition of John H. Scranton and James M. 
Hunt, of Olympia, in the Territory of Washing- 
ton. They set forth in their memorial that they. 
were the owners of the steamer called the Major 
Tompkins, navigating the waters of Puget’s 
Sound; that on the 4th of January, 1854, the 
steamer Southerner, passing from San Francisco 
to Oregon, was wrecked about forty miles below 
Cape Flattery, having on board some fifty or 
sixty passengers. Information was immediately 
communicated to Captain William C. Pease, who 
had in command the revenue cutter Jefferson 
Davis. The steamer Major Tompkins was then 
lying at anchor at Steilacoom, Washington Ter- 
ritory. The captain of the revenue cutter Jeffer- 
son Davis being satisfied that, unless assistance 
was immediately given, those persons who were 
wrecked on the coast must inevitably perish— 
there being a strong head wind—entered into a 
contract with the owners of the Major Tomp- 
kins to tow them down to Port ‘Townsend. 
After being towed down to that point, it was 
found impossible to proceed any further with the 
revenue cutter Jefferson Davis. A contract was 


' then made by the owners of the Major Tomp- 


kins that that vessel should proceed to their re- 
Immediately after this was done, there was 


that coast, the vessel being outside of Puget’s 


! Sound, and there was every probability that it 


would be sunk and every life lost. This service 
was performed, then, in consequence of the in- 
ability of the revenue cutter of this Government 
to get to their relief. It was one of the most 
dangerous and perilous voyages that ever was 
engaged in. They succeeded in taking from the 
wreck these passengers; ladies and gentlemen. 
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In the prosecution: of that voyage they injured | 
their vessel: to such an extent that she was sub- 
sequently. lost — very soon after. For the ex- 

enses: which they incurred. in the performance 
of. this. duty of humanity, in rendering the ser- 
vices which it would have been the duty of the 
revenue cutter to render, if she had been. able to 
get to the parties needing relief, they present a 
claim now. to. the consideration of Congress. 
There was on-board the wrecked vessel the sum 
of 46,500: ofthe Government ‘money, and one 
item which they claim is salvage on that money, 
which must inevitably have been lost if the 
steamer had not gone to her aid. 

“Teis not necessary that I should now detain 
the Senate;. but I think this is one of the most 
just.claims that has. ever been presented to the 
consideration of Congress; and, qeerning it one į 
of the most meritorious which I have ever exam- 
ined, I hope the Committee on Claims will give 
ita favorable consideration. 
<- "The, petition was referred to the Committee on | 
Claims.: ; 

“PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
‘On motion by Mr: SEWARD, it was 
‘Ordered, That George W. Torrence: have leave to with- 


w: his petition from the files of the Senate. 


“On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas Coward, raying 
for a pension, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Commitiee on Pensious. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the executor of Carter 
Page, praying for commutation pay,on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
in relation to the claim of Captain George E. MeCtelland’s 
company of Florida volunteers, praying for payment for 


services, subsistence, and forage, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


` REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 

to whom were referred the papers relating to the 
claim of John Metcalf for losses during the late 
war; submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of John Metcalf; which was read a 
first time, and ordered toa second reading. The 
topoi! was ordered to be printed. 
_ He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the petitions of Isaac Cook, Pelatiah | 
Shepherd, and Benjamin A. Napicr, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of i 
Isaac Cook and others; which was read a first | 
time and ordered ‘toa second reading. The re- | 
port was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on | 
Claims, to whom were referred papers relating to | 
the claim of John Y. Laub, submitted a report, 
accompanicd by a joint resolution for the relief of | 
John a Laub, a clerk in the office of the First | 
Comptroller of the Treasury; which was read a | 
first time, and ordered to a second reading. The | 
report was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. GEYER, from the same committee, to ' 
whom was referred the petition of Maria Price, 
widow of John Price, praying to be allowed a 
pension on account of his services during the war 
of 1812, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER. The Committee on Claims have 
had under consideration the petition of James || 
Harrington, a laborer on the grounds of the | 
Smithsonian Institution, praymg to be allowed | 
the same extra compensation as was allowed the j 
laborers on the other public grounds by a reso- || 

j 
H 


lution of the Senate of March 35-1855. hat | 
resolution provides for payments out of the con- | 
tingent fund of the Senate. I move, now, under | 
instruction of that committee, that they be dis-: 


petition, and that it be referred to the Committee | 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of | 
the Senate. j 
The motion was agreed to, | 

| 


‘| tricts; and also, to establish new ports of delivery 


tributees of Colonel William Linn. This good 
lady is very desirous that the bill should be passed 
at once; and Í ask the Senate, as a favor to her, 
to put it on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read the 
first.and second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. $ 
.Itproposesto direct the proper accounting officers 
to allow the distributees of Colonel William Linn, 
an officer in the revolutionary army, five years’ 
full pay as colonel, which is the commutation of 
half pay for life; the money to be paid to Mrs. 
Elizabeth A. R. Linn, to be by her distributed 
according to the law of Missouri. 

No. amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. TRUMBULL gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill making provisions 
to compensate agents for paying pensions, and 


prescribing the time and manner of settling their 
accounts. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
vious notice not having been given, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Amos B. Eaton, a commissary of subsistence in 
the United States Army; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. He stated 
that he did not ask for its reference, because the 
Committee on Military Affairs had reported it at 
the last session when it was passed by the Senate. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following reso- 
lution, and ask for its consideration now: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to communicate to the Senate copies of all the instructions 
iven by the Department to Commodore Charles S. Me- 
Sauley, on the oceasion of proceeding to the West Indies 


; 
and the Havana in the steamer San Jacinto, while recently 
and temporarily commanding the Home squadron; together 
with the instructions issued to Commodore Thomas Crabbe 
commanding the United States navat forces on the coast o 
Africa, at the time the ship Jamestown was ordered to the 
West Indies, about the period referred to. 

Mr. HUNTER. This resolution ought to be 
limited. We should leave the Secretary of the 
Navy some discretion in this matter. I think the 
resolution ought to be modified by inserting, “if 
not, in his opinion, incompatible with the public 
interest,” after the words, ‘Secretary of the 
Navy.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam willing to modify the 
resolution, as suggested by the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
cecded to consider the bill, (S. No. 107,) reported 
by Mr. Hamuin from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to establish the collection districts of the 
United States, and designating the ports of entry 
and ports of delivery in the same. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will be read if 
desired. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I apprehend there is no ne- 
cessity for reading this bill in detail; and I hope |, 
it will not be done unless some Senator shall de- 
sire it. All its sections simply define the limits 
of the collection districts of the United States, 
except the last four sections, which confer on the 
Secretary of the Treasury certain powers not now 
granted by law. 

The reading of the bill in detail was dispensed 
with. The bill proposes to repeal all laws here- 
tofore passed relating to the establishment of 
collection districts, and divides the United States 
into one hundred and six collection districts, de- 
signating the exact boundaries of each, and fixing 
the ports of entry and delivery. It provides that |; 
the Biretar ofthe Treasury, with the approba- | 
tion of the President, shall have power to change 
ports of entry to ports of delivery, whenever they 
shall become unnecessary as ports of entry, and 
to.attach them as ports of delivery to other dis- 


in any of the districts when it shall be for the 
interest of the United States in protecting the 
revenue to do so. It proposes to confer on the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the approbation 
of the President, power to establish ports of entry 


| the section. 


and delivery at such places as. he may deem ex- 


pedient within any territory acquired or in pos- 
session of the United States; and it is declared 
that all the revenue laws of the United States shall 
extend over such districts. Whenever any dis- 
pute shall arise as to the boundary line of any col- 
lection district, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
to settle it. This decision is to be final and con- 
clusive. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [have some formal amend- 
ments to propose to this bill by the authority of 
the Committee oñ, Commerce, which will not 
disturb its principles. The first amendment isin 
section four, after the word “islands,” to insert 
“except Martinicus Island;’’ so that it shall read: 

District number four shall be called the district of Pe- 
nobseot, in the State of Maine, and the territory within the 
following boundaries shall constitute said district, and form 
the limits thereof, viz: Commencing at Long Island, on the 
Atlantic ocean, and to inelude said island ;. thence to the 
Penobscot bay, and to include the shores, waters, harbors, 
and inlets on the eastern side of said bay ; thence up the 
Penobscot river to the town of Bucksport, inclusive; thence 
by a line due east untilit strikes the line of the district of 
Frenchman’s bay ; and thence by said line to the Atlantic 
ocean at Long Island and place of beginning, including all 
the waters, shores, bays, inlets, islands except Martinicus 
Island, and harbors, within the said described boundaries. 
Castine shall bethe port of entry for said district, and Deer 
Island and Bucksport ports of delivery. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment isin the 
seventh section, to insert, after the word “St. 


George,” the words ‘‘Martinicug Island;’*so that 
it shall read: 


Waldoboro’ shall be the port ofentry, and Damariscotta, 


| New Castle, Thomaston, Cushing, Friendship, Bristol, Bre- 


men, St. George, Martinicus Island, and Rockland, ports 
of delivery for said district. (No. 7.) 

The object is to detach that island from one 
distgict and to add it to another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. My next amendment is in 
the thirty-seventh section, to strike out the word 
“St. Regis,” which was by mistake inserted in 
As it now stands St. Regis is made 
a port of delivery in the district of Oswegatchio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, HAMLIN, The next amendment is in 
section forty-three, to insert after the word 
“same,” the words “except the shores of Cat- 
taraugus creck,” so that the section shall read: 


District number forty-three shall be called the district of 
Buffalo, in the State of New York, and shall embrace the 
counties of Brie, Genesee, and Wyoming ; including all 
the islands, bays, harbors, inlets, lakes, shores, rivers, and 
waters within the boundaries of the same, except the shores 
of Cattaraugus creek. Buffalo shall be the port of entry, 
and Black Rock and Tonawanda ports of delivery for said 
district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
strike out the forty-fourth section of the bill as it 
now stands, in the following words: 


«District number forty-four shall be called the district of 
Dunkirk, in the State of New York, and shall embrace the 
counties of Chautauque and Cattaraugus, and the lake shoro 
bounding the same, together with all the islands, bays, har- 
bors, inlets, shores, rivers, and waters within the same. 
Dunkirk shall be the portof entry; and Barcelona, Portland, 
Cattaraugus creek, and Silver creck, ports of delivery for 
said district,” z 
—and to insert in lieu of it: 


Sec. 41. And be it further enacted, That district number 
forty-four shall be called the district of Dunkirk, and shall 
embrace the counties of Cattaraugus and Chautauque, and 
the harbors, rivers, and waters on the south shore of Lake 
Erie, in the State of New York, west of and including 
Cattaraugus creek, and the shores on the east side of said 
ereek, and west along the shores and territory bordering on 
Lake Irie aforesaid, to the Pennsylvania State line, and the 
islands in the said lake contiguous thereto. Dunkirk shalt 
be thy port of entry; and Barcelona, Silver creek, and Cat- 
taraugus creek shall be ports of delivery for said district. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. My next amendment is in 
section fifty-one, to strike out the words, “ and 


‘all the shores of the Delaware bay and Delaware 


river bounding said counties.” By the fifty-first 
section, as it now stands, the jurisdiction of the 
islands in Delaware bay is placed under the dis- 
trict of Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey. 
By some decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the jurisdiction over those islands 


| has been determined to be in the State of Dela- 


ware; and the object of this amendment, therefore, 
is to detach them from the New Jersey district 
and add them to the district of Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment, having 
in view the same object, is in the fifty-second sec- 
tion, to strike out the words, ‘‘ of said State, as its 
limits,’? and insert “and all the islands, bays, 
harbors, inlets, shores, rivers, and waters with- 
in the limits of said State;”’ so as to make itread: 

District number fifty-two shall be called the district of 
Delaware, and shall include all the territory, and all the 
islands, bays, harbors, inlets, shores, rivers, and waters 
within the limits of said State. Wilmington shall be the 
port of entry; and New Castle, Delaware City, and Port 
Penn, ports of delivery for said district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.HAMLIN. The next amendment isin sec- 
tion fifty-four, to insert after the word “ Oxford,”’ 
the words *‘ Dale’s Island,” go as to create an 
additional port of delivery in the district of Vi- 
enna, in the State of Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
section seventy-four, to strike out the words 
“and Nassau, in Florida.” The effect of this 
amendment, and of the next one which I have to 
propose, is to transfer to the jurisdiction of the 
district of St. John’s, in Florida, the county of 
Nassau in that State, which, according to the 
bill as it now stands, is made a part of the dis- 
trict of St. Mary’s, in the State of Georgia. This 
alteration is suggested by the Senators from Flor- 
ida, and meets with the concurrence of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the seventy-fifth section, to insert after “ St. 
John’s,” the word “ Nassau,” so as to make 
Nassau a port of delivery in’ the district of St. 
John’s. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, The next amendment is in 
the seventy-fifth section, to strike out ‘ Pilatka 
a port, and insert ‘‘ Pilatka and Fernandina 
ports,” so as to make the clause read, ‘‘ Jackson- 
ville shall be the port of entry, and Pilatka and 
Fernandina ports of delivery for said district.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Iholdin my hand four amend- 
ments to the eighty-third section, to insert as ports 
of delivery several ports which have been made 
such by law since this bill was prepared, by the 
commissioners appointed to revise the revenue 
laws. They are precisely of the same character, 
and I apprehend the question may be taken on 
them together. I move in that section to insert 
“ Wickman’ after “Louisville,” “Chattanooga”? 
before ‘* Memphis;”’ ‘“‘ Shreveport” after ‘ La 
Fayette,’ and “ Columbus” after ‘*Vicksburg;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


New Orleans shall be the port of entry, and Bayou St. 
John, Port Ponchartrain, Lakeport, Lafayette, and Franklin, 
in Louisiana; Natchez, Vicksburg, Columbus, and Grand 
Gulf, in Mississippi ; Chattanooga, Memphis, Nashville, and 
Knoxville, in Tennessee; Evansville, New Albany, Law- 
rencebweg, Jeffersonville, and Madison, in Indiana; Louis- 
ville, Hickman, and Paducah, in Kentucky; Cincinnati, 
Portsmouth, and Marietta, in Ohio; Pittsburg, in Pennsyl- 
vania; Wheeling,in Virginia; Alton, Quincy, Cairo, and 
Galena, in Lilinois ; Burlington, Dubuque, and Keokuk, in 
fowa; Florence and ‘Tuscumbia, in Alabama; Prairie du 
Chicn, in Wisconsin; St. Paul’s, in Minnesota; and St. 
Louis, in Missouri, shall be ports of delivery for said district. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the ninety-seventh section, to strike out the words 
“and the Territory of New Mexico.” By the 
terms of the bill, New Mexico is made a portion 
of one of the existing districts of California. By 
the existing law it is made a part of one of the 
districts of Texas, to which it is homogeneous, 
and properly belongs. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the same section, to strike out the word “ Fron- 
tera,” and insert “ Paso del Norte,’ in the two 
places where it occurs. When the bill was ori- 
ginally prepared, the district here referred to was 
called Frontera, but since that time the name has 
been changed to Paso del Norte. This amend- 
ment is to conform to that fact. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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| during the recess of Congress. 


| which confers on the Sceretary of the Treasury, 


recess of Congress” after the word “ authority.” 


: decide.” 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the same section, to strike out the words “also 
all that part of the Territory of New Mexico lying 
east of the Rio Grande.” 

The amendment was agreed to. The ninety- 
seventh section, as thus amended, reads as follows: 


District number ninety-seven shall be called the district of 
Brazos de Santiago, in the State of ‘Texas, and shal} embrace 
the Gulf of Mexico from Corpus Christi inlet, exclusive, to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, inclusive, and all the waters 
of {Bf Rio Grande in the State of Texas, except so much 
thereof as is hereinafter included in the district of Paso del 
Norte; to inelude, also, all that part of the State of Texas 
lying between the Rio Graude and the Nueces and Pecos 
rivers, except so much of the same as is included in the 
district of Paso del Norte, and including the waters of the 
latter; with the islands, bays, harbors, inlets, shores, rivers, 
and waters within said boundaries. “Point Isabel shall be 
the port of entry; and Brownsville, Rio Grande City, Lare- 
do, and Eagle Pass, ports of delivery for said district. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
strike out the ninety-seventh section in these 
words: 

“District number ninety-eight shall be called the district 
of Frontera, and shall embrace the waters of the Rio Grande 
from the point where the east line of the State of Chihua- 
hua in Mexico strikes said river upward to its source, and 
the tributaries of the same within the United States, and 
sball_ include the Territory of New Mexico lying cast of 
the Rio Grande, and all the State of Texas lying west of 
the eastern line of said Territory of New Mexico ; together 
with all the islands, bays, harbors, inlets, shores, rivers, 
and waters within said boundaries. Frontera shall be the 
port of entry and delivery for said district;?? 

—and to insert in lieu of it the following: 


Sec. 98. And be it further enacted, That district number 
ninety-eight shall be cailed the district of Paso del Norte ; 
and shall embrace the waters of the Rio Grande trom the 
point where the east line of the State of Chihuahua in 
Mexico strikes said river; thence upward to its source, and 
the tributaries of the same within the United States; and 
shall include the Territory of New Mexico and all the State 
of Texas lying west of the eastern line of said Territory, 
together with ail the islands, bays, harbors, inlets, shores, 
rivers, and waters within said boundaries. Franklin, in 
the State of Texas, shall be the port of entry and delivery 
for said district. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
section one hundred and two, to strike out “ Los 
Angeles,” and insert ‘¢ San Pedro,” as the name 
of district number one hundred and two. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the same section, after the word ‘San Diego,” 
to strike out “and that part of the territory of 
New Mexico lying west of the Rio del Norte.” 
This is to conform to amendments which have 
already been adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
section one hundred and seven, after the word 
“authority,” to insert the words “during the 
recess of Congress.” This is a section which 
confers on the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
approbation of the President, authority to change 
ports of entry to ports of delivery. The amend- 
ment limits that authority to cases occurring 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I propose an amendment to 
the same effect in section one hundred and eight, 


with the approbation of the President, authority 
to establish ports of entry and delivery at suc 

places as he shall deem expedient, within any 
territory acquired or in possession of the United 
States. The amendmentis toinsert ‘* during the | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in !! 
section one hundred and nine, after the word | 
«c dispute,” to insert ‘f or Inconvenience.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in | 


the same section, to strike out the word “ desig- | 


nate,” and insert ‘‘ during the recess of Congr 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 
the same section, to strike out the words “ whose 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


decision shall be final and conclusive;’? and‘ to 
insert: ` = Br eg 
And the action of the Secretary of the Treasury, re- 
specting the establishment or change of ports of. entry-or 
delivery, or the designation of boundaries'of new or exist- 
ing collection districts, under the provisions of this section, 
and the next two preceding sections of this act, shall be 
reported to Congress by the said Secretary in his first annual 
report after such action shali have been had, for the con- 
firmation of the same by Congress by law. i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to - 
add the following additional section: 

Sec. ILL. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
take effect on and after the first day of July next. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mi HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
add: 

Sec. 112. And be it further enacted, That all provisions 
of acts heretofore passed, which prescribe the boundaries 
and names of collection districts, and designate ports of 
entry and delivery, be, and the same arc hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I propose to amend the bill in 
section ninety-five, by striking out “ Saluria,” and 
inserting “ Indianola.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. In the same section I move to 
strike out “ La Salle,” and insert ‘* Indianola.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The effect of these two amendmentsis to change 
the name of district number ninety-five from Sa- 
luria to Indianola, and to make Indianola, instead 
of La Salle, the port of entry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on coneurrin, 
with the amendments made as in Committee o 
the Whole. Ja 

Mr. WELLER. This bill isa very important 
one, and there are many amendments which have 
been made to it, on the motion of the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, which I desire 
to understand. For this reason I move that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed until 
to-morrow, and thatit be ordered to be printed as 
amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFENSE OF GALVESTON. 

Mr. RUSK, by unanimous consent, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill making an ap- 
propriation for a new fortification for the defense 
of the entrance of Galveston harbor and bay, in 
the State of Texas; which was read the first and 
second time. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I hold in my 
hand an estimate from the War Department, from 
which it appears that this proposition has the 
approval of the Secretary of War. I hope the 


; Senate will indulge me in having the bill now put 


upon its passage. It is a matter of some im- 
portance, and calls for an appropriation of only 
$80,000. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill, which proposes to appropriate $80,000 for 
the construction of a fortification for the defense of 


| the entrance to Galveston harbor and bay, Texas. 


Mr. GEYER. I understood the Senator from 
Texas to say, that he had a report or recom- 
mendation from the Secretary of War. Ifso, I 
should like to hear it read. 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. I will read the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasuincron, January 28, 1856. 
Sır: In answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 21st 
instant, requiring the Secretary of War “to infcrm the 
Senate whether, in his opinion, any fortifications are neces- 


| sary for the defense of the harbors of’ Galveston, Saluria, 
|, and other harbors upon the coast of Texas, and, if so, to 
: furnish estimates for the sums of money necessary to be 


appropriated for the construction of such fortifications,” 1 
have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the chief 
engincer, containing information on the subject. I concur 
inthe opinion that a fortification is necessary for the defense 


i| of the harbor of Galveston, and approve the estimate sub- 
‘ mitted for the commencement of the work. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. J.. D. BRIGHT, President pro tempore of the Senate. 
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“he estimate for this work is $80,000. There 
are two:other works in Texas recommended. by 
the chief engineer, but. not approved by the Sec- 
rétary of War, and therefore have not included 
them in. this bill. “There can be no objection, I 
suppose, to this recommendation; and it needs to 
þe acted on very soon. : 

2! The bilk was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. . 

-Mr. PEARCE. I would. inquire whether the 
bill hasbeen reported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs? ` 
--Mr. WELLER. A few days ago I reported, 
‘under thé order of the Senate, a bill making ap- 
propriations for certain new fortifications. | This 
particular work is embraced in that bill. I intend 
to call for.the action of the Senate upon it ata 
very early day. I shall doso to-day, if, after the 
expiration of the morning hour, we do not pro- 
ceed to other business. 

-Mr. PEARCE. So I understand; but this bill 
has not been reported from that committee. IfI 
¥écolléct aright, the bill alluded to by the Senator 
from California was recommitted to the commit- 
tee because it included some appropriations for 
works already established by law; and to provide 
for old works by that committee was supposed 
to be an invasion of the province of another com- 
mittee. This appropriation, therefore, is before 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It seems to 
me to be rather a bad practice to allow to be pre- 
sented, by individual members of the Senate, bills 
which are pending before a committee. All these 
new works, I think, ought to be reported by the 
committee in one bill, and acted on at one time. 
I suppose there is no pressing necessity for this 
work, any more than for those provided for by 
the bill which was reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs some time ago. I do not see 
any necessity for it; and, as it is out of the reg- 
ular track, I should prefer to await the report of 
that committee, which, I suppose, will be made 

` to-morrow. I expect that 1 shall vote for them 
all, lamin favor of putting the frontier in astate 
of defense. I think it should have been done a 
long time ago. It is not only the interest of the 
nation, but the duty of Congress, I believe, to 
protect its maritime frontier on all important 
points. If the Department recommends this as 
a point requiring fortification, I should be guided 
by that recommendation, unless some very strong 
reason to the contrary should be made to appear, 
and I should cheerfully vote for it; but Ido think 
we ought to act on these matters upon the re- 
port of the regular committec, properly charged 
with the consideration of such subjects. 

: The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object 
to the consideration of the bill now? 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not like to do that. 

Mr. WELLER. I think my friend from Mary- 
land has misunderstood my remarks. TL intended 
to be understood as saying that I had reported 
a. bill for new fortifications, which is now on the 
table, and that this work was embraced in that 
bill. 

Mr. PEARCE, If that be the case, I think 
we had better lct this lie over, and take up the 
bill of the committee. 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to make an explanation; 
and when the Senator from Maryland shall have 
heard it I think he will have no objection to the 
passage of the bill now. 


A resolution was adopted by the Senate some ij 


time ago calling on the War Department for in- 
formation in regard to fortifications at three 
points in the State of Texas. The chief of the 
enginecr department reported in favor of appro- 

riations for all three of those points. The 
Secretary of War, in sending in his estimate, 
approved only that for Galveston; he did not ap- 
prove of the recommendation for appropriations 
for Saluria, and for the mouth of the Rio Grande. 
Those estimates were, on my motion, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
mittee reported a bill which included fortifications 
at Galveston harbor, at Saluria, and at the mouth 
of the Rio Grande, in accordance with the esti- 
mates of the chief of the engineer department. 
In addition to these works, the committee in- 
cluded in that bill two others which were not 
new works. From that fact a discussion grew 
up in the Senate, and the bill was recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The committce have now reported a bill pro- 


That com- | 


t 


| viding for these and other new works. -On that: 
| there may be discussion and. difference. of opinion 
which willlead to delay. There is peculiar pe- 


harbor of Galveston is more exposed than per- 
haps any harbor on the coast of the Atlantic. 
‘There has not been a single dollar appropriated 
towards its defense. Itis within reach of gun- 
shot from the deep water, and, therefore, the ne- 
cessity for its defense is greater than for perhaps 
any other port on the shores of the gulf. For these 
reasons, I hope the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land will not make any objection. 

Mr. PEARCE. I make none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading, was read the third time and passed. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted. by Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN on the 27th of February: 

Resolved, That Lyman TRUMBULL is entitled to a seat in 
this body as a Senator, elected by the Legislature of the 
State of Minois, for the term of six years from the 4th of 
March, 1855 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I approach the 
discussion of this question with all that diffidence 
which ought to belong to me personally, and with 
a full consciousness of the importance of the 
subject itself. We learn from the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, or rather from the 
argument of one of its members, [Mr. Pucu,] 
that if the resolution offered by the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] shall 
be adopted by the Senate, its effect will be to 
render null and void certain provisions of at 
least twelve, and possibly sixteen, of the consti- 
tutions of the respective States of this Union. It 
seems to me that this consideration alone would 
lead every Senator to consider carefully before 
adopting a construction which would have that 
effect, and would induce him not to adopt it unless 
in his opinion the language of the Constitution of 
the United States imperiously demands it. 

There is another consideration connected with 
the subject immediately before us. The effect to 
which I have just alluded strikes at one of the 
dearest interests—an interest of the most vital 
consequence to the personal security of the people 
of the States ; for these provisions of the various 
State constitutions have not been the result of mo- 
mentary impulse. They are the result of careful 
consideration, and of that extended deliberation 
which characterizes the action of the people when 
assembled to form their organic law. For their 
own safety, therefore, the people of the various 
| States of this Union have determined that it is 
| necessary to fix a disability of the nature here 
imposed by the constitution of Illinois upon all 
| persons holding judicial office under the authorit 
of the State, such as is described in their consti- 
tutions, 

It is important to consider, in connection with 
this subject, the fact that there-is no necessity in- 
cumbent upon an individual to receive and hold a 
judicial office to which this disability is attached. 
To every citizen of a State is left the decision of 
the question whether or not he will accept the 
office of a judge under the constitution of his 
| State. Ifhe does acceptit, he voluntarily assumes 
to himself the disability following upon the honors 
| and responsibilities conferred. I have said—and 
| I beg Senators to bear in mind—that this disabil- 
ity has been thus deliberately fixed by the various 
constitutions of those States of the Union in which 
| it is contained, as a matter of stern necessity in 


tions. I shall have oceasion to refer to that point 
i hereafter. 

It may be said, also, that any subject which 
involves the judgment of the Senate upon the true 
construction of the Constitution of the Union is 
one most grave and important in its character, 

There is a consideration affecting myself indi- 
vidually growing out of the constitution of the 
State of Michigan. The language of the con- 
stitution of that State is almost, if not precisely, 
identical with that contained in the constitution 
of Ilinois. The ninth section of the sixth article 
of the constitution of Michigan provides: 


“ Each of the judges of the circuit court shall receive a 
| Salary payable quarterly. ‘hey shall be ineligible to any 
Other than a judicia! office during the term for which they 
are elected, and for one year thereafter. All votes for any 
| person elected such judge, for any office other than judicial, 
i given either hy the Legislature ar the people, shall be void.” 


‘cessity for prompt action in this matter. The || 


the opinion of those who formed those constitu- | 


Mr. President, I hope that none of the consid- 


. erations to which I have alluded will have an 


influence upon my judgment in this case, other 
than to cause me carefully to consider it after 
hearing all that can be said on the subject; and, 
if the discussion in the Senate shall convince me 
that I am wrong in the position which I have 
taken, I shall. receive as much personal pleasure 
from the result as any other individual in this 
body; for the relations which I hold to the hon- 
orable member whose right toa seat is now under 
consideration are such as to have secured all that 
esteem which one gentleman can entertain for 
another. 

I concede, Mr. President, in the outset, that if 
there be a conflict between the Constitution of 
the United States and the constitution of the State 
of Illinois, the Constitution of the United States, 
by its own terms, is paramount, and that would 
end the inquiry. In order to ascertain whether 
there is conflict.or not, 1 shall have occasion to 
refer to various provisions of the Federal Consti- 
tution, and I shall undertake to show that there 
is no conflict. The first provision of the Consti- 
tution of the United States to which I shall refer 
is this: 

“No person shall be a Senator who shall not have at- 
tained to the age of thirty years,and been nine years.a citi- 


zen of the United States, and who shall not, when elected, 
be an inhabitant of that State for which he shall be chosen.?? 


I understand those who sustain the resolution 
offered by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
to contend that the effect of this provision of the 
Constitution is the same as it would be if it read 
thus: ‘ Any person may be a Senator who shall 
have attained to the age of thirty years, and been 
nine years a citizen of the United States, and 
shall, when clected, be an inhabitant of that State 
for which he shall be chosen.” I admit, that 
if the clause of the Constitution which I have 
quoted is susceptible of this construction, it ends 
the case. But is it susceptible of this construc- 
tion? Upon its face it does not purport to declare 
such an effect. Upon its face it does not purport 
to prescribe all the qualifications of a Senator. 
Upon its face it does not purport to prescribe any 
disqualifications or disabilities. Therefore, if we 
are to construe this provision according to the 
language contained in its own terms, it cannot ba 
susceptible of such a construction as is contended 
for; but I will undertake to show, by other pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United States, 
that such a construction cannot be maintained. 
The provision which I have already read contains 
no single word respecting a disability or disquali- 
fication; nor is a disability or disqualification to 
be inferred from it. Now, let me read the last 
clause of another subdivision of the Constitution: 

“And no person holding any office under the United 
States shall be a member of either House during his con- 
tinuance in office.” 

That is a disability or disqualification fixed by 
the Constitution of the United States itself, which 
is not referred to at all in the clause declaring the 
qualifications of a Senator. Evena postmaster 
of the smallest post office in the United States 
cannot be a member of either House of Congress 
while he holds his office. That, then, is a dis- 
qualification, and it proves conclusively that the 
first clause to which I have referred does not mean 
what it would mean if it read that every person 
who was thirty years of age, and had been nine 
years a citizen of the United States, and was at 
the time of his election an inhabitant of the State 
that chose him, should be entitled to a seat here. 
The words used in the first clause to which I have 
referred are not words of exclusion; they are not 
used in the sense of exclusion; and we sec, by a 
reference to the other provision, that they were 
not intended to be words of exclusion; but their 
true construction is, simply, that no man who 
has not these qualifications shall be a Senator. 
He may have any and he may have all others, 
but if he has not all these qualifications, he shall 
not be a Senator. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to another consideration. The Con- 
stitution of the United States contains this pro- 
vision: 

“Judgment in eases of impeachment shall not extend 
further than to removal from office, and disqualification to 
hold and enjoy any office of honor, trust, or profit, under the 
United States; but the party convicted shall nevertheless 


be liable and subject to indictment, trial, judgment, and 
punishment, according to law.” 


1856. 
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Ifa person impeached is found guilty by the 
Senate of the United States, and the Senate, in 
pronouncing its judgment on him, uses the Jan- 
guage of the Constitution, and declares him there- 
after ineligible to hold any office of honor, profit, 
or trust under the United States, is not there a 
disqualification or disability atiached, and at- 
tached by the force of the Constitution itself? 

Again, the Constitution of the United States, 
in the last clause which I have read, provides for 
indictment and trial by jury for the same offense; 
and in 1790 the Congress of the United States 
passed ‘An act for the punishment of certain 
crimes against the United States,” one section of 
which I will read: 

« and be it enacted, That if any person shall, dircetly or 
indirectly, give any sum or sums of money, or any other 
bribe, present or reward, or any promise, contract, obliga- 
tion or security, for the payment or delivery of any money, 
present or reward, or any other thing to obtain or procure 
the opinion, judgment, or decree of any judge or judges of 
the United States, in any suit, controversy, matter, or cause 
depending before him or thein, and shall be thereof con- 
victed, such person or persons so giving, promising, con- 
tracting, or securing to be given, paid or delivered any sum 
or sums of money, present, reward, or other bribe, as afore- 
said, and the judge or judges who shall in any wise accept 
or receive the same, on conviction thereof shall be fined 
and imprisoned at the diseretion of the court, and shall 
forever be disqualified to hold any office of honor, trust, or 
profit under the United States.” 

Well, sir, if an individual coming within these 
provisions should be elected by the Legislature 
of a State, and sent here as a Senator, could the 
Senate try his right toa seat under the clause 
to which gentlemen on the other side have re- 
ferred as fixing the qualifications—all the qualifi- 
cations and all the disqualifications of a Senator; 
or would they, in the two cases to which I have 
alluded, be bound to refer first to the judgment 
of the Senate in the case of impeachment, next 
to the judgment of the court in the case of 
bribery, and sce if, by the judgment in cither 
caso, a disability was not fixed—legaily and con- 
stitutionally fixed? I am aware that on this 
branch of my argument a criticism may be made. 
{ shall not stop to consider it now, but if it 
shall be made I shall undertake hereafter to an- 
swer it. Jt may be contended, perhaps, that the 
office of Senator docs not come within the de- 
scription of “ any office of honor, trust, or profit 
under the United States.’? If that ground shall 
be assumed I shall undertake to prove that it 
docs come within that designation; but for the 
present I shall confine my argument to my view 
of the language. 


2. 


Mr. FESSENDEN,. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me at this point to ask him a question? 
That, I understand, is a law of the United States 
from which the Senator has read? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mi. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask him 
whether, in his judgment, the Congross of the 
United States can pass any law as to the qualifi- 
cations of the members of the Senate, which 
would be binding on the Senate itself, other than 
those found in the Constitution? 

Mr. STUART. In the consideration of this 
question, all these suggestions have occurred to 
my own mind; and in conversation with gentle- 
men they have frequently been propounded to me; 
but the Senator’s question is founded on the as- 
sumption that those who maintain the right of this 
gentleman to the seat are right; thatis to say, that 
the clause of the Constitution fixes all the qualifi- 
cations and disqualifications of a Senator, and 
that therefore there is no inquiry beyond it, Lam 
now seeking to prove that it does not; and I was 
about to say that, if it did, its provisions were 
alike binding on Congress and on the States. 
If it does not fix all these qualifications and dis- 


qualifications, Congress by law has a right to add | 


others; the States have a right to add others, so 
that they do not touch those already prescribed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the Senator mis- 
understood me. My question was not with ref- 
crence to the States, but whether Congress could 
pass any law in regard to the qualifications of 
members of the Senate, (other than those which 
are mentioned in the Constitution itself,) which 
would be conclusive upon the Senate with refer- 


ence to the admission of a member toa seat here; | 


in other words, can they control that provision 
which makes the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, respectively, ihe judges of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of their own 
members? 


Mr. STUART. I understand the question 
of the honorable Senator, and I have no doubt | 
that the provision of the Constitution to whieh 
he refers, conferring on each House the right to 
judge of the qualifications of its own members is 
a constitutional provision, making it incumbent 
on the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
to exercise their authority under it according to 
the Constitution and the constitutional laws of 
the country. They cannot exercise itarbitrarily. 
‘When the Constitution of the United States con- 
fers on the Senate the power to determine the 
qualifications of its own members, it seems to me 
to be a monstrous doctrine to hold that that de- 
termination rests entirely with their pleasure. 
that doctrine were to prevail, we might have a 
body made up to suit the pleasure of those who 
were in the Senate at the time, utterly regardless 
of the Constitution of the United States and of 
everythingelse. That doctrine, I apprehend, can- 
not be maintained for a moment. 

Now, Mr. President, have I not proceeded far 
enough in the argument to prove that the clause 
of the Constitution relied upon does not give, 
and does not assume to give, all the qualifications 
and disqualifications of aSenator? If that be the 
case, the inquiry is, whether there is anything 
else in the Constitution of the United States 
which prohibits the States from adding disabil- 
ities? Before I touch that subject in terms, let 
me say that I concede it is not in the power of 
the States, or of Congress, to add to, or subtract 
anything from, those express qualifications which 
are named inthe article which I first read. It is 
not competent for them to say that a Senator 
shall have been a citizen of the United States for 
ten year: it is not competent to say that he shall 
be thirty-five years of age; it is not competent to 
say that he shall have been an inhabitant of the 
State for sixty days. So far as this branch of 
the Constitution acts upon the subject, its action 
is conclusive, and covers the whole ground; but 
I repeat, it docs not touch, and it does not as- 
sume to touch, other qualifications. The con- 
stitution of the State of Ilinois, in the clause 
which is under our consideration, does not under- 
take to add a qualification for a Senator; but it 
undertakes to fix a disability, and to say that a 
poreon who holds the effice of a judge in that 

tate shall not be eligible, on that account, to be 
elected a United States Senator. I have shown 
that the Constitution of the United States itself 
has affixed some disabilities by declaring that no 
man shall be a Senator who holds any office 
under the United States. That is a disability. 

Mr. FOOT. Let me ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan if that is a disability as to 
the election? Does it go to the eligibility of a 
party, or only to the fact of his holding two offices 
at once? 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, the language of 
the Constitution in that respect determines itself 
by declaring that he shail not bea member while he 
holds the office; and it is competent, undoubtedly, 
in that case to resign the office. Thereisno question 
about that. I do not use the illustration for that 
purpose, as the honorable Senator from Vermont 
will see. I only use it to prove that there may 
le constitutional disabilities outside of the clause 
prescribing certain qualifications. 

I confess, sir, that the little consultation which 
I have had on this subject has served to convince 
me that the first impression on the mind of almost 
; every man is in favor of the right of the sitting 
member to his seat. To show how such impres- 
gions are obtained, let me read from a letter of 
Mr. Jefferson, in reply to one from Mr. Cabell, 
upon the question of whether the States can affix 
other qualifications or disqualifications to a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives? What 
docs he say? I will not read the whole of the 
letter, but I will read a portion of it: 

« You ask my opinion on the question, whether the 
States can add any qualifications to those which the Con- 
stitution has prescribed for their members of Congress ? Tt 
is a question ł had never before reflected on; yet had taken 
up an off-hand opinion, agrecing with your first, that they 
could not; that to add new qualifications to those of the 
Constitution would be as much an alteration as fo detract 
from them. And so | think the House of Representatives 
of Congress decided“in some case—! believe that of a mem- 
ber from Baltimore. But your letter having induced meto 
| look iato the Constitution, and to consider the question a 
i little, I am again in your predicament, of doubting the cor- 
4 reetness of my first opinion. Had the Constitution been 
| silent, nobody can doubt but that the right to prescribe all 
£ the qualifications and disqualifications of those they would 


If || 


sénd to représent them, would have belonged to the State. 
So also the Constitution might have'prescribéd the whole, 
and: excluded all others... It séems to have prefered the 
i middle way. {t bas exercised the power in part, by declar- 
ing some disqualifications, to wit, those ‘of not being twen- 
ty-five years of age, of not having been a citizen seven 
years, and of not being an inhabitant of the State at dre 


| time of election. But it does not declare, itself, that the 


member shall not be a lunatic, a pauper, a conyict of trea= 
son, of murder, of felony, or other infamous crime, or non- 
resident of his district.’” oe 
| Senators will remember that the language of the 
| Constitution in respect to residence is the samé 
both as to Senators and Representatives. The 
provision simply is, that they shall be inhabitants 
of the State. Mr. Jefferson continues: 

“Nor does it prohibit to the State the power of declaring 
these or any other disqualifications which its particular cir- 
cumstances may call for; and these may be different in dif 
ferent States. Ofcourse, then, by the tenth amendment, 
the power is reserved to the State. If, wherever. the Con- 
stitution assumes a single power out of many which belong 
to the same subject, we should consider it as assuming the: 
whole, it would vest the General Government with a masa 
of powers never contempiated. On the contrary, the as- 
sumption of particular powers seems an exclusion of all 
not assumed. This reasoning appears to me to be sound ; 
| but on so recent a change of view, caution requires us not 
to be too confident, and that we admit this to be one ofthe 
doubtful questions on which honest men may differ with 
the purest motives; and the more readily, as we find we 
have differed from ourselves on it.” 


Mr. Cabell’s letter to him had stated his first 
impression to be that the States did not possess 
this power; but on more mature examination he 
came to a different conclusion. Mr. Jefferson re- 
plies by saying that he had at -first entertained 
the same conclusion as that originally arrived at 
by Mr. Cabell; but on more mature considera- 
tion he had come to the conclusions which I have 
just read. Now, it is not strange that men of the 
present day, at the first blush of this question, 
should entertain the opinion that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States assumed to cover the 
whole ground, and, having so assumed, nothing 

could be subtracted or added. But such, I ap- 
i prehend, will be found not to be the case. I think 
it will be found that Mr. Jefferson is correct when 
he says that the Constitution seems to have 
lire the middle way, to have described some 
qualifications and some dis ualifications, and to 
have left to the States the describine and fixing 
of others. — - 

I beg the indulgence of the Senate while I refer 
to Mr. Justice Story’s comments on this letter; 
and I must of course preface what I have to say 
of his declaration, by stating that I have the 
most profound respect for his authority. It is 
not a little remarkable that Mr. Justice Story, in 
commenting on this letter, should say unqualifi- 
edly that Mr. Jefferson was mistaken in that part 
of the letter in which he said that, by the tenth 
amendment, power was reserved to the States in 
this particular. Why? Because Mr. Justice 
Story says there was nothing to be reserved: it 
is only by the erection of the Constitution of the 
United States that the power arises; and,in the 
absence of the framing of the Constitution of the 
United States, there would be nothing to reserve. 
Is that so? Take the very case before us. Prior 
to the Constitution of the United States, did not 
cach State in the Union hold the sole power to 
inflict disabilities on its judges? Will anybody 
deny that? Will anybody deny to-day that the 
constitution of the Slate of Illinois is not of full 
force in regard to every State office?) Why, sir, 
| it will not be questioned for a moment. Then, 1 
say, With great respect for the learned commen- 
tator—and I certainly would not say it other- 
| wise—that it seems to me that in this regard he 
fell into a slight crror, and that Mr, Jefferson 
was not mistaken. Of course he did not under- 
take to define all the qualifications or disqualifi- 
cations, but he said that some of them belonged 
to the States by the express power reserved. In 
this opinion, | submit, he was correct. 

Now, Mr. President, unless the Senate of the 
United States shall afford relief to the State of 
i Illinois in this case—if she be entitled to that 
relicf—she is entirely remediless. This body is 
the only power on earth which can decide so as to 
enforce her constitution in this respect. There 
is no authority under the constitution of the 
| State to enforee it. If the people of that State 
shall be of opinion that the members of the Legis- 
lature have violated their constitution, and have 
thus forfeited all right to future respect from them, 
it still docs not affect this election. They have 
| voted for this person; he lias taken his seat; he 
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is beyond the ‘reach. of the State authorities; 
and. the Constitution of the United States having 
given this body: the sole power to determine the 
juestion, if they determine it against the State— 
hough erroneously—there is no remedy. -This 
consideration, I think, ought to throw over this 
éase additional importance. The State of Ilinois, 
like’ the State in which I reside, has sought to 
protect itself by every means in its power; and to 
effect that.object has declared that all votes given 
fora judicial officer for dny other ofice, whether 
by the people or the Legislature, shall be void. 
=I think the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puen] who 
addressed us yesterday made a very strong ar- 
aament on that branch of the inquiry discrim- 
inating between eligibility and election. The 
Constitution of the United States declares that 
the State Legislatures shall elect the Senators; 
and, in the absence of any legislation by Congress, 
the State authorities shall prescribe the time and 
manner and place of élection. I do not mean to 
say that, in my judgment, itis clear that under 
the term ‘‘ manner of election,” the State may 
declare votes given for a certain individual to be 
void; but Ido undertake to say that it is not clear 
that they cannot so declare. They have power to 
prescribe the *“manner ” of election. They may 
declare whether it shall be viva voce or by ballot. 
They may declare whether it shall be by the Le- 
gislature in joint convention, or by a vote of the 
separate Houses. If they see fit to declare that 
votes given for a person who has been pronounced 
uilty of bribery, and has been thus by their own 
iy rendered ineligible to an office, shall be null 
and void, I do not think it is clear that that isa 
power which they do not hold under the Consti- 
tution. But, sir, that branch of the argument has 
been so well stated by the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, that I do not intend to enlarge it. 


I come now to consider the provision of the | 


constitution of Illinois itself; and I must confess 
that it was with some surprise that I heard it in- 
sisted that if vitality were to be permitted in the 
constitution of the State of Illinois in this respect, 
still the sitting member would not be reached by 
its provisions.. The honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky argued that, having resigned his office, and 
that resignation having been more than a year 


rior to the time of his election, he was not af- | 


ected by the constitution of Illinois. Why, sir, 
that construction would do away with the entire 
provision. If the construction for which he con- 
tends, that ‘during the term for which he was 
elected,” means “ during the term for which he 
shall hold the ofice,” be correct, what becomes 
of the additional provision ‘and one year there- 
after??? . Fle may resign in a day, and having 
resigned, relieve himeclf from a disability fixed 
by the constitution of the State of Illinois. I sub- 
mit, that it is not possible for the English lan- 
punge to be made plainer than the constitution of 
llinois is, to describe that an individual elected 
to.a judicial office is thereby rendered ineligible 
to any other office during the whole legal term 


of his office, and for one year after the expira- | 


tion of that term, whether that term be five years 
or ten years, and that he cannot, by resigning, 
escape its effect. 


My view of this question, and of our duties as | 


Senators, is simply this: We are made by the 


Constitution of the United States the judges of | 
the qualifications of our members, and when we | 
act upon a subject of that character, we act in | 


the capacity of judges. Entertaining that view, 
I desire to say no more than I would say sitting 
asa judge upon the bench, giving my views of 
the law of a case; I desire to say only as much 


as is necessary to make the judgment which I | 


shall render by my vote clearly and distinctly 
understood. J think I have done this. To rc- 
capitulate for a moment, I think I have proved 
that the first clause of the Constitution of the 
United States which I read does not fix, and 
does not assume to fix, all the qualifications or 
disqualifications of a Senator of the United States; 
I think I have proved this by reading other dis- 
qualifications contained in the instrument itself, 
and not named in that first clause. I think I 


have proved it by reading the power of the Senate | 


to. pass a judgment in cases of impeachment, 
which shall affix a disqualification, and a dis- 
ualification that never existed before. I think 
have proved it from the acts of Congress which 


have never been questioned, fixing by the judg- | 


l 
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ment..of a judicial tribunal a disqualification to 
hold the office. If I have succeeded thus far, I 
have shown that (the Constitution of the United 
States not assuming to fix all the qualifications or 
disqualifications) the right does exist in the States 
respectively to attach such as they deem proper. 
It is not necessary, I apprehend, to say one 
word in respect to the wisdom of the clause in 
the constitution of Illinois, if we yield the ques- 
tion of power. The purity of the judiciary of 
the country is so indispensable to the preserva- 
tion of our. rights and the preservation of our 
own personal safety, that the highest respect to 
the action of the people of the States must be, and 
I think will be, rendered by every Senator who 
shall come to the consideration of this question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, it was my 
intention not to speak on this subject until near 
the close of the debate; but friends have told me 
that as I was the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, it was expected thatI should at 
least state the views entertained by some portion 
of the committee, before other members formed 
a definite opinion on the subject. Other friends 
have expressed some surprise at the opinions im- 
puted to me on the question, because they seemed 
to suppose that I was so far committed to the 
State-rights school, in construing the Constitution 
of the United States, that I was to be bound by 
certain doctrines of mere import, which others 
assume as resulting from the rights of the States. 

My honorable friend from Ohio, my colleague 
on the committee, [Mr. Puen,] and the gentleman 
who hag just spoken, [Mr. Srvarr,] I think, 
have presented this subject in as strong a point 
of view as it is capable of being presented in 
opposition to the resolution of my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen.] Perhaps it would 
be as well for me at once to mect the issue which 
they have fairly made— yes, sir, ably made, 
strongly made, and made in a manner calculated 
to produce a suspension of opinion in the minds 
of many men. When I say this, I am paying 
them no ordinary compliment. 

This subject was discussed in the Committee 
on the Judiciary on three different occasions, and 
it was scarchingly discussed. Several of the 
members on that committee I may say, without 
mentioning their names, changed their opinions 
more than once, I retain the opinion which I 
originally formed, and I will give 1t to the Senate. 

Members of a State Legislature occupy a double 
relation. They become, in some respects, con- 
stituents of the Federal Government, so far as 
their agency may be employed in electing Sena- 
tors to the Congress of the United States under 
the Federal Constitution. They occupy a differ- 
ent relation altogether to their own constituents, 
the people who elected them. When they leave 
their homes, under the primary election of the 
people, they occupy and are invested with very 
different authority from that which devolves upon 
them after they go into the Legislature and take 
the oath of office. Perhaps I may resort some- 
what to my professional mode of solving this 
question, by bringing up the pleadings on the 
subject. IJ will state the parties thus: Mr. Ander- 
son, from Washington county, we will suppose, is 
elected a member of the Legislature ef Hlinois, 
and he goes into the Legislature. The first thing 
that is done towards an organization of the Ti- 
nois Legislature is to swear Mr. Anderson into 
office. What is his oath of office? It is substan- 
tially this: “I solemnly swear that I will support 
the constitution of Ulinois and the Constitution 
of the United States.” Well, sir, having been 
sworn into office, he has had duties devolved upon 
him which were not devolved upon him before; 
and he occupies the double relation of being the 
representative of his own constituents, so far as 
their home interests are concerned, and also of 
being one of the agents contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States to make a Senator 
of the United States. 

Now, let us suppose that a message is sent 
from the House of Representatives to the Senate 
of Illinois or from the Senate to the House of 
Representatives, to go into the election of a Sen- 
ator of the United States on the gucceeding Mon- 
day. Who are the candidates? Mr. Trumbull 
isone. Mr. Anderson, representing Washington 
county in the Legislature, is told, ‘Here is an 
inhibition in your constitution, which you have 
sworn to support, against Mr. Trumbull being 


eligible to an election. to the Senate of the United 
States.” “ ‘Very well,” replies Mr. Anderson; 
‘that looks like an inhibition which might control 
| me, but what are the functions which have been 

devolved upon me by the position which I occupy. 
now in relation to that election??’ He institutes 
the inquiry, and he finds that he is not to look 
alone to. the constitution of Illinois for his in- 
structions or for information as to his duty on 
that subject, but is to take the Constitution of the 
United States and is to look to that, and see how 
| far he is to be controlled by its paramount author- 
ity in the duty which he is about to discharge. ` 
Suppose, then, that he comes to the conclusion— 
| I confess it is the conclusion at which I have 
| arrived—that the Constitution of the United 
| States prescribes the qualifications of a Senator 
of the United States—qualifications which can- 
not be controlled or modified by the constitution 
of aState. The gentleman whom I have repre- 
sented is one of the parties on the record, and 
the question is, is he correct in coming to this 
conclusion? I maintain that he is. 

Mr. President, this was originally contemplated 
as a confederacy of republics. It has, to be sure, 
had the infusion of what is called democracy; but 
it was intended to be a confederacy of republics; 
and when the people of the United States, through 
their organized republics—for each State is a 
republic—undertook to be parties to this Federal 
compact, they intended to be bound in honor by 
the compact which they formed. When they, as 
sovereign States, adopted the Constitution of the 
United States, they delegated to that Constitution 
exclusively the power to prescribe the qualifica- 
tions of Senators. That is my opinion. 

My friend from Michigan [Mr. Sruarrt] has 
undertaken to say that this view is opposed by 
two positions which he has taken. Now, sir, the 
very views which he has taken are those which 
fortify me. He says that the power of impeach- 
ment is given to Congress; and that the Senate, 
in pronouncing judgment in a case of impeach- 
ment, may pronounce a judgmentof disfranchise- 
ment; and he read to us a provision of the Con- 
stitution authorizing Congress to pass a law by 
which a person thus disfranchised might be con- 
victed in the ordinary courts of law. Mark, sir, 
that power was given just as effectually as the 
other. The States parted with it. The States said 
to the General Government, ‘ You shall bave the 
power to disfranchise any man impeached before 
you, as far as the constitutional provisions on 
that matter go;’’ and they gave Congress power 
i to pass a law on the subject. That law I should 
maintain to this day. 

The Senator from Michigan also read to usa 
provision of the Constitution of the United States, 
declaring that no person shall occupy a seat in 
cither House of Congress while he holds any 
office under the United States. ‘That power was 
also conferred. Then, it seems to me that itis 
| begging the question to tell us that in the Consti- 
į tution of the United States there are other pro- 
visions which regulate senatorial qualifications 
| besides the clause which has been so frequently 
alluded to in this debate, and that, therefore, 
there may be other qualifications than those pre- 
scribed in this clause—namely, nine years’ citizen- 
ship, thirty years of age, and residence. [regard 
the language of this clause of the Constitution as 
a full and entire expression of constitutional will, 
and as the concurrent will of parties to a deliber- 
ate compact, and as coming within the law maxim 
—expressio unius, exclusio alterius. Why, sir, if 
i there are other powers in the Constitution regu- 
lating the subject, those powers were justas much 
conferred by the States as the power for which 
I am contending. They were given; and if they 
were parted with in good faith, I say that any 
man who was a representative in the Illinois 
Legislature, bound under his oath to make an 
election of Scnator, was not dissolved from his 
; relations to the Federal Constitution by the State 
; which committed it to him; but the very State 
; which committed it to him, as a party under the 
Federal compact, required him to discharge duties 
both to the Federal compact and to his own State. 

Then, sir, I say that the argument which is 
relied on with so much confidence by the Senator 
ifrom Michigan, and which seems to have had 
some influence with others, is the very argument 
with which I started out—that the powers parted 
with by the States were irrevocably parted. with, 


exists under the Constitution. 
the exercise of the power, in this case, were the 
members of the Legislature, who were called 


upon to choose a Senator. It was committed to 
them; and when they had to decide whether they 
would be controlled by the inhibition of their 
own State constitution, or whether they were 
bound by the prescriptions of the Federal Con- 
stitution, there could be but one decision, accord- 
ing to the view which I entertain. 

Sir, it must be so. I am not so fara State- 
rights man as absolutely to forget the honor, and 
the justice, and the fair understanding of com- 
pacts. My opinion is, that when the States parted 
with this power, by giving to the Constitution 
of the United States authority over the subject, 
it was decided that the Constitution itself should 
prescribe the qualifications of Senators, and that 
no State should afterwards have any jurisdiction 
over the subject. If it were not so, as has been 
stated by the honorable Scnator from Kentucky, 
what confusion must follow! Ido not know what 
confusion might not follow. Suppose, sir, that 
in some States fanciful, theoretical notions should 
obtain—those ethereal notions of speculative, po- 
litical philosophy, which seem to have become 
common in some quarters—and it should be pro- 
vided in a State constitution that no man should 
be eligible to the Senate of the United States un- 
less he was aman of good character. Supposea 
Senator came hereand took his seat, wond it be 
incumbent on ustodetermine the question whether 
he was a man of good character or not? 

Sir, if we admit such a power in the States, it 
will lead to a confusion that would positively 
break down all the barriers which give us protec- 
tion. Every State may have a right to say that 
no one shall be eligible to office within that State 
unless he is a Catholic, or unless he is a Protest- 
ant, or unless he is a Unitarian. They havea 
right to prescribe all these qualifications in their 
own State by theirconstitution; but they have no 
right to make such a prescription so as to affect 
the Federal councils. Suppose a State were to say 
that a Catholic should not be eligible to a seat in 
the Senate of the United States, and a Senator 
should be elected by them who should turn out 
to be a Catholic. Certainly, he could not be ex- 
eluded on that ground. 

Mr. PUGH. Permit me to inform the Senator 
that the Constitution of the United States forbids 
any eueh thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was using it as an illustra- 
tion. 

Mr. YULEE. The Constitution prohibits 
Congress from making a religious test. That 
prohibition does not extend to the States. 


Mr. BUTLER. The States are not prohibited | 


from making such a test; but I necd not com- 
ment on that. F referred to the matter only as 
an illustration. I shall deal fairly with the argu- 
ment of my friend from Ohio, for I regret very 
much to differ from him. 

It has been asked suggestively, (and very 
strongly,) what should be done in a case where 
one State, by way of insulting the Scnate of the 
United States, should send here a convict reeking 
with crime from a prison. If such a man were to 
come here and present himself, bringing the very 
vestments of crime with him, absolutely tainting 
the-atmosphere through which he walked; would 

ou allow him to take his seat when he brought 
before you the evidence of the fact that he had been 
for nine years a citizen of the United States, and 


was thirty years of age, and was an inhabitant |; 
of the State for which he was chosen? I say no; ; 


because I resort to another article of the Consti- 


tution to protect the Senate—the clause allowing | 


it to expel a member. I would expel him at 
once. entlemen may ask, how expel him? 
Would you give him a seat and then turn him 


‘out? No, sir; if aman comes to my door, who | 


I think is a scoundrel, I will kick him away at 
once, and not allow him to come in and then kick 
him out. A refinement of forms might be ob- 
served by some, but I do not think I should ob- 
serve them in such a case. i 

Mr. President, L have attempted briefly to pre- 
sent my views. | 
question elaborately. My opinion is decidedly 
that the States have parted with the power to pre- 
scribe the qualifications of a Senator of the Uni- 
ted States; that they did not reserve any such 


I do not intend to go into the ; 
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| care of themselves. 


| in the case of 
i election case which arose in Maryland many years | 


power; and that all the cases quoted by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan are exactly in the same con- 
dition. Having said thusmuch, I mustgo further, 
and remark that'l differ with my honorable friend 
from Kentucky on another branch of his argu- 
ment—I refer to that portion of it in which he 
spoke of the relation of thè present Senator to 
the people of Mlinois. That is a very different 

uestion from the question of power involved in 
this case. I hold that it is clear from the language 
of the constitution of Hlinois that he had no right 
to accept an office of the State of Illinois after 
he became a judge until his term of nine years 
expired and until the lapse of one year thercaftq. 
He was in that respect in the same situation In 
which we are placed by the Constitution of the 
United States. Neither you, sir, nor I, nor any 
of us, would have aright to accept an office under 
the Federal Government the emoluments of which | 
had been increased or which had been created 
during our term. If the salary of the Chief 
Justice of the United States were increased to 
$20,000 to-morrow, my friend from Kentucky, | 
who is alawyer, could not be the Chief Justice; 
and the same prohibition would apply to ever 
member of the Congress which increased the sal- 
ary. The Senator from Mlinois having accepted 
the office of judge of that State for nine years, was | 
not capable of holding any other office of the State 
of Ilinois during that time and for one year after- 
wards. He could not terminate his disability by 
a resignation, ‘That is clearly my opinion. 

The only ground taken in the committee which 
had an influence on me was, that when the mem- 
bers of the Legislature assembled, they did so 
under an implication to their constituents that 
they would respect their own constitution; and 
would select no one to be a Senator unless he was 
outside the inhibitions of their own constitution. 
It may be that a member might innocently go | 
there and find himself deceived; or it may be 
that the people have been deluded, deceived, or 
defrauded by having one of their members vote 
contrary to the implications of the trust. That 
is nothing tome. Lam not here as a guardian to 
take care of Illinois. Let them take care of them- 
selves. Jam a State-rights man that far. Tam 
not willing to be the guardian of every State | 
whose people are deceived or whose constitution 
is disregarded by thcir own representatives. If 
they cannot take carc of themselves, they shall 
not be my wards in chancery. Iam not going to 
take guardianship over them. Let them take 


In my position on this question, I am sustained | 
by the authority of the House of Representatives 
cCreery and Barney, a contested- ; 


ago. I think it is impossible for any one to read | 
the history of that’case without coming to the 
conclusion that this question was then decided by 
the House of Representatives, Mr. Randolph 
then took the ground which my honorable friend 
from Ohio has taken in this case. He did not 
maintain it with the ability and elaboration of 
my friend from Ohio, but he suggested it; and you 
know, sir, that the man who first goes through | 
the forest, and with his hatchet cuts down the 
trees, is entitled to pretty nearly as much credit | 
as he who follows in his tracks. Mr. Randolph | 
took the broad ground that the States had the 
power to superadd to the quilfeatione required 
by the Constitution of the nited States, and he 
sustained his position in his usual luminous man- | 
ner. The whole current of the debate, however, į 
was against him. | 

But, sir, I do not take as conclusive the author- | 
ity of any man on subjects of this kind, where | 
my reason is to be consulted, and I am to be sub- | 
jected to its dominion. I would much rather 
iake the decision of a deliberate body having 
jurisdiction over such a subject, than the obiler 
dictum or the ipse dixit of any man. The case of 
McCreery will be found in the volume of Con- 
tested Elections; and whoever will read the report 
made in that case—a report made by respectable 
men of all parties, for it did not assume a political 
character—will see that the report is explicit and | 
unqualified, and very nearly in these terms: that | 
the States having parted with the power of pre- 
scribing the qualifications of Senators and Rep- | 
resentatives in Congress, cannot resume it; nor | 
can the States vary, qualify, orin anywise change | 


! those qualifications. That report, as l have said, | 
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was not one of a political character; though’ Mr. 
Jefferson was then in power, and: it was made 
up by a republican committee. But in order to 
accommodate some gentlemen—and I believe, 
indeed, very much to accommodate ‘Mr. Ran- 
dolph—the decision finally appears to have gone 
off on another issue. `I suppose the: truth was 
that, knowing what the decision would be, it was 
intended to ease them off—to let them down'a 
little. The whole reasoning of the speakers in 
that debate, and the import of the report, is so 
clear, that it commanded my respect as an aù- 
thority. i 

I have read the letter of Mr. Jefferson; which 
was quoted by my friend from Michigan, and I 
have read the Commentaries of Mr. Justice Story 
on this point. If it is to become a contest between 
Mr. Jeffersonand Mr. Justice Story, as a general 
principle 1 should take Mr. Jefferson’s views of 
the subject; but, sir, we are not to take, as any 
man’s judgment, an epistolary expression of 
opinion, in comparison with one who is appealing 
to the tribunal of the world for the judgment 
which he forms. Mr. Justice Story does not 
state the general principle that the States parted. 
with all power, but he says that, pro hac vice, so 
far as regards the qualifications of members of 
Congress either in the House of Representatives 
or in the Senate, the States had parted with all 
power. Hedoes not say that they parted with 
every power when they made the Federal Con- | 
stitution. That would be an absurdity such as I 
would not impute to Mr. Justice Story, and such 
as is not the fact. His remarks are confined to 
this particular power. 

Sir, I should have been perfectly willing to 
hear and decide this case according to the lights 
which might be shed by others on the subject, 
and I do not say now that I shall not change my 
opinion, for I have seen others change theirs three 
times in the committee room. At present I have 
given you seriously the impressions of my mind, 
and I regret to differ from the Diomed of the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Puen, 

Mr. TOUCEY. think, Mr. President, that 
the doubt which is thrown over this subject 
ariscs from not observing where is the grant of 
power. Where is the power granted to elect a 

enator of the United States? Is it granted by 
the State constitution, or is it granted by the 
Constitution of the United States? How is this 
Government constituted? How is this body con- 
stituted? Is not the grant to be found in the 
Constitution of the United States exclusively, 
and without any aid from any other constitu- 
tion? 

The first clause in the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States provides that ‘ all legislative powers 
herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and 
House of Representatives;’’ and another clause 
in the Constitution provides that ‘the Senate of 
the United States shall be composed of two Sen- 
ators from each State, chosen by the Legislature 
thereof.” This is the grant of power, and the 
only grant of power by which a Senator can be 
chosen. Will any gentleman say that it isin the 
power of the people of a State, while remaining 
in the Union, to withhold from its Legislature 
the power to elect a Senator? If a clause were 
embodied in the constitution of a State, attempt- 
ing to withhold that power, under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, unless the State went 
out of the Union, that clause would be void; be- 
cause the power is derived from the people of the 
State by the channel of the Constitution of the 
United States. Every State has made the grant; 
every State has concurred in the instrument; and 
therefore it is that, through the channel of the 
Constitution of the United States, the people of 
every State in their sovereign capacity have made 
a grant of power by which this body exists; arid 
when the grant was made it was in the nature of 
a compact between the States. No State can 
diminish the integral power thus granted; no 
State can withhold: any part of it; no State can 
withdraw the least particle of it; and for the sim- 
plereas, on that the people of the State, before they 
formed their State constitution, granted to this 
Government the power, which they attempt to 
withhold. That power is, that this body shall 
consist “ of two Senators from each State, chosen 
by,the Legislature thereof.” >o 

It seems to me that the proposition 1s meontro- 
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ible, that the. power of the Legislature to elect 

a Senator. is’ granted. by. the Constitution of the 
‘United States; and. if so, it is very obvious that 
the power cannot be withdrawn , cannot be dimin- 
ished, cannot be modified, by State authority. 
Whatis the power? It is the power of choosing 
a. Senator, provided the, person chosen does not 
fajl within any of the disqualifications of the Con- 
stitution—not only. those embraced in the same 
clause which has been referred to, butin any other 
‘part of the Constitution. 

-Then how does the question stand? The sit- 
ting member has been chosen by the Legislature 
ef Hlinois, under the power. granted to that Le- 
gislature by the Constitution of the United States. 

There is nothing in the Federal Constitution 
rhich disqualifies him from receiving an election 
rom that. Legislature. The Legislature of. Mi- 
nois did not derive the power to elect him from į 

the constitution of the State, but from the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and when the fact 
exists. that there is a Legislature, the power to 

‘choose a Senator follows of course. The power 

was in the Legislature, and could not be taken 
away by.the people of the State. The grant is 
made through the channel of the Constitution of 
the, United States. It is a grant by the people 
of Minois as much as by any of the thirteen 
original States; When that power has been 
granted, the question is, does it remain in the 
eople of the State of Ilinois to withhold it, or 
limit it, or restrict it; or is the grant to remainas 
it stands in the instrument in which that grant 
was made? It is tomy mind clear that, when 
the people of Illinois adopted their State constitu- 
tion, they had no power to take away from their 
own Legislature the power conferred on that Le- 
gislature by the Constitution of the United States. 

The fact oxisting, the power exists; and they 
have exercised it by electing a Senator from 
Illinois who is not within any of the prohibitions 
or limitations of the Constitution. You have, 
then, the fact, that there is a Legislature and that 
the Legislature has chosen the Senator. If he is 
chosen, the Constitution of the United States 
says. he is entitled to his scat. 

i admit, sir, that this subject has been long | 
under the consideration of the Committee on the 
Judiciary: it has been much discussed ; but it | 
seems to me, after listening to all that has been 
said on the one side and on the other, that the 
whole subject comes back to the question which 
I have stated. Ifthe power is derived from the 
constitution of the State, the claimantis not enti- | 
tled to his seat, because the State has not granted 
to its Legislature, in its own constitution, the 

ower, to elect him as a Senator. That is clear ; 

ut if you look beyond that constitution, and ex- | 
amine the Constitution. of the United States, 
(which confers on the Legislature of every State 
—provided a Legislature in fact exists—the same 
identical power in every one of the thirty-one 
States to choose a Senator, and if that power has 
been exercised in this case,) you find that by vir- | 
tue of its provisions he isin his scat independ- : 
ently of the constitution of the State of Illinois. 
The constitution of Hlinois is entirely immaterial, | 
except for one purpose only, that is, to create a; 
Legislature ; and when the Legislature is created, | 
the Constitution of the United States applies to | 
the fact of there being a Legislature, and confers : 
this "power. What is the power? It is to elect |} 
any man who is not within the prohibitions of į 
the Constitution of the United States. The re- |} 
strictions are that he shall be an inhabitant of the | 
State; that he shall have been nine years a citi- | 
zen of the United States ; that he shall be of the 

age of thirty years. A man having these qual- i 
Ulcations, who has been chosen by the Legislature | 
of Iilinois, unless he falls within some other clause | 
creating a disability, is necessarily, by the opera- | 
tion of the power conferred by the Constitution on 
the Legislature of Illinois, a Senator entitled to | 
his seat. i 

Sir, I have no control over the conclusions of | 
my own mind. Tam nct able to resist the con- 
clusion which I have stated. The premises which 
exist, and which are incontrovertible, bring my 
mind inevitably to that conclusion. On the other 
hand, if you admit that a State has power toi 
resume this grant, or to modify it, or any part of į 


F 


it, where are you? Suppose a State, by its con- | 
stitution, should undertake to disqualify any class || 
of citizens care not what class, whether it be! 


convicts in the State prison, or Catholics, or Pro- 
testants, or any class whatever—the moment.you 
admit. the power of disqualification it is without 
any limit whatever. Under this construction, if 
a popular doctrine should prevail, that Senators 
should be chosen by the people, it would be com- 
petent for a State Legislature to say, that no man 
should be chosen a Senator by the Legislature, 
unless he had first received the votes of the people, 
and unless he had been nominated to the Legis- 
lature by a majority of the people, and that votes 
cast for any such candidate should be utterly void. 
There is no stopping-point, sir. Hf the power of 
disqualification exists in the States, it may be 
exercised. If it is exercised for one purpose, it 
may be for another. If you can qualify this grant 
of power in the constitution, you can go to the 
extent of taking it away almost entirely; but if 
you take it away entirely, the State goes out of 
the Union. 

Sir, I do not, upon a full examination of the 
subject, entertain any doubt that I have given 
the true construction to the authority granted to 
the Legislature of Illinois, by the Constitution 
of the United States. As to the exercise of the 
power in this case, I have nothing to say. The 
State is sovereign. The Legislature has a right 
under the Constitution to exercise this power. 
They exercise it according to the discretion of a 
sovereign State. It is not for us to question it. 

I do not intend to go into the consideration of 
the other questions which have been raised. 1 
do not think there is much foundation for the 
objection which has been made in the course of 
this debate, that the constitution of Hlinois, pro- 
vided it be valid, does not apply to this case. 
[think it does. I think the language of the con- 


stitution is perfectly clear; and were it not that it 


necessarily comes in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, the Senator from Illi- 
nois would be within the inhibition, for the clause 
in the constitution is ‘*the term for which they are 
elected,’’ not the term for which they shall serve, 
and ‘* one year thereafter.’ But, sir, think the 
provision of the Ilinois constitution is necessa- 
rily in collision with the Constitution of the 
United States, because the grant of power by the 
Constitution of the United States is plenary. It 
is an integral power; and an attempt to limit or 
restrict it necessarily comes in conflict with it. 
That being the case, I think that to this extent 
the authority attempted to be exercised by the 
people of Illinois, in framing their constitution 
in this particular, was not wellexercised, and has 
no foundation. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have a few 
words to say on this subject, but Senators around 
me suggest that we should adjourn. Itis entirely 
immaterial to me whether I go on now or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to interrupt him for a moment? I wish 
to know whether this subject is to be disposed 
of by a continuous debate? I am perfectly willing 
to agree to that. Lintended to deliver some views 
to-morrow on the Kansas message, but I do not 
wish to interpose to the obstruction of debate on 
this subject. I simply wish to know, as far as I 
can ascertain, what is the general wish on that 

oint. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator may 
occupy to-morrow with the remarks he intends 
to ofter on the Kansas message, or we will pro- 
ceed with this subject, as he may prefer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Justas you please. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the Senate 
of the United States has not only power, but ex- 
clusive power, to determine upon the qualifications 
of its members. The Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, 
of Illinois, presents himself in the Senate with | 
credentials, and claims a seat as a member of this 
body. We are sitting judicially to ascertain 
whether those credentials show that he has been 
duly elected a member of this body, and, if the 
credentials are sufficient, whether there is, outside 
of them, any fact which disqualifies him for being 
amember of the Senate. 

The credentials are in due form. 


They set 


| forth the fact that Mr. Trumsutz was chosen by 


the Legislature of the State of Illinois to be a 
Senator of the United States. Who shall choose 
Senators in Congress? The Legislatures of the 
States—nobody else—nobody united with them—— 
nobody coming after them—nobody going be- 


fore them—nobody interfering with them. The į 


Legislature of the State of Ilinois alone have the 
power to choose.a Senator from that State. That 
power is unlimited, unbounded, unconfined, ex- 
cept by certain provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States, which declare that they shall 
not choose a man who is not thirty years old, 
who has not been a citizen of the Unieds States for 
nine years, and who is not. an inhabitant of the 
State. That is all. It does not appear that Mr. 
Troumpo.y is less than thirty years. old; it is 
not alleged that he has not been nine years a cit- 
izen of the United States; it is not claimed that 
he is not an inhabitant of the State of Illinois. 

What, then, is alleged against him? It is al- 
leged that once in his lifetime he has been a judge 
of the State of Illinois. What has. that to do 
with the question? The Legislature of the State of 
Illinois, having absolute discretion, had aright to 
say that the judges of Illinois were unfit to be Sen- 
ators; and if they had thought so in this case, they 
would not have sent a judge here, or one who 
had ever been a judge. “But that is all the Legis- 
lature had the power todo. They must elect 
somebody, and if they want to exclude a judges 
they must decide that against him in the act 
of election, and not otherwise. Every one will 
see that if the Legislature of Illinois, instead of 
electing a Senator, had passed a law that a man 
who was ajudge should not be a Senator, the 
law would be invalid, because that would be no 
way of. performing the duties assigned to them; 
for the Constitution of the United States em- 
powers them to do nothing in that. respect but 
choose the Senator. Whatever considerations of 
policy, of or duty, or of justice, or of morality, 
or of wisdom, may operate upon them, are to 
have their effect when they come to the act of 
electing a Senator—not before—not afterwards. 
It would be preposterous to say that, after they 
have elected to be a Senator in Congress a gen- 
tleman who had been a judge, they would have 
power, by law, to say that, notwithstanding his 
election, he should not be a Senator, because 
they had found out that he had once been a judge. 
It is equally absurd, it seems to me, to say that 
they have the power, independent of any par- 
ticular election, when there is no election to be 
held, to pass a law that no person who was a 
judge shall be elected a Senator by the Legisla~ 
ture. They have power to speak and act only as 
electors in the transaction of choosing a Senator. 
Certainly this is all the power the Legislature has. 

But, sir, the Legislature of Tlinois have not 
raised this objection. They have not disqualified 
the Senator; but still the charge is made that he 
is disqualified by the act of another body. What 
body is that? It is a convention of the people of 
the State of Illinois, which wag held in 1847. 
That particular body nine years ago passed a law, 
or made an ordinance, declaring that the Legisla- 
ture should not elect a man who was a judge, or 
who had been a judge within a certain period. 
What body was that? It was a political body, 
a State body, a local body, a body unknown to 
the Constitution of the United States, a body 
never heard of in the Constitution of the United 
States, and unknown in the organization of the 
Government of the United States. Where did 
they get their power to pass this edict and fix 
the qualifications of a Senator in Congress ? 
There is only one place where they could get 
it, and that is in the Constitution of the United 
States. That Constitution, however, has not said 
that conventions, held by people in the States, 
shall elect Senators in Congress. It hag not said 
that they shall control, or direct, or authorize, or 
interfere in any way with the Legislature. On 
thecontrary, the Constitution of the United States 
raises the Legislature of the State of Illinois, for 
this particular purpose, out of the sovereignty of 
the State of Illinois, above the sovereignty of the 
people themselves—separates it, makes. it an en- 
tirely independent body for this special. purpose, 
and secures the action of the Legislature free 
from the control of the people of the State, and 
of course beyond the control of any convention 
or assembly of the people of the State. 

This political body—the convention—is notonly 
not recognized by the Constitution of the United 
States, from whence all power for the election of 
a Senator in Congress proceeds, but the Legisla- 
ture, and the Legislature alone, under the Consti- 
tution, are invested, not merely with the power 
to choose, but with the exclusive power of 
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determining certain incidents in regard to the con- 
duct of the choice—the transaction of making a 
choice. Whatarethey? Somebody in the State 
is allowed by the ‘Constitution of the United 
States to direct the time when the electién shall 
be had, subject to revision by the Congress of 
the United States. Who is it that is authorized 
to do this? Not a convention of the people, but 
the Legislature. If, then,a convention of the people 
of the State of Illinois had assumed to fix the time 
for holding an election of Senators, either the act 
would have been inoperative, or would only have 
had effect as an act of ordinary legislation, be- 
cause the convention could not interfere with, or 
control, or direct, or restrain, the action of the 
Legislature itsclf in this particular. 

So also as to the place and as to the manner of 
electing a Senator of the United States. The Con- 
stitution of the United States knows no conven- 
tion in the State. It knows only the legislative 
body for this particular transaction, and it makes 
the action of that body independent entirely of 
any control by the people themselves in regard to 
the place and manner, as well as the time, of the 
election. 

This must necessarily be so, because the Con- 
stitution of the Government of the United States 
is perfect; it is complete; itis nota piece of patch- 
work, made up of different elements, constituted 
by different political bodies, but it is one whole 
and complete institution of itself. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States fixes and determines all 
that can be determined by anybody in regard to 
the organization and constitution of the Senate. 
If this were not so, and we were to adopt a 
different construction, it would never be known, 
and it could never be known, what would be the 
elements or constituent qualifications of the office 
of a Senator in Congress; for it would depend, not 
upon the Constitution of the United States, but 
on the constitution of each of the thirty-one States, 
and as many more States as shall hereafter be 
admitted into the Union. Jt would be subject to 
perpetual alteration and change by the people of 
the several States, acting entirely without concert 
or combination with each other, and tending to 
confusion, disorganization, and distraction. No, 
no, sir! The Constitution of the United States is 
no such feeble, incompetent, wretched contrivance 
as this, 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
yng to the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Is the Senate ready for that question? 

Mr. PUGH. My colleague on the Judiciary 
Committee, the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] desired an opportunity of expressing 
his opinions on this question. He is the only 
member of the committee who, after all this dis- 
cussion, remains of the same opinion with my- 
self. I did expect my learned friend from South 
Carolina to remain firm; but as he has gone over 
to the opposition entirely, I must beg the assist- 
ance of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have never changed my 
opinion. : 

Mr. PUGH. I submit entirely to the pleasure 
of the Senate whether the question shall lie over 
until the Senator from Georgia have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Mr. BUTLER. | think my friend from Ohio 
is mistaken in speaking of my relation to this 
subject. I have been reproached so often for my 
silence, that I thought it proper to speak at last. 
I did say, at first, that I was perfectly willing to 
let the argument go on until the close of the debate, 
but I could not do ite I am perfectly willing, 
however, that the subject shall be postponed 


according to the view expressed by the Senator | 
g P y 


from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Ohio submit a motion? 

Mr. PUGH. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject for the present. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope that motion will 
not prevail, The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Toomns]- left here only a that 
this question was pending—to be absent three 
weeks. Now, is it proper that a gentleman who, 
I think, is as much entitled to a seat here as you 
or I, or any member of this body, should be kept 
in suspense, on account of the absence of a par- 


ticular member, for three or four weeks? There | 


are, at least, four or five members now absent 


who I know, from my communications with them, 


will vote in favor of the right of this gentleman 
to his seat; but I am willing that the question 
shall be taken at once. < 

The Senators from Ohio and South Carolina 
seem to have a little delicacy in speaking of what 
they call the secrets of their committee room. If 
it be a secret atall, E have acquired a knowledge 
of the circumstance to which they allude in such 
a way as to permit me, in accordance with my 
sense of propriety, to state how they were divided. 
In the first place I deny that there is any secrecy 
about it. I have aright to go into any com- 
mittee room of this body at any time when I 
please, and be present during the transaction of 
committee business. I have aright to know the 
opinions of a committee; and it is proper that the 
Senate should know the opinions of the members 
of the Committee on the Judiciary on a question 
like this, for their opinions are calculated to have 
a deserved influence. They may be so divided in 
opinion that they cannot decide the question; but 
it is proper for us to know how they are divided. 
Their names are authority. 

Now, sir, I beg leave to say, that if our friend, 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] were 
here, he would vote that this gentleman is entitled 
to a seat. He told me so the day before hg left, 
and he told me so on previous occasions. He 
probably agrees with the Senator from Ohio on 
the first question, that the States may superadd 
qualifications to those required by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; but he does not believe 
that the constitution of Illinois applies to the 
case of a Senatorelected more than twelve months 
after his resignation of the office of judge. His 
opinion wasexpressed to me, and I talked to him 
freely on it several times. The last conversation 
which I had with him on the subject was on the 
very day wher he last appeared in the Senate 
Chamber. : 

Mr. WELLER. | move to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject until to-morrow. I 
understand that the Senator from Georgia will 
probably not return for two or three weeks. Of 
course it would be great injustice to the claimant 
in this case to postpone the further consideration 
of the question for so long a period as that; but I 
know that some Senators have left the Chamber 
to-day on my declaration that there would be no 
vote taken. Ifthe question should be taken, after 
the expression of that opinion on my part, it 
would of course place me inan unpleasant attitude 
towards them. I move, therefore, that the further 
consideration of the subject be postponed until 
to-morrow, with the understanding that we shall 
then take the vote on it. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to suggest to the Senator 
from California that, as there is another special 
order for to-morrow, we might postpone this until 
the next day. [“ Oh, no!”] I make no objec- 
tion to the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I know of no Senator who 
desires to prolong the discussion; but if such 
shall be the desire of any Senator to-morrow, £ 
should then be willing to make a motion to post- 
pone this subject until the next day, in order that 
the special order which has been assigned for to- 
morrow may then be considered. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend from South Carolina 
thinks I have done him injustice in suggesting 
that, at any time, he agreed in opinion with me 
on this question. I have no disposition to do him 
any injustice, and I will say that { was misled by 
a vote which he gave on a former occasion in 
committee. It seems that he did not consider it 
a test vote, though I did; and, so understanding 
it, I was misled. I did not intend to do him any 
injustice. In reference to the Senator from Geor- 
gia, 1 have only to say that he did vote in com- 
mittee with me on this question, and he told me 
last Friday that he desired to be heard upon it, and 
that he would speak in opposition, as I understood 
him, to the right of Mr. TrumBuLL to continue m 
his seat. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, so far as re- 
gards the proceedings of the committee, I hold 
that no one hasa right to know them. It seems, 
as I have said, that there was a mutation of opin- 
ion in the committee, and I voted with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, on what he and others considered 
a test question, to refer the matter back to the 
Senate; thatis the whole foundation for the state- 
ment. I believe my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Gever] will say that is the only committal] made. 


Mr. GEYER. Yésysiri +<- ES 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘IT did it out-of-a desire toin- 
dulge those gentlemen who wished to bring: the 
case before the Senate.’ TETS 

Mr. WerLeR’s motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curso, their Clerk, announced that thes- 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which then reccived the signature of the President 
pro tempore: 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the names of vessels in certain 
cases; 

An act authorizing the issue of a register. or 
enrollment to the bark Cabargo; and 

An act to change the name of the brig Hibernia 
to Victor of the Wave. 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr, HOUSTON, durihg the morning hour, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested. to 
communicate to the Senate estimates of the amount of pay 
of the grades of captains, commanders, lieutenants, masters, 
passed midshipmen, and midshipmen, respectively, of the 
Navy, prior and subsequent to the pretended execution of 
the “ Act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” February 
98, 1855; and whether the aggregate of pay and the number 
of grades of officers herein specified are the same as allowed 
by the law prior to said act of February 28, 1855. 

Mr. HOUSTON subsequently said: I intro- 
duced a resolution this morning, in which I desire 
to have an alteration made by unanimous consent. 
I desire to have the word “alleged” substituted 
for “ pretended.” Itis thought by some gentle- 
men that unless this change be made, the resolution 
will be objectionable; therefore, I ask the consent 
of the Senate to have the alteration made. 9 

The PRESIDENT. It can be done only by 


| unanimous consent. If there be no objection, the 


change will be made. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I think the com- 
munications of the Secretary of the Navy with 
this body have shown that there is no necessity 
for using in a resolution of inquiry language 
which would convey any reflection upon that ofli- 
cer with regard to the mode in which he has ex- 
ecuted his duties. I should have no objection to 
the resolution if it read in the ordinary way, 
leaving out the word “alleged” or “pretended”? 
The resolution would then read ‘execution of 
the law.” It seems to me that if either word be 
inserted, it might be considered as casting somè 
reflection on the Secretary of the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made to 
the alteration, a motion to reconsideris necessary. 
The question is, therefore, on reconsidering the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe the Chair an- 
nounced that the alteration would be made by 
unanimous consent, and I supposed thatit would. 
be done. Iwill remark, however, to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina that in drafting this 


| resolution I had no intention to cast the least im- 


utalion on the Secretary of the Navy, because 
E entertain for him the highest respect as a gen- 
tleman and an officer. His ability is well known. 
His excellence and purity of character I believe 
are not questioned. I did think, however, that if 
the resolution was not worded in the phraseology 
which I employed, or in similar language, 1t 
would be considered as amounting to at least an 
implied indorsement of the action of the naval 
board; and I do not intend in the slightest degree 
to imply an acquiescence in, or approval of, any- 
thing done by that board. For this reason l 


i inserted the words ‘ pretended exeeution;”? but 


as that language was thought by some. to imply 
erhapsa reflection on the Secretary of the Navy,. 
was willing to substitute the word “ alleged ’” 

for “ pretended,” and I.understood that it was 

done. : i 

I do not wish to have the passage of this reso- 


| lution delayed. I should be very willing to debate 
i the question, 


but I know it would lead to a dis- 
cussion of the whole subject, and that is now 
unnecessary. I confess I am somewhat tena- 
cious about this matter, for I think nothing was 


| done properly by the board. I intend; however, 
| to eaat ie. reflection on the Secretary of the Navy, 


and 1 desire the Senaté so to understand me, | 
Mr. WELLER. I think the use of éither 
word would be a reflection on the Secretary of 
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the Navy, for. this reason: The Secretary has 
reported ‘to. Congress ‘that he has executed the 
law ;-and now, if we were to pass a resolution and 
use either the word “alleged-’’ or ‘* pretended,” 
in reference to its execution, it might be consid- 
ered. as an. imputation on the Secretary of the 
Navy. I do not see that it would commit the 
Senate to the action of the board to omit both 
“words. 
Mr: HOUSTON... My fear is that, unless the 
word. ‘pretended’? be employed, the resolution 
maybe considered as implying an admission that 
the law-has been executed by the action of the 
board.’ That is-a question which I do not intend 
to yield. Itseems to me that the resolution, if 
amended as I proposc, can cast no reflection on 
the. Secretary of the Navy. -It surely was not so 
intended. - T have disclaimed any such purpose. 
I have stated that I have no unkind feelings 
toward the Secretary of the Navy; and it seems 
to me that this disclaimer in the Senate would 
relieve the resolution from any such construction, 
Some gentlemen contend that the action of the | 
naval board was void, because it was not in ac- } 
cordarice’ with the law; and that, therefore, by 
repealing the. law, we should place the officers 
retired or dropped by the board in statu quo. If 
in this resolution we were to use the language, 
‘Caxecution of the law,” it might be construed to 
admit that the Jaw had been exccuted. To avoid 
any such conclusion, I propose to insert the word 
‘alleged’? before “execution.” It seems to me 
that it implies no reflection on the head of the 
Navy. Department. I did not intend anything of 
the kind; nor do I see how the resolution can be 
so understood. 

Mr. REID. When this resolution was passed 
this morning, the phraseology of it was not un- 
derstood. My impression is, that the word ‘* pre- 
tended” was interlined in the resolution, and was 
overlooked by the Secretary in reading it, and 
therefore the attention of the Senate was not then 
drawn to it.. I feel satisfied that the Senator from 
Texas does not intend to cast any reflection on 
the Secretary of the Navy; but I still entertain 
the opinion that the phrascology is useless, be- 
cause by implication it may be understood to 
have a meaning which the Senator himself disa- 
vows. I think the resolution would be ina better 
form by omitting both words, “ pretended”? and 
“alleged.” I, however, do not care about it, 
because the matter will be correctly understood 
with the explanation which the Senator from 
Texas has given. 

The PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, 
the change proposed by the Senator from Texas 
will.be made in the resolution. The Chair hears 
no objection; the alteration will therefore be 
made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 4, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daxis Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickins, its Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a joint resolu- | 
tion and bill of the following titles, and asking | 
its concurrence therein: | 

A resolution for the relief of the Southwestern | 
and Muscogee Railroad Companies; and 

An act to authorize the construction of ten 
sloops of war. 

THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of the motion to 
recommit the deficiency bill to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, upon which the previous ques- | 
tion had been demanded. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I modify my | 
motion, so that the motion will be to recommit 
the bill to the Committee,.of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and on that motion I call for | 
the previous question. Before the question is put, 


Prayer 


j 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I ask that a communication from the Clerk of the 
House in reference to the contingent fund- be 
taken up and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. : 

There was no objection; and the communica- 
tion was taken up and referred accordingly. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF UTAH. 


Mr. BERNHISEL, by unanimous consent, 
presented the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for a 


geological survey of the Territory of Utah; and that said 
committee report by bill or otherwise. 


RETURN OF PAPERS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. EDWARDS. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Court of Claims be re- 
quested to deliver to the Clerk of this House the petition 
and papers of Robert H. Stevens, an invalid of the war of 
18125 and that when so delivered they shall be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr.PHELPS. I suggest an amendment—that 
all applications for invalid pensions which may 
have been referred to the Court of Claims be 
withdrawn from that court, and referred here to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I ask the 
gentleman to so modify his resolution. Let us 
do this business all at once, and not have a sepa- 
rate resolution for every particular case. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman’s suggestion 
is a good one, and I think had better be adopted. 

Mr. READY. Perhaps the gentleman had 
better make his amendmenta little more compre- 
hensive. Thereare agood many cases which do 
not fall strictly under the denomination of invalid 
pensions. 

Mr. PHELPS. Say, “applications for pen- 


i sions, invalid or otherwise, shall be withdrawn 


from the Court of Claims, and referred here to 
their appropriate committees.” 
Mr. READY. That will do. 
Mr. EDWARDS. I accept the modification. 
The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 


SLOOPS OF WAR. 


Mr. HAVEN. Lask the House to allow the 
bill, which has just come into the House from 
the Senate, with reference to sloops of war, to 
be taken up and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. It will eventnally go there, and 
[ desire that it shall be sent to them now. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the table, read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows: ‘ An act to authorize the con- 
struction of ten sloops of war,” and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

NOTICES OF BILLS, PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BROOM gave notice of his intention, at 
some future day, to ask leave to introduce a bill 
to provide for the settlement of the claims of the 
officers of the revolutionary army, and of the 
widows and orphan children of those who died 
in the service. 

Mr. DENVER presented the petition of G. 
W. Torrence, for relief for injuries received 
while serving in the war with Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ENGRAVING OF MAPS. 


Mr. KELSEY asked leave to introduce the | 
| following resolution; which was read for inform- 
| ation: 


Resolved, That the maps and drawings annexed to the 
documents accompanying the President’s message be 
engraved or lithographed, and that the usual number of 
copies be printed under the direction of the Committee on 
Engraving. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I object. 

Mr. KELSEY. If the gentleman will hear 


one word in explanation of the resolution, I pre- 


| sume he will withdraw his objection. The reason 


why I have offered it is, that, by the 148th rule of 
the House, a general order to print does not in- 
clude maps. ‘There are maps of the public lands 


i accompanying several of those documents which 


it is very desirable should be printed; and, unless 

this order be made, they cannot be printed, and 

by-and-by there will be a great inquiry for them. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL, I object. 


FOREIGN PAUPERS, CRIMINALS, ETC. 


Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, by unanimous con- | 


sent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given, to prevent the introduction into 


the United States of foreign criminals, paupers, 
lunatics, idiots, insane, and blind persons; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, ETC., AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. WOODWORTH, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster General be, and they are hereby, directed to 
report. to the House whether the bnilding to be erected at 
Chicago for a custom-house, post office, and court rooms, 
and for other offices, is of sufficient size to answer the sev- 
eral purposes for which it is intended ; and if, in their opin- 
ion, it is not, that they further report whether any and 
what addition can be made thereto, so as to answer the said 
purposes ; and the additional cost thereof. 


PERSONAL LIBERTY BILL. 


Mr. SHORTER. It will be remembered by 
the House that, while the contest for the speaker- 
ship was pending, I gave notice of my intention, 
after an organization should have been effected, 
to introduce a resolution in reference to the per- 
sonal liberty bill, passed by the Massachusetts 
Legislature last year; and by which that State 
had nullified the fugitive slave act of 1850. Inow 
rise for that purpose, and ask leave to introduce 
the following resolutions: 


Whereas the State of Massacnusetts, in the passage by 
her Legislature, on the Qist day of May, A. D. 1855, of an 
act entitled ** An act to protect the rights and liberties of the 
people of Massachusetts,” indorsed and sanctioned as it is 
by a subsequent popular election, has virtually nullified the 
fugitive slave act, passed by Congress in A. D. 1850, and ig- 
nored the Federal Constitution, and repudiated her duties 
under it toward her sister southern States ; and whereas 
we do not believe that the Federal Government has the con- 
stitutional power to coerce a sovereign State by the exercise 
o£ physical force: Therefore, 

e it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Statesof Americain Congressassembled, That, 
while Massachusetts maintains her present attitude towards 
the Federal Government and the southern States, she ought 
not to be heard or recognized through her representation 
in either branch of Congress. 

Resolved, further, That the Representatives and Senators 
from Massachusetts, being thus, through the deliberate act 
of their own State, deprived of all right to a seat in either 
branch of Congress, they and each one of them, until the 
said personal liberty bill is repealed, are hereby excluded 
from the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

tates. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I insist upon 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. SHORTER. I hope I may be permitted 
to intraduce the resolutions. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL——AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, who calls for the regular 
order of business. The first business in order is 
House bill (No. 68) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1856; and the pending 
question is the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
upon that motion the previous question is de- 
manded. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tunderstood the gentleman 
from Ohio, yesterday, to express his willingness 
to allow a vote to be takenin the House upon the 
clause in relation to the salary of the Governor 
of New Mexico, and upon the proviso which I 
offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose to put the bill 
upon its passage this morning. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I was going to ask the gen- 
teman to allow me to offer the proviso, so that 
the House can vote upon it? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. The gentleman 
from Ohio moves to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and demands the previous question upon the 
motion. I wish to know what will be the effect 
of seconding the previous question? Will tke bill 
then have to be voted upon without any amend- 
ment being allowed ? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is 
seconded, the House will be brought to a vote 
first upon the motion to recommit, and then, if 
that motion fails, upon the bill itself, or upon the 
pending amendments, if there are any. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. As, then, the demand 
for the previous question, if seconded, cuts off all 
opportunity to offer amendments, I hope the pre- 
vious question will not be sustained. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I call for tellers upon 
seconding the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Prine.e and 
Winsiow were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 72, noes 62. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
being “ Shall the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union?’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope that motion will 
be voted down. 

Mr. WASHBURNE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Boyce and 
Waxsrincz were appointed. 

Mr. PHELPS. [ desire to make an inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker. Was there nota resolution adopted 
the other day closing debate on this bill in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole; andif this bill should be now 
recommitted to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, could any debate take 
place there? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution adopted by 
the House does not call upon the Chair to decide 
the question at this time. 

Mr. BOYCE. The five-minute debate would 
still continue. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
-ayes 59, noes 65. 

So the motion to recommit the bill was not 
agreed to. 

. Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the previous ques- 
tion extend to the engrossment of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; it applies first to the 
amendment, and then to the engrossment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. What is the first ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The next question is on the 
first amendment reported by the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, which is, 
strike out the following : 

For inereased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, per 
act of the 27th of July, 1854, $1,929 35. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I call for the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The proviso to that clause 
which was put in in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is lost; there is no chance 
of voting on that now? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not reported. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I knew that; and I just 
wanted to place the question properly before the 
House. If we fail to concur with the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
this amendment, we leave that section in without 
a proviso limiting it at all. 

Mr. MARSHALL. That is exactly what I 
want, 

The question was then taken; and there were 
—yeas 78, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Bishop, Boyce, 
Branch, Brenton, Buffinton, Clawson, Wiiliamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Day, 
Dodd, Duna, Edwards, Binrie, English, Flagler, Galloway, 
Granger, Grow, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hoff- 
man, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Houston, 
George W. Jones, Kennett, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, 
Lake, Leiter, Lumpkin, McCarty, McMullin, Killian Mil- 
fer, Millson, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Pennington, Porter, Quitman, Ready, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Ruffin, Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Sliorter, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, 
Underwood, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Winslow, Woodruff, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—78. 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale, 
Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Burlingame, Bumett, Cadwalader, 
James f1. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaf- 
fee, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Cumback, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, Dick, Dickson, 
Durfee, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Herbert, Hickman, Howard, Keitt, Kelly, Knight, Letcher, 
Humphrey Marshall, Meacham, Moore, Morrill, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, 
Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Roberts, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, 
Taylor, Tyson, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Warner, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Watkins, Wheeler, Williams, and Wood- 
worth—~79. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CHAFFEE announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Comins, had paired off with Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. TALBOTT announced that he had been 
requested by his colleague, Mr. Jewett, to state | 
that he had to leave Washington, his presence 


being required in Kentucky; but that, before he 


left, he had paired off with Mr. Bineuam to the 
lst of April. tes f 

Mr. SHERMAN announced thathis colleague, 
Mr. Sarr, had paired off with Mr. DowpELL. 

Mr. SHORTER stated that his colleague, Mr. 
DowpELL, had paired off with Mr. Sapp from the 
28th of February to the 12th of March; and also 
from the lith of March to the 18th of that month 
with Mr. Pire. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to reconsider the 


vote just taken, and also moved to lay the motion | 


to reconsider on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the 
following bills; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker: 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the names of vessels in certain 
cases; 

An act to authorize the issue of a register or 
enrollment to the bark Cabargo; and 

An act to change the name of the brig Hibernia 
to Victor of the Wave. 


DEFICIENCY BILL——AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on con- 
curring in the following amendment, reported by 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion: 


Strike out from line 75 to Hne 79, as follows : 

To compensate the clerk of the United States district 
court for the State of Connecticut, for. making certified 
copies of ali copyrights recorded in his office between 
January, 1846, and February, 1852, $90 25. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I haveacommu- 
nication in reference to this subject, received by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, from the 
Secretary of State. It explains the whole matter, 
and I hope the House will consent to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be read by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 
My name, Mr. Speaker, seems to be recorded in 
the negative on the vote taken a short time ago 
in reference to the compensation of the Governor 
of New Mexico. I had not attended to the de- 
bate, do not know the merits of the question, and 
did not vote upon the question. My name, how- 
ever, is recorded in the negative. If my name 
were stricken out, it would make the vote a tie 
vote. I ask the consent of the House to have the 
Journal corrected. I certainly did not vote. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the Journal be corrected, 
then it puts it in the power of the Speaker to vote 
either in the affirmative or negative. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iobjectto the correc- 
tion of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has a right to have it corrected, The Jour- 
nal represents him as voting in the negative, while 
he did not vote at all. The Journal will be cor- 
rected; and the Chair will announce the vote. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I was absent this morning 
when the vote was taken, not being aware that 
this question was up. I ask the unanimons con- 
sent of the House to vote. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I object. 


The SPEAKER. The yeas are 78, the nays 
78; the Chair votes in the negative. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask whether the vote to 
reconsider and lay on the table now operates after 
this change? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. [ nowmoveto recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment was non- 
concurred in; and I also move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that motion Task for the 
yeas and nays. 

On a division as to ordering the yeasand nays, 
the Speaker announced that there was no quorum 
voting, 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
to reconsider. 

Mr. MORGAN. I renew the motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Task whether the gentle- 
man from New York has aright to make that 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York voted with the prevailing side, he has the 
right. À 


I withdraw my motion 


«Mr. MORGAN.. 1am glad to say I did not.: 
The motion to reconsider was withdrawn... ; 
The question recurred upon the second amend- 

ment reported from the. Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.: Task to have the 
communication from the State Department, which. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, read.: . os 

Mr. HOUSTON, LT object. . : = 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | I will state to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, that we have received a com: 
munication from the Secretary of State which, 
explains: . ne! 

r. HOUSTON. Ido not care. I object to 
anything being read. The House has, upon the 
gentleman’s own motion, ordered the previous 
pecan upon the bill, cutting off all debate; and 

object to anything in the- nature of discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and being engrossed, it was read the 
third time. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the previous 
question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. EDIE. Idemand the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 110; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allen, Alison, Ball, Barbour, 
Bell, Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Cadwalader, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Cling- 
man, Covode, Cox, Crawford, Cumback, Henry Winter 
Davis, Day, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Grow, Hickman, Howard, Kid- 
well, Knight, Letcher, Alexander K. Marshall, Moore, 
Mott, Murray, Orr, Peek, Phelps, Purviance, Puryear, Ri- 
caud, Richardson, Roberts, Sage, Spinner, Stranaban, 
Swope, Talbott, Vail, and Daniel B. Wright—53. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Cullen, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Doda, Dunn, 
Edie, Emrie, English, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Galloway, 
Granger, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
lan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hofiman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, Kelly, 
Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, McMuillin, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, Morgan Morrill, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Porter, Pringle, Quit: 
man, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, 
Sandidge, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Wiliam 
Smith, Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbndge, Waldron, 
Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, Woodworth, and John V. 
Wright—110. 

So the bill was rejected. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Kine. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. I voted in the negative; 
and now I rise to move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill was rejected. It is known 
what are the feelings of the House upon one prop- 
osition, at least, which is contained in that bill; 
and it is, in all probability, the portion of the 
bill which proposes to surrender to the Secretary 
of the Treasury the entire control of the marine 
hospitals of the country, which has defeated it. 
There can be no doubt that that feeling has pre- 
vailed to an extent sufficient to destroy this bill, 
I am opposed to the practice which has grown up 
here, of introducing deficiency bills into Congress 
atall. But, sir, the practice has grown up, and, 
whether right or wrong—wrong in my opinion— 
I presume in the presentinstance the bill ought to 
pass. I move, therefore, that the vote by which 
the bill was rejected be reconsidered, with the 
view, if the motion shall prevail, of having the 
bill recommitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instructions to strike out the pro- 
vision in relation to marine hospitals. I presume, 
however, that, if the motion to reconsider should 
prevail, we shall have to take other steps back- 
wards before the bill can be recommitted. 

Mr. LETCHER. My friend from Arkansas 
moves to reconsider the vote by which this bill 
was defeated, and expresses the opinion that 
it was defeated on account of the provision in 
reference to marine hospitals, That is the part of 
the bill in which he was concerned. Now, sir, 1 
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have’ nö idea: that this marine hospital matter 
alone defédted this bill, I believe the proposition 
in regard to Governor Merriwether had some- 
thing to do with its defeat. The opponents of 
the. marine hospital provisoes'and the friends of 
the other proposition united their forces, and the 
defeat-of the bill-was the consequence. 

Sir, if the. bill-is-to be sent back to the. Com- 
mittee‘of Ways and Means, I hope the House 
will indicate distinctly what action they- desire 
the'committee to take'‘upon these provisions be- 
fore they again’ rëport the bill. We have seen 


that there is a large party who have voted against: 


the bill because ‘of the 'provisoes in relation to the 
marine hospitals: There'is another. party who 
atë in favor of those provisos, and who’ regard 
them as the chief item of value in the bill. There 


is still another party who voted against the bill: 


because Governor Merriwether was to receive 
$3,900, to which he was entitled according to the 
decision of the proper officers, under existing 
laws: These among other considerations have 
caused the defeat of this bill; and if the House 
are to send the bill back to us, I hope they will 
undertake to instruct us precisely what they want 
us todo. Ifthe investigations of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, upon this or any other 
subject, are not entitled to any weight or consid- 
efation upon the part of the House, they cannot 
expect to pass this or any other bill unless every 
man who has an appropriation in which he is 
iftterested has been consulted in regard to it be- 
fore the bill is considered. 

‘Now; sir, so far as regards this appropriation 
for Governor Merriwether, I have already said 
what I have to say in reference to it; but it does 
seem to me, that if any man will take the acts of 
Congress upon the subject, and examine them 
carefully, (and they have had abundant time for 
consideration,) it is morally impossible for him, 


in my opinion, to come to the conclusion that | 


Governor Merriwether is notentitled to the money. 


The proper authorities have decided that it is due | 


him; and is it not most extraordinary that this 
deficiency bill should have been defeated in con- 
sequence of this appropriation of $1,900? Ad- 
mitting’ that there is some diversity of opinion 
upon the subject of this appropriation, still, if you 
choose to put it upon that ground, so far as the 
Committee of Ways and Means are concerned, 
they are backed by the officers ofthe Government 
who have charge of the matter, who have exam- 
ined the laws and have pronounced their judgment 
upon them—who,-in the discharge of their official 
duty, have certified that this amount of money is 
actually due to him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the gentleman will allow 
me, Twill say that I am for giving Governor 
Merriwether precisely what we agreed by former 


acts of Congress to give him; but 1 am not for | 


giving him the $4,000 unless we are bound to do 
it, ‘The question is whether the provision in this 


bill still leaves it open for the proper accounting | 


officers to give him what they decide to be due, 
or whether we do not declare by our act that the 
amount is actually due? 

Mr. LETCHER, The proper accounting of- 
ficer of the Treasury has already examined the 
subject, and has furnished his opinion in regard 
tit to the Secretary of the Treasury, who recom- 
mends this appropriation to supply the amount 
due Governor Merriwether. Ibelieve my friend 


from New York is not in favor of that provision; | 


but, if] ain not mistaken, fifteen minutes before it 


was voted upon he expressed an opinion on the | 


other side, 


Mr. SIMMONS. No,sir, I have not voted in | 
opposition to the opinion I have expressed. But | 
il Union, the previous question being exhausted, | 
Governor Merriwether is not by law entitled to | 


the question I want to ask is, whether, supposing 


this amount, will not the provision in the bill 
make it imperative upon the Treasury to pay the 
money? 


Mr. LETCHER. If he was not entitled to 


more than $3,000 per annum under the law, there || 


would be no necessity for any such provision ag 


that contained in the bill; but the officers of the | 


Government, whose duty it is to construe laws 
such as this, have ascertained that he is enti- 
tied to more than $3,000 a year, and have recom- 
mended this appropriationas necessary to supply 
a deficiency in his compensation. I say, they 
have ascertained the fact. In their view, Gov- 
ernor Merriwether is entitled to this money in 


t 
f 
l 
f 
| 
1 


| addition’ to that he has already received, but | 


| The House can then, without reference to the 


they have no appropriation out of whieh the 
sum can be pdid; and hence it is that we have 
reported in this bill an appropriation outof which 
it is to be paid. i 

Now, sir, as I remarked before, I do not care 
to detain the House longer upon this subject. I 
have only to say that, if this bill is to be sent į 
back to. the Committee of Ways and Means, F’ 
hope it will be sent back with instructions, not 
oniy as regards the provision in reference to 
marine hospitals, but in reference to everything 
which is considered objectionable, so’ that the 
committee may: know. what the House requires 
of them, and report accordingly. 

Mr. MILLSON. I merely desire to make a 
suggestion. I have no idea that the House-has | 
defeated the deficiency bill in consequence of its 
containing an appropriation for paying this | 
amount to the Governor of New Mexico. 

Mr. LETCHER. That in connection with the 
other proposition which L have mentioned. 

Mr. MILLSON. I suppose—indeed, I have 
no doubt that the bill has been defeated in conse- 
quence of the opposition of the House to the au- 
thority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
abolish, at his pleasure, all the marine hospitals, | 
and to substitute for them a sort of Dotheboys 
hospitals, It is that which caused: the rejection 
of the bill. My colleague will remember that we 
have had no opportunity, either in the House or 
in committee, of voting upon this question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ill the gentle- 
man from Virginia inform the House why they 
had no opportunity to vote on the marine hos- 
pital clause? 

Mr.MILLSON. I cannot tell. I can say for 
myself, that I was casually absent when the 
House took up the bill. Iwas not present when 
the marine hospital clause was read; and that 
was the case with a large number of the members 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does not the gentleman 
know that he or any other member could have 
had a vote on the marine hospital, or any other 
clause of the bill? 

Mr. MILLSON. | I do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Why, then, could not a 
test vote be taken on the clause, the present ques- 
tion of difficulty? 

Mr. MILLSON. In reply to the gentleman’s 
remark, that a separate vote could have been had 
on each clause, I will state what is within the gen- | 
tleman’s recollection—that that clause in the bill 
was passed before the objections to it were dis- 
covered. Opposition was afterwards made, but no | 
test vote was taken on the question in the Com- į 
mittce of the Whole. 

All I want to suggest to my colleague is this: 
we have had an opportunity of voting on the 
clause relating to the salary of the Governor of 
New. Mexico. The House has deliberately, by 
two distinct votes, approved that clause of the bill. | 
For one I am willing to acquiesce init. But we 
have had no opportunity of voting on the other 
clause;.and I do desire that the occasion may be | 
furnished to the House to strike out, if it pleases, 
those clauses of the bill. I do not see the neces- ! 
sity—and this is the suggestion I wish to make— 
for referring this bill back to the Committee of 
Ways and Means with instructions. It is com- | 
petent for the House to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was rejected, then the vote by 
which the bill has been ordered. to be engrossed į 
and read a third time, and to thus put.the bill in 
a position where it shall be open to amendment. ; 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


strike out the clause referred to. 

Mr. LETCHER. If there has been no oppor- | 
tunity to vote on the clause of the bill in regard 
to the marine hospitals, it is not chargeable in 
any way to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
W hen the bill was brought in here for considera- 
tion, it was read clause by clause from the Clerk’s : 
desk. Every gentleman had the right to offer | 
amendment to each clause as it was presented or: 
to present his views in regard to-each clause if he | 
had no amendment to offer. The bill taken up, | 
read in this way, clause by clause, was progressed | 
with until we reached the clause in regard to the | 
salary of the Governor of New Mexico. Then, | 
for the first time during the consideration of the: 


bill, a proposition was made to amend. Now, 
sir, if those who are interested in this matter were 
here—if they chose to permit this thing to pass 
sub silentio—it seems to me to be a little out of the 
way now to talk about a want of opportunity on 
the part of members to pass a judgment on that 
clause, which was clearly read and properly pre- 
sented for gentlemen’s consideration. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Iwill state to the gentle- 
man from Virginia why I did not make objection 
to the clause in reference to the’ marine hospitals 
at the time it was read. By the 127th rule, I 
think, when in the Conimittee of the: Whole each 
bill taken up-must be first read through. When 
this bill was taken up in the committee, no motion 
was made to read it by clauses, or to pass on each 
clause as read. I presumed that, as the rule pro- 
vided, the bill would have been first read'through, 
and that then we should go back and pass on 
each clause separately. This is my reason for not 
having opposed the clause when it was first read. 

Mr. LETCHER. When the bill was intro- 
duced, the proposition was distinctly put to the 
House whether it should be read; and the gentle- 
man from Alabama (Mr. Houston] was distinctly 
inquired of whether he objected to the first read- 
ing being dispensed with before the House pro- 
ceeded tò the consideration of the bill by clauses. 
There was no objection. The first reading was 
dispensed with by unanimous consent; then the 
bill was read by clauses, and, as each clause was 
read, opportunity was given to gentlemen either 
to debate it or amend, as they might see fit. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Does the gentleman say 
that a motion was made to dispense with the first 
reading of the bill? 

Mr. LETCHER. Inquiry was made when the 
gentleman from Alabama took the floor, whether 
he objected to the first reading of the bill being 
dispensed’ with. : 

Mr. SANDIDGE. The inquiry, then, was 
made to the gentleman from Alabama, and not to 
the committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the committee had not 
sanctioned it the reading could not have been dis- 
pensed with. He was understood to be the only 
gentleman objecting to that course of proceeding; 
and the committee must have sanctioned it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood, when the bill 
was taken up in committee, that the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Camrszuu,] the chairman of the 
Committce of Ways and Means, made a motion 
to dispense with its first reading. F did not hear 
clearly, but such was my understanding. I rose, 
knowing that there were a great many new mem- 
bers here, and propounded the question whether 
the bill was now being read for amendment? The 
Chairman inquired whether I objected to dispens- 
ing with the first reading of the bill? I replied 
that I did not. I did not, becatise that course was 
usual, and I thought that it was proper. The bill 
was then read for amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. This bill has been rejected 
by avote ofthe House. It has been rejected by 
a. considerable majority. My colleague seems to 
think that it has not been rejected in consequence 
of the proposition in regard to Governor Merri- 
wether, but that it has been rejected exclusively 
because of the fact that the House has had no 
opportunity to pass on the provisoes in regard to 
the marine hospitals. Let us look atit. Here 
is my friend from Alabama who voted. against 
this bill, and J imagine that he voted against it 
because of that very proposition in regard to 
Governor Merriwether’s salary. There is my 
friend from Kentucky who voted against the bill 
after having voted for the Merriwether clause, and 
I imagine that he voted against it because of the 
provisoes in regard to the marine hospitals. The 
proposition which the gentleman from Kentucky 
was for putting on induced my friend from 
Alabama. to vote against the bill; and the propo-- 
sition which the gentleman from Alabama was for 
putting-on induced my friend from Kentucky to 
vote against it. So they had: the Committee of 
Ways and Means in a sortof see-saw. Letthem 
go whichever way they would, they were making 
weight against our bill. Tsay, then, when this 
matier-is sent back to us, I hope the House will 
undertake to declare whether either one of these 
items shall-go into the bill. Ifthere is: objection 
to any other item, Fask that it may be stated. 
Let us have full instructions. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Ido not see the ne- 


$ 
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cessity of sending this bill back to the Committee 


of Ways and Means. It is evident that the 


gentleman trom Virginia has entirely misappre- | 


hended the vote of the House. I do not see the 


necessity of having anything further said on the | 


Merriwether proposition. The bill has been 
killed. The question now is on the motion to 
reconsider. Suppose a reconsideration is had. 


Suppose, then, the yote by which the bill has been | 


ordered to be engrossed and read a third time is 
reconsidered. ‘The question then recurs on the, 
motion to engross and read the bill a third time. 
If the clause in relation to the marine hospitals is 
then stricken out, we can. pass, the bill in ten 
minutes afterward. There is no. necessity to 
recommit the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instructions to strike out this clause; 
we can strike it out ourselves. I would suggest 
to gentlemen that, without involving ourselves in 
a sea of discussion, we should simply reconsider 
the two motions, and in that way get at the matter 
we desire to reach. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


Ways and Means, I have no desire to take further 
charge of this bill, I have given to it all the 
attention and support which duty, as chairman 
of that committee, required. The position which 


I occupy is somewhat delicate. I accepted it, sir, | 
Tt is a | 


as you well know, against my wishes. 
very delicate and responsible position, when the 


head of that committee is fortified on this floor | 


by a well-organized political party. There is no 
well-organized political party in this House now. 
If there be such a party, lam not 
say that I am a member of it. 


So far as I am | 
concerned as a. member of the Committee of | 


repared to | 
; However, in! 
accepting this position, I did it with no purpose | 


| 


of acting the part of a mere partisan, but with a | 
design to discharge faithfully, according to the , 


best of my ability, the high and responsible func- į 
tions attached to it. The committee have labored 
unceasingly in the preparation of bills, because 


much of the time in which we ought to have been ! 


engaged in the transaction of pubiic business was 


consumed, as is well known, in the organization | 
of the House, and because, on account of this | 


delay, the Senate had, for the first time in the 
history of the Government, claimed the extraor- 
dinary power of originating money bills. 

This deficiency bill is comparatively a very 
small one; and there is not, let me say to gentle- 


i 
men upon the other side of the House, one soli- | 
tary item contained in it which has not beenurged | 
upon the Committee of Waysand Means by the ; 
party in power at the other end of the Avenue. | 
Wor is there any proviso in reference to marine | 


hospitals that has not been urged by the Demo- | 


cratic party, through its executive officers having | 


charge of, and being fully advised in regard to 
that branch of the service; and yet, strange as 
it may seem in the face of these recommendations, 


and these pressing arguments to the Committee of | 
Ways and Means and to Congress, that party `i 


comes up to-day and strikes down this deficiency 
bill, for no other reason than that we have yielded 
to their own professed demands for refor 


| 
| 
Mr. DAVIDSON, (Mr. CamrBELL yielding.) i 
I desire that the gentleman from Ohio and the || 
| terday, as to particular hospitals. As I have al- | 


House should understand that, so far as Í am 


| 
concerned, I voted against the bill, not because I | 
/ditfered from the chairman of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means upon auy question of politics, |) 
but because there is a question involved in it to | 
which I can never give my consent—and that is | 


the putting out to the lowest bidder the care of 
those who have the control and defense of our 
commerce, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The disabled seamen are 
already provided for by the contract system con- 
templated by the bill just defeated, at three fourths 
of the points where provision is made for them. 
A far greater number are now, and always have 


been relieved under the contract system than by | 


your Government hospitals. I refer the House 
again to the recommendation of the Treasury 
Department, contained in the finance report, upon 
the subject of this condemned proviso. he 


$150,000 for the benefit of disabled seamen, In |! 


his finance report, which was sent to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means by order of the 
Flouse, the Secretary says: 


« It is recommended to the consideration of Congress, | Š ! 
i, lay them before the country, so that the people i 


whether the contract systenv?— 


i 


1 


i 


!! Daily cost of each patient 


| 


and I call the particular attention of the 
man to this reeommendation— 

“might not he advantageously extended to many places į 
where the United States have hospitals; allowing the con i 
tractor to use the hospital, with the right of the United States | 
to terminate the contract at will, upon the determination of | 
the collector of the port, or some other visitor appointed is f 
the Secretary of the Treasury’? | 

Now, sir, in an examination of the facts: upon 
which this recommendation was predicated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, this. extraordinary | 
state of things was disclosed? to wit: that, while 
annually you draw from the pockets of the sailors 
4150,000 to support the marine hospitais, and | 
while you are appropriating each year $150,000 
more from the national Treasury, the average cost, 
including the interest upon the money invested in 
all the organized hospitals of the country, where | 
the Government has erected buildings, amounts for 
each patient to about twenty-four doliars a week! On 
the other hand, where you have the contract sys- 
tem, without any building of the Government, the 
cost is only about five dollars a week! 1 challenge | 
members to disprove this allegation. Inone case | 
(at Natchez) it is disclosed that the cost of each 
sick sailor, including the interest upon the invest- 
ment for the construction of buildings, amounts 
to.about one hundred and fifty dollarsa week ! The 
average cost atall your Government hospitals, 
including interest on amount expended for build- 
ings, is twenty-four dollars a week Jor each patient ! 
Because the Ways and Means Committee have | 
| dared to propose, unanimously, to provide against | 
this abuse, this House defeats their deficiency | 
bill. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What place | 
is that where it costs one hundred and fifty dol- į 
lars a week ? f j 

Mr. CAMPBELL. At Natchez. The average 
cost of all the Government hospitals is about 
twenty-four dollars a week ! 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentlemen may deny 
it, but I proved the statement true on yesterday, 
and I will prove it again. 

By the tabular statement from the Treasury 
Department to which I referred yesterday, it ap- 
pears that no disabled seamen were received into 
the hospital at Natchez during the last fiscal year. 
But it appears from the late finance report (page 
| 248) that there were eighteen patients received 
in a short time. The report states that the cost 
per day for each patient was $10 10: The cost of 
constructing the hospital at Natchez (finance 
report, page 242) is $70,285. 

Daily interest on $70,285, at 6 per cent. per annum, eu F 


gentle- 


I deny the position of | 


S21 65 | 
making daily cost of each patient $21 65, which, 
multiplied by seven, makes the cost per week for 
each patient at the hospital one hundred and fifty~ 
one dollars and fifty-five cents ! i 

By the same tables, for the fiscal year ending | 
| June 30, 1854, the cost is found to be one hundred | 
i and seventy-one dollars and fifteen cents per week for 
each patient ! i 

Į will not again go into details, as I did on yes- į 


ready stated, the current expenditures and interest 
on the cost of construction show that the aver- 
age cost per week for maintaining a disabled sen- | 


i 


| hospitals, in 1854, was twenty-four dollars and | 
| fifty-three cents! In 1855 it was twenty-three dol- | 
i lars and fifty-two cents! At the forty-three ports | 
| where seamen were relicved in 1895, where no} 


‘| hospitals have been built, and where provision has | 


been made according to the plan of this con-j 
| demned proviso, the average cost per week for | 
‘cach patient is only four dollars and twenty-seven | 
| cenis! . j 
| Mr. Speaker, because the Committee of Ways | 
and Means dared to put their knife into this} 
| festering sore, which is rapidly spreading its | 
| baneful influences, genilemen have determined to | 


| strike down the deficiency bill ata time when the | 
Scerctary sent in an estimate of a deficiency of | 


i 
} 
i 
i 
I 
H 
i 


| passage, and when, we are told, foreign flects are ; 
| hovering about our coasts. Inthe course of time, | 
isir, I will bring an array of facts from the De- ; 


| interests of the Government demand its specdy 
! 
i 
i 


vailed in this branch of the public service, and: 


partment, showing the abuses which have pre- 
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may read them, with the record.of the vote just 
taken, which gentlemen of all parties have made 
here to-day against this bill.: And when these 
gentlemen take the stump before their honest 
sovereigns, and cry aloud for. retrenchment and 
reform, the facts of this case shall: be also there 
to speak. I suppose all parties will make- the 
usual charge of extravagance during the: ap» 
proaching canvass for the election of President; 
Vice President, and members. of Congress. H 
the Committee of Ways and Means shall ‘have 
accomplished nothing morein the. course of their 
proceedings upon this deficiency bill, they will, 
at least, have the proud satisfaction of knowing 
they have been instrumental in presenting to the 
people of the country these important facts in 
reference to the expenditure of their money in 
this marine hospital service — facts which the 
people ought toknow. That people, I apprehend, 
will appreciate fully the causes: which have de- 
feated this bill. Some gentlemen tell me, as. an 
excuse for voting against this bill, that they have 
many sailors in their districts—that they repre» 
sent commercial districts where there are many 
seamen, and consequently they take very great 
interest in this matter, and cannot vote for this 
proviso. I want these facts to go to their dis- 
tricts, to show how the weather-beaten old sailor 
who.is disabled in the service has had the money 
taken out of his pocket to. support in ease and 
luxuries sinecure surgeons and sinecure nurses. 

Mr. Speaker, ifthis system of marine hospitals: 
is to be extended on the line which has been 
marked out by the recent policy, which builds a 
hospital and supports a horde of employés at 
the expense of the Government, and from the 
earnings of seamen, at the villages on your inland 
rivers, the next step in its progress will be to have 
them established at the villages situated on canals. 
If you must erect hospitals at towns. to provide 
for all the flat-boatmen and those who navigate 
rafts during the spring freshets, why not provide 
for the boatmen on the “ raging canawi?’’ And, 
if we must go on with this system, and take the 
money out of the public Treasury for these pur- 
poses, I shall have to set up—by way of having 
something like cquality in distribution of the con- 
tents of the public Treasury—a claim for the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent. There. 
is no navigable river there, but there is a canal 
there. The boatmenare taken sick in navigating 
it, and have to be pride for: often in our city 
and county hospitals. ; : 

This thing, sir, has grown to be an abuse—an 
enormous abuse—and the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presuming that one of itsduties was to 
guard the public Treasury, pursuant to the recom- 
mendations received, attached this fatal proviso 
to the appropriation of $150,000 for the relief of 
disabled seamen. 

Vor this reason, I understand, the supporters.of . 
the defective system have combined withacertain 
other class of members, which. is opposed to the 
clause providing for the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico—aclause which comes hese indorsed 
by the First Comptroller of the Treasury, Mr. 
Whittlesey, a man who has been recognized by 
all parties, forlong years, as one who never allows 
an improper claim to pass through his hands. Its 
allowance is. also recommended by Secretary 
Guthrie as a just claim, and the Committee of 
Ways and Means have unanimously concurred. 
Butit is said that gentlemen have ‘ log-rolled””’ 
soas to place the billin a condition where it must 
inevitably be defeated. Whether party advan- 
tages are thus sought, I know not, nor do I care. 
The Committee of Ways and Means wash its 
hands of the consequences, having discharged its 
duty fully to the House and to the country. Ifthe 
Democratic party do not want a deficiency bill 
—as seems to have been indicated here this morn- 
ing by the vote just taken—why, let it be so. 
As an individual, Ë shall never be a beggar to that 
party for the passage of any bill. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio- 
speaks about log-rolling between certain parties 
here in opposition to the bill, I do not know 
how the expression is brought in. I suppose that 
the gentleman certainly did not intend to apply 
it to me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido not charge the gentle- 
man from Alabama at all I do not- know for 
what purpose he may have desired the defeat of 
the bill, if he has desired to defeat. it. 
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“Mr. HOUSTON. I tried to keep the provision 
in relation fo the compensation of the Governor of 
New Mexico out of the bill, but it was retained; 
and for that-reason I voted against the bill. 

Mr: CAMPBELL, I relieve. the gentleman 
fromany imputation of “log-rolling, A and I hope 
he will “feel quite easy on that subject. But T 
will be permitted to say that if the honorable 
gentleman from Alabama voted against. the bill 
bécause of that proviso, it is a somewhat remark- 
able ‘affair, because he is well posted up, well 
advised in regard to the corruptions which prevail 
inthe marine ‘hospital. system. So far as Iam 
personally concerned, Mr. Speaker, as chairman 
of this important. committee, I am perfectly will- 
ing ‘to take any course in regard to this matter 
which may be agreeable to the House, except 
that I will not,.under any circumstance, now or 
hereafter, knowingly give a vote which is to be 
construed into an approbation of this perfectly 
preposterous system of building and keeping up | 
marine hospitals merely to expend the public | 
treasure and provide salaried offices for.those who 
want: pay without labor. I have nothing more 
to-say in the matter. If it be the pleasure of the 
House to recommit this bill to the Committee of 
Ways.and Means, that committee will of course | 
take-it up and reconsider it under the order of 
the House, whenever they see fit todo so. I con- 
fess that under the circumstances surrounding 
this extraordinary vote, I am disinclined at pres- 
ent to propose any further action in reference to 
the: bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. H. Marswa.] has indicated that if 

‘the motion to reconsider shall prevail, he desires 
to have a motion for the reconsideration of the 
vote engrossing the bill also prevail. The bill 
will then be subject to a motion to strike out so 
much of this bili as relates to the marine hospi- 
tals, or to changing the existing laws. 

‘My. CAMPBELL. To strike out the proviso. 
‘Mr. PHELPS. To strike out the two provisoes 
Since the defeat of this bill, I care very little what 
course the House may pursue in regard to this 
matter—whether the bill shall remain defeated, 
or whether the House shall retrace its steps at 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The proviso in this bill with regard to the ex- 
penditure of this money for the relief of sick and 
disabled seamen was one, in the opinion of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, conducing not | 
only to economy in the expenditure of the money 
of the Government, but one that was also de- 
signed and intended to provide better and more 
suitable accommodations for that class of our 
fellow-citizens who are, toa certain extent, de- 
pendent on the bounty of the Government. The 
Committee of Ways and Means entertained that 
opinion, and acted upon it in pursuance of the 
recommendations contained in the finance report 
which has been referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, That committee believed that 
it was discharging its duty when it introduced 
these two provisoes into the bill. But it seems 
that in that matter the judgment of the House is 
different from the judgment of the committee; | 
and hence, if the suggestion indicated by the 
gentleman from Kentucky be followed, 1, as one 
of the members of that committee, will consider 
that this House has come to the solemn decision 
that. hereafter no general legislation will be al- 
lowed in the appropriation bills reported by the 
committee, but that they must be merely confined | 
to appropriating the money required by existing 
law; and that so faras changing salaries—either in- | 
creasing or diminishing them—it is not within | 
the province of the committee in the appropria- | 
tion bills to make any recommendation on these | 
subjects. 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Srepnens] took 
occasion during this session of Congress to con- 
gratulate the country on thé advance which had 
been made of a sound, healthy state of public sen- 
timent in the House since it convened. I am 
aware that during the last summer, and during 
the last session of Congress, it was threatened 
that, if the Republican party obtained the ascend- | 
ency in this House, there should be placed on the 
annual appropriation bills the Wilmot proviso or 
some other odious provision concerning the insti- | 


| state of the Union, anything except that which 


ing to our Government. The whole system upon 


tation of slavery. Iam glad to see that the House | 
will not sanction any such measure. I am glad | 
to see that the House has to-day made a decision l! 


going to show that it will not allow tò go into an 
appropriation bill, either on the recommendation 
of the committee which reports these bills, or by 
the action of the Committee of the Whole on the 


directs the money to be paid out of the Treasury 
Department. I think, then, that I may join the 
gentleman from Georgia in his congratulations to 
the. country upon this further advance that has 
been made with reference to the provisions intro- 
duced into the annuel appropriation bills. 

If, however, there be a desire on the part of the 
House to preserve this bill, and save it from being 
recommitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or from being again referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the suggestion of my friend from Kentucky can 
be adopted. The only complaint in relation to 
these. two provisoes seems to be this—that gen- 
tlemen were inattentive to the business of the 
House. I recollect well that when the deficiency 
bill was taken up in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, there was barely a 
quorum of members present. Gentlemen were 
occupied elsewhere But the bill had been printed 
some days before it was considered in committee; 
andif gentlemen had taken the trouble to have 
gone or sent to the document room, they could 
have obtained copies of the deficiency bill with 
all these provisions in it; and if they objected 
to any of them, they could have been prepared 
to object to them when. they came up. But did 
they do it? On the contrary, they seemed to be 
willing to leave matters to regulate themselves. 
When the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill, by general consent its first reading was | 
dispensed with. When the reading by clauses 
was commenced, the opportunity was afforded 
for gentlemen to amend the bill. ` If there was a 
provision in it objectionable to any member, it 
was his duty to have moved to strike it out. The 
general debate upon the bill was not then closed, 
and any gentleman could have occupied an hour 
under the rules in explaining his views. The 
Committee of Ways and Means thought there 
was an abuse in reference to these marine hospi- 
tals which ought to be corrected, and it was not 
their fault that members were inattentive to the 

ublic business, and did not see to the provisoes 
in the bill, Asi have remarked, when these pro- 
visoes were read in committee, there was barely 
a quorum present—perhaps less than a quorum. 
I recollect that there was a desire expressed | 
upon the part of the Committee of Ways and 
Means that no division should be had, because 
they were fearful the House would be found with- 
outa quorum. They were anxious that the bill 
should pass. There were appropriations in it im- 
portant to be made at an early day. There were 
appropriations for compensation to mail contrac- 
tors and postmasters in the different parts of the 
Union, which was due them as deficiencies; and 
unless an appropriation was made, out of which 
they could be paid, great injustice would be done. 

Mr. READY. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means have satisfied me that this bill ought not | 
to have passed inthe form in which itnow stands. 
He proposed, by this bill, to make a radical 
change in our whole system of marine hospitals, 
which is a very important change. That branch 
of the public service has grown into vast magni- 
tude, involving an expenditure of some $2,000,000 | 
or upwards a year, and involving the interests of | 
one of the most useful classes of citizens belong- 


which we have been proceeding, from its inaugur- 
ation up to the present time, is proposed to be 
changed by a simple provision in a deficiency bill; 
and upon what grounds? It is alleged, by the 
chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
that great abuses have grown up in the manage- | 
ment of our marine hospitals, and that facts can | 
be presented here of the most astounding char- 
acter in reference to those abuses. Well, sir, 
although that may be true, it does not prove to me 
that this bill is the proper place in which to cor- 
rect theevil. If it be true that abuses have grown 
up in this system, let us have the facts, and not 
a mere provision in a deficiency bill; but let us 
have a bill introduced to change the system upon 
which these marine hospitals have hitherto been | 
regulated. Let the facts of which the gentleman i! 


from Ohio speaks be adduced here, and let us 
have an opportunity to examine them; and then 
let us see if we can devise some better system 
upon which our marine hospitals shall hereafter 
be managed. 

The progress of this bill through the Committee 
of the Whole-on the state of the Union, as well 
as in the House proper, has been a rapid and 
forced one; and if the bill has failed on its final 
passage, I submit it to the honorable chairman of 
the Ways and Means, whether he may not at- 
tribute its failure, in some degree, to himself? 
By his motion he forced upon us a resolution 
cutting off debate in committee, and then at- 
tempted to force the passage of the bill in the 
Tfouse under the operation of the previous ques~ 
tion, thereby preventing the House, even if they 
had been in possession of those extraordinary and 
astounding facts which would disclose such great 
abuses in the management of these hospitals, 
from considering them in such a way as to act 
understandingly upon them. 

Now, I must say, Mr. Speaker, that I voted 
against this bill partly for the very reason that 
we were not permitted to investigate this subject 
as thoroughly as we should have done before pro- 
ceeding to change so greatand important a system. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will allow mo. He is certainly in error. A great 
deal has been said about the application of the 
gag in forcing the passage of this bill through the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—of not allowing gentlemen to examineand 
discuss the merits of the questions involved. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
could have had his hour had he made objection at 
the time this bill was under consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
And the gentleman very well knows that it is the 
invariable custom for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, when these appro- 
printion bills are brought from Committee of the 
Whole into the House proper, to pursue the 
course which was pursued this morning—to move 
the previous question and terminate debate. If 
such a course were not pursued, it would be 
utterly impossible for the Committee of Ways 
and Means to get the appropriation bills through 
the House. 

But the particular point to which I wish to 
direct the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is, that he could have had a fill opportunit 
to investigate any subject connected with the bill 
at the proper time, if he had seen fit to have 
availed himself of it; and it will be no exeuse 
for gentlemen to say they forgot to do it, or that 
they were not in their seats when the matter came 
up, or that they did not have time to examine it. 
i put the question to gentlemen who are complain- 
ing about cutting off debate, whether they did not 
have an opportunity of debating this proposition 
at the proper time? 

Mr. READY. [suppose I might have had my 
hour, if I could have been so fortunate as to have 
the floor assigned me. I believe that is a pre- 
requisite to addressing the House; and I am not 
one of those who have always been so fortunate 
as to obtain the floor when they have sought it. 
It is true, that I did not seck the floor upon this 
subject, because | was willing to leave the dis- 
cussion of the matter in the hands of those who 
had a deeper interest in it and fuller inform- 
ation upon it than I had. But, sir, the attitude 
which I have assumed in this matter is not in ref- 
erence merely to the propricty or impropriety of 
any gentleman’s discussing this bill. IT want to 
impress upon the House the importance of a thor- 


| ough and deliberate investigation of a subject of 


this magnitude, and the danger of hurrying such 
a measure through as a mere appendage to a defi- 
ciency bill, to which it does not properly belong. 

Where, sir, are the facts to which the gentle- 
man has alluded? He says he can produce them; 
but still they have not been produced; the House 
has not been enlightened. {want this important 
measure to be elucidated by all the facts which 
can be brought forward. In the aspect in which 
the subject is now presented, it is proposed, upon 
the mere recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and without further light upon it, to 
change the whole system which we have hitherto 
pursued in reference to these marine hospitals. 
If we are to make a change so radical, I submit, 
it would be more satisfactory to the country and 


1856.. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


5v3 


better to separate the measure from this bill, than 
to seek to pass it through in the way now pro- 
osed. 

One word in reference to the position assumed 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, why this provision in the deficiency bill 
shouid pass. Iallude to the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I will say, in 
justice to that Seeretary, that [have as high con- 
fidence in him as in any other officer of this Gov- 
ernment. - I have confidence in his integrity and 
in his intelligence; but when gentlemen come here 
and urge on this House, as a reason for the pas- 
sage.of so important a measure as this, that a 
recommendation comes from the head ofa Depart- 
ment, without facts to enable members to judge 
understandingly, I for one am not willing to take 
that as a sufficient reason. I know of no reason 
why the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be binding on me in my legisla- 
tive capacity Though | will hear them respect- 
fully, L must say, I do not know any officer of 
this Government, save the President of the United 
States, who has the constitutional authority to 
recommend to the legislative department any 
action whatever. And when gentlemen make 
such an argument as that, I tell them they are 
launching into a dangerous train of argument to 
influence legislation. I am willing, and always 
glad, to have information submitted to this House 
on which I am to act, come from what source it 
may; butif Iam told that I shall vote for a meas- 
ure because this or that Secretary recommends it, 
{demur. I can see evils which would grow out 
of it. that would be endless. ‘There would be no 
stopping point; and if we legislate on this subject 
on the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the next bill that comes up we may 
be asked to legislate on the recommendation of 
another Secretary, and then of another; and after 
awhile on the recommendation of a mere head of 
a bureau. If gentlemen are to be influenced in 
their votes by such reasons as these, wesurrender 
our right to legislate for the country into the 
hands of the Executive and subordinate officers 
of the Government. 

Mr. ORR. The bill has been rejected by the 
House; and the question now is, what are we to 
do further in the matter. One gentleman suggests 
a reconsiderstion of the vote by which the bill 
was rejected; another that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, or to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I voted for the passage of the bill, al- 
though I did not approve of the attachment to it 
of the provisoes in reference to the marine hos- 
pitals. I thought a deficiency bill was not the 

lace in which to consummate any such general 
egislation. It is wrong in principle to make gen- 
eral legislation in appropriation bills. Sull, within 
afew years back it has become very much the 
custom to effect mostof the gencral legislation of 
the country in the general appropriation bills. If 
it be true that the clause in reference to the marine 
hospitals has weighed down the bill, then we may 
retrace our steps and strike out that clause. We 
must first reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was rejected, and then reconsider the vote ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. At 
this stage amendment will be in order; a motion 
may be made to strike out the objectionable clause 
in reference to the marine hospitais. Ifit be true, 
then,as has been suggested by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsnaru,] that that clause 
defeated the bill, a vote of the House will indi- 
cate that fact by striking itout. There are some 
things in the bill which require to be acted on, 
and acted on promptly; and if we cannot pass the 
bill with the clauses objected to, then I am willing 
to take it without them. I opposed the proposi- 
tion for Governor Merriwether’s salary, which 
thegentleman from Kentucky urged with so much 
earnestness. The House voted to keep it in. 
Although there may be clauses In an appropria- 
tion bill which I may be opposed to, I do not 
think that, because every clause is not just as I 
would wish to have it, lam justified in voting for 
the rejection of all of them. , 

I demand the previous question on the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
rejected. If the call receive a second, and the 
motion is carried, I will then make a motion to 


reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered | 


to be engrossed and read a third time. 


T 


Mr. DUNN. - I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw. the call for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR.: I will: suggest to the gentleman 
that, when the reconsiderations have been had, 
and we have reached the point when amendment 
is in order, he can get the floor for debate. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main. question ordered to be put. 

The House then reconsidered the vote by which 
the bill was defeated. 

Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and on that motion call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The House reconsidered the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. ORR. I now move—though f am not in 
favor of the motion, and shall not vote for it—to 
strike from the bill the provisoes in regard to the 
marine hospitals. 

My. PHELPS. The motion is susceptible of 
division. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I demand a divis- 
ion and the yeasand nays. 

Mr. DUNN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will propose a substitute 
for the entire bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not yield for that purpose. 
I have seen nothing in the action of the House 
which it occurs to me will justify the almost angry 
feeling displayed by several gentlemen of the 
Committee of Waysand Means. I do not under- 
stand that all of the legislative business of this 
House belongs to that Committee, nor that any 
recommendation which they make is to be of abso- 
lutely controlling influence on the action of the 
House. It is certainly entitled to high considera- 
tion; but there it stops. It is, then, for each gen- 
tleman to consider, on his ownresponsibility, what 
he ought to do in reference to the matter recom- 
mended. Neither, sir, do I regard the recom- 
mendation of any one of the other Departments 
of this Government, or of all put together, as a 
matter to control imperatively, or without ques- 
tion, ouraction here. We are not here to register 
the edicts of others, but soberly, and on our own 
full investigation, to take a part in legislation. 
Such recommendation is entitled to a respectful 
consideration—that is all; and itis then for us to 
determine, on investigation, whether the recom- 
mendation is to be yielded to or not. 

Now, sir, the other day there was a recom- 
mendation that there should be granted to the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government $3,000,000 
to sharpen the scythe of death. There was some- 
thing of an excitement manifested here upon that 
subject. Any little holding back when such a 
call is made is constructive treason. The execu- 
tive department now recommends that we should 
withdraw the medicines and the nurses from the 
children of the nation—for the seafaring man is 
emphatically the child of the Republic—we must 
farm them out to be taken care of in sickness—and, 
again, there must be nothing said in opposition 
to this proposition. A bill has been reported to 
this House this morning to strengthen one arm 
of the nation by the addition of ten sloops of war. 
That, sir, we must yield to—and why? Because 
it belongs to that terrible arm which sweeps awa 
the human family from the face of the earth. We 
must always yield to that; yet, when there is a 
protest uttered in this House against the with- 
drawing of the nurse, the physician, and the 
other necessaries of the sick sailor, there is a 
grave question of economy raised. I have no 
doubt, Mr. Speaker, there are abuses connected 
with the marine hospital system; and Iam pleased 
to see that the Committee of Ways and Means 


! have turned their attention to the means of cor- 


rection. But we are to judge in the matter, as 
presented here, whether the proposed corrective 
will not allow of still greater mischief. That is 


| the point; and I think the question has not been 


well considered. . 
Economy is certainly desirable in all depart- 


| ments of the Government, but it should never be 


carried to the extent of sacrificing the obligations 
of either patriotism or humanity. This subject 
ought to come before the House as a separate 
and distinct proposition, and be separately consid- 
ered—well considered—and thoroughly matured. 


There are great abuses connected with other ge- 
artments of the Government, and they oughtite 
e corrected. I care not how vigorous may. be 


the pursuit to stop the wastes of the Treasurys 


to cutoff the supply of the leeches which suck:out 
the life blood: of the nation, and either let. them 
perish or drive them to. some honest calling; but 
the necessary supplies—the cherishing flood to 
that unfortunate and eminently useful portion öf 
the public service—the sailors—ought not to. be 
withdrawn, or even put in the remotest hazard; 
and against such withdrawal I enter. my protest. 
Why, sir, it is urged, and earnestly urged, by 
that committee, that there should be paid—as in 
my judgment against clear and explicit lega} pro- 
visions—g1,900 to an officer of this Government, 
already in receipt of $3,000 for performing the 
duties of his station. 

Mr. PHELPS, (interrupting.) I would inquire 
of the gentleman, with his permission, if the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury is not a proper 
and competent person to adjudicate upon the 
laws involving the rights of Governor Merri- 
wether as to his salary? I ask the gentleman 
if he has not confidence in the integrity and jegal 
skill of that gentleman, and whether he is not 
aware that he has, in the opinion which I read 
yesterday, given it as his opinion that Governor 

erriwether was entitled to the amount which 
the committee has recommended should be ap- 
propriated? I would ask the gentleman whether 
that is not the proper officer to adjudicate upon 
questions of that kind? 

Mr. DUNN. My answer to the gentleman’s 
question might be a very short one, and it would 
be a sufficient answer, I think, to say that the 
Comptroller of the Treasury is not, and ought 
not to be, the comptroller of this House, neither 
of its judgment nor its action. I do admit, how- 
ever, that the Comptroller of the Treasury is a 
man of both ability and integrity. But that does 
not settle the point in controversy as to this 
$1,900 allowance. His opinion is not binding 
upon us. 

Mr. PHELPS. The point I made was merely 
this: That, under the existing laws, you have 
an officer of the Government whose duty it is to 
explain those laws, as between the Government 
and the claimant under them; that, under those 
laws, the very officer whom we have appointed, 
and upon whom we have devolved that duty, has 
declared that, in his opinion, the Governor of 
New Mexico is entitled to the amount recom- 
mended in the bill. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Irise to a question of 
order. I do not perceive the relevancy of the 
subject-matter of the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico to the subject of suriking out the 
proviso in reference to the marine hospitals. 

Mr. DUNN. To make it relevant, then, if 


| such a difficulty exists, I inquire if it is compe- 


tent to move, as an additional amendment, to 
strike out that part of the bill which allows this 
compensation to the Governor of New Mexico? 


| Is it competent to make that motion as an amend- 


ment to the motion of the gentleman over the 


i way? 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this 
time. 

Mr. DUNN. Would it be competent to move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee of Ways 
and Means? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. DUNN. Then, to make my remarks in 
order, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Indiana to be under the impres- 
sion that it has been decided that his remarks 
are notin order. The Chair has made no such 
decision. 

Mr. DUNN. I did understand that he had, 
as it is difficult for me to hear the remarks of the 
Speaker at my seat. Then I move to strike out 
that clause. 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order to move 
to strike out. While the question of amendment 
is pending it is not in order to move to strike out 
another part of the bill relating to another ques- 
tion. But the gentleman has the right to discuss 
the question, and to refer to the other provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. The act of 1852isa clear and 
undoubted qualification of the compensation al- 
lowed by the two acts of 1850 and 1854. These 
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statutes are in peri materie; so far as the subject of 
this controversy is:concerned. They all three 
relate to-officers and salaries—to officers discharg- 
ing the duties of two: offices at the same time, 
and the regulation of the salaries in such cases. 
Being -so, the authority is-well ‘settled that they 
are to be-read. and construed together. The act 
passed in. 1850 gave $1,500 for discharging the 
‘duties of Governor; and $1,000. for -distharging 
the: duties ‘of superintendent. of Indian. affairs. 
These are well understood to be distinct offices; 
but in this case the duties of both were devolved 
pon the Governor, and he got both salaries. 
‘The act. of 1852 then provided that thereafter 
any officer whose salary should be $2,500-shall re- 
ceive no allowance for discharging the duties of 
any other.office. Then. comes the act of 1854, 
and gives a salary of $3,000 to the Governor of 
the: Territory, leaving upon him, as before, the 
duties of both offices. I do not see how it can 
be doubted that the act of 1852 then became oper- 
ative in his case, and cut off the compensation 
before allowed for his duties as superintendent of 
Indian affairs. If this construction is incorrect, 
the act of 1852 is a dead letter. It can apply in 
no case, Maintain this construction, and all the 
acts stand together in harmony, and have a ben- 
€ficial operation; but this is ‘a mere repetition 
cof what I said the other day, and I will go no 
further. So a court of justice would decide, and 
we are to determine the question here by the 
rules of Jaw which prevail in the courts. Ie an 
officer of the Government has decided this ques- 
tion against the law, it is our duty—not our priv- 
ilege, but duty—to set the matter right, when 
called upon to vote an appropriation to pay what 
is not lawfully due. 

That is all I desire to say upon that point, for 
it was a mere digression from the remarks it was 
my purpose to submit. I wish to say something 
more in reference to these marine hospitals. 
There is a great disposition manifested of late 

ears, on the part of the General Government, to 

draw away all its power to bless this nation; 
or, rather, to deny the existence of sucha power. 
Ask for an appropriation for the improvement of 
your tivers and harbors, by which our commerce 
is to be preserved, and the lives of our citizens 
saved, and there is no warrant for it in the Con- 
stitution, Ask to protect our own industry against 
aruinous competition with foreign manufacturers, 
in order to diversify our pursuits, build up every 
department of industry, and make us a really in- 
dependent nation; and you say you have no power 
to do that. Make an appeal here for an appro- 
priation of land or money to take care of the most 
unfortunate of all beings—those whom the haad 
of Providence has deprived of reason, and there 
is no authority in the Constitution. The poor are 
freezing at the doors of your Capitol, and they cry 
to you for wood, that fires may be kindled to 
warm the half-dead mother and her perishing babes 
into life, and you cannot grantthat. ‘It is notso 
nominated in the hond.” But call for money, as 
I remarked a while ago, in untold millions to de- 
stroy the human race, to plunder our neighbors 
of their property, to rob the surrounding countrics 
of their soil, to seize empires as a bandit does a 
purse, and that is all perfectly constitutional. It 
is treason to doubt it. The work of mischief—of 
destruction, is lawful; but the power to heal, and 
to bless ourselves or others, we have not, because 
it is unlawful. That is not only the doctrine, but 
itis the practice of the Government of late years. 
I trust, sir, we shall go back to those old, safe, 
well-tried paths; that we will form again about 
the ancient land-marks of the country, and reas- 
sertand maintain its ancient power to do good and 
not to do evil, for that is the theory of your Gov- 
ernment, and was its early practice. This Gov- 
ernment was made to foster and cherish our peo- 
ple—not to neglect or oppress them. ‘The design 
‘was to establish for them a means of security of 
happiness and prosperity—not to erect a great 
fabric to crush out their hopes and their lives. 

i wish now to make a remark in reference to 
what was said by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Prenps] on another subject. He is de- 
lighted, as I understand him, to see an indispo- 
sition now manifested to keep from your appro- 
priation bilis any matter of general legislation; 
and he has his comfortin the fact, as he declares, 
that thereby possibly we may lose the means of 
reclaiming what is justly due—rneepom to the 


i 


Territories of Kansasand Nebraska. Sir,in the 
Constitution of the United States it was provided, 
and wisely provided, that money bills must ori- 
ginate in this end of the Capitol; the object of 
which was, that when the popular will was one 
way, and the Exccutive department orthe Senate 
was the other way, the popular will might have a 
lever that could overthrow that opposition, and 
compel- submission. ‘Thisis thesafeguard of the 
Commons of England. Our fathers understood 
its history and its value, and so gave it-as a pro- 
tection to the people here. I lope, for the ends 
of justice, and for the promotion of that peace 
which is the great desire of every patriot in the 
land, if the object cannot be otherwise secured, 
that we shall havea proviso appropriately placed 
on some of our appropriation bills, at the right 
time, restoring freedom to Kansas and Nebraska; 
and that there will be found nerve enough on the 
part of those gentlemen who talk loudly about 
freedom, to stand by their colors. I fear; when 
the dollars and cents come in conflict with this 
lip-love of liberty, of which we have heard and 
read so much, there will be some yielding, be- 
cause appropriations for some cherished object— 
some light-house or breakwater of salé waves, or 
something else—may be likely to miscarry. But 
if there be that nerve which there ought to be, we 
shall move the Executive and the Senate to a con- 
currence with the popular will on this subject; 
or, if they will not concur, stop the supplies. 
There is a constitutional remedy—no man can 
justly say that is revolutionary. 

But to return to the pending question. I hope 
that this bill will go back to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that those objectionable fea- 
tures may be stricken out. Gentlemen are mis- 
taken in their supposition that there has been any 
log-rolling or improper combination in this matter, 
This thing took place too suddenly for either, and 
the imputation is unjust. Gentlemen have evi- 
dently acted on their convictions of what they 
ought to do. There were many of them opposed 
to this taking away of the protection which it is 
not only the practice but the duty of the Govern- 
ment to extend to our seamen. Others were op- 
posed to that other proposition to which I have 
made reference. Some were opposed to one prop- 
osition and some to the SNET, and doubtless 
many to both; but when the bill was sought to be 
pressed through without withdrawing either ob- 
jectionable feature, its friends ought to have ex- 
pected that it would fall, as itought to have fallen. 
Remove these objections in any mode, and your 
bill will pass without trouble, probably without 
dividing the House. 

Mr. BENSON. Is the motion now before the 
House to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motionis to amend by 
striking out. 

Mr. BENSON. I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] to make a motion to 
recommit, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his proposi- 
tion to recommit. 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir, 1 adhere to my proposi- 
tion to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. BENSON. If I understand the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, one ground which they 
have taken has been that it is not the objection 
to this clause of the marine hospitals that has 
caused the bill to be defeated. Now, it is very 
easy to ascertain that fact. We have had no 
vote uponit. Without assigning the reason why 
that has been so, the fact exists that no vote has 
been taken upon that clause. Ifthe vote be now 
taken—as it has already been taken on the clause 

ertaining to the salary of the Governor of New 
exico, as to which the action of the committee 
was sustained—if the Elouse can come to a direct 
vote on this question, and the bill be then put 
upon its passage, we will ascertain what the ob- 
jections to the bill are, and we can see whether 
the House is disposed to pass the bill supplying 
these deficiencies which the Committee of Ways 
and Means have said are necessary to the oper- 
ation of the Government. It seems to me that 
we can act undersiandingly on this matter, and 
take a direct vote on this clause now under con- 
sideration; and then it can be ascertained what 


the objections to the passage- of the bill are. I 
hope that the vote will be taken on this question. 

r. LETCHER. Is itin order, now, to offer 
a substitute for the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order pending 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. LETCHER.. Well, I desire to say a 
word about that motion to recommit, in reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Down.] Itis somewhat remarkable, sir, that the 
gentleman from Indiana should have been one to 
complain of this extraordinary legislation in the 
introduction of this proviso in relation to marine 
hospitals; particularly, sir, as the gentleman con- 
cludes his speech with a very distinct intimation 
that he is ready to have ingrafted on the appro- 
priation bills hereafter a proposition to restore 
the Missouri line, and when, in addition to that, 
he calls upon his friends on the other side of the 
House to come up, stand by, and enable him to 
carry through a proposition to make Kansas free 
territory. Now, sir, I cannot myself imagine 
how the gentleman has ever got to the conclusion 
that, where an appropriation is directly asked in 
regard to the marine hospitals, a proviso connected 
with the marine hospitals is out of order—is ex- 
traordinary legislation; and how, yet, he should 
have, at the same time, come to the conclusion 
that a proposition to change a territorial law, to 
restore an unconstitutional line, and to wipe out 
the territorial law abrogating it, is perfectly proper 
legislation—such as would justify him in appeal- 
ing to his friends on the other side of the House 
to come up and enable him to accomplish his end! 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. In all cases where the public’ 
mind—or, more properly speaking, the mind of 
the members of the Ponse 43 tolerably familiar 
with the matter in controversy, I have no great 
objection to the course which the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means has pursued in the present in- 
stance,if there be any appropriateness whatever 
in the proposed proviso to the bill. It isa sys- 
tem which has long prevailed; and I do not sec 
how we can now very well depart from it entirely. 
But here is a case brought up before the House, 
on which the minds of many members are wholly 
uninformed. We do not see the whole extent of 
the mischief it might work. Even those who 
originated the alleged reform seem to differ some- 
what among themselves as to the effect of it; and 
therefore 1 think that the matter should either 
be discussed in a subsequent appropriation bill, 
so that it may be better understood, or that it 
should come up here in the form of a distinct bill. 
There ought to be some further investigation on 
the subject. No doubt some reform is called for; 
but every gentleman ought to act understandingly 
before he votes to disturb this great charity—if 
gentlemen prefer that name for our obligation to 
take care of these unfortunate men. We are de- 
parting from a long-established policy, and per- 

aps putting in peril the rights of humanity and 
the national character, with less consideration 
than a jury of twelve men would feel bound to 
bestow upon a controversy between neighbors 
not involving ten shillings. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ifthe gentleman from In- 
diana is uninformed, and if other members of the 
House are uninformed, in reference to this propo- 
sition, whose fault is it? Sir, when the report of 
the Secretary was laid upon the tables of mem- 
bers here six weeks or two months ago, it con- 
tained the very recommendation which has been 
embodied in the provisoes of this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And the report of last 
year. 

Mr. LETCHER, Yes; and there was a dis- 
cussion last year on this floor in reference to the 
change which has been proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ‘Well, sir, in addi- 
tion to that, when the Committee of Ways and 
Means considered this subject, they prepared end 
sent to the House this bill some ten days ago. 
The bill has been printed, and members could 
have had copies if they had chosen. If they have 
not examined the subject thoroughly, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are not to be held 
responsible for the omission. 

If, then, I say to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Dunx,] he has had two months in which to 
consider the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury containing the estimates of the appropriations 
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provided for in this bill, and ten days in which 
to consider the particular provisions contained in 
this deficiency bill, and still is not. prepared to 
act upon it, how long will. it take the Housa to 
prepare itself to act upon the recommendations 
prepared for their consideration by the Secretary ? 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia 
will indulge me, I suppose he well knows that 
it is utterly impossible for members to examine 
in advance all those questions that are crowded 
upon our consideration. Many of us, not having 
been here last session, know nothing of what 
then occurred. What I insist.on is, that time 
should be allowed, in the discussion of questions 
of this grave and important nature, for those 
whose particular care it has been to examine the 
questions involved to enlighten the members of 
the House upon them. That has not been done 
in this case. 

Mr. LETCHER. This bill was in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for two 
days, and any gentleman could debate it as long 
as he chose, subject only to the limitations im- 
posed by the House in the hour rule; and when 
the resolution was adopted by the House, stop- 
ping the debate, in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of.the Union, was it done by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for the purpose of 
gagging the members of the House? 


_ Mr. PHELPS. It was adopted almost unan- 
imously. 
Mr. URTCHER. Yes, sir, it was adopted 


almost unanimously; and when gentlemen have 
stopped debate by their own vote, they come here 
and complain that the Committee of Ways and 
Means have stopped debate. They tell us that 
they have defeated the bill because the Commit- 
tee. of Ways and Means have agreed with a large 
majority of the House in the propriety of closing 
the debate, and bringing the House to the vote 
on the bill. 

Now, in reference to another matter, my friend 
from Indiana says he has no objection to legisla- 
tion if members understand the subject; in other 
words, where the subject is one that addresses 
itself visibly to their judgment, where their opin- 
ions are made up in regard to it, that in all such 
cases legislation may be proceeded with with 
propriety. Now, sir, I have supposed that there 
was a rule of this House which declared, in ref- 
erence to appropriation bills, that none except a 
certain class of items should be embraced in 
them—that. they should be such items as were 
authorized by existing laws, or are for the con- 
struction of some work already commenced. But, 
according to the theory of my friend from Indiana, 
he is for taking anything that he may think 
proper, and place it in these bills, whether there 
has been any previous legislation upon the sub- 
ject or not. 

Mr. DUNN. Notat all. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now, sir, I take the ground 
that, when you come to the regular appropriation 
bills; and amendments come to be offered relating 
to almost every possible subject, I trust the gen- 
tleman from Indiana and the House will take the 
ground which they have taken now, and that 
when provisoes more extraordinary than this are 
offered, as they will be by members, the gentle- 
man will refuse to admit them; when his friends 
come to bring forward propositions for objects in 
which they may be interested, I hope that he will 
refuse to sanction them as amendments to appro- 
priation bills. I trust he will be prepared to en- 
force the same measure upon others that he now 
seems disposed to measure out to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Sir, let us have some rule here that shall be 
carried out. The Committee of Ways and Means | 
has never claimed to control the House in any 
way. They have asked no control.. They have | 
done noihing more than it was their duty to do. 
They have reported such provisions in this bill 
as they deemed it their duty to report. Butif 
they have reported any particular feature that is 
objectionable to the House, let the House strike 
it out and be done with it. 

Now, sir, I desire, if an opportunity occurs, to 
present a substitute; and in order to give those i 
gentlemen who complain that they have never! 
had an opportunity to vote upon this marine hos- | 
pital clause a chance to vote upon it, I will pre- į 
sent the same bill, leaving out the objectionable | 
features. i 


Mr. BOYCE. It seems to me that this bill has 
been very fully discussed: 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihave not yielded the floor. 

Mr. BOYCE. I thought you were through. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; the Committee of 
Ways and Means have been fired. at from all 
quarters. There are only nine of us against two 
hundred and odd members, and if we return all 
the firing, we shall necessarily take up a good deal 
of time. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Down] will withdraw his proposition to recom- 
mit, I will then move a substitute, leaving out 
the Merriwether proposition. The House can 
then vote upon it, and will be prepared to con- 


sider. the proposition in reference to marine 
hospitals. R 
A Member. Leave out the marine hospital 


proviso too. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well; I will offer a 
substitute for the bill, leaving out both these 
sbjectionable propositions. 

r. DUNN. If these propositions are both 
stricken out, I will withdraw my motion to re- 
commit. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well; I will leave 
them both out, and the House will then have a 
fair chance to consider the whole matter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask for a divis- 
ion of the question on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, so that the question 
may be taken upon the provisoes in reference to 
marine hospitals separately. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia whether his substitute is the old bill, with 
the propositions in reference to marine hospitals, 
and in reference to the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico, left out? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yos, sir, exactly the same. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to amend the 
substitute by inserting a provision for paying the 
deficiency in the salary of the Governor of New 
Mexico, in the same terms employed in the ori- 
ginal bill to which the substitute is offered. My 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] says he does 
not want any log-rolling. Why, sir, this is no 
time for the gentleman from Virginia to talk about 
log-rolling, when he has just now been log-rolling 
right in the face of the House. 

As Tunderstand the precise position of the ques- 
tion as it now stands before the House, there is 
a pending motion to strike out from the thirty- 
fourth to the forty-seventh lines, which is the prop- 
osition relating to marine hospitals. While that 
question is pending, a gentleman from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means offers, as a substi- 
tute, the same bill, with the clause relating to 
marine hospitals stricken out, and also with the 
clause relative to the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico stricken out, the effect of which 
would be to weigh down the proposition relative 
to the salary of Governor Merriwether, which 
the House this morning, upon the yeas and nays, 
deliberatcly refused to strike out, by invoking the 
aid of both parties. And the gentleman in the 
same breath talks about log-rolling! 

Mr. LETCHER. Who talks about log-roll- 
ing? 

‘Mr. MARSHALL. You do. 

Mr. LETCHER. I did not saya word about 

I have not mentioned the word. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Probably, then, I heard 
an echo from somewhere else. 1 want the 
House to see the exact position to which the 
gentleman invites them. It is proposed to strike 
out a proposition in the bill, which is backed by 
the Comptroller, backed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which has been reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and which has 
had the approval, and been advocated upon this 
floor, by the gentleman from Virginia and his 
colleagues of that committee. Itis also proposed 
to strike out the clause in reference to the marine 
hospitals, which is deemed objectionable in the 
bill. Linvite the House, from a consideration of 
the dignity of its own record, to refuse the offer 
of the substitute; and, in order to test the sense 
of the House, I move to insert in the substitute 
the paragraph in the original bill which provides 
for the payment of the salary of the Governor 
of New Mexico. If the amendment is adopted 
it will perfect the substitute. Having stricken 
out the clause in reference to the marine hospitals, 
I hope the substitute, with my amendment, may 
pass. 


it. 


Mr. ORR. obtained: the floor, but yielded to... 

Mr. LETCHER. .: The getitleman from Kens: 
tucky will recollect: that I voted for the. marine 
hospital provisoes, as well.as forthe Meriwether 
proposition, and I leave out from. my substitute 
the only two portions of the. bill that have been 
the subject of complaint; : But the gentleman says 
that he wants the record kept straight... He wants 
the country to. understand the ¢xaet. position of 
gentlemen of this Flouse. ‘While he is suggest- 
ing a correction of the record, let me call his atten- 
tion to the fact that, while he. advocated and helped 
to sustain by his vote the Merriwether proposi- 
tion, he voted against the bill and helped to kill it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. My position is perfectly 
explicable. I voted for the provision for Gov- 
ernor Merriwether’s salary, because I believed 
that it was right in itself. I voted against the bill, 
and the proposition in regard to Governor Merri- 
wether’s salary could not induce me to vote for 
its passage while it contained those provisoes in 
regard to the marine hospitals, Voting for the 
appropriation for the Governor of New Mexico 
when it stood alone, I voted in the end against 
the whole bill for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise toa point of order, 
Is the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky in order. An amendment is pending to the 
original bill ; then there isan amendment pending 
in the nature of a substitute, offered by my friend 
from Virginia. There is an amendment to an 
amendment, and no further amendmentis in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to perfect the 
substitute before the question is taken onit. The 
question will be first taken on the motion to strike 
out some portions of the original bill. It will 
then be in order to perfect the substitute. 

Mr. ORR. I do not propose to discuss the 
merits of either of the clauses mentioned. Ionly 
desire to understand the exact condition of the 
question. If I state it incorrectly, I hope the 
Chair will correct me. If the previous question 
be sustained—and I intend to call for it before I 
sit down—thce first question to be taken will be on 
the motion which 1 submitted to strike out the 

rovisoes of the bill in reference to the marine 
rospitals. Then the question will recur on the 
amendment to the substitute proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The questi is first on the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, to 
strike out certain portions of the original bills 
then on the amendment to the substitute; then 
on the substitute itself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Isitin order, while anamend- 
ment to an amendment is pending, to entertain 
another amendment? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers that the 


i question shall be first put on the motion of the 


gentleman from South Carolina. Then the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky may move to amend the 
substitute. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the call. for the previous 
question is sustained he cannot move his amend- 
ment. , 

Mr. ORR. There is the difficulty. If the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
not received at this stage, and the call for the pre- 


| vious question is seconded, it cannot be offered 


subsequently. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The result will be the same. 
If the motion of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina is carried, the question will come up the 
same as if it were on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. We shall then be called 
to decide between the original bill with the marine 
hospital provisoes out and the Merriwether pro- 
vision In it, and the substitute with both out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not make 
a decision upon the question, but states the man- 
ner in which he would prefer to put the question. 

Mr. ORR. Well, to come to the practical 
result, if the previous question be sustained, the 
first vote will be upon the motion to strike out 
the proviso in reference to the marine hospitals. 
The next proposition which will come up will-be 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr, Lerenen,] assuming that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentuely is 


i| not in order. Now, if there be a majority of the 


House in favor of striking out the proviso in 
reference to the marine hospitals, and a majority 
in favor of retaining the appropriation to pay the 
Governor of New Mexico, they will vote agains 
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the.entire substitute, because-the original bill, as 
‘amended; will-réflect the opinion-of ‘the House. | 
Therefore, witha: view. to bring the House to a | 
direct. vote upon the question, E demand the 
previous question. 

-The previous question was seconded, and the 
amain-question ordered to. be put. j 
» Lhe SPEAKER.. The House is brought first 
‘to vote upon striking out the following provisoes: 


«Provided; That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to. change the present system of providing relief 
fo k and disabled seamen by dismissing from service the 
sniployés of the Government, leasing the marine hospitals 
at such points as, in his judgment, the publi interest 
yequires.a change, to private individuals, city or town 
authorities, or private associations, on terms providing for 
the necessary attention to seamen entitled to relief: And 
provided further, That the said Secretary shall suspend all 
urther expenditures of money heretofore appropriated for 
tie’purchase of sites, and the construction of marine hos- 
‘pitais at those points where the construction of buildings 
fas not been commenced 3 and that the said Secretary 
_ Yeport to Cangress annually the arrangements which he 
may have imade under this proviso. 


* Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask for a divis- 
ion of the question, and that the vote be taken on 
‘the last proviso first. 

“Mr. LETCHER.. It will be more regular to 
take the vote upon the first proviso first, and 
then upon the second. 

“The SPEAKER, The Chair will put the | 
question upon striking out the first proviso. 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not consume the 
time of the House, though I desire a vote upon 
the last proviso first. 

The SPEAKER. The other course is the 
natural order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Where a motion is 
made to strike out a given part of a bill, is that 
susceptible of a division which will make ita 
motion to strike out only a part of it? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to strike out and 
insert cannot be divided; but a motion to strike 
out two distinct clauses of a bill can be divided. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [I call for a division, and 
demand the yeas and nays upon striking out the 
first proviso; and I call for tellers on the yeas and 
hays.’ 

' -Tellers were refused; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the first Proviso was stricken out. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the second proviso; and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the second proviso was also stricken out. 

The question recurred on the substitute offered 
by Mr. Lercuer. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I now propose that 
the vote shall be taken upon my amendment to | 
that substitute. 

Mr. HAVEN. 


I think the gentleman from 
Kentucky will see thatthe matter is right just as 
it is. e have now gota bill with the two pro- 
visoes stricken out, and the Merriwether appro- | 
priation in. The next question is, will we keep 
that bill as it is, or will we substitute the other 
for it, which other is the same bill, with the 
Merriwether provision out. For one, I am for 
striking the Merriwether appropriation out. 

Mr. KELSEY. I desire to understand whether 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia is | 
anything more than to strike out the provision for ; 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico? 

Mr. ORR. That is not all, as I understand it. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Virginia | 
proposes to strike out both the provision for the | 
salary of Governor Merriwether and the marinc 
hospital provisoes. The question which has just 
been taken was taken with reference to the | 
original bill, and the House have stricken out the | 
provisoes. But that does not operate to strike 
them out of the substitute, and the gentleman jj 
from Virginia therefore leaves them out of the | 
substitute. Lf those provisoes were left in the | 
substitute by the gentleman from Virginia, and | 
the substitute should be adopted, the provisoes | 
would be adopted also, notwithstanding the pre- | 
vious action of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not understand the | 
proposition as my-friend from Seuth Carolina | 
does. The provision in reference to the marine | 
hospitals is now out of the original bill, and out | 
of the substitute. The only difference between |) 
the bill as it now stands and my substitute is the | 
Merriwether appropriation. Thatis stricken out |, 


of the substitute, while it is in the bill for which 
mine is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. HOUSTON. By general consent the 
House can simplify the vote by simply allowing 
it to be a vote on striking out the Merriwether 
proposition. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. I think the much easier 
mode is to travel according to the rule. 

Mr. SEWARD. I thought the previous ques- 
tion was ordered. : 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I insist that debate is 
out of order. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to know whether | 


I have not a tight to amend the matter to be in- 
serted? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide if the 
gentleman from Kentucky proposes at this time 
to amend the substitute, that it is not in order, 
the main question having been ordered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I may be at fault in re- 
gard to this matter, but I do not understand that 
the House has reconsidered the subject-matter at 
all. After the bill had been lost, the gentleman 
from Arkansas moved to reconsider, and on that 
motion Ido not recollect that any vote was taken. 

Several Memsers. Oh, yes, there was. 

The SPEAKER. The vote was taken on re- 
considering the vote ordering the bill to a third 
reading and engrossment. ‘The Chair has stated 
the question to be on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and pending that 
question, the gentlemen from South Carolina and 

irginia [Messrs. Orr and Lercuer) have of- 
fered amendments. The question recurs on the 
amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, to sirike out the words standing as the 
original bill, and to insert his amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. The Chair understands 
the two bills to agree in this, that the clause re- 
lating to the marine hospitals does not exist in 
either; but that in the bill as it now stands the 
clause relating to the Governor of New Mexico 
does stand asa part of the bill, while in the sub- 
stitute it is stricken out. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Those who are desirous 
of retaining the Merriwether clause will vote 
against the substitute ? 


The SPEAKER. It is not proper for the Chair | 


to answer that question. 
Mr. MARSHALL called for the yeas and nays 
: y y 
on Mr. Lerenuer’s substitute. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL asked leave to withdraw 
the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object; the House 
has ordered the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
96, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bingham, Boyce, 
Branch, Brenton, Buftinton, Clawson, Clingman, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Craige, Crawford, 
Cullen, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Emric, 
English, Flagler, Galloway, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, 
Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George 
W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, MceMullin, Killian Miller, Mill- 
son, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Porter, Powell, Purviance, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Sim- 


mons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Thorington, Todd, Traf- j 


ton, Underwood, Vail, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Winslow, Daniel B, Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—S6. 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barbour, Barksdale, Bell, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brooks, 
Broom, Burnett, James H. Campbell, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, EWott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Goode, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Harrison, Howard, Kelsey, Knight, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Phelps, Pringle, Ricaud, Sage, Sandidge, Stephens, Strana- 
han, Talbott, 
Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Watkins, Wheeler, Wil- 
liams, Woodruff, and Woodworth—60. 


So the substitute was agrecd to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- | 


grossed, and read a third time; and having been 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. LETCHER moved the previous question 
on its passage. $ 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
of the previous question the bill was passed. 
Mr. TETCHER moved to reconsider the vote 


Taylor, Tyson, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, | 


| 
it 


by which the bill was-passed; and also moved 
io lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


“DIAMOND REEF, NEW YORK. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they 
hereby are, instructed to inguire into the propriety of making 
an appropriation for the removal of Diamond reef, in the 


harbor of New York ; and that they report by bill or other- 
wise, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The Speaker laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the State Department, transmitting 
a copy of a memorial addressed to the President 
by Mr. Henry Cronchey, a British subject, pray- 
ing compensation for extra services performed in 
the office of the Legation of the United States -at 
London, between December, 1852, and August, 
1853; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
three o’clock and fifty minutes) the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespasy, March 5, 1856. - 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to printing 
paid for by the Department of State during the 
year ending December 31, 1855; which was read, 
and, on motion by Mr. Werer, ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, showing, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, the number of employe in the Treas- 
ury Department other than clerks, and the com- 

ensation paid to each; which, on motion by Mr. 
VEeELLER, was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 
lso, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, the correspondence with the Navy 
Department in relation to charges and specifica- 
tions against G. J. Pendergrast, S. F. Du Pont, 
and other officers of the Navy, and the action of 
the Department thereon. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that that communi- 
cation be laid upon the table, and be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to my friend from 
California that, before these papers are printed, 
he or some other Senator should examine them. 
I think there are matters in them which might 
just as well, perhaps, be not printed. i 

Mr. WELLER. I move, then, that the docu- 
ment be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
with a view of obtaining a report from that com- 
mittee as to the propriety of publishing the whole 
or part of them. 

It was so referred. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to present the 
memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
asking that the ice harbor at Reedy Island, in 
the Delaware river—a work commenced some 
years since by the United States Government— 
may be promptly completed. This memorial is 
accompanied by a very strong letter stating the 
position of the Board of Trade in relation to this 
subject. I move that the memorial and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on 

ommerce. 

Mr. STUART. Let me suggest to the Sen- 
ator that, inasmuch as the committee have already 
reported on the subject, perhaps his purpose 
would be better accomplished by allowing these 
papers to lic on the table. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have no objection to 
that. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. STUART. I present the petition of citi- 
zens of New Buffalo, Michigan, praying for the 
construction of a harbor of refuge at that place. 
The Committee on Commerce instructed me some 
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days since to report a bill for the improvement | 
of that harbor, and I ask, therefore, that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 


Mr. SEWARD. JI present additional papers 
in support of the claim of Samucl S. Wood & 
Son, for indemnity for the destruction of their 
property at San Juan. Some days ago I pre- 
sented other papers in this case, and by mistake 
they were referred to the Court of Claims. For 
the purpose of bringing them back to the Senate, 
in order that they may have their reference to 
the Committee on Claims, I beg leave to submit 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to | 
transmit to the Senate the petition and papers of SamuclS. | 
Wood, referred to the court by the order of the Senate of 
3d March. 

The resolution was agreed to; and the addi- 
tional papers presented by Mr. Sewarp were | 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Isabella } 
Budlong, widow of Stephen Budlong, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying to be allowed bounty 
land; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented additional papers in 
relation to the claim of Charles Stearns, for in- 
demnity for illegal prosecutions by the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of | 
Daniel Muse,a messenger at the National Observ- | 
atory, and the memorial of Angelo Harris, a 
porter in the same establishment, praying to be | 
allowed the twenty per cent. on their pay which 
was allowed to other employés of the Govern- 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
the city council of Galena, Illinois, praying that 
the building for a marine hospital at that place, 
for which an appropriation has been made, may 
be forthwith commenced; which was referred to ; 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Kentucky, in favor of the | 
adoption of measures for placing the staple of 
to bacco on an equal footing, with regard to its | 
exportation to foreign countries, with the other | 
great agricultural interests of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the administrator de bonis | 
non of William Brent, an officer in the war of the Revolu- 
tion, praying for the commutation pay to whieh Williain 
Brent was entitled, be withdrawn from the files of the | 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary f 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James Hall, the petition of 
the administrator of Isaac Waldron, the petition of Philip 
Dickinson, the memorial of Joel M. Smith, the petition of 
Thomas W. Olcott, the petition of Danici Hay, and the 
petition of William E. Woodruff, pension agents,on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi | 
nance, reported a bill making appropriations for | 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for | 
repairs of barracks and quarters, for the year | 
ending the 30th of June, 1857. He gave notice | 
that he would call it up for consideration at one į 
o'clock to-morrow. The bill was read a first | 
time, and ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- | 

| 
i 
I 


merce, to whom were referred petitions from 
owners of several fishing schooners, reported a 
bill for the relief of the owners of the fishing | 
schooners Brandywine, Forester, Grampus, Ur- 
sula, Stephen C. Philips, ard Union; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. | 
He submitted a report on the subject, which was 
ordered to be printed. ` 
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Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
William G. Mosely, praying for remuneration 
for losses sustained in consequence of inability to 
fulfill a surveying contract in Florida, on account 
of the recent Indian outbreak in that State, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Dick, praying 
that a patent may be issued to him for land settled 
by him under a permit granted by the register 
of the land office at St. Augustine, Florida, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom the subject was referred, re- 
worted a bill for the relief of George P. Marsh; 
which was read a first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
William A. Burt, praying for a just allowance 
in consideration of the benefit the Government 
has derived from the use of his improved solar 
compass, reported a bill to enable the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the 
public surveys; which was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. STUART. In this case a bill was report- 
ed and passed at the last Congress. The former 
reports on the subject are very full, and I shall 
simply refer to them. 

Mr: STUART, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill explaining an act approved the 12th 
of April, 1854, entitied “An act to establish addi- 
tional land districts in the Territory of Minne- 
sota; which was read a first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Communications from the Delegate of the Ter- 
ritory, the General Land Office, and the Interior 
Department, accompanying the bill, were ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the memorial of John A. Ragan, 
praying to be allowed to put into execution, on 
certain conditions, his plan for preventing the 
overflow of the Mississippi river; the petition of 


McKinley Ward, of Madison county, Dlinois, |; 
guardian of the minor children of Robert Peebles, | 


deceased, praying for half-pay, pension, and 


! bounty land, on account of the services of Pce- ji 


bles during the revolutionary war; the petition 
of William Anderson, praying for remuneration 
for losses sustained in consequence of the death 
of his brother from disease contracted in the mil- 
itary service; the pctition of the trustees of the 
State University of Iowa, praying for the grant 
of two additional townships of land; the memorial 
of James H. Gale, praying to be allowed the 
bounty land to which his brother was entitled 
as an officer of the United States Army; and the 
petition of Edward D. Tippett, a soldier during 
the war of 1812, praying to be allowed fbounty 
land, reported adversely on cach of those cases. 
The reports were concurred in. 


SCHOONER ZADOCK PRATT. 


Mr.SEWARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
petition of William Peck and James B. Smith, 
praying for a register for the schooner Zadock 
Pratt, to report a bill to admit to register the 
schooner Zadock Pratt. I ask that the bill may 
be taken up and passed now, as it is a matter of 
importance and interest to individuals, and is one 
of those bills which are always passed by Con- 
gress without any objection. 

The bill was read twice, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Sccretary of the Treasury to issue a register 
to the bark Zadock Pratt on its being proved 
that three fourths of the cost of the construction 
of the vessel was put upon her in the United 


States 


Mr. HAMLIN. I moveto strike out * three 
fourths,’’ and insert “‘ two thirds.” aao 

Mr. SEWARD. I wil accept that amend- 
ment. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move further to amend by 
adding “ or enrollment,”’’ after “ register.?’ I do 
not think it absolutely necessary, but it will re- 
move all doubt. } 

Mr. SEWARD. [have no objection to that 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. The bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time and passed. The title was amended 
by adding the words “or enrollment’? after 
€‘ register, ”? 

PURCHASE OF LOTS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire and reportto the Senate at what.price 
the lots belonging to private individuals, within the follow- 
ing limits, can be purchased: commencing at the north gate 
of the Capitol and following Delaware avenue to its inter- 
section with R street north; along B street to Third street 
west; along Third street to its intersection with B street 
south; along said street to New Jersey avenue ; and along 
said avenue to the south gate of the Capitol; and that in 
each case where he may think the sum asked is excessive 
he shali note the amount of such excess in his report. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained: leave to introduce a 
bill making provision to compensate agents for 
paying pensions, and prescribing the ume and 
manner of settling other accounts; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cutrom, their Clerk, announced that they 


| had passed a bill (EI. R. No. 68) to supply defi- 


ciency in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856. 

The bill was, on motion by Mr. Huyrzr, 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Srpney WEBSTER, his 
Secretary, announcing that he had signed the fol- 
lowing bills of the Senate: 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to change the names of vessels in certain 
cases; 

An act authorizing the issue of a register or 
enrollment to the bark Cabargo; and 

Anact to change the name of the brig Hibernia 
to Victor of the Wave. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HALE. I wish to call the attention of 
the Committce on Printing to the fact, that about 
a week ago we ordered some documents to be 
printed in reference to the controversy between 
this country and Great Britain, I have sent to 
the document-room every day since to geta.copy 
of those documents, but I cannot obtain them. 
perceive by the National Intelligencer, however, 
thatthcy were furnished to that print last Friday, 
and I find them in the hands of gentlemen all 
around the city, printed by ‘A. O. P. Nichol- 
son, Printer of the Senate,” but they cannot be 


| obtained at our document-room. They are fur- 


nished to the newspapers, and to everybody else, 
but the Senate, which orders and pays for the 
printing, cannot get them. i 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill mention an additional 
fact. I understand, from a gentleman of Phila- 
delphia, that they have had them in circulation 
for three or four days in that city. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest to the 


gentleman. that the Committee on Printing has f 
nothing to do with it. `- ara 
Mr. HALE.: Then 1 do not-know who has. 
“Mr. PEARCE. I have been told that these 
documents were printed for the Department of 
State before the order to print was made here. 
“Mr, HALE. Twill only mention this fact: the 
‘copy which T saw in.the hands of others bears 
‘the imprint of “A, OP. Nicholson, Printer of 
the Senate,” and was printed, I suppose, in pur- 
suance of our order.. ‘The documents, it appears, 
are furnished to the newspapers of all our cities, 
and., to everybody, except to the Senate, which 
orders and pays for them. : 
“Mr, -FESSENDEN subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I rise now simply for the purpose of 
answering the query which was put a few min- 
ütés ago. by the Senator from New Hampshire. | 
I do soat ‘the request of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, 1 sent for him, and he states 
that. the document referred to by the Senator cm- 
braces only sixty-four pages of the whole docu- 
ment, and was printed by order of the State De- 
partment for distribution on Monday last. The 
rinter, with the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing; devoted themselves to it, and did it; but the 
‘whole document, which will come to the Senate, 
will. contain something like four hundred or ‘five 
hundred pages. On that they are at work con- 
stantly, and it will be delivered to the Senate just 
as soon as it can be printed. 


EDWIN A. STEVENS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office have directed me to | 
report a bill for the relief of Edwin A. Stevens. 
His a very simple matter, and I ask that the bill 
may be taken up now and passed. If the Senate 
will allow me, I will explain the case in a very few 
words. 

Mr. Stevens is the owner of a patent which will 
expire on the Istof April next. He came to this 
city by his agent to get it renewed at the Patent 
Office, but owing to a misapprehension as to the 
time within which it was necessary to make ap- 

lication beforchand, he was too late; so that when 
he applied, the Commissioner of Patents had no 
authority to hear his application. All he asics 
now is, simply, that the act regulating that matter 
may be suspended so far as relates to the time, 
in order that he may be able to go before the 
Commissioner as if he had made the application in 
proper season. I presume there will he no objec- 
tion to itin any quarter. The propriety of the | 
hill is very obvious, and the committee were unan- 
imous in reporting it. The gentleman for whose 
relief it is. intended has been waiting here, and 
time is of some importance to him. If there be | 
no objection, I ask that the bill may be taken up 
now and passed, 

‘The bill (S. No. 147) was read a firstand second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that so much of the cigh- 
teenth section of the act passed the 4th of July, 
1836, as prohibits the extension of a patent after 
the expiration of the term for which it was origin- 
ally issued, shall be suspended so far as it may 
be necessary to authorize the renewal of a patent 
to Edwin A. Stevens, of the city of New York, 
for his invention of a mode of applying air to 
the furnaces of steam engines, subject, however, | 
to the other conditions and restrictions imposed | 
by that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to ke engrossed for a | 
third reading. It was read a third time and | 
passed. i 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. JOLINSON. I ask unanimous consent i 
to propose an addition to one of the rules of this 
body in relation to the printing of additional | 
numbers of documents. As will be seen by the 
reading of the proposed amendment, it makes | 
it the duty of the Committee on Printing, when | 
they propose additional numbers, to report esti- | 
mates of their cost. My proposition is toamend | 
the 33d rule of the Senate, by inserting after the | 
word “ Senate’? the words: | 

Motions to print additional numbers shall likewise be 
referred to the said committee ; and when ihe report shall 


be in favor of printing additional numbers, it shall be ac- 
companied by an estimate of the probabiec cost. 


| copies now accumulate to’ such an amount as to 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I ask leave to introduce a 
proposition to change the practice of this body in 
relation to the printing of bills and joint resolu- 
tions. At present, under an old order which 
has obtained here, though I believe it is in none 
of our rules, the number printed of bills and joint 
resolutions is one thousand. Task that it may 
be so amended as to make the number seven hun- 
dred. That number will be sufficient to give the 
Senate a full supply of all bills and joint resolu- 
tions, and allow enough for the House of Repre- 
sentatives and for the Departments. The extra 


become a source of inconvenience in the Capitol, 
as I am assured. The present number, one thou- 
sand, is altogether unnecessary. I ask that it į 
may be reduced to seven hundred, which will 
still allow two hundred more than we have any. 
real need for. 

The Secretary read the order, as follows: 


Ordered, That, until otherwise ordered, the usual number 
of bills and joint resojutions to be printed ior the use of the 
Senate be seven hundred. 


The order was agreed to. 
COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate re@# 
sumed the consideration of the bill, (S. No. 107,) 
reported from the Committee on Commerce, ‘ es- 
| tablishing the collection districts of the United į 
| States, and designating the ports of entry and 
the ports of delivery in the same.” ‘The amend- 
| ments made yesterday, as in Committee of the 
Whole, were concurred in. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Lam ixstructed by the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce to offer some additional 
amendments, for the purpose of constituting the | 
District of Columbia a separate collection district, į 
and thus leave it precisely where it was before 
i this bill was prepared. The jurisdiction of Con- 
gress is exclusive over the District of Columbia, 
and the inhabitants have expressed a decided | 
preference for its continuance as a separate col- | 

lection district. By the authority of the com- 

mittee, I move, for that purpose, in the fifty-sixth 
} section of the bill, to strike out the words “and to 
include also within the Emits thercof the District 
of Columbia,” and to insert the words ‘*exclud- 
ing the District of Columbia,” so that the collec- 
| tion district of Potomac shall not include the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is in 


town ” from among the ports of delivery of the | 
district of Potomac. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I now propose as an addi- | 
tional section, to come in after section fifty-six, | 
the following: i 
Sec. 57. And be it further enacted, That district number į 
fifty-seven shall be called the district of Columbia; George- | 
; town shall be the port of entry, and Washington city shall 
| be a port of delivery for said district. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I suppose the numbers of the 
succeeding sections and districts can be changed 
withouta motion to that effect. There is at pres- 
ent a section fifty-seven in the bill, and by insert- 
| ing the amendment which I have just proposed, | 
| all the subsequent sections became wrongly num- 
| bered, , Is itnecessary to make a motion to change 
t the numbers? 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary will change 
the numbers without a motion, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. So I supposed. 

. The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob- 


I wish to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce | 
to one of the provisions of the bill. ‘There are 
now, I believe, in the State of California, seven | 
collection districts, and thereare various ports of | 
delivery; but this bill proposes to abolish four | 
i 


of the existing collection districts in that State. | 
Now, sir, some four yearsago, after much deliber- | 
ation, San Diego was established as a port of | 
entry, and so were Benicia, Stockton, and Sacra- i 


| 
| mento; Benicia being on the bay of San Francisco, 


The amendment was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


Stockton being on the San Joaquin river, and | 
| Sacramenio at the head of steamship navigation, 
en the Sacramento river. This bill proposes to 


the same scetion, to strike out the word ‘ George- || 


| jection, and therefore the numbers will be changed. | 
i Mr. WELLER. 
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change the character of the ports of Stockton, 


“Benicia, San Diego, and Sacramento, from ports 


of entry to mere ports of delivery.. The commerce 
of the country has been constantly increasing on 
the Pacific coast; and if these ports of entry were 
necessary for revenue purposes four or five-years 
ago, I ask why is it that they are now cut down 
to mere ports of delivery? The town of San 
Diego is situated on one of the best harbors upon 
the Pacific coast. There isa considerable amount 
of commerce there,as I know, and itis constantly 
increasing. By the terms of this bill it is now 
to be converted into a mere portof delivery. The 
same might be said of some of the other collection 
districts. 

What I desire to know is, the reason for this 
change. Why have these places been cut down 
from collection districts or ports of entry to mere 
ports of delivery? I desire to know from what 
quarter the recommendation for this change has ` 
come. Will the gentleman from Maine be good 
enough to furnish me with the data on which 
these provisions of the bill are based? - 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will answer the Senator a 
little more at length perhaps than a direct reply 
would require. I answer, in the first place, in 
relation to the various collection districts estab- 
lished on the Pacific coast. They were estab- 
lished afew yearsago. The bill fortheir establish- 
ment was drawn by myself, under the advice of 
the Senators from the State of California, The 
State was new, and it was uncertain at what point 
it was absolutely necessary to establish collection 
districts or ports of entry there. Such ports, 


| however, were established as it was believed the 


commercial wants of the country demanded. Six 


| ports of entry were established at that time, and 


subsequently another was added to them, The 
reduction now proposed is equivalent to three. 
About the same period of time with the estab- 


i| lishment of those districts, the Senate saw fit to 


pass a resolution directing the appointment of a 
commissioner for the purpose of codifying the rev- 


| enue laws, including the boundaries.of the collec- 


tion districts. This is the first chapter of what 
was prepared under that commission, The bill 
was prepared by the commissionerunder the direc- 
tion of the present Secretary of the Treasury, and 
under those clerks who have the practical duties 
to perform in connection with the various collec- 
tors of customs, and who must necessarily know 
better what are the commercial wants of the coun- 
try in this respect than any other persons. True, 
some Senator may know a little more about his 
own locality than them, but none can know so 
well what isthe best system adapted to the whole 
country. This bill was thus prepared; and after 
being thus prepared the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in order to insure additional accuracy, and to learn 
anything that could be learned at the Department, 
submitted it to the principal collectors in each 
State of the Union for suggestions; and with those 
suggestions, and such light as the Committee on 
Commerce could obtain, and such knowledge as 
was to be found at the Department, the bill has 
been placed in its present shape. 

I apprehend it will be found that the port at 
Benicia pays next to no revenue at all, think 
the Senator from California willadmit that. Such 
I understand to be the fact. The ports on that 
river, above Benicia, are by this bill brought 
within the same rule which applies to the Atlan- 
tic coast, to wit: towns and ports lying above the 
mouth of the river are made ports of delivery 
and annexed to the port of entry at the mouth of 
That is true of Sacramento and those 
towns which lie above it on the river. The other 
point which he names at the lower part of tho 
State—San Diego—is made a port of delivery, 
and is annexed to the district of San Pedro. 
Now, while the business of that place may be 
considerable, it will be found, on investigation of 
the matter, that it isa local business. {t is not 
forcign commerce. The place is not one which 
contributes its revenues to the Government, and 
therefore the establishment of a port of delivery 
there answers every commercial purpose of the 
place. 

These are the reasons which have had infin- 
ence in the formation of this bill, and I hope they 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Califor- 


hia, 
‘Mr. WELLER. Lapprehend thatin fact it will 
be found very inconvenient to make the changes 
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proposed by the Committee on Commerce in 
this bill, The business of the country has ac- 
commodated itself to those places already es- 
tablished as collection districts. As I said be- 
fore, the harbor of San Diego is the second best 


harbor belonging to the United States on the | 


Pacific coast. There is more necessity for a port 
of entry at that place than at San Pedro. San 
Diego is a magnificent harbor, while the other 
cannot compare with it. 
thought proper to reduce the port of San Diego 
from a port of entry to a merc port of delivery. 
Now, if this were an original proposition—if it 
were proposed to-day, for the first time, to estab- 
lish ports of entry at those points, I should be 
constrained, from a sense of economy, to go 
against it. I do not believe that all of them were 
originally necessary; but they have been estab- 


lished; they have been in existence for some | 
years; the business of the country has accom- | 


modated itself to those localities; and I think it 
very impolitic to change their character at this 
tame. 

But my friend from Maine says that the bill 
comes here indorsed by „the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by the commissioner of customs, and 
by the gentleman who has charge of the chief 
collection district in the State of California—I 
mean the collector of San Francisco. If he, in 
conjunction with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
has recommended that these changes be made, as 
he understands the interests of that locality, so 
far as revenue is concerned, much better than I 
do, Iam compelled to submit. Ido not ask that 
any office shall be continued in the State of Cali- 
fornia, unless it is necessary for the promotion of 
the public good. If those gentlemen who havea 


perfect knowledge of the business—the revenue | 


department of the Government—have recom- 
mended the changes proposed, Ishall be compelled 
to submit; although, at the same time, I inform 
the Senate that in my opinion many inconveni- 
ences will arise from its practical operation. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think the Senate gen- 


erally have paid very little attention to this bill. | 


It is one that must be founded on a great deal of 
ractical knowledge. I have relied upon, and 
still have confidence in, the correctness of the 


bill, supposing it has been made with the entire | 


concurrence of the Department best acquainted 
practically with the system; but I should like 
to know of gentlemen how many new districts 
have been made? What are the new districts 
created ? 


Mr. HAMLIN. There are no new collection | 


districts created by the bill. There are a less 
number of districts in this bill than there have 


been heretofore scattered in fragments through |; 


our laws. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. How many new ports 
of entry and delivery are created by it? 


Mr. WELLER. There is one created by this | 


bill in the State of California. They abolish 
three collection districts, or rather reduce them 
to ports of delivery, and establish one new col- 
lection district. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Itis not possible for me to 
state how many new ports of delivery are estab- 
lished by this bill without going through it. 
There are, however, very few, including the 

resent ports of delivery. It makes one in Mary- 
and, I recollect. I think there are but two or 
three additional ports of delivery created by this 


bill. They are certainly very few. The number | 
of collection districts is somewhat less than under į 


the old law. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
grossed for a third reading, was read a 
time, and passed. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


ne 


hird 


- The Senate resumed the consideration of the |; 


following resolution, submitted by Mr. Crirren- 
DEN on the 27th of February: 
Resolved, That Lyman TrombBuvzt is entitled to a seat in 


this body as a Senator, elected by the Legislature of the | 
State of Hlinois, for the term of six years from the 4th of | 


Mareh, 1855. 

Mr. STUART. Ihave no disposition to delay 
the vote on the resolution, but I desire to suggest 
to the Senate, in view of the importance-of the 


i 
Í 
t 
question, whether it would not be better to post- |} ion 3 in i 
! the Senate of the United States shail be composed. i 
i 


| It declares in the third section of the first article, 


pone the taking of the vote until some moment 
when the Senate shall be more full. I make the 


The committee have | 


| Union who have considered themselves as retain- 


i; est sense, and is to be construed strictly. 
i! grant of power to the Legislature by the Consti- 
| tution of the United States. o 
| To choose a Senator under these three restrictions 
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suggestion. I have no solicitude about it my- | 


self. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope the question will | 
be taken at once. 

Mr. TOUCEY. [I call for the yeas and nays 
on the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordercd. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I should not 
have said a word on this subject, but for the 
information which has been brought before us by 
Senators, that there are many of the States in this | 


ing a power to place qualifications or disqualifi- 
cations upon the office of Senator. 
that it had been done in one or two States, but I | 
was not aware that it was to be found in the j 
constitutions of so many. For myself, enter- | 


taining very decided opinions on the legal ques- | 


tion involvéd—and it is a legal question only—I 
will ask leave to place them on record by stating 
them in a very few words. 

My first impression, on looking at this question 
—and my very first impression, I admit— was, 


| that it might be, although the whole subject was | 
| certainly under the contro! of the Constitution of 


the United States, competent for the Constitution, 
from the character of the government it framed, 
either to exclude the State authority from inter- 
fering with the qualifications of Senators of the 
United States, or to participate in the power. 
The Constitution might, while prescribing certain 
ualifications for a Senator, have left it to the 
tates which were to be represented, if the 
thought proper to prescribe others. Doubtless it 


I was aware | 


would be compctent for the Constitution to have 
done so if, in the wisdom of those who framed 
it, it was thought expedient; but, as I read the | 
Constitution, I am satisfied that the words of it | 
are words of exclusion—by words of exclusion I 
mean words meaning that a citizen who has the 
qualifications prescribed by the Constitution shall 
be eligible—and therefore taking away from any 
State the power to prescribe other qualifications 
or disqualifications, although I had thought, on 
first impression, that they might be words of 
restriction only. ; 

I cannot see, although I have listened with 
great interest and instruction to the arguments 
which have fallen from the opposite side, how we 
can overcome this objection. The Constitution 
has said the Legislature of the State shall choose | 
theSenator. I suppose the phrase, ‘ Legislature 
of a State,” is to be taken in the popular accept- 
ation of the term—wherever the ordinary legis- 
lative power is vested by the State, there is the 
Legislature of the State. The Legislature of a 
State shall choose the Senator; and, in preseribing 
the only qualifications for the Senator, I under- 
stand the Constitution prescribes the only limita- 
tion on its sphere of choice. If he is thirty years 
of age, has been nine years a citizen, and is an 
actual resident of the State, he is eligible to the 
Senate. If not eligible because of any other 
restriction than the Constitution imposes, such 
restriction must be antagonistic to the will of the 
Constitution. It is a grant of power in the a 

tisa 


What is the grant? 


and none others. That is the grant, and if the 
State supplies other restrictions it thereby impairs 
the grant, 
to the State Legislatures (although, perhaps, I 
might have been better satisficd if it had been 
allowed to them) power to place any other quali- | 
fications or disqualifications than those imposed | 
by the Constitution, without changing and im- 
pairing the grant of power vested by the Consti- 


tution of the United States in the Legislature. |! 


That consideration will govern my vote. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, the honorable Sen- | 
ator from linois, [Mr. TrumBu.,] whose title to | 
a seat in this body is now the subject of consid- 
eration, was duly elected according to the forms, 
in respect to “ time, place, and manner,” as pre- 
seribed by the Legislature of that State, under 
the authority and direction of the Federal Con- 
stitution. That he possesses all the requisites of 


I do not see how it is possible to allow jj 


ualification as prescribed by the Constitution of 
the United States is not made a question. The | 
Federal Constitution prescribes in what manner į 


that ‘‘ the Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators. from each State, 
chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years.” 
It prescribes the qualifications of United States 
Senators by equally explicit language in another 
clause of the same section, as follows: La 

« No person shall be a Senator who shall not have’ at- 
tained to the age of thirty years, and been nine years acith 
zen of the United States, and who shall not, when-elected, 
be an inhabitant of that State for which he shall be chosen.” 

The right of the Senator toa seat here is not 
contested upon any ground or assumption that 
he does not come within all these requirements 
or qualifications. But it is claimed that the or- 
ganic law of the State of Illinois requires other 
qualifications, or, more properly speaking, at- 
taches certain other disabilities to the eligibility 
of persons in that State to the office of United 
States Senator. The provision of the constitu- 
tion of Ilinois which has been referred to and 
relied upon, is contained in the tenth section of 
the fifth article of that instrument, and is in the 
following words: j 

“The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not 
be cligible to any other office or public trust of profit in 
this State, or the United States, during the term for which 


they are elected, nor fox onc year thereafter. All votes for 
either of them for any elective office (except that of judge 


‘of the supreme or circuit court) given by the General As- 


sembly or the people shall be void.” 

Now, the undisputed facts in the case of the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois, to which. this provision of her 
constitution is sought to be applied, and-which, it 
is contended, rendered him ineligible to the United 
States Senate at the time of his election, are under- 
stood to be these: The Senator whose right to hold 
a scat in this body is now contested, was elected 
a justice of the supreme court of Illinois in the 
month of June, 1852, the term of which, under 
the constitution of that State, is nine years. He 
was duly qualified, and entered upon. the dis- 
charge of his judicial duties. He resigned the 
office in the month of May, 1853, his resignation 
to take effect on the 4th of July following—thus 
holding the office but little more than one year 
out-of the nine years of the term of the office. 
His resignation was fully accepted, and his suc- 
cessor as justice of the supreme court was elected 
and commissioned on the 13th of the same July, 
1853, and entered upon the duties of his office. 
On the 8th of February, 1855—more than a year 
aud a half after his resignation of the office of 
judge of the supreme court—Mr, TrumsuLL was 
elected to the Senate of the United States by the 
Legislature of [inois. 

This state of facts presents two questions for 
consideration, if questions, indecd, they may. be 
called. ‘The first is, whether it is competent for 
a State to modify, either by adding to or taking 
from, the requisites of qualification of a United 
States Senator, as prescribed by the Federal Con- 
stitution? Or, in other words, can a State attach 
or impose disabilities or disqualifications to the 
cligibility of a person to the United States Senate 
not imposed by the Federal Constitution? Or, to 
express it in still in another form, in reference to 
the legal qualifications of a United States Senator, 
shall the constitution of the State, or the Consti- 
tution of the United States, be regarded as tho 
paramount law of the case? Assuming an affirm- 
ative answer to the first question which arises, 
the next one is, does the disability or ineligibility 
of a judicial officer under the constitution of Uhi- 
nois to any other office in the State or the United 
States, during the term of that office and a year 
thereafter, attach to the person during the whole 
constitutional term or period of the office and a 
year thereafter, whether he holds that office 
during the whole term or not? Or, in other words, 
does the disability follow the person for ten years, 
although he may have resigned the office in three, 
two, or one year from his appointment? Or, to 
express it in still a different form, is not the dis- 
ability as effectually removed at the end of a year 
after he shall have resigned the office as at the 


| end of a year after the expiration of the consti- 


tutional term? ’ ee 
In considering the first of these questions, it is 


i obvious to remark that the Senate of the United 


States ig the creation and its members the crea- 
tures of the Federal Constitution, It is a co- 
ordinate branch, not only of the legislative, but 
also of the executive, department of the Federal 
Government, lis camposition, its powers, its 


| duties, its jurisdiction, and the qualification of 
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ite inemhers, all spring from, and are all defined 
by, and all have es poutine being in, the Fed- 
‘érat Constitution. Nothing issubmitted or granted 
to: the States in respect to the Congress of the 
United States, except that “the times, places, 
and manner of holding elections for Senators.and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State 
by the Legislature thereof,” and even these regu- 
fations jay be altered by law of Congress, except 
the ‘places of choosing Senators. And here it 
may be observed that, with the exception of 
énembers of Congress, no other officer of the 
Federal Government, or whose office is created 
ünder the Federal Constitution, is elected through 
‘the agency of the State authorities, The manner 
‘of electing the President and Vice President of 
the United States forms no exception to this state- 
ment, as they are elected by the people of the 
whole Union inthe manner prescribed by the 
Federal Constitution. A State, either by legis- 
lative enactment or by provision of its organic 
law, has nothing to do with defining the tenure 
of office, the duties, powers, or jurisdiction of 
office, or the qualifications for office, of any Fed- 
éral officer, whose functions are all created, regu- 
lated, and controlled by the Federal Government. 
Can'a State extend or limit the tenure of the 
office of a United States Senator ? 
his term to three years or extend it to ten? Can 
it modify the composition of the Senate, in re- 
spect even to its own representation, and put 
three members contemporaneously into this body 
instead of two? Can it extend or limit any of its 


owers, regulate its jurisdiction, or modify any | 


of its functions? Can it restrict the eligibility of 


‘persons to the Senate to such as shall have passed | 


the age of forty years, or have been citizens of 
the United States twenty-one years, or to native- 


born citizens, or to such as shall have been in- | 


habitants of the State one or more years? Can 


one State impose a rule or condition of qualifica- i! 


tion for the Senate of the United States, and an- 
other State prescribe a different rule or condition, 
and another State a different rule still, and so on 
through all the States, and all differing as they 
may from each other, and all differing from the 


rule or condition prescribed by the Constitution || 


of the United States? These inquiries all carry 
with them their own answer, and that answer is 
an emphatic negative. 


that all its functions are derived from the Federal 
Constitution, and not from the constitution or any 
original right of the State. 

'The office of Senator is a United States office— 
the creation of the United States Constitution, 
precisely as much so as the office of President, 
or of the judges of the Supreme Court, or of the 
district judges, or collectors, or marshals, or at- 
torneys of the United States. Will anybody pre- 
tend that in selecting a candidate for the pres 
dency you are obliged to go outside of the Feder 
Constitution, in order to ascertain whether he i 
legally eligible or not? Must you go to the con- 
stitution of the State of which he happens to be 


acitizen and under whose jurisdiction he lives, | 


to.ascertain whether it fastens upon him any dis- 
abilities for that office not named in the Federal 
Constitution? 


then being-a judge of the supreme court of that 
State—must you first ascertain whether the hold- 
ing of that office renders him ineligible under the 
constitution of IMinois?—for certainly such is the 
literal reading of that constitution, wherein it 
declares that her judges shall not be eligible to 
any other office in the State or the United States. 
When you are called upon to confirm the nomin- 
ation of a district judge, or district. attorney, or 
district marshal for any State, did it ever occur 
to you that his eligibility to the office in question 
depended at all upon the provision of the consti- 
tution of the State in which he lived or for which 
he was appointed, and that you must look there 


to learn whether any disabilities are imposed | 


upon his eligibility ?—to learn whether a judge, 
ora governor, or a legislator of the State 1s dis- 
qualified for the appointment to any office under 
the General Government?—to learn whether by 
the constitution of the State he must be twenty- 
five, or thirty, or forty years of age?—or seven, 


Can it limit’); 


And the reason of it is, | 
that the office of Senator or Representative in | 
Congress is a United States office, and nota State | 
office; that it is created by the United States | 
Constitution, and not by the State constitution; | 


n? Were you to take a candidate || 
for the presidency from the State of IHinois—he || 


or nine, or twenty years a citizen of the United 
States ?—-or to learn whether he must be an inhab- 
itant at all of the State at the time, or one year, or 
five, or ten years an inhabitant? I presume it 
never occurred to any one that such an investiga- 
tion was necessary; and for the very obvious 
reason, that the Constitution of the United States 
is our only guide upon the question of legal qual- 
ification; and no less so in respect to Senators or 
Representatives than in respect to the President 
or any other officer of the United States. That, 
and that only, determines the legal capacity or 
incapacity, the legal ability or disability, of those 
who constitute the different branches of the Na- 
tional Legislature. 

The eligibility of a person to any office must 
be determined by the Constitution or the law 
under which the office was created,and by which 
its jurisdiction, and powers, and duties are reg- 
ulated and controlled. The eligibility of a State 
officer must be determined by the constitution 
and laws of the State; and so, too, must the eli- 
gibility of a United States officer be determined 
by the Constitution and laws of the United States, 
The one cannot interfere in any case with the 
qualifications for office in the other, any more 
than can one independent State or Government 
interfere with the qualifications for office in any 
| other independent State or Government. These 
|| propositions are as undeniable as any moral 
axiom can be, 

The language of this provision in the consti- 
tution of {illinois is very general and comprehen- 
sive inits terms, literally embracing within the 
inhibition all offices of trust and profit in the 
United States, from the presidency itself down 
i| to that of a receivership in the remotest land 
|| office. 
i| But it is said that the inhibition is limited to 
|| these offices or places of trust in the United 
States which the State is authorized to fill by 
ii election, either by its Legislature, or by the pop- 
‘ular vote—thus restricting the inhibition to the 
i office of Senaterand Representatives in Congress, 
; insomuch as these are the only offices under the 
I Constitution whieh the States are authorized to 
4 fill by election or otherwise. The election of 
j| Senator and Representatives to the Federal Legis- 
il lature was given to the several States for cogent 
and obvious reasons, not essential to our present 
purpose to be inquired into. I accept this con- 
struction of that prohibitory provision as the 
more reasonable one, although such is not its 
literal reading. F am the less disposed to combat 
this interpretation, as it does not at all affect the 
argument, Limagine, however, that it will not 
be seriously questioned that the office of Senator 
or Representative in Congress is, in every sense, 
quite as mucha United States office as that of 
judge, or attorney, or marshal, or collector, or 
receiver, or any other functionary under the 
Federal Constitution. They are all equally the 
creatures of the National Government, and not 
of the State Government. But the inhibition or 
disability preseribed in the constitution of Hlinois 
and of many other States is open to a more pal- 
pable and urgent objection, on the score of its 
validity, as applicable to the office of Senators and 
Representatives in the Federal Legislature, than 
as applicable to any other United States office, 
for the reason that, with the exception of the 
office of President, the Constitution of the United 
States does not undertake to prescribe specifically 
the conditions or terms of eligibility to any other 
Federal office than that of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in the Federal Congress. 

If a State may step outside of the United States 
Constitution, and impose any disabilitics upon its 
citizens as to their cligibility to Congress, 1t may 


variety of causes. If itmay impose this disability 
upon its judges, it has equal power to impose the 
same disability upon those professing the Roman 
Catholic fath, or the Jewish faith, or the Calvin- 
istic faith. And this is not answered, and the 
distinction in the two cases is not made out, by 
saying that this would be in direct conflict with, 
and in derogation of, an express provision of the 
Federal Constitution, which declares that, ‘no 
religious test shall ever be required as a qualifica- 
tion to any office or public trust under the United 


as much power to impose tests of qualification 
for office under the United States, which -are 


do so not only for one cause, but for an indefinite | 


States.” The reply is, that the State has just | 


expressly prohibited by the Federal Constitution, 
and quite as much power to take away or abrogate 
those tests of qualification which it expressly pre- 
| scribes, as it has to superadd other tests which 
i are clearly excluded by implication. The power 
| to add to, implies the power to take from, the pre- 
| scribed tests of qualification; and the power to do 
j either implies the power to abolish altogether. 
i But we assume the broad ground that the State 
| has no authority to interfere in this matter in any 
|manher whatever. 
7 In the first place, it has no such power, because 
the Constitution of the United States having pre- 
scribed certain qualifications and imposed certain 
disqualifications for the office of Senator or Repre- 
sentative in Congress, and having thus exercised 
the power, ithas beenexhausted upon that subject. 
It comes within a familiar principle, that. the enu- 
| meration of certain requisites of qualification, or 
of certain disabilities to election, is the negation 
of all others, and is equivalent to a positive pro- 
‘hibition of all authority to impose any others. 
But, if it be still insisted that, though the State 
| cannot require tests of qualification which are 
expressly prohibited by the Federal Constitution, 
(and religious tests only are prohibited,) and that, 
though the State cannot take away or abrogate 
i those requisites of qualification which are ex- 
| pressly prescribed—as, for instance, that a Sen- 
iator shall be thirty years of age, nine years a 
| citizen of the United States, and an inhabitant 
| of the State for which he shall be chosen—it may, 
| nevertheless, require other tests of qualification, 
| or impose other disabilities not expressly pro- 
i hibited; there is yet left a very wide latitude for 
| State interference. If the State may make the 
| person holding the office of judge ineligible to the 
' office of Senator or Representative in Congress, 
, during the term of the office and a year thereafter, 
| it certainly may impose the same disability upon 
| any other State officer; it has the same power to 
‘ impose other disabilities upon its citizens in al- 
lost endless varicty—as, that a person shall 
not be eligible to the Senate until he shall have 
attained to the age of forty instead of thirty years, 
| nor unless he shall have been a citizen of the 
i United States twenty-one instead of nine years, 
| nor, indeed, unless he shall be a native-born citi- 
| zen. These tests of qualification are not expressly 
| prohibited in the Federal Constitution; nor are 
i they in direct conflict or contravention of those 
| expressly prescribed in that instrument. The 


j| ave only additional tests of qualification, or ad- 


| ditional disabilities to the tests already prescribed, 
‘by an extension of the constitutional term of 
i years of probation, 

|” To illustrate this point still further: if a State 
| may thus disqualify its judges or other officers for 


| 2 séat in either House of Congress—if it may add 


|! any new tests outside of, and independent of, the 


| Federal Constitution—you must admit its power 
| to incapacitate any citizen for a seat in the Con- 


|| gress of the United States who shall be a clergy- 


| man, a lawyer, a doctor; or unless he be a free- 
‘holder, or slaveholder, or bank stockholder. It 


li may go the extravagant and ridiculous length of 


i requiring, as a requisite of eligibility, that a per- 
ison, to be fit for Congress, must have attained 
: to the stature of six feet in height, and two hun- 
dred pounds weight avoirdupois, and be all right 
and sound on the ‘nigger question!’’ So that, 
when your candidate is about to be selected, 
there will be more occasion for the use of the 
i tape-string and yard-stick, and a set of Fairbank’s 
i platform scales, wherewith to decide the requi- 
sites of qualification by weight and measure, 
together with a copy of the most approved edition 
of the orthodox catechism on the ** peculiar insti- 
tution,’? upon which the candidate is to be put 
through, by way of testing his present faith upon 
that subject, than for any use of that somewhat 
obsolete instrument, called the Constitution of 
the United States. 

It has been asserted, with considerable empha- 
sis, as though somebody doubted the proposition, 


| 
| 


‘that a State has a right and the power to attach 
‘what disabilities and restrictions it pleases upon 


its own officers. That is admitted. But it does 
not follow thata State can impose any obligatory 


| inhibition upon any of ils citizens against holding 


office under the Government of the United Siates 


i —or of any other State—or even of any forcign 


Government. 
It is further to be observed, that the test of 
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qualification for office, State or National, can be 
prescribed only by the authority under which the 
office itself exists; and that test must be uniform. | 
No State can prescribe a rule or standard of quali- 
fication for office in any other State. Congress 
can prescribe no rule or standard of qualification 
for office in the States, and for the reason, that | 
they are all distinct and independent sovereign- | 
ties. For this reason the question of the eligi- 

bility of a member in any of the State Legisla- 

tures depends solely upon the constitution and 

laws of that State. In like manner, and for the 

same reason, the question of the eligibility of a 

member of either House of Congress from any 
one of the States, so far as it relates to his legal | 
qualification, must depend solely upon the Con- | 
stitution of the United States. Any other rule 

than this would not only be impracticable, but it 

would ‘lead to endless confusion and to endless | 
conflicts between independent sovereignties. Let | 
me be understood as speaking only of the eligi- | 
bility—of the legal qualifications—of the person, | 
and not of the manner of his election; the regu- 
lation of which, as to Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress, the Federal Constitution has | 
committed to the Legislatures of the several 
States. If it be admitted that, notwithstanding | 
these reasons to the contrary, the States may still 
require other tests of qualification, and impose 
other disabilities for the office of Senator or Repre- 
sentative in Congress besides those enumerated in 
the Federal Constitution, then it follows that one 
State may impose these tests or disabilities for one. | 
cause, and another State may do it for a different | 
cause, and so on through all the States of the 

Union; and the result is that, outside of your Fed- | 
eral Constitution, you may have prescribed for 
you the various and ever-varying tests of qualifi- 
cation of thirty-one different States, as so many ! 
rules for your guidance, by which to decide the : 
cligibility or the title to a seat here of the mem- i 
bers who compose this body. This body is com- | 
posed of sixty-two members, representing the } 
thirty-one States of the Union, yet representing | 
and acting for the whole Union, holding their | 
places under one common Federal Constitution, ' 
which defines their tenure of office, prescribes and 
limits their powers and jurisdiction, and from 
which they derive all their official functions, and 
which prescribes the same uniform rule or test 
of qualification for all alike; yet, under the theory 
now asserted and insisted upon, you must con- 
sult the constitutions and laws of the thirty-one 
States of the Union, in order to determine the 
constitutional right to a seat here in the Senate 
of the United States, of its own members! In- 
stead of having but one uniform rule or standard 
of qualification you have thirty-one, and all these | 
subject to illimitable variation from time to ume, 
aside from the one uniform rule furnished by the 
Constitution, by whose creation alone we have a 
political being as a legislative body. A more 
absurd proposition, in theory or in practice, can | 
hardly be conceived. It is utterly repugnant to, ; 
and subversive of, every principle upon which par- | 
liamentary or deliberative bodies of every char- 
acter are constituted and controlled. I repeat, 
that the question of eligibility to any legislative 
body, or to any other office, must, in the nature 
of things, be determined by the authority under | 
which that body exists or that office was created | 
—from which all their functions are derived, and | 
by which they are, of necessity, regulated and 
controlled. 

The latter clause of the section cited from the 
Illinois constitution, declaring that ‘all votes for 
either of them’’—that is, the judges—* for any 
elective office (except that of judge of the supreme 
or circuit court) given by the General Assem- 
bly, or the people, shall be void,” is to be con- 
sirued in connection with the preceding sentence, : 
and must be governed by it. Whether votes given 
to an individual for a particular office are void or 
not must depend upon the eligibility of that indi- 
vidual to the office in question. This is but an- 
other form of declaring the ineligibility of the 
judges of Ilinois to any other office. Jf it tums 
out, notwithstanding the proposed inhibition, 
that the person receiving the votes is eligible, the 
votes are valid and of effect for the purpose of an | 
election, and cannot be rejected as void. If, on 
the other hand, it turns out that the person recelv- 
ing them is not eligible, or that. there is no such 
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and void for the purpose. of an election. : It in- 
volves a contradiction in terms to.say that. votes 
cast for an eligible person are void, or that votes 
cast for an ineligible person are valid and op- 
erative for an election, If the person receiving 
the votes is constitutionally privileged to receive 
them, they are good and valid: if he is constitu- 


tionally and rightfully inhibited from receiving | 


them, they are null and of no effect. The last 
sentence in this section of the constitution of Hi- 
nois is, therefore, but a repetition, in different 
phraseology, of the inhibition expressed in the 


| preceding sentence, and to be interpreted with it. 


This does not pertain to the manner of the elec- 
tion; but pertains exclusively to the eligibility of 
the State judges to any other office, and is but 
expressing the intent more strongly in another 
form, by declaring that all votes cast for them 
shall be void. The right to declare what votes 
shall be void is not derived, E submit, from the 
authority to regulate the manner of the election. 
In every view that can be taken of this question, 
the conclusion seems to be irresistible that this 
provision of the constitution of Nlinois, so far as 


it may be construed as inhibiting her judges from | 


eligibility to the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States, by the votes of her 
Legislature in the one case, and by the votes of 
her people of the several congressional districts in 
the other, does not carry with it the sanctions of 
a constitutional obligation. It cannot, in any 
sense, be regarded as the exercise of a power 


reserved by the States, for the obvious reason | 
that the power was not original in, and never be- i 


longed to, the States. It is an emanation of the 


Federal Constitution itself, having its origin in | 
it, springing from it, and inherent in it. Con- ; 
gress itself was born of the Federal Constitution, į 


aud its*members live, and move, and have their 
olitical being from it. It grants to the Congress 

its functions; and from the nature and necessit 

of the case it is the only rightful authority wine 


can fix the test of capacity or qualification of its | 
own agents who are to exercise these functions, | 
This inhibition in the constitutions of several | 


of the States, regarded simply as the expression 


| of a rule of policy or expediency for the action 


of the Legislature or of the people, and merely 
advisory to them, and not having the force of 
a binding obligation, 1s entitled to respectful con- 
sideration, and should have its proper degree of 
influence upon the action of the clective power. 


It was doubtless regarded by the framers of these | 


constitutions as politic and wise to place the 
judicial officers of the State beyond the immediate 
inducements and temptations of political prefer- 


ment. This is the manifest purpose of these pro- ; 


visions. 
sideration they please. 
be treated as an advisory rule of action, founded 
upon considerations of sound policy; and not asa 
mandate of positive constitutional obligation, so 
far as it rclates to United States officers. It is the 
enunciation of what many regard asa correct and 
conservative principle in the organic law, with- 
out the authority to enforce its observance by the 
sanctions of a constitutional obligation. 

The view we take of this question involves no 
invasion of the rights of the State. In sustain- 
ing the right of Mr. TrumBuL to a seat here, we 
are but acting in, harmony with the action of the 
State of Illinois in electing him. We only decide 
as they have decided, upon the construction of 
their own constitution, upon this point. In case 


The electors can give them what con- 


the Legislature of Ulinois, influenced, and gov- | 
erning its action by the inhibition of this provision | 


of her constitution, should not see fit ever to elect 
a person to the Senate who comes within such 
inhibition, she is in no danger of any infringe- 
ment of her rights in this regard; for the question 
as to the effect of this provision cannot arise here, 
so that we should have no opportunity of invading 
her constitutional rights if we would. And so 
of any other State. On the other hand, in the 
event of the Legislature regarding the inhibition 


as not one of binding force, and which the State | 
had no authority to adopt in its organic law, and | 
no power to enforce—regarding it as in contra- į 


The inhibition can only! 


vention of the express provisions of the Federal - 


Constitution, and as subordinate to it—regarding 


who does come-within-the letter.of the inhibitions 
and in the: event that we. recognize: and. indorse. 
that election as valid, so far are we from invading. 
any right of the State, we. actin. accordance with: 
its expressed will, recognize its action, and adopt. 
its own construction of this identical. provision 
In either case, therefore, no door is opened.te. ui 
whereby we can infringe upon. the rights: oft 

State. In the one case we do. not-act at. alls in 
the other we act in accordance. with, the «will. of. 
the State, as expressed through her Legislature. 
But if we eject the member whom the State. has 
sent here as her representative, we. do, in fact, 
overrule the judgment of the State in: the- choice 
of her Senator, and set aside the construction she 
herself has deliberately given to this provision 
of her constitution. By setting aside her. action, 
and overruling her judgment in this behalf, we 
furnish much stronger ground of complaint thair 
can be done by accepting and. indorsing the. 
expression of her will, While we approve. the 
construction which the State has. given ‘to its 
organic law, and sustain her action under it, she 
will not be very likely to complain of any en- 
croachment upon her constitutional rights. and 
prerogatives. Complaints of this character will 
be much more likely to be heard, and with much 
more reason, when you shall have repudiated her 
own practical consiruction of her constitution, 
and shall have displaced from his scat in this 
Chamber the Representative of her choice. But. 
enough upon this branch of the case, 

I will pass toa brief consideration of the second 
question which the case presents. Assuming that 
a State may prescribe requisites of qualification 
for Senators and Representatives in Congress, in 
addition to those enumerated in the Fedcral Con- 
stitution, and may impose additional disabilities. 
—does the prohibitory provision in the constitu- 
tion of Illinois apply to the case now under con- 
sideration ? I think it does not. Mr. Trumpune 
was not holding the office of judge of the supreme 
court of Illinois, and had not “held it for more 
than a year and a half, at the time of his election 
to the Senate. I submit, then, that he was not 
within the constitutional inhibition—that he was 
no more ineligible than if he had never been a 
State judge. But it is insisted that, having been 
elected to the Senate within the period of the ju- 
dicial term for which he had been chosen, the 
inhibition attaches to the person as well as‘ to the 


' officer, and runs through the entire judicial term 


and a year thereafter, whether he continues in 
the ofice or not. The word term, as used in this 
connection, is to be interpreted as. having refer- 
ence to the continuance of the judge in the office, 
This seems to be the most reasonable construc- 
tion of it, and it manifestly has this limitation, as 
used in other connections. After the judge. shall 
have been out of the office a full year after he has 
resigned it, there is no apparent reason forapply- 
ing the disability or inhibition to him, although 
the term of the office may not yet have expired, 
than after he shall have been out of the office a 
year from its constitutional limitation. The rea- 
son for the inhibition has passed away as effect- 
ually in the one case asin the other. The judge 
ceases to be a judicial officer upon resignation as 
effectually as upon the expiration of the official 
term; and having ceased to hold the office for the 
space of a year from his resignation of it, or 
from the constitutional limitation of it, the dis- 
ability attaches no longer in either case. The 
disability, I repeat, follows the officer, the judge, 
and not the person. When he shall have been 
out of the office a year, whether upon resignation 
or upon the expiration of the term, he is remitted 
to all the rights of eligibility to any other office, 
which belong to any other private citizen. A 
judge may be compelled, from causes over which 
he has no control, to resign the office within a 
year, or a month, or a week; and shall he be dis- 
abled from holding, or being elected to, any other 
office in the State, or the United States, for ten 
years thereafter? Is that the true reading of this 
clause? Is that a reasonable interpretation? Is 
it a sound common-sense construction of it? Did 
the framers of the constitution mean any such 
thing? Has it ever been so interpreted and ap- 
plied in any case,or in any State where a similar 


it merely as an expression of a prudential rule || provision obtains? I think I am. warranted in 


of action, which may or may not be adopted, as 
secondary or paramount public interest may indi- 


person in being’, then such votes are inoperative || cate—should sce fit to elect a person to the Senate 


giving a negative answer to all. these inquiries. 
I have said that the word. term was used in 
this: restricted sense. in. other connections. For 
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The Constitution of. the United States 
dent *‘shall hold. his office 
.? Itfurther declares, 


instance: 
declares that the Presi 
during theterm of four years. : s 
that:“he shall, at stated times, receive for his 
services a compensation, which shall neither be 
increased nòr diminished during the period for 
which he shall have been elected.’? The word 
period here is synonimous with term; and the 
period or term for which he is elected is four 
years; and his compensation shall neither be in- | 
creased nor diminished during that time. Does 
this méan that his compensation shall not be di- 
minished. during the term of. his office—during 
the four years, whether he holds the office through 
the term or not? That is the literal reading of the 
clause. But is that its reasonable or sensible 
interpretation? Most clearly itisnot. The word 
period here is to be construed with reference to his 
continuance in the office. If he resigns atthe end 
of:a year, nobody can suppose that the compen- 
gation would be continued to him through the 
whole ‘term of four years. The only sensible 
construction of this language, saying that his | 
compensation shall not be diminished during the 
period or term for which he shall have been 
electéd, is, that it shall not be diminished during 
the term or period of his continuance in office. | 
The compensation follows the officer—the Presi- 
dent, and not the period or term of the office. The 
language is as explicit in this case, that his com- 
pensation shall not be diminished during the term 
for which the President shall have been elected, 
as it is in the other case, that the judges shall not | 
be eligible to any other office during the term for | 
which they shall have been elected; and both alike 
are.to be interpreted with reference to the term 
or period of the continuance of the person in the | 
office. This, I repeat, is the only sound and | 
reasonable construction that can -be given to the 
. language used in either of these instances. I shall 
proceed no further in the argument of this cast. 
n any view that I have been able to take of the 
uestions involved in it, I am constrained by the 
clearest convictions of my judgment to vote for 
the resolution offered by iyhonorábie friend from į 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cnrrrexnnen,] declaring that 
Lyman Trumpuut is entitled to retain his seat in 
this body as a Senator from the State of Illinois. 
Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to say a very few 
words. It is not my intention to argue the ques- 
tion which has been so fully and satisfactorily | 
argued already ; I desire only to make a very 
brief statement in reply to a suggestion which fell | 
from the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puen.] That 
Senator, in stating that various States of the Union 
had constitutional provisions similar to this in 
the constitution of Ilinois, made some allusion 
to the State of Maryland, and suggested thata 
provision somewhat akin to the Illinois restriction 
was to be found in our State constitution. I 
suppose he has not very carcfully examined it, 
or he would not have made the statement. There 
ig a provision in the constitution of Maryland, 
the effect of which, and the language of which I 
believe is, that where a person holding an office 
under the constitution of Maryland shall be 


elected either to the Senate or to the House of; 


Representatives, his acceptance of that office shall 
vacate his office under the State government. | 
That is the effect of the provision of the constitu- 
tion of Maryland to which he referred. 

‘When our new constitution was formed in 
1851, this question was deliberately considered. 
‘There was a proposition, singular as it may scem, 
introduced into the convention providing that the 
State should be laid off into senatorial districts, 
and that the Senators of Maryland in the Con- 
gress of the United States should be elected alter- | 
nately from those districts; but it met with ver 
little favor. The question was argued at length 
on the same grounds on which it has been argued 
here; and the opinion of almost every man of dis- 
tinction in the convention concurs with that which 
was so well pronounced yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, [Mr. Toucey.] Among | 
others, Judge Chambers—one of the most emi- 
nent jurists of our State, and long a member of 
this body; General Howard, formerly and for 
many years a member of the House of Represent- 
atives; Governor Grason, recently Governor of 
the State of Maryland—ail gentlemen eminent in 
their respective spheres, and all competent to dis- 
cuss such a question as this—agreed fully in the 
opinion that the qualifications of a Senator were | 


i tribunals are the exclusive judges of the qualifi- | 
| cations required by their own constitution, Ibe- 


| their action is conclusive; and I place myself 
| upon this ground. 
i men who 


to be found in the Constitution of the United 
States, and nowhere else. I mention this only 
to rebut the inference which may be drawn from 
the allusion to the State of Maryland which was 
made by the Senator from Ohio. I cannot add 
a word which would give any force or effect to 
the argument of the various gentlemen who have 
expressed the same opinion. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is amatter ; 
entirely unimportant to any person here, but it | 


may excite some interest elsewhere, and therefore 
I beg leave to say that, in the case of Mr. Tall- 
madge, formerly a member of this body, he was 
elected while a member of the Senate of the State 


of New York, and I was a member of the Legis- | 
ĮI assumed and maintaincd, | 
on that occasion, the opinion which has been | 


lature at the time. 


defended with so much ability here by the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio. In expressing a differ- 


| ent opinion now, and giving a vote in opposition 
| to the opinion which { expressed so long ago, I 


have only to say that my mind has undergone a 
change on further examination of the subject. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, it is not my 
But simply to state the reasons for the vote which 
I expect to give in this case. 
reason given by the Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Butter, | and the Senator from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Toucey,] I have this to say, that, if a ques- 


tion arises as to the eligibility of a member under 
any qualification prescribed by the Constitution 


of the United States, I judge of that for myself, | 
as a member of this body; but if the question of | 
eligibility arises from the construction of the ; 


constitution or laws of a particular State, I take 
it for granted that the construction which the 
State places upon it is correct, and I act upon it, 
without regard to the question whether P Would, 
as a member of the State Legislature, have de- 
cided in the same way or not. 
recollect correctly, by a unanimous vote of the 
Senate in the Florida contested-clection case, in 
1852—where it was contended, with much plausi- 
bility, that blanks should not be counted—that, 
the Legislature of Florida having determined that 
they should be counted, we must take their con- 
struction of their own laws and their own consti- 
tution, I therefore look upon it as a settled 


urpose to go into the discussion of this question, | 


Tn addition to the į 


We decided, if I; 


rr that the action of the Legislature of a i 
tate is binding upon this body, so far as their į 


State constitution and laws are concerned; and 
that we will take it for granted, and not inquire 
whether they have decided right or wrong accord- 
ing to our notions. 

If a question arises in reference to any qualifi- | 
cation prescribed by the Constitution of the | 
United States, it would be different; but concur- 


ring, as I do, with the views expressed by the | 
Senators to whom I have referred, and entertain- | 


ing the additional view that the action of the 
Legislature in the clection of the incumbent was 
a construction of their constitution and the rights 
of the parties under it, I will not go beyond their 
action and inquire whether it was right or not. I 
do not consider that as fairly before us under the 
opinion which I have already expressed. 

Mr. HALE, I did not intend to say a word on 
this subject. 
some attention; but the Senator from Mississippi 


who has just taken his scat, it strikes me, occu- ; 
ies precisely the ground on which I stand; and | 


p 
Prii occupy but a single moment in stating my 
vicws. 

I believe it belongs to us to judge of the quali- 
fications prescribed by the Constitution of the 
United States. 
tively. If there are any others which address 
themselves to the tribunals of the State, the State 


lieve that, whatever the constitution of Illinois 
may mean, the Legislature of the State of Illinois 
is the ultimate and final tribunal to settle it. 
They have settled it; and, as they have setiled it, 


i 
1 
j 
j 
l 


H 
I believe none of the gentle- 
‘have spoken before the Senator from 
Mississippi have takenit. In this view, it makes 
no difference whether the constitution of Lllinois 
does or does not apply. If it does not apply, it | 
is out of the case. If it does apply, the only tri- | 


I have listened to the debate with | 


| 
i 
i 


Those we are to scttle authorita- || 


bunal which has the right to decide the meaning 
of this clause of the constitution of Ilinois has 


decided it; and the Legislature of the State of Illi- 
nois paving settled it, the Senator is entitled to 
his seat. In either view, I can support the res- 
olution. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I desireto trouble 
the Senate with only one or two observations in 
| reply in closing the debate on the general qus- 
tion. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Foor] has 
stated the main proposition in favor of the sitting 
member in the most distinct terms in which it is 

ossible to state it. Thecase for the sitting mem- 

er must stand on that proposition or it must fall. 
His proposition is, that the right to prescribe 
qualifications is derived from that power which 
constitutes the office. 

Now, Mr. President, who made the Constitu- 
tion of the United States ?—for it seems to have 
been taken for granted on one side of this dis- 
cussion that it is the act of the people of the 
whole Union, acting as one people, making a 
law, in the language of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, conferring upon the Legislatures of the 
States the right to elect a Senator. Sir, it was 
adopted by conventions of the people in separate 
States. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to correct him, 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I did not advance the propo- 
sition that it was a grant by the people of the 
| whole Union; very far from it. But I say it is 
a grant of the people of Illinois, through the chan- 
nel of the Constitution of the United States, of 
a power which they cannot afterwards withdraw, 
diminish, or modify. 

Mr. PUGH. I'am happy to be corrected; I 
shall, therefore, so far as the Senator from Con- 
necticut is concerned, pass him over and address 
myself to his proposition in another connec- 
tion. 

I ask again, who made the Constitution of the 
i United States? The people of the several States 
in convention. Their Legislatures did not make 
it. Their Legislatures could not make it, When 
| it was proposed to the people of the United States 
for adoption, it was not referred to the.Legis- 
latures; it was referred to conventions; and yet 
the Senator from New York [Mr, Szwarp] says 
that the Constitution of the United States does 
not know any such body as a State convention. 
Sir, the Constitution of the United States is the 
constitution of every State in this Union, adopted 
precisely as their State constitution was adopted. 
To be sure, in the case of some State constitu- 
tions, they have been afterwards submitted to a 
vote of the people; but in some of them that was 
not the case. 

I say, therefore, that the Constitution of the 
United Siates has no authority over the people 
of any State which its own constitution has not. 
They are adopted, so far as that State is con- 
cerned, by the same authority, The power pro- 
ceeds from the same source; and when they have 
i made grants to the General Government by tho 
Constitution of the United States, they have gone 
on to make grants to their own State government 
by their own State constitution. Then I accept 
the proposition of the Senator from Vermont, and 
I ask, whence comes the authority to create a 
Senator of the United States? Has it been given 


i tate; and 
lÍ the Senator from Connecticut said—I hope in this 


i State, above the constitution of the 
Í instance I do not misrepresent him—-that where- 
ever the Legislature in fact exists, that body of 
| men had aright to electa Senator. Is it pre- 
| tended that the members elect of the Legislature 
| could meet in one chamber, and, after choosing a 
i chairman of their own, could elect a Senator in 
the Congress of the United States? Is it pre- 
| tended that they could elect a Senator until they 
| had taken the oath of office as members of the 
| Legislature? And what is that oath? To sup- 
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port their State constitution as well as the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 
Task again, does any man pretend that the 


members of the Legislature—taking the illustra- | 


tion of my distinguished friend from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Burzer,]—on their being elected, 
could assemble together according to their own 
will and by a majority vote, or otherwise consti- 
tute a Senator? Nos, sir; they must select. him 
according to the forms prescribed by their own 
State. In some States Senators are elected by 
the concurrent voice of the two Houses of the 
Legislature, separately expressed in other States, 


by a joint vote of the two Houses sitting to- ! 


gether; and in others, by a majority of all the 
members clected meeting in general convention; 
and in others they have been elected by a plurality 


vote; and,asI stated the other day, that is the case | 


with two Senators now sitting in this body. 

Has the Constitution of the United States pre- 
scribed these things? How are they to be de- 
cided? You mustascertain what the Legislature 
of the State is. Does it consist merely of the 
men who have been elected members? No, sir. 
It consists of them, after they have taken the 
appropriate oath of office, and have been assem- 


bled in their separate chambers, according to the | 


forms prescribed in the law of their creation. 
The law of their creation is the State constitu- 
tion. They cannot express legislative willin any 
other way. They cannot act in any other way. 
They can neither pass a law nor elect an officer 
either for this body or for themselves, except in 
the mode prescribed in the law of their creation. 
Until gentlemen can convince me that the creature 
is superior to the creator; until they can convince 
me that a body corporate can act contrary to the 
law of its incorporation; until they can convince 
me thatthe Legislature of a State (which is a 
Legislature only when it acts according to the 
forms prescribed by its authors) can act in a dif- 
ferent form, they cannot convince me, for one, 
that the Constitution of the United States has 
conferred a power merely upon men as such to 
act in opposition to the direction and instruction 


which they have received from their own con- ; 


stitucnis. i 
My friend from South Carolina had a very 
adroit illustration. Hoe told us that, when some 


individual was elected a member of the Legisla- j 


ture of a State, he was immediately invested with 
a double character. He was first a member of 
the Legislature for State purposes; and then he 
had another character as a constituent in the clec- 
tion ofa Senator of the United States. Whatever 
may be this second character, I think I have 
shown that he can exercise it only in virtue of 
his first character, namely, the fact that he is a 
member of the State Legisiature. 
ator seems to imaginc—I trust I do him no injus- 


tice in this particular—that an officer holding this | 


double relation can, in his character as constitu- 
ent of a Senator of the United States, violate his 


oath of office, and violate the public obligation į 


devolved on him as a member of the State Legis- 
lature. I cannot understand this. 
derstand how it is possible for a man who has 
two characters, in virtue of one of them to con- 
travene the rules which should guide him in the 
performance of his duty in the other, $ 
Then, sir, the Senator from South Carolina 
was pressed to the wall by ihe suggestion of my 
friend from Michigan, | Mr. Sruarr.] What 
should we do if a convict—a person who had 
been tried and found guilty of an infamous crime, 
of treason, or murder, of any of the higher grades 
of crimes, who had been convicted under the 
authority of a State, and not pardoned—should 
be elected a Senator of the United States? “Oh,” 
said my friend from South Carolina, “I would 
expel him.’? Then we should abuse the power 
of expulsion. It was conferred for no such pur- 
pose. Ít was conferred as a check on the official 
conduct of a Senator; and whenever it is applied 
to reach circumstances connected with him prior 
to his taking his seat in this House, it is a simple 
abuse of power; and when my learned friend is 
driven to that emergency—when he is driven into 
the abuse of another power conferred by the Con- 
stitution, in order to avoid a difficulty of this sort— 
it seems to me that he is very near the end of his 
argument. R 
Gn the other hand, the Senator from Connecti- 


eut and other Senators seem to think that we | 


But the Sen- | 


I cannot un- | 


| them both to stand. 


| stood in great danger from this doctrine—that 


the people of the States would prescribe various 
qualifications. My friend from Kentucky sug- 
gested that some State might prescribe the qual- 
ification of political reasons. Well, sir, if they 
were only prescribed by the Legislature, they 
could be altered by the Legislature. If a Legis- 
lature desires to have as Senators those only who 
are supporters of the Nebraska bill, and chooses 
to pass a law to that effect, and a subsequent Le- 
gislature meets together, and find that law in their 
way, they can repeal it and then elect a Senator. 
They act as effectually now in choosing the Sen- 
ator without such a law, as if it existed. As to 


the suggestion of religious tests, it is sufficiently | 
; answered by saying that they are prohibited, not | 


only in the Federal Constitution, but in many of 
the State constitutions. 


These are not the questions. The questions 


| are, whether the people in State convention can 


govern their Legislature, or cannot govern them? 
whether it behooves us to teach the Legislatures 


whether we arc to set our foot on their constitu- 
tions, and teach them to set at defiance the sol- 
emnly expressed will of those from whom they 
derive their authority, and from whom we also, 
indirectly, derive our, authority? Why should 


we fear that the people of the States, cither į 


through their conventions or through their Legis- 


latures, will abuse this power more than we | 


should abuse it? Has all wisdom deparied from 
the people ? 

Trevere the Constitution of the United States 
and the Union established by it as sincerely and 


as devotedly as any Senator upon this floor, and | 


I would go as far as any Senator to maintain 
them tdg@he full extent of all the powers which 


| have been delegated by the people of the States. } 
| But, sir, although I regard it as a € 


x 
7 


, onstitution 
appropriate for our Federal form of Government, 


it never occurs to me that it is by implication to | 


be carried further, and to the destruction and 
overthrow of the State constitutions and govern- 
ments. 
their conventions, to frame their own constitutions, 
they have some little modicum of wisdom left to 
them. They are able to provide wise restrictions. 
They have the experience and the whole history 
of this Government down to the present time to 
guide them. 
addressed to our fears, that the States may affix 
unworthy restrictions or improper restrictions 
can safely be answered by declaring that the 
people are not only the source of authority, but 
the source of wisdom. 

Mr. President, [have detained the Senate longer 
than I intended when Larose. J do not care at all 
about the present question, whether the Senator 
from Illinois is allowed to mainiain his seat or 
not; and if this question were to be decided on the 
point first suggested by my friend from Kentucky, 
as to the construction of the constitution of Hhi- 
nois, while I should be compelled to differ from 
him, I should consider that as comparatively an 
unimportant matter; but I do feel it incumbent 


on me to protest against the proposition that we | 


are deliberately to set at defiance the constitutions 
of one half of the States of this Union. 

In the whole history of this Government, when- 
ever it has heen’ called on to interfere with the 
laws of a single Siate, or with the proceedings of 
a single State, those in power have come to the 
consideration of that question with the utmost 
doubt and the utmost difidence; and whenever in 
even an inferior court the judges are called upon 


to decide between the Constitution and a mere act | 
of the Legislature, they have adopted the propo- |} 


sition that unless the conflict between them is 
plain, indubitable, inevitable, they will allow 
No man has been able to 


| point out any conflict between the Constitution 


: my official oath, 


of the United States and the constitution of the 
State of linois. It is upon a presumption, it is 
upon an idea, that ihe Constitution of the United 
States meant more than it has expressed—more 
than its language can be made to express; it is 
upon a theory invented for the occasion, that we 
are to make this holocaust of the constitutions 
of the States. Other Senators may feel it within 
their duty to give votes of that description; but 
for myself, acting upon my sense of duty, and 
am not able to do it. 


When the people of the States meet in | 


Itscems to me that ail argumests | 


Mr. TOUCEY. | Mr. President, my friend 
rom Ohio docs not differ in principle from those’ 
who maintain the opposite side of the question. 
His difference with us ison details. I beg leave 
to ask him, if the constitution of Minois had for- 
bidden the election of a Senator ‘unless he was’ 
under thirty years of age, would he contend'thar 
in that case the person elected under that age was 
entitled to his seat? Pes 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly not. i 

Mr. TOUCEY. Why not? Because such a 


; provision would be in conflict with the Constitu- 


tion of the United States. He admits that. He 
admits, then, that the Constitution of the United 
States is superior in power to the constitution of 


| a State, because the people of a State have given 
i their sanction to it; and having given their sánc- 


tion to it, it is a compact between the people of 
the State and the people of the other States, irrev+ 
ocable by them. Does he doubt this? Does ha 
deny it? Docs he deny that the authority to elect 


; | a Senator for a particular State is derived from 
of the States that they owe to usa higher alle- || 
| glance than they owe to their own constituents? 


the people of that State, and that it is granted 'to 
the Legislature of the State through the Constitu- 
tion of the United States? IT apprehend not. No 
other State could grant the powcr. That State 
docs not grant the power by its own State con- 
stitution. It grants the power by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. After it has been 
granted, docs he contend ‘that it can be revoked, 
diminished, modified? I apprehend not. 


i do not differ in principle. 


I say, then, the Senator from Ohio and myself. 
Why, then, this coni- 


i Sir, I have the most unlimited confidence in the 


Í 
| 
| ment on our deference to the will of the people? 
| 
t 


| people, but when they have, in the exercise of 


ii differ from him. 


i 
| l 


i their sovereign power, assented to the Constitu- 


tion of the United States, and made their assent 
irrevocable, except in the mode pointed out by 
that Constitution, I say Ihave such confidence in 
them that E wili carry out what I know to be their 
will. When, therefore, the Legislatare of HH- 
nois elected, precisely in pursuance of the Còn- 
stitution of the United States, the Senator who 
now occupies the seat, the Legislature obeyed 
the Constitution of the United States and obeyed 
the people of Illinois. No Senator here will con- 
tend that there is any doubt, provided that there 
isacollision; and the question is, whether there is 
a collision. ‘I'he Senator from Ohio thinks there 
is none. Itis in that alone that we differ; but I 
will not go into the argument. e iet 

Mr. STUART. Ido not know but that, under 
our rules, it is now too late to amend this resolu- 
tion; but if so, I should like to have the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to propose an amend- 
ment, so as to take the sense of the Senate upon 
the effect of the constitution of the State of 
‘nois. I do not make the proposition for any mere 
‘curiosity of my own, but fér the purpose of pro- 
| viding for future reference; and for that purpose, 
I have prepared this amendment—which will test 
ithe sense of the Senate—to add to the resolu- 
tion: 

“ For the reason that the said Lyman TRUMBULL, having 


ly 
iin 


it resigned the office of judge more than one year previous to 


his election as Senator, is, in the opinion of the Senate, 
thereby relieved from the inhibition contained in the con- 
stitution of the State of Ilinois.” 

Expressions of dissent were heard all round 
the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT. It is not In order, unless 
the Senate should reconsider the vote ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STUART. 


Tam aware of that; but for 


| the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate I 


should like to have this amendment voted upon. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator can test 
‘that principle after the resolution itself is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have great 
regard for my friend from Ohio, and I regret to 
I intend, in three sentences, to 
The clause of the Constitu- 


express my views. 
tion 1s: 

t No personshall be a Senator who shall not have attained 
to the age of thiriy years, and been nine vears a Citizen of 
the United States, and who shall not, when elected, be an 
inhabitant of the State for which he shall be chosen.’? 

This clause is fullandentire. Itis a constitu- 
| tional will of sovereign parties to a compact, and 


| it comes within the maxim of the law ezpressio 

| unius, est exclusio alterius. "That is my proposi- 
tion. 

i z l , 

: The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


i 
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Michigan. move to 
the yeas and nays? i . 
“Mr. STUART. . My object is to ascertain how 
many Senators there are who, conceding that 
there is.no conflict between the constitution of the 
State of Illinois and the Constitution of the United 
States in this respect, are prepared to vote that 
the. resignation of the Senator. as judge of the 
State relieved him from the constitutional inhibi- 
tion.. I think the Senate ought to pass on that 
branch of the question in deciding this case. It 
was only for that purpose that I desired to pro- 
pose the amendment, and not from any curiosity 
of my own. . I have listened with attention to the 
argument of Senators, and I have heard some of 
them. say that they were prepared to decide the 
question on the ground stated in this amendment. 
The Senator from Kentucky stated, when he 
offered the. resolution,. that upon this ground, as 
well as upon the other, he was prepared to say 
that.the Senator was entitled to a seat, even if 
we considered that the constitution of Illinois was 
binding. For the decision of that question, it 
struck me as being important that both branches 
should be embraced in the resolution, 

The PRESIDENT. In order to obtain his 
object, the Senator must move to reconsider the 
yote.ordering the yeas and nays, for the purpose 
of making his motion. 

“Mr. STUART. As the sense of the Senate 
seems to be against the proposition which I have 
Suggested, I shall not persist in it. 

: The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on the resolution of Mr. CRITTENDEN, resulted— 
yeas. 35, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, 
Bright, Brown, Butler, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, 
Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, James, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Sumner, 
Toucey, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—35. 

_NAYS~~Messrs. Clay, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, 
Pugh, Slidell, Stuart,and Weller—8. 

So the resolution was adopted; and Mr. Trum- 

BULL was declared to be entitled to his scat. |) 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to propose a resolu- 
tion by the authority of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We have been asked by the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish, for the use of the library 
of the Military Academy at West Point, copies 
of all documents ordered to be printed by the 
Senate. | offer the following order, and ask for its 
consideration now: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate furnish annu- 
ally the library of the Military Academy at West Point with 
a copy ofall documents published by the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from California that it would be as well to 
include in his resolution the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis. 

Mr. WELLER. I present the proposition in 
this form for the reason that it is recommended 
by the Secretary of War. I understand that the 
usage of the Secretary of the Senate is to send 
copies of these documents, but he has never had 
any direct authority from the Senate to do so. I 
should be prepared to agree to the proposition 
of the Senator from Maryland, if it came from 
the Navy Department. I was simply asked, as 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to propose to provide these documents for the 
Military Academy, a Government institution 
under he control of the War Department. 


reconsider the vote ordering 


t 

Mr. PEARCE. If these documents are of any 
value to the pupils at West Point, I think they 
are of cqual value to the pupils at Annapolis. The 


reasons which apply in the one case apply in the | 


other. 

Mr. WELLER. Iwil withdraw the propo- 
sition rather than have it embarrassed. I intro- 
duced it at the request of the Secretary of War, 
but if it embarrasses the Senate in any way I 
will withdraw it. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, asked and obtained 
unanimous consent to introduce a bill to improve 
the Tennessee river; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I desire to state 
that this bill proposes to appropriate the same 
amount as the bill which was passed by the 
Senate last year for the same object. I do not 


wish to have this bill taken up out of its course, 
but to have it acted on when the other bills of 
the same nature shall come up for consideration. 

Mr. STUART. I beg leave to state to the 
Senate that I was instructed by the Committee 
on Commerce to give notice that we shall ask the 
Senate, on Wednesday next, to take up and dis- 
pose of all bills of this character on the Calendar, 
so that gentlemen who desire to introduce other 
bills of this nature may have an opportunity to 
do so before then. 


Mr. DURKEE. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and I ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the War Department furnish the Senate 
with an estimate of all deficiencies now duc on account 
of harbors and rivers, correctly describing the same, showing 
how they have originated. 


Mr. STUART. I wish to understand the scope 
of that resolution, and therefore I object to its con- 
sideration now. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie 
over, under the rules. 


AFFAIRS IN KANSAS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. 
WeL.er’s motion to print ten thousand extra 
copies of the President’s message of February 18, 
with the accompanying documents, relative to 
affairs in the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. HUNTER. My friend from South Caro- 
lina, who has the floor on this question, is not 
very well to-day, and therefore I suggest thatit 
should be postponed until to-morrow. 

Several Senators. Say Monday. Ther 
special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to give notice that on 
Monday I shall ask the Senate to take up fhe bill 
to appropriate $3,000,000 for the purchase gf arms 
for fortifications. 

Mr. BUTLER said, Mr. President, I prefer to 

o on now. When I obtained the floor the other 

ay upon this question, it was with a view to make 
a very few remarks in order to relieve the Senate 
from any impression which might be made on it 
by the statements made here on the responsibility 
of Senators, or by newspaper communications, 
in relation to the part which my friend, General 
Atchison, has acted in Kansas affairs. I intended 
no more; and I shall endeavor to discharge that 
duty before I conclude the remarks which 1 pro- 
pose now to submit. 

The debate on this subject, Mr. President, has 
brought many things within its scope, and has, 
in my opinion, been made the occasiou of fearful 
indications for the future. What the develop- 
ments of the future may disclose I know not; 
but this much I will say before I approach the 
main subject on which I intend to deliver m 
views, that we are reduced, by the issue which 
has been madc in Kansas, to the alternative either 
of suffering the President, under the message 
which he has sent to us and the proclamation 
which he has issued, to exercise his high office 
to preserve the peace which is threatened to be 
disturbed in Kansas, or subject ourselves to the 


usurpation of squatter sovereigaty and the dis- | 


cretion of an uncalculating fanaticism; raising a 
whirlwind on which it may not be able to ride. 
This is the issue which is presented to us. For 
if the President does not interpose his authority 
to preserve peace, I have no reason to conclude 
but that the conflict between the two parties in 
Kansas may result in the shedding of blood; and, 
sir, my word for it, one drop of blood shed in 
civil strife in this country, in which parties have 
been distinctly arrayed, so faras they can be 
arrayed by their advocates, will have more effect 


| on civilization and on society than all the blood 


shed in all the battles of antiquity, or in the strug- 
gle at Borodino and the battles which followed it. 
Sir, I am entirely persuaded that, if we are to ap- 
proach what has been threatened—a rupture of 
this Union—or if we are to preserve the Union, 
it is the duty of every man, as far as he can, to 
throw his influence into the public opinion which 
will justify the course of the President, so as to 


| be free from the consequences which may other- 


wise grow out of this fearful issue. Yes, sir; if 
the South is forced to take her destiny in her sepa- 
rate keeping, let us do all we can to justify our 
conduct before the tribunal of history; let us do 
all we can in the way of explanation to dispel 


| delusion and rebuke the mad spirit which has 


infused itself into the public mind in a portion of 


this. Confederacy. Danger may speak with a 
loud trumpet to the car of Reason and Justice. 
It may be said that I have passed through the 
ordeal of experience, and perhaps of time, and 
that they have had their influence on my temper; 
but, sir, I look on anything like a rupture in civil 
government, and especially such a one as would 
throw us into the horrors of anarchy, with not 
the same view as others who may be more in- 
trepid, and who-may think they can come out of 
it without hazard to themselves. There is noth- 
ing so mischievous to society as any movement 
affecting its stability, uncontrolled by respons- 
ibility and unregulated by intelligence. Bigotry, 
fanaticism and prejudice are fatal counselors; and 
under the Sharpe’s rifle influence they have exer- 
cised their influence on the issues of the day. 
Now, before [ approach the main point. I must 
dispose of some of the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haxz.] I 
reply to his remarks because he has been in this 
Chamber fora longer period thanthe Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] and has had asso- 
ciations here which I think ought at least to have 
tempered some of his expressions. I do- not in- 
tend to use the language of asperity in this debate, 
if Í can avoid it; but allow me to say to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that I think, when he 
used some expressions, not only in relation to the 
President of the United States, the Chief Magis- 
trate of this Confederacy, but in relation to the 


| Supreme Court, and other departments of this 


Government; and when he allowed himself to read 
froma newspaper, under the signature ofan anon- 
ymous writer, statements m reference to a distin- 


| guished gentleman with whom he had been asso- 


ciated here—I will do him the justice to say that 


| I hardly think he consulted the dictates of his 


own nature; for I believe that generally he has 
rather shown a temper that would lift him above 
such things, except when he acts as the com- 
mitted archer pulling the arrow under the behests 
of his urging huntsmen. The Senator from 
New Hampshire is a committed advocate toa 
sectional, fanatical organization; and, perhaps, 
he is not at liberty to deny the authority under 
which he has entered the Senate. 

Sir, what did I hear him say? That the Su- 


| preme Court of the United States was the citadel 
| of slavery. He did not know when he made that 


remark how far it extended and what it might 
notembrace. Is he not associated with a class 
of politicians in this country who have said that 
the Constitution of the United States—the funda- 
mental law of their country—was the citadel of 
slavery? Yes, sir. Ihave had pamphlets within 
the last week laid on my desk, maintaining that 
the Constitution of the United States itself is the 
citadel of slavery; and that, unless it is broken 
down, and the institution of slavery thereby 
reached in all the States, itis a Constitution which 
ought to have no validity and obligation. I think 
I have scen the same statements in a paper called 
the Radical Abolitionist. When the Senator 
speaks of the Supreme Court as the citadel of the 
institution of slavery, he might better have desig- 
nated them as opposed to those who have called 
the Constitution of their country the citadel of 
slavery. Sir, I would prefer regarding the Judges 
of the Supreme Court, as far as I know anything 
of their decisions, as the sentinels and defenders 
of the Constitution—a Constitution recognizing 
the equality of the States, and at least imposing 
on them such obligations as that they are not per- 
mitted to transfer their judgments into another 
jurisdiction, prescribed, I suppose, by what is 
technically called the higher law—a jurisdiction 
of discretion and prejudice. 

They have not gone down or up—as gentlemen 
may choose to consider it—to the higher law. 
As faras I know the court—and I have had inter- 
course with its venerated and venerable chief 
justice, from my official position as chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary—I do not believe 
I have ever known a body of men more honestly 
disposed to do their duty under the obligations 
of the power which gave them the right to dis- 
charge judicial functions. I believe, when our 
first parents were driven out of Paradise, it was 
under the suggestions of the higher law. The 
Devil went in and suggested to Eve that there was 
a higher law; and, disregarding the law under 
which she was placed in Paradise, she and -her 
posterity have suffered the penalties of disobe- 
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dience: transgression is sin. I wish to recognize 
no tribunal and no set of opinions which will 
attempt to rule the country except by some pre- 
scribed law and a constitution laid down for them 
by those who give them their official existence. 
I believe that the Supreme Court has committed 
errors, though not intentionally. I believe their 
decision in the case of Prigg and Pennsylvania 
has led to mischievous consequences not intended. 
by the court... When the court undertook to say 
that.the States themselves might beabsolved from 
the duty imposed on them by the Federal compact 
of returning fugitives from labor, I think they 
made a decision tending to absolve the Statesfrom 
the honor of compacts. They did not say it in so 
many words, nor do I think their decision is of 
that import, but the non-slaveholding States have 
so construed it. Instead of that decision being 


a judgment from the citadel of slavery, it has | 
redounded entirely in its consequences to the 


non-slaveholding States of this Union; or rather to 
let their accommodating morality take refuge in 
it—to excuse them for disregarding the obliga- 


tions imposed upon them as codperative agen- į 


cies, &c. 

I would rather regard that high tribunal as one 
which could look abroad upon the vast and beau- 
tiful horizorMof truth and justice. I should not 
wish to see them governed by that popular agita- 
tion which is threatening to undermine the insti- 
tutions of the country, and to destroy, not only 
the present form of our Union, but to wash awa 
the very landmarks of our forefathers. In such 
a case | would be glad to see the Supreme Court, 
like the proud promontory in the deep, 

Let the fretful ocean surge upon its base, 
Let storms assail its summit.”? 

I wish it to stand firm at least as the type of 
the duration of the institutions of this country, 
and as an emblem of eternal justice. I at least 
wish that, amidst the agitation of the time, it 
shall maintain its identity. Let not the Senator 
from New Hampshire suppose that he can assail 
or touch that promontory by any shaft that he 
may aim at it. The hand that shoots the arrow 
may belong to one more willing to wound than 
it can be able to hurt.. It has certainly been dis- 
charged by an archer occupying too great a dis- 
tance from his object todo harm. Let me hope 
that there is more of the hand than the heart that 
has been exhibited in the shot. The weapon has 
fallen harmless. 

After the Senator from New Hampshire had 
disposed of the Supreme Court under this denun- 
ciatory epithet, he approached the President. I 
am not one of those who undertake to defend the 
President on all occasions; but, sir, he is the 
Chief Magistrate of this Confederacy, and whilst 
Iam in the Confederacy, I will sce at least that 
a neighbor’s hand, moved, perhaps, by resentful 
rivalry, shall not wound the Chicf Magistracy 
of the whole country. The Senator from New 
Hampshire took exception to the course which 
the President has taken, by saying that he had 
committed himself to a different judgment and a 
different course of conduct by receiving Dorr 
when he was a refugee from justice from Rhode 
Island, and then sustained him by resolutions 
which were passed while he was chairman, I 
think, of some Democratic association. Mr. 
Pierce is arrayed against President Picrce. Does 
the Senator suppose that the Chief Magistrate of 


this Confederacy, after he has attained the high ; 


osition which he now occupies, is to administer 

is trust as a common trustee for all the people 
of the United States according to any opinions 
which he may have entertained on any former 
occasion, when he was chairman of a Democratic 
society? Why, sir, you might as well say that 
one ascending a mountain should stop half way 


and consult the vision which he then had, rather | 


than the certainty of the more extended vision 
which he would have after attaining the summit, 
where the horizon would be more distinct, and 
where he would have a larger and more extended 
view. The Chief Magistrate of the United States 
is the trustee of the whole Union, He is not the 
organ of any portion of New Hampshire; nor 
is he subject to any latitude. With the vigi- 
lance and even solicitude of a guardian, he must 
protect the interests and rights of all who are 
committed to his care. He is not now a party 
in the controversies of a former day, but a judge 
of all the. parties: before him. 


T 
li 


| this is the head and front of his offending. 


| his generosity. There never was a better illus- 
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Sir, the last thing to which can ever consent 
is, that any man who. goes abroad shall wound 
the home of his residence. Iam not specially 
interested in the history of New Hampshire, but 
I say that this is not the place to expose her in- 
firmities, nor is this the place to take occasion, 
because a gentleman gets a seat on this floor, to 
bring under proscription the conduct of one of 
his fellow-citizens, who is now the Chief Magis- 
trate of the Confederacy. I shall not justify Mr. 
Pierce for receiving Dorr at the time, but T will 
say in relation to him, that he was then compar- 
atively a young man, and that having cultivated 
the lessons of liberty which his ancestor had 
taught him, much, in the language of Mr. Burke, 
is to be pardoned to the spirit of liberty. Another 
thing is to be said, that the judgment in relation 
to Dorr had not then been formed. It was then 
passing through the ordeal of trial, and I know 
that that deluded young man had many distinguished 
sympathizers. Mr. Pierce gave Dorr shelter: 


Sir, I have always regarded it as one of the most 
odious acts of the British Government, when 
Napoleon Bonaparte went on board the Bellero- 
phon, claiming the rights of hospitality, that they 
changed his condition into that of a prisoner of 
war. His reputation and position in the world 
entitled him to the rights and honors awarded to 
Themistocles. If Dorr, instead of going to New 
Hampshire, had gone to South Carolina, perhaps 
at that time, I myself, to this deluded young man, 
would have been the last to have seen him sacri- | 
ficed to his delusions; and I believe much may be 
pardoned to the spirit of liberty, guided by the 
ardor of youth. 

I come now to another personage in this affair, | 
a distinguished friend of mine, General Atchison, | 
who has also received the notice both of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire and the Senator from 
Massachusetts. I have known General Atchison 
long and well. They have attributed to him a 
ferocity and vulgar indifference and recklessness 
in relation to the affairs in Kansas, which is refuted 
by every confidential letter which he has written 
to me, and which is not in conformity to the truth. | 
I will not say that General Atchison is the enemy | 
of any one. I will not say that he is the enemy 
of the emigrants in Kansas who have been sent |! 
there by the aid societies; but I say that I know || 
of no man, within the range of my acquaintance, 
who could be invested more effectually with the 
attributes of the conqueror of that class of people. 
And how do you suppose he would exercise that |: 
high power? Let those who now asperse him 
settle around him as neighbors, and if their houses |} 
were burned down and assistance were required, || 
he would be the first man to render them assist- 
ance, and he would conquer them by his kind- 
ness, by his justice, by his good sense, and by 


tration of his character than the conduct he dis- || 
played in the expecte tragedy at Lawrence. I), 
know the fact, and I state it on my authority, as | 
a truth not to be disputed, (because I have his ; 
letters in my drawer,) that, when that controversy | 
arose, General Atchison was absolutcly called | 
upon to attend’ General Robinson’s toramend xi 
and he went, with a positive pledge on the'part | 
of those with whom he was associated that he 
should rather be the Mentor than the leader; and 
he has written to me that but for his mediatorial |! 


| 
Hi 
l 
H 


in blood. An appeal was made to him under cir- 
cumstances which his magnanimous nature could | 
not resist. He had the courage to do a duty | 
which in its performance might even offend his || 
comrades and associates—a courage much higher | 


burnt and its highways drenched with blood. 
When these people were suppliants, how dif- 
ferently they felt then from what their calum- | 
nies have evinced since! The generous person | 
who saved them is to be converted into their | 
ferocious persecutor. Atchison is to be immo- į 


lated on the altar of fanatical vengeance; and | 


that, too, through the medium. of anonymous | 


writers: in newspapers, under. the. sanction, of, 
speeches made in this Chamber, “Well, sir,.is 
this to be his requittal? Are aspersion and mis- 
representation. to pervert the truth of history? 
Gentlemen have attributed to him a ferocity of 
uncxampled character—an_attribute. that cannot 
assimulate to his nature. Throughout the whole 
contest he has always said that he was in favor 
of—to use his own expression—* the competition 
of preémption settlers.’’ He believed that if that 
competition had been left to itself, and if there 
had been no hostile demonstration on the part of, 
the northern societies, Kansas would have been 
settled by neighbors knowing each other, and 
who would have less objection because they: 
did know each other; and that in the end, per- 
haps, there might be a few negroes, probably an 
“old mammy,” or some favorite servants for 
household purposes, or some field-laborers, con- 
tented in and bettered by their condition. He 
supposed that there might have been a population 
of that sort, and such as the masters would not 
like to desert, and such as they would not com- 
mit to the Abolitionists. It would have been, in 
technical phrase, perhaps, a population with some 
masters, but with some servants, and scarcely any 
slaves. Those called masters would have been 
more like guardians, and those called slaves would 
have been better off for their protection. In this 
relation they become objectionable to the Abo- 
litionists, who are willing to set them free, that 
they may become vagabonds, and be destroyed 
under the philanthropy of proscription and rivalry, 

Under the current of this settlement, Kansas 
would likely have become a quasi community, 
with many white men and few negrocs—with 


‘labor capable of being usefully and profitably 


employed-—a community of farmers, using labor 
as they thought proper. In this way, by acere+ 
tion, Kansas might have become a State. 

Sir, Lam not going to put on an equality, orany- 
thing like an equality, the movementsand conduct 
of those who have gone to Kansas with Sharpe’s 
rifles in their hands, and the Missouri ‘ border 
ruffians,’’? as they have heen termed. They are 
not in pert delictu. The difference between the 
population of a portion of the two sections has 


| never been so well illustrated, as ih that very 


demonstration. The western people, of daring 
gallantry, of open hospitality trust to the occasion, 
and when they draw the sword, it is rather under 
the influence of heat and passion than malice— 
but with a fertility of expedients that. is equal to 
craft; and if they commit homicide under such 
circumstances, it is reduced at least to the grade 
of manslaughter. When, however, Iscean organ- 
ization at a distance of a thousand miles from the 
Territory, scnding out men who go, not with 
fowling-pieces or the ordinary rifles, or common 
weapons of defense which they might use, but 
all going with one uniform gun—Sharpe’s rifle— 
let me not be told that they were going there 
for merely the innocent purpose of settling the 
Territory themselves. It is evident they were 
going there to drive off others, if it became a con- 
test, which the Missouri ‘ border ruffians,’’ as 
they are called, never anticipated. The crime of 
those who are designated by that name, if homi- 
cide should be committed, would be much nearer 
the character of manslaughter, whilst the blood 
shed by their opponents would much nearer ap- 
proach a mercenary homicide. 

Now, sir, I suppose this controversy may be 
regarded as a great ejectment case—perhaps the 
greatest that ever was tricd—to try the title of 
the two different sections to the public domain, 
the common domain belonging to the whole Union, 
I suppose the emigrant aid societies’ settlers may 
be regarded as one party, and what they choose 
to call the ‘* borderruffians,’’ the other party—one 
the John Doe, the other the Richard Roe, in this 
lawsuit. I am perfectly willing that the suit shall 
be tried by justice and truth, and not under the 
heated declamation of gentlemen who intend to 
inflame the public mind of their own section, 
without regard to the dictates of the truth of his- 
tory. Now what are the facts in relation to this 
case? As Ihave them, from authentic sources, 
they are not. such as can give John Doe much 
credit. : 

In my opinion, Governor Reeder will have to 
answer, more than any other human being, for the 
blood which will be shed—if any shall be shed- 
for he occupied an importaht position to contre! 
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events. I- suppose none will doubt now, that 
whew the Missouri line was adopted, it was done 
by a mere legislative power, and therefore could 
he wiped ou £ 
Missouri was admitted against the consent of the 
North, as a body; but the South, in a spirit of 
comipromise, agreed to that line. How has she 
been treated? 
the Senate, no opportunity has been offered when 
gome northern man has not, on the occasion of 
territory being acquired south of that line, made 
a.mötion to exclude the slaveholder. There has 
not been a single occasion, when the opportu- 
nity ‘has been presented, when they have not 


violated the implied pledge contained in the obli- j 


ations of that line. I ring itin their ears. If 
Fhad no other cause to wipe out the line, I could 
find it in the fact that they have not regarded it 
in good faith, but have violated their public honor 
and plighted faith, as expressed on the statute- 
book. “When Oregon was organized into a Ter- 
ritory, this feeling so far prevailed that it would 
not allow southern men to vote for it, upon the 
ground, that inasmuch as the Territory lay north 
of 36° 30’, it might be organized under the intend- 
ment.of the Missouri compromise. 

` Sir, you will remember the occurrences of the 
war with Mexico. Day after day many of us 
went to the War Depariment expecting to hear, 


what many did hear, the dreadful results of battle | 


to friends and relatives. I suppose we may con- 
sider the war with Mexico as having been fought 
to a certain extent to acquire the territory which 


followed its termination through the medium of | 


negotiation, At that time, when the South con- 
tributed as many men, andas much money, for the 
prosecution of the war as the North—the South 
sending forth many more men—did I not hear a 
Senator from New York [Mr. Drx] rise in his 

lace and say that he intended to maintain the 
‘Wilmot proviso on the ground mainly that it 
would create a cordon of free States around the 
slaveholding States, and with the assertion of the 
superior civilization of the free States? Was that 
no violation of the Missouri compromise? I put 
it now fairly to the men who speak in this heated 
language, if territory were to be acquired to-mor- 
row would they not propose the same Wilmot 

roviso? Do they think that no violation of the 
Missouri compromise? They claim positively all 
that was conceded to them, and deny the benefit 
of its provisions to the South that made the con- 
cession. Now, I am willing to propose a game 
of fair play. 
be formed in the process of territorial existence, 
determine the character of the State, and whether 
the State presenting herself for admission shall 
admit or exclude slavery be no bar to her admis- 
sion. 

Sir, that compromise, as it has been called, has 
never been observed. There never has been an 
opportunity offered when those who ery out about 
its abrogation have not been willing to violate 
its true intendment. I say its true intendment, 
because south of that linc it was always under- 
stood that the people should have a right to hold 
slaves or not, according to their own option. In 
regard to the Territory of Kansas, 1 think it 
might well have been left a debatable ground— 
neither to call it a slaveholding nor a non-slave- 
holding State. It was an occasion when we 
might have cemented, in some measure, the bonds 
of the ancient brotherhood; but no, sir, we find 


t by the same competent authority. | 


Since I have been a member of | 


Let the opinion of the people, as it may į 


that gentlemen come in with the Bible in one hand | 


to preach against slavery, and the torch in the 
other. That is the attitude in which they present 
themselves in the temple of our common delibera- 
tions—the torch in one hand and the Bible in the 
other—the pulpit and Sharpe’s rifle. Under the 
banner of theology, incendiaries march, with 
torches in their hands, proclaiming God’s will, 
but doing their own. 

T have stated one reason why the Missouri linc 
should have been disregarded by the southern 
people. Now I go further, and I say, in regard 
to the immediate issue on which the President has 
made the proclamation, he is justificd. How was 
it brought about? I said before, that Governor 


Reeder was responsible for it. Isay sonow. by | 


what authority did Reeder go to Kansas? He 
went there under the authority of a law regu- 
larly constituting a Territorial Government. [Te 


went there to be its, Governor, and to carry out! 


the-provisions of that law, just as much as if the 


Missouri line had not been repealed. Reeder re- | 


ceived his commission as a tenant under a land- 
lord; and I have always said that it was one of 
the wisest provisions of the common law that no 
tenant should be allowed to dispute his landlord ’s 
title. He was placed there as a sentinel; but what 
was his course? 


before they adjourned to the Shawnee Mission. 


very first bill brought to him afterwards was one 
chartering the Kickapoo Ferry Company, I think. 


He refused to sanction the bill, and refused to |; 


maintain the authority which had been conferred 
on him, and without which he would have been 
a criminal intruder. As he was there under the 
color of law, he was in a position to do much evil 
or to do much good. He was the trusted officer 
on the quarter-deck in a storm, and by his judg- 
ment might save the vessel. He refused to con- 
tinue with his trust, and has given rise to a fearful 
trial, 

Well, sir, when Recder would not do his duty 
and carry out the provisions of the law, what was 
the President to do? Remove him, of course. 
When he was removed, what was the next step? 
Those who call themselves free-State settlers, 
emigrants sent out by the aid societies, assembled 
at Big Springs, and nominated as their Governor 
(perhaps I may be mistaken, as their Delegate to 
Congress) this man, who was in open rebellion 
to his own authority—a man who had disputed 
the title under which he entered the Territory. 
They not only did that, but they instituted pro- 
ceedings for establishing a government to invest 


themselves, under the name of squatter sov- | 


ereignty, with, I suppose, the right of usurpers. 
They had a second meeting at Topeka, and 
adopted a constitution in convention, and under 
that constitution elections have been held, and a 
Governor, judges, and members of the Legisia- 
ture have been clected. That Legislature was to 
assemble yesterday. God knows what may be 
the tragedy growing out of the 4th of March, 
1856. Sir, the news of what occurred in Kansas 


on the 4th of March, 1856, may bring us the in- | 
telligence which will be the knell of the institu- | 


tions—I will not say of the Union—of this coun- 
try; for I hope there is wisdom enough left to 


preserve republican institutions in durable form, | 


should the present Union be no more. 

What was the President to do under these 
circumstances? 
trophe? 
They have taken the law into their own hands, 


and when they did so they implored David R. | 
Here | 


Atchison for mercy, and he saved them. 
I will do him the justice to say ihat he las not 
heretofore passed the Rubicon with the spirit of. 


an ambitious ruler; butif hereafter he ever passes | 


that Rubicon, all his benevolence—and it is very 
large—will not enable him to overlook the taunts 
and insults which have been heaped upon him. 
If David R. Atchison shail ever pass the line 
again, and say as Cæsar did, “ I have passed the 
Rubicon, and now I draw the sword,” I should 
dread the contest, for the very reason that he 
who goes into matters of this kind with reluct- 
ance is most to be feared. Remember, sir, that 
Hector, at the siege of Troy, was the last to 


| espouse the cause of one who had done dishonor 
to Priam’s house, and he was the last to desert | 
perished for the coward who got him | 
The proud patriot was averse | 


it. He 
into the difficulty. 
to the quarrel of effeminate Paris—but once in, 
he was the last to yield up the honor of the house 
of Priam. 

Sir, this subject enlarges itself very much in 


i the estimation of gentlemen who have spoken 


upon it. I shail use no epithets towards the Sen- 
alor from New Hampshire. I have thus far at- 
tempted to avoid them. I have characterized his 
speech, but I have used no epithets. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire undertakes to say that, 
throughout the whole of the controversy in rela- 


tion to the public domain of the United States, | 


the South have been the aggressors. ‘ Southern 
aggression” was the term on his lips—southeri 


ageression—southern insolence and dough-face i 


treason on ihe part of his own countrymen! Both 
statements are untruc. J do not impute to him 
personal untruth. I make the remark in a his- 
torical and parliamentary debate, and lam speak- 
ing of transactions. Let the Senator answer me 


He first assembled the Legisla- | 
ture at Pawnee City. They were not long there į 


Who brought about this catas- | 
What is the attitude of these men? | 


ij arises in one place and descends on another, 


one question. When Virginia ceded the North- 
western Territory, out of which five free States 
have been created, was it southern aggression? 
When she parted with that domain, and gave it 
over to the non-slaveholding population of the 
North, was it southern aggression? She parted 
with her domain and bestowed itasa bounty upon 
those who have enjoyed it. I will not say who 


é ‘ || isthe Cordelia or the Regan in the sisterhood, but I 
He refused to sanction the adjournment, and the || 


can say who has been the Lear. It was the Old 
Dominion. Little did Virginia think, when she 
planted those States by her own hand, that they 
would give risc to a controversy in which an 
opinion would be inculeated by which she should 
be reproached for her decrepitude. She can well 
say, 
“ Flow sharper than a serpent’s tooth it is 
To have a thankless child !” 

Hostile allies have availed themselves of the 
power thus acquired, and, like a cockatrice, are 
willing to sting the bosom that gave them life. 
The nurses, however, are much worse than the 
children, some of whom I have reason to know 
are true-hearted, and are willing to maintain good 
faith, but for the intermeddling of fanatical influ- 
ence that regards no restraint of law and compact. 

Do you call that southern aggression? The 
South then parted with her power, and now it is 
regarded as southern aggression when she resents 
the insults of those who have availed themselves 
of it. Atleast, this much may be fairly said— 
the fanatical portion of the North are willing to 
use all the advantage thus given to assail the 
southern section, 

Now, look at the acquisition of the Territory of 
Louisiana. There the South agreed to exclude 
herself from all that portion of it north of 369 30°, 
and one free State, Lowa, has been formed out of 
that portion of the Territory. The Senator from 
New Hampshire quoted the opinions of many 
Senators to the effect that Kansas is not to be a 
slave State. Sir, I do not know that it will be a 
slavecholding State. I say, however, that, when 
the southern portion of the United States parted 
with that dominion which we rightfully possessed, 
and allowed ourselves to be excluded from the 
Louisiana territory, we played the part of a gen- 
erous parent who has only met with the scorn 
and contempt which a want of wisdom justly de- 
serves. It was putting a rod in the hands of 
others, without knowing who they were, under 
the hope thai it would be used as a weapon of 
common defense, but which has been used against 
the donor as a means of controlling his authority. 

When we obtained California, by whose treas- 
ure and whose arms was it acquired? Sir, I will 
notimitate the example of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I will notin my place allow myself 
to say that it was not acquired by northern as well 
as by southern arms, and by northern as well as 
by southern treasure. A protest was made that 
that acquisition was to redound to the South. 
Let me ask where the $300,000,000 which it is 
said have been collected from California have been 
poured out? Like the dew of heaven, which 
i I 
will not say, in this connection, that [ might 
emblazon the fame and gallantry of southern 
heroes and generals. I might beas proud of the 
gallantry of my own section, as antiquity was of 
the heroes of Greece and of Rome, and the heroes 
of Marathon. I will notrefuse a common grave 
to the gallant Ransom, and the equally gallant 
Dickerson, who fell in the same battle. I would 
not deny to them the mingled wreath of the laurel 
and the cypress. Sir, in the face of the truth of 
history, when we have shed our blood in a com- 


i mon contest, and when we acquired a territory 


by common treasure, what is the fact? Has it 
not been appropriated to the non-slaveholding 
ortion of this Confederacy, under a non-slave- 
nolding constitution? That is southern aggres- 


i sion! 


Did the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire think that he could satisfy any one who 
heard him on these points? No, sir; butitlooks 
as if he intended to feed the flames which are 
burning, but which he, in his benevolence, ought 
to extinguish. The gravamen of his argument, 
however, is, that Texas was annexed with a 
view to pander to southern insolence and pride. 
Now, I intend, in that connection, to propound 
some questions which those who agree with him 
will find it very difficultto swallow. They have 


1856. 


been so much used to eating dainty things at the 

North, that their stomachs are not quite strong 

enough for the wholesome food which I might 
offer them, and which their sentimental stomachs 

might reject. I will put my questions, however, 

to the Senator from New Hampshire, for I am 

better acquainted with him, and I suppose he is 

the organ, and stands at the head, of those who 

agree with him in opinion. Would he consent 

that Texas should have become a British prov- 

ince, with the certainty that England would place 

that province in the same condition as its West 

India islands, and with the certainty that her 

policy would be to make war on the institutions 

of Louisiana and other southern States? Would 

he take the part of England in such a contro- 

versy, sooner than of those who have given us | 
our liberties and our rights? Would he consent 
that Great Britain should take possession of 
Texas, and make war, like a roaring lion seck- 
ing whom it may devour among its neighbors? 
Would he consent to that, on an acknowledged 
condition only that it should not have slaves, and 
should be pledged to make war on the institu- 
tutions of the southern States? Would he agree 
to make war on his southern confederates on 
such conditions and through such agencies ? 

The next question which I haveto propoundon 
that point is, whether they would consent that 
Texas should up to this time have retained her sep- | 
arate existence as an independent republic upon 
our borders, carrying on, in a commercial point 
of view, acompctition with us, which would have ; 
redounded to theadvantage of the South; because, 
if Texas had opened her ports under the doctrine 
of free trade, she would have conciliated her | 
southern neighbors both by propinquity, consan- 
puinity, interest, and trade, and she would have 
had aright todo it? The North would have suf- 
fered more by her separate existence than the | 
South, because they would have brought goods 
to Galveston, and when they got there all the | 
Sharpe’s rifles and the pulpits of the North could 
not prevent them from going wherever the people 
chose to carry them. [say nothing about smug- 

ling. Let those do it who are accustomed to it. 

wish to make no invidious distinctions; but I may 
remark that the Yankee is a very keen fellow, and 
I think he is the pioneer at bargain-making and 
trade wherever there is an opportunity. 

The next question I put to the gentlemen is, 
whether they would consent now to remit Texas 
to her original condition, and let her assume a 
separate existence as a rival republic? They 
would do none of these thingsif they would con- 
sult the public mind of their constituents. They | 
might say so, but they would be rebuked about 
as effectually as any public men could be rebuked 
whenever they appealed to that judgment. These 
are hard questions I admit. I ask them, would 
they agree that England should take Texas and 
exclude slavery, or that Texas should continue 
to be a scparate republic ; or would they expel 
her now from the Unionif in their power? Why 
talk of these things when they do not intend to 
do what they speak about? They would do no 
such thing. They would not dare to do it. Sull 
they resort to the safety valve of rhetoric to get 
rid of these difficulties, and to pour out its effu- 
sions ona deluded constituency. They make an | 
ex parte motion, and do not expect a judgment | 
on it. 

Now, sir, I have disposed of most of the topics 
which have been introduced into this debate, and 
I come to the main gravamen of the matter before 
us, and that is, what is the President to do? Sup- | 
pose the so-called Legislature assembled in Kan- 
sas on the 4th of March, absolutely hoisting the 
banner of treason, rebellion, and insurrection, ! 
what is the President to do? I tell you, sir, as 
much as the gentlemen to whom Iallude denounce 
the President, if he should not interpose his peace- 
making power in Kansas, that Legislature willbe 
opposed, and opposed by men as brave as they 
are, with weapons in their hands, and the contest 
will be decided by the sword. If it was only to 
involve them, perhaps it would not be of serious | 
consequence ; but the feeling which they have 
engendered is pervading the Republic. Even in į; 
my own State | perceive that parties are being” 
formedto go to Kansas; adventurous young men 
who will fight anybody. Sir, let me caution you, 
do not hold out to the youth of this country a || 
temptation to go into scenes of blood. If youdo | 
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this, you will commit the gravest of all contro- 
versies. on earth and the mostimportant concerns 
of society to the youth of the country, for they 
will go there; and the cause of a Republic may 
be decided by the judgment of youthful impulse. 

Will gentlemen tell me that the President was 
not to interpose and save them from such a con- 
test? Sir, he would be guilty of a criminal dere- 
liction of duty if he were not to interpose; for, 
by interposing, he can save them from the conse- 
quences of thisissue. I do not advise him to fire 
the Federal gun, of which the Senator from New 
Hampshire spoke. God knows, as I have said, 
one drop of blood shed in civil strife in this 
country may not only dissolve this Union, but 
may do worse. Sir, f have such confidence in 
the good sense of the country that I believe re- 

ublican institutions might survive the present 

nion. Really itis broken already; for the spirit 
which cherished it has been extinguished, and the 
very altars upon which we ought to worship have 
been profaned by false fires. Ihave been accus- 
tomed only to look at this Union to be preserved 
by observing the obligations of the Federal Con- 
stitution, and the honor of compacts, and as to 
be maintained by the good faith of that old Puritan 
school which formed the Constitution, and did 
not have quite as much sentimentality as some 
of their successors. Ido not say what kind of 
successors they are. Sir, the men of those days 
had a hardy morality, which dealt with events as 
they were. They had a wisdom which knew 
how to accommodate itself to circumstances, and 
did not lift themselves so high that they saw more 
than others, and sought ethereal regions because 
the earth was too good for them. Sir, it is not 
the purest bird which always secks the highest 
regions of air. The vulture, it is said, lives in 
the regions of eternal snow, and yet it can de- 
scend from its cthereal height to live on garbage 
below. 

The President of the United States is under the 
highest and most solemn obligations to interpose; 
and, if I were to indicate the manner in which he 
should interpose in Kansas, [ would point out 
the old common law process. I would serve a 
warrant on Sharpe’s rifles, and if Sharpe’s rifles 
did not answer the summons, and come Into court 
ona day certain, or if they resisted the sheriff, I 
would summon the posse comitatus, and I would 
have Colonel Sumner’s regiment to be part of 
that posse comitatus. ‘The men in Kansas may be 
deluded. There may be good men among them. 
I do not wish for an outbreak. I think there are 
many men among them who on reflection will 
give over their delusions. I am not among those 
who hate any man because he differs from me; 
but I do despise those who are willing to commit 
others to a contest in which they themselves will 
escape the consequences. 

Mr. President, I shall not pursue this subject 
further. I have reviewed what has been said so 
far as I thought proper to allude to it, and now I 
conclude with this remark—that if we are to be 


| drifting in this way into a dissolution of the 


Union, I would rather that it should be dissolved 
to-morrow—I wish my words rneasured—in pref- 
erence to livingin a Union without the protection 


! of a Constitution which gives me an equality. [ 


should tell my people so to-morrow. Yes, sir, the 


moment you say this Union is not under the con- į 


trol, and the influence, and the operative influ- 
ence of the Constitution of the country, I say to 
South Carolina, ‘Go out of the Union, and make 
arrangements with others to form such a govern- 
ment as you can live in with honor and dignity.” 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, when this mes- 
sage was reccived, I took occasion to express the 
opinion that nostate of facts existed which would 
justify the President of the United States to issue 
his proclamation or an order to call the troops of 


! the United States or the militia into active service | 


in the Territory of Kansas, until the state of facts 
was presented contained in the ‘papers upon the 
table. I entertained that opinion then. I ex- 
pressed it in a calm manner, and in decorous lan- 
guage. It was what I thought then, and I think 
so now. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WiLson] 
rose in his place on that occasion, and accused 
me of servility; and, alluding to the President of 
the United States in connection with myself, de- 
nounced meas his Senator. After the great length 
which elapsed before his speech was prepared for 


H sorry to say that there are some such men. 


pamane me 


publication, he issued that speech in a revised 
form, reiterating the charge. 1 am- very glad that 
he is now in his seat... | = s 

Sir, there are two sources from which calam- 
nies usually spring—one from an honorable man 
| who never willfully calamniates;and is always 
ready to make reparation. The. other:is-from-a 
source too low to deserve notice—so Jow: thatiit 
can hardly be replied to or noticed without: dis+ 
credit. Thereis nothing lower than the voluntary. 
instrument of the lowest dens of infamy, who 
assails the character of an absent man that stands. 
high in the estimation of his country. 

I took occasion, when this message was first 
| presented to the Senate, to say that I was appre- 
hensive there were those in the country who, at 
this particular time, were not anxious that quiet 
should be restored in Kansas, because then their 
| vocation would be gone. The Senator from Mas- 
| sachusetts went into a vindication of those who 
were opposed to the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and 
said that, if I applied my remark to them, he de- 
nounced it. Sir, I made no application of what 
I said to those who were opposed to the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill; they were not in my mind. Iam 
not in the habit of denouncing bodies of men; 
because, where there are large bodies of men, the 
great mass of them arc honest, honorable, and 
patriotic, who mean to devote themselves to the 
| service of their country honestly, fairly, and truly. 
He took occasion also to apply my remark to 
one of the parties in Kansas called the ‘* free-State 
party.” I made no application of my remark to 
that class of men. I did not speak of them, nor 
allude to them; they were not in my mind, . The 
Senator from Massachusetts went a little further, 
and applied the remark to himself. If he had 
asked me whether I intended its application to 
himself, I should at that time have answered; but 
he has applied it to himself, and if the coat fits 
him, and scts so closely on him that he cannot 
get it off, it is not my fault. 

Mr. President, I did not express myself then 
as strongly as Í ought to have done. I did say 
that 1 was apprehensive there were those persons 
| in the country who were not desirous of having 
the difficulties in Kansas settled; I feared there 
were such persons. Now, I am satisfied there are 
those in the country who would regret it. J make 
the remark in a general form, as the truth requires 
me to make it. 

Sir, there is another class of persons inthe coun- 
try, but I hope it comprises only a few—I alude 
to that class who regard the Constitution of the 
United States as a league with the power of dark- 
ness, and seek to overthrowit. I trust this class 
is a very small onc. Nothing but the most posi- 
‘tive proof would induce me to suppose that there 
could be a man so believing, who lived under the 
institutions of this glorious country; but I am 
Ido 
not indicate them; I leave them to be indicated by 
public observation. ` 

There is another class of men in the country. 
There is a class of persons who are agitating in 
opposition to a portion of the Constitution of the 
| United States. ‘They are nothostile to those parts 
of the Constitution favorable to themselves, and 
: to the great interests of the portion of the coun 
try in which they live; but they are hostile to 
another part of the Constitution which was de- 
signed for the protection of another community, 
and they are agitating for the purpose of creating 
a public opinion so strong that that portion of the 
Constitution shall be nullified—shall be rendered 
null and void, from the impossibility of executing 
it. I know some men who take a lead in that 
agitation. Sir, if they will resort to open force, 
if they will unite with arms in their hands for the 
purpose of resisting the execution of that portion 
of the Constitution, their fate is before them; the 
Constitution indicates their fate. No Government 
‘can exist with its citizens in open rebellion against 
‘any portion of its constitution and its laws, 
| These men do notdothat! Sir, when [enterinto 
‘any agitation against any portion of the Consti- 
; tution of my country, I shall do it in a manner 
| which will make me amenable to itslaws. I shall 
i do it openly. F shall take no indirect mode of 
| doing It. Lwin make the issue, and I will abide 
| by it before my country and before the world. 

There is another class of men in this country: 
[allude to the men who haye embarked in State 
i legislation for the purpose òf indirectly overturn- 
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ing; practically, a portion ofthe Constitution of 
the United States. Iam sorry to: say that this 
legislation has existed to a considerable extent; | 
but yet itjs-supported by public opinion to aj; 
much less extent than many suppose. It isnot | 
the voice of the people im those States where it; 
has-taken place. Itis not the voice of the masses | 
of. the people. Itis not the voice of the patriotic 

people. ¿Itis the result of transient and tempo- | 
rary causes, and it will cease when. the public 
reason again is heard and obeyed. 

«Mr, President, parties in this country are re- 
solving themselves rapidly. into two divisions. 
On. the one: side are the men who stand up for 
the Constitution given to us by our ancestors, | 
which we have inherited from them—the greatest 
legacy ever transmitted by any noble generation 
to: their posterity—the men who stand by the 
Constitution and by the laws and institutions of 
the country, and maintain them at every hazard. 
‘The other consists of those who, in various forms 
and under various covers, are waging war upon 
that Constitution in some of its provisions. I} 
am:glad that the issue is being made. I am glad | 
that it is to go to the people of this country.. I 
have the profoundest respect for the deliberate 
séntiment of the people. It is the grand tribunal 
to which every question must be submitted on | 
this continent. It is, in my judgment, the only ; 
legitimate source of power in any Government. | 
It is, in fact, the great element by which this | 
continent is governed, and is, I trust, to he gov- | 
erned for all time to come. Nay, more, sir; it is | 
the great element by which, in the progress of | 


time, the whole world is to be governed in its |, 


political affairs. I say the issue is now being | 
submitted to the people of this country, and I: 
doubt not what will be the verdict of the people , 
upon it. Their verdict will be for the Union, for 
the Constitution, for the supremacy of the laws, 
for that system of law which lics at the founda- | 
tion ofall modern civilization in this country, and, | 
I may say, in other countries in modified forms. | 
Well, sir, we havea portion of this issue on the | 
battle-field of Kansas. Affairs there are reach- | 
ing an issue in which are ranged on one side the | 
friends of law, of government, of peace, of order; | 
and on the other side I hope and trust there will ; 
be ranged no antagonist. I apprehend that when | 
the issue comes there, it will be found that the | 
strength is allon one side. One thing I know, | 
that the chief executive magistrate of the Union | 
has issued his proclamation and his orders; and 
if in that Territory there is anything like insur- 
rection or rebellion against the constituted gov- 
ernment and the laws which are in force, and the 
courts of justice and the ministerial officers who | 
are there by your authority, they will meet the | 
troops of this country under the command of the | 
officers of the Government—under the flag of the | 
Union—against which, thus far in the history of | 
America, an American citizen has never raised a } 
weapon, No, sir, there will be no sectional con- | 
flictthere. There willbe no conflict between one | 
portion of the people and another partion of the | 
people: If there shall be any conflict, it will be | 
etween the government of the Territory, sup- | 
ported by tbe Government of the Union, su 
ported by the troops of the United States and t 
militia of the ‘Territory, on the one hand, and | 
those who choose to range themselves under the | 
flag of insurrection and rebellion on the other. i 
ell, sir, is not this as it should be? I gave | 

-my vote for the bill organizing the Territories of | 
Kansas and Nebraska. I did so because it was | 
agreed between the supporters of that bill from | 
the South and from the North, from slaveholding 
States and from non-slaveholding States, that 
the vexed question of the domestic institutions 
of a State, inchoate or present, should be left to 
the people of the community whose institutions | 
were about to be established. I adhere to the | 
policy of that bill. It is the policy which was | 
Inaugurated when the first European settlement | 
was planted on this continent. It is the policy | 
which was inaugurated at the rock of Plymouth, 
at Jamestown, and in all the original thirteen 
colonies. It is the policy which was carried out | 
year after year, century after century, until we | 
became confederated as one Government. The | 
passage of the bill to which J have alluded carried | 
out that policy of the right and power of the | 
people in every community to regulate their own | 


j 
| 
| 
| 


I 
i 
} 
| 
i 


internal affairs,as much now, under the Constitu- ‘| 


he 
he: 


tion of the United States, as under the colonial 
system—as much now as under the Government 
of Great Britain—as much now as before the 
Constitution was adopted. This Government 
was inaugurated under that policy, and ever 

State in the Union acts upon that principle. We 
intended that this great question of the domestic 
institutions and policy of a State should be de- 
termined by its own people. This Government 
could not have been formed without that arrange- 
ment of its powers; and it cannot exist without 
the continuation of that arrangement of its powers. 


the southern portion of. the Union, who were 
friends of that bill, maintained the same line of 
policy All who supported the bill concurred in 
it. I deny that this Government has any power 
over slavery anywhere, except where it 1s ex- 
pressly granted in the Constitution in two cases. 
One is to prohibit the foreign slave trade, which 


| there is not now any diversity of opinion. The 
other is for the restoration of fugitives from ser- 
vice. You may begin with the first letter of the 
Constitution, and you may search to the last 
letter of the last amendment of the Constitution, 
and I defy the wit of man to discern in it any 
control of Congress over that institution any- 


Capitol. 
Holding that to be the true construction of the 
Constitution; being indeed the only grant of 


| power which it contains over this subject; leaving 


t 
we have, by this bill, gone back to the original 
down to 1820, and to which we reverted in 1850. 
Having applied it, as we then did, to the Terri- 
tories of New Mexico and Utah, we have now 
applied it to Kansasand Nebraska. That. policy 
we mean to maintain honestly—the policy of 
leaving this question to the people, the bona fide 
settlers. They shall pass on the question, They 
shall present their constitution to Congress; and 


on the subject, we have no control over it. They 
have a right to dispose of it for themselves. ‘The 
advocates of the policy embraced in the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill intend to carry out that principle 
and to abide by it in good faith. 

Sir, is it not right? Is there in any portion of 


ji 
i 


Is there any class of men who will stand up be- 
fore an enlightened public sentiment and main- 


leges which, under the Constitution and laws of 
the country, are not to be exercised by people in 


maintain the equality of the States. 


i of popular sovereignty, not the doctrine of squat- 
ter sovereignuty—if we are to understand that to 
mean, as my friend from South Carolina scems 
to do, insurrection and rebellion, I know of no 
rights of insurrection and rebellion under a gov- 
ernment of laws; and if that is the meaning of 
squatter sovereignty, I know the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass ] will utterly 
repudiate it. Sir, I wish to call things by their 
right names, and when I apply the term “ popu- 
lar sovereignty,” I mean the sovereignty of the 
people—the men occupying a portion of the ter- 
ritory of the Union. 
American citizens; and it is the necessary result 
of those rights that they may govern themselves 
and regulate their own internal affairs, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States. 
Now, sir, the policy of that bill we mean to 
maintain. We mcan to maintain it in Kansas. 
The whole power of the country inthe hands of 
the present Executive is intended to be put in re- 
quisition there, for the purpose of upholding the 
rights of the people of Kansas. The Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] has had the 
courtesy to send to my table a copy of his speeches 
on this subject during the present session; and 
they are headed, ‘* The wrongs of Kansas.” 
Well, sir, we mean to vindicate the rights of the 


This policy I mean to support. Senators from | 


has been already done, and with regard to which į 


where, save only in those’ two instances, unless | 
it may be within the immediate purlieus of this ; 


it in every instance to the several States where it į 
exists, or to the people of the Territories—I say | 


policy of the country—the policy which prevailed | 


whatever provision that constitution may contain | 


tain that they are to exercise powers and privi- | 


other portions of the Union? Sir, we mean to | 
y We mean | 
to maintain the equal rights of every portion of | 
the country. We mean to maintain the doctrine ! 


They have the rights of | 
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people of Kansas, from whatever quarter they 
may be invaded. There is no portion of this 
Chamber, I hope, that will undertake in any man- 
ner, under any cover, or under any pretext, to 
withhold from the bona fide settlers of Kansas 
the exercise of the power conferred on them by 
the bill that was introduced into this body, and 
pressed through by my honorable friend from IHi- 
nois, [Mr. Douvetas.} 

We were honest in advocating the doctrine of 
popular sovereignty—in advocating the rights of 
the people—in advocating the doctrine of exclud- 
ing slavery agitation from the halls of Congress. 
We have enough to do here, if we devote our- 
selves to our appropriate legislative business, 
without interfering with the domestic affairs of 
people thousands of miles from us, with whom 
we are unacquainted, whose community we have 
never visited, among whom we do not live, whose 
wants we do not know, and whose wants they are 
perfectly able of providing for and taking care of 
themselves, without our help. 

Sir, I did challenge Senators on the other side 
to show a state of facts, prior to the time when 
the President interfered, which would justify him 
in interfering and calling out the troops. What 
have the Senators done? Tiave they pointed to 
any such state of things? Did they know that 
there was a Constitution, and that there were 
laws limiting and directing the action of the Ex- 
ecutive? Doubtless they did; but they did not 
condescend to allude to them. They did not 
condescend to show that a state of facts existed 
to justify the President in calling out the troops 
of the United States to enforce order in Kansas, 
down to the period of which I spoke; that is, 
down to the period when the Governor of Kansas 
sent a telegraphic communication to the Presi- 
dent, and when he responded to it,—down to the 
period when the chiefs of the free-State party, 
as they call themselves, gent their demand to the 
| President for his proclamation, and for an order 
| for troops. Until that time, they have not shown 
that any state of facts existed justifying an inter- 
ference. They purported to answer me, but they 
did not answer me. They did not attempt to 
show any fact, or any state of facts, within the 
| act of Congress or within the Constitution, which 
would justify the President in calling out military 


the country a man so mean and despicable that | 
he is not willing to accord to his fellow-citizens | 
in every part of this broad country the same | 
rights and privileges which he himself enjoys. | 


force. ` Will any man say that if there is illegal 
| voting at an elcction, the President of the United 
States has a right to call out troops after the 
election is over for the purpose of applying a 
remedy? What would be the use of that? Or if 
it is anticipated that there will be illegal voting, 
is it to be prevented by Sharpe’s rifles? Is that 
the mode to test elections? 

The Senator from New Hampshire alluded to 
the case of the Burns rescue at Boston, In that 
case there was a process of the United States in 
the hands of the marshal. The law of the United 
States was being executed, when men rose up and 
rebelled against, resisted the execution of, thelaw. 
The posse comitatus was called out, and troops were 
ordered toaid the posse comitatus. Undoubtedly 
an interference of that kind was justifiable in that 
i case. Has there been any such thing in Kansas? 
Does either of the Senators on the other side in- 
dicate any such thing? Not a word of it? They 
have read letters, they have detailed hearsay, and 
they have alluded to newspapers, to show that 
there were conflicts at the polls, and we are told 
those that applied force have left the Territory. 
The executive department knew nothing of it 
until it was all over; and then if there was any 
illegality, the Governor had a right to pass upon 
it, and after he had passed upon it, the respective 
Houses of the Legislature had a right to pass 
upon it, and their decision was final. What then? 
Does either of the Senators who have spoken 
against the President and his action undertake to 
say that at either election there was ground to 
justify calling out the militia, or calling out the 
troops of the United States, to prevent illegal 
voting? They have notattempted to do any such 
thing. On the contrary, instead of debating the 
question before the Senate, instead of meeting the 
challenge which I threw down to them, they evade 
it, and make it an occasion to deliver addresses 
Mcuitable for certain purposes, but are not adapted 
to any purposé connected with debate here in the 
Senate Chamber. 

The Constitution of the United States provides 


H 


that Congress shall have power ‘‘ to provide for 
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calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
n PELI 
sions; ; À 
States shall guaranty to every State in this 
Union a republican form of government, and 
shall protect each of them against invasion; and, 
on application of the Legislature, or of the Ex- 


ecutive, (when the Legislature cannot be con- | 
Up to the! 
period of which I have spoken, was there any | 


vened,) against domestic violence.” 


foreign invasion? Was there any insurrection 
against the Government? Was there any resist- 
ance to the laws by such a combined force as 
would justify the calling out either of the militia 
or the troops of the United States? I certainly 
know of none, and the Senators on the other 
side have not indicated any such state of facts, 
nor do the papers on the table show any such 
state of facts. On the contrary, they show that 


the momenta case was presented which fell within i 


the Constitution, and the law which was enacted 
to carry out the Constitution, tne President 
promptly exercised his power. The law of 1795, 
which bears upon this subject, declares in its sec- 
ond section: 


. “That whenever the laws of the United States shall be | 
opposed, or the execution thereof obstructed, in any State, | 


by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the or 
dinary course of judicial proceedings, or by the power 


? 


vested in the marshals by this act, it shall be lawful for the i 


President of the United States to call forth the militia of 
such State, or of any other State or States, as may be ne- 
cessary to suppress such combinations, and to cause the 
laws to be duly executed ; and the use of militia so to be 
eailed forth may be continued, if necessary, until the expi- 
ration of thirty days after the commencement of the then 
next session of Congress. 

“ Provided always, and be it further enacted, That when- 
ever itmay be necessary, in the judgment of the President, 
to use the military force hercby directed to be called forth, 
the President shali forthwith, by proclamation, command 
such insurgents to disperse and retire peaceably to their 
respective abodes, within a limited time.’? 


By a subsequent enactment, this provision was 
extended to the Territories, and then the law of 
1807 provides that in such cases the President 
may call out the troops of the United States. 
The act of 1797 is a short one, and I will read it: 

& That in all cases of insurrection, or obstruction to the 
laws, either of the United States, or of any individual State 
or Territory, where it is lawful for the President of the 
United States to call forth the militia for the purpose of 
suppressing such insurrection, or of causing the laws to be 
duly executed, it shall be lawful for him to employ, for the 
same purposes, such part of the land or naval force of the 
United States as shall be judged necessary, having first ob- 
served all the prerequisites of the law in that respect.” 


It will be perceived thatin the first place a proc- 
lamation is required on facts officially brought to 
the notice of the President. Now, I say that the 


Senators who have attempted to answer me have | 
not stated a fact which would make a case within | 


the laws of Congress, or within the Constitution, 
for calling out the troops until the month of De- 


cember, when, as the papers on the table develop, į 


there was a state of facts existing which justified 


the measures that were adopted; and those meas- : 
ures were called for by the heads of the so-called | 


free-State party in Kansas. 


Sir, I hope that what I have said, with one ex- | 
ception, will not wound the susceptibilities of any | 
mean to say nothing that : 


Senator. I certainl 
should be understood by any Senator in this body 
as inthe least degree disrespectful or calculated 
to wound his sensibilities. It is not my custom, 
and I do not think it conduces either to the deco- 
rum of this body or the advance of the public in- 
tercsts, that any such allusion should be made. 
Mr. President, I think we have reached a crisis 
in our affairs, but Ido not despond; I have no 
doubt about the result. 
the cause of the people. 


is the interest of the country, which is but another 
name for the interest of the people. 
of the people isa good cause. I know that it will 
prevail. There is intelligence enough in this coun- 
try to make it prevail. While the people can ap- 
peal to the courts of justice and to the ballot-box, 


public order will be maintained, the Government | 
will be maintained, the Union will be maintained, 


and equal and exact justice will be rendered to 
every portion of the country. I feel such confi- 


dence in enlightened public sentiment that I have | 


no misgivings whatever. It is only necessary that 
public attention should be concentrated on the 
questions which are presented. I doubt not that 
order will be maintained in Kansas. 


and again, it provides that “the United | 


I have no doubt what is | 
I have no doubt what | 
is the interest of the people. [have no doubt what į 


The cause | 


be a free State. That was my-opinion; but it 
| would make no difference in my action whether 
j [thought it would-be a free State or not, because 
there is a great constitutional principle which 
| controls; and if I had known that the result would 
be adverse to my views, I could not abandon my 
principles; I could not turn aside from the course 
pointed out by the Constitution of the United 
States. Ishould regard itas the greatest calamity 
|! that could befall the country if any partial good 
were to be produced by departing from the Con- 
stitution. No, sir; I know—there is no mistake 
about it—I know that it is for the interest of the 
country, taking an cnlarged view, that we should, 
walk in the track pointed out by the Constitu- 
tion. 
sighted policy, but must lead to wretched conse- 
quences. I say, sir, that my opinion of the result 
in Kansas would make no difference withme. I 
do not act on the principle of expediency; I act 
on the principle of constitutional duty; | intend 
! to follow the path which that dictates to me, and 
| leave the consequences to the wisdom of those 
who framed the Constitution and founded this 
Government. 


| created by an active external interference. You 


interference on the other side. If the laws of 
nature, the law of production, and those laws 
which usually govern in every community had 
been left without external effort to their usual 
operation, I have no doubt what the result would 
have been. Ientertain a decided opinion now; 
but, whatever that opinion may be, I say the act 
of Congress is to be maintained. The right of 


institutions is to be maintained. They will have 
that right when they come into the Union, whether 
we will or no. You have not the power to con- 
trol it. 
that in Kansas and elsewhere the laws of the 
| country will be sustained, no matter how delicate 
the subject, no matter if individuals entertain ad- 
verse opinions. This is of no importance. The 
lj laws will be sustained. No Government can ex- 
| ist and acquiesce in resistance to its laws. No 
Government can exist without putting down in- 
surrection. No Government can exist that con- 
nives at rebellion, Sir, I know that the people 
of this country will adhere to the Government 
which has been handed down to them from the 
past, and which, in my judgment, is the noblest 
work that ever came from the hands of man. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to occupy the attention of the Senate long; but, 
as the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Bur- 


of questions to myself, I wish now to make an 
apology for not answering him then. 
wish to interrupt him, because, for myself—I do 
not prescribe any rule of conduct for others—I do 
not consider it necessary to be jumping up while 
|| one Senator is making an address to the Senate, 
as the honorable Senator then was. 
questions to me very distinctly, and I suppose 
they will be printed. I rise now for the purpose 
of saying that I pledge myself to that Seuator 
that I will answer every one of his questions. 


to suppose that I can answer his questions before 
the tribunal of the people of this country, and I 
am content to abide the verdict which they may 
give. I willanswer his questions, his philosophy, 
his history, and humanity altogether. i 
Now, [ am under the necessity of saying a 
1 word to the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 


because that Senator yesterday, on a question 
which was then before the Senate, expressed 
such sound views, and gave such good reasons 
for them, that I was in hopes it would not be my 
lot to be found in antagonism with him so soon. 


not think are justified by the facts. 
orable Senator from South Carolina says he 
uses no opprobrious epithets. I never use them, 
neither here nor anywhere else. 1 know it has 
been said or hinted several times that gentlemen 


It is said they may be willing to 


‘| of cowardice. 


I had no doubt at the outset that Kansas would 


Any departure from it is not only short- | 


Sir, I have never had any doubt 
about the fate of Kansas, except what has been ; 


cannot interfere on one side without provoking | 


the people of Kansas to frame their own domestic | 


Let agitators everywhere bear in rind | 


LER,] while he was speaking, addressed a number | 


I did not: 


He put his | 


7 
may not answer them to his satisfaction; but I | 
feel sufficient confidence in my own fecble powers | 


‘fouczy;] and I regret the necessity excecdingly, | 


Sir, I do not make professions here which I do | 
The hon- | 


i| do not use these epithets from some sort of feeling 


il stir up strife, but not to take the responsibility 


of it. Sir, God only ‘knows what we may 'be'iri 
emergencies and contingencies; T only say that] 
will not boast beforehand. Iwill not put my- 
self in the situation of the man alluded to by the 
Senator from South Carolina some days ago, who 
seized not the sword before ‘he blew the horn. . 1 
will not blow the horn until the time comes. * =" 

Let me say to the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut, that I think in the zeal of his ex- 
citement he forgot his professions. I understood’ 
that Senator to profess that he was not ‘going to 
use any epithets which could offend anybody} or 
disturb any one’s sensibilities. What does’ he 
think of such an interrogatory as this—describing 
his own position, and then asking “ who so mean 
and despicable”? as to be found in antagonism to 
it? 

Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Those are the very words: “ who 
so mean and despicable.”? 

Mr. TOUCEY. Will the Senator give way? 

Mr. HALE. Icannot give way at this mo- 
ment. I waited and heard the Senator through. 

Mr. TOUCEY. You do not state correctly 
what I said. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, that is courteous, is it 
not? Ido state the Senator correctly; 1 use his 
very language. The Senator states his theory, 
draws his picture, defines his position, and as- 
signs to those who differ from him a disposition 
| to deny the equality of the States; and then asks, 
‘who so mean and despicable’’—that is his very: 
language—as to deny it? 


He laid down his 
platform, and then spoke of the platform of his 
opponents. He spoke of those opponents as 
denying the equality of the States, and he asked, 
| “who so mean and despicable?” I suppose that 
is a specimen of that “* Roman eloquence” which. 
is to be inaugurated here again. I say nothing 
of that sort. 

Again, sir, the Senator from Connecticut drew 
three or four characters which he said existed in 
this country. I suppose he will say they were 
fancy sketches. 

Mr. TOUCEY. No. 

Mr. HALE. He does not say so. Tam glad 
of it. The gentleman has candor, whatever I 
may think of his manners. They are not fancy: 
sketches. ‘They were meant, then, toapply to real 
characters. Well, sir, he did not describe all the 
characters in this country. He did not describe 
all the characters which we have in our New Eng~ 
land States. I will describe another character.” 
We have amongst us there a set of politicians, 
who make loud professions of Democracy, and 
have great reverence forthe Constitution. They 
see that there is one controlling interest in this 
country, as no man can fail to see—an interest: 
which knows no Whigs and no Democrats, and 
which has generally dispensed political power and: 
patronage in this country. Before that patronage- 
dispensing power, the class which I am describing 
lie flat. They seem, when they come into its 
presence, to think that the sentence which was: 
pronounced on the Tempter is ringing in their 
ears: “Upon thy belly shalt thou go, and dust 
shalt thou eat all the days of thy life.” That isa 
class which we have; and if they find anybody else 
with a less sordid soul, or a less craven nature, 
or a less degraded spirit, who wants to stand up 
in the spirit of an equal and common manhood, 
|| they do sometimes look up from the dust where 


l| they lie, and ask if you want to overthrow the 
| Constitution and the Union? They think the least 
i| vindication of the manhood of our own country, 
and our own section, and our own selves, and our 
own natures, is rebellion against the Government, 
and an overt act of treason to overthrow the Con-: 


Now, sir, that isa fancy sketch entirely. None 
We 


ere, itis by mistake. I have given you a fancy 
sketch altogether; but I tell you these creatures are 


' and undertake to describe a class of politicians 


iW —a 
| the irresponsibility of a shadow. 
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the candor to say so.. am glad that he did so. 
Imean somebody. i - 

Sir, it has become. very fashionable here to 
denounce agitators. Let me tell you that this 
country: was spoken into being by agitation. 
Its. infant slumbers. were rocked on the stormy 
‘waves of the agitation of a seven years’ revolu- 
tion? . It was the milk upon which it fed; it is 
the meat which must support the maturity of 
its manhood. When in this country agitation 
ceases, stagnation will come next, and death 
and’ putrefaction will follow. Sir, I think it 
was the declaration of the immortal Jefferson, 
that error itself might be left free if you only 
left truth to combat it. Have we in this country 
any institutions which will not bear light? Are 
there any sentiments which it is necessary should 

be in the shade only that they may have the 
breath of life? No, sir, Ido not believe it. I 
do not believe that even the institution of sla- 
very, about which so much has been said, is 
one of those which constantly seeks the shade. 
I know. it has champions here and elsewhere 
wherever discussion is provoked; and I know it 
would be a slander, and I know it would be re- 
pelled as.a slander, by very many of those gen- 
tlemen, if-1 said they avoided discussion upon 
the subject. .That was not the opinion of the 
honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomns,] 
when he went all the way from Georgia to Bos- 
ton to deliver before an audience in that great 
city his sentiments on the subject of slavery. I 
find that those gentlemen who are so denuncia- 
tory of agitation are not generally those who live 
upon the theater where this institution exists. 

0, sir; they are some of those creatures whom 
I have described—i mean at home, in the free 
States. 

I regret exceedingly that I have been provoked 
to say this; but I cannot sit quietly and allow a 
man to get up here with professions of fairness 
on hislips, with a caveat against everything which 
could wound susceptibilities, with a professed 
desire to say nothing that could offend anybody, 
and at the same time denounce, as I understand 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut to have 
denounced, as mean and despicable the men who 
dared to think differently from him. 

The Senator from Connecticut announced over 
and over again, that he had confidence in the people 
of this country. Sir, I have as much confidence 
in them as he has; and I thank God that, in the 

“progress of events, in less than seven days from 


the day when I now stand here to address the į 
Senate, there will be an opportunity of settling į 
the question whether my confidence in the people | 


of the State which I represent here is well formed 


or not; and in about seven weeks or less the hon- į 


orable Senator from Connecticut will have the 
same test applied to him. I shall not boast, or 
brag, or predict. Iam no prophet; I shall take 
what God sends and be thankful. I shall not 
spoil the force of that gift by any professions or 


expectations of what the result will be in cither || 


place. I leave the future to itself and to history. 

I have now a word to say in regard to what 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut says he 
challenged me to do. Let us see whether I did 
it or not. He admits that he was the challenger. 
He came into the arena armed cap @ pie, and 
threw down the glove. He now admits that he 
made the challenge. What did he say? 
dertook to justify the President. What was my 
answer? I said, thatevery single fact upon which 
the Senator from Connecticut relied to fortify 
himself and justify his President, occurred before 
the annual message, in which the President told 
us that nothing had occurred to justify the inter- 
position of the Federal Executive. On the 31st 
of December last the President made this decla- 
ration. The Senator says to-day in his place 
that the documents came herein December. The 
message is dated the 31st of December, and that 
was the day when it was delivered, and it must 
be taken to be the declaration of the President 
on that day; and yet to-day the Senator from 
Connecticut admits that the documents upon 
which the President has founded his interference 
arrived at the State Department in December. 
‘Well, then, sir, have [notmet the challenge? It 
is easy for a man to say that he has not been 
met. Some men do not know when they are 
met. Some men are so much in love with their 
own opinions, that they do not know when they 


He un- | 


are controverted and overthrown. 
Senator comes here and throws down this chal- 
lenge, and undertakes to justify the President for 
having interfered, and I show that every fact 
‘which he brings up to justify the interference 
occurred Iong before, and when I have the judg- 
ment of the President upon those facts that there 
| was nothing in them to justify his interference, 

have I not met him? Ido not know how a man 
| can find the complacency under such circum- 
stances to say that he has not been met. More 
than that—the Senator said not only that he was 
i not met, but that there was not the first attempt 
made to meet him. -He says there was a speech 
made for some other place—not for this. Is not 
i that modest? For what place was the Senator’s 
| speech made—here or for another place? I sup- 
pose that declarations made here are made in 
good faith. They are made in the hope—a des- 
perate one, very frequently—that by some possi- 
bility truth, by being repeated and enforced, may 
| find its way through the covering with which 
prejudice enwraps our nature and our feelings. 
That has been my hope, but I confess that I 
have not always succeeded. 

But, sir, I rose more for the purpose of saying 
to the Senator from Connecticut that I regret 
exceedingly the tone, the temper, and the spirit 
in which he has seen fit to conduct this debate, 
more especially as it was accompanied with pro- 
fessions of candor and a disposition not to wound 
| the sensibilities of anybody. Iknow—and I can 
appeal to the experience of every gentleman here 
who has been with me on this floor—that, accord- 
ing to the measure of the feeble powers which 
God has given me, I have endeavored to make 
this Chamber, so far as I have partaken in its 
| deliberations, the arena of reason and of argu- 

ment, and not of personalities. I have arraigned 
no man’s motives; I have aceused no man, whose 


tion antagonistic to mine, and said it was mean or 
| despicable. I will respect the right of every man 
to his opinion here and elsewhere. I will say 
here exactly what I would say anywhere and 
everywhere. I say there is not the humblest 
intellect which God ever made and clothed in 
human form, that walks this earth, towards whom 
I would not, in the management of every discus- 
i sion, use all that courtesy, all that candor, all that 
i| respect, and all that forbearance which I would 
use to the proudest man on this floor. Such 
being the rule by which I endcavor to govern 
myself, and such being the disposition in which 
I wish to mect gentlemen, and speak of their 
theories and arguments, I confess it was wound- 
ing to my feclings and irritating to my nature to 


interrogatory in the position of being men of 
| mean and despicable natures. I will return to him 
a little of the admonition which he gave. I tell 
the honorable Senator that such insinuations are 
not calculated to elicit the truth or to guide us in 
the way of wisdom. Such appeals, in my judg- 
ment, are not consistent with that high regard 
|! which the honorable Senator professes for the 
|| popular intelligence and the popular judgment. 


which the Senator saw fit to make on this occa- 
|} sion, 
; Sir, thenumber of those who entertain the opin- 
‘ions which I and some of my friends here enter- 
i tain is few; it is said on all hands that we are 
i feeble in argument. Then I ask if itis consist- 
‘lent with the magnanimity which belongs to 
gigantic minds to taunt us in this way? Is it not 
cnough to put down our arguments, without in- 
sulting our individual character and person? 


orable Senator from South Carolina. He speaks 


men who agree with me in opinion. 
The Senator speaks of his age and experience. 

il Mr. BUTLER. No, sir, not my age. [Laugh- 
ter. 

} br. HALE. Then the Senator speaks of his 
experience. Let me tell him that all the experi- 
| ence which he has had has not had such an effect 
on his nature as to chill it, or to quiet the throb- 
i| bings of his pulse; but when he gets into a debate 
he is about as excited as the youngest man whom 
| I know in either branch of Congress. 
D tell him that I am not the leader nor the organ; 


When the || 


duty or whose prejudice leads him to take a posi- | 


have those who entertain the opinions which the | 
Senator was pleased to denounce, placed by his | 


|| Far, very far from it, is the tenor of the speech į 


Now, sir, [have a few words to say to the hon- | 


of me as the organ, or the leader of those gentle- || 
Iam not. | 


Let me} 


and if ever the attempt should be seriously made 
by any of my misguided and over-zealous friends 
to put me in that position, I shall tell them to be- 
ware, and I shall ask them if they do not think, 
in all candor, that the experiment which we are 
now having from New Hampshire is enough 
for the country? [Laughter.] I shall ask them if 
they think it is prudent to try another man from 
that State, until some of the rest of the States 
have come in and had their turn? That reason, 
if nothing else, would be sufficient. To say nothing 
of the instinctive modesty which would repel me 
from such a position, candor, magnanimity, and 
consideration for the other States, would induce 
me to hold back untilthe attempt was made, and 
we should see how it would succeed of finding 
in some other State—possibly in ,Connecticut 
[laughter]—some body who would answer the 
purpose of this great experiment quite as well as 
to try New Hampshire a second time. Why, 
sir, it would be a verdict of the country against 
| the poverty of intellect of other States. 

There is another thing which I think should 
be against it. I think that, in order to give a fair 
chance to northern ambitious men, or patriotic 
men—perhaps that isa better term, though am- 
bition is not inconsistent with patriotism—if my 
friends will allow me to say so, the nomination 
! at this time ought to go South, and a great way 
South; and that would give northern gentlemen 
a better chance next time; but if you come to 
repeat the dose of taking another northern man, 
and from New Hampshire, it will really look like 
a monopoly, and a monopoly which ought not 
to he tolerated. 

Sir, I will close by assuring the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, that in what I have said 
to him I have not meant to be offensive. I say 
to him, as I said to the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, I am on the defensive. I am not 
aggressive, Tere let me remark, that I did not 
use the term, ‘southern aggression,” which he 
attributed to me. l repelled the idea of northern 
| aggression; but I did not say anything about 
i southern aggression. I have been on the defens- 
ive entirely, I have no disposition to say any- 
thing unkind to anybody. l do not think I have 
done so. I do not fecl willing to wound any- 
body's fecling or susceptibilities; and if I should 
do it unwittingly, if I know myself, there is no 
man who would make reparation quicker. I leave 
it to the judgment of the Senate, and I leave it to 
the judgment of the country, who will read what 
we have said, who will witness our proceedings, 
| if the speech of the Senator from Connecticut 
was not one—I will not say which was not fit to 
be made—but I will leave it to the judgment of 
the country if it was one that was fit to be made 
without eliciting an answer. When I have 
answered that, I assure the Senator that I have 
not in my heart, if I know myself, any unkind 
feelings towards him. {do not wish to be offens~ 
ive; but when an attack is made while I stand 
here, I must, according to my feeble powers, 
| resist it. 
|; Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the Senator 
| from New Hampshire has founded his speech 
‘upon what 1 did not say. I did not say or inti- 
mate that any man who was on a different plat- 
form from myself was mean or despicable. In 
| saying that I did so declare, he has cntirely mis- 
represented me. I said, is any man so mean and 
despicabie as to ask for himself greater rights and 
privileges than he was willing toaccord to others? 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. WELLER. That is 
what you said. 

Mr. TOUCEY. That is what I said. The 
Senator heard me say that. I rose for the pur- 
pose of correcting him, but he was not willing 
to be corrected. Why was he not willing to be 
corrected? Did he wish to impute to me what [ 
did not say? Did he wish to send: abroad into 
the country, and into my own State, what I did 
not say, and what every gentleman here knows 
Idid not say? Is it possible that he could have 
a design of that kind? Does he understand me 
as assailing him because I say it is mean and 
despicable for any man to ask any rights and 
privileges for himself which he is not willing to 
accord to others? . Does he mean to apply that to 
himself? Sir, I repeat what I then said, that if 
there is anything which excites my detestation, 
it is that any man should arrogate to himself 
ii rights and privileges, as a part of a political soci- 
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ety, which he is not willing to accord to his fel- | 
low-men. That ismy sentiment. I think there 
is nothing meaner and nothing more despicable 
than for any man to arrogate to himself and think 
himself entitled to political rights and privileges 
above his fellow-men. 

The Senator from New Hampshire does not 
say that I did not deseribe certain classes of opin- 
ions that prevail in the community. F repeat, 
there is a class of men who are opposed to the 
Constitution, and who denounce it in the way in 
which I stated, openly and avowedly. I say,as 
I said before, that I trust their number is few. 
There is another class of men who agitate against 
an express provision of the Constitution, and are 
endeavoring to create a public sentiment that will 
render it, practically, a nullity. Does he deny 
that? Is ita slander to say that of any class of 
men? Do they regard it as a slander? Why, 
sir, that class of men boast of it. It is a matter 
of boast with them, that they will agitate until 
they create a public sentiment which will render 
absolutely null and void, for all practical pur- 
poses, the portion of the Constitution to which I | 
allude. Am I to be arraigned here and before the | 
country for stating a plain truth, which is known 
to every man? I apply no opprobrious epithets 
toany man. I state the truth as itis, and I am 
responsible for that statement of truth. 

I said there was another class of men who have 
been legislating for the purpose of rendering prac- 
tically null and inoperative a part of the Consti- 
tution, I disapprove thatentirely. I feel that it 
is due to the country to state the fact, as truth |! 
requires it. Am I to be assailed here because I | 


| others. 


have stated that fact, known to every Senator, |} 
known to the Senator from New Hampshire, and |} 
which he does not deny? | 
Sir, I declared my honest convictions. I have și 
given utterance to nothing but the simple truth, |} 
and I hope the time will never come when the |j 
lain truth may not be spoken in this body and 
inthecountry. But the Senator has said that I 
challenged, and admitted that I challenged, any 
one to point to a state of facts which existed prior || 
to the first telegraphic communication to the Pres- | 
ident, requiring or justifying his interposition in |! 
the’affairs of Kansas by military power. h 
i 
t 


Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator || 
allow me to propound to him a question in akind 
and friendly spirit? - 

Mr. TOUCEY, Certainly, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis with no pleasure that I 
see these controversies grow up between Senators 
of the different sections of the Union, much less | 
Senators from the same section of the Union, | 
when the general principle of my action commands 
me to believe that there is an honest purpose, in- ; 
tegrity, and patriotism equal in all parties and 
all sections of the country, The honorable | 
Senator from Connecticut has been taken very | 
severely to task upon the charge that he has 
imputed to those who differ from him a mean and 
despicable character. He has attempted to an- 
swer that charge. I wish, in the kindest way, to 
inform him that while I have no sensibilities on 
that subject, he has not succeeded in doing so; 
and I rise for the purpose of calling his attontioa 
to the point—because I do not believe he intended 
to be so understood—that he may make an ex- 
planation which will be satisfactory to his own 
people as well as to those of us on this side of 
the Chamber, who felt they had a right to com- 

lain. ; i! 

The honorable Senator is understood by us in |) 
his argument to maintain that those who adopt | 
the principle of * popular sovereignty’ which be 
adopts in regard to the Territory of Kansas, are 
willing that all other men in this country shall 
enjoy the same rights and privileges with them- 
seives; and he was understood to imply, and very 
strongly to imply, that those who disapproved of 
this application of the principle of popular sov- 


j 
j 
j 


| 
a 
= 


: 1 H 
derstood to imply that he, and those who agreed |; 


with him, are willing that the people of Kansas | 
Ji 
f 


i 
i 
ought to exercise itin regard to the slavery ques- | 


tion in the Territories of the United States, pre- 
t 


; documents did show that state of things. 


are unwilling to allow what he, and those who 
act with him, are willing to allow to the people 
of Kansas. It was thought on this side of the 
Chamber, by neighbors and friends of the honor- 
able Senator, that he implied that there was some- 
thing mean and despicable in this position. If 
the honorable Senator has no worse enemy than 
myself, he isa man fortunate above all other men. 
I havea great respect for him. I honor what I 
believe to be the straightforwardness and the in- 
tegrity of the honorable Senator, his boldness and 
decision. Ineed not say that no man differs more 
frequently from him than Ido. But I desire on 
this point, that he may have the opportunity of a 
full explanation, so that he may correct the er- 
roneous impression which exists, and which I 
see that he desires to relieve. 

Mr. TOUCEY. If any such apprehension 
sprung up in the mind of any Senator, it is the 
furthest thing in the world from my intention. 
Thad no thought or idea of any such thing; but 
at the same time, in the ardor of debate, Į gave 
utterance to a truth, without meaning itto be 
applied to the opponents of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill or to any class of men; but I felt, and I felt 
dceply—to speak plainly and honestl y—thatit was 
mean for any man to ask any greater privileges 
for himself than he was willing to accord to 
I meant to enunciate a general sentiment; 
but I had no intention of applying it to any po- 
litical platform, or to any political class of sen- 
timents, as to constitutional power, or the ex- 
ercise of constitutional power. I was giving 
utterance to an honest conviction of my own mind; 


| for of all things on earth I detest inequality of 


political rights. 
I ask for the equal political rights of all men. 
have ever acted upon this principle. 


l fecl it from my inmost heart. 
I 
T contend 


į not only for the equal right of every man, but} 
| for the equal right of every community, to exer- 


cise the powers of self-government. ‘The fur- 
thest thing from my mind was to say anything 
which might be construcd to have a personal ap- 
plication. 

But, sir, I was saying that the Senator from 
New Hampshire stated that the President had 
exhibited, prior to his annual message, in the 
documents before us, a state of things which 
required interference, I did not deny that the 
I said 
that prior to the time when the telegraphic com- 
munication was made, on the Ist of December, no 


| such state of facts existed. The letter from Gov- 


ernor Shannon arrived afterwards; but before it 
arrived there came by the telegraph news thatthe 
whole matter was arranged, that the troops were 
dispersed, that the parties on both sides were 


satisfied, and there was no occasion for interfer- ; 


ence; and therefore no notice was taken of it. 
Then came communications from those who called 
themselves chairmen of ‘the committee on 
safety,” and of ‘the executive committee of 
Kansas Territory,” and then the proclamation 
issued. 1 said that up to the first telegraphic 
communication, there had not existed a fact or a 
state of facts which would justify the interference 
of the President by calling out the military. That 
was the proposition which I stated, and I say 
now, that according to my apprehension, the 
Senator from New Hampshire did not attempt 
to show any case within the statute or within 
the Constitution. 
him. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct him? 

Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Inever understood the telegraphic 


communication to be named until to-day. Lunder- | 


stood the Senator from Connecticut to say—and I 
think his printed speech wiil so show—that up to 
the time when the President did interfere, he had 
no right to interfere; and the telegraphic communi- 
cation, so far as my memory serves me, was not 
madc a point of departure by him; and until to- 
day I never heard of it in that connection. 


Mr. TOUCEY. The Senator is under a mis- | 


apprehension entirely. I put the inquiry whether 
any Senator could mention a state of facts which 
would justify interference before that period. I 
went forward to show the facts which occurred 
afterwards, beginning with the telegraphic com- 
munication. Now, I agree that when the com- 
munication of Governor Shannon reached the 
Pyesident, it justified his interference. That 


But perhaps I misunderstood | 
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interference was delayed by information that the 
whole matter was settled. - It was. afterwards re- 
newed by communications from the chairmen of 
the two committees on the other side of the ques- 
tion, and then the proclamation and orders were 
‘issued. I say that what I stated before was true, 
that up to the period of which I was.speaking— 
that is, up to the first of December—no ‘state of 
facts calling for interposition existed or was pre- 
tended to exist. 

Mr. President, in all that I have said-it has not 
been my intention to apply any opprobrious epi+ 
thets to any class of peopic, but to comment on 
| facts which were notorious, and to treat them ina 
properand decorous manner. Ithink Thavedone 
so. Ihave assailed no man. Anything I may 
have said from first to last has been entirely, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire said of himself, 
on the defensive. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I have a word 
of reply to the Senator from Connecticut. That 
Senator‘thought proper to remark to-day, that if 
he had said anything to wound the feelings of 
any Senators, with one exception, he regretted it. 
The Senator did notapply thatremark tome. He 
had not the courage nor the manliness to do s0; 
| butheintended it,andI shallsoconsiderit. Now, 
I wish to say to him, in the face of the Senate and 
the country, that any remark made by him can 
never excite an cmotion in my bosom. 

The Senator from Connecticut, on the 18th of 
last month, in supporting the position taken b 
the President, cast his eyes upon this side of the 
Chamber, and said that there were those in the 
country who did not wish that law and order 
should be preserved in Kansas, for if the laws 
were sustained their vocation would begone. He 
did not make the charge; it was an insinuation, 
and not a charge; but he intended that the Senate 
and the country should understand thet he meant 
persons who had condemned the course of the 
President here and clsewhere. Sir, I saw fit to 
reply to that which I deemed not to be a charge, 
but something beneath a charge—an insinuation. 
I said thon, and I repeat now, that if the Senator 
meant to insinuateasentiment of that kind against 
me, it has no element of truth init. [tis a gra- 
tuitous, uncalled-for assault. 

The Senator from Connecticut is pleased to- 
day to mention classes. What does he mean by 
classes? Docs he undertake to charge those of 
us here who are opposing the policy which he 
sees fit to advocate with being enemies to the 
Constitution? Sir, I have no argument on that 
question with any man. The man here, or. else- 
where, who charges me with being an enemy to 
the Constitution of my country, makes a chargo 
which is false, which has no truth in it, and 
which I denounce as such. 

Then, sir, the Senator from Connecticut speaks 
of another class—a class of men who are under- 
taking to pervert the Constitution of the country 
and abrogate its provisions. If he means to in- 
clude me in that class, here and now to his face, 
I say there is not one word nor an element of 
truth in it. By the Constitution of the country, 
as I understand that Constitution, I am ready, 
here and elsewhere, to stand and to maintain 
and defend it. But, sir, these insinuations, which 
have not the dignity of a charge, intend to de- 
scribe a class of men; and the Senator from Con- 
necticut, in my judgment, is willing to have it 
understood that he means those who think as we 
think: and act as we act; and if he so means, he 
includes a pretty large class of our fellow-citizens 
and an unquestioned majority of the State whose 
Representative he is. 

l thought the remark of the Senator from 
Connecticut, on the forraer occasion to which I 
alluded, uncalled for. I spoke of it as I thought 
it deserved, aud I do not take it back. The Sen- 
ator complains that I spoke of him as bowing to 
exceutive power. Sir, the history of the Senate 
and the country will show that that Senator prides 
himself on being always the first to sustain and 
‘ apologize and defend the Executive. Tam willing 
: that the Senator shall understand that I meant it 

as aterm of reproach. Ido not take it back or 
| qualify it. Ifhe is proud of it, let him wear it. 

But, sir, 1 have no disposition to enter into a 
controversy here or elsewhere with the Senator 
from Connecticut, or any other Senator, In dis- 
cussing these questions, differences of opinion 
must necessarily exist. £ express my opinions 
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frankly and frcoly, without intending to wound 
the feelings of any one. À 

The: Senator speaks of sources from which 
attacks may come. He and myself are residents 
of ‘neighboring States. I am willing that the 
people of Massachusetts and Connecticut shall 
estimate the Senator and myself at ourreal value. 
Lam willing to leave in their hands my character, 
and Ido not shrink from any verdict whichthey 
may pronounce. 

“In ‘reply to the remarks of the Senator from 
Connecticut, and to the tone of contempt which 
he undertakes to cast upon some of us, I will say, 
in conclusion, that he cannot utter a word on this 
floor which will rankle in my bosom. He has 
not done it to-day, for I can go as far as he can 
go in feeling the emotions of contempt. 

Mr. HALE, I desire to detain the Senate for 

a moment, in consequence of a suggestion which 
has been made to me by the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Puen,] that, while I was endeav- 
oring ‘to throw oil on the troubled waters, and 
make peace, I had unwittingly said something 
offensive myself. 
“Mr. PUGH. Iwill tell the Senator what he 
said. [understood him to describe a certain class 
of northern gentlemen who had come here with 
professions of Democracy on their lips, and who 
were in the habit of pandering to what he called 
the sources of power and patronage. He likened 
them to things that crawl in the dust. Now, sir, 
Lam one of the northern men who have come 
here with professions of Democracy on my lips, 
and, if I know myself, with the love of Democ- 
racy in my heart. When he says he meant per- 
sons of that sort, did he mean to inelude me in 
that class? 

Mr. HALE. If the honorable Senator had 
heard distinctly what } said, it would have saved 
him all this trouble; because I took particular 
care to exclude any such conclusion. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Connecticut described certain classes, 
and I told him I would describe a class which we 
had in the northern States, and I emphasized the 
words ‘* New England.” When [ got through 
the description, I said they never found their way 
here.’ Instead of saying that they came here, I 
said distinctly that they did not come here. That 
is exactly what I said. Whilst, of course, I 
mean to act up to my professions, E must say 
that I made the remark as due to the truth of 
history. I hope the Senator is satisfied. 

Let me say another word, because an honorable 
Senator who sits before me [Mr. Jones, of lowa] 
tells me that another remark which I made might 
leave a bad impression. It might be supposed, 
from the remarks of the Senator from South Car- 
olina, that I had used the term ‘t dough-faces” 
in my speech. The honorable Senator from 
South Carolina spoke as if I had used the word. 
Mr. President, here is my speech, {holding up a | 
pamphlet copy;] I never correct my speeches, 

Mr. BUTLER. To what is the gentleman | 
alluding? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator did not hear what ; 
Isaid. The Senator from South Carolina spoke | 
as if I uscd the term ‘“ dough-faces” in my | 
speech. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Somebody used it. | 

Mr. HALE. ThatIdonotdeny. Iwasgoing i 
tosay that here is my speech, printed just exactly 
as I spokeit. Inever correct my speeches. They 
are poor enough when they are delivered under 
the impulse of the momentin the Senate Chamber 
and I know they would be much worse if I went | 
into the printing office tocorrect them; and there- 
fore I say to the reporters, “ Never bring your 
notes to me; what I say, let itgo.’? On the morn- | 
ing after this speech was delivered, I saw the 
proof-sheets, and I possibly made three or four 
verbal corrections, such as putting in a comma, or |i 
something of thatsort; but I never altered a word, | 
nor did I add a word, nor did Í take out a word. 
I have not read the speech; and if anybody can 
find the term ‘‘ dough-face,”’ or anything jike it, | 
in that speech, I confess I shall be exceedingly 
mistaken. Itisnotthere. I do not allow myself 
to use such language in the Senate or elsewhere. 
In the remarks which I made in answer to the 

Senator from Connecticut, I stated distinctly that | 
I wished to complete the pieture which he had! 
drawn; and I said there was a class of politicians | 


| northern aggression, I suppose, that has done all this. 


! suppose people would be tired of using it. 


whom I described confined tothe northern States, f 
without méaning, of course, to apply the state- ii 


ment to anybody here, because I would not do 
such a thing. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator from 
New Hampshire has asseverated repeatedly that 
he never uses any offensive expression. One has 
been suggested and he disclaims having used it, 
and he says it cannot be found in one of his 
speeches. I shal] not direct my attention to other 
offensive expressions of that Senator; but inas- 
much as he expressly disclaimed the use of one, 
I wish to call his attention and that of the Senate 
to a speech which he made some days ago. I 


| wish to call,the attention of the Senate to the fact 


that it does designate by an offensive term a par- 
ticular class, and not only a particular class, but 


ta class who sit upon this floor—a class which 


does include the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Ohio, and many other Senators 
from the northern States who choose to resist 
that fanatical spirit to which he and others prefer 
to pander. Here is the expression. In aspeech 
which he made on the 26th of February, in reply 
to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] he 
used this language—I read from his printed 
speech, pamphlet copy, which, if I understand 
him, underwent his own supervision and correc- 
tion—— 

Mr. HALE, Which did not, I said. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator said he looked over 
the speech, and made one or two corrections. 
That, I thought, was an admission that it had 
been revised by him. Now, here it is, and I sub- 
mit to the judgment of the Senate whether I have 
made any charge, or imputed words to the Sena- 
tor which he did not use, and whether I have 
misconstrued their application. He says: 

“Why, sir, I suppose it was northern aggression that 
repealed the Missouri compromise! Was it not? It was 
northern aggression that made war upon Mexico, and took 
such a great portion of her territory, and blotted out the re- 
striction of slavery which that semi-barbarous people had 
imposed upon that portion of God’s earth which feil to their 
dominion? Was that northern aggression? It is northern 
aggression which has held possession of the high places of 
this Government—in your chair, sir, in the presidential 
chair, on the vench of the Supreme Court! It is northern 
aggression that so carves out this country that a vast ma- 
jority of the people inhabiting the free States are kept in a 
perpetual and eternal minority in that everlasting citadel of 
slavery—your Supreme Court of the United States. It is 
Sir. 
Í had heard this term so many times, that I had begun to 
What have we 
done? We have stood onthe defensive. We have always 
been in a practical minority here, because you have bought 
updough-faces enough tocontrolus. We have always been 
in a minority practically.” 

A “ practical minority’*—where, sir? On this 
floor. That is the conclusion. None other can 
be drawn from it. ‘¢ Dough-faces!’? Who, sir? 
Those northern men who choose to stand:by the 
rights which the South has under the Constitu- 
tion—those are the men whom he traduces and 
reviles as “ dough-faces’’ boughtup by the South, 

Mr. HALE. Let me put myself right as far 
as I can. The part of the speech which went 
under the slight revision which I made was a 
specch which I delivered on the 28th of February, 
1856. It was printed before I saw a word of it. 
After it was printed, the printer [of the pamphlet] 
came and told me that there was not cnough of 
that speech to fill the sixteen pages which he had 
advertised would constitute the pamphlet. I told 
him then, thathe might take the remarks which 
I had made a few days before, introductory to it, 
which he did take from the Globe. 
of those remarks I never saw and never read after 
they were printed; so that it did not come under 
any supervision of mine atall. Now I will con- 
fess the word is there, as it appears. I think I 
did not use it; but if I did use it I am sorry for 
it. Iam actually sorry that l used it, because I 
do not like to use such language; and if I do use 
it, it is on the impulse of the moment, and I am 
sorry that the word was putin the remarks which 
I made, because I do not like the rhetoric of the 
thing, to say nothing else. Besides, I was speak- 
ing of the history of the past and not of the 
present; and I was drawing a contrast between 
the pastand the present in the remarks from which 
the Senator from Alabama has quoted. Thatis 
all, sir. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe, sir, that itis nearly 
the time for adjournment. The dinner hour has 
arrived. I have nothing particular to say on this 
question; but I desire to know whether or not 
this is to be a free fight, [laughter,] and whether 
it is expected to continue? [Oh, yes.] If so, I 


The report | 


may feel disposed to take part in it myself. At 
any rate, I think the time for adjournment has 
arrived, and therefore I move that the Senate do 


| now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 5, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waroo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 


Hon. Asa Packer, a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania, appeared and took the 
usual oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Department of State, inviting 
attention to the copy of an act transmitted there- 
with, entitled ‘An act to repeal part of an act 
entitled ‘an act to provide for the safe-keeping 
of the acts, records, and seal of the United States, 
and for other purposes,’ > which passed the 
House of Representatives April 3, 1854, and 
was in the Senate referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. The object of the act is stated by 
the Secretary to be to abolish a fee of twenty- 
five cents now required for authenticating any 
paper under the seal of the Department; but the 
revenue accruing from such fee is inconsider- 
able, and subjects the Department to much in- 
convenience in its collection. It was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, inclosing a copy of a letter from the 
assistant treasurer at New York, asking addi- 
tional compensation for clerks in the assay office; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printen 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report made to the Superin- 
tendent by the general disbursing agent of the 
Coast Survey, Samuel Hein, Esq., showing the 
number and names of persons employed during 
the last fiscal year upon that work, and the busi- 
ness connected therewith; the amount of compen- 
sation received by them; the nature of their occu- 
pation and length of time during which they were 
employed; together with a statement of all ex- 
penditures made during that year under the direc- 
tion of the Superintendent, Professor A. D. Bache; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. Lah . 

Also,a communication from the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, transmitting the third annual - 
report of that office, showing the condition of the 
public printing; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

An act making an appropriation for a new for- 
tification for the defense of the entrance of Gal- 
veston harbor and bay, in the State of Texas; and 

An act for the relief of the distributees of Colo- 
nel William Linn. f - 

CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to make a report 
from the Committee of Elections in the matter 
of the memorial of the Hon. Charles J. Ingersoll; 
and I am directed by the committee to report a 
bill for his relief. $ 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
titlef referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hofise, and ordered to be printed. 

THE KANSAS ELECTION. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Elections to submit a report in the 
contegted-election case of the Territory of Kansas. 
Tam Âlso further instructed to ask that this report 
be read and ordered to be printed; and I will then 
move that the further consideration of it be post- 

oned till to-morrow, at one o’clock, and that it 
fe made the special order for that time. 

Mr.ORR. [hope the gentleman will not insist 
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upon having the document read. It is very long, 
and it is much better that it be printed, so that 
gentlemen may have an opportunity of reading it. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Ishall persist in asking that 
the report be read. 

Mr. PHELPS. There is now no motion pend- 
ing, except as to the disposition of the report sent 
to the Clerk’s desk ? 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion pending 
at this time except that. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well. Ido not desire to 
make any remarks in relation to this matter; but 
from the tenor of a dispatch contained in a New 
York paper published yesterday morning, I sup- 
pose that I am advised as to the conclusion to 
which the committee have arrived on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that the 
report shall be read. The gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Hickman] has a right to have it 
read. 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes; and I do not propose, 
Mr. Speaker, to enter upon a discussion of the 
question at this time. only desire to learn 
whether there is any motion pending. Iam not 
going to object to the reading of this report; but 
I desire to know whether I may not submit a 
motion at this time with reference to this report 
~—for instance, a motion to print? I desire now 
to submit that motion to the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to say tothe House, 
if the gentleman will permit me, that the report 

resented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
rom the Committce of Elections, was nota unan- 
imous report; and the minority are prepared to 
submit their views dissenting from those of the 
majority. I wish that, when the majority report 
shall have been read, the report of the minority be 
then also read, and that both reports be printed. 
If the gentleman will suspend his remarks until 
after the reading of the paper, it will be in order 
to discuss whatever motion he may wish to make. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Georgia, 
perhaps, misunderstands the object of my rising 
at this time. Ido not now propose to enter into 
a discussion of the matter, but I desire to know 
whether a motion to print is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the reading of the report. . 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, have I not a right to 
submit the motion I have indicated ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, until 
after it be decided whether the report shall be read. 
The Clerk will proceed to read the report, unless 
it be otherwise ordered. 

Mr. ORR. Is it proposed that the report shall 
be acted on in the House to-day? 

Mr. HICKMAN. It is not. I propose that 
the report shall be read, and made the special 
order for to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

Mr. ORR. Can it be printed by that time? 

Mr. FLAGLER. It will be printed in the 
Globe. 

Mr. ORR. Then every member can have an 
opportunity of reading it. I move that the read- 
ing at this time be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has the right tohaveitread. The read- 
ing will be dispensed with, unless objection be 
made. 

Mr. FLAGLER and others objected. 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand the Chair to de- 
cide that a majority of the House have not the 
right to dispense with the reading of the report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they have 
not that right. 

Mr. ORR. I have not the rules before me, 
but my impression is that they are very specific 
upon the subject. D _ 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that, 
when a paper is presented by a committee of the 
House, upon which the House is to act, they 
have the right to have the paperread. The read- 
ing of other papers is at the disposal of a ma- 
jority of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I refer the Chair to the 57th 


rule of the House. I have no remarks to make 
upon the subject. I concur entirely with the } 
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gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. Orr] in the 
opinion that the House have the right to dispense 
with the reading of this paper. The rule is this: 


«“ When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 


is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a 
vote of the House.” 


_ The SPEAKER. That does not refer to papers 
in the nature of a report from a committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I think that, in 
this case, the Chair is certainly right in its de- 
cision. This report, upon which the House is 
called to act, has never been read; and, while I 
concur with the gentleman from South Carolina 
that the reading, at this time, will dono good, as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] 
says he does not propose to call it up for action 
until to-morrow, at one o’clock, still, as it has 
never been read, I do not think the House has the 
right to dispense with the reading, if any member 
calls for it, because you cannot compel a member 
to vote upon a proposition which he has never 
heard read, and does not know what it is. 

Mr. ORR. A majority can dispense with the 
reading. í 

Mr. JONES. I think not. Any member has 
the right to call for the reading. The House can- 
not determine whcther it will print unless they 
know what the paper is. I think this report is 
of the character of a bill or resolution, or any 
other proposition which members have the right 
to hear read before they can be called on to vote. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I have no doubt the con- 
struction given by the Chair to the rule is right, 
if the report was to be considered now. But if 
I understand the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, he does not propose that the report 
shall be considered to-day. When it comes up 
for action, any member will have the right to de- 
mand that it shall be read. 

The SPEAKER. The paper is before the 
House. 

Mr.SANDIDGE. I think, with all due defer- 
ence to the ruling of the Chair, that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has not the right to de- 
mand the reading of this paper now, inasmuch 
as it is not proposed that it shall come up for 
action to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the re- 
port, unless the House shall otherwise order. 

The report was read. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Iam desired by the Com- 
mittee of Elections to ask that the further con- 
sideration of the report and resolution be post- 
poned until to-morrow at one o’clock, that they 
be made the special order for that day, and that 
they be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask that the minority 
report may be read, and that it may also be 
printed. 

The minority report was also read. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I will now renew the appli- 


cation which I made before, that the report of the 


majority be printed, and that its further consid- | 


eration be postponed until to-morrow at one 
o’elock. g 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move to amend the 
motion by adding, that the report of the minority 
also be printed. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I also desire to accompany 
my motion with another, that the report and res- 
olution be made the special order for to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order to move 
to make a special order. 

Mr. PHELPS. The question now is upon 
the motion to postpone until to-morrow at one 
o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. _ Itis. 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, sir, I do not propose 
to discuss the motion to postpone now. I desire 
to move to recommit the report to the Committee 
of Elections, with instructions. 
as I understand it, will take precedence of the 
motion to postpone. Iam then willing that the 
matter should go over until to-morrow. 


| to recommit, with the following instructions, 
which are embraced in the shape of resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, ia examin- 


That motion, | 


I move |) ; r 
| that, if the House postpone its consideration until 


ing and judging “ of the election” returns and qualifications 
of persons claiming to haye been elected Representatives 
of States or Delegates of Territories, which have been duly 
organized by Congress, shall exclude from their'considera~ 
tion the claims of all persons who, after being afforded 
ample time to do so, fail to show that the election under 
which they claim to have been elected a Representative. or 
Delegate was held in pursuance of the laws of the State 
or Territory sougiit to be represented: by such claimant or 
claimants, or was elected in pursuance of a law of the 
United States made for the government of such election. 
Resolved further, That in the opinion of this House, no 
Representative of a State of this Union, and no Delegate 
of a Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be ad- 
mitted to a seat in this House, except in pursuance of law. 
Resolved further, That the validity of the laws of Con- 
gress, of States, and of Territories, can be rightfully passed 
upon by the courts duly established by constitutions and 
laws, and by no other power ; that untii repealed, or modi- 
fied, or declared null and void by the judiciary, the. execu- 
tive and legislative powers of the Government must conform 
pias action to the laws of the land, and may not disregard 
em. 


Resolved further, That the Committee of Elections are 
hereby instructed to pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance with the foregoing principles. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is upon the motion to postpone. That 
motion will take precedence of the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. As the morning 
hour is out, l believe, and as the instructions pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri will be 
printed, when we can see them—— 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not propose to discuss 
them now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. So I understand. ButI 
was about to remark, that as these resolutions of 
the gentleman from Missouri, together with the 
report of the majority and minority of the com- 
mittee, will be published in the Globe in the morn- 
ing, and as itis a matter of some consequence that 
we should go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and take up o.1e of the general 
appropriation bills, especially in view of the recent 
news from Europe, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, The question before the 
House must first be disposed of, inasmuch as it 
is a privileged question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Allow the order to print to 
be made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave no objection to that, 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the 
string of resolutions presented by the gentleman 
from Missouri are rather in the nature of abstrac- 
tions than anything practical or pertinent to this 
matter. Ido not want to discuss them. There 
are some things in them, perhaps, proper enough; 
probably there are some things in them about 
which there may be differences of opinion. But 
Ido not see their use, or their relevancy to the 
questions connected with this contest. I will, 
before making a motion in regard to the resolu- 
tions, ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
introduced the majority report, that, instead of 
setting to-morrow for the further consideration 
of the subject, he fix Monday or Tuesday next; 
so that the House may have an opportunity to 
look into and carefully examine the reports of 
both sides. We ought to go to work in refer- 
ence to this matter with more circumspection 
than is possible to be used between now and to- 
morrow. If the gentleman will accept my sug- 
gestion as a modification of his proposition, then 
{Í will favor it. 

In reference to the resolutions submitted by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Punxes,}1 move 
that they be laid upon the table. 

Mr. PHELPS. That cannot be done. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri are not now in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This being a re- 
port from the Committee of Elections in respect 
to the right of a Delegate to aseat upon this floor, 
will it not be in order for any member to call up 
its consideration at any time? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 


to-morrow at one o’clock, it cannot be called up 
until that time. 
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Mr. JONES. If no time be fixéd to which 
postponement is to be made, cannot its consider- 
ation be called up. at any time as a question of 
“privilege? : 

The SPEAKER., It can. 

Mr. JONES. ` Perhaps the 
‘Better be until Tuesday next. 
i“ Mri HICKMAN. T am perfectly willing to 
accept the niotion of the gentleman from Georgia, 
. (Mr. Stzraeys,] as a modification of the one 
which: I have submitted. In. reply to what the 
gentleman from Tennessee has’ just said, I will 
state that some members of the Committee of 
Elections, who feel themselves to be booked up 
ia this question, desire to. speak to-morrow be- 
fore they leave the city. Of course, if others are 
‘unprepared to speak to the. question, they can 
then make what arrangements may suit them. 
Inasmuch as gentlemen of the cemmittee, for the 
‘yeason I have stated, desire to address the House 
to-morrow, I prefer to retain the terms of my origi- 
nal motion. 

Mr. JONES. Monday willbe resolution day, 
‘and I thereforé move that the further considera- 
‘tion of the subject be postponed until Tuesday 
next, I do not. think that members can get the 
reports, and carefully and properly examine them 
in time to enter into the discussion of them on 
the morrow. If one or two members have been 
fortunate enough to examine the question thor- 
oughly in committec, and are prepared for its dis- 
cussion now, it may be well that some answer to 
the arguments made on either side may go to the 
country at the same time. I think it is nothing 
put fair and just that the further consideration of 
these reparte should be postponed until Tuesday 
next. Fhe members will then have an opportu- 
nity of seeing all the papers in print, and of ex- 
amining them; and they will come here fully pre- 
‘pared to debate the subject. 

Mr. BOYCE. Is argument on the question in 
ordcr on a motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The merits of the question 
are not open to discussion on a motion to post- 
pone. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to lay the majority re- 
port on the table; and on that motion 1 claim the 

oor to discuss the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion is 
not in order. 

Mr. BOYCE. ThenI move that the further 
consideration of the subject be indefinitely post- 

oned, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone to 
a day certain takes precedence of a motion to post- 
pone indefinitely. 

Mr. BOYCE. Then I wish to discuss the ques- 
tion anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. The question to be first put 
is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the subject unul Tuesday next. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman will 
yield to me, so that the question may be taken on 
the motion ordering the reports from the com- 


+ 


postponement had 


mittee to be printed. Every member is desirous | 


of having the documents in print and before him 
as soon as possible. 


Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened | 


with a great deal of interest to the report which 
has come from the majority of the Committee of 


‘Elections, and I must confess that I have heard ; 


nothing which would induce me to adopt their 
recommendation. When this matter was up the 
other day, I was very much gratified to find what 
I considered a conservative indication on the part 
of the House, that it was not prepared to go 

Mr. HICKMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
Is this discussion in order, as the question now 
stands? 

The SPEAKER. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 
inasmuch as the question is now on the post- 
ponement until Tuesday next, it is not in order 
to debate the merits of the reports from the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the Chair decide 
that it is not in order to move to postpone indef- 
Initely ? 

The SPEAKER. After the question has been 
taken on the motion to postpone to a day certain, 
it willbe in order to move to postpone indefinitely. 
A motion to postpone to a day certain has prece- 
dence of a motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question, I under- 
stand, is always put first on the furthest time; 
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that is an invariable rule. If the Chair makes the 
decision which I have stated, I want the House 
to pass on the question. . Lintend. to appeal from 
that decision—not because Iam in favor of the 
motion, for J am not; I am in favor of discussion; 
but I wish the point to be now settled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
uestion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. Hircxman]. moved, that the further consider- 

ation of the subject be postponed until to-morrow, 
at one o’clock. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] moved, as an amendment, that the 


postponement be until Tuesday next, at one! 


o'clock. The question being raised, the Chair 
decided that the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Boyce] could not discuss the merits of the 
contested-election case on a motion to postpone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood that the 
gentleman from South Carolina moved an indefi- 
nite postponement. The longest time is the first 
question put; and the motion to indefinitely post- 
pone is the first motion to be put. So I under- 
stand the rule; and such is the rule of all parlia- 
mentary bodies. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from 
South Carolina yields me the floor to have the 
question taken on the motion to print, and the 
question is afterwards taken on the motion to post- 
pone until to-morrow, he will then have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Illinois to raise a question of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no disposition 
to press the question now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Georgia desires to make a motion, I will 
withdraw the one which I made. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the majority 
and minority reports be printed; and that the 
further consideration of the subject be postponed 
until to-morrow, at one o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. That is precisely as the 
question now stands. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to my friend from Georgia in regard to the 
printing. The suggestion is, that twenty thou- 
sand extra copies of the reports be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. A motion of that kind will 
go to the Committee on Printing. I want the 
other question taken first. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is not in order until the other 
motion is disposed of. 

Tho question was then taken upon Mr. Hicx- 
MAN’s motion; and it was decided in the affirma- 


| tive. 


So the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow, at one o’clock; and 
the reports were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LETCHER. I now offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That twenty thousand extra copies of the ma- 
jority and minority roports, with the accompanying papers, 
be printed together for the use of the members of this House. 

The resolution was referred, under the rules, 
to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Mace in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first busi- 
ness in order was the consideration of the Presi- 
dent’s annual message. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to take 
up House bill No. 70. It is the pension bill, and 
is short. 

Mr. GROW. Am I not entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor | 
upon the President’s annual message. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to speak upon that mes- 
sage at this time, and I hope the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will allow me to | 
proceed now. I yielded to him the other day, 
and he, as well as every other member of this 
House, is aware of the inconvenience of being 
kept out of a speech for so long a time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman’s speech 


is spoiling by delay, I will not interpose. 


March 5, 


Mr. GROW. Ttis spoiled already. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield; but at the end of 
the gentleman’s hour, I shall move to take upsome 
of these small appropriation bills. — 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I desire to state.that I 
have paired off with Mr. Tuurston on the slavery 
and Kansas. questions: 

Mr. GROW then addressed the committee for 
one hour upon the Kansas question. Hisspeech 
is withheld for revision, and will be published 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. CADWALADER. obtained. the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will allow me to take up two short 
appropriation bills, with the understanding that 
he will be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I do not wish to 
yield the floor, Jest 1 should lose my right to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the committee 
will consent to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
getting the floor in the morning. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania yiclds the floor to the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to make a mo- 
tion to take up these bills, he [Mr. CADWALADER} 
will be entitled to the floor whenever the com- 
mittee resumes the consideration of the Pres- 
ident’s message. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I have no desire to 
embarrass any current business which the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means may 
wish to introduce. But I desire it to be under- 
stood, asa matter notonly of comity, buta matter 
of right, that this debate is not to be suspended 
by anything which will involve time or opposi- 
tion, so that the Committee of the Whole on the 
President’s message—instead of being postponed 
for a weck, as has recently been the case—shall 
be resumed in time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. To-morrow morning. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Under these circum- 
stances, sir, it being understood that I will claim 
the floor, I am glad to accommodate the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does my friend from Penn- 
sylvania prefer to go on this evening or in the 
morning ? 

Mr. CADWALADER. It is perfectly alike 
tome. Tam ready to go on now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It will not take half an 
hour to pass these bills. I now move, Mr. 
Chairman, totake up House bill No. 70. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has the floor, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understood him to yield 
the floor to me, with the general consent that he 
is to have the floor to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I ask the question, 
whether, in case the consideration of the report 
of the Committce of Elections, postponed till one 
o’clock to-morrow, should be taken up, the day 
will not be so consumed, 1 would lose the floor? 

Several Mengers, Yes. 

Mr. CADWALADER then addressed the com- 
mittee for an hour in reply to Mr. Grow. His 
speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BRENTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana to yield me the floor, in order 
that I may have taken up and considered one or 
two small appropriation bills, to which 1 think 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. BRENTON. The remarks which I wish 
to make are in reference to the President’s mes- 
sage. ‘They will be confined to it; and, if it be 
the understanding that, when the committee re- 
sumes the consideration of that message, I shall 
be entitled to the floor, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio for the purpose specified. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will then 
be entitled to the floor. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to take up House 
bill No. 70, making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that the 
Clerk proceed to read by clauses for amendment. 

There was no objection; and it wag agreed to 
accordingly. ` 


1856. 
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The Clerk 
graphs, f , À 

he second section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much of the. 
first section of the act entitled “An act for the relief of cér- 
tain surviving officers aud soldiers of the army of the Revo- 
lution,” approved 15th May, 1828 ; of the first. section of the 
act entitled.“‘An:act supplementary to.the act for the relief 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the army of the 
Revolution,’ approved 7th June, 1832; and of the first pro- 
viso of the first section of the act entitled “An act renew- 
ing: certain naval pensions, and extending the benefit of. 
existing laws; respecting naval pensions to. engineers, fire- 
men, and coal-heavers in the Navy, and to their.widows,?? 
approved llth August, 1848, as provides for the .payment 
of-all pensions under the aforesaid acts‘ out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated—he, andthe 
same is hereby, repealed., cs, gt umorez bO oeo orie 

Mr. KELSEY. I would inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
how, if this section pass, these: pensions are to 

specific estimates. 


be paid? : , 
` Mr. CAMPBELL. B 

Mr. BARKSDALE. ht is evident that there 
is no quorum present; and I therefore move that 
the committee do now rise. . eae 

Mr. CAMPBELL, [hope the gentleman will 
not press his motion. I want the bill taken into 
the House before we rise. ; i i 

Mr. LETCHER. Let the bill be taken into 
the House. A motion to recommit will bring it 
up as the first business in order in the morning. 
“Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mri Chairman; I 
am satisfied that all the items of appropriation 
in this bill are correct and right in themselves. 
They are made under existing laws; but there is 
no part of the bill which I think: should receive 
the more cordial approbation ‘of the legislative 
branch of the Government than the second sec- 
tion. -It provides for the repeal of certain pro- 
visions of former pension Jaws—the act of 15th 
May, 1828, and that of the 7th June, 1832, which 
made permanent appropriations. The act of 1832 | 
is the one under which nearly allthe revolutionary 
soldiers have been pensioned, and are now draw- 
ing their pensions from the Government—all who 
served as much as six months in the war. The 
second section of this bill does not propose to in- | 
terfere with the provisions of that act, or ofany 
other, further than to repeal so much of them as 
made permanént appropriations for the payment 
of pensiovis provided for under them. fi 
© If the section be adopted, the Department will 
hereafter, at each session, be compelled. to submit 
to Congress estimates “of the amounts required 
under each ‘of these pension acts. Theact of Tth 
of June, 1832, provides that all pensions granted 
under it shall be’ paid’ out of any moneys in the | 
‘Treasury not ‘otherwise appropriated; conse- | 
quently, no estimate has been submitted, and no | 


proceeded to read the bill by para- 


appropriation made for the payment of any pen- j 
sion under that law, except that of the law itself. | 
‘The second section repeals so much of that act as | 
provides for a permanent appropriation, and will | 
thus require estimates every year for an appro- ! 
priation. ñecesšary'to pay the pensions under it. | 
Mr. Chairman, the second section is right in 
itself; and I hope that the Committee of Ways i 
and Means will; when they come -to look into 
another subject, report a similar provision, At 
present there is a law making a permanent annual | 
appropriation of $2,000,000 for the payment of 
the collection of the revenue under the customs; 
consequently, that item of expenditure of the 
Government is never-brought in review before 
Congress. - If gentlemen will turn to that part of 
the estimates where a statement is given of the 
amouiit of permanent appropriation which may 


down two millions two or four hundred thousand | 
dollars to that-item. I think that all these ex- 
penditures ought to be estimated for every year, 
and appropriated, so that we may see how we 
are getting along—whether these things are in- 
creasing or diminishing. I hope the section will 
be generally approved. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to add the 
words, “from and after the 30th of June, 1856,” 
to the second section, so as to provide that the 
repeal shall take effect from that date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the bill be | 
laid aside, to be reported to the House, and that | 
the committee take up bill No, 69, making appro- į 
priation for the support of the Military Academy. ! 


Mr. QU 
bill. 

The first clause of 
was then agreed to. : : 

“Mr. SANDIDGE. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair whether the committee has agreed to report 
this pension appropriation bill as itis printed? 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘With the amendment 


ITMAN. I object to taking up. that 


Mr. CamPBELL’s motion 


proposed by the gentleman from Ohio; - 

“Mr. SANDIDGE. That amendment has been 
adopted, but Ido not understand that the bill has 
been adopted by the committee. -I am opposed 
to this second section entirely. Se 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
moved that the bill be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it do 
pass. The committee acted upon the motion, 
and decided it in the affirmative. 

© Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana was upon the floor before the question was 


put. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I sought the floor, but the 
Chairman of the committee did not recognize me, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the course to be 
pursued is discretionary with the Chair. If there 
is anything wrong in the section, I suppose the 
committee would like to knowit. = «ov à 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider 
the motion as still pending, if there is no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. - If there is to be a discussion 
of this subject I must object. - : ; 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I willnot discuss this mat- 
ter, but I wish to have the opportunity, when 
this bill shall be reported to the House, of making 
a motion to strike out the second section. IfI 
shall be allowed the opportunity to: do so, then 
I will not say anything further now. 

Mr. HAVEN. Doitnow. | | 

Mr. SANDIDGE. This second section intro- 
duées into an appropriation bill matter which, to 
my mind, does not properly belong to it. It pro- | 
poses new legislation by repealing former legisla- 
tion. So far as my action on this floor is con- 
cerned, in reference to appropriation bills, I shall 
try: to restrict the committee to appropriations 
under existing laws, and not to allow them to 
make thercin cnactments to repeal laws. That 
is my objection to the second section. If it is in 
order, I‘move to strike the section from the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ifweare toget this bill through 
the committee this evening, it must be done speed- 
ily. T suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana, 
that the second section does notintroduce anything | 
new: It only changes the mode of making the 
appropriation from a permanent to an annual one. 
It is a very proper way of- having it done, and it 
is right that it should be done. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would refer the gen- 


which shows the importance of this very section. 
The facts stated therein show the necessity of it 
beyond doubt. 

fr. SANDIDGE. As I am informed that the 
| section does not repeal existing laws, but only 


priation, I make no further objection. 


aside to be réported to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


tleman from Mississippi to object to taking up the 
Military Academy appropriation bill ? 
Mr. QUITMAN. Simply because I do not: 


y |! understand the object of taking it up at so late an ; 
be required during the year, they will find put |, 


hour, and with so thin a House. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Because there 1s a privi- | 
leged question to-morrow, in reference to the; 
report of the Committee of Elections, which will 


anxious to send the bill to the Senate. 


jection. 


No further objection being made, the commit- : 
tee took up for consideration House bill No. 69, ; 


making appropriation for the support of the Mili- 
| tary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
| June, 1857, : 


| first reading of the bill. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


ee . | 
tleman from Louisiana to a letter which I hold j 
in my hand, from the Secretary of the Interior, ; 


changes the time and mode of making the appro- ; 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the bill be laid | 


Mr.CAMPBELL. Did I understand the gen- |! 


probably prevent us from getting into Committee || 


[i 
| which was referred to the Committee on. Pen- 
: : | 
of the Whole again for some time, and I am ji 
! 


Mr. QUITMAN. Then I withdraw my ob- i 


| Mr. CAMPBELL moved to dispense with the ; 


The bill was then read through b 
no amendntents being ‘offered, : 
Mr. CAMPBELL: moved that the committeo 

risé-and report the two: bills with the:amendment 
to the House. = 57h ris aasia Uy pgarri : 
The motion was agreed to. : 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the commit- 
tee reported: that the Commgittee of the Whole’ on 


y clauses; and 


the state of the Union had: had -under-considera- 
tion: the Union generally, ‘and -particularly the 
President’s annual message, and had come-to no: 
conclusion thereon; also, that they: had had -under 
consideration House bills Nos. 69 and .70, and 
had.directed him to report the same:to the House: 
—No. 69 without amendment; and No..70 with: 
an amendment, with a recommendation that they 
do pass. . . ore 

Nir. CAMPBELL moved to recommit the two 
bills to the Committee of the. Whole onthe state 
of the Union; and upon that motion demanded 
the previous question, ae re 

And then, on motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, (at 
four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, ) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve. o’clock,m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 6, 1856. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, © => 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate acommunication from the President of the 
United States, in answer to a resolution of the. 
Senate of the Qist ultimo, calling for copies: of 
correspondence and other information relative to 
the transmission of the mails and munitions of 
war over the Illinois Central railroad; which, on 
motion by Mr. Jones, of Iowa, was referred ‘to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. eni 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to expenditures 
for the improvement of the harbors of Manito» 
woc, Sheboygan, Racine, Milwaukie, and Keno- 
sha, in Wisconsin; which, on motion by Mr. 
Hamuy, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 4 

Also,a report of the Postmaster General, show- 
ing, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
the number of messengers and-employés, other 
than clerks, in the Post Office Department, and 
the compensation paid to each; which, on mo- 
tion by Mr. Hunter, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i 

Also, a report of the Attorney General, com- 
| municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to expendi- 
i| tures for printing for his office, for the year erid- 
ing December 31, 1855, not executed under the 
provisions of the act of August 26, 1852; which, 
on motion by Mr. Srvarr, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of a com- 
mittee of the Corporation of Georgetown, pray- 
ing that the Long Bridge across the Potomac river 
may be removed, and that a bridge may be con- 
structed across that river above the harbor at that 
place; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE presented a memorial of the Hon. 
Jackson Morton, and other citizens of Florida, 
praying that Captain William K. Latimer, of the 
Navy, who has been placed on furlough, may be 
restored to the active-service list; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of Wil- 


liam J. Sears, praying for an increase of pension; 


sions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of Sarah Blunt, widow of a revolutionary sol- 
dier, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ~ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Jolin ©. McFerran, a Heutenant and assistant 
; commissary of the Army, praying to be allowed 
| acreditin the settlement of his accounts for a 
|; sum of money of which he was defrauded by an 
‘| assistant commissary of the Army; which was 
i| referred, with the papers on file relating to the 
if same case, to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


-Où motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That O. M. Wozencraft have, leave to with- 
draw his letter, presented at-the ‘first session of the last 


Congress. i . 
: On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 
“Ordered, That the petition of Albert Hart, on the files of 
the, Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


-On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was ° 


“Ordered, That the petition of Joshua Mercer, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Clement L. Lukens and 
Hugh Maxwell, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the: Committee on Claims. 


¿On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 
Ordered, That Benjamin Miller have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 
On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of William L. Meredith, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Elizabeth Monroe be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Ordered, That William F. M. Magraw have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Court of Claims, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate adopted 
a few days ago, has sent back the papers in the 
case of Samuel S. Wood & Son. I move that 
they be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

' The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM A. CAMERON. 


Mr. SEWARD. A few days ago, at the re- 
quest of William A. Cameron, I obtained an 
order that he have leave to withdraw his petition 
and papers. I find, on examination, that other 
parties claim an interest in the papers; and I find, 
also, that an adverse report has once been made 
in the case; therefore, the order is ill-advised. Y} 
beg pardon for troubling the Senate so much on 
the subject; but I move that the order of the 
Senate made on aformer day directing that Wil- 
liam A. Cameron have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers be rescinded. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of Caro- 
line Newington, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill to authorize the entry of certain lands | 
in the State of lowa by Mrs. Caroline Newington; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Polly Scott, widow of John Scott, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on | 
Finance, to whom was referred the memorial of | 
the special agents of the State of Maryland, : 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- | 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on | 
the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred a joint resolu- | 
tion for the presentation of a sword to Colonel | 
Benjamin S. Roberts, submitted a report on the | 
subject; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to whom was referred a bill explanatory | 
and amendatory of the * act in addition to certain | 
acts granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States,” approved March | 
3, 1855, reported it back with amendments. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, lam instructed 
by the Committee on Finance to report a joint | 
resolution providing for the final adjustment of ! 
certain cases of appeal from decisions made by 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department. 

This is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to meet a case which I will state. Mr. 
Whittlesey, while he was Auditor, decided a case 
which has since come before him as First Comp- : 


I 
| 
i 
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troller, and, not being able to sitin the case, it 
is now proposed to provide a general remedy for 
such eases, and allow them to be referred to the 
Second Comptroller and Commissioner of Cus- 
toms. A large claim is suspended on account of 
this difficulty, and I ask that the Senate will act 
on_the joint resolution at once. 

The joint resolution was read twice, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct that, in every case of a claim not 
finally adjusted, on which the present First Comp- 
troller as Auditor of the Treasury for the Post 
Office Department may have decided, and which 
may have been hereafter examined by the Auditor 
on new testimony, and from whose decision an 
appeal has been taken, it shall be referred to the 
Second Comptroller and the Commissioner of the 
Customs for adjustment, and their decision shall 
be final. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. It was read the third time 
and passed. 

RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 


Mr. DODGE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to inform the Senate whether the sum of money 
directed to be paid to Richard W. Thompson, of Indiana, 
by a paragraph in the civil and diplomatic bill of the 3d of 
March, 1855, for alleged services to the Menominee Indians, 
has been paid to said Thompson; and if so, whether the 
assent of the Indians was first obtained to the payment; 
and that, if said sum has not been paid, he be requested 
to communicate what action has been taken in relation 
thereto, with all the papers connected with the case and 
now on file in the several Departments. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN DUBUQUE. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for erecting a building at Dubuque, Iowa, for the use of the 
surveyor of the port, the post office, sub-treasurer’s office, 
land office, surveyor general’s office, and other Government 
offices of the United States at that place. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr.STUART, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill mak- 
ing a grant of land to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from De- 
troit to Lake Superior; which was read the first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. BROWN, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained Icave to introduce a bill to provide 
for the construction of a railroad and telegraphic 
communication from a point on the Mississippi 
river south of latitude 37°, to the Pacific ocean; 
ver was read a first and second time by its 
title. a 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I move to refer 
this bill to the select committee on the Pacific 
railroad. Itisa short bill, but I will not ask to 


: ; : f 
have it read; I will, however, beg the indulgence 


of the Senate to offer a word or two of explana- 
tion. 

‘This bill does not complicate the Government 
to any extent in the construction of this road. 
The first section proposes a grant of thirty sec- 
tions of land per mile, making in the aggregate, 
according to the estimates, about forty milhons 
of acres of land; but it obliges the company to 
pay fifty cents an acre for the land before they 


get any title. The second section requires the | 


company to deposit $500,000 with the Govern- 
ment before they are to be considered as organ- 
ized under the bill, as a bonus that they will carry 
on the work according to the provisions of the 
bill. That they must do within six months, and 
within eighteen months they must commence and 
complete one hundred miles of road. The third 
section obliges the United States to pay $600-a 
mile for carrying the mail until the road is com- 
pleted, and for ten years thereafter, and such rea- 
sonable sum as the President and Secretary of 
War may determine for carrying arms, munitions 
of war, and things of that sort. 

The fourth section forfeits all the franchises of 
the road if it be not finished within ten years, 
and all the lands granted revert to the Govern- 
ment, except such as may have been paid for. 


The fifth section grants the right of way through 
the publie lands four hundred yards wide. 

This is the whole bill. I do not pretend that 
the scheme is aperfectone. It gives no exclusive 
privilege to this company, but allows everybody 
else to commence and construct railroads when 
and where they please, and get such favors from 
the Government as they can. ‘I'he gentlemen 
who ask for this grant, and who are to constitute 
this company, authorize me to say that they are 
seeking no advantage of the Government in any 
form, and are perfectly willing that the committee, 
on the Pacific railroad shall throw any guards 
around the interest of the Government which the 
may think proper to embody in the hill. With 
anything which gives them a fair opportunity, 
with this amount of public land paid for at the 
rate of fifty cents an acre, to go on and construct 
the road, they are satisfied. If the guards are 
not sufficient in the bill, put in any others that 
may be required. 

So far as Lam concerned, I have never brought 
myself fully to consent to go for the Pacific rail- 
road scheme at all; but if I do go for any it must 
be something plain and simple, like this, which 
I can understand. 

With this brief explanation of the bill, I move 
its reference to the select committee on the Pacific 
railroad, and commend it to the attention of that 
committee with the other propositions which 
they may consider. 

Mr. RUSK. Before the reference of the bill, 
I move that it be ordered to be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I believe several Senators 
gave notice, in the early part of the session, of 
their intention to introduce bills for the purpose 
of constructing a railroad from the Mississippi 
to the Pacific. I desire to give notice that. it is 
the intention of that committee, if possible, to 
report a bill next week; so that those gentlemen 
who have bills prepared will, I hope, introduce 
them, and have them referred to that committee 
for consideration, 

The bill was referred to the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand that there 
is a communication on the table from the Court 
of Claims, made in pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress organizing the court, which I think ought 
to be submitted at this time, for the purpose of 
having it referred. 

The PRESIDENT. With the permission of 
the Senate, the Chair will lay before the Senate 
the communication. 

The Secretary read the communication, which 
states that the court has decided adversely on the 
claims of Robert Roberts, Samuel M. Puckett, 
John P. McElderry, Louis G. Thomas and 
others, and Shepherd Knapp; and favorably on 
the claims of Samuel P. Todd, John Shaw, and 
Isadore D. Beaugrand. Bills are transmitted in 
those cases where the court has decided favor- 
ably, and the opinion of the judges in each case. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that the commu- 
nication, and all the accompanying documents in 
these cases, be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. I presume there will be no objection to 
that. The reference should be either to the Com- 
mittee on Finance orto the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Claims, 
undoubtedly. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TOUCEY. In connection with this sub- 
ject I wish to observe, that it must be obvious 
that the solicitor and clerk of the Court of Claims 
should be admitted on the floor of the Senate. I 
therefore move an amendment to the 48th rule, 
which regulates that subject, by inserting, after 
the words, ‘‘ clerk of the Supreme Court,” the 
words, “and the solicitor and clerk of the Court 
of Claims.” I presume there can be no objection 
tothatamendment. These officers will frequently 
have oecasion to consult with Senators. 

By unanimous consent the amendment to the 
rules was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill making a grant of 
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land to the State of Mississippi to aid in the 
construction of the Ship Island railroad in that 
State. 

DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This day week the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama [Mr. Gear pre- 
sented a memorial from the Legislature of that 
State, praying for the remission or suspension of 
the duties on railroad iron. An order to print 
the memorial was made at once, but his motion 
to refer it to the Committee on Finance was post- 
poned until this day. I think the memorial con- 
tains several erroneous statements and arguments; 
but I am not well to-day, and I am quite willing 
that the motion to refer shall prevail now. It 
would be more parliamentary to have the subject 
first discussed by the committee, and the facts 
accurately stated tn their report, before discussion 
is had in the Senate. I hope, therefore, the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Alabama will be 
agreed to. 

The memorial was taken from the table; and 
the question was stated to be on referring it to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will be referred. 

Mr. CLAY. As my friend from Pennsylvania 
is unable at this time to say anything on the sub- 
ject, I do not propose to say a word at this mo- 
ment, i 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HALE. Yesterday, when we adjourned, 
the Senator from Texas obtained the floor; but 
I understand it is not his purpose to speak on the 
subject then under discussion. I rise to ask that 
that subject shall be taken up and made the special 
order for Monday, as my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Hanan] intends to speak upon it at some early 


day. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is there not a special order 
for Monday already? 

Mr. HALE. If so, this will come up on Tues- 


day. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the motion to print 
additional numbers of the President’s message in 
relation to affairs in Kansas. 

Mr. HALE. I now move that this subject be 
postponed to and made the special order of the 
day for Monday next, unless there is already a 
special order for that day. 

Mr. WELLER. I gave notice yesterday that 

` I should'on Monday next call up the bill appro- 
priating $3,000,000 for the improvement of the 
armament of our fortifications. 

Mr. HALE. Then I willsay Tuesday. I move 
to make this question the special order for that 


ay. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is there any special order 
for next Monday? 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir; but the Senator 
from New Hampshire moves to make this subject 
the special order for Tuesday next. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. [give notice that I will ask 
leave of the Senate to call up the naval bill on 
Monday. 

Mr. WELLER. I have given notice that I 
will call up the $3,000,000 appropriation bill on 
that day. 

Mr. Houston. Then I shall say Tuesday. 

Mr. WELLER. Perhaps both bills can be 
disposed of on that day. 

he PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I made a report from the 
Committee on Printing, afew days since, in re- 
gard to publishing extra numbers of the Coast 
Survey report. There was some difficulty and 
misunderstanding then, as to the effect of the 
amendment proposed by the committee to the 
original resolution offered in the Senate. That 
matter is now arranged. From the conferences 
which have taken place between my colleague on 
the committee, [Mr. FsssenpEn,] and the Senator 
from Maryland who offered the original resolu- 
tion, [Mr. Peaxrcx,] the amendment is put ina 
shape entirely satisfactory to all. I ask that it 
be now taken up and adopted: . 

The motion to take up the resolution was 


agreed to. The original resolution was in these 


words: 


Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, communicating the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1855, in 
addition to the usual number, be printéd; five thousand 
copies thereof for the use of the Senate, and the remainder 
for distribution by the Coast Survey Office; and that the 
same be printed and bound, with the plates, in quarto form; 
and that the plates be printed under the direction of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing 
was to strike out the words, ‘‘and that the plates 
be printed under the direction of the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. J am authorized to withdraw 
that amendment, and to propose in lieu of it to 
strike out the words, * under the direction of” 
and insert ‘‘to the satisfaction of.” 

Mr. PEARCE. Iam satisfied with the amend- 
ment which is now offered, and I belicve that all 
the purposes of the Coast Survey will be accom- 
plished by it. It relates only to the accuracy of 
the work, 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted, as follows: 

Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, communicating the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1855, in 
addition to the usual number, be printed; five thousand for 
the use of the Senate, and the remainder for distribution by 
the Coast Survey office; and that the same be printed and 
bound, with the plates, in quarto form, and that the print- 
ing of said plates shall be done to the satisfaction of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr, HAMLIN. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
r. FOOT. I hope the Senate will meet to- 
morrow, and dispose of the Private Calendar for 
the first time during the three months of the ses- 
sion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
sent of the Senate to make a personal explana- 
tion; it is, I believe, the first one I ever asked 
permission to make since I have been a member of 
this body. My attention has just been called toa 
statement in one of the New York city papers, to 
this effect: 

“lhe Committee on Territories of the Senate have also 
prepared their report, and will present it, perhaps, to-mor- 
row. Itisa wholly one-sided narrative upon border rufian 
authority. It was adopted in committee by a party vote. 
It is stated that the chairman, Judge DoueLas, refuses to 
allow the minority to see it, informing Judge COLLAMER 
that he may make up a minority statement to suit himself.” 

The report here alluded to is not fully written. 
It has not yet been submitted to the Committee 
on Territories—it has not been seen by any mem- 
ber of the Committee, either of the majority or 
minority, except myself; and I have only seen so 
much of itasis now written. Hence, it is not 
true that it has been adopted in committee, 
Whether itis founded on ‘border ruffian au- 
thority” or not, gentlemen will, perhaps, be better 
able to judge when it is presented. 

I will state further, that while the public may 
speculate about unfairness between the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Cottamer] and myself in 
regard to it, I think that he and I shall not disa- 
gree on the point that there is perfect freedom of 
communication between us in regard to every 
fact on which the report is based. I have not a 
document which I am using in the preparation 
of the report, that I have not submitted to him, 
or of which he has not been tendered the loan. 
Nor is he using a document, so far as L am aware, 
the use of which he has not tendered tome. We 
have met together, talked over different points, 
and mutually tendered each other the use of our 
documents. We have freely communicated; and 
as soon as the report is ready it will be submitted 
to the committee, and it will not be reported to 
the Senate on the day on which it is read in the 
committee room. I deem it due to myself, as I 
am not able to be much in the Senate, to make 
this statement, as it will be some days before the 
report is ready. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (S. No. 141) reported yesterday by 
Mr. Houwrrer, from the Committee on Finance, 
making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for repairs of barracks 
and quarters for the year ending the 30th of June, 


Task the unanimous eon- t 
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1857, was, on his motion, read the seeond time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole... 

Mr. HUNTER. It is, perhaps, proper. for 
me to say that this bill is made out according to 
a revised estimate submitted by the Secretary of 
War, and is for an amount larger than. was còn: 
tained in the printed estimates submitted ‘to us 
early in the session. The whole amount appro- 
priated by the bill is about $2,900,000, and. I am 
informed that with this appropriation we shall be 
able to put all of those forts which protect the 
leading towns on our coasts in such a condition 
that within a year, or less than a year’s. time, it 
will be difficult, or at least very dangerous, for 
any fleet to approach them. Under these circum- 
stances the Committee on Finance have thought 
proper that this bill should be made out accord- 
ing to the additional estimates, and that this sum 
should be given. The whole amount is under 
$3,000,000, and I believe it will be enough to 
place the ports which protect our coasts in the 
condition of which I have just spoken. `I have 
a nole from General Totten, which I ask may be 
read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“ The above specification embraces all the items of the 
original estimate in which I desire to propose any change; 
the remaining items of that estimate (as printed on pages 
63 and 64 of the ¢ Estimates of Appropriations’ for the year 
ending June 30, 1857,) should remain unchanged, and it is 
hoped will be appropriated as they stand. 

“ The estimate for fortifications, amended as proposed 
above, will enable us, within the year, to add greatly to 
their efficiency—that is to say, to their fighting condition. 
Several of the forts will be brought nearly, some guite-to 
completion; and I think there will not be one, even of 
those least advanced, at which, at the close of the year, 
we shall not be able—with temporary arrangements speed- 
ily made—to act with decided effect. 

“ But, to this ehd, we should know some months before 
the opening of the fiscal year, that we are to have these 
meang; for until the passage of the appropriation we can 
enter into no arrangements for supplies of materials and 
workmen, and months are necessary to secure these at 
several of the most important of the stations. For in- 
stance, we must now curtail operations at Key West and 
Tortugas, as we have a small balance left for these works, 
unless we know very soon that there will be another appro- 
priation available on the Ist of July. With that knowledge 
we should be able to advance with little or no pause. 

“€ T have the honor to be, &c., 

“JOS. G. TOTTEN.” 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, if it is in con- 
templation to bring in another fortification bill, 
providing for the commencement of new works? 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from California, 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
can answer that question. 

Mr. WELLER. I have reported a bill from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, which I pro- 
pose to call up as soon as this shall have been 
disposed of. The bill which I have reported is 
confined to new works. 

Mr. BROWN. That is all the information I 
desire. I observed that some works which had 
been recommended in my own. State were not 
included in this bill, and I merely wished to un- 
derstand whether they had been entirely over- 
looked. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Ihave heard what has been 
read as coming from the Ordnance Department, 
with no little satisfaction, and I think the 
country will hear it with no less satisfaction. 
That the small sum of less than $3,000,000, which 
can be expended within the present year advan- 
tageously, will put all the defenses which are 
mentioned in the billina fighting condition, must, 
I think, be satisfactory information at all times, 
and especially in the present state of our foreign 
relations. Ido not say that there is any immi- 
nent danger. I think the people of this country 
have no fears orapprehensions. They never have. 
No, sir; the difficulty is to restrain them from 
indulging their warlike propensities; but I think 
the true policy of the country is, at all times, to be 
ready to defend ourselves; and the money which 
is proposed to be appropriated by this bill will be 
much better invested in the fortifications that are 
enumerated than while locked up in the Independ- 
ent Treasury. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third: 
reading, and was read the third time and passed. 


NEW FORTIFICATIONS. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, the bill (S. No. 
130) reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, making appropriations for certain new. 


a 


» ‘structing there, and. some:open batteries within the harbor 


.,trol both channels leading to tbe navy-yard. Although I 
“way‘say that tie“work at the entrance will probably be be- 
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fortifications, was read the second time, ard con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
Poses'to appropriate the following sums of money 
forthe construction of fortifications: 5 >> 
“Fer fortifications for the defense of the entrance 
46 Galveston “harbor and bay,: Texas; $80,000; 
for fortifications for the defense of the entrance of 
Paso Cavallo, Texas, $40,000; for. fortifications 
forthe defense of theentrance of -Brazo’ Santiago, 
“Texas, $80,000; for fortifications for the defense 
‘of the inner passes into Mobile bay, (known as 
‘Gratit’s: Pass au’ Heron,) $100,000; for the for- 
4ifieations of Ship: Island, ‘coast of Mississippi, | 
“#1.00,000; for fortifications at the entrance of New 


‘Bedford harbor, $ ; for fortifications at Sandy 
Hook, New Jersey, outlet of New York harbor, 
giu eG ‘ies z 

“SMr WELLER. 


=N IT.move to strike out the ap- 
pee for defenses of Galveston, Texas. We 
have already passed a separate bill for that pur- 


OSE, : nog 
p Fhe motion was agreed: to. me : 
Mr. WELLER. I move to fill the blank in 


reference to:defenses at the entrance of New Bed- 
“ford harbor by inserting ‘ 150,000.” 

The motion was agreed to. . 

“< Mr. WELLER. I move to strike out the last | 
clause of the bill making appropriations for for- 
tifying Sandy Hook. That work is recommended | 
‘by the engineer department, but not by the Sec- | 
retary of War. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs if there are 
not other fortifications included in the bill which 
aré hot recommended by the Secretary of War? | 

«Mr. WELLER. Ithink not. I know of none 
except what I have moved to strike out. Iori- 
‘ginally inserted this clause because { thought the 

cerctary of War recommended it; but I find that 
such is not the case, though it is recommended | 
by-the chicf of the engineer department. 

“Mr. FISH. I would ask the chairman of the 
Committee on. Military Affairs if he will. not 
make a motion to; insert, at the same time, some- 
thing which will explain the whole matter?: 

Mr. WELLER. I propose to move to insert 
-an appropriation of $150,000 for the commence- 
mentof a fort opposite, Fort:Schuyler, Now York | 
harbor. The Secretary of War thinks the con- 
struction of that fort would supersede the neces- 
sity of the one proposed in the bill, which I have i 
moved to strike out. I intend to move that at the 
proper time. ; n 

<e Mr. FISH.. The substitution of that and |i 
another work; in.the opinion of the Secretary of j| 
‘War, will supersede the-necessity of the work at 
Sandy Hook... The chairman of the Committee || 
on Military Affairs is right, I believe. oe 

Mr. WELLER, Iam going to propose two 
amendments in regard to the defense of, the harbor | 
of New York. One I have already mentioned; 
the other is to appropriate $150,000 for the erec- 
tion of a fort on thesite of Fort Tompkins. That j 
is recommended by the Secretary of War, and the 
construction of those fortifications will supersede || 
the necessity of. any appropriation for Sandy | 
Hook.. The question now is on striking out that | 
part of the printed bill which I proposed. | 

The motion to strike out was agreed. to. 
«Mr. WELLER. I now move to insert, as an 

additional clause, for additional defenses for San 
‘Francisco, California, $200,000. I have a letter 
from the chief of the engineer department, in 
which he says thatit is necessary, in order tocom- 
plete the system of defenses which they propose 
at the entrance of that harbor, that there should 
be an additional appropriation of $200,000, Lask 
that the letter of which I have spoken may be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows:. . 


ENGINEER DEPARTMENT, 
Wasurxerox, March 1, 1856. 

Sir: I have the honor to present to your consideration the 
propriety of asking an appropriation for additional deferisive 
works for the protection of San Francisco, Califomia. . The 
‘sums asked for, in our annual estimate, for the fortifications |} 
now in progress at San Francisco, will be sufficient, as { 
have good reason to believe, to bring those fortifications to 
a state of complete efficiency in all that pertains to. the sei- 
ence-of their batteries ; so that I do not design, now, to ask 
any further grant (than the sums above referred to) for the 
works in progress. But the proper defense of San Fran- 
eisco, its entrance, bay, and navy-yard, requires a heavy 
work at the entrance, to cross fire with the one now con- 


on an island, the occupation of whieh will enable us-to con- 


‘|. Department.. 


commence with the island works, or it may be desirable to 
undertake both. Š : ; 


I- propose, then; that application be made to Congress 
to grant an appropriation, to be availabic at once, of two 
hundred thousand dollars for additional defenses for San 
Francisco, California. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


JOSEPH G. TOTTEN, 
. Brevet Brigadier General Topographical Engineers. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War. 


-. Mr. WELLER. - The appropriation is. also 
recommended.by the Secretary of War in alet- 
tet which I have in:my hand. 

The amendment was agreed. to. 


Mr. WELLER. ‘The nextamendment which 
I propose is the following: f 
‘For defenses for New Bedford and Fair Haven, Massa- 
chusetts, $150,000. ‘ : 
Mr. HUNTER. Is there anestimate or recom- 
mendation for that from the Secretary of War? 
Mr. WELLER. I believe so. 3 
Mr. HUNTER. There are some. cases in 
which the estimate of the. chief engineer is not 


recommended by the Secretary of War. 
. Mr. HAMLIN. This, I think, isincluded in 


| the estimates of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WELLER. [am pretty confident of. it. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to know cer- 
tainly whether there is any estimate or recom- 


i| mendation on this subject from the Department? 


Mr. HUNTER. I think there must be some 
mistake on this point. My impression is, that it 
is not recommended. If itis, I make no oppo- 
sition. ; : 

Mr. WELLER. I find,: by looking at the 
communication of the Scerctary of War accom- 
panying the estimate of the engineer, that there 


il is no recommendation, but I believe it is recom- 


mended in his annual report. 

Mr. HUNTER, No, sir; I think not. It is 
recommended by General Totten, but not by the 
Seerctary of War, according to my impression. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will read from what I sup- 
pose to have been a recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of War. It is a report of the engincer 
department, and I believe it stands on the same 
footing with the appropriations already put in the 
bill for fortifications in Texas. 

Mr. HUNTER. I intend to move to strike 
them out. : ge 

Mr. HAMLIN. The chief of the engineer 
department says in his report; 

-T mustagain call attention to the necessity of providing 
forthe commencement of 2 fortification at the entrance of 
New Bedford: harbor; another:at Sandy Hook at the outlet 
of New York harbor; and the third on Ship Island, Missis- 
sippi. ”? i 

. That. is inthe report. of the engineer to .the 
Secretary of War, and comes here as apart of the 
document,. Am I to suppose that.the other appro- 
priations included in the bill are based on special 
recommendation from. the War Department? .. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
in my statement. The Secretary of War.com- 
municated an:answer to-a resolution ealling-on 
him for estimates—not. for his opinion as to the 
necessity of these works. General Totten did 
estimate for them, and did recommend them, but 


ommendation in regard to Sandy Hook, nor, I 
think, in regard to New Bedford and two points 
in Texas. Now, my opinion is, that we ought 
not .to include in the bill.any works which are 
not.recommended and asked for by the War 
We are. already. making larger 
appropriations for fortifications.than are usual; 
and we may swamp both bills by attempting to 
appropriate too much.. I think we had better 
confine ourselves to such new works as are rec- 
ommended by the. War Department, and not-go 
beyond their recommendation.. As I understand 
it, the item for New Bedford is not recommended, 
and there are two appropriations in the bill for 
Texas which are not recommended. [ think 
they ought all-to go out of the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I certainly concur with what 
the Senator from Virginia suggests; but if I under- 
stand the matter correctly, we have already dis- 
posed of the appropriations which relate to the 
construction of works in Texas. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. l understand not. bi 
. Mr. HAMLIN.. Those clauses have been read 
-and passed by, though perhaps. itis not yet too 
late to make a motion to strike them:oute.:+ + 


gun the first, yet circumstances may make it expedient to į 


It seems to me that one of two rules should be 


I think. I am: not. mistaken ! 


the Secretary of War did not concur in the rec- i 


adopted :.-we should either adhere. to.the-express 
| recommendations of the Secretary of War and 
confine ourselves. to those works which he has 
recommended; or, if. we depart.from that in one 
case and take the recommendation of the engineer 
department, we should include all the recommen- 
dations of the engineer department. In other 
words, we should notinclude a part of those recom- 
mended by the engineers and exclude others.’ I 
| am perfectly willing that we shall be governed by 
either rule; but.it seems to me to be just and 
appropriate to postpone final action on the bill for’ 
a short time, in order to afford. the Secretary of 
War an opportunity to communicate directly to 
us what is his opinion in relation to the works 
which have been suggested by the engineer. depart- 
ment. Jt may be that the engineer department 
| has‘ suggested works to which the ‘attention of 
‘the Secretary of War has not been hitherto called. 
Now, I wish to have the opinion of the Secretary 
jon those questions. lam willing to includethem 
all; but we should act upon a uniform rule. 
Mr. WELLER. [thought all the appropria- 
tions in the bill were recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War. I know. of no proper rule which 
we can adopt but to follow the recommendations 
of the War Department. Where I have no per- 
sonal knowledge of the necessity. of a work, as a 
matter of course, Í ought to be governed exclu- 
sively by the opinion of the head of the War 
! Department, e has charge of all the military 
, defenses of the country.. He recommends from 
time to time to the consideration of Congress’ the 
necessity of defending particular points. He. has 
not recommended the works. now under imme- 
diate consideration in theamendment. Although 
they are earnestly pressed upon Congress by the 
head of the engineer department, neither of them 
has received the sanction of the Secretary of War. 
I know of no rule which we can adopt other than 
to strike them out; for: 1.say, in the absence of 
personal knowledge, I must be governed entirely 
y his recommendation; ; EE E 
Mr. BROWN. We had better postpone: the 
bill until Monday, and.in the: mean time we, can 
consult with the Secretary, and see what he says 
; about the,matter. ote eM eet tt 
| Mr. WELLER. I desire, to. offer,two.amend- 
ments, and then I will move.to postpone. the bill. 
The PRESIDENT. There is an amendment 
still pending. co ar ca renn bE one 
Mr. WELLER. Let.it.be “passed over in- 
formally, as.I-propose to postpone. the bill... 
as PRESIDENT. That course will be pur- 
sued. ~. shen PEt A dead seg ington 
Mr. WELLER... I propose this amendment: 
~ For the commencement of a fort.opposite Fort Schuyler, 
New. York,.$150,000. ee te aat ube as 
This is recommended by the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to., 
Mr. WELLER, The next amendment which 
I offer is: : 


For the crectiun of a fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, 
in the State of New York, $150,000. 

This has been recommended. by the Secretary 
of War, in answer to a resolution adopted by the 
Senate on the motion of the Senator from New 
York, [Mr.. Fiss]. es 

The amendment was agreed to. eee 

Mr. WELLER. -I-now move that the further 
considcration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 
day. fk 

r. CLAY.. . Before the bill is: postponed, I 
wish. to move the correction of aclerical or typo- 
i graphical error in the clause, ‘For fortifications 
for the defense of the inner passes into Mobile 

Bay, (known as Grant’s Pass au Heron) 
-$100,000.’? After the words. ‘*Grant’s Pass” 
wish to.insert ‘and Pass,” so that it shall. read, 
“«Grant’s Pass and Pass au Heron.’’: They-are 
two separate passes;. but from the reading of the 
bill they would seem to be but one.: In the com- 
munication of the: Secretary, he names the..two 
passes as requiring defense, and therefore I make 
this:motion:to amend. os 9.0% 

The amendment. was agreed to. eer, 

The PRESIDENT, The question is now on 
the motion to postpone.: > : E tage? 

- Mr. BROWN... I desire to ask.the. chairman 
of. the. committee whether the sums inserted in 
this bill are according to.estimate?. |.. ot 
za: Mrs. WELLER.. They. are according to the 
i recommendations of the Department. 


Mr. RUSK. I understand that the honorable 
chairman of the Committée on “Military Affairs 
intends to consult with the Secretary ‘of War in 
regard to some of these works, ‘and that we ‘are 
to have his opinion by Monday. ‘He stated‘that 
he would have to rely on the recommendations 
‘of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WELLER: Where I have no personal 


knowledge. tee 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Well, sir, I will give the Senator 
some personal knowledge in regard to two works 
in Texas, which seem -to be squinted.at. Here 
is the statement of the Department: 

‘War DEPARTMENT, .. - 
WASHINGTON, January 28, 1856. 

Sir: In answer to a resolution of the Sénate of the 2lst 
instant, requiring the Secretary of ‘War “to ‘inform ‘the 
Senate whether, in his opinion, any fortifications are neces- 
sary for the defense pf the harbors of Galveston, Saluria, 
and other harbors upon the coast‘of Texas, and,-if-so, to 
furnish-estimates forthe sums .of money necessary to ‘be 
appropriated for the construction of such fortifications, I 
have the .honor.to.transmit herewith a report of the chief 
engineer, containing information on the subject. I concur 
in the opinion that'a fortification is necessary for the defense 
of the harbor of Galveston, and approve the estimate sub- 
mitted for the commencement of the work. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
‘Hon. J.D. Brieut, President pro tempore of the Senate. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. He-says nothing about the 
“others. He recommends works at Galveston— 

not at the other points named. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Yes, sir, something is’ said about 
them, which I desire to read: 

ENGINEER DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, January 23, 1856. 

Sir: On the subject of the Senate resolution of the 21st 
instant, referred. to this office for report, inquiring whether, 
in the opinion of the, Seerctaty of War, any fortifications 
are necessary for the defense of the harbors of Galveston, 

- Saluria, and otber harbors upon the coast of Texas, arid, if 
-80, asking for estimates, I have the honor to.state: 

On the 87th of February, 1846, under instructions from 
“the Department, a board. of officers, consisting of Majors 
‘Chase and: Ogden, and Captain Barnard, of the corps of 
. engineers, reported on the defenses that were required for 
the security of the coast of Texas, with an approximate 
estimate of the cost of such works as.were deemed most 

necessary. 

They reported that the inlets of Galveston, Paso Cavallo, 
ond raros Santiago, should be occupied by permanent 
works. 

They estimated that the cost of these defenses would be 
«as follows: | ed : 
_Entrance to Galveston, minimum estimate........$300,000 

Entrance to Paso Cavallo, MO ve ceeeveeeccee 175,000 
Entrance to Brasos Santiago, “do......e.seee0. 300,000 


"$775,000 


‘They reported, moreover, that if appropriations could be 
‘ obtained forall; there was no reason ‘why-all should not be 
: commenced atthe same time, and accordingly recommend- 
ed the. following appropriations, which they say could be 
. beneficially applied each year, and would secure the com- 
pletion of the works in about four years: 
` For fortifications for the defense of the entrance to Galves- 
: ten harbor and bay.... eree » - $80,000 
. For fortifications for the defense of the entrance of 
= Pago Cavallo sscseccvercaceseneneneneneres 40,000 
* For fortifications for the defense of the entrance of 
“Brasos Santiago. ......-eeceeeceeveeeeeee neers 80,000 
“The engineer department, concurring in the views and 
„Opinions of the board, now recommends them to the sanc- 
‘tion of the Government, in the hope that the sums just speci- 
fied may be granted by Congress, during the present session. 
The same board; in relation to the other inlets of the 
Texas coast—namely, those of Sabine, San. Louis, Oyster 
Creek, the Brasos, San. Barnard,. Cedar, Caney, Espiritu 
Santo, Aransas, Corpus Christi, and the’ Rio Grande, say 
that, “either from the depth of water, the value of the 
harbors by themselves, or from the country immediately 
dependent upon them. for communication, require no-other 
. defense than that of a temporary character, and these.to.be 
regulated in their construction incidental to the inland nav- 
igation which may in future be opened from the Sabine to 
the Rio Grande. In this lattet event the Sabine, San Luis, 
the Brasos, Espiritu Santo, and Corpus Christi inlets would 
require works to be thrown up.in time of -war to prevent 
the entrance of small fiotillas intended to cut the line of 
inland: navigation. ‘It is not likely that a large army would 
“attempt a landing on the coastof Texas.’ If it should make 
-the attempt, there would beno: necessity: of forcing an en- 
trance into the shallow inlets, for. its: purposes could be as 
well effected by landing. directly on the coast. Neither 
“Avould the océupation of these inlets be of any advantage 
to the operations of an enemy, either. for shelter or depots, 
as his smallest vessels could not pass the bars without much 
. difficulty and danger. . Nature has provided amply for the 
defense of the coast, and little remains for art. to give to 
- that defense-all the security desired. - At the point selected 
for permanent defense the works required will neither be 
of much extent nor expensive of construction, especially 
if the inland navigation is. perfected by which rapid com- 
munication with the works, so necessary to a good defense, 
~ shall be established.” ‘ 
It is possible that the growth of that portion of the mari- 
; time. frontier within the ten years that have elapsed since 
the report of the board was made, may have somewhat 
- changed the relative values of these inlets, but the engineer 
: department has no information that would lift either of them 


-proposed that some call should be made by reso- 


just as well informed on Monday as we are now. 


i to learn, either from areportor from conversation 


| ation to act understandingly. If the Senator from 
“Kentucky desires to have ttin an authentic form 


“whether the Sceretary is in favor of these. works |) 


information coming in that way would not be in 


into an importance demanding anismmediate provision of 
permanent defenses. i A 
The resolution is returned herewith. 
Lam, very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
__ JOS. G. TOTTEN, 
` Brevet- Brig, Gen..and Col. Engineers. 
Hon. JEFFERSON Davis, Secretary of War. 

At the time when this report was made tothe 
War Depariment the population of Texas was 
about one hundred thousand; now it is about 
seven hundred thousand, anda very large portion 
of it is alorig the coast; so that, if the honorable 
Senator from California is seeking information 
on. this point, I think this statement furnishes 
him pretty good data to go on. - 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on ‘post- 
poning the further consideration of the bill until 

Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ithought that it was 


lution on the Secretary of War for information 
on the subject, because, otherwise, we shall be 


Mr. HUNTER. Ibelieve I may say that the 
Secretary of War recommended specially those 
works which he designed to recommend. He 
thought that by the terms of the resolution he 
was bound to submit estimates for the others. 
I believe if we call on him for his opinion, no 
doubt he will give it; but unless such a resolution 
be couched in broader terms than the former 
resolutions to which answers have been made, I 
do not think he would give us his own opinions. 

Mr. CASS. The chairman of the committee 
can write a note tothe Secretary of War asking 
for information. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My object is to know 
whether the Secretary recommends the establish- 
ment of these fortifications, because without that 
recommendation I do not intend to vote for any 
of them. 

Mr. WELLER. My object in proposing to 
postpone the bill was to ascertain that very fact— 


with the Secretary of War, whether he does regard 
these works as important. to the defense of the 
country. “'Thatinformation I hope I shall be able 
to have on Monday. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope, then, that. the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
will submit a resolation to that effect, because I 
want all public officers to ‘take their proper re- 
sponsibility in respect to these subjects. If the 
Secretary of War is prepared to recommend these 
works, Tet him to do so3:and let that recommend- 
ation appear on the records of the country. I 
wish: it to be done officially. 

‘Mr. WELLER. It might be done by gentle- 
men particularly interested in these localities. “I 
have no such interest whatever. I am acting 
merely as the organ of the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. So faras my own action is concerned, | 
I shall endeavor to obtain the necessary inform- 


directly from the Secretary of War, instead of 
coming through me, I would suggest that he 
draw a resolution himself for that purpose. I 
shall be able to state in my place, on Monday, 


or not. Ithinkthat would be as authentic a form 
of obtaining the information+as if we sent a res- 
olution to him and required his written answer. 
“Mr. CRITTENDEN, Ishould certainly have 
perfect confidence in the Senator personally; but 


as authentica form for the business of the Sen- 
ate asa report in writing from the Secretary. I 
do not wish to rely on his answer to priyate let- 
ters, on the applications of Senators to him, F 
wish his responsible report in sailing. That is 
the. proper mode of transacting the business of 
this body. 

Mr. CASS. The Secretary of War, on re- 
ceiving a note from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, would communicate 
his opinion on the subject to the Senate. . It has: 
been done time and time again without a formal 
resolution. If the honorable chairman will ad- | 
dress him a note to-morrow or the next day, I 
have no doubt he can have his written answer by 
Monday. 

Mr. WELLER. That has been the course 
usually adopted by the committee. Whenever 


‘they desire to obtain information: on: such /sub- 


jects, they address.a note to.theSceretary of War, 


‘and obtein-his written answer. -If-gentlemen:-de- 


sire that it.should be placed on record, as amatter 
of course it is: subject- to the order;of the Senate, 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall :not. make am 
motion on the-subject; [shall content myself-wil 
voting against ‘every proposition to establish ia 
fortification which Tos tot come: here with-the 
sanction and recommendation of the Secretary.of 
War,-given in the most. authentic: form.. ; ; 
Mr. TOUCEY. If I understand -the state. q 
the business, it is very clear that the Secretary: 
of War,.as the head of the War Department, has 
recommended certain new works unequivocally, 
plainly, and distinctly in his communication 
already made. As to all other works not recom- 
mended, I think it-very obvious that he does ‘not 
concur in recommending the commencement of 
them. Ifany gentleman is particularly anxious 
in regard to any special work, he certainly knows 
how to get a positive refusal to recommend it 
from the Secretary of War, if he thinks that would 
advance his object. For one I am content with 
the recommendation of the Secretary, as he has 
discharged his duty from the prompting of ‘his 
own mind and judgment. è i 
Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I desire to state, 
for the information of the honorable Senator from 


|-Kentucky, that,'so far.as concerns the appropri- 


ations for the two forts in the harbor of New 
York, they are both-founded upon estimates :from 
the Department, and both ‘are in conformity with 
the express recommendation of the Secretary of 
War. His recommendation to. that effect will be 
found not only in the documents accompanying 
the President’s annual message, but: ina docu- 
ment this morning laid upon our.tables.in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate. _He.approves, dis- 
tinctly and emphatically, the construction of those 
two works, and recommends the appropriations 
which have been named by the chairman.of the 
committee. I state this-fact in relation to those 
works, so that whatever objections there may be 
to other appropriations may not be made to apply 
to these. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Kentucky 
will turn his attention to the tenth page of the 
Secretary’s annual report to Congress, he will 
find that he renews the recommendation made 
several times previously in favor of one of the 
items in this bill. He uses this language: * The 
recommendation heretofore made. for the com- 
mencement. of fortifications at Ship Island is re- 
newed;’’ and he goes on to assign reasons why 
he. submits that recommendation, There can, 
therefore, be no objection to the appropriation for 
that work on the ground which has been stated. 

The PRESIDENT. There is nothing before 
the Senate. The subject has been disposed of by 


| postponement until Monday. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

A message in writing was received from. the 
President of the United States, by Mr: WEBSTER, 
his Secretary. 

DANISH SOUND DUES. 


Mr. SUMNER. A week ago I laid on the 
table of the Senate a resolution relating to the 
Danish Sound dues. I have watched every day 


f since for an opportunity to call: for its consider- 


ation; and, if agreeable to the Senate, I now ask 
that it may be taken up. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, which is in these words: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations. je 


directed to consider the expediency of some act of legisla-- 
tion, having the concurrence of both Houses of Congréss,. 


by which the treaty with Denmark, regulating the payment: 
of Sound dues, may be effectively abrogated, in. conformity 
with the requirements of the Constitution, under. which 

every treaty is a part of “the sapreme law.of the Jand,’? 

and in conformity with the practice. of the-Govermmient. in 

such eases; and especially to consider if stich legislation 

be not necessary forthwith, in order to supply a defect. in 

the notice of the purpose of the United States to abrogate 

the said treaty, which the President has undertaken to give: 
to Denmark, without the authority of an act of Congress; 
and in disregard of the function ‘of the House of Repre- 

sentatives, in the abrogation of all existing laws. 


Mr. SUMNER. . Mr, President, if I can hava, 


the attention of the Senate for a brieftime, E will- 


explain the object of this inquiry. The-quéstion , 


may be dry, but it is important, and; at this 
moment, of direct practical interest. 
The ‘President, in- his annual message, called 


“Government for the relief of our commerce from 


“tory and of public law, which, for the present 


of the Senate, and 


“the 
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‘attention to three different questions arising out 
-of our relations with foreign nations. 1 
-these, concerning England, have been discussed 
“jn-the Senate; the other, which concerns the 
. payment of the Sound dues to Denmark, has not 
y been mentioned here. In introducing it now, 


Two of 


have no purpose to.say anything as to the char-. 
acter of these dues, or to arrest the efforts of the 


foreign exactions. That is a broad field of his 


there is no occasion to enter. My desire is 
simply to open to you a question of domestic 


“Interest under our own Constitution, with which,. 
of course, Denmark has nothing to do, but which ` 
is. necessarily involved in the determination of 

-our course on this matter. 5 


The President, in his annual message, an- 


:nounces that— 


: Fn pursuance of the authority conferred by a resolution 
‘of the Senate of the United States, passed on the 3d of 


March last, notice was given to Denmark, on the 14th day 


of April, of the intention of this Government to avail itself 
of the stipulations of the subsisting convention of friendship, 
commerce, and navigation, between that kingdom and the 
United States, whereby either party might, after ten years, 
‘terminate the same at the expiration of one year from the 
date of notice for that purpose.” 


a The treaty, it will be noted, reserves to either | 
party—that is, to either of the Governments between 


whom it is made—the privilege of terminating 
it by notice; and the President, without the sanc- 
tion of an act of Congress, but simply in pur- 
suance of a resolution of the Senate, passed in 
executive session, has constituted himself the Gov- 
ernment, so far as to give such notice. Acting 
under his instructions, our Minister at Copen- 
hagen, on the 14th April, 1855, notified to the 
Danish Government that— 


& After the expiration of one year from the date of this 
communication, the United States will regard the gencral 


_ convention of friendship, commerce, and navigation, agreed 


upon by Denmark and themselves on the 26th of April, 
1826, as finally abrogated, and that after that period its pro- 
visions will not be binding upon our Government.” 

Tn thus undertaking, merely with the consent 
without the coöperation of the 
House of Representatives, to abrogate a treaty, 
the President has assumed a power inconsistent 
with the Constitution and disowned by the prac- 
tice of the Government, adopted after debate on 
leading occasions. Of course, such a usurpation 
cannot be justified by the good that is sought; 
for that good might have been sought, and may 
still be sought, by another course, in entire har- 
mony with the Constitution and the practice of 
overnment. Nor is it safe for any tempo- 
eM purpose to remove constitutional landmarks. 
~The Constitution has declared, that ** the Pres- 


ident shall have power, by and with the advice and 


consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided 
two thirds of the Senate concurs” but it has not 
declared that the President, by and with the con- 
sentof the Senate, shall have power to abrogate 
treaties. The absence of all language conferring 
this extraordinary power is itself an unanswer- 
able argument against the existence of the power. 
But we are not left to found our conclusion even 
on irresistible inference. There arc explicit words 
of the Constitution, which determine it beyond 
doubt, Itis declared that— 

‘This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, AND ALL 
‘TREATIES MADE, of which shail be made under the authority 
of the United States, SHALL BE THE SUPREME LAW OF THE 
LAND.??—-iyt. vi. 

In thus declaring treaties to be the supreme law 
of the land, the Constitution not only gives- to 
them the highest authority, but places hers under 
the highest safeguards known to our institutions. 
When once made, they are obligatory on our side 
as laws, and can be abrogated by no power less 
than that which may abrogate existing laws. 
Wot the President alone—not the President and 
Senate—can set them aside; but, for this purpose 
the whole power of the Government must be in- 
voked, in its most solemn form, by act of Con- 
gress. In conformity with this requirement, the 
power to declare war, involving, of course, the 
abrogation of treaties, is expressly lodged with 
Congress. The President, with the consent of 
the Senate, cannot declare war; and it is dificult 
to. sce what greater power he possesses in the ab- 
rogation of an existing treaty, involving possibly 
the rupture of friendly relations with a foreign 
state, and involving certainly the overthrow of 

. 


[l 


È 
exposition of this very clause, he says: 


| the judicial power, and be obeyed like other laws. 


} not a legislative act.” 


| 1798, Mr. Goodhue, trom that committee, reported 
| a bill to abrogate existing treaties with that na- 


i where it was referred to the Committee of the 


hat the Constitution has declared to be the su- 
preme law. 

In thus placing treaties under all the sanctions 
of laws, I follow the best authorities. The emi- 
‘nent commentator, Mr. Justice Story, in speaking 
tof them, gives to them this character. In his 


46 Tt is, therefore, indispensable that they should have the 
obligation and force of a law, that they may be executed by 
This will 
not prevent them from being eanceled or abrogated by the 
nation upon grave and suitable occasions; for it will not be 
disputed that they are subject to the legislative power, and 
may be répealed like other laws at its pleasure.”—Story’s 
Comm. on Const., sec. 1838. 

And the Supreme Court of the United States 
has affirmed the same principle: 

& A treaty is in its nature a contract between two nations, 
* * Tn the United States a dif 
ferent principle is established. - Our Constitution declares 
a treaty to be the law of the land. Itis consequently to be 
regarded by courts of justice as equivalent to an act of the 
Legislature, wherever it operates of itself, without the aid of 
any legislative provision. ”—Foster vs. Neilson, 2 Peters, 
Supreme Court Reports, 314 

This is a decision comparatively recent. But 
early in our history the authority of treaties 
was much considered by the Supreme Court, in 
the famous case of Ware vs. Hylton, 3 Dallas, 
260, and we find judges from opposite sections of 
the country arriving at the same conclusion. Mr. 
Justice Cushing, of Massachusetts, said: 

“The treaty is of equal force with the Constitution itself, 
and certainly with any law whatever.?? 

And My. Justice Iredell, of North Carolina, 
passed ‘directly upon the power of Congress, as- 
serting that to this body alone was given the 
power to abrogate a treaty under our Constitu- 
tion. These are his words: 

“Tt is a part of the law of nations, that if a treaty be 
violated by one party, it is at the option of the other party, 
if innocent, to declare, in consequence of the breach, that 
the treaty is void. If Congress, therefore, who, I conceive, 
alone have such authority under our Government, shali make 
such a declaration in any case like the present, Í shall deem 
it my duty to regard the treaty as void.” Ware vs. Hylton, 
3 Dallas, 260. 

In practical illustration of this position of 
treaties, it will be observed that they are published 
with the laos of the United States, and constitute 
apart of this collection, being bound between 
the same covers; and I submit that the President 
and Senate might undertake to tear out a leaf 
from the Statutes at Large with as much propri- 
ety as tear out an existing treaty, 

Such is the rule of the Constitution, in con- 
formity with which has been the practice of the 
country. Never before has the President as- 
sumed to act without the House of Representa- 
tives in the performance of this high duty. 

This question arose early after the adoption of 
the Constitution, in our relations with France; 
and you will find, sir, on our statute-book the 
evidence. of the way in which it was regarded. 
In 1798, the existing treaties with France were 
abrogated by act of Congress, which, after a pre- 
amble, proceeded as follows: 

“ Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the United States are of right freed and exonerated from the 
stipulations of the treaties and of the sular conven- 
tion heretofore coneluded between the United States and | 
Franee, and that the same shall not be henceforth regarded | 
as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens of the | 
United States.°—1 United States Statutes at Large, 578. 

And this very agt of Congress originated in the 
Senate, which in that day undertook to exercise 
no such power as is now claimed. It was not 
passed hastily, or without debate. The subject 
of our relations with France was referred toa 
committee of that body on the 29th November, | 
1797. After the lapse of months, on the 21st June, 


tion, which passed the Senate on the 23d June, by 
a vote of 13 yeas to 5 nays. On the next day it 
was carried to the House of Representatives, 


Whole on the state of the Union, there fully de- 
bated, and finally passed on the 6th of July. 


as laws, to be abrogated only by act of Congress. A | 
Representative from Massachusetts, afterwards 
an eminent judicial character, Mr. Sewell, put | 
this point in these words: | 


“it is certainly a novel doctrine to pass a law declaring 
a treaty void; but the necessity arose from the peculiar 


In |} 


| the course of the debate, treaties were recognized | 


situation of the country. In most countries, itis in the 
power of the Chief Magistrate to suspend a treaty when- 


ever he thinks proper. Here Congress only has that power.” 
Annals of Congress, 1797-99, 2120. 

This view was in no respect controverted or 
questioned. On the contrary it was recognized 
by the whole debate. Mr. Dana of Connecticut, 
said : 

& France has violated the faith pledged by her treaties 
with America. This, by the law of nations, puts it within 
the option of the Legislature to decide, as a question of expe- 
diency, whether the United States shall any longer continue 
to observe their stipulations.” ”—Tbid. , 2123, 

Mr. Gallatin, whose position in our public 
affairs was afterwards so justly distinguished, 
employed the very language applicable to laws 
when he spoke of the proposed abrogation of the 
treaty as a repeal: 

“He knew of no precedent of a Legislature repealing a 
treaty. It is, therefore, un act of a peculiar kind, and it 
appeared to him necessary that Congress should justify it 
by a declaration of their reasons.” * * * « [tis not sufli- 
cient to say that, because a treaty has been violated, we will 
repeal it,??-—Ibid., 2126, 

Such is the first and leading precedent in our 
history. The next is more recent, and of hardly 
less importance. It was the notice to Great Brit- 
ain of the termination of the convention of 1827, 
relating to the joint occupancy of certain parts of 
Oregon. This was not done by the President, 
with the advice of the Senate in secret session; 
but by act of Congress. President Polk, in his 
annual message of 2d of December, 1845, called 
upon Congress to act. These are his words: ` 

“ Under that convention a year’s notice is required to be 
given by either party to the other before the joint occu- 
pancy shall terminate, and before either can rightfully as- 
sert or exercise exclusive jurisdiction over any portion of 
the territory. This notice it would, in my judgment, be 
proper to give; and I reeommend that provision be made by 
law for giving it accordingly, and terminating in this manner 
the convention of 6th August, 1827.”? 

In pursuance of this recommendation, provision 
was made by law for this notice. You will re- 
member, sir, the debate which for months occu- 
pied both Houses of Congress, and which was 
closed by the passage of a joint resolution, ap- 
proved 27th April, 1846; which, after a preamble, 
proceeds as follows: 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. 
authorized, at his discretion, to give to the Government 0 
Great Britain the notice required by the second article of 
the said convention of the 6th of August, 1827, for the ab- 
rogation of the same.”’—9 U. S. Statutes at Large, 108. 

Such is the rule of the Constitution, sustained 
by authoritative precedents in the abrogation of 
successive treaties with two powerful nations, 
France and Great Britain. Surely there cannot 
be one rule for large States and another for small 
States; nor will any one argue that a treaty with 
France or Great Britain can be abrogated only 
by act of Congress, but a treaty with Denmark 
may be abrogated by the President without an 
act of Congress.: And yet, in apparent harmony 
with this fallacious distinction, the Executive, 
merely with the consent of the Senate obtained 
in secret session, has assumed to abrogate a treaty 
with the weaker State of Denmark; and hasgiven 
notice that this abrogation will take effect on 
the ensuing 14th of April. Not content with the 
treaty-making power which it possesses under the 
Constitution, it has now assumed the éreaty-abro- 
gating power, which it does not possess. And 
this assumption becomes more objectionable when 
it is considered how completely it excludes the 
House of Representatives from an important 
function in the Government. Louis XIV.,in the 
pride of conscious power, exclaimed, ‘I am the 
State;’? and permit me to say, that our own Ex- 
ecutive, undertaking to act in this matter without 
the sanction of Congress, effectively makes the 
same declaration. To the Senate is justly given 
large powers; but it now assumes more. Only 
lately it authorized the origination of the great 
appropriation bills, constituting the mainspring 
of the Government, in defiance of the uninter- 
rupted usage of Congress, and, as I submit, of 
the spirit of the Constitution. "What next, sir? 
‘ Cawdor thou art, and Glamis!’’ And where, 
sir, in this career of aggrandizement, will you 
stop? 

Whatever may be the merits of the existing 
controversy with Denmark, I trust that the Pres- 
ident will not clutch at the promised fruits so 
eagerly as to disregard the requirements of the 
Constitution, and the voice of the popular branch, 
in the repeal of an existing law. In vain you 
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will urge the good accomplished. ‘Fo do even a 
great right, it is not safe to do even a little wrong. 
At all events I call attention to this extraordinary 


assumption, that it may not be recorded for a | 


precedent. I call attention to it also that the 
needful steps may be taken forthwith, in order 
to make effective the notice which has been given, 
without due authority under the Constitution. 
The treaty with Denmark is at this moment a 
part of the supreme law of the land, and can be 
abrogated only by act of Congress., 

Mr. MASON. The President of the United 
States, in his annual message, informed Con- 
gress that ‘in pursuance of the authority con- 
ferred by a resolution of the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, passed onthe 3d of March last, notice 
was given to Denmark, on the 14th day of April, 
of the intention of this Government to avail it- 


self of the stipulations of the subsisting conven- || 
tion of friendship, commerce, and navigation | 
between that Kingdom and the United States, | 


whereby either party might, after ten years, 
terminate the same at the expiration of one year 
from the date of notice for that purpose.” He 


thus informed Congress that notice had been | 


iven pursuant to the resolution of the Senate. 
his resolution now offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts proceeds on the assumption that 
the notice given by the President is not effective 


to answer the end intended of terminating this | 


treaty. The Senator reasons, as I understand 
him, that to terminate the treaty it would be 
necessary to have a joint resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, which would have the sanc- 
tions of law, approved by the President; and his 
resolution proposes to refer it to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to consider whether it is 
not now necessary that such a law should be 
passed (in the form of a joint resolution or other- 
wise)in order to effect the end. 
objection to the reference, if the Senate think it 


necessary or proper. I do not myself think it; 


at all necessary. I must, at any rate, object to 
the tenor of the resolution, and especially to the 
latter part of it, which proceeds on a very strong 
assumption that the President has acted in dere- 


liction of his constitutional duty in giving the | 


notice. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, as I understand his views, proceeds on the 
ground, that by the Constitution a treaty is de- 
Clared to be the supreme law of the land, and 
therefore it can only be reached by an act of legis- 
lation which requires the concurrence of both 
Houses of Congress, as well as the sanction of 


the President; and the Senator quotes the prece- 


dent of the abrogation of the treaty with France 
in 1798, which was done by a joint resolution of 
both Houses of Congress. Now, with entire 
respect to that Senator, I must say, that it strikes 
me that the fallacy in his reasoning consists In 
treating this as an act abrogating or discontinuing 
a continuous and existing treaty, when, in truth, 
it is nothing more than causing a treaty to expire 
by the terms of its own limitation. I am not 
aware of any instance, in our history, in which a 
continuous existing treaty, while in the form of a 
contract between two Governments, which neither 
party had reserved the right to terminate, was 
abrogated , except in the instance cited by the Sen- 
ator of the treaty with France. That was abro- 
gated, in fact, by a law emanating from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, declaring the treaty 
to be atanend. In other words, it was destroy- 
ing and canceling the treaty. 


Now, we know very well that to violate a | 
treaty in any of its provisions—far more to cancel | 


the whole treaty—is a cause of war; it is so 
admitted by all the publicists. A treaty 1s a con- 


tract--a contract between two Governments, by i 


which both are bound, and bound in perpetuo, 


unless there be something in the treaty itself to | ave 
is ‘| to its reference; although, not thinking so, I shall | 


affect it otherwise. If either party to a contract 


Ishall have no | 


| to require the joint counsel of the two Houses, 


i| if there be no objection. 


its own limitation, on the contingency which is | 
provided for, to wit: the giving of the notice. 
The terms of the eleventh article of the treaty 
with Denmark, under which this notice is given, 
are these: 

*¢The present convention shall be in force for ten years 
from the date hereof, and further uutil the end of one year 
after either of the contracting parties shall have given notice 
to the other of its intention to terminate the same—each 
of the contracting parties reserving to itself the right of 
giving such notice to the other at the end of such term of 
ten years; and it is hereby agreed between them that, on 
the expiration of one year after such notice shall have been 
received by either from the other party, this convention, 
and all the provisions thereof, shall altogether cease and 
determine.” 

I remark that in the notice which our Minister | 
at Copenhagen gave to the Government of Den- | 
mark, pursuant to the authority he received from ! 
this Government, he used ‘the word “ abrogaie;”’ | 
but I think he used it improperly, without prop- 
erly adverting to the mode in which the treaty | 
was to terminate. The language of our Minister, 
as addressed to M. Scheel, Minister of Foreign | 
Relations of Denmark, is: | 

« Sr: I have the honor to inform you that I am directed | 
by the President of the United States respectfully to notify | 
your Excellency, and, through your Excellency, the Gov- 
ernment of his Majesty the King of Denmark, that after 
the expiration of one year from the date of this communi- 
cation, the United States will regard the genera] convention 
of ‘friendship, commerce, and navigation,’ agreed upon 
by Denmark and themselves on the 26th of April, 1826, as 
finally abrogated ; and that after that pcriod its provisions 
will not be binding upon our Government.” 

I presume it is not a matter of much moment 
what language was used by the Minister of the | 
United States to convey the purpose of his Gov- 
ernment to terminate the treaty; and if he used 
the word ‘ abrogate,’’ it cannot at all change the 
legal and potential effect of the act which he did. | 

{ know, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
has said, that in the case of our disputed bound- į 
ary with England on the northwest coast, the 
President recommended to the two Houses of 
Congress, that they should by law take measures 
to give notice and terminate that treaty. Thatis 
true. The two Houses acted upon the sugges- 
tion. I was not here at the time, but I should 
be disposed to think it very possible that the 
President considered that the expediency of term- 
inating that treaty was a matter sufficiently grave 


| 
i 
f 


instead of the separate counsel of the Senate. 
Although not an act of hostility, it might be 
esteemed by the other Government as an act of 
discourtesy, or if not an act of discourtesy, the 
termination of the treaty might leave questions 
open that would thereafter involve the peaceable 
relations of the two countries; and the President 
might very well, in his discretion, consult both 
Houses of Congress, or either of them. I am 
rather disposed to think, although I express no i 
opinion on it, that the President might, under the | 
terms of the treaty with Denmark, without con- | 
sulting either House, give the notice required, | 
and his act would be perfectly valid. 

T only mean to say that I feel a very strong 
assurance that it is not necessary that we should ' 
take any steps whatever to perfect what the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts thinks is imperfect in 
the form of the notice; but whether that be so or | 
not, I shall ask the Senate to strike out the latter | 
part of the resolution. | 

Mr. SEWARD. L[hope that will be done. | 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MASON. If the resolution be adopted, 
modified as I propose, all that ortion will be 
stricken out which commences with ‘‘ and espe- | 
cially to consider,” &c. 

Mr. SUMNER. I accept that amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. STUART 
in the chair.) That modification will be made 


Mr. MASON. With the resolution thus mod- | 
ified, if the Senate shall think the inquiry is one 


| 
| 
l 
| 
i 
| 
that ought to be made, I shall have no objection | 


am very desirous that this question shall go to 
the Committee on Foreign. Relations, where: jt 
may have a more deliberate consideration than 
we are able to give it now. : Ia 

lt is a great question, and it occurs. at a forta- 
nate time, and upon a fortunate occasion.. Of.all 
the treaties which we have, this with Denmark 
is one in regard to the termination of which there 
is a perfect unanimity, I believe, in. both Houses 
of Congress, and among the whole American 
people. It is a case, therefore, for considering 
the precedent which is to be set forall future 
time, and for considering it dispassidnately , care- 
fully, and harmoniously. I will barely state, in 
support of the view of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, the impressions which I 
entertain. The argument, practically, will be the 
same, but presented in a form somewhat different, 
perhaps, from that which he has adopted. 

Power is reserved under this treaty, by the 
United States, as a party to it, to terminate it, to 
discontinue it, to make it cease, practically to ab- 
rogate it, so that it shall no longer be a treaty, 
and so shall no longer be the supreme law of the 
land. ‘he President of the United States, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, has given 
the notice provided for by the treaty for discon- 
tinuing and abrogating it. Two branches of the 
Government have thus concurred in the act of 
giving this notice. Those two branches of the 
Government have assumed to act for the United 
States. . Lo 

Now, will any person show me the authority 
of the Senate of the United States for going into 
this transaction, and codperating, or combini 
with, or authorizing the President of the United 
States to perform this act? The Constitution of 
the United States assigns the powers of the Senate, 
and defines them with careful limitations. So far 
as regards the conduct of our relations with for- 
eign Governments, it simply authorizes the Senate 
to advise and consent to the ratification ofa treaty. 
It nowhere authorizes the Senate to discontinue a 
treaty, to repeal a treaty, to alter a treaty, or to 
abrogate a treaty. When the Senate agreed to 
the making of the treaty with Denmark, all its 

ower over the subject was exhausted and gone. 

submit to the Senate, that when the treaty was 
made, it was complete and perfect at the time 
when it was ratified, or it was not. It certainly 
was not animperfect treaty—an incomplete trans- 
action or act. The transaction was complete, fin- 
ished, and perfect when it received the assent of 
the Senate and was ratified by the President of 
the United States. It was then complete; the 
Senate could not afterwards go back and recon- 
sider it, because the act of reconsideration would 
not be the making of a new treaty—would not be 
a negotiation. Denmark was no party to this 
new act or new transaction. So the Scnate was 
not acting as in the way of making a treaty when 
it advised the President to give the notice. The 
Senate, then, as it seems to me, had no authority 
whatever to be concerned with the President in 
the transaction of giving the notice. 

Now, therefore, if the act of abrogation is com- 
plete and effectual, it is effectual because it was, 


| adopted by the President of the United States, and , 


done under the executive authority, and is not one 
whit the more authoritative because the Senate of 
the United States has assumed to give him power 
to doit. Of course, the act on the part of the 
Senate was not considered. It was passed, as 
thousands of other things are passed, unnoticed 
and unquestioned. The honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts owes us, perhaps, some explana- 
tion for having failed to give us notice at the time 
of the error which we were committing.” At all 
events, if a fault rests with the Senate, a consid- 
erable share of it must fall on the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, from which I presume 
he will not shrink.. ; 

I think I have shown that the Senate had no 
power to act in this transaction, so as to give the 
President authority. We have not been shown 
what part of the Constitution it is which author- 


vote against the resolution. 


of that character violates the contract, or under- |) i 
g f Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the argument ; 


takes to cancel it without the assent of the other i 
party, itis an act of hostility; it is esteemed by | 
all the publicists as a cause of war. But if a | 
treaty in its terms provides that, at any time, it | 
shall be competent to cither party, on notice, to | 
let the treaty expire because of the notice, 1t 1s | 
anything in the world but the abrogation or, 
repeal of the treaty; it is the treaty expiring by 


izes the President to determine or discontinue a 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts || treaty, or te suspend or abrdgate the supreme 
[Mr. Sumner] is very clear and very direct, and | law of the land in any case. It is the business 
certainly invests with an appearance of great || of the President of the United States only te exe- 
plausibility the position which he has assumed | cute a treaty, to see that it is performed and 
by his resolution. I do not say that my mind |} fulfilled so far as the administration of the Gov- 
is convinced, but it is prepossessed by the argu- il ernment is concerned; and further, in regard to 


ment which he has made; and therefore I, for one, i| the “laws of the land,” his province is limited 
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ay where in the Constitution a power or author- 
ity given to ‘the President of the United States 
to, suspend, to. do away with, to discontinue, to 
terminate, to destroy, or even to impair, éither a 
treaty ora law of the land. The President is’ 
ecutive officer, and he čan do no act 
ss,expressly authorized by the Constitution. 
n do no act for the United States, the party 
e second part to this treaty, except by author- 
ongress of the United States. 


éverywhere the principle of a republican Govern- 
M I presume it is admitted to be'the'principle 
of all constitutional forms of Government, that 
the executive officer, be he king, emperor, ‘or pres- 
ident, can only act for the nation by authority of 
the Legislature of the nation. Ido not say that 
in, Great Britain it is necessary for the ‘king ‘to 
take tlie ‘advice of Parliament for suspending ‘or 
abrogating a treaty; but if itis not, it is because 
the constitution of Great Britain is understood to 
give to the Executive the authority, and the con- 
stitution consists only of laws which have received 
already the sanction of the Parliament of Great 
Britain. © E RE 
«dt Seems to me therefore, without committing 
myself in full to the views which I have expressed, 
that there. is sufficient importance in this subject 
to require that it ‘should be referred to a commit- 
tee, and’should receive very careful consideration. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Irise principally to call 
the attention of the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to the language òf thie article of the 
treaty providing for its termination. I think he 
tnidepprehends ìt; and as the subject is to go be- 
fore the committee of which he is chairman, I 
desire to bring it to his attention. I think ‘on 
examination he will be satisfied that he placed a 
wrong construction ‘on it. The language of the 
article is this: _ 
¿4 The present convention shall be in force for ten years 
from. the date hereof, aud further. until the end of one year 
after either of the contractiig parties shalt have given notice 
to'the' other of its intention to terminate the same.” 

‘Now I understand the honorable Senator from 
Virginia to say that itis a treaty which terminates 
of its own force, and from the éffect of its own 
terms, at the erid of ten years, or Orie’ year after 
giving notice. In that I think he misapprehends 
the force of the provision. It is distinctly acon- 
tinuous treaty, with no time fixed for its termina- 
tion, with no limitation in any sense of the word 
‘on its duration.. It is to continue for ten ‘years, 
arid further forever, with a provisd;that one yéar’s 
notice may be ‘given for the términation of the 
same after the ten years. The only effect and the 
only’ intention ‘of mentioning the specific term of 
ten years was to provide, that until the expiration 
of the ten years the treaty should’ not be termin- 
ated at all, It was a binding ‘treaty, conclusive 
until the end of that time and could not be term- 
inated ‘or affected by either party during that 

eriod. 

‘Besides, it was not only to continue for the 
term of ten;years, but to continue further indéf- 
nitely, provided no notice ‘should be ‘given as is 
prescribed in the article under consideration, 
Therefore it is strictly a continuous treaty, with 
no time fixed for its termination, no limitation 
‘Upon its duration, and no ‘stipulation as to its 
end, with the single exception thatit should con- 
tinue for ten'years at all events, and during that 
time should not be subject to the control of cither 
FERA The President of the United States, in 
+s communication to us, seems to admit this idea, 
‘because he says that, by the provisions of the 
treaty, ‘either party might, after ten years, tèrm- 
‘inate the same at the expiration of one year from 
‘the date of notice for that purpose.” 

_ Mr. MASON. ‘Will the Senator allow me to 
‘Interrupt him? 7 g 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

„Mr. MASON. Ido not see wherein I misap- 
ipteherded the terms of the treaty in any degree. 
‘1 réad the clause; it speaks for itself. I said, 
“after reading ‘it, that ït contained a clause by 
“which, after ten years, it would expire by its own 
“limitation, on the ‘happening of a contingency 
_which was provided for. That contingency was 
giving the notice. 

_ Mr, FESSENDEN. 


*ator. 


Iso understood the Sen- 


eéution of them. T am unable to find 


‘done. 


‘afterwards, if that Government assents to a con- 


‘rogate any treaty, no matter what opinion may j 


Mr. MASON. I used the term “ continuous 
treaty” probably without looking into the exact 
meaning of the ‘phrase; but I intended to distin- 
guish this from a continuous treaty, by which 
term I meant a treaty containing no provision by 
which it ‘could be terminated, but one to be con- j 
tinued ‘in perpetuo., 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I understood the Senator 
to-attempt to avoid the effect of the reasoning of 
the honorable: Senator from Massachusetts, by 
drawing.a distinction from the terms of the treaty 
itself. He ‘said a time was fixed when it might 
be abrogated or put an end to; and that it was 
distinguished in that particular from other treaties 
where no such term was fixed. How does that 
distinguish it? It-distinguishes it in no degree, | 
unless a certain contingency arises; because the 
treaty was to continue for ten years, and further 
indefinitely, without any limitation of time. 

Then what is the contingency on which the 
treaty was to be terminated? The contingency 
is that either party may give notice. Then who 
are the parties to the treaty? As I understand 
the treaty it is between the Government of Den- 
mark on the one side, and the United States of 
America, through its Government, on the other 
side. The next question is what constitutes the 
Government of the United States for this pur- 
pose? Is it the President alone, orthe President 
and the Senate? No one will contend that the 
President is the Government, or that the Presi- 
dent and the Senate together make the Govern- 
ment, It is the President, the Senate,'‘and the 
House of Representatives; ahd they have only 
one mode of action, and that modeis by a law or 
a joint resolution, approved by the President, 
which has the force of law. ; 

Therefore, if this treaty when formed origin- 
ally was the law óf the land (as the Constitu- 
tion provided that it should be) the inevitable 
consequence follows that, being the law of the 
land, no action to terminate it or affect its pro- 
visions can in any way have effect unless it is the 
action of that ‘party’? which is provided for in 
the ‘treaty. When you have settled that the 
‘party’? to the treaty is the United States of 
America, through its Government, on the one 
side, then of course you must have the action of 
that Government by all its constituted authorities 
—not by a portion of them—in order'to do away 
with that treaty. 

The question before us is a very simple one. 
Tt strikes meas being within very narrow ‘limits, 
and‘dependent on two simple points. Is this a 
treaty which terminates by its own force at the 
end of ten years? If not, must not an act be done 
to terminate it? If'so, by whom is that act tobe 
done? If it is to be done by the Government of 
the United States, who constitutes the Govern- 
ment? We are to inquire whether notice has |} 
been ‘given by the Government of the United | 


States in any proper mode of ‘action. If it has 
been done, the notice has been given. If it has 


not been done, it remains to be given; and the 
inquiry of thc honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts, through his resolution, is simply whether 
the notice which has been given has any legal 
force or effect; in other words, whether ‘it has 
been given by the ‘party’? to the treaty. 

Mr. TOUCEY. think, Mr. President, the 
true construction of this part of the treaty de- |! 
pends on the subject-matter of it. If the act to 
be done is simply an act of the treaty-making 
power, it has been rightly done, If itis an act 
of the legislative power, it has not been rightly 
I agree fully with the. honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts in his position as to any act 
which is designed to abrogate a treaty, because 
the treaty-making power does not extend to the 
point of abrogating a treaty. It may, indeed, 
make a, treaty with another Government, and 


vention abrogating the former one, it is thereby | 
abrogated; but the treaty-making power of the | 
Federal Government cannot abrogate a treaty || 
without the assent of the foreign Government | 


‘with which that treaty was made; though with || 


'in the treaty. 
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vision; which is terminated by what is contained 
in the treaty itself If this treaty had been made 
with a proviso, that if notice should be given by- 
the King of Denmark at the énd of ten yeurs of 
his wish to terminate it at the expiration of six 
months from his signifying that wish, the tréaty 
would be terminated by the notice thüs piven. 
Why? “Not because he had power to abrogate 
the supreme law of the land in the United States, 
but because his act becomes incorporated in the 
treaty, and has: precisely the ‘same effect and óp- 
eration on it as ifit had existed and been specified 
If, instead ‘of ‘depending on ‘hig 
will, it had depended on ai‘act to take place with- 
out the will of any one, the treaty would term- 
inate on the occurrence of that act or that contin- 
gency without the will of any one eXxcépt ‘the 
original contracting parties. 

When a treaty is abrogated, as the French 
treaty was, by the legislative power, the act of 
abrogation assumes the responsibility of war. 
Unless the ground of abrogation is sufficient, it 
is good cause of war. The Legislature in this 
country declares war, and as a branch of that 
power it may undoubtedly abrogate a treaty, and 
take upon itself the responsibility, by abrogating 
the treaty, of bidding defiance to the foreign Gov- 
ernment, and saying, ‘* We will embark in a war 
if you choose, provided you insist that we'shall 
stand by the treaty.” 

This is not a‘case of that kind at all. If the 
United States had made a treaty with Denmark 
a year ago, when this notice was ‘given, by which 
the old treaty should be abrogated, and that new 
treaty had the consent of Denmark, and of the 
President and Senate of the United Statés, the old 
treaty would have been thereby abrogated by the 
parties. The effect of this provision is to dis- 
pense merely with the assent of Denmark. There 
is‘a Stipulation that the assent of the other party 
shall not be necessary to the términation of the 
treaty. If in ‘this case Denmark ‘had given the 
notice, it would not require an act of Congress, 
nor the assent of the Président and Senate, to 
terminate the treaty; but‘it would be terminated 
by the notice of Denmark, after the expiration of 
one year. How does it become terminated? ‘Does 
Denmark violate the treaty? Not at all. Can 
Denmark ‘terminate a treaty-with this country 
when we have performed it on-our part? Not at 
all. It is terminated because there is reserved in 
the treaty power to Denmark to terminate it 
‘without our assent. ‘So, ’‘on'the’othér hand, we 
have never given our assent ‘to this ‘treaty ‘as'a 
permanent one. The treaty-making power has 
given an assent for ten yeirs absolutely, and as 
much longer as we please, one ‘yearbeing allowed 
‘after giving notice for the expiration ofthe treaty. 
The treaty-making power ‘hay ‘given the notice, 
and that notice having been given, it'is*not necés- 
sary that Denitiark should ‘assent to'this‘newact 
of the treaty-making power of the United States. 
Nor is the treaty abrogated; but at the end of 
one year it is the notice connected with the ori- 
ginal treaty which terminates the assent which the 
President and the Scnate gave to it. 

Now, sir, when the ‘treaty used ‘the ‘language 
t parties,” it meant not Congress, not the judi- 


ciary, not the President, but it meant the United 


States acting by the contracting power. Who 
‘are the contractiiig agents tomake'treaties? Tho 
‘President and ‘Senate; and therefore, when the 
“will of those who control: that matter was incor- 
ees into the treaty in the language which has 

cen réad, it strikes’ my mind, though perhaps I 
“am wrong, that the assent of this Government to 
the treaty in question has never been given for 
any longer period than was thus expressed. 

The Senator from Massachusetts referred to the 
case of the Oregon treaty. IT do not entertain any 
“doubt that, if both branches of Congress and the 

President unite, you have the consent of the treaty- 
making power, and you have also the consent 
of the House of Representatives, and that obvi- 
ates the very question which is here raised. But 
in ‘this case— there being “no abrogation:of the 
treaty—-there being nothing but a withdrawal 


the assent of that foreign Government it can ab- | 


prevail at the other end of this Capitol. H 

Now, sir, this treaty with Demmark has not i 
been ‘abrogated by either party. It isa treaty |! 
which, if terminated, is terminated without any i 
abrogation; which is terminated by its own pro- |; 


upon a contingency of the consent which was 
‘given by the ‘President and Senate in pursuance 
of a power reserved in the treaty, I think the 
true construction of it is, that the notice may: be 
given by the treaty-making power, representing 
the United States in that capacity, and then of 
course the treaty is terminated. I cannot agree 
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to the construction which the honorable gentle- 
men on the other side contend for—namely, that 
the term ‘contracting party” ‘means, not the 
executive ‘party to ‘the treaty, representing the 
United States, but the legislative power—Con- 
‘gress: When ‘you-say the ‘United States,” 
whatdo you mean? You mean the United States 
in that capacity in which ‘you speak of it accord- 
ing to the organization of our Government. That 
capacity in this case is not the power to abrogate 
a treaty by an act of the legislative, but itis the 
treaty-making, power. - f He, Bains 

When the resolution under which the notice 
was given was before the Senate on a former oc- 
casion, though it passed without discussion, it 
‘struck me that the notice would be sufficient. I 
certainly think so still. In other words, the act 
done by the President and Senate, the will ex- 
pressed by them that the consent to the treaty 
should continue no longer than one year after the 
notice being given, became incorporated in the 
treaty just as much as the adjudication of a ref- 
eree would be; and, ipso facto, by the operation 
of the treaty. itself, it is terminated: itis not ab- 
rogated, but terminates in itself and of itself. 

. Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, a treaty, 
when ratified, has two distinct characters attached 
to it. In relation to the foreign country, it is a 
contract. In relation to our own people, it-is a 
law. I apprehend that, in order to terminate a 
“treaty, it must be terminated in both characters. 
I do not speak now of a mutual arrangement for 
the termination of a treaty by.a new treaty be- 
tween this:and another country, for that is another 
matter, and is altogether out of this case: 

- Now, sir, itis undoubtedly true that the Senate, 
the House of Representatives, and- the President 
‘together, have the ‘power to ‘abrogate a treaty. 
‘They have power to disregard their plighted 
‘faith, if they please. They may make for it 
Whatever excuses they think proper, but the 
naked power, I take it, exists. Tts like the case 
-of an individual who has the power to abrogate 
his contract if he pleases, but he must take-the 
“consequences of breaking it. He may think 
those consequences of less importance than a 
‘fulfillment of the contract, and of course he is to 
be the judge. of that, so far as his own action is 
concerned. When a-treaty is abrogated entirely, 
it is repealed as a law by the act of the two 
Pousos of Congress and the corisent of the Pres- 
ident. = . 

The Senator from Massachusetts has referred 
to the act of Congress, passed in 1798, abrogating 
‘the treaties with France of 1778 and 1793. The 
treaty of 1778 was the great and leading one 
which it was the object of that act to reach. ‘The 
treaty of 1793 wasa mere consular convention. 
During the revolutionary war, in the year 1778, 
we entered into an alliance, offensive and défens- 
ive, with France; and among other things, we 
agreed to guaranty to her forever the possession 
of her West India colonies, and to grant her 
certain priviléges in our harbors in reference to 
the fitting out of ships. That treaty, togéther 
with the consular treaty of. 1793, became matters 
of difficulty after the commencement of the French 
Revolution. Attempts were made to fit out 
‘French: privateers in our ports; and:the British 
were at the same time threatening the West India 
‘possessions of France. In this situation of things, 
the ciigagements of- those treaties trenched so 
much on our neutral rights as to induce this 
Government - deliberately, by a law passed by 
Congress, and approved by the President, toabro- 
gate and repéal those treaties entirely. 

It is true, the preamble to that act gives some 
reason ‘for the repeal; but no matter what the 
‘reason may be, the abrogation was a breach of 
the treaty; and this circumstance is one of the 
great elements of difficulty ‘in régard to the pay- 
ment of spoliations committed by France on 
our commerce before the year 1800. It has beén 
considered that our repeal or abrogation of the 
treaty was the consideration for abandoning all 
claim on France for'spoliations committed by her 
“prior to the year 1800. It is considered that the 
obligation to’ pay those claims against the French 
Government was assumed by us in conséquence 
of a having abrogated the treaties of 1778 and 
„Now, sir, a treaty having the double capacity 
of whith Ihave spoken—containing the two ès- 
‘séntial ‘qualifications of beifig a compact with a 


foreign nation, and a law for our own people—the 
question is how can it be ended? Certainly it 
cannot be-ended in the one respect ànd not in the 
other. I believe the old precept was that you 
should have the same law for the foreigner within 


; your gates as for your own péople. Surely, sir, 


in régard to our foreign intercourse we must have 
the same law binding on our own people which 
is binding on the nation with whom we make. the 
contract. A treaty must have both the essential 
qualities of which I have spoken, in order to be 


| a treaty with binding force. 


If we make a treaty reserving in its provision 
aright to put an end to it, what is the effect of 
that reservation? The purpose for which it is 
put in is, that if, after experiment and full trial, 
we find that it is not to our interest to continue 
its provisions longer, we may put an end: to it 
without its termination being a matter of offense 
to the other party. That is the whole effect of 
such a provision. When we abrogate, as we un- 
doubtedly have the power to do, a treaty con- 
taining in it no such provision, it becomes not 
only a matter of claim for damages on the part 
of the other nation, but even cause of war; and at 
the very time of abrogation war may be in the 
contemplation of the parties. We may abrogate 
it because we prefer war to maintaining longer 
the provisions of the treaty. It is for the pur- 
pose of getting rid of such a claim for damages, 
or to avoid giving ground for war, that the pro- 
vision has been put into some treaties that, after 
a certain time on trial, we may terminate its 
provisions without that termination being a 
matter of offense to the other side. That is the 
whole effect of the provision of this treaty which 
has been commented on. . When I speak of put- 
ting an end to a treaty, I mean, of course, the 
putting an end to it in-both the characters belong- 
ing to every treaty. I think it must be put an 
end to by the power which makes and unmakes 
law, because it is a law. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to put @ question to 
the Senator, If 1 understand him correctly, he 
contends that it is not competent for the Pres. 
ident and the Senate to give notice to terminate 
this treaty, because that would be equivalent to 
a repeal of the treaty; which he likens to the case 
of, the répeal of a law, because the Constitution 
declares a treaty tobealaw. Thatis the reason, 
as I understand him, why he contends that the 
law-making power is réquired to give the notice. 
Now, I ask the Senator whether it is not com- 
petent for the President and Senate to make a 
treaty. with Denmark which would effectually 
abrogate every provision of this treaty by a new 
one? 

Mr. COLLAMER. That would be by the 
consent of the two nations. 

Mr. MASON. My question is, whether the 
President and Senate could not make a new treaty 
with Denmark, which would abrogate all the 
provisions of this treaty, and which would re- 
peal the law, to use, the Senator’s analogy? I 
think it cannot be done if the Senator is right in 
his illustration. 

. Mr.COLLAMER. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator had paid attention to my remarks, he would 
‘have found an answer to his question. 

Mr. MASON., I was listening to the Senator 
with gréat interest and attention. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. | I say that the power to 
end'a treaty by the mutual consent of the two 
parties is a matter which is not involved in the 
question before us. That is a matter of new 
‘contract, and the proper functionaries of this 
Government for the formation of such a contract 


| are pointed out by theConstitution. ‘Those func- 


tionaries are the President and two thirds of the 
Senate. They may make a treaty, and when 
they have made it they may unmake it by the 
creation of a new treaty to take its place; but 
that requires the united action of the two nations. 
The functionaries for the performance of that act 
on our side’are pojnted out by the Constitution. 
This, however, is not a case which involves that 
consideration. . . 

_I have been remarking on the nature of a treaty 
when it has been régularly formed and ratified by 
this Government., I said that it had two charac- 
ters. I said that thé provision allowing an end 
to be ‘put to it by notice, without offense to the 
other side, is only put in, if I may use the ex- 


“pression, ex chundanti cautule, so as to avoid ary. 


| gress of the United States will put, an end to the 


offense to the other sides but that does not“at all 
absolve us from the proper manner of putting Bn 
end to it. : 


That is ‘another thing. 


it by notice, the President and the Senate are tho 
parties to give that notice, inasmuch as the: 

the treaty. That I deny., It is altogether a 
sequitur,. Itisreally begging the question, Th 
is the very question which we have before us. 
Where did we get such a power?, How do 
deduce it? Do we deduce it from the treaty, or 
from any constitutional power of the Govern- 
ment? Because I invest a man with power to 
make a contract for me, and in that contract au- 
thorize the insertion of a provision that I may put 
an end to it, or that the other party may put an 
end to it, have I therefore invested that agent. with 
power to put an end to it? Certainly not. That 
does not follow from the power to make the con- 
tract, however plenary that may be.. Though the 
contract may contain a provision for putting an 
end to it without offense, the insertion of such a 
provision does not invest my agent with power to 
put an end to it. That is the point on which the 
Senator from Connecticut and myself differ. 
is the very point before us, I dó not see w 
the source of that power is derived. I cannot 
find it anywhere. It does not follow. from the 
insertion of a provision that the treaty, may be 
ended.on notice., The contract, does not-provide 


that the President and Senate should have. that 
power. I very much doubt whether it Id'so 


rovide. Without touching that point, however, 
say no such power is to be found in the treaty, 
Where, then, can this power be derived ? Cer- 
tainly but two modes of accomplishing the object 
are. known to our Constitution... One is to make 


a new treaty which shall supersede the old’ one. 
The other is to abrogate the old treaty by the 
law-making power of the land. =|. S. 

I will here say, that I do ‘not consider that 


there has been any great, mistake commi 
this matter in the action of the Senate, [had not 
the honor ofa seat in this body at the time of the ~ 
i 2 Le LA oe À oa RN alge ht 

passage of the résolution directing the President 
to give this notice; but it seems to me that the 
President of the United States might at any time, 
especially with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, tell any nation, ** T-give you notice now 
that we mean to put an end to the treaty we made.” 

I think he might do this, although the tréaty con- 
tained no provision for giving the notice. B 

do not say that giving such a hoti ‘ould: i 
an end tothe treaty. Thatisan entirely diferent 
question. I say he can’ give such a notice; ‘and 
he may, from his knowledge of the f lic opinion 
_of the country, be perfectly satisfied that the Con- 


treaty at a future day, when he chooses to app: 
thèm of it; but because he does it he does not 
thereby put an end to the treaty, 2. 
.. Mr. MASON. ‘Will'the Senator allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Certainly.. f 

Mr. MASON. If this subject is referred to 
the. Committee on Foreign Relations, I shall cer- 
tainly have profited very much by the discussion 
which has taken place. I wish'to pūta question 
to the Senator: Suppose the treaty contained “a 
provision (as it might very well have done) that 
either party should have the liberty of terminating 
the tenth and eleventh sections; would ‘it: then 
require the law-making’ power to terminate those 
two sections and. leave the. rest- unimpaired? >It 
strikes me that, according to his interpretation, if 
you terminate two sections.of the treaty, leaving 
the rest unimpaired, you thereby require the taw- 
making powertodo thats — r 

Mr. COLLAMER. It did not requiré the Sen- 
ator’s precautionary notice of the consequences 
that are to follow my answer, in order to enable 
meto make thatanswer. I consider the power to 
abrogate a pert as resting on the'sime ground äs 
the’power to abrogate the whole. 
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2. Mr: MASON. Could it not be done by a new 
treaty? 

Mr. COLLAMER. We could make a new. 
treaty, hy common consent of the two nations; 
but we are not talking of that. That proposition 
is not before us. The consent or action of Den- 
markis out of the case, and we need not be bring- 
ing ùp that in order to.trouble our minds on this 
question. There is not any element of that kind 
in, the proposition before us. The treaty-making 

ower is notinvolved. The treaty is proposed to 

fe abrogated without the consent of Denmark, 
and without making a new treaty. 
. The question is, where is the power to do this? 
1 insist that the treaty does not provide for it; 
anid therefore it falls within the general case of 
the abrogation of any treaty, and it must be done 
by the law-making power. I think I have shown 
that the provision of the treaty providing that it 
may be terminated on notice has no effect on this 
point. That merely amounts to a provision that 
‘the treaty may be abrogated by us without offense 
to the other side; but that does not touch my 
‘argument. 

According to the terms of the clause which has 
been read, it is provided that the treaty may be 
terminated at the end of a year after notice being 
given and therefore, it may be said, that by the 
very terms of the treaty it will be ended at the 
expiration ofa year from the notice which has 
béen given. We should remember that now we 
are talking amongst ourselves, and that we are 
not looking to the action of Denmark. When 
gentlemen bring up the argument to which I have 
just alluded, they are coming back to the question, 
who shall give the notice? So far from that con- 
stituting any reason why the Senate and the 
President should give notice, I think it the very 
reason why they cannot do it; because, if the act 
when done is to operate so as to abrogate the 
treaty—both as a contract with a foreign nation 
and as a law for our own people, as provided in 

‘this treaty—it is clear that the law-making power 
alone can do that act. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I do not rise to 
argue this question. Iam generally in favor of 
the reference of all resolutions of inquiry to com- 
mittees, because I go for the largest latitude in 
such matters; but I am o posed to this resolution, 
and I shall vote against it, and I desire briefly to 
state the reason. f 

T do not desire any committee to inquire for me 
what is the construction of the Constitution of the 
United States. After all, itis a mere question as 
to the construction of the Constitution. I mean, 
so far as respects my action, to determine that 
point for myself. 

`- The question has been correctly stated to be as 
to who are the parties to the instrument. The 
parties are the United States on the one side, and 
the proper authorities of Denmark, whoever they 
may be, on the other. [tis none of our business 
whether their authorities are a_king or a legisla- 
tive council; that is a matter with which we have 
nothing todo. The treaty is between the author- 
ities of Denmark and the United States. The 
United States, in their Federal capacity, have 
said, asa party to the original compact, on the 
occurrence of a certain event, this treaty shall be 
void. Now, allow me to say to the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Couzamer,] that 
the distinction which he draws is, according to 
my view, without foundation. If a notice under 
the treaty is valid the treaty is void, and there is 
an end of it——— 

Mr. COLLAMER, Will the Senator allow 
me: 

- Mr. CASS. Tunderstood the gentleman per- 
fectly, and I do not think there is any necessity 
for an interruption. He draws a distinction. He 
says in the first place the treaty operates here on 
our people, and nextabroad; but he maintains that 
in order to terminate it here there must be a law 
passed by Congress. I say that the termination 
of the treaty requires no law; the simple point is 
whether the treaty is terminated under its own 
provisions, If so, it requires no law, but its term- 
ination is equally obligatory upon our own peo- 
ple, as on the foreign country. i 

-The honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] has said that this notice devolves on 
Congress—on the Government of the United 
States, In testing questions like this the term, 
‘* Government of the United States,” is one of an 


exceeding loose description; you will not find it 
in. the Constitution. The Government of the 
United States is divided into various departments. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My language may have 
been alittle inaccurate; but what I meant was that 
there were two parties to the treaty; one was 
Denmark, and the other the United States of 
America. The United States of America acts 
only through its Government, and the question 
is what constitutes the Government? 

Mr. CASS. Thatis precisely what Iam speak- | 
ing of. The question is, who isthe Government; 
who is the party, or rather, what department of | 
the Federal authority. is charged by the people 
with the right of giving this notice? So far as | 
respects foreign Governments, the President and | 
the Senate are the Government in the making of 
treaties. So far as regards the recognition of for- j 
eign embassadors, the President is the Govern- 
ment; that is to say, he is vested with all the 
powers of the people of the United States on that 
subject. Congress constitutes the Government | 
with respect to the power of legislation. They | 
are the Government in the passage of laws. 

Then, after all these distinctions,we must come 
back to the plain fact and inquire which depart- 
ment of the Government has the power under this 
convention to give the nétice required. That is 
the whole matter. It does not devolve on Con- 
gress, because Congress is the legislative power, 
any more than it does on the President because 
he has the power of recognizing foreign ministers. 
It does not devolve on Congress by virtue of their 
being the law-making power. A treaty is nota 
law, in the strict construction of the term. At 
any rate, itis not a law deriving its force from the 
legislative power. I grant, it has the effect of a 
law, under our Constitution; but it derives its 
force from the act of the President and Senate. 
My view is—I shall simply state it without argu- 
ing it—that the same power, in our intercourse 
with foreign nations, which has a right to make 
a treaty, has aright to annex any conditions it 
pleases as to the termination of that treaty, by 
giving notice; and in the contingency provided 
for by the treaty, the notice may be given. There 
are many laws on the statute-book by which the 
President is authorized to do certain things, on 
the occurrence of a given event. There are many 
laws saying, that if the President ascertains that 
foreign duties are so and so, our duties shall be 
no more than a certain rate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There isan express pro- | 
vision as to who is to give notice in such cases. 

Mr. CASS. I am merely meeting the argu- 
ment, that in this case there must bea law. The 
treaty being a contract, that portion of it which 
provided that notice should be given is binding, 
and those having the power to give it are indicated 
by the treaty. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I wish, if possible, to bring 
this question to atest. If this treaty is termin- 
ated, is it terminated by law or by the contract 
between the two Governments? Now, I -under- 
take to say, that it is an indisputable proposition 
that, when the notice is given, (no matter who 
gives it,) the treaty is terminated by the contract 
between the two Governments—the assent of 
Denmark on the one side, and the assent of the 
United States on the other. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him whether the single point 
here is not what constitutes notice under the 
treaty? 

Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly it is; and that is 
the point to which I am coming, and I am reach- 
ing it by considering that which inevitably leads 
to it. J ask, how is the treaty terminated? By 
the legislative power of this Government or 
the legislative power of Denmark? No, it is 
terminated by contract—that is, by treaty. If it 
is terminated by treaty the question is, who makes 
the treaty in its complete state? If it is termin- 
ated by law, we know what is the law-making 
power in this Government. If it is terminated 
by treaty, it is another body in this Government 
that makes the contract. It seems to me that it 
is impossible to escape from this view. 

I will suppose that notice had been given by 
all branches of this Government, if you please, 
executive, legislative, and judicial, so that there 
could be no question about it. Then the inquiry 
is, how was the treaty terminated? I say it 


i would be terminated by the consent of this Gov- 


ernment and the Government of Denmark, and 
that consent is in the form of a treaty, and that 
treaty must be made by the treaty-making power 
of this Government. Itis a question now Whether 
you shall go back to the state of things which 
existed. before this treaty was made? It is simply 
a treaty-making question. It involves only a 
treaty-making question. It invokes on the part 
of this Government only the exercise of that dis- 
cretion which makes a treaty or a contract with 
another Government; and, therefore, when it 
says ‘‘ the United States,” it has reference to the 
United States in that capacity where the power 
is vested to make and unmake contracts. 

it seems to me, upon reflection, (and the more 
I think of it the more I am convinced,) that it 
would be as absurd to attempt to terminate the 
treaty by law (when it would not be the law that 
terminated it, because it does not require a law, 
but is terminated by notice given under the treat ) 
as it would be to say that the notice must be 
given by the judiciary because the judiciary rep- 
resents the Government in one respect. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am sorry to interrupt 
the Senator, but I must say that nobody contends 
that the treaty would be terminated by merely 
passing a law to that effect. That is not con- 
tended. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It is simply contended 
that a law is necessary to authorize the notice— 
not that the law has that effect. 

Mr. TOUCEY. The law does not authorize 
the notice. It is the treaty which provides for 
the notice. It is embodied in the treaty, and in 
pursuance of that treaty, made with the consent 
of Denmark, you give the notice. When the 
notice is given, it comes back to the question, 
what is the character of that act? I say it is 
contrary to the genius of this Government that 
we should go into the House of Representatives, 
and debate not a question of war or peace, but a 
mere question of treaty relations between this 
country and another. eare called on, then, to 
go into another branch of the Government that 
has nothing to do with it, and debate the propri- 
ety of a new arrangement of the treaty relations 
of the United States. I say it belongs to the 
Government, and because it is not a legislative 
act, but is an/act which is a part of the contract— 
that is, of the treaty between the two Govern- 
ments—the treaty-making power must act upon 
it, and act exclusively. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I sup- 
pose the gentleman from Connecticut will admit 
that the termination of this treaty must be a con- 
sequence of the notice given. The treaty, though 
it authorizes a notice, and by its express stipula- 
tions provides that it shall be terminated within 
a certain period after notice being given, leaves it 
all dependent on the act of notice. It is that 
which terminates it. Now, I would ask the gen- 
tleman if, in his judgment, a President of the 
United States, under such a treaty as this, of his 
own volition, cduld terminate it by notice, law- 
fully and consistently with the Constitution of 
this country? 

Mr, TOUCEY. Not without the consent of 
the Senate. I think the treaty-making power 
could give the consent. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The President, then, 
could not do it. Well, sir, as the act of notice is 
the fatal act which is to put anend to the treaty— 
the efficacious act which is’ to accomplish the 
purpose and annul that which was before a law 
of the land—can the Senate and the President of 
the United States do it? If so, where in the Con- 
stitution does the gentleman find any such dis- 
cretionary power conferred on the President, or 
on the President and the Senate? 

I take it as an undeniable general proposition, 
that all the political powers which are delegated 
to the Government of the United States are to be 
exercised by the whole political organization of 
the Government,—the Congress of the United 
States and the President of the United States. 
The treaty-making power is essentially a politi- 
cal power in the Government. The termination 
of treaties is a political power. It excludes alto- 
gether the idea suggested that you might bring 
the judiciary into the question.” Not atal. It 
is a political power conferred on the political 
department of the Government, and upon all 
branches of it, unless some one is particularly 
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designated to exercise a special power. Now, 
where is there any such special designation? 

Mr. WELLER. The House of Representa- 
tives has no part in the treaty-making power. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Because the House is 
expressly precluded from it. Sir, where is the 
power in the Constitution to abrogate treaties? 

he Senator from Connecticut admits that the 
President cannot abrogate a treaty, but contends 
that the President, with the concurrence of the 
Senate, may do it. 

Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I so understood the 
Senator. Am I not right? 

Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir; I say it cannot be 
done unless by making a new treaty. 

Mr. CRITTEN DEN. The gentleman will 
throw that constantly into the argument which 
is outside of it. I am talking of the position 
that the President may abrogate a treaty by his 
own authority or with the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. I know you may make as many treaties as 
you please; but I am inquiring as to the power 
simply and nakedly to abrogate a treaty. Could 
the President and the Senate, by their act, abro- 
gate a treaty which contained no provision for 
giving notice? I will ask the gentleman that 
question. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Certainly not; it must be 
done by law. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Very well, sir; if they 
cannot do it without such a provision as this, 
where does the gentleman derive the power to do 
itunder such a provision as this? It is as much 
a part of the treaty-making power in the one case 
as in the other. The gentleman appeals to the 
treaty-making power. In this case the treaty 
contains a provision for notice. But if the right 
to abrogate exists because it pertains to the treaty- 
making power—if the right to abrogate it is to be 
considered as incidental to the power to make a 
treaty—-why not, on the same authority, abro- 
gate a treaty where no notice, where no means 
of abrogation, are provided for? No human 
understanding can give any reason—no man can 
assign a reason for that. If it is in the authority 
of the President and Senate to do it, resulting 
from their treaty-making power, they can do it 
as well without such a provision in the treaty 
with Denmark as with it. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him, does he consider that there is no differ- 
ence between an act of the Government by law 
declaring a treaty void, and giving a notice by 
which the treaty declares itself void? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There isa great differ- 
ence inthe acts. They are intrinsically different; 
but still I am inquiring from what source the 
gentlemen derive the power to do either? 

Mr. MASON. From the treaty. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. A power togive notice 
is conferred by the treaty or reserved in the 
treaty. lask to whom is that power reserved? 

Mr. MASON. Those who made the treaty. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Those who made the 
treaty! We all know—it requires no argument 
to prove—that those who make a contract may 
abrogate it. Thatisa part of the power of making 
a contract. That is not the question here. The 
quesnon is, what can one of the parties lawfully 

oin the abrogation of the treaty, against the 
consent of the other, or who are competent to 
exercise that power? The gentlemen admit that 
the President has not the power, although the 
President is the chief executive magistrate of the 
country under the Constitution, The Scnate can- 
not do it; but it is said, if you add to his power 
the advice of the Senate, he may do it. Do what? 
Abrogate the treaty? Can heexercise that power, 
Task gentlemen once more, when there is no pro- 
vision for notice as in this case ? 

Mr. TOUCEY. I will answer the gentleman. 
He cannot, in my judgment, unless by making a 
new treaty. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. He cannot because 
there is no new treaty! A new treaty is out of 
the question. Let us not talk about what does 
not exist. We are seeking to abrogate it with- 
out a new treaty; and the question is, where is 
the power to do it? The treaty reserves the 
power to either of the parties. What parties? 
Gentlemen say the President. Is he a party? 
No. Are the President and Senate a party? Not 
according to the terms of the treaty. No treaty 


is måde in the name of the President, or of the 
President and Senate, butin the name of the Uni- 
ted States; and no power whatever is given by 
the Constitution to the President or to the Senate 
over the matter. We ought to deal very lightly 
with the President, to be sure, on a subject of 
this sort, when the Senate itself has advised him 
to do the act which he has done. We are now 
considering the proper power by which it is to 
be done. Whether notice shall be given or not, 
isa high political question. In this case it in- 
volves very little, but it might involve the deep- 
est public interests. Who shall decide, then, such 
a question as that? It is a question of the high- 
est discretion—not an ordinary executive duty, 
not a mere senatorial duty. It is a high duty, a 
high power, a very high and interesting question 
it may be? To whom does it refer itself, then? 
It affects the interests of the whole United States; 
no special provision is made in the Constitution; 
the power is reserved to the United States; who, 
then, can assume to exercise it? I agree entirely 
with the gentlemen who have preceded me, that 
neither the President of the United States, nor 
the Senate, nor both jointly, can give this notice, 
consistently with the principles and constitutional 

rovisions of our own Government. How far 

enmark can question the regularity or legality 
of the notice, is another question, into which I do 
not enter; but we have proceeded hastily in this 
matter. Ihave no doubt of it. My honorable 
friend from Virginia shakes his head. I think 
so; and I think I can account for it. It isa very 
small thing. 

Mr. MASON. I only mean to say that I 
offered the notice on due consideration, and after 
a great deal of consultation with those whom I 
thought were competent to advise; and we thought 
Ve had the power. It was not done inconsider- 
ately. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did not know that 
the gentleman had considered it. I had hoped 
not; but he must have considered it very briefly 
and wey imperfectly, without reference to prece- 
dent. {fhe had referred to precedents, he might 
have found a case where a President of the United 
States—one placed in the executive department 
by the Senator’s consent—President Polk—pur- 
sued a different course. Precedents are some- 
thing. In that case, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has shown, he thought Congress should 
authorize giving notice to England—not the Sen- 
ate, but Congress; and in acting under that recom- 
mendation Congress did give the notice. That 
is a precedent worthy of some consideration. I 
doubt whether the gentleman adverted to that pre- 
cedent. 

Mr. MASON. Indeed the Senator is mis- 
taken. We did advert to it, and considered it 
very maturely, and we were satisfied that both 
Houses were invoked on that occasion only be- 
cause it was considered safer, as difficulties might 
arise between the two nations, to have the appro- 
bation of both Houses, instead of one; but it was 
not considered as a precedent at all. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I had supposed it was 
because this was a very little matter, because it 
was very small game which was being pursued, 
that gentlemen had considered it proportionate to 
the amount of interest in question, but without 
much regard to any great principle. It seems to 
me, that now they are brought to think whether 
they were not wrong in their consideration. 

Sir, my friend from Virginia is one of the gen- 
tlemen who frequently indoctrinates us on the 
subject of the strict construction of the Constitu- 
tion. That is his school. Now let him point to 
the treaty; he cannot find this power in the treaty. 
It does not stipulate that the President shall give 
notice. He takes it up as a political power derived 
from the Constitution. Now, where does the 
Constitution confer that power? . 

Mr. MASON. Where does the Constitution 
give the power to Congress? 

Mr. TOUCEY. “Al legislative power” does 
not embrace it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. “ Alllegislative power”? 
belongs to the Congress of the United States, and 
all powers granted by the Constitution, great and 
small, are exercised by or under the direction of 
Congress and the President of the United States, 
unless special instructions are given to the con- 
trary. leg that down as a general proposition. 


| Particular powers are given to particular Depart- 


ments of the Government. All that are not so 
specifically delegated, are delezated to the whole 
Government—the President, Senate, and House. 
of Representatives. We do not find any special 
delegation of authority in cases like this.  Ifit 
belongs to the legislative departmenit,.as Tsay it 
does—or rather as it seems tome to do, for T 
ought not to speak too confidently where there is 
such a difference of opinion—if it is to be accom~ 
plished by legislation, it belongs to Congress. `; 

If the President had a right to do this act.in 
conjunction with the Senate, why could he not do. 
it himself? There is no provision in the Constitu- 
tion that he is to consult the Senate in the abro- 
gation of treaties. He may do it or not. He is 
in fact abrogating this treaty. The power which 
he exercised in giving the notice is no more and 
no less than if he had chosen to abrogate a treaty, 
which contained no such provision as that for. 
terminating by notice. In the one case he does 
it directly, and in the other indirectly; but his 
power is equally exercised in each case. The 
consequence is the same—the abrogation of a 
treaty—if any legitimate consequence follows 
from it. : 

I said, however, that the subject in relation to 
which this controversy arose was a very small 
matter. I wish it had remained a little while 
longer in the dormitories of the executive de~ 
partment. What is the whole amount of Sound 
dues which we have paid? T think it is about 
$2,000 per annum. From whatI know upon the 
subject, and from what I have read, I believe 
that the claim of Denmark to those dues is not 
just; but why get up all this disturbance in the 
world, and make a question about that to which 
all other nations submit, and which therefore 
constitutes no point of honor with us? Is it on: 
account of the $2,000? I think we had better 
have gone on to pay it, and quietly negotiate 
upon it, and settle the matter the best way we 
could, and not make it a great, world-wide qués- 
tion of peace and of war. It looks as if we were 
seeking after trouble, and wished to signalize 
ourselves by hunting up minute rights and minute 

uarrels, about which negotiation costs more than 

the whole dues would be for many years. Is 
that the way in which we would perform our 
duties in private life, with a poor neighbor who 
almost implores us and pleads poverty? It is 
not the way that I think either the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia or myself would act. 
On such a question, to make a-great disturbance 
among nations seems to me to be altogether un- 
worthy of the great diplomatic labors through 
which we have endeavored to accomplish it. 

I would have been content, as an American 
citizen, to let the thing go on. I would not pay 
this money if exacted as a mere tribute and 
a blemish on our honor. Under such circum- 
stances, I would not pay a dollar—not, a cent 
| But by length of time, and by the acquiescence 
of allthe other nations of the world—proud and 
honorable nations—this claim of Denmark is 
founded on some plausibility of consideration; 
at least the consideration of the acquiescence of 
ages and the prescription of the usages of nations 
I think we might have gone on quietly, and I 
would not have allowed it to fester up intoa 
question of honor, to engender in our mindsa 
spirit of hostility and a determination to advocate 
and maintain a great principle—a principle only 
worth $2,000 per annum! 

Denmark is an humble Power, a small Power, 
a poor Power—one not claiming these dues in 
the spirit of arrogance, but pretending, at least, 
that she does something in return—that she sets 
lights on her coast and affords other little facilities 
for commerce, That is the basis on which she 
rests it—perhaps a more honorable basis than 
that on which the claim first made its appearance 

Sir, I did not intend to say so much. I ruse 
only to express the opinion, that this notice was 
not regular; and therefore it seems to me that the 
reference proposed by this resolution is exceed- 
ingly proper, not.merely for the purpose of in- 
vestigating constitutional principles, as my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Cass] says, but for the 
| purpose of supplying by legislation, if we can 
do so, any defect in the regularity and constitu- 
tionality of the power which has been exercised. 
I think something of that sort. will be necessary 
to put our merchants and our people on a solid 
eu safe footing in regard to this matter 
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Fto any Pox ‘I believe 
the Ameri¢an people. °° 7” : a 
“Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, it is 
just the sort ‘of answer ‘that might be expected 
from my ftiend froth Virgitia, who is anxious to 
Vindicate all that has been’ donè in this matter. 
Let me tell him, however, that his noble maxim 
and that of the Government, ‘Not’ a cert for 
tribute, but millions for defense,” docs ‘not apply 
to the case at all. Itis notdénianded’as a tribute. 
If it was) how came he, and ‘so many Sen tors 
y 


who preceded him, to submit to it?” : 
` Mr. MASON.’ We liave negotiated about it 
fox years.” een ae a NESE 

° Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

but paid it all the time. 

“Mt. MASON. ‘Certainly. 

CRITTENDEN.” You paid tribute all 
the time! No, sir, you did vot pay it ad tribute 
all thé time, ‘nox at any time: You woiild' Kave 
scoriied it at any time as tribute.’ It was nat 
demanded as tribute.” If the gentleman and my- 
self agree about the definitión of the Word * iib- 
ute,” he will agreé with me that it was’ rot paid 


that is the spirit of 


was, 


Negotiated for years, 


' Mr. MASON. 
a right. 
` Mr. CRITTENDEN. All that I said was, 
that it was rested upon a claim of right; and ‘viot 
upon a claim of tribute. I have no idea that the 
Senatdr shall place me in the attitude of one wilt- 
` ing to pay tribute to anybody here’ or elséwhere. 
No, sir, I pay no tribute; but I donot wish to go 
to law for a cent, much less would I’ go to war 
with my néighbor fora ¢ent, nor fill: the world 
with loud proclamations of my ¢levated’ pritici- 
ples—‘ Millions for defense, and nota cent for 
tribute.” I will dono such thing in my private 
intercourse, nor will I pursue any other princi- 
ples in my public intercourse here than I would 
in my private relations. I believe this claim, on 
the part of Denmark, is not well founded; but I 
think the means which we are adopting to get rid 
of it are vastly disproportioned to the end to be 
accomplished. I regret that we should have given 
the notice in the time and in the manner we did, 
on Such imperfect counsels as took place on the 
subject, without consulting the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or the people of the United States, 
whether this notice should be given. “I am sorry 
that wë should have been in such hot haste to 
get rid of this payment. ` These are my views. © 
Mr. STUART. Mr. President; I do notintend 
to say anything upon the subject ih respect to 
which this notice has beeii given. Ido notknow 
that I should have said anything upon the ques- 
tion now before the Senate at all, but for two facts: 
first, the remarks which have fallen from my dis- 
tinguished colleague, [Mr. Cass,] and in the next 
place, a very slight conversation which I had 
with the honorable Senator from Virginia at the 
timé when the Senate passed the original resolu- 
tion, of which, so far as I propose to do, I may 
speak with propriety. The Senator does not rè- 
imember it, and it is not strange that he does nöt. 
‘When the resolution was iñtroduced I asked this 
question, “Can we do it???” It was in’a moment 
of haste, and without much consideration. The 
Senator replied, ‘ Yes} provision is made for it in 


| the treaty.”” 


"|; I8 a Jaw in respect 'to the’ United’ States.” ‘It has 
= || been equally dearly stated’ that the power exists 


he e>? Such are the opinions of the hon- 
orable’ Senator” to-day. ‘The ‘impression that 
a. 


“the powers of’ thé 


iscussion''t6-day has 
` the Senate and the’ 


è Construction ofthe 
under it‘and under the 


with the foreign ‘Power with which it ig made; it 


on’ the ‘part of the United States to abrogate at its 
pleasure ‘any treaty, and takë ‘the éonsequenées; 
and the effect of a provision retaining the power 
to terminate it in this respect is to end it.’ Isub- 
mit‘ there is fio difference in the signification’ of 
thé word “terminate”? or * abrogate” in this con- 
néction. The effect of retaining the power to do 
itis that stated so clearly by the Senator; that is, 
you may do ‘it at your pleasure, giving no cause 
of complaint Whatever tothe contraéting party. 

‘Mr. Présidént, there is another’ considération 
connected With’ this subject.’ The péople of the 
United States may hotwish'to terminate the treaty, 
and then it becomes important to consider who 
possesses ‘the power. “I apprehend, that if the 
treaty under consideration before the Senate were 
6ne by which the Government of Denmark stipu- 
lated to” pay us’ $10,000,000 a year, the Senate 
wotild be much more ‘slow in coming to the con- 
clusion that this mode of terminating it was one 
which the pédple of the United’ States’ had con- 
ferred on us the power to do; and yet that ques- 
tion, as one of constitutional atithority, would be 
identical with thé question now beforé us. ‘1 use 
the illustration in ‘order to: show how the: con- 
sideration of a qiiestion of mere authority may 
be varied in consequence of the results to flow 
from it. sie See sa 

“Mr. President, the question is, who, under the 
treaty and under the Constitution of the United 
States, has power to give the notice? Who is the 
incdium through which and‘by which the notice 
is to be given? It was well’ intimated by the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, that it would 
have been perfectly competent in this treaty for 
Denmark to provide that the Queen of England 
should give the notice; and the treaty would be 
ended when the Queen of England gave the notice. 

‘Why, sir, we pass laws every day saying that, 
when a particular staté of things’ shall exist; the 
President ‘shall terminate the law; and he would 
havé no power tö terminate it without the law. 
So we confer the power on‘the head of a Depait- 
ment, or any other individual; but ‘it is‘in virtue 
of the law and the law aloné’ that he possesses the 
power.’ It'was competent for the treaty-making 

ower, under the Constitution of the United 

Stites, to have said that this treaty should remain 
in force ten years and thereafter until terminated 
by a notice given by either party, and if by the 
nited States of America given by the President 
of the United States. Then the treaty, in its legal 
effect, in its American effect, as a law, would 
have constituted the President the person to give 
the notice. So the treaty might have conferred 
it on the Governor of the State of New York, or 
any other individual; but has the treaty done it? 
The treaty has simply reserved to the United 
States the power. Where is the authority in the 
United States? Who can, for the United States, 
terminate the treaty ? The only doubt that struck 
my mind when the question was raised was this: 
the President being ‘the only person under our 
Government who can ‘speak toa foreigti Power 
without ‘any provision of law, had he not the 
power alone at his pleasure to say'so? But, sir, 
to the extent cldimed he has not. : 

I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate 
to the exact terms of the treaty, and to carry out 
an idea which I thought the Senator from Ver- 
ont had in his mind, but which he did not 
present to the Senate, or which I thought he did 
not. The language of the treaty is peculiar: 


‘“ The present convention shall be in force for ten years 
from the date hereof; and furtiter for the term of one year 


| after either of the contracting parties shall have given 


notice-to the other of its: intention to terminate the same.” 
Mr.COLLAMER. The treaty declares that 
one year after notice hasbeen given it shall cease 


‘to have’ effect. ` T said that; inasmuch ‘as’ it was 


so provided; ‘and’ as; by the terns’ of the treaty, 
the’ notice “must“be given by the United States, 


the law-making power of the country must give: 


the noticé;'86 as tö have-effect: ‘So far from that 
giving power- to" the Président, itis the very 
reason why it could not dois: o o so s 

Mr.STUART. If the construction were to be 


‘founded on the words Į ‘have read, and those 


words aloiie, the President ‘might give notice of 
the intention of the United: Statés'to terminate . 
the treaty at any time within one year after that 
notice, and a law might be enacted which would 
terminate it: But‘the whole’ élause’ read in con- 
nection, as just suggested by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont, which ‘declares’ that in one 
year after tliat riotive the treaty shall bc terminated, 
brings us to'the construction of that article ‘upon 
the same principle ‘as if it had beeri a'simple ress 
ervation, giving to the United States the power 
to 'terminaté the treaty on’ onè year’s notice, 
-Task ‘the ‘question, what individual holdin, 
authority ‘under ‘the Constitution ‘of the United 
States, in the absence of any law, has the power 
to give the notice? Can gentlemen, this day, tell 
me what person’ clothed “with-authority by the 
United States is now in existence whe can say, 
“T hold the powér in consequence of the office 
with which the people of the United States have 
clothed më, to ternimate any treaty wherein’ the 
United States have‘reserved the power’ to ‘do: it 
by giving‘ notice?” ‘That presents the question; 
who is the officer, or where is the authority? ‘The 
truth is that, although this is a power resérved tò 
the United States’ to terminate the treaty, the 
United States ‘has hot yet designated who shall 
give the notice; atid under that clause of thé treaty 
it is competent ‘for Congress to pass a law’ this 
day authorizing the Emperor of France to givé 
the notice, and terminate it.’ Congress may pass 
a law this day authorizing the Emperor of France} 
or anybody else, to give this notice, ahd terminate 
the ‘treaty, So,-also, they may authorize thé 
President of the United States to give the notice; 
so they May authorize the individual representing 
this Goveinment at the Danish Court, or atany 
other Court, to give the notice; and when ‘given 
under the authority of the law-making power it 
will be binding on the people of the United States, 
and not until thën. 4 ETE 
“I deny that, because the Constitution of the 
United States has conferred on the President and 
the Senate:the ‘power to make a treaty, it is to'be 
inferred ‘that the President and the Senate have 
the power to terminate a treaty, without the treaty 
specifying that they shall exerdise that’ express 
authority. I admit that, under our Constitation, 
a treaty when'made is the supreme ‘Jaw of the 
land, and anything’ put into it that does not cori- 
travene, in terms or in dircct effect, the Constitu- 
tion, is binding on everybody within our domin- 
ions. So we could have provided that the notice 
in this case should be given by the President and 
the Senate, or by the President without the con- 
sent of the Senate; it would have been binding, 
and the Flouse could have had nothing: to do with 
it. But there is a naked reservation of the power 
to give the notice, without saying who shall give 
it, and the person who is to give it is yet to be 
indicated by a law, ` i me 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia’. 
Mr. MASON. - I understood that was accepted 
by the mover of the resolution. A ah ie pa 
Mr. SUMNER: Certainly; I accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia. wee a 
~The PRESIDENT. ‘Then thë question is on 
the resolution as amended. aA Ee 
Mr. SUMNER. My desire is simply to bring 
this matter before the committee, and, in orderto 
accomplish this, I shall not stand on the form of 
the resolution: I am aware that it is argumenta- 
tive, and involves, perhaps, a‘tefléction upon the 
course of the Executive} but I adopted this form 
from a desire that the resolution should tell ‘its 
whole story on ‘its face, and speak for itself. "The 
amiple debate that has occurred has superseded 
all such desire. ‘The’ subject is fully before the 
Senate, and I doubt not will receive the attention 
of the committee. = : oo 
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In introducing this question, I remarked that 
it was of domestic concern under our own Con- 
stitution, with which, of course, Denmark has 
nothing to do. All references, therefore, to that 
Power have been superfluous, if not illogical. 
Her consent is not sought in the proposed term- 
ination of the treaty. On the contrary, it will be 
terminated against her known desires. We are 
to look for our rule of conduct to our own Con- 
stitution. This] assume as an undeniable postu- 
late. 

The discussion, though protracted, has not 
been unprofitable; but at each stage we have been 
brought back to the clear and unmistakable dis- 
tinction between the power to make treaties, and 
the power to abrogate them, under our Constita- 
tion. The President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, may make treaties; but 
there is nothing in the Constitution conferring 
upon them the power to abrogate treaties. To 
attribute to them any such poweris to go beyond 
the Constitution. Nor has any Senator here dis- 
tinctly, and in terms, claimed for them this power. 
On the contrary, I think that the Senators on the 
other side—both the Senator from Virginia and 
the Senator from Connecticut---admit thata treaty 
cannot be abrogated except by virtue of an act 
of Congress. I understood the Senator from 
Connecticut to make this admission, and I believe 
the Senator from Virginia did also. 

Mr. Mason here nodded assent 

Mr. TOUCEY. I mean except by act of Con- 
gress, or a new treaty. 

Mr. SUMNER. But I put aside the whole 
idea of a new treaty, constituting in itself a new 
transaction, and involving the assent of the for- 
eigh Power. The President and Senate, with 
the assent of a foreign Power, may, of course, 
make a new treaty; but we are now dealing 
with the case where the whole proceeding is 
without any such assent. And f come back 
again to the admission of both Senators, that a 
treaty can be abrogated only by act of Congress. 
This admission is important, and, as it seems to 
me, conclusive. 

But here a distinction is made by these Sena- 
tors between treatics which contain no provision 
for their termination, and treaties which contain 
such provision. And I understand the Senator 
from Virginia to maintain that a treaty termin- 
ated in pursuance of such a provision is not abro- 
gated. This is strange; for in both cases the 
treaty is brought to.an end by our special inter- 
vention; and this is done without the consent of the 
other contracting party. If this is not the abroga- 
tion of a treaty, I do not sce what can be. You 
may, if you choose, call it by a softer term, but 
still itis the same thing. The treaty is invali- 
dated or made to cease. But I will notargue this 
question. I submit to Senators opposite, who 
have maintained their views with so much con- 
stancy, that their position is not tenable; I say 
this frankly, but with entire respect for their 
arning and ability. The same power must be 
invoked under our Constitution to terminate a 
treaty which contains a provision for its termin- 
ation, on notice from either party, as to terminate 
a treaty which contains no such provision; and 
in both cases the treaty may properly be said to 
be abrogated. The-single distinction ‘between 
the two cases is, that the treaty in one case is 
abrogated in defiance of the other party, and, per- 
haps, on hostile grounds; while in the other case 
itis abrogated in pursuance of.a power specially 
reserved, and, therefore, without any just cause 
of offense; but in both cases the life of the treaty 
is destroyed by our act. Permit me to add, that 
the distinction made between these two classes 
of treaties is a distinction without a difference, 
and the admission that a treaty can be abrogated 
only by act of Congress is as applicable to one 
class as to another. It settles the question. 

I rest, then, confidently on this conclusion, that 
a treaty is a part of the supreme law of the land, 
and cannot be set aside, terminated, repealed, or 
abrogated, except by the exercise of the highest 
power known to the Constitution, embodying the 
collected will of the whole people in a legislative 
act, under the sanction of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
gress assembled. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on Foreign Relations be 


| pursuance of law, an act to carry into effect the 


| that we are simply to carry out the judgment of 


i any remarks on the subject, further than simply | 


-with the single exception of putting itina proper 


directed to consider the expedienty:of some act of legisla- 
tion having the coneurrence of both Houses of Congress, 
by which the treaty with. Denmark regulating the payment 
of Sound dues may be.effectively abrogated, in conformity 
with the requirements of the Constitution, under which 
every treaty is a part of “the supreme law of the land,” 
and in conformity with the practice of the Government? in 
such cases. > $ 


On motion, the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurstay, March 6, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Warpno. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Perry, 
CampseLt of Ohio, Jones. of Tennessee, Haven, || 
and Sreruens, the Select Commitiee on weg 


REPORT FROM COURT OF CIMIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting, by direction of the court, and in 


decisions of the court in the cases of Samuel P. 
Todd, John Shaw, and Isidore P. Beaugrand. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that the communica- 
tion, with the accompanying report and bill from 
the Court of Claims, be printed and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House. f 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that the accompanying bill from 
the court had better be read a first and second 
time, before it be referred. i f 

Mr. HOUSTON. It occurs to me that a bill 
which is intended for the action of this House 
ought to goto some committce. The Committee 
on Claims is a standing committee of this House, | 
and perhapsitoughtto go there. Ifit be intended 


the Court of Claims in every case, we might as 
well pass the bills without referring them any- 
where. If, however, our purpose is to make an 
examination of the cases ourselves, it occurs to 
me that it ought to take the usual course for its 
examination. [ did not understand the Court of 
Claims to destroy or withdraw the jurisdiction of 
committees over matters appropriate to them, or 
to obviate the necessity of their action. If the 
House, or the Committee of the Whole House, 
are to examine the judgment of the court, and 
inquire into its correctness, why should it notgo, 
asin other cases, to one of the standing commit- 
tees of the House, whose appropriate duty and 
businessit is to make that particularexamination. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. What is the 
motion before the House? ` 

The SPEAKER. A report from the Court of 
Claims has been made by general consent. There 
is no motion before the House. After the bill 
shall have been read a first and second time, it 
will be then open to a motion of reference. 

Mr, JONES. I did not understand the remarks 
of the gentleman from South Carolina. in 

Mr. ORR. My proposition was this, that the 
bill accompanying the report which is here pur- 
suant to the law organizing the Court of Claims, 
should be twice read, and then referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. aac 

Mr. JONES. My own judgment is, that it 
should be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
Having taken some pains to examine and prepare 
the bill organizing the court, and knowing very 
well what the objects in view were, I think that 
it would facilitate the proceedings of the House 
if these reports should now and hereafter take 
just that direction. { do not propose to make 


in relation to the direction of this and all future 
reports from that court. I concur with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina as to the propriety of | 
having the bill read a first and second time, and 
then Í wish to move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The-bill was read a first and second time by its | 
title, as follows: | 

A bill making appropriations for the payment | 
of certain claims. o 

Mr. HAVEN. i have onl 
I have no desire with regar 


one word to say. 
to this business, 


train, and adopting the best means of carrying out 
the objects of the law organizing the Court of 


| on the part of the petitioner or claimant 


of the committee—doing the work better, more 
thoroughly, more deliberately, more ‘completel 
than the committce can do it, being aided by coun 
sel on the part of the Government, and by coun 
itione and re 
porting after argument and on due consideration. 
And when their report is made here, with an ač- 
companying bill—for the law provides that when 
they report they shall report a bill to carry their 
recommended action into effect—the law also pro- 
vides that without motion here the billand report 
shall be printed; we can then go into Committee 
of the Whole House, and act diseréetly. Now, 
certainly that should put us as far along in ‘the 
regular road, in the high road of legislation, a8 
we were putbefore the Court of Claims was estab: 
lished, by having the claim referred to a com- 
mittee in thé first instance, and having that com- 
mitteé report to the House. What Wey 
make business perspicuous and ‘to get the ‘antici- 
pated benefits from the creation of this Court of 
Claitns is, that the report of the court—carefully 
and deliberately madé—shall be submitted to the 
careful examination of the Committee of the 


Whole House. There is no propriety, Isubm 


in sending it to any other commmiitée.” The rep 
of the court should at least be equivalent to 
report of a standing committee of this House. ° 
seems to me that this is the only way to make the 
action of this court useful and efficient.” The 
House will pardon me for reading part of the 
seventh section of the bill organizing this court: 

“That said court shall keepa record of their proceedings 
and shall, at the commencement of ‘each ‘session of Con 
gress, and at the commencement of each month during the 
session of Congress, report to Congress. the cases upon 
which they shall have finally acted, stating in each the ma- 


e 
It 


terial facts whicli they find establish 
with their opinion in the Cage, and tl 
such opinion ‘is founded? = +) > 


That certainly ought to be equal 


h to, and stand 
in the place of, the examination of a committee. 
“ Any judge who may dissent from the opinion of the 
majority shali append his reasons for such dissent to the re- 
port; and such report, together with the briefs of the soli- 
citor and of the claimant which shall accompany the report, 
upon being niadé to either House of Congress, shall be 


printed in the same manner as other public documents. 
And said court shall prepare a:bill or bills in.those cases 
which shall have received the favorable opinion théreof, in 
such form as, if enacted, will-carry the same into effect. 
And two or more cases may be embraced in the same ‘bill 
where the separate amount proposed ‘to be allowed in each 
ease shall be léss than’ $1,000. ‘And the'said court shall 
transmit with said reports the testimony in each case, 
whether the same shall receive the favorable or adverse at- 
tion of said court.” m e3 ie “ye 
‘Now, I submit to the gentlemen of the House 
that, to make this court useful, to give it any 
efficiency whatever to aid us in our action, and 
to facilitate public business—the most efficient 
way, at least, is to print the report and bill as we 
print the reports and bills of a committee, and 
refer it to the Committee of the Whole House, 
the same as we refer the report of any standing 
committee. And when we go into that Committee 
of the Whole we can take up the report and bill, 
and.act upon them. There is the evidence taken. 
There is the conclusion at which the court has 
arrived. They have fully examined tho facts, 
and heard and considered the arguments by 
counsel on the part of the Government, and by 


i counsel on the part of the claimant, and we can 
read them, and consider them, and decide upon 


them intelligtbly in Committee of the Whole 
House. ; - 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
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ofthe Whole House, to give information to the | 
two hundred and thirty odd members here of the 
principles involved in them. - Sir, if we arc to 
take the reports of this court as conclasive, what 
necessity is there for referring them at all to the 
Committee of the Whole House? Why not pass 
the bills at once? Sir, is the report of that court, 
Task, of higher authority than the report of -the 
Secretary of the Treasury? Yet when the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury reports estimates for ap- 
propriations, for instance, to pay, members of 
Congresseight dollars per day for a certain session 
of Congress, or to pay the President of the United 
States his compensation of $25,000 a year, or to 

ay the salaries provided by law for the judges 
of the United States courts, or of any other 
officers. of the Government, all of which are 
definite appropriations required by law to be 
made, those estimates are referred to one of the 
standing committees of the House; they are then 
reported again to the House, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, where they 
come up for investigation. 

Sir, I ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the reports from this courtare of higher 
authority? I Ee not know how many cases are 
embraced: in this report and in this bill which 
they have reported; but suppose the bill is re- 
ferred now to a Committee of the Whole House, 
who is there upon this floor among the members 
here that will take up the report and evidence in 
each one of the cases, and investigate them and 
be prepared to give the House the information 
they may want in relation to them when they 
come to act upon the bill? Is it to be supposed 
that all the members, or a majority of them, will 
do it? I think those who have had experience 
here will bear me witness that this has not been 
the case heretofore. 

Well, sir, when the bill came up for consider- 
ation, I might object to the payment of one of 
these claims which the court had decided should 
be paid; the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Haven] might object to the payment of another, 
and another gentleman to another; we might think 
the court had been in error, and we might not be 
willing to abide by their report. 

Then, sir, why not refer these bills to one of 
the committees of the House which have hereto- 
fore investigated such cases—for instance, the 
Committee of Claims. We cannot injure a claim 
by allowing it to go to one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House. Let it go there, and let 
them say whether in their opinion or not the 
judgment of the court is right in recommending 
its payment. I think it would be the part of 
prudence to take that course; but, if the. House 
think otherwise, I shall not throw any obstacle 
in the way of their action. 

Mr. ORR. I concur with the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Haven] in the opinion that the 
reports of the Court of Claims should be referred 
directly to aCommittce of the Whole House. The 
objections taken by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Jonus] I do not think are well founded. 
If it be true, in point of fact, that the report of 
this court should undergo the supervision of the 
standing committees of the House, the whole 
object of the creation of the Court of Claims will 
have been defeated. 

What will be the parliamentary situation of 
those claims if the motion of the gentleman from 
New York prevails, and the bill is referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House? The bill is 
made up of different sections, each appropria- | 
tion for each particular claim constituting a sep- 
arate and independent section. It goes to a 
Committce of the Whole Louse, where, under 
the rules of the House, private bills are to be 
considered every Friday and Saturday. The 
report and judgment of the Court of Claims, ac- | 
companied with the testimony, is printed and | 
laid upon your tables. Every member will, there- 
fore, have the very same opportunity of examining 
the merits of the case for himself as he would 
have if reported by a committee of the House. 
They will have even further opportunities of in- 
vestigation, because the evidence taken is not er 
parte, and has been taken with more care than | 
the standing committees of the House could 
ordinarily give any subject-matter confided to 
them. 


: ; : | 
There is another reason which renders it utterly |, 


impracticable to send these claims to any one of | 


the standing committees of the House. Ido not 
know the number of cases embraced in the bill, 
but suppose there are three or four; one of them 
would go properly to the Committee of Claims; 
but another embraces a subject. relating to naval 
affairs; another relates to a subject which can only 
be appropriately considered by the Committee of 
Ways and Means; and how are you going to 
parcel out.the bill so that the various claims em- 
braced in it shall each be considered by the proper 
committee ? ` 7 

The true rule, in my judgment, is to consider 
the report of this court precisely as you would 
the report of one of the standing committees of 
the House, and act upon itin the same way. The 
true mode of proceeding is to refer the bills, with 
the reports coming from the court, to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole ‚House, and to order the 
judgments, with the reports and testimony, to be 
prigted. ‘Then, when the House goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Friday and Saturday, 
under the rules which we have prescribed for our 
proceeding in committee, let the bill be considered 
section by section, and if gentlemen are not pre- 
pared to act understandingly, it will be their own 
fault. The report will be there, and the evidence 
will be there. What additional information can 
gentlemen desire to form an intelligent juderent 
upon every case reported, and upon which they 
will be called upon to pass? 

Then, sir, there are other cases which the 
court report back with a recommendation that 
they be rejected. These cases, too, with the 
evidence accompanying, will go to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and take their place upon 
the Private Calendar; and if the decision of the 
court is found to be erroneous, the House will 
have an opportunity of correcting it. 

Now, sir, the whole object in view in estab- 
lishing the Court of Claims was to avoid the ne- 
cessity of considering all these different cases by 
the committees of the House, when they were 
almost universally reliant upon ex parte testimony 
in framing their opinions. It devolved upon 
them very great labor, and, in most instances, 
they have not examined cases as thoroughly as 
this court does. The House has it now in its 
power just as effectually to protect itself against 
the decision or judgment of the court, as it would 
have after having referred the matter to one of 
its own committees. The bill will be fully under 
their control in Committee of the Whole. They 
can amend it in any way they may choose, by 
striking out any of its sections, or by altering 
them in any way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the judgment 
of the court which will be before the Committee 
of the Whole, they will have before them the 
facts upon which that judgment was founded, 
for their examination. It seemsto me that there 
can be no reasonable difficulties in the way of this 
course of proceeding. If sent to standing com- 
mittees;it will lead to delay in getting these cases 
upon the Private Calendar, and the injustice done 
honest claimants, whose claims have been pro- 
nounced just, will not have been ameliorated in 
the slightest degree by the establishment of the 
Court of Claims. I hope, therefore, the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] 
will prevail, that the bill will be referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and that the 
bill and report will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLSON. I agree with the gentleman 
from South Carolina in the opinion that, as this 
is the first report from the Court of Claims, it is 
a matter of very great importance that we should 
adopt a correct rule of proceeding at this time; 
and that is perhaps the only point the gentleman 
has stated in which it has been my fortune to 
agree with him. It strikes me that, if the course 


suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina 


be adopted by the House, it will have the effect | 


of utterly defeating the object of Congress in 
establishing the Court of Claims. 
it will defeat the object I myself had in view as 
one of the members who voted for that bill. 

Sir, it never was the intention of Congress to 
throw open the public Treasury to anybody but 
the representatives of the people. It never was 
the intention of Congress to allow moncy to be 


| appropriated from the Treasury of the United 


States, except upon the deliberate judgment of 
Congress, after mature examination of the claim 
preferred against them. I do not think it was 


I know that || 


the object of Congress, in creating that court, to 
facilitate the passage of private claims. I rather 
think Congress supposed that some of these 
claims were unjustly and improperly allowed, 
and passed without due examination or discus- 
sion, and frequently under a suspension of the 
rules andthe operation of the previous question. 
It was, then, to create a tribunal which should 
carefully collect testimony that the law was 
i passed. It provided that the reports of this Court 
of Claims should be submitted to Congress, and 
it was the obvious intention that they should be 
examined by the various committces, as petitions 
and claims were before. Why, sir, there would 
; have been a manifest impropriety in the estab- 
lishment of a Court of Claims if that had not 
been the intention of Congress. We have in the 
House of Representatives some twenty or thirty 
standing committees, cach of which is supposed 
to be peculiarly fitted to determine the claims re- 
lating to the subjects which they have in charge. 

Thus the Committee on Naval Affairs are re- 

uired to be familiar with the navallaws. The 

ommittee on Military Affairs are required to be 
familiar with the laws governing the Army. So 
with the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; they have the examination of claims 
arising under contracts with the Post Office De- 
partment. So with the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims; the members of which are to 
inform themselves of the old continental statutes 
and the resolutions and promises of the old Con- 
federacy. So with the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. Now, sir, no three men can 
be familiar with all these subjects; and it would 
have been a very unwise thing to substitute the 
examination of three men, whatever may be their 
ability and integrity, for the deliberate judgment 
of the thirty different Committees of Congress 
on the subjects relating to the particular duties 
which they are appointed to discharge. 

It seems to me the proper course to be pursued 
—and we ought to be cautious, as we are now 
establishing a precedent for the future govern- 
ment of the House—is, on the reception of reports 
from the Committee on Claims, to refer each case 
to the committee having charge of the particu- 
lar subjects passed on by the Court of Claims. 
It was intended that that court should examine 
the evidence carefully. It was intended that it 
should allow evidence to be taken on both sides 
—on that of the Government as well as on the 
part of the claimant. It was intended that the 
Government, by its regular officer, should have 
an opportunity of cross-examining witnesses. 
All these were benefits contemplated by the pass- 
age of the law; and they were almost the only 
benefits. Ttwas supposed thatafter the evidence 
was thus prepared, and the opinions of the Court 
of Claims communicated to us, the case would 
then be commenced de novo in this House, and 
passed on like all other claims by the various 
committees. 

Mr. ORR. I will put a question to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. The bill directs the Court 
of Claims to prepare bills in cases which have 
their favorable reports. What does the gentle- 
man propose to do in these cases? In cases of 
less than $1,000 they may put one or more of 
them—the number is not limited—into one bill. 
How would the gentleman dispose of such bills? 

Mr. MILLSON. I would dispose of a bill that 
comes from that court just as I would dispose of 
a bill introduced by an individual member, sug- 
gesting legislation; it would be referred to the 
| committee to which its consideration appropri- 
; ately belongs. 

Mr. ORR. According to the argument which 
the gentleman has been just making, a half dozen 
| Subjects belonging legitimately to different com- 
mittees may be incorporated, and doubtless will 
be incorporated, in the same bill. How would the 
gentleman move in such a case? 

Mr. MILLSON. Ihave not the least hesita- 
| tion or difficulty in answering the gentleman’s 
inquiry. Does the gentleman suppose that a di- 
i vision can not be had on. such bills when they 
; are in the House, anda separate vote had on each 
| of the claims embraced? Certainly sucha course 
| can be pursued, and it was the intention of Con- 
| 
i 


gress that it should be so. And where is the 
difficulty in submitting a bill embracing diversi- 
fied claims to the different committees having 
| charge of them? There is none whatever. 
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Mr. ORR. If the gentleman would state the 
form of motion he would make for that reference, 
he will oblige me. : 

Mr. MILLSON. We would do just as we do 
in the distribution to the appropriate committees 
of the various parts of the President’s annual 
message. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish the ear of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. I know that he wants todo 
right in this matter. He proposes to refer to the 
different committees of the House all claims 
reported on by the Court of Claims—not only 
those reported upon favorably, but those reported 
upon adversely. The law provides that the 
claims which they shall report against shall go 
upon our Calendar, and be there acted on. The 
words are these: 

“ All claims reported upon adversely shall be placed upon 
the Calendar when reported, and, if the decision of said 
court shall be confirmed by Congress, said decision shall be 
conclusive,” &e, 

Mr. MILLSON. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York, though I do not remember the 
provisions of the act in reference to favorable 
reports that are made, yet, sir, itstrikkes me as not 
having been in the contemplation of Congress 
that the Court of Claims should consolidate 
several reports in any one bill. It was obviously 
the intention of Congress, that when the Court of 
Claims had investigated and reported upon various 
claims, a separate bill should be presented to 
Congress for each case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
gentleman from Virginia whether the Committee 
on Claims have not, just as the Court of Claims, 
jurisdiction of all claims, of whatever class and 

asis, referred to them by the House? If they 
have only jurisdiction of one class of cases, what 
is that class? It seems to me that that committce 
have jurisdiction of all cases of claim. Some- 
times such cases are referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads—cases arising 
under contracts for carrying the mail. They 
have been, so referred, because the claimants 
think they will stand a better chance there than 
before any other committee; but the Committee 
on Claims have jurisdiction of all classes and 
character of claims without regard to how they 
have arisen. 

Mr. MILLSON. It is undoubtedly true, that 
the Committee on Claims have jurisdiction of all 
claims which may be referred to them; and that 
certainly would be one mode of answering the 
objection of the gentleman from New York; but 
at the same time E ought to say that 1 do not 
think it would: be just to the committec, or just 
to the public, to refer all claims reported by the 
Court of Claims to the Committee on Claims 
for the reason that thatcommittce cannot be sup- 
posed to have as accurate information on the va- 
rious subjects as the different committees whose 
duty itis to inform themselves each of its own 
subject. Since the gentleman from New York 
addressed to me the inquiry which he did, I have 
examined the law; ani it confirms the opinion 


which I expressed just now before I examined | 


it; for, sir, there is nothing whatever in the law 
which favors the idea that it ever was the inten- 
tion of Congress that this Court of Claims should 
present a general omnibus bill containing appro- 
priations for the satisfaction of all claims upon 
which they may have favorably passed. 

It was obviously the intention of Congress 
that the Court of Claims should report separate 
bills applicable to each case, or, if they ever 
consolidated two or more cases in one bill, they 
should be cases of a similar nature—cases con- 
gruous, relating to the same subject, and easily 


examinable by the same committee. But whether | 
this was so or not, even upon the idea the gentle- | 
man from New York takes for granted, (though |: 


i think I have successfully controverted it,) that 
the court may properly report one bill upon 
various incongruous subjects, there 1s no more 
difficulty in referring the various matters con- 
tained in it to separate committees than there has 
heretofore been in distributing the different parts 


39 


T will ask the | 


of the President’s annual message, which is also 
a unit, to the various committees having charge 
of the different subjects embraced in it. The ob- 
ject of the law was to invite the examination and 
opinion of the Court of Claims, as we sometimes 
invite the examination and opinion of the heads 
of Departments. It is a common thing for the 
committees of this House themselves to address 
inquiries to the heads of the Departments, re- 
quiring their views as to the justness of a par- 
ticular demand. Is their report referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and substituted 
for the report of a standing committee? Unques- 
tionably not. Nay, sir, į have even a stronger 
illustration than that. A case may be deliberately 
examined and reported upon by one of the com- 
mittees of the Senate; let even the Senate itself 
confirm that report, and pass alaw in conformity 
to the views of the committee, what has becn 
our course in such cases, where legislative cour- 
tesy and comity might seem to prompt to a dif- 
ferent one? Will the gentleman from New York 
say that the report of the Senate committee, and 
the confirmation of that report by even the unan- 
imous sanction of the Senate, would supersede 
the necessity of inquiry before one of the stand- 
ing committees of this body ? 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman desires an 
answer, I say, most distinctly—I would not. 
But the case is like unto this, more than the one 
to which he has likened it: A case has been re- 
ferred to a committee of this House, and that 
committee reports fully its opinion and all the 
facts; and when it comes into this House, we do 
not refer it to another committee of the House 
before it is referred to the Committee of the’ 
Whole and acted upon. 

Mr. MILLSON. What do we refer to the 
committee? We refer not only the opinion and 
papers, but the evidence taken by the Court of 
Claims. The object of establishing the Court of 
Claims was to get additional evidence, to secure 
to the Government the opportunity of cross- 
examining witnesses, and of bringing in evidence 
on their own behalf. Then you refer to the 
House committee, not the original case as it 
appeared before it at first, but the revised case, 
the altered case, as it comes from the Court of 
Claims. 

Then, sir, I say, as you would not dispense 
with an examination by one of your own com- 
mittees, even in a case where the Senate commit- 
tee had examined the claim,and the Senate itself 
had adopted their report, why will you dispense 
with this examination upon the mere report of | 
three gentlemen, of whatever qualification, who 
may, in obedience to the law, submit their opin- 
ion and report? 

I say, then, in conclusion,—for I have already, 
in consequence of interruptions on all sides, occu- 
pied four times as much of the time of the [Louse 
as I intended,—what I.said when I commenced, 
that, in my judgment, it is most important that 
the House should proceed cautiously now in es- 
tablishing arule which will not expose the public 
Treasury to the demands of any other body than 
the appointed representatives of the people. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If [ agreed with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, I should say that that court 
should not be considered as a judicial tribunal, 
but as a committee to aid outsiders and appli- 
cants—a sort of committee of the third House to | 
Congress—to bring forward claims in the best: 


manner, to be referred to committees, who should | 


have all the trouble of inquiry over again, as if |! 
itwould i 


no Court of Claims had been instituted. 

save us but a little trouble to have a report of all | 
the facts in a judicial way, at the expense of the | 
nation, and it would help the applicants to the: 


up a collateral branch of the Government, to pay | 
another set of office-halders. We took great 
pains in the establishment of that court, and it 
was strongly demanded by the people. In Eng- 
land and France, and I believe in every country 
in Europe, the judicial tribunals try these matters 
ofclaim between the Government and individuals, 


proof. It would also serve the purpose of getting |, 


| ible. 


and their decision is considered conclusive, ‘They: 
do not go to the legislative department.afterwards 
for adjudication. But wehave taken more.abund- 
ant caution—we require the court.to report their. 
decisions to Congress. But the idea of keeping 
up a concurrent jurisdiction with that court,.or as. 
a court of appeals, to bring the claims all back: 
again to this House, and distribute them to the 
committees, where most of them will receive no 
attention, is a perfect farce, and an insult to that 
court. 

I am of opinion that the bills should be referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House for another 
reason. While I mean no disparagement to the 
standing committees, and certainly not to my 
own, I may say I have learned more upon every 
question in this House in the Committee of the 
Whole House than I have in committees. 

It seems to me that the arguments of my friends 
from New York and South Carolina are conclu- 
sive. Besides, this is a question which the people 
have some knowledge about. Thercisno act of 
this House which has given more satisfaction to 
the people generally than the establishment of the 
Court of Claims. The people have talked more 
through the public press in reference to our action 
in favor of claimants before Congress, and made 
more charges of corruption in that respect, than 
they have in reference to any other one thing. 
Whien we established the Court of Claims, they. 
took it for granted that we had some confidence 
in their adjudications, and that. we were not to 
go over the whole matter again in this House, 
and assume to know so much more than the 
judges in the matter of claims. I hope the bill 
will be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, If, Mr. Speaker, 
it be the will of the House to dispense perma- 
nently, forever hereafter, with the services of the 
Committee on Claims, I certainly can have no 
objection to that. I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber of that committee. I was a member of that 
committee last year, when the bill was matured, 
reported, and passed; and I. profess to know 
something of this bill in its origination. Now, I 
have just as ‘much confidence in this Court of 
Claims as any other gentleman in this House can 
have; but I, for one, cannot agree to substitute a 
permanent court for a committee of this House, 
which, under the rules, is constituted every Con- 
gress for the special purpose of its being respons- 
Responsible to whom? Why, to the 
House. The court is a permanent institution. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 


! on the other side, on whom will we, in a debate, 


when in Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, call for information in regard 
to the subject-matter. of a private bill? To be 
sure, the gentleman who wishes to get a claim 
through this House may be well informed, but 
there will be no gentleman in the. House to give 
information, who will be responsible, who will 
be under anything more than a mere general 
responsibility. 

Great difficulties were heretofore found in getting 
at the facts and the lawof claims. From the very 
foundation of this Government the Committee on 
Claims has had jurisdiction over the subject mat- 
ter of claims, and that committee was responsible 
to this House, so that a member might at. any 
time risc in his place and demand information in 
regard to claims. The difficulty experienced in 
the Committee on Claims was thig, that under 
the general law all evidence was ex parte. ` It 
consisted of records of the Departments, of state~ 
ments of officers, and of general information ob- 
tained by the committee. Another way of getting 
evidence was by report, or by: letters or certifi- 
cates of gentlemen who had some knowledge of 
the facts. So the evidence was. always ex: parte; 
and the object of establishing the court was merely 
to get at sworn testimony, and to enforce the 
rules of law as-applicable to all these cases; and 
that then the committee, taking up the law and 
these facts just like masters in chancery, should 
then report to and be responsible to this House 


Te 


on; principles not émbraced within the jurisdic- 
tion of this court.” i 
I certainly. can have no personal objection to 
rélieving this Committee. on Claims entirely from 
any Jabor—certainly not; ‘but I wish gentlemen 
to understand precisely the principles on which 
this bill originated. ‘Lhe Court of Claims has a 
limited jurisdiction. If gentlemen will just reflect 
for a few moments, they will remember that there 
is nolimit to the jurisdiction or power of this Con- 
gress exter by the Constitution of the United 
States. hy, sir, the right of petition is not 
only: sacred, but a man has a perfect and undis- 
puted right to come before this body at any time, 
and ask Congress to appropriate any amount of 
money, without rhyme or reason; and if Congress 
be of opinion that. the case is a meritorious one, 
they can exercise jurisdiction, dispense with the 
nules of: law and equity, and grant the appropri- 
ation. Now there is not a gentleman on this floor 
who entertains the idea that that court could do 
such a thing as that. It never was thought of to 
` give them such jurisdiction, ‘The great design of 
the bill organizing it was to have furnished to 
the House and to the Committee on Claims the 
outlines of the cage, the legal rules and the facts. 
And then.arises another jurisdiction. And I say 
to:the gentlemen who have spoken on the other 
Side that, after alittle experience, they will find (I 
speak advisedly on this subject) that that court 
will report to this House bills in which they will 
declare to you that they have no jurisdiction, and 
will yet recommend them to the equity of this 
body. There are cases, I repeat, which that 
court, having a circumscribed jurisdiction, acting 
under general rules and laws—laying down these 
laws, and living up to their provisions—cannot 
reach either by general rules of law or equity; 
and it will recommend them to the superior and 
unlimited equity of Congress, stating distinctly 
in its reports that it cannot embrace the case | 
either by the rules of law or of equity. 
` Now, Mr. Speaker, the only object that I have | 
in view is to have the subject freely discussed 
and understood. If it be the will of the House 
to:send the reports of the Court of Claims to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar I: have no objection; but I feel, Mr. 
Speaker, that I owe’ it to myself, having been a 
member of that committee, and having taken an 
active part in the passage of the bill, to say, with- 
out any hesitation, that, if I had not, on that oc- 
easion, assured the committee that it was not in- 
tended to take the matter out of their jurisdiction, 
T would never have got the sanction of that com- 
mittee toit, and would never have been author- 
ized: to reportit. Lowe it to the committee and 
1 owe it to myself to.state here this fact. Besides, 
I do not believe that it would facilitate business 
to have matter come into the House without in- 


vestigation by the committee. If so, who is to 
answer for it. Nodoubtsome gentleman having 
the claimant among his constituents may rise in 
his place and give information about it. He may 
be perfectly familiar with it, because he will have 
dedicated days or nights to itsexamination. He 


may getup inthe Committee of the Whole, and be | 


able to explain the whole case; but he will not 
stand in the House in the relation of a responsible 
committee. 

‘And now Ict me ask the gentleman from South 


1 
Carolina, on whom is any gentleman, not having l o wledo the f t 
1 The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair willexplain, The 


had time to devote to the investigation of the case, 
to call for information? Hecannot call upon the 
Committee on Claims, if the subject be not re- 
ferred to it, but to the Committee of the Whole 
House, If it be a subject relating to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or if it be a matter 
relating to any other committee, he would be in- j 


tee for information. He would say, “I have not | 
had time to investigate this matter; it has had the 
approval of your judgment. I want to ascertain 


| 
clined to call upon the gentlemen of that commit- |) 
i 
f 
| 
j 


certain facts, and I cannot ascertain them by my- |] 


self. ”? 

I want to state that these are the grounds and | 
principles on which that court was organized. It | 
was to bring within the purview of this House the | 
very bases and principles on which it should act. | 
It was to give us that kind of information which 
requires the indorsement of a committee. This ; 
House, for instance, may be of opinion that a 
čgrtain matter is highly expedient, and the court 


|i to the House, whether there was general consent? 


| course of his remarks, for the purpose of expla- 


| was for explanation that 


of them, over which the Court of Claims has no 
jurisdiction, but which fall strictly and entirely 
within the purview of the Constitution; and itis 
on that account that I think the reports should be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I repeat, 
however, that, so far as that committee is con- 
cerned, they have no objection to your relieving 
them from labor. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to be informed if 
the object of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is, first, to clothe the Court of Claims with the 
| power of adjudicating on these cases, and then 
| clothe one of the committees with the power of 
annulling the judgment rendered by the Court of 
Claims? Is that the object? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. In the first place, it 
was never thought of on this floor to give the 
court power to adjudicate finally; and in the next 
i place, it is not now proposed to give your com- 
mittee power to annul the judgment of the court; 
notatall. The committee must report one way 
or the other; must report the facts with their 
opinion; and let Congress take its course. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to answer the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jones. ] 
He says, if these claims are to be referred imme- 
diately to a Committee of the Whole House, to 
whom are you to apply for information in regard 
to them? hy, sir, I would apply to the report 
that accompanies the bill from the Court of 
Claims, which contains the facts upon which the 
judgment of the court is made up, and full inform- 
ation in reference to any item embraced in the 
bill. 

Another point which the gentleman made in 
reference to the difficulties which have heretofore 
existed in the investigations made by the standing ! 
committees of the House was, that they were 
obliged to reply upon ex parte testimony. Well, | 
sir, will not the same difficulty occur again if the 
policy recommended by the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania be adopted, and these reports are 
referred to the various committees of the House? 
Will they not again be compelled to hear testi- 
mony, and ia cases where the application has 
been rejected by the court, will not they be over- 
whelmed by the applications of the parties con- 
cerned to introduce ex parte testimony? 

Mr. SEWARD. Irise to a question of order. 
I insist upon carrying out the rule laid down by 
the Speaker the other day, that when a gentleman 

iclded the floor to another gentleman he yielded 
1t altogether. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had no right to transfer tho floor to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, except by the 
general consent of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
of the Chair if the hour has not arrived which 
was assigned for the consideration of the report 
from the Committee of Elections? 

The SPEAKER. The House fixed the time 
at which to consider the matter in reference to 
the Kansas contested election at one o’clock to- 
day. That hour has arrived, but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Jones] has the floor. 

Mr. SEWARD. How did the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania get the floor? I thought he had, by 
| yielding, transferred his right to it. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I have never, 
to my knowledge,transferred the floor to any one. 


floor was assigned to the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania upon the question of the reference of the 
i report reccived from the Court of Claims. The 
gentleman from South Carolina, however, asked 
| Teave to answer a question which had been pro- 
pounded, and the floor was yielded to him by the | 
general consent of the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. Was the question submitted | 


The SPEAKER. No objection was made. 

Mr. ORR. Upon this question of order I beg 
leave to say, that the rules of the House, I believe, 
allow one gentleman to interrupt another in the 


nation. The practice has invariably been to allow 

interruptions for the purpose of explanation. It 

rose, and { did not sup- 

pose I interfered by it in any way with the gentle- 
man’s right to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave transferred the floor to 


may report bills on the subject which would save 


ng one, 


having arrived, is not that the business before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. The hour has arrived, but 
the gentieman from Pennsylvania is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. JONES. Jf 1 yield the floor now, shall I 
be entitled to it again when the subject comes up 
hereafter ? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields to 
the gentleman from South Carolina, he loses his 
privilege at the present time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, [rise to a question of order. 
When the discussion of the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections was postponed to to-day, the 
gentleman from South Carolina was entitled to the 
floor. I hold, therefore, that the hour having 
arrived to which that subject was postponed, it is 
the business legitimately before the House, no 
matter what may intervene. The gentleman from 
South Carolina is entitled to the floor; and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be entitled to 
the floor upon the question of referring the report 
from the Court of Claims, whenever that subject 
comes again before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is correct. The gentleman 
from South Carolina has the right to call for the 
regular order of business, which is the consider- 
ation of the report of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. JONES. Do I understand that I am enti- 
tled to the floor when this matter comes up again? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman will be en- 
titled to the floor. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 move that the 
two bills that were reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union last 
evening, may be taken up and passed. 

. The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. ; f 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 


j South Carolina to yield the floor for that purpose. 


Mr. BOYCE. iwill with great pleasure, if I 
do not thereby lose my right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not lose 
his right. 

The bill of the House making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending 30th June, 1857, was then taken up 
for consideration, the pending question being on 
the motion to recommit to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion to 
recommit, and move the previous question on 
the engrossment of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and being put, 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the vote by 
which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


| on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PURYEAR stated that his colleague [Mr. 
Reape] had paired off until the 15th instant with 
Mr. Tarran. 

INVALID PENSION BILL. 


The bill of the House making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the year ending 30th June, 
1857, was next taken up for consideration; and the 
amendment-reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was concurred 
in. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and, being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
als. moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table; which latter motion was agrecd to. 

The report of the Committee of Elections, in 
relation to the Kansas contested- election case, 
being now before the House, 

Mr. PHELPS said: I proposed yesterday to 
recommit the repgrt with instructions, which were 
read. With the permission of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boxce,] I now desire to 
submit the motion to recommit, with the instruc- 
tions which I then indicated. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FLAGLER and others objected. 

Mr. PHELPS. I then ask my friend from 
South Carolina to make the motion to recommit, 
with the instructions I have indicated. 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of Virginia, in reference to the 
claims of citizens of Virginia for bounty-land 
scrip, for the purpose of having them referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


There was no objection, and the resolutions 


were received. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would suggest to my col- 
league that those resolutions ought to go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well; let them be sent 
there. 

The resolutions were accordingly referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, in pursu- 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 


bor at the city of Erie, Pennsylvania; which was | 


read a first and second time by its tide, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, BILLINGHURST, by unanimous con- 
sent, in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
a joint resolution relating to an appropriation for 
the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, 
Wisconsin; which wag read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, Senate bill for the 
relief of the distributees of Colonel William Gwin 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, 


and referred to the Comimiitee on Revolutionary | 


Pensions. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills 
of the following titles; which were severally read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of the Mus- 
kegon river, in the State of Michigan; and 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, 
in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. SIMMONS, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to repeal part of an act entitled “ An act to pro- 
vide for the safe-keeping of the acts, records, and 
seal of the United States, and for other purposes;”’ 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committce on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the consent of the 
House to offer a resolution, which I have been 
instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report. Itis as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk supply, from the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives, a complete set of the 
reports of the Supreme Court of the United States for the 
use of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Speaker, I will make a word of explanation. 
The House must be sensible that that committee 
need these reports, and that they cannot get along 
without them. Unless we get them in this way, 
we shall have to send home for them. We can- 
not get them in the Library. The chairman of 
the last committee told me that he could not ob- 
tain them. 

The resolution was adopted. 


On motion by Mr. WELLS, Senate bill for the 
relief of Anson Dart was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, THORINGTON, from the Committee on 


| real and more recognized, 


Private Land Claims, reported a bill to grant to 
L. Jane Horner and children a section of land in 
Oregon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. CARUTHERS, by unanimous consent, 
im pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to provide for three months’ extra pay to the third 
regiment of Missouri volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. WAKEMAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be Tequested 
to examine and inquire into the propriety of making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the navigation of Harlem 
river, at the port of New York; and that the committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. KNIGHT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and are 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of enabling 


į the agricultural branch of the Patent Office, through its 


annual agricultural reports, to furnish more extended, uni- 
form, reliable, and useful agricuitural and horticultarat in- 
formation than hitherto has been practicable ; and that, in 
this connection, the said committee consider the sugges- 
tions and pian of the Commissioner of Patents to the mem- 
bers of Congress, set forth in his printed circular of the 
24th ultimo, hereto annexed; and that said committee re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 

The circular annexed to the resolution is as 
follows: . 

WASHINGTON, February 29, 1856. 

Sir: An appropriation is annually made by Congress to 
defray the expense of obtaining statistics, and to aid, in other 
methods, to some extent, in promoting and fostering the 
agricultural interests of tis country. ‘There is every rea- 
sonable probability that this course of policy will be con- 
tinued hereatter. 

The results hitherto obtained, however, have -been very 
imperfect, in consequence of a want of system and of the 
means and machinery requisite for the attainment of the 
purpose in view; and though the results have probably 
been such as to justify the expenditures heretofore made, 
they are insignificant in comparison with those which it is 
ee might be attained by the exertion of a suitable 
effort. 

‘To put in operation independent machinery on the part 
of the Federal Government adequate to the attainment of 
the objcet in view, would involve so many objectionable 
consequences, both financial and political, that no one 
would be willing to propose or support such a measure. 
But the idea has been suggested, that by the coöperation 


, of the several State and Territorial governments, the object 


sought might be attained without any considerable in- 


i creased expense or the creation of additional offices. 


In some of the States the practice has been already intro- 
duced of anunally obtaining statistics of the kinds suggested 


; in the accompanying schedule, by making it the legal duty 


of the assessors to obtain these statisties at the time they 
are making their annual assessments of personal or real 
property. Such statistics will not be precisely accurate, 
but they will be far more reliable than estimates made in 
any other manner that scems as practicable, and cannot 
but be interesting and useful in an eminent degree. Every 
year will add to the accuracy of these statisties and of the 
deductions drawn therefrom; and every year would de- 
monstrate their value in a stil] greater degree as the agriewl- 
tural wealth and importance of this country become more 
K cannot but be useful for the 
World to know annually the productions that are to be 
found in its chief granary. 

Rut, in order to reap the greatest possible advantage, a 
concert of action is indispensable. Uniformity and system 
iu obtaining the desired information are essential to suc- 
cess. ‘The importance of being able to construct one set 
of tables for one State, and a different set for another State, 
is tring comparison with what would result from tables 
which sflould be uniform for all those States where the 
samce articles were produced, The entire amount of cach 
product should be shown as far as possible ; and, if to the 
agricultural statistics those in relation to its commerce and 
muncral products can be added, the value of the results 
will be vastly enhanced. 

A material element of the system above shadowed forth 
is the establishment of a central agency, by Which the 
information obtained in the different portions of this ex- 
tended country may be coliected, arranged, and published. 
The agricultural branch of the Patent Office seems nat- 
urally to suggest itself for this purpose. Adequate means 
are there found for collecting and arranging the information 


| obtained in the several States, and the annual Agricultural 


Report furnishes a ready vehicle for disseminating this 
digested information over the whole country. 

Such a plan is therefore now suggested for your consid- 
eration. If you think it worthy of your countenance, you 
are invited to take such steps as you may think proper to 
cause its general adoption. Especially are you desired to 
use your influence to cause your own local Legislature 
to act officiently in the matter as far as their territorial 
jurisdiction extends. 

A schedule is herewith furnished, showing, in a general 


way, the nature of the information which is thought desir- | 


able. Other items may be added; but, in order to insure 
uniformity to this extent, it is suggested that nothing herein 
contained should be omitted, so far as the artieles enumer- 
ated are produced in your State or Territory. 

itis not expected that any further than general aggre- 
gates should be returned to this office. And in order that 
such returns should be published in the report for the then 
current year, they should be reported, if possible, by the 


Ist of June annually. 
Yours, very respectfully, CHARLES MASON, 
Commissioner af Patents. 


© KANSAS. ELECTION. 


Mr. BOYCE then claimed the floor. - 

Mr. PHELPS. Has the motion to recammit 
been entered? Be: gee ie 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. Theresolution before the House is the 
one which was reported from the Committee.of 
Elections. Itis as follows: : 


Resolved, That the Committee. of Elections, in.the con- 
tested-clection case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine Witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


Mr. BOYCE then addressed the House for one 
hour. His speech is withheld for revision, and 
will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. GROW, (Mr. B. yielding temporarily.) I 
desire to correct a misapprehension into which 
the gentleman from South Carolina has fallen. 
The gentleman referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories as having indorsed the validity of theaction 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Kansas, 
because they have reported a bill to annul certain 
acts of that Legislature. Now, sir, the commit- 
tee did not intend to recognize the validity of that 
Legislature, nor do they think they have done 
it, but they were not very particular about the 
phraseology of their bill.” Here are the acts of 
that Legislature which the President of the United - 
States recognizes as valid enactments, and he 
gives notice to the country that he means to en- 
force the laws of the Territory with the bayonet 
if necessary. We were acting not as a court, but 
as a legislative body, and we were not particular 
to use lawyer’s phrases. All we desired was, 
that if the President of the United States should 
go forth with the army of the country to enforce 
those enactments, he should understand that.it 
was not the opinion of Congress that the .act 
which we propose to annul was of binding force 
and effect; but we shall have no objection to: 
change the phraseology of our bill to meet the 
views of gentlemen. 

Mr. BINGHAM then addressed the House for 
one hour. His specch will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As itis our usual 
time of adjournment, if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will yield the floor, I will move that. the 
House do now adjourn. ` i my 

Mr. OLIVER. ` I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, I move, then, that the House 
adjourn. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, recommending that authority be 
given to construct and equip six revenue cutters, 
of small size, for use on the Jakes, and to‘dispose 
of two large cutters now stationed in those waters; 
which was referred to the Committee: on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the 
House passed February 28, 1856, in reference to 
the Buffalo custom-house, and recommending 
additional appropriations therefor. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say one word in 
reference to the subject of that recommendation. 
I desire to have the paper laid upon the table and 
printed. I would also say to the House, that when 

shall have got some additional information I 
shall ask the unanimous consent of the House to 
take up and act upon the matter. 

The communication was Jaid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the table a 
resolution of the Senate in reference to the South- 
western and Muscogee railroad. $ 

No objection being made, the joint resolution 
for the relicf of the Southwestern and Muscogee 
Railroad Company wastaken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr, PAINE. I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers 


and memorials in the case of R. Piemont, asking 
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compensation for extinguishing the fire on board 
the steamer Raritan.: ; oe 
.- Mr. JONES.. Linsist on my motion to.adjourn. 


THe SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 


Carolina [Mr. Paine] can accomplish his object 
the rule of the House, ‘ . 


under the rı 
i -ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


“Mr. KEITT. I move that when the House 
adjoutns; it’adjourn to meet again on Monday 


next.” 

~ Mr. MORGAN. Upon that I demand the-yeas 
and nays. | 
“The yéas and nays were ordered. 

“The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 43, nays 71; as fol- 
lows: 

* YEAS — Méssrs. Aiken, Allen, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, 
Caruthers; Craige, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Evans, 
Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Haven, Houston, : George- W. Jones, Keitt, 
| Kelly, Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well,’ McQueen, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Quitman, Ruffin, Sage, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stranshan, Tyson, Underwood, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, and Wheeler—43. 

7 NAYS—Messts. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Billing- 
hurst, Bingliain, Bradshaw, Branch, Buffinton,Cadwalader, 
James H: Campbell, Lewis D: Campbell, Caskie, Ezra 
Qlark,; Clawson,, Covede, Crawford, Damrell, ‘Timothy 
Dayis, Day, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Bmncle, Flagler, Galloway, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 

‘homas' R: Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, \Millson,- Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Packer, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Perry, Purviance, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sandidge, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Thor- 
ington, Todd, Trafton, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
@adwalader C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, 
Williams, Woodruff, and Woodworth—71. 


t Bo- the House refused to adjourn over until 
Monday. ° 

i And ‘then, on motion by Mr. Jones, of Ten- 
nessee, (at three o’clock and forty-five minutes,) 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock,-m. . 


HOUSE, OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
o.a Fray, March 7, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danren Warno. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


_ The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

..,. DEFENSE OF THE DELAWARE. 

Mr. ALLISON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to.the Fouse a resolution of the State Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania, requesting their Sen- 
ators ‘and Representatives in Congress to urge || 
appropriations to complete the works of defense 
on the Delaware; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the State of Virginia, in regard to the action 
of the late naval board appointed ‘to promote 
the efficiency of the Navy,” under the act of the 
late Congress. 

‘The:same having been read, 

Mr. MILLSON said: As the House has been 
kind chough to allow the introduction of this res- ; 
olution by unanimous consent, [will not, in sub- |; 
mitting‘a motion to refer and print, avail myself | 
of the. right- to express my concurrence in the |; 
resolutions. 

Mr. BOCOCK. . If the gentleman does, I shall 
want to be heard in answer. 

Mr. MILLSON. AsI have not been absent 
from the city fora day since the commencement of 
the session, and am desirous of returning home, | 
I shall seek an early opportunity, perhaps on | 
Monday of next week, to speak upon the general | 
subject of those resolutions. i now move that, 
they be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, and printed. 

“The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ical for the regular order 
of business. | i 

Mr. BUFFINTON. Task the consent of the 
House to presentresolutions of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, in reference to Kansas and the Missouri 
compromise. : i 


Mr: RUFFIN. I object. 


j 


| 
mai 


|| from decisions made by the Auditor of the 


‘by a gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


; are, undoubtedly, situated just as I am. 


- Mr. MAXWELL. . Ihave in my hand several 
resolutions: of the: Legislature of Florida, which I 
desire to present and have- referred to the appro- 
priate committees. Ido not care to have them 
read. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, 1 object. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire that a joint resolu- 
tion be taken from the Speaker’s table, to which, 
when read, lam sure no member of the House 
will object.. Itis a Senate resolution, providing 
for the final adjustment of certain cases of appeal 

Treas- 
ury for the Post Office Department. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. 1 object. 

Mr. TYSON. Lhold in my hand resolutions 
unanimously adopted by the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, last January, referring to Dr. Kane’s 
expedition to the Arctic regions. Iask the con- 
sent of the House to present them. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I have already made an 
effort to introduce resolutions of the Legislature 
of Florida, and the introduction was objected to 
IT think it 
strange that similar resolutions should be allowed 


to be presented, and that others should be ob- : 


jected to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The gen- |: 


tleman is mistaken. No gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objected to the presentation of his reso- 
lution. 
Mr. BUFFINTON. I objected. 
Mr. MAXWELL. Ido not object to the re- 
tion of these resolutions. 

r. CLINGMAN, [insist upon the regular 

order of business. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
My reason for submitting the motion is this: I 


ce 


have been confined every morning this week by | 
| labor upon committees, and have had no time to | 
attend to the business of my constituents at the | 


Departments. Jam ready at all times to work 
hard, but I want time to attend to the duties 
which I have mentioned. Most of the members 
There- 
forc, I submit the motion, 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 
Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- 


one thousand extra copies of the report of the | 
superintendent of the Government hospital for the : 


insane, for his use, reported the following res- j 


olution: 


Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the said 
report be printed, and placed at the disposal of the said su- 
perintendent. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution can be re- 


ceived only by general consent, inasmuch as a i 


privileged question is now pending. 


of business. 
THE KANSAS ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 


Mr.CLINGMAN, I demand the ae i 


following resolution, reported by the Committee | 


of Elections: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections in the con- 
tested-clection case from the ‘Territory of Kansas, be, and 


are hereby$ empowered to send for persons and papers, and | 


to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 
Pending the question on agreeing to that res- 


olution, is the motion of the gentleman from | 


South Carolina, [Mr. Bovcn,] that the resolution 


be recommitted to the Committee of Elections, : 
! with instructions. On that question the gentleman ! 


from Missouri [Mr. Oriver] has the floor. 


Mr. OLIVER then addressed the House for | 


one hour. His speech, which is withheld by 
him for revision, will be published ia the Appen- 
dix, 


They will appear in the Appendix. . 
Mr. WALKER. It is not my purpose, sir, 


to enter into auything like an elaborate discussion | 
The brief remarks I propose | 


of this question. 
to address to the House will follow very much 
in the line of argument which we have just lis- 
tened to from the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. 
Cunien.] I shall endeayor especially to avoid 
even. an allusion to those more exciting topics 


He was followed by Messrs. CUMBACK and | 
CULLEN, who have also withheld their remarks. : 


| 
j 
| 
| 


which thus far have chiefly engaged the attention 
of gentlemen who have entered upon this discus- 
sion. Like my friend from Delaware, Lam in- 
clined to view the case purely, and. entirely in its 
legal aspects, to show, if I can, wherein lies the 
power of this House over this question, and what 
are the limitation and extent of that power. But 
I fecl it due to the gentleman from Delaware to 
say now, that much. of the labor I had thought 
properto devolve upon myself in this debate has 
been saved me by the clear, logical, and, in my 
judgment, unanswerable argument with which 
he has favored this House—an argument evincing, 
from beginning to end, that sharpness of intellect 
which is acquired only by the thoroughly trained 
lawyer, one fundamentally grounded in the ruling 
principles of law, enabling him to see wherein is 
the real point inevery question presented for con- 
sideration. I have little to add to that argument. 
My province will be to back him up in the points 
he has made, and in doing that I know I cannot 
promise this House to enlist its attention by the 
same clearness and force with which he pre- 


sented those points. 


He has so fully anticipated me, that I can 
promise to do but little more than repeat the ar- 
guments he has presented. By obtaining the floor 
from me, and in considering this question solely 
in its legal bearing, he has taken “ the wind out 
of my sails,” and I must be content to follow in 
his wake. 

In the first place, then, I propose to address 
myself to the inquiry as to what is the character 


- of this contest between Governor Reeder, and Mr. 


Whitfield, the sitting Delegate upon this floor. 
Are they, in any logical, technical sense of the 
term, contestants for the right to this seat? What 
is the legal meaning of the term ‘*contest?’’ 
Why, sir, necessarily it implies a controversy in 
which there is a subject-matter of conflict, and in 
which there are respective claimants to the right. 

Now, sir, we all know that, in every case of a 
contested election, there must necessarily be a 
person setting up at least a claim of right to the 
seat held by the one who has obtained the prima 
facie evidence of a right to hold the seat. ell, 
if that be the case, I take it that no gentleman who 
hasecarefully examined the papers which form the 
record of the case we are now considering, will 
risc from his seat upon this floor, and contend 
that Governor Reeder here presents himself in 


ing, to whom wasreferred the resolution to print || the attitude of a contestant for the seat occupied 


by General Whitfield. 

What is the paper he has served upon General 
Whitfield in the shape of a notice? What is the 
character of the paper which he has addressed to 
this House as a'memorial? There is not, sir, a 
single line or word in either one of those papers 
amounting to anassertion ofa right vested in him- 
self, and set up by him as against the prima facie 
title of the sitting Delegate, Mr. Whitfield. His 
notice is but a complaint, consisting of allegations 
against the legality of the election proceedings 
by which Mr. Whitfield obtained his seat in this 
House. Did any lawyer ever hear of a court for 
inquiring into a case of contested election, hear- 
ing and examining testimony, and pronouncing 
its final adjudication, unless there was first a 
formal contestation presented by some one asserting 
his own right, denying the right of the then incum- 
bent? I care not whether the proceeding be by the 
eld writ of quo warranio, or under amore summary 
process. The very basis of the whole proceeding 
consists in the assertion of aright by a person 
denying the right of theincumbent. Ttakeit that 
no lawyer upon this floor will gainsay this posi- 
tion. This being the case, it follows, as a matter 
of course, that inasmuch as Governor Reeder does 
not present himself before us in that attitude, there 
is in fact no contestation as to the seat. 

I pass on to another point, as to the validity 
of the laws enacted by the Legislature of Kansas, 
and the power of this House to enter inio an in- 
quiry as to their validity. The act organizing a 
territorial government for Kansas forms, in fact, 
the constitution of that Territory, and it differs 
only trom the constitutions of the States in this— 
that in the one there is a grant of power; in the 
other there are restrictions of power primarily 
possessed. Itake it this is a sound position. 

hen, starting out upon the hypothesis that 
the act organizing the territorial government of 
Kansas is the organic or constitutional law of 
that Territory, let us see now what are the powers 
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conferred by that act upon the Territory of Kan- 
sas. Why, sir, can it be denied that the provis- 
ions of that act endow the people of Kansas, 
under the form of a territorial government, with 
ali the essentials of an organized government? 
We have there the division of their powers into 
the three great departments—executive, legisla- 
tive, and judicial. The powers conferred upon 
those several departments are all laid down in the 
organic law passed by the Congress of the United 
Slates. 

By that act we perceive the Legislature is 
clothed with the sole and exclusive power of de- 
termining upon the qualifications of its own mem- 
bers. Reasoning, then, from analogy, taking that 
territorial act as the constitution of Kansas, look- 
ing at the analogy between that territorial act and 
the constitutions of the several States, and bearing 
in mind the well-established doctrine that all de- 
Uberative bodies have the sole and exclusive right 
to determine upon the qualifications of their own 
members, I ask you—I ask any man who will 
discard from his mind the heat of prejudice—I 
ask any one who, moved by a just sense of the 
grave responsibility of his position as a member 
of this House, is determined, in spite of outside 
pressure, todo whatis right, to say thatthis power 
has not been fully delegated to and properly exer- 
cised by that body. 
` The Territorial Legislature of Kansas determ- 
ined upon the qualifications of its members. The 
fiat of that body upon the case of each one of its 
members was final and conclusive; and there is 
no powcr here or elsewhere to deny him his seat 
when once passed upon by his fellow-members. 

This having been done, they proceeded to pre- 
pare an act regulating the elections of that Tervi- 
tory. Under that law the incumbent claims to hold 
his seat. Itis now alleged that there was fraud 
or compulsion resorted to in that election, and that 
this body has a right to go beyond the record of 
the proceedings of the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, and ascertain whether there was fraud, 
corruption, violence, or intimidation, and to de- 
clare that the proceedings of that Legislature 
were invalid and void. 

Why, sir, the celebrated case of Fletcher vs. 
Peck, alluded to by the gentleman from Delaware, 
is perfectly conclusive, if any authorities were 
needed. It is truc that that was the decision of a 
court, and the inquiry there was as to the power 
of a court, strictly speaking, to pass upon the 
acts ofa State Legislature. But there is a striking 
analogy between the two cases. The gentleman 
from Delaware says that, though we are in fact a 
legislative body, we are in this matter discharg- 
ing the functions of judges. I concur with him, 
and I sey that, viewing ourselves in that light, 
we should be governed by the same rules of pro- 
ceeding that control courts of justice. 

Upon a bare assumption that there has been 
wrong done, it is alleged that those men holding 
their seats in the Territorial Legislature were 
illegally elected, and that we now have the power 
to go beyond it. And some days since, when 
this discussion was first opened, we cannot but 
remember the contemptuous manner in which 
the record of these proceedings was treated by a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hickman.] 
‘When the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS,] being interrogated as to his authority 
for alleging that there were laws in Kansas regu- 
lating the elections of that Territory, produced 


the Journal of the Legislature and the acts passed | t 
! claimants for the same seat; and, if that is not 


by that body, he was asked, “Is that a book? 
and should this House be governed by a book?” 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania seemed to 
have forgotten the well-established rule laid down 
by all ihe courts—a rule essential to the ends of 

ublic justice—that a book purporting to be the 
aws of a State, published by the authority of the 
State, has to be considered in all courts as prima 
Jacie evidence of the enactment of those laws. 
‘Well, I take it that this rule applies with quite 
as much force to the case of laws passed by a 
Territorial Legislature as to laws passed by or- 
ganized States; and inasmuch as that is prima 
facie proof, according to the principle laid down 
by the gentleman from Delaware, which, in my 


In reference to the demand made by ‘the com- 
mittee for power to send for persons'and papers; 
why, if any man will take the trouble to look at 
the provisions of the act of 1851, providing for 
the mode of taking testimony in cases of contested 
elections, and then look at those provisions of 
the territorial act of Kansas which declare in 
express terms thatall the laws of the United States 
not locally inapplicable to said Territory shall 
be binding and governing there, I think ‘he will 
at once admit that the act of 1851 applies quite 
as fully and completely tothe case of a contested 
election in a Territory as to that of a contested 
election in a State. And the gentleman from 
Delaware very fairly remarked that this view was 
taken by the contestant [Mr. Reeder] himself, 
as shown by one of the papers on the Speaker’s 
table. Now, if the act of 1851 be applicable to 
this case, I ask, what necessity can there be for 
going still further and authorizing this committee 
to send for persons and papers, for the purpose 
of inquiring into these proceedings in Kansas? 
Why; sir, can there be one single object attained 
by such proceeding? Can it have any other effect 
than to add fuel to that excitement which has so 
long disturbed the popular mind of this country, 
and which in the end must bring us to the time 
when domestic fury and fierce civil strife shall 
cumber all the parts of the Républic? 

Itseems to me, Mr. Speaker, that mistakes have 
been made on both sides of this discussion. In 
my judgment, there was no occasion for anything 
like heat or excitement in this debate. It should 
have presented itself to our minds merely asa 
legal question in regard to the power of this 
House. The dignity of the House was involved. 
The dignity of our form of Government, the re- 
spect due to the fundamental law organizing the 
Territory of Kansas—the fact that Kansas had 
gone through all the forms of a governmental or- 
ganization—that she had been divided into the 
respective governmental departments—that there 
were officers there having power to discharge all 
the functions pertaining to their various subdi- 
visions of governmental power—enjoined upon 
us a calm examination of the question presented. 
And it seems to me now that to carry out the will 
of the majority of the committee, and endow them 
with the power that they ask, could have no other 
effect than to add fuel to the excitement now con- 
trolling the minds and disturbing the quiet of our 
countrymen. 

An additional remark ortwo onthe first branch 
to which I called the attention of the House. I 
put this question to the members: If we go into 
this matter to subserve the wishes of Governor 
Reeder, and of the majority of the committee, I 
ask cui bono 2—who is to be benefited by it? Itis 


| perfectly apparent that Mr. Reeder can never get 


his seat in this proceeding. In the first place, he 
does not present himself here in the light of acan- 
didate. In the next place, he was not a candidate 
at that election. 

Now, suppose thatit were made perfectly clear 
to this House that a very large number of illegal 
votes were received at the election which gave 
Mr. Whitfield his supposed majority, and that a 
large number of legal votes were rejected; that 
would, in nowise, affect his right toa seat in this 
House, because, in such case, to change the re- 
sult it must be shown that the rejection of legal 
votes, or the reception of illegal votes, would have 
changed the majority. In other words, ‘there 
must have been a conflict at the ballot-box between 


apparent from the facts of the case, there is, in 
no just view of the term, a contestation. Now, 
there is no pretense by Governor Reeder that such 
is the case. He was not a candidate in that elec- 
tion. If I mistakenot, General Whitfield had no 
opposition. Then, I care not if he received only 
forty legal votes, and if all the rest were illegal 
votes; for still, in the absence of any proof going 
to show that General Whitfield had an opponent 
in that election, and that by the reception of these 
illegal votes, or the rejection of legal ones, the op- 
ponent had been defeated of his right, and had 

een deprived of the majority which he would 
otherwise have had, the result cannot be changed, 
and the action of the House cannot exclude the 
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on this:question« <I prefet judging of things.as 
they come up... Like my-friend from ‘Delaware; 
I prefer, as in a court of justice, :to abide by the 
record, and to put:a man out of court when, by 
the rules of law, he has no standing in court, and 
to deny him a hearing when .he‘attenipts: to sus- 
tain a plea of. nul tiel record by stating extranes 
ous matters, and of which: a court, by the well 
established rules of law, can takeno cognizance. 

It was my-purpose, sir, to have enlarged. ‘on 
these points; but on listening: to the: argument 
made by the gentleman from Delaware, T found 
that he was stating the. same. propositions and 
reaching the same : conclusions, certainly with 
more. clearness and more force of argument than 
I could possibly claim; and I felt embarrassed. in 
attempting to follow him at all, because I wag 
assured that I could add but little, if anything, to 
what he said in the hearing of the House. It 
seems to me that he presented a clear case, and 
in the only aspect in which this House can prop- 
erly regard it; and I think that, if his arguments 
were listened to as they deserved to be—if the 
points he made were considered by members of 
the Housc—if gentlemen upon this floor are dis- 
posed to follow the straightforward, open, and 
direct line—if they will guard against sectional 
bias, and feel it to be their duty as patriots to 
avoid giving any new stimulus to public excite- 
ment on this question, there can be no doubt as 
to the résult of the case. ae f 

Mr. CRAWFORD obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I hope the gentle» 
man from Georgia will yield to a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. With a view of allowing 
the gentleman from Alabama to move an adjourn- 
ment, I yield the floor, having no disposition to 
trespass on the time of the House now, if: it be 
disposed to adjourn. ; 

Mr. SMITH, (at half past two.) ‘I move that 
the House do now adjourn. i 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask whether, when the 
TIouse meets after adjournment, the gentleman 
from Georgia will not be entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He will be entitled to it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. With that understanding, 
I yield it. i 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama withdraw his motion to adjourn, so thata 
few bills can be reported ? : i 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, busi- 
ness can be done pending the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury relative to a proposed addition to the 
Cincinnati custom-house; which was referred to 


; the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 


to be printed. j 
DECISIONS OF AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. LETCHER. I ask the consent of the 
House to take from the Speaker’s table, and. put 
upon its passage, a Senate resolution, to which, 
if the. House will allow me a moment’s explana- 
tion, I presume there will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken up from the Speaker’s table, and read 
a first and second time by its title, as follows: 
Joint resolution providing for the final adjustment 
in ‘certain cases of appeals from the decision made 
by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department. 

Mr. LETCHER. ‘The necessity for the passage 
of the resolution arises from this fact: It will be 
recollected by many members, that prior to the 
appointment of Mr. Whittlesey to the place he 
now holds as Comptroller of the Treasury, he 
occupied the place of Sixth Auditor of the Post 
Office Department. While there, many cases 
came before him which he decided adversely, and 
which, upon new testimony, have since been de- 
cided by the present Auditor inthesame way. B 
the present law, cases of appeal from the Sixt 
Auditor’s ofice must be passed upon by the 
Comptroller. Itisa delicate matter for Mr. Whit- 
tlesey, as Comptroller, to decide upon those cases 
which he has already passed on as Auditor; and 
therefore the present law has been proposed: 

There is a precedent for the action that is now 


judgment, cannot be controverted, our inquiry is 
stopped at that point. It seems to me that the 


sitting member from a seat on this floor. ' proposed in the case of Walcott, who was trans- 
matter under investigation, so far as that ques- || Now, I submitthese plain propositions, and then || ferred tothe oe eae? office. A joint resolu- 
tion is concerned, is entirely closed against this | give way. I had not anticipated the excitement || tion was passed then in reference to his particular 
House. - 2 '| which has pervaded so large a body of this House || case, in all respects, suchas this.is.. j 


t 
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‘Mr. SIMMONS. I. will say. that the Com- 


mitteeon the Judiciary have examined this case, 
and they concur that it is right. I would suggest 
to the gentleman that the communication from the 
Treasury Department be read. 
Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no objection. Item- 
bodies substantially what I-have stated. 
“The communication is the following: 
> Treasury DEPARTMENT; March 3, 1856. 
Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a 
report;made to me by the First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
showing that he has now before him, on appeal, Plaim of 
George Whitman for a draft issucd in his favor by the Post 
Office’ Department; on which appeal he deems it unsuit- 
able’ for him.to act, for the reason he made the original decis- 
jon in the case whilst formerly filling the office of Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post Office Department; and, in 
order to'provide for this case, as well as others which may 
atise of the like kind, I respectfully recommend the adop- 
tion ‘of the joint resolution proposed by the Comptroller. 
‘Tam, very respectfully, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Lewis D. CAMPBELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
“Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 

a ANP Comprrouuer’s Orrice, March 1, 1856. 
Sm: George Whitman, Bsq., contracted with the Post- 
master General to transport the mail of the United States 
from New Orleans to Mobile, and back, during four years, 
commencing on the istof July, 1837, and ending June 30, 
1841;. When I was Auditor of the Treasury for the Post 
Office Department, a claim was presented in the name of 
John L. Hodge, to me, to audit and adjust, originating under 
said contract, amounting to $10,100 as principal. 

The claim was examined, considered, and disallowed by 
a decision in writing, bearing date on the 14th of February, 
1842, 

“The claim was presented again in 1851 to the Hon. J. W. 
Farrelly, then said Auditor, with new testimony, alleged to 
be important. Mr. Farrelly examined the case in connec- 
tion with the new testimony, and on the 6th day of August, 
1851, he decided in writing not to allow thp claim. 

On the 7th of August, 1851, an appeal was taken from 
said decision to the First Comptroller of the ‘Treasury, as 
provided in the eighth section ofan act to reorganize the Post 
Office Department, approved July 2, 1836, which is as fol- 
lows: (Statutes at Large, vol. 5, page 81.) 

t Sec. 8, And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
appointed by the President, with the. consent of the Senate, 
an Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Department, 
whose duty it shall be to receive all awards arising in the 
said Department, or relative thereto, to audit and settle the 
game, and certify their balances to the Postmaster General : 
Provided, That if either the Postmaster General, or any 
person whose accounts shall be settled, be dissatisfied there- 
with, he may within twelve months appeal to the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, whose decision shall be final 
and conclusive.?? 

The same case, therefore, that I decided as Auditor, is 
now before me as First Comptroller, with some additional 
testimony on an appeal. 

The theory of accounting in the Treasury Department 
is, that each account shall be examined by two officers, 
with the exception of settling the accounts of the Post 
Office Department; and in relation to these, if the claimant 


or the Postmaster General is dissatistied by the decision of 
the ‘Auditor, he can appeal tothe First Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury. 

The object of the Jaw is not attained, in my opinion, if 
the Comptroller sets to revise his decision given as Auditor. 
When the case was brought before me on said appeal, I 
declined to act, and advised the counsel not to press the 
examination. Atter some time they very kindly urged me 
to act, and endeavored to relicve me from any delicacy I 
felt. 

On the 9th day of May, 1853, I addressed you on the sub- 
ject, and requested you to refer the case to the Attorney 
General for his opinion; but inasmuch as the law had 
required the decision of the First Comptroller on the appeal, 
jn concluding your reply you say, “the claim could, in no 
event, without authority from Congress, be reéxamined by 
miy officer of the Department.?’—Letter of May 10, 1853. 
“Mr. Whitman has come to this city, from New Orleans, 
to havea final decision of the case ; and I know of no mode 
by which it can be disposed of with propriety, aud preserve 
thé principle that lays at the foundation of accounting, 
incorporated into the act of September 2, 1789, establishing 
tho Treasury Department, without.the action of Congress. ; 

This would be in accordance with an early precedent in 
a ease very similar to the present. 

Oliver Wolcott, Jr., was Auditor of the Treasury in the 
year 1792, from which office he was transterred to and ap- 
pointed Comptroller. As he had audited and adjusted ac- 
eonnts that had not been revised by the Comptroller, 
without whose approval and certificate they cowd not be 
reported to the Secretary of the Treasury for payment, a 
section was inserted in an act making alterations in the 
Treasury and War Departments, approved May 8, 1792, 
which is as follows: 

«c Sxo. 7. Beit further enacted, Thatin every case of ac- 
count or claim not finally adjusted, upon which the present 
Comptroller of the Treasury as Auditor may have decided, 
itshalt be the duty of the Commissioner of the Revenue 
and of the Auditor of the Treasury finally to adjust the 
same; and in ease of disagreement between the said Com- 
missioner and Auditor, the decision of the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall be final.”"—-Statutes af Large, vol. 1, p. 281. 

Richard Harrison was appointed Auditor, and next suc- 
ceeded Mr. Wolcott in that office, so that he had given no 
opinion in the cases on which Mr. Wolcott had acted. if 
the principle of said seventh section were embraced in a 


joint resolution, I should confidently expect and hope that 
the action of Congregs might be speedily had, to oblige a į 


tract. 

For convenience, I submit the form of a joint resolution, 
and commit it for your consideration and disposal. 

Most respectfully yours, ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 


lion. James GUTARIE, Secretary of the Treasury. 


JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
in every case of account or claim not finally adjusted, upon 
which the present First Comptroller of the Treasury as 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Department 
may have decided, which may have been thereafter re- 
examined by an auditor in said office on new testimony, 
and decided by him on such testimony, and from whose 
decision an appeal has been taken to the present First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, it shall be the duty of the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury and the Commissioner 
of Customs finally to adjust the same; and, in case of dis- 
agreement between the said Second Comptroller and Com- 
missioner, the decision of the Attorney General shall be as 
final as the decision of the First Comptroller would be if 
he had acted under the eighth section of the act of July 2, 
1836, concerning the organization of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

The resolution was then ordered to a third read- 


ing, was read the third time, and passed. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS, REPORTS, AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BENSON, by unanimous consent, made 
an adverse report on the memorial of John De 
Camp, commander in the United States Navy, 
praying for $400 of pay withheld under the decis- 
ion of a court-martial; which was laid on the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also reported back the petition of citi- 
zens of Buffalo,and other ports on Lake Erie and 
Lake Ontario, in relation to apprentices in Amer- 
ican vessels; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Cresey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LAKE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill for the benefit of the General Post Office 
Department and the Mississippi Central Railroad 
Company; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committce 
on the Post Officc and Post Roads. 

Mr. QUITMAN, by unanimous consent, re- 
porien from the Committee on Military Affairs a 

ill prohibiting the officers ofthe Army and Navy 
from having an interest in any contracts for the 
supply of any article for any branch of the ser- 
vice to which such officer belongs; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, in pursu- 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill author- 
izing a settlement of the accounts of Charles P. 
Babcock, late Indian agent at Detroit, in the State 
of Michigan; which was read a first and sccond 
time, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented certain joint resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts, in relation te the Territory 
of Kansas; which were laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, joint resolutions from the same State, 
concerning the repeal of the Missouri compromise; 
which received the same order and reference. 

Mr. SNEED, by unanimous consent, in pur- 
suance of previous notice, introduced a bill for 
the relief of the representatives and sureties of 
Robert King, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAXWELL, by unanimous consent, 
presented sundry joint resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Florida; which were referred as indi- 
cated below, and ordered to be printed, viz: 

Relative to the construction of a light-house at 
Bay Port, in the State of Florida. Referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

In reference to a naval depot on Amelia Island. 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

In relation to buoys on the bar of St. Andrew’s | 
Bay. Referred to the Commitice on Commerce. | 

Asking Congress to establish a new collection 
district in Florida, to be called the district of 
Tampa. Referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. 

In aid of the Micanopy and Pilatka Plank 


Asking Congress to make an appropriation for 
the benefit of John L. McLane, of the State of 
Florida, county of Gadsden. Referred to the 
Commitiee on Claims, 

Asking the establishment of a mail route along 
the Bellamy road, between the St. John’s river. 
and Newmansville, in the county of Alachua, and 
the transmission of semi-weekly mails over said 
route. Referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Relative to the establishment of aland office in 
Santa Rosa county. Referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 


_ On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law that all 
shippers of goods from one port in the United States to 
another be required to specity in the ship’s manifest the 
particular kind of goods so shipped; and that the said com- 
mittee report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
making appropriations for the improvement of 
the harbor of Genesee river, New York; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: i 

Resolved, That the Court of Claims be respectfully re- 
quested to return House bill No. 722, for the relict of Lewis 
Benedict, with the documents and papers accompanying 
the same, which were remitted to said court under the 
general order of the House, of March 3, 1855; and that the 
same, when returned, shall be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claiins. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I object to the 
latter part of the resolution. When the bill comes 
back, it must be introduced and referred as any 
other bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I will modify my resolution 
by striking out the latter branch of it, to which 
objection is made by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills 
of the following titles; which were read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at Black Lake, in the State 
of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo 
river, in the State of Michigan; and 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, by unanimons consent, 
introduced resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Kentucky, in reference to the tobacco interest 
of the country; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. EDWARDS, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
for continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Dunkirk, on Lake Erie, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read a 
first and second time, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill to authorize the President to raise a regi- 
ment of mounted volunteers for frontier defense 
in the Territories of Washington and Oregon. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill establishing a mail route on Puget Sound, 
in Washington Territory. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 
modify the law in relation to the custody of wit- 
nesses in behalf of the United States; Nich was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, presented res- 


| olutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 
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relation to the preservation of Cape Cod harbor; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to.be printed. 

Also, resolutions in relation to French spolia- 
tions, and concerning naturalization, and the 
nationalizing of the General Government; which 
were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce ¢ 

A bill for the improvement of Sodus Harbor, 
Cayuga County, New York; and 

A bill for the improvement of Sodus Harbor, 
Wayne County, New York. 


Mr. HOWARD, by unanimous consent, in 


pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill | 


making a grant of land to the State of Michigan 
to aid in the construciion of a railroad from De- 
troit to Lake Superior; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read 
twice, and referred as indicated below : 


A bill to revive and continue in force for a lim- | 


ited period “An act in relation to donations of 
land to certain personsin the State of Arkansas,”’ 
approved 30th of August, 1850. Referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill extending the privilege of the preémp- 
tion act of the 4th of September, 1841, in certain 
cases. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill to extend the right of preémption granted 
by the act of March 2, 1855, 
Committee on Public Lands. 


THE KANE EXPEDITION. 
Mr. TYSON. I ask the unanimous consent 


of the House to present resolutions passed by | 


the Legislature of Pennsylvania, ‘of thanks to 
Dr. Kane, his officers and crew, for the success- 
ful result of the recent expedition to the Polar 
region,” 
Yo objection being made, the resolutions were 

received and read. 

Mr. TYSON. Task that they may be laid on 
the table and printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The resolutions 
do not propose any action by this House. They 
are merely the resolutions of a State Legislature, 


which pertain to no action of this House, and I! 


cannot sce what possible business we have with 
them. We might as well reccive any other resolu- 
tion which a Legislature might pass as these. If 
gentlemen of the House desire to compliment Dr. 
Kane, they can introduce an original resolution 


and pass that; but it seems to me that we should | 


not become the mere registers of the compliment- 
ary resolutions of State Legislatures. 

Mr. TYSON. The Legislature itself asks that 
they may be presented to this House, and I have 
merely complied with that request. I ask the 
adoption of the preamble and resolution which 
J send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Whereas, the intrepid conduct and scientific zeal of Dr. 
Flisha Kent Kane, in hislate expedition to the Polarregions 
in search of Sir John Franklin, aided by tae officers and 
men under his command, have placed his name in the first 
yank among Arctic explorers; and whereas the observa- 
tions and discoveries he has made are important additions 
to geographical and meteorological science, and valuable in 
the light which they shed upon the currents of the ocean, 
npon the mysterious changes in the magnetic needle, and 
upon the physical laws of this globe; and whereas the nar- 
rative of these heroic labors and their magnificent results 


should be widely diffused, as well to encourage the spirit | 
of scientific research among our countrymen, as to express | 


the profound sense we entertain of the merits and services 
of the explorer: Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed | 


to inquire into the character of the book about to be issued 
by Dr. Kane, as to letter-press, illustrations, and binding, 
and report their opinion of the expediency of ordering a 
certain number of copies thereof for use and distribution. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that 
the resolutions of the State of Pennsylvania were 
admitted without objection. A motion is made 
that they be laid upon the table and printed. If 
no objection be made, that disposition will be made 
of them. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If they aremerely 1 


Referred to the | 


| joint resolution, to which I think there will be 


j success 


| shall not exceed five dollars. 


resolutions of a State Legislature, which are to 
be put upon our Journal and registered here, I 
object. If they call for no action of this House, 
we have nothing to do with them. 

The SPEAKER. The question will then be 
put upon the motion. : 

Mr. JONES. Have they been received? 

The SPEAKER. They have been received 
and read. ; 

Mr. JONES. I understood that they were read 
merely for information. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand it. ; 
Mr. JONES. Is there another case of a reso- | 


lution passed by a State Legistature, having no | 
relation to the action of this House, being brought 
here to be put upon our Journals? 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make an inquiry, as 
the House seems to be in a little doubt about the 
state of this matter. Inasmuch as no action of 
this House was proposed by the resolutions, I 
wish to inquire if there is anything in the resolu- 
tions themselves which contemplated their being 
presented to the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
there is. 

Mr. HAVEN. Tf there is any request of that 


kind, I would grant it to a sovereign State, as I 


would if any action of this House was contem- |] 
plated by them; but if thesc are simple resolu- |! 


tions of a State, referring to no action here, there 
is no reason why they should be presented, unless 
the resolutions themselves contemplated such a 
disposition of them. If they did, I would not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
there is such a request contained in the resolu- 
tions, 

Mr. JONES. We might, with the same pro- 
priety, take the message of a Governor of a State 
and ‘have it spread upon our Journals. What i 
would be the difference? We might take one of 
their acts and have it read and placed upon our 
Journal. It is a bad precedent to establish, and 
it certainly. is not very complimentary to Dr. 
Kane. If the House wants to pass a resolution 
complimentary to him, it is, as [ said before, 
right and proper to introduce it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Allow meto ask a question. 
Do Į understand that the Legislature do not ask 
in the resolutions that they should be presented 
here? 

Mr. TYSON. They do ask it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the Legislature requests | 
it, I would receive them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the last resolu- 
tion be again read. 

‘The resolution was read accordingly. | 

Mr. JONES. I did not before hear the last! 
resolution read, or I should not have objected. I 
withdraw my objection. 

‘Lhe resolutions were then laid upon the table, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALDEN’S INDEX. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [am instructed by the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary to introduce the following 


no objection: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress asserabled, ‘Phat 
the Secretary of the Intcrior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and instructed, to purchase from the author and pub- | 
lisher thereof, a suflicient number of eopics of © Alden's | 
Index to the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United | 
States, ” in three volumes, to distribute as follows, viz 

‘To the President, beads of Departments, and heads of | 
bureaus, cach one copy,for the use of those officers and thcir | 
r3 in office. 

To the judges of the supreme, circuit and district courts 
of the United States, of the courts of the United States in | 
the Territori nd to the district attorneys of the United | 
States, each one copy, for the use of those officers and their 
successors in office. 

To the lesations and consulships of the United States, 
each one copy, for the use of said Iegations and consul- į 
ships. 

T'o the Library of the Senate, twenty-five copies, to the 
Library of the House of Representatives fitty copies; forthe 
use of the committecs of the Senate and Honse of Repre- 
sentatives respectively: Provided, The price per volume 


Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 
Mr. GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, | 
introduced a bill for the improvement of the 
navigation, and to continue the survey of White 
river, in the States of Arkansas and Missouri; 


printed: 


which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


[And then, on motion by. Mr, GALLOWAY, 


(at a quarter past three o’clock, p: m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday next, at twelveo clock, Mm: 


IN SENATE. n 
Monvar, March 10,1856. 0. 

The Journal of Thursday wis read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, showing, 
in compliance with a tesolution of the Senate, the 
number of messengers, laborers, and employés, 
other than clerks, in the War Department, and 
the compensation allowed to each; which, on mo- 
tion by Mr. Anas, was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
showing, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, the number of messengers, laborers, and 
employés, other than clerks, in the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the compensation. allowed to .each; 
which, on motion by Mr. Avams, was referred 
to the Committce on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. ¢ 

Also, a report of the Secrétary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, copies of the instructions given to 
Commodore McCauley, while recentl enleiapoe 
rarily in command of the Home squadron; which, 
on motion by Mr. Fisu, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered.to be 


SAMUEL S. WOOD AND SON. 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the chief clerk of the Court 
of Claims, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate, the memorial and papers 
of Samuel S. Wood & Son, which. were referred 
to the court by an order of the Senate of the 3d 
of March. 

Mr. SEWARD, I move that those 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. These memorialists, I un 
derstand, present a claim for damages for the de- 
struction of property at Greytown by the United 
States sloop-of-war Cyane, under the command of 
Commander Hollins. I suggest that the proper 
reference of the memorial would be the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. If the Senator from 
New York concurs in opinion with me, I should 
be pleased if he would modify his motion so as 
to refer the papers tg the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : 

Mr. SEWARD. The claim, as I understand 
it, in the shape in which it is presented by the 
petitioners, would control that matter. They 
suppose they have a legal, or at any rate a just 
and equitable, claim against the Government, and 
that no question of foreign relations is concerned 
in it. I have no choice about the reference. I 
proposed the Committee on Claims, because that 
was the direction suggested by the applicants, who, 
I suppose, are content to stand or fall on the just 
claim which they have, and which they suppose 
the Committee on Claims to be the proper-com- 
mittee to consider. 

Mr. BRODIIEAD. J presumed that it was a 
matter involving questions of international law, 
and for that reason I thought the Committee on 
Foreign Relations would be the most appropriate 
one to consider it. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
our own citizens. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from New York, 
I believe, submitted some time since. a memorial 
of William H. Deforrest, praying for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed at San Juan, which 
was referred to the Commnittee on: Foreign Rela- 
tions. Of course this ought to receive the same 
reference. I have no desire that it shall be sent 
to the committee of which Iam a member, but 
it ought to take the same direction as former me- 
morials on the same subject. 

Mr. SEWARD. .. There is great justice in the 
remarks of the honorable Senator; but I think he 
is in error. In regard to the claims which I have 
presented for indeninity for losses suffered by the 

ombardment of San Juan, I have. followed the 
direction of the memorialists themselves. My 
impression is, that all those claims were sent to 
the Committee on Claims, and not to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The case of Wood 


papers be 


It is the petition of one of 
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& Son is:one which they desire to submit to the 
‘Setiate as a claim against the Government, and 
they are of the opinion that the Court of Claims 
have no jurisdiction in their case... I think, there- 
fore, that honorable Senators will agree that it is 
right and just to allow them to have the opinion 
of the Committee on Claims on the subject. - 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania submit a motion? aoe 

: Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir, I shall submit to 
‘the sense of the Senate. EE , 
' The memorial and accompanying papers were 
‘referred to the Committee on Claims. 


‘PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr: SEWARD presented a petition of Sherlock 
Fillmore and other citizens of Clarence, in the 
State of New York, praying to be allowed addi- 
tional bounty land for services in the war of 1812; 
whith was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. - 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures for the adjustment of all international diffi- 
culties by arbitration, so as to avoid a recourse 
to war; which wag referred to the Committee on 
‘Foreign Relations. A 
“Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of William 
‘B: Carrico and others, watchmen at the Wash- 
ington navy-yard, praying to be allowed certain 
‘arrearages of pay; which was referred to the 
‘Committee on Finance. 

‘Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 
of the Army, praying that the commutation price 
of the Army ration may be increased; which was | 
referred. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WELLER. I present the petition of 
Michael Muss, of California, asking for compen- 
sation for outrages committed on him by the 
State of Sonora, in Mexico. Ido not exactly see 
“how this Government is liable for outrages com- 
mitted there on American citizens; but the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico undoubtedly isliable. I move 
its reference,in accordance with my instructions, 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, supposing 
they will send it to the State Department, where 
it will be filed as a claim against the Government 
of Mexico. 

It was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
Mr. REID presented a petition of citizens of 


Centre and its vicinity, in North Carolina, pray- || 


ing fora reduction of the rates of ocean postage; | 
which was referred to une Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Charles | 
A.: Seefeld, a pensioner of the United States, pray- | 
ing for an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PUGH. I present the petition of Na- 
than B. Marsh, praying for the appointment of a 
committee to examine his invention for ascertain- 
ing the nature of the bottoms in deep-sea sound- 
ings. A similar petition was presented a few days 
ago by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Brerer,] and was referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce; I therefore move that this petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH also presented four petitions of 
citizens of Ohio, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures for the construction of a railroad to the Pa- 
cific; which were referred to the select committee 
on that subject. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Dodds, and the 
petition of Amos Irvin, soldiers in the war of 
1812, praying an amendment of the bounty land 
law of March 3, 1855; which were ordered to lie 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
memorial of James A. Gordon and others, me- 
chanics and laborers at the navy-yard at Wash- 
ington, praying for an increase of compensation; 

‘which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of 
Smith Mowrey, Jr., praying for the confirmation 
of his title to certain islands on the coast of 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER. I present a series of resolutions 
from the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, 
in.the State of Pennsylvania, relative to the dis- 


|| ernment in reference to certain guano islands in 


| for the continuation of the harbor at Michigan | 


tribution of public documents. This is an in- 
eorporated body, and they ask that provision be | 


made by which they will receive annually the 
public documents printed by Congress; and they 
Suggest that the law for that purpose should be 
general, and that all similar. institutions—boards 
of trade and chambers of commerce—in the vari- 
ous cities of the United States, should be favored 
with ‘copies of those documents. i 

Mr. SUMNER. To what committee does the | 
Senator propose to refer those resolutions? - I j 
‘inquire, because Ihave already presented one 
memorial of a similar character from the Board 
of Trade of Boston, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then [shall propose that these 
resolutions be referred to that committee. 

They were so referred. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of H. 
Henry, a captain in the Navy, who has been 
placed upon the reserved list, praying to be re- | 
stored to his former position in the service; which 
was ordered to lie upon the table. i 

Also, the memorial of D. Conner, a captain in | 
the Navy, who has been placed upon the reserved | 
list, praying to be restored to his former position 
ag service; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. FISH presented additional papers in rela- 
tion to the petition of A. C. Rhind, praying for 
restoration to his former position in the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of J. 
Paul Zantzinger, late a captain in the Navy, who 
was dropped in consequence of the recommend- 
ation of the late naval board, complaining that he 
has been treated with harsnness and injustice, 
and praying that some suitable provision may be 
made for his support; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on'the files of the Senate re- 
lating to the claim of Betsey Whipple, widow of Stephen 
Whipple, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of liza Henley, widow of 
Jobn D. Henley, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committce on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That Cyrus H. MeCormick have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. ! 
! On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Moore & Haseal}, on the 
| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


| On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was | 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate, re- 
lating to the claim of Nannie Denman, be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to withdraw from 
the files the petition of A. G. Benson, claiming 
damages in consequence of the action of the Gov- 


L 


the Pacific. This claim, last yeaf, was referred, 
on my motion, to the Committee on Koreign į 
| Relations, who did not act on it. It was referred | 
to them at a late day, and that, probably, was the 
reason for not acting on it. The petitioner in- 
forms me that he supposes the proper reference 
to be the Committee of Claims, and it is proposed 
by him that it shall take that direction. I there- 
fore move, if there be no objection on the part 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that the | 
papers be withdrawn from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. | 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Com-} 


merce, to whom was referred a petition praying 


i 
| 
i 


City, Indiana, reported a bill for continuing the 
improvement of the harbor at Michigan City; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a; 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
| were referred a bill making appropriations for the 
į improvement of the harbor of Dubuque, Iowa, 
and a bill to continue the improvement of the 
Tennessee river, reported them back with amend- | 
ments. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred a bill to continue the improvement 
of the harbor at Vermilion, Ohio, reported: it 
back without amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Zadock Thompson, praying for compensation for 
his services.in preparing a historical sketch of 
the State of Vermont to accompany the census 
returns, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Zadock Thompson; which was 
read a first time, and ordered toa second reading. 
He submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curio, their Clerk, announced that they 
had passed the following bills; in which they re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending 30th 
June, 1857; and 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions for the year ending 
30th of June, 1857. 

Also, that they had passed the joint resolution 
of the Senate providing for the final adjustment 
of certain cases of appeal from decisions made by 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department; and Senate bill to admit to register 
or enrollment the schooner Zadock Pratt. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. ADAMS. I introduced, a few weeks ago, 
a bill to amend the naturalization laws, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It may not be reported back for some time to 
come, and under our rules it will not be printed 
until they shall report on it. Lam receiving many 
applications for information as to the provisions 
of the bill; and in order to have it before us, I 
move that the bill be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENITENTIARY PUNISHMENT. 


Mr. BAYARD. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 6) relating to punishment in the 
penitentiary, to report it back without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. I ask for its 
consideration now, and I will explain the object 
of the hill. It merely provides for conferring on 
the United States courts, in sentencing a person 
convicted of crime to hard labor in the peniten- 
tiary, the power to sentence him to any peniten. 
tiary in the State in which he is convicted, with- 
out regard to the fact whether it is in the judicial 
district in which the court sits or not. It is ne- 
cessary in the particular States to which it is in- 
tended to apply. I hope it will now be considered | 
and passed, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committtce of the Whole, 
It proposes to enact, that where any judicial dis- 
trict has been, or may hereafter be, divided, the 
circuit and district courts of the United States 
shall have power to sentence any one, con 
victed of an offense punishable by imprisonment 
and hard labor, to any penitentiary within the 
State, though it may be out of the judicial dis- 
trict in which the person is convicted. It pro- 
vides for authorizing the United States courts in 
the northern districts of Ohio and Illinois to 
transfer to the penitentiary of their respective 
States any prisoner, or prisoners, who may now 
be confined in jail in their districts for peniten- 
tiary offenses, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


COURT TERMS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TOUCEY. A bill was some time since 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
regulating the terms of the circuit court in the Dis. 
tuct of Columbia, and to accelerate the progress 
of business in that court, which will give rise, I 
think, to no debate. It has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 1 
ask thatit may be taken up, and passed at this 
tune. 

The bill (S. No. 129) was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Its object is to confer on the circuit court of this 
District, power, by rule of court, to regulate the 
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periods of holding its terms, to fix their number, 
and to alter them from time to time, as public 
convenience may require; but at least three terms 
are to be held annually. All suits and actions 
at law ere to stand for judgment or trial at the 
next term after process shall be returned ‘‘ exe- 
cuted,” unless -good cause for continuance be 
shown. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. ° 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to ask my friend from 
Connecticut, whether it is quite certain that the 
terms of the court will ke so specifically fixed 
under this bill that the public will always be ad- 
vised of the time when the court is to sit? The 
law now designates the time when the court is to 
meet; everybody has notice of it; but when itis 
merely fixed and altered, as this bill allows it to 
be, at the will of the judges, it may not be certain, 
unless some public notice be given, that the peo- 
ple who are interested will be at all times advised 


of the time when the court is going to assemble. | 
I think there ought to be something more specific | 


in that respect. 

Mr. TOUCEY. There will be no difficulty of 
that kind at all. It will be a matter perfectly 
well known and understood, fixed by rule of 
court, and understood by all practitioners. I be- 
lieve it is universally thought to be a great im- 
provement, to which no one objects. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Mississippi submit an amendment? 

Mr. BROWN. 
ciary has examined this matter, I am not dis- 
posed to interpose any difficulty; but it seems to 
me that it will make the time when the court sits 
exceedingly uncertain, and may give rise to great 
embarrassment. I interpose no objection; I only 
wish this difficulty to be considered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, rcad the third time, and passed. 


CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 
have had under consideration the report of the 


Secretary of the Navy, made in compliance with | 


a resolution of the Senate of the 26th of February, 
calling for copies of charges made against Com- 
mander Pendergrast and other naval officers, 
which was referred to them. The report is vol- 
uminous. No order has been made even to print 
the usual number, but the whole matter was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. I am in- 
structed by that committee to report in favor of 
printing the usual number for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. What is the document? 

Mr. JOHNSON. A report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, in compliance with a cail made by 
a resolution offered by the Senator from Texas, 

-[Mr. Housron,] asking for copies of charges 


made against Commander Pendergrast and other | 


naval officers. 

Mr. CASS. Has it been the subject of court- 
martial? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from Texas 
can perhaps answer the question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave reported in favor of 
printing a document called forth by a resolution 
of the Senator from Texas, relative to charges 
against certain naval officers, some of whom were 
members of the late board. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on print- 
ing the document. 

Mr. CASS. 
this matter, but I have a very great aversion—and 
I have expressed it a number of times—to con- 


stituting ourselves into a court of appeal on! 


every quarrel between officers. Ido not see that 


a case is made out calling for our investigation, || 


and requiring us to put the public to the expense 
of printing large masses of documents, I in- 
quired before, and have not received an answer, 
whether this matter was investigated by a naval 
court-martial? : 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from Texas is 
the gentleman who called for the information. 


Whether he knows what he has called for, or | 


not, I cannot say; but I suppose the Senator will 
be able to give an answer. The Committee on 
Printing does not pretend to be familiar with 
naval affairs, and will not undertake to decide as 
to what is the appropriate course to be pursued in 


If the Committee on the Judi- į 


I do not know anything about | 


ot 
H 


t 
p 
i 
i 
i 
| 


| to a call made by the Senator frem Texas. 


| on Printing when they are asked to determine the 
| propriety and necessity of the publication of į 


regard to such matters. I sought to obtain: all 
the information possible on this question, but I 
have not been able to obtain much from any quar- 
ter. The committee were left to wade through a 
mass of documents sent to the Senate in response 
We 
believe it rather too much ofa private matter, and 
therefore do not report in favor of printing more 
than the usual number for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I do not 
consider anything a private matter which con- 
cerns the public interest of the Navy or Army of 
the United States. If the honorable chairman 
and members of the Commitice on Printing have 
not time to examine responses made to calls of 
the Senate, so as to determine upon the propriety 
or impropriety of publishing them, thatis nothing 
to me. I called for the information communicated 
by this report for the purpose of ascertaining what 
course had been pursued on.a question of great 
moment tthe Navy. The Senate was informed 
by the honorable Secretary of the Navy, that the 
records of the Department were furnished for the 
guidance of the late retiring board in their action. 
{ wished to obtain, for the enlightenment of the 
Scnate, such portions of that intelligence as might 
affect the subject which has already been, and I 
presume will be more, thoroughly discussed be- 
fore this body. 

After examining the document, I shall be able 
to determine whether it will be proper to publish 
a larger or smaller number for the use of the | 
Senate and the public at large; but, at present, I 
shall be satisfied with the publication of the usual 
number. There are many channels through which 
it can reach the public, if it be important; and in 
the course of discussion on the action of the late 
board I presume the whole subject will be laid 
before the public. It is for the purpose of having 
a proper understanding of the questions arising 
out of the conduct of the retiring board that I 
have made a number of special calls on the Navy |! 
Department for information. In addition to the 
call that has been made, which has produced so 
much infelicity or trouble to the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, I have a few more to 
present, which I will send to the Secretary ’s desk. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose the Senator docs 
not wish to preseht them now. Let this subject 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam perfectly willing that 
this subject shall be disposed of now. j 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senate is well aware 
of the latitude of the debate which has taken place 
in this Chamber in regard to the conduct of the | 
late naval board. Senators wish to obtain all the ; 
information that it is possible to acquire in refer- 
ence to it. The Committee on Printing, I bc- ; 
lieve, have had no part of the subject in charge 
heretofore. Calls are made on the Navy De- 
partment by resolutions presented to the Senate 
and adopted, no objection being then made to 
them, but when answers are received they are 
referred to the Committee on Printing. It will 
be imposing on them an onerous duty to require 
them to determine what particular portions of the 
information communicated to the Senate should 
be published. ‘The Senator who made the call in 
this case does not seem to have examined the 
papers on the table, though they were presented 
to the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. We should be more than willing that 
he should have an opportunity to do so. 

I propose, under these circumstances, that the 
Senate lay the question on the table for the pres- 
ent, in order that the Senator from Texas and 
the Senator from Michigan may have an oppor- ı 
tunity to examine the papers for themselves, and 
so as to allow the Senator from Florida, who is 
chairman of the Committee on Navai Affairs, an 
opportunity to examine them before the Senate 
order the printing. I merely desire to suggest 
that it is expecting very much of the Committee 


papers like these, which manifestly relate to sub- 
jects with which they have no official relations 
whatever. I ask that they lic on the table for the 
present; and I will say that the Committee on, 
Printing will be exceedingly glad to have a sug 
gestion from any Senator in regard to the pro 
priety of publishing these papere, and they will; 
give full consideration to them before they will į 
again present them for printing. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Mr: MALLORY... Mr.-President-— habs 
The PRESIDENT. The motion to lay onthe 
table is not debatable. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
draw it- for a moment. : 
Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. MALLORY. | Mr. President, this debate 
is a commentary on the readiness with which the 
Senate adopts all resolutions without inquiry; 
The resolution calling on the Secretary of the 
Navy for this voluminous correspondence af- 
forded the Senate no information as to what the 
correspondence was, or what object was to be 
attained by its transmission to us. The réso- 
lution was passed instantly. The usual ceremony 
of laying iton the table fora day was. not ob- 
served. The Senator who called for it does not 
now seem to know what the correspondence is, 
or exactly what he did call for. [have examined 
the correspondence; I saw when the call was 
made what it would be. You cannot very well 
publish one part of it without publishing the 
whole, and that whole will strike where Senators 
would not have the blow to fall. If-you publish 
the whole, I think reflections will be ‘made on 
gentlemen who have no interest in the controversy 
before the Senate, and who should not be lugged 
in here in this side-bar manner; but still you 
cannot publish one part without giving publicity 
to all, and do justice to all parties. I trust, there- 
fore, that on this information, my friend from 
Arkansas will let the whole be published, and 
that thcre will be printed only the usual number 
for the use of the Senate. Ifwe want extra copies 
we can order them hereafter. 7 
Mr. JOHNSON. “ The infelicity of the feel- 
ings of the Senator from Arkansas’’ would allow 
his friend from Texas to examine the papers. 1 
do not think he has seen them; perhaps he has 
not had an opportunity to sce them. If he were 
to examine them he might change his opinion. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, if it is a 
laborious task, I think it would be rather onerous 
for me to assume it when a division of that labor 
can be made. I think it would be most appropri- ` 
ate for the Committee on Printing to ascertain the 
import of the contents of this document. I will 
move that the usual number be printed for the 
use of the Senate, and that will put an end to 
this controversy. I have only had an opportunity 


I ask the Senator to with 


| of giving the papers a cursory examination, but 


enough to satisfy me that the facts contained in 
them are important to a proper understanding of 
the subject, which has been, and will be, under 
discussion in the Senate, and for that reason I 
desire that the usual number be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand that the Sen- 
ator desires to have the papers published now 
He does not wish for delay. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; I desire that the 
usual number be printed at once. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, sir, I shall not move 
to lay the question on the table. f 

The PRESIDENT. The questionis on agree- 
ing to the report- of the committee ordering the 
printing of the usual number. 

The report was agreed to. 


ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Joffcra resolution of inquiry. 
If any remarks shall be necessary to explain it, 
I am ready to address myself to them. I offer the 
resolution, and ask for its consideration now: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy send to the 
Senate the name of every officer of the Navy who held a 
place on the register since the 4th of March, 1853, who could 
not or would not perform his share of sea duty, and thereby 
imposed upon the Department the necessity of requiring 
from some other officer who was both able and willing an 
extra share of duty. Also, the names of all captains, com- 
manders, and lieutenantsof the Navy who have, witbin the 
period aforesaid, applied for service at sea or on shore, desig- 
nating the names of the successful applicants and the names 
of the rejected; and, as far as practicable, the reasons for 
not giving employment to more officers of the several grades 
aforesaid. 

Also, the names of all captains, commanders, and lieu- 
tenants of the Navy who have, within the last three years 
subsequent to the 4th of March, 1853, declined, when 
invited or ordered by the Department on sea service or 
other duty appropriate to their rank and station in the 
Navy, or who, being so appropriately employed, have been 
relieved from. such duty at their own request, or at the 
request of their friends. 


Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 
of the resolution; and therefore it lies over for 
one day, under the rule. . 


Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following reso» 
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lution, and asked for its immediate. considera- 
tion: a : 
Resolved, Trat the Secretary of the Navy inform the 
Senate what number of commissions, or warrants, were 
‘issued by the Navy Department to masters in the line of 
romotion in the Navy, between the 13th and 16th days of 
eptember, 1855, both days inclusive; how the said mas- 
ters have. been employed ; and what the difference between 
Jeave and waiting-orders pay of, said masters and an equal 
number of passed midshipmen, froin which they were pro- 
moted. Pe 
°"Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 
of the resolution, : 
FORT AT KENNEBECK RIVER. 


~: Mr: HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
Jution; -which was considered: by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the Senate if, in bis opinion, the fort at the mouth of 
Kennebeck river should be put in a state of repair, or if 
necessary to rebuild the same; and, if so, to furnish an 
estiinate therefor. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


~ On motion by Mr. DURKEE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded ‘to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him on the 5th instant: 

Resolved, That the War Department furnish the Senate 
with an estimate of all deficiencics now due on account of 
harbors and rivers, correctly describing the same, showing 
‘how they have originated. 


Mr. DURKEE. I move to strike out “ War 
Department,” and insert ‘* Secretary of War.” 

Phe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DURKEE. I will state, for the inform- 
ation of the Senate, that the resolution is merely 
designed to obtain the facts in regard to some 
small amounts which are due to officers who have 
rendered service to the Government in charge of 
river and harbor improvements. I have had ac- 
counts sent to me to be adjudicated; and when I 
presented them to the Department, | was informed 
that an appropriation was necessary. The object 
of the resolution is to asccrtain the facts. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the Senator a 
question. Twas not able to understand the object 
of his resolution when it was first presented, and 
Ido not clearly comprehend it now. I wish to 
inquire of the Senator, whether he is making an 
inquiry after unexpended balances of appropria- 
tion? j 

Mr. DURKEE. No, sir; I have had accounts 
scent to me by officers who have had charge of 
these publie works, and rendered services for the 
last year, and they now ask forpayment for their 
services; but there is no appropriation to pay them. 

Mr. STUART. I have no objection to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. I confess I do not exactly 
understand the intention of this resolution, and I 
would be glad to have some information in rela- 
tion to it. To what deficiencies does it relate? 

Mr. DURKEE, Officers have had charge of 
the public works at various harbors in the West, 
and have rendered services for the last year or 
two, but there is no means in the Treasury for 
paying them. The head of the bureau has in- 
formed me there should be an appropriation, and 
then he could adjust their accounts, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the resolution will he 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution has been 
called up by an order of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I move to postpone it 
until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THREE MILLION BILL.. 


Mr. WELLER. I intended to call up this 
morning the fortification bill, which was under 
consideration on Thursday last; but I do not feel 
at liberty to do so, in consequence of the absence 
of my friend trom Texas, (Mr. Rusx,} who feels 
interested, as the representative of that State, in 
two appropriations which are proposed in the 
bill. Those two works are, unfortunately, placed 
in the situation of being opposed by the Secretary 
of War, who considers them unnecessary. I 
shall, therefore, be compelled, under the rule 
which I have prescribed to myself, to move to 
strike them from the bill. 1 will not call it up, 
however, for the reason which I have stated. I 
gave noticc, however, onaformer day, that F 
intended to call up this morning the bill appro- 


priating $3,000,000 for increasing the efficiency | 


I ask the Senate now to proceed 


of the Army. 
Araton of that bill. 


to the consi 


| 


i 
H 


į should have, in the use of them in their present condition, 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
124) to increase the efficiency of the United States 
Army, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
appropriate $3,000,000, or as much of that sum 
as may be necessary, to be expended under the 
direction of the President of the United States, 
in preparing armaments and ammunition for the 
fortifications, in increasing the supply ofimproved 
small-arms, and in applying recent improvements 
to arms of old patterns belonging to the United 
States, and deposited with the several States. 

Mr. WELLER. This billwas reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in consequence 
of the special message of the President of the 
United ‘States of 26th February last, and I ask 
for the reading of the letter of the Secretary of 
War accompanying that message, which states 
the object which we have in view in this ex- 
penditure of $3,000,000. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follews: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, February 25, 1856. 

Sig: Improvements in arms and munitions of war 
having been reeently perfected, whereby their efliciency 
has been much increased, it is very desirable that these im- 
provements should be applied,as far and as soon as practi- 
cable to the arms on hand, both in the Government arsenals 
andin the possession of the States. Although our present 
supply of arms is as good as, and probably superior to, those 
of the same date of manufacture of any other nation, we 


to cope at disadvantage witb others who may have been be- 
forehand with us in the actual application to their arms of 
the rceent improvements. It has beon our policy, hereto- 
fore, to carry on, gradually and slowly, the work of prepa- 
ration for military cfliciency, both offensive and defensive, 
and in pursuauce of this policy, the estimates of the War 
Department, from year to year, have been Hmited to the 
exceution of such works only as accorded with the ordi- 
nary means of our armoriesand arsenals, with but a small 
force of operatives in employment. ‘The regular estimates 
last submitted to Congress are based on these considera- 
tions. In view, however, of the propriety of assuring at 
the carliest practicable period military efficiency as regards 
armamentand munitions, (we have it abundantly as regards 
men,) it seems proper that more active and vigorous Meas- 
ures should now be adopted; that we should inerease the 
capacity for production and the force in cmploymentat our 
armories aud arsenals; that we should prepare more rap- 
idly armaments and amniunition for our fortifications; that 
we should increase our supplics of improved small-arms hy 
the manufacture of new ones, and by the alteration of those 
of past dates of fabrication, including both United States 
and State arms, and that we should provide ample supplics 
of ammunition, acconterments, and implements for the im- 
mediate and most efficient use of the whole. 

In order to cffect this, it is necessary that more than or- 
dinary means be placed at the disposal of the Executive 5 
and F respectfully suggest and recommend that application 
he made tor an early appropriation of $8,000.000 for in- 
creasing the military eflicieney of the country, to be ap- 
plied at the discretion of the President towards the objects 
before stated. 

l have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, 


JEFION DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
To the PRESIDENT. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering itto 
be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Hare 
caled for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Tshould be glad to ask 
a single question of the chairman of the Commit- 
tec on Military Affairs. Ido not wish to argue 
the merits of the bill; 1 desire merely to obtain 
an answer to an ingniy which will enable me to 
vote understandingly. One of the purposes for 
which this money is asked js for ‘applying 
recent improvements to arms of old patterns 
belonging to the United States, and deposited 
with the several States.” I wish to know how 
these improvements are to be applied to arms 
which are now deposited with the States, 

Mr. WELLER. It is proposed to call in 
those arms from the States. J think when the 
annual report on the subject was made last year 
by the War Department, there were three hun- | 
dred thousand of them. Among them are a 
great many of the old flint-lock muskets. They 
have recently taken that musket, and by rifling 
itand putting a new lock on it, with Maynard’s 
primer, it makes, in my opinion, the most effect- 
ive weapon ever seen. Jt has been found that 
these old muskets in the hands of the people of! 
the respective States, now wholly useless, can, 
by rifling and these other improvements, (the 
whole additional cost being only about three dol- 


lars on each musket,) be made the most effective i 
weapon ever used in the Army of the United | 


States. 


| priations to mect it. 


proposed to use $1,250,000 in rifling and putting 
new locks on the old muskets. For the sea-coast 
and garrison guns mounted there will be appro- 
priated $600,000; for the manufacture of small- 
arms of new models, $250,000; for the manufac- 
ture of small-arm accouterments, $100,000; for 
supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000; 
for supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, 
and field guns, $450,000; for increasing the ca- 
pacity of the arsenals, $200,000. These items 
make the sum of $3,000,000, which we propose 
expending by this bill. Of course, it is very im- 
portant to the soldier that he should have an arm 
in which he has the utmost confidence. We think 
the improvements which have bech made are of 
such a character as to justify our proceeding more 
rapidly in their manufacture than under the slow 
process which has been pursued heretofore. 

The yeas and nays being taken on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading, resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Tou- 
cey, Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foot, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Seward, Sum- 
ner, Wade, and Wilson-~12. 

So the bill was ordercd to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD desired to record his vote; 
but the result having been announced, he was not 
allowed to do so. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to state, in 
a few words, the ground on which I vote against 
this bill. In the first placc, I think there is no 
immediate exigency requiring an appropriation 
now of such an amount to be expended under 
the discretion of the Exceutive. The session is 
likely to be protracted for at least four or five 
months to come; and if such an exigency should 
arisc, we shall have ample time to make appro- 
Jam unwilling that the im- 
pression shall go abroad that this vote of confi- 
dence in the Executive, involving an expenditure 


| of $3,000,000, results from the little speck of war 


that may appear in our castern horizon. I do 

not wish to contribute to the current of apprehen- 
sion which does, perhaps, cxist in some quarters 

of the country on that subject. ` 

Another ground of objection is, that, in my 

opinion, such an appropriation as this ought to 

be always very specific. J understand itto have 

been a fundamental principle laid down by the 

father of Democracy in this country, that appro- 
priations should always he made as specific as 

possible. I oppose this bill asa yiolation of that 
fundamental principle; though, at the same time, 

I do not hesitate to admit that, if the exigency 

were so pressing that specifications could not be 

made with requisite certainty within the time 
required of the different purposes for which the | 
money asked for was to be expended, I would 

not stand upon this point. Here, however, is a 


| very large appropriation proposed to be left alto- 


gcther to executive discretion, It ought to be 
distinctly specified how much is intended for the 
improvement “of the small-arms deposited with 
the States; how much for repairs and improve~ 
ments of the old arms; what proportion for the 
purpose of manufacturing new descriptions of 
arms; how much for ordnance, and for arming 
of fortifications; how much for field guns, and so 
on. ‘This specification should be made in the 


| bill, as far as it is possible to make it. 


But, above all, is there any deficiency in exist- 
ing appropriations to carry on these improvements 
at the present time? Ido not know that there is: 
the chairman of the Committce on Finance, the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, [My. THunter,| 
ought to inform us on that point. Is the appro- 
priation exhausted for the manufacture of ord- 
nance, cither for forts or field guns? Is there any 
deficiency at all in the amount of efficient small- 
arms? I thought thata year or two ago it was 
supposed we should have some difficulty in dis- 
posing of the surplus of small-arms. The com- 


| plaint was that we were manufacturing more than 


was necessary. We were told then that great 
expense was incurred in keeping clean the extra 
tens or extra hundreds of thousands of guns 
which we had, and in furnishing store-room for 
them. This I happen to know from having had 
occasion, at one time in my life, to look a little 


Of the $3,000,000 appropriated by the bill, it is ii into these things. I think I have heard it reit- 
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erated on this floor that we are rather overstocked 
with small-arms. I admit there are new inven- 
tions; there is the Minie rifle and Sharpe’s rifle. 
Other improvements in small-arms may be 
effected; and it is proper that we should have a 
supply of improved small-arms. I should, with 
pleasure, give my voice for an appropriation of 
whatever might be thoughtadequate—$250,000, if 
you please—for that purpose; because, perhaps, 
the old appropriations may not be applicable to 
that purpose. I wish in no respect to cramp the 
facilities of this Government in arming our forts; 
and I am willing to make all the appropriations 
for that object which the wants of the public 
service call for. The objects of appropriation 
included in the schedule which has been read by 
the honorable Senator from California are, I 
think, very proper, but there is no occasion for 
this wholesale appropriation at this time, contrary 
to the usual principle and practice of the Govern- 
ment in making such appropriations. 

Other gentlemen may differ from me; and, for 
anything that I know, they may entertain appre- 
hensions that there is an immediate exigency; 
but I think this appropriation is unnecessary at 
this period of the session, when we are to sit here 
for perhaps five or six months more, and when, 
so far as | can judge, there is no great apprehen- 
sion of war. If other gentlemen entertain any 
apprehension, I can very readily understand on 
what ground they desire this appropriation to be 
made speedily, and on what ground the Secretary 
of War makes this application. 

I do not wish to be understood as implying, in 
the opposition which I make to the passage of 
this bill, that I have any want of the usual confi- 
dence which ought to be reposed in the President 
and in the Secretary of War. I do not mean to 
make any expression signifying my want of con- 
fidence in those high functionaries of the Gov- 
ernment; and I trust that neither what I have 
said, nor the vote which I have given, nor the 
vote which I shall give, will be so understood. 
But, sir, we act here now in reference to those 

_gentlemen precisely as we would act in reference 
to gentlemen occupying the same position at any 
other time. We are to act upon great, leading, 
fundamental principles, so far as we can apply 
them to the subject before us. Í admit that those 
principles are not rigid; but the principle of speci- 
fication, and of not trusting more to the Execu- 
tive than is actually necessary, is, I consider, a 
leading principle which should guide our action. 
These are my grounds of opposition to this bill. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, if there be 
any Senator who is disposed to vote against this 
appropriation because it is not sufficiently spe- 
cific, I have no sort of objection to amending the 


bill so as to make it conform to the statement | 


“which I made in answer to the Senator from 
Kentucky. In reply to his question, I stated that 
we proposed to expend $1,250,000 of these three 
millions, in altering the small-arms of the old 
ner l mt 

ands ofthe States were sent in,this appropriation 
would not be sufficient to effect that object; but 
we take it for granted that there will not be a 
larger number sent in than the $1,250,000 will be 
sufficient to repair and make conform to the pres- 
ent patterns. The change proposed, as I said 
before, is rifling the musket, putting on a new 
lock with the modern improvement and May- 
nard’s primer. We propose to expend $600,000 
for sea-coast and garrison guns; $250,000 for 
the manufacture of small-arms of new models; 
$100,000 for manufacturing small-arm accouter- 
ments; $150,000 for supplying ammunition for 
small-arms; $450,000 for supplying ammunition 
for sea-coast, garrison, and field guns; and 
$200,000 for increasing the capacity of arsenals. 
` Now, if the only objection of the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. BELL] be that this bill is not 
sufficiently specific, I am perfectly willing to 
amend it so as to make it conform to the state- 
ments which I have just made; because, as a 
gencral rule, I desire every bill to be somewhat 


more specific than this one is, as presented by the | 


committee. . 

It is proposed to send a very large quantity of 
ammunition and military stores to the Pacific 
coast. Every one must sec at once that, if we 
should be involved in a war with a maritime 
Power, the first blow would be struck on that 


Tf all those arms which are now in the | 


| If the bill were 


tity of arms and munitions of war to that coast, 
because we can never haveany intercourse between 
this part of the continent and California after a 
war shallhave broken out with a maritime Power, 
until we have been able to obtain the supremacy 
of the seas; and that, in the present condition of 
things, might require some time. In the mean- 
while California would stand detached from the 
Union. We desire to have guns on that coast at 
the navy-yard at San Francisco, suitable for arm- 
ing privateers. You have on the Pacific, from the 
New England States, an immense fleet of vessels 
engaged in the whaling business. Those vessels 
could very readily be converted into privateers- 
mén if they had only the munitions of war, and 
the right sort of ordnance stores with which to 
equip themsclves. It is proposed that a consider- 
able part of this money shall be expended in 
sending these things there. 

Whether there will be a war ornot Ido not un- 
dertake to say. I have brought in this bill with- 
out any reference whatever to that question; but 
no one can conceal from himself the fact, that there 
is a feverish state of the public mind not only 
here but in England, and a portion of the public 
press in both countries have brought about an 
exasperated state of feeling. Whether that will 
eventually result in war no one can now predict. 
At all events, it is well enough now, whilst we 
have a full Treasury, to make ample provision 
for defending ourselves in the event of our being 
involved in a war. Senators have, no doubt, seen 
a statement to the effect that a large number of 
troops have been sent from England to Canada. 
Whether they are placed there in anticipation of 
a difficulty with us, Ido not undertake to say. 
I have no other information on that subject than 
such as is found in the public prints. But, sir, 
Ido think it is important that now, while we 
have the means, we should do at once what we 
propose to doin a long time. The object pro- 
posed to be accomplished by this bill would take 
several years to accomplish if we were to go on 
gradually; but I think it is better (as we have 
obtained, I will not say perfection, but have made 
vast improvements in arms, both of heavy caliber 
and small caliber) to do this at once, and provide 
for the proper defense of the country. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I am obliged 
to the honorable Senator for the explanation 
which he has given, and for the proposition which 
he has made. 

I have seldom been more embarrassed than I 
have been in regard to my vote on this bill. In 
the shape in which it stands I have recorded my 
vote against it, and shall be obliged to do so on 


! its final passage, chiefly for a reason which has 


been so well assigned by the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL.] It is that the 
passage of the bill, in its present shape, especially 


; connected as it is with the message of the Presi- 


dent of the United States recommending it, im- 
plies and gives the world to understand that there 
1s an extraordinary occasion, and that this occa- 
sion requires and secures, on the partof Congress, 
an extraordinary confidence in the President of 
the United States. Ido not myself see any such 
extraordinary occasion; I am unwilling, by my 
vote, to say to the country that there is any such; 
nor in the absence of such an occasion do I sce 
any reason which the President of the United 
States can justly call for an expression or mani- 
festation of extraordinary confidence. 

As things siand, if I had $3,000,000 to expend 
for the use of the United States and for its defense, 
I think that my judgment would incline me to 
appropriate it towards the construction of a rail- 
road across the continent, so as to combine our 
Atlantic center and Pacific regions, instead of 
applying it to these appropriations; but it is easy 
always, and generally as inconclusive as casy, to 
suggest something better in leu of a definite plan 


which is proposed by another person; therefore, 


insomuch as I have no ground to believe that a 
majority of Congress would agree with me in 
making that disposition of $3,000,090, I have not 
the least objection to agreeing with the committee 
and with the Senate in making the appropriation 
for the purposes which are intended to be secured 
by this bill; and the detailed objects of it as they 
are given to us by the chairman of the committee 
seem to me sufficiently plain and satisfactory. 
put into that shape, making 
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should - cheerfully. recall the vote: which T have R 


given against it, and give my vote in favor of its 
passage. 

I hope, therefore, the honorable Senator will 
follow up the suggestion which he has made, and 


| let the bill be recommitted, or so amended. asto 
į take thatshape. I think it will remove very-great 


difficulties in its passage. Speaking only for 
myself, I confess that I do not like to stand here 
voting against appropriations to increase the effi- 


i ciency of the Army, for I believe in an efficient 


Army and an efficient Navy; but I do not believe 
in expressions of extraordinary confidence in an 
Administration ata time when there is no danger, 
when there is no crisis to justify a departure from 
the principle of jealous watcbfulness by the Le- 
gislature over the Executive Department of the 
Government. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I think the 
vote on this bill was taken very unexpectedly. I 
can hardly think it was expected that. this bill 
would pass without some discussion, or without 
some movement to put it into a form that would 


| be acceptable to those who are in favor of its 


general object. Tshould be unwilling for one to 
have the bil rest where it is, in a position which 
places honorable Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber in an attitude which they did not intend 
to occupy in regard to it. I should be in favor 
of making the bill more specific than itis, and 
leaving less to executive discretion. Forone, lam 
an advocate of specific appropriations—appropri- 
ations as specific as the nature of the case will 
permit. i 
But, sir, I wish to say, with regard to the sub- 
ject in general, that I have no apprehension what- 
ever that we are in danger of any rupture of our 


j relations with England unless we seek it--unless 


we take the initiative. Why, sir, what occasion 
have we to apprehend any difficulty with a foreign 
nation? Tasany nation any ground of complaint 
against us? Has Great Britain any ground of 
complaint against us? What have we done? 
Have we offered any indignity to Great Britain? 
Have we violated a treaty with her? Have we 
proposed to do anything at which the Government 
of Great Britain can take offense? I certainly 
know of nothing. The question with us is, what 
will this Government do to enforce its rights 
under existing treaties with Great Britain, which 
we have not violated—which in our judgment 
Great Britain has violated? What have we to 
apprehend because Great Britain has intruded by 
her officers and agents into this country—violated 
our municipal laws and our rights of sovereignty? 
Have they any ground to complain of us? It 
seems to me the subject is presented in an alto- 
gether erroneous view when the idea isputforward 
that we are in any danger from that quarter. 

I am glad that on the present occasion meas- 
ures are taken by this Government. to put our 
fortifications and the public defenses in a proper 
condition, to make improvement in the arms 
which we already have, to carry on the fortifica- 
tions which are in progress. We are able to do 
it; it ought to be done. If we were (as we are) 
in a state of the most profound peace, even with- 
out the slightest ripple on the waters, it would be 
our duty, it would be our policy, to do it. I 
therefore hope that the chairman of the Com- 
naittee on Military Affairs will himself move a 
reconsideration of the vote which has just been 
taken, for the purpose of making this bill more 
specific, for I am not willing that gentlemen on 
the other side, who have manifested such a pa- 
triotic determination to maintain the rights of this 
country, should be placed in the position of giving 
votes directly in opponon to the speeches which 


| they have made, and to the views which they-have 
i professed. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 


The PRESIDENT. [It is too late, without a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed. ; 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose it can be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr, HALE. You had better move to recon- 
sider. f 

Mr. WELLER. I move, then, that the vote 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 


_ coast. It is therefore desired to senda large quan- |! definite appropriations for specific purposes, lii again open to amendment. 


y 
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t. WELLER. Inow move an amendment, 

“to cometh at the close of the bill, ‘in these words: 
To be applied and expended in the following manner, to 

wi ‘or altering small-arms of the old patterns, $1,250,000. 

|. For séa-coast and garrison guns, mounted, $600,000. 

“~ Jormanufacturing small-arms of new models, $250,000. 
‘Por iianuficturivig sniall-arm accouterments, $100,000. 
‘For'supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000. 

$ For supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, and 
S, J 

fee ineveasing the capacity of the arsenals, $200,000. ` 

t. HUNTER. Mr. President, I understand 

at the Senator from ‘Tennessee objects to this 

‘Bill for two reasons: first, because it is not spe- 

‘cific enough in the nature of the appropriations— 

‘But that ‘has been remedied by the amendment 

offered by the Senator from California; and, next, 

"pécause he was apprehensive that it might pro- 

duce or serve to increase a war panic. So far as 

I myself am concerned, nobody would regret 

‘such a tendency more than I should do. As I 

‘gaid in the'debate on the bill for increasing the 

Navy, I hope and believe that there will he no 

war. [think there ought to be none, if the pres- 

ént matters of difference are properly managed; 

“but, sir, whether there be a war or not, I believe 

‘thata portion of the surplus in the Treasury could | 

“hot be better, more wisely, and more economically 

‘expended than in providing for the fortification 

at protection of our coast, and in accumulating 

‘such munitions of war as may be necessary in or- | 
der to'protect ourselves againsta coup de main, if 
ohe were to be attempted, or any sudden descent 

“which might be undertaken at any future day by 

any hostile Power. I have therefore voted more 

‘liberally for appropriations of this sort than has 

been my wont—not because I expected a war, 

‘but, T will frankly say, because, in reflecting on 

‘this subject, which I have been induced to do 

‘somewhat from our recent difficulties, I have 

come to the conclusion that, whether there were 
war or peace, we ought to protect our coasts, It 
is as essential and important, it is as wise and 
economical, to do so as itis for the farmer to fence 
in his farm. : 

IT was informed the other day—and indeed we 
heard from the letter of the general of engineers, 

‘General Totten, which was read—that an addi- | 

‘tion, smallin comparison with the usual appropri- 

ation for fortifications, would place our fortifica- 

‘tions in such a condition that no enemy with a 

mere fleet could assail any of our important towns 
without encountering danger—without mecting 
witha serious and formidable defense. I believed 
then that it was wise and proper to take a portion 
of the ‘surplus in the Treasury for the purpose of 
placing our coasts in such a condition. Bat this 
is not all. Itis not only essential to provide a 

“system of fortifications, but also to provide mu- 
nitions of war, which cannot be provided sud- 
denly if an emergency should arise. 

Mr. WELLER, If the gentleman will allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment, I will merely 
state that in the report of the colonel of ordnance 
itis stated that two thousand five hundred and | 
forty-seven pieces are required, in addition to 
those on hand, for the forts now under construc- } 
tion; and this number will probably be increased | 
by each new work which may be authorized, so į 
that there is already a deficiency of arms for the 
forts which we have, and we propose increasing 
the number of fortifications. = 

Mr. HUNTER. Without this bill, therefore, 
it would be necessary to propose to add more 
speedily than has heretofore been our wont to our | 
system of fortifications, because the forts would 
be of no use unless we have guns to put in them. 

Sir, [think that the recent experience of the | 
world has taught us, that the cheapest mode of 
defending ourselves in time of war is by means 
of fortifications, and by a proper accumulation 
and supply of the munitions of war. This: 
course has this recommendation: it not only en- 
ables us to defend ourselves more cheaply, but it 
enables us to distribute the expense through a | 
series of years of peace, and thus we feel it much j 
less sensibly than we should do if we had to 
provide everything when the emergency arose, 

believe, that with a proper system of fortifica- | 

tions, with a proper provision of arms and muni- 
tions of war, united to the system of internal 
communication that we have, which would enable 
us to concentrate troops at any point on the coast 
which might be menaced, we could reduce any 
attack upon our coast, from dny nation which was ! 


strong only‘in naval power, to the dimensions of 


‘a mere buccatieering expedition—rather anassault 


on private interests, than a serious attack on any 
interest large enough to be called national. 
Now, sir, to place our country in such a posi- 
tion as this, especially by means of an expendi- 
ture no larger than is proposed, seems to me to 
be of the first magnitude whether we are to have 


war or peace. It adds ‘to the sense of security; 


it adds to the respect which foreign nations may 
feel for us; and I confess that I desire to see this 
country placed in’such a condition that no foreign 
Power shall ever direct a gunin menace upon our 
coast without feeling that they do it under the 
responsibility of aiming it at those who have 
guns enough pointed in return to give them a 
Rowland for their Oliver, no matter from whom 
it may come. This is a condition in which we 
ought to place the country, whether there be peace 
or war. I believe that, if placed in such a condi- 
tion, we should be more apt to preserve peaceful 
relations with foreign Powers, than if we were 
supposed to be lying in a defenseless attitude, 
subject to an assault from any foreign nation 
which might have a fieet strong enough, as it 
supposed, to sweep our coast. 

f we can effect this object by such appropria- 
tions as have been proposed for fortifying the 
coast, for arming those fortifications, for providing 
proper supplies of powder and munitions of war, 
which cannot be provided in a hurry, I ask if it 


; be not wise, and proper, and economical to.do so? 


I ask if it be not a proper expenditure and invest- 
ment of our surplus money? Is it not better to 
have it in that shape than in money locked up in 
the Treasury ? 

So far as the change of the model of arms is 
concerned, I acknowledge that it is a matter of 
subordinate importance; but still itis a matter of 
importance, and to some extent an appropriation 
ought to be provided for that object. Itis a matter 
of some importance, because it is well known that 
we depend, so far as defense by land is concerned, 
so far as military defenses are concerned, not only 
on fortifications, but on our means of concen- 
trating rapidly men who®are accustomed to the 
use of arms, and who have arms in their hands. 
To enable us, with the assistance of these fortifi- 
cations, to defend the country, in order to avail 
ourselves of the immense power which lies dor- 
mant in the country, we ought to have a proper 
supply of arms, and they should be of the best 
model. Now, IÍ understand that by an expense 
something like three dollars or three dollars and 
fifty cents to the musket, we can convert the 
present muskets, which have been made accord- 
ing to the old fashion, into the most efficient 
arm perhaps in the world. I speak not my own 
opinion on the subject, but the opinion of those 
who deserve our confidence, and who say, that by 
such anaddition we may make, as is believed, the 
best rifle in the world. Some money ought to be 
appropriated to that object. If the Senate is not 
content to proceed as rapidly to that end as the 
bill proposes, stiil we ought to do something for 
that purpose. I believe it would be wise and 
proper to do so. for one, I am willing to vote 
enough to proceed rapidly, because I wish to see 
the country placed, as soon as possible, in a con- 
dition in which she may defy any sudden assault, 
any attempt to sweep our coast by a mere coup de 
main. lf we have it to do, and if we have the 
money in the Treasury, would it notbe a far better 
application to do it at-once, to place ourselves in 
a position of safety at once, than to wait four or 
five years? 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I do not rise to 
discuss the details of this bill. I approve it, and 
shall support it. But my object in rising is to 
enter a kind of protest against the sentiments I 
have heard advanced here to-day, that it is dan- 
gerous to increase our military means because 
England might take offense at such a measure, 
and that it might augment the irritation already 
prevailing in that country. T do not believe in 
such a policy of forbearance, as I have already 
shown by my action in the Senate. 


When the information first reached us some | 


time since thata peace would soon probably term- 
inate the war prevailing in Europe, I submitted 


a resolution instructing the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs toinguire into the expediency of increasing 
the Navy of the United States. I thought this 
wasa precautionary measure, dictated as well by 


prudence as by patriotism. Before it wasin my 
“power to move the adoption of the resolution, T 
was prevented by an accident from attending the 
Senate, and when I was able to resume my seat'l 
was told by the chairman of the Naval Committee, 
that the ‘subject of the augmentation of our mari- 
time force had engaged their attention, and that 
he was about to‘report a bill for that purpose. 
This was done within a day or two; and under 
these circumstances I thought it inexpedient to 
press my proposition.’ The bill was pass¢éd; and 
though I think the increase it provides falls short 
of what the situation of the country demands, 
yet I voted for it with pleasure, as an important 
step in the right direction. 

Sir, the external circumstances affecting us have 
materially changed since the annual estimates 
were laid before Congress. We had, indeed, at 
that time differences pending with England, but 
these differences have since assumed a much more 
serious character there and here; and as their 
gravity has increased, and with it the public ex- 
citement, England finds herself upon the point of 
being relieved from a terrible conflict, which de- 
manded all her energies and resources, and opera- 
ted asa security for her moderation towards other 
Powers, inducing her to yield to the suggestions 
of prudence what she might refuse to the dictates 
of justice. If she is freed from the present strug- 
gle she will come out of it with the possession of 
a great unemployed force, and with the loss of 
much of her military prestige, added to disap- 
pointed hopes and wounded national vanity aris- 
Ing out of the events of a war which have been 
more favorable to the renown of her ancient 
enemy and recent friend, and always rival, than 
to her own. 

It might well be, sir, that, in this condition of 
comparative humiliation, she might have no ob- 
jections to seeking in the West thatglory which 
she had anticipated, but had failed to find, in the 
Fast; or, at any rate, these considerations might 
operate to render her more tenacious of the posi- 
tions she had assumed, and less disposed to meet 
us in a spirit of moderation. And certainly, sir, 
no man can fail to observe that, as the probability 
of peace has grown stronger, the bluster in Eng- 
land—I borrow the word from Lord John Rus- 
sell, who applicd it to Mr. Polk—has become 
more violent, till the latter is almost a measure- 
ment of the former. 

It is not long since this feeling was indicated bi 
a distinguished review, the North Briton, whic] 
observed by way of warning, or of threatening, 
or probably both, that the same fleet which passes 
the summer in the Black Sea may pass the winter 
in the Gulf of Mexico. It was at no time im- 
proper to look at our means of attack and defense, 
but it is our especial duty to do so ‘as the affairs 
of the country become more critical. There is 
one peculiarity in our condition, which our whole 
history has disclosed, and that is an insuperable 
objection in the minds of the American people to 
the permanent support of a great military estab- 
lishment. What Mr. Madison called the armor 
and attitude of war, will never be assumed until 
war is upon us. Of course, our arrangements to 
meet it are hastily made, but they are made with 
a spirit and energy which no other country has 
ever displayed, and which enable us to face events 
as they are forced upon us. And I observe that 
even the London Times isnot blind to this nation- 
al characteristic, its vision being- obviously ren- 
dered clearer by the occurrences in the Crimea. 
Speaking of war it says: 

“ Our merchants would find a foe as well as a rival in 
every part of the world. We are aware that we should 
bave to deal with an enemy inheriting all our enterprise 
and daring, but not burdened, as we are, by a national debt 
anda host of incapables, or trammeled by a court, an aris- 
tocracy, and the routine of which the report from the Crimea 
discloses such sadly fantastic examples. We do not for- 
get how quickly the United States raised the armies that 
; reduced Mexico and wrested from her whole provinces. 
We know that twenty-five millions of men of European 
and chiefly British blood are not to be despised. We could 
hardly expect to suffer much Jess damage than we could 
inflict.” 

The fact is, we have in the United States no 
soldiers in the European acceptation of the term; 
no class set apart for the business of fighting. 
Our embodied military force is too small to form 
an exception to this remark; but the whole na- 
tion is a nation of soldiers when the safety of the 


i 


country demands their services, Habituated 
to fire-arms, and fitted by habit for almost any 
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employment, each feels his own interest involved 
in the general welfare, and all are ready to repair 
from their homes to the battle-field, prepared. to 
do their duty,and animated by a spirit of patriot- 
ism which leaves to the Government the task of 
determining whose voluntary offers shall be de- 
clined, not whose shall be accepted. The dificulty 
is in saying who shall stay, not who shall go. 
The world has never seen such displays of mili- 
tary ardor and patriotism as are furnished by the 
history of this country in periods of difficulty and 
danger. = 

This very state of things, however, renders it 
but the more proper to regard with careful atten- 
tion. the course and conduct of other ations, the 
pretensions they advance, and the results which 
their measures appear to foreshadow. Obvious 
as this duty is, it is scarcely ever fulfilled, but 
the cry immediately gocs forth, and often from 
this place, that war is desired. It is an idle 
charge, sir, scarcely deserving serious refutation. 
To adopt the side of our country in her dispute 
with another Power is not to desire war. It is 
to desire that humiliating concessions should not 
be made, but that, if war is forced upon us, we 
should be ready to meet its responsibilities. Its 
true aim is to avert war, not to invite it; to 
avert it by showing that we are aware of our po- 
sition, and are not to be driven from it by arro- 
gance and injustice. My friend from Tennessec, 
[Mr. BeLL,} as true a patriotas we have amongst 
us, in his remarks the other day, fell into this 
error. He renewed the oft-repeated story of my 
bellicose disposition towards England, (this is his 
word, not mine,) founding the charge upon noth- 
ing better than the freedom with which f examine 
her pretensions, and the earnest desire I express, 
as I am convinced my country is right, that she 
will yield nothing to the unjust demands made 
upon her. 

The Senator secmed to think that this course 
of discussion here would be considered by Eng- 
land as a determination to cut the Gordian knot 
with the sword. So be it, sir, if she has the arro- 
gance to view the debates here as trenching upon 
her rights and honor—as a menace, to adopta 
phrase which the Senator used upon that occa- 
sion. 
that spirit of assumption so often displayed in 
her history, connect the free discussion of our 
cause with the determination to appeal from the 
arbitrament of reason to that of force, let them 
learn to correct their error in the school of ex- 
perience. I repeat what | before said, the people 
of this country desire no war with England. 
Every man knows the calamities which such a 
rupture would bring with it; and certainly, at 
my time of life, and with the experience I have 
had, I am among the last to look with satisfac- 
tion upon such a prospect. But we are not to 
lay our hands upon our mouths and our mouths 
in the dust, lest a foreign Power should sec in 
the examination of their conduct a foregone de- 
termination to engage in hostilities. I agree, at 
least, with one sentiment recently advanced by 
Lord Palmerston, that ‘what a Government has 
to consider is the justice of its cause, and what 
is befitting the honor and dignity of the country.” 
That, I trust, will ever be our rule of action; and 
if it leads to peace, so much the better, but if to 
war, we should meet it as we may. 

' We find no example, either formerly or re- 
cently, in English history, of this careful atten- 
tion to the feelings of another nation, and of this 
studied purpose to avoid giving offense by avoid- 
ing the discussion of national differences. Why, 
sir, the people and the press of England, are 
equally violent in their denunciations of our coun- 
try and her position. I am not going to quote 
the terms of abuse so lavishly employed. They 
show how improvement follows practice; for, in 
the extensive experience we have heretofore had 
on the receipt of similar national favors, we have 
received none more significant than these. The 
articles from the leading journals which prove 
this state of feeling have been everywhere repub- 
lished, and read in our country, and precious 
exhibitions they are of good sense and good feeling. 
In one point of view only are they worthy of 


attention, except as indications of, national char- | 


acter, and that is, because they are equally indi- 
cations of that deep-rooted sentiment of aversion 
which animates the public mind in that country 
towards the United States. 


If the statesmen, or people of England, in | 


I know it has been apologetically said here, for 
apologies are never found wholly wanting, that 
these publications speak only the feelings of the 
editors, and. not those of the great body of the 
people. Sir, there is no foundation for this dis- 
tinction between writers and readers. The great 


| leading papers of London are unerring indications | 


of popular sentiment through the island, whether 
leading or led by it, especially when they are 
united, without reference to party distinctions, 


in questions interesting to the English people; | 


and this union is now almost without exception, 
and is of itself one of the most pregnant signs 
of the times. Let no one, therefore, object to 
their examination here in this branch of the 
National Legisiature. They are legitimate sub- 
jects, important, indeed, of investigation in the 
consideration of our affairs with England, as they 
furnish the means of investigating the condition 
of the public mind, and how far it is prepared to 
approve extreme measures. He who believes 
that all the London journals, during a session of 
Parliament, when the statesmen and politicians 
of the kingdom are assembled there, strongly 
advocate views of great questions of public policy 
unacceptable to the English people, knows little 
of the causes which operate upon public opinion 
in that country. Straws they may be in them- 
selves so far as respects our course or our cause, 
but they show the force and direction of the 
wind. 

Some of the most violent of these papers are 
the supporters and under the control of members 
of the Cabinet, and appreciate their own position 
too well to give utterance to a single thought in 
relation to grave public matters unacceptable to 
their leaders. When, therefore, I read well-turned 
periods of conciliation uttered by Lord Pal- 


i merston in the House of Peers, while he holds 


on with characteristic tenacity to the last letter 
of his construction of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
by which he maintains that the engagement on 
the part of England, that she will not occupy any 
part of Central America except the part provided 
for, does not mean what it says, but it means 
that she will not occupy any more of it than she 
claimed at the date of. the treaty, or, in other 
words, that she will not increase her occupation— 
when I read this, and then turn to the miserable 
diatribe, preéminent for its arrogant abuse against 
the United States, which has recently appeared 
in his journal, the Morning Post, I am free to 
confess that the coarse effusion of the paper more 
than neutralizes the professions of the Peer, and, 
in my opinion, speaks more truly his sentiments. 

In that precious exhibition of British modera- 
tion the world is told that we have no government, 
and are in pretty much the condition of the Gauls 
and Germans in the days of Julius Cesar; and 
that we are as much without the pale of European 
principles as China or Japan, or the African com- 
munities, especially the Kaffir chiefs, to whom 
we are likened; and that we must be dealt with 
differently from civilized nations. It proposes 
that the European Powers should come to a com- 
mon understanding how to deal with us; and that 
France and England should place themselves at 


the head of this new crusade of civilization; that | 


they should watch our coasts and search our ves- 
sels, and take men out at their pleasure, upon 
pretexts to be judged by themselves; and if neces- 
sary, this scheme should be carried out to the last 
extremity. And this is the serious proposition 


of a great London newspaper, known to be at- | 


tached to, and_supporting the interest of, Lord 
Palmerston. The United States arc to be tabooed, 
to be declared a political leper, and to be excluded 
from the company of the sovereign Powers of the 
world; and their citizens, like the proscribed caste 
of old, to cry ‘‘ Unclean, unclean !’’ wherever 
they go. 

T have no objection to the indulgence of that 
boasting propensity which makes part of the 
English character; indeed, this self-complacent 
exhibition rather amuses me. We have a com- 
plete display of it at this moment; and are timely 
warned that, on the firing of the first hostile gun, 
our commerce is to be swept from the ocean, our 
sea-board devastated, our cities plundered and 


destroyed, and, 1 suppose, our national independ- | 


ence annihilated. ‘* Let not him boast that put- 
teth on his armor,” says the volume of inspira- 
tion, no less than the volume of human expe- 
rience, “but him who putteth it off.’ This 


fanfaronade is an.old story... A certain General,: 
named Burgoyne, said, in the British House. of 
Commons, at the commencement of our revolus. 
tionary war, that he could’ march. through the: 
Colonies at the head of a single regiment of dra- 
goons. And F believe that was: the general senti- 
ment in England; it was truly an English one:: 
In a few short months the self-sufficient:orator: 
exchanged St. Stephen’s chapel for the forests:of* 
America, and placing himself at the head: ofa 

well-appointed army of seven or eight thousand’ 
men, he marched into our. country-a few short 

miles, and there fulfilled his promise by an uns 

conditional surrender of his army. 

When we entered upon our last war with Eng- 
land, our flag was contemptuously designated as 
striped bunting, and our armed ships as fir-built 
frigates; but when we came out of it, that striped 
bunting had so often floated over St, George’s- 
cross, and those fir-built frigates had so often 
redeemed their character in desperate conflicts 
and by capturing their opponents, that. even na- 
tional vanity, in its own defense, was compelled 
to admit the prowess of our gallant navy. And 
this exaltation of their own power extends beyond 
us to the other nations of the world; for but a 
few short months have passed away since Peters- 
burgh and Moscow were to fall, and the Czar to be 
driven back to the primitive inheritance of the 
Russian rulerin Asia. But Moscow, and Peters- 
burgh, and Russia, have survived the power and 
the threats of England. ; 

It is wonderful, sir, to observe what ignorance 
of the true condition of our institutions pervades 
the English journals, and, I may add, the English 
community. Among the crude speculations 
which have recently come to us from the other 


side of the Atlantic, are some regarding the pres- 
ent posture of our affairs with England. It is 


supposed we have no Government, and that Con- 
gress and the President and the country are 
guided by the idlést motives that ever entered into 
the human imagination. I shall: not stop to re- 
peat them, contenting myself with observing that 
the failure of the’ House of Representatives to 
clect a Speaker seems to have been considered the ` 
knell of the Government. It is emphatically 
termed the prap Lock—an insuperable bar to our 
progress. Now, sir, to us in this country it is 
really laughable to suppose that such an incident 
as that could. exert the slightest influence upon 
the destinies of our institutions. They are con- 
trolled by far higher causes—by the will of the 
American people; and if this dead lock, as it is 
called, had even continued during the whole term 
of the present Congress, the people would have 
stood between their institutions and danger, and 
would have taken .efficient measures to insure 
the operations of their Government. In fact, sir, 
such is the moral power of our institutions, that 
the political machine would for a while almost go 
on by its own momentum. From the landing at 
Jamestown and at Plymouth, our history is. a 
school teaching how free and equal Governments 
may be organized and maintained by the sponta- 
neous action of the people, in the face of what- 
ever obstacles may occasionally present them- 
selves, 

While I was in Paris, an incident happened, 
which furnishes another example of this Euro- 
pean ignorance. Itis worth referring to in this 
connection as a characteristic trait. When the 
news reached there that there had been some dis- 
turbances in Harrisburg, which had caused the 
members of the Legislature to quit their hall of 
assemblage, there was a good deal of excitement, 
and it was considered, if not an actual revolu- 
tion, as the precursor of one. The state of things 
in this country was judged by the state of-things 
in France, and the members of the Chamber of 
Deputies could not be driven by violence from 
their seats without an explosion which would 
shake the kingdom. I was asked by a distin- 
guished French functionary—and with a manner 
which seemed to say, your country is ina bad 
way—what would be the probable result_of this 
interruption of the public authority ?—for Harris- 
burg or Washington was, I suppose, to them the 
same thing. I answered, that the next packet 
would. probably bring information that some jus- 
tice of the peace had issued his warrant, and that 
the offenders had been apprehended and punished, 
and that with this exercise of authority the whole 
matter would pass away. And such, in fact, wag 
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the resulte “With one exception, this Govern- 
mient, in my opinion, sir, is the strongest Gov- 
ernment on’ the face of the globe. There is no 
question. but a sectional one which can destroy 
it. If welearn to be wise and avoid all irritating in- 
terference between the North and the South, leav- 
ing-every portion of our country to manage its 
affairs for itself, upon its own responsibility, we 
may reasonably look forward to the indefinite ex- 
tension. of the best and freest form of government 
ever committed to man. If we do not, we may 
learn wisdom: at. as great a sacrifice as man ever | 

id for his error. 

After these experiments of the British press, to 
which I have referred, upon the taste and feelings 
of their own country, and upon the forbearance of 
this, it required a good deal of courage on the part 
of the London Times, while alluding to the views 
entertained, to say: ‘ We believe that much of 
this:recklessness Tthat ig, an advocacy of our own 
cause] is owing to the habitually pacific tone in 
which the United States arc constantly spoken 
of in. England.” 

Iam ata loss to judge whether this remark is 
an assertion or a sarcasm. If the former, it is as 
little creditable to the wisdom as to the veracity 
of that reckless paper. If the latter, it is one 
redeeming concession, the more valuable as it is! 
almost. without example. i 

“The British people,” says the same great | 
controller of publio opinion in England, ‘are 
very slow to go to war, but they are still slower 
to make peace.” This national trait, thus dis- | 
covered and disclosed, must push the credulity į 
of John Bull about as far as he can bear, and that 
is saying a good deal; while the pretension excites 
the ridicule of the rest of the world. It has been 
often said, that the last person a man knows is | 
himself; and that the remark is equally true of | 
nations, needs no better illustration than this | 
vaunt of the disposition of England to bear and | 
forbear, evinced by the slowness and reluctance 
with which she suffers herself to be driven into 
hostilities, : 

“Tho BRITISH PROPLE ARE VERY SLOW TO GO 
ro wan!’ Why, sir, their history for centuries 
past has been little else than a history of their | 

hostilities with the other Powers of the carth, 
civilized and uncivilized, for they have been very 
impartial in their aggressions, as neither Chris- 
tian nor Pagan has escaped their assaults. 

“ Slow to go to war !?? Why, for the last one 
hundred and. fifty years they have hardly been 
at peace. Their armed ships have been prowling | 
round the world, secking territory they might de- | 
vour. Ay,and finding it, too—from mighty con- 
tinents to the smallest islet that decks the ocean. 
If they had a temple of Janus, as had the Romans, 
their predecessors in wars and acquisitions, it 
would be as seldom shut as the memorable temple 
of old. 

“© Slaw to go to war!” ‘This very journal—the 
Times—told its readers, but a short time ago, 
that the British Government went to war with 


” 


Burmah for a disputed claim of £990. | 

& Slow togo to war P?’ but quick cnough to go to 
war with China, in order to compel that country 
to permit the importation of opium—a drug de- 
structive of the health and morals of its people 
and successful enough to make that privilege one | 
of the conditions of peace, equal to £7,000,000 i 
sterling annually. I merely glance at this sub- 
ject, for I have no wish to follow its details. | 
They are before the world, and will pass to the | 
judgment of posterity. 

“< Slow to go to war!’ The last accounts from 
India tell us that the populous kingdom of Oude | 
is about to follow the fate of the other native 
Governments of Flindostan, and to swell the! 
mighty possessions of the Merchant Company | 
which rules the immense territories upon the | 
Indus and the Ganges. 

Mr. President, I desire to do no injustice to | 
England. | appreciate all she has done for the | 
intellectual advancement of mankind, for morality 
and civilization. But when sheplays the Pharisce, 
and thanks God she is not like other nations, but 


He who be- |! 


Heves that the wrath of England may be depre- 
cated, or her designs *‘ turned away” by studied 
silence in our country, or in this high place of 
our country, knows little of the ceaseless opera- 
tion of human rivalry and ambition. I am not 
one of those who believe that by shutting our 
eyes to danger we may avert it. That is best 
done by looking it in the face and preparing for 
it. No nation ever escaped war by closing their 
eyes to its approach; and no nation ever brought 
iton by the exhibition of a resolute determination 
to resist aggression. 

We have already, sir, it appears to me, treated 
this subject quitedehtcately—gingerly I may suy— 
in the Senate. We had better look at things as 
they are, and call them by their right names. I 
sincerely trust we shall have no war. And when 
I consider the condition of the two countries, and 
the calamitous effect of a war upon both, I can 
hardly believe that English statesmen will push 
the differences to that extremity, though certainly 


| there are ominous portents above the horizon 


which warns us that a storm may not be far off. 
But, at any rate, our safety will not be increased 
nor danger diminished by sitting still and closing 
our eyes, and our ears, and our mouths to every- 
thing around us, suffering events to take their 
own course, controlled by, not controlling, them. 
The latest accounts tell us that several regiments 
have been ordered from England to Canada. I 
doubt the truth of the report. Some years ago, 
and without reference to the Russian war, the 
British Government withdrew a large portion of 
its troops from that province. Jt did not need 
them there; it does not need them there now, 


' either for the purpose of defense or of police. 


There is no more immediate fear of an opposition 
to British authority in Canada than there is in 
London. 
dered there, the measure is an act of precaution 
or of menace, foreshadowing ulterior objects 
which depend on the determination of the British 
Government. 

I have scen no speeches in cither House of the 
British Parliament, from any member of the Gov- 
ernment, which give rise to the Jeast expectation 


that the views of the Ministry will be changed | 


respecting the differences arising out of the Clay 
ton-Bulwer treaty. I sce, indeed, there are inti 
mations that they would be willing to submit 


these differences to the arbitramentof some friend- | 


ly Power. Yor one, sir, E do not perceive how 
such a proposition can be accepted. The question 
in dispute is hardly a question of reference. 
does not relate to disputed facts, nor to the fair 
construction of the engagements of the parties. It 
is a merc question as to the meaning ofa word—the 
word occupy, to bring the matter within its nar- 
rowest compass. I should as soon think of refer- 
ring to arbitration the meaning of the words FREE, 
SOVEREIGN, AND INDEPENDENT STATES, in the 
treaty of peace with Great Britain which recog- 


| nizes our independence, as the words occupy and 


assume and exercise dominion, in the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. The former measure would be 


|| Just as reasonable and honorable as the latter. No 


arbitrator, whether understanding the English 
language or not, can tell us better than we now 


| know what a treaty means when it says, that 


neither party shall occupy or possess any domin- 
ion in Central America, except in the single case 
provided for in the rider annexed to it. Ifany 
other occupation is retained, the treaty is violated. 
And we profess to know what occupation means, 


without resorting to the lexicographical knowl- i! gauntlet of defiance, and beards England on her very soil. 


edge or good offices of friend or foe. If England 
can hold possession without oceupation, she may 
make out her case. 
out. 


our cause. 


our foreign relations, I shall vote for the propo- 
sition of the Military Committee. I think we are 
called upon to do so by considerations which will 
be felt and approved by the American people. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when F called 


the want of specificness in the pepe ee but 
that difficulty has been obviate 


If these troops have been really or- | 


It | 


If she cannot, ours is made ! 
The reference of such a question would be į 
but a subterfuge unworthy of our position and 


BE. 


| stood me if he supposed that 


: pute, and that is at the point of the bayonet. 
ae : . |: sive spirit of the people of the United States requires an 
Under these circumstances, and in the state of | humbling, and it is for us to perform the task.” 


March 10, 


ment which has been proposed by the Senatorfrom 
California, Ido not wish, however, to put myself 
under that mantle of candor which the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Touczy] was disposed to 
throw over us, and leave my motives in any 
doubt. No matter in what shape this bill may’ 
be put, I shall vote against it for one reason, 
which has not been adverted to by any Senator. 
I do not believe in the propriety of these national 
workshops. Ido not believe there is any more 
propriety or economy in keeping up a national 
machine shop to manufacture arms, than there is 
in keeping up a national tailor shop to manufac- 
ture uniforms. J think our experience will show 


i that we can'get a much better arm, and at a much 


less cost, if we go to the private manufacturer 
who makes them-—for instance, to Colt, who 
makes pistols, or Sharpe, who makes rifles—than 
we can by keeping up the national armories. I 
believe our policy in thisrespectis wrong. This 
would be an abundant reason to justify me in 
voting against this bill, but I do not wish to 
shield myself there. I vote against it, because E 
do not think itis called for. Ido not think itis 
wanted. I consider it an unnecessary and use- 
less expenditure of the public money. 

Having said this much more particularly in re- 
gard to the bill under consideration, I desire to say 
a word or two in regard to the general subject 
which has been discussed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Cae He misunder- 

said it was my 
opinion that any Senators who had made speeches 
in regard to our relations with England desired 
war. Ido not believe there is a sane person in 
the United States who desires a war with England. 
I never thought so, and I never said so; but I did 
think, and I did say, and I think and say now, 
that the tendencyof speeches in the Senate has 
been to provoke war. The cffect of them, what- 
ever may be their intent, has been to produco that 
very state of feeling which they deprecate. I 
think too much heed is given to newspaper articles. 
I believe it is giving too much consequence to 
them to answer them in the Senate. My opinion 
is that, when a newspaper comes to us containing 
such statements as have been alluded to by the 
Senator from Michigan, the better way of answer- 


i ing them would be to allow our own newspapers 


todoit. If the British press has abused us, we 
have newspapers in this country to return what 
they say; and if they will only abuse the British 
half as badly as they have abused the Abolition- 
ists, the British will get a great deal worse than 
they send, and the matter need not be introduced 
here. [Laughter.] Now, sir, I have a London 
paper do not often get one, but by accident I 
rave got one this morning, and I desire to read an 
extract from the London Baily Telegraph of 
February 20, a very late date. It says: 

“The arrival of the Africa, as announced in our yester- 
day’s impression, bringing news from New York up to the 
6th instant, by no means tends to lessen the fear enter- 
tained by many that a rupture with the United States is 
almost inevitable. Every tresh packet from the other side 
of the Atlantic more and more convinces us of the correct- 
ness of the vicws we have expressed, that it behooves Eng- 
land tobe up and stirring, or otherwise we will find the foe 
at our doors before being prepared to meet him. Important 
debates have taken place in the Senate, and unmistakable 
has been the language of Mr. Sewarp, and Mr. Foor of 
Vermont. The latter Senator has thrown down the gauntlet 


: of defiance’? —— 


Mr. CASS. Am I out of that scrape? [Laugh- 
ter.] 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir, entirely. 


“ The latter Senator [Mr. Foot} has thrown down the 


We are now warned off; and if we fail to obey the haughty 
and insulting mandate, we are to be ‘removed by force of 
arms? 

Vinally, this article says: 

“We are afraid there is but one way to settle this dis- 
The aggres- 


I would suggest the propriety of sending this 
article to the Washington Union, and allowing 
that paper to answer it. But, sir, that is not the 


i only news we have from Europe, and Englandis 
| not the only country watching us—we being the 
! great Republie of the world. 


I propose to read 
an extract from the French organ, La Patrie, the 
organ of Louis Napoleon’s administration: 

« Lenouveau president dela Chambre des Représentans, 
M. NATHANIEL BANKS, est un noir appartenant a la rep- 
resentation Républicaine de Massachusetts. En sa double 
qualité d'homme de couleur. et d’Abolitioniste, M. Banks 
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inspire une profonde aversion aux représentans des Etats 
du Sud. Cette nomination est un double échec qui frappe 
@un côté Je parte Democratique auquel appartient Padmin- 
istration du President Pierce, et de Pautre les Know-Noth- 
ings.” É 


The translation of this is: 


« At last Congress is organized. We have grounds to 
bope it will exert itself to regain the time that has been lost. 
The new president of the House of Representatives, Mr. 
NATHANIEL P. Banxs, is a black, [lauzhter,}] a member of 
the House delegation from the State of Massachusetts. In 
his double quality of a colored man and an Abolitionist, [re- 
newed laughter,] he has inspired a profound aversion among 
the members from southern States. ‘This nomination is a 


double blow, which hits the Democratic party on one side, | 


and the Know-Noihings on the other.” [Laughter.J 


That is from a newspaper published in France. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan read from 
one paper which he said was Lord Palmerston’s 
papet; and he charged its sentiments upon Lord 

almerston because it was his paper. This, I 
am told, is Louis Napoleon’s paper. 

Mr. CASS. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Iam so informed. 

Mr. CASS. The Moniteur is the French offi- 
cial paper. 

Mr. HALE. Since Louis Napoleon estab- 
lished the censorship of the press, I believe he 
does not allow any opposition papers to be pub- 
lished in France. [{Laughter. 

Mr.CASS. Louis Napoleon knew better than 
to call Mr. Banks a Negro. He has been in 
this country, and he would not publish such stuff 
as that. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator is arguing from 


general principles against a specific allegation; 
but that is not fair. I think if Louis Napoleon 
had read all that was said in this country about 
Mr. Bangs, he might very well conclude that he 
was a black man, [laughter;] for, if I remember 
correctly, the Administration papers in this coun- 
try have called hima “black Republican;” and 
probably Louis Napoleon supposed that, being 


a black Republican, he must, of course, be a | 


black man. [Laughter.] Ithink, therefore, that 
this extract is entitled to as much consideration 
as the other. 
we ought not to govern ourselves in our action 
here by newspapers, and that we may very well 
leave our own newspapers to answer such state- 
ments. I think the honorable Senator from 
Michigan has fallen into the mistake of giving too 
much consequence to newspaper paragraphs. 
Sir, [ think the question of a war with England 
is too serious to be treated in this manner. My 
opinion is, that the building of the suspension 
bridge at Niagara Falls, by which trains of cars 
pass and repass every day, has done more to pre- 
serve peace with England than the building of 
your ten additional sloops of war, and the passing 
of your fortification bill, and the giving these 
$3,000,000 to the Secretary of War, will do. An- 
other large bridge is being built across the St. 
Lawrence, at Montreal, by British capital, at an 


expense of something like $10,000,000; and when | 


that is done, it will do more to preserve friendly 
relations with England than all the additions you 
may make to your Army and Navy for fifty years 
to come, If they would build another bridge at 
Detroit, I think it would be equally potent in 
sustaining the same friendly relations. 

But, Mr. President, if we are in such great 
danger of war with England that there is a neces- 
sity for increasing our fortifications and building 
additional sloops of war, why do you not go 
where our commerce is? The commerce of the 


northern lakes and the Erie canal exceeds our | 


foreign commerce on the Atlantic Ocean; butthcre 
is no thought of danger there. During the past 
winter I have been upon those lakes, and the 
only show of a naval force that I saw there was 
one little steamer, which was hauled up, frozen 
in, and covered over with slab covering. 
was the only pretense of naval force on the great 
lakes, where our commerce exceeds that on the 
Atlantic ocean. 

T believe this is all mistaken policy; we do not 
want war. 
doubtedly are, we do not want war, and we do 
not mean to provoke war, We mean to stand for 
justice and for right; and if so, we shall not have 
war. But the fact that in the newspaper para- 
vraphs of the London Times and the London 

elegraph, so peaceable, quiet, respectable, or- 
derly, and peace-loving a citizen of this commu- 
nity as the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


l have read the two to show that | 


That | 


If we are to be believed, and we un- | 


Foor] is transformed intoa Jack the Giant-killer, 
bearding Great Britain, and provoking war, is a 
proof to my mind that those paragraphs are not 
a correct indication either of the state of facts 
here or of public opinion abroad. ‘ 

Sir, I have not the utmost confidence in the 
present national administration; but I have enough 
confidence in them to leave to them the legitimate 
duties which pertain to the executive, especially 
as they have only about eleven or twelve months 
left, during which they are to manage the coun- 
try. My confidence increases exactly in the in- 
verse ratio of the duration of their existence. 


| {Laughter.] The shorter the time, the greater 


my confidence. Still I am willing to leave to the 


Administration, while it remains in power, every- |) 


thing that belongs to it. I do not believe that the 
success of negotiations, and the prospect of a 
friendly termination of our relations with foreign 
Powers, will be increased by the discussion of 
them in the Senate. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan says 
that Great Britain has offered to refer the ques 


tion in dispute to arbitration, but that there is | 
nothing to refer, because we know the meaning 
Let me tell him that 


7 2? 


of the word ‘* occupy. 
that argument is as good in Great Britain as it is 
here; they knew the meaning of the word *‘ oc- 


their definition from Johnson, and we from Web- 
ster, and that, perhaps, is the only difference; 
but by the comity of nations, each can read the 
other’s dictionary, so that they have as good an 
opportunity of knowing the meaning of 
as we have. I remember that, ten years ago, 
more or less, we had another dispute with Eng- 
land, which Mr. James Buchanan, (who then 
held the second place in the Government, but 


now means to hold the first,) our Sccretary of | 
1 think he wrote a: 


State, refused to arbitrate. 
series of letters, in which he demonstrated that 
our title to the territory in dispute was so clear 
that it would be an impeachment of it if we en- 
tertained a proposition to refer it to arbitration, 
because that would be an admission that there 
was some doubt about it. Such was the purport 
of Mr. Buchanan’s refusal to arbitrate; but what 


was the end of that chapter. The result was, : 
that land, our title to which was so clear that it | 
would be an impeachment of it to entertain a mo- } 
tion to refer it to arbitration, was given away | 
We went to the defendant’s | 


without a reference. 
side of the docket and made default. Being called 
three times solemnly to come into court, we did 
not appear, and the British took the whole coun- 
try by default. That was a case where our Sec- 
retary of Siate demonstrated our title to be so 
clear that he would not listen to any talk abouta 
reference of it. 


I shall not undertake to advise the Executive | 


until T am asked to do so; but, humble as I 


i am, I desire to say that I do not wish to declare 


that Iwill not consent to refor this dispute to 
arbitration. I never had any right which was so 
strong in my own judgment that [ was not willing 


to submit the question of whether it was mine į 
or not to the independent judgment of an honest 
tribunal; and as I would never do so as a private | 


individual I never would do it as a nation, par 
ticularly when, as the honorable Senator says, 
we know what the word means. But we also 


know that the British know it just as well as we ; 


do. Ifthatbe the case, and if the Administration 
of Great Britain offers, in a good spirit, to refer 
the question to arbitration, | would refer it. I 
would not be so arrogant as to say, ‘* My case is 
so clear that I will not submit it to an umpire.’ 


| The very fact that a man refuses to put himself 


in that position, and refuses to submit to arbitra- 
tion because his right is so very clear that he will 
not have it questioned, is sometimes taken by an 
uncharitable world to be the evidence, not of a 


clear conviction in his own mind that his right |} 
is indisputable as he asserts it to be, but as evi- |} 
dence of a lurking scepticism that when it comes | 


to be investigated it may not be so good and so 


firm as he has bragged it to be. That is the way | 


the world will jadge when such a proposition is 
made and refused. 


Having said this much simply to place myself | 


correctly on the record in regard to the sugges- 
tion made to me by the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, I desire to come back to this bill. 


the word | 


g! 
! am opposed to it decidedly. There are, to my 


i 
| 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| 


| a position of defense. 


mind, insuperable objections‘to it. 1 have referred 
to the ‘want of specification in the appropriations, 
but that has been obviated, and therefore I-shall 
not press that point. In the next place, Ido nat: 
agree in the propriety of keeping up the national 
workshops for the manufacture of arms. -But 
behind, and beyond this, I go against-the bill be- 
cause I believe it is an unnecessary, uncalled-for 


expenditure of the public money at this time. ¢ 


Resides, sir, I think there is great force in the 
suggestions made by the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Beux.] This session will prob- 
ably last for some months to come, and it takes 
but a little while to hear from England;and if the 
emergencies of the crisis should be so great that 
the voice of the country should say we were 
called upon to rise and gird ourselves for the battle 


| and prepare for the struggle, there will be time 


enough in the protracted months of this session 
yet befere us to prepare ourselves for any such 
extraordinary emergency as that. I voted against 
all such bills when we were engaged in a war, 
and I never regretted it and never repented of it. 
When an Administration was in war, I was will- 
ing to give them just as much as they wanted to 
bring the army home and make an honorable 
peace, but nothing more. I was not prepared to 


i go into the vitals of Mexico, as the Adminis- 
cupy”’ just as well as we do. They may getij 


tration then in power recommended. My judg- 
ment has approved the votes which I gave on that 


j occasion, and I have never for a moment regret- 


ted them. If I was not willing to place oxtraordi- 
nary means in the hands of an Administration 
engaged in war, I am certainly not willing now, 
when these. bellicose—it is a -word which has 
been used twice to-day, and J suppose has become 


| Classical, and I can use it without being called to 


order for using an improper phrase—when these 
hellicose demonstrations are made beforehand, to 
rive this great additional power to the Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 do notrise, Mr. President, 
to make a set speech on this subject. Itis too 
late in the day to do that, and it would be in bad 
taste; but I desire to enter my protest against the 
position which has been occupied by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bert] and others, in rela- 
tion to the policy and propriety of this measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend from Georgia 
prefers to go on to-morrow, I will suggest the 
propriety of yielding to me at this time,as I have 
occasion to ask for an executive session. 

Mr. IVERSON, No, sir; I prefer to go on 
now; { shall occupy but ashort time. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, as T understand, objects to 
this appropriation; among other reasons, because 
it may swell the current which scems to be run- 
ning in this country and Great Britain towards a 


j rupture between that Government and ourselves. 


He is apprehensive that a movement of this sort 


| would offend the delicate sensibilities of John 
! Bull; and, therefore, he thinks we ought not to 
l adopt it. 
i| whether every movement of this Government to- 


Now, sir, for one, I do not know 


wards fortifying our coast, and increasing our 
national defenses would, offend the delicate sen- 
sibilities of John Bull or not. The Senator seems 
to think that it may, and that John Buli—that 
sturdy and unruly animal—would kick up. I 


; will not offend the delicate sensibilities and ears 


polite of this presence by using an expression 
which, doubtless, will be suggested to the mind 
of every gentleman present; but I will say that, 


strengthening our defenses shall make John Bull 
restive, and cause him to kick up, let him kick 
and rear as much as he pleases until he is tired. 
It is our duty, and the honor and safety of our 
country demand that we should put ourselves in 


Sir, according to the proposition and argument 


l of the honorable Senator from Tennessee, we 


should not only refuse to vote this appropriation 
to put our national arms in a condition of useful- 
ness to-the country, but we should stop the con- 
struction of our fortifications which have been 
already begun; we should not build any other 
fortifications; and, to carry out the argument to 
its legitimate extent, in order to avoid offense to 
the British people, we should disband.the Army 
of the United States, because, I suppose, that, at 
least, would be evidence conclusive to our delicate 
and sensible friends on the other side of the water 
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Wonld.the Senator advocate a policy of that 
sort?.Are.we.to fold our arms, are we to sus- 
. pend.all our improvements in this country, be- 
cause, forsooth, John Bull may become offended, 
and suppose we entertain hostile views towards 
him? that seems to be the argument of the 
honorable.and distinguished Senator from New 
York, [Mr.Suwarp,} who has objected to this 
bill’ because it may be construed into a hostile 
demonstration on the part of this Government. 
Sir, I must express. my surprise at the course 
which the honorable Senator from New York has 
exhibited during-this. session. Atthe commence- 


ment of the session, when the debate originated | 


on: the: Clayton-Bulwer treaty, that. honorable 
Senator made what was considered here and else- 
where as a most warlike speech. With a spirit 
of-manliness and patriotism which I thought did 
him: honor, he came to the support of the Admin- 
istration on this. important and delicate subject. 
He said: that the Administration had taken the 
proper. course, that the construction which it had 
puton the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was the correct 
construction, and that he was not only disposed 
to-support the Administration, but. to support it 
evento the extent of war, if war should be neces- 
gary, to sustain the rights and honor of the coun- 
try. To use an expression which the honorable 
Senator from New ampshire has rendered class- 
ical on this occasion, he made the most bellicose 
speech that was uttered in the Senate. He was 
noteven behind the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] ` 

, When I heard these various speeches at the 
Qpening of the debate, I congratulated myself that 
there was a general unity and conformity of sen- 
timent amongst the three parties of the country 
on this great. and important subject. The distin- 
guished Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Cuayron,] 
not now in his seat, is understood to be at the 
head of what is called the American party——what 
we call the Know Nothing party. The Senator 
from New York stands at the head and front of 
what he and his friends call the Republican party, 
but what their opponents call, from their peculiar 


idiosyneracy, the Black Republican party. The į 


distinguished Senator from Michigan is the em- 
bodiment, as well as the leader of the great Dem- 
geratic party of the Union. These gentlemen, 
standing-thus at the head of the three great Amer- 
ican partics, all came together and expressed 


the same sentiments, the same feelings, and | 


9 


the same high-minded and honorable patriotism 
which, I trust, will, on every proper occasion, be 
exhibited by the whole American people. 


or two other speeches which he has done us the 
honor recently to present tous, seems to be back- 
ing out from his former manly position which he 
occupied in the early part of the debate. 

he was like Mars, wi: 


Then 
1 his panoply over him and 


shield ready for war; now he is as tender asa! 


sucking dove, Then he was for war, if war was 
necessary; now he is for peace; and he is against 
any measure which may have the semblance of a 


desire on the part of this Government to go to | 
war with England. Ido not understand the policy | 
which the Senator from New York has exhibited. | 
Tdo not understand the policy of blowing hotand | 


blowing cold in the same breath, of backing and 


filling for which the honorable Senator seems to | 


have so much taste. 

, Mr. President, I am not one of those who be- 
lieve, or affect to believe, that there is no danger 
of a war with Great Britain. 
that war ought to spring out of the negotiations 


and difficulties which now exist between this Cov- | 
ernment and that, and J trustno war will ensue; but | 


Icannot shut my eyes to the conclusion that there 


is danger—imminent danger—of war between but |! 
twocountries, W hatis the position ofthis Govern- | 


ment in relation to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? 


Itis that we demand of Great Britain an execu- | 
tion of that treaty according to our construction | 
Is not that what the Administration has | 
it is what the Sen- | 


of it. 
demanded? 


But, ! 
sir, the Senator from New York, now, and in one | 


| Great Britain. 


I do not believe : 
i worth. 


the honorable Senator would have them do as a 
celebrated captain of horse, one of the constituents 
of my honorable friend from Alabama, once did 
on a similar occasion. He was the commandant 
of a troop of horse in what was called the Creek 
war of 1836, and one of his neighbors, who knew 
him well and watched the progress of his warlike 
movements denounced him among his neighbors 
as more of a horse thief than a horse commander. 
Uponone occasion, after this accusation had come 
to the earsof the redoubtable captain, at a muster 
ground in his county, he was exceedingly hostile 
and very brave. He said that this man had 
accused him of being a horse-thief, and if he 
came there he would give him a personal chas- 
tisement for his insolence. The words were 
scarcely out of his mouth, when the individual 
rode up, and, tying his horse, came into the crowd. 
The captain at once invited him to go behind the 
groggery to have a private interview, and there 
he said to him, ‘Sir, I understand that you have 
accused me of being a horse-thief; I desire to 
know, sir, whether you said so??? The gentle- 
man very modestly told him, ** Yes, sir, I presume 
T did say so, because that is my opinion of you; 
now, sir, what do you want?” ‘Oh, nothing, 
sir; I only thought I would ask you.” [Laughter.] 

Surely this cannot be the disposition of the 
American people. Are we to bluster up to John 
Bulland talk about wariike measures, and then, if 
he does not execute this treaty, and determines 
not to do it, are we ty say, ‘f Our object was mere! 
to ascertain your opinion upon this subject??? ie 
that the policy which this Government is to pur- 
sue towards Great Britain? Is that unmanly, 
cowardly, and degrading policy the course which 
our Government is to pursue on this important 
subject? I trust not. 

What, then, would bethe result of a final re- 
fusal 6n the part of Great Britain to execute the 
treaty according to its terms—according to our 
understanding of its terms? We must either 
back out from the position which we have as- 
sumed, or we must go to war with Great Britain 
to enforce the position we have taken. One of 
the two is inevitable. Some gentlemen advocate 
the policy of abrogating the treaty; but what 
should be accomplished by that? Suppose we 
should abrogate it, would that deprive Great Brit- 
ain of her possession (which we dispute) of a 
portion of Central America? No, sir, it would 
not have that effect. What effect would it have? 
What good would it do? Others advocate the 
policy of not only abrogating the treaty, but of 
repealing our neutrality laws so far as Central 
America is concerned, and if a proposition of that 
sort were brought forward I would vote for it to- 
morrow. Suppose we were to do that, and were 
to allow our fillibusters to go to Central America 
and join Walker’s government, they would very 
soon possess the land, and probably they would 
oust Great Britain of her possession there; but 
that would bring Nicaragua into conflict with 
War between those nations would 
necessarily ensue, and our honor would demand 
of us to support Nicaragua. We could not avoid 
it and act with honor, It would necessarily in- 
volve us in a war with Great Britain. 

View this subject as you please, sir, it seems 


to me that there is not only danger, but imminent | 


danger, of a war with Great Britain. Ladmit that 
my opinion cannot stand by the side of those of 
the “potent, grave, and reverend signiors’? who 
have expressed different opinions; but, neverthe- 
less, it is my opinion, and I give it for what it is 
What would be the condition of the 
United States if we were precipitated into a war 
with Great Britain? She 1s nowabout to make a 
peace with Russia; and if that peace be now con- 
cluded, Great Britain will be in the best condition 


she has ever been in since the foundation of the | 


Government to the present day, for a war with 
the United States. She has a larger naval arma- 
ment than she has ever had before. She hasa 
larger and beiter-appointed army than she has 
heretofore boasted of; she has the most magni- 
ficent materials of war that any country or any 
age has ever seen. In the event of a war between 


Great Britain and the United States, this immense | 


naval armament, this stupendous fabric of an 
army would be precipitated on the United States. 
What would be our condition to meet them? 
Notwithstanding the weak condition in which we 
should be placed towards such tremendous and 


overpowering forces as Great-Britain would have 
it in her power to bring against us, we stand here 
and talk about voting $3,000,000 to increase the 
arms of the United States! 

Sir, the policy of the Father of his Country, 
his injunction to us, was, in time of peace to pre- 
pare for war; but the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee reverses the proposition of the great 
Washington. His policy is not to prepare for 
war in time of peace, but to prepare for war when 
war is upon us. Sir, I differ from the honorable 
gentleman as to the true policy of this Govern- 
ment. If England enters into apeace with Russia, 
with her immense armament and the powerful 
sinews of war which she now possesses, in the 
opinion of the Senator from Michigan, with which 
I concur, it would be an inducement for her to 
adhere firmly and obstinately to the position 
which she has assumed in relation to the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. {believe that the British Ministry 
are hostile to this Government, and that there is 
but one possible manner in which war between 
that Government and this can be avoided. She 
would not be willing to come in collision with 
the United States. if the peace conferences at 
Paris should end fruitlessly—she would have her 
hands full with Russia; but if peace should be 
established, with all her present means of offens- 
ive and aggressive warfare in her hands, with 
the hostility of the British Ministry exhibited as 
it has been exhibited against this country, there 
is but one hope of peace between the two nations; 
and that is, that the popular voice in Great Britain 
may contro] the British Ministry. Whether it 
will do so or not, is not for me to decide. The 
British Government enters into questions of war 
without reference to the popular voice. They are 
not, as isthe Administration in this country, con- 
trolled by the voice of the people. 

We have every reason to believe that a war is 
imminent between this country and Great Brit- 
ain; and if it is to come, we ought to be prepared 
for it. We should not only have our Navy in- 
creased to an extent equal to the emergency, but 
we should put all-our coast citics in a state of de~ 
fense, and I would even go as far as the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and put our lake coast also in a state of de- 
fonse. It cando no harm. This appropriation of 
$3,000,000 will be useful, even without war. It 
1s called for by the Administration for the pur- 
pose of putting old arms into a good condition. 
The Senator from California, who is chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, states to the 
Senate that the number of old arms distributed 
heretofore to the States amounts to three hundred. 
thousand, and that it will require more than 
$1,000,000 to make those arms useful to the peo- 
ple in whose hands they are. Is this nothing to 
be accomplished? Ought not this to be done,even 
without reference to the contingency of a war? 
Besides, the construction of new arms ought to 
keep pace with the improvements which the 
world has made. 

Mr. President, all these various considerations, 
even without reference to the probability of war, 
make this appropriation, at least, plausible; I 
should consider it proper. It is our duty, how- 
ever, to look to the difficulties which exist be- 
tween this Government and Great Britain. The 
Senator from New Hampshire advocates the ref- 
erence of the dispute to arbitration. I do not 
believe the present Administration is willing to 
arbitrate this great subject. For one, I. should be 
opposed to that course. I do not think we could 
refer this question to any nation without dishonor 
to the American people. We have taken our po- 
sition, and on that position T think the American 
people are determined to stand. They will sup- 
port this Administration, or any other who shall 
exhibit firmness and patriotism in behalf of the 
rights, Interests, and honor of uus great nation, 

For these reasons, and others to which I might 
advert, if time permitted, 1am in favor of the 
appropriation contained in this bill, and shall 
cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to put the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia right? 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to yielding 
the floor temporarily, if I can retain my right 
to it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


I merely wish to 
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explain my remarks. Does the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi wish to go on this after- 
noon? 

Mr. BROWN. Irose not to address the Sen- 
ate this evening, but to suggest a postponement 
of the question until to-morrow. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
aonorable Senator will indulge me, and allow me 
ʻo proceed for a little while. 

Mr. BROWN. I yield. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The honorable 
Senator from Georgia seems to me to have stated 
positions for me which I certainly think I gave 
“o ground to any gentleman to suppose that I 


had assumed. It seems to me, from the honorable | 


Senator’s remarks, that he could not have been 
present when I addressed the Senate to-day in 
opposition to this bill in the shape in which it was 
originally presented. 

Mr. IVERSON. I was present. J may have 
misunderstood the Senator; but I certainly under- 
stood the tenor and purport of his remarks to be 
what I have stated. One of his objections was, 
that it might, in the language of the Senator, if I 
remember it, swell the current which was running 
through the country towards a war with Eng- 
land. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I perceive 
that the honorable Senator was present. My 
course may have prevented the honorable chair- 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs from || 
getting his bill through to-day, but I trust he will | 
i commenced at great expense? Has there not ; 
‘particularly been a strong resistance to the con- | 
; struction of any new fortifications. 


forgive me. I suppose he scarcely expected—I 
am sure I had no ideathat what I said this 
morning would lead to such a protracted and dis- 
cursive discussion on other subjects as well as 
that immediately before us. I regret most ex- 
ceedingly thatitshould have occurred. The hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia says that he thinks 
there is no imminent danger of war. Standing 
in the relation that he does to the Administra- 
tion, 1 must suppose that this remark is intended 
to be significant. 

Mr. IVERSON, I trust the Senator will put 
no such construction on my remarks. I am not 
behind the scenes. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessec. 
that. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
ion from circumstances open to the inspection of 
every gentleman in America. 

. Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I will take 
it on that ground. I must suppose the sugges- 
tions of the honorable Senator from Georgia, with 
his large experience and observation, standing so 


I do not mean 


intimately connected as heis with the party now j 


in power, are entitled to more weight than those 
of the honorable Senator from New York or most 
of the Senators who have spoken. I regretted to 
hear the statement I heard the honorable Scnator 
also announce, that he himself was opposed to 
an arbitrament of the differences between this 
country and Great Britain. ‘These two observa- 
tions of his, taken together, F think do demand, 
and ought to receive, some attention. Now, I 
suppose the honorable Senator will admit that I 
am not mistaken in supposing that he is fully 
identified not only now upon almost every ques- 


tion of the Administration in power, but has been | 


for a long series of years. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator is undoubtedly 
right in that. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Unquestionably I 
entertain very high respect for the character of 
the honorable Senator, though I cannot boast a 
very intimate acquaintance with him. He has 
to-day thought proper to speak of my course on 


this bill as one founded on the idea that peace | 


was not the proper time to prepare for war; and 
he has assumed that, ata time when he thinks 
the danger of war is imminent, I have placed my- 
self in opposition to the appropriation of the com- 
paratively insignificant sum of $3,000,000, in 
order to put our large sea-board towns and the 
fortifications which we have already erected in a 
proper state of defense to meet any exigency 
which may arise. I know that the honorable 
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Then I trust the | 


I merely expressed my opin- | 


| 
| 
i 
i 


| 


; conviction that it is wise, economical, and war- 
| preventive—ifI may coin a form ofexpression—to 
+ arm these fortifications and to finish them; and 


: apply that to me? 


i the fortifications at New York and the other places | 


| ment, has there not been a uniform, stern, and 


‘has acted for a great number of years. 


Senator from Georgia has not recently been a 
member of Congress,and therefore I do not feel 

at liberty to put to him some interrogatories sug- 
| gested by his remarks; but I think the honorable 
| Senator from Virginia is entitled to no sach for- 
| bearance, and, therefore, I hope he will excuse 
me for putting afew questions to him. When did | 
he become convineed that it was necessary to arm 


on our coast where we have had extensive forti- 
fications in progress fora longtime? I mean noth- 
ing unkind to the Senator, but I think the course 
of the debate to-day justifies me in making some 
bservations on the course of honorable gentle- 
men, and in putting some interrogatorics to them. 
The honorable Senator from Virginia has told 
us that his observation of late has Jed him to the 


he concludes that now, when $3,000,000 can ac- 
complish all these great objecis, it ought to be 
done. The honorable Senator from Georgia has 
said that I am opposed to the policy of preparing 
for warin time of peace. Now J desire to know 
whether, during the last ten or fifteen years, and 
I do not know but that the remark may go back 
twenty years, except when suchan occasion as the 
present has arisen in the history of this Govern- 


successful opposition to nearly allappropriations ! 
for the completion of our fortifications, though | 


Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator mean to ! 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Ido not know as | 
to the Senator individually, but the remark ap- | 
plies to those with whom he uniformly acts, and | 
I wish | 
the honorable Senator to understand that I mean į 
nothing unkind to him personally; but when [| 
bear such sentiments and charges as those that | 
have been made by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, I think it is not improper, and surely | 
gentlemen will not think me discourtcous, if I | 
refer to things of the past. 1 desire the honor-! 
able Senator from Virginia, when he shall rise, : 
to state how often fortification bills have failed | 
entirely within the last fifteen years? If my me- | 
mory does not fail me, I think it has been fre- | 
quently contended, that to expend money for for- | 
tifications was a useless waste; and it was said | 
that we had undertaken to fortify our sca-coast on | 
too large and expensive a plan; and, in fact, when- | 
ever afortification bill has been passed, I believe it } 
has never contained more than one half the es- | 
timates of the engineer department—the proper Í 
department to judge of what is expedient, proper, ! 
and essential for the safety and protection of our | 
large commercial ports. | 
My. HUNTER. Does the Senator desire me | 
to answer the question now ? 
fir. BELL, of Tennessee. I would rather tha 
the honorable Senator should answer it in detail 
I think I am not wrong when Í state that or 
several occasions the fortification bill has failed 
entirely. 
Mr. HUNTER. I will wait until the Senator 
is done, or I will answer now, if he chooses. | 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Justas the Senator | 
pleases. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Ido not remember now that; 
the fortification bill has failed more than once or | 
twice; and it has never failed by my vote, or, 
with my good will. I have always believed in: 
the necessity of these works; but the Senator will : 
remember that there has been a difference of: 
opinion in regard to the efficacy of fortifications, 
which has been very much changed by recent 
results. My own opinion has not changed, but I 
believe the public mind has undergone a change. ! 


} 


| again, were opposed to them because they thought 
| it was a means of expending money on the sca- 


| There were many in both Houses who argued: 
that fortifications were unnecessary; and some, : 
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coast when appropriations for other objécts of a 
different character were denied to the interior. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Iwill ask whether 
men of military science or skill in this country 
have ever supposed there was any question. on 
that subject? Have not such bills been generally 
resisted on economical considerations by the 
party now in power? 

Mr. HUNTER. Never, by me. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia is more liberal than some, but 
I think even he has been pretty stringent in the 
quantum of appropriations. T think that, every 
bill which has been passed under his influencé, 
and upon his suggestion of its propriety, has not 
contained more than half the cstimates of the 
proper Department. ; 

Mr. WELLER. A bill was passed the other 
day for more than the estimates. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. J am not speaking 
of late events, because a revolution seems to have 
taken place on that subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. Icannot speak with certainty; 
but, according to the best of my recollection, I 
have never voted to cut down the estimates of the 
Department for fortifications. T believe the Com- 
mittee on Finance has generally reported what 
the Department estimated to be necessary. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. And were they 
adopted by the Senate? 

My. HUNTER. Yes, sir, except on the occa~ 
sions when the bill failed, and no appropriations 
were made. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Perhaps I have 
misled the honorable Senator by my interroga- 
tory. I meant to ask whether the bill had not 
been cut down from the recommendations and 
estimates of the head of the engineer corps ? 

Mr. HUNTER. That. is a different matter. I 
spoke of the estimates of the head of the War 
Department. ` 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The head of the 
War Department represents the feeling which be- 
dongs tothose gentlemen in this body who coincide 
politically with the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia. Tam speaking of the suggestions, the wise 
forethought of those gentlemen who are supposed, 
by their profession, by their scientific qualifica» 
tions, by their large experience, to be able to in- 
dicate to the Congress ofthe United States what is 
necessary to put the country in a state of defense. 
Now I desire to say that, since [have been a mem- 
ber of Congress, [have never failed to vote for the 
entire cstimate of the Department for fortifications. 
So far from its having been my policy to leave 
our sca-coast inadequately defended, and our fort- 
ifications in a state of dilapidation, or without a 
sufficient armament, I have been uniformly. in 
favor of arming them fully, and constructing, from 
year to year, as our means wouid allow us to do, 
new fortifications, in order to protect ourselves 
from the insults of foreign Powers, and from the 
ravages and depredations which might be inflicted 
on us in the event of a sudden war. But the 
honorable Senator from Georgia places me in 
the situation of taking the very reverse of this 
policy. 

Now, sir, in the remarks which I made this 
morning I did not take the ground that there was 
no necessity, so far as T knew, for these appro- 
pi ions. I said, that in the form in which the 
ill was originally presented—an appropriation in 
solido of $3,000,000, to be loft to be appropriated 
under the discretion of the Executive—it looked 
as if there was supposed to be an immediate 
exigency demanding hasty legislation and heavy 
appropriations, Į excepted to it on the ground 
that it might increase that current, or feeling, or 
apprehension, or alarm in regard to war which 
exists in the country. I said nothing about 
touching the sensibilities of John Bull. I did 
not make the most distant allusion to any such 
thing;.bat the honorable Scnator from Georgia 
seems to have supposed that it was in deference 
and courtesy and forbearance to the feelings of 
England, that I expressed sentiments of oppo- 
sition to the bill as it originally stood. Ii is true 
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Espelke.of the: danger of. increasing that feeling, 
current, or panic, or.whatever i: may be. called, 
in regard “to: war, which exists in’ our country. 
There ig selom a day passes that I do not get 
letters from the. interior asking whether or not 
‘we are. to be involved in war.: Business is tram- 
meled by.such a fear. 
“YT repeat, that I yegret that the honorable Sena- 
‘from Georgia lias informed us that in. his 
pinion the danger of war is imminent. Let me 
il him again, that I said nothing about John Bull 
and‘his sensibilities, and I cared nothing about 
them in this connection. Lalso took exception 
tothe bill on'the ground that the appropriation 
was: not specific, and that there was plenty of 
time, if. an exigency did arise, for voting the 
amount necessary to. meet it. I said that we had 
plenty of time if an exigency should arise; but 
f did not sec that there was any. immediate 
danger of war, and I did not‘perceive why this 
amount could notbe as well voted three, or four, 
‘or five months hence, as now. ° i ` 
= Mr President, I have said this much to explain 
' my own course and to correct misapprehensions 
which it has excited.. The honorable Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Cass] made some remarks 
‘which, perhaps, call for some further explana- 
Wow on wy part. Tam sorry that he is not now 
present in the Chamber, but perhaps he may read 
the report of what I may say. I can inform him 
that I did not state that this appropriation ought 
tiot to be made, because I thought there was no 
danger of war. Why, sir, I said the other day 


tt 


«and I feel it more strongly since the remarks | 


of the honorable Senator from Georgia—that if 
the Executive nnd his friends want a war, they 
ean have it. Although Congress is the proper 
Wwar-making power, such is the feeling of the 
‘country, and so large is the discretion of the 
exceutive Government, that we may find our- 
selves in the course of twenty days involved in 
war, or placed in such a position that we could 
not ‘void declaring war, ‘The honorable Senator 
from. Michigan, if he were here, would under- 
stand this point readily. ‘There may be such a 
course of action on the part of the Iixecutive as 
‘to concern the national honor, and to involve our 
feelings of national dignity and pride of character 
‘to stich an extent, that we must go to war, al- 
though Congress had no deliberate voice in it. 

As I said on a former occasion, the appropria- 
tion asked for may be proper for accomplishing 
the objects proposed. I admit that it may be 
e no immediate danger of war, when we know 
that-there may be war; and for myself I cannot 
know that there will not be war. The remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Georgia have 
strengthened me in the apprehension that there 
may be a war, and we shall be involved in difi- 
culty if he is the true index of fecling at the other 
end of the avenue. My honorable friend from 
Towa, [Mr. Joxes,] who sits by my side, says 
he hopes there will be a war. ‘The remarks of 
these gentlemen are entitled to some attention. 
Tconfess that the honorable Senator from Georgia 
startled me. 

Well, sir, with reference to the bill under con- 
sideration, as I have said before, if there be. no 
imminent dauger of war, yet if we are in such cir- 
cumstances that we may suddenly find ourselves 
involved in a war, whether we will it ov not, 
there is wisdom in making provision in advance. 
The honorable Senator from California, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, is 
better informed on this subject than I am; but he 
willfind that I will be the last man to flinch from 
any vote necessary sae this country in a proper 
attitude of defense. shall be more anxious to 
do so now than before, since [have heard the dec- 
larations made to-day. Iwill now give my vote 
for the bill as it stands in the shape in which it 
has been placed by the amendment of the honer- 
able Senator from California, by the reconsider- 
ation of the former vote and the insertion of 
specific details. 

I have no desire to trouble the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, but I 
wish to ask him whether the $1,250,000 which 
he proposes to appropriate for repairing old small- 
arms can be expended judiciously within the 
present year. It would be more satisfactory if 
he would give the Senate the information which 
Is it 


he'is‘presumed to have in his possession. 


* 


roper to make such approprinuane. though there | 


i overto the Senator’ 


j he ass 


supposed. that this amount can be expended 
during the present or the next fiscal year? The 
bill also proposes to expend $450,000 for ord- 
nance, which, we are told, is to be sent to Cali- 
fornia and elsewhere. Ig it supposed that that 
can be done at once! I doubt whether such a 
large appropriation can. be safely and usefully | 
expended within a year. The honorable Senator 
fiom Virginia has suggested thatit is economical 
to make a sufficient appropriation to have all these 
things accomplished in the shortest time. That 
is not the most effective metbod of having things 
of this sort accomplished. - Works of this nature 
must be donein a durable and in askillful manner. 
You can have a million dollars’ worth of ord- 
nance for fortifications prepared within six 
months, but what will it be worth ? Not a quar- 
ter of what it cost, perhaps. The same remark 
is truc as to other arms of every description. It 
requires great knowledge, great fidelity in super- 
intendence; and many things must be considered 
in works of this sort. But, sir, Ishall not detain 
the Senate longer. I merely rosc for the purpose 
of putting myself right. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I can hardly 
consent that the Senate shall adjourn without | 
having made such cxplanations as I think will 
satisfy them that the honorable Senator has 
quite misapprehended my course of action in re- į 
gard to these questions, and that there has been 
a logical, and { trust a patriotic, consistency in 
it throughout. 

In the first place, I ask the honorable Senator 
what would he require of me in regard to the de- 
fense of the country under any state of circum- 
stances which he supposes to exist? He desires 
that the country shall be put into a condition. of 
defense for war. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have reported a bill for new fortifications. 
{ have declared my readiness to vote for that. 
They did. bring before us a bill making appropri- 
ations for new fortifications in Texas, Florida, 
and California; and I gave my vote in favor of | 
that. A. bill has been presented to us for repair- | 
ing, enlarging, and extending the old fortitica- 
tions, and I have already declared that I shall-vote | 
for that. 1fI have not voted for these bills, it is | 
only because no vote upon them has yet been de- | 
manded. The Commitice on Naval Affairs re- ; 
porteda bill for the construction of ten war-steam- 
ers. I gave my vote and my voice without ques- 
tion for that measure. To-day the Committee 
on Military Affairs ask for $3,000,000 to supply 
the fortifications and the armories of the United | 
States with arms and ordnance. I have stated 
distinctly that if their bill should be put in the | 
form now proposed by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, at his own 
instance, J should vote for that. Ithas been put | 
into that form, and I am only waiting for the 
question to be taken to vote for it. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘Willthe honorable Senator 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

IVERSON.. 1 made no reference what- 
otes. They haveallofthem, ; 
in my opinion, conformed to the position which 
umed in the early part of the discussion 
in reference to our relations with England, [Mr. 
Sewarp. Certainiy.] which 1 think did him |i 
honor. But whenever he has given those votes, | 
he has taken very good care, as it scemed to me, | 
to explain the reasons which operated on him for i 
giving them, and to diselaim that there was any ij 


| 


i 


i 


Mr. 
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intention or any effect in those votes towards || 
bringing on a war with Great Britain. While he į; 
is voting to put the country in a state of defense, |) 
he seems to ke exeeedingly anxious to notify || 
Great Britain that we have not the least intention || 

| 


remarks. | 

Mr.SEWARD. Ihave shown the honorable | 
Senator that in regard to putting the country ina | 
condition of defense, or of preparation even for | 
hostile war, my votes have been as bold and as |; 
liberal as the committee of this House represent- 
ing the Administration have demanded. Heagrees | 
that there is a logical consistency in my votes. Ii 
will now show the honorable Senator that there i 


| whom we could properly refer such a matter. 


is an entire consistence in my voice upon the sub- 
ject, as that has been called in question. 

When the Central American question was sent 
here by the President of the United States, it was 
sent as a closed and complete volume. We were 
told that the correspondence was ended. I rose 
and said that, upon examining the papers pre- 
sented to us, I found that we had reached the end 
of the negotiation; that on the one side the Amer- 
ican Government had explicitly demanded of 
Great Britain that she should withdraw from the 
Mosquito coast‘and retire from the Bay Islands, 
and confine herself within the admitted bounds 
of the settlement of Belize; and that, on the other 
side, Great Britain had with equal explicitness 
refused to comply with these demands. [said 
that insomuch as the negotiations were atanend, 
it became the duty of the United States and of the 
people of the United States to review the whole 
negotiation, and to declare their opinion whether 
the positions of our Government were right and 
ought to be sustained. After carefully and calmly 
reviewing them, I arrived at the conclusion that 
the positions assumed by the Government of the 
United States in all their parts were right, and 
must be sustained. Ihave never retracted, and 
I will never retract, one word of that conviction. 
Can the honorable Senator point to the time or 
the place where I have made any retraction or 
qualification? Certainly, he camrot. 

The honorable Senator says, however, that F 
made a warlike speech. He characterized my 
speech by another epithet, that I do not choose 
to repeat; and so, being pleased to construe that 
speech as a warlike one, he contrasted it with the 
remarks I make now, and gives them an exag- 
gerated character of a different nature, and hence 
infers that there has been an inconsistency in my 
course. Sir, that speech of mine went to Creat 
Britain, and if I had been willing I could have 
risen in my place here, any day, and produced 
the London Times, the comments of which are 
frequently read in our hearing, and shown that 
the London ‘Times, in one of its articles, assumed 
precisely the same ground which I had taken in 
regard to the merits of this question, and to the 
importance of a relinquishment by Great Britain 
to the United States. In another article carefully 
reviewing it, the speech which I made was repre- 
sented by the same London Times as a pacific 
speech. Then the honorable Senator from Georgia 
is at issue with the other party in this national 
controversy—the party across the water—on the 
character of my former specch, In England they 
regard the speech which I made as a pacific one; 
he regards it as a warlike one. Both are in error, 

In considering the subject of our relations with 
Great Britain on that occasion, I attempted to 
examine it inall itsbearings and in all its aspects, 
and I arrived at the conclusion that there could 
be no war growing out of the questions at issue, 
because Great Britain was in the wrong, and her 
people were intelligent and were in favor of peace; 
and that, if needs must be, they would overrule 
the action of the Government and acquicsce in the 
American demands. I still think so. I have had 
no fear of a war with Great Britain. But it was 
obvious this was an assumption—an opinion; and 


| therefore it was necessary that I should go further, 


and examine the case as it would stand if Pshould 
have judged erroncously as to the temper of the 
British nation, Then it became a question in 
which there was a possibility of war. To that 
possibility I addressed myself, and stated that it 
arose out of the fact that the negotiations were 
ended, and the parties were diametrically opposed 


| to cach other in the determination which they 


expressed. 
Mr. IVERSON. ‘Will the honorable Senator 


: allow me to put a question to him? 


Mr. SEWARD. Not now; I will presently, 


if the Senator will wait. Then, assuming that 


i| aspect of the case, I said that the question of how 
i to avoid a war would come up. 
i might propose that we should offer arbitration, 


l said that some 


and my reply was, that we could not offer arbitra- 
tion, because of two reasons: in the first place, 
we had passed already the point where we could 
offer to arbitrate; and, in the second place, [knew 
of no Power in Europe (as a first impression) P 
said, however, that Great Britain might offer ar- 
bitration on her part, and it was not for me then 
to say what I would do in that case, but I would 
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listen, and I would go-to the verge of accommo- 
dation in that way, or in any other form of nego- 
tiation, to avoid a war. 

Mr. IVERSON. That is the very point to 
which I desire to call the Senator’s attention. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
excuse mé. J will hear him when I get through. 
Interruptions break in upon the continuity of my 
argument, which I prefer should go to the coun- 
try continuously. l assumed the position which 
I have just stated. 

At a later day, the President of the United 
States sent to us another message, by which it 
appeared manifestly that an offer of arbitration 
had actually been made, not by the United States 
Government, but by the British Government to 
the United States—the very thing which I had 
discussed as a contingency that would give a 
different and pacific aspect to the question. When 
that message came in, there was a debate about 
whether the offer had been formally presented— 
whether our Minister or the British Minister had 
erred in his duty as to the promptness with which 
he communicated it. Nevertheless, the fact was 
admitted on all hands that the British Government 
had offered, or were about to propose, a reference 
of the question to arbitration. What did I say 
in regard to that? Did I say that I would fight? 
If I had said so, it would have been inconsistent 
with what I had said before. Did I say that I 
would accept it? If I had said so, it would have 
been unbecoming my position as a member of 
this body, which advises the President, when 
asked, in regard to our foreign relations. I said 
that it belonged to the Administration; that they 
were bound to receive the proposition to consider 
it; and that I trusted the whole matter in their 
hands, neither counseling them to accept nor to 
reject, but congratulating the country upon the 
fact of a turn in the course of the question between 
the two nations, which relieved it for the present, 
and immediately, of its aspect of war. 

Sir, this is what I say to-day. There is now 
under the consideration of the Government of the 
United States an offer to arbitrate, proposed by 
Great RBritsin—a great and powerful nation—a 
nation whose power is very much exaggerated 
here by some, and under valued by others. There 
are two Christian nations in controversy. There 
is a Christian world around us, and a God of 
Christians above us, and both will exact that the 
Government of the United States shall hear and 
listen. Prudence, wisdom, patriotism, humanity, 
command us to wait while the Executive Depart- 
ment which represents our Government in its 
negotiations considers the proposition. 

When the Executive comes with a new com- 
munication, saying, “J willaccept this proposition 
with your advice and consent,” I will then con- 
siderit. When he comes and says, ‘I will reject 
it,” and the Senate of the United States shall agree 
to reject it, and to go to war upon this issue, I shall 
stand here with those who are the boldest, the 
strongest, the most catholic, the most firm, to 
maintain the Government in: that decision after it 
shall have been fully and finally made.. In the 
mean time T stand pledged, and I pledge myself 
now, as Í did on a former occasion, to give my 
advice, founded on the calmest consideration, and 
upon all the circumstances then existing, whether 
that offer should be accepted or rejected, if it shall 
reach that point. 

I know besides, that, when a question between 
two partics so nearly balanced in strength, so 
equally self-confident, so equally honorable, that 
has once been closed is again opened by any 

ropositions in any form, the course of diplomacy 
is such that the discussion may take an entirely 
different direction, and some other and different 
measure from the particular one first proposed 
may be adopted under the influence of a strong 
mutual aversion to war, and desire for peace; and 
so I hope the two Governments may yet adjust 
the question satisfactorily with our rights. 

‘Now, what more would the honorable Senator 
demand of me? I am for maintaining the very 
grounds which we have asserted. I am for put- 
ting the country in a condition of defense. True, 
I doso beeanse I think it right and wise, inde- 

endently of the particular exigency referred to. 

Vhy, sir, I felt oppressed by the vote which I 
was obliged to give against this measure as it was 
originally reported. To vote $3,000,000 to be 
expended at the discretion of the President of the 
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children, who are strangers to each other. 


United States, without any direction as to the 
appropriation of that money, is more than I would 
do in any case, unless there was.a public enemy 


| very near at hand; but when the honorable chair- 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs stated 


| the purposes of the expenditure of this money, 


and offered to secure that appropriation of ‘it 
by amending the frame of the bill, and adverted 
to the defenseless condition of the whole of our 
Pacific empire, added to the Union since our 
former appropriations for arms and ordnance pur- 
poses were regulated and measured, I felt at once 
that L was obliged to vote for the bill, and I said 
I only asked that he would allow me to have 
those securities and safeguards ingrafted upon 
the bill, and when that was done I stood ready 
to vote for it, 

The honorable Senator from Georgia is more 
patriotic than this; and yet the excess of his 
patriotism over mine seems to be about after this 
fashion: There is a drama which I once saw 
enacted, in which there are two very vencrable 
parents seeking to effect a match between their 
: The 
children run away for the purpose of avoiding the 


| proposed union, and they get married secretly. 
| They come in at the close of the play to ask for- 


giveness, and, lo! it turns out that those two per- 
sons who have thus run away from their parents 
and been steulthily married to avoid force. being 
applied to their inclinations, are the very persons 
who were to be thus forced. The father of the 
young lady forgave his daughter. The father of 
the groom refused to forgive his son. When he 


was expostulated with, he still persisted. He | 


was asked: ‘¢ Have you not got your own way at 
last, and why are you not satisfied??? ** Yes,” 
said he, “I have got it my own way, but I have 


not got my own way of having it.” (Laughter.] | 


The difficulty with ‘the honorable Senator from 
Gcorgia is, that he wants his own way, and his 
own way of having it. The honorable Senaior 
will find that that is not the way in which any- 
body ever gets anything through the Congress of 
the United States or elsewhere. I pledge myself 


to the honorable Senator, that, if he will restore ii 


his bill to the shape in which it originally was, | 


and require of every man who votes for it that he 
shall subscribe to the same reasons which oper- 
ate on the mind of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, though he may acquire something of a 
party here, the bill will be lost, and the fortifica- 
Baie of the United States will be without sup- 

ies. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
journ, 

Mr. IVERSON. Will the Senator withdraw 
his motion to allow me to make a remark ? 


Mr. BROWN. I hope my friend from Ar- 


kansas will withdraw his motion, and allow this 
question to be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. JOUNSON. If we adjourn while it is 
pending, it will come up to-morrow as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. BROWN. 
have no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
session. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that there is a 
special order to-morrow, which may interfere 
with the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir, for this will be the 
unfinished business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. The unfinished business 
takes precedence of any other special order. 

Mr. BROWN. 
of the Senate, T have no objection. 


Mr. SUMNER. I desire to move that the bill 


With that understanding, I 


I desire to have an executive 


t=] 


under consideration be made the special order |} 
for the day after to-morrow. There is already į 


a special order to-morrow, on which the Senator 


! from Iowa (Mr. Haran] expects to be heard. 
Idesire tocallup on Wednes- |! 
day the resolutions which F laid on the table this | f t I 
! eral subject, especially as [ had introduced a bill 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


morning. 


I move that the Senate ad- i 


If that be the understanding 
i by which the House on Friday last referred the 


The PRESIDENT. The Senator from South | 


Carolina has a motion before the Senate which 


must be withdrawn before the motion of the Sen- `} 


< the motion to reconsider at this time, inasmuch 


ator from Massachusetts can be entertained. 
Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it. 


| 


Mr. WELLER. As chairman: of the. Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, having chargé ‘of this 
bill, 1 must object to that motion. I. desire to 
i have it disposed of as soon as possible, and T, 
| think we can very easily get through with, it to- 
morrow. I desire it to retain its present position, 
and come up to-morrow as the unfinished bùsi- 
| ness of to-day. Ge eee 
i Mr. SUMNER, My reason for the motion 
which I suggested is, that there is a special order. 
|——the Kansas question—for to-morrow; and. L 
| know the Senator from Iowa, whois not now 
| present, desires to be heard upon it. : 
Mr. BUTLER.. I withdraw my motion -foran 
| executive session, and let gentlemen finish this- 
; dispute. : 
Mr. WELLER. The bill under discussion to- 
i day is a practical question, and is one which, in 
: my judgment, demands the immediate action of 
the Senate. The subject alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and which ‘he says is 
the special order for to-morrow, is an. abstract 
question, The debate has gone on, on a motion 
to print certain documents sent to us by the Pres- 
ident, but there is no bill ponding, and no-one 
proposes any action upon that. question. It has 
been kept before us solely for the purpose of en- 
abling Senators to express their opinions on the 
question. J cannot consent to have this bill post- 
poned merely for the purpose of talk. My opin- 
ion is, that. there has been too much. talking 
already on the subject of war. 

Mr. STUART. I desire the Senator. from 
Massachusetts, if he persists in his motion; to. 
recollect that 1 gave notice last week that ‘on. 
Wednesday I should ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the river and harbor hills. 
_ Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. : 
s Mr. JONES, of Towa. I hope the Senator 
| will withdraw the motion, to allow me to ask for 
j an executive sessi 
i Mr. WELLER. I believe my friend from 
| South Carolina desired an executive session, but 
| heis willing to postpone it until to-morrow. We 


shali have an executive session to-morrow. The 
hour is now late, and I move that the Senate ad- 


hy r 
i journ. 


‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
i D : 
journed. Í 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Monnpay, March 10, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
' by the Chaplain, Rev. Dayren Warpno. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
he SPEAKER. The business first in order 
lis on the following resolution, reported by the 
| Committee of Elections: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Elections in. the con- 
tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 
REFERENCE OF A BILL. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois, asked and 
| obtained the unanimous consént of the House to 
| have taken from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 
| (No. 107) establishing the collection districts in 
ithe United States, and designating the ports of 
| entry and ports of delivery in the same; which was 
| read a first and second time by its title, and referred’ 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS CF VIRGINIA LEGISLATURE. 
Mr. MILLSON. I move to reconsider the vote 


Prayer 


resolutions of the Virginia Legislature to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered them to be 
printed. ; i 

Mr. Speaker, on offering these. resolutions, I 
| stated that, as I desired to leave the city for a short 
time, I would endeavor to avail myself of anearly 
opportunity of submitting my views on this gen- 


i on the same subject, which was referred to the 
Committce on Naval Affairs. . 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate 


! as the resolution of the Committee of Elections is 


Mr. SUMNER. I move that the bill under con- jj a privileged question. 


sideration be made the special order for Wednes- 
day at one o’clock. 


| 


| : Mr. MILLSON. I was about to say that, 
‘although I supposed mine to be a privileged 
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miction, I did: wot desire, against the general sense 
of the House; to speak now, to the exclusion of || 
that other question of privilege; but I should re- 
gard it as a-personal favor and convenience if Li 
were allowed to do so. Still, ldo not desire to 
interfere with that general question, and especially | 
withthe purpose of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr Crawrorp,} who has the floor upon it. If, 
however; the House be willing that I ‘should 
eceupy.a portion of the morning hour now, L 
would do so. If not, and if the gentleman from 
Georgia desires to proceed now, I will very gladly | 
yield to him, stating, however, that I shall en- 
deavor-to:claim’ the floor to-morrow morning, 
during the morning hour, for the purpose of call- 
ing up the motion to reconsider. ? 

Mr, CRAWFORD. In regard to yiclding the 
floor, I desire to say that I have no objection to 
yielding it to the gentleman from Virginia for the 
purpose of his making an argument in support 
ef the motion which he has ofiered; but I do not į 
wish to.lose thereby my right to the floor for the | 
purpose of discussing the Kansas question. _ 

“the SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
giniatbe allowed to proceed by unanimous con- 
gent, the gentleman from Georgia will retain his 
right to the floor. ) | 
o Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. What is the regu- 
lar order of business? 

-The SPEAKER, ‘The resolution reported by 
the Committee of Elections relating to the seat |i 
of the Kansas Delegate. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the 
House will proceed to the regular order of busi- |! 
ness = ` 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the 
resolution reported by the Committee of Elections. 
<- Mr. MILLSON. ` I was going to say that I 
supposed mine was a privileged question, and 
that I had a right as against all the House, except 
the gentleman from Georgia, who proposes to 

ield the floor to me; but [shall waive the right, 
if objeeted to, hoping that I shall be allowed the 
privilege to-morrow of speaking on my motion 
to reconsider. 

“| > MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
"| Several messages, in writing, were here received 
from the President of the United States, by Sip- 
NEY Wensrti, his Private Secretary. 

LITTLE FALLS BRIDGE. 

Mr. SMITII, of Virginia, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
was. read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the interior be, and he 
is hereby, required to communicate to this [louse the 
amount of money which would pe required to complete the 
bridge over the Littte Falis, near Georgetown, agreeably to 
the plan already adopted. 

UNITED STATES COURTS AND POST OFFICES. 

Mr. WHEELER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read for information: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be | 
appointed to inquire into the expedicney of erecting build- | 


ings in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, | 
suitable for the post offices und United States court rooms; | 
and that the message of the President of the Cuited States 
to the last House of Representatives, in relation thereto, be j| 
referred to the said committee. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 
DAMS AND BRIDGES IN IOWA. i 


| I suppose, to have a separate. building erected for | 


| business of such a character; while the judiciary 


ibe situated differently from all the other cities 
| where buildings are being erected, or where the 


! cortainly would defeat the whole object of the res- 


Mr. THORINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill to authorize the building of 
dams and bridges across the Iowa, Cedar, and | 
Wabescpiniconrivers, in the State of fowa; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AND POST OFFICES, 
AGAIN. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I objected, Mr. Speaker, to 
the resolution offered just now by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Wurerer,] because it 
proposed to create a select committee, Thaveno į 
objection to it, if it be so modified as to have it 
geht to one of the standing committees of the 
House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, let it go to the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Mcans. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw my objection, 
and hope the gentleman will have the resolution 
sent either to the Committee on the Post Office and 

‘Post Roads, ór to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. AIKEN. I ask that the resolution be 


amended so as to include the city of Charleston, 
South Carolina, in its provisions. y 

Mr. WHEELER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I move to amend it so 
that so much as relates to post offices shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post ; 
Roads, and that so much as relates to courts shall | 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iaccept that amendment. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Itis not proposed, | 


a post office and another for a court room. 
Mr. WHEELER. Oh, no. j 
Mr. JONES. Then,sir, in my opinion it would į 

not be right to refer the diferent parts of the same | 

building to different committees. They cannot, 

it seems to me, act in concert. | 
Mr. WAKEMAN. It would be utterly impos- ; 

sible for the two Departments—that of the Post | 

Office and of the Judiciary—to be accommodated | 

in the same edifice in the city of New York; ut- | 

terly impossible. The building for the use of the | 
post office will require to be located inan entirely | 
different part of that city from that where the | 
courts are required to be; and it will be found to | 


| be the same in the city of Boston, and also, I ap- | 


prehend, in the city of Philadelphia. They are 
two entirely separate and distinct departments of | 
the Government, and require separate and distinct į 
oflices. The post office isa public building, whose | 
business is transacted with noise and confusion— 
the bringing in and sending out of mails, and 


isa body which requires a quict place for the in- 
vestigation cf important legal questions. The 
location of these two departments in one building, 
in the city of New York, would he, in my judg- 
ment, wholly impracticable. If it be necessary | 
to unite them in the city of Charleston, or Boston, 
or Philadelphia, a union of the committees for 
that purpose can be had; but I apprehend that no 
such thing will be required. I think, therefore, 
that that portion of the resolution which relates 
to the courts should go to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and that which relates to the post offices, to 
the Committec on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WHISELER. I have offered a resolution | 
similar to that which passed at the last session of 
last Congress, when the message of the President 
of the United States was, with the accompanying 
documents on the subject, referred to a select 
committee, of which Mr. Wiite, of Pennsylvania,. 
was chairman. I think that my colleague is mis- 
taken with regard to his understanding of the 
resolution. It will be very well to inquire into 
the expediency, and although I am not sorry I 
accepted the amendment of my colleague, still I 
prefer the resolution in the original form. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifmy friend from New York | 
on my left (Mr. Wakeman] will reflect fora mo- 
ment, he will see that to adept his motion would 
complicate the matter very much. If New York | 


erection of buildings is in contemplation, for the 
accommodation of custom-house, post office and ; 
other public servicus, then it had better be em- ! 
braced ina separate resolution by itself. But he 


olution by sending one branch to one committee, | 
and another to another. Again: if it be true, as! 
the gentleman from New York seems to thisk, 
that there must be separate buildings in New 
York, and the resolution shall be sent to the Com- į 
mittee on the Judiciary, which I think is the į 
proper committee to take charge of it, and they 
find thatat New York and Boston, oratany other 
point, one building would not be suflicient for 
these different purposes, they will so report, and 
it can then be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to inquire further. 1 
think the better plan is to have the whole matter 
sent to one of the standing committees, 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I would inquire of the 
genileman from Alabama, if he knows of any 
building in the United States which is used for 
the accommodation both of the post office and 
of the courts? 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


I know that all the build- 


į ings of this sort that we have been constructing rj 
ifor the last half dozen years have been con- 


structed for both. 
Mr. WAKEMAN. Where? Letthegentle- 
man point to one: 


Mr. HOUSTON. Why, Mr. Speaker, all 
those buildings about which this contest has been, 
going on for the last half dozen years—at Louis- 
ville, at St. Louis; at Cincinnati, at Pittsburg, at 
Buffalo, and every where—all these buildings con- 
tain accommodations for the custom-house, the 
post office, and the United States courts; that is 
the universal practice in the construction of these 
buildings. The practice the gentleman proposes 
is an invasion upon the general practice. That is 
the reason why I object to the resolution as mod- 
ified at the suggestion of my friend from New 
York. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. If the gentleman 
from New York will look at the report of the 
Committee on Commerce, upon the enstom-house 
buildings at all these points, he will find that they 
arc all to accommodate the custom-houses, the 
courts, and the post offices—all in the same 
building. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Hitis proposed to erect 
a building in the city of New York that will ac- 
commodate the post office and the courts, it will 
be found wholly impracticable. In a conference 
which I had with the Postmaster General the 
other day, he expressed the opinion that it would 
be wholly impracticable in New York; and in his 
opinion it would also be found to be impracticable 
in Philadelphia. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let the matter be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and if they find 
that to be the fact, they will so report. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. But, sir, this resolution 
cannot properly come under the charge of any 
standing committee of the House. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary do not want to take charge 
of the providing of accommodations for the Post 
Office Department, neither do the Post Office 
Committee want to take charge of the judiciary 
accommodations. My design was to have so 
much of the resolution as relates to the duties of 
each of the committees referred to the committee 
to which it appropriately belonged. That was my 
design, but I am not tenacious on the subject. 
Ifthe gentleman from Alabama prefers that the 
whole matier should go to one of the standing 
committees of the House, I will not object further. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave no particular desire 
upon the subject. Iam willing that the matter 
should go to a special committee, so far as I am 
concerned. But I think the whole should go to 
one committee. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 hope the resolution will 
then stand as | originally offered it, and go to a 
special committee. : 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Iam willing that the res- 
olution shall go to a standing committee of tho 
House, as gentlemen sccm to prefer it, and I 
will therefore withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. FULLER. I think the Committee on 
Commerce is the proper committee to take charge 
of the matter. If gentlemen will examine the 
records, they will find that these other buildings 
have been authorized under the lead of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam willing that the res- 
olution should go to the Post Office Committee. 
I will therefore modify my resolution so that it 
shall stand in this form: 

Resotved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of. erecting build- 
ings in the cities of Boston, New York, Charleston, and 
Phiindetphia, suitable for the post offices and United States 
court rooms 3 and that the message of the President of the 


United States to the Jast House of Representatives, in re- 
lation thereto, with the accompanying documents, be re- 


| ferred to the said committee. . 


The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 
THE SCHOONER ZADOCK PRATT. 


Mr. HAVEN. I hope the House will in- 
dulge me in taking up from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 142. It is a private bill; and I 
want to have it taken up and passed instanter. 

There being no objection, the bill of the Senate 


| toadmit to registry or enrollment the schooner 


Zadock Pratt, was taken from the Speaker's 
table, received its several readings, and passed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to make a privileged 
motion. Inasmuch as the gentlemen who are 
interested in this bill wish to be at work upon the: 
vessel, I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed, and to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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FORTS AND FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. VALK, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House such information as maybe in posses- 
sion of his Department up to this time, as to the condition of 
the fortification on Throg’s Neck, Weschester county, New 
York, and known as Fort Schuyler; also, whether or not 
said fort is mounted with suitable cannon, and is in a con- 
dition to be. properly defended ; also, whether or not the 
forts and fortifications of the country are in such a condition 
as to completion, armament, and defensive efficiency as to 
be reasonably secure against attacks by sea or land} also, 
whether said forts, &c., are garrisoned, and if so, by what 
number of troops; also, what steps may be necessary (if 
any) to place these forts and fortifications in a proper con- 
dition to repel aggression. 


HON. P. B. FOUKE. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make a report 
from the Committee of Elections. I am instructed 
by them to report the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Hon. P. B. Fouke, who has presented 
to this House his memorial claiming to represent the eighth 
district of the State of Illinois in the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress, was not duly elected as claimed by him, and is not 
entitled to a seat in this House, and that said seat is 
vacant. a 

Resolved further, That the Speaker do notify the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Illinois that such vacancy exis 

And resolved further, That the Clerk of this House be 
authorized to pay, out of the contingent fund of this House, 
to P. B. Fouke, claiming a seat as the Representative of 
the eighth congressional district of the State of Ilinois, the 
usual per diem and mileage allowed to members of Con- 
gress, computing the per diem to the date hereof only. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know why 
the Committee of Elections have not reported in 
the case of- 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tllinois object to the introduction of the resolu- 
tions? 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; but I desire to 
inquire 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise for the purpose of 
claiming the privilege which I have to the floor. 
I understand that the resolutions which have just 
been introduced will he likcly to give rise to dis- 
cussion, and I therefore claim the floor upon the 
Kansas contested-election case, which, I believe, 
is the business regularly before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Geor- 
gia objects, the resolutions reported by the gen- 
neman from Ohio [Mr. Bineuam] cannot be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Commit- 
tee of Elections upon the Kansas contested-elec- 
tion case is then before the House. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS REPORTED. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask to report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means two 
appropriation bills, in order that they may be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There are friends around 
me who ask the same privilege, and if E yield for 


I object, and claim the 


the purpose suggested by the gentleman, I must | 


yield to them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They are appropriation 
bills, and ought to be in committee as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As they are general ap- 
propriation bills, I will yield in this case, and 
this case only. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported bills of the following 
titles; which were severally read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committec of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1857; and 

A bill making appropriations for the support 


of the Army for the year ending the 30tlr of June, | 


1657. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title; which received 
the Speaker’s signature: : 

A resolution for the final adjustment of certain 
cases of appeal from decisions made by the Aud- 
itor of the Treasury for the Post Office Depart- 
ment, > 


| before the House a message from the President 
| of the United States, transmitting a report on the 


' mittee on Commerce, to submit a resolution with 


| intercourse of the United States with all forcign 


| the disposition of it which the House may think proper to 
| make—under the direction of this Department. 


} would more easily be detected and rectified in carefully cor: 


! is, by every foreign mail reaching this Department, 


THE KANSAS ELECTION. 


Mr. CRAWFORD then took the floor, and 
addressed the House for an hour. His speech 
will be published in the Appendix. f 

The debate was continued by Messrs. Camp- 
BELL of Pennsylvania, Smirn of Alabama, and 
Kuxxe.. Thespeeches are withheld for revision, 
and will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. STEPHENS then obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ifthe gentleman 
from Georgia will give way, asit is now growing 
late, and is time to adjourn, I will move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not desire to speak 
this evening; and with the understanding that I 
have the right to the floor in the morning, I will ; 
yicld to the motion to adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER, by unammous consent, laid 


commercial relations of the United States with all 
foreign nations, in answer to the resolution of the 
House, of December 14, 1853. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, under the instructions of the Com- 


reference to the printing of the message which has 
been read and of the documents to which the | 
President refers. R | 
I was going on to say, that this message which | 
has been sent in is in answer to a resolution | 
which passed this Flouse on the 14th day of |! 
December, 1853, requiring the President of the f 
United States to report to this House a statement | 
of the privilegesand restrictions of the commercial | 
| 

| 


nations. Sir, this report has been gotten up, as I j; 
stated before, by the State Department. IT have | 
had the pleasure of examining it; and I must say, |! 
that it is the most complete and reliable document |! 
which has ever been printed in this country, or | 
in any country, apon the subjects embraced. The | 
proposition which I shall submit in the form of || 
a resolution, coming with the letter from the Sec- | 
retary of State, is, to ask that this document may | 
be printed by the printer of the House, under the | 
direction of the Secretary of State. The reasons |} 
set forth in the letter from the Secretary to me will į! 
explain why the request is made. il 
he SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the |i 
gentleman that there is nothing before the House 
Mr. WASHBURNE. 1 offer the following 


it 
resolution: it 
l 
| 


Resolved, That the answer of the Presidentof the United + 
States to the rexolaticn of the Honse of Representatives, of 
December 14, 1853, upon the commercial relations of the £! 
United States with all forcign nations, be printed by the 
printer of this House in quarto form, under the direction of | 
the Seeretary of State, whois hereby authorized to cause 
all corrections therein, which, iu the co of printing, : 
nay be found requisite, to be made, and oO cause to be | 
made all additions thereto ofcommercial information which, | 
subsequently to the transmission of said answers to this 
House, may reach the Department of State, which shall, by 
him, be deemed of sufficient importauce. 


Now, here are the communications which I 
have received from the Secretary of State, and 
from the superintendent under whom this work 
was gotten up, which will explain the resolution: 


X DEPARTMENT OF STATE, March 3, 1856. 

Sır: f have the honor to submit for your consideration 
the accompanying letter, addressed to me hy the superin- 
tendent of a report on the commercial relations of the Unt- 
ted States with foreign nations, prepared atthis Department 
in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre: tives, 
of December 14, 1853, which is now ready for trausmission, 
together with the draft of a resolution thereto appended. 

Leoneur entirely with My. Fiagg in his view of the im- 
portance of having this document printed—should such be 


Itisa 
jJuminous work, made up, in great part, of comprehensive 
and complicated tabular statements, which no one can be 
supposed so fwly to anderstaud us those by whorn they were 
prepared. It seems evident, phat the correeting of a work 
like this for press should not be intrusted to the common | 
proof-reader of the printing office. | 

The work abounds, also, with terms of unusual occur. 
rence—commercial, scientific, and in foreign language: 
and, in a report so extensive, errors have, doubtless, oc- 
curred from misinterpretation, misconcepiion, or inadvert- 
ence-—errors which have escaped the eye iu the preparation, 
and in the subsequent copying and comparing, but which 


recting a revised proof. 
Additional information, also, on the subjects treated of | 
ten of j 

great importance in throwing Hight on work already per- 
formed, or correcting prior misstaicments 5 and, also, mate- 


Fa 


| ent servant, 


rial for the filling up of blanks necessarily left: in tabular 
statements for the year last. past ; as well. as for modifica- 
tions in tariffs, and changes in commiercial regulations, 
proper to be noted. Boat Lee 
The quarto form for the publication of this report is‘ree- 
ommended, chiefly forthe reason that -a larger page istequi-+ 
site for the extensive tables with which it abounds than the 
ordinary octavo size of our public documents. [t'isin such 
form that similar works are issued by other Governments. 
The report will be transmitted to the House in a few 


. days. p 


_ T have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, W. L. MARCY. © 
Hon. Eunos B. WASHBURNE, Chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, House of Representatives. i $ 
COMMERCIAL OFFICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, March 7, 1856. 

Sir: In reply to your verbal inquiry of this morning T 
havethe honor to submit to you the following statement, 
relative to the report on the commercial relations of ‘the 
United States with all foreign nations, which is about to be 
transmitted to the House of Representatives, by the Presi- 
dent, from this Department: 

1. The resolution calling for this report was: offered. by 
Mr. Favuxnar, of Virginia, and agreed to by the House, 
December 14, 1853. J 

2. On the 15th of March, 1854, a circular to United States 
consuls was issued from this Department, (to which the 
resolution of the House had been referred by the President,) 


; With a view to obtain the materials requisite for preparing 


the report. 

3. On the 4th of August, 1854, an appropriation of $10,000 
was made to defray the expense. The work was commenced 
the ensuing month, and has occupied nearly one and a half 
years for its completion. 

4. The report is divided into three parts: 

Part 1. Commercial Digests, embracing a succinct ac- 
count of the history, character, and extent of the'commer- 
cial relations of the United States with each one of all foreign 
nations, more than fifty in number, illustrated ‘by ;some 
hundreds of tabular statements. ‘ 

Part 2. Comparative Tariffs, comprising tables exhibit- 
ing a comparative statement of the tarifis of all other nations 
—about fifty in number—with the tariff of the United States: 
followed by an claborate series of similar tables, exhibiting 
the duties levied by all nations on the staple products of the 
United States; also, the privileges they afford and the re- 
strictions they impose on commercial intercourse ;’ also, 
their tonnage charges, their modes of measuring tonnage, 
their sanitary and colonial regulations, &c., ke. ‘ 
Part 3. Consular Returns, embracing answers to the 
circular of Mareh, 1854, (already referred to,) issued by this 
Department, from about one hundred and thirty United 
States consuls. p 

5. The report wii) probably make, if printed, a quarto 
voluine about the size of one of the volumes of Executive 
Documents No. 91, containing the “ Reports of Explorations 
and surveys &c., for a Railroad to the Pacific Ocean,” 
printed by order of the House in 1855, or the “Coast Sur- 
yey,” or the “ [louse List of Private Claims”? Commer- 
and statistical matter, like that of the present report, 
generally printed by other Governments (by Great Brit- 
ain, Franee, Belgium, Austria, Spain, Mexico &c.) in the 
large quarto forn, for the more convenient arrangement of 
tabular statements. 

6. It is not probable that any considerable appropriation, 


; if any at all, will be required for this report to be printed 


under ¢ 


rection of the Secretary of State-—a balance of sev- 


| eral thousand dgiars of the former appropriation still re~ 
| maining unexpendcd, 


7. This report will make the fourth of the kind which 
has appeared since the establishment of the Government— 
the fi having been communicated to the House by Mr. 
Secretary Jeferson in 1793, consisting of some eight or-ten 
octavo pages, the second by Mr. Forsyth in 1839, some 
eighty pages, and the third by Mr. Webster in 1842, about 
six hundred pages, 

8. ‘I'he resolution of the House of December 26, 1854, of- 
fered by Mr. FuLLER, of Maine, is not answered by the 
document now transmitted. The consular returns on 
Ship-building, shipping, &c., &c.,?? called for by that res- 
olution, are in course of preparation, and will form another 
volume of the report, when sent to the House, which will 
be during the present session. 

9. The report on “Commercial Changes,” sent to the 
House, February 5, 1856, has no connection whatever with 
the present, exceptthat it was prepared by the same hands. 
it was transmitted in obedience to the act of Congress of 
August 16, 1842, which requires such a report at the com- 
mencement of every session from this Departinent ; but the 
law had lain inoperative for more than eleven years! This 
report is a comparatively small affair, of some two hun- 
dred octavo pages, now printed and ready for distribution. 
In future, the law can be, and ought to be, obeyed. Some 
amendments wowd improve it, however ; and they may be, 
in due time, recommended by the Seeretary of State, as, 
also, some provision for a statistical office in this Depart- 
ment. 

Itis very respectfully ested that, inasmuch as it is 
important that the Houxe ud comprebend the character 
and contents of the report about to be transmitted, in order 
that they may act understandingly in its disposition, and, 
inasmuch as very little can now be Known of it, and, it 
printed, montis must elapse before it can appear, and, in- 
asmuch as the introductory letter of the superintendent to 
the Secretary of State gives, in about a dozen foolseap 
pages of ordinary writing, a complete resumé of the, whole 
report, it might be well ifa few thousand copies of that let- 


Z 


: ter were printed at once for general information. 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedi- 
EDMUND FLAGG, 
Superintendent, 
Hon. Einu B. WASHBURNE, Chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, House of Representatives. 
Mr.ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois whether, instead of having this work 


THI 


OBE. 


March 10, 


printed-in quarto. form, as: provided. for. in. the 
resolution, it would not be much more convenient 
tö Haveit printed in some smaller.shape?. 
Mr. WASHBURNE.. I will state that. there 
arg tables-which it- will be impossible to insert 
iria page, of ‘less ‘size than is provided for in the 
kégolution.... The. size. and shape of the volume 
will. be: something like this which I hold in my 
nd, which is a similar. work prepared in Great 
Aine oe! ni : : 
Mr. STEPHENS. Must. not the resolution 
fo to the Committee on Printing? 
Mr. WASHBURNE. . No, sir, it does not 
provide for printing extra copies. — “ 
< Mr ORR. Iwould suggest to the gentleman 
thata motion to print extra copies had better be 
inadeé,.so that the matter may goto the Committee 


on Printing, to ascertain what the cost. may be. | 


If this work is as valuable as I suppose it to be 

‘bythe letter of the Secretary of State which has 
been read, I presume extra copies ought to be 

rinted . 

F My. STEPHENS,. Whynot move that twenty 
thousand extiä copies be printed? . 

o Mr. WASHBURNE. -The resolution I have 
ofcred only provides for the. usual number of 
copies. „Ibope it will be adopted ‘in that form. 
Tfitis desirable to print extra copies, we can do 

it afterwards. É 

Mr. ORR. If there are to be extra copies 
‘printed, itis important that the order should be 
made at once, so as to save the expense of double 
‘composition. I therefore submita motion, in con- 
nection with the, resolution of the gentleman from 
Illinois, that twenty thousand extra copies be 
printed, which, I suppose, will go, under the 
rule, to the Committee on Printing. 

“The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina will go to the Com- 
‘mittee on Printing, but will not carry the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Hlinois. Lt is com- 
petent for the House to commit the resolution to 
the Committee on Printing. 

My. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois if he has made any esti- 
Mate, or received any, as to what size the work 
is likely to be—how many volumes, and how 
many pages, quarto, it will be likely to make? 

. Mr. WASHBURNE. It will make one volume 
uarto, I suppose, of abont three hundred pages. 
` is important, as I stated before, that it should 

e 
tables which it will be dificult to print on pages 
of less size.. 

Mr. JONES. 


Tt seams, Mr. Speaker, to me, 


from the pile of papers upon your table, that the ji 


work must be a very voluminous one; and the 
character of the work is onc that will be very èx- 
pensive in printing. It will be fully as large, I 
should think, as the large volume of the census 


report. 

f Mr. WASHBURNE. J hope the gentleman 
from South Carolina will not embarrass the res- 
olution, as offered, by a motion to printany num- 
ber of extra copies. Let the resolution pass in 
its present form. Let the printing be done—with 
the usual number of copics—by the printer of this 
House. Then, if at any futuro time the House 
shall desire to print extra copies of the work, the 
order can be made. 

Mr, ORR. I did not understand the suggestion 
of the’ Chair in response to my motion. Jt was 
not my purpose to embarrass or postpone the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Illinois. 1 simply 
desire that my motion to print twenty thousand 
extra copics shall go to the Committee on Print- 
i 


was that that would not carry the resolution. 


Mr. ORR. That was my understanding. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I have no objection to 
that. 


Mr. FLAGLER. Ihave but a word to say, 
and that is in reference to the proposition in the 
resolution, that the document be printed under the 
direction of the State Department. 
though I have before read the letter of the Secre- 


tary of the State, why this work should be taken | 
We have | 


out of the regular order of procedure. We hav 
a superintendent of the public printing. It is his 
-duty to superintend the public printing. fn this, 
as in all other cases, the proof-sheets will from 
timeto time be submitted to those in the Depart- 
ment who are appointed to read and correct them. 


printed in quarto form, because it embraces | 


ng. 
The SPEAKER. The suggestion of the Chair | 


1 do not see, | 


If we take the work out of the usual order, and 
haye it printed under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, we may, with the same propriei, so 
order in reference to every other report from the 
Departments sent to this House, and which is 
ordered by it to be printed. 

| The objection I have is, that this will establish 

a precedent which, if followed out, will leave the 

Superintendent of Public Printing, superintend- 

ent only in name, and the reports will be printed 

under the direction of the Secretaries from.whom 
they emanate. J am for having the supcrintend- 
ent discharge his' duty. I do not see why he 
cannot superintend, this printing with as much 

facility and correctness as he does every other. I 

am assured that if it be printed under his direc- 
tion, in the usual way, the proof-sheéts will go 

| to the Department of State, and there be submit- 
ted to any proof-reader designated by the Depart- 
ment to oversee and make all necessary correc- 
tions. For this reason.I prefer that that portion 
of the resolution should be stricken out. I think 
that this ought to be printed, as other documents 

i coming from the Departments, under the super- 

intendence of the Superintendent of Publie Print- 

me. 

‘Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I 
: have watched, from time to time, the progress of 
this work, and am fully satisfied that it is emi- 
nently valuable and much needed by thecountry. 
I think there are reasons why the views suggested 
‘in the letter of the Secretary of State should be 
carried out. The clerk, or head of the bureau, 
|| who supervised the collection and arrangement of 
| those statistics, will then be charged with the ex- 
amination of the proof-sheects, and the responsi- 
| bility for errors of printing will be entirely upon 
| him. It is said by the gentleman from New 
York that the Superintendent of Public Printing 
could do this. The superintendent has nothing 
to do but to deliver the work to the subordinates 
undcr him, take charge of its printing, and sec 
that it is returned to him. Tie cannot, of course, 
attend to the proof-shects. [is attention must be 
‘devoted to the general subject of printing. 1 
i think, therefore, that there is a propriety in 
| having that person read the proof-sheets who 
| supervised the arrangement of the statistics. 

So far as I am acquainted with the form of the 
| book which has been suggested, I think that the 
quarto being adopted instead of the octave wall 
be itself a matter of economy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I desire the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina to modify his monon 
so that the Committee on Printing will be in- 
strucied to report to this House the cost of the 
work per volume. dn the quarto form the bind- 
ing itself will cost sixty cents per volume. There 
will also be inereased expense for paper and 
printing. We may form some idea of the probable 
costof the twenty thousand extra copies; they will 
probably cost not less than $30,000. As to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Fac ier,] L will say that I do not under- 
and that the resolution intends to take from the 
| Superintendent of the Public Printing the superin- 

tendence of the mechanical exceution of the work; 


| 


supervision of the State Department, with a view 
| to have it correctly done. The Department has 
i all the original correspondence, and will be com- 
petent to correct whatever errors may have crept 
mto the text or typography of the work. The 
superintendent will still have the superintendence 
over this, which he has over printing generally. 
He will attend to the mechanical execution of the 
li document; the State Department to the correct- 
ness of the text and tabics. 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to the modifi- 
cation proposed by the gentleman from Tennes- 
| see. } supposed that the committee, when it 
: made its report, would, if asked, be able to state 
i the cost. íl accept the modification. 

i Mr. JONES. My modification is im these 
‘words: “and that the Committee on Printing be 
| instructed to report the cost per volume of the 
; extra copies,” i 

| The SPEAKER. The order for extra copies 
! goes under the rule to the Committee on Print- 
‘ing, but it does not carry the resolution with it. 
| The resolution was then adopted. 
| 
i 


li 
| RETURN OF A BILL FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, offered the fol- 


i 
i 


l only that the work is to be printed under the | 


lowing resolution; which. was read, considered, 
and agreed to: w 

` Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to re- 
turn to this House the memorial of Mrs. Lewright Brown- 
ing and the papers accompanying Senate bill No. 642, 
the same not. being within the jurisdiction of said conrt; 
which memorial and accompanying papers were referred to 


said court under the generat order of the House of March 
3, 1855. : 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled an act 
to admit to register or enrollment the schooner 
Zadock Pratt; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker. i 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Flouse a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a communication of the Secretary of 
the Interior in reference to Indian disturbances 
in Oregonand Washington Territories, and recom- 
mending an immediate appropriation of $300,000; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Department 
of State, inclosing a copy of a letter of the date of 
the Ist of November. last, addressed to that De- 
partment by Mr. S. Wells Williams, the inter- 
preter of the mission of the United States to 
China, setting forth the inadequacy of the salary 
allowed by Jaw to that officer, and recommending 
the consideration of the subject to- Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, relative to the necessity of fill- 
ing up a part of the site of the Norfolk custom- 
house, and recommending an appropriation there- 
for; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting copies of receipts and 


| disbursements for the services of the Post Office 


Department for the year ending June 30, 1855; 
which was laid on the table, and ordcred to be 


| printed, 


Also, a communication from the Post Office 
Department, in compliance with a resolution of 


i the House of Representatives of the 28th of Feb- 
; ruary, requesting information in reference to the 


building in the process of construction at Buffalo, 
for a custom-house, post office, &c. 

Mr. HAVEN. The reading of that paper 
might as well be dispensed with, It has refer- 
ence to the Buffalo custom-house and post office. 
A communication from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury Department, in reference to the same 
subject, afew days ago, was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed, and I move that the same 
disposition may be made of these papers; and I 
shallask the EHlouse, in.a few days, to take up 
the subject and act upon it. 

The communication was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
communication from the Navy Department, trans- 
mitting a detailed statement of the expenditure of 
the contingent fund for the Navy Department, and 
its several burcaus, for the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1855; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

Also, a communication from the Court of 
Claims, returning, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 7th in- 
stant, House bill No. 722, which was referred to 
the Court of Claims by a general order of the 
House in March, 1855. 

The bill was placed upon the files of the House. 

Also, the depositions taken in the case of the 
contested clection of Delegate from the Territory 
of Nebraska; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 


BENNETT'S DIGEST OF PENSION LAWS, ETC. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. My motion to 
adjourn is pending. I only waived it to allow 
the Speaker to lay before the House certain ex- 
ecutive communications. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Task the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion. I desire to offer a resolu~ 
tion, merely for the purpose of having it referred. 

Mr. JONES, ell, I withdraw the motion. 


1856. 


Mr. PENNINGTON ther offered the following 


resolution; which was read for information: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to purchase for the use of the House twenty-five 
thousand copies of “ Bennett’s Digest of the Pension, Boun- 
ty Land and Patent Laws and Forms: Provided, That the 
cost of the same does not exceed $1 90 per copy: Provided 
further, That the edition so purchased shall include the laws 
relating to pensions, bounty lands, and patents, passed at 
the last session of Congre 


Mr. JONES. I object; and I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly (at three o’clock and forty minutes) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tverspar, March 11, 1856. 


Prayer by Rev. Dansu Warno, Chaplain of the 
House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the. President of the Uni- 
ted States, in answer to a resolution of the Senate 
of. the 21st. ultimo, requesting the President of 
the United States to ‘* communicate to the Senate 
any correspondence which may have taken place 
between the Hlinois Central Railroad Company, 
andany of the Departments of the Government;’’ 
which, on motion by Mr. Jones, of Iowa, was 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior in relation to Indian disturbances in 
the Territories of Oregon and Washington, and 
recommending an immediate appropriation of 
$300,000 in view of them; which, on motion by 
Mr, WELLER, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information respecting the site sclected 


for the building to be used for the preservation: 


of the ordnance, arms, &c., of the United States 


in the city of Washington, under the act approved |} 
March 3, 1855; which, on motion by Mr. Wer- | 


LER, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, areport of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, information respecting the number 
and condition of the Government stations on the 
coast of New Jersey, the measures already taken, 
and those deemed yet necessary, to affard aid to 


shipwrecked vessels; which, on motion by Mr. | 


Hamu, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, a statement showing the number 
of messengers and employés, other than clerks, 
now in that Department, and the compensation 
allowed to each; which, on motion by Mr. 
Hunter, was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of War, com- | 


municating, in compliance with a resolution-of 
the Senate, information in relation to the fort at 
the mouth of the Kennebec river, with an esti- 
mate of the amount necessary to put the same in 


in the performance of-this service, and made a 
voluminous report to the Government, the prin- 
ciples of which have all been sustained, not only 
by the ‘judgment of the land commissioners, but 
also by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
He has not applied -heretofore for compensation, 
nor has it been recommended by the Department, 
in consequence of a change having taken place 
soon afterwards in the head of the Department of 
the Interior. Ihave no doubt, from avery slight 
examination, that every one will be satisfied that 
some compensation should be made to him for 
the valuable services which he rendered. I com- 
mend the memorial to the kind consideration of 
the Committee on Public Lands, to which com- 
mittee I move that it be referred. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. IJ present the petition of awn- 
ers, consignees, and pilots of vesscls detained 
| during the present winter in the port of New 
! Castle, representing that the harbor there is ina 
very imperfect condition, and asking that an 
appropriation may be made for the erection of 
additional piers. I may state, in presenting this 


as 1804, took possession of this harbor from the 
State of Delaware and erected piers there, but 
those piers, owing to the improper position of 
some of them, have been injurious, while others 
have been beneficial. The harbor has becn left 
from that time to this in a more imperfect state 
than when ceded to the United States. I think 
the prayer of the petitioners may weil be granted. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
It was so referred. 


Mr. BAYARD. I present the petition of Mrs. 
Mary Bennett, now residing in the city of Phil- 
adelphia, widow of the late Captain Charles W. 
Bennett, of the revenue service of the United 
States. He wasemployed in the revenue service, 
in California, at the time of the wreck of the brig 
Lawrence; and, though a very robust man at that 
time, owing to his exertions, and to exposure 
in the water for many days, in saving the cargo 
and materials of the vessel, he contracted an in- 
flammation of the lungs. Fie was ordered home, 
and came back in an unhealthy state. Subse- 
quently, when the San Francisco was wrecked, 
in January, 1854, he was ordered to sea to search 
for her. He was the lieutenant commanding 
during that time, and had but a single officer 
j under him. From an exposure of ten days and 
nights off the coast, the inflammation became 
chronic, settled on the lungs, and brought on an 
acute disease which terminated his hfe. The 
petitioner, his widow, prays that she may be 
allowed a pension. I will state, further, that this 
officer was the son of a revolutionary soldier. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. I present the memorial of 
James B. Allaire, of New York. The memorial- 


| steam engine used on river or ocean navigation. 
He says that its economical value, and the great 
efficiency which it gives to steam engines, have 
not only introduced it into the river and ocean 
steamers, but that for the latter it is probably in- 
dispensable. In 1828, when he patented it, he 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. > a. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the: Committee on Coni- 
merce, to whom the subject was:referred, reported 
a bill relating to:the appointment of officers for 
the collection of the customs, ahd to provide for 
į their compensation; which was read a first-time, 


| and.ordered to a second reading: 
REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLY. 
The House bill (H. R. No. 69) making appro- 
| priations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the year ending the 30th June, 1857, was read 
the first and second times by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, € 
; The House bill (H. R. No. 70) making appro- 
| priations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
i sions of the United States for the year ending the 


petition, that the Genefal Government, as early ; 


| 


| 30th June, 1857, was read the first aid second 
i times by its title, and referred to the Committee 
! on Finance. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which were thereupon signed by the President 


on providing for the final adjustment 
; of certain cases of appeals from decisions made 
| by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
i Department; and 
| fe act to admit to register or enrollment the 
‘| schooner Zadock Pratt. f 
|! THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 
i Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, I move that an 
order be made by which they shall have power 
to send for persons and papers in the prosecution 
| of their examinations and. investigations in rela- 
|| tion to the various memorials that have been sub- 
i| mitted by naval officers, who complain of the 
'| procecdings of the naval board. The committee 
| propose to proceed in the investigation as far as 
a they bave time and ability. There is one case 
now under examination. This “appliéation’ is 
l; maces not Because the committee feel themselves 
j| under the necessity of exercising such a power, in 
|| order to enable them to report upon the subject, 
i| but in order to do what may be considered justice 
i| to the person to whom Talude, whose memorial 
|| i8 Defore them; and it is rather upon his sugges- 
À b: T DAO 
i tion (and we suppose that such,s ns.svill 
| be made hereafter) that’ the commitice apply for 
| this powèr T hépe there will be no objection in 
i: the Senate to the usual order being made, that the 
‘| Committee on Naval Affairs have power to send 
|, for persons and papers. 
| Mr. STUART. Will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee please state again what is his motion? 
Mr. BELL, I moved that in the case of the 


A resoluti 


it 
H 
li ing of the proceedings of the naval board under 
|i the act of the last Congress, power. be given to 
l: the Committee on Naval Affairs to send for per- 
i| sons and papers, in order that they may do justice 


|: the power to compel the attendance of any person, 
ji on behalf of an officer whose conduct or character 
iis supposed to be implicated. 

Mr. STUART. Isita report from the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs, asking for this authority? 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I make the motion 


By direction ‘of 


memorials which have been presented, complain- 


| ist states that in 1828 he invented and patented | in the investigation, as far as they have time to, 
a steam chimney, which is now a part of every || proceed with it. It is known that we have not 


a proper state of defense. : 

Mr. IIAMLIN. I move that this communica- 
tion be ordered to lie on the table. I do so, be- 
cause the Committee on Military Affairs have 


| in behalf of the committee. 
| The PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 
ii the order proposed by the Senator from Ten- 


freely gave it to the public usc. He is now poor, | 
and he thinks Congress ought to allow him some || 
compensation for the dedication to public use of 


already reported on this class of cases. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WELLER presenteda petition of Thomas 
Gardner, and other officers of the Army, praying 
for an increase of the commutation price of the 
Army ration; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WELLER. I present the memorial of 
Colonel William Carey Jones, of California, ask- 
ing that compensation may be made to him for 
services rendered in the State of California. He 


this great invention, which is absolutcly neces- 
sary in the important service to which it relates. 
i The suitable committee, it seems to me, to which 
this memorial should be referred is the Committee 
on Commerce; I therefore move that reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, That Edward Wheeler have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. : 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


|; Nessee. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 
Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs have 


| investigate matters pending before that committee. 


Mr. STUART. I do not like to oppose any- 
i thing for which a committee of this body asks; 
! but it really seems to me that. this is opening a 
i door that will never be closed. It isan applica- 


I Senate for power to send for persons and papers, 
i! to enable them fo go into an investigation of every 


. Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Edward Green, | . EE hove ve aa 
was appointed by a former Sceretary of State, | on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committce on; case that has been pr esented here, where an officer 
at the request of the Secretary of the Interior, to |; Claims. © complains action of the late board. It seems 


examine into the land-titles of that State. In his 
instructions he was told that provision would 
be made by future legislation for his compensa- 
tion. He was engaged fora period of nine months 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Hinkley, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
i Claims. 


l! tome that wi not lead to beneficial results. I 
i; do not know what expense is expected to attend 


iit, but I apprehend that if gentlemen are sum- 
{i moned-before the committee, it will be necessary 


H 
i 


; power to send for persons and papers, to enable them to ; 


as 
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io ay them fortit. While I am willing that every- 


thing should be done in connection with this ques- | 


tion which ‘will throw light on any point thatthe 

Senate is called on to decide, I cannot shut my 

eyes tothe fact. that certain things are occurring 

here every: day, the tendency of which—I will 

not say the object of which, because Limpugn no 
}gentleman’s .motives—is simply to create more 
fecling and more solicitude in the community, 
and particularly on the part of the individuals af- 
fected by the action of the board, and their friends, 
than already exist; and, so far as I ean discover, 
without any practical result. 

_ The Committee on Naval Affairs, some time 
since, réported a bill, which I have supposed was 
what thecdinmittée” proposed to do iŭ reference 
` Othis-question I was not aware that they pro- 

posed-todo“anything elso, nor have I supposed 
thatiewas'intheir-power ‘to do anything clse. 
Their power is to propose legislation, That bill, 
I repeat, I have understood to comprehend the 
scope’of all the legislation which that committee 
recommends to the Senate on this subject. For 
that purpose, such an inquiry as this is not im- 
portantat all, because: the. bill already reported 
\ y the committee proposes-to transfer any reme- 
dics, so far as they are to be made, to the execu- 
itive department, where they properly belong. If 


= 
2 


emer 


‘there. were to. bé a trial here, if an Investigation | 


were to be made here by which the Senate should 

be:called upon to determine the propriety or im- 

propriety of the action of the President | 

one of these cases, for the purposé’6f rev 

his ‘action, that might present a diferent question; 
\ but T confess T should bë very slow to wdopt'the 
‘policy in such a case as that. 

The petitions and memorials in these cases 
have been very numerous. They are not yet 
ended; they are’ comina in every day. If the 
Comiiittes on Naval Atairs i810 investigate all 

\ the allegations which they contain, and to send 
for persons and papers for that purpose, [say 

| again, it seems to me to be opening a door that 
\ you will never find an opportunity to close. The 
‘only practical result which T can discover will be 

to incur an enormous exponse; to throw on the 

committeea vast amount of labor; to add greatly 

to the excitement and ill-feeling which exists 

among these cflicers, and between them and the 

board and the Department, without producing 

any practical good. 

Ņ bile, as Ihave said, itis with great reluct- 
ance that Lobject to any proposition coming from 
a committee of this body, yet, unless the honor- 


able’ Senator from Tennessee can furnish some | 


yeasons whith I have not been able to contem- 
plate, { shall foel myself compelled to vote against 
‘this. proposition. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, Mr. President, the 
honorable: Senator from Michigan, and every 
‘other Senator, is at liberty, and he is not only at 
liberty but it is his duty, to say here, by his vote 
upon this proposition, whether he will counte- 
‘nance such investigations before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. Several resolutions have been 
offered to the Senate—I do not remember that 
more than onc of them has been adoptod—calling 
for specific information, so far as it can be ob- 
tained, from the naval board, as to the grounds 
upon which they procecded in every individual 
‘case, Another proposition has been offered by 
an honorable Senator, [Mr. Iverson,] which, I 
believe; is yet ponding for consideration, propo- 
sing the sppointment of a special committee to 
carry on these investigations. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs have seen 
from the first the great responsibility and Jabor 
of undertaking these investigations. The labor 


would be a matter of small consideration if they | 
From the : 


were physically able to perform it. 
beginning, it has been suggested that members 
of the board ought to be called before the com- 
mittee, individually, and compelled to state on 


oath the grounds on which they have disrated | 
or dropped the officers who have been placed | 


either on the retired list or on the dropped list. 
‘Much censure has least impliedly, been cast 


jot 


on those who are responsible for a failure to do | 


this. Why, sir, if the proposition of the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia, to which I have al- 
jluded, were adopted, I do not know but that the 
members of the board might teel themselves bound 
from a-sense of self-respect to ask to be discharged 
from any further service on the naval committee. 


individual consideration. 


great reluctance come to the conclusion to enter 


| into a special investigation of the case of any of 


the memorialists. They can now do it only so 
faras they have power to doit. It may be ne- 
cessary for them to get authority from the Senate 
tosit during the sessions of the Senate, though 
for myself I should regret to be under the neces- 


yires before Congress are of such a nature that 
‘every Senator who feels disposed to do his full 
Muty to the country would wish to hear every 
sword that is said and to be present when every 
vote is given. The majority of the Committee 
‘on Naval Affairs, however, have come to the 
‘conclusion that it is proper to prosecute this in- 
‘vestigation to such an extent as will be in their 


If this power should be granted, and if attend- 
ance in the Senate of the members of the com- 


willing to go even to the extent of exhausting 
their own physical powers to make such reports 
on the memorials submitted to them as would 
| show reasonable ground to the public for the 
action of the board in some cases, and would 
show in others that the board was mistaken in 
the grounds which they acted in retiring or drop- 
ping officers. We should probably be able to 
Nshow that officers were placed on the furlough 
ilist when they ought fairly to have been placed on 


iped ought to have been retained. But whether it 
will be in the power of the committee to do com- 
plete justice in all cases, we cannot undertake to 
say. Itis possible that they may not be able to 
do it; but it will be in their power, after proper 
investigation, to place before the Senate and the 


|| country the grounds on which the board procveded 


in every individual case of complaint. To insure 
this, however, adequate power should be given to 
them. 

We ask this power merely for the purpose of 
enabling the committee to place the facts hefore 
the Senate, on the case of cach memorialist; but 
justice, wherever an individual citizen ov officer 
18 concerned, is a matter of public as well as of 
It is a matter which 
concerns the character of the naval board, the 
character of Congre 
public functionaries of the Government. 


Our ob- 


extend their inve tions go fav as to be able to 
show the ground on which the board acted in the 
several cases in regard to which we h 
memorials or protestations from the officers who 
have been affected by the proceedings of the board, 


tain that from the officers of the board, from doc- 
uments on file in the Navy Department, and from 
witnesses resident iu the city of Washington; but, 


they have been removed or disrated on charges 


| putations which have been cast upon them. 
lis on account of such ci 
portant that the conunittee should have the power 
: of sending for persons and papers. Ttmay be ne- 
| cessary for the purpose of doing justice to them; 
or, if they cannot accomplish all that they desire 
by having witnesses summoned to testify before 
the conninittee on their behalf, to disprove the alle- 
gations assumed by the naval board, at all events, 
by such a proceeding, the officers will have the 


sity of asking sucha privilege, because the meas- | 


power by the adoption of this order by the | 
H Senate, 


mittee should be dispensed with, they would be ! 


ithe leave-pay list; and that some who were drop- | 


ave received | 


sir, there are cases where officers, who have been | 
mfected by the action of the board, complain that | 


laffectine their character, and they think it im-: 
| portant to summon witnesses to disprove the im- : 
Its 


ases, that 1t is more im- | 


The Committee on Naval Affairs have with ] 


, the character ofthe highest ; 


ject is not so much to enable the committee to | 


because it is presumed we could probably ascer- - 


gratification of having been afforded an oppor- : 


tunity of overthrowing the imputauions which they 
sappose have been cast upon their character. 


The Senator from Michigan has spoken of the : 


expense of this proceeding. — a 
in examinations and proceedings of this nature 
something must always be left to tne discretion 
of the commitice, and they ought to be allowed 
to judge as to the expenditure to which they 


being made, they shou! 


structions as to what they shouid do with the re- į 
All these considerations the | 


Wiry, sir, surely - 
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familiar or intimate with naval affairs generally, 
nor with the regulations and modes of proceeding 
of naval courts of inquiry and naval courts-mar- 
tial, nor particularly with the grounds on which 
this board may have thought proper to proceed; 
but asa member of the committee, and as a Sen- 
ator, I should. be opposed to proceeding to any 
extravagant. lengths with regard either to ex- 
penditures or any other matter; and I should be 
opposed to creating greater excitement than could 
possibly be avoided. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan has re- 
ferred to the report which has already been made 
by the Naval Committee, and the bill which they 
have submitted. I am free to say that that bill 
was designed to open a way of doing justice to 
all officers who have been improperly dealt with. 
{t proposes to place matters in such a position 
that the Executive may summon as hany hoards 
of inquiry as shall be thought proper. ` Vacancies 


| ate provided by that bill, which cari be filled by < 


the President by restoring to the active list offi- 
cers who have beenimproperly dropped, or placed 
on the furlough or leave-of-absence list. fe also 
provides that he may transfer officers from one 
list to the other. That, however, is a measure , 
which is merely pending. Whether it shall be- 
come a law or not, depends on the sentiment and 
judgment of the Senate and House of Represent- ` 
atives. From the arguments used and positions 
assumed by a great number of Senators, it is ex- 
tremely doubtful whether that bill will become a . 
law; and if not, what will you do? Will you ` 
resort to the ultima ratio in such a case—not the 
sword, but a complete demolition of all that has 
been done, with a view of giving some improved 
condition of efficiency to the Navy—annulling, 
annihilating the action of the board, and restoring, 
all the dropped, furloughed, and retired officers ; 
to their original position and ‘rank? You have’ 
nominations yet undecided of some two hundred 
officers. for promotion: What will you do as to: 
thë? This question stands as a barrier to any 
further action on the subject. "What are you to 
do with the dropped officers? Ifyou shallrepeal ‘ 
the late law, will they be restored to their ori- ° 
ginal positions? By the constitutional power of » 
removal they have been already displaced, i 

The bil which has been reported provides a 
means of inquiry by which, trusting to the justice 
of the President, the officers who have been 
dropped from the Navy, and who by the law of 
the last session continue dropped, may be restored. .: 
We propose to put it in the power of the Presi- 
dent (providing vacancies for that purpose) to re- ` 
store them to their original position. Any inquiry ‘| 
which the naval committee can now pursue will 
only have a tendency to relieve from imputations 
cast on them the character of the naval board, and 
the character of those officers who complain that 
they have been unjustly and improperly treated, ; | 
No doubt there arc many officers who have been 
improperly dismissed—not intentionally, but in|’, 
consequence of the infirmity of human nature `> 
and the wncertainty of human testimony. The 
majority of the committce propose, as far as we 
can, to pursue the investigation into that point; 
and, I repeat, this power is asked for the sake of 
doing justice, which we might not otherwise be ~ 
able to do, to the persons who have been im- 
plicated by the decisions of the board, and whose 
memorials are presented to us for the redress of ` 
that great grievance. H is in their behalf that I 
am instructed by the committee to ask the Senate - 
to give them power to send for persons and: 
papers. ; . 

It is not for me to urge this matter any further. 
I bave stated as clearly as I could the grounds, as 
I understand them, on which the committee have 
asked for this power. ‘They are necessarily 
under the obligation of observing discretion, 
pradence, and sound judgment, as far as they 
possess thera, in exercising the power which is 
sought, The great object is to leave to no one 
any just ground to complain that you have not 


afforded the means of a fair and full investiga- 

tion. The committee cannot justly feel aggrieved 

if the Senate shall refuse to grant this authority, } 
It is for the Senate to decide. Of course it Is; 
necessary that this proposition should be made 
openly and be discussed. If honorable Senators ¢ 
think, after discussion, that it should be voted ; 
down, we shall, until restricted by an order of » 
the Senate, pursue our investigations as well as ` 


1856. 
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. we can, with such facilities of getting evidence 
proand con. as we may have in ‘our power with- 
out the order which I have proposed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to ask my friend 
from ‘Tennessee whether the object of this request 
for power to send for persons and papers is in 
order to cnable the committee to ascertain 
whether the statements contained in the various 
memorials are true or not? Or is it to inquire 
into the proceedings of the naval board? Or have 
the committee both purposes in view? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not like to 
limit or circumscribe the purpose of the commit- 
tee by answering the inquiry specifically, because 
I do not know what the committee may mean as 
to those points. One object is to ascertain the 
grounds on which officers have been disrated from 
the active list, and placed on the furlough list or 
leave-pay list, and the grounds on which other 
officers have been dropped. We desire to ascer- 
tain, as far as we can, the foundation for the 
board’s action in each case which is presented to 
us for our consideration. As I have already at- 
tempted to explain, this is a comparatively easy 
task, because we can have access to officers here: 

. they can be summoned to come before the com- 

mittee, and they would hardly fail to comply. 
Thus, through that medium, we can ascertain the 
grounds on which the board have proceeded 
where the ofticer feels that injustice has been 
done him. Officers may suppose that, if they had 
the power to produce witnesses before the com- 
mittee, they could disprove the imputations cast 
on them by official papers, which may be sub- 
mitted to the committce from the Department, or 
by the action of the board on their character or 
se as officers. This power is asked for 
the purpose of enabling the committee to do jus- 
tice tothe protestants rather than for the purpose 
of ascertaining on what particular grounds the 
naval board proceeded. I have stated the objects 
as clearly as I can, 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I shall be very 
reluctant to vote against granting the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, or any other committec, author- 
ity to obtain such information as they may decm 
important to the discharge of the duty before 
them. I shall be very slow, also, notwithstand- 
ing the strong predilections which I have in favor 
of a measure of reform in the Navy, such as that 
which has been carried out, to adopt any policy 
which may inflict immediate or remoie Injury 
upon any citizen of the United States. 

But, sir, not only has this discussion suggested 
to my mind the inquiry presented by my col- 
league, but additional ones. First, what is the 
information to be obtained? What is the purpose 
of thatinformation? And, above all, what appli- 
cation is proposed to be made of that information ? 
What practical use wil! the committee make when 
they have acquired it? This is, to my mind, a 
greatdifficulty in the way of the proposition. Lre- 
member very well that, in the discussions which 
have taken place on this subject, covering tite whole 
ground, the main inquiry was, what can Congress 
do ?—what remedy is it competent for Congress to 
offer if wrong has been inflicted? The law of 
the last session, as I understand it, is not a law 
which produces final results; it is a suggestive 
or advisory law,—the power of the President, 
under the Constitution, being complete without 
the law, except so far as relates to the reserved, 
list and the full pay of those on that list. 

* We have had an elaborate and a very interest- 
. ing report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
accompanied by abill. That bill proposes certain 

remedies for those who it is alleged have suffered 

wrong. Pending the passage of this bill, pending 
its examination here, the Committee on Naval 

Affairs now ask for power to send for persons 

and papers to get further information on this sub- 

ject, and to acquire, I suppose, the entire details 
relating to the carcer of these naval officers. Very 
well, sir; that is all proper and right enough, if 
we can be informed as to the application of that 
intelligence when acquired. If the inquiry was 
in reference to the character, efficiency, and gen- 
eral qualifications of those who have been pro- 
moted, and whose names are to be presented here 
for confirmation, I should very readily understand 
the application to be made; but in reference to 
those who have béen dropped, or furloughed, or 
retired on the reserved list, I inquire what use can 
be made of the intelligence which the commitice 


| and withhold others? Isthatthe remedy? This 


| exposed to imputations, which they believe to 


i the Navy as far as it is possible to carry out the 


| and ought to be remedied by the President, who 


i remedy than the repeal of the late law may be; 


may obtain? Willit remedy a single injury? In 
what way? I have not been able to discover in 
what way the committee will make application of 
this information. Is the committee to become, to 
some extent or in some manner, a naval retiring 
board, to perform the functions of that defunct 
body? Are they to revise this subject, and make 
suggestions to the President; and is he, in the ex- 
ercise of hisconstitutional duties,to nominate some 


is the simple practical point. I desire very much 
to vote for a grant of any degree of authority 
which the committee may think necessary, but I 
desire first to understand its practical application. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not know how 
to answer the inquiry of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, for I am not certain what is the drift of 
his remarks, except that he is rather indisposed 
to grant this power; and he states, as a reason, 
that he can see no practical result to come from 
it. Does he not think it of importance to preserve 
untarnished the character of any officer of the 
Navy whom he may know to be worthy, and 
who has been dropped by the naval board? Has 
he no desire to see an investigation which will 
exonerate such an officer from the dishonorable 
imputations implied in being dropped from the 
service? Would that be nothing? Is that ac- 
complishing no object? It is accomplishing a 
great object to an officer of high and proper feel- 
ing, who has been placed in such position before 
the country upon charges of which he has no 
knowledge, and of which, whatever they may 
be, he knows that he is innocent, and could refute 
them if an opportunity were offered him to do so; 
and whether he could or not succeed in satisfying 
the committee or Congress that he was guiltless, 
yet the public would have the power to do him 
justice. That is onc object that, I suppose, the} 
committee may think is of some consequence. It 
will be a consolation to the friends of officers thus 


be unjust, to have their conduct investigated, and | 
reputation restored, though no other relief may 
be extended to them. y 

Ido not Jike to be placed in the position of 
urging the grant of this power to the committee 
on the Senate; but I must answer the question as 
to what I suppose and believe to be the objects 
of the committee. If there be any portion of the 
members of the Senate who desire to sustain the 
proceedings of the board, as far as they can be 
rightfully sustained, to maintain the efficiency of 


objects which led to the passage of the law passed 
for that purpose so unanimously at the last session 
of Congress—if there are any Senators who have 
this great public interest—the naval establishment 
of the country—at heart, they may perhaps per- 
ceive that, by the course of investigation proposed 
by the committee, something may result to show 
that the action of the board can be sustained, ex- 
cept in those cases in which examination shall | 
lead to the conclusion that they have made a mis- 
take—that they have done injustice, which can 


has the appointing power in his hands, and can? 
do full justice by restoring the injurcd officers, 
which neither the committee nor Congress can do. | 
Will this be no practical result of the proposed ; 
investigations? x 
Again: a number of distinguished members of 
the Senate have intimated an opinion, that they | 
can see no other remedy for the injustice which | 
may have been done to gallant, distinguished, and 
noble hearts, who have devoted so large a portion | 
of their lives, not only to the service, but, in many 
instances, to the glory of their country—that they |! 
can see no other means of redressing the wrongs 


which may have been done to the characters of |; 


gallant officers, of restoring them to the con-} 
fidence and respect of the country, but by the | 
utter abolition of all that has been donc under the | 


late law. {should suppose the honorable Sen- 
ators who entertain these sentiments would sce 
at once that something might result from this 
investigation which would strengthen them in | 
the conclusions to which they have come upon : 
this point. Those who think there is no other 


relieved from the necessity of such an extreme | 
course by the results of this investigation, It 
may turn out that no injustice has been done by 
the naval board, which cannot be redressed by 


the codperation of. Congress and the Executive, 
without undoing all the good which has been ac- 
coniplished under the late act.of Congress... 

Again: it may result that those Senators wha, 
perhaps, are not as sensitive as they ought to be 
to the rights of American citizens—who are not 
as regardful of the ‘sensibilities which. naturally 
belong to the officers .of the Navy as-a-class; as’ 
others suppose they should be, and “who are 
thought to be over anxious to sustain the proz 
ceedings of the naval board, may be convinced 
by further examination that it is vain to attempt 
to sustain its proceedings without inflicting se 
great an amount of injury on individual officers 
who have been disrated, or dropped from the 
service, as to outrage public opinion. It may 
appear by this investigation that the board have 
dropped, and thereby cast imputation on™ the 
honor of so many meritorious and Worthy officers 
of the Navy without any adequate cause; an 
have disrated so many oihers—placing some on 
the leave list, and others on the furlough list 
without any just reagon for such discriminations, 
and have upon the whole done such gross injus- 
tice to many officers, that for any object or pur- 
pose connected with the Navy, or the promotion 
of the public interest, it would be better to abol- 
ish the entire naval establishment, and to build it 
up anew by new appointments and new arrange- 
ments. Investigation may lead—TI do not think it 
will—but it may lead to such a result as that. It: 
may show that the board have proceeded with so 
little care, with so little sense of justice to îndi- 
vidual character, as well as to the public interest, 
and under so great a misconception of their pow- 
ors, that their whole proceedings should be set 
aside as not fit to be sustained by Congress and 
the country. 

These are some of the practical results that may 
follow from pursuing this investigation. I have 
only stated what the committee propose, as far 


jas they have the time and physical ability, and 


not to neglect too much other great questions that 
require their attention in the Senate. When I 
have said these things, I beg to be understood 
that I, as one member of the committee, feel no 
other anxiety on this subject than to do what is 
best, to do justice to the individual complainants 
against the action of the board, to do justice to 
the board itself, to do justice to the public inter- 
ests by sustaining them as far as they can be sus- 
tained. Jf a- majority of the Senate think. it is 
altogether useless, and have made up theirminds 
to a course which ought to dispense with this in- 
vestigation entirely, they will vote. this proposi- 
tion down. 

Mr. IVERSON. The morning hour has ex- 
pired, and there was a subject under consideration 
in the Senate yesterday, on which the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] has the floor. I 
desire to submit some remarks on the proposition 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, in connection 
with a similar one which I had the honor to-pre- 
sent some time since. : ; 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


privileged question. 


I think this is a 


Mr. IVERSON. Lask the Senator from Ten- 
nessec to let the resolution lie on the table for the 

resent. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator from 


Georgia will allow me to make an explanation 
which will not require more than a minute or two. 

Mr. IVERSON. I yicld the floor to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, with the understanding tha 
this subject shall go over. : 

Mr. BIGLER. {desire simply to say that, so 
far as regards the interest which the committee 
very properly take in the character of those noble 
men who have so well served their country, and 
yet who manifestly fecl that the action’ of the 
naval board has cast reproach on their characters 
as officers, Lam with the committee most heartily. 
But, sir, the remarks which I made this morning 
were intended to apply distinctly to the question 


|! of legal remedy, and the application of the in- 
i formation which the commitéce should acquire. 


H that be not the purpose, the object. of the com- 
mittee is.a very different onc; and I suggest 
whether it ig not at the same time, to some ex- 
entt, an unusual one. The committee arc to be a 
medium of acquiring and disseminating almost 
boundless information and facts in reference to 
the character, and qualities, and efficiency of those 
who have been dropped or furloughed by the 
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obtain more. explicit views from the Senator from 
Tennessee on behalf of the committee, 

“The PRESIDENT. The morning hour has 
expired, The special ordcr comes up, which is 
finished business of yesterday. 

Mr RISH. . I trast I shall be allowed to say 
a word or.two. ‘The last remark of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania might imply that the. com- 
mittee are going to investigate the cases of all 
those officers who have been acted on by the 
board; and I desire to say that the committee | 
have no. idea of, considering any except those 
who may have presented petitions, and thus 
brought themselves under the jurisdiction of the 
committee, 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will now pro- 
ceed tò thé consideration of the unfinished busi- | 
néss:of yesterday. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
ileged question ? : 
“Phe PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is under the 
impression. that it is not. f : 
~ Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Tennessee what makes this a privileged question? 
“My, BELL, of Tennessee. It is an applica- 
tion of a committee for the privilege of sending 
for persons and papers. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 


Is not this a priv- 


impression that it is not a privileged question. | 
i Mr. BELL, of Tennessce. will ask the | 
Chair whether this question will come up first in 
the morning hour to-morrow? ; 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir, it will be the 
first business in order during the morning hour. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CurLom, their Clerk, announced that they 
had passed a bill to define the jurisdiction of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States, 
for the district of East Tennessee. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 


«The PRESIDENT. The Senate will now pro- 
ceed: to the consideration of the unfinished busi- | 
ness of yesterday, beihg the bill (S. No. 124) to! 
increase the efficiency of the United States Army. 
The pending questionis on the amendment offered | 
by the Senator from California, [Mr. WeLLeR.] 
Mr. HALE. Does that take precedence of the | 
subject which was made the special order of to- | 


day? | 

The PRESIDENT. It does, being the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday. On the question | 
before the Senate’ the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr Brown] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. : 

Mr. WELLER. T desire that the Seerctary | 
shall read the amendment as I have modified it. | 
T have inserted a provision which authorizes | 
the President of the United States to transfer the | 
specific appropriations from one item to another, | 
if, in his judgment, the public interests shall de- | 
mand it. It is doubtful whether all the States | 
will send in the old muskets for repairs, and I 
propose to guard against that. 

' The Secretary read the amendment as modi- 
fied, as follows: 

Tobe applied and expended in the following manner, to | 
Wit: i 

Por altering small-arms of the old patterns, including those : 
now in the possession of the several States and Territories, i 
1,250,000. i 

For sea-coast and garrison guns, mounted, $600,000. f 

For manufacturing small-arms, of new models, $250,000. | 

For manufacturing small-arm accouterments, $100,000. 

For supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000. 


For supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, and | 
field guns, $450,000. i 


For increasing the capacity of the arsenals, $200,000. 

Provided, That the President shall have power, should 
he deem it advantageous to the public service and necessary 
for the proper execution of the works mentioned, to trans- 


fer the amounts designated for one or more of those objects |! 


to another of those objects. 


The yeas.and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire if it is in order 
to ask fora division of the question on the amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT. 
Strike out or to insert. i 

Mr. HALE. I wish to have the vote on the | 
Amendment without the proviso. 


i 
q 
It is in order to move to | 


| fora division of the question. 
ii reach his object by moving to strike out, or by 


| 


H y 
| Senate to allow me to conclude my remarks on 


| terfere with assignments already made by the 


The PRESIDENT. Tt is notin order.to call | 
The Senator can 


moving to strike out and insert. Pa 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike outthe proviso. 
I think the proviso destroys the specifications. 
While I am up, I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance whether we have not 
a general.Jaw by which appropriations may be 
transferred? Ido not remember what it is, but 

robably the chairman of that committee knows. 

Mr. HUNTER. It strikes me, but I cannot | 
Speak with certainty, that these separate heads 
would be transferable under the general law. I 
think all appropriations for ordnance and arms 
are transferable without this provision, but I am 
not certain. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave the same impression. The 
rule is different in the Army and Navy. In one 
Department they have power to transfer, and in 
the other they have not. That is my impression. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I cannot answer with cer- 
tainty without examining the law; but my im- 
pression is that these appropriations are transfer- 
able. 

Mr. HALE. Imoveto strike out the proviso, 
and on that f ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWN addressed the Senate on the sub- 
ject of our existing relations with Great Britain. 
After speaking about an hour and a half he said: 
I feel suddenly unwell, and am unable to proceed 
further. I will not ask the indulgence of the 


another day; but I wish simply to ask the priv- 
ilege of submitting the remainder of my remarks 
to the press without delivering them, 

Mr. TOUCEY, Mr. COLLAMER, and others. 
Oh, no; we will hear you on another day. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the farther con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. The only objection I can have 
to that is, that I believe there is another special 
order for to-morrow, and I do not wish to in- 


Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There was a special as- 
signment for to-day; but that was laid aside for 
this bill. 

Mr. WELLER. If this bill will be entitled to 
preference to-morrow, as the unfinished business, 
I shall have no objectian to the course which is 
suggested, 

Mr. BROWN. Thope the Senate will not con- 
sider that I ask for any indulgence. I am will- 
ing that the Senate shall take what course they 

lease. 

The PRESIDENT. If this bill be left as the 
unfinished business of to-day, it will have prece- 
dence to-morrow over any other business. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before this question passes 
from the Senate, I desire to correct a mistake into 
which I fell this morning. In reply to a question 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haux,] 
I told him that I was under the impression that 
these appropriations could be transferred under 
existing laws, if there were no such provision as 
that which is proposed to be incorporated in the 
bill by the Senator from California. I find on ex- 
amination that I was wrong in that opinion, and 
that they cannot be transferred without special 
authority for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Jasked for the yeas and nays 
on my amendment, and I desire to have that 
question taken before the bill is postponed. I do 
not ask to have the yeas and nays taken now; I 
merely desire that they shall be ordered to be 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
Hampshire has moved to strike out the proviso 
in the amendment of the Senator from California; 
and on that question he asks for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. WELLER. The only objection I have to 
ordering the yeas and nays at the present time is, 
that I may feel disposed to modify theamendment; į 
and if the yeas and nays shall now be ordered, it 
will be out of my power to do so hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will not insist on the 
call. 

The further consideration of the bill was post- 


poned until to-morrow. 


March 11, 


NAVAL BOARD. 


. Mr. HOUSTON. Many resolutions have been 
presented in reference to the action of the late 
naval board, and the difficulties attendant upon 
the subject appear to increase. I give notice that 
on Thursday next I shall call wp the resolutions 
which I yesterday presented, and which were 
then. read for information, as I believe that day 
has not been fixed:for any other business. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. : 
On motion by Mr. MALLORY, the Senate 
proceeđed to the consideration of exccutive busi- 


ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 11, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danir Warpno. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated, that the first business 
in order was the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to report to this House what measures have been taken to 
execute the provisions of the “act to graduate and reduce 
the price of the public lands to actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors,” approved August 4, 1854; and what further legisla- 
tion, ifany, is necessary to secure the objects, and tocarry 
out the provisions of said act. 

ELISHA KENT KANE. 

Mr. TYSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following preamble and resolution; 
which were read, considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas, the intrepid conduct and scientific zeal of Dr. 
Elisha Kent Kane, in his late expedition to the Polar regions 
insearch of Sir John Franklin, aided by the officers and 
men under his command, have placed his name in the first 
rank among Arctic explorers; and whereas the observa- 
tions and discoveries he has made are important additions 
to geographical and meteorological science, and valuable in 
the light which they shed upon the currents of the ocean 
upon the mysterious changes in the magnetic needle, and 
upon the physical laws of this globe ; and whereas the nar- 
rative of these heroic labors and their magnificent results 
should be widely diffused, as well to encourage the spirit 
of scientific research amoug our countrynacn as to express 
the profound sense we entertain of the merits and services 
of the explorer: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
to inquire into the character of the book about to. be issued 
by Dr. Kane, as to letter-press, illustrations and binding, 
and report their opinion of the expediency of ordering a 
ecitain number of copies thereof tor use and distribution. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
Flouse ordering the printing of twenty thousand 
extra copics of the reports of the majority and 
mmority in the case of the Kansas contested 
election, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That twenty thousand extra copies of said 
reports, as presented to the House on the 5th instant, be 
printed for the use of the members of the House. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the resolution to print one thousand 
extra copies of the report of the superintendent of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, for his 
use, reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the said re- 


port be printed, to be placed at the disposal of said superin- 
tendent. 


CLAIMS OF REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS, ETC. 


Mr. BROOM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bill, of which previous notice 
had been given; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred’ to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims: 

A bill to provide for the settlement of the claims 
of the officers of the revolutionary army, and of 
the widows and orphan children of those who 
died in the service. 

BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following bill, of which previous 
notice had been given; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 
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A bill for continuing the improvement.of the 
harbor of Mobile, Alabama, at Dog river bar, 
Choctaw Pass, and at the Lower Fleet. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. EDWARDS, [ ask. the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms, and the Door- 
keeper of this House, be directed to enforce strictly the rule 
of the Thirty-Second. Congress, in regard to persons. not 
privileged to a place upon this floor. 

Mr. ORR. There is no necessity for that res- 
olution. Letthe Doorkeepers do their duty, and 
there will be no necessity for it. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. 
resolution. 


TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION OF COURTS. 


Mr. SNEED, by unanimous consent of .the 
House, introduced a bill to define the jurisdic- 
tion of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern district of Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time. - 

Mr. SNEED. I do not deem it necessary that 
the bill should be referred to any committee. No 
member can poxsibly object to it, as it simply is 


I object to the 


to define. by counties the jurisdiction of the cir- į 


cuit and district courts of the United States, so as 
to avoid the necessity, which exists under the 
present law, to introduce proof that certain new 
counties have been established in Tennessee, and 
framed out of old counties which formerly be- 
longed within certain State judicial districts. I 


desire to have the bill acted upon and passed at |; 


the earliest possible moment, so as to meet the 
necessities of a court shortly to be held in Ten- 
nesset, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to know from 
the gentleman from Tennessee whether the effect 
of the bill is not merely to include some new 
counties formed in the judicial district, which 
were previously existing in old counties? 

Mr. SNEED. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The purpose is to include 
by this bill some new counties in the judicial dis- 
trict which have been recently formed, but which 
existed in the district before. 

Mr. SNEED. At an early day, Mr. Speaker, 
judicial districts were formed in Tennessee by 
certain names. The act of Congress vested juris- 


diction over certain counties by name, in the Fed- į 


eral courts of Eastern Tennessee. At that period 
there were comparatively few counties in Eastern 
Tennessee; but new counties have since been 
formed within. the district; and subsequent acts 
of Congress, vesting jurisdiction in the Federal 
courts of Eastern Tennessce, have referred to 
former acts designating the jurisdiction by State 
judicial districts. 


z 
It is necessary, therefore, under previous acts 
of Congress, to prove jurisdiction in every case jį 


of criminal prosecution. Itis necessary to intro- 
duce witnesses, for the purpose of establishing 


the fact, that certain counties were embraced in j 


the old State judicial district; and, as many of 
these counties were formed a long time since, it 
is dificilt now to find old men to prove that fact. 
This bil, 1 would further say, has been intro- 
duced on the recommendation of the district at- 
torney of the United States for the eastern dis- 
trict of Tennessee. It is only to define and make 
certain by law that which is now indefinite. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was acgord- 
ingly read a third time and passed. _ M 5 

¥ 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE OHIO RIVER. ~“ 


Mr. DUNN. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce now a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice has been given; and I beg its in- 
dulgenee simply to remark, that I wish to have 
it referred to a select committee of seven—one 
from each of the six States which are designated 


in the bill, and one from a State furthersouth, on | 


the waters of the Mississippi, cither Louisiana or 
the State of Mississippi. 1 hope the bill will be 
allowed to take that direction. 


There being no objection, the bill was read a | 


first and second time by its utle, as follows: 


A bill enabling the States of Virginia, Penn- į 


sylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, and Tllinois 


granting lands to said States in aid thereof, and 
for other purposes. 


respective Legislatures on the subject. 


| resolution, in order that it may he referred to the 
: Committee on Printing. 


; to inguire into the expediency of procuring one copy of 


, Colton’s Atlas of the Worid, in two volumes, for the use of 
į each of the standing committees of the Iou: 


| lowing titles, and asking its concurrence therein: | 


| sidered, and agreed to: 


to improve the navigation of the river Ohio; and |, and second time by their titles, as follows, and 


i: referred to the Committee on Commerce: | 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I.can see no good reason, 
Mr. Speaker, why that bill should take- a course 
different from that ordinarily taken ‘by bills for 
the appropriation of public lands, A good many 
bills have been presented here, granting public 
lands for certain purposes, and all have gone to 
the Committee on Public Lands. It does seem 
to me, that this bill should go to some one of the 
standing committees of the House. I can see no 
reason why it should not take the same direction 
as other bills relating to publiclands. I hope the 
gentleman from Indiana will consent to let ittake 
that direction. 

Mr. DUNN. The great object of this bill is 
to secure the permanentimprovement of the river 
Ohio by the means of encouraging and aiding the 
States through which that river passes, by grant- 
ing them a certain amount of land. Several of 
these States have recently taken the matter into 
consideration, and have passed some acts of their 

Tt is, in 
my jüdement, important that we should have 
this bill referred to a select committee composed 
of members from these States; so that the com- į 
mittee thus brought together can represent what 
are the feelings, and views, and sentiments of the 
States interested in this matter, I hope it will 
take that course, and for that object alone. 

The question was taken, and the bill was re- 
ferred to a select committee of seven. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY SURVEY. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimousconsent, offered 

the following resolution; which was read, and, 
under the rule, referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 
_ Resolved, That five thousand copies of the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, communicating the report and 
map of A. B. Gray, late United States surveyor of the 
Mexican boundary, and printed by order of the Senate at 
the last session, be printed, and the map engraved, tor the 
use of the House ; and that the Clerk of the House be, and 
he is hereby, directed to cause to have attached to said report 
any memoir, furnished by A. B. Gray, of the newly-acquired 
territory from Mexico, and that one hundred copies of said 
report be appropriated to the use of A. B. Gray. 


LANDS FOR SCHOOLS. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill granting to the inhabitants of 
the town of Saint Genevieve, in the State of Mis- 
souri, for the support of schools, certain vacant 
tracts and lots of land; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee | 
on Publie Lands. 


COLTON’S ATLAS. 
Mr. BENSON. I ask leave to introduce a 


It is as follows: . 
Resolned, That the Committee on Printing be authorized 


and 
copies for the use of the members of the House. 


Mr. WHEELER.  [ object to that. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by 
Aspury Dicxtns, its Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed bills of the fol- 


An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for repairs of 
barracks and quarters, for the year ending the 
30th June, 1857; 

An act relating to punishment in the Peniten- 
tiary; and 

An act for regulating the terms of the circuit 
court of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN COLUMBIA, S. C. 


Mr. BOYCE, by unanimous consent, offered. 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 


Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to inquire into the expediency 
of ordering a public building in the city of Columbia, South i 
Carolina, tor the use of the post office and federal court at 
that place. | 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS. | 


Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous consent, | 
introduced bills, of which previous notice had | 
been given; which were severally read a first i 


i at his instance, and not mine. 


the harbor at St. Joseph, in the State of Mis: 


souri; and. sone Pas Bee : 
A bill making an appropriation for the cony 


struction of a harbor at New Buffalo, in the State . 


of Michigan. "m a 
Mr. RICE. Task ‘the unanimous consent of 


notice has been given. TEO 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. . I. 


x 


object, and 


i call for the regular order of. business. . $ 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the report of the Com- 


j mittee. of Elections in reference to the. Kansas 


the Fouse to introduce a bill, of which: previous _ 


N 


contested election, upon which the gentleman ` 


Tom Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘With the consent of the 
gentleman from Georgia, I desire to state that on 
Thursday next I shall. endeavor to bring the 
House to a vote upon this report. 

Mr. STEPHENS. ‘The gentleman from- Vir- 
ginia, over the way, [Mr. Mituson,]'two or three 
days ago introduced a privileged. motion upon 
which he desired to address the House. Lam my- 
self disposed to allow the gentleman to goon with 
his remarks this morning; and for that purpose 
I would suggest that the regular order of business 
be postponed for one hour. Iam willing to yield 
the floor for that time to accommodate him. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair, thinks it com- 
petent for the House to postpone the. regular 
order of business; but, if it be postponed, it:must 
be for the day. f 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose there will be no 
objection to the gentleman from Virginia occupy- 
ing an hour. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
gentleman from Virginia will proceed with his 
remarks. 

Mr. KELSEY. 

A MEMBER. 


I object. 
What does the gentleman wish 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state. The 
gentleman from Virginia on Friday last submit- 
ted a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 


i to speak on? 


| House referred certain joint resolutions fromthe 


Logislature of Virginia relating to the action of 
the naval board. It is upon that motion that the 
Chair understands the gentleman from Virginia 


| desires to.speak. If there be no objection he will 


proceed with his remarks. . neces 

Mr. KELSEY. There is objection. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to say that I did 
not ask, and would not have asked, the permis- 
sion of the House to speak this morning. The 
gentleman from Georgia expressed his willing- 
ness to yield the floor for one hour; and I wish 
the House to understand that the application was 
I myself should 
not again have asked the consent of the House, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to raise a-question-of 


; order; not that I have any feeling myself upon 
i the matter. 


I do not care whether my colleague, 
[Mr. Mi.uson,] or the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Steruuns,] occupies the floor for the next 
hour, but J desire that the practice of the House 
may be established under the rule. 

As I understand it, my colleague, on Friday 
last, made a motion to reconsider, which is a priv- 
ileged motion that any member of the House has 
the right at any time to call up. That, I think, 
has been the uniform practice of the House here- 
tofore, underthe rules. Tsubmit, therefore, that 
my colleague has the right to call up the motion 
to reconsider, and to address the House upon the 
motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
a motion to reconsider is privileged above any 
other motion of the same grade; but the resolu- 
tion before the House is of a higher grade of priv- 
ilege, inasmuch as it involves the rightof a mem- 


: ber of the House to his seat. 


Mr. HOUSTON, I would suggest to the Chair 
also another reason why the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has not the right to call-up his motion now. 
Even admitting that the gentleman from Virginia 
had the right to call-up his. motion to reconsider, 
the fact that the gentleman from Georgia is enti- 
iled to the floor would prevent him from calling 
it up now. y 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman from Georgia 

ields the floor. 


Mr. MILLSON. Imerely wish to say, thatat 


‘A bill making appropriations for completing || the time I made the motion I was not disposed 
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press it, though T thought at the time that it was 
i privileged motion. J stated that I did not de- 
fe to interfere with the special order of the 
House: but T said on Friday last that, as I desired 
toleave the city for a few days, not having leftit 
for one singlé day since thecommencementof the 
session, it would be a matter of considerable con- 
venience to me to be enabled to express my views 
on ‘that question before I went.. But I did not 
intend again‘to ask the consent of. the House, 
‘though’ the gentleman from Georgia was kind 
enough to ask itin my behalf. B 
“The SPEAKER. Tf there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Virginia will proceed. ` 
Mr, HICKMAN. T object. 
KANSAS ELECTION. 


“oThe SPEAKER. The business before the 
House, then, isthe report:of the Committee of 
Elections, upon which the gentleman from Georgia 
is-entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS then -took the floor, and oc- 
cupied: it. for one hour.” His speech will be pub- 
lished in the. Appendix. — 
< Mr. DUNN next addressed the House. The 
report of his remarks is withheld for revision, and 
will be published in the Appendix. 

oo Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, then obtained 
the floor;and remarked that he would prefer that 
the:House should now adjourn, and then he 
would have the floor to-morrow morning. 
“Mr, WAKEMAN, If the gentleman from 
Tennessee does not desire to occupy the time of 
the House this evening, 1 will take the floor. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ifthereis no objection to my 
having the floor to-morrow morning, I will yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mi. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If any gentleman objects, I 
will proceed now. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman will yield the 
floor, I will move that the House do now adjourn, 
and then he will be entitled to the floor to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. [hope we shall 
not adjourn. ` 
> Mr. ORR. It is a courtesy which is seldom 
refused to a member. 

‘Mr. WRIGHT. 
to. be made. 

Mr. ORR. 
journ. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ibelieve this matter can be 
accommodated. Lhe gentleman desires to speak 
to-morrow, and there are other gentlemen who 
desire to speak to-day, ‘I suggest that, by unan- 
jmous consent, the gentleman be allowed the floor 
to-morrow morning, so that some other gentle- 
man who desires to speak to-day may be per- 
mitted to take the floor, and proceed with his 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that course will be pursucd. 

Mr. TRAKTON. i object. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. IJ withdraw my demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

r. ORR. As the call for the yeas and nays 
has been withdrawn at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 


I yield to allow that motion 


I move that the House do now ad- 


Mr. WRIGHT then addressed the House in | 


relation to the state of affairs in the Territory of 
Kansas, and in favor of General Whitfield’s 
right to the seat. His speech will be published 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. TRAITON obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman will give way 
Iwill move that the House do now adjourn; but 


I desire first to have read the resolutions which | 


Lindicated my purpose to offer ag a substitute 
for the resolution proposed by the Committee 
of Elections. 
Globe in the morning, and gentlemen can have 
an opportunity of reading them and understand- 
ing them when they come up for action. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I will yield with the under- 
standing that I am to have the floor in the morn- 


ing; : 
he resolutions were read, and are as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of three of the members of 
this House, to he appointed by the Speaker, shall proceed 


They will then be printed in the | 


whether engaged in 


| not now in his seat. 
erence at the time, and he came to my scat and 


to inquire into and collect evidence in regard to the troubles 
in Kansas generally, and particularly in regard to any fraud 
or force attempted or practiced in reference to any of the 
elections which have taken place in said Territory, either 
under the law organizing said Territory, or under any pre- 
tended law which may be alleged to have taken effect therein 
since. That they shall fully investigate and take proof of 
all violent and tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, 
at any time since the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
y residents of said Territory, or by 
any person or persons from elsewhere going into said Ter- 
ritory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of 
violence or public disturbance against the laws of the United 
States, or the righis, peace, and safety of the residents of 
said Territory: and for that purpose said committee shall 
have full power to send for and examine, and take copies 
of all such papers, public records and proceedings, as in 
their judgment will be useful in the premises; and, also, to 
send for persons, and examine them on oath, or affirmation, 
as to Matters within their knowledge, touching the matters 
of said investigation; and said committee, by their chairman, 
shall have power to administer all necessary oaths or afirma- 
tions connected with their aforesaid dutics. 
Resolved further, That said committee may hold their 
investigations at such places and times as to them may 


| seem advisable, and that they have leave of absence from 


the duties of this House until they shall have completed 
such investigation. ‘That they be authorized to employ 
one or more clerks, and one or more assistant sergeants-at- 
arms, to aid them in their investigation; and may adminis- 
ter to them an oath or affirmation faithfully to perform the 
duties assigned to them, respectively, andto keep secret all 
matters Which may come to their knowledge touching such 
investigation as said committee shall direct, until the re- 
port of the same shall be submitted to this House; and 
said committee may discharge any such clerk, or assistant 
sergeant-at-arins, for neglect of duty or disregard of instruc- 
tious in the premises, and employ others under like regula- 
tions. 

Resolved further, Vhat ifany person shall in any manner 
obstruct or hinder said committee, or attempt so to do, in 
their said investigation, or shall refuse to attend on said 
committee, and to give evidence when summoned for that 
purpose, or shall refuse to produce any paper, book, public 
record, or proceeding in their possession or control, to said 
committee when so required, or shall make any disturbance 
where said committee is holding their sittings, said commit- 
tee may, if they see fit, cause any and every such person to 
be arrested by said assistant sergeant-at-arms, and brought 
before this House to be dealt with as for a contempt. 

Resolved further, That for the purpose of defraying the 
expenses of said commission, there be, and hereby is, ap- 
propriated the sum of $10,000,to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of this House. 

Resolved further, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to furnish to said committee, 
should they be met with any serious opposition by bodies of 
lawless men, in the discharge of their duties aforesaid, such 
afd from any military force as may at the time be conve- 
nient to them, as may be necessary to remove such opposi- 
tion, and enable said committee without molestation to 
proceed with their Jabors. 

Resolved further, That when said committee shall have 
completed said investigation, they report all the evidence 
so collected tothis House. 


The SPEAKER. The resolutions proposed by 
the gentleman are not in order pending the mo- 
tion to recommit the resolution reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. DUNN. So I supposed. I'give notice, 
however, that I shall offer them as a substitute 
whenever itshall be in order. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PRINGLE. On yesterday, the message 
of the President concerning. Indian. disturbances 
in Oregon was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. I think it should appropriately go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. [therefore 
move to reconsider the vote by which it was 
referred; and, if that motion prevails, shall move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose 
action on the motion to reconsider now? 

Mr. PRINGLE. Yes, sir. I think the change 
of reference had better be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. These papers were sent to 


! the Committee on Indian Affairs on motion of 


the gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] who is 
I imade objection to the ref- 


gave me a reason for the reference, which I thought 
was a good one. I would suggest, therefore, that 
the motion lic over until he is present. 

Mr. PRINGLE. Under the circumstances I 
am quite satisfied that the motion should be en- 
tered on the Journal and lic over. 


MEDAL TO CAPTAIN JAMES LAWRENCE. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine, by unanimous con- 


sent, offered the following resolution; which was | 


read , considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and | 
are hereby, directed to inquire whether the resolution of | 


Congress, approved Jannary 11, 1814, requesting the Pres- : 
ident of the United States to cause to be presented to the : 


nearest male relative of Captain James Lawrence a gold 


i 
i 


officers who served under him in the sloop of war Hornet, 
in her-conflict with the British vessel of war, Peacock, 
has been complied with ; and, if not, what further legislation 
is necessary to cause said resolution to be executed, and to 
report by biit or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 


- Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of Eve 
Mills, (copies being teft,) in order that they may be returned 
to the claimant. ars 

And then, on motion by Mr. LETCHER, the 
TIouse (at twenty minutes to four o’clock) ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE, © 
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1856. 
Prayer by the Rev. Danrex Waroo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information respecting the printing 
for the Post Office Department during the year 
ending December 31, 1855, not executed under the 
provisions of theactof August 26, 1852; which, on 
motion by Mr. Srwarp, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of 
Major Barnard, and twenty-six other officers of 
the United States Army stationed at West Point, - 
praying for an increase of the commutation price 
of rations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a communication and 
other papers from the Mayor of Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia, relative to the purchase 
of a site and erection of a building for the accom- 
modation of the custom-house and post office in 
Georgetown, District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ` 

Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, praying that 
Congress will make provision for furnishing 
boards of trade and chambers of commerce, in 
the various cities of the Union, with the public 
documents printed by order of Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the action of the late naval 
retiring board, and asking Congress to do justice 
to the injured parties; which was ordered to lie 
upon the table. 

Mr. PRATT presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Maryland, urging upon Congress the 
repayment of the money advanced by the State 
of Maryland, in 1791 and 1792, to the United 
States, for the purpose of erecting public buildings 
at the city of Washington; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, the memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Baltimore, asking for the passage ofa law directing 
the various public documents printed by order. of 
Congress to be sent to that and to similar incor- 
porated boards of trade throughout the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

lao. the petition of Mary Haubbert, daughter 
of Jacob Bowers, deceased, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, praying to be allowed bounty land; 
whigh was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lajds. 

DR. KANE’S ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I present res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in 
reference to the expedition of Dr. Kane in the 
Arctic regions; which I ask to have read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, which re- 
cognize, on the part of Dr, Kane’s native State, 
the value of the services rendered by the expe- 
dition which he commanded, and the gallant 
conduct displayed in its management, and return 
to him, and the officers and crew under his com- 
mand, the thanks of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania. They also commend the results of the 
explorations as worthy of the attention and pat- 
ronage of the General Government. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the resolutions 
which have just been read be referred to the 
Committee on the Library, with instructions to 


medal, and a silver medai to each of the commissioned || inquire into the expediency of purchasing, for the 


1856. 
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use of the Senate, a certain number of copies of 
the Narrative of Dr. E. K. Kane’s Expedition, |! 
to be ‘published by Messrs. Childs & Peterson, 
of Philadelphia. 

With the consent of the Senate, Mr. President, || 
Iwill submit a few remarks in explanation of |! 
the motion which l have just made. Itis gen- | 
erally known, sir, that Dr. E. K. Kane, of Phil- 
adelphia, acting under the instructions of the 
Navy Department, and supplied mainly through 
the generous patronage of Mr. Grinnell, of New 
York, left the United States, in May, 1853, as the 
commander of an expedition bound to the Arctic 
region, with the humane purpose of discovering, || 
if possible, the fate of Sir John Franklin; and that 
he returned safely in September last, | 

Though unsuccessful, so far as relates to the |! 
fate of the English navigator, the expedition was |! 
eminently fortunate in other things. [ts opera- i 

i 
| 


tions have developed new features m the physical 
geography of the globe; and will contribute | 
toward the illustration of the principles of that | 
geography. They will extend the limits of 
human knowledge, and lend additional interest 
to the pages of American history; as they have | 
gcrtainly already greatly widened the fame of | 
the brave and skilful man under whose auspices 
they were produced, and excited the gratitude of | 
the nation towards those generous men, Messrs. 
Grinnell, of New York, and Peabody, of London, 
who contributed so much to sustain the enter- 
prise. 

In a brief account of the expedition addressed 
‘to the Secretary of the Navy, the Doctor has 
summed up the principal features of his explora- 
tions as follows: 

i. The survey and delineation ofthe north coast of Green- 
land to its termination by a great glacier. 

2. The survey ofthis glacial mass, and its extension north- | 
ward into the new land named Washington. 

3. The discovery of a large channel to the northwest free |] 
from ice, and leading into an open and expanding area 
egually free. The whole embraces an iceless area of four 
thousand two hundred miles. 

4. The discovery and delineation of a large tract of land 
forming the extension northward of the American continent. 

5. The completed survey of the American coast to tne 
south and west as far as Cape Sabine, thus connecting our | 
survey with the last determined position of Captain Ingle- 
field, and completing the circuit of the straits and bay here- 
totore known at their southernmost opening as Smith’s 
sound. 

These vast developments, it will be perceived, 
Mr. President, are of great value, as furnishing 
additional knowledge of the formation of the I 
globe, and as tending to a confirmation of recog- 
nized theories in geography. They will most 
certainly become a subject of peculiar interest in 


the circles of the learned and scientific in all parts ||. 


of the world, if not of practical value to the navi- 
gating nations. 

As an evidence of the general interest the sub- 
ject will evidently excite, it may be remarked, : 
that, although but a few months have elapsed | 
since the return of Dr. Kane, and but a brief 
synopsis of the doings of the expedition has been | 
given to the public, the liveliest interest has al- | 
ready been excited in this country and in most of 
Europeas toits great achievements. Indeed, sir, it 
isan attractivetopic. The feats of the mostdaring | 
on the field of battle are not better calculated to 
touch the chords of the American heart, and to | 
command general admiration, than the startling 
discoveries and thrilling adventures incident to 
the carecr of a daring navigator and explorer. 
This feeling is peculiarly strong with an enterpris- | 
ing and progressive people. When in my own i| 
State, a few days since, 1 met the most significant į 

roofs of popular interest in Kane’s exploits. | 
Many were anxious to know when they were to || 
nave the pleasure of reading a complete narrative; || 
nor is this desire confined to the learned and sci- |} 
entific; I found it equally strong with the farmer, 
mechanic, and laborer. Many testimonials of 
appreciation have already reached the doctor at 
nis quiet home at Philadelphia. The Royal Geo- | 
graphical Society of England, the highest au- 
thority on a question of discovery, have already 
adopted the doctor’s chart as a new and relialer| 
feature in geography; and have named the area | 
of open water discovered by him, ‘* Kane’s open ij 
Polar sea;’’ and have, by resolution, assigned to | 
him a front rank among Arctic explorers. They 
have also in store for him, as I learn, a personal 
compliment in the shape of a gold medal. The || 
French Government, also, ever magnanimous }} 


generous in its patronage of the arts and sciences, 
has congratulated the doctor on his triumph. 
The venerable Humboldt, a prince in the science 
of geography, has expressed ‘his delight with the 


t i . 
success of the young American: 


The Legislature of Pennsylvania, Kane’s native 
State, by the resolutions which [have just pre- 
sented, have expressed their gratification with the 
results of the expedition, their high estimate of 
their fellow-citizen who directed its movements, 
and have thanked him for the honor his career 
has conferred upon his native State, and com- 


| mended his services to the favorable notice of 


Congress. The Legislature of New York, by 
unanimous consent, have evinced their estimate 
of the expedition by presenting its leader with a 
gold medal. 
also been passed by the Legislatures of Marylan 
and New Jerscy. The New York Geographical 
Society, and numerous other learned and scientific 
associations in different parts of the world, have 
already manifested special interest in the achieve- 
ments of the Doctor. But the testimonial which 
has made the deepest impression upon his feel- 
ings, as I learned, is that which has come from 
Lady Franklin, in the shape of words of true 
eloquence, thanking him for his heroie efforts in 
behalf of her lost husband. 

A complete history of the discoveries, adven- 
tures, and thrilling incidents of the expedition— 
the story of what was done and suffered by its 
individual members—will compose a work of the 
livelicst interest. The doctor’s report to the 
Secretary of the Navy is but a condensed sum- 
mary of the results of the tour, and is quite in- 
sufficient to gratify the public curiosity, or do 
justice to the brave men who have suffered and 
sacrificed so much. The Doctor, however, Mr. 
President, I am glad to know, has prepared a full 
narrative of the events of the expedition—properly 
climinating each feature, and has placed it in 
the hands of Messrs. Childs & Peterson, of Phil- 
adelphia, for publication. It will compose a work 
of two volumes octavo, of about nine hundred 

ages; is be to printed on the finest paper, and 

ound in the most substantial manner, and be cm- 
bellished with three hundred wood-cuts, twenty- 
two stecl engravings, and contain three maps of 
the Arctic region. It is intended that this work 
shail excel, not only in thrilling interest, but in 
mechanical style—that it shall, at the same time, 
reflect the daring genius and artistic skill of our 
countrymen. It will be given to Congress at the 
rate of five dollars per copy. A subscription to 
this work, Mr. President, is perhaps the only 
mode that Congress can adopt to obtain and dis- 
seminate the information gained by the expedi- 
tion. ‘This much—this modest compliment— 
should, Mr. President, in my poor opinion, be 
granted, and that promptly, as a manifestation 
of national esteem for this remarkable man. 

The leader of this expedition is aconstitucnt of 
mine, and right proud am Ito acknowledge the 
relation; and perhaps this circumstance will 
plead my apology fer the solicitude 1 may man- 
ifest on the subject. If any have supposed that 
chance or accident has conferred upon Dr. Kane 
his present greatness, I beg to say they are mis- 
taken. He was not -born to greatness, nor was 
it thrust upon him; he has achieved it. It is the 
work of his own genius—of his daring spirit 
and safe judgment. He is beyond all question, 
Mr. President, one of the most remarkable young 
men of the present day. I say young, sir, for he 


i has not attained the age of thirty-five; though 


measuring his days by the ideas his brain has 
produced, and by what he has scen and suffered, 
he might well be rated threescore and ten. Dis- 


tinguished alike for energy, industry, chivalry, | 
virtue, and true benevolence, his great character- | 


istics are beautifully refiectcd in his brief carcer. 


Dr. Kane was first distinguished as surgeon | 
to the American Embassy to China. During his | 


absence on this expedition, he visited the Phil- 


| ippine Islands, made a tour of Greece, and trav- 
ersed Egypt as far as the Upper Nile, visiting all | 


the points of peculiar interest. He was afterwards 
stationed on the coast of Africa, and manifested 
wonderful skill and perseverance in his explora- 
tions in that uncongenial climate. At a subse- 
quent date, as the bearer of dispatches from 
President Polk to General Scott, in Mexico, he 
performed deeds of desperate daring, demanded 


Complimentary resolutions have | 


in its recognition of genius and courage, and |! by his hazardous position, which would have | 


been worthy of a Putnam. or.a Wayne. ‘Though 
under thirty-five years of age,” says Dr. Elder,’ 
“he has more than circumnavigated the globe; 
he has visited and traversed: India, Africa, Ewrope,. 
South America, ‘the islands of ‘the Pacific, and’ 
has penetrated the Arctic region to the highest* 
latitude attained by civilized man,” encountering: 
in turn the extremest. perils of sea and land, a 5 
performing the severest duties of the'soldiór arid. 
seaman. In 1850 he. distinguished himself.‘as’ 
surgeon, historian, and naturalist; to the first ex- 
pedition sent out for the reliefofSir John Franklin, 
It was the qualities displayed on this oécasion 
that pointed him out as a fit man for the.com- 
mand of the second, and more fortunate, expedi- 
tion. f 


` He had been preceded in the Arctic regions by 


Sebastian Cabot, about the year 1496, and at later 


dates by Parry, Richardson, McClure, and others: 
but the most daringand skillful of these navigators 
stopped far short of the attainments of Dr; Kane. 
Catching up the spirit of heroic enterprise in the 
latitude where“the most intrepid of his prede- 
cessors had laid it down, he extended his obseér- 
vations to the latitude of 820 22', being four 
degrees above the highest point where the light of 
heaven had previously shone upon the face of 
civilized man. He made a survey of the coast 
of Greenland, and distinguished ‘the space be- 
tween latitude 800 and 81°, as Washington Land; 
the open space of water in the same latitude he 
has marked ‘* Kennedy Channel;” and ‘the area, 
of water next above, ‘* Constitution Bay.” ‘He 
discovered a large northwest channel, free from 
icc, and leading into an open polar sea, which 
spreads out over an area of four thousand two 
hundred miles, and extending southward to lati- 
tude 820 22’. This latter point, the highest 
attained, the doctor has marked Mount Parry, in 
honer of the distinguished navigator of that name. 
Estimate these explorations as we may, Mr. 
President, in point of practical usefulness, there . 
is something flattering in the fact, that what Se- 
bastian Cabot had attempted three hundred and 
fifty years ago, our countryman, Dr, Kane, has 
achieved. We did discover a northwest passage 
and a Polar sea. Nor was this accomplished b 
accident or good fortune. It was reached through 
trials and sufferings and eminent hazard of life, 
and the exercise of the highest degree of philos- 
ophy and moralcourage. Imagine, if you please, 
sir, a small band of hardy adventurers, only èigh- 
teen in number, clothed in skins and furs, tented 
in that icy region for two dreary years, shut out 
from the comforts of tivilization, and for six 
months, at one time, from the light of heaven, sur- 
rounded by impenctrable darknoss. Think of 
the condition of their ice-bound vessels in latitude 
780, constituting their only home and shelter, from 
which they sallied forth to survey the coasts—to_ 
take sketches of the surrounding scenery; day 
after day, aud month after month, they continued 
to go forth and return to this silent home. For 
hundreds and hundreds of miles they traversed 
that desert region of snow and ice, where the foot- 
prints of civilized man had never before beenleft. 
Then, again, when they had triumphed mainly in 
their enterprise, and the want of sustenance and 
health demanded a retreat, contemplate their de- 
parture from their ice-bound ship, and witness 
them with dogs and sledges; for the space of 
eighty-two days, struggling over a cheerless and 
rugged country, suffering constantly from ‘the in- 
tense severity of the climate. 

About this time it was, sir, that within the’ 
Halls of Congress was heard the voice of benev~ 
olence, pleading in eloquent tones for relief for 
those gallant men—relief for Dr. Kanc, who, it 
was feared, would perish in his daring efforts to 
relieve John Franklin. To that voice the response 
was prompt. Men who have done and suifered 
so much deserve the gratitude of their country. 

But, Mr. President, I am for a proper notice | 
of the expedition in view of the salutary influ- 
ence the act would evidently exercise. Itis such’ 
public recognition of great qualities that begets 


| a proper spirit of emulation amongst the gifted 
| and the good—that develops the genius and the 


patriotism of our people. And have.we nol, on 
this idea, times without number, sir, compli- 
mented those who have distinguished themselves 
in battle, or even in the councils of the nation? 
Have we not extended to such the bounty of the 
coulitry, and given perpetuity.to their fame by 


` lence and science, to the imminent hazard of life, 
: Be less’ cherished?’ So much Dr. Kane has done 


admiration and. bounty.. The brave. man who 


“do not evince a higher degree of true courage. 
‘Whosoever compares the present map of the 


: ancients, will be prepared to appreciate the value 


` and geography; all teriding to the ends of civili- 
tok. 


` aba class, They arc entitled to the gratitude and | 


‘to take. The Government of Great Britain has 
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and endured. D i a 

ome of the ancients, we read, honored. civil--! 
“as well as soldiers; and surely in no age, 
ancient or modern, should the daring. navigator | 
and discoverer command less of his country’s |! 


lants the flag of his country in the enemy’s camp 
18 worthy of distinction, but not more so than he |} 
who extends the limits of civilization and human | 
knowledge, at the risk of life and the loss of |; 
héalthand comfort. The most desperate in battle | 


, with physical geagraphy as known to the | 
of dis¢overies, and the merits of those who have i| 
iddéd so much to our knowledge of the forma- 
on of the globe on which we live—a knowledge 
illustrative of all ‘our -accepted theories of the 
wonderful structure of the universe—ofastronomy 


zation and: Christianity. Whoever attempts to | 
ather ùp. and contemplate the boundless and bri- 
iant achievements of navigators, from the days 
of Scylax, the Greek, five hundred and twenty-two | 
years before the Christian era, down to Tudda, ; 
the Jew, may find it difficult to determine exactly | 
what navigators and explorers did accomplish in 
that age of the world. But beginning with Paul, 
the Italian, in 1296, and tracing the achievements 
of Mandeville, of Cadamosta, of Columbus, of 
Vespucci, of Magellan, of Cabot, of Cavendish, | 
of Sir Francis Drake, of Walter Raleigh, of Cap- j 
tain ‘Cooke, and others, in past centuries, and | 
those of Humboldt, of Franklin, of Ross, of Rich- | 
ardson, of Parry, of McClure, of Kane, and 
others of the nincteenth century, will be justly 
impressed with the invaluable services this class 
of scientific and devoted men have rendered to 
their fellow-men; how much they have contrib- 
uted to the ends of civilization—to the purposes | 
of human knowledge, and of their genuine merits | 


adniiration of the whole human race, and will be | 
to the end of time. | 
If it be objected that this is the purchase of a 
book, my answer is, that Congress has frequently || 
purchased similar books, and that had Dr. Kane 
submitted a detailed report, it would have been 
printed without objection, and cost the Govern- 
ment double or treble the aggregate amount of 
all the books the doctor’s friends desire Congress 


expended millions to accomplish what Kane has 
achieved, and would give millions tomorrow, | 
doubt not, to have his discoveries accredited toa 
subject of that Government. * And shall we hes- 
itate, sir, to take a few thousand books asa token | 
of national respect for the expedition and its | 
leader? Other explorers have been the recipi- | 
ents. of direct reward, and other reports have been | 
published at the cost of vast sums. But the | 
doctor’s friends are not willing to place him in a | 
osition so repugnant to his own feelings. Per- | 
haps Congress has gone too far in this way; but, | 
sir, this case of Dr. Kane may safely be madean | 
eXception to any general rule. It is in this spirit | 
that 1 shall go for the purchase. Parallel cases | 
will seldom occur. Many a session will come 
and go, Mr. President, before another American 
citizen, in the capacity of an explorer, will; 
achieve so much or attract so large a share of the | 
world’s admiration and gratitude. | 
t 

| 


ji 
| 
i 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, with no view, 
or desire, or intention of prolonging the debate on | 
the subject of the resolution which the honorable | 
Senator from Pennsylvania has submitted, I will ! 
ask him to accept this resolution in lieu of his} 
own; and then I shall ask the Senate to let the | 
subject he over until another day: i 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- | 
structed to purchase, for tue use of the Senate, ten thou- | 
sand copies of Dr. Kane’s Narrative of his late expedition | 
to'the Arctic regions, from Messrs. Childs & Peterson: i 
Provided, The price shail not exceed five dollars per copy. 

Mr. BIGLER. I accept that amendment. i 
i Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the sub- | 
ject until to-morrow. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to suggest to my 7 


honorable colleague, who has accepted the modi- |! 


t sumas they may think right or proper. 


| in the eloquent remarks which my honorable 


fication proposed by the Senator from New York, 
an amendment to the resolution to enlarge the 
scope of the inquiry. I desire to have it read for 
the information of the Senate; and I have no 
doubt it will commend itself to the favorable con- 
sideration of my colleague, and that he will ac- 
cept it. ` Í 

‘The Secretary read the proposed amendment, 
as follows: . 

Provided, That if the said committee should be of opin- 
ion, upon thorough examination, that the said Dr. Kane 
has greatly aided the cause of science, and imparted in- 
formation useful to his Government and country, and should 
deem it inexpedient to.agree to purchase a book not ofti- 
cially made, and not yet published ; that then, and in that 
ease, thé said committee report a bill authorizing the pay- 
ment of $10,000 or 420,000 to the said Dr. Kane, or such 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I concur 


colleague has made respecting the merits of Dr. 
Kane. Thad occasion. to do the same thing, al- 
though not insuch cloquent terms, when I brought 
forward, a year or two ago, the bill providing 
for the rescue of his expedition. But, sir, the 
official report of Dr. Kane is not yet made. The 
book proposed to be published contains his per- 
sonal narrative and his speculations, I presume, | 
respecting the formation of the Arctic regions. It j 
may turn out, however, that the committee may 
find, on inquiry, that it is inexpedient to purchase | 
$50,000 worth of the book for the Senate, and 
$50,000 worth for the House, and that it would 
he preferable to pay Dr. Kane at once from the 
Treasury, as we paid Commodore Perry for his 
services in Japan, $10,000, or $20,000, or $25,000. 
I will go for the largest sum. That would be a 
saving of $80,000. JI am rather inclined to think 
that this would be the best way of complimenting 
Dr. Kane. It would leave the book publishers to 
proceed on their own account. I mean no disre- 
spect to the book publishers of Philadelphia, for 
l beheve they are the best in the United States; 
but £ do entertain some doubt as to the propriety 
of going into partnership with individuals in pub- 
lishing any book, however meritorious, which has | 
not yet been examined by an officer of the Gov- | 
ernment. ‘Cho report which the Secretary of the | 
Navy so well commends to the consideration of 
Congress has not yet been made. I therefore 
suggest to my honorable colleague the propriety 
of enlarging the scope of the inquiry in the way 
1 have suggested. 

Mr. BIGLER. Itis but justice to Dr. Kane, 
that J should say that, so far as I understand his 
feelings, he is unwilling to come before Congress | 
in the position of one asking for pecuniary reward. 
He is exceedingly sensitive on that point; and is, 
as you are aware, sir, anxious that no movement 
on the part of his friends should bear that con- 
struction. But, that Dr. Kane, like any other 
eminent scientific man whose labors have attracted 
attention throughout the whole country, should 
be solicitous to receive some recognition at the 
hands of Congress, is very proper. I am not 
willing to accept the suggestion of my colleague; 
l preter that the proposition shall rest where I 
presented it. My proposition is not with a view 
of rewarding Dr. Kane directly; although it is | 
true that it is to his interest that the publishers 
should succeed with the work; but he would have 
no act of Congress looking to his pecuniary re- 
ward; yet a recognition of a service on the part 
of an American citizen which has commanded 
the respect and attention of the Royai Geograph- | 
ical Society of England, with no particular preju- 
dices in favor of our people, must be desirable to 
Dr. Kane, as it is to his friends. AsI have said, 
I believe the influence of such a recognition would 
be most salutary. It is that kind of stimulent 
which leads to the exercise of the best talent of 
the country in any and every capacity. Itis that 
kind of recognition of the daring men who have 
distinguished themselves on the field of battle, 
which has added so much.to the glory of our | 
country and to the interest of our history. It is 
with this view that the friends of Dr. Kane desire 
that Congress may take a few copies of this book. 
It will be, I venture to say, one of the most inter- 
esting of the kind that has ever been presented to 
the country, and one which some of my constitu- 
ents, who know most about it, are exceedingly | 
anxious to obtain. f 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I am sorry 
to differ with my honorable colleague, because we | 


are both aiming at the same thing. We both dé- 
sire to obtain a recognition on the part of Congress" 
ofthe valuable services of a fellow-citizen of ours. _ 
I propose to do it in the same way in which we 
recognized the services of Lafayette} the same way. 
in which we recognized the services cf Commo- 
dore Perry, who opened Japan to our commerce; 
the same way in which we have recognized the’ 
services of other éminent men. My honorable 
colleague proposes that the services of Dr. Kane’ 
shall be recognized by going into a partnership: 
with a book-publishing firm in Philadelphia in 
publishing the narrative of his Expedition. He’ 
proposes to aid Dr. Kane in that way. Iam in- 
clined to the opinion (though I advance it with: 
great deference) that it would be more compli- 
raentary to Dr. Kane to pay him a sum of money 
at once from the Treasury. I know such a rec- 
ognition would not be at his solicitation; but Com- 
modore Perry did not solicit the honor of a like 
character which he received. I know Dr. Kane 
does not solicit the mode of recognition which I 

ropose; but, if he is to be complimented, I wish 
it to be done in the usual way. 

But, sir, I perceive that the morning hour is 
fast being consumed, and several gentlemen about 
me are impatient to make reports. I know it is 
their right to have the floor at this time, or I 
should proceed further. i 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] to postpone the consideration of the 
resolutions and the amendments proposed until 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. ; 

Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous notice, 

asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill making 

a grant of land to the State of Mississippi, to aid 

in the construction of the Ship Island railroad in 

that State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill from the House of Representatives: 
(H. R. No. 156) to define the jurisdiction of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for 
the district of cast Tennessee, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred House bill (No. 68) 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations: for 
the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1856, reported it back with sundry amend- 
ments. 

DISTRICT COURT AT WYTHEVILLE. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave, on the part of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to report a bill 
(S. No. 156) changing the time of holding the dis- 
trict court of the United States at Wytheville, in 
the western district of Virginia. It is important 
that the bill should be passed now, so that pro- 
cesses may issue in time to be returnable to the 
term provided for in the bill; and therefore I hope 
that it may be put on its passage at once. 

The bill was read a first and sccond time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that the district 
court of the United States required by law to be 
holden at Wytheville, in the western district of 
Virginia, shall hereafter commence its session on 
the first Monday of June and November in each 
year, instead of the time now fixed by law; and 
that all actions, suits, recognizances, processes, 
writs, and proceedings now pending, or which 
may be pending in that court, returnable thereto, 
shall be proceeded with as if the time of holding 
the sessions were not altered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amfndment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT ON KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the Com- 
mittee on Territories, to whom was referred so 
much of the annual message of the President of 
the United States as relates to territorial affairs, 
together with the special message of the 24th of 
January, 1856, in regard to Kansas Territory, 
and the message of the 18th of February, in com- 
pliance with aresolution of the Senate, of the 4th 


1856. 


639 


of February, 1856, requesting transcripts. of. cer- 
tain papers relative to affairs in the Territory of 
Kansas, having given the same that serious and 
mature consideration which the importance of the 
subject demands, beg leave to submit the report 
which I hold in my hand. 

Iam also directed by the committee to state 
that the bill, the outline of which is given in the 
closing passage of the report, will be submitted 
on Monday next. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that, in regard to mat- 
ters of this kind, (and such was the opinion of 
old Senators—Mr. Calhoun particularly,) it is the 
duty of the chairman of the committee to read 
the report. 

Mr. CASS. Let us have it read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; I prefer that course. 

Mr. COLLAMER. A portion of the commit- 
tee who have had this subject under considera- 
tion, not being able to agree with the majority in 
the report submitted by the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr. Doue.as,] present a minority report. 

The PRESIDENT. Wil the Senator read it 
himself, or have it read by the Secretary? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to read it myself 
when the proper time shall arrive, as it is in my 
own handwriting. 

Mr. WELLER. Several standing committees 
desire to make reports, and I hope they will be 
allowed an opportunity to do so before the read- 
ing of this voluminous document. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The request for the read- 
ing of the report has been made on all sides, and 
I trust an opportunity will now be allowed me to 
read it. l should be glad to yield to my friend 
from California, but at least half a dozen Senators 
made a similar application before he did; and, if 
it were complied with, the whole day would be 
consumed. If the report is to be read, I prefer 
to do so at once, so as to have it disposed of 
immediately. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iwish to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Hlinois and to the Senate. 
There isa matter in connection with this subject 
which, for the sake of economy, ought to be at- 
tended to at once, if possible. A motion was made 
some time since for printing extra numbers of the 
President’s special message of February 18th, 
relative to affairs in Kansas Territory. The usual 
number of the document was ordered to be printed 
at once, and I am informed by the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing that the type is still stand- 
ing from which extra numbers might be printed, 
although the time has expired within which we 
can require the printer to keep the type standing, 
according to the law. The printer is imperatively 
called on for the use of the type for other public 
printing. When the time has expired within 
which he is required to keep the type standing to 


await special orders for extra printing, a charge |! | 
i uraily staked on untenable ground. You cannot 
Any such allegation will | 


can be made for recomposition, I understand 
that the public printer has the type still standing, 
although the required time has actually expired, 
so that if an order were made at once, there will 
be no. charge for recomposition. As the only 
object of delaying the order for printing extra 
numbers of the documents regarding Kansas 
affairs has been to continue debate on the general 
subject, I suppose that debate can be continued 
on the report which is now presented. For this 
reason, 1 suggest the propriety of disposing now 
of the motion to print extra numbers, which is 
still pending. By this course, we shall save an 
expense which will be incurred if we delay the 
order, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state to my friend 
from Arkansas, that however desirable may be 
the object which he suggests, it will be impossi- 


ble to accomplish it, because there are several |} 


gentlemen who wish to speak on the abies and 
they have already been postponed for other busi- 
ness. Itis not, I think, considered very import- 
ant to print extra numbers of the document re- 


ferred to, unless it shall include thelarge book of || 


territorial statutes which was sent to us, but which, 
I believe, was excepted from the motion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If there is to be debate on 
the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
I ask him to waive it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I would suggest to my 
friend from Arkansas that he had better with- 
draw it for the present. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw it at any rate 
until the reading of the report, merely suggesting 
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that the difficulty raised by my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Fessrnpen] can easily be obvi- 
ated by an agreement (which is very common 
here) that the gentleman entitled to the floor on 
that motion shall be entitled to it on this ques- 
ton. 


Mr. DOUGLAS proceeded to read the report 


of the Committce on Territories, which occupied || 
| two hours. ; 


Mr. COLLAMER read the minority report, 
signed by himself. Its reading occupied an hour. 

Mr. SUMNER. What is the question before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. There is no question be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that the majority 
and minority reports be printed for the use of the 
Senate. That will present a question. 

The PRESIDENT. 
the motion of the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. SUMNER. Jn those two reports the 
whole subject is presented characteristically on 
both sides. In the report of the-majority the true 
issuc is smothered; in that of the minority, the true 
issue stands forth as a pillar of fire to guide the 


country. The first report proceeds from four Sen- | 


ators; but against it I put, fearlessly, the report 
signed by a single Senator, [Mr. CoLLamer,] to 
whom I offer my thanks for this service. Let the 
two go abroad together. Error is harmless while 
reason is left free to combat it. 

Thave no desire to precipitate the debate on 


this important question, under which the coun- ! 


try already shakes from side to side, and which 
threatens to scatter from its folds civil war. Nor, 


indeed, am I disposed to enter upon it until I have | 


had the opportunity of sceing, in print, the elab- 
orate documents which have been read to us to- 
day. ButI cannot allow the subject to pass away, 


even for this hour, without repelling, at once, | 


distinctly and unequivocally, the assault which 
has been made upon the Emigrant Aid Company 
of Massachusetts. That company has done noth- 
ing for which it can be condemned under the laws 


‘ and Constitution of the land. These it has not 


offended in letter or spirit; not in the slightest 
letter, or in theremotest spirit. It is trac, it has 


sent men to Kansas; and had it not aright to send ; 


them? Itistrue, I trust, that itsagents love frec- 


dom and hate slavery. And have they notaright ! 


to do so? Their offense has this extent, and 
nothing more. Sir, to the whole arraignment of 


that company, in the report of the Committee on | 
Territories, 1 now for them plead * Not guilty!” | 
and confidently appeal to the country for that 


honorable acquittal which is due to their patriot 
services. 

The outrages in Kansas are vindicated, orexten- 
uated, by the alleged misconduct of the Emigrant 
Aid Company. Very well, sir; a bad cause is nat- 


show the misconduct. 
fail. 
dice. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, l donotintend 


And you now begin your game with loaded 


report which he does not know to be true, and 
which I will not prove to be true by official doc- 
uments signed by the officers of the aid society 
itself? By his emphatic denial is the country to 
understand that he intends to disprove the facts? 
He knows the time will never come when he will 


The question will be on | 


stated in our report with véoard to ‘the emigrant 
l| aid society? hether their: Action ‘is laudable 
| or treasonable’ is another quéstion; but that the 
|| charter is truthfully set forth, that its objects: and 
| aims arè copied from its own official procéedings, 
and that every statement of a fact is-truly madé, 
| cannot be controverted, “This he knows as ‘well 
as Edo. ane 


I do not intend to allow dénials of 4 
į truth of facts to be interposed to screén men f 
| the consequences of their action, when that action 
iis avowed and susceptible of proof; hénce the 
i Senator’s denial cannot be interposed. Tetisa 
| denial of facts which he knows to be true: it is a 
i denial of facts which shall not bè controverted. 
| Tf, instead of denying, he proposed to. justify 
| them, 1 would willingly hear him; but he cannot 
be permitted to deny them. Our statements’are 
based on the records of the legislative proceedings 
of the Senator’s own State, and on documents 
attested by the signatures of the officers of the em- 
igrant aid society. The facts shall not be dénisd. 
When he comes to offer his sjiologies, or his ex- 
cuses, or his justification for them, I shall be glad 
to hear anything which he may bring forward in 
vindication of the enormity of their conduct; but 
let him not make broad denials unsistained by 
proof. 

$ The Senator says that we begin our game with 
“loaded dice.”’ 4 understand that to be a gam- 
i bler’s phrase. He may be able to explain it; cer- 
tainly it will require explanation before the ma- 

| jority of the Senate will be able to understand it. 
If he means that he is prepared to go to the čom- 
try to justify treason and rebellion, let him ‘go; 
and I trust he will meet the fate-which the law 
assigns to such conduct. If he means that the 
hopes of his party are to produce a collision in 
Kansas, {n which blood may be shed, that he may 

| traffic in the blood of his own fellow-citizens for 
political purposes, he will soon discover how much 
he will make by that course. We understand 
that this is a movement for the purpose of pro- 
ducing a collision, with the hope that civil war 
may be the result if blood shall be shed in Kan- 
sas, Sir, we are ready to meet that issue. We 
stand upon the Constitution and the laws of tho 
land. Our position is, the maintenance of the su- 
premacy of the laws, and the putting down of 

| Violence, fraud, treason, and rebellion against the . 
Government. 

The Senator stakes himself on the minority 
‘report. I say that report justifies foreign inter» 
ference in Kansas; while the majority report 
denies the right of foreign interference. Taking 
that minority report I can justify under its prin- 
ciples every act that has been done in regard to 
| Kansas, either by persons from Massachusetts 
or from Missourl. The majority report denies 
' the right of any man to violate the law, and to 
,| pervert the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska 
ji aci, nether comes from the North or the South. 
The minority report advocates foreign inter- 


| ference; we advocate self-government and non-in- 
| terference. We are ready to meet the issue; and 
| there will be no dodging. We intend to meet it 
| boldly; to require submission to the laws and to 
i the constituted authorities; to reduce to subjection 
those who resist them, and to punish rebellion 
and treason. I am glad that a defiant spirit is 
exhibited here; we accept the issue. 

| Iwill say no more now, At an carly day £ 
l| shall take occasion to express my opinions on 
|| the whole question, if my health and strength 
j| and voice will permit; and I shall hold myself 


responsible to vindicate every position assumed 
in the majority report. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I think it is 
perfectly palpable that we cannot go into è dis- 
cussion of the points involved in these two re+ 
| ports intelligently at this time. I hope discus- 
| sion will be postponed until the two reports shall 
‘ have been printed, and until Senators shall have 
had an opportunity of reading and studying them, 
in order that they may be properly discussed. 
Certainly no one, on hearing papers read, the 
reading of which consumes three or four hours, 
can undertake to discuss in a proper manner the 
points involved. ‘This isa matter of too much 
importance to the whole country to be considered 
thus suddenly and without preparation. If we 
aitempt it we shall find ourselves engaged in the 
! discussion of topics that are not involved in the 
i issues before us. I hope, therefore, that the dis- 
cussion will be postponed for at least one week; 
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and that at the end of.that time, when the reports 
shall have been printed, and. when all of us shall 
have -had an opportunity to read them, to under- | 
stand what they contain, and to see the points 
involved, we may havea fair- opportunity of 
entering: upon the discussion of them. At the 
proper time I shall” have some. remarks to sub- į 
mit, which may. not be interesting to the Senate, 
‘or to.a large portion.of the country, but which I 
think will meet this subject.as 1 wish to see itmet 
in that-part.of the Union from which I come. I 
am not prepared to. submit them now, nor would | 
I venture to do so without having seen what is 
embraced :in these two reports. Emish to: have | 
time to consider them calmly, and to conte toa dis- 
passionate conclusion in regard to them. | 
. Now, Mr, President, I am free to say that I 
have a little speech about half delivered, which I 
should like to have an opportunity of finishing. 
As I know that. the Senate is. particularly good- 
natured, especially under extraordinary circum- 
stances, I give notice now, that to-morrow morn- 
ing, even. at the risk of violating some of the 
rules of modesty prevailing here, I shall ask. to 
do. one of two things, and I shall request a deci- 
sion.as to-which I shall do—either that I be al- 
lowed to deliver the residue of my speech, or to 
print it without delivering it. I am indifferent 
as.to. which horn of the dilemma the Senate may 
choose to take. I now move, and it was for that 
purpose that I rose, to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this subject until this day week. 
Mr. BUTLER. Let the papers be printed. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Let us take a vote on print- 
ing the reports. 
Mr. BROWN. I am perfectly willing to agree 
to that; I only ask that the discussion may be 
postponed for a week, so that we shall have an 
opportunity of reading the documents. when 
rinted, 
P Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I should 
have been quite content that this discussion should 
have been left equally balanced by the two re 

orts until the time when an oral discussion could 

e-undertaken by arrangement between the par- | 
ties dividing upon the conclusions of the two re- 
ports. I quite agree with the honorable Senator ‘: 
from Mississippi in advising that the reports shall || 
be printed, in the first place, in order that we may 
understand them before we discuss them. I ap- 
prove this course on another ground: whatever 
may be the temper with which the question in- 
volved in the reports is agitated elsewhere, it is 
a question the natureand magnitude of which de- 
mand the exercise of wisdom and discretion on 
the part of the Senate and of Congress. 

I would leave the subject here, if it was not 
that the honorable. chairman of the Committee on | 
Territories [Mr. Dovazas] has rendered it neces- 
sary, by the confidence with which he has as- 
sorted his convictions of the strength of his own 
position, to deelare what is the measure of my 
confidence on the other side; Lam perfectly pre- 
pared to stand by and advocate until the last, not 
the honorable Scnator’s version of the conclusions 
of the minority report, but the statements of fact 
contained in that report, and the self-interpreting 
conclusions at which it arrives. In order that we | 
may leave the question equally balanced so far as |} 
he and I arc. concerned, he Will excuse me for 
adding that I render to the honorable Senator from 
Vermont my thanks, and, so far as J may assume 
to speak for others, the thanks of the friends of 
freedom throughout the free States, and the 
friends. of freedom throughout the world, for the ! 
ability, the dignity, the moderation, and the wis- 
dom with which he has presented their cause. 

Sir, the honorable Senator, the chairman of the 
committce—he will excuse me for saying so—has | 
gone into an argument quite unnecessary and | 
quite inconclusive—an argument. which was re- 
sorted to the other day, in another branch of this 
discussion, by the honorable Senator from Con- | 
necticut, [Mr. Toucey.] They have told us that 
they intend to employ the whole power of this 
Government to maintain the Kansas and Nebraska 
act, and maintain and carry out the consequences | 
of it which are involved in the legislation of this || 
usurping Legislature of Missouri in Kansas. I | 
understand this to be the spirit of what they say. | 
Sir, I give those honorable gentlemen notice that | 
they have but about three hundred and fifty days | 
left in which they will have the power of wielding | 

t 


the military and naval arms of this nation. That Hi 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| likely to be forgotten. 


| time is rolling away rapidly. In the mean time 


there is a people behind them; and that people, 
in Congress. assembled here, must be consulted 
upon the. subject of the direction of the power of 
the Government. i A 

My own idea is, that there 1s no necessity for 
violence or civil war; and that, if prudence and 
moderation be exercised in Congress, this great 
question, like all others, will finally reach its set- 


| tlement without disturbing the peace of the coun- 


try, or endangering the safety of the Union; but, 
atthe same time, It is not conducive to such a 
settlement of it to add anything more to the ter- 
rors which impend over the- settlers in Kansas. I 
suppose, from what I hear in these reports, that 
the people of Kansas wiil be here as a free State, 
and will appear by Senators in Congress author- 
ized to present their constitution.: When they 


| come it wiil be a question to be settled here, and 


not elsewhere. Let me say, by way of caution, 
that he was a wise man who remarked that “it 
is the misfortune of mankind that just on those 
occasions on which the greatest calmness and 
reason are most necessary, those are just the 
occasions on which calmness and reason are most 
> For my own part, I 
propose to remain cool—to meet this question 
here, in this place, on its own merits; and, if I 
can, to secure the admission of the State of Kan- 
sas into this Union under the constitution which 
she has adopted, and which she is preparing to 
submit for our acceptance. 

Mr. BUTLER. J have no desire to make any 
remarks on this question at the present time; but, 


jas what has been said here to-day will go out to 
! the country, I wish to put a question to the Sen- 
j ator from New York in reference to what he has 


just said. 1 desire to know whether he will 
maintain that Kansas, or any other Territory, 
can come into this Union as a State with a less 
number of inhabitants than was the ratio of rep- 


| resentation in the original formation of this Con- 


federacy, which was thirty thousand, when, by 
compact, it was arranged that cach State should 
have one Representative, and that the ratio should 


‘be at least thirty thousand inhabitants to cach 


Lepresentative? Since that period it has been 
increased from time to time, and is now over 
ninety thousand. I think no State ever came into 
the Union with a less number than forty thousand 
inhabitants. I wish to know whether the gen- 
Ueman—tI ask him frankly, as a man representing 
the opinion of others—contends for any such 
position? 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senatoralways 
addresses me frankly, and I am happy to say he 
cannot address me with more kindly feelings than 
I entertain towards him. I shall maintain that 
it is in the power of Congress to admit Kansas 
with her population, whatever it is. 

Mr. BUT ER. Even if it only had one hun- 
dred inhabitants? 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not say that, because 
there are twenty-five thousand there already. I 
shall maintain the power of Congress. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make a suggestion 
which I hope the Senate will readily adopt. T 


conceive it important in all cases, but especially | 


important on this subject, that we discuss, so far 
as it is possible, measures of legislation and not 
mere abstract propositions. We learn from the 
report read to-day, that in a day or two the com- 
mittee will reporta bill, or two bills, upon this sub- 
ject; and I therefore wish to suggest tothe Senate 
not to postpone the subject for the purpose of 
discussion, but to wait until the bills shall be re- 
ported, and then discuss the whole question upon 
these bills. Then we shall have a practical ques- 
tion before us, on which we can agree or disagree. 
In view of this fact, I hope the motion to postpone, 
submitted by the Senator from Mississippi, will 
be withdrawn. We shall then have the subject, 
when the bills come in, legitimately and fairly 
before us, and gentlemen will have an opportunity 
to submit their views on a practical question. Í 
think the Senator from Illinois will agree with 
me. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
ator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not under- 
stand the Senator from Mississippi to submit any 
motion. 

Mr. STUART. Then I hope none such will 
be submitted. 


I agree fully with the Sen- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The PRESIDENT. The. question is on the 
motion to print the reports.. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


‘Mr. PUGH. Iam admonished, by the fate of 
the: motion which was made some time since, to 
print extra copies of the President’s message on 
Kansas affairs, that if we allow these reports to 
he on the table in their present condition, we shall’ 
not get extra copies of them until the end of the 
session. I hope Senators will adopt the sugges- 
tion of my friend from Michigan, to reserve de- 
bate on this subject until the presentation of the 
bill which will soon be brought in, and allow the 
reports to be printed at once for distribution 
among the people. With that view, I submit a 
motion, which, from the importance of the subject, 
and the interest which it has attracted elsewhere, 
T hope will be adopted now—that sixty-twothou- 
sand copies of the reports be printed for the use 
of the Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT. That motion, under the 
rules, must be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. f 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. STUART.. It will be recollected that, by 
the instruction of the Committee on Commerce, I 
gave notice a week ago, that I should ask the 
Senate to take up the bills for river and harbor 
improvements to-day. -The business of the day, 
has necessarily postponed them; and the Senator 
from Mississippi has expressed his desire to speak 
to-morrow. I wish, therefore, to say, that the 
| Committee on Commerce have instructed me to 
inform the Senate that we shall ask for the con- 
sideration of those bills on Monday next, and 
shall hope for the concurrence of the Senate on 
that occasion. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


i} Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Fi- 
; nance, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
i special agents of the State of Maryland, praying 
| for the correction of an erroneous construction 
of the act of Congress of May 13th, 1826, for the 
payment of interest due to that State, reported a 
vill to direct a reéxamination of the account be- 
| tween the United States and the State of Mary- 
| land; which was read a first time and ordered to 
| a second reading. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of James Harrington, praying for indemnity for 
sickness and loss of time in the United States 
service, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read a first time and ordered to a second reading. 
Fe submitted a report on the subject, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Dempsey Pittman, 
reported a bill for his relief; which was read a 
first time and ordered to a second reading. He 
submitted a report on the subject, whith was or- 
dered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John C. Mclerran, 
a lieutenant and assistant quartermaster in the 
United States Army, praying to be allowed a credit 
in the settlement of his accounts for a sum of 
money of which he was defrauded by an assist- 
ant commissary, submitted an adverse report, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred amemorial of citizens 
of California, praying that the titles of claimants 
to lands in that State may not be confirmed, but 
that those lands may be granted to those who 
| have settled and improved them, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Commitive on Private Land 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to approve the accounts of the marshal for 
the district of Missouri, for furniture provided for 
the use of the circuit court of the United States 
for said district, at the April term of said court, 
held at St. Louis in the year 1854, reported it 
back without amendment. i 

Mr. DODGE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a bill for the con- 
struction of a steam dredge on Lake. Michigan, 
i reported it back without amendment. 
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Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a bill to provide for 
the improvement of the Ohio river, reported it 
back with an amendment. 


EAST TENNESSEE JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


_ Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to pass a bill which has 
been sent to us from the House. It was intro- 
duced into the House yesterday, and was passed 
there at once, without objection, at the instance 
of a colleague of mine in that body. I happened 
to be inthe committee room of the Committee on 
Territories, listening to the reading of those able 
reports which have been presented to-day, when 
the Senate met this morning, and as I understand 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, I de- 
sire to have the vote referring it reconsidered, so 
that the bill may be passed at once. Its title is, 
‘An act to define the jurisdiction of the district 
and circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
trict ofcast Tennessee.” It is a matter of terri- 
torial boundary between two districts, in regard 
to which there is now some confusion. 

The vote by which the bill was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary was reconsidered, 


and the Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 


‘Whole, to consider the bill. It provides thatthe 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States for 
the eastern district of Tennessee shall include the 
counties of Anderson, Bledsoe, Blount, Bradley, 
Campbell, Carter, Claiborne, Cocke, Grainger, 
Greene, Hawkins, Hamilton, Hancock, Jefferson, 
Johnson, Knox, McMinn, Meigs, Marion, Mon- 
roe, Morgan, Polk, Rhea, Roanc, Sevier, Scott, 
Sullivan, Washington, Union, and Cumberland, 
and any new county which may hereafter be 
formed out of the territory of one or more of the 
counties named. 

Mr. STUART. Does this bill change any ex- 
isting districts ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. It is merely a set- 
Uementofa district that has not been sufficiently 
‘defined. Some new counties have been laid off, 
and some altcration made in the boundaries of 
those counties, since the district was originally 
defined. 

Mr.STUART. I merely inquired because, if it 
changes the districts, there should be some pro- 
vision about process. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No, sir; it merely 
defines the districts with greater certainty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


COLONEL B. S. ROBERTS. 


Mr. WELLER. 
to have printed an extra number of the report 
made by the Committee on Military Affairs, on 


the resolutions referred to that committee in {| 


regard to Colonel B. S. Roberts. The number 
which I propose is five thousand additional copies. 
Of course, the motion will go to the Committee 
on Printing. The report brings up the question 
as to who first raised the American flag in the 
city of Mexico. It is a matter of very gencral 
interest to officers of the Army, and contains the 
statements of many who were in command in the 
battles which were fought preceding the day on 
which the army entered the city of Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to inquire of the Chair 


whether the reference of a motion to print extra’ 


numbers to the Committee on Printing is by op 
eration of law, or in pursuance of our rules? If 
it is done in conformity with the réyuirements 
of law, we cannot dispense with it; butif it is 
done under a rule of this body, I was about to 
propose that it be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that it 
is done under the law regulating the public print- 
ing. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


4i 


I desire to make a motion | 


| 


: ana, and Ilinois to improve the navigation of the 


that, before I came into the Chamber, the bill was j; thereof, 


| asking that Congress make an appropriation for 
' duly repairing the buildings of the Federal Gov- 


i laws is greatly enhanced; which was referred to 
i the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


|, great injustice was done him. 


| morial and accompanying papers, and concur 
į fully with the memorialist in the views he takes 


| proper relief shall be afforded him. 


SATURDAY, MARCH 15, 1856. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonuspay, March 12, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Waxpo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON IMPROVEMENT OF 


THE OHIO. 

The Speaker has appointed Messrs. Duny, | 
Sranron, ALLEN, Rircnm, Cox, Tayior, and 
Carite the sclect committee to which was re- 
ferred Mr. Dunn’s bill enabling the States of 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, Indi- 


Prayer 


river Ohio, and granting lands to said States in aid 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 


RESOLUTION OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. VALK, by unanimous consent, presented 
ove ty BY 4 RE 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of New York, 


ernment upon the quarantine grounds at Staten 
Island, as, by reason of their dilapidated condi- 
tion, the expense of enforcing the quarantine 


printed. 
LIEUTENANT RHIND. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Spcaker, I wish to 
present the memorial of Licutenant A. C. Rhind, | 
ate of the United States Navy, setting forth the 
action of a court-martial in which great injustice 
was done him, and stating further that, before a 
hearing of the appeal he entered in the case was 
had by the proper authority, he was dropped from 
the service by the late naval board; in which also 


I have, Mr. Speaker, carefully read the me- 


of the gross wrongs he will sustain unless some 
I move, sir, 
that the memorial and accompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
hope, after a full and impartial investigation, they 
will report such remedy as a most meritorious, 
gallant, and chivalrous officer—such as I believe 
Licutcnant Rhind to be—is entitled to in the pre- 
mises. 
The motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL FOUNDERY IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BRANCH, offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to; 

Resolved, That the Committec on Military Affairs be, 
and are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a national foundery on Deep river, in the 
State of North Carolina. 


PETITION PRESENTED. 


Mr. QUITMAN presented the memorial of the 
officers at West Point, stating that the present 
commutation price allowed for Army rations is 
far below its actual cost, and praying an enact- 
ment of law, so that it shall more nearly corre- 
spond with it; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

JACOB DODSON. 


On motion by Mr. QUITMAN, Senate bill for 


the relief of Jacob Dodson was taken from the | 


Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
EXTENSION OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE offered the following res- | 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed | 


to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire inte the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for reciprocally franking public documents | 
through the post offices of this country and Canada, by j 
heads of Departments and members of Congress on the j 
part of this Government, and heads of Departments and j 
members of Parliament on the part of the Government of 
Canada. 


New Serres....No. 41. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WOODWORTH, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
making an appropriation for the construction of 
a harbor at the mouth of Calamut river, in the 
State of Hlinois; which wasread a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, 
it was ordered that leave be granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the petition 
and papers of Randall Pegg. 


CHANGE OF A REFERENCE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Priyete] moved last evening that 
the vote by which the President’s message, in ref- 
ence to Indian disturbances, was referred to the 
Committce on Indian Affairs, be reconsidered, I 
suggested that, as the Delegate from Oregon was 
then absent, the question had better be postponed. 
Hc is now present, and I propose to call the matter 
up for the decision of the House, 

Mr. LANE. Thave no objection to the recon- 
sideration and the reference of the President’s 
message to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
When the message was reported from the Clerk’s 
desk, I thought that it had reference to Indian 
affairs, and that its proper reference was to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. On examination 
of it, I find thatit had better goto the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion to reconsider prevailed, and the 
message was then referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in reply to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of the 4th of March ultimo, in reference 
to the adequacy of the Chicago custom-house and 
post office, &e.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous consent, in pur- 
suance of previous notice, introduced bills of the 
following titles; which were severally read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill to place and keep St. Mary’s river, in 
the State of Michigan, in a navigable condition 
for vessels of war and commerce, and to facilitate 
the transmission of supplies to the Northwest; 

A bill to keep St. Clair river, in the State of 
Michigan, in a navigable condition for vessels of 
war and commerce, and to facilitate the trang- 
mission of supplies to the Northwest; and 

A bill to authorize and continue the construc- 
tion of a harbor at Buffalo, New York. 

Mr. WHITNEY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to establish a uniform rule of 
naturalization, and to repeal all acts heretofore 
passed and now in force on that subject; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THORINGTON presented certified record 
testimony in the Nebraska contested-election 
casc; which was referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 


JUDICIAL EXPENSES—-DISTRICT OF COLUM= 


BIA. 
Mr. GALLOWAY offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re- 
quested to inguire into the judicial expenses of the District 
of Columbia, and to suggest such amendments to the laws 
regulating the same as may be deemed proper. 


RESOLUTION OF MARYLAND. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, presented a joint 
resolution of the Assembly of Maryland, in refer- 
ence to certain moneys claimed to be due her 
in connection with the war of 1812; which was 
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réferied to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed.: i i ae 

Mr. MEACHAM, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced:a bill: to. incorporate the Mutual Gas- 
Light Company of Washington and Georgetown; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. f 

` OVERLAND MAIL TO CALIFORNIA. 


“Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads: A bill to pro- 
vide for an overland mail from some point on the 
Mississippi river to San Francisco. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, and in| 
ursuance of previous notice, introduced the fol- 
owing bills; which were severally read a first and 

second time, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Saginaw river, in the State of Mich- 
isan; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; 

‘A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Marquette, on Lake Supe- 
vior, in the State of Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; 

A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of the Ontonagon 
river, in the State of Michigan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; and 

A bill making an appropriation of public land 
in aid of the construction of the Cincinnati and 
Mackinaw railroad; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. SUMMONS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the table Senate 
bill No. 80, and have it referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

No objection being made, Senate bill (No. 80) 
entitled an act amendatory of an act entitled “An 
act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
rad a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON ENGRAVING, 


Mr. KELSEY, from the Committee on En- 
graving, submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Engraving respectfully report, that 
their attention has been called by the Superintendent of 
Public Printing to the fact that there are several maps of 
the public lands and charts of projected river and harbor 
improvements, annexed to the documents accompanying 
the Presidents message, Which the House has not ordered 
10 be published. ‘The committee believe that it has been 
the invariable practice of the House to publish the maps 
and charts that ave referred to therein, and form a part of 
the documents accompanying the Presideut’s message. 
They therefore submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the maps, charts, and drawings annexed 
to the documents accompanying the President’s mes 
be engraved or lithographed, and the usual number ol copi 
printed under the direction of the Committee on Engray- f 
mng. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should be glad | 
to hear.the gentleman who made that Tepoit ex- 
plain the reason for the proposition which he has 
submitted. I should like to know what the ex- 
pense will be, as we are told that this engraving 
is made a “good thing ” of. Unless [ can be 
satisfied on that point, Í shall object to the report. 

Mr. HAVEN, [donot know what the amount 
of this engraving would be. Perhaps, that is a 
matter of little consequence, I could not hear, 
from the reading by the Clerk, the first part of 
the report. I am not sure that it made some: 
statement in regard to what has been the usual 
practice of the House in such cases, I believe, 
air, since I have known anything about the busi- 
ness.of the House, the House has nevér had any 
engraving of maps and charts connected with the 
President’s message, The Senate has usually 
bad them, and I hope the House will not now | 
gor up an innovation upon the usual practice. I 
hope we shall only publish the number of the 
document we have already ordered, without the 
engravings of the accompanying maps and charts. 

Mr. KELSEY, The attention of the Com-! 
mittee on Engraving has heen repeatedly called | 


to this subject, both by the Superintendent of the 
Public Printing and various members of this 
House. We have been informed that it has been 
the invariable custom of this House to publish 
these maps and the charts of projected improve- 
ments. In submitting this report, and calling the 
attention of the House to it, the committee only 
desire to relieve themselves from responsibility in 
reference to the matter. The maps are maps of 
the public lands surveyed within the last year, 
and about to be brought into market. The charts 
are charts of projected improvements of rivers 
and harbors. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the gentleman 
what good end is to be attained by the House in 
having the maps of recently surveyed lands en- 
graved? Maps of all the surveys are kept in the 
General Land Office, and copies are sent to the 
local land offices where the lands are situated. 
Now, what possible good is to be accomplished by 


inserting these maps in the document containing | 


the President’s message, I cannot see. By send- 
ing copies of these maps to the local officers, the 
people are kept supplicd with all the information 
they desire. 

Mr. KELSEY. I suppose the objectis to place 
within the reach of those who desire to purchase 
pubKc lands the maps of them, without compel- 
ling them to resort to the land office for the in- 
formation contained in them. The committee, 
as I remarked before, only desire to carry out 
what they have been informed has been the in- 
variable practice of the House. We may be 
wrong in that. I understood the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Haven] to correct that state- 
ment in our report. Iam informed by a gentle- 
man upon my right, that these maps were en- 
graved and published last year. I merely desire 
to call the attention of the House to the subject 
now, so that by and by the committee will not 
be charged with neglecting their duty in the 
premises. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand, then, 
that the proposition is this, and nothing more: 
to publish, with the President’s message, maps 
of public lands offered for sale; or, in other words, 
maps tecompanying -tir report of the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Lands. Well, the first effect 
of the adoption of this proposition will be to delay 
the publication of the President’s message and 
accompanying documents, and thus greatly pro- 
crastinate the circulation of that document. The 
next effect will be to incur a very great expense 
for that which is of no value whatever to the 
country. I suppose that the maps, if published, 
will not exbibit the condition of the public lands 
an hour; and, therefore, they will furnish no 
guide whatever to the purchasers of public lands, 
Necessarily, there is an eternal change going on in 
the condition of these public lands; and so we can 
get no correct information whatever in the world 
from the maps. It is obvious, thercfore, that this 
is a mere job—a mere job; to use the current 
phrase of the day, and of this House, “a good 
thing can be made of it.” 

But, sir, that is not all. ‘These very maps will 
actually, if printed, uselessly incumber this doc- 
ument. They will actually be in the way. They 


will not only be of no utility, but they will bean | 


inutility. There is no value to the public in con- 
nection with this movement. Ithas avalue only 
in reference to the undertaker. I say then, sir, 
that in these views alone there is sufficient objec- 
tion against the adoption of the resolution. 

But that is notall. I understand from the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Haven] that this 
thing is an innovation—that itis an attempted in- 
novation, seeking to ingraft on the action of this 
House a policy which is new, and a policy which 
ought not to be introduced, I hope, therefore, 
that the House will vote down the resolution, and 
if necessary I shall certainly call the 
nays on the question. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. As 
of the committee which has reported 
tion, I deem it my duty, Mr. Speaker, to myself 
and to the committee, to say something in refer- 
ence to the report that has been submitted. The 
committee was informed by the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, I believe, and by other gentle- 
men, that it was necessary for us to take some 
action in reference to this matter. We do not. 
desire—as the honorable gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Saure] has said—to change the policy of 
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this House in relation to this question; but we 
have been informed that it has been usual to 
publish such engravings and charts in connection 
with the reports. If it be not so, sir—if it be not 
desired by the House—the committee does not 
desire it; but we simply wish the sense of ‘the 
House on this question. If there be a majority of 
gentlemen here opposed to this thing, why the 
committee—I believe I can speak for all its mem- 
bers—I know I can ay so for myself—do not 
desire any new rule to be adopted in relation to 
the publishing of charts, maps, and engravings, 
in connection with the President’s message and 
accompanying documents. I say this in order to 
disabuse the minds of gentlemen who may think- 
that the committee desire to take any new course 
in reference to this matter. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object to the introduction 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That objection is late; at all 
events, the resolution is a privileged matter. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I want to ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee who has just taken his 
seat, or any of the gentlemen on the Committee 
on Engraving, whether they know if the Senate, 
in ordering the publication of the President’s 
message, has made provision for the engraving 
of these maps? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ido not know what action 
the Senate has taken on the subject. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Because I believe the 
law is, that, if one House make provision for 
engraving, the other has only to direct the Super- 
intendent of Publie Printing to publish enough 
for the use of both Houses. It seems to me that 
the Senate have long since ordered the President’s 
message to be printed and published, and that, 
before we take any action at all on the subject, 
it would be well for the Committce on Engraving 
to ascertain what action the Senate has taken. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not desire, Mr. Speaker, 
to continue this discussion. I only want tomake 
this remark: I understand from the chairman of 
the committee that this resolution is intended to 
provide for the publication of the maps and sur- 
veys of the public lands, and also of the maps 
of certain projected public improvements of rivers 
and harbors, which improvements, I understand, 
are new things. But what necessity for the pub- 
lication of the maps, supposing they were new 
things? Itis not necessary for any illustration 
of the President’s message, or of the documents 
which accompany it; not at all. 

Now, onc word in relation to the Senate. [have 
said before, that I believed the Senate was in the 
habit of ordering engravings of some of the draw- 
ings and maps which accompany the President’s 
message and documents. I recollect three or four 
years ago the Senate did order an engraving of a 
small map which showed the military posts of 
the United States in New Mexico and Texas, 
which wasa very convenient thing, conveying a 
good deal of information. I believe that is the 
only instance of such engravings being published 
with the President’s message or documents since 
I have been in Congress. But what is proposed 
to be done here? Why, if this engraving is to be 
executed, it must be for the purpose of having it 
bound up with the two or three volumes of the 
President’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments. Why, sir, the surveys of the public lands 
would make a volume themselves; and if they 
were all engraved and all printed they would be 
kicked about in the public offices and in the super- 
intendent’s room; and, if bound up, they will be 
bound up at an expenditure of fifty to seventy- 
five cents a volume; for you cannot bind maps 
at the same expense as you can documents. No- 
body will ever think of referring to them when 
reading the message and accompanying docu- 
ments. If anybody wishes to refer to them, it 
must be somebody who wants to buy publiclands; 
and even to him they willeonvey no information. 
He must go to the land offices and find out what 
lands on the map have been entered, and on what 
lands he may locate. 

I think this isan unusual proposition. I think 
it is not calculated to convey to the country any 
useful information or knowledge. I think it 
would do no goed to anybody but to the parties 
who get the job of engraving. But I understand 
the committee to have very properly placed them- 
selves before the House. I thinkit is right they 
should do so. I do notunderstand them to press 
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this engraving. They simply say that they have 
been told by the superintendent that they must act 
upon the question. He is right there, because 
he cannot have the documents printed until there 
has been some action of the House, and of the 
Committee on Engraving. They say they want 
to leave the matter to the determination of the 
House, so as to shield themselves from all blame 
hereafter. [hope the House will approve of their | 
conclusion in that regard, and shield them from 
blame hereafter, by laying the proposition on the 
table, and putting the matter at rest now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will add another view to 
that which has been so well presented by my 
friend from New York. It is this: the object of | 
engraving maps and charts which accompany the | 
President’s message is, that we may have before 
us something which will furnish useful informa- | 
tion, not only to-day, but in time to come. Now, | 
the proposition is to engrave a map of all the pub- 
lic lands which have been surveyed within a given | 
time; or, rather, since the last annual message of | 
the President of the United States. Ido not know | 
how much of the public lands have beensurveyed; | 
but I takeit for granted that large tracts of country | 
have been surveyed; and if we now engrave a map 
of them they will, as was well remarked, con- 
stitute a volume in themselves. And of what | 
use will they be? Why, probably within a year 
or two at the outside, most of these lands will be | 
taken up. They will have been entered. They | 
will first be prozlaimed for sale, then they will be | 
open to private entry, and in a short time may | 
be entered, and will pass from their condition as 

ublic lands, These maps will then be of not the | 
east public utility. ; 

All will admit that the only use that can be 
made of these maps will be to enable men who | 
may desire to make entries of lands to make ex- | 
aminations by means of the maps of the lands | 
for sale and subject to entry. Well, sir, that | 
would seldom be done. Persons, especially those 
living in the new States, who desire to purchase 
lands, do not generally resort to that course. 

In the first place the lands are surveyed under 
the direction of the General Land Office. Then, | 
as they are surveyed, the President of the United 
States, in his discretion, issues his proclama- 
tion, bringing them into market. They are first 
put up at public sale, and if the minimum price 
is offered they are bid off, and become private 
property. Such as have not been disposed of 
are then subject to private entry at a dollar and 
a quarter per acre. Well, sir, there will not be 
more than one person in a hundred who, if 
he desires to enter lands, would not go to the 
land office and examine for himself. In some 
instances it is done by another party; but in al- 
most every instance a person wishing to make 
entries, especially if itis in the section of coun- 
try in which he is, will go and examine the 
land for himself, and know what it is that he is 

urchasing before he will make his entry. That: 
-1s the course pursued, E venture to say, in ninety- 
nine cases out of every one hundred. They then 
go to the land office, where there is a map, show- 
ing precisely what lands are open for entry in 
the various townships in which they may desire 
to locate. They make their entries, and the en- 
tries are marked upon the books of the land office, 
so that there is nothing saved to the party enter- 
ing the land. There is nothing gained—it answers 
no useful purpose—it will furnish no matter of 
history for the information of the people. And | 
why? Because that department of the Govern- , 
ment which has charge of the great subject of the | 
public lands keep their own maps, and maps that ; 
are much more useful, if not more authentic, than | 
these will be. Therefore I cannot sce what good 
purpose will be subserved by engraving these | 
maps. The Government, as I have already ob- 
served, keeps its own maps. 

Sir, while I approve the course the Committee 
on Engraving have taken in bringing this matter 
before the House for its action, in my opinion 
the House had better not have the engraving | 
done. I do not know what has been the history 
of the previous action of the House in reference 
to this matter; 1 do not remember ever to have had 
my attention called to any proposition of this | 
kind heretofore; but, whatever may have been the | 
action of the House in former years, I think these i 
engrayings will advance no public interest, and 
will advance no private interest, unless it may be, | 


as has been suggested, of the person who gets the 
contract for doing the work. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Alabama one question, if he 
will allow me. I want to know whether it has 
not been in accordance with the practice of the 
‘House to publish any maps accompanying the 
President’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said that I did not re- 
member what had been the usage of the House 
upon that subject. If this resolution does not 
interfere with the practice of the House, I think 
the practice is wrong, and that we should arrest 
it now. 

Let me present one other view in a few words. 
If it be useful for us to have these maps engraved, 
it is useful, in connection with the public lands; 
and before we determine to have the engraving 
done, we should certainly wait until the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands have had an opportunity to 
report to us upon the subject of the utility of the 
work. That committee have especial charge of the 
public lands, and are supposed to have better in- 
formation in relation to them. Let them, there- 
fore, first examine the matter. They can then 
report to the House; and if it shall be found that 
it is desirable to have this engraving done I cer- 
tainly shall not object. 

Mr. KELSEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ifthe gentleman from 
New York will allow me, before he makes his 
remarks upon this subject, I beg the House to 
bear in mind that they do not know what is the 
character of these works, nor what will be the 
expense of publication at all. The resolution is 
itself a gencral one, and not in conformity with 
those which have preceded it. By reference to 
the resolutions which have heretofore been passed 
upon the subject, it will be scen that they are all 
specific. I find that one of them orders the pub- 
lication of the maps and engravings accompany- 
ing the President’s message, provided the cost 
does not exceed $18,000. here is another, 
passed subsequently, authorizing similar engrav- 
ing, provided the cost shall not exceed $900. But 
this resolution requires these mapsto be published, 
without any reference to their cost. 1 therefore 
move to recommit this resolution to the Com- 
mittce on Engraving, with instructions to inquire 
what are the maps that it is proposed to publish, 
and what will be the cost of publishing the same. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
accordingly recommitted with instructions. 


PAPERS FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I desive to offer a res- 


olution, to which I ask the attention of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Haven.] 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Court of Claims place 


upon the files of the House the papers in the case of Mark 
and Richard Bean. 


Mr. ALLISON. I object, and call for the reg- 
ular order of business. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I appeal to the gentle- 
man to withdraw his objection. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will withdraw 
it. 

The resolution was accordingly received, and 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr.GREENWOOD. I desire to make a short 
explanation to the House. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. There is no objection; why 
not let it go without explanation? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Very well; let it go. 

The resolution was adopted. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. DAY, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to furnish to this House all the information in his posses 
sion in relation to the construction and present ownership 
of the Louisville and Portland canal; its capacity for pass- 
ing the commerce of the western rivers; and such sugges- 
tions as he may deem necessary to give this House a fuil 


understanding as to the improvements required at the Falis | 


of the Ohio for the growing commerce of the West. 

Mr. SHORTER asked leave to introduce a 
series of resolutions in relation to the Massachu- 
setts personal liberty bill. 

Mr. ALLISON objected, 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, by unani- 


mous consent, introduced a bill to prevent the 
removal of certain land ‘offices in the State of 
Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ` 

` KANSAS ELECTION. 


The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, being the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported from the Committee 
of Elections: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 
tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 

Messrs. TRAFTON, DAVIS of Maryland, 
and WAKEMAN, successively addressed the 
House. Their speeches are withheld for revision, 
and will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. PURVIANCE then obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDIE. If the gentleman will yield, I will 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, PURVIANCE. I yield for that purpose. 


ELECTION LAWS——DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MEACHAM. Before the motion to ad- 
journ is acted on, I desire to report a bill from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

No objection being made, > 

Mr. MEACHAM reported back from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, a bill 
to define the rights of voters, and the duties of 
commissioners of election in the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other’ purposes, and moved: that 
it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That, sir, is a 
very important bill, and ought to be acted upon 
at an carly day. I propose to the gentleman 
from Vermont, who reported the bill, that it be 
postponed until next Tuesday, and be printed. 
There is nothing in it which requires that it 
should be sent toa committee. Postpone it until 
next Tuesday, and then, if it is thought best, it 
can be referred. 

Mr. SAGE. [think the bill had better take 
the usual course. If itis not allowed to do so, 
I shall object to its being reported. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman cannot do that, 
as it has already been reported by unanimous 
consent and read. I move that the consideration 
of the bill be postponed until Tuesday next, and 
that it be printed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Taccept the gentleman’s 
motion as a modification of mine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion by Mr. EDIE, (at three 
o’clock and thirty-five minutes,) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 13, 1856. 


Prayer by Rev. Danie, Warpno, Chaplain to 
the House of Representatives. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented the memorial of John 
Shorb, administrator of John .Shorb, deceased, 
praying forindemnity for French spoliations prior 
to 1800; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the memorial of 
; George M. Weston, commissioner of the State 
of Maine, praying for the settlement of the claims 
of that State against the United States, arising 
under the fourth article of the treaty of Washing- 
ton, of August 9, 1842; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
| Also, the petition of John Morrill, in behalf of 

the heirs of Charles Chapin, praying that they 
may be allowed a pension for his services as an 
officer in the revelutionary army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Virginia, requesting the Senators 
and Representatives of that State in Congress to 
endeavor to effect the passage of a law which 
shall provide an opportunity to those officers of 
the Navy who have been aggrieved by the action 
of the late naval board to vindicate themselves, 
and which shall subject the whole Navy to a 
i proper reform; which were read, and ordered to 
fe printed, 
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Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 

of New York, praying for an amendment of the 

bounty land law of March 3, 1855; which was 
- referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Algo, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
York, in favor of the settlement of the claims of 
the officers of the revolutionary army and their 
répresentatives to half pay, and an amendment of 
the pension and bounty land laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr: HAMLIN presented the petition of Jo- 
seph Webb, praying for an increase of pension; 
which wag referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present a memorial numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Maine, asking for a 
modification of the bounty land law of March 3, 
1855; and Iasi that it may be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senator from Maine will 
‘allow me to suggest, that inasmuch as the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have already reported on 
that whole subject, and the question is now be- 
fore the Senate, the memorials in reference to 
that matter should lic on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I knew that the committee 
had reported a bill, but I did not know whether 
they had considered all branches of the subject. 
That being the case, however, I move that the 
memorial lic on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘| have received another me- 
morial on the same subject, asking for such an 
amendment of the present law as will allow parol 
evidence to be taken in certain cases. The bill 
reported by the committee covers this case. The 
memorialists also ask for a grant of land to all 
who served for a shorter period of time than that 
already fixed by law. I move that it lie upon 
the ‘table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSON presented a memorial of in- 
speetors of the customs for the district and port 
of Savannah, Georgia, praying for an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on finance. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of Frances 
C. Elliott, widow of Commodore Jesse D. Elliott, 
praying for the reimbursement of the expenses 
of her late husband, incurred while in command 
of the Mediterrancan squadron in the year 1835; 
which was referred, with the paperson file, to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa, presented the petition 
of Nancy M. Gunsally, late the widow of Ly- 
man M. Richmond, who dicd of disease con- 
tracted in service in the late war with Mexico, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of lowa, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Cedar 
Rapids to Toledo, in that State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of lowa, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Cedar 
‘Rapids to Lafayette, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committce on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Ipresent a petition of 
settlers upon and near the ageney or Old Mission 
Reserve, at Fort Atkinson, in Winneshick county, 
Iowa, praying for the right of preémption to the 
lands settled by them. As the subject has been 
reported on by the Committee on Public Lands, 
I move that the petition be ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John S. Vandyke, praying to be allowed back 

Pay pension, and bounty land as an officer in the 
military service of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Elizabeth 
Smoot, one of the heirs of Robert Speiden, a sol- 
dier in the war of 1812, who died of discase con- 
tracted in the service, praying to be allowed a 

. pension and bounty land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, SLIDELL presented the petition of Wil- | 
liam De Buys, praying for the reimbursement of 


the amount of a certain Treasury warrant paid 
by him on a forged indorsement, while treasurer | 


‘of the branch mint at New Orleans; which was 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a pe- 
tition of citizens of Knox cogauys Indiana, pray- 
ing that the land office at Vincennes may be con- 
tinued, and the time expended for ascertaining 
and adjusting land titles in the States of Indiana 
and Illinois, formerly included within that dis- 
trict; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD, 


Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of L. 
C. Sartori, a lieutenant in the Navy, who has 
been placed upon the reserved list, praying to be 
restored to his former position in the service; 
which, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRATT. I present the memorial of Com- 
modore Philip F. Voorhees, complaining of the 
action of the late naval board in his case, in con- 
sequence of which he has been placed on the re- 
served list. The commodore has been provident 
enough to furnish me with a number of copies of 
his memorial, which I intend to have laid on the 
table of Senators; and Tinvoke for the paperacare- 
ful perusal. I move that the memorial be ordered 
‘to lic on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
netition of Van Renssclaer Morgan, a licutenant 
in the Navy, who has been placed upon the re- 
served list, praying to be restored to his former 
position in the service; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, [holdin my 
hand a memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of 'Texas, which I intended to present to-day; but 
owing to the fact that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Brown] has an unfinished speech 
which he intends to deliver to-day, I will post- 
pone the presentation of this memoria] until Tucs- 
day, when I willask leave of the Senate to present 


| it, and to accompany it with some explanatory 


remarks. I give this notice, so that that day may 
not be fixed for any special order. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, ‘Chat the petition of the legal representatives of 
George Mayo, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be re- 
ferred to the Comittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, of Tennessce, it was 


Ordered, That Screpta Cleveland have teave to withdraw 
her memorial and papers. 


On motion by Mr. JOFINSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John B. and Thomas John- 
son, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Claiias. 

On motion by Mr. IVERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of N. B. Hil, administrator of 
Gilbert Stalker, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition aud papers of the owner of 
the steamer Fanny be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ATCHAPALAYA RIVER. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


communicate to the Senate any information in his posses- į 


sion in relation to the improvement of the bar in the Atcha- 
falaya river, in the State of Louisiana; and also to inform 
the Senate whether, in his opinion, it would be expedient 
to make an appropriation or a survey of ths same. 


RED RIVER. 


Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to ! 
communicate to the Senate any information in his posses- į 


sion in relation to the improvement of the falls of Red river 


at or near Alexandria; and also toiniorm the Senate whether | 
in his opinion it would be expedient to make an appropria- | 


tion for a survey of the same. 
COLTON’S ATLAS OF THE WORLD. 


Mr. FOOT. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Contingent Fund 
ot the Senate be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
purchasing for the use of the Senate copies of Col- 
tows Atlas of the World. 


I will merely state, on the occasion of present- | 


ing the resolution, that it is not my purpose that 


the Senate should purchase any quantity of this 
work for distribution to Senators, so that they 
may retain them as their own property; but inas- 
much as it is the latest and most complete atlas of 
both hemispheres, and one to which all Senators, 
more or less, have occasion for frequent reference, 
the object of the resolution is simply to consider 
the propriety of purchasing a limited number of 
copies of the work, to be kept in the Secretary’s 
office, in order that Senators may be accommo- 
dated with them from time to time. It is not 
subject to the objection of being a resolution pur- 
porting or intending to purchase this work as the 
property of Senators, and to be delivered to them. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT. With what number does 
the Senator pro ose to fill the blank? 

Mr. FOOT. F oropose that the committee shall 
fill the blank on reporting the resolution. It is 
simply a resolution of inquiry. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Silas H. Hill, William B, Todd, Samuel 
Bacon, and other citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported a bill to incorporate an insurance 
company in the city of Washington; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 
He submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred a petition of the in- 
habitants of the collection district of Teche, Lou- 
isiana, praying for the removal of the custom- 
house, in that district, from Franklin to Berwick 
City; and the petition of citizens of Louisiana 
against the removal of the custom-house from 
Franklin to Berwick City, submitted an adverse 
report; which was concurred in. ; 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom were referred the petition of 
Mary Haubbert, praying to be allowed bounty 
land for her father’s services; the petition of Jonas 
P. Levy, praying for bounty land for services in 
Mexico; and a petition of citizens of Brooklyn, 
New York, praying that the publiclands may be 
divided into farms and granted to actual settlers, 
submitted adverse reports; which were concurred 
in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Joshua Shaw, of Bordentown, New Jersey, 
praying for an allowance of abalance of an appro- 
yriation to compensate him for a percussion cap 
invented by him, reported a bill for his reliefs 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. He submitted a report on the sub- 
ject; which was ordered to be printed, 

He, also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature of 
California in relation to a military road from Sac- 
ramento Valley to Crescent City, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordcred to lie upon 
i the table. 

Mr. ADAMS, fromthe Committee onthe Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of John H. Scranton and James M. Hunt, 
praying for compensation for carrying the mail 
| on Puget’s Sound, reported a bill for their relief; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a 
| second reading. He submitted a report on the 
subject; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, previous 
notice not having been given, asked and obtained 
| leave to introduce a bill to amend an act entitled 
' «A nactmore effectually to providefor the punish- 
ment of certain crimes against the United States, 
and for other purposes;”? which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Task the unanimous con- 
gent of the Senate to introduce three bills, of 
which I have not given notice. I wish to intro- 
duce them now, because the Committee on Com- 
merce have given notice that they will call up 
bills of this character on Monday, and I should 
like to have these bills introduced and referred to 
that committee. 

There being no objection, leave was granted to 
i introduce the following bills; which were read 
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twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
Illinois river; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at Chicago, Ilinois; and 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at Waukegan, Illinois. 

Mr. GEYER, by unanimous consent, previous 
notice not having been given, asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill to provide for three 
months’ extra pay to the third regiment of Mis- 
souri volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY, by unanimous consent, previous 
notice not having been given, asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill to amend the act approved 
the 30th of August, 1852, entitled ‘“ An act to 
amend an act entitled, ‘An act to provide for the 
better security of the lives of passengers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam,’ 
and for other purposes;”” which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


KANSAS AFFAIRS—PRINTING. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I desire to bring to the notice 
of the Senate the resolution which was referred 
yesterday to the Committee on Printing. It is 
made the duty of that committee to report so soon 
ag they shall have reached a conclusion upon any 
subject referred to them by the Senate. A reso- 
lution to provide for printing sixty-two thousand 
additional copies of the majority report of the 
Committee on Territories was referred to the 
Committee on Printing yesterday. There are but 
two members of that committee now present in 
the city; and we disagree upon the subject. The 
Senator from Maine, (Mr. Fessenpen,] my col- 
league on the committee, does not think it is nc- 
cessary to print this number, if any at all. On 
che contrary, for my own part, I think sixty-two 
thousand copics ought to be printed. We are 
unable to agree; we have no umpire to decide be- 
tween us but the Senate. Inaceordance withthe 
law, we report back the resolution, and leave the 
Senate to determine for itself whether it will print 
sixty-two thousand copies or not. 

r. WELLER. I suppose the question is 
now on printing the number proposed ? 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puex,] 
to print sixty-two thousand copies of the report 
of the Committcc on Territories. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 would inquire of my 
friend from Arkansas, whether the motion to 
print covered both the majority and minority re- 

oits? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The resolution, I believe, 
covered but one. I willask that it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Ordered, That the motion to print sixty-two thousand ad- 
tional copies of the report of the Committee on Territories, 
to whom was referred so much of the annual message of 
the President of the United States as relates to territorial 
affairs, together with his special message of January 24, 
1856, in regard to Kansas Territory, and his message of the 
18th of February, 1856, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, of February 4, 1856, requesting the transcripts 
of certain papers relative to the affairs of the Territory of 
Kansas, be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand from the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Pueu,] who offered the 
resolution, that there isa mistake in its language. 
He meant to include both reports. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was laboring under an 
entire misapprehension, when I conversed with 
the chairman in regard to the character of the 
resolution; and at the proper time I will explain 
it. I certainty am not disposed to oppose the 
printing of a reasonable number—I cannot now 
state what number—of this report, but 1 mistook 
it for another one. Perhaps, if there is any mis- 
take about it, it will be corrected, and then I will 
state my understanding. So ts 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remark 
that the original motion was simply stated ver- 
bally by the Senator from Ohio. It was after- 
wards reduced into the form of a resolution by 
the Secretary. It is correct on the Journal, and 
should include the majority and minority report. 

Mr. STUART. The mistake may be corrected 


in three words, by inserting “‘ the majority and 
minority,” before the word ‘‘ report.”’ i 


The PRESIDENT. If it be the pleasure of Ti 


the Senate, that change will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN - I wish to explain this 
matter. The chairman of the Committee on 
Printing called me aside a few moments since and 
showed me this resolution, and I entirely misap- 
prehended the purport of it. I supposed it was 
the proposition offered some time ago by the 
Senator from California, [Mr. Weiuer,] which 
is now under debate, to print a certain num- 
ber of additional copies of the President’s mes- 
sage with regard to Kansas, and also his special 
message embracing the laws of Kansas, which 
would make a very large book. Istated to the 
Senator that 1 was opposed to printing any extra 
numbers of the document, as I thought a sufficient 
number had been printed. 1 entirely misappre- 
hended what the document was. With regard to 
this report of the Committce on Territories, I can 
only say (after having explained my entire mis- 
apprehension) that I have had no opportunity to 
consult with the chairman in reference to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I will ask leave to 
withdraw the report for the present, with a view 
to confer with my colleague on it. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator has a right 
to withdraw his report. The matter will bg re- 
ferred back to the committee. 


DR. KANE’S ARCTIC EXPEDITION: 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
proposition yesterday offered by Mr. Bieter, 
which had, at the suggestion of Mr. SEWARD, 
been modified so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
to purchase, for the use of the Senate, ten thousand copies 
of Dr. Kane’s Narrative of his late expedition to the Arctic 
regions, from Messrs. Childs & Peterson: Provided, The 
price shall not exceed five doliars per copy. 

The pending question being on Mr. Brop- 
HEAD’s amendment to add the following proviso: 

Provided, Thatif the said committee should be of opinion, 
upon thorough examination, that the said Dr. Kane has 
greatly aided the cause of science, and imparted informa- 
tion usefulto his Government and country, and should decim 
it inexpedient to agree to purchase a book not officially 
made, and not yet published ; that then, and in that case, 
the said committce report a bill authorizing the payment of 
$10,000 or $20,000 to the said Dr. Kane, or such sum as 
they may think right or proper. 


Mr. SEWARD. With the consent of the hon- 
orable mover of the original proposition, I think 
we had better accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropueap.} It 
leaves it in the discretion of the committee, and 
it is very proper that it should be reposed in them. 
If it would remove all objection to the passage of 
the resolution, I think we had better accept it, 
and I have reason to presume that the committee 


| will act otherwise. 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I objected to 
the proposition of my colleague yesterday, and I 
must confess I still feel required to maintain that 
opposition. Ido not fecl at liberty to put Dr. 
Kane in the position which would be assigned to 
him by the amendment of my colleague. I am 
averse to it for that reason. If, however, my 
colleague is authorized in any way by Dr. Kane 
to suggest to the Senate that such a recognition 


of his services, or such a reward as he proposes, | 


would be at all desirable to him, of course I will 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to state the case so as he may under- 
stand it? 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is only to give to the Com- 
mittee on the Library a discretion to change the 
plan if they shall think proper. I see no reason 
to believe they will approve of the course sug- 
gested by the other honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bropueap,] but I see no objection 
to giving them the discretion to consider upon 
the subject. If they shall agree with the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania who now has 
the floor (Mr. Bicier] and with me, they will 
make the purchase of the books on our plan. If 
they shall disapprove of it, they will introduce a 
bill providing for the other course. If, however, 
the honorable Senator, after considering it, does 
not incline to accept the amendment of his col- 
league, and supposes that it will embarrass the 
resolution, or will prevent its passage altogcther, 
I will stand with him for the original resolution. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, with the dis- 


tinct declaration to the Senate that, so far as my 
knowledge goes, Dr. Kane never has desired any 
such direct reward for his services, or any con- 
sideration in the shape of money, and that he 
has no knowledge of this proposition and no con- 
nection with it whatever, I will yield to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New York, and allow 
the resolution to be amended as proposed, and 
then let the whole subject to go to the committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The original proposition 
is only one of inquiry, is it not? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; it is peremptory. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the 
resolution read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I thought that the original 
resolution was in the usual form of resolutions of 
inquiry; I did not know that it was peremptory in 
its terms; but that is not material. In reply to 
ithe inquiry of my colleague, who asks whether 
I have authority from Dr. Kane to propose my 
amendment, I desire to say that I have had nov 
conference with him upon the subject, and he 
has not authorized it. I understand my honorable 
colleague to say that Dr. Kane has not advised, 
and has no connection whatever with, the original 
proposition. From whence, then, does it come? 
It must come from the book publishers. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think my colleague misun- 
derstood me. Ihope he will allow me to ex- 

an. 

P Mr. BRODHEAD. Certainly. | 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 intended my remark to apply 
to the amendment of the Senator himself, and not 
to the original proposition to purchase Dr. Kane’s 
report, which will be in the shape of a book. I. 
think I am authorized to say that that would be 
very agreeable to Dr. Kane, and is desirable to 

im. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I am glad to be corrected; 
for when we understand each other, we .shall 
sooner be able to come to a conclusion. We are 
now given to understand that it will be an agree- 
able thing to Dr. Kane to have his services recog- 
nized by purchasing ten thousand copies of the 
book which he proposes to publish, for the Sen- 
ate, and, of course, ten thousand for the House, 
for that will follow, and we might as well look 
the truth in the face at once. Twenty thousand 
copies, at five dollars a copy, will cost $100,000; 
and thatis the way I understand thatthe “friends”? 
of Dr. Kane desire to have his services recognized. 
They do not seem to desire to have lim placed in 
the position which my amendment contemplates. 
Let us see who are his best friends. 

I think itis no disparagement for any man to 
receive for valuable services a large pecuniary 
reward. For his valuable services to our coun- 
| try La Fayette reccived a large body of land; Com- 
modore Perry was allowed the sum of $25,000. 
The original proposition is to purchase the book. 
| For whose benefit is that? Is it for the benefit 
| of Dr. Kane? If he is to derive pecuniary profit 
: from that course, I think we had better pay him 
| at once, directly from the Treasury. If wetake 
ten thousand copies at five dollars per copy, how 
i much of that money will go to Dr. Kane? But 
it may be said, we shall get a consideration for 
the money, by obtaining ten thousand books. 
How many will that be for each Senator? And 
to whom do we give books? To gentlemen who 
are able to buy them for themselves. No doubt 
the book will be a very intcresting one. If so, 
those who wish to peruse it will purchase it. 
Where do we get authority to take the people’s 
money for this purpose? We might as well give 
those gentlemen who have libraries money di- 
rectly from the Treasury, as to give them a book 
; published by moncy taken from the public funds. 
i dt is said that this is a movement by ‘‘the friends 
| of Dr. Kane.” Sir, I ama friend to Dr. Kane. 
| 


Į was his friend when he was frozen up in the 
| Arctic regions, and I labored here night and day 
| for the purpose of getting up the rescue expedi- 
_ tion; and f succeeded in this body in obtaining 
| the passage of a bill appropriating $150,000 for 
|: the purpose of rescuing him and his gallant crew 
: from impending destruction. Then, sir, I had 
| not the aid of book publishers to maintain me, and 
| tosustain and to represent Dr, Kane, [think lam 
| authorized to sa that he has had nothing to do 
i with this proposition. It may be very agreeable 
‘to him; but I do not know why it should be dis- 
agreeable to him to receive at once from the public 


i 


646 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 13, 


Treasury a large sum of money in consideration 
of-his valuable services. _ a 
These are my suggestions, sir, and they are 
made in good faith. Ido notknow why we must 
rocced in the book-publishing business. This 
is not a market overt, where people are to come | 
to sell their goods, wares, and merchandise. It 
is a great arena of national concern for something 
else. [have made war upon the publication of 
books by the Wilkes’ Expedition at the national 
expense. That expedition was away four years, 
and it has taken them twelve years to publish the 
results, ata cost of $25,000 a year. We sent 
Lieutenant Gillis to Chili to make certain astro- 
nomical observations. Ele has come back, and 
written three or four immense volumes about the 
history of Chili. These books are a nuisance to 
Senators. When we send one book into a neigh- 
borhood, we get half a dozen letters from other 
people in the same neighborhood, requesting us to 
send them a book also. Those men all pay taxes; 
‘and I say that a man who pays his tax, and thus 
places money in the public Treasury, has as good 
a right to a book as another. We only make in- 
vidious distinctions between our friends by send- 
ing out these hooks—these picture books—which 
we are constantly in the habit of printing in the 
shape of reports. : 

Yam willing, in a proper manner, to aid the 
book publishers of Philadelphia; but I do not feel 
at liberty to usé the public money for the purpose 
of doing so. I desire to recognize the services of 
Dr. Kane in the way in which we recognized the 
services of La Fayette, and of Perry, and of other 

“distinguished men. Why, sir, according to the 
account which the book publishers give of Dr. 
Kane, all other men sink into utter insignificance, 
and are babies by his side. They damage well 
earned reputations by bringing their book here. 
That is not the way to sustain the reputation of 
apublic man. The proper mode, in my judg- 
ment, is to give a direct sum of moncy, ora vote 
of thanks and a sword, or something of that kind. 
‘Hitherto we have pursued that course in reward- 
ing faithful public officers. But this Government 
book-making business has grown into a mon- 
strous evil, and it is about to break down, I beg 
leave to inform my honorable colleague. I think 
my honorable friend from Arkansas, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, will bear me 
witness that the time to bring this system toa 
close has arrived, One million five hundred thou- 
sand dollars have been taken in one year for the 
purpose of publishing books. The members of 
this august body have become mere agents and | 
clerks for the purpose of distributing books. A| 
gentlomen who is a member of this body, if he 
attends to the public business, has no time to 
engage in distributing books and writing letters 
to those who are constantly asking for them. 

These are my reasons for opposing the prop- | 
osition of my colleague. They are publie reasons, 
and they are imperative on me, | 

Mr. BIGLER. I shall be very glad, sir, to re- 


cognize my honorable colleague as anardent friend | 
of Dr. Kane; and I doubt not, that when entirely li 
freed from excitement, he will be as ready to ap- || 


preciate the services, the eminent ability, and the | 
genius of our constituent, as Tam; but for some i 
reason we differ very broadly as to the mode in 
which the end which we both have in view shall | 
be accomplished. | 

It may be that Congress has gone too far al- | 
ready in regard to the publishing of books. I H 
| 
i 


discover that large purchases of a similar kind 
have heretofore been made. The custom of the | 
Senate has not been uniformly against such a 
proposition as that which I have submitted. Ido |: 
not know how my colleague may have voted in | 
reference to any of the various purchases which ji 
have been made by this body from 1835 to 1854, || 
but I hold in my hand a list of purchases of books 
which were not printed by the printer to Con- 
gress. I do not sec the force of the point su; 
gested by my colleague as to forming aconnection 
witha printer of Philadelphia. Why, sir, what |; 
is the difference between a printer at Philadelphia || 
and a printer in Washington city? There is but |. 
one difference which I know, and that is, that i 
the work will be much better done by the former. | 
There is that difference between this proposed |} 
work and those to which m 
ferred. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 


f 
y colleague has re- jj 
i 


ad 


I beg leave to interpose a 


K here. 


li belong to mankind—intellectual, elevated, digni- | 


i; sir, would recognize a standard of dollars and 
l cents by which to measure the honor of his 


i 
j; in science, and in the advance of everything that į 
H 


|; Who will measure these by dollars and cents? 


| eminent gentleman, and have no desire to place 
i him in a position which he seems to be very re- 


communicated to the scientific associations of || 


word of explanation just at this point. The works 
to which 1 referred were books in the shape of 
reports sent here and ordered to be published by 
Congress. -They were sent to us by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, or some other head of a De- 
partment, and the error was here. I admit that | 
printing can be much better and more cheaply | 
done in Philadelphia than in Washington. 

Mr. BIGLER. There are very striking points 
of difference between the case of Dr. Kane and 
any other to which my colleague has referred. £ 
There is, in the first place, this marked difference: 
that this expedition is the most extraordinary 
that belongs to the history of our country—the 
most brilliant achievement of any citizen of his 
State. Another very distinct difference to which 
the mind of my colleague ought to turn is, that 
Dr. Kane, though acting under the instructions 
of the Navy Department, was not patronized en- 
tirely by that Department, or by the Government, 
but by liberal citizens of the city of New York. 
It is not singular that he has felt a delicacy on 
this point. He has reported to the Secretary of 
the Navy a brief and significant summary of his 
services, and that account has commanded the 
respect of that officer, and he distinctly com- 
mends the report of Dr. Kanc’s cxpedition to the 
patronage of the Congress of the United States 
in these words: “E commend the results of his ; 


f 
i 
j 
j 
| 
t 
f 
i 


explotations as worthy of the attention and pat- ! 
ronage of Congress.” : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is the report yet to | 
be made. 

Mr. BIGLER. IT-have before stated that Dr. 
Kane has acted under the patronage of private 
citizens, and has prepared a personal narrative 
of the whole tour, which, as my colleague con- 
cedes, will doubtless be an exceedingly interest- 
ing book. This is the only report which will be 
made. That which he has furnished to the press 
will be all that the country will get, except a very 
brief treatise on the formation of the structures 
of ice and snow in the Aretic regions, which he 
is preparing for the Smithsonian Institution. 

Yow, Mr. President, I am not willing to be 
misunderstood on this general subject. T do not 
intend to throw myself open to the claims of | 
book publishers, nor will I encourage an extrav- 
agant system of publication. In the course F| 
now pursue, I shall feel myself abundantly pro- 
| tected by the extraordinary character of this ex- 

pedition, and the results which it has produced 
to the country. It will be a long time before we 
shall have presented to us a parallel case. Man 
a session of Congress will come and go before 
any American citizen will achieve what Dr. Kane 
has achieved. I am willing to take the responsi- 
bility and the hazard of committing myself to the 
purchase of a book like this; and I pledge my- | 
self to my colleague to vote for every similar work 
| during all the time I may have the honor to remain 


| 


| Sir, Í confess that there are achievements which 


fied, and pure in their character—which we are 
not at liberty to measure by the miserable stand- 
ard of dollars and cents. This is one of them. 
There are certain ends, the stimulant to which 
should be far above a reward of money. Who, 


| country —its glory and achievements in discovery, 
elevates and dignifies the character of a nation? 


f 
| 
| 
F am not willing to do it. The expedition of i 
Dr. Kane is in its results one of an extraordinary |] 
nature; and, for my part, I feel willing to recog- i 
nize it directly, without considering the paltry i 
sum which the publication of the book may cost. | 
l have respect for the peculiar feelings of this | 


luctant to occupy; and therefore the proposition 
or the purchase of his book has been submitted. 
He has, of course, an interest in the copyright 
—I think it amounts to a dollar on each copy. 
He would receive from the sale of the copies 
which Congress may take precisely the same 
profit as from a similar number taken by private 
citizens. 

No sooner were the results of this expedition 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Great Britain than they commanded universal į 


respect. The Royal Geographical Society of 
England examined these results, recognized them, 


| and honored. Dr. Kane for a success over all 


other eminent men who had preceded him; and 
yet my colleague is not entirely satisfied. The 
Legislature of our State, by resolutions unani- 
mously adopted, expressed their gratification at 


| the services of Dr. Kane, and commended them 


to the consideration of Congress. The Legisla- 
ture of New York, by resolutions also unani- 
mously adopted, have presented him with a medal. 
Notwithstanding all this, my colleague is not 
exactly satisfied that we ought to take a few 
copies of this book. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ihope my colleague will 
not place me in that light. Not satisfied with 
the proceedings of Dr. Kane in the Arctic regions! 
Why, sir, I have expressed myself over and over 
again as not only satisfied, but highly delighted 
with the services of Dr. Kane; and I am willing 
to place him by my vote here on the same foot- 
ing on which we placed Commodore Perry when 
we recognized his services in the Japan expedi- 
tion. I hope, therefore, my colleague will not 
say that] am not satisfied. I wish to recognize 
his services in the way in which such services 
have been usually recognized—not by purchasing 
copies of this book. 

Mr. BIGLER. I perceive that the recognition 
of Perry’s expedition to Japan has cost some 
$200,000, in addition to $25,000 directly voted to 
him. This report was printed in addition at this 
large expense. Now, I have no inclination what- 
ever to do the slightest injustice. The book to 
which I have referred Dr. Kane has prepared 
deliberately. His character is at stake on it. It 
is what his report to the Secretary of the Navy 
might have been. If my colleague makes it a 
question of dollars and cents, he will sce at once 
that if Dr. Kane had made this detailed report to 
the Secretary of the Navy, it would have been 
printed here without a word of objection, and 
would have cost twice the amount which we pro- 
pose to expend for these books. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 move that this subject be 
postponed until to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF KANSAS MESSAGE. 


Mr. WELLER. Imove to take up the special 
order, which is the bill (S. No. 124) to increase 
the efficiency of the United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I desire, before we proceed 
with the special order, to ask that the sense of 
the Senate may be taken in regard to the pro- 
pricty of disposing of the motion, which is at 
present on the table, for printing ten thousand 
extra copies of the President’s message, and ac- 
companying documents, on Kansas affairs. The 
Senate is aware that. the whole debate hitherto in 
relation to Kansas has been conducted on a sim- 
ple motion to print ten thousand extra copies of 
that document. Perhaps, it may be the opinion 
of the Senate that no extra copies of that docu- 
ment should be printed; but F desire to have the 
question settled, The time within which we can 
require the public printerto keep the types stand- 
ing, to await the order of the Senate, has expired; 
but the type is still kept standing, much to the 
detriment of the dispatch of other public work, 
which is constantly pouring into that office. I 
would suggest that it might be as well to let the 
motion of the Senator from California, to print 
ten thousand extra copies of that document, be 
referred at once by general consent to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, so that they may report on it, 
and thus get the subject disposed of. I may 
suggest that the gentleman who is entitled to the 
floor on this question could have it; by common 
consent, on the report of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to make a suggestion 
which, I think, will relieve the honorable Senator 
from his difficuity. There is one Senator whois 
desirous to speak on this subject, and from whom 
the floor was taken, [Mr. Harzan.] When the 
Senate shall have heard him, we will all agree 
that the question shall be taken at once. There 
is no other opportunity for his being heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would say, in reply to the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York, that 
a practice, very usual in this body, by which the 
public business is facilitated, can be pursued in 
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this instance; and the Senator may be permitted, 
by common consent, to have the floor on the first 
oceasion when the report of the Committee on 
Territories shall come up. I think we had better 
allow the public printing to go on, by which 
something will be saved; for the debate on this 
subject will cost enough without involving ex- 
pense in every little contingency. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing to allow the vote 
to be taken, and then a motion to reconsider may 
intervene, and the Senator will then have the floor 
on that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Wemerely propose a refer- 
ence to the Committee on Printing prior to having 
an order for the printing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think my colleague on 
the committee is unnecessarily anxious about 
this matter. The resolution includes in it the 
printing of that large volume of Kansas laws 
which was sent to the Senate. My colleague and 
I agree in thinking that it is not advisable to 
print any more of those than is necessary for the 
use of the Senate. It would be a mere waste of 
money. If you leave out the law, the document 
is only a little pamphlet that will not cost a cent 
apiece; and it is of no sort of consequence whether 
the types are taken down now ornot. If we were 
to print the large volume of Kansas laws, it 
would be of some consequence, because that 
would involve considerable expense; but I pre- 
sume no Senator has the least idea that itis advis- 
able to print ten thousand copies of perfectly use- 
less matter to scatter over the country. Striking 
that out, it seems to me of very little importance 
whether the document be printed to-day from the 
types which have heen set up, or within a week 
or two after they have been taken down. In fact, 
my opinion is, that it is hardly worth while to print 
it in any shape, simply because those documents, 
being very short, have already gone through all 
the sill a 4a of the country,and to print extra 
copies of them would be only imposing upon 
Senators a burden in their distribution which 
they do not wish to undertake. It would be, in 
fact, useless; for the people to whom they might 


be sent, having read them before, would not desire | 
them. The result would be an unnecessary trouble | 
in sending them off; and, therefore, I think that |} 


the motion which the Senator from Arkansas 
asks the Senate to dispose of may as well lie over 
for the present. I know one Senator on this side 
of the House wishes to make his remarks upon 
that question, and he hopes to have as carly an 
opportunity to do so as can be conveniently as- 
signed to him. He is unwilling to wait until the 
printed reports from the Committce on Territories 
shall come in. The honorable Senator from IHi- 
nois, [Mr. Doveras, | will have the right by cour- 
tesy to introduce the debate upon that subject, and 
the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. CoL- 
LAMER] may also wish to speak. This renders 
it a matter of uncertainty when the opportunity 
will be presented to the gentleman to whom I 
have alluded, and there will be no question on 
which he can make his remarks, if he desires to 
do so previously to that time. Therefore, I hope 


the honorable chairman of the Committee on Print- | 


ing will not insist on his proposition, for I cannot 


regard it in any serious light as involving a sub- || 
: A s 
ii ent state of things, nor ought it to do so; but if, 


ject of any consequence. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 


please. I will not stop to remark upon the com- 
pliment which my colleague has bestowed on me 
when he spoke of my unnecessary anxiety. Of 
the propriety of that remark I leave him to be 


the judge. “Having been assigned duties which | 


are common to him and to myself, I do not care 
whether I am regarded as evincing unnecessary 
anxiety. I simply desire properly to discharge 
the duties of my position. 

The Senator from Maine urges the claims of a 
Senator to the attention of the Senate on this 
question. Now, sir, if the Senator referred to 
should confine himself to the pending question, 
his speech will be brief indeed; for it is but a 
motion to print, and his theme will have no in- 
terest beyond the value of dollars and cents. My 
colleague on the committee [Mr. Fessenprn] has 
depreciated its value, even in that respect, to a 
very inconsiderable amount. It may be, that the 
Senator who is anxious to address the Senate 


I do not care what the Sen- | 
ate may do on this subject; it is entirely within | 
their power, and they can dispose of it as they |, the i 
_ been ordered from Spain in the year 1848 in forty- 
‘eight hours, for interfering with their domestic 
i! concerns; and hence there could be no danger in 
' sending Mr. Crampton away for the same thing. 
: The remarks of Mr. M. will be found in the 
| Appendix. 


| pending which ought to be disposed of. 


does not intend to limit himself to the pending 


f querhon. He may intend an extended speeċh on 


ansas affairs generally; and, if so, I respectfully 
suggest that it will be unnecessary to postpone 
the adoption of the order to print, as his speech 


| will be equally as pertinent to any other motion. 


When we refer the resolution to the committee, 
we do not order the printing. The committee 


| may report against printing any additional copies. 


If they should report against printing the laws, 
the Senate still may overrule their decision. The 
report which the Scnator from Maine and myself 
may make will not be conclusive. If these laws 
shall be printed, an expense of $800 will be in- 
volved, for that is the precise amount which the 
recomposition will cost. It is very easy for the 
Senate to dispose of the question; and [ submit 
to the Senate whether they will do it or not. 
They can dispose of the motion, with the under- 
standing that the Senator having the floor on it 


: shall have the floor upon the first occasion when 


the Kansas reports shall come under considera- 
tion, or he may speak, if he chooses, on the 
whole subject independently, and then his views 
would go before the country as effectually as in 
any other way. 

Having made these remarks, I have no more to 
say. If the Senate shall choose to facilitate the 
execution of the printing of these documents, and 
save 9800, I shall be very glad; but, if not, I must 
cheerfully submit. 

Mr. BROWN. I believe the subject before us 
is the three million bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The-Scnator from Arkan- 
sas took the floor for the purpose of moving to 
suspend the present order of business. 

Mr. BROWN. If it can be done without con- 
suming too much time, I have no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My only object was to have 
the motion in regard to printing the Kansas 
message and documents referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. HARLAN, 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
suspending the special order, for the purpose of 
taking up the proposition of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the motion. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 124,) to increase the efficiency of the 
United States Army. 

Mr. BROWN then rose and concluded his re- 


marks commenced last Tuesday, in the course of 


What is the question before 


‘which he had touched on two points, viz: the 
! Clayton and Bulwer treaty ard the enlistment 
question. He sustained, with much zeal, the po- 
! sitions assumed by the Secretary of State and 
: our Minister, Mr. Buchanan, in the late corre- 


spondence with England, declaring the State 
papers on the American side of the question as 
marked with signal ability. His speech will be 
found in the Appendix. 

Mr. MALLORY next addressed the Senate at 


‘| some length, concurring in general with the views, 


expressed by the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 


| Brown.] He was among the number that did 


not believe that war would grow out of the pres- 
contrary to our expectation, it should come, our 


resources to meet itwere unlimited. He alluded 
to the circumstance of the British Minister having 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to address the 


| Senate upon the subject of our relations with 
! Great Britain, and not so much on the bill which 
| is now before the Senate. 
i ure of the Senate whether I shall proceed to-day 


I leave it to the pleas- 


or at another period. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope the Senate 
will agree to postpone the question. à 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam willing that the 
subject shall be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have appropriation bills 
I think 


at this period of the session it is time we should 
sit during the whole week. I hope the motion will 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion after 
the statement of the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cray in 
the chair.) The question is on postponing the 
further consideration of this subject unti] Monday. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope that will not be done. 
I have no objection to a postponement until to- 
morrow, but I cannot agree to a postponement 


until Monday. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It isa matter of indiffer- 
ence tome. If the subject be made the order of 


the day for to-morrow I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to a 
postponement of this bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow, 
at one o’clock. s 

The motion was agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope it will be the pleas- 
ure of the Senaie now to take up and dispose of 
a bill (S. No. 117) which I reported some time 
since from the Committee on Claims, to amend 
an act entitled “ An act to establish a court for 
the investigation of claims against the United 
States,” approved February 24, 1855. It is a 
practical measure to supply certain defects and 
omissions in the act establishing this court, and 
I hope there will be no objection to it. I move 
to take it up for consideration. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to authorize any two 
of the judges of the Court of Claims to constitute 
a quorum, and hold a court for the transaction 
of business; and any one of the judges may ap- 
point commissioners to take testimony in the 
manner prescribed in the act of February 24, 
1855, establishing the court. It further,provides 
for the appointment by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, of an 
assistant solicitor, to receive a salary of $3,500 
per annum, and to hold his office for a period of 
four years, unless sooner removed by the Presi- 
dent. The solicitor is to have power to employ 
a clerk at a salary of $2,500 per annum. 

The clerk of the court, it is provided, is to dis- 
burse, under the direction of the court, the con- 
tingent fund which may hereafter be appropriated 
from time to time for its use; but he is first to 
give bond in such amount and form, and with 
such security, as shall be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. From and after the 1st 
day of April, 1856, the salary of the clerk of the 
court is to be $3,000 per annum, and of the assist- 
ant clerk $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Perhaps it is necessary for 
me, as chairman of that committee, to say a few 
words in explanation of this bill. Its first section 
provides that any two judges of the Court of 
Claims shall be a quorum for the transaction of 
business. I presume that no one can have any 
objection to that provision. It becomes necessary 
in consequence of an omission in the original law 
establishing the Court. The judges have decided 
that, under the terms of that law, all three must 
be present in order to hold a court. 

The second section provides for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant solicitor, and authorizes 
the present solicitor to appoint a clerk. I pro- 
pose to amend the bill by striking out the word 
‘“clerk,’’ and inserting ‘ deputy,” because it may 
be necessary for the Solicitor to send his deputy 
into court for the purpose of representing him. 
The duties of the solicitor are of such an oneér- 
ous nature, that it is impossible for him to per- 
sonally appear in every case. ‘The law makes it 
his duty to represent the Government in every 
case. it must occur to members at once, that 1t 
is utterly impossible for one man to meet all the 
briefs and answer all the arguments made against 
the Government in the various cases presented to 
the court. For this reason the Committee on 
Claims have reported this section, authorizing the 
President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint an 
assistant solicitor for the usual term of four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President, placing 
him on the same footing with the marshats, so 
i that the appointment, but not the office, will 
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expire at the end of four, ycars. The section 
goes further, and provides for the appointment 
of a-deputy—called a clerk in the bill—at a sal- 
ary of $2,500. Three men will be required to 
represent the Government before the Court of 
Claims. . Many cases are presented to that tribu- 
nal, involving important questions of law and of 
fact; and it is utterly impossible for the solicitor 
alone to represent the Government properly under 
the present organization. I presume, therefore, 
there will be no objection to giving him the as- 
sistance asked for. It was in contemplation at 
first to authorize the President to appoint two 
assistant solicitors; but the committee have only 
proposed the appointment of one assistant soli- 
citor and one deputy. 

The third section of the bill authorizes the 
clerk of the court to disburse the contingent fund 


n which may.be appropriated from time to time for 


the use of that tribunal, in the same manner in 
which the Secretary of the Senate disburses the 
ontingent fund of this body. Under the law as 
it now exists, if a blank-book or a ton of coal is 
urchased, a requisition must be drawn on the 

‘reasury.. We propose to make the elerk of the 
court a disbursing agent, and to have his accounts 
settled at the Treasury inthe same manner as the 
accounts of other disbursing agents; and we pro- 
vide for allowing him a salary of $3,000. He 
performs important duties. We propose to give 

is assistant a salary of $2,000—about the same 
pay which the assistant clerks in the Senate re- 
ceive, 

i T is my explanation of the provisions of the 

ill. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, T shall give 
my support to this bill as it now stands; but I 
confess I should prefer it if it provided for two 
assistant solicitors, instead of an assistant soli- 
citor anda clerk. Ido not understand the object 


of denominating the second assistant a clerk. I 
think hę should be a solicitor, capable of repre- 
senting the Government in court; for I undertake 


to say that no three counsel can discharge fully, 
faithfully, and ably the duties which are now 
devolved upon the solicitor alone by the law cre- 
ating this tribunal. © It is more than three men 
can do; but as aid is asked only to that extent, 
I would stop there. 

It is certainly necessary to increase the repre- 
‘sentation of the Government in this tribunal. 
Every case which arises in it is one in which the 
Government is a party; und with only one soli- 
citor, as it is now organized, he is necessarily 
engaged in every case which arises. We must 
examiino every case; he must make himself mas- 
ter of the interests and rights of the Government 
in every case which arises, He has opposed to 
him the whole bar of the Union—men of the most 
powerful abilities and the most extensive learn- 
ing, all combined against the Government and 
against its solicitor. Ordinarily, between man 
and man, in cases of small importance, parties 
employ more than one counsel—very often three 


where the mattor in discussion is only a few | 


thousand dollars. Here, where the whole inter- 
ests of the Government are involved, where a 
vast amount of business is transferred from the 
halls of Congress to the Court of Clains, the 
Government of the United States, with its im- 
mense treasury, can afford to employ only one 
man by the year, and now the proposition is to 
increase it to only two and a clerk! Sir, there is 
nota respectable law office in the city of Boston, 
New York, or Baltimore, which is not more 
strongly officered than the Court of Claims is on 
the part of the Government. Our force there is 
altogether inadequate. Tt will be found to be so. 
I should much prefer, therefore, to have two as- 
sistant solicitors, in order that any one of them 


might represent the Government in the absence | 
I hope that no false idea of econ- } 
omy will induce the Senators representing the | 


of the other. 


Committee on Claims to withhold that strength 
to the representation of the Government in this 
tribunal which is necessary for the protection of 
its interests. For this purpose I move to strike 
out the word ‘clerk ” in the second section. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. And insert ‘ deputy.” 
Mr. TOUCEY. No, sir; I do not wish to 
insert ‘* deputy;’’ I wish to have a representative 
of the Government, not a representative of the 
solicitor; I wish to have a man of ability and 
character, who will stand there representing the 


Government—not the mere clerk of our solicitor, 
not the clerk of our representative, but our rép- 
resentative himself. I would, therefore, move an 
amendment to the bill to that effect, unless it is 
objected to strenuously by my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania, so as to substitute two assist- 
ant solicitors instead of one assistant solicitor and 
a clerk. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, there is 
much force in what my distinguished friend from 


Connecticut has said; but the object of the com- | 
ich there could | 


mittee was, to frame a bill to w 
be no possible objection, and not to ask for too 
much at once. This courtis now feeling its way; 
it is doing well; it is composed of able judges. 
Its opinions, so far as I have examined them, are 
correct. I hope and believe that it will become 
a good institution. It has started properly. 

My friend from Connecticut will remember that 
the Government is also represented by the three 


judges. They take care of the interests of the 
Government. For myself, I should be willing to 


have three solicitors; but we think two would be 
enough. At any rate, the present solicitor is 
willing to undertake it with this force. In that 
point of view, I think we had better let the bill 
stand as it is. The Government will be in fact 
represented by three counsel, although one will 
be called a clerk or a deputy. Thesolicitors will 
have a deputy witha good salary—$2,500 a year 
—to prepare their briefs; to assist in taking testi- 
mony; to answer the letters which may be ad- 
dressed to them, He can make himself as useful 
in that capacity, and under that name, as if he 
were called an assistant-solicitor, and appointed 
by the President. I hope, therefore, that m 
friend from Connecticut—although there is much 
force in what he says—will allow this bill to be 
passed as it is; and, if hereafter it should be found 
necessary to appoint another solicitor, I shall go 
with him to accomplish that object. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Is it intended to 
urgt this bill to its passage this afternoon? It is 
a question of importance. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I know itisan important 
bill, but it is a practical measure. Ido not de- 
sire to occupy the time of the Senate myself, but, 
if any Senator wishes to have further time for 
examination, I shall make no opposition to the 
postponement of the bill. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Iwill not insist on 
postponement, but I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to a few considerations connected 
with this subject. The remarks of the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania have, to some extent, 
furnished the information which I wished to ob- 
tain on this subject; but still I should like very 
much to have some further knowledge as to the 
proceedings of the court. Iconfess fam entirely 
ignorant of the manner in which its proceedings 
have been reevived by the public and by Congress. 

We all know that the Court of Claims was estab- 
lished by Congress in good faith, with an honest 
and patriotic disposition to make this experiment; 
not with a view of its becoming a permanent part 


of our institutions, but to see what could be done 


to relieve Congress from the burden of the exam- 
nation of the multitude of private claims which 
overwhelmed us at every session, and from the 
dificulties which existed in deciding them prop- 
erly, either in reference to the interests of the 
public or of the individual. Now, I desire to 
know whether the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has given such atlention to the action of 
the court up to this time, as to be able to express 
a decided opinion that the experiment is working 
well? It is only within the last few days that the 
decisions of the court have been laid before Con- 
gress, and I have had no opportunity to examine 
them; and I therefore ask the question of the hon- 
orable Senator who is chairman of the Committee 
on Claims. 

I should be unwilling to vote for this bill, until 
I receive some satisfactory information as to the 
manner in which this court is understood, by 
those who have noticed its proceedings and ex- 
amined its decisions, to have acted. 
disposed to vote for it unless they are prepared 
to express the opinion that it is a tribunal which 
really promises to be an advantageous mode of 


i settling the claims of individuals against the Gov- 


ernment, and to do justice alike to the Govern- 
ment and to individuals. 
and attach to it a still greater number of officers, 


I am not: 


If we pass this bill, | 


it will be more difficult to drop them and discon- 
tinue the court, if we should not be satisfied with 
it in future. 

There may be another objection. If you ap- 
point a greater number of officers than are ne- 
cessary to attend to the interests of the Govern- 
ment in the examination of the claims which are 
presented against it, instead of increasing the ef- 
ficiency of the examining or defending counsel, 
you necessarily weaken it; because, when yow 
divide the responsibility between many, one will 
depend on another, and the proper energy and 
ony which ought to be exercised will be 
lost. If there be actually a deficiency of counsel 
of skill and ability to attend properly to the in- 
terests of the United States before this tribunal, 
we certainly ought to increase the number, not 
merely to two or three, as proposed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Connecticut, but even to four 
or five, if essential. 

I understand that it is the duty of the solicitor 
to prepare interrogatorics for the examination of 
witnesses in every part of the United States. This 
isavery burdensome and irksome duty; and from 
my own experience of such matters, I can very 
readily perceive that, during the sessions of the 
court, it would be impossible for one man to attend 
properly to the interests of the Government; but 
I am not sufficiently informed as to the fact 
whether these branches of the duty of the solici- 
tor have been attended to; and if not, whether 
the neglect has been on account of the want of 
time and ability to do so. When I use the term 
“ want of ability,” I do not meant a want of nat- 
ural or professional ability, but a want of suffi- 
cient physical strength to attend to the duties 
which he must perform in the argument of cases, 
the preparation of briefs, and the examination 
of the briefs of the claimants’ counsel, 

Afterall, in every matter of this sort, it is not 
so much the number, as the real ability, of the 
appointees, in which the Government is con- 
cerned, Ihave no doubt there would be every 
disposition on the part of the Executive to fur- 
nish men of proper ability; but you may appoint 
half a dozen or a score, and unless the selection 
is made really with a view to the duties to be 
performed, of capable, industrious, and energetic 
men, it would be in vain to increase this corps. I 
say this without meaning to express any greater 
diffidence in this Administration than m any 
other; nor do I wish to suggest that there are 
particular persons who are in view to be appoint- 
ed. I wil anys in all candor to the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania, from my knowledge 
of the vigilance with which he watches the pro- 
ceedings of Congress in reference to questions of 
appropriation, and investigates claims, and his 
general industry, and his firm purpose to do jus- 
tice not only to individuals, but to the Govern- 
ment, I should be glad if he had in view the 
proper persons to fill these places, and I should 
vote for the bill with more alacrity if such were 
the fact. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Itis not my purpose to 
press this bill to a vote this evening if several 
Senators, who have expressed to me a desire to 
have an opportunity to examine it further, shall 
persist in that wish. My friend from Tennessee 
docs not seem to be well satisfied with the pro- 
ceedings of the court thus far, or, rather, he has 
not fully examined its proceedings. I do not 
understand him to express dissatisfaction with 
them. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. But he desires to know 
from me, whether I have carefully examined the 
decisions of the court? Iwill say, in reply, that 
1 have read many of its opinions, and I have 
carefully watched its course. The bill by which 
it was established was introduced by myself, and 
therefore I have felt considerable interest in the 
subject, and have been exceedingly desirous that 
the court should work well; and I have hoped 
that it will, in a great degrce, remedy the evils 
which we have all scen to exist in the adjust- 
ment of private claims before Congress. The 
proceedings of the court, so far as I have ex- 
amined them, have been entirely satisfactory to 
me. A synopsis of their decisions was published 
a few days ago in the National Intelligencer, and 
that synopsis, together with the opinions in full, 
as published in the Union from time to time, 
must, it seems to me, meet the approbation of 
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every sound lawyer in the country. I think the 


court has rightly construed its powers under the | 


act by which it has been established. It is true 
it has not progressed as fast as some gentlemen 
might desire, but my friend from Tennessee must 
recollect that it is a new institution—that it has 
had to establish rules, to form a practice, and to 
procecd carefully, and, as it were, to feel its way. 

In regard to the propriety of furnishing the 
solicitor with additional aid in the discharge of 
his duties, I am content to let the matter stand 
on the suggestions which my friend from Con- 
necticut has so well expressed. My friend from 
Tennessee has suggested that I may have per- 
sons in view to fill these places. 1 desire to say 
to him, that I do not know who is to be appointed 
to any one of these offices. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish you did. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iwas not consulted before 
in regard to the appointment of judges, and Ido 
not expect to be consulted now; but I will say 
that if the President of the United States shall be 
as fortunate in selecting the officers proposed by 
this bill as he was in selecting the officers who 
now compose the court, I shall be well satisfied. 


__ Having made these remarks, I am willing that | 
the bill shall lie over for further examination, if | 


required. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 

Mr. TOUCEY. 
with the bill as it stands, although I should be 
better satisfied if it went further. Some gentle- 
men scem not to be entirely ready to go as far as 
the bill goes; and yet they are not opposed to it. 
I hope the bill will be put on its passage this 
afternoon, 

Mr. STUART. Before I shall be able to vote 


I do not desire it. 


for this bill, or forany other bill that proposes an | 


extension of this character, I shall want to be 
very well satisfied of its necessity. I desire to 
inquire of the Senator from Pennsylvania, if he 
had any report from the officers of the court upon 
which this action is based—anything which 
shows the necessity or the extent of the necessity 
for it? Such a report as that would go a great 
way in satisfying me; but a mere supposition that 
there is a necessity for more force in the court 
does not satisfy me at all, ‘While every facility 
should be given to this tribunal to dispose of the 
public business, it should be constantly borne in 
mind that it constitutes a nucleus around which 
you may add officers and add expenses at every 
session of Congress. 


I do not intend to intimate anything further than | 
that [am without any information. So farasmere | 
rumor goes, so far as mere general knowledge | 


goes, I suppose I have as much as any other 


Senator; but, sir, we ought to have exact and spe- | 


cific knowledge; and it ought to come from the 
officers of the court. 
business they have before them, how much they 
are able to do, how much they are unable to do, 
and what the effect of additional force will be to 
aid them in that business. I propose to proceed 
in such a manner that I can justify, by my own 
judgment, the vote which I shall be called upon 
to give; but at this time I have no such evidence, 
and, therefore, I hope the Senate will agree to 
postpone this bill, so that the vote will not be 
passed upon it to-day, but that we shall be en- 
abled, from some source, to get before the Senate 


a specific statement of the information to which | 


I have referred. ; 
There are some things in the terms of the bill 
itself which, if it is to be considered now, I shall 
ask the Senate to amend, and some things which 
I apprehend there will be no objection to amend- 
ing. Bat, sir, I submit that it would be better 


that the Senate should be provided with exact | 


information on this subject. It can be done read- 
ily. The subject lies in a small compass. In- 
formation can be readily obtained. The commit- 
tec undoubtedly can- be prepared early next week 
to furnish to the Senate all information that would 
be desired tò enable us to act understandingly. 
In what I have said I beg to be understood I 
do not intend to indicate opposition to this in- 


crease of officers, if itis necessary; but I wish to be | 


satisfied, and thoroughly satisfied, of that neces- 
sity before voting for the bill. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, if this 
bill is to be postponed for examination, as sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
Í have no desire to say a word upon it now; but 


I do not intend to interfere | 


We ought to see how much 
| 


on the supposition that the vote is to be taken to- 
day, I desire to say ə very few words. 

I happen to be a member of the Committee on 
Claims from which this bill comes. The com- 
mittee were unanimous in the opinion, and were 
exceedingly well satisfied ofthe fact, that an in- 
crease of the force in the Court of Claims, for rep- 
resenting theinterests of the Government, was 
not only necessary, but absolutely indispensable. 
We had no report from the court, it is true. I 
suppose the court gets along well cnough with the 
business before it, because it takes up one case 
after another and disposes of it. This is not an 
increase of force to aid the court, but it is anin- 
crease of officers to enable the solicitor of the 
Government to represent its interests properly be- 
fore this tribunal. 

It must be manifest to every man that one per- 
son cannot by possibility attend to every case 
which is brought before the Court of Claims, as 
fast as the necessities of the country in the pre- 
sentation of causes render desirable. No mortal 
could do it. As most of us are lawyers, we can 
answer the question from our own practice. The 
solicitor of the court, I am satisficd, is a very 
able and a very assiduous man in the discharge 
of the duties of his position. He is obliged to 
examine every cause that is docketed, to take 
testimony in every cause, to examine and under- 
stand the briefs of opposite counsel in every cause; 
and then he is to present the Government’s view 
of every cause to the court. No man could live 
and attempt to do all of this as fast as the inter- 
ests of the country require that it should be done. 
The committee were entirely satisfied, from their 
own general information, as well as from repre- 
sentations on which we had every right to rely, 
that if we wished the business of the court done 
properly and seasonably, we must give such an 
increase of force there as is necessary. 

With regard to the amount of business before 
the court, the honorable Senator from Michigan 
can form some judgment, I think, from simply 
looking at the cases which are referred by 
Senate and by the House of Representatives daily 
to this tribunal. In addition to this, we know 
that a vast number of cases are brought before 
the court from other quarters. Private individ- 
uals present their claims against the Government, 
without coming here in the first place and having 
their cases referred from this body or from the 
House of Representatives. The docket, it is un- 
derstood, is well filled. Many of the causes are 
of very great consequence, They are of sufficient 
consequence to employ in behalf of the claimants 
able counsel from different sections of the coun- 
try. Those men come here to engage in them, 
with ample timc and leisure to give the most thor- 
ough examination to them. They involve large 
sums of money; and it must. he obvious to any 
Senator that a single individual, as solicitor of 
that court, whatever may be his ability, cannot 
master onc half or one quarter of the briefs which 
are filed, and present the causes to the court in 
the manner in which they should be urged on the 
part of the United States. 

The question then addresses itself at once to us: 
if we mean to continue the court, will we give 
such an inerease of force, and such a trifling addi- 
tional sum as salaries to the officers proposed by 
this bill, as will enable the solicitor to attend prop- 
erly to the claims presented against the Govern- 


The more speedily we do it the better. 

With regard to the court itself, I have not had 
the opportunity which has been presented to the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims to examine 
all its decisions, and I am not, therefore, prepared 
to say whether they arc able or otherwise. I 
have heard that they are exceedingly good; and 
from the character, as lawyers and judges, of the 
gentlemen who have been selected to compose the 
court, I have no doubt that they are able, The 
business is there; the Government must be rep- 
resented; counsel on the other side must be met; 
and, in my opinion, the sooncr we make pro- 
vision for it the better, because the sooner it is 
done the better will be the manner in which the 
causes will be presented. I do not urge it on 
account of any deficiency on the part of the soli- 
citor, but he must surely be unable to attend to 
| the business as it should be attended to, without 
the aid that he is to derive from the assistance 
| which we propose to furnish him. 


the || 


ment; and if so, whether we willnot do itspeedily? 


Now, sir, with regard to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Cotnecticat, in ‘reference to the 
amendment of the bill, I will state the argument 
in the committee. We took this view: we do 
not exactly know how much assistance will be 
necessary, and for how long a time it: will be 
necessary. At present the business of the court, 
is very much crowded, because the two Houses 
have sent large quantities of it there; but the 


i time will come, I apprehend, at no very distant 


date, when the business to be presented will bė 
diminished. There is just now an extraordinary 
press of business from the number of cases which 
we are sending from Congress to the court. We 
decided, therefore, not to appoint two assistant 
solicitors, for the reason thatit may turn out, ina 
very short period of time, that two assistants are 
not required, and we all know how difficult it is, 
when offices exist to be filled by the President, 
that any view of expediency is suffered to prevail 
to prevent the appointment of an officer, although 
he may not have so much to do as might be re- 
quisite. 

A clerk is absolutely necessary in the solicitor’s 
office, and a clerk of a high grade. If we were 
to appoint two solicitors and a clerk, we might 
have more force than would be needed in a short 
time. Itis more easy, or at least more wise, to 
leave ourselves in such a position that we can 
increase the force hereafter if it shall be necessary, 
rather than place ourselves in the position of 
being compelled to reduce it, which is always a 
difficult matter. For this reason the committee 
decided that in regard to the permanent appoint- 
ments to be made by the President, it was enough 
to give one additional solicitor of high standing, 
in order to direct the business of the office, and to 
have a clerk appointed who should be capable, 
under the dircction of the principal solicitor, of 
aiding him in the discharge of his duties in such 
a manner as he may direct. I think, therefore, 
the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut 
ought not at the present time to be urge@ stren- 
uously. Ifwe succeed in appointing an additional 
solicitor and clerk of the high character suggested 
by the salary which we have fixed, it will prob- 
ably be all that will be needed to enable the 


| agents of the Government to discharge their duty 


in reference to the mass of claims now before the 
court. J hope the bill will be passed speedily, for 
I am satisfied it is of the utmost necessity. 

Mr. STUART. I confess, Mr. President, that 
these arguments have not served to convince me, 
for the Senators have not given me any inform- 
ation which is not possessed gencrally by the 
country. The arguments are but one view of 
the question, and they still do not present us the 
facts. There is as much physical ability required 
| on the part of the judges as on the part of the 
| solicitor, The cases must be examined, not only 
| in respect to the facts, but in regard to the law, 
by the judges after the argument is completed in 
each case. Thiscourt cannot have, and does not 
have, continuous sessions. It is obliged to take 
recesses for the purpose of considering the argu- 
ments, and preparing judgments. While this 
process is going on by the court, the solicitor is 
unquestionably examining other cases, to be pre- 
sented afterwards. And this is the'general work- 
ing of the system. While, as I said before, I 
am not disposed to withhold anything that is ne- 
cessary to give facility and energy to this tribunal 
for the dispatch of the business brought before 
it, Eam not willing, and I submit that the Senate 
| ought not to be willing, to go into an increase of 
| officers on the mere suggestion of its necessity. 
| Now, unless there is some knowledge on the 
i part of the committee other than what has been 
| presented to the Senate to-day, I submit that it 
| is not sufficient to induce the Senate to add three 
; new officers to this court. {say there isno such 
| information as should induce the Senate to agree 
| that the necessity exists. : f 
| Itis execedingly important, in the very incep- 
i tion of this tribunal, that the Congress of the 
; United States should proceed cautiously. It has 
: been well said by the Senator from ‘Tennessee, 


|| that it was regarded by those who were engaged 


| in instituting this court by law, as very much of 
| an experiment; and it is an experiment which 
i has not yet been fully tried. Thus far, I think 
it has operated well. “It is of an entirely different 
| character from the tribunal which I was disposed 
to establish if my opinion could have prevailed; 
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butit is so.much of.a court as to answer very 
good purposes for efficiency; and just so often as 
I can.be convinced of the necessity of additional 
officers or additional salaries, I shall vote to allow 
them; but I cannot cast such a vote upon the 
mere suggestions. of. Senators or a committee. _ 

, TL hope.the further consideration of this bill will 
be postponed for the present. . I think it ought 
to be postponed. -I think we ought to have the 
facts.. It has been asserted that we cannot get 
them from. the. court. If the court is going on 
as easily as the Senator from Maine suggests, 
amidst the mass of business, and if we really 
cannot get information from the court as to the 
extent of the business before it, let us have the 
information from the solicitor; let us have it 
from the clerk; let us have it from some person 
connected with the court who is responsible. 
Let us have.the facts. Let us know what is the 
necessity and the extentof it. I submit that we 
ean get this information from the court. F sub- 
mit that the court is the best source from which 
to derive information of the extent of business 
before it, and: the necessity of this additional 
force, because the court is entirely disinterested 
onthe question. Sitting there as judges, they 
must know the.extent of the necessity for addi- 
tional force to aid the solicitor, and they would 
be. the best source from which such information 
could.come. I desire to have it; and I therefore 
move that the further consideration of this bill be 
postponed for one weck. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will say to my friend 
from Michigan, that the solicitor of the court in- 
formed me that it was utterly impossible for him 
to xepresent the Government in all cases brought 
before that tribunal. It would be almost impos- 
sible for him to read the briefs made out on be- 
half of the claimants, much less to prepare briefs 
and make arguments in answer, and attend to the 
taking of testimony. I presume the court or the 
solicitor would have made a written communica- 
tion aw to the necessity of this increase of force 
if it had been desired; ‘but it seemed to me not to 
be requisite. The business before the court is a 


` partof the history of the country. We all know 


that. there is a large amount of business there, 
and that it is of a very important nature. We 
know that there are large claims, in which the 
Government is interested, now pending before 
the court, and which will be brought before it. 
We sce from day to day bricf sketches of the 
proceedings. Hence it was, that the Committee 
on Claims did not call on the court for a written 
communication on the subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Myr. President, at one time it 
was supposed that this bill would come before 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I had some 
conversation with the solicitor, Mr. Montgomery 
Blair, and he made an entirely satisfactory state- 
ment tome. He showed me that the cases before 
the court required voluminous briefs, and he ex- 
hibited to me some briefs of forty, and of fifty, 
and of sixty printed pages. In one case his brief 
was composed partly of remarks which 1 myself 
had made on this floor, and I asked him the rea- 
son of it, He said he really had no time to make 
out a brief in his own language, and he was com- 

elled:to cut out with scissors statements of this 

ind. I am entirely satisfied that what he told 
me was true. He says it is impossible to do jus- 
tice to the Government by an intelligent inquiry 
into Lhe various cases brought before this tribu- 
nal, unless he has some one to supply him with 
the materials out of which he can make his briefs 
He may write out the briefs, but he ought to have 
some person to present the materials to him, and 
to hunt up authorities for him. Iam entirely 
satisfied that he alone cannot do it with justice to 
himselfas a lawyer, or to the Government, which 
has committed its interests to his charge. 

Ishall vote for this bill with a great deal of 
pleasure. I have had no conversation with the 
judges of the court, but I have conversed a good 
deal with Mr. Blair upon the subject; and the 
result of my communications with him has been 
to force on my mind the conviction that he is 
required to-do, for a small compensation, more 
labor than almost any other man in this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, when the 
original bill for the establishment of the Court of 


‘Claims was pending before this body, I thought 
-t.would be.more prudent to have the interests of 


the Government protected by the appointment of 
more than one solicitor. I am without any par- 
ticular knowledge derived from the solicitor or 
judges, but I think I have sufficient knowledge 
of the character of the business which has gone 
before the court, and the novelty of the questions 
raised, to justify me in voting for this bill. The 
questions presented to the court are of such a 
nature that authorities can hardly be brought to 
bear on them; but the decision of them must rest 
on principles the investigation of which requires 
a very extraordinary application of intellect. The 
solicitor is expected to meet in all these claims 
the opposition of the ablest minds of the country. 

Having these facts in view, I cannot entertain 
the shadow of a doubt that the interests of the 
Government will be measurably unprotected, un- 
less you appoint an additional solicitor to the 
court during the first four or five years of its ex- 
istence. Undoubtedly, after the general principles 
which are to govern the rights of claimants against 
the United States have been disposed of by the 
decisions of the court, in the course of a few years 
you will be able to dispense with more than a 
single solicitor. At present, however, there is a 
mass of business before the court involving new 
and complicated questions. Without reference 
to any opinion derived from the solicitor or judges, 
and looking only to my own knowledge of the 
difficulties connected with the professional ques- 
tions, and my knowledge of the mass of business 
pressing on the court, I can entertain no doubt 
that, if you mean to protect the interests of the 
Government, and to have those questions rightly 
discussed on the side of the Government, you 
must pass the bill now before the Senate. No 
human labor would enable the solicitor to do 
justice to the cases which are constantly pressing 
on him, involving points of the most varied kind, 
and altogether novel; and in regard to which he 
can derive little information from books, but must 
make his deductions from general principles, 
which are to be searched out and presented on 
their own merits. He must also enter constantly 
into a long investigation of the facts, and he must 
examine written depositions to ascertain the facts 
in each particular case. 

Under allcircumstances I do not myself doubt— 
and F have looked at this bill—that its provisions 
do not go one step further than is absolutely 
essential to the protection of the interests of the 
Government; and F shall vote for it with great 
cheerfulness. I have equally little doubt that, 
after the lapse of a few years, constituted as the 
court is, as I believe, of very able men, we shall 
be able to dispense with more than the ordinary 
services of one solicitor as first appointed, with a 
clerk. J shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I have had occasion to make 
some inquiries in regard to this matter, and I am 
entirely satisfied that the solicitor, if left unas- 
sisted, cannot hold the office and discharge its 
| duties, but will be compelled to resign it. No 
man in my judgment could do it. From my 
knowledge of the business in that court, the mil- 
lions which are depending there, and the powerful 
| abilities that are brought to bear against the Gov- 
ernment, l can say that no man is physically able 
to discharge the duties of solicitor. Now we 
have the unanimous opinion of the committee of 
this body to which it has been referred in favor 
lof this bill. I think we should be justified in 
passing it without delay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan, 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until this day week. 

The motion was not agrecd to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Commiitee on Claims 
have authorized me to move an amendment, by 
striking out the word “ clerk’? in the clause au- 
thorizing the solicitor to employ a clerk, and 
inserting the word ‘deputy. The object is, 
that the assistant of the solicitor shall be called a 
deputy, which the solicitor prefers. Itis a mere 
matter of name. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to offer an amendment. 
The bill provides in the first section: “and any 
one of the said judges may appoint commission- 
ers to take testimony.” {f think that such ap- 


| pointments should be the act of the court; and I 
therefore propose to strike out the words after 


the word “and, ” and before the word “may,” 


and insert the words, “the court;” so that it 
shall read, “and the court may appoint commis- 
sioners to take testimony.” T think the ap- 
pointment of commissioners should not be the 
act of a single judge. 

oo BRODHEAD. I have no objection to 
that. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask the chair- 
man of the committee if the court has not now 
the power to appoint commissioners to take tes- 
timony ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then, what is the object 
of this provision? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will explain to my 
friend. Under the act organizing the court three 
judges were required for the purpose of appoint- 
ing a commissioner; now any two can appoint, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. The bill, as 
amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, March 13, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m, Prayer 
by Rev. Daniex Waroo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first in 
order was the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. HOFFMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Newbold be 
withdrawn from the files of the House, for the purpose of 
reference to a committee of the Senate. 

RAILROAD IRON DUTIES. 

Mr. READY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to present a preamble and resolu- 
tions passed by the Legislature of Tennessee, on 
the subject of duty on railroad iron; and ask 
their reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My colleague— 
if I understand him—presents some resolutions 
of the Tennessce Legislature on the subject of 
duties on railroad iron; and he asks their refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce. That, sir, 
isa subject which pertains strictly to the revenues 
of the country, and, consequently, to the tariff— 
a subject which the Committee on Commerce has 
never had jurisdiction of. It is one which the 
Committee of Ways and Means have exclusive 
jurisdiction of. That whole subject—touching 
the tariff and revenues of the country—as em- 
braced in the message of the President and the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, has been 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and I suggest to my colleague the propriety of 
letting these resolutions take the same direction. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I willstate further, thatwhen 
that memorial was presented by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy,] I rose in my place 
and objected to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. READY. Ido not know what has been 
the practice of the House in regard to the refer- 


| ence of such papers as the one which I have just 


presented. It seems to me, however, to belong 
as appropriately to the Committee on Commerce 
as to any other; and I should prefer it to go to that 
committee. I have heard no substantial reason 
why it should go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I know that there isa good deal of sen- 
sitiveness on the part of some gentlemen on this 
floor in regard to memorials, bills, and resolu- 
tions on this subject. Ihave no doubt, however, 


| that the interests which they represent will be as 


safe in the hands of the Committee on Commerce 
as in those of the Committee of Ways and Means; 


| and I should prefer to let it go to the first-named 
| committee. : 


į Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The ques- 
tion in reference to contemplated changes or modi- 
fications of the duty on railroad iron has already 
been referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and the whole subject will, in all proba- 
bility, come before that committee, not only in 
reference to the question embraced in the resolu- 
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tions now before the House, but in view, jf may 
be, of a general modification of existing duties. 
I hope the question will not be divided by a ref- 
erence to various committees, but I trust that the 
House will see the propriety of referring all ques- 
tions connected-with the revenue system to the 
appropriate committee—that of Ways and Means. 
If gentlemen are determined to disturb existing 
laws upon the subject of the tariff, let us at least 
begin by a legitimate reference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have made the 
motion to refer to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, because I think it is the appropriate com- 
mittee for these resolutions to go to. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has well 
remarked, that that committee has already had 
referred to ıt the message of the President and the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury in regard 
to the tariff. The Committee of Waysand Means 
are charged with the responsible duty of reporting 
to the House appropriation bills providing meas- 
ures for the expenditure of money; and it does 
seem to me that it comes clearly within their le- 
gitimate sphere of action, that they should con- 
sider and report on the ways and means by which 
the money can beraised. The subject has always 
been referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and it strikes me as rather an extraordi- 
nary proposition to send it now, under such cir- 
cumstances, to the Committee on Commerce. The 
whole subject should be taken under their charge. 
I trust, therefore, that the House will give to the 
resolutions the direction which I suggest—not be- 
cause that committee has not already laborenough 
to perform, but because this matter comes clearly | 
within the legal line of their duty. I move the 
previous question. ! 

Mr. RITCHIE. Iask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew the call. 

Mr. RITCHIE. When the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Reapy] offered the memorial, I | 
rose in my place and objected to its introduction, 
and I now merely wish to state the reason why 
I did so. If I had supposed that he desired to 
have it referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, I should have consented at once. My 
objection to having it referred elsewhere is, that 
this subject will be properly considered by the 
one committee, and brought before this House as 
part of the whole system; so that, when the sub- 
ject comes up, we may have an opportunity to 
discuss it here; and that the House may decide 
upon it, I object to its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, in the first place, because that 
is not the appropriate committee for such a sub- 
ject—no subject of that class having been hereto- 
fore referred to it; and, in the second place, be- 
cause I do not desire to have the subject introduced | 
here by itself, and discussed by itself, and per- 
haps pressed through the House during the ab- 
sence of some members—myself among the num- 
ber—who would desire to be heard in opposition 
toit. Itis well known to every gentleman who 
has had experience on this floor, that, if any one 
desire to prevent certain legislation, he requires 
to be constantly in attendance: otherwise it may 
be sprung in the House during his absence, and || 
pressed through without opposition. I desire, 
therefore, that the resolutions be referred to the 
committee which has charge of all other subjects 
kindred to this; so that the matter may come be- 
fore the House with due notice to all the members, 
and that we may be here, and have an opportunity 
to discuss it. If, after that, a majority of the 
House decide against what I desire to sec the law, |! 
I have nothing more to say onthe subject. My 
main desire now is, to have the matter referred to 
the Committee of Waysand Means, so that, after 
examination of the subject on their part, and after 
full notice to the House, we may have an oppor- 
tunity‘ to discuss it, and have a fair vote upon 
it. {Í do not want to strangle this matter; but still 
less do I desire to have it sprung upon the House 
in the absence of the antagonists of the measure. 
I renew the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was scconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the resolutions were referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. READY. Inasmuch as the matter has 
been referred to the Committee of Ways and! 


Means, I ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to have a bill on the same subject referred to the 
same committee. 

There being no objection, a bill to remit and 
refund the duty on imported railroad iron was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘ 


CLERK HIRE AND OFFICE RENT FOR PARIS 
CONSULATE. 

Mr. BRANCH, by unanimous consent, offered 
the. following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the 
Consul at Paris, office rent and clerk hire, in addition to the 
salary now allowed by law. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Asgury Dicxins, its Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act to define the jurisdiction of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States for the 
district of East Tennessee; and 

An act changing the time of holding the district 
court of the United States at Wytheville, in the 
western district of Virginia. 

COTTON INTERESTS. 

Mr. QUITMAN, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented resolutions of the Senate of the State of 
Mississippi in reference to the cotton interests 
of the country; which were referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion by Mr. CARUTHERS, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of Pierre Menard, for 
the purpose of having them referred to the Court of Claims. 

ARMORY AT ST. GENEVIEVE. 

Mr. CARUTHERS, by unanimous consent, 
presented the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


United States Armory at St. Genevieve, in the State of Mis- 
souri. 


JANE IRWIN. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a 


| bill for the relief of the heirs of Jane Irwin; 
: which was read a first and second time, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RAILROAD IRON. 

Mr. SNEED, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Tennessee, on the subject of repealing the duty 
on railroad iron, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. ` ; 


LIZZIE R. SMITH. : 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, by unanimons consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to indemnify Mrs. Lizzie R. Smith for property 
lost in the destruction of the steamer San Fran- 
cisco; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PILOTAGE. 

On motion by Mr. EUSTIS, by unanimous 
consent, Senate bill (No. 13) relating to pilotage, 
was taken. up from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Commerce. 


KANSAS ELECTION. 
The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, being the consideration of the fol- 


lowing resolution, reported by the Commitice of | 


Elections: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 
tested-election case trom the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


Mr. PURVIANCE, who was entitled to the | 


floor, addressed the House in favor of the res- 


olution, which was further debated by Messrs. į 


TAYLOR and TODD. The speeches of these 
gentlemen are, at their request, withheld for re- 
vision, and will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, then obtained 
the floor. 


i 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi; also rose... 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi wish to address the House this even- 
ing? : : 
Mr. BENNETT. No, sir. I should preferto 
have the floor in the morning.. ad 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from 
Maine will give way for that purpose, I will move’ 
that the House do now adjourn. vg Aes 

Mr. WASHBURN. If no one wishes to-oc- 
cupy the floor this evening, I will give way: for 
a motion to adjourn. I desire, however, first to 
say, that I shall on to-morrow endeavor to bring 
the House toa direct vote upon the resolution 
reported by the Committee of Elections. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Maine, if he is going to 
speak in the morning and then call the previous 
question, whether it would not be well to. give 
the floor to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Bewnerr,] and then he can reply? ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly; I will yield 
the floor to the gentleman, if he is ready to goon. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman can call the pre- 
vious question; and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Hicxman,] who reported the resolu- 
tion, can occupy an hour after the previous 
question has been called, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 

Mr. WASHBURN. . I say again that, if the 
gentleman from Mississippi desires the floor, I 
will yield it to him. 

Mr. JONES. WhatIintended to suggest was, 
that the gentleman should yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, to speak in the morn- 
ing. The gentleman from Maine can then reply; 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be en- 
titled to another hour after the main question has 
been ordered to be put, 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi does not desire to speak at this time, 
I will yield for a motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. It is yet an hour to the 
usual time of adjournment; and as there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who desire still to speak upon 
this question, I think we had ‘better have another 
speech to-night. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. Wasugurn,] before he 
moves the previous question, to allow us to pro- 
pose an amendment. Itis not now in order on 
account of a motion which has been made to re- 
commit this proposition to‘offer any amendment; 
but what I wish to suggest is, that before the gen- 
tleman moves the previous question he should 
allow the gentleman who made the motion to. re- 
commit to withdraw that motion, and submita 
motion to amend, upon which we shall have an 
opportunity to vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will take the gentle- 
man’s proposition into consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I desire to inquire 
as to. the condition of the question before the 
House. I was out of my seat until this instant, 
supposing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Topp] was still upon the floor. If the de- 
bate upon the subject is soon to be closed, I de- 
sire to be heard upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the gentleman de- 
sire to go on now? 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, as well as at any other 
time. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask the 
Speaker whether I am not entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not assigned 
the floor to the gentleman from Mississippi. The 
Chair undertood the gentleman to say that he did 
not desire to speak to-night. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Harris] then rose, and the 
floor was assigned to him. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have no objection to the 
gentleman going on if it is understood that I 
shall be entitled to the floor in the morning. 

Several Members. Oh, no! s 

Mr. HARRIS. Nothing can be gained by press- 
ing a vote on the. question. Itis an important 
one, and will exhaust itself before very long, at 
all events. It strikes me that it would be as well 
for the interest of members, as that of the country, 


i that the discussion of it should go on in the 


House, where the point itself willbe more rigidly 
adhered to than in the committee, as there is a 
large field of debate to be gone over. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iyielded to the gentle- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 14, 


652 a 


man‘ftom Illinois with 
‘Was to gò on to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. I barely alluded to the fact for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The question, whether the House will or will not 
close discussion, will be determined when the 
question arises. 

Mr. H; then addressed some remarks to the 
House, which he has withheld for revision, and 
which will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. WASHBURN obtained the floor. 

«My. LETCHER.. Ifthe gentleman from Maine 
is not going to speak this evening, I should like 
to occupy the floor for fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If by general consent 
of the House I can maintain my right to the floor, 
I have no objection to the gentleman speaking. 

No objection was made. 

‘Mr. LETCHER then addressed the House, 
but his remarks have been withheld for revision, 
and will appear in the Appendix. 

‘Mr. WASHBURN obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 

Mr. BARBOUR, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. I ask to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill relating to punishment in the 
penitentiary, in order that it may be put on its 

assage., It can be done in a little while. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I protest against business being 
done when we have far from a quorum present. 
Either let the debate go on, or let us adjourn. I 
object to the gentleman’s proposition. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, and it was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes before four o’clock) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 14, 1856. 


Prayerby Rev. Danret Waxpo, Chaplain tothe 
House of Representatives. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


‘EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, information in relation to printing 
for the Navy Department, during the year ending 
December 31, 1895, not executed under the pro- 
visions of the act of August 26, 1852; which, on 
motion by Mr. Hunter, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Also, a communication from M. C. Meigs, the 
engincer in’ charge of the Capitol extension and 
other public works, representing the importance 
of an appropriation for continuing the work on 
the Washington aqueduct; which, on motion by 
Mr. WeLLeR, was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial of the 


professors of the Naval Academy, praying to he | 


allowed the same compensation as is paid to the 
professors at the Military Academy at West 

oint; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of measures for the con- 
struction ofa railroad to the Pacific ocean; which 
was referred to the sclect committee on the sub- 
ject of the Pacific railroad. 

Also, the memorial of Augustus McLaughlin, 


late a master in the Navy, who was dropped in | 


consequence of the recommendation of the late 
naval board, praying to be restored to his former 
position in the service; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Mary- 


land, urging upon Congress the payment of ! 
money due by the United States to that State for | 
expenditures made by her during the war of 1812 |! 


for military purposes; which were read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 


Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of the | 


professors of the Naval Academy at Annapolis, 


merchants and importers residing at Philadelphia, 
praying for a reduction of the duties on undyed 
and unfinished woolen goods; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of mer- 
chants and importers residing in New York city, 
praying for a reduction of the duties on undyed 
and unfinished woolen goods; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of mer- 
chants and importers of Boston, praying for a 
reduction of the duties on undyed and unfinished 
woolen goods; which was referred to the Com- 
mitice on Finance. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of merchants 
and importers of Pittsburg, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the duties on undyed and unfinished 
woolen goods; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. RUSK. I have been requested to present 
the memorial of Richard H. Weightman, asking 
for compensation for services rendered to New 
Mexico. Mr. Weightman was sent here at the 
time, when representatives were sent under the 
State constitution formed by New Mexico, as a 
Senator. The other agents of New Mexico, who 
were sent under similar circumstances, have long 
since been paid their per diem and mileage, but 
Mr. Weightman has never yet been paid. He 
was an attendant on Congress for two sessions; 
and a bill providing for the payment of this claim 
has passed the Senate, I think, two or three 
| times. I ask the reference of his memorial to the 
Committee on Territories, and I invoke their 
early attention to the subject. 

It was so referred. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of the heirs of Dr. Samuel Y. 
Keene be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Court of Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Josiah 8. 
Little, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill to change 
the terms of the United States court for Wiscon- 
sin, and to compensate the judge, reported it back 
without amendment. 


POST ROUTE IN ARKANSAS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 


olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
ot establishing a post route trom Linden to Jones, in Texas 
township, west of Langyville, in St. Francis county, Arkan- 
sas, and report by bill or otherwise, 


FALLS OF THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 
Resolved, 'That a committee of five be appointed by the 
President pro tempore to consider the best method of im- 
proving or obviating the obstructions to navigation at the 


fats of the Ohio river; and that said committee be author- 
ized to report by bill or otherwise. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


praying to be allowed the same compensation ; 


that is paid to the professors at the Military 
Academy at West Point; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


| 


Mr. CLAY gave notice of his intention to ask 


‘| leave to introduce a bill to remit and refund cer- 
ij tain duties on railroad iron. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLIDELL asked, and by unanimous con- 


‘| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill for the 


‘ relief of Richard Albritton; which was read the 


li first and second times by unanimous consent, and 


| referred to the Committec on Private Land Claims. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
A message was received from the President of 


t the United States, by Mr. Sioxey WEBSTER, his 


Secretary, announcing that he. had signed the fol- 
lowing bilis of the Senate: 

A resolution providing for the final adjustment 
| of certain cases of appeal from decisions made by 
i the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
: Department. 

; A bill to admit to register or enrollment the 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition from |! schooner Zadock Pratt. 


| 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask leave 


‘to make a report on the resolution referred to the 


Committee on Printing on Wednesday last, to 
print sixty-two thousand copies of the majority 
and minority reports of the Committee on ‘Terri- 
tories in relation to Kansas affairs. The cost 
of printing sixty-two thousand extra copies, as 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puan,} 
will be $2,213. The Committee on Printing have 
authorized me to report in favor of printing thirty- 
one thousand instead of sixty-two thousand; just 
half the number. Sixty-two thousand would 
give one thousand copies to each Senator; but 
we have thought that five hundred would be suf- 
ficient. It-is for the Senate to judge, however, 
We report in favor of printing thirty-one thou- 
sand of those two reports from the Committee on 
Territories, the cost of which will be $1,106. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on con- 
curring in the report of the committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL proceeded to discuss the 
topics which are embraced in the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Territorics on 
Kansas affairs, which was presented to the Senate 
on Wednesday last. He spoke until five minutes 
after one o’clock, when 

Mr. WELLER rose and said: Mr. President, 
as it is now after one o’clock, I desire to call for 
the special order of the day, though I dislike to 
interfere with the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Illinois 
certainly has the floor. : 

Mr. WELLER. I believe the rule is, that 
when the morning hour has expired, and the hour 
for the special order has arrived, the Senator is 
speaking in violation of the rule of the Senate, 
and it is perfectly competent for any Senator to 
arrest the progress of the debate. The chairman 
who made the report from the Committce on 
Territories [Mr. Doveras] gave notice that he 
would present a bill on Monday next. That, in 
my judgment, will be the proper time for this dis- 
cussion; and, therefore, I am constrained to ask 
now for the order of the day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I do not 
know that there is any order of the day that should 
take precedence of the question now before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, that 
when the Senate ata previous sitting has made a 


, special order, and a Senator at the proper hour 


calls for that special order, it is the duty of the 
Chair to present the question to the Senate, 
whether they will suspend the present order of 
husiness for the purpose of proceeding to the 
special order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Chair be kind 
enough to inform me what is the special order for 
to-day? 

The PRESIDENT. The special order is the 
bill (S. No. 124) to increase the efliciency of the 
United States Army. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That bill was reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
has been continued over as part of the unfinished 
business; it was not made the special order for 
any particular day. The question which I am dis- 
cussing has been reported from another commit- 
tee of the Senate; and I am not aware of any 
reason why the report of the committee of which 
the Senator from California is chairman should 
have precedence over this. I do not wish, how- 


| ever, to place myself in the way of the business 


of the Senate, nor to obtrude mysclf objectionably 
upon the Senator from California. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
California call for the special order? 

Mr. WELLER. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the Chair will sub- 
mit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. Committee reports are usually 
made during the morning hour. This discussion 
has sprung up during the business of the morn- 
ing hour, on a report from the Committee on 
Printing. The three million bill was yesterday 
postponed until to-day at one o'clock, and made 
the special order for that time. I now ask that 
it may be taken up. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me 
to say a word? The Senator from Illinois is de- 
livering his first speech in the Senate 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I beg to interrupt the 
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gentleman. I do not ask for any favor at all, and 
i do not wish to put it on that ground. I claim 


nothing here but what is strictly right and proper. |! 


I do not wish for any favor beeause this is my 
first speech, or any other speech. 

Mr. WELLER. I am sorry the Senator did 
not wait until some bill was pending before us. 

Mr.SEWARD. I have never known the court- 
esy of a hearing to be refused, at any time or 
under any circumstances, to a Senator who ap- 
peared in this way for the first time. I appeal 
to the established, habitual courtesy of the Senate 
to allow the Senator from Illinois to conclude the 
remarks which he has commenced. . 

The PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator from Cal- 
ifornia insists on his motion, it is the duty of the 
Chair to submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr SUMNER. J understand that the Sena- 
tor from Ilinois was in possession of the floor, 
and was proceeding with his speech, when the 
Senator from California obtained the floor from 
him in order to interpose the motion which the 
Chair now proposes to submit to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. That is not the point. [hold 
that the Senator was speaking against the rule 
of the Senate after one o'clock. T rose then toa 
question of order, and asked the Chair whether 
the special order was not to be taken up at that 
time. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not understand that the 
Senator from California rose to a question of 
order; but I do not know that that alters the 
position of the question. The Senator from 
California rises and calls for what he designates 
as the order of the day. Now, I submit to the 
Chair that, since I have been on this floor, I have 
never before known an instance—I cannot call 
one to my mind—where a speaker has been inter- 
rupted at the close of the morning hour as he was 
proceeding with his remarks. I believe the course 
which is now proposed is entirely unprecedented. 
According to the best of my Pcollechion it is, 
though I may be mistaken. I suggest that, as 
the Senator from Dinois is in possession of the 
floor, according to the usage of this body he must 
be allowed to go on and finish his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is certainly mistaken. Nothing is 
more common than for Senators to rise and call 
for the special order, when the hour fixed for its 
consideration has arrived. If the Senator from 
California insists on his motion, it is the duty of 
the Chair to submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I will ask—though, perhaps, 
T ought not to do so, as we have been debating 
the question—whether this is a debatable ques- 
tion under the rules ? 

The PRESIDENT. Thatis for the Senate to 
determine. 

Mr. WELLER. I merely submit the ques- 
tion, though I do not wish to prescribe a rule to 
others which I do not observe myself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to state the posi- 
tion which I occupy in this matter. On the bill 
which was postponcd until to-day at one o’clock 
I am entitled to the floor, Now, it will be very 
agreeable to me, so far as I am concerned, to have 
the Senator from Illinois go on and conclude his 
speech. It isa matter of entire indifference to me 
whether I say what I have to say (as itis very 
little) to-day or on another day, or whether, in 
fact, 1 say itat all. I should be quite willing that 
the remarks which I have to make should be post- 
poned until Monday. I will, however, remark 
that, while [am entirely willing and desirous that 
my friend from Illinois should finish his remarks, 
Thope the Senate will not compel me to begin what 
I have to say at an unreasonable hour to-day. 

Mr. WELLER. The that would delay the 
bill till next week. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The bill, I presume, is 
not of such pressing importance but that it may 
be delayed for’ a day or two; and I will inform 
the Senator from California that the remarks 
which I propose to make will not probably close 
the debate upon the bill, so that L think he can- 
not expect that it is to be disposed of this week. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [am very desirous that 
this matter shall be ended. Ido not wish to be 
in the way of anything that it is thought import- 
ant to take up; but I do not wish to allow the 
report of the Committee on Territories to go out 
without having an opportunity to express my 
views. in reference to it, which I should be glad 


: a suggestion. 
‘entirely. 


todo. I do not desire to press myself upon the 
Senate at all, nor to claim anything from courtesy 


as appearing in the Senate to speak for the first | 


time. If it is insisted on, I shall not proceed. 
[1 Go on! go on!” 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the Senator will allow 
me, I should be glad to ask the Chair a question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The business on which the 
Senator is speaking is business of the morning 
hour. Will it come up regularly hereafter as 
business of the morning hour, until it is con- 
cluded, if not disposed of to-day ? When it comes 
up again, what will be its condition? 

The PRESIDENT. It will be left with the 
unfinished business of the morning hour, and 
after reports from committees shall be reccived, 
it will come up as the first business. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I regret thatit should 
be made a matter of debate on the report of the 
committee proposing to print the documents. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the special order 
of the day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
the question, what is the special order? 
the three million bill made the special order? 

The PRESIDENT. The special order is the 
Senate bill (No. 124) for increasing the efficiency 
of the United States Army. * 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Was that made the special 
order? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwas not aware of the 
fact. 

The PRESIDENT. It was made so by a 
previous order of the Senate, and will so remain 
until disposed of. The Chair will submit the 
question to the Senate. 

The question was taken and it appeared to 
have resulted in the negative. 


I would still like to ask 


' called for. 


Mr. RUSK. Before there is a division on 


i this question, I desire to say a word. According 
to my idea of the propricty of proceeding, the } 


special order comes up as a matter of course if 
the Senator who is on the floor yields it. 


take it for the purpose of moving that the special 


| order be taken up. I desire to know, before F | 


vote, whether the Senator from illinois yields for 


the purpose of allowing the question to be puton | 
| taking up the special order—whether he yields his 
| right to the floor or insists upon it? 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair asked the 
the Senator from Hlinois whether he yielded the 
floor, and he was understood to say that he did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I did yield to the Senator 
from California, not knowing what was his desire. 
I supposed that he wished to propound a question 
to me, and was not aware of bis intention. I 
certainly gave the floor to the gentleman to make 
Thad no idea of yielding the floor 
I did not anticipate the purpose of the 
Senator from California. 
matter. 

Mr. RUSK. Do TI understand the Senator to 
insist on his right to the floor? Am J to under- 
stand that he has not yielded it for the purpose 
of taking up the special order? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; I did not yield 
it for that purpose. 


I hope the Senator from Cal- | 
ifornia will withdraw his motion. 


Was | 


A division was Í 


If the! 
Senator does not yield the floor, no gentleman can ! 


That is the fact of the ; 


Mr. RUSK. Then if the Senator insists on : 
proceeding with his remarks, I should like the : 


Senator to answer, because he has thrown out 
the intimation that he did not wish any favors. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
upon procecding against the wishes of the Sen- 
ate. I will say to the Senator from Texas that 
if the Senate desires to take up the special order, 
J am willing that the motion shall be put. In my 


I do not wish to insist | 


former remarks I did not intend to be under- | 
stood as speaking tauntingly. When I said that I 


did not mean to ask anything as a favor, I meant 
that I did not wish to obtrude myself discourte- 
ously upon the Senate. [did not mean what I 
said in a braggadocia spirit at all, but I merely 
intended to say that, unless it was proper and 
right that I should proceed, I did not desire to do 
so. H the Soale wishes to take up the special 


| order, U shall yield the floor for a motion to be 


made for that purpose, if it is insisted on. 


| 


; floor, is not in his scat. 


, fairness—not to spring traps and mines. 


Mr. RUSK, Still the Senator does not answer. 
If I were. addressing the ‘Senate, I could very 
readily say whether I yielded. the floor or insisted 
upon my right to retain it. : : : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I yield the floor for that 
purpose. . : . $ 
Mr. RUSK. If the motion should be made? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I-will yield for the pur- 
pose of making the motion. rae 

Mr. RUSK. Then it is a matter of courtesy, 
and that courtesy I should certainly extend to 
the Senator, although I confess the circumstances 
do not appeal very strongly to my notions of 
courtesy; but I should vote against taking up 
the special order if he had not, in addition to the 
peculiar circumstances which exist here, thrown 
out the intimation that he wishes no favors, and 
thus precluded himself from the courtesy of the 
Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He has explained what 
he meant by that. 

Mr. RUSK. It would have been very easy to 
explain it in a manner much more satisfactory 
and courteous. 

Mr, SEWARD. Tappeal to the courtesy of 
the Senate, and I hope that my appeal will be 
sufficient with my honorable friend from Texas, 
as I know his would be with me and with others 
here under similar circumstances. I would sug- 
gest that we should not scrutinize very strictly 
the language of a Senator who has the floor and 
is interrupted, and is, under the circumstances of 
the case, in a new and embarrassing situation. I 
appeal to the magnanimity of the Senate to allow 
the Senator to proceed without interruption. I 
hope the honorable Senator from Texas will not 
object to that. 

Mr. RUSK. Then my vote will be governed 
by courtesy, though it is constrained. I must 
accompany my vote, however, with the explana- 
tion that I yield to the demands of courtesy, 
although it is not asked, or is asked in such a 
manner, as to preclude its being graciously ex- 
tended. 

Now, what are the circumstances this morn- 

ing? Here isa grave and deliberate report made 
from a committce of the Senate—the Committee 
on Territories—on a question which agitates 
the country very considerably. Here, also, is a 
minority report from the same committee. The 
question of printing an extra number of these re- 
ports—of both the minority and the majority— 
was referred, under the rules of the Senate, to the 
Committee on Printing. On that motion to print 
an extra number of both reports, so that they 
may be sent out together, the committee present 
a report, The honorable Senator who submitted 
the report of the majority, [Mr. Dovexas,] the 
colleague of the gentleman who has taken the 
I do not know that he 
has been notified that this discussion would come 
up. I presume he has not. The honorable 
Senator from Illinois, who has been speaking this 
morning, regards this report as so very impor- 
tant that it cannot and ought not to go to the 
country without his solemn protest against the 
doctrines which it contains; and that protest must 
be made here in a set speech during the morning 
hour, and in the absence of the gentleman who is 
responsible for the report. I have not read it 
thoroughly, but I have read a portion of it, and 
Į think that it will vindicate itself. I have read, 
also, a porion of the minority report. I hope 
they will both be extensively circulated and care- 
fully read. 

The difficulty of which we now have an in- 
stance has occurred during the whole of this ses- 


| sion. I have not participated in it, and did not 


desire to do so. On the reference of the message 
of the President to a committee, there must spring 
up a great debate. Upona motion to printa grave 
report, a debate must arise. This is not as ìt 
used to be. Parties were formerly willing to come 
forward on some question that would call for the 
action of the Senate, and with an understanding 
that everybody was ready to debate the question 
which was presented. They were willing to 
come forward and debate it with something like 
The 
fact is, that it appears as if we were sitting here 
asa mere body for the purpose of influencing 
public opinion, and that this end was to be ac- 
complished, not by full and open debate of which 
everybody is notified, but by getting the advan- 
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tage and resisting every preliminary minutie of 
jepislation, I tae this habit.. which has lately 
arisen, will be abandoned; and when any ques- 
tion arises on which parties desire to be heard, 
that-it may be debated not.on preliminary mo- 
tions, but on the general issues which present 
themselves, and when all parties may have a fair 
opportunity to be heard. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I myself 
did not know that this: question would come up 
this morning. It arose on a report from a com- 
mittee. I had no knowledge that they would 
make the report, and, of course; could not notify 
enybody in reference to it. . 

desire to inquire whether it would not be in 
order to make the subject now under consider- 
ation the special order of the day for next Mon- 
day, and let it be disposed of then? I am entirely 
willing that the gentleman from California should 
have the bill in which he fecls an interest taken 
up. If he will consent, I will move that the sub- 
ject now under consideration be made the special 
order for Monday, and then his bill can be taken 
up and disposed of to-day. ; 

Mr. WELLER. I could have no objection to 
what the Senator proposes, but I believe there is 
a special order already assigned for Monday— 
the river and harbor bills. 

Mr, STUART. Ihave given notice that, by 
the instruction of the Committee on Commerce, 
I-should ask the Senate on Monday to proceed 
‘to the consideration of the river and harbor im- 
provement bills reported from that committee. I 
shall feel it my duty at that time to insist on pro- 
ceeding with those bills. 

Mr. WELLER. I felt it my duty, as chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, charged 
with the three million bill, to move for the action | 
of the Senate on it at one o’clock to-day. It has | 
already been under consideration scvcral days, 
and has interfered with one or two special assign- 
ments for particular days which have been made. 
I was unwilling to interfere with other Senators; | 
and in order to avoid being placed in that position 
I desired to obtain early action on this particular 
bill.. I will say to the Senator from Ilinois, that 
if any political friend or associate of minc had | 
been on the floor at the time when I interposed, I 
should undoubtedly have called for the order of 
the day, precisely as I have done, without refer- 
ence to the subject under discussion. 

Now, Mr. President, as there seems to be a 
disposition on the part of the Senate that this 
debate should go on, I do not feel disposed to 
interfere. If the rule be such as is laid down by 
my friend from Texas, [Mr. Rusk,] you attain 
nothing by making a subject the special order for 
any day, because, if a Senator should obtain the 
floor during the morning hour, he could go onand | 
debate for six wecks if he chose. I cannot agree 
to that construction which is given to the rule by 
the Senator from Texas. My construction is, 
that, by the rule of the Senate, when you have 
made a subject the special order for a particular 
hour, it is out of order to speak on any other 
subject when that hour arrives. Therefore, I did | 
not intend to get the floor from the Senator from | 
Hlinois for the purpose of depriving him of the 
privilege of speaking. I rose toa point of order, 


against the order of the Senate, the hour of one : 
o'clock having arrived. That was the view m 
which I intended to present the question. How- 
ever, as there is a disposition to have an abstract | 
question discussed instead of proceeding to the 
regular order: of the day, I shall withdraw my 
motion, and the Senator may go on ad libitum. 
Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. I do not rise for | 
the purpose of making any extended remarks; I || 
merely wish to state my understanding of the |! 
rule. As the matter of difficulty has been satis 
factorily arranged, I can say it without being | 


| it as carefully as I should have wished. 
| only last night; but rather than allow the oppor- 


liable to exception. I think the Senator from | 
Texas is mistaken in his construction of the rules ; 
of proceeding in the Senate. When the hour for 
the consideration of the special order has ar- 
rived, any Senator may make a motion to take 
up; in fact I am inclined to believe that the Pres- 
ident of the Senate has the power, and that it is 
perhaps his duty, to call for the special order, | 
ve the hour arrives for which it has been | 

xed. 

ThePRESIDENT. The Chair would remark | 
that it has been the practice of the presiding | 


| 


officer to call for the special order when the hour 
has arrived which was fixed for its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. WELLER. Ihope that will be distinctly 
understood, in consequence of the remark made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER,] who has declared to-day that this is an 
unusual and unprecedented thing, and that we on 
this side of the Chamber, because a political 
friend of his had the floor, desired to adopt some 
extraordinary mode of getting rid of the subject 
on which he was speaking. The Chair has al- 
ready informed the Senate that there is nothing 
more common than to call for the special order 
of the day (no matter who may be on the floor) 
when the hour fixed for its consideration arrives. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis perhaps proper that I 
should say, that having been here six years I have 
seen the practice both ways, and generally with- 
out much concern on the part of the Senate. The 
Senator from California is right in saying that 
Senators have been arrested in their remarks by 
being notified that the time for the special order 
had arrived. Itis andoubtedly the right of any 
Senator in the body to insist on proceeding with 
the special order at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to re- 
mark, in consequence of the debate which has 
taken place to-day, that hereafter, when special 
orders Javé been made, and the hour fixed for the 
consideration arrives, he will call for them, unless 
otherwise directed by the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is right. 

Mr. HUNTER. Such undoubtedly is the rule. 

Mr. TOUCEY. After what has been said, L 
wish to say that, both in the other branch of Con- 
gress and in this, the practice, according to my 
observation, has been for the presiding officer to 
call for the special order, although the floor may 
be occupied, because it is the duty of the presiding 
officer to enforce the orders of the body. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The explanations of gen- 
tlemen having been concluded, I will proceed 
with my remarks on the subject before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. T. continued his remarks until twenty 
minutes past three o’clock, when 

Mr. WADE rose and said: If the Senator 
will give way, I will move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I trust not. The courtesies 
of the Senate have been violated by taking ad- 
vantage of my known absence to make this 
assault on me. I hope there will be no adjourn- 
ment until I can have the opportunity of saying 
avery few words in reply. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Twin proceed; but I de- 
sirc at once to reply to the remark made by my 
colleague, and to say to him that the courtesies 
of the Senate have not been taken advantage of 
in his known absence. I knew not whether he 
was absent or present. I knew not that this 
question would come up to-day. It was brought 
up on a report from the Committse on Printing. 
It was not called up by me. I have not spoken 
on it because the gentleman was absent. 1 have 
assailed his report. I have not assailed my col- 
league. ‘here is a very material difference 


H s A > ari 
|; between attacking the positions of an official docu- 
as I thought, which was, that he was speaking |! 


mentand attacking an Individual. The document 
was brought before the Senate without my instru- 
mentality, without my knowledge; but when it 
did come up, and was about to pass from the 
consideration of the Senate, I thought it proper 
to allude to it, although I had not time to examine 
I saw it 


tunity to escape, not knowing when again the 
subject might be brought to the consideration of 
the Senate, I concluded to state atonce my views 
upon it. 

Mr. T. then resumed his argument, and con- 
tinued and concluded his speech; which will be 
published in the Appendix. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I was very 
much surprised when it was communicated to me 
this afternoon that my colleague was making a 
speech on the Kansas question, in which he was 
arraigning my own conduct and the statements 
and principles set forth in the report which I had 
the honor to submit to the Senate two days since 
from the Committee on Territories, The Senate 
will remember that when that report was sub- 
mitted, a very brief discussion arose, in the course 


| desire to give him the fullest and 


of which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Sruart] suggested that we should at once allow 
the vote to be taken on printing it, and postpone 
the discussion of its merits until the bills which 
the committee were to present to the Senate on 
Monday should come up for action. He asked 
the consent of the Senate to that course of pro- 
ceeding; and immediately on his doing so, the 
report in the Globe adds that I rose and said, “I 
agree with the Senator from Michigan.” No 
one objected to this course; and I undertake to 
say, therefore, that on Wednesday last it was 
understood by the Senate that the discussion of 
this report should be postponed until next week, 
when the questions involved in it will properly 
come up on the bills to be reported by the com- 
mittee. The feeble state of my own health, 
which is well known to the Senate, rendered it 
imprudent for me to be in the Senate Chamber 
to-day, and Istayed away for that reason. I never 
dreamed that any man in this body would so far 
forget the courtesies of life, and the well known 
usages of the Senate, as to make an assault in my 
absence in violation of the distinct understanding 
of the body when the subject was postponed. 

My colleague says that he did not know that I 
wasnothere. Now, Iam informed that my friend 
from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] when the morning hour 
expired, suggested, among other reasons for a 
postponement, that I was absent. There was not 
a man in the Senate who did not know that I was 
not present. There was not a man in the gallery 
who did not know that I was absent. The Sen- 
ator from Texas told my colleague that I was 
absent and, therefore, according to the courtesies 
of the Senate, his speech should have been post- 
poned. In the face of a fact known to every man 
present, my colleague now dares to say that he 
did not know I was absent. 

Sir, I believe in fair and free discussion. What- 
ever speeches I may have to make in reference to 
my colleague or his political position, or in refer- 
ence to other Senators, will be made to their faces. 
I do not wish to avoid the responsibility of a 
reply to the points that shall be made. I will not 
attempt to reply to my colleague upon hearsay, 
having been absent, from the causes which I have 
stated, during the delivery of the greater portion of 
his speech. I desire, however, toask him, with a 
view to fix the time for the discussion of the subject, 
at what period of time I may reasonably look for 
his printed speech? I desire to reply to its state- 
ments, and I ask the question with a view to have 
the subject postponed until the time which he 
may name. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think my remarks will 
be published on Monday, though perhaps not in 
time to be read before the Senate meets on that 


day. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If Ican rely on secing the 
speech published in the Globe on Monday, Í will 
reply to it on Tuesday; and I shall ask the Senate 
to accord to me that courtesy, I propose to reply 
on the next day after its publication. 

Mr. SEWARD and Mr. TRUMBULL. Take 
your own time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Sir, I understand this game 
of taking my own time, Last ycar, when the 
Nebraska bill was under consideration, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumyer] asked of 
me the courtesy to have it postponed for a week, 
until he could examine the question. I afterwards 
discovered that, previous to that time, he had 
written an exposition of the bill—a libel upon me— 
and sent it off under his own frank; and the post- 
ponement thus obtained by my courtesy was in 
order to take a week to circulate the libel. Ido 
not choose to take my own time in that way 
again. I wish to meet these misrepresentations 
at the threshold. If Iam right, give me an oppor- 
tunity to show it. If my colleague is right, I 

fairest opportu- 

to show it. 2 
desire now to saya word upon another point. 
I understand that my colleague has told the Sen- 
ate, as being a matter very material to this issue, 
that he comes here as a Democrat, having always 
been a Democrat. Sir, that fact will be news to 
the Democracy of Illinois. I undertake to assert 
there is not a Democrat in Illinois who will not 
say that such a statement is a hbel upon the De- 
mocracy of that State. F undertake to say that 
there is not a man here 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


nit 


I call the gentleman to 
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order. I really think this debate is transcending 

all the rules of decorum which have been usually 

observed in the Senate. The Senator has charged 

another Senator on this floor with a libel, or has | 
said, thatif he stated himself to be a Democrat 

it was a libel on the State of Ilinois. I submit 

that we cannot proceed with that decorum and 

with that respect for each other, and that respect 

which we are entitled to receive from the public, 

if these statements are to be made here. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will keep myself within 
the rules; but I should have been better satisfied 
if the Senator from Kentucky, when the Black 
Republicans were denouncing us in coarse terms 
the other day, had arrested them for a want of 
courtesy towards the friends of the Constitution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I donot know to what 
the gentleman alludes. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. T allude’ to the most valgar 
and coarse of all partisan assaults ever made on 
the Democratic side of the House by a Senator 
on the other side some days since. ‘But when, 
in repelling the assaults of my colleague, I merely 
state that his pretensions here would be deemed 
a libel on them by the Democracy of Illinois, I 
am called to order. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had called others to order, I should have 
been better satisfied; but I will yield to any point 
of courtesy which the Senator may desire to en- 
force. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Sir, 1t was no more 
my business than that of others to have called to 
order any gentleman who may have previously 
violated the decorum of the Senate. Ido it now 
with reluctance, exceeding reluctance, because 
of the repeated instances in the speech of the 
gentleman, as I understand it, where personal 
language is used. Iam sure the gentleman has | 
experience enough in this body to concur with 
me—whatever his passion may have prompted, 
or whatever provocation he may have received— 
that such language does not become debate in 
the Senate, nor is it authorized by its rules. 

The gentleman can find no cause to complain 
against me that T have not called everybody to 
order. The gentleman isa distinguished Senator, 
and examples proceeding from him of a violation 
of the rules of order are therefore taken notice of, 
more thanif they came from others. Our conse- 
quence in the eyes of the public, our consideration 
with the people, will I think be the more increased | 
the more we preserve in our debates the proper 
decorum of this body. 

We are not here for the purpose of personal 
encounter or personal vituperation. Questions 
of a personal character may be settled elsewhere. 
The floor of the Senate is not the place to settle 
them. I think we should vindicate the general 
character of the body. 

This isa matter on which I cannot be misun- 
derstood; I cannot be understood in any way but 
that my sole and entire object is to vindicate the 
order and the dignity of this body. Itis with | 
that view, and that only, that I have ventured to i 
recall the honorable gentleman to asense of what i 
I consider the proper spiritin which debate should | 
be conducted in this body. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now appeal to the Senate į 
to know if every word which I have uttered was | 
not within the rules of order as sanctioned by the 
Senator from Kentucky, and every other Senator 
daily? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If the gentleman ap- | 
peals to me, I will say that if I have violated, or | 
shall hereafter violate f 

Mr. DOUGLAS That is not the point which | 
Iam making. My point is, that the remark to 
which the Senator takes exception was, that the 
political character of my colleague, if such as he | 
stated it to be, would be deemed by the Illinois 
Democracy alibel onthem. That was all. Iwas | 
speaking of a political event—an event of which | 
Jam better capable of judging than the Senator 
from Kentucky. I do not regard him as good 
authority on the character of the Ilinois Democ- 
racy. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
a right, I presume, to call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And he has no right} 
to deprive me of that privilege by continuing a} 
debate with me. I say that when- he asserts that 
a Senator on this floor, by proclaiming himself a 
Democrat, commits a libel on the Democracy of ! 


Illinois, he uses language which seems to me un- 
suited to this body. He said, also, that another 
Senator—and I do not know to whom or to what 
he alluded—had obtained the postponement of a 
subject for a week, and did it for the purpose of 
circulating in the mean time a libel against him. 
I said that was not language fit for this body. I) 
say so still. I have a right to have the decision | 
of the Chair on the point, and I demand it. l 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well; let it be made. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have madc the point. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I only ask that I shall have 
a chance to reply to the imputation of my col- | 
league 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Hli- 
nois will take his seat until the question of order 
is decided. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall not allow the 
Senator to deprive me of my right: I have made 
a proper parliamentary question of order, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. T oniy ask that the same 
rule shall be applied to othérs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (to Mr. Doveras.) You 
may apply to others the same rule. If I do not 
do it, it is not your fault. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understood 
the Senator from Illinois as applying his remark | 
politically to the State or people of the State of 
Ilinois, or a portion of those people, and not per- : 
sonally to the Senator, his colleague. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That was it. 

The PRESIDENT. It is not for the Chair to ` 
undertake to limit the import of language that į 
may be employed. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. He said that it wasa | 
libel upon the Democracy of Hlinois, if he called : 
himselfa Democrat. If I understandit, thatcharge 
implies falschood ona member of this body. 

The PRESIDENT. If that be the inference, 
the Senator was clearly out of order; but the Chair | 
docs not feel authorized to draw any such infer- 
ence. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, The Senator from Kentueky 
is laboring under a misapprehension as to what I 
said. J will repeat it to him, because I know he | 
would not wish to misrepresent me. What I 
stated was, that the fact that my colleague wasa 
Democrat would be news to the Democracy of 
Ilinois; and that his claims to be a Democrat, | 
while professing the sentiments he has here ex- 
pressed, and affiliating with Know Nothings and | 
Abolitionists, would be deemed by the Democ- : 
racy of that State a libel on their political char- | 
acter. That was the sentiment expressed by me; : 
certainly it was the idea which I intended to con- | 
vey. I should have finished what I had to say 
long ago, if I had not been interrupted. I will 
proceed now with the remarks which 1 was. 
making. 

I understand that my colleague has claimed | 
that he is a Democrat, and has said that he has 
never belonged to any other organization. 1 
suppose that it is as pertinent to the subject under 
discussion for me to reply to that suggestion, as 
it was for him to adduce it as an argument. I 
repeat, that statement will be news to the Dem- 
ocracy of Illinois. When he was elected, he 
received every abolition vote in the Legislature of | 
Ilinois. He received every Know Nothing vote : 
in the Legislature of Illinois. So far as Lam ad- į 
vised and believe, he received no vote except 
from persons allied to Abolitionism or Know | 
Nothingism. He came here as the Know Noth- 
ing-Abolition candidate, in Opposition to the 
united Democracy of his State, and to the Demo- 
cratic candidate. How can a man who was 
elected as an Abolition-Know-Nothing, come 
here and claim to be a Democrat, in good stand- 
ing with the Democracy of Ilinois? It was to 
that fact that I alluded.” Sir, the Illinois Democ- 
racy have no sympathies or alliances with Aboli- 
tionism in any of its forms. ‘They have no con- 
nection with Know Nothingism in any ofitsforms. : 


f 


If a man has ever been a Democrat and becomes :! 
either an Abolitionist or Know Nothing, ora Free- į] í t 
that on the next occasion when the subject 


Soiler, he ceases that instant to be a Democrat in 


Ilinois. You might as well say that Omer Pacha | 


was a Christian after he became a Turk and em- | 
braced the Mohammedan faith, as to say that an 
Abolition-Know-Nothing can be a Democrat in 
the State of [llionis. For this reason I conveyed 
the idea that if a man who, during the last regular 
election, had canvassed a large portion of the 
State against every Democratic nominee, and in: 


if 


favor of every Know Nothing and Abolition can- 
didate, could claim now in the Senate of the United 
States to be a Democrat, the Democracy of that 
State would consider it a libel on their political 
character. This is the idea which I intended to 
convey. 

Sir, why was the statement of my colleague 
being a Democrat made, unless to convey the idea 
that the Illinois Democracy would harbor and as- 
sociate with a Know Nothing or an Abolitionist? 
Sir, we do no such thing in Ilinois. There isa 
high wall and a deep ditch between the national 
Democracy of that State, including the old national 
Whigs, on the one side, and all Know Nothing 
and Abolition organizations on the other. I can 
say to Senators that Know Nothingism and Abo- 
littonism in Illinois are one and the same thing. 
Every Know Nothing lodge there adopted the 
Abolition creed, and every abolition society sup- 
ported the Know Nothing candidates. -It may 


be different in the South; but in the Northwest, . 


and especially in Ilinois, a Know Nothing or an 
Abolitionist means a Black Republican. My col- 
league is the head and front of Black Republican- 
ism in Illinois in opposition to Democracy. You 
might as well call the distinguished Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] or the member from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. SumNER,] or any other leader 
of the Black Republican forces, a Democrat, as to 
call my colleague a Democrat. Why has that 
assertion been brought into this debate? Did it 
prove that my report was wrong? Did it prove 
that it was courteous to make an assault on that 
report in my absence? 

Sir, I am not now making these statements to 
my colleague for the first time. Last summer, in 
the presence of thousands of our constituents, at 
the town of Salem, I made the same statements. 
I replied to him then as I reply to him now, and 
no mortal man contradicted the truth of what I 
said. Every man present knew my remarks to 


' be truc, and my colleague did not question them. 


Thousands of witnesses were present to affirm 
their truth if they had been questioned. On that 
oceasion he made another assertion, which I 
understand he has repeated to-day: that, in ex- 

ressing the Black Republican sentiments which 
he has advanced, he spoke the sentiments of the 
people of the State of Ilinois. In reply to that 
remark, on that occasion, I told my colleague that, 
if he made the issue whether he or I truly repre- 
sented the people of Hlinois, I was ready for the 
issue. I said that, differing as we did, both of 
us had no right to be here as colleagues together, 
for one or the other grossly misrepresented the 
people of the State. In order to ascertain which 
represented them truly, and which untruly, I then 
proposed to him that we should sign a joint resig- 


‘| nation and submit it to the people, and if I did 


not beat him with his Know Nothingism, Abo- 
litonism, and all other isms, by a majority of 
twenty thousand votes, he should take the seat 
without the trouble of a contest. I have received 
no response to that proposition. I then told him 
cither to accept it or never again dare to intimate 
that I did not represent the people of Illinois truly. 
Yet Jam told that, with a consciousness of repre- 
senting a meager majority of miserable Abolition- 
ists and Know Nothings, with all the national 
men of both the old parties against him, he has 
said here to-day that he represents the peopleof 
Hinois, and that I do not, 

It was to these positions that I desired to reply. 
I should have been glad to be spared the necessity 
of replying to them. I wish to conduct this de- 
Yate with courtesy and kindness. I feel the 
necessity of not allowing myself to participate in 
discussion further than is absolutely necessary; 
but it is my duty to myself, to my State, to those 
great constitutional principles which I advocate, 
that I should place these matters right, prelim- 
inary to the discussion of the merits of the report 
which has been assailed. j 

I shall not occupy the time of the Senate longer 
to-day, as the hour is late; but I give notice 


comes before the Senate—whether on this motion 
or on the bills which will be reported. by the 
Commiitee on Territories—I may deem it my 
duty, if my health permit, to take the floor for 
the purpose of replying to the argument of my 


i; colleague, in which I understand he has attempted 


to overthrow some of the positions contained in 
the report which it became my duty to submit 
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two-days sinée.. Lask that the subject be post- 
poned: until Tuesday, as my colleague’s. speech 
will not -be-published before Monday. | 

Mr. WELLER. T hope the motion before 
the Senate will not be postponed. I think we 
ean have.a vote on that to-day. : 

“Mr: DOUGLAS. Iam willing that the vote 
should be taken at once, and I will speak on the 
pill to be presented by the committee. 

:: Mr. BROWN.. Let us have the documents 
printed and do the speaking afterwards. 
~My. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, no man 
jn the Senate expected less than I did, twenty min- 
utes. ago, that I should be involved in any possible 
way inthis debate. 
from Illinois to order, I did it really ratherasan ap- 
eal.to him than asan appeal to you, sir. [thought 
e-was engaged in an excited and a passionate 
course of argument, and was transgressing that 
decorum which I had every reason to believe he, 
as much as any once, desired should always be 
observed in-this body. 
the manner in which he received this appeal on 
my part, any excitement was exhibited by me, 
I regret it. 

But, sir, the gentleman—in a connection which 
seems to give a point, if not a personality, to the 
remark—-has. becn pleased to speak, not only of 
the democraxy and abolitionism of his colleague, 
(questions which I leave entirely to them, and 
with which I have no affinity or connection,) but 
of what he willallow me to call by another name 
than that which he used, the American party, as 
a ‘miserable’? set, leagued with his colleague 
and such others as supported his colleague in his 
election. 

Now, sir, I presume the gentleman under- 
stands—if he does not, L wish him to understand— 
that I concur with, and coöpcrate in, and am a 
member of the American party. In the connec- 
tion in which the gentleman has been pleased to 
speak of it, L cannot fail to think there was some 
purpose of a personal application in those re- 

roaches and denunciations which it has pleased 


him, in the heroism of his cloqucnec, to direct ; 
TY wish him to understand, | 


against that party. 
standing here as a gentiemah and as a Senator of 
absolute independence, chiming for his opinions 
all that respect which is due to the honest opin- 


ions of a freeman of this country, I repel every | 
denunciation of that sort, so far as it was aimed | 


at, or was intended toembrace me, or those with 
whom Tam associated. [repel it with scorn— 
utter scorn, 


Mr. WELLER. Ifthe 


Senator willallow me, 


I will say that the Senator from IHlinois was un- ! 
derstood on this side of the Chamber to apply the | 


terms which he employed toa party known as 
the Know Nothings in the State of Hlinois; and 


therefore, Edo not perceive kow the Senator from | 


Kentucky could have supposed that they applied 
to him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
tucky desires to know what l distinctly said, F 
will tell him, J said that in Ulinois—it might be 
otherwise in the South-—Abohtionism and Know 
Nothingism were one and the same thing.  Tsaid 
that in Minois every abolition society supported 
the Know Nothing candidates, and every Know 


When I called the Senator | 


If, afterwards, owing to | 


If the Senator from Ken- | 


Nothing lodge adopted the abolition erced, and | 


those were the miserable’? factions by which 
my colleague was brought into power here. It 
was far, very far, from my intention to suppose 


thatthe Senatorfrom Kentucky would ever dream | 
I know he. 


that he came within that category. 
must have misunderstood me, or he would nevi 
have made that application to himself. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
further with the remarks I was making. I can 
inform the gentleman that when he made the 
original statement to which I alluded, he did not 


I shall proceed no: 


add all the qualifications which he has now af- : 


fixed to it. 
make the qualifications which he now does. 
be sure, he spoke of the Kuow Nothings in INi- 
nois; but he imputed to them there that they had 
adopted the entire abolition creed; andhe did not 


He may be assured that he did not: 
To! 


then make any distinction between the American } 


party of the North or of the South. 


ganization. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Kentucky 
will find that every Senator here understood me 


1 South. He did say | 
that they hadailbecome Abolitionists. Helmows, | 
Tam sure, that I do not belong to any such or- | 


| speaking that the Senator from Texas interrupted 


| point. 


| E do not agree with him, 


as making that distinction perfectly. I did not 
speak, one way or the other, of the character of 
southern Know Nothings. Ileave southern gen- 
tlemen to speak of them. oa 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not permit such 
remarks as have been made by my colleague to 
go unreplied to. I shall suffer no man, here or 
elsewhere, to state things in reference to me 
which, if meant to apply to me, are absolutely, 
totally untrue. f 

in the first place, as to my knowledge of the 
gentleman’s absence. He has alluded to a remark 
made by the Senator from Texas, (Mr. Rusx,] 
which, he says, notified me of his absence. That 
remark was made after I had been speaking for 
some time, and I replicd to the Senator from 
Texas that I did not know whether the gentleman 
was present ornot. Ttwasnot when I commenced 


me, but some time afterwards, So much for that 


Sir, I have been sent here by the State of IMi- 
nois; and the people of that State are not Aboli- 
tionists, and the Senator knows it. The only 
Abolitionists there, if we have any, reside some- 
where about his own locality. In my part of the 
State we have none. Iam not to be driven into 
the defense of cither Abolitionism or Know 
Nothingism. F have nothing to do with them. 
If the gentleman means to say that I am, or ever 
was, a Know Nothing, or ever was, or now am, 
connected with any secret political organization— 
if that is his charge, it is basely—I will not violate 
the rules of the Senate, but I will say that it is 
untruc. I never was affiliated with them. When 
the gentleman says the Know Nothings and 
Abolitionists are onc, be it so; he lives among 
them. I know not what a Know Nothing lodge 
ever did, and how he knows is more than I can 
tell. His means of information, assuredly, are 
greater than mine. 

My colleague has alluded to the Democracy of 
Miinois. Sir, Ilinois is, and always has been, a 
Democratic State. In 1840, when a political hur- 
ricane swept over the country, and Democracy 
was prostrated in all the States of the Union cx- 
cept seven, Illinois was one of the seven Demo- | 
cratic stars which survived that hurricane. As 
to what Democracy in Illinois is, is a matter of | 
opinion between the gentleman and myself., He 
regards himself and those who act with him as 
the pure Democracy, Well, sir, it is very nat- 
ural for men to have a comfortable opinion of 
themselves. Fie is permitted to enjoy his belief. | 


He has said that it will be news in Ilinois that 
I am a Democrat, Sir, I live in the eighth con- j 
gressional district of Illinois. After the Nebraska 
bill was passed, meetings were gotten up in Ii- 
nois denouncing as no Democrats men who did 
not indorse the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, which has led to all this strife and all this 
agitation. It was resolved in these mectings that 
no man was a Democrat, or should be supported 


A. Matteson, the Governor of Illinois, would no 
doubi give him a commission to come back at 
once, and.another friend of his would come with 
him. Ifthe gentleman wanted an expression of 
the people of Illinois, he had had it. What did 
the people of Illinois decide in 1854? Was not 
the State then agitated upon this question? Did 
they not elect members of Congress by majorities 
of thousands opposed to this measure which he 
makes the testof Democracy ? These are matters 
of record. 

The gentleman says that his proposition was 
that we should sign a joint resignation and go 
before the people. That is as absurd as some 
other propositions that have beenmade. Do the 
people elect a Senator? Suppose they should all 
vote for the gentleman or myself, would that en- 
title him or me to a seat here? [have supposed 
that it was the duty of the Legislature to elect 
the Senators. We shall have no Legislature in 
Mlinois until next year. How, then, could we go 
before the people? Sir, it is one of that sort of 
propositions which will do to talk about. Itisa 
bold clap-trap declamation, and nothing else. 

I did not charge that my colleague was misrep- 
resenting Illinois. Isaid nothing about him, but 
spoke my own views of the sentiments of the 
people of the State. I referred to the word *ab- 
olitionize,”? which occurs in his report. I never 
spoke of the Senator’s misrepresenting the State 
—far from it. I trust that the decorum of debate, 
that my sense of propriety—whatever might be 
my own individual opinion—would prevent me 
from making such a statement as to my colleague. 
Sir, I am not his teacher or instructor, nor have 
Lany right to say whether he misrepresents INi- 
nois any more than he has to say that I misrep- 
resent her. Ourcommon constituency will judge 
of us both. With them I am willing to leave it. 
I speak for myself alone. 

Che gentleman said that every Abolitionist in 
i the Legislature and every Know Nothing voted 
forme. I do not know how to find out these 
| Know Nothings. If the gentleman would give 
me alist of them, and would then look over the 
names of those who voted for and against me, I 
think he would find’a very different state of facts. 
I really do not know who the Know Nothings 
in the Legislature were, but 1 know this—that if 
an Abolitionist is one who does not indorse the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill, T did not get the votes 
of all those entertaining such views. There were 
members of the Ilinojs Legislature who did not 
vote for me, who voted to instruct the gentleman 
| to favor the restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise. I have the journals of the Legislature 
with me, and could read from them, if necessary, 
to show that not only members of the Ilinois 
| Legislature who supported resolutions to instruct 
my colleague to vote for the restoration of the 
Missouri compromise did not vote for me, but 
that members who went much further, and even 
were in favor of the repeal of the fugitive slave 
law, did not vote for me. Then, what becomes 


ae 


for office, who did not indorsce the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill. 1 1 me a candidate for Congress | 
in the eighth district—a district which, at the 
presiden tic election, gave General Pierce four | 
thousand six hundred or four thousand seven 
hundred majority for President. Is thatany evi- 
dence of Democracy? In that district, as the anti- 
Nebraska candidate for Congress, 1 received a 
majority of more than two thousand six hundred 
votes. Sir, almost everybody in that district is 
a Democrat. General Pierce there received nearly 
five thousand majority, and I obtained two thou- | 
sand six hundred; and yet the Senator says it will | 
be news to Illinois to learn that Lama Democrat! 
He says further that he met me at Salem, and 
made a proposition for a joint resignation, which | 
was not answered. He did not stay to hear it} 
answered. 
absent. Ee made a speech, and cut immediately 
for his tavern without staying to hear me. He; 
spoke until nearly the going down of the sun, į 
when the people were wearied out. I replied to 
him after night; but I had not t 
seeing the gentleman's face. He left the stand 
immediately after he got through. What was 
his proposition? He tells us to-day what it was; 
but at that time it wassomewhat different. The 
proposition was that he and I should sign a joint 
resignations Was not that cool? [Laughter.] 
If we should resign, his particular friend, Joel 


It was very convenient for him to be |; 


he satisfaction of | 


of the charge that every Know Nothing and 
| Abolitionist in the Legislature voted for me? The 
Senator had better look over the journals. He 
had better examine and inform himself before he 
comes here with these wholesale declarations. I 
will bring the journals into the Senate if the 
charge is repeated, and show, by the votes of the 
members of the Legislature on resolutions before 
that body, that many of them who supported a 
resolution declaring that the Senator deserved 
the reprehension of the House for disturbing the 
Missouri compromise, declined to vote for me. 
I have never proposed the restoration of the Mis- 
souri compromise, and do not design doing so, 
though I should vote for it with pleasure, If of- 
fered by others, and should be glad to see the 
question settled by its reinstatement. 

{have thought it necessary to say thus much 


; to repel these onslaughts and statements in regard. 


to those who supported me. How does the gen- 
teman know who was a Know Nothing? Ido 
i not know. Doeshe mean that menin the Hlinois 
Legislature who voted to repealor to change the 


| naturalization laws are Know Nothings, and that 


‘I got all their votes? If that is what is meant, it 


| is not truc. 


Now, let me say that I know nothing of the 
interior arrangements of the Know Nothings. 
That they voted for me may or may not be true. 
I know not. In my part of the State there are 


| 
i 
i 
} 
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no Know Nothing organizations of whose mem- 
bers I have any knowledge. If they exist, they 
exist secretly, There are no open, avowed ones 
among us. These general charges as to matters 
of opinion amount to but very little. It is alto- 
gether probable that the gentleman and myself 
will differ in opinion, not only upon this slavery 
question, but also as to the sentimentsof the peo- 

le of Ilinois. The views which I entertain are 
honest ones; they are the sincere sentiments of 
my heart. { will not say that the view which he 


entertains in reference to these matters are not | 


equally honest. I impute no such thing as in- 
sincerity to any Senator. Claiming for myself 
to be honest and sincere, I am willing to award 


to others the same sincerity that I claim for my- | 
As to what views other men in Illinois | 
may entertain, we may honestly differ. The 


self. 


views of the membersof the Legislature may be 
ascertained from their votes on resolutions before 
them. I do not know how to ascertain them in 
any other way. As for Abolitionists, Ido not 
know onc in our State—one who wishes to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States. I have not the 
acquaintance of any person of that class. There 
are many thousands who oppose the breaking 
down of a compromise set up by our fathers to 
prevent the extension of slavery; and I know 
that the gentloman himself once ‘uttered on this 
floor the sentiment, that he did not know a man 
who wished to extend slavery toa free Terri- 
tory. Is it strange, then, that I should know a 
great many in Hlinois who do not wish to extend 
slavery into free territory, when the gentleman 
himsclf made the statementthat he did not know 
of any one who wished to do so? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is very ingenious for my 
colleague to quote a remark of mine, that I did 
not know a man here who wished by an act of 


Congress to extend slavery, inasmuch as all men | 


who agree with me deny the power of Congress 
either to extend or curtail it. It may be inge- 
nious for him to apply this to his abolition doc- 
trines when he wishes to prohibit it by an act of 
Congress, but I caunot commend the fairness of 
such a course. This is the only remark I have 
to make on that point. 

The Senator has said that the reason why he 
did not last year accept my proposition to resign, 
was that Governor Matteson, who was my friend, 
would appoint two Nebraska Democrats in our 
places. Now, sir, I wish to tell him, as I then 


did, that the proposition was to submit the resig- | 
nations to take effect at the next general election į 


in Ilinois, so that there would be no vacancy in 
the Senate from our State until the Legislature 
met. That, therefore, could not have been the 
reason why he did not accept the proposition; but 
if he says it was, I tell him now, this day, this 
hour, sign the resignation with me to take effect 
at the next meeting of the Illinois Legislature. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. WELLER. That is 
right and fair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it be done now. Let 
us have no quibbling on pretexts. I will give the 
gentleman until Monday morning, or longer if 
he desires, to think of it. I will give him time 
to reflect if he meaus to quibble on the point of 
the Governor filling vacancies, 

How does the gentleman meet the charge which 

made in reference to Know Nothingism and 
Abolitionism? I did not say whether he wasan 
Abolitionist or not; or whether he was a Know 
Nothing or not. I said he received every Aboli- 
tion and every Know Nothing vote in the Legis- 
lature. Docs he deny the statement? He dare 
not. What does he deny? He says that if I 
mean to intimate that he is a member of a Know 
Nothing lodge, I say what isnot true. Why did 
he not deny my statement that he got every Abo- 
lition vote? He knew the statement was true. 
Why did he not deny my assertion, that he 
received every Know Nothing vote? He knew 
that it was true. Why this attempt to convey 
an erroneous impression by a change of the 
issue? j 
tion, Know Nothing, Anti-Nebraska party against 


A2 


I say he was the candidate of the Aboli- | 


1 


i mode of meeting the issue. 


| Sir, there are Avolitionists and Know Nothings 
i there, and every Abolition and Know Nothing | 


i elected by the same men who put down freedom 


; the real facts? 
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the Democratic party. He was their party can- 

didate, receiving their votes in opposition to the 

Democratic candidate. Why does he not con- 

fess the truth, instead of dealing in equivocations | 
as to membership in lodges? He asks, how I 
am to know whether a man is a member of a 
Know Nothing lodge or not? I do not know. 
Why? Every man of them is sworn to deny 
the fact that he is a member; and hence if 
my colleague is a member, he is under oath to 
make the denial which he has made here to-day; 
and I do not know whether he is a member or 
not, and I did not venture to make the statement 
that he was. Whether it is disgraceful, as my 
colleague supposes, to be charged with being a 
member of a Know Nothing lodge, I refer to my | 
friend from Kentucky, who docs not wish to see | 
the courtesies of debate violated. 

How does the gentleman disprove the fact that 
he was the Abolition candidate for Senator, and | 
was elected by Abolition votes? Why, he says | 
that he lives in the eighth district; and that the | 
Abolitionists all live near Chicago, where I reside, 
and that he has nothing to do with them. I sub- 
mit to the Senate whether that was a senatorial 
¢ I admit that there 
are Abolitionists in Chicago. There are those 
now within my view who have witnessed their 
procecdings there. Beeause there were Aboli- 
tionists there, a mob prevented me from speaking 
the truth in defense of Democratic principles. ! 


Representative from that part of the State voted | 
for my colleague as Senator. He was elected by 
the same men who attempted to mob me; he was | 


of speech in Chicago; he was elected by the same 
men who would not hear their representative 
who was in favor of maintaining the supremacy 
of the laws and executing the Constitution of the 
United States. Itis true they live about Chicago. 
No man has better reagons for remembering it 
than myself. My colleague was their candidate 
—elected by them—their chosen man; and hence, 
I say, it will be news to the people of Ilinois to 
hear-that he is a Democratic Senator in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

If my colleague had confessed that he was a | 
member ofthe Anti-Nebraska party of [linois, con- | 
sisting of a combination of Abolitionists, Know 
Nothings, Mainc Liquor Law men, Women’s i 
Rights men, who clected himasa fit representative 
of all the isms against Democracy, there would ! 
have been no issue between us. Hecame here rep- 
resenting such a pariy, and he knows that the 
cardinal principle of that party is eternal hostil- 
ity to me and to the principles which{ am advocat- | 
ing. Why attempt to mislead the country as to 
the state of parties in Hlinois? Why not speak 
to our positions boldly, and exert our powers 
out maintain the correctness of them, instead of 
resorting to equivocation and quibbling, for the 
purpose of conveying an impression contrary to | 


Mr. President, I will not occupy the attention 
of the Senate further. Ido not wish to perpetu- 
ate this controversy, IT shall not refer to itagain 
unless I shall be under an imperious necessity to 
do so. I prefer to use what strength I may have 
at my command in vindication of the principles 
set forth in the majority report, and I propose to 
do itin replying to the champions of Black Re- 
publicanism, of whom, it seems, my colleague 
has now become the chief. I prefer to husband 
my strength to reply to their arguments, and to i 
avoid as far as possible personal controversy. I 
will not allow myself to be drawn into any per- 
sonal discussions, if it is possible to avoid them; 
and I engage in them only so far as I feel myself 
compelled by self-respect to repel the imrutations 
thrown on me. l 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it is most 
extraordinary to me that, after the gentleman ’s | 
remarks for nearly half an hour have been directed : 
to myself, personally, and to the persons who i 


! elected me to this body, he should sit dawn with | 


i Sir, I say at once that that is untrue. 
ji fact that, in conjunction with my distinguished 


| 


a declaration that he intends to avoid all personal 
matters, and reserve his strength for the discus- 
sion of the repott of the committee. Why did ke 
provoke the controversy? Why did he commence 
ut? Why does he not understand what T said? 
He asks, why did I not deny that every Aboli- 
tionist and every Know Nothing voted for me? 
I did deny it. T roid him that, if he meant by 
Abolitionists gentlemen who voted to instruct 
him to favor the restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise, many of them did not vote for me. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let us understand each other. 
Was not the Senator the candidate of the anti- 
Nebraska party, including the Know Nothing 
and Abolition partics of the whole State? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If he asks me whether T., 
was the candidate of the Abolitionist and Know 
Nothing party, I tell him no, to his teeth. Sir, 
I was never the candidate of an Abolitionist or 
Know Nothing party; and if the Senator makes 
the allegation on his own information, L call on 
him for the facts. As I stated before, L may have 
been voted for by gentlemen who were members 

Fthe American organization, and the same may 
be the case with my colleague.’ I do not know 
the fact. I never denounce men who may think 
proper to become members of the American or- 
ganization. If their sense of duty requires them 
to unite with it, I have no objection to their doing 
so, so that their principles are not inimical to the 
Union. [do not pretend to be as familiar with 
the proceedings of the Know Nothing lodges as 
the gentleman does. Iam willing that men who 
are members of the American organization should 
vote for me; but that Lever became the candidate 
of such an organization is not true. They may 
have voted for me, and I should have felt honored 
by the votes of many who were supposed to be 
members of the American party. 

{am not one of those who talk about lookin 
down the pistols of the members.of that order. | 
Know that thousands have met the gentleman in 
Illinois to rebuke him for bis course here. He 
chooses to regard them as Know Nothings. How 
i that may be I cannot say. I deny, however, that 
I ever became the candidate of thatparty, When 
I was clected to the Senate, some Democrats, ag 
good and reliable as my colleague ever was, or is 
to-day, and whose Democracy ts as sound as his, 
cast their votes for me, A majority of the Legis- 
‘lature thought proper to unite with them; but, sir, 
notall the men who were opposed to the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise, not all the ati- 
Nebraske men voted forme. Several opposed my 
election who voted to instruct my colleague to use 
his influence here to restore the Missouri com- 
| promise. I suppose he would call them Aboli- 
uionists, 

Sir, I do not wish to prolong this discussion, 
It has nothing to do with the business before the 
Senate. The gentleman has made an unprovoked 
assault upon me personally, and I have thought 
it to be my duty to meet him as t shall always 
meet him. I shall never permit him, here or 
| elsewhere, to make an assault on me personally, 
without mecting it with the best power that God 
has given me, feeble though it be. 
| Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, this is the third 
j time that I have tried to get ihc floor in the course 
f this desultory debate—merely, however, fora 
| minute. I have no desire to interfere between 
| the two Senators from Hiinois, nor would I divert 
attention from the issue between themi; but the 
Senator from [linois on my left, (Mr. Dovetas,] 
in the impetous career of his speech, has chosen 
quite unnecessarily I think, for this debate, to 
brush against me. He said —1 took his language 
down at the time—the ‘Senator from Massa- 
chusetts obtained the delay of the Nebraska bill 
in order to circulate a libel upon me” [him.]} 
It is a 


|feiend from Ohio, [Mr. Chase,] who is not now 
| a member of this body, and with other Senators, 
iL did press for the delay of a few days in the 
j discussion of the Nebraska bil. Itisalso a fact 
ithat Í united with that distinguished gentleman 
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to whom I have referred, with- other Senators, 
and with members. of the other House, in send- 
ing forth to the people of the United States an 
addréss, exposing the true character of that prop- 
osition, predicting much of the evil which has 
since ensucd. That address was extensively cir- 
culated throughout the country. printed in nu- 
merous newspapers, much discussed on this floor, 
more than once pressed into debate by the Sena- 
tor from Ilinois himself... Its chayacter is known 
inthis.Chamber, It igs also known to the coun- 
try. I stood by it then; I am ready to stand by 
it-now. That was the address which was is- 
sued; but the Senator has not simply chosen to 
characterize that address. Te has proceeded to 
say that the Senator from Massachusetts obtained 
the delay ‘in order” to circulate “a libel’? upon 
him, referring to that address. Now, sir, I have 
to.say that I joined in obtaining that delay on no 
such grounds, with no such idea, and not having 
in my mind at the time the fact that the address 

was to be issued. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Notwithstanding the denial 
‘of the truth of the allegation, the Senator from 
Massachusetts states that he did sign the address 
~-that he did appeal to ty personal courtesy in 
connection with ihe Senator from Ohio, to get a 
postponement of it, He admits the whole state- 
ment, but he insists that the address was a truth- 
ful ‘exposition, instead of a libel. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not think the Senator 
appreciated my statement. I said, I did notjoin 
in any such request “in order” to obtain time to 
issue the address; for that is the allegation which 
I took down from the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall merely state the facts, 
and then the Senate may judge. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts came to my scat—— 

Mr. SUMNER. There again is a mistake. It 
was the Senator from Ohio who went to your 
seat. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is true the Senator from 
Ohio came to my scat, and it appears that the 
Senator from Massachusetts knows the fact. 

“Mr. SUMNER. It was alluded to in debate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. About two minutes after- 
wards the Scnator from Massachusetts came to 
my seat. They both asked a postponement for | 
one week, for the reason that they had not had 
time to read and examine the bill, and that from 
their position they would be under the necessity 
of entering into the discussion of it fully. On that 
statement of the views of the Senators I gave 
them a week’s time; but the next day I found 
oùt that, prior to that request, they had written 
this ‘° fll exposition”? of the bill, printed it, and 
sent. it eae Aken all over the country, hey 
asked tine to examine a bill which they professed 
to have expounded fully, thoroughly, truthfully, 
and which exposition the Senator now indorses. 
Then it was a false statement that they had not 
had time to examine the bill, "Phat is what l 
complained of. tt was that false statement which į 
procured the act of courtesy. That facet Edo not | 
understand to be denied. ‘Phey procured the |) 
postponement on the statement that they bad not |! 
had time to examine the bill! ji 

Whether the address alluded to is a libel ornot, | 
in the Senator's judgment, depends on his opin- | 
ions of what a libel is. It attributed to mo the i 
base purpose of introducing the measure for per- | 
sonal aggrandisement, and net from a seuss of 
duty. ft seems that the Senator from Massa- 
chusctts does not consider it derogatory to the ; 
character of a gentleman to be governed by un-| 
worthy motives, by base purposes, by unpatriotic | 
objects, Ele docs not deem this unworthy of a | 
gentleman; and hence he thinks the charge is not | 
a libel. With that understanding of the character | 
and duties of a gentleman, he may be right i 
saying that he does not regard it as a libel; buti 
with my understanding of the duties of a gentle- | 
mananda Senator, I regard itas a gross libel. | 

But, sir, E do not wish to pursue this contro- 
versy, [referred to the matter incidentally. J 
* did at the time, within one week after the address 
was issued, make the charge boldly; and I only | 
alluded now incidentally to a matter which had 
long since becoine a historical fact. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have no} 
eontest on this floor, or anywhere, with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, as to the character of a gentle- 
man, Sir, this Senate shell decide whether the 
Senator from Jllinois is a proper judge in such a ii 


a 


t 
t 
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| question, he says I might as well go back to the | 


case. The Senator hasalluded to facts. I answer 
on facts. Look at the debates at that time—see 
what I said, and judge me by it. It is true I 
asked fora delay in the discussion of that bill, 
and on patriotic grounds, sincerely, because I 
desired it for a proper discussion of so great a 
question. It is not true that I left my seat to 
speak to the Senator from Illinois on the subject, 
nor did a word fall from me in regard to it, ex- 
cept in open debate, on the floor, as is reported 
in the Globe. 

Now, as to the character of the address—the | 
Senator has chosen to revive that ancient matter. | 
He had better go, perhaps, to the siege of Troy 
and revive that again. I had supposed that tale | 
had passed away, but it seems a ‘twice-told 
tale” may be brought forth here to serve the per- 
sonal asperities of the Senator from Illinois. I 
have no freshness of recollection of the peculiar 
language of the address. The Senator seems to 
have quoted words or phrases from it. { know 
nothing of them. I leave that address, however, 
to take care of itself—it is on the records of the 
debates of this body—it is before the country. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am uot going to prolong ; 
this controversy. I am not going to make an | 
issue on the point of which the Senator speaks, 
Į desire simply to say that he did state, on the | 
occasion alluded to—and now he has not the as- | 
surance to deny—that the reason for asking the | 
delay was that he had not had time to read the | 
bill, and the fact is, that he had previously 
franked off a labored ‘exposition ”’ of it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I of course will not suggest | 
that the Senator has any desire to misrepresent ! 
the facts. Ifthe Senator remembers that address, } 
| 
| 


I think he will now bear in mind that the whole į 
address was predicated upon the first bill reported 
in this body, and not upon the last; that the ad- 
dress contained simply a postscript alluding to the 
last, and it was the last bill reported which,as the 
Senate will well remember, was under discussion. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What I stated was, that he | 
asked for a postponement for the purpose of cir- ; 
culating that address, and gave a reason which [| 
discovered not to be true in fact, Leaving that | 


sicge of Troy as to revive the controversy about | 
the Nebraska bill and the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise. If so, what is your colleague [Mr 
Wuson] doing here the whole session in sendin 
out page after page, speech after speech, on that | 
very question? Jf you thought it improper, if | 
you thought it was done for sinister purposes, to | 
revive the memory of a thing that ought to be for- | 
goten, why not ‘tell him so, instead of telling | 
me? Why not tell my colleague, so that he need | 
not make a long speech, going back to things that 
belong to history, which ought to be forgotten, 
and which no public good can be accomplished 
by reviving? Why do you not reprove your agi- 
tators on that side of the Chamber, who have been | 
going back to the siege of Troy ever since the i 
Nebraska bill was passed? Why do you not: 
appeal to them, who have got up this whole de- 
bate, and prevent them going back to things that 
ought to be forgotten? Lb agree with him that it 
belongs to history. Let it be the subject of his- 
tory and of song, Like the siege of Troy. It. 
would be so, bat for you agitators, who hope to : 
acqtite pohtical distinction and position by keep- 

ing up the agitation. Iam not the man who has 

brought up this discussion of the repeal—that ° 
forgotten repeal—of the Missouri compromise. I; 
am not the one who has brought up the memory | 
of that which should have been forgotten. Iam; 
not the one who has disturbed the repose of the ; 
Senate by long speeches on that point. When | 
you condemn allusions to that subject, confine | 
yourselfto yourown side of the Chamber, in your | 
own ranks, instead of seeking here for the object ; 
of attack. i 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not know that there is | 
any disposition on the part of the Senate to pro- | 
long this discussion. l ask if there be any ob- 
jection to taking the vote on this proposition how? | 

Several Senators. None at all. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let us take the vote on this | 
question, and then we can discuss the subject on | 
the bills of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on con- 
curring in the report of the Committce on Print- 
ing, to print thirty-one thousand extra copies of 
the report of the Committee oa Territorics. 


y THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The report was concurred in. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 14, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Damer Watpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved., 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the report of 
the Committee of Elections, and that upon that 
question the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN] was entitled to the floor. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. SWOPE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of the claim of 
Samuel Perry against the Government of the United States 


for the transportation of fndian supplies, for the purpose of 
reference to the Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BOYCE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
fites of the House the papers in the ease of Hil & Stacker, 
for the purpose of reference to the Court of Claims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Tam instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to ask 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of John Hadley and 
cighty-cight others, of Ohio, which was referred 
to that committee by order of the Tiouse, The 
committee think they have no jurisdiction over 
the subject-matter of the petition, and ask that it 
may be referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. It was so ordered. 


BRIDGE OVER THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. OLIVER, of New York, by unanimous 
consent,submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

eResolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to communicate to this House, in connection with his re- 
sponse to the resolution regarding the expeuse of completing ` 
the bridge at the Little Falis, passed on the 10th instant, 
what sum of money would be required to build a new bridge 
opposite Georgetown, or, if the purchase of the right of way 
over the piers of the aqueduct be deemed by him more 
economical, what sum will be required to obtain such right 
and to erect a permanent bridge thereon. 


MRS. CHILDS. 


Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Afairs be in- 
strueted to inquire into the propricty of granting a pension 
to Mrs. Childs, widow of Brevet Brigadier General Childs, 
late of the United States Army; and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Prayer 


Mr. W. also, by unanimous consent, made a 
report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, ask- 
ing that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition and papers 
of Moses J. Hill, and that they be laid upon the 
table. It was so ordcred. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. SAGE, by unanimous consent, presented 
concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, in reference to the claims of 
revolutionary soldiers; which were read, and re- 
‘ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

THOMAS S. T. JOHNSON. 


Mr. ALLISON, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, made a report 
in reference to the ease of Thomas S. T. Johnson, 
claiming compensation for coal and lumber fur- 
nished to the United States quartermaster, stating 
that, in the opinion of the committee, the claim 
should be referred to the Court of Claims; and 
therefore they asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial and papers 
in. the case, and that they be referred to the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman making that report, whether the papers 
go to the court with the consent of the applicant, 
or upon the motion of the committee itself? 

Mr. ALLISON, Upon the motion of the com- 
mittee. 
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The report of the committee was agreed to; and 
the memorial and papers were referred to the Court 
of Claims. 

REPORTS FROM PRINTING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FLAGLER. A few days since the House 
ordered to be printed five hundred extra copies 
of the report of the Superintendent of the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane, for the use of the 
superintendent. I have since received a letter 
from that gentleman, stating that therë is a small 
diagram accompanying that report; and I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, to amend the former resolution: 

Resolved, That the order of the House to print five hun- 
dred extra copies of the report of tha superintendent of the 
Government hospital for the insane, be so amended as to 
include the iltustrative diagram accompanying the report. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should like to 
know what that diagram is? 

Mr. FLAGLER, Itisasmall diagram showing 
the situation of the ground and buildings, and is 
necessary to a full understanding of the report. 


The expense will be but nominal, and I think | 


there can be no objection to it on the part of any 
gentleman understanding the matter. 
The resolution was then agreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER. The Committee on Printing 
have directed me to ask to be discharged from 


the further consideration of a resolution offered i 
some time since by the gentleman from Virginia, | 


(Mr. Fautxwer,] in reference to the printing of 
the report of the Secretary of State in relation to 
the changes and modifications in the commercial 
systems of other nations, during the year ending 


30th September, 1855. 


sequent action of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has not that com- 
mittee been instracted to inquire into the cost of 
the publication ? 

Mr. FLAGLER. The resolution which I refer 
to was sent to the committee before the report of 


the Secretary was sent to the House, and the | 
committee have the subject under consideration | 


in another shape, on account of the action of the 
House taken at the time the report was submit- 
ted. The subject-matter of the resolution is 
- covered by Sashen resolution which is now in the 
hands of thecommittce, and will be reported upon 
in due time. The committee therefore ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration of this 
resolution, asthey do not want to act upon two 
similar resolutions, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then the gentle- 


man had better move to lay the resolution upon | 


the table. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 


presented to the House, and F therefore offered a 


resolution that twenty thousand copies thereof |) 
But the matter is now before | 


should be printed. 
the committee in another shape. 
The motion of Mr. Fiaciun was thenagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
Aspsuny Dicxins, notifying the House that that | 


body had passed an act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a court for the investigation 
of claims against the United States,” approved 
February 24, 1855; and asking its coneurrence 
therein. 
WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Mr. ANDERSON presented the following me- 


morials and resolutions from the Legislature of | 


the Territory of Washington; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

Memorial praying an appropriation to defray 
the expenses of the existing war; 

Resolution relative to the erection of light- 
houses; 

Joint resolution relative toa military road from 


Bruceport, on Shoalwater bay, to the Cowlitz | 


landing; 

Memorial for the relief of John G. Parker, Jr.; 

Memorial praying an appropriation by Con- 
gress for a military road from Fort Steilacoom to 
Bellingham bay; ae ioe 

Memorial praying an appropriation for a mili- 
tary road from New Dungeness to connect with 
the military road from Fort Vancouver to Fort 
Steilacoom; 


The necessity of acting | 
upon that resolution has been superseded by sub- | 


I desire to say that when |j 
I offered the resolution, I was under the impres- 
sion that it referred to a document which had been || 


Memorial praying an appropriation for a mili- 
| tary road from Olympia or Puget’s Sound to con- 
nect with the military road from Salem to Astoria, 
in Oregon Territory, at some point near the mouth 
of the Columbia river; and a 

Memorial praying an appropriation for the mili- 
tary road across the Cascade mountains. 

Mr. ANDERSON also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill for the construction of a military 
road in Washington Territory; which was reada 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


PUNISHMENT IN PENITENTIARIES. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take from 
the Speaker’s table Senate bill (No. 6) relating 
to punishment in the penitentiaries. “I ask to 
have the act read, and it will be seen there can be 
no objection to it. 

The act was read, It provides that when a judi- 
| cial district has been or may hereafter be divided, 
the circuit and district courts of the United States 
shall have power to sentence any one convicted of 
an offense punishable by imprisonment and hard 
labor to the penitentiary within the State, although 
| it may be out of the judicial district in which the 
| conviction is had. 

The second section provides that said courts in 
the northern district of Ohio and the northern 
district of Hlinois shall be authorized to transfer 
|, to the penitentiarics of their respective States any 
i| person or persons who may now be confined in jail 
| In either district, whose offense is by law punish- 
able: by imprisonment and hard labor in the peni- 
tentiary. 

The bill was reada first and second time. 
| My. H. MARSHALL. I desire to offer an! 
; amendment to that bill, which, if the House will | 
indulge me, I will reduce to writing. 


i x . . . t 
i like to get some information in regard to the bill. | 
‘Is this the bill which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary ? 


| man from New York by stating, that this same 
| subject-matter has been before the Judiciary Com- 
| mittee, and in one form it has been considered 
there. And, I suppose, that the main point con- 
nected with the subject, as presented to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, can now be determined by the 
House on this bill. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That if the use of the penitentiary shall be re- 
fused in any State, it shall be the duty of the marshal to | 
execute the sentence of the court by confining the crim- į 


granted for the purpose. 
I can explain the amendment in avery few 


entirely as to the propricty of adopting it. By 
the act of 1825, as it now stands, the authority 
is given to confine a party who is convicted under 
the laws of the United States only in the pen- 
itentiary or jail which is within the district where 
the court is held. Phe object of those who have 
introduced the other law is to extend the priv- 
iicge of confining a party who is convicted in a 
court of the United States—where there may not 
be a jail or penitentiary in the district—within 
| the penitentiary of the States. In both case 
| the confinement rests on the fact of the use of th 
i penitennary being given by the State to the United 
|| States, to confine a party therein at the expense 


| 
i 
l 
i 


if 
Hi 
i 


Now, there is another case, where a State re 
li fuses the use of the penitentiary, asis now the case 
| in Wisconsin, where they refuse the use of th 

|| penitentiary for the purpose of confining persons 
| convicted of erime in the courts of the United | 


i inal to the next nearest 
|| which will be granted. We have got now just to 
| determine between that proposition and this prop- 
osition—whether we shall commence the system | 


|| States jailors and whole corps of officials through- 
|i out the United States, for the purpose of confining 


|! vieted in the courts of the United States. I am : 
i myself utterly opposed to commencing the work 
| of architecture in that line in the various States; | 


t 
| Mr. HAVEN. While the gentleman from || 
| Kentucky is preparing his amendment, I would |} 


| of the United States. i 


States. My amendment is intended to meet that | 
| case, by authorizing the marshal to carry the crim- i 
| enitentiary, the use of <i 
: I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair, as to 


| of the resolution, 

| withheld for revision. 
| 

| 


Mr. MARSHALL. I will answer the gentle- || 


t 
| 
i 
inal in the nearest penitentiary, the use of which shall be |! 
| 
| 


words, so that the House will be enabled to judge |} 
:| sume no member of this body believes the charge 


and, whenever a State in its sovereign pleasure 
shall determine that her jails or penitentiaries 
shall not be granted for the purpose of confining 
a man who has been convicted under the laws. of 
the United States, then I would use the power.of 
the United States to carry that criminal to, and 


could get the use of a jail. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
Speaker, that this question is likely to occupy 
the House for some time, and I must, therefore, 
insist on the regular order of business. 


KANSAS ELECTION, 


|. TheSPEAKER. The regular order of business 
is the consideration of the following resolution, 
reported by the Committee of Elections: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 
, tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I desire’ to 
know whether it is understood that I am entitled 
to the floor upon the reeular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Wasnsvry] is entitled to the floor, upon 
the resolution reported by the Committee of Elec- 
tions, it having been assigned to him yesterday 
upon the adjournment of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to know what-will 
become of the bill which was just now before the 
House, if the House proceeds to the regular order 
of business? 

The SPEAKER. It will remain as unfinished 
business, and will go to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, then addressed 
the House for one hour in favor of the adoption 
His speech is, at his request, 
He concluded by moving 


| the previous question. 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask the 
gentleman from Maine to withdraw his demand 
| for the previous question. 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not feel authorized 
| to withdraw the demand. If the gentleman from 
| Mississippi desires to speak, and it is the unani- 
mous consent of the Fouse that he should do so, 
I certainly have no objection; but I desire to bring 
this question to a vote to-day, if it can be done. 
| _Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to present one con- 
i sideration to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Wasusvern,] why he should not. demand the 
| previous question—why he should not suppress 
further debate upon this important subject. He 
has seen fit to introduce new matters into this 
debate. He has charged that those of us who 
oppose the resolution adopted by a majority of 
the committee are influenced, not by the facts. of 
the case, but by considerations growing out of 


|! the subject of slavery, and wholly disconnected 


i with the contest now before the House. I pre- 
I 

| to be truc, and we should havo an opportunity to 
| reply to it. I appeal to his magnanimity`to with- 
i draw his call for the previous question, that we 
| may not only reply to the matter so unnecessarily 
| and incorrectly presented by him, but also show 
I 


‘| that the resolution of the committee will allow 
; only a restricted and very unsatisfactory investi- 


tion of the subject. It is rather a suppression 
of investigation, Let this debate go on yet for 
a while. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


I hope the gen- 


: leman from Maine will withdraw the demand. I 
i desire to have an 


i opportunity to answer the re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lercuer] yesterday. j P 

The SPE ER. Remarks of this gort can 
only be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHEELER, I object. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I wil forego my re- 
marks for the present, though Lam very anxious 
fo be beard. 


STEPHE! 


S. Trise to a point of order. 


iy 


: what will be the effect of ordering the main ques- 


: of building United States penitentiarics in all the |: 
| States of this Union, and appointing United | 
' stands? 


i in those buildings criminals who may be con- |) 


tion to be now put, for our votes, perhaps, may 
depend upon that. © What will be the main ques- 
tion before the House, as the proposition now 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
therc is pending a motion to recommit, with in- 
| structions. The first question will be upon the 
i motion to recommit, and then upon the report of 
i the committee. 


confine him in, the next penitentiary where. I. 


I think, Mr. - 


/ 
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Mr. STEPHENS. I understand the facts are [ 
these: ‘The committee reported the original prop- 
sition to give the committee power to send for 
persons and papers; and a proposition to amend 
that was offered. by the gentleman from South 
Carolina: After that was offered, and while pend- 
ing, the original proposition and pending amend- 
ment were sent back to the committee, with in- 
striction tò report the reasons for their applica- 
tion. I presume those questions—that is, the 
‘priginal resolution and dmendment—are now be- 
fore the House on the report of the committee 
ander, and covered by, the pending motion to 
recommit, with additional instructions. If the 
previous question be ordered to be-now put the 
first question would be upon the motion to recom- 
“mit with instructions. Suppose that to be voted 
down, would not the question then be upon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, as 
the question now stands before the House. The 
only two questions now before the House are, 
first, the motion to recommit, offered by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce,] and 
then upon agreeing to the resolution reported by 
the Committee of Elections. 
` Mr. STEPHENS. Then, if the previous ques- 
tion be sustained at this stage of the proceedings, 
the House cannot get a vote upon the proposition 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Dunn. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding 
of the Chair, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I hope the previous 
question will be voted down. 

’ Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I have one 
remark to address to the gentleman from Maine, į 
(Mr. Wasnpurn.] 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order to debate 
pending the order for the previous question, De- 

ate has been objected to on all sides. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I ask for tellers 
npon seconding the call for the previous question. 
-Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris of 
Alabama, and Giipert were appointed. 

. ‘The House was then divided; and the tellers 
yeported—ayes 78, noes 96, 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. ORR. Am Ito understand that the amend- 
ment which | offered to the original report of the 
committee is not now before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
there is no question before the House except the 
motion to recommit with instructions, moved by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, {Mr. Boycx,] 
and the. resolution itself, 

Mr. ORR. ‘Well, then, what has become of 
the amendment which I offered to the original 


! amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 


| recommendations as they may think right and 


i such modified form as the committee should agree | 


resolution? It was sent to the committee with 
instructions to report back their reasons for their 
resolution, but not to suppress the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The order will be read by 
the Clerk. - 

The order was read, as follows: 

“On motion by Mr. ORR, it was 

“ Ordered, That the said resolution, together with the 

pending amendment, be recommitted to the Committee 
of Elections, with instructions to report the reasons and 
grounds upor which they ask the authority of this House 
to send for persons and papers.”? 
The SPEAKER. The amendment was recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Elections, with the 
original resolution, with instructions to report 
back their reasons. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The question is, what has 
become of those resolutions? Are they not now 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. They were not reported 
back by the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. They were beforethe House 
—the original resolution of the committee and the 
substitute of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. |} 
Dunxw;] the House was discussing them; and they 
were recommitted to the committee with instruc- 
tions to report to the House the reasons why || 
they asked for the adoption of the resolution. 
The resolutions were not under their control; 
they were not instructed to change either resolu- 
tion, but only to report reasons. ‘The resolutions 
were before the House, and upon them we were 
acting. The committee were only instructed to | 


I| Tennessee is arguing it? 


‘give. us the reasons which hadinfluenced its mem- i 
ra to ask tha House to adopt the resolution;and |; 


t 


under any circumstances our committees are 
bound to report back to the House all matter of 
the House, which had been committed to them: 
they may report amendments, but the original 
proposition originating in the House must come 
baek. 

The SPEAKER. The vote of the House, in 
terms, recommitted to the Committee of Elec- 
tions the resolution and the pending amendment. 
The amendment has not been reported to the 
House, but is yet before the committee. ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Committee 
of Elections originally reported a resolution to | 
authorize that committee to send for persons and 
papers in this contested-election case. After that 
resolution had been under discussion for some 
time, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn} 
had read at the desk a resolution which he said he 
should offer as an amendment to the resolution, 
which amendment proposed to send a commis- 
sioner tothat Territory to take testimony to report | 
to this committee, A motion was then pending to | 
recommit, and of course the amendment wasoutof 
order at that time. Ata subsequent stage of the 

roceeding, the gentleman from South Carolina 

Mr. Boyce] withdrew his motion to recommit, 
and proposed as an amendment, in lieu of the com- 
mittee’s resolution, substantially the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana, differ- 
ing only by placing two persons upon the com- 
mission, instead of one; and when in that con- | 
dition, the gentleman from South Carolina moved | 
to recommit to the Committee of Elections, with | 
instructions to report to the House their reasons 
for wishing to send for persons and papers. 

Now, sir, I make this question—that that com- į 
mittee bave no right to smother up orto withhold | 
from this House the original resolution and the | 


lina committed to them; but they must report 
back the resolution and amendment with such 


proper. They must report it back; and, if they 
think it should be done, recommend the House 
to reject the amendment proposing to send out 
commissioners, and to adopt the original resolu- 
tion reported by them, either in that form or in 


upon. And then, sir, it would be for the House || 
to determine between the two propositions—to || 
take the recommendation of the committee or | 
take the amendment of the gentleman from South | 
Carolina, or such other proposition as might be 
submitted to and agreed upon by the majority of 
the House. Why, sir, if a bill be introduced | 
here, and referred to a committee, can that com- | 
mittee come back here with a new bill, and never | 
say anything to the House as to what they have 
done with the bill sent to them? T think not, sir; 
and there is no such case, I take it, in the his- 
tory of legislation of Congress, where a commit- 
tee have Kept the thing referred to them, and got 
clear of all the objectionable amendments or bills 
referred to them, and come back with a new prop- | 
osition of their own, saying nothing to the House | 
what they have done with the proposition referred 4 
to them, and then to preclude all votes on other j 
issues, to bring the House to a direct vote on their | 
proposition under the operation of the previous | 
question. That is not the way, sir, in which ; 
legislation has been or should be conducted; and 
I cannot think, Mr. Speaker, that you will decide 
that itis in order. f 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to inquire on | 
| 
| 


what question this debate is going on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentloman from South 
Carolina addressed an inquiry to the Chair, which 
the Chair answered. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And the gentlemen from |! 

The SPEAKER. By general consent of the ; 
House the gentleman from Tennessee submitted | 
his remarks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I desire to give notice 


that I will submit to no such general argument 
hereafter. , 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


| 
| 
| 
p + . $ 

the Committee of Elections understood their duty | 
i 

i 


T believe that ! 


when this resolution was submitted in this way. | 
There were two resolutions before the House— | 
one to send for persons and papers, and one pro- 
viding for a commissioner. ‘These two resolu- į 
tions were committed to the committee, and they 
fully understood that they had a right, on the 


recommitment to them, toconsider which of these 
resolutions they should report back. They de- 
cided to report back the first. They were also 
instructed to report their reasons, and they did 
so. They reported back one of the resolutions 
which had been so referred to them by the House. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I desired simply to state 
the views of the committee—and I believe their 
unanimous. views—in regard to this question. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to know at 
what time it will be proper to decide this ques- 
tion. Dissenting as I dd from the judgment of 
the Chair, I desire the opinion of the House on 
the point of order, unless the Chair, on examina- 
tion of the question, satisfied itself that it had 
fallenintoanerror. Forthat purpose 1 make the 
point of order, and propose to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair,if the Chairholds, 
as intimated, that the Committee of Elections 
have a right to withhold from the House the res- 
olution, or, if it were a bill, the bill referred to 
them, and to report a new resolution or a new bill, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no de- 
cision on that point. 
Mr. COBB. The Chair has intimated and 
stated that the effect of the previous question 
would be to bring the House to a direct vote on 


| the resolution last reported by the Committee of 


Elections. The point I make is, that the resolu- 
tions referred to that committee have been neces- 
sarily reported back to the House; and the resolu- 
tion now reported they offer to the House asa 
substitute, by way of amendment, for the resolu- 
tion referred to them by the House. Ifthe Chair 
does not coincide in that opinion, I trust it will 
so decide before the debate be concluded, in order 
that an appeal may be taken, and the point de- 
cided by the House intelligently. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate the con- 
dition of the question. The Chair was inquired 
of as to what the question was, and stated in 
reply that the first question was on the motion to 
recommit the resolution with instructions, and 
then uponagreeing or disagreeing to the resolution 
itself. The gentleman from South Carolinaasked 
whether his amendment were pending, and the 
Chair replied that, by the order of the Fouse, it 
had been referred to the Committee of Elections, 
and that that committee had not reported that 
amendment or resolution to the Iouse, 

Mr. COBB. Then I understand the Chair to 
hold, that. the only resolution now pending before 
the House is the’ resolution last reported by the 
Committee of Elections. The Chair is right in 
stating that the motion to recommit is the first 
question; but I understand the Chair to say, that 
if the House refuse to recommit, the only question 
then pending before the House will be on agreeing 
to the resolution last reported by the Committee 
of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The question willbe on that 
resolution. 

Mr. COBB. If that is the decision of the 
Chair, I appeal from the decision of the Chair; 
and I think that the Chair, if it reflect for one 
moment on that question, will see that I am 
clearly right in the point which I now make 
Suppose it were a bill which had been referred to 
the Committee of Elections, instead of a resolu- 
tion. When a bill has been referred to one of the 
standing committees of the House, and the com- 
mittee come to the conclusion that that bill is not 
right, but that another bill should be substituted 
for it, can they withhold the bill referred to them 


| by the House, under instructions in regard to it, 
; and report a new bill? Is it not necessary for 
| them to report back the bill tothe House, and re- 


port the amendments to the bill which they, as a 
committee, recommend to the House to adopt? 
So, sir, it is with resolutions. A resolution is 
referred to a committec, and they are instructed 


| to inquire into it and report it back. If they pre- 


fer another resolution, it is their duty to report it 
as an amendment to the one which was referred 
to them, and report back both to the House. In 
this case the resolution, together with the pend- 
ing amendment, was referred to the Committee 
of Elections. They report back, with their rec- 
ommendation to adopt what they now propose 
as an amendment to the resolution referred to 
them by the House. The question appears to 
me too clear to require argument. 

The SPEAKER. In stating the question, the 
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Chair only stated what resolution. had been 
reported by the Committee of Elections, and was 
now before the House. Whether the Committee 
of Elections have complied with the instructions 
of the House is, in the opinion of the Chair, not 
a question of order for the Chair to decide. It is 
a question for the House to determine. The 
House committed certain resolutions to the Com- 
mittee of Elections. That committee have re- 
ported one resolution; whether that be in accord- 
ance with the instructions of the House is not a 
question for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. COBB. The point of order I make is, that 
when the report of the committee comes back 
here, recommending the adoption of this resolu- 
tion, it brings necessarily with it the propositions 
committed to them by the House. he com- 
mittce simply report their recommendation that 
the resolution appended to their report be adopted 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir, I appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will state 
the question of order, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire, with 
the permission of the Chair and of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] to make a single re- 
mark, There were no instructions by the House 
to the Committee of Elections to report back 
either one of these resolutions. Two resolutions 
were before the House; they were committed to 
the Committce of Elections. That committee 
had no instructions, except to report the reason 
for the adoption of one of them. It was the | 
unanimous opinion of the committee that they | 
had the right to report back either one or both of | 
the resolutions. ‘They were instructed only to ' 
report the reasons or grounds for one of them. | 
Why, sir, in many cases, a dozen bills are re- 
ferred to a committee on a particular subject; 
but if there are no instructions, it is understood 
that they may report back one or more of them. 
They are not required to report them all back, and 
they never do, i 

lt seems to me that the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Coss] is mistaken altogether in regard to 
the history of this matter. 

Mr. COBB. I based my statement upon the | 
statement of facts made by the Chair. The 
question presented issimply whether acommitiee, | 
having a bill or resolution referred to them, have 
the right to report a new bill or resolution, instead 
of reporting back what was referred to them? 

Mr. WASHBURN. At the time when this | 
commitment was made, the question was raised 
in the House as to the effect of that commitment. 
The question was asked distinctly what would be 
the effect? I read from the Congressional Globe: 

“Mr, WASHBURN, As I understand it, the original res- 
olution reported by the Committee of Elections, together 
with those instructions suggested by the gentleman from 
Georgia, are to be recommitted ; also, the resolution pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana asa substitute. These 
together are to be recommnitted, if this vote prevails. 

¢ The Speaker. That is so. 

“Mr. Orr. And then the House can determine, when | 
the committee reports again, what direction it will take; 
whether power shall be confided to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, or whether it shall be given to commissioners. 

t Mr. WASHBURN. And, as I understand. it is competent 
for the committee to report on either branch, either way.” 

That was the understanding upon the part of 
the House at the time. Both of the resolutions 
were to be sent to the committee, but the com- 
mittee were to have the right to report upon either 
or both of them, as they might see fit, The only 
instructions, as I have said, were for them to re- | 
port the reasons or grounds why they were in 
favor of one of them. 

Mr. DUNN. I will ask the Clerk again tore- 

ort the instructions made to the committee. 

The Clerk read the instructions from the Jour- | 
nal of the House, 

Mr. DUNN. Then, Mr. Speaker, the com- 
mittee could take no further action in regard to | 
the matter that was committed to them than is 
expressly directcd in the instructions. Now, 
what are the instructions? That they shall 
report, the reasons, and the reasons alone—not 
a resolution. They were not permitted to sup- | 
press anything. ‘They were simply to report the į 
reasons or grounds for a certain course of action. , 

_ Suppose there were half a dozen bills referred | 
to a committee upon one or a dozen different; 


information in reference to one or all of these bills, 
and the committee having the billsreferred to them 
to examine were instructed to investigate and 


; report upon the facts in regard to the subiects 


referred to, would it be understood that it would 
be right, when they had finished their investiga- 
tion and reported the facts, to suppress any one 
or all oF these bills, and report anew one in their 
place? 

‘The object in referring those bills to the com- 
mittee is to direct their attention to the subject on 
which they are to make inquiry. That was the 
object of referring these resolutions to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and they are only to report 
the facts concerning them, mentioned in the in- 
structions. These resolutions come back natu- 
rally and properly before the House. The reso- 
lution before the House is the original resolution 
referred to the Committee of Elections and the 
amendment. They were not called on to report 
any further resolutions. The resolutions them- 
selves were merely referred to them with instruc- 
tions to inquire into the subject about which they 
were to ascertain, and to report the facts and the 
reasons. ‘They were then to return to this House 
what had been committed to their care with the 
reasons of their original recommendation. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. It seems to me, that if the 
Chair would look fora momentat the question as 
it is presented, he would come to a different con- 
clusion from the one he has indicated. Let me 
suggest this as a reason: when these resolutions 
were first reported by the Committee of Elections, 
the House might have been in favor of adopting 
the resolution, but for the fact of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Dunn.] ‘Therefore, seeing that there were two 
methods of obtaining the information sought to be 
obtained—one by sending for persons and papers, 


and the other by sending a commission to Kan- | 
sas—the House instructed the Committee of) 
Elections to take up the whole matter and report | 


simply the reasons which induced them to ask for 
the extraordinary power of sending for persons 
and papers, when the result could be obtained by 
sending a commission. It seems to me, therefore, 
that for the Chair to decide that this proposition, 
offered as an amendment, does not now come up 
for consideration, is to defeat the whole object of 


the House in sending the matter to the committee. | 
itis very rarely that I rise | 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 
to a question of order, but this question appears 
to me to he so plain that it cannot be misunder- 
stood. The report from the Committee of Elec- 
tions was for power to send for persons and 
papers. That report was recommitted by the 
House to that committee. When it was recom- 
mitted it stood before that committee as though 
it had never been made. 


I cannot comprehend | 


gentlemen when they say that that report was to | 


come back in the form in which it was sent to the 
commiuttec. 
the committee. They were only instructed to 


No such instructions were sent to! 


report their reasons for requesting at the hands į 


of the House the adoption of the resolution grant- 
ing powerto send for persons and papers. There 
were no instructions sent to the committee to 
report back the resolution of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. The resolution, when recom- 
mitted, was taken under consideration by the 
committee as though it had never been reported. 
They reported the resolution back, with their 
reasons for asking its adoption, as they had been 
instructed. 

When the report was made, as it now stands, 
it was then time for the gentlemen to take the 
exception to it which they now state. If there 
be any principle of parliamentary law more known 
and better established than another, it is that 
every movement shall be forward to the consum- 
mation of the particular question under consider- 
ation. When this report was made, on the Sth 
of March, gentlemen discussed the propriety of 
having it printed, and so forth. I read from the 
Globe: 


“ Mr. Hickman. I am instructed: by the Committee of 
Elections to submit a report in the contested-election case 
of the ‘Territory of Kansas. 
ask that this report be read and ordered to be printed ; and 


Tam also further instructed to į 


I will then move that the further consideration of it be post- | 


poned until to-morrow, at one o’clock, and that it be made 
the special order for that time. 

‘Mr. Orr. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
having the document read. {tis very long, and it is much 
better that it be printed, so that gentlemen may have an 


subjects, and it were important to obtain some || opportunity of reading it. 


‘from the Chair’s décision. 


“ Mr: HICRMAN 
be read. - > 5 Pou 

“Mr. Puers. There is now no.motion pending, except 
as to the. disposition of the report sent tò the Clerk’s table. 

“ The Speaker. There is no motion pending at this time 
except that.” Poe Melee oe 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ORR] 
>to use a word of frequent recurrence’ in’ th 
speeches of the other side of the House. 
‘estopped’? from taking exceptions now, when 
he did not avail himself of the opportunity to dé 
so when the report was submitted. ‘Fhe plea 
in abatement comes with ill grace after we have 
had fourteen days’ discussion on the merits of the 
resolution. We cannot be asked now with any 
propriety to go back to where we stood on the 
oth day of March last. The whole subject was 
discussed at the presentation of the report, and, 
if gentlemen failed to take exception then they 
are forever precluded.. The report is still open 
to amendment, but itis not open to exception; 
that is the distinction we make, Nothing can be 
plainer than it is. Itis with some diffidence that 
I rise in opposition to the learned gentlemen op- 


"I shall persist in asking that the report 


; posite; but I do insist that, in parliamentary pro- 


ceedings, when a step is taken it is forward and 
not backward. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question ag presented by the gentlemen from 
Georgia. That gentleman rose to inquire what 
question was before the House. The Chair re- 
plied, that it was first on the motion to recommit 
with instructions, and then on the resolution 
reported from the Committee of Elections... The 
Chair understands the gentleman to appeal from 
that decision, on the ground that the amendment 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina, on 
a former occasion, is properly before the House, 
and a subject of its action. The Chair decides 
in the negative on that point, on the ground that, 
as that resolution, or amendment, was committed 
to the Committee of Elections by order of the 
House, and as that committee has not reported 
it back, it is not now, therefore, a question before 
the House. The Chair decides, not with refer- 
ence to the instructions, but in accordance with 
the facts. The resolution was not reported back, 
and is not, therefore, a question for the House. 
Whether the committee has complied with the 
instructions of the House the air does not 
undertake to determine. : 

Mr. COBB. Asthe House has refused to sus- 
tain the previous question, although my opinion 
is entirely unchanged in reference to the question 
of order, and opportunity will be presented of 
offering the resolution as an amendment, upon 
which I desire an opportunity to vote, I withdraw 
my appeal. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask leave to 
have read a decision on asimilar question of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

“Mr. Parurs then submitted his question of order. în 
writing, as foliows: : 

“Can a committee, especially instructed to report two 
resolutions, the form of which was given by the House, re- 
port another resolution changing the rules and orders of the 
House in regard to the management of its business, and 
depriving citizens of the privilege of obtaining the usual 
consideration for petitions upon subjects other than that 
referred to the committee? Pag 

“ ‘The Speaker stated that the point raised could not be 
considered as a question of order to be decided by the Chair; 
that it was not within the competency of the Speaker to 
draw within the vortex of order questions relating to. the 
jurisdiction of committees of the House; that it was for 
the House, and not for the Speaker, to decide whether 
counnittees had exceeded the powers or jurisdiction çon- 
ferred upon them by the House; and if, in the opinion of 
the House, they had done so, it may be a fit ground for the 
rejection of their report by the House, but not within the 


competence of the Speaker to suppress, as if it were against 
order.” 


Mr. COBB. Read the report of the commit- 
tee. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let us know something of 
the inception of that case. l 

The SPEAKER. The report was not made 
at that day’s session, and is not, therefore, in im- 
mediate connection with the decision. : 

Mr. COBB. In that case, as I understand it, 
the committee reported their new resolution as 
an amendment; that I do not question. 

The SPEAKER. It was reported as an ori- 
ginal and independent resolution, 4 

Mr. COBB. That depends on the report of the 
committee; and as that is not before the House 
I cannot judge of the question. For the reason 
Į have stated, I withdraw the appeal which I took 
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ioMrORR, - If the gentleman from Mississippi 
will yield me the floor, and my colleague will with- 
d¥aw His motion to recommit with instructions, I 
will again move my original amendment to the 
resolution reported by the Committee of. Elec- 
tions. 

Mr, BOYCE. 
commit. sho | 

Mr. ORR. I now move my original amend- 
ment. : : | 
Mr. COLFAX. Iobject, unless I can also have 
an opportunity. to offer an amendment to the 

„amendment, so that we may have the whole ques- 
tion before us. 
.-The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sigsippi is entitled to the floor, and he is asked to 
yield for the purpose indicated by the gentleman | 
from South Carolina—does he yield? i 
: Mr. BENNETT. Ido. f 
. Mr. ORR. Iam a little surprised at the course 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cotrax,] 
though not so much so after the effort to force a 
vote upon the original proposition this morning, 
without the amendment. But I can accomplish 
the object Lhave in view by requesting my friend | 
from Mississippi to offer the amendment as his | 

. motion; independent of the objection of the gen- 

tleman from Indiana. 
Mr. COLFAX. Well, then, I shall fecl at 
liberty to avail myself of preciscly the same privi- 
lege, and shall, if I conclude to press it, attempt 
to obtain the floor myself, or ask some of my 
friends upon this side who do obtain it, to offer 
the amendment which I proposed to present, and 
in that way can be even with the gentleman from 
South. Carolina. | 

Mr. BENNETT. I offer the following reso- | 
lution, as a substitute for the resolution reported’ 
by the Committee of Elections: 

Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley, Esq., and Sidney 8. 
Baxter, of the city of Washington, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed commissioners, for and on behalf of this House, 
to take. depositions and obtain proots, by taking copies ot all 
Buch documents as may be desired by either party, or their 
agents or attorneys, in regard to the contested seat of Hon, 
Mr. Whitfield, a Delegate from Kansas, under tae petition 
of Hon. Mr. Reeder; that said Bradicy avd Baxter be, 
‘and they are hereby, clothed with full power to adopt atl 
needful means to elicit clear and full proof upon all points 
which the parties respectively may submit to them as facts 
they, or either of them, desire to establish or controver& 
that they shall give to the parties, respectively, written and 
reasonable notice of the time and place at which they 
will be ready to proceed in taking such depositions, and 
may adjourn the same to other times and places as, in their 
judgment and diseretion, will tend to the full and perfect 
eliciting af Uae truth touching all such contreverted mat- 
ters; and that, when they shall have completed their labors, i 
they report the same to this House. i 

„Mr. DUNN. ‘Will the gentleman from Mis- | 
sissippi allow me to present my proposition now 
‘ag an amendment to the substitute ? 

Mr. COLFAX. Can the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Indiana to offer an amendment, and then claim | 
the floor again for the purpose of making a speech, 
thus cutting off an opportunity to propose an 
amendment tothe amendment? TI have no objec- 
tion to his proposing an amendment, if the same 
permission is extended to me. 

The SPEAKER. By the consent of the Mouse | 
the gentleman can yield the floor to the gentle- į 
man from Indiana for the purpose of offering an | 

“amendment. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I object. | 

Mr. EDIE. I desire to inquire whether, if | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana : 
(Mr. Duns] is. entertained by the House, the; 
resolution will be susceptible of any further 

. amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. EDIE, Then what is the use of persist- 
ing in the objection? 

Mr. BENNETT. f now move that the reso- | 
lution be recommitted to the Committee of Elec- į 
tions, with the following instructions: | 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in examin- ! 
ing and judging “of the election returns and qualifications? 

_af persons claiming to have been elected Representativ 

_ of States, or Delegates of Territories which have been duly 
organized by Congress, shall exclude trom their consider 
tion the claims of all persons who, after being afforded 
-ample time to do so, fail to show that the election ander | 
which they claim to have been elected a Representative or | 
Delegate was held in pursuunes of the Jaws of the State or | 
Territory sought to be represented by such claimant or | 
claimants, or was elected in pursuance of a law of the j 

United States made for the government of such election. j| 

t 
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I withdraw the motion to re- 
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Resolved further, That in ibe opinion of this House, no 
Representative of a State of this Union, and no Delegate 


of a Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be ad- 


mitted to a seat in this House, except ia pursuance of law. | 


Resolved further, ‘That the Cominittee of Elections are 
hereby instructed to pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance with the foregoing principles. 

Mr. B. then addressed the House for an hour 
in opposition to the report of the committee. His 
speech will be publishod in the Appendix. 

Mr. GALLOWAY obtained the floor, but 
yielded to Mr. Barzour, who moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. GOODE. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meeton Monday 

Mr. H. MARSHALL called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. | 


Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Jobn P. Campbell, Lewis D, Campbell, Car- 
lisle, Caruthers, Caskic, Howell Cobb, Cox, Craige, Da- 
vidson, Dunn, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Har- 


ris, Haven, Herbert, Hofman, Houston, George W. Jones, | 


J. Glancy Jones, Kell 
Lumpkin, Samuel 3. A 
Queen, Meacham, Smit} 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Quitinan, Keady, Ricaud, Richardson, Ritchic, 
Rufin, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Wiiliam Smith, Sneed, 


Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
all, Maxwell, McMullin, Mc- 


Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Walker, Warner, | 


Eilinu B. Washburne, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, John 
V. Wright, and Zoilicoffer—-89. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Billinghurst, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Covode, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Plager, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, Harrison, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlion, Knox, Kuakel, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McCarty, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Marray, Norton, Parker, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, Thorington, 
Todd, Traiton, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader ©. Washhure, Israc! Washburn, Watson, Williams, 
Wood, Woodruil, and Woodworth—6s. 


So the motion to adjourn over was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll on the above vote, 

Mr. TRIPPE said: The time for which I paired 
off with a gentleman from Connecticut expired 
last Wednesday. Finding that my absence was 


likely to be prolonged beyond my previous cal- j 


culations, I requested, by letter, my colleague 
(Mr. Foster] to extend the pair with some other 
gentleman, if he could conveniently do so. Ashe 
was absent on my return, and as I have never 


heard from him, E thought I would state the | 


matter thus publicly, or Dmight get myself un- 
consciously into dificulty. Having made this 
statement, J shall feel at hberty to vote. 

Mr. BALL stated that his colleague, Mr. AL- 
BRIGHT, had paired off with Mr. Wricur, of 
Mississippi, until the 5th of April. 

Mr. STEPHENS stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Horroway until the Ist of April. 


Mr. GIDDINGS stated that Mr. Bixenam had | 


paired off with Mr. Juwerr. 

Mr. QUITMAN stated that Mr. BARKSDALE 
had paired of with Mr. Rosrvson,. 

Mr. PAINE stated that Mr. Puryear had 
paired off. 


Mr. KNOWLTON stated that Mr. Perry had | 


paired off with Mr. Wers. 


Mr, MORRILL stated that Mr. Hare, of | 
Massachusetts, had paired off with Mr. Davis, |) 


of Maryland. 


Mr. ‘TODD stated that Mr. Ep had paired |) 


off with a gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr. WADE stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
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Prayer by Rev. Damier Warno. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. BIGLER. I present a series of resolutions 


| of the Beard of Trade of Philadelphia, relative to: 


at twelve o’clock, m. | 


Milter, Moore, Andrew Oliver, į 
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vey has been made to connect the two oceans 
under the auspices of certain citizens of the city 
of New York.. Mr. William Kennish, the very 
accomplished engineer employed by these genile- 
men, has reported in favor of the practicability 
of the proposed work. The memorialists pray 
that Congress will authorize the Secretary of the 
i, Navy lo cause the route to be fully examined. I 
move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER also presented a petition of in- 
habitants of Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for an appropriation for improving the harbors 
on the northern lakes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WELLER. I present the memorial of the 

Chamber of Commerce of the city of San Fran- 
cisco, in California, praying for the passage of an 
act of Congress requiring the cargoes of all ves- 
sels from the Atlantic to the Pacific ports to be 
entered and described in the manifest of the ves- 
sel containing them, so as to indicate the amount 
and time at which they were shipped. TI believe 
the memorial is properly referable to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and Lask their special atten- 
tion to the subject. If the proposed changes can 
be made in conformity with the prayer of the 
memorialists, they will certainly obviate the dif- 
ficulties which often occur from the fluctuations 
of the San Francisco markets. They will be able 
at all times to know the quantity of goods which 
| have been shipped from New York to that port. 
| The memorial was referred to the Committee 
j on Finance. 
Mr. WELLER also presented the memorial of 
| William Merine and other officers attached to the 
United States squadron in the Pacific, praying 
for an increase of compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Quincy, Cal- 
ifornia, praying that the mail route between 
Maysville and Nelson Point may be extended to 
that place; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of H. Bainbridge and other 
officers of the Army, praying for an increase of 
the commutation price of the Army ration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. CASS presented four petitions of citizens 
of Michigan, praying for a grant of land for the 
construction of a railroad from Fond du Lae, in 
Wisconsin, to Ontonagon, in Michigan, with 
branches; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
| Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of the 
| legal representatives of John Morrison and 
| Charles Ginn, praying for the confirmation of 
| their title to certain lands within the Bastrop 
grant; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

My.SEWARD presented the petition of Gitty 

E Powers, widow of a revolutionary soldier, pray- 
‘ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
; referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
' Also, the petition of Lucy Bingham, widow 
| of a revolutionary soldier, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Joseph Fear- 
son, deceased, a revolutionary soldier, praying 
to be allowed arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Polly Fisk, widow of 
Thomas R. isk, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
praying for bouniy land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the memorial of Wil- 

liam R. Greble, claiming to be the original inventor 
| of the apparatus for taking dcep-sva soundings, 
| praying for compensation for the use of the same; 
i which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
i Affairs. 
Mr. RUSE presented the memorial of John S. 
i| Pendleton, praying for compensation for services 
i! as special Minister of the United States to the 
Government of the Argentine Confederation, the 
| Republic of Paraguay, and Oriental Republic of 
|| Uruguay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of James 
Morrow, praying for compensation for services 
as agriculturist to the Japan expedition under 
Commodore Perry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of James 
Jacobs, praying for a pension for services during 
the war of 1812; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee pn Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the representatives of Charles 
Newbold, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


REFERENCE CHANGED. 


Mr. WELLER. The other day a report was 
received from the Secretary of War relative to 
the establishment of an armory in the city of 
Washington. On my motion, that report was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
heard a word or two of the report, and moved that 
reference, supposing that it was on the subject of 
armorics generally. I had had no consultation 
with any person in regard to the subject, and was 
not aware that it related exclusively to the estab- 
lishment of an armory in the District of Colum- 
bia. In my judgment, the proper reference would 
have been to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, which has particular charge of that 
portion of our business which is connected: with 
the interests of the people of the District. I move 
that the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
report, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. RUSK gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to establish a scparate 
land district south of the Gila, to create the office 
of surveyor gencral therein, to provide for the 
confirmation of land claims and donations to ac- 
tual settlers, and survey of the lands, and for 
other purposes. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FESSENDEN asked and, by unanimous 
consent, previous notice not having been given, 
obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relef of 
Samuel A. Morse and others; which was read 
the first and second times by unanimous consent, 
and referred, with the accompanying papers, to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to report, pursuant 
to agreement, the bill of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to accompany the report which was 
submitted the other day. 1 desire that it may be 
read, and an order made that it be printed. As 
I understand that the honorable Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Ciayron] wishes to submit 
some remarks to the Scnate, I will not now do 
what I intendcd—take the sense of the Senate as 
to when they will open the discussion on that 
bill, and when I may submit some remarks giving 
my opinions in regard to it. I now report a bill 
entitled “A. bill to authorize the people of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas to forma constitution and State 
government preparatory te their admission into 
the Union, when they have the requisite popula- 
tion.” 

The bill was read the first and second time 
by its title. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. CLAYTON. If there is no further busi- 
ness for the morning hour, I desire to ask the 
Senate to indulge me by taking up the motion 
which I made long since to refer the letter of Lord 
John Russell, in relation to the affairs of Central 
America, to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It will be remembered, sir, that that motion was 
debated at considerable length, and that, at the 
time when it was last discussed, the subject was 
laid over, in order that I might have an oppor- 
tunity to submit some views upon it before it was 
finally disposed of. As I do not intend to address 
the Senate at any great length, I desire, if it be 
their will, to be heard now; and I therefore ask 
that the motion be taken from the table. | 

Mr. STUART, Ihave no disposition to Inter- 
fere with the Senator from Delaware; I only wish 
to apprise him of the position which I occupy, 


and see whether there may not be some under- 
standing which will notinterfere with him. Nearly 
two weeks ago the Committee on Commerce 
instructed me, when certain river and harbor im- 
provement bills were reported from that commit- 
tee, to give notice that I would move to take them 
up at a certain day. That day was Wednesday 
of last week; but the business of the Senate at 
that time postponed the consideration of those 
bills, and I then gave notice that I should ask the 
Senate to take them up to-day. I should like to 
have it done, if possible, without interfering with 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iam not disposed to inter- 
fere with the Senator in his desire to act upon 
those bills. I know they are very important 
measures, and I hope they will be acted upon 
speedily; but now, in the morning hour, I desire to 
make the address to the Senate which I propose. 

Mr. STUART. Ihave no objection to that. 

The motion of Mr. Cirayron was agreed to, 
and the Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion to refer to tae Committee on Forcign Re- 
lations Lord John Russell’s letter of January 
19, 1853. 

Mr. CLAYTON proceeded to address the Sen- 
ate until notified by the President of the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. 

Mr. WELLER. Isit necessary to dispose of 
the subject on which the Senator from Delaware 
has spoken by a motion? 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware, to refer 
Lord John Russell’s letter to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope that subject will be 
postponed. I shall be under the necessity of 
calling it up at some future time for the purpose 
of expressing my opinions on some questions 
started to-day by the Senator from Delaware. 
He and I differ very widely as to the character of 
General Walker and those engaged with him in 
the State of Nicaragua. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of this subject until Monday 
next. 

Mr. RUSK. Thavealso an issue to make with 
the honorable Senator from Delaware in refer- 
ence to the nature of the territory between the 
Mississippi river and the Pacific, and the practi- 
eability of a railroad across the continent. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from California, to post- 
pone the further consideration of the subject until 

onday next. 

Mr. STUART. As I understand the rules, 
the arrival of the hour for the consideration of the 
special order postpones it until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. Itis in the power of the 
Senate to postpone it to a day certain. 

Mr. STUART. I desire that it should lie over 
until called up at such time as gentlemen who 
wish to speak on it shall desire. 

Mr. WELLER. I move, then, that it lic on the 
table for the present. Certainly there have been 
many things said by the Senator from Delaware 
to-day, which ought not to reccive the sanction of 
some of us from that section of country of which 
he has been speaking. I move that it lic on the 
table for the present; and I shall take occasion to 


call it up, in order to express my views on some į 


of the topics alluded to by the Senator from Del- 
aware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ihave by no means term- 
inated my remarks upon the subject; I have much 


to say yet. * : ; 

Mr. WELLER. Then, of course, it should lie 
on the table for the present. I make that mo- 
tion. 


The motion was agreed to. 
NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. [ask the consent 


of the Scnate—and I hope there will be no epee 
tion—to take a vote on the proposition which 


submitted on Tuesday morning last, to give power 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs to send for | 


persons and papers in the investigations which 
they propose to carry on in reference to the pro- 
ccedings of the late board. 
word to say on it. 

Mr. IVERSON. I hope that motion will not 
be agreed to. I wish to debate the subject. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Gentlemen will 


perceive that by delay they are arresting the! 


i| to have the river and harbor improvement } 


1: 


I have not another | 


action.of the committee. If, the committee g] 
not have the power, of course they must oe 
their investigations. . But they do hot. insist y 2 
it. They are willing that the Senate shall ay on 
down the proposition, if the body think pro role 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator pon 
to postpone the special order? Lye 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. . Yes, sir: 
submit the motion, in order to have the q 
voted on. It will not take half an hour: 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tan- 
nessee moves to postpone the special order, ene 
Mr. STUART. The Senator from Tennes 
must see that it is impossible. to have a vote Ree 
his proposition. The Senator from Geo an 
[Mr. Iverson] stated distinctly the other a 
that he desired to speak on this question wh, a) 
should come up again. He has the floor Smad os 
subject. He has just now suggested that h iae 
not willing to yield it, Therefore it would bei = 
possible to take the vote, as that Senator dene 
to speak on the subject. There are other 9 es 
tors, also, who would like to be heard, nas 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The commi 
not insist on it in opposition to the ge 
Senate, but they lsh to have the Macatee the 
cided. I hope the Senator from Georgia de- 
allow the vote to be taken. He himself h; will 
fered a resolution on which he can speak. S af 
Mr. IVERSON. I cannot consent to lot i} 
final vote be taken on the proposition intrody a 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs, Without 
pressing my views on it, Iam. opposed tg fa 
proposition, and J think I can satisfy the Sen ic 
at the proper time, if they will listen to me thee 
it ought not to be adopted, and that the o at 
ought not to be conferred on that committee Yer 
on a select committee specially appointed fop ia 
purpose. Ido not desire to address the Senats 


to-day. 
I withdraw the 


I wil 


tion 


ques 


{tee wil] 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
| motion to-day. 


PRIORITY OF BUSINESS-——DEFICIENCY BILL 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish to ask the co 
the Senate to take up the deficiency bill 
purpose of making 1t the special order for 
o’clock on Wednesday. It will bea Week ee 
morrow since that bill has been reported from ne 
Committee on Finance. It ought to be acted ne 
as soon as possible. It will be recollected that 
we have undertaken to originate appropriati at 
bills in the Senate, and if we are to purgye thet 
plan, we ought to adopt the same practice whi 3 
is adopted by rule in the House of Re ices: 
tives, of giving the appropriation bills the pie a 
| dence. Thope we shall be allowed to take iene 

3 


| for the purpose of making it the special orde. 
one o selowle on Wednesday. P order for 
Mr. STUART. I suppose that I ought 
| objeet to the motion of the Senator from Vj 
under one view of the case, being a mem 
the Committee on Finance; and yet, in another 
view of the case, I think the motion ought not ia 
have been made, and in that view I cannot c "o 
sistently consent to it. As I understand the ee 
tesy and usages of the Senate, I was first ent ur 


nsent of 
» for the 


Not to 
remia 


ber of 


x : : nti 
| to submit my motion—a motion which ] a 
notice a week ago last Wednesday that I would 


make on that day. I postponcd it then unti] t 

| day to accommodate the business before the Sen 
j ate. I indicated that I should, by the instruction 
| of the Committee on Commerce, make a motion 
considered to-day. It was generally known thes 


that duty devolved on me. Now, sir, I am com. 


|| pelled, under the directions of that committee, to 


; resist all motions to give precedence to other busi 
| ness until the bills reported by that commities 
shall be considered, unless the Senate decide ier 
| to take them up. I submit that I ought to be Dr 
| liberty to move to proceed with my bills, Į think 
| I may say there is a disposition on the part of the 
! Senate always to take up the appropriation bills 
at the carliest moment consistent with other busi 
ness, and pass them as soon as possible; but 1 
| think it would be a bad practice to make ay a, 
|| propriation bill a special order. Such bills hold 
| that position by virtue of their own imp 
| in the mind of the Senate, as a bod 
ually. 
H 
H 
| 


Ortanee 
y and individ. 


j hope we shall be permitted to take up the bint, 
i which I have indicated, and that the Senats will 
dispose of them. They are bills in which the 


March 1%, | 


‘country-at large: is interested, and in which it is 
specially interested at the present ume, because, 
if this country is to be involved in a war with any 
important naval:Power, they are as necessary as 
are your general appropriation bills. I hope, 
therefore, the Senator from Virginia will postpone 
his motion until those questions.shall be disposed 
of, and then I shall be at liberty to go with him, 
_as I would be glad to do so now, constituting one 
of the Committce on Finance, to take up the de- 
ficiency bill in preference to anything else. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is known that the appro- 
priation bills are superseded by. anybody who de- 
sires to make a speech, and now they are to be 
superseded by anybody who thinks that by pos- 
‘sibility he may have a particular bill before the 
Senate at some future day. It will be impossible 
for us to get along if this practice is to continue. 
Lask.to have the deficiency bill made the special 
order for an early day, because it seems to be 
the rule for every gentleman to have a bill in which 
he feels an interest made the special order for a 
particular day. Instead of the practice of the 

enate giving precedence to the appropriation bills, 


according to the Senator from Michigan, the fact | 


is that there seems to be atendency to postpone 


them., bask that the deficiency bill may be made | 
the special order for Wednesday, next at one | 
o'clock; and on that L desire the sense of the |} 


Senate. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to ascertain what 
will be the condition of the three million bill, if 
the deficiency bill be made the special order for 
Wednesday? The three milliow bill is the unfin- 
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must be made very soon, or the mail service of the 
country will be seriously incommoded. The 
honorable Senator from California will therefore 


the special order, because his bill is now the 
special order, and has precedence on the Calendar 
over any other bill. 

Mr. WELLER. That is the very point at 
which I now seek to arrive—whether, if the de- 
ficiency bill be made the special order for Wednes- 
day next, the three million bill will still have 
‘precedence of that? 

The PRESIDENT. ft certainly will. 

Mr. WELLER. Ofcourse, then, I shall have 
no objection to the motion of the Senator from 
Virginia. : 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Virginia, to take 
up the bill (H. R. No. 68) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending 30th of June, 1856. 

Mr. PRATT. 
all hands, that the various bills coming under the 
general name, river and harbor bills, should be 
taken up to-day. I suppose that not onc of them 


time of the Senate. You are aware, sir, that all 
the bills of that character which have been re- 
ported at the present session were acted on during 
| the last session of Congress. They were then 
| debated, after having been reported by the ap- 
propriate committce, and were passed by a large 
vote of the Senate. I suppose, therefore, that 
those bills will all be passed to-day, and that they 


I think it was understood on ! 


can occupy more thana very small portion of the | 


Mr. COLLAMER. Does the gentleman from 


1 Ilinois wish to have his bill made the special 
) ; i l! order for that day? 
gain nothing by opposing the motion to make it | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I shail call it up on Thurs- 
day for the purpose of submitting my remarks, 
but I shall not press it for action at that time. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What I intended to ask 
was, whether other gentlemen will have an oppor- 
tunity to reply to the Senator’s speech if they 
shall desire todo so? ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itake it for granted that the 
courtesies of the Senate and the usages of parlia~ 
mentary law give me,as the author of the ma- 
jority report, the privilege of making the opening 
speech; and the Senator from Vermont will of 
course be allowed to follow nextas the author of 
the minority report. I take it for granted that 
would be according to parliamentary law and 
courtesy. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. I take it that would be 
the case if the bill were made the order of the 
day for a particular time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I can assure the Senator that 
I have no disposition to violate the courtesies of 
the Senate by depriving him of the right which 
properly belongs to him. I take it for granted 
that he will follow me as a matter of course. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very well. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave given notice that I 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to-morrow 
| to allow me to presenta memorial from members 


j, of the State Legislature of Texas; and I shall 


to-morrow, during the morning hour, present that 
memorial, unless I am prevented from doing so. 


ished business, and comes up, as [ understand, | 
now, when the morning hour has passed. In con- 
sequence of having crowded off amy friend from 


will not occupy longer than to-day. I suppose 
we shall really save time if my honorable friend 
from Virginia will agree that those bills shall be | 


Mr. Sruarr’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the river and har- 
bor'improvement bills in their order on the Cal- 


Michigan on two different occasions, when his || disposed of by appropriating this day to their || endar. 
bills were made the special order, } had agreed || consideration. j gk i aia TE 
not to call up my bill to-day. I shall therefore Mr. HUNTER. Iam not objecting to that. || ~ t °- CLAIR FLATS. 


be compelled to oppose the motion made by my 
friend trom Virginia, because so soon as the river 
and harbor bills shall be disposed of, I desire that 
we may proceed to the considcration*of the un- | 
finished business—the three miilion bill, 
Mr. HUNTER. It seems, then, that this 
appropriation bill is to be postponed almost in- | 
definitely. The Senator from California has 
given way for the river and harbor bills, and 
these are to take up as much time as the Senate 
chooses. ‘The Senator from Michigan evidently 
apprehends that they will be before the Senate 
on Wednesday. When they shall be disposed 
of, the Senator from California is to interpose his | 
billa bill op which we are to have a long war 
debate—a bill on which there is probably to be 
more speaking than on anyother. Now, sir, the 
deficiency bill ought to be passed at once; and it | 
seems to me that there can be no doubt that Wed- 


Tam only asking to have the deficiency bill taken 
up, in order to be made the special order for 
Wednesday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move that it be post- 
yoned to, and be made the special order for, 
Vednesday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 
D 


SPECIAL ORDERS— RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now I would ask, what is | 
the special order for to-day ? 

The PRESIDENT. The special order is bill 
(S. No. 124) to increase the efficiency of the United 
States Army. 

Mr. STUART. I move to postpone the prior | 
orders, and proceed to the consideration of the 
river and harbor improvement bills reported by 


The bill (S. No. 1) introduced by Mr. Cass, 
making an appropliation for deepening the chan- 
nel over the St. Clair flats, in the State of Mich- 
igan, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate $45,000 for the pur- 
pose of deepening the channel over the St. Clair 
flats, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CASS. Iam not able to detain the Sen- 
ate, and I have no doubtthey will find that a great 
relief I only wish to make a very few observ- 
ations by which the nature of this improvement 
may be understood. 

It will be recollected that an appropriation of 
$20,000 was made three or four ycars ago for this 
work, which sum was expended in dredging. 
Last year Congress agreed to make an appropria- 
| tion necessary to complete the whole work, but 
it failed to meet the approval of the President. I 


nesday, at least, should be given to it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remark, 
that bills which have heretofore been made special 
orders, and have been left in an unfinished state, 
take precedence over any special order that may 
be made now. 


Mr. WELLER. 


That is the reason why I 


have resisted the motion of the Senator from Vir- | 
ginia. If there is to be a long war diseussion on | 


the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lhope not. I think if we 
do business in order we shall get along much 
i faster. I trust that the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which is the special 
order, will be taken up, so that we act upon itif 
we have to sit here all day. 

Mr. STUART. J hope the motion which I 
have submitted to the Senate will be adopted; I 


have no idea of touching the constitutional ques- 
tion connected with this subject. It has been dis- 
cussed in the Senate too often to make it necessary 
to go over it again; and I may observe that the 
more that is said on the subject the more ‘ noise 
and confusion” there generally is on that topic. 
{Laughter.] I shall therefore pass by any dis- 
| cussion of the constitutional question. Before 


| this body it cannot be necessary. 

Mr. President, this line of improvement is one 
of the greatest in the Union. It is the line of 
communication between the great lakes of the 
Northwest, running on the boundary line between 
us and the English possessions. ‘The report of 
the examining topographical engineers estimated 


! do not wish to discuss it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not wish to interfere 
with the priority of business, as fixed by the 
Senate; and I am especially unwilling to interfere 
with the object of my friend from Michigan; but 
I gave notice a few days ago that, in the eventof | 


the three million bill, it makes tt more important 
that it should be taken up at the carliest moment, 
J desire that the bill may be passed; and if there | 
is to be a lengthy debate on it, that of course is | 
an ‘additional reason why I should press the 
consideration of it; but I do not apprehend that | 


there will be any such discussion. I do not know | 
of any Senator, except the one who is now enti- 


tled to the floor on that question, [Mr. Frssen- 
pEN,] who really proposes to discuss it. 

Mr. RUSK. [would inquire if that bill is not 
the special order now? 


The PRESID 


the United States Army. 


Mr, RUSK. That, then, will take precedence 
of the deficiency bill, if the latter be now made | 
the special order for Wednesday; and T hope, in | 


that view of the case, that the honorable Senator 


from California will not oppose the proposition | 


to make the deficiency bill the special order for 
Wednesday next. That bill is a very important 
one, and should be passed soon. 
appropriations which it-contains are needed im- 
mediately. Among others, there is a large appro- 
priation for the Post Office Department, which 


e PRESIDENT. The first special order is | 
the bill (S. No. 124) to increase the efficiency of | 


A great many | 


the speech of my colleague [Mr. RrumsBuLL] on 
the Kansas question being published this morning, 
I should ask the Senate to be allowed to reply to- 


Territories a bil] which was promised the other 
day; and I now ask to have some day indicated 


/on which I shall open the discussion upon that | 


bill, in which I may incidentally reply to some of 
the remarks of my colleague. 
agreeable to the Senate to fix Thursday, I should 
be glad. I do not wish to interfere with other 
business at all, but I would indicate that day. 

The PRESIDENT. There is a motion now 
pending, the motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I make no motion, but I 
shall take it for granted that the Senate will allow 
me to proceed on Thursday, unless I hear some 
! expression of dissent. 


morrow on the questions at issue between him | 
i and myself. That publication has pot been made. | 
I have reported to-day from the Committee on | 


If it would be | 


the expense of this work at $44,955. I will not 
go into the particulars of their statement, It has 
been submitted to the Senate, and is on our rec- 
ords. I shall simply state a few statistical facts. 
The average annual value of the property passing 
the St. Clair flats is $50,000,000, including all the 
lake trade of Wisconsin, of Illinois, of Indiana, 
of Michigan, of Ohio, of Pennsylvania, and of 
New York. That is the amount of the upper lake 
trade. The annual number of passages over the 
flats is twelve thousand six hundred. That num- 
| ber of vessels annually pass this point. The 
number of passages by steam vessels is one thou- 
sand six hundred and eighty. The average deten- 
tion of vessels daily in November, 1854, was 
seventy-five. At one time during that period one 
hundred and twenty seven steam vessels were- 
detained. Vessels have been known to be de- 
tained there for four months. The calculation 


! is, that the average daily detention for sailing 


1856.. 
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vessels is thirty for two hundred and ten days, 
at a cost of $40 per day, amounting to $252,0u0. 
The average daily detention of six steamers for 
one hundred days, at a cost of $250 per day, 
amounts to $290,000. The expense of eight tags | 
for two hundred and ten days, at $75 per day, is 
$125,000. 

The addition of these items gives a very large 
cum of money annually lost by the detention oc- 
sasioned by the St. Clair flats. There was last 
year only eight feet of water on the flats. I 
belicve now there is about nine and a half feet of 
water there. The higher and stronger class of 
steamboats draw to the amount of twelve fect of 
water. The practical difficulty consists not only 
in the detention owing to the narrowness of the 
channel, but, when one vessel is stopped, other 
vessuls cannot go by, and nothing can pass until 
that vessel is taken out. This accounts for the || 
great number of vessels which are daily detained 
at this point. The channel is shut up; the ves- 
sels cannot pass until the cause of the detention 
is removed. `. 

Now, sir, there is no need of going into a.state- || 
ment of the statistical facts connected with the 
commerce and productions of that portion of the 
Union drained by the great lakes. lts power of 
production is untae: No man can tell, I may 
almost say, how much it now sends to market, 
still less how much it is to send in future. The 
valuc of those productions depends, in a great 
measure, on the power of getting to market; and 
vessels from the upper lakes must be allowed to 
pass these flats without dificulty, or the detention 
works serious injury and delays the sending of 
products to market, Another disadvantage will 

e obvious to the Senate ata glance. The ship- 
pers of freight, when they send their goods, draw j 
on New York. Ifthe freight cannot pass down 
the lakes, the productions cannotreach New York || 
in time, and the consequence is a great derange- 
ment in money matters. The shippers make 
drafts, expecting that the freight will promptly 
reach its destination, and, if it docs not, the drafts | 
are not paid. They are thrown back upon the 
purchasers, and thusa great deal of difficulty and 
distress is occasioned. In the month of Novem- 
ber, when our navigation is of the utmost import- 
ance, it is practically least useful, in consequence 
of the fall of the lake waters taking place in the 
autumn, and the upper lakes, in fact, are almost 
shut up. I have scen this state of affairs going 
on for years; and I repeat, without going more 
into detail, if there is a line of communication in 
the Union which, by its bearing upon the Army, || 
the Navy, and the commerce of the country, de- || 
mands more than any other—I might almost say || 
more than all others—the attcntion of Congress, 
itis this great line between the upper lakes of 
this Union. I do not think it is necessary to 
submit any further remarks to the Senate on the || 
subject. {am prepared to answer any inquiries |; 
which gentlemen may choose to make in order to 
elicit the facts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is: 
Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MASON. As this is the first bill of this ij 
character which has been acted on at the present |; 
session, I desire to have the yeas and nays upon 
its. passage, in order to test the sense of the 
Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I shall vote |; 
for this bill; and I desire to state in a very few 
words my position in relation to the various bills H 
which have been reported from the Committee 
on Commerce. I believe I have never in my life 
voted for any general bill making appropriations 
for harbors and rivers. I have never found any 
constitutional objection against these bills; but I 
have withheld from them my support for the 
reason that large bills, grouped together, have 
necessarily carried along with them, in my judg- 
ment, many appropriations which were not with- 
in that rule which Í have laid down asa guide 
for my action. At the same time, however, there 
were many, and probably most, of the appropri- 


.ations contained in those large bills for which I 
would have cheerfully voted if they had been re- 
ported in separate bills, making each depend on |; 
its own merits. They are so reported now; and ti 


1 k : . 
this course affords me the Spporanity. of making 


that discrimination which I wish to make, and 
of voting for such as I believe come within a 
proper rule—a rule which shall “regulate,” in the 
language of the Constitution, and not attempt to 
make commerce. 

There is one other point on which I will say 
a word. I[think, ona careful examination of the 
matter, there can be no just discriminations drawn 
between appropriations for harbors on the lakes 
and for harbors on the Atlantic coast—between 
appropriations for large rivers traversing various 
States, or for the Atlantic coast, or the lakes. I 
put them all on precisely the same footing. I 
would therefore vote for an appropriation to im- 
prove a lake harbor, or to improve the navigation 
of such riversas I have named, justas cheerfully, 
and on the same principle as L should vote for it 
on the Atlantic coast. I believe that the work 
named in this bill commends itself to us as a great 
national work, and [ shall vote for it. 

The yeas and nays being taken on the passage 
of the bill, resulued—yeas 29, nays 8; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Aen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bigler, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Hamlin, Har- 
lau, fones of Lowa, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, 
‘Trumbull, Wade, Weller, and Wilson ~29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Butler, Clay, Hunter, Iverson, 
Mason, Reid, and 'Toucey—8. 

So the bill was passed. 

ST. MARY'S RIVER. 


The Senate next considered, as in Committee 


| of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 2) introduced by 


Mr. Cass, making appropriations for deepening 
the channel over the flats of the St. Mary’s river 


| in the State of Michigan. 


Its object is to provide for the appropriation of 
$100,000 towards deepening the channel of the 
St. Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan, by 
the west channel through Lake George, according 
to the estimate of Captain Macomb, of the topo- 
graphical corps, communicated to the Senate in 
the report of the Secretary of War, dated Janu- 
ary 18, 1855. Italso provides that the dredging 
machine purchased for the improvement of the 
St. Clair flats may be employed, when not re- 
quired for that purpose, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, in the improvement of the St. 
Mary’s river or strait. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, this bill contem- 
plates an improvement of the same description 
with the one which has just received the favor- 
able action of the Senate. Lakes Ontario, Erie, 
Huron, and Superior have an extent of inland 
navigation, including the shores, of one thousand 
five hundred miles. There are threc interruptions: 


i the Falls of Niagara, which of course are out of 
: our reach; the flats at the St. Clair, for which we 


have just provided; and the flats of the St. Mary’s 
river, which open the communication between 
Lakes Huron and Superior. The flats at St. 


| Clair open the communication as well with Lakes 


Superior and Huron as with Lake Michigan. 
This refers only to Lake Superior. [need not go 
into the details of that region, its productiveness, 
and its mineral productions, both iron and copper. 
It is one of the most growing and richest countries 
inthe world. We have now before us, as referred 
to in the bill, the report of the War Department; 
but I will not detain the Senate longer on the 
subject. 

Mr CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
no doubt that the appropriation proposed by this 
biil is one very proper to be made; but some years 
ago we thought it necessary in this body, when 
driven to the necessity of the case, to decline to 
pass any separate bills. 
that there are some quite important navigable 
streams a good way further south and west than 
Michigan—such as the Ohio and the Mississippi; 
and we have generally heretofore held back such 


bills as these In order that they might accompany | 
D 


appropriations for other more general and import- 
ant objects. 4 
Mr.SEWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
allow me, I will make an explanation to him. The 
bills en the Calendarare for the lakes of the Union 
and for the rivers Northand South, Eastand West 
—in Kentucky, Massachusctts, and Maine. All 
the bills were referred as separate measures to 
the Committee on Commerce. That committee 
have reported them with provisions for the exact 
amount of appropriations which have been recom- 


Gentlemen will recollect j 


mended by the War Department in. all: cases; 
neither enlarging nor diminishing, nor ‘varying 
from that amount, unless where’ the Senate last 


year indicated a different sum or a different dis- 


osition. Those bills will all follow in their order, 
f the honorable Senator will give his vote for this 
bill, he will presently. have the pleasure of seeing 
votes given for all the bills which he desires: to 
have passed. a 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. For the Ohio and the 
Mississippi? : 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir; for all of them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was read the third time, and on 
the question, “Shall the bill pass??? Mr. Apam's 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not intend to occupy 
the time of the Senate, for it would be a futile 
expenditure of breath; but I should like to know, 
from gentlemen who are so averse to a ‘general 
system of internal improvement,” how they can 
reconcile it to their constitutional doctrine to 
agree to take up by piece-meal and make these 
different local appropriations, so that they shall 
have preference over a general system of appro- 
priations for internal improvement. If a general 
system were proposed, I suppose the first who 
would oppose it would be the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, because that would be contrary 
to what is called the Baltimore platform. [Laugh- 
ter.) I have heard various attempts made to 
draw sone indicative line by which gentlemen 
could be reconciled to one appropriation and 
opposed to another, Some say, that wherever a 
river runs through three States it assumes such 
a dignity that it may very well be brought within 
the cognizance of Federal legislation. 

Mr. CASS. Your former colleague [Mr. Cal- 
houn] said that. ë 

Mr. BUTLER. But you take advantage of it. 

Mr. GASS. Chargeitto South Carolina. Mr. 
Calhoun maintained that doctrine. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, if Mr. Calhoun did 
maintain it, I do not. You go for one State but 
not for another. 

Mr. CASS. I go for all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you quit the platform 


altogether. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CASS. No; I stick to the platformi. 
(Laughter. ] 


Mr. BUTLER.. I cannot see how that plat- 
form can stand, and this appropriation for St 
Mary’s river stand also. Does the St Mary’s 
river run through more than one State? 

Mr. CASS. Itruns through Canada. [Laugh- 
ter. 
ite. BUTLER. Well, that may be called 
foreign relations. [Laughter.] If you say that 
this is a war measure, | will be reconciled to it. 
I can be reconciled to it on the broad ground that 
it is a measure providing for war. 

Mr. CASS. That is one of its uses. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. That may dis- 
tinguish it. [Laughter.] 

The yeas and nays being taken on the passage 
of the bill, resulled—yeas 32, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bigler, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittendcn, Dodge, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, 


! Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Pratt, Pugh, Se- 
X ? 2 3 ot 


bastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of New 


| Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, and Wilson— 32. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Brown, Butler, Clay, Hunter, 
Iverson, Reid, and Toucey—8. 


So the bill was passed. 
THE MOUTH OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 
The bill (S. 14) introduced by Mr. Suuwztx, to 


remove obstructions to the navigation of the 
Mississippi river at the Southwest Pass and 
Pass 4 l’Outre, was considered-as in Committee 
of the Whole. . 

The bill proposes to appropriate $300,000 for 
the purpose of opening and keeping open ship 
channels of sufficient capacity to accommodate 
the wants of commerce through the Southwest 
Pass and Pass 41’Outre, leading from the Missis- 
sippi river into-the Gulf of Mexico. The money 
is to be expended under the superintendence of 
the Secretary of War, who is to contract for the 
work; and at an early day in the next session of 
Congress he is to report the progress of the work, 
the amount necessary to complete it, and an 


estimaté ofthe annual cost of keeping the chan- | 
-nels open; and any contract made is to be limited 
to the amount appropriated by the bill. 

It also proposes to appropriate $330,000 for 
continuing the improvement of the channels at 
the mouths of the Mississippi river, which sum |; 
is to beapplied by the Secretary of War, by con 
tract or otherwise. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I should like to have || 
some information on this subject, ifitis in the pos- | 

| 


session of gentlemen. L wish to know whether 
estimates have been made and plans suggested 
forthe improvements contemplated by these ap- 
-propriations. They are very large. The object 
is very important, and I should cheerfully vote | 
for whatever sum is necessary, but I want to 
know what is the estimate and what is the plan, 
if there be any. We are asked to appropriate 
$300,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. For the information of the 
honorable Senator, I will state to him that this 
bill, like all the others, was submitted to the Com- 

“mittee on Commerce and examined by them; and 
„that in this case, as in-all others, estimates and 
recommendations have been made by the Depart- 
‘ment, and the sums proposed to be appropriated 
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| Committee of the Whole. 


| 
| 
: proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 123) reported 
| 
| 


are recommended; the plans are settled by the 
Department, and the sum in no case excceds the 
estimate. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
Kentucky desires any further or more particular | 
information on the subject, I will send to the desk, 
to be read by the Clerk, the report of the Secre- 
tary of War on the subject and the estimates of 
the engincers.” It is rather a voluminous docu- 
ment, and I presume the Senate are fully aware, 
without its- reading, of the importance of the 
work to the navigation at the mouths of the Mis- 
sissippi. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER, (Mr. WELLER 
inthe Chair.) Does the Senator from Kentucky 
desire that the report may be read. 

Mr, FOOT. i presune no Senator desires it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
necessary on my account. 

Mr. CASS. I suppose the Senator from Ken- 
tucky only wishes to be assured that the estimate 
is made by the proper Department. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordercd to be cngrossed fora 
third reading. It was read a third time, and on 

the question of its passage, Mr. Siper asked į 
for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 have no disposition to saya ji 
word on the general subject of these bills; but |! 
Llook-on this appropriation as standing entirely |j 
distinet and apart from all the others, so far as |i 
my kuowledge extends. "The cleaning out of the |; 
mouth of the Mississippi I look upon as indis- |; 
pensably necessary for the collection of the rev- 
enues of the Government; and wherever appro- | 
priations come within that category, Lam willing 
to vote for them. L vote for this, and against 
the others. Any proposition to clear out ebsiruc 
tions in the Mississippi above New Orleans, I | 


I believé it is not) 


have heretofore voted against, and J expect toi 


continue that course. I shall vote yea. 


; 
The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas i 


$2, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—Me 
Rellory 


Adams, Alen, Bellof New Hampshire 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bieler, Brown, Cass, Crit 
tenden; Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fish, Poot, Foster, Hale, 
Hawtin, Haran, Jones of Lowa, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Rusk 
Bebasiian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Trumbull, | 
Wado, Weller, and Wilson ~32. 

WAY5—Messrs. Clay, iverson, ind Mason—3. 

So the bil was passed. 

PATAPSCO RIVER. 


i The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill introduced i 
by Mr. Prarr (S. No. 53) for the improvement i: 
of the navigation of the Patapseo river, and to: 
render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war | 
steamers of the United States, i 

Iis object is to appropriate $100,000, to be ex- I: 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of | 
War, in deepening the channel of the Patapsco | 
river, and in rendering the port of Baltimore ac- | 
cessible to the steam frigates and other was ves- ; 
sely of the United States. l 

j 
if 
i 


‘adding the following proviso: 


_ of Congress, appropriating $161,000 to remove 
i obstructions sunk in the Savannah river during 
|i the revolutionary war, for the common defense, | 


i tionary war. Captain Gilmer, the cngincer in 


: tions; that sand and mud had been accumulated | 


“sunk during the Revolution—but also in removing | 


‘ consultation with the President, determined that | 


i 

| 
. changed; that the money must be confined exclu- | 
i sively to the removal of the hulks themselves, 


i: Commerce, and they have reported the present 


_his discretion, to apply the balance of that appro- 
i priation for the improvement of the Savannah 


i the passage of this bill in its present form will be 


HARBOR OF SAN DIEGO. 
The bill introduced by Mr. WerLer (S. No. 
82) for the improvement of the harbor of San 
Diego, in California, was next considered as in 


By its provisions $50,000, or so much of that 
sum as may be necessary, will be appropriated 
for completing the construction of a levee across 
the mouth of the river San Diego, California, and |; 
for other works, to turn it into the former channel, | 
into False bay, in accordance with the surveys 
heretofore made. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


SAVANNAH RIVER. ; 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


by the Committee on Commerce, to amend an 
act passed March 3, 1855, for the improvement 
of the Savannah river. 

It provides that the money appropriated under 
the act of the 3d of March, 1853, for the improve- 
ment of Savannah river, may be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War for the 
improvement of that river, at such places and in | 
such manner as he may decm proper. 


Mr. IVERSON. [ move toamend the bill by 


Provided, That said expenditure shall be confined to the 
remoyal of obstructions in said river caused by the ships or j 
lhulks sunk therein during the war of the Revolution. 


The bill which was passed at the last session 


was sanctioned by the President of the United 
States, as I understand, on the express ground 
that itappropriated the money to remove obstruc- 
tions which had been put there during the revo- | 
lutionary war for the common defense, upon the 
general doctrine that the Federal Government, by 
the Constitution of the United States, undertook 
to pay all the debts or obligations which the ; 
Confederation had entered into. It appears that 
this money, $161,000, appropriated for the re- 
moval of the obstructions according to the dirce- 
tions of the law, did not apply to removing the 
obstructions which had been caused by the ori- 
ginal obstructions placed there during the revolu- 


charge of the work, reported to the Secretary of 
War that the bare removal of the original obstruc- 
tions would not improve the navigation of the 
river, nor would it remove the dificulty which 
has been created by the sinking of those obstruc- 


above the obstructions, and in consequence of | 
them, and unless that difficulty was removed, the 

Savannah river would be no more navigable than | 
it was before. He therefore proposed that the 
money should be expended not only in removing 
the hulks themselves—the specific obstructions 


the obstructions which had been caused by the |i 
halks—in taking out the sand and mud which |; 
had been swept down by the floods in the river, j 
and had accumulated around these hulks or sunk- || 
mn ships. ‘Phe Secretary of War, however, on |; 


it was a specific appropriation, and could not be 


aud could not be extended beyond that. The: 
city council of Savannah have memorialized Con- | 
gress for an enlargement of the law. They have | 
asked for the passage of an amendatory billi 
authorizing the Secretary of War to expend the ; 
balance of the appropriation in removing the | 
sand aud mud and other accumulated obstructions | 
which have resulted from the original obstruc- ; 
tions sunk in the river. A bill was presented for 
that purpose and referred to the Committee on 


bill, which authorizes the Secretary of War, at ; 


river at any point and in any manner that he | 
pleases, f 

Now, as J understand the principles of the Ex- į 
ecutive and the doctrines which he maintains 
(with which I agree entirely and thoroughly,) 


i 


i 


i 
il 


L GLOBE. 


i although it is in my own State. 


|! satisfies me that it is erroneous. 


caused by particular acts during the revolutionary 
war for the common defense of the country, that 
the bill of last year received the Executive sanc- 
tion. 

If, Mr. President, this were an original appli- 
cation to Congress to appropriate moncy to clean 
out the Savannah river, I should vote against it, 
If it were an 
appropriation even to improve the Savannah river 
so far only as to clear out the hulks placed there 
during the revolutionary war, I should vote 
against it. I did vote against this identical appro- 
priation when I was a member of the House of 
Representatives during the Thirtieth Congress. I 
am a strict constructionist—perhaps as much so 


as any Senator upon this floor. I do not believe 
that Congress has power to appropriate money 


for the improvement of rivers. There is no clause 
in the Constitution, in my opinion, which au- 
thorizes an appropriation of money for that pur- 
pose; and the very fact that this doctrine has been 
referred to so many clauses in the Constitution, 
Why, sir, I 
heard a distinguished Senator from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Calhoun,] now dead and gone, to 
whom reference has been made to-day, assert on 
this floor that Congress had the right to construct 
adam across the mouth of the Cumberland river 
in the State of Kentucky; and he derived the 
power fromthat clause in the Constitution which 
authorizes the Government to build, construct, 
and maintain a Navy. The absurdity to me 
seemed so glaring and palpable, that I thought it 
would strike the mind of every intelligent man. 
Sir, it is the absurdity of such propositions 
which satisfies me that the doctrine is erroncous. 


i Lam, therefore, opposed to the appropriation of 


any money by the General Government to clear 
out obstructions in any river within any State of 
this Confederacy. If it were an original ‘proposi- 
tion, E would not give my vote for this bill; and I 
would not give my vote for any bill to clear out 
even these very obstructions in the Savannah 


į river, although they may have been put there by 


the Government during the Revolution for the 
common defense. I do not think that fact changes 
the question. Ido not believe that the General 
Government is under obligations to remove ob- 
structions which have been placed there during 
the revolutionary war. It is not to that charac- 
ter of “ obligations” which the Constitution refers 
when it imposes on the Federal Government all 
the obligations of the Confederacy. 

But, sir, the bill of the last session was passed, 
and became a law. It appropriated $161,000 to 
remove obstructions which had been placed in the 
Savannah river during the revolutionary war for 
the common defense. That is the language of 
the bill itself. Now Iam not disposed to dispute 
the facts stated in that recital; and inasmuch as 
the money has already been appropriated by an 
act of Congress, I may, with propriety, give my 
vote to expend that money to accomplish the 
original object. 

The money appropriated at the last Congress 
by the bill of that session is utterly uscless, unless 
it be amended now so as to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to expend the unexpended balance 


‘of the appropriation to clean out the obstruc- 


tions caused by the sinking of the hulls; because, 
as Captain Gilmer has very properly stated in his 
report to the War Department, if you clean out 
the mere hulks themselves—the ships sunk there 
during the war—that will not accomplish the ob- 
ect. No good end will be attained, because when 
hey are removed, the sand and mud which have 
accumulated around and above them, and which 
have impeded navigation as much as the hulks. 
hemselves, will still remain; and without the 
expenditure of the money for their removal, the 
original appropriation is useless. 
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I may therefore, it seems to me, with propriety, 
vote for this bill, with the amendment which I 
propose, and which Ihope the Committee’on Com- 
merce will not object to. Ido not see why that 
committee desire to place this upon general prin- 
ciples, for the express purpose of meeting the 
Executive veto. The chairman and members of 
the committce must understand that if the bill be 
passed in the form in which they have presented 
it, il must be vetoed by. the Exccutive; and in my 
opinion ought to receive his veto. I therefore 
trust the committee will consent to this amend- 
ment, All that we ask is, that the balance of the 
money, which has not yet been expended, and 
which was appropriated at the last Congress to 


accomplish a particular object, may be so ex- 
pended as to carry out that object in good faith; 


and that all the obstructions which have accumu- 
lated in the Savannah river, in consequence of 
these hulks which were sunk there during the 
revolutionary war, whether by one party or the 
other, may be cleaned out for the benefit of the 
navigation of that river. I can sce no reason 
why the Committee on Commerce desire to make 
this a general expenditure. The State of Georgia 
does not ask it. The city of Savannah does not 
ask it. All we desire is, in order that we may 
not meet the difficulty of the Executive veto, that 
this money may be applied in a particular man- 
ner; and having accomplished that object we shall 
be content if it does not restore the navigation of 
the river to its original condition. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will the honorable 
Senator from Georgia do me the favor to state 
who it was that contended that Congress had 
power to dam up the Cumberland river at its 
mouth? 

Mr. IVERSON. happened to be in the Senate 
Chamber when that question arose and was de- 
bated a few years since. Adam had been placed 
across the Cumberland river some years before, 
by act of Congress, for the purpose of changing the 
channel of the Ohio river. It was at the mouth of 
the Cumberland in the Ohio river. The purpose 
was to change the current and deepen the channel] 
of the latter on oneside. Itwasa dam constructed, 
as I understand, from the main shore to an island 
in the Ohio river, opposite the mouth of the Cum- 
berland river. Thatdam had been washed away 
by a flood, and the proposition then was to ap- 
propriate money to reconstruct the dam. On 
that proposition the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Calhoun] made the specch to which Fal- 
luded, in which he put the power on that clause of 
the Constitution which authorizes Congress to 
maintain a Navy. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to state to the Senate 
the reasons which have induced the Committee 
on Commerce to report the bill in its present form. 
I believe I am authorized to say that it met the 
unanimous sanction of all the members of the 
committec—at least all who were present, and I 
think all the members were present with one eX- 
ception. A law was passed during the last Con- 
gress making an appropriation, as the Senator 
from Georgia has said, for removing obstructions 
in the Savannah river. As the act is very short, 
comprising but three or four lines, I will read it: 

e Beit enacted, §c., That the sum of $161,009 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moncy not hereto- 
fore appropriated, to remove the obstructions ip the Savan- 
nah river, below the city of Savannah, in the State of 
Georgia, placed there during the revolutionary war for the 
common defense.” 

The bill, as it passed the Senate, met the ap- 
proval of the President and became alaw. It was 
subsequently found thatthe simple removal of the 
obstructions which had been placed there would 
not make that improvementin the Savannah river 
which was desirable. The Secretary of War held 

-that he had no other power than simply to remove 
these obstructions, and that there the limitations 
to the expenditure of the money took effect, 
Consequently, on a resurvey by the proper ofi- 
cer, it was recommended that the law should be 
so amended that the Department should have 
authority to remove the deposits which had accu- 
mulated there in consequence of the sinking of 
these wrecks. 

The law which I have read states that these 
obstructions were placed there ‘* for the common 
defense.” Upon an investigation of this matter 
by the Committee on Commerce, it has been as- 
certained that these obstructions were placed there 
by the British Government to defend their forces 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
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during the revolutionary war. Such I understand 
to be the truth. Now, the question which arose, 
and which the Committee on Commerce examined, 
was this: Is the Government under any obligation 
to remove obstructions placed in our rivers by a 
foreign Power, over and above what it would be 
to remove obstructions placed there by nature— 
bya higher Power? The committee came to the 
conclusion that these obstructions, not placed’ in 
the river by our Government, were to be treated 
like all obstructions to navigation in our rivers; 
and that consequently an appropriation for their 
removal, subject to ie discretion of the Depart- 
ment, should be made like other appropriations 
for like objects in other places. 

Now, the Senator from Georgia asks, very fairly 
and very.frankly, do the Committee on Commerce 
design to report a bill for which the people of 
of Georgia do not ask? I answcr, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce can see no reason why the 
people of Georgia should have a bill passed with 
a technicality affixed to it, which shall enable it 
to receive the signature of. the President in pre- 


‘ference to other bills which are calculated and 


designed to accomplish precisely such an object; 
that is, to relieve the navigation of rivers from 
obstructions, whether natural or artificial. They 
thought that it should stand on no other footing 


than that on which other bills of a like character | 


stand. Now, is it advisable that we should 
assume that these obstructions were placed there 
for the common defense, and that having been so 
placed, it is our duty to remove them? Shall we 
take that view in the face of the facts, for the 
purpose of passing a bill which shall be effective, 
while it might not be effective if it were placed 
on the same terms, and under the same conditions, 
as appropriations for other rivers? 

It may be that the Senator will be able to sat- 
isfy me that there are obligations imposcd on the 
Government to remove these obstructions above 
such as are imposed with regard to natural ob- 
structions. Ifso, } yield the point; but I can sce 


| no distinction between obstructions placed there 
iby the British Government and obstructions 


which are natural to the channel of the river. If 
they had been placed there by our own Govern- 


ment, and had ceased to perform the purposes for: 


which they were placed there, it might be that it 
would be the duty of the Government to remove 
them. Ido not say that this would be so even 
then, but I submit to tac Senate, whether it is 
right or just to other sections where appropria- 
tions are to be made to improve the channels of 
rivers, that a bill shall be reported in such terms 
as will meet success in this case, and which will 
insure defeat in others? 

These are the reasons which led to the report- 
ing of the bill in its present form. They were 


! such reasons as were satisfactory to the commit- 


tee; and itis for the Senate to say whether this 
case shall be made an exception to the general 
rule. 

Mr. IVERSON. IT have already stated, in the 
few remarks which I had the honor to submit a 


little while ago, that I saw no difference whatever j 
| between removing obstructions put there even by 


our own Government, or by the Confederation 
during the revolutionary war, and removing 
those put there by nature. 
member of the House of Representatives during 
the Thirtieth Congress, I voted against an appro- 
priation of $50,000 to remove these very obstruc- 
tions in the Savannan river, even on the principle 
that they had been put there by the American 
Government during the war. According to my 
construction of the powers of this Government 
under the Constitution, the Federal Government 


has no, right, no power to appropriate one dollar | 


for the improvement of the navigation of any 
river inthe United States. I do not care what 
obstructions may have been put into the rivers, or 
from what sources they may have originated. I 
herefore, do not see any distinction, and I do not 


; contend that there is any betwecn obstructions 
i put there by nature or obstructions put there 


the Federal Government, nor between obstruc- 


| tions put there by the British Government and 


those which have been put there by any other 


| Government. They all stand, at last, upon the 


broad principle of the constitutional power of 


| the Government to appropriate money to improve 


he navigation of rivers withina State. I make 
no distinction, and therefore I said, and I say 


I stated that while aj 


| 


| again, that if this were 


an original proposition ‘to 
appropriate money to remove these obstructions. 
whether they were put there by thé British Gov- 
ernment, or. by the American Confederation for 
the common defense, or by nature, I should vate 
against it. But, sir, it seems to me that we ought 
not to travel behind the act of the last session, ap- 
prepriating $161,000 to remove certain. obs 

tions in the Savannah river. The bill recites. a 
fact which the Senator from Maine denies. -Hie 
declares that those obstructions, instead of having 


| been placed in the Savannah river by the Ameri- 


can Government, were placed there by: the British 
Government, T shall not enter into an historical 
examination of this fact to ascertain its truth; be- 
cause, according to my position, it does not alter 
the question. [tis a matter of no consequence 
whether the obstructions were placed there by the 
British Government to prevent the French fleet 
from coming up to Savannah, or whether they 
were put there hy the State of Georgia or the 
American troops when in occupation of Savannah, 


to prevent the British fleet from approaching that . 


city. 
The appropriation has already been made. ft 
was made at the last session of Congress. The 


bill making the appropriation recited a fact which’ 
I think the Senate and the country are bound to 
consider as true—namely, that these obstructions 
were placed in the river for the common defense 
of the American pcople—were put there by the 
American troops in. possession of Savannah at 
the time for its defense. This appropriation has 


| been made, but the stringent construction which 


the President and the Sceretary of War have 
placed upon the powers of the Government on 
that subject, confines the appropriation to the 
strict words of the law, so that the money cannot 
be expended for any other object than the simple 
and isolated one of removing the ‘ships actually 
sunk in the river—to the removal of the cause, 
but not of its effects, Why, sir, the object, the 
intent of the law was, not to remove simply the 
hulks themselves, the cause of the obstructions, 
but in fact to remove the obstructions which had 
been caused there by sinking those ships. {think 
the Secretary of War and the President have 
applied too stringent a construction to the law 


| and to the powers of the Government. I think 
| that if it was competent for the Government to 


appropriate money to remove the cause of the 
obstructions, it was equally competent to appro- 


[Mees : ; 
| priate money to remove the obstructions them-. 


selves, which were consequent upon the cause; 
and, therefore, I shall vote for this bill, if amended 
as I propose. A part of the appropriation has 
already been expended in removing the hulks, 
but that does not improve the navigation of the 
river. It has accomplished nothing. It will 
accomplish nothing, unless the Balance of the 
money appropriated at the last Congress be au- 
thorized to be employed for the removal of the 
obstructions created by the sinking of the hulks. 

Now, it seems to me that no Senator can ob- 
ject to this, We simply ask that the intention of 
the original act shall be carried out. We do not 
desire to enlarge the object; but yet the Conimit- 
tec on Commerce are endeavoring to thrust down 
the throats of those who are in favor of this 
appropriation an enlarged object. T'he purpose 
cannot be misunderstood; the Committee on 
Commerce desire to have this bill vetoed by the 
President. They do not intend that the State of 
Georgia shall have the benefit of the appropriation 
already made, and I think that is not very fair. 
I ask what object the Committee on Commerce 
can have in view by desiring to enlarge this ap- 
propriation, and put it in sucha form that itmust 
necessarily, as we all understand the opinions of 


‘the Executive, meet with his veto? They voted 


j at the last session for the bill to remove these ob- 


| structions; I presume they voted in good faith to 


remove the obstructions in the Savannah river 
produced by this cause; and now when we come 
and ask for an explanatory bill giving to the Sec- 
retary of War power to apply the money to carry 
out the original design of the act of the last Con- 
gress, the Committee on Commerce hamperit with 
another provision giving cnlarged powers to the 


: Secretary of War, and putting it on general prin- 


| 
i 
j 


| ciples; thus placing it in a position which they 


know must defeat the object of the bill and the 
original intention of Congress in appropriating 
this money. lask if it is fair for the Committee 
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6h Commerce thus to hamper a proposition of 
this sort, when they know the effect will be to 
defeat the original intention, and obviate all the 
good which this money could possibly do? 

Sir, we ask simply that the act of the last Con- 
gress may be so amended by an explanatory bill, 
that the intention of Congress manifested by the 
passage of the act may be carried out in good 
faith—nothing more. We do not ask for a gèn- 
eral appropriation to clean out the Savannah river; 
we do not put it upon the principle that this Gov- 
ernment has power to do this. For myself, I 
object to that construction of the power of the 
Federal Government. We simply desire that, 
inasmuch as this money has already been appro- 
priated by an act of Congress and remains in the 

reasury, it may be expended to accomplish the 
object which Congress had in view in passing that 
law; and therefore l ask that this amendment 
may be adopted to confine the appropriations to 
the removal of the obstructions caused by the 
sinking of those hulks or ships in the channel of 
the Savannah river. The purpose for which Ido 
it—and I advise the Senate of it—is to avoid the 
Executive veto, because I know, as every gentle- 
man must know who understands the policy of 
the Government and the opinions of the present 
Executive, thatuf the bill be passed in the form 
inwhich it has been presented by the Committee 
ón Commerce, it cannot receive the sanction of 
the Exceutive, and must fall. If, however, the 
amendment which I have proposed be adopted, 
and the money is confined in its application to 
the removal of the obstructions which have been 
caused by the sinking of the hulks, the President 
may with propriety sanction the bill,as he did at 
the last session of Congress. I trust the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. FOOT. i desire to he informed what pro- 
portion of the appropriation of $161,000 has been 
expended in the removal of the hulks? 

r. IVERSON. Tam not able to answer the 
question. i 

Mr. FOOT. Has any partof it been expended 
for that object? 

Mr. IVERSON, A large portion of it has 
already been expended in removing the hulks 
themselves. The Secretary of War, on consult- 
ation with the President, as | have been informed 
by him, and as appears from the published report 
of the correspondence between the Sveretary of 
War and Captain Gilmer, the engincer in charge, 
has confined the application of the money simply 
to the removal of the vessels themselves. He bas 
authorized the sand which had accumulated on 
the surface of these hulks to be taken away so as 
to get at the hulls themselves; but he has in- 
structed Captain Gilmer to remove no more than 
the hulks themselves. Captain Gilmer, after ex- 
amination, states the fact to be that large quanti- 
tics of mud, sand, gravel, and other impediments 
have washed against those hulks and stopped up 
the channel of the river. He desired to know 
from the Department whether the balance of the 
money was to be applicd to the removal of those 
obstructions, and the Secretary of War said, “No; 
you cannot apply one dollar to them, because the 
act says in terms thatthe money is appropriated 
to remove obstructions sunk in the Savannah 
river during the revolutionary war; and therefore 
nothing can be removed except the obstructions 
which were actually sunk,and nothing was sunk 
but the ships. The consequences cannot be re- 
moved altogether—you may remove the causes.” 
This, in my opinion, was a very stringent and 
perhaps improper construction of the power of 
the Government under the law; but still such is 
the case,and without an amendatory act the 
money cannot be used. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have had my 
attention drawn to this subject more than once. 
i recollect that on one occasion Mr. Berrien, of 
Georgia, on this floor certainly gave me to under- 
stand,and I think gave the Senate to understand, 
a very different statement of things from that 
which has been to-day presented to the Senate. 
He stated what I always understood to be the 
historical fact in relation to the obstructions in 
the Savannah river. My State, I confess, is 
deeply interested in their removal, but that fact 
would not change my opinion with regard to the 
constitutional power of Congress to appropriate 
money to clean out rivers. 

I recollect distinctly the ground on which this 


tin 1778. 


| 


i of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Hamu] | 
į to say 


| obstructions were put there during the revolution- | 


spproptiation has been heretofore placed, or at 
least the ground on which I was reconciled perhaps 
to make some appropriation. Jn 1778, Robert 
Howe, the American General, a North Carolinian 
or a Virginian, was in possession of Savannah. 
Campbell was the commander of the British forces 
who attacked Howe and drove him from Savannah 
under a capitulation, I think on Christmas day, 
have always understood that the 
British garrison kept possession of Savannah 
from that period until the time when it was 
threatened by D’Estaing, and then ships were 
sunk at the mouth of the Savannah river by the 
British garrison to prevent the French fleet from 
| coming up. It was 2 war measure adopted by 
the British and American Governments when 
they were alternately in possession of Savannah; 
and I think when the true facts are ascertained, 
it will be found that both the officer representing 
the American Government and the officer repre- 
senting the British Government sunk ships at the 
mouth of that river for the same purpose—to 
protect the city of Savannah. 

We arc told now, however, for the first time, 
I think, that these obstructions were placed there 
at a much earlier period, while we were colonics 
of Great Britain, by the British Government to 
prevent the French from coming up. This is the 
first time that I have ever heard such a statement. 
I cannot gainsay it, for I have no authentic evi- 
dence on the subject before me. 

However that point may be, I can see a great 
difference between an appropriation for removing 
these hulks and the incidental obstructions occa- 
sioned by them, and one for regulating commerce 
by cutting ditches and canals or opening rivers. 
| I recollect that on former occasions the bill mak- 
ing appropriations to remove these hulks under- 
went discussion, and the ground was distinctly 
taken that when the Government of the United 
States used the property of a State or of an in- 
dividual for general purposes, for the common 


| honor and good faith, to make compensation for 
| the use of the property. At the period of the 
Revolution, the Savannah river was, as itis now, 
a great highway of commerce. If ow own Gov- 
crnment, as one of the means of defending the 
city of Savannah, sunk ships there, and thus ap- 
propriated that highway for its own purposes, as 
one of the means of carrying on war with Great 
Britain, I could vote for an appropriation to rc- 
move them, on the ground that when property 
has been taken for the public use we have made 


j ion, private property was used for public pur- 


| of defense—compensation has been allowed. The 
principle has been recognized ina general act; 
and so, also, when American property was de- 
stroyed or injured while in the occupation of the 
enemy, and destroyed by Washington’s cannon, 
asin the same case in Germantown, compensation 
has been made on the broad ground that when 


erty has been used for public purposes, and was 


ernment was bound to allow compensation. 


| there both by the British and American Govern- | 
| ments, as a means of defending Savannah when 
they were alternately in possession of that city. 
Iam now, for the first time, given to understand 
that those obstructions were placed there at an 
antecedent date, before the war between Great 
| Britain and the United States. It may be so, 
! but I doubt it. 
Mr. IVERSON. 
body to say so. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


t 
| 
I 
t 
t 


I did not understand any- 


J understood the chairman | 


so. 

Mr. EVERSON. I think he stated that the 
ary war by the British while they held possession 
of Savannah. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought he stated they were 
put there by Great Britain, during the war be- 
| tween her and France, to prevent the French | 
reaching that city. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I stand corrected. 


! defense, it was bound, under the obligations of | 


appropriations for it. When, as in the Revolu- | 


poses—as the occupation of a house as a place | 


flagrante bello, during a state of actual war, prop- | 


destroyed in consequence of such use, the Gov- 
In| 
regard to the ships sunk in the Savannah river, į 
i I have always understood that they were placed ji 


and Iam inclined to believe that the statement 
of my friend from South Carolina is right. 

Mr. BUTLER. I state, as a matter of history, 

‘that both the British and American forces placed 
the hulks there during the revolutionary war. FẸ 
think the British put them there when D’Estaing 
was about to make his celebrated attack which 
l is known in our country as the siege of Sayan- 
inah. If so, it was a war measure; and I can 
| reconcile myself to vote for the removal of these 
| obstructions on a very different ground from that 
on which appropriations are made to regulate 
| commerce by opening ditches, cutting rivers, and 
digging canals around the lakes, or anywhere else. 
Sir, the moment you embark in the wide province 
lof regulating commerce here and there by the 
appropriation of money, you commit the greatest 
power which has ever been wielded over this 
Confederacy to the accidental majority in Con- 
igress for the time being; and if you commence, 
I can see no limitto your regulation of commerce 
i| except the want of money. The power is sup- 
i posed to extend as farasan object can be effected 
by an appropriation of money; that is as nearly 
as I can understand gentlemen. They are not 
very distinct; and when they are required to 
‘draw lines, to lay down distinctions, I observe 
that they shrink from the issue—in military 
‘phrase, they fire from a masked battery. I do 
i; not know what they mean by the regulation of 
[commerce by the appropriation of money. It 
|, hasbeen suggested to me that they do not put it 
ion the ground of the regulation of commerce. 
i Surely, sir, they will not put it on the ground 
lof the common defense or the general welfare, 
| They will not put it on any other ground than 
‘that they want the money; and these appropria- 
| tions of money have been and must be, according 
to the ordinary operation of causes on the minds 
lof different members, partial. I do not state it 
‘invidiously against the lakes; but I venture to 
isay that if these bills be summed up, it will be 
i found that appropriations are provided for points 
ion the lakes immediately in the neighborhood of 
| influential Senators to the amount of more than 
half a million of dollars; when, according to their 
own principles, there cannot be an appropriation 
of a single dollar to Virginia or to South Carolina 
because in those States the rivers happen to take 
their origin in their own mountains, and rundown 
to the seashore within the limits of their own 
‘States; and that must be the fate of States thus 
situated. 

I believe that Boston, New London, New Ha- 
ven, Newport, and. the other northern ports are 
just as much interested in the improvement of 
ithe harbor of Charleston as are the people of 
i Charleston, or of South Carolina and Tennessce, 
whose productions there find an outlet. Those 
northern ports send their ships there. I could 
i bring myself to vote for any improvement like 
‘light-houses, really having regard to the regula- 
i tion of commerce so far as it is conducted over 
the great highway of the world; but, sir, when 
you commence to cut a ditch or a canal around 
i; the Falls of St. Mary, and cut away flats here 
and flats there, and remove obstructions at one 
place and at another, I know of no limit except 
the discretion of Congress to vote money for the 
regulation of commerce. Sir, under this power 
I give it now as my distinct opinion that there 
can be no limit. I know it is an old civil-law 
maxim —Aqua debet currere, ut currere solebat. I 
might be reconciled to it where God has directed 
the waters to run; but where man interposes his 
| power to obstruct and divert them, I might have 
avery different opinion; and, so far as regards 
the duty of Congress to remove them, I could 
sce a great difference. 

Sir, 1 know that opposition to the system of 
which I am speaking is futile. J can, however, 
very readily draw a distinction in favor of the 
measure before us. I can vote for it on the ground 
that those hulks were placed in the Savannah 
river bona fide as a war measure by our own Gov- 
‘ernment. I say the ships were placed in the 
channel of Savannah river at one time by our own 
forces to keep out the British fleet coming there 
under Campbell’s command; and at another time 
by the British garrison to keep out the ficet of 
i D’Estaing. These are the historical facts. I can 
| Vote for it on the broad ground that the Govern- 


t 
t 


Mr. IVERSON. It is a matter of history, 


ment has used a public highway for the general 
' purposes of war. 
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While | acquiesce in this bill for this reason, I 
must protest, and I always shall believe, that the 
most fatal influence which can be exercised on | 
the common concerns of this Confederacy, must | 
result from the power of using the Treasury for | 
local purposes in the regulation of commerce. 
The system must be partial. It can never be just. |} 
Unless you can impart to human nature the jus- 
tice of God, you cannot make it so. The tempt- 
ation of individual interest and the combinations 
of interest, will always carry appropriations of 
money where they wantit, and the minority must 
submit, We may appeal to the Constitution as 
much as we please; but what is the use of the 
Constitution, when we have no power to enforce 
its obligations, or restrain an irresponsible ma- 
jority within its limitations? This whole sub- 
ject has been frequently discussed. I have often 
discussed it myself, and experience teaches me | 
that it is idle for me to attempt to discuss itagain. 
Sir, the Treasury will be exhausted by those who | 
have individual and combined interests under this | 
system. Itresultsin nothing more nor less than 
this: that States whose rivers run into the At- 
lantic are to be excluded from the appropriation 
of money for the regulation of commerce, unless ! 
for light-house purposes, in which, however, the | 
whole world is interested, and every State in the 
Union, the most distant as well as the State in 
which the light-house is erected. 

I know that the authority of Mr. Calhoun has 
been more than once referred to by my honorable | 
friend from Michigan; but I think he will bear 
me testimony that on this question I opposed 
Calhoun on this floor. 

Mr. CASS. True. 

Mr. BUTLER. Sir, the attempt to say thata |} 
system of improvement could be adopted by the 
Federal Government, in the case of rivers run- 
ning through three States—the attempt to regard | 
the Mississippi as an inland sea—these, and all | 
similar suggestions have only led to this—that 
there was at one time a restriction that, if a river | 
ran through three States, Congress might make | 
an appropriation for it; but now, it is said, if it 
only runs through half a State, it can be done, 
provided it empties into one of the lakes; but it 
cannot be done in Virginia, because Virginia has | 
no rivers but her own. You cannot bring Vir- 
ginia and South Carolinainto the system, because | 
they have nothing but their own waters. They 
are selfish in the purity of their own streams, and 
not borrowing from anybody else. [Laughter.] 
Sir, we live on our own terms very much, and 
I believe we shall be reduced to drinking our own 
waters and eating our own food; and, finally, we | 
shall be tenants at sufferance in this Confederacy. 
That is about the amount of the doctrine. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I must be per- 
mitted to say that the speech which has been sub- 
mitted to the Senate by the Senator from Georgia, | 
{Mr. Iverson,] is the most remarkable one I have | 
ever listened to in my life. Ido notthink Ihave 
ever even read of a case, where a member of a |} 
legislative body has scen fit to risc and charge on | 
a committee of that body the deliberate design of | 
mischief to the State he represents, and that 
design connected with a perversion of history. 
When the Senator first addressed the Senate, and |} 
made the remark that the comimittee had sub- 
mitted the bill in this form for the purpose of 
having an executive veto, I thought possibly that 
the Senator, in the heat of debate, had spoken 
differently from what he designed. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator has misunder- 
stood, or he misrepresents me. I made no such | 
charge as that the committee made this report 
with a design to accomplish that object. I said 
they reported this bill, certainly with the knowl- | 
edge that if passed in the shape presented by | 
them it must mect the executive veto. I said that, 
and I do not think the gentleman will deny it. 

Mr. STUART. All Lask of the Senator, and | 
which I have no doubt he will grant, is that the 
debate of this day shall be published to the worid | 
without correction; and, if I stand convicted on | 
that, I will be the first to state to the Senator and 
to the Senate that Lam mistaken. But, sir, I will 
give you his language. He said, when he first | 
rose, that he could not conceive why the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had reported this bill unless 
for the purpose of producing an executive veto. 
I said I thought that was. an expression which 
the Senator did notintend; but when he arose the ii 


second time he used this language: he said the 
object of the committee could not be misappre- 
hended. He went onto state the effect, and he 
stated it. more than once, and repeated it. He 
said it was known that the President would veto 
such a billas the committee had reported, and 
that the object of the committce could not be 
nusapprehended. Now, sir, if the debate is pub- 
lished to-morrow as it occurred to-day, if Iam 
mistaken I will publish my mistake to tne Senate 
and to the world. Sir, I shall never impute mo- 
tives to any gentleman; but I will state the motive 
which the committee had; and it is but the motive 
to speak the truth and nothing beyond it. Here 
was an act originating in the last Congress, in 
the House of Representatives, which states upon 
its face 

«That the sum of $161,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money not heretofore appropriated, 
to remove the obstructions in the Savannah river, below 
the city of Savannah, in the State of Georgia, placed there 
during the revolutionary war for the common defense.” 


That is the act. History shows that it was 
approved in consequence of that declaration. An 
investigation was necessary for the Committce 
on Commerce —for what reason? The whole 
subject covered by the report of the engineer, 
and the refusal of the Secretary of War to author- 
ize the appropriation to be expended in any other 
way, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce of this body to report an amendment to 
the law. Well, sir, should the Committee on 


| Commerce go forward and restate that as a fact 
j which is not true in history? The Secretary of 


War refuses to adopt the suggestion of the en- 
gineer because he copies the language of the act, 
and says rightly, this isan appropriation for that 
object, and cannot be used for any other. Could 
you use an appropriation for the Savannah river 
to improve the Mississippi? The act defines its 
own purpose, and the Secretary says properly 


| that it cannot be used for any other purpose. 


Now, sir, what is the suggestion of the engineer 
having charge of the work? It is that the bill of 
the last session be amended, not-soas to take out 
any of the original Janguage, but to add ‘and to 
remove the bars, shoais, banks, and other im- 
pediments in said river caused by said obstruc- 
tions.” Was the Committee on Commerce to 
retain in the bill a falsehood on its face—a his- 
torical falsehood—and then add these additional 
words, ‘ caused by said obstructions,” when no 
such obstructions exist? 


But again, what does that amendment propose? | 


“ Bars, shoals, banks, and other impediments in 
said river caused by said obstructions.” Surely 
this is a matterof opinion. If gentlemen will take 
the trouble to read the report, they will find that 
it does not purport to confine itself to the obstruc- 
tions originally sunk, the hulks, and the bars ac- 
cumulating on the hulks, but opinions are sub- 
mitted to the effect that channels have been 
changed in some instances-- that new bars, new 
banks, have been formed; and it is inferred that 
these banks would not have been formed but for 
the sinking of the hulks. That rests in opinion 
merely. We all know that these great rivers are 
changing their deposits and their channels an- 
nually; and it does not follow that the statement 
to which I have alluded would be true as a matter 
ofopinion. Certainly, there is no fact to justify it. 

But, sir, on an investigation of the question, 
the committee were clearly of the opinion that 
these were not obstructions placed in the Savan- 
nah river for the common defense during the Rev- 
olution, and therefore that such a declaration 
should not stand on the statute-book. What is 
the language when it is reduced to its plain mean- 
ing? As Ihave already said, I must not be un- 
derstood as imputing motives to any gentleman; 
I shall never do it. I impute none to the honor- 
able gentleman who introduced the bill in the 
House of Representatives last year. Iam sim- 
ply stating the effect; I say the ctfect is to place on 
a statute, as a reason for its approval both by 
Cengress and the Executive, that which has no 
foundation in fact. 


submitted, and which have been passed to-day, 


the declaration had been thrown in, “ deposits į 


placed there during the revolutionary war for 
common defense,” and the President should say, 
“I will not go behind this declaration of Con- 
gress, but I willapprove the act,” would it not be 


Now suppose that in the bills | 
which my honorable colleague [Mr. Cass] has | 


malireating him? If the President entertains 
such an opinion as the honorable Senator from 
Georgia attributes to him, is it nota deception.on 
i him to induce his approval of an act that.could. 
not otherwise be obtained? 

The history of this case has been presented 
by the engineer department, and it has been pre- 
sented by the citizens of Savannah through. an 
organization of their own. [do not remember 
its precise name, but perhaps it was the Chamber. 
of Commerce, or some such local association. 
They have presented the whole. history of. the 
question; and they say that these obstructions 
were put there to keep out the French fleet. Now, 
will any Senator undertake to tell me, the Senate, 
and the country, that, while the British held pos- 
session of Savannah, and for the purpose of 
keeping out the American and French fleets, 
| sunk obstructions, those are obstructions for the 
common defense? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. STUART. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina mean to say that when the enemy are 
| in possession of a place, and sink vessels to keep 
out our own fleet, that is an obstruction for the 
common defense? Why, sir, the thing is an 
absurdity. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not say that it would be 
using it strictly for the common defense; but I 
say that when flagrante bello, an enemy uses 
property, and injury is suffered, it is one of the 
recognized principles of the law of nations that 
you are to pay for it. The principle has been 
recognized by an act of Congress. 

Mr. STUART. Iam confining myself to the 
bill. The act which passed Congress at the last 
session says that they were obstructions placed 
there for the common defense during the revolu- 
tionary war; and the Senator from Georgia insists 
that that statement, or words substantially the 
same, shall be retained. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not insist on any such 
thing. The bill reported from the Committee on 
Commerce does not recite anything—does: not 
state any fact. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, the Senator 
| did say that we should not look behind the bill 
of the last Congress, but should abide by its 
declarations. J am not so much mistaken as this 
Senator scems to suppose. He insisted that at 
this time we should not look into the question of 
the truth of what was declared by the last Con- 
gress, but should abide by that declaration, 
although it is not true, as I have just shown, 
and as the Senator from South Carolina himself 
admits. 

Now, sir, let me state the facts. All the re- 
ports which have been submitted to the War 
| Department on this question concur in stating 
| that, in 1779, British vessels were sunk in the 
river. The names of the vessels are given. It 
1s, however, suggested that it appears in a news- 
paper published in Savannah, in 1776, three years 
before; and in one history it is also hinted—I 
have it before me—that the American officer in 
command sunk some obstructions, but they are 
‘not defined. If they were obstructions which 

would prevent vessels from coming up to Savan- 
nah, aly did the British commander, three years 
afterwards, sink three transports? Count D’Es- 
j taing could not have come up the river with his 
! flect if the obstacles sunk there in 1776 had been 
sufficient to impede navigation. ‘These, the 
Senator will find, were all the obstructions which 
| history even hints at as having been placed there 
| by the American Government during the Revo- 
lution. Still, I repeat, and J ask the especial 
| atténtion of the Senator from Georgia, because 
much as I except to his language, it excites ho 
unkind feeling on my part towards him person- 
ally—I call his attention to this fact; and I ask 
again, can it be possible that these, which I shall 
denominate two scraps of history shown by the 
citizens of Savannah, (one in a newspaper pub- 
lished at that day, and the other a bare allusion 
in a history to some obstructions having been 
sunk,) prove that what really constituted obstruc- 
tions to navigation were sunk in 1776, when his- 
tory is full of the fact that three years afterwards 
British officers sunk British transport vessels in 
order to prevent the French fleet from coming up ? 
The inference is irresistible that, but for this act, 
| the navigation of the stream up to the city of 
! Savannah would not be impeded. 
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“Now; if the Senator desires an amendment to 
this bill which shall state that these vessels and || 
obstructions were placed there by the British 
Officers, in order to prevent the French fleet from 
coming up the Savannah river, I shall not object, 
because that is the truth of history; but if he | 
éxamines the report of the War Department as | 
carefully as F have done, he will find that the 
engineers do not propose to confine the improve- 
hent to that point. They propose to make an 
improvement which is far distant from it—to cut 
off banks, to remove bars; in other words, to i 
Make a channel where none now exists, and, if [} 
recollect aright, on the opposite side of a certain | 
island from where the original channel was. 
tT have no desire to detain the Senate unneces- | 
sarily. I rose only to vindicate the coinmittee. | 
The committee have no motive other than to spcak 
the truth; but they do fecl it incumbent on them, 
when a subject is referred to them as in this case, | 
to state the facts, not only in the argument, but 
in the bill itself. We therefore simply propose 
an appropriation for the improvement of this 
river below a certain point, at the discretion of 
the Secretary of War. Look at his indorsements. 
One of ‘them, on the report of the engineers to 
him, is in these words: _ 

“ The appropriation is specific, ‘to remove the obstruc- 
“tions in the Savannah river, below the city of Savannah, 
Cin the State of Georgia, placed there during the revolu- 
“tionary war for the common defense,’ and can be applied 
to no other purpose whatever. The plan submitted for 
dredging is not approved. 

« JEFF°N DAVIS, 
“ Secretary of War.” 

` There is a plan of improvement; and I say if | 
the honorable Senator will examine, he will find | 
it is a plan nf improvement which has no relation 

to the original appropriations except in a matter 

of opinion, Sir, I object, as a member of the | 
Committee on Commerce, andasa Senator in this | 
body, to aay act stating on its face an untruth of || 
history, the tendency of which is to receive favor- | 
able action on that account either here or at the 
hands of the Executive. Like the Senator from 
Georgia, I will vote upon every case on its own 
merits, and while I will vote for many measures 
of this character which are presented to Congress, 
there are many for which I will not vote, believ- 
ing them not to fall within the power of Congress, |! 
But never will aguin consent to do what I have | 
done on two former occasions—sit still quietly 

when a bill upon its face carrics a misstatement 

of history, as in this case, and as in the Cape | 
Fear case in North Carolina. Twill do what I} 
can to have the act speak the trath, and if that be | 
done, nobody will be deceived. 

Mr. IVERSON. Mr. President, what is the 
history of this transaction? The last Congress 
passed an act appropriating $161,000 to remove 
obstructions in the Savannah river, placed there | 
during the revolutionary war for the common | 
defense. Thatis the recital of the act. The War 
Department tn the application of that fund has | 
decided thatit can only be applied to the removal | 
of the ships actually sunk there during the rev- i 
olutionary war, and cannot be extended to the | 
removal of obstructions caused by the sinking of 
those ships. As I have already stated, the inten- ii 
tion of Congress clearly was to remove all the | 
obstructions consequent upon the act which had 
originally been done. That is clearly the good 
faith and intention of the law. Owing, however, |! 
to the rigid construction which the Sceretary of | 
war has placed upon the law, the object of Con- ij 
3s has mot been and cannot be carried out 
without an explanatory bill. The city council of | 
Savannah and the people of that city have asked 
Congress to pass an explanatory law, and’ to 
carry out by a new aet the original intention of 
Congress in appropriating this money. Congress 
have said that those obstructions were put there ; 
during the revolutionary war. Theyhave stopped |! 
up the navigation of the river. You have appro- |} 
priated $161,000 for the purpose of removing |i 
them, but the Secretary of War says the money |! 
shall only be applied for the removal of the ships i 


themselves, without reference to the consequent |! 
obstructions which have grown out of sinking 
them. We ask you, therefore, to allow us to | 
apply the balance of this raoney which is unex- 
pended to remove the obstructions caused by the 
sinking of the ships, so as to accomplish the | 
original intention that Congress had in view in | 
passing the law. 


i 
| 
i 
i 


When that subject was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with the whole correspond- 
ence between the engineer and the Secretary of 
War, and a draft of a bill which the people of 


Savannah asked to be passed, merely accomplish- | 


ing the particular object which they had in view— 
simply asking that the law, in plain terms, should 
be that the balance of the money, not already 
appropriated, might be applied to the removal of 
the obstructions consequent on the sinking of the 
ships—and when the Committee on Commerce 
were asked to report on this question, what did 
they do? Instead of complying with the simple 
request of the people and the city council of 
Savannah; instead of reporting a bill which would 
carry out that intention in the most explicit terms 
and simplest manner; instead of reporting a biH 
authorizing the balance of this expenditure to be 
applied to the removal of obstructions which had 
been caused by the hulks sunk in the Savannah 
river, the Committee on Commerce are more lib- 
eral than this. They propose to give to the city 
of Savannah, and to the friends of this appropri- 
ation, more than was asked for. They report a 


; bill authorizing the money to be expended at the 


discretion of the Secretary of War anywhere and 
everywhere in the river Savannah that he may 
deem proper. 

Sir, [ did not say—certainly I did not intend to 
say—that the Committce on Commerce reported 
this bill for the purpose of defeating the object; 
but I did say, and I repeat, that the Committee 
on Commerce must have understood that if the 
bill which they have reported shall be passed in 
the shape in which they have reported it, it will 
meet the Executive veto. Will they deny it? 
Does the Senator from Michigan say that he be- 
Heves the bill which his committec have reported 
will meet the sanction of the Executive? He will 
not say so. 

Then, sir, the Committee on Commerce have, 


in direct opposition to the request of the people | 
of Savannah, and in violation of the spirit and | 


intention of the law of the last Congress, reported 
a bill which they know, if passed by Congress, 
must meet the Executive veto, and the bill must 
thus fall, and the object of the appropriation be 


| defeated—the intention of the last Congress be 


defeated. Thatis what I said. What the object 


| of the committee may be in so framing the bill, I 


do not pretend to say. It may be that they are 


| liberal constructionists, as I suppose they are; 


and that they have a great many other measures 
of a kindred character before this body which 
they wish to pass, and they may desire to place 
this bill on the same footing with the others, so 
that if they cannot get their particular appropria- 
tions, with the approval of the Executive, they 


do not wish the State of Georgia, or the friends | 
of the Savannah river appropriation, to have the į 


use of this money for the accomplishment of a 
particular object. 

Sir, I do not understand that dog-in-the-manger 
spirit. We ask that the balance of this money 
already appropriated may be expended to carry 
out the intention of the last Congress, and to put 


|| itin such a shape that it may vot meet the dis- 


approbation af the Executive. ‘The committee 
eome forward with their bul, and report some- 
thing diferent or contradictory to this, and put 
the appropriation on a principle of a general char- 


acter which they know will be defeated by the 
Executive. What is the object of that? Why i 


have they done it? If they were willing to have 
this money applied as Congress originally in- 
tended it to be applied—to remove the obstructions 


to the navigation of the Savannah river—either in: 


specific or In general terms, why not report the 


| bill which was asked of them? They understood, 


as well as I did, that if the bill which was referred 
to them had been re 


ported back in its original : 


shape, simply authorizing the balance of the ap- : 


propriation to be applied to the 


removal ofobstruc- | 


tions in the Savannah river caused by the original | 


obstractions 
sanction that bill. 


ve 


hey also knew—and certainly 


, it is probable the Executive would | 


they will not pretend that they did not know—ihat | 


if they reported a general bill putting the appro- 
priation on general principles, it could not receive 
the Executive sanction. F said, therefore, that I 
did not think the committee had acted altogether 
airly in reference to this measure. I will take 
back that expression. I will not say they have 
acted unfairly; but they have acled—if I may use 
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the expression—with rather too much generosity. 
Wedo not ask for a general appropriation to clean 
out the Savannah river; we do not want, we will 
not have, such an appropriation. We simply ask 
that you will pass a law authorizing the balance 
of the money already appropriated, and lying in 
the Treasury unexpended, to be applied to accom- 
plish the object and spirit of the law of the last 
session of Congress. 

Now, the Senator from Michigan says that the 
bill of the last session stated a falsehood on its 
face, and that, to vindicate the truth of history, 
the Committee on Commerce at the present ses- 
sion have so reported the bill that the whole mat- 
ter shall be explained. Let us sce how that is. 
Letus examine the bill reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, and see how it vindicates history 
or negatives the truth of facts stated in the bill of 
the last session of Congress. The gentleman 
certainly did not read his own bill when he made 
the assertion. Its language is simply this: 

“bat the money appropriated under the act of the 3d 
of March, 1854, for the improvement of the Savannah river, 
may be expended under the direction of the Seeretary of 
War for the improvement of said river at such places and 
in such manner as he may deem proper.” 

Is there anything in that which negatives the 
recitation in the bill of the last Congress? Is 
there anything in that which vindicates the truth 
of history, in the language of the gentleman? Ig 
there anything in that which corrects the falsehood 
said to have been recited in the bill of the last 
session? No, sir; not aword. How, then, does 
the bill reported by the Committee on Commerce 
vindicate the truth of history, according to the 
construction of the gentleman? 

Mr. President, I am not responsible for the re- 
cital of facts contained in the bill of the last Con- 
gress. The Senator from Michigan was a mem- 
ber of the last Congress; Iwas not. If the bill 
of the last session recited afalschood on its face, 
I humbly submit that the Senator is in part re- 
sponsible for it. Fle wasa member of the last 
Congress, and I suppose voted for the bill with 
what he calls a falsehood on the face of it. If he 
did not vote for the bill, and knew of the false- 
hood, and thought it was improper, and that it 
was to deceive the Executive, it wag his duty, as 
an honorable man and a Senator, to expose it. I 
wish to know whether the Senator did expose it? 
Where is his speech or exposition of it? 

The Senator accuses or insinuates that I desire 
to have a falschood or a misrepresentation stated 
on the face of the bill, to accomplish a particular 
object—to deceive the Executive, and get the 
sanction of a bill which, under other circum- 
stances, he would veto. Does my amendment 
give a foundation for such a charge? Look at the 
amendment. I admit the bill of the last session 
recites the fact that these obstructions were placed 
in the river Savannah during the revolutionary 
war for the common defense. In the remarks 
which I first had the honor to submit to the Sen- 
ate to-day, I expressly said that 1 would not go 
into the discussion of the truth of that statement; 
for I did not think it was necessary. So far as 
my own vote is concerned, it would not change 
it whether the obstructions were placed there by 
the American or the British forces, or by both; 
and therefore it was not necessary for me to go 
into an explanation to ascertain whether the facts 
stated in that bill were true or false. Ido not 
propose, as the Senator has charged against me, 
to deceive the Executive by a recitation which 
is untrac, or by an assumption of facts which is 
false. Iam incapable of any such trick as that. 
What does my amendment state? His simply 
in these words: 

“ Provided, That said expenditure shall be confined to 
the removal of obstructions in the ssid river caused by the 
ships or hulks sunk therein during the war of the Revolu- 
tion. 

Does that state or insinuate, or can it be inferred 
from it, that I intended to assume the fact that 
these ships were sunk there by the American 
forces? No, sir; Í sinply assume the fact that 
ships were sunk in that river during the revolu- 
tionary war, and that the sinking of those ships 
caused an obstruction to navigation; and Í desire 
to have this money applicd to removing the 
obstruction caused by the sinking of the ships, 
whether they were sunk by the British or Amer- 
ican forces—not assuming to decide the fact, not 
reciting the fact that these ships were sunk there 
either by the Americans or the British. The 
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question of history is in dispute. It has been | 
averred on some occasions that the British sunk ! 
ships; it has been asserted elsewhere that the | 
American forces sunk ships. The Senator from | 
South Carolina has stated that, according to his | 
understanding, both sunk them. I do not pre- 
tend to decide the question; it is not necessary to 
my argument that I should decide it. £f care not 
by whom the ships were sunk—whether by the 
British or American forces, or by the God of 
Nature—all that I inquire is, were they sunk in 
the river? Having been sunk there, and Con- 
gress having taken it for granted that they were 
sunk, and appropriated money to remove them, 
the question is, whether that appropriation ought ! 
to be confined simply-to removing the ships them- 
sclves, or ought, legitimately and properly, to be į 
extended to the removal of obstructions caused | 
by the original sinking of the ships? That is. 
what I desire to do; it is the whole scope and 
object of my amendment. 
wish to have the money so appropriated, in 
the language of the law which we are about to | 
pass, if it shall be passed, that the Executive 
may not veto the bill. I object, therefore, to the | 
general principles upon which this bill has been | 
placed by the Committee on Commerce. I will 
not pretend to charge the committee with an in- 
tentional design to defeat this appropriation; but 
I say the manner in which they reported this bill 
will inevitably defeat its object; and that, if they 
knew that would be the effect, I desire to learn 
what was their design? For what object has this | 
bill been reported in such general terms, giving 
unlimited discretion to the Scerctary of War, and | 
placing it preciscly in the category of a general 
appropriation to clear out or improve the naviga- | 
tion of the Savannah river without restriction? : 
Such a bill as that, judging by the veto of the | 
Exccutive during the last Congress, and his sanc- | 
tion of the Savannah river appropriation bill, | 
and the Cape Fear river bill, would inevitably 
meet the Executive disapprobation. The com- 
mittee knew that. They do not deny that such | 
is the fact. They must know then that this bill, | 
if passed in the shape in which they have re- 
ported it, must meet the Executive disapproba- 
tion. I perceive that the chairman of the com- | 
mittee, (Mtr. Hamu] shakes his head. Then if 
they did not know and did not understand that 
fact, I take the statement back; but I had sup- | 
posed that any man of ordinary sense, looking 
at the principles which have been avowed by 
the Executive in regard to the bills heretofore 
passed by Congress, and seeking to discriminate 
in relation to the views and intentions and prin- 
ciples of the President, would have no difficulty 
in coming to the conclusion that he would veto 
any general appropriation bill for a river; and | 
that the only reason why he sanctioned the law | 
of the lastsession was, as the Senator from Mich- | 
igan states, because it recited the fact that the 
obstruction placed in the river was put there for | 
the common defense. 
The Executive may have been deceived at the | 
last session. I shall not pretend to deny that he 
was not deceived by a false recitation in the bill 
in that way; for it has nothing to do with my | 
argument; but I say, whether he was or not, in- 
asmuch as the money has been appropriated for 
a specific object, and it is necessary to pass ar 
amendatory bill in order to effect that specifie | 
object, I think we may, legitimately, pass an | 
amendatory bill for the purpose of accomplishing | 
l 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
J 
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the object, whether the fact stated in the original 
bill be true or false. That is my argument. I 
do notwish to deccive the President. It isamat- 

ter of no consequence, so far as I am concerned, | 
whether the facts stated in the bill of the last ses- | 
sion be true or not; but I do not admit that they | 
are false. 1 donot know how the facts are. I. 
will not say that they are not false, but I will not | 
admit their falsehood. They were placed in the | 


l 
bill, as I understand, at the instance of the high- | 
minded and honorable man of whom I am the | 
humble successor in this body, Mr. Senator Daw- | 
son; and I think he was and is incapable of in- | 
tentionally deceiving the Senate, the President 
or anybody else. 

It may be that the facts stated in the act of last | 
year were not, agreeable to the truth of history, : 
and the Senator from Michigan wishes to vindi- : 
cate the truth of history by the bill which his | 
committee have reported. . How doesit vindicate 


the truth ofhistory? Where is there anything on 
the face of the bill reported by the Committee on 
Commerce which negatives the assertions in the 
bill of the last Congress? Where is there anything 
that denies the truth of those assertions? There 
is not a word in the bill that vindicates the truth 
of history. Yetit is so important to the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, that this appropria- 
tion is to be defeated, the application of the mo- 
ney to be defeated, and the accomplishment of 
the object which Congress had in view in making 
it to be defeated, for the purpose merely of vindi- 
cating the truth of history. 

I trust the Senate will adopt my amendment, 
which simply limits the appropriation to the real 
object which the bill of the last Congress had in 
view—merely to apply the moncy to the removal 
of obstructions placed in the Savannah river during 


the revolutionary war, whether by one party or ! 


the other—in order that the President may not 
veto the bill; in order to explain the act of the last 
session, and simply to carry out the object which 
it had in view. 
I do not know what is. 

I have stated that I could not see why the Com- 
mittee on Commerce insisted on having a general 
application given to the fund. We do not ask it— 
we do not desire it. We want the money applied 
for a specific object; and when we ask that this 
money may be authorized to be applied tc a spe- 
cific object, the Committee on Commerce come 
forward and say: ‘ You shall not have it applied 
to that object; but if you have it at all, you shall 
have it on general principles.’? That may be 
generous, but I do not accept the generosity of 
the Committee on Commerce. I will not say that 
the object is to defeat, but I say the effect will be 
to defeat the. purpose of the original appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I was not 
present at the meeting of the Committee on Com- 
meree at which this subject was discussed; but 
I must say that, if I had been present, I should 
very cordially have agreed. with the remaining 
members of that committee. I have been very 
much surprised at the line of argument taken to- 
day by my honorable friend from Georgia. I 
cannot altogether understand his position. It 
seems to me to be fatally self-contradictory. The 
gentleman tells us that, in his estimation, the 
Congress of the United States has no authority 
to pass a billappropriating money for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors; and that, in the par- 
ticular instance before the Senate, in his mind, it 
makes no kind of difference whether the obstruc- 
tion to be removed originated from the act’ of 


our own Government, from the act of the British | 


Government, or from the God of Nature, to use 


his own expression; that, in any one of those | 
categories, it is his conviction that the Congress | 
of the United States has no right to make the į 
Sull, I think not a Senator on | 


appropriation. 
this floor will differ from me in opinion, when I 


state that I have not yet in the Scnate seen, by | 


any member of this body, an appropriation urged 
with so much vehement zeal as that displayed 
by the honorable Senator from Georgia for this 
particular improvement in the Savannah river. 
I think it is very unfortunate that the Senator 
from Georgia should repeat language which, not- 
withstanding his disclaimer, must necessarily go 
out to the country as conveying imputations on 
the Committee on Commerce; for, although the 
Senator again and again disclaims an intention of 
imputing to members of the Committee on Com- 
merce any design to defeat his bill, he repeats 
over and over again that they must have known 
his bill would be defeated by their amendment, 


and asks them what design they had if they had | 


not the design of defeating the appropriation. 
Iwill state, in a very few words, what [ think 
in relation to this amendment. 


the Senate that what he proposes is the proper 
course to be pursued on this oceasion. A large 
number of appropriation bills was passed for in- 
ternal improvements during the sessions of the 


last Congress. ‘The President of the United States | 
iation for the ; c OW; j 
ii without any desire of imputing improper or dis- 
ii honorable motives to any member of the com- 


vetoed them all except the appropriat! 
Cape Fear river and the appropriation for the 
Savannah river. Those two appropriations suc- 
ceeded upon the ground that there existed, in 


i| those two special cases, distinct facts which 


If that is not fair and honorable, ; 


It appears to me } 
to be so plain and clear a matter, that I cannot | 
think the gentleman from Georgia will persuade ; 


justified him in making them exceptions from thé 
general principles which he thought ‘ought to be 
applied: to bills of this: character... The appro- 
priation for the Cape Fear river has taken effect. 
The statement of facts contained-in the bill as 
it passed Congress was justified ‘by truth: The 
appropriation made for the Savannah’ river has 
not yet taken effect. The gentleman saysthatif: 
the original bill were now before the Senate, his 
constitutional scruples would prevent him front 
advocating the passage of the bill; but he has no 
constitutional scruples whatever -in arranging an 
amendment that will give effect to a bill which it 
would be unconstitutional to pass originally: If 
we do not pass the amendment which is. now 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia, the un- 
constitutional appropriation of last session, as hé 
considers it to be, falls. The complaint he makes 
is, that the Committee on Commerce is now 
assisting the President of the United States in 
carrying out what he believes to be the true prin- 
ciples of the Constitution. The true principles 
of the Constitution, as he understands them, 
prohibit the appropriation of this money to that 
Improvement, whatever be the origin of the ob- 
struction. The law, as it was passed at the last 
session, cannot be exceuted; therefore this un- 
constitutional appropriation now falls; and yet the 
same Senator, who supposes that appropriation 
to be in direct violation of the Constitution, ‘is 
urging upon the Senate, with every argument in 
his power that they shall passa law to give effect 
to that unconstitutional appropriation. f 

The gentleman from Georgia says that he does 
not understand this dog-in-the-manger policy; he 
cannot sce what motive other gentlemen on this 
floor can have for desiring this appropriation to 
fall, simply because they cannot get one for 
themselves. Why, sir, the agswer to- that is 
plain, and clear, and simple. If the President of 
the United States ean find any justification in his 
views of the Constitution for sanctioning an ap- 
propriation for the Savannah river upon facts, 
then, I say, in the name of God, let the people of 
Savannah get their appropriation. But if a dis- 
tinction is to be made in favor of one section of 
this Confederacy, one State of this Confederacy, 
on grounds which are not true in point of fact, 
then, I say, it is just to the other sections of the 
Confederacy that the fact should be made knowns 

The gentleman says that my honorable friend 
from Michigan is desirous of vindicating the truth 
of history, and he says it ina very sneering man- 
ner, and he asks whether the bill of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce vindicates the truth of history. 
Surely, it docs not, and I do not think my friend 
from Michigan said that it did; but what my 
friend from Michigan did say, and say truly, was 
this: that if the Committee on Commerce had 
allowed this amendment to pass, based on a ref- 
erence to the false statement of the act of the last 
session, they would have been adding. the sane- 
tion of repeated assertion to a fact of which they 
had now ascertained the falsehood. 

At the last session of Congress my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,]—agentleman for whom 
no person on this floor can entertain a higher re~ 
spect ora warmer regard than myself—introduccd 
this bill in behalf of his State. “It was examined 
in committee. ‘I'he historical facts were not cx- 
amined into, because we took it for granted that 
his statement was correct. Are we, the members 
of the Committee on Commerce at the lasi ses- 
sion, now to be taunted with responsibility for 
falsifying the truth of history, because we did 
not verify with scrupulous exactitude the state- 
ment which the gentleman’s predecessor made? 
And are we to be blamed if it now happens that, 
on an examination of the facts, it turns out to be 
that the gentleman’s predecessor was mistaken 
in the statement? And are we wrong in making 
a statement of the truth to the Senate? Surely, 
the gentleman from Georgia is very unfortmiate 
in the charge which he prefers against the com- 
mittee. I think thatif the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will refer to-morrow, when this debate shall 
have been printed, to the statements. which he 
made in his opening speech, and to the language 
he has since used, he will find—undoubiediy 
without any intention of his own—undoubiedly 


mittee—that iis language was very unfortunately 
seleeted ; that the impression “which he now 
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disclaims ıs one which must have gone out to the 
Senate and. country as.beinga charge made by him 
against the Committee on Commerce—namely, a 
desire improperly to defeatan appropriation which 
in his estimation they had no right to defeat, be- 
cause it had already been made by Congress, I 
only answer to that, as I said before, if the appro- 
priation of the last session be ineffectual on account 
of the language of the statute, and the intention 
now is to make that appropriation effectual, the 
gentleman from Georgia is, in my humble esti- 
mation—I know he does not consider it so— 
occupying a position which is entirely. inconsist- 
ent with principle and self-contradictory. He 
says that the people of Savannah, the people of 
Georgia, and he himself do not want any general 
appropriation for the Savannah river; but he 
wants an appropriation for the Savannah river 
to. remove the obstacles to navigation created by 
the sinking of these hulks during the revolution- 


ary war. 

Phe act which was signed by the President of 
the United States, was signed on the express 
ground that he was informed by Congress that 
these obstacles were placed there by the act of our 
own Government for the common defense. On 
that ground, and that alone, he signed the act. 
There has been a mistake in the statement of fact, 
and the gentleman complains of the Committee 
on Commerce for informing the Senate of this 
mistake, and for informing the President of the 
mistake, in order that the State of Georgia may 
be put in relation to the Savannah river just as 
the western States are put in relation to their 
rivers—just where the State which I represent is 
put in relation to the river Mississippi. 

Mr. IVERSON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him to point out to me where, in the lan- 
guage of the bill reported by the Committee on 
Commerce, this mistake is stated? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. So far from desiring to 
hinder the gentleman’s appropriation, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce confine themselves to repre- 
senting such language as should not contain the 
false statement of the last session. Now, the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia does not 
in express terms repeat the falschood of the last 
session, but very strongly insinuates that the 
statement contained in the last act was a true 
statement, because the last act says this appro- 
priation was to be made for the purpose of re- 
moving obstructions placed in the Savannah river 
by our own Government, ‘for the common de- 
fense;’’ and the gentleman proposes his amend- 
ment to the act which contains that statement in 
language which he hag read, and which refers to 
the words of that act, and in a measure adopts 
them as true. All that the Committee on Com- 
merce have done has been to use such form of 
language as shall not again give our sanction to 
a false statement, F understand the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia, if now passed, 
(being passed with reference to the act of the last 
session of Congress, and as an amendment of that 
act,) will be in point of fact a repetition by the 
Senate of a false statement of history, and conse- 
quently again calculated to deceive the President. 

“he proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
is to extend the appropriation to the removal of 
all obstructions arising from the sinking of ves- 
sels, whether during the revolutionary war or— 

Mr. IVERSON. It is not to extend, but to 
confine, the application to that particular object. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘ Confine it to that par- 
ticular act! But by reference to the act passed 
at the last session of Congress, we put before the 
Executive a statement by inference that we are 
stul of the same opinion as we were at the last 
session—that these obstructions were placed there 
by our own Government—when we have since 
discovered they were not so placed. The lan- 
guage of the bill of the Committee on Commerce 
ig simply framed in such a manner as to avoid the 
repetition of the false statement—to avoid any- 
thing which could be interpreted into an assertion 
by them a second time of a fact which they have 
now ascertained to be crroncous. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, in my esti- 
mation, gives the sanction of the Senate to this 
false statement, and for that reason I object to 
it. 
< T-say-again, I would object to the State of 
Georgia receiving an appropriation (and I say it 
with all the-terrors.of the reproach of the “dog- 
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in-the-manger policy’’ before my eyes) for its 
rivers, when the State of Louisiana is deprived 
of a similar appropriation, unless I could see 
some other ground for it than a mere mistake in 


l a statement of a historical fact. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I know very 
well that we are all subject in the heat of debate 
sometimes to use expressions which are wrong, 
and even obnoxious, without designing to cast an 
imputation either on a committee or on an indi- 
vidual; and I am willing to go as far as any 
Senator in pardoning an expression of such a 
character which may fall from any Senator. I 
confess, I listened with much pain to the declara- 
tions, the repeated declarations, of the Senator 
from Georgia; but still believing, as 1 then did, 
and as I now do, that they were expressions used 
under excitement and without designing really to 
convey a wrong impression, either against the 
committee or individuals, either of the Senate or 
of that committee, I have no remarks to make in 
relation to them. I would have commented, if 
the Senator from Michigan had not done so, on 
some of the expressions which fell from the 
Senator from Georgia. 

There are only one or two matters in this 
question remaining, to which I ask the attention 
of the Senate and the attention of the Senator 
| from Georgia. First, the amendment proposes to 
qualify the appropriation by limiting it to the 
removal of obstructions which have been occa- 
sioned by the sinking of certain wrecks in the 
Savannah river. Now, let me ask the Senator, 
(and I ask for an answer because I find nothing 
in the report of the engincer which satisfies me 
upon the point, and I presume the Senator can 
give me the desired information,) are there any 
obstructions in that river, or claimed to be in that 
river, below the city of Savannah, which are not 
alleged to have arisen in consequence of the sink- 
ing of these wrecks? 

Mr. IVERSON. Iam notsufficiently familiar 
with the Savannah river below the city of Sa- 
vannah to answer that question. I donot.know, 
but I presume there are many obstructions there 
not caused by these hulks. F have no doubt there 
are many obstructions put there by nature and by 
adventitious, causes altogether outside this par- 
j ticular clause; but the object, as F understand it, 
of Captain Gilmer, is not to remove all obstruc- 
tions in the Savannah river produced from any 
cause, but simply to apply the money alread 
appropriated to remove the obstructions which 
were caused by these particular specific hulks or 
wrecks which have been sunk. That is all we 
desire; that is all we ask for. i $ 

If the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
| proceed fora few minutes longer, I think I can 
make to the Senate, if not to the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. BENJAMIN, ] a sat- 
sfactory statement—at least it is so to my own 
mind—why I can vote for this appropriation if 
my amendment he adopted, when I would not 
have voted for the appropriation originally. Sir, 
ithe question is setiled as to the appropriation. 
: $161,000 was appropriated to remove these ob- 
| structions; and the question is, the money having 
been already appropriated by Congress, whether 
| we shall have a bill to carry out the object. I 
think I may with propriety vote for a bill to 
accomplish the object which Congress had in 
view, although I would not have voted for the 
original proposition. All we want, all we ask 
for is, that as the money has been appropriated 
it shall be applied according to the intention of 
Congress. I think there is nothing inconsistent 
in that; certainly nothing unconstitutional. Iwill 
| take oceasion here to say, that ifmy amendment 
i shall not prevail I cannot vote for the original 
` bill of the committee, because that is a general 
appropriation of money to clear out the Savannah 
i river, without reference to the particular causes 


i 

i 

| 

which produced the obstructions. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. 

| 

i 


The Senator from Georgia 


Í tells the Senate that he is not aware of what are 
the obstructions of the Savannah river below the 


city of Savannah; but that there may be, and 
: probably are, other obstructions in consequence 
of those caused by sinking vessels in the river. 


iI desire to say, however, that, from reading the ; 
|! report which has been made to the Senate, Ido: 
| not see there are any obstructions below the city ; 

of Savannah for the removal of which the people | 


of Georgia have asked, or for which the engineer 


has made any report or estimate. 


All the reports 
which have 


been made by the engincer depart- 


| ment relate solely to obstructions arising from 


the wrecks, or those which have been in conse- 
quence of the wrecks there placed. If such be 
the fact, I do not understand that there is any 
necessity for limiting the appropriation as the 
amendment proposes to do; because, taking the 
report of the engineer, taking all reports and 
recommendations which, have been made in regard 
to the Savannah river; taking the law which was 
passed for improving the river below the city, the 
bill now before us is itself a bill to appropriate 
money for that pointand none other. It will not be 
appropriated for other places or for other purposes. 
But I desire to state another thing. The Senator 
from Georgia has treated this as an appropriation 
solely for Georgia; and in that view, representing 
the State of Georgia, and in order to control his 
own vote, that may be correct, at least if he were 
favorable to the original appropriation. 

Mr. IVERSON. I beg the Senator to allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment. Fle certainly 
heard me say that I voted against this identical 
proposition, although for the benefit of my own 
State, when I was a member of the House of 
Representatives, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iso understand. 

Mr. IVERSON. The benefit of the State of 

Georgia has no influence on me. I would vote 
against an appropriation for the State of Georgia 
as soon as I would against one for Maine, or for 
any other State in this Union. 
Mr. TIAMLIN. Still the Senator said in his 
remarks that Georgia docs not ask this to be done. 
He says, let “ us?” apply the money, referring to 
Georgia. He spoke of the people of Georgia as 
having submitted the bill. He repeated over and 
over again language which led me to suppose 
that he regarded it as a bill solely for the benefit 
of Georgia. He certainly so treated it to a very 
great extent, without saying that he would vote 
for it because it was a bill sought for by Georgia, 
asked for by Georgia, and designed to benefit the 
navigation of one of the rivers of Georgia. 

Now, sir, the course of the Committee on Com- 
merce was, to examine every case by itself; and 
in every case where the Department had made an 
estimate, and where the committee believed that 
the measure came within a rule which they laid 
down of facilitating commerce, they would, and 
they did, report a bill. This was one of that class 
of cases, not because the Savannah river flows 
through Georgia. Is Georgia alone benefited ? 
The Senator knows, and I think he stated—if he 
did not, certainly the Senator from South Carolina 
did—that other States were as much, and indeed 
more, interested in the improvement of this river 
than Georgia; for, while she may furnish the 
commerce, other States furnish the tonnage with 
which to carry on that commerce. It, therefore, 
was the rule of the Committee on Commerce—a 
uniform and general rule, applying to every State 
and to every locality—to inquire, first, whether an 
improvement came within that view which the 
committee had taken, as being a point where the 
facility of commerce required an appropriation, 
and estimates had been made. Savannah came 
within both the rules which we had laid down. 
Then, when we had agreed to report a bill, what 
did we do? We found that an appropriation had 


| been made at the last session on a misstatement 
! of facts, 


I say this without imputing wrong in- 
tentions to any person. Froman investigation of 
the matter, we ascertained that a wrong statement 
of facts was contained in the bill, and by which 
the appropriation wasmade. That bill had failed 
in its effect under the construction of the War 
Department. It was, therefore, as if no bill had 
been passed making an appropriation for this 
purpose. 

The present bill was reported and was designed 
by the committee (although it names the particu- 
lar appropriation of last year) as an original bill, 
making an original appropriation. Now, I ask 
the Senator from Georgia to tell me, in this view 
of the case, upon what ground could the com- 
mittee discriminate in favor of the Savannah river, 
when they would not discriminate in favbr of ano- 
ther? Or, in other words, why should they depart 
from that rule which applied to all other rivers 
and all other appropriations which they recom- 
mended? The appropriation had failed and was 
as utterly useless as if no appropriation had ever 
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been made. Although the Senator says it is | 


adopting the principle of the dog in the manger, 

Task, why should we usea phraseology doubtful 

in its character, if not actually untrue, for the 

purpose of giving an appropriation to this point 
` which did not apply to all others? 

The Senator tells us that the Committee on 
Commerce knew that this bill would be vetoed. 
I beg to say to that Senator, that I knew no such 
thing. Besides, let me say to him that I never 
inquire in my action here what is to be the act 
of the Executive. It is enough for me to know 
that I do that duty which I think devolves en me 
here. 1 think it is the province of the Sonate to 


do its duty, and leave the Executive to the dis- | 


charge of his executive functions. I was not 


present when the general bill was passed by this | 
T was called away. | 


body at the last Congress. ] 
I may frankly state that, although I did read at 


the time in the newspapers the veto message, I| 
have not read it carefully at this session, with a} 
view to see what appropriations might come | 
within, or might be excluded from, the doctrines | 


laid down in that message. I did not do so, be- 
cause I held it to be my duty to act on my own 
responsibility here, as I doubt not every other 
member of the committee did. If some bills 
shall not meet the sanction of the Executive after 
they have been passed by Congress, it is a ques- 
tion with which I have nothing to do, and in 
rogard to which I have not inquired. I did not, 
therefore, allow myself to suggest the interroga- 
tory, whether either this or any other bill wouid 
mect the favor or the refusal of the Executive. 
I believed then, and I believe still, that it was 
the duty of the committec to place all these appro- 
priations, as nearly as they could, on a gencral 


principle, and that it really would have been the | 


dog-in-the-manger principle to depart from that 
rule in one case and adhere to it in all others. 
But, sir, I will not take up the time of the Senate 
in the further discussion of this subject. 

Mr. MASON. Mr.-President, I wish to say 
a few words on this matter, so that I may vote 
understandingly. I wll do it now or to-morrow 
at the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to make a motion to postpone this subject in 
order to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. SEWARD. LI hope that motion will be 
agreed to, as we shall not be able to get through 
all the bills to-day. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessce, asked, and by unan- 
imous consent, previous notice not having been 
given, obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
improvement of the harbor of Charleston, South 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill for the 
improvement of the harbor of Appalachicola; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


NAVIGATION OF THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Tnat the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to the Senate any information that the top- 
ographical bureau may afford, concerning obstructions to 
the navigation of the Potomac river within the District ot 
Columbia, and the expediency of measures for removing 
the same. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several messages were received from the Pres- | 


identof the United States, by Mr. Wensrer, his 
Scerctary. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
.Moxpay, March 17, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waxpo. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 

ness in order was the resolution reported by the 


Prayer 


| Committge of Elections. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
{| transmitting, in compliance with the eleventh 


section of the act of 26th August, 1842, a state- 
mept containing the names of clerks and other 
persons employed in that Department; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 
Mr. A. K. MARSHALL asked leave to sub- 
mit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to procure and 
furnish to the order of members of the House, who have 
not already reecived them, such books as were ordered to 
the members ofthe House of Representatives of the Thirty- 
Third Congress: Provided, That, in ticu of such works as 
may be out of print, or cannot be readily obtained, or which 
may be deemed of no value to the member to whom they are 
due, such members shall have the right to order any other 
works by the committee, which, in hix judgment, may be 
useful; not, however, to execed the cost of those for which 
they are substituted. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object to that resolution. 
Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. t move to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of introducing the reso- 


| lution. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. That resolution 
is contrary to the usual form, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays, but subsequently withdrew the eall. 
The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended, two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means a bill making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, and for repairs of barracks and quar- 
ters, for the year ending 30th June, 1857; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whoie on the state ofthe Union, 
and ordered to be-printed. 


JACOB DODSON. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I desire to make a rep 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘That 
committee has directed me to report back, with- 


| out amendment, Senate bill No. 79, for the relief 


of Jacob Dodson. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. How did these re- 
ports get in—by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. I think it is better to call the 
committees regularly. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama object? y 

Mr. COBB. I think it better. Ido object. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The motion before the 
House to suspend the rules is in order. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended, two thirds of a quorum not voting 
in favor thereof. 


DOCUMENTS FOR CHIEF ENGINEER. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I know that gentlemen 
would not objeet if they understood the biH. I 
ask leave to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to transmit to the office of the Chicf Engineer 
of the Army, fifty copies of every report, map, or other 
document, which may be prepared by that office, and be 
printed by order of the House. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I object. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I desire that the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection till I make a single 
explanation, This resolution only applies to 


Idemand the regular order 


ort : 


those reportsand maps which come from. the en- 
gineer department. The existing law prohibits 
the chief of the engineer corpa from having any 
additional. copies printed; but they are .abso- 
lutely necessary, as may be seen from the. re- 
marks of the Secretary of War. He says: 

“Such documents often contain professional information 
of the highest interest to the officers of the corps; and-as 
the act of August 31, 1852, prohibits the head ofthe bureau 
from ordering extra copies, or any copies of such report tobe 
printed, the officers of the corps have no means of obtaining 
them.’? 


The resolution simply provides for supplyi 
the bureau with fifty copies of such reports an 
maps. I hope there will be no objection to having 
a sufficient number of copies printed, so that they 


may be distributed to the engineer corps. 


Mr. NICHOLS. My only objection to the 
resolution is, that resolutions of a similar char- 
acter sometimes place it in the power of the De- 


j partment to go outside of the regular public 


printing, and to incur the expense of new com- 
position, which in my view is unnecessary and 
improper. Ifthis resolution contemplates simply 
that the public printer employed by Congress 
be directed to print these additional copies with- 
out the necessity of a charge for composition or 
extra expense, Í have no objection toite: Ithen, 
sir, Suggest such a modification of the resolution 
as to provide that no extra charge for printing 
shall Be incurred, and then I have no objection at 
all to the resolution. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I have no objection to such 
modification, except that, as a matter of course, 
the fifty additional copies would, probably for ink 
and papcr, incur a very trifling additional expense. 
If the gentleman will look at the resolution he 
will sec that it simply provides, that where docu- 
ments are printed for this House, and the expense 
thus incurred, a sufficient number of additional 
copies shall be struck off for the use of the bureau 
from which they come, and to which they prop- 
erly belong. ‘The law now forbids those adie 
tional extra copies to be printed. Only fifty are 
asked for, which are absolutely: necessary for the 
engineer corps. 

Mr. NICHOLS withdrew his objection. : 

Mr. WADE. I object to the introduction of 
the resolution. f 

The SPEAKER. It is too late forthe gen- 
tleman from Ohio to objeot. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the object of the gentleman 
from Mississippi is to furnish to the officers of 
the Army 

Mr. QUITMAN. No. 

Mr. HAVEN. What is the object? 

Mr. QUITMAN. Simply to furnish. fifty 
copies to the engincer bureau of documents and 
maps, which are printed by order of the House, 
and which are prepared by that bureau. 

Mr. HAVEN. One question further: I wish 
to know whether this is covered by the regular 
number, or whether it necessitates the printing 


| of extra copies? 


Mr. QUITMAN. None but those printed by 
order of this House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I donot desire to interfere with 
the resolution, but I wish to suggest this: we have 
a regular number of copies of docurhents printed 
for the use of the House. I do not know now 
whether the number is nine hundred’ or fifteen 
hundred; and if you come to take out fifty copies 

ou will leave the number for members too small. 

certainly have no objection to having these copies 
given to the engineer bureau, if doing so does not 
reduce the regular number to too small a number 
for the use of the House. «I only desire to -have 
the attention of gentlemen called to this fact, that 
the House may know whether, in adopting this 
resolution, they are encroaching upon the regular 
number of documents intended for their own use. 
Beyond that, the resolution ought to pass. 

Mr. QUITMAN. The adoption of this reso- 
lution would certainly not encroach upon the 
number intended for the use of members. The 
resolution has been introduced. simply: for the 
purpose of providing that a sufficient number of 
copies of all documents coming from the engineer 
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bureau,-and printed for the use of the House, be 
furnished to that bureau. But, even if it were to | 
encroach upon the numbers printed for the use of | 
members, let me suggest to the gentleman from 
New York whether the public interest does not 
demand their preservation, and their being placed | 
in the hands of those who can make use of them? | 
But F believe that will not be its operation. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman will allow me 
one inquiry further. I want to know—and per- 
haps that ‘will cover the whole ground—whether |i 
this is'a proposition to print fifty copies of these 
documents’ in. addition to the. regular number 
printed for the use of the House? 

Mr. QUITMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘Then I have no objection 
whatever. . 

Mr. FLAGLER. Ihave no objection to the 
object sought to be attained by this resolution, 
but I think it ought to be amended so as to state 
expressly upon its face that this distribution of 
documents shall be made from among those or- 
dered for the use of the House. As it now stands, 
the question may be raised as to whether the 
Clerk or engineer department may contract for 
the printing of these aay copies. I would sug- 
gest that modification. In that shape I have no 
sort of objection to it. I think the distribution | 
of these documents should be made out of the | 
-number ordered by the House. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Itis intended to apply only 
to the documents erdered to be printed by the. 
House. 

The resolution was adopted. 


CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considercd, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved, '{hat there be printed for the use of the Tlouse 
ten thotsand copies of the documents and correspondence 
between the Government of Great Britain and the United 
States elning to Central American affairs, which were 
communicated to. the present Congress by the President j 
(with his annual message; and also of the correspondence 
concerning an arbitration of the Central American question; | 
and ‘of. the correspondence in regard to recruiting for the 
British army within the United States, together with the 
documents and evidence relative to that subject coumuni- 
cated to the Senate on the 28th of February, 1856; and of 
the confession of Henry Hertz, made after conviction to 
the district court of the United States at Philadelphia on 
the Lith day of October, 1855, and of the several papers r 
ferred to in, and made part ot, that confession ; and of the 
map of Central America prepared under the direction of the 
Coast Survey office—the said document to be printed in 
one volume, 

CONTESTED ELECTION-~ILLINOIS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, | 
introduccd the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘hat the Committee of Mections report to this 
what action has been bad by said committee in the 
edrelection case of Archers. Allen, in the seventh 
congressional district of the State of Hlinois. 


COMMUNICATIONS ORDERED TO BE PRINTED. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, ef Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented from the Committee of Ways and 
Means various communications sent to that com- 
mittee by the Departments relative to appropri- 
ations; which were referred to said commiltec, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. MACE. Task the consent of the Fouse | 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, Lhat the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized to appoint the following assistauts, to wit: One | 
additional clerk for folding room—salary $1,200 per annum; i; 
two additional public folders, each of whoin shail be allowed 
$2 50 per day; two additional messengers for the ladies’ 
galler two additional messengers for the gentlemen’ 
galleries, and six additional pages. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to the introduction 
of that resolution. 

Mr. MACE. I move to suspend the rules. 

The question was taken; and (two-thirds not 
having voted in the affirmative) the rules were 
not suspended. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


military service of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1855; which was read a first and second į] 


time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND 
CLAIMS. 

Mr. PORTER. I ask the consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be authorized to employ a clerk for such portion of the 
present Congress as they may deem proper, on the same 
terms as was authorized by the resolution passed by this 
House on the 5th day of January, 1855. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. [ object, and fall for 
the regular order of business. 


KANSAS ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion, reported by the Committee of Elections: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 
tested-electibn case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 

To which the following amendment was of- 
fered as a substitute by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Bennerr:] 

Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley and Sidney S. Baxter, 
Esqs., of the city of Washington, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed commissioners for aud on behalf of this House, 
to take depositions and obtain process by taking copies of 
all such documents as may be desired by either party, or 
their agents or attorneys, in regard to the contested seat of 


Hou. Mr. Whitfield, as Delegate for Kansas, under the peti-° 


tion of Hon. Mr. Reeder; that said Bradiey and Baxter be, 
and they are hereby, clothed with fall power to adopt all 
needful means to elicit clear and fw proof upon all points 
which the partics respectively may submit to them as facts 
they, or either of them, desire to establish or controvert ; 
that they shall give to the parties respectively written and 
reasonable notice of the time and place at which they will 
be ready to proceed in taking such depositions, and may 
adjourn the same to other times and places as, in their judg- 
ment and discretion, will tend to the full and pertect clicit- 
ing of the truth touching all such controverted matters ; 
and that, when they shall have completed their labors, they 
report the same to this House. 


The question pending is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Benner] 
to recommit to the Committee of Elections, with 
the following instructions: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in examining 
ging of “the elections, returns, and qualifications” 
ns chaining to have been elected Representatives of 
States, or Delegates of Territories which have been duly 
organized by Congress, shall exclude trom their considera- 
tion the claims of all persons who fail to show thatthe elec- 
tion under which they claim to have been elected a Repre- 
sentative or Delegate was held in pursuance of the laws of 
the State or ‘Territory sought to be represented by such 
claimant or claimants, or v eleeted in pursuance of a law 
of the United States for the government of such election. 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of this House no 
Representative of a State of the Union, and no Delegate of a 
Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be adinitted 
to aseat in this House except in pursuance of law. 

Resolved further, That the Committee of Elections are 
hereby iustrueted to pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance with the foregoing principles. 


Mr. GALLOWAY, who was entitled to the 
floor, then addresse: the Efouse for one hour on 
the subject. His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


I am satisficd that 


this question has been discussed suflicienUy, and | 


1 therefore call the previous question, 

Mr. VALK. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. As the gentleman from 
New York has not yet made his debut upon this 
floor, I am not inclined to press my demand, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


{ would say to | 


the gentleman from Kentucky, that I would like | 


to say a word myself upon the subject. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman from | 


New York renew the demand for the previous 


| question? 


Mr. VALK. Iwill. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would also like to 


| make a few remarks. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 
demand. 
Mr. VALK denied that any case had been 


Well, I withdraw the 


presented that would authorize the House to eon- | 


fer upon the Committce of Elections the power 


they had asked of the House. The President of | 


the United States had recognized the laws of Kan- 
sas; and it was a ridiculous farce to pretend that 
the Legislature of that Territory was nota Legis- 
lature, and that its enactments were not laws. 
His speech will be published in the Appendix. 


The debate was continued by Messrs. ROBI- | 


SON and RICHARDSON. Their remarks are 


withheld for revision, and will appear in the Ap- 
endix. 

` Mr. MILLSON. It may be recollected, Mr. 

Speaker, that when a similar resolution to that 
| now under consideration was first reported by 
the Committee of Elections, I took occasion to 

express my views on the subject, and to give the 
reasons which, on the instant, occurred to my 
mind why the extraordinary powers asked for 
should not be granted to that committee. Ishould 

not have spoken on this subject again but for the . 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GaL- 
Loway] this morning. I have but a few words 

to say, sir, and those altogether in reference t. 

what was said by that gentleman. 

I have not found reason to change the opinions 
I expressed at the commencement of this debate 
Indeed, sir, if I may be allowed to judge, [ would 
say that the arguments that have been urged by 
those gentlemen who have opposed the granting 
of the power asked for by the committee have, 
up to this moment, been unanswered; and the dis 
cussion has, for the most part, been proceeded 
in, not so much for the purpose of showing that 
there is any actual necessity or propriety in con- 
ferring upon the committee the powers they ask, 
as with the view of awakening the prejudices of 
gentlemen in this House on the general subject 
of slavery, and on the particular’ subject of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. 1 deem it, then, altogether 
unnecessary to attempt to add anything to the 
argument which more properly belongs to the 
subjects before us. 

The gentleman from Ohio was pleased this 
morning to advert to what he supposed were the 
opinions entertained by the people of Virginia, at 
no very remote period, respecting slavery; and 
among the authorities quoted by him was that of 
a gentleman who once represented in the Legis- 
lature the section of the State in which I myself 
reside. He read an extract from a speech of this 
gentleman, from which it would seem that he en- 
tertained the opinion that the institution of sla- 
very in Virginia was regarded by himself—and, 
it might be inferred, by his constituents also—as 
acurse to the State. Sir, I want to let the gen- 
tleman (Mr. GarLoway] understand that these 
discussions were induced by a very melancholy 
calamity, which many years ago befell one of the 
counties of the district which I now represent—a 
calamity originating in the superstition and fanat- 
icism of an ignorant slave; and that these discus- 
sions were, if not the necessary, at least the nat- 
ural, consequences of that event. 

But I would not have the gentleman to infer, 
and I do not want the House to suppose, that the 
sentiments attributed to the gentleman to whom 
I have just referred were approved by his con- 
stituents. Sir, Lhave the best means of knowing 
that those opinions, coming, though they did, 
from a highly respectable and worthy gentleman, 
were not approved by his constituents, 

The gentleman also commented, with earnest 
manner, and in impassioned language, upon the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, Sir, nothing can better 
illustrate the obliquity of the human judgment, 
and the lengths to which political and sectional 
antagonism will sometimes hurry us, than the 
positions which have been assumed_by northern 
and by southern gentlemen on the Nebraska bill, 
ion which the gentleman from Ohio discoursed so 
warmly. Sir, 1 may suggest to the gentleman, 
that the very favor with which the principles of 
this bill have been regarded by gentlemen from 
the southern States is,m a great measure, due to 
the somewhat extraordinary opposition to it man- 
| ifested by gentlemen from the opposite section of 
the country. These gentlemen seem to be much 
more distressed at the comparatively slight inva 
sion of those principles which they hold, than 
gentlemen from the South have been at the great 
and important concessions and sacrifices which 
have becn made by themselves. Is it that you 
have more sensibility than the men of the South, 
that you are excited while we are calm? Is it 
that you cling to your ancient principles with 
more fondness than we do? Or is it that you are 
jealous of our supposed triumph over you? If 
| this beso, then I say that, if you have any pride of 
‘section to gratify—if you have any spirit of envy 
to appease—turn your cyes on us, and be consoled. 
See what we have lost, what we have surren- 
} dered, what we have sacrificed! What have been 
i your losses compared with ours? If violence 
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has been offered to the principles you cherish, 
how much greater has been the shock given to 
our own, and given by ourselves! We have 
surrendered opinions professed and upheld by our 
whole people. We have sacrificed principles that 
were valuable and vital—valuable because they 
protected our interests, vital because they guarded 
our safety. These have we renounced and ab- 
jured, in order to overturn theories, which, though 
you might deem them ornamental, concerned 
neither your interests nor your safety. The 
flames which destroyed your dove-cot were first 
lighted in our own mansion house. 

I have, then, no sympathy for the factitious 
sorrows of these gentlemen of the Free-Soil party. 
Tam jealous of their immoderate grief and lament- 
able complaints over this Nebraska bill, this 
grave of the Missouri compromise. The gentle- 
man from Ohio favored us with a quotation from 
Macbeth, and I will give him an answering quo- 
tation from Hamlet. I feel as Hamlet did when 
the brother of Ophelia testified his exaggerated 
grief by leaping into her grave: 


“ What is he, whose grief 


he should speak, for we have already had twoor 
three speeches on this side since we had one on 
the other. J yield with the understanding that I 
shall be entitled to the floor in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Thatunderstanding can only 
be had by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS then addressed the House for 
one hour. His speech is withheld for revision, 
and will be published in the Appendix. j 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. Task the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Bennerr] to withdraw his motion 
to recommit, in order that I may now offer my 
proposition—of which notice has heretofore been 
given. i 

Mr. SMITH. Iwishitunderstood that I have 
the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. Itis a substitute for the original 
resolution offered by the Committee of Elections 
and the pending amendment, so that the whole 
may be before this Housc when we come to a vote. 

Mr. BENNETT. I withdraw my motion to 
recommit. 


Bears such an emphasis ? 
* * k 


Zounds, show me what thow’lt do ; 

Woo’t weep, woo't fight, woo’t tear thyself, 

Woo't drink up esile, eat a crocodile ? 

PU do’t.—Dost thou come here to whine— 

To outface me with leaping in her grave ? 
* ‘te * * 


Nay, an thou’lt mouth, 
Vl rant as well as thou.” 


I tell gentlemen on the other side they cannot 
be more distressed—they cannot be more grieved 
or afflicted at what they deem an attack upon the 
principles which they hold dear, than I amat the, 
to me, unaccountable surrender of the doctrines 
and principles that almost every man in the South 
professed and maintained previous to the passage 
of the Kansas and Nebraska bill. But, sir, there 
is nothing in this question of the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, and of the principles of 
the Nebraska bin, which has any necessary con- 
nection with the question before the House, which 
is one of comparative insignificance—a mere con- 
tested election in one of the Territories of the 
United States. 

I have said that the arguments of those gentle- 
men who deny the committee the powers they ask 
have, in my judgment, been unanswered up to 
the present moment, I see no good purpose to 
be accomplished by continuing the discussion 
further. fes interest has been utterly exhausted. 
Let this contested election be carried on upon the 

rinciples by which such questions have usually 
ee regulated. Let the Committee of Elections 
receive such testimony as the respective parties 
may be able to produce. If they desire an in- 
vestigation into the affairs of Kansas Territory, 
the time may come when it will be more fitting 
and more becoming to enter into such an invest- 
igation. : 

For myself, I am opposed to all the proposi- 
tions before the House. I am opposed to grant- 
ing power or authority to the Committee of 
Elections to send for persons and papers; and I 
am opposed to sending a commission to Kansas, 
whether it be composed of members of this 
House, or of persons residing in this city; and, as 
the best and most convenient mode of terminat- 
ing this discussion, which has already too long 
kept the House from the consideration of much | 
more important business, I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be very | 
gladif my colleague would withdraw that motion. | 
I desire to submit some remarks to the House 
upon this question before it is disposed of by the | 
House. 

Mr. MILLSON. I made the motion because 
I thought it the best way of getting rid of the | 
subject; but, if my cclleague wishes to speak, I 
will withdraw the motion. E pee 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from Virginia will į 
give way for that purpesc, I will move that the | 
House do now adjourn. f 

Mr. SMITH. I will give way for that motion. | 

Mr. SIMMONS. Tf there is no other gentle- 
man who wishes to speak to-night 1 desire to 
submit a few remarks to the House. : 

Mr, SMITH. I am perfectly willing to give | 
way to the gentleman from New York, if he: 


* 


| his motion to recommit, though I shall vote | 


wishes to speak to-night. Indeed, I prefer that 


Mr. DUNN. I then offer the following as a 
substitute: 


Resolved, That a committee of three of the members of 
this House, to be appointed by the Speaker, shall proceed 
to inquire into and collect evidenee in regard to the troubles 
in Kansas generally, and particularly in regard to any fraud 
or foree attempted or practiced in reference to any of the 
elections which have taken place in said Territory, either 
under the law organizing said Territory, or under any pre- 
tended law which may be alleged to have taken effect therein 
since. That they shall fully investigate and take proof of 
all violent and tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, 
at any time since the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
whether engaged in by residents of said Territory, or by 
any person or persons trom elsewhere going into said Ter- 
ritory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of 
violence or public disturbance against the laws of the United 
States, or the rights, peace, and safety of the residents of 
said Territory: and for that purpose said committee shall 
have full power to send for and examine, and take copies 
of all such papers, public records and proceedings, as in 
their judgment wil! be useful in the premises; and, also, to 
send for persons, and examine them on oath, or aflirmation, 
as to matters within their knowledge, touching the matters 
of said investigation; and said committee, by their chairman, 
shall have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirma- 
tions connected with their aforesaid duties. 

Resolved further, Yhat said committee may hold their 
investigations at such places and times as to them may 
seem advisable, and that they have leave of absence from 
the duties of this House until they shall have completed 
such investigation. That they be authorized to employ 
one Or more clerks, and one or more assistant sergeants-at- 
arms, to aid them in their investigation; and may adminis- 
ter to them an oath or affirmation faithfully to perform the 
duties assigned to them, respectively, and to keep seeret 
all matters which may come to their knowledge touching 
such investigation as said committee shall direct, until the 
report of the same shall be submitted to this Hou 
said committee may discharge any such clerk, or a: 
sergeant-at-arms, for neglect of duty or disregard of instruc- 
tions in the premises, aud employ others under like regula- 
tions. 

Resolved further, That if any person shall in any manner 
obstruct or- hinder said committee, or attempt so to do, in 
their said investigation, or shajl refuse to attend on said 
committee, and to give evidence when summoned for that 
purpose, or shall refuse to produce any paper, book, public 
record, or proceeding in their possession or control, to said 
committee when so required, or shall make any disturbance 
where said committee is holding their sittings, said commit- 
tee may, if they see fit, cause any and every such person to 
be arrested by said assistant sergeant-at-arms, and brought 
before this House to be dealt with as for a contempt. | 

Resolved further, That for the purpose of defraying the 
expenses of said commission, there be, and hereby is, ap- 
| propriated the sum of ¢10,000,to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of this House. 

Resolved further, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to furnish to said comniittee, 
should they be met with any serions opposition by bodies of 
lawless men, in.the discharge of their dutics aforesaid, such 
aid from any military force as may at the time be conve- 
nient to them, as may be necessary to remove such opposi- 
tion, and enable said committee without molestation to 
proceed with their labors. 

Resolved further, That when said committee shall have 
completed said investigation, they report all the evidence 
so collected to this House. i 


Mr. DUNN. In accordance with my promise | 
to the gentleman from Mississippi I now renew | 
| 


| against it. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


| before the House the following executive com- 
munications; which were disposed of as indicated 
below: 

A communication from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting to Congress eae of the correspond- į 
ence which has recently taken place between 
i her Britannie Majesty’s Minister accredited to | 


i! consideration by Congress, 


this Government; and the Secretary of State, in 
order that the expoiliency of sanctioning the ac- 


and ordered to be printed. : pr 

A communication from the Secretary of ‘War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 28th ultimo, copies of a corre- 
spondence, documents, and papers in relation to 
the compensation and emoluments of Brevet Lieu- 
tenant General Scott, under the joint resolution 
of Congress approved February 15, 1855.  Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 28th ultimo, 
a report from the Secretary of the Interior, con» 
taining such information as is in the possession 
of such Department, touching the cause of the 
difficulties existing between the Creek and Semi- 
nole Indians since their emigration west.of the 
Mississippi river. Referred to the Committée on 
Indian ‘A fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIANS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. PRINGLE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: a RA 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House a copy of the report of Superintendent 
Cummin, in regard to his late expedition’ among the tribes 
of Indians upon the upper Missouri. te 

BILLS INTRODUCED.. 

Mr. McCARTY, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bills; which were severally read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: pie 

A bill making an appropriation for a 
dredge upon Lake. Ontario; and 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Port Ontario, 
New York. i 

Mr. PAINE, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, intròduced-a:bill 
to continue the reopening of communication be-: 
tween Albemarle Sound, North Carolina, and the 
Atlantic ocean; which was read a first and seč- 
ond time, and referred tothe Committee.on Com- 
merce. 


steam- 


CAPTAIN MARCY’S REPORT. 


Mr. BROOKS. 
to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to 
cause to be printed for the use of, and distribution by, meri- 
bers of this House, ten thousand extra copies of the report 
and accompanying maps made by Captain R. B. Marey, 
United States Navy, of an exploration of the Big Wachita 
river, and the country about the head waters of the Brazos, 
made in connection with the selection and location of lands 
for the occupation of the Indians living within the limits of. 
Texas, in 1854. : 


Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 
And then, on motion by Mr. ORR, the House 
(at four o’clock and fifteen minutes) adjourned 


I ask the unanimous co 


nsent 


until to-morrow, at twelve o’elock, m. 


IN SENATE, 
Torspay, March 18, 1856. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. — 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before: the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating the copy of a correspond- 
ence which has recently taken place between‘her 
Britannic Majesty’s Minister accredited to this 
Government and the Secretary of State, in order 
that the expediency of sanctioning the acceptance, 
by the officers of the United States who werein the 
American expedition in search of Sir John Frank- 
lin, of such token of thankfulness, as may be 
offered to them on the part of her Majesty ’sGov- 
ernment for their services, may be taken into 
The communication 
was, on-motion by Mr. Szwarp, referred. to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


“Mr. DODGE presented a petition of citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying for the establishment of a 
mail ‘route from Sparta to Montaville, in that 
: State; which was referred to the Committee on 
“the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER ‘presented a petition of the 
Pennsylvania Yearly Meeting of Progressive 
“Friends, praying for the adoption of measures 
‘for the amicable settlement of all international 
difficulties; which was referred to the Committee 
‘on Foreign Relations. 

© Also, a petition of a committee appointed at a 
. Meeting of citizens of Truro, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the adoption of measures for the protection 
‘of the Cape Cod fisheries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. . 

‘Also, additional papers in relation to the peti- 
tion of Sarah B. Hobbins; which were referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, thé memorial of the Boston Board of 

Tyade, praying for the adoption of measures for 
the protection of American commerce against 
piracies in the shallow bays and waters along the 
‘China coast; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 
:= Mr. SUMNER. I present a memorial of the 
Indiana Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends, 
held at Newport, Wayne county, Indiana, in 
which they ask Congress to inhibit the coastwise 
and inter-State slave trade, to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and to prevent by legis- 
lative action its introduction into any of the Ter- 
titories of the United States; and especially to so 
change the law organizing the Territories of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska as to prohibit slavery therein. 
I move that the memorial be received and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave a memorial from the 
Boston Society of Natural History, in which 
they set forth their great interest in the services 
of Lieutenant Maury, and also of Lieutenant 
Gilliss, and their regret, for the sake of science 
and the character of these distinguished gentle- 
men, that they have been placed on the retired 
list of the Navy. ‘They also express their great 
interest in the establishment of a scientific board 
composed of naval officers, and request the favor 
‘of Congress for that object. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave also a memorial from 
Castner Hanway, of Chester county, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, setting forth that he was tried 
on a false allegation of being engaged in opposing 
the fugitive slave law—that he suffered great loss 
and damage on account of his imprisonment and 
the expenses to which he was subjected in his 
defense. He prays for some remedy from Con- 
gress. I move the reference of the memorial to 
the Committee on Claims. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Shepherd 
Knapp, praying for compensation for SCIVICCS a8 


pension agent for the city of New York; which ; 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
My, FESSENDEN presented the petition of 


soos . mi > A pe ¢ 1 l 
the surviving children of Ebenezer Murch, a | Ordered, That the petition of William R. Nevius, on the 


lieutenant in the revolutionary army, praying 


for compensation for his losses and military ser- | 


vices in the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Also, the petition of Sophia Mason, heir of | 
James Means, an officer in the revolutionary | 


army, praying to be allowed commutation pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revoiu- 
tionary Claims. 


Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of the pro- | 
fessors of mathematics in the Navy stationed at j 
Washington, praying for an increase of compen- | 


sation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of Effie 


Van Ness, widow of Gant Van Ness, a revolu- 
tionary officer, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. . 

‘Also, the petition of Prudence Couch, widow 
of John Couch, a revolutionary soldier, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, the petition of William Patterson, a sol- 


to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the petition of 
Reuben Clough, praying to be allowed arrears of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. f 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the 
clerk and messenger in the office of the assistant 
quartermaster of the marine corps at New York, 
praying to be allowed the twenty per cent. on 
their pay which was allowed to other employés 
of the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of James R. Hanham, mili- 
tary storekeeper at St. Augustine, Florida, pray- 
ing for compensation for services rendered by 
him in the engineer, subsistence, and quarter- 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of the 
delegates and representatives of the Choctaw na- 
tion of Indians, praying that provision may be 
made for the final settlement of their claims under 
the treaty of 1830 and all subsequent treaties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two petitions 


that State; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I present the petition of 
Oliver Hope and other inhabitants of the town of 
Wyndham, in the State of Maine, respectfully 
asking that provision may be made by law that 
whenever, within a certain period of years, any 


slavery shall decree the emancipation ofall slaves, 
and the final extinction of involuntary servitude 
within her borders, an exact remuneration for the 
slaves shall be made; and for cach and every 
slave so emancipated there shall be paid from the 
Treasury of the United States to such State, for 
equitable distribution among the slaveholders, a 
sum of money to be ascertained by Congress. I 
ask that the petition lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. Ihave been requested to pre- 
sent the memorial of merchants and importers 


resent that certain undyed and unfinished woolen 
goods of the varieties which they specify, were 
omitted to be mentioned in a certain class in the 
prescnt tariff, and that, consequently, they pay a 
duty which is charged upon finished goods of the 
same varictics. ‘hey ask that the tariff may 


be amended, so as to place these goods in their 
proper scale. I move that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of D. E. 
Twiggs and other oflicers of the Army, praying 
for an increase of the commutation 


i tee on Military Aflairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


COMMITTEE REPORT. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
John McDonald and others, asked to be dis- 
charged from its consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
which was agrecd to. 

POST ROUTES. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, it was 

Resotred, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of creating a post 
route from Danville, up Duteh Creek, to Waldron, in the, 
State of Arkansas. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be iustructed to imguire into the expediency of 
establishing mail routes from Dunleith, Mlineis, via Potosi 
W 
the Venniltion river, in Minnesota Territory, to Fort Pierre, 
| in Nebraska Territory ; and from said Sioux Ciiy, via L'Eau 

qui Cours river, in Nebraska Territory, to the South Pass. 


dier in the last war with Great Britain, praying | 


master’s departments of the Army; which was | 


of citizens of lowa, praying for the establishment || 
of a mail route from Clarksville to Nevada, in | 


State of this Union now admitting domestic || 


residing in the city of Baltimore, in which they rep- | 


price of the | 
Army ration; which was referred to the Commit- | 


consin, to Lancaster; also, from Sioux City. Lowa, via ji 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. IVERSON gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to increase the com- 
pensation of members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and to alter and fix the time 
of the annual meeting of Congress. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HAMLIN, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to regulate 
theappraisement of imported merchandise; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. RUSK, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and oblained leave to introduce a bill to 
establish a separate judicial district south of the 
Gila, and to create the office of surveyor general 
therein, to provide for the adjudication of certain 
land claims, to grant donations to actual settlers, 
to survey certain lands, and for other purposes; 
i which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be’ 
printed. 

THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. HOUSTGN presented a memorial signed 
by members of the Legislature of the State of 
Maryland, approving the resolutions of the Legis- 
i| lature of Virginia in reference to the action of the 
naval retiring board, which have been heretofore 
presented to the Senate. The honorable Senator 
proceeded to speak on the resolutions, and in 
review of the action of the naval retiring board. 
His speech occupicd three hours in the delivery. 
He was followed by Messrs. BUTLER, BAY- 
ARD, and MALLORY. The debate involved 
personal and official conduct, and much docu- 
mentary evidence was quoted on both sides. Mr. 
| Housron’s speech is withheld for revision, and 
until its publication the responses will be imper- 
fectly understood; they will, therefore, be pub- 
lished together. This debate will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. CLAYTON obtained the floor; and, on 
his motion, the Scnate adjourned, at twenty min- 
utes past five o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuxspay, March 18, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danii Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order to be the resolution reported from the Com- 
i| mittce on Elections. 


ANSON DART. 

Mr, PRINGLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back the Senate bill (No. 
60) for the relief of Anson Dart; which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion by Mr PRINGLE, it was 


Ordered, 'That the Committee on Endian Affairs be dis- 
charged froin the further consideration of the memorial of 
James R. Wooster, and that he have leave to withdraw his 
|| papers from the files ofthe House. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Publice Grounds, asked leave toin- 
troduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized and requested 
i; to cause to be procured and fitted in a suitable manner, for 
the use of the Committee on Public Buiidings and Public 
Grounds, a room in which to hold its meetings until such 
time as an apartment inthe public buildings shall be pre- 
pared and assigned for that purpose; and that the expense 
j thereof be detrayed ont of the contingent fund of this 

Jouse. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I believe that there other 
committees who have no rooms provided for 
them. I should like that the important commit- 
tec of which lam a member be provided also 
with a room. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
desires to know if the gentleman from Virginia 
objects to the introduction of the resolution? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do object to it. 

Mr. BALL. Iwish to know from the Speaker 
whether this isnota privileged question, pertain- 
ing to the organization of the House? 
| Lhe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 
il a privileged question. 


TH 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ELECTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The regular order 
of business is the resolution reported from the 
Committee of Elections, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Meacnan] reported, some days ago, a bill 
to regulate elections in the District of Columbia, 
the consideration of which was, on my motion, 
postponed till this day. I ask what will be its 
condition if it be not reached to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the postponement still keeps the bill before the 
House, and that it will come up immediately 
after the resolution from the Committee of Elec- 
tions is disposed of. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. At the time that bill 
was postponed, was it made the special order 
from day to day? 

The SPEAKER. 
postponed. . 

Mr. COBB. Then T doubt very much whether 
it will come up regularly as the business in order 
after the resolution of the Committee of Elections 
is disposed of, unless it was made the special order 
from day to day. To avoid any difficulty of that 
kind, I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to move to postpone the consideration 
of the bill till Thursday next. In all probability 
this question will be disposed of to-day or to- 
morrow, and the bill can be considered on Thurs- 
day. Idoubt whether, on examination, it will be 
found that where a bill is postponed till a day 
certain, it comes up at any other day, unless it 
was made the special order from day to day, or 
unless, having been taken up, it comes up as un- 
finished business. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House is 
interrupted by a privileged question; and the 
Chair understands that the order will take effect 
after it is disposed of. 

Mr. COBB. That is so, if the question be 

. determined to-day; but I suggest to the Speaker 
that, supposing this question not to be determined 
until to-morrow, then the time having elapsed to 
which the bill was postponed, the order of the 
House has no effect. ft only operates for the 
day to which it is postponed, unless it is made 
the special order from day to day. 

Mr. JONES. To avoid any difficulty of this 
sort, and to remove any doubt about the ques- 
tion, I move, with the permission of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru,] that the con- 
sideration of the bill be further postponed until 
Thursday next. 

Mr. CARLILE. I suggest that it be post- 
poned till some day next week—say Monday— 
as I wish to examine that bill. 

Mr, JONES. The bill is printed; it is very 
short and simple in its provisions, and itis very 
important that it should pass at an carly day. I 
would prefer, therefore, to have it postponed till 
Thursday next. Any gentleman can get a copy 
of the bill by sending to the document room. 
is there ready for him, and has been for some 
days. 

Mir. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to amend 
by postponing till this day week. 

Mr. JONES. If it be the will of the House to 
make it the special order of that day, I have no 
objection. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam opposed to making 
ita special order. 

"The question was taken, and Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
amendment was agreed to, 

The motion, as amended, was then agrecd to, 

VINCENNES LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. BRENTON, by unanimous consent, re- 

orted from the Committee on Public Lands, a 

ill to continue the land office at Vincennes, 
Indiana, and to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the States of Indiana and Illinois, 
formerly included within the Vincennes land dis- 
trict; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the following 
resolution: 


Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


It was not. It was simply 


It | 


| claimant or claimants, or was elected in pu 


i 
4 


each of the new members of the two Houses of Congress 
be supplied with the same number and description of such 
books of a public character as were supplied to each mem- 
ber of the Senate or House of Representatives during the last 
Congress; Provided, They be furnished by the publishers 
at pricesnot exceeding those at which they have been here- 
tofore supplied, for the use of the members of either House. 


Mr. HOUSTON.” I object, and call for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. THORINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented a memọrial from the Legislature of 
Minnesota, asking a grant of land to aid in the 
improvement of the navigation of the Minnesota 
river, heretofore referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; and asked to have it printed. 

It was so ordercd. 

KANSAS ELECTION. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion, reported by the Committee of Elections: 


Resolved, That the Coinmittee of Elections, in the con- 
tested-clection case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


To which the following amendment was of- 
fered as a substitute by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Benyerr:] 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley and Sidney S. Baxter, 
Esqs., of the city of Washington, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed commissioners for and on behalf of this House, 
to take depositions and obtain process by taking copies of 
all such documents as may be desired by either party, or 
their agents or attorneys, in regard to the contested seat of 
Hon. Mr. Whitfield, as Delegate tor Kansas, under the peti- 
tion of Hon. Mr. Reeder; that said Bradley and Baxter be, 
and they are hereby, clothed with full power to adopt all 
needful means to clicit clear and full proof upon all points 
which the parties respectively may submit to them as facts 
they, or cither of them, desire to establish or controvert; 
that they shall give to the parties respectively written and 
reasonable notice of the time and place at which they will 
be ready to proceed in taking such depositions, and may 
adjoum the same to other times and places as, in theirjudg- 
ment and discretion, will tend to the full and perfect elicit- 
ing of the truth touching ail such controverted matters 5 
and that, when they shall have completed their labors, they 
report the same to this House. 


The question pending is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. Bennertt,] 
to recommit to the Committee of Elections, with 
the following instructions: 


Resolved, Thatthe Cominittee of Elections, in examining 
and judging of “ the elections, returns, and quiulifications”? 
of persons claiming to have been clected Representatives of 
States, or Delegates of Territories which have been duly 
organized by Congress, shall cxciude from their considera- 
tion the claims of all persons who fail to show that the elec- 
tion under which they claim to have been elected a Repre- 
sentative or Delegate was held in pursuance of the laws of 
the State or Territory sought to be represented by such 
t ance of a law 
of the United States for the government of such election. 

Resolved further, ‘That in the opinion of this House no 
Representative of a State of the Union, and no Delegate of 
a Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be admitted 
to a scat in this House except in pursuance of law. 

Resolved further, That the Committee of Elections are 
hereby instructed fo pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance with the foregoing principles. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, addressed the House 
for an hour. His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. GRANGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask my 
friend from New York to give way to me for a 
moment to read an extract from the Globe of the 
last Congress, in order to confirm the statement I 
made this morning in reference to the declarations 
and admissions, as to incursions, in November, 
1854, from Missouri upon Kansas, made upon 
this floor a year ago. ‘The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Mace] to whom I referred, made use 
of the following language December 13, 1854: 

“ But if the common rumoris tue, a systematic effort has 
been made by citizens of the frontier of Missouri, aided by 
a distinguished citizen of that State, now there—at least, he 
is pot here—to shape the institutions of that Territory, and 
establish sl hy impropermeans. Hundreds, ay, thou- 
sands of men Dave beeu scit into Kansas from Missouri and 
elsewhere, without the intention of making a permanent 
home there at all, for the purpose of electing, as Delegate 
upon this floor from that Territory, a gentleman who is said 
to be, bona fide, a citizen of the State of Missouri. Whata 
state of things, then, has the repeat of that compromise al- 
ready produced, and to what may it not lead !”? 


Tn reply to that the gentleman from Missouri 
[My. OLIVER] says: 

« How stands the case with regard to the people of Mis- 
souri? The gentleman bas preferred his charges against 
them upon mere newspaper rumors. Suppose it were so; 
suppose the charges were well founded, what of it then? 


Who set the first example of organization for the purpose 4 


of controlling the subject of slavery in the Territory of Kan- 
sas? Where did we first get the example of an organization 
of birelings, of men bought up and sent outto Kansas upon 


one idea? And for what purpose? 'To prevent slavery from 
being established. in that Territory.?? . . 
Then followed this discussion: ere 
“Mr. Wasnzorn.. That isthe first commentary which, 
we have—the first practical exposition—of the beautiful 
doctrine of popular sovereignty ! These individuals, living: 
in Missouri, not in Kansas, and ‘not. intending~to. reside” 
there, I have heard and believe, have: gone over there in; 
sufficient numbers to have controlled the election in the, 
Territory. I understand the gentleman from Missouri him- 
self (Mr. Or1veR] to have, in substance, admitted the truth! 
of this statement ; for, though he does not actually state that 
such was the case, he justifies the fact of these men going 
there on the ground that emigration societies were forme 
in the North to control the political institations of the Ter- 
ritory. If emigration societies have been formed for that 
purpose, what justification does that give to the citizens of 
Missouri to go there, not as emigrants, but simply for the 
purpose of voting at the election, and none other? Sir, no- 
body believes that emigrants have gone from New England 
to Kansas for such a purpose as that. : 
“Mr. Oriver. The gentleman from Maine somewhat 
misrepresents me. I did not concede, nor did I intend to 
concede, directly or indirectly, that any people have gone 
from Missouri to Kansas for the purpose of aiding in con- 
trolling the election, who did not intend to reside there per- 
manently. ; 
“Mr. WASRBURN. I ask the gentleman from Missouri, 
whether or not, from information that he has received, he 
| believes that many individuals have gone from Missouri to 
| Kansas to vote at the election, who have since returned 
and now reside in Missouri ? 


‘‘My. Ourver. Iam not here to give credence to vague 
newspaper reports, nor will I believe ther. 

“Mr. WASHBURN. Then I understand the gentleman to 
say he does not believe the facts, as 1 have supposed them 
to exist? 

“Mr, Ouver. I have no knowledge of the fact.” 

I have read these extracts simply for the pur- 
pose of furnishing to the House the reasons and 
grounds I had for saying that it was declared in 
the House last session, that large numbers of men 
had gone into Kansas from Missouri to influence 
the first Delegate election there. I believe that it 
was substantially admitted as true by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, he having said that from 
which such an inference was, as I thought, direct 
and inevitable. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Maine has quoted from my remarks made 
during the last session of Congress, for the pur- 
pose of establishing his proposition, that I had 
admitted that, at the election held on the 29th of 
November, 1854, for a Delegate to Congress from 
Kansas—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Sibstantially. : 

Mr. OLIVER. That I admitted that people 
had gone into Kansas from Missouri simply to 
vote and control the election in that Territory. 
I was surprised at the time the gentleman made 
the assertion this morning, in view of the remem- 
i brance of facts which occurred between us at the 
last session, that he should have dared to place 
that construction upon my remarks. I then made 
my express disclaimer of any intention of being 
| understood in any such manner. The gentleman 
| from Maine then charged me with. having sub- 
stantially admitted the facts: to which I have re- 
|! ferred. I replied, ‘The gentleman from Maine 
| somewhat misrepresents me; I did not concede, 
nor did I intend to concede, directly or indirectly, 
that any people have gone from Missouri to Kan- 
| sas for the purpose of aiding in controlling the 
i election, who have since returned and now reside 
in Missouri.” He then proceeds further to ask 
| me ifthe newspapers did not report such to be 
| the fact? I told him that I gave no credence to 
newspaper reports, and that Í had no evidence of 
the fact, nor did I then believe it. Then, sir, the 
very authority the gentleman relies upon proves 
that I never did say so; but on the contrary I ex- 
pressly disclaimed any such expression, or inten- 
tion to make any such expression. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I referred 
to the Globe of last year merely to give the 
House my authority for saying what I did; and 
l it is for the House to judge whether or not I am 
sustained by the record. I do not believe that m 
friend from’ Missouri [Mr. Oxrver] and myself 
i disagree very much whether or not Missourians 
| did go over to Kansas in November, 1854. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia.. I hope the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GRANGER] will allow me 
to make a suggestion here in reference to the 
time when a vote shall be taken upon this ques- 
| tion. 

Mr. GRANGER. I will yield a moment. 

Mr. COBB. I was only going to make a sug- 
gestion in reference to that matter, so that the 
House might understand the hour when the vote 
Į would suggest to the chairman 


will be taken. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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of the Committee of Elections that, by the gen- 
-eral consent of: the House, we should fix one 
6’clock to-morrow as the time when the vote 
shall be taken upon this question. Notice of the 
time will then be given, and. members will be 
here, and we shall avoid the necessity for a call 
of the House; and then all debate which is de- 
sired can be indulged in to-day. 

:: Mr. WASHBURN.. I would suggest that 
perhaps it'would be better that debate should be 
closed. when the gentleman from New York shall 
haye concluded his remarks to-day. _ 

“Mr. COBB. You will find it to be more expe- 
ditious.to assent to the suggestion which I made; 
and which. would insure a vote on this question 
to-morrow at one o’clock. i 
= Mr. WASHBURN. . 1 suggest: this to the 
House, that, if we decide to have the question 
taken to-morrow, it would be better for us to 
fix. an. hour somewhat later than one o’clock. 
After the previous question shall have been sus- 
tained, the gentleman from Pennsylvania who re- 
ported the resolution (Mr. Hicxman] will have 
aright to address the House for an hour, and he 
cannot very well do that before one o’clock. 

“Mr. COBB. Well; fix two o’clock to-morrow; 
all, L-wantis to have the hour fixed. 

1: Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I suggest that, at 
the close of the speech of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Grancer,] the previous ques- 
‘tion be moved; then the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Elections can speak an hour to-day, 
and the vote can be taken to-morrow. I hope 
we will not spend another day in this debate. It 
certainly will not tend to a better understanding 
of ‘the question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the suggestion of 
‘the gentleman from Ohio will be concurred in by 
the House. - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let the debate close to- 
day, and:take the vote to-morrow morning. 
oe Mr. COBB. My reason for proposing to take 
‘the vote to-morrow is this—and 1 apprehend it 
“will strike the House as proper: there are a num- 
ber of gentlemen yet who desire to address the 
-House, and it would be well to allow the balance 
of this day to be consumed by them in making 
speeches on this question; and to-morrow we will 
take the vote.: : 

Mr. McMULLIN. I have no objection to 
‘have the hour fixed for two o’clock to-morrow; 
but I do desire to occupy some ten or fifteen 
minutes of the time of the House on this ques- 
tion, ~ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say, that I am 
‘anxious to discuss some of the matters connected 
with this proposition myself; but still 1am will- 
ing to forego: that desire, and to avail myself of 
some future opportunity to make my views 
known on this whole question. I therefore 
hope that the discussion may be brought toa 

close to-day, and that the vote may be taken to- 
‘morrow morning. If the discussion is to go on, 

I shall of course insist upon having a hand in it 

myself. : 
Ax. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, a good deal of 
time has been already expended in the discussion 
of this question; and as some of the members 
from New York on the other side have spoken 
on this question, I for myself desire to be heard 
~on italso. For that reason I trust the gentleman 
from Georgia will prolong the time for taking the 
vote till three o’clock to-morrow, so that I, and 
several other members, who [ understand wish 
also to speak upon it, may havean opportunity to 
address the House. If the question be postponed 
till to-morrow, at one .o’clock, the consequence 


will be that the whole day will be taken up by | 


the chairman of the Committee of Elections. I 
therefore trust that the gentleman will make his 
motion to take the vote at three o’clock to-mor- 
row. ¢ 
Mr. COBB. I would state to the gentleman 
from New York that I have made no proposition. 
It was only a suggestion which I addressed to the 
gentleman from Maine, and to the general ap- 
proval of the House. If not acceded to, gentle- 
men will find that this question will not be taken 
as soon by attempting to move the previous 
mestion to-day, as it would if they had agreed to 
e suggestion which I made. IY have nothing 
more to say. I have no proposition to offer. 
Mr. KELLY. Willmy colleague [Mr. Grax- 
` cer] allow a vote to be taken on the subject now ? 


! will do it. 


Mr. GRANGER declined. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Keniry] may avail himself of the op- 
portunity to address the House on this subject 
when we get into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union.. 

Mr. KELLY. Yes; but I desire to be heard 
on this question, as some of my colleagues have 
spoken on it... 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We will be in Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow or next day. 

Mr. KELLY. If the gentleman from New 
York will give way, I will move that the vote be 
taken togmorrow, at three o’clock. 

The PEAKER. “The motion can only be 
made by general consent. 

Mr. GRANGER objected, and said: Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to say but a few words. The 
question is not whether Governor Reeder or Gen- 
eral Whitfield shall occupy a seat on this floor, 
but whether you will or will not grant to the 
Committee of Elections power to send for persons 
and papers. Sir, what has this committee to do? 
It has to investigate and report on a subject of 
deep and pervading interest to the whole Amer- 
ican people. Millions of your constituents are 
now watching with intense interest the action of 
this committee; and will you, sir, deny them 
the aid required, and block the wheels, and crip- 

le the energies of this committee at the outset? 

or the honor of this House and the welfare of 
the country I trust not. But why this determined 
opposition? Why this attempt to shroud this 
investigation in darkness? The reasons given are 
unsatisfactory, contradictory, and baseless. 

Sir, the honorable gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Davis] denies us jurisdiction. There, he 
comes in conflict with the Constitution. The 
Constitution is clear on that point. It says ex- 
pressly that, ‘ Each Flouse shall be the judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members.” There is nota legislative body 
in the world that does not exercise this power over 
its own members, and even to expel a member 
at discretion. Sir, the honorable gentleman 
fought gallantly, but he fought ‘as one that 
beateth the air.” He dealt fearful blows, but his 
adversary was beyond his reach. It was a pity 
such valor was wasted. Sir, the honorable gen- 
tleman from Maryland was on the wrong side. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Lercuen,] in maintaining the other side of the 
question, took occasion to say that, if the admin- 
istration of Government was taken from the part 
that now hold it, the Union would be dissolved. 
Those threats have been so often repeated, and 
from the same quarter, that they are stale and 
insipid, and scarcely deserve a passing notice. 
Such threats are idle: they cease to disturb. 
Like the rattle in the tail of a toothless snake, 
they are heard without alarm. Dissolve this 
Union! Who dissolve it? The North will not. 
The South darenot. The world in arms eannot. 
Away with such silly nonsense! 

The honorable member from Missouri [Mr. 
Orıver] charges the Massachusetts Aid Society 
with malpractice. If the charge be true, then 
why not investigate? He charges the Kansas 
settlers with having rifles. Isit possible? What! 
freemen have arms in their hands! Who ever 
heard of these rifles till Kansas was invaded? 
Then, sir, you did hear of them. Then they 


| came out and spoke for themselves. 


It is charged, also, that the New England emi- 
grants goto Kansas to make ita free State. Ay, 
sir, afree State! ‘* Alionintheway!’? The sons 
of the Pilgrims ga as their fathers came, to plant 
and rear a free State. If that is wrong, it is the 


fault of the family, for their fathers did so before | 


them. Free speech, free press, free schools, free 
religion, free soil, and free men. Sir, they dogo 
to make a free State, and, God be praised! they 
But Governor Recder is in the way. 
Governor Reeder has been assailed, and rudely 
assailed, on this floor. Governor Reeder is the 
last man for us to complain of. The blame be- 
fore the country rests elsewhere than on the head 
of Governor Reeder. Has the honorable member 
from Missouri so soon forgot that the invasion of 
Kansas came from hisown State? And when the 
honorable gentleman says he did not approve of 
it, it will benews to me. Doeshe not know that 
if Missouri approves or palliatcs she must share 
the shame? But Missouri will not do it. And I 


i 


H 


| upon this question known to the House. 


was surprised to hear what I did hear from one 
of her Representatives. -But Governor Reeder 
is in the way! Te is the evil genius that haunts 
the dreams of the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri by night, and disturbs his equanimity by 
day. Why, the honorable member says Reeder 
comes poking along here a traitor. Suppose I 
were to say, which surely I will not, that Whit- 
field comes poking along here. True, they are 
both here; and what of it? What has that to do 
with the question? Sir, Governor Reeder comes 
here by the voice of the people; and they sent 
him here in accordance with the higher law and 
the lower law; the law of self-preservation and 
the law of self-defense. If he has not a right 
here, who has? General Whitfield comes here 
the fruit of an election—an election ordered by a 
spurious Legislature—a Legislature forced on an 
unwilling people by a band of armed invaders, 
with guns and drums and implements of death, 
who marched into Kansas on election day, and 
stormed nearly every poll at once, elected this 
Legislature, and returned back to Missouri in 
triumph. Sir, let the committee examine. Give 
them all the help they ask for. Let us have the 
truth and no dodging. The country demands it. 
Sir, Iam ready for the vote; and I envy not the 
man who shall record his vote in the negative. 

I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the whole subject on 
the table, and on that I call for the yeas andnays. 


Mr. COBB. I move a call of the House. I 
desire to have a full vote. 

Mr. ORR. On that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. 


Mr. PHELPS. Lappeal to the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his call for the previous 
uestion. There are other gentlemen here who 
esire to submit their views on this subject to the 
House. 

Mr. GRANGER withdrew the call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw my motion for a call 
of the House. 

Mr. ORR. Let me suggest this: There are 
some gentlemen, I understand, who desire to 
speak on the pending question; and if it be un- 
derstood that no question is to be taken this 
evening, the debate may go on till five, six, or 
seven o’clock; and every gentleman desiring to 
speak may do so—the understanding being, that 
the vote will not be taken before one o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. T rose for the purpose of 
making a suggestion which will probably meet 
the views of gentlemen on that side of the 
House. As I said a moment ago, I have had 
some anxiety to discuss this question. I have, 
however, pretty much discussed it before. I 
propose not to consume the time of the House 
now, because there appears to be a general anxicty 
to bring this matter to a close; and I think it is 
a matter of very great consequence, if we intend 
to take this testimony, to come to some action at 
once. Besides, sir, this question blocks up all 
the other business of the House. 

I will not, therefore, consume any of the time 
of the House, at present, in making my opinions 
The 
have been once given to the House and the ene 
try, and they remain unchanged. 

My suggestion, therefore, is that this debate 
shall be continued to-day, with the understanding 
that to-morrow, at one o’clock, it shall terminate 
—that the previous question shall then be moved 
and sustained. The chairman of the Committee 
of Elections, who reported this resolution, will 
be entitled to occupy one hour if he desires it, 
At two o’clock, then, we can proceed to take a 
vote; and we shall be able to dispose of the matter 
in some way in the course of the day. If I can 
have the general consent of the House to this 
proposition, I will then yield the floor to those 
who are more anxious to speak upon this question 
than Lam. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairawill suggest, that 
if the House should adopt a proposition in the 
form of an order that the debate should close at 


| the time the gentleman from Ohio suggests, the 


Chair will close the debate at that hour. . 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; I will submit 
my proposition in that form. 
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Mr. ORR. Such a motion is certainly not in 
order. 

TheSPEAKER. Notin order except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from Ohio will 
allow me, I will suggest that if the House would, 
by common consent, agree that the vote should 
be taken at one 'o’clock to-morrow, and that no 
vote should be taken this evening, gentlemen who 
desired to speak could have an opportunity this 
evening, and any gentleman who desired to leave 
the Hall could do so safely. 

A general assent was expressed to the propo- 
sition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
House, then, by unanimous consent, to agree that 
the previous question shall be moved to-morrow 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it alsoginderstood 
that no business shall be transacted this evening? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that propositions cannot be introduced by 
unanimous consent. If objection be made, how- 
ever, no vote can be taken, 

Mr. HALL, of lowa, then addressed the House 
for one hour, on Kansas affairs; a report of his 
speech will be found in the Appendix. 

. Lhe debate was continued by Messrs. BAR- 
BOURand LAKE, Their speeches willl be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 

_ Mr. DAMRELL obtained the floor, but yielded 
it to 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, who moved that the 
House do now adjourn, i 

Mr. BOWIE. I hope that, when the House 
adjourns, it will adjourn to an earlier hour than 
twelve o'clock. I desire to make a few remarks 
upon the question now before the House, and as 
one o’clock is fixed as the hour at which the vote 
shall be taken, I hope we shall adjourn till an 
earlier hour than usual. 


Mr. CADWALADER. 


I would suggest to 


the gentleman that he can hand his remarks to | 


the reporters. 

Mr. BOWIE. No; I prefer to make them here. 
` Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I renew the motion. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn, 

Mr. DAMRELL then resumed the floor and 
addressed the House for an hour. He has with- 
held his speech for revision. It willappcar in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. ENGLISH said he doubted whether it 
was in the power of the TTouse to remedy the 
evils complained of in reference to the Kansas 
election, even if the facts were as alleged by the 
friends of Governor Reeder. He was inclined, 
however, as a matter of policy, if for no other 
reason, to have the facts investigated, provided it 
could be done fairly, and with a proper regard to 
economy. The partisan character of the Com- 
mittec of Elections, as well as the great expense 
which would be incurred, would prevent his 
voting for the proposition to confer upon that 
committee unlimited power to send for persons 
and papers. For like reasons he could not favor 
the appointment of members of the House by 
the Speaker to act as commissioners and to take 
eviderice. It would be a second edition of the 
Committee of Elections. He favored the plan 
proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Orr,] appointing, as such commissioners, 
two eminent legal gentlemen, disinterested, with- 
out bias, and not members of the House. He 
defended the Kansas-Nebraska act from the charge 
of being the cause of the present troubles. It 
was the violation of the leading principle of that 


act, by interference on the part of outsiders of j 


both sections, thatthese difficulties have occurred 
in Kansas. As well might the late election frauds 
and riots in the States be attributed to the passage 
of thatlaw. The whole matter ought to have 
been left io the calm decision of the actual set- 
tlers of the Territory. 

Mr. E. proceeded to address the House further, 
but his remarks have been withheld for revision, 
and will be published at large hereafter in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BOWIE. I desire to say a few words 
upon this report before it is acted upon by the 


i 
| 


I move that the House do now adjourn. , 

Mr. CADWALADER. Will the gentleman 
withdraw that motion for a moment? . 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. i 

Mr. CADWALADER. Justice would require 
us to vote for the investigation in the form pro- 
posed, or in some other form, if its result could 
in any possible event benefit the contestant, Gov- 
ernor Reeder. But, upon his own exhibition of 
his case, he would not be entitled to the seat if the 
election of the sitting member, General Whit- 
field, should be set aside. There is no pretense, 
on behalf of the. contestant, that he received a 
single vote at any legally-authorized election. 

it is therefore obvious that the effort is merely 
to vacate the seat in order that there may be a 
new election. 

Here, again, justice would require us to vote 
for an investigation of the truth of any facts in 
dispute, if, upon the result of the investigation, 
it could possibly appear that the seat ought to be 
vacated and a new election ordered. The seat 
ought to be thus vacated if the election of the 
sitting Delegate could be shown to have been 
unlawful. 

This election of the sitting Delegate was held 
in apparent conformity to the provisions of an 
act of the Territorial Legislature, which purports 
to have authorized such an election. It must, 
therefore; have been a lawful clection if the 
bodics which enacted it composed the Legislature 
of Kansas. 

The sittiñg Delegate received all the votes 
| polled at this election—the only one which pur- 
ports to have been authorized by law. This is not 
disputed. As no votes were cast in favor of any 
other person, the smallest number of lawful votes 
| was sufficient to elect him. It isnot denicd that, 
vif his was a lawful election, some legal votes were 
polled. 

5 The contest is thus, whether the acting Legis- 
lature of Kansas was the rightful Legislature of 
| that Territory? This is disputed on grounds 
which inyolve questions, first, of the fairness of 
the election of its members; and, secondly, of 
the regularity of their organization and proceed- 
ings. Now, if all that has been alleged, on the 
part of the contestant, concerning their clection, 
organization, and proceedings, were true, they 
still composed what was in fact the Legislature 
of the Territory. The body which was thus the 
Legislature in fact must, in a collateral proceed- 
| ing like the present, be regarded as having been 
the Legislature in law, until its acts shall have 
been rightfully set aside or annulled by some 
superior jurisdiction. This House, acting as a 
| distinct body upon a contested election, is not a 


li superior jurisdiction. It has no power of revision 
| of the proceedings of the Kansas Legislature. 


i The House is not now participating in a proceed- 


j annulling the proceedings of the Kansas Legis- 
lature, would be valid, is not the question. Its 
| validity would be determinable with reference to 
the question, how fur, and for what purposes, is 
Kansas a subordinate dependency of the General 
Government? She cannot be regarded as subor- 
dinate to this House, acting as a distinct body, 
exercising its privilege of determining the quali- 
{fications of its members. Thus acting, this 
| House proceeds judicially, as has already been 
| fully shown in the course of the discussion. If 

| we could inquire collaterally into the election, or- 
ganization, or proceedings, of the Legislature of 
Kansas, in order to determine the validity of a 
law purporting to have been enacted under their 
authority, they could, on the same principle, in- 
| quire into our elections or organization, in order 
| to’ determine the validity of our proceedings. 


| questions, 
As this House has no power to decide that the 
acting Legislature of Kansas was no Legislature, 
| we cannotannul or disregard the law under which 
| the sitting Delegate was elected. It follows, that 
| if everything alleged on behalf of the contestant 


which he would set aside, must be regarded as 
| having been in force within the Territory. The 


House; but as members are fatigued by the ex- | investigation which itis proposed to make would, 


tended debate of to-day, hoping that the House 


i| therefore, at all events, be fruitless. 


| Neither body can assume the cognizance of such į 


will indulge me’for half an hour in the mofning,|}' ‘Consequently, such an investigation ought not 


jing which can become an act of legislation. | 
| Whether an act of Congress passed by this House 
and the Senate, and approved by the President, |] 


| were proved, the law passed by that Legislature, | 


to be made in any form. ‘This rendersit unnéces- 
sary to inquire whether it should be made in the 
unusual mode proposed. 5 o Šo Stao. 

To this mode. many objections have been urged, 
which I will not repeat. I will merely add, that 
to bring persons and-papers before the committee 
would result in returning depositions of, the per- 
sons and copies of the papers to the. House: 
The duty of taking. such depositions and copies 
might be performed elsewhere, by other persons, 
probably quite aş well as by the: committee ‘in 

Washington, and. certainly at less expense .of 
time and moncy. : 

Mr. BOWIE... I renew the motion that the 
House do now adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House two 
communications from the Treasury Department, 
containing estimates for, additional appropria- 
tions for the Territories of Minnesota and New 
Mexico, for the years ending June 30, 1256, and 
June 30, 1857; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion of Mr. Bowe was then agreed to; 
and at twenty minutes before six o’clock the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 19, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry CADean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT at tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution. of the 
Senate, information in relation to the improvement 
of the falls of Red river, at or near Alexandria, 
Louisiana; which, on motion by Mr. Sewarp, was 
referred to the Committce on Commerce. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
showing, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, the amount paid for printing by that De- 
partment during the year ending the 31st Decem- 

er, 1855, not executed under the provisions of 
the act of August 26, 1852; which, on motion by 
Mr. Sewarp, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 
BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I rise to call up 
the bounty land bill of the House of Representa- 
tives, (H. R. No. 8,) which was reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, with sundry amend- 
ments, some days ago, with a view to move its 
recommitment to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
I make this motion after consultation with the 
committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope that will be done. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
recommitted. : 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of 
Oscar Piter, praying for compensation for prop- 
erty destroyed in the bombardment of Greytown 
by the United States sloop of war Cyane; which 
was referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DODGE presented a memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Min- 
eral Point to Orion and Richland Centre, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee onthe 
Post Office and Post Roads. ; 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of the clerks 
at the national armory at Harper’s Ferry, in 
behalf of themselves and the clerksat the national 
armory at Springfield, praying for an increase of 
their compensation; which was referred to the 
Commitice on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from Mineral Point 
to Orionand Richland Centre, in that State; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


| 


i tories. 


% 


680 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 19, 


ERRONEOUS REFERENCES. . 


Mr. WELLER. I presented a memorial a 
few days ago from the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, in relation to the register of goods 
shipped from New York to that city, which was 
improperly referred to the Committee on Finance. 
I-believe ihe Committee on Commerce are now 
investigating that subject; and I therefore move 
thatthe Committee on Finance be discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorial, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of the 
elerk and messenger in the office of the assistant quarter- 
master of the marine corps, praying for increased compen- 
sation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr: BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Comimercs, to whom were referred the following 
bills: 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Chicago, Illinois; 

-A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Waukegan, Illinois; 

A bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
Appalachicola, in the State of Florida; and 

bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
Charleston, South Carolina; 

Reported them back without amendment. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill respecting the harbor- 
ing of deserters from the military service, and to 
protect the public interest in regard to the enlist- 
ment and discharge of minors; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a memorial of a 
committee of citizens of Truro, Massachusetts, 
reported a bill to provide for the protection of 
‘Cape Cod harbor, Massachusetts; which was 
read the first time, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Tie, also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to continue the improvement 
of the Illinois river, reported it back without 
amendment. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the petition 
of the special agents of the State of Maryland, 
praying for the reimbursement of advances made 
to the 
charged from the further consideration of the 
subject, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back House bill 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th of Junc, 1857. This is sub- 
stantially the same with the bill which 
passed the Senate. I should ask for its considera- 
tion now if it were not that the Senator from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Stiprxz,] who isnot now in bis 
seat, gave me notice that he had an amendment 
to offer. I thercfore notify the Senate that 1 will 
call it up to-morrow if l can. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SUMNER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to amend an act entitled “An act regu- 
lating passenger ships and vessels,” approved 
March 2, 1819; 

A bill to amend the law of copyright; and 

A bill to amend the law of patents. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill for the 
relicf of Mrs. Childs; which was read the firstand 
second time by its title, and referred with the ac- 
companying paper to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Almanson 
Houston be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Court of Claims. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
_A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuizom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bill; 


nited States in 1792, asked to be dis- | 


which, thereupon, received the signature of the 
President pro tempore: 

An act to define the jurisdiction of the district and eir- 
cuit courts of the United States for the district of East 
Tennessee. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to | 
excuse me from further service as a member of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Tam already a member of four committees; one 
of them, the Committee on Pensions, has but five | 
members, and toitone hundred and seventeen | 
cases have been referred. It is impossible for me | 
to perform, properly, the duties of all those com- 
miitees; and therefore I ask the Senate to excuse 
me from further service on the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President 
pro tempore was authorized to fill the vacancy. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back the bill (H. R. 
No. 69) making ap yopriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the year ending the | 
30th of June, 1857, with amendments. It will 
not take five minutes to consider it, and therefore 
T ask unanimous consent to dispose of it now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded | 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendments the committee propose to add | 
at the end of the bill are the following: 

For gas-house and apparatus, $15,000. 

For additional stables for dragoon and artillery horses, 
$810,000. 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That the amounts | 
disbursed, or that may be disbursed, out of the moneys ap- | 
| propriated for the support of the Military Academy by the | 
acts of May 10th, 1854, and March 3, 1855, in payment of 
additional compensation to the librarian, assistant librarian, 
and certain enlisted men at that post, be passed to the credit 
of the disbursing oflicer: Provided, That the additional pay 
to the said librarian and assistant librarian shall not exceed } 
the sum of $120 cach per annum, and to the non-commis- 
| sioned officer in charge of mechanics and other laborers at 
the post, the soldier acting as clerk in the adjutant’s ofice, 
and the four enlisted men in the philosophical and chemical } 
| department and lithographic ottice, shall not exceed the 
sum of $50 each, per annum 5 and that a like measure of 
compensation be hereby authorized to be allowed hereafter 
| for such services respectively. 


Mr. HUNTER. The amendments of the com- 
| mittee are merely to restore the estimates. Two 
| items estimated for were left out by the House. | 


Si 


i The additional section is to make specific a littte | 
i appropriation amounting in all to $540. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

| Mr. WELLER. I have an amendment, and 
belicve this bill is the best to which to append it. 
It is as follows: 


i 
| Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
| the Senate finish annually the library of the Military 


has already į 


|! ment on the subject then under consideration. 


| Academy at West Point with a copy of all the documents 
| pubiished by the Senate. 


| The amendment was agrecd to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 
and the amendments made as in Committee of the | 
‘Whole were concurredin. The bill, as amended, 
was ordered to a third reading, read a third time, j 
‘and passed. | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. i 


| to postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of | 
taking up the deficiency bill, I think if we will | 


| 
' 

|| Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, T now move | 
| 
| 


| agree to do that, we may, perhaps, pass it to-day, | 
' which will bean important consideration. [hope i 
‘the Senate will agree to take itup. If I-were to ; 
throw myself on their courtesy to allow me to | 
make a speech, I know they would permit me to | 
i do it; but I do not ask that; I merely ask the | 
Senate to take up the bill, so that we may endeavor | 
to pass it to-day. 
| Mr. STUART. I understood that the Senator | 
"from Delaware yesterday expressed a desire, with | 
the consent of as many Scnators as were left here 
at the time of the adjournment, to occupy the | 
residue of the morning hour, when the morning | 
| business was disposed of to-day, with an argu- 


i 
i 


4 
1 
1 
i 
i 
i 


| 
1 
i 
i 
ii 


| Mr.CLAYTON. I desire to occupy the res 
i iduce of the morning hour, and I will then give 
imy aid to the Senator from Virginia to take up | 
| the deficiency bill. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Am Ito understand that the | 
i honorable Senator from Delaware will yield the i 


|| floor at the expiration of the morning hour? , 
Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. i 
Mr. HUNTER. Then I withdraw my motion. ' 


NAVAL BOARD-—THE CLAYTON-BULWER 
TREATY. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It was my intention to ad- 
dress the Senate to-day, in reply to the speech 
of the honorable Senator from ‘Texas, delivered 
yesterday, assailing the charactor and motives 
of some of the members of the naval board, who 
are among the very best officers in the naval ser- 
vice. That speech was, in my view, a tissue 
of misstatements from its commencement to its 
closc. I desire to review it; but, sir, after hear- 
ing the honorable. Senator, last night, say, in 
reply to my colleague, (who had made an ample 
vindication of Captain Du Pont, and saved,in my 
judgment, the necessity of any further reply on 
that subject to-day,) that he intended to rejoin 
whenever the speech of my colleague should 
appear in Pine shall defer my remarks until 
I see in print the speech which the Senator from 
Texas made. 

ĮI now desire to address the Senate on another 
topic, which is of more importance in the com- 
munity, in reference to which there are some 
views that I am anxious to lay before the Senate 
to-day. I move, in order that I may have an op- 
portunity of doing so, that the motion to refer the 
letter of Lord John Russell may now be taken 


up. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill make an explanatory 
remark to the gentleman. I think he has limited 
the comprehensiveness of my remark. I stated 
that when the gentlemen would indicate a dispo- 
sition to reply to me, I would respond to them. 
My statement was, not confined to the colleague 
of the distinguished Senator from Delaware. 
will wait for his demonstration. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware, to proceed 
to the consideration of the motion to print the 
letter referred to. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose it is understood 
that the regular order of business will be taken 
up atone o’clock? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. Very well. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON proceeded to speak in con 
tinuation of a speech which he commenced on 
Monday last, in relation to the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. It will be published in the Appendix. 


HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Icall for the special order. 

The PRESIDENT. It will now be taken up, 
unless the Senate direct otherwise. 

Mr. STUART. Lunderstand that the bill first 
in order is the one, the consideration of which 
was suspended on Monday by an adjournment 
the bill for improving the Savannah river. That 
is the first business in order. 

The PRESIDENT. That was postponed with- 


out having been made the special order. 

Mr. SEUART. There was an adjournment 
upon it. 

Mr. IIUNTER. That bill was superseded by 
the action of yesterday, when it was not taken 
up. It will come up hereafter, in its turn, after 
the other special orders which were assigned be- 
fore it shall be disposed of. 

Mr. STUART, Very well. I propose to sub- 
mita motion which I presume will not be objected 
to. I am desirous that neither the deficiency 
bill nor the three million bill shall be interfered 
with by the river and harbor bills; therefore i 
ask the consent of the Senate to have them taken 
up informally, so that they may be made the spe- 
cial order for next Monday. That will give both 


| the bills which I have named the preference until 


they are disposed of. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. STUART. Ihave no objection to that. 
I modify my motion in that way. 

The motion was agreed to; and the river and 
harbor bills were taken up and postponed to Tues- 
day next, and made the special order for that day 
at one o’clock. 


PRIORITY OF SPECIAL ORDERS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now move to take up the 
deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order is 
the bil (S. No. 130) making appropriations for 
certain new fortifications. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
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ret for the purpose of taking up the deficiency 
il. 

Mr. WELLER. There have been so many 
motions made, that I should like to know what is 
now the precise condition of the three million bill. 
It was the unfinished business several days ago; 
and I desire to ascertain whether it will not take 

recedence, on Tuesday next, of the river and 
arbor bills? 

Mr. HUNTER. We may get through both 
this bill and the three million bill by that time. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to ascertain the pre- 
ae latituđe and longitude of the three million 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT. It is the next special 
order after the fortification bill, which the Chair 
announced as the first special order. 

The motion of Mr. Hunter, to postpgne the 
prior orders, was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
68) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1856, reported by the Committee on Finance, 
with amendments. . 

The Secretary proceeded to reađ the amend- 
ments, 

Mr. HUNTER. We had better take the ques- 
tion on each amendment separately as read. It 
is not necessary to read the whole bill before we 
take the question on the amendments, unless some 
Senator insists upon it. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be on 
agreeing to the first amendment as read, to in- 
gert: 

For the compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, 
and others receiving an annual salary in the service of the 
Senate: 

For the chiefclerk and clerk to the Committee on Finance, 
$2,413 44. 

For contingent expenses of the Senate: 

For binding, $11,000. 

For lithography and engraving, $25,000. 

For miscellaneous items, 35,000. 

For the contingent expenses of the House of Represent- 
atives : 

For the completion of the binding of documents ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Iouse, $89,715 56. 

For the completion of the engraving ordered at the second 
session of the Thirty-Third Congress, $150,000. 

For the engraving of maps, charts, and other plates ac- 
companying documents ordered to be printed at the first 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $19,000. 

For furniture and repairs, $3,500. 

For stationery for members, $4,000. 

For the pay of clerks upon the land maps for the use of 
the Committee on Public Lands, $6,770 80. 


s, $10,000; to enable the clerk to 
s at Large for the use of members of the 
House ntatives, per resolution of February 21, 
1856, ¢ 3 to enabl ary of State to p: © the 
clerks m his office of four the same compensation as 
was paid to the same class in other executive departments, 
from the Ist of July, 1853, to the 30th of June, 1555, inclu- 
Bive, $1,778 76. 
The amendment was agrced to. 


The next amendment was to insert: 

For compensation for clerical services performed in the 
office of the United States Legation at London, from De- 
cember, 1852, to August, 1853, inclusive, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was to insert: 

For fitting-up the court rooms and conference room, and 
offices for the solicitor and clerk of the Court of Claims, | 
$600. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


‘The next was to insert: 

For increase of the salary of the Governor of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, under the actof July 27, 1854, $1,929 
Provided, That from and after the 30th of June, 18 
Governor of the Territory of New Mexico shall r 
amual salary of $2,000 as Governor, and $1,000 
intendent of Indian affairs, all other acts and par 
allowing salaries to said officers being hereby repealed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will explain this item. 

anes g TTA 
Originally the Governor of New Mexico received 
a salary of $2,500—$1,500 in one capacity as 
Governor, and $1,000 as su 


verintendent of Indian 
affairs. His salary as Governor was afterwards 
increased to $3,000. 


purehase 


the 
e an 


The intention of both 
Houses no doubt was that $3,000 should be in 
‘full for his services in both capacities; but the 
words of the law are such, when they come to be 


examined, as to give him $3,000 salary ‘as Gov- | 


ernor,’”? and $1,000 as superintendent. of Indian 
affairs. Such, at least, is the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. They propose, therefore, to 


35. i] 


give him that sum for the past year, and to repeal 
the law, so that in future he shall be restricted to 
$3,000 as compensation for his services in both 
capacities. That is the object and effect of this 
amendment. - 

Mr. STUART. Inasmuch as Ido not agree 
to the construction of the law which has been 
adopted at the Treasury Department, nor to the 
justice of the proposed amendment, I feel it to 
be my duty to ask for a vote of the Senate upon 
the distinct question raised by that amendment. 

As the Senator from Virginia has just re- 
marked, it was undoubtedly the clear intention 
of both Houses of Congress to give the Governor 
of New Mexico $3,000 salary for all the duties 
performed by him. The original act which fixes 
his compensation contained language substanti- 
ally this: A certain sum ‘‘as Governor,” and a 
certain other sum ‘‘as superintendent of Indian 
affairs,” the whole making $2,500. That is right, 
I believe. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STUART. It was suggested that this sum 
of $2,500 wasinsufficient; and Congress, therefore, 
at the last session passed alaw which was in- 
tended to increase the pay of the Governor $500, 
so as to make his salary for both offices $3,000. 
In doing it they said: “ The salary of the Gov- 
ernor of New Mexico be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to the sum of 83,000.” Now, the con- 
struction of the Treasury Department is that, as 
the original act named a certain sum to be paid 
to him “as Governor,” and a certain other sum 
“as superintendent of Indian affairs,’’ the last 
legislation is to increase his pay as Governor to 
$3,000, and, therefore, to make his whole pay 
$4,000. It seems to me, however, that it is one 
of the clearest propositions in the world, that | 
the construction of the Treasury Department is | 
wrong; but, without disputing that point, it is 
equally clear that Congress ought to carry out its 
original intention, and give him only the $3,000. 

Tam aware that itis urged that, ifthe Treasury 
Department has given the law this construction, 
it has fixed a right. It has clothed the Governor 
of New Mexico with a vested right to receive 
$3,000 for salary as Governor, and $1,000 more 
as superintendent of Indian affairs. 1 deny that 
there is any such right. It is not an interference | 
with any right which heholds, to do just exactly | 
what Congress intended to do before, and that is, 
to give the Governor of New Mexico annual pay 
to the amount of $3,000. That was the inten- 
tion, and that, I think, justice requires should be 
done. Therefore, I shall ask for an amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, which will have,the effect of declaring, 
| that during the past fiscal year he shall receive | 
$3,000, instead of the proposition of the commit- | 
tee that he shall, during the past year, receive j 
$4,500. 

It may be said, perhaps, that Congress ought 
to define the language of its acts so clearly that 
there can be no dispute about it, but inthe hurry 
of legislation that is impossible. In a case like | 
this, where it is sought by an officer of this Gov- 
ernment, on a technical construction, to obtain 
what the law never intended he should have, I 
hold that it is not only no interference with his | 
right, but itis the plainest duty of Congress to | 
the people, to carry out the original design of the 
law. i 

I therefore move an amendment which shell | 
make the restriction applicable to the past year; 
and I think it can be done by substituting in the 
proviso reported by the committee, “ 1855” for 
© 1856,” so that it shall read, ‘from and after 
the 30th of June, 1855, the Governor of the Ter 
ritory of New Mexico shall receive,” &c. On that | 
proposition I ask for the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. As I said before, I believe 
the intention of both Houses was to do what the 
Senator from Michigan proposes, but the law is - 
clearly otherwise, as 1 think. In 1850 it was pro 
vided that the Governor of New Mexico ‘shall ; 
| receive an annual salary of $1,500 as Governor, | 
and $1,000 as superintendent of Indian affairs.” | 
That is the original law—the first under which he ; 
received anything. In 1854 it was enacted that i 
‘the salary of the Governor of New Mexico be, ; 
and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of 
$3,000. Thus, by the provision of the first law, : 
| he was allowed $1,500 as Governor, and $1,000 | 
U as superintendent of Indian affairs. The second i 


| ye 


law increases his salary as. Governor to $3,000; 
and it seems to me, that under the two laws, he 
is entitled to $3,000 as Governor, and. $1,000 as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. 2.0.0... 

e propose to give him what the words of the 
law allow, and then to bring it back to what:was 
the original design, and what is enough—$3,000 
for service in both capacities. es yee 

Mr. BRODEIEAD. There may be another 
reason for allowing the amendment to be adopted 
in the form in which it has been presented. by the 
Committee on Finance. I believe. additional 
duties have been assigned to the Governor of 
New Mexico. We have ordered public buildings 
to be erected in that Territory, and 1 think he has 
been directed to superintend the construction of 
those buildings, and disburse the moneys appro- 
priated for that purpose. If so, I do not think 
he has been paid too much. I presume that, under 
the existing laws, additional compensation could 
not be awarded to him for superintending the 
public buildings; and for this reason, I am in- 
clined more readily to concur in the construction 
of the Committee on Finance. ice 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have another 
reason for concurring with the Committee on Fi- 
nance. My experience here has taught me, that 
if the Treasury Department is determined to pay 
money to an officer, they will pay it, no matter 
what law you may pass; it docs not make the 
slightest difference whether the construction is 
right or wrong, if they will it, it will be done. 

Mr. STUART. Ifthe Senator willallow me a 
moment, I will state that the information sent to 
the Committee on Finance is, that the payment 
is suspended at the Treasury Department for the 
purpose of ascertaining the views of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. That indicates a reformation 
which Iam very glad to hear; but I was about 
to refer the Senate to a case that occurred three 
or four years ago, and I will proceed to do so: 
The Navy Department sent here for an increase 
of salary for one of their officers. Congress voted 
it down on a direct vote to amend the regular 
naval appropriation bili. They sent it a second 
year, and Congress voted it down again. This 
was done, I think, three times. 

A Senator. What is the case? 

Mr. HALE. I refer to the increased salary of 
Lieutenant Davis, superintending the Nautical 
Almanac. After Congress voted it down three 
times on a direct proposition, the Secretary of the 
Navy wrote to the Comptroller, and the Comp- 
troller got up a decision, by which, in the face 
of those three direct votes of Congress, he paid 
him an increased salary, and paid it for the back 
ars, when we had been denying it. With this 
experience before me, I say, that if the Depart- 
ments so construe a law as to increase a. man’s 
salary, they will pay him the money, and it is no 
use to oppose the construction of the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. HUNTER. I havea letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury which I wish to have read, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 14, 1856, 

Sir: The third section of the act of 9th September, 1850, 
(Little & Brown 9, page 447,) provides that the Governor 
of New Mexico shall perform the duties and receive the 
emoluments of superintendent of Indian affairs, and the 


relith section that he shali receive an annual salary of 
500 as Governor, and $1,000 as superintendent of Dadian 


By the act of the 27th July, 1854, volume 9, page 311, to 


| increase the salaries of exceutive and judiciary. officers in 


hingion, Utah, and Minnesota, 
y of the Governor of New Mex- 
roby, increased to the sum of 


Oregou, New Mexico, V 
itis provided “ that thes 
ico be, and the same is Sy 
3,000.77 pees 
Upon application of the Governor of New Mexico, the 
Somptrolicr of the Treasury examined the question of the 
rate oF compensation to whieh be was entitled, and reported 
to me his opinion, from which Tam unable to dissent, that, 
under the foregoing provisions, he is entitled to $3,000 as 
Governor, and $1,000 as superintendent, making together 
$4,000; but no more than $3,000 has been paid, for want 
ofa sufficien ropriation. A , 
ifthe committee take the same view of the subject, an 
additional appropriation will be required, as follows : 


Say, from 27th July, 1854, to 30th June, 1855..9929 35 
For the year to end 30th Junc, 1356.... ++ 1,000 00 
For the year to end 30th June, 1857...... +++4,000 00 


Making. ..r.seeeee eee ee eeeee sees 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
JAMES GUTIIRIE, Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Lewis De CaMpseit,, Chairman Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. 


Mr. DODGE. Mr. President, Tam in favor 
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of the amendment of the Committee on Finance, 
and J shall vote for it, because I think it no more 
than justice to this officer. His duties as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs in New Mexico have 
been very arduous. It is well knownto the coun- | 
try that we have been engaged in an almost.con- 
stant state of war with the Indians there. It is 
‘well known that this gentleman has had import- 
ant duties devolved on him, and he has performed 
them entirely to the satisfaction of the Govern- 
ment.” A state of war devolves on an Indian su- 
perintendent much more responsible and arduous 
Katies than those which hé performs when we are 
at peace with the Indians. When there is any 
‘evidence of hostile feeling, it is necessary for the 
“superintendent to exercise a great deal of discre- 
tion in order to keep peace in the country, andas 
‘faras I understand the character of this gentle- 
man, he has fully met the views of his Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, the law, as it 
now stands, I think, ifconstrued in the usual man- 
ner, undoubtedly gives the sum which the amend- 

“ment of the committee appropriates. The Com- 
mittee on Finance, however, have reason to think 
‘this inercase of salary was inadvertently given at 
aformer Congress. - The salary was made higher 
than-was intended. "Therefore, while we pay the 
‘salary, as the law requires, we have annexed a 
‘provisomaking the salary hereafter what we think 
‘it was the intention of Congress that it should be. 
In my judgment, this is the only course which it 
is proper to pursue in this case, Iam not willing, | 
for one, to refuse to pay what is due from the 
Government—what a court of justice would say 
‘was due from the Government; and if the law is 
different from what we intended, the only remedy 
which ought to be applied is, prospectively, to | 
make it what we intended it to be.» This is what 
is done'by the amendment as it now stands. 

Mr. STUART. In reply to the suggestion 
made by my friend, the Senator from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. Dongx,] I beg leave to say to him, that if | 
there were any suggestions from the Department, 
that the salary of this officer ought to be increased | 
in consequence of the performance of any spe- 
cial duties, that would be an entirely different 
question. There is no such suggestion from any 
quarter. But I think that $3,000, being an in- 


exease of $500 from what his salary was origin- || 


ally,is ample. This addition was made by law 
last year; and itisenough. It is more than any 
other territorial Governor receives. The ques- 
tion before us is simply reduced to this: Shall 
we sanction a construction by which a mere error 
of language in legislating to raise a salary $500 
is made use of to give an increase of $1,500? It 
is conceded by the gentlomen who have addressed 
the Senate, that this was but a mistake, at best. 
I submit, that the construction which I give is the 
more preferable construction to be given to the 
language which Congressemployed. ‘he original 
act divided the Governor’s salary. It allowed 
him $1,500 ‘as Governor,” and $1,000 “as 
superintendent of Indian affairs.” “he amend- 
atory act simply says, that the “salary of the 
Governor of New Mexico ” should thereafter be 
$3,000. I submit, that the language of the amend- 
atory act is not inconsistent with the construction, 
that the sum of $3,000 was intended to be the 
whole salary for both offices; but the Sceretary 
of the Treasury has affirmed a decision of the 
Comptroller which gives a contrary effect. My 
amendment simply proposes to do exactly what 
itis conceded Congress intended to do a year 
ago. I say, therefore, it injures nobody, but 
carries out, as the gentlemen admit, the original | 
object. E contend, that where there is, at least, a | 
room for doubt as to the construction, Congress || 
ought now to do what the original act intended | 
to do. H 

If my amendment shall prevail in the Senate, I l 
shall move to reduce the appropriation $1,000, | 
because it will be seen that this is to provide for | 
a deficiency in the last year’s salary. The officer 
has received at the Treasury $3,000, for Congress 
last year appropriated $3,000 to pay him. He 
now demands $1,000, for which there is no appro- i 
priation, Congress appropriated for an increase 
ofthe sum $500, Therefore, if my amendment 
in this instance prevails, I shall then move to re- ; 
duce the appropriation $1,000, which will make 
up the deficiency, according to theoriginal inten- 
tion of Congress. } 


amendmentof the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, 
Harlan, Houston, Iverson, Johnson, Mason, Pratt, Reid, 
Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Trumbull, and Wade—27. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Brodhead, 
Brown, Clay, Collamer, Dodge; Hamlin, Hunter, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Touccy, and Weller—15. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I propose now to reduce the 
appropriation, and I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance will inform me whether 
my motion will effect the object. The appropri- 
ation is $1,929 35. The amount of the salary in 
dispute is $1,000. I suppose that by striking out 
$1,929 35, and inserting $929 35, the appropria- 
tion will be conformable to my original amend- 
ment. I therefore move this modification. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the amend- 
ment of the committce as modified was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to insert: 

For filling up and grading the grounds belonging to the 
custom-house building, Norfolk, Virginia, $1,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is in pursuance of the 
recommendation of the Treasury Department. 
It seems that the grounds are marshy, and the 
Board of Health of Norfolk have asked that they 
shall be filled up. If not done by the 1st of June, 
it may be too late. An appropriation of $1,000 
is recommended for this purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert: 


For transportation of officers, and for fuel and quarters, 
the payment of which is no longer made by the quarter- 
master’s department, $2,127 12. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was to insert: 

For continuing the work on the Washington aqueduct, 
$300,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will make an explanation 
in regard to this amendment, though it may not 
be necessary here, but it may elsewhere. “It is 
recommended to the committee to take a portion 
of the money estimated for the next fiscal ycar 
and appropriate it now, so that we may have the 
use of the money during the working season. 
If the work is to be carried on, it is better to ap- 
propriate the money at such a time as to enable 
it to be used during their working season, rather 
than during the summer. 

Mr. ADAMS. This is the old water-works 
question. A new appropriation is proposed to 
continue the work. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and yeas were ordered, and heing 
taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 5; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brown, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, 
Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, 
| Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Trumbull, and Weller—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Clay, Fitzpatrick, and 
Wade--5. 

Mr. HUNTER. I propose now to treat as 
one amendment all the items down to section two, 
as they are all deficiencies in the quartermaster’s 


| department. I shall havea report of the quarter- 
| master read. 


I wish the vote to be taken on all 
of the items as one amendment. 

The Secretary accordingly read, as one amend- 
ment, the following items: 


For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, consisting of fucl, forage in kind for the horses, mules, 
and oxen of the guartermaster’s department, at the several 
military posts and stations, and with the armies in the field ; 
for the horses of the firstand second regiments of dragoons, 
the companies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and such companies of infantry as may be mount- 
ed, and also forthe authorized number of officers’ horses, 


į when serving in the ficld and at the outposts; of straw for 


soldiers’ bedding, and of stationery, including company and 
other blank-books for the army, certificates for discharged 
soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quartermaster’s de- 


orders, army regulations and reports, $460,000. 

For the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, consisting of postage on letters and packets re- 
ceived and sent by officers of the Army on public service ; 
expenses of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation to judges-ad vocate, recorders, 


i members, and witnesses, while on that service, under the 


act of March 16, 1802 ; extra pay to soldiers employed under 
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partments, and for the printing of division and department į 


; Washington, Kansas, and Nebraska. 


the direction of the quartermaster’s department, in the erec- 
tion of barracks, quarters, storchouses, and hospitals ; the 
construction of roads, and other constant labor, for periods 
of not less than ten days, under the acts of March 2, 1819, 
and August 4, 1854, including those employed as clerks at 
division and department headquarters; expenses of ex- 
presses to and from the frontier posts and armies in the 
field ; of escorts to paymasters, other disbursing officers, and 
trains, when military escorts cannot be furnished; ex- 
penses of the interment of non-commissioned officers and 
soldiers ; authorized office furniture ; hire of laborers in the 
quartermaster’s department, including hire of interpreters, 
spies, and guides, for the Army ; compensation of clerk to 
officers of the quartermaster’s department ; compensation of 
forage and wagon-masters, authorized by the act of Juty 5, 
1838; for the apprehension of deserters, and the expenses 
incident to their pursuit; the various expenditures required 
for the first and second ‘regiments of dragoons, the compa- 
nies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, and 
such companies of infantry as may be mounted, viz: for 
the purchase of horse equipments, as saddles, bridles, sad- 
die-blankets, nose-bags, iron combs, currycontbs, and spurs 
and straps; oftraveling forges, blacksmiths’? and shoeing 
tools, horse and mule shoes, iron and steel for shoeing, hire 
of veterinary surgeons, purchase of medicines for horses 
and mules, shoeing horses of mounted corps, and repairing 
dragoon and.sifle equipments, 180,000, 

For constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during the year, and 
for repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab- 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty ; hire of quarters for troops, of store- 
houses for the sate keeping of military stores, and of grounds 
for summer cantonments ; for encampinents aud temporary 
frontier stations, $100,000: Provided, however, That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to sell, 
under the direction of the Presideut, all military sites which 
have been, or which may hereafter become, unnecessary 
for military purposes; and that the monéy arising from the 
sales of such sites shall constitute a fund for the purchase 
and improvement of other sites which it may become neces- 
sary to occupy for the defense of the frontiers. ‘And it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of War to report, within one 
month atter the commencement of each session of Con- 
gress, the action of the Department under the authority 
hereby conferred, showing the number and description of 
sites sold, and the amount received for each, with a detailed 
account Of the application of the money received. $ 

For mileage to otlicers of the Army, for transportation o 
themselves and baggage when traveling on duty without 
troops or escorts, $60,000. 

Tor transportation of the Army, including the baggage of 
the troops when moving either by land or water; of cloth- 
ing, camp, and garrison equipage, and horse equipments, 
from the depot at Philadelphia to the several posts and 
Army depots; of subsistence trom the places of, purchase, 
and from the places of delivery under contract, to such 
places as the circumstances of the service may require it to 
be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small-arms, from 
the founderies and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, 
frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, whartage, tolls, 
and ferriages ; for the purchase and hire of horses, mules, 
and oxen, and the purch and repair of wagons, carts, 
drays, ships, and other sea-going vessels and boats for the 
transportation of supplies, and for garrison purposes ;. for 
drayage and cartage at the several posts ; hire of teamsters ; 
transportation of funds for the pay and other disbursing 
departments ; the expense of sailing public transports on the 
various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and 
Pacific ; and for procuring water at such posts as from their 
situation require that it be brought from a distance, and 
for clearing roads, and removing obstructions from roads, 
harbors, and rivers, to the extent which may be required 
for the actual operations of the troops on the frontier, 
$1,000,000. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now ask that the commu- 
nication of the quartermaster general be read. 
The Seeretary read it, as follows: 


QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, February 27, 1856. 

Sra: The appropriations for the guartermaster’s depart- 
ment will all be exhausted before the middle of next month. 
The numerous and rapid movements which the troops were 
required to make during the last fiscal year caused an 
expenditure for transportation greatly exceeding the appro- 
priation for that year, and became a charge upon the appro- 
priation for the present year. I estimate the deficiency in 
the appropriation for transportation the last year at about 
$600,000. The great increase in the price of forage caused 
the expenditures on that account to excecd the appropria- 
tion for the year; the charge upon the appropriation for 
forage for the present year I estimate at $200,000. 

In addition to these deficiencies in the last year, there 
las been a greatly increased expenditure caused by the 
Indian hostilities, and the active operations which it has 
been necessary to carry on against them, in the States of 
California and Florida, and the ‘Territories of Oregon, 
These operations 
were not expected, and were not provided for in the esti- 
mates presented to Congress, on which the appropriations 
for the present year were made. 

From fifteen to eighteen hundred thousand dollars will 
be necessary to carry the departnient through the year, A 
considerable sum will also be required to reimburse ex- 
penses being incurred on account of militia and volunteers 


| ealled into service. J have received no estimate of the prob- 


able expense incurred, or being incurred; but, from the cor- 
respondence of officers serving on the Pacific and in New 
Mexico, | am sure the expenditure to be provided for will be 
considérable. 

As the time has nearly arrived when preparations should 
be made for the operations of the next season, I respect- 
fully recommend that application be made for an appropria- 
tion at as early a period as possible; and I have the honor to 
be, sir, your obedient servant, TH. S. JESUP, 

Quaricrmuster General. 
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Nore.—Heads of appropriation under which the above is 
required, viz: 
Quartermaster’s department— 


Forage.. «. $400,000 
BUC eccsesversstvvcacciversyess, 60,000 
— $460,000 
Barracks and quarters.seecsccccsseccscees $10,000 
Incidental expenses........... ER 180,000 
Traveling allowances to officers,.....+« 60,000 


‘Transportation of Ue army....ccceseeesersrees 1,000,000 


Totalscesceseeeveesceee eres eree sees s :$1,800,000 


HON. JEFFERSON Davis, Secretary of War, Washington. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senate will perceive that 
there is a provision embodied in this amendment 
to enable the Secretary of War, under the direc- 
tion of the President, to sell old sites which are 
not needed for military purposes. Under this 
provision it is hoped that hereafter we shall not 

ave to appropriate for barracks and quarters. 
We shall get a fund from this source which will 
probably pay that portion of the expenses of the 


rmy. 
Mr. GEYER. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that it is not proper to invest the Secretary of 
War with the large discretion of selling, in any 
mode he may think proper, any military post. 
If it is desirable to sell any of them, a provision 
ought to be made regulating the mode of disposi- 
tion and imposing some restrictions. Atall events 
it seems to me that the deficiency bill is not the 
place for a provision of this naturc. There are 
military posts now occupied by the Government 
of the United States which are of great value; 
and this proposition is to commit to the Secretary 
of War, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, the power of selling them at 
discretion for such price and in such way as he 
may think proper. This does not seem to me 
to be consistent with our system of distribution 
of the public property. We will not allow an acre 
of vacant land to be sold by the President of the 
United States except under the express regulation 
of law. There are sites at military posts which 
ought to be reserved, whether an appropriation 
to keep them up be made or not. I will mention 
the one at Rock Island. That point ought, in my 
judgment, to be selected for a military academy; 
- and sooner orlater this Government ought to make 
- appropriations for the organization of an academy 
there. At any rate, it is of no expense to the 
Government to keep it; and, if it be considered 
desirable to sell any other post, a special provision 
can be made for it. 
Mr. HUNTER. I confess, sir, I caught with 
avidity at any scheme which sought to make any 
ortion of our military system self-sustaining. 
t seemed to me that we should be effecting a 
great deal if we could, by the sale of old military 
posts which had become. useless, provide the 
means for building the new quarters and barracks 
that may be necessary. I thought, too, there 
was a hope that it might become a regular sys- 
tem. When we select sites on the frontier, they 


are of very little value; as population settles | 


around them, their value increases for the uses of 
civil life, and they cease to be of any service for 
military purposes. We can then sell them, and 
probably provide the means, as I am assured, by 
which we may cut off this large portion of the 
expenses of the Army. Iwas anxious to secure 
something like that system—one which has often 
been recommended by the Secretary of War. If, 
however, the clause requires further guards, I 
hope the Senator from Missouri will suggest 
them. Iwould like to throw all the guards around 
that power which might be practicable; but I do 
not at present see how it could be properly 
amended; I do not know how the authority 
would be useful, if we were to restrict him to 
advertising and accepting the highest bidder. We 
have either to give the discretion or refuse it. 
We have either to take the benefits of this sys- 
tem, or to go without it. If we desire the benefits 
of the system, we must give the discretion to the 
Secretary and President to sell when they think 
it to the advantage of the United States to do so. 
I do not sce what temptation they could have to 
sell any site which might be wanted for military 
purposes. They would probably only sell where 
the site was useless for military purposes, and 
had acquired a money value. 

So far as‘any special post may be concerned— 
Rock Island or any other—I know nothing about 
it. If it is necessary we can make a special 


reservation. Congress will always have it in their 
power to except from sale, if they choose, any 
such spot as ihat which the Senator suggests. If 
it is thought that particular places should be 
reserved, Congress can say so now. I was not 
aware, however, that there was any special rea- 
son for reserving Rock Island, or any other site; 
and I believe the whole subject may be left safely 
to the discretion of the Secretary of War. As it 
is, I am told that we frequently lose the value of 
these posts from the fact, that sometimes preémp- 
tions are made on them; the parties come to us 
asking for a bill to relieve them, and it is passed 
through both Housesasa private bill. Generally, 
the subject is not understood. We have, as I 
am informed, in some cases, lost valuable prop- 
erty in this way; but if we were to adopt some- 
thing like a system, and require the Secretary of 
War to report his views on all such cases, he 
would act under responsibility to Congress and 
public opinion. However, as I have said, if the 
Senator from Missouri will suggest any proper 
guards, I shall be happy to vote for them. 

Mr. GEYER. Whenever a bill is presented 
proposing to regulate the disposition of this prop- 
erty, I shall endeavor to make an effort to guard 
it; but it seems to me that it is unwise to vestin 
the Secretary of War, under the direction of the 
President, so large a discretion as is proposed by 
this provision. lt is not necessary, I presume, 
for the support of the Army. I suppose that the 
proceeds of these sites are not necessary for mil- 
itary purposes, for the support of the Army, ory 
any of its departments. I presume, also, that” | 
whenever it shall become necessary or proper to 
sell any post, the Secretary of War will call on 
Congress for authority to make thesale, and then 
it will be time enough to provide for the mode of 
disposition. 

Believing it to be inexpedient to bestow this 
power on the Secretary of War, I move to strike 
out the proviso in the amendment of the commit- 
tee, in the following language: 

Provided, however, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to scll, under the direction of the 
President, all military sites which have been, or which may 
hereafter become, unnecessary tor military purposes; and 
that the money arising from the sales of such sites shall 
constitute a fund for the purchase and improvement of other 
sites which it may become necessary to occupy for the 
detense of the frontiers. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of War to report, within one month after the 
commencement of each session of Congress, the action of 
the Department under the authority hereby conferred, show- 
ing the number and description of sites sold, and the amount 
received for each, with a detailed account of the applica- 
tion of the money received. : 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri will not prevail. Many 
sites and military posts were established years 
ago upon what was then supposed to be the fron- 
tier. Now, in consequence of emigrants having 
settled around those military posts and the Indians 
having disappeared, they are no longer necessary 
for military purposes. You may take, for instance, 
one of the military posts in California, cstablished 
in 1851—Fort Reading. It was then on theex- 
treme frontier; there were very many Indians in 
that vicinity; but now, such has been the tide of 
emigration to that section of the State, the Indians 
are gradually disappearing and it is no longer 
necessary to keep up a military post at that point. 
The Government has expended perhaps from one 
hundred and fifty to two hundred thousand dol- 
lars in putting up buildings at that place. [have 
no doubt that military post can be sold for a very 
fair price. It is certainly becoming useless for 
military purposes. So itis with many other posts. 
There have been sites selected at points which 
were indispensably necessary three, or four, or 
five years ago, but where it is no longer necessary 
to keep up military posts. ; 

If I understand the proposition submitted by 
the Committee on Finance, it is, that whenever 
they become unnecessary for military purposes, 
the Secretary of War, under the direction of the 
President of the United States, shall have the au- 
thority to sell them. What can be the objection 
to that? Whenit is no longer necessary to keep 
up posts for military purposes, what disposition 
can you make of them? I ask my friend from 
Missouri to tell me what he proposes to do with 
| them? They are not needed for military pur- 
poses, and why should the Government continue 


the military sites which have been selected in 
California there is a considerable quantity of land 
attached to them; the military keep off the emi- 
grants; they will not suffer our people to go.on 
the land and cultivate it. If itis unnecessary for 
the purposes of the Government, why should 
ou prevent the settlement and cultivation of the 
and around those posts? Lask my-friend from 
Missouri to tell me what disposition he will make 
of them?. They are useless to the Government. 
Why, then, should it prevent the emigrant from 
cultivating the soil attached to those posts? 

Besides, as I have already intimated, in various 
parie of the Union large sums of money have 

een expended for buildings on these military 
sites. Does my friend from Missouri propose to 
keep an armed force there, and expend public ` 
money there, in keeping those buildings in repair? 
Why expend money to keep them in repair if 
they be unnecessary for ‘military purposes? It 
seems to me that economy requires that we should 
get rid of the unnecessary sites as soon as possible, 
because so long as we retain them they will be a 
constant, charge on the Treasury to keep the 
buildings in repair. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I can see one 
difficulty in the way of allowing the Secretary of 
War—whether the present or any succeeding 
one—to settle the question for himself. The pres- 
ent Secretary might think*the exercise of the 
power was unnecessary, and might therefore re- 
fuse to exercise it; but the very next man who 
succeeds him might have a contrary opinion and 
acton it. Different officers see these things in 
a different light. We are trusting a very import- 
ant decision to the judgment of one man. ‘I do 
not pretend to say that any Secretary would in- 
tentionally judge incorrectly, but we know how 
widely we differ in opinion as to what is neces- 
sary. I do not mean to address myself to the 
committee’s amendment particularly; but if it is 
to pass at all, I desire to suggest that it ought 
to be amended, so as to read, ‘ that the moncy 
arising from the sales of such sites shall be paid 
into the Treasury, and shall constitute a fund,” 
&c. Ido not like this thing of keeping accounts 
outside of the Treasury. move, therefore, to 
insert the words, “be paid into the Treasury, 
and shall,” to make the clause read as I have 
suggested. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iagree to that. 

The amendment of Mr. Brown wasagreed to; 
and the question recurred on Mr. Guyzr’s mo- 
tion to strike out the proviso as amended. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Iam in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri; but I do not 
wish that position to be taken as an intimation 
that I have not confidence in the Seerctary of 
War to the full extent of all the purposes for 
which the Senators from Virginia and California 
have urged this provision. It may be that it 
would be a safe investment of discretion. I doubt 
it. The great objection which I have is to the 
sweeping nature of the provision. It extends to 
“all military sites.” It seems to me that it goes 
infinitely beyond what the gentlemen have spoken 
of as necessary. They have told us of the use- 
lessness of some interior military sites; but there 
is no provision here limiting the power to those 
cases. It is not confined to frontier military 
sites—it is unlimited, unqualified. Under the 
power which this clause proposes to give to the 

ecretary of War, he may sell all the fortifications 
for the defense of the city of New York, all the 
fortifications for the defense of the city of Boston, 
of Charleston, and of every other city in. the 
Union. He may sell, if he pleases, at his own 
discretion, any military site in the United States, 
and all the fortifications on them. It seems to 
me that so unlimited and unqualified a power as 
this is not necessary for the purposes of which | 
the gentlemen have spoken. It is certainly avery 
dangerous and unlimited provision, I cannot 
vote for it. I shall therefore support the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I agree fully 
with my friend from Missouri, who has moved 
to strike out this clause of the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. There are other consid- 
erations, I think, besides those which have been 
suggested, which ought to induce us to pause 
before we take a step of this character. Ido not 
at all differ in opinion from the chairman of the 


to be the owner of them? Why not suffer the 
i emigrants to go there and cultivate the land? At 


| Committee on Finance, [Mr. Huntrer,] nor the 


ay 


‘sold. 


‘not to be necessary. But observe the language 


` suggested to me just now that, under this clause, 


in New York city, for it_is no longer necessary 


` asking for any authority from any source what- 


` formerly frontier posts—to disposing of the mili- 


` be ‘necessary for other than military purposes. 


` this clause to be stricken out, as proposed by my 
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chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
[Mr. WerLer,] as to the necessity of disposing 
of many of the military sites; but I think we 
ought to reserve for ourselves the decision of the 
question of selecting those sites which should be 

I do not know that I should object to vest- 
ing in the Secretary of War for the time being, 
if he had the confidence of Congress, the disposal 
of any particular site which we might determine 


of this amendment. It proposes to vest in the 
Secretary of War the right “ to sell, under the 
direction of the President, all military sites which 
have been, or which may hereafter become, un- 
necessary for military purposes.” Now, there 
are many reservations in the different States of 
the Union originally made for military purposes, 
which may not be necessary any longer for those 
specific purposes, but may be exceedingly im- 
portant and useful for other Government pur- 
poses. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Fisw] has 


the Secretary of War could sell Castle Garden, 
for military purposes. It isa property of im- 
mense value. He would be vested with a discre- 
tion in disposing of a property of this kind at his 
will and pleasure, without control from Congress, 
without the necessity of advertising, without |i 


ever except the President of the United States. 
There would probably be no objection in regard 
to many of the fronticr posts—or what were 


tary sites; but, as I have said before, sites may 


The gentleman from Missouri has stated to us a 
particular site—that on Rock Island. That site 
is not plaice perhaps, for military purposes, 
but may be requisite for some other purpose in 
which the nation at large is interested. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Ifthe Senator will allow me || 
to interrupt him, I will say that Tam willing to il 
postpone this provision until we can have time 
to prepare something like this system. 
r. BENJAMIN, Will the Senator allow 


friend from Missouri ? 

Mr. HUNTER. [am willing to agree to that. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. [think itis best. 

The motion to strike out the proviso was agreed | 
to; and the amendment of the committee, as thus 
amended, was adopted, HI 


_ Mr. HUNTER, [am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Finance to report the following amend- | 
ment, to come in after the one just adopted: 

For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
district courts of the United States, including the District 
of Columbia; also, tor jurors and witnesses, (in aid of the 
fees arising from fines, pemut k ures,) incurred 
in the fiscal year ending the 80th of June, 1856, aud previous 


years; and likewise lor de ng the expenses of smits in 
which tbe United State srned, and of prosecution 
for offenses commited a st the United Stites, and for 
the safe-keoping of prisoners, $200,000. 

Mr. BUNTER. 1 will ask to have a communi- 
cation from the Deparunent of the Tnterior read. 


The Seeretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT op THE INTERIOR, March 18, 1855. 

Sır: Lt becomes my duty to apprise you of a defieic 
in the appropriation for detraying the expenses of the Ped- 
eral courts during the pre year, and fo ask thatthe 
requisite means of supplying the saine may be provided in 
the bill now before the Senate 

When the mates for thi ar were prepared, Ure item 
for the exper y judiciary was inercased ope han- 
dred thousand dollars beyond the amount appropriated for | 
the same object for the previous year, and it was hoped and 
expected the additional sum asked for would be as mich as 
would be required to meet the increasing wants of the 
vice. In this expectation, however, the Department D 
been disappointed; tbe expenses have increased far beyond 
what was contemplated. 

The following wre suggested as some of the reasons which | 
have led to thjs result: 

First. Atter the estimates of last year were submitt 
j Additional courts were established in Calie 
and several of the States were divided into two judi 
districts, for which no provisi s been made; and none 
was asked for subscquently, as it was not anticipated that 
the increase in the expenses Incident to such division wouid 
be so considerable as they have since proved to he. 

Second. Expenses for rent of court-rooms have been 
greater than formerly; and a considerable sum has becu | 
required for furnishing new buildi provided for the ac- | 
commodation of the courts. This class of expenditures will 
be likely to increase for some time to come. 

Third. The institution of s at various points 
lations of the neutrality laws, for frauds upon the 
of the United States, and for the euforcenmacut of the sets 
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passed by Congress against the slave trade, has, of neces- 
sity, constituted a heavy charge upon the judiciary fund: 
and such must, of necessity, continue to be the case, so 
long as those laws are violated. 

Fourth. The extension of the. system to newly-erected 
Territories has, likewise, been attended with considerable 
additional expense. These Territories are filing up with a 
rapidity unexampled in the past history of the country, and 
the business of the courts therein keeps pace with the sct- 
tlements. Were the courts held at one or two places only 
in cach Territory, as was formerly the case in the Tcrrito- 
ries northwest of the Ohio, the expense would still be 
large, but by no means what it now is. This will be better 
understood from the following statement in reference to the 
Territory of Minnesota: During the year ending 30th June, 
1853, the remittances to the marshal amounted to $5,364 16 5 
the next year to $13,000, and the next to $13,000. By act 
of the Legislature, passed on the 7th ultimo, courts were 
direeted to be held twice a year in most of the counties in 
that Perritory, the annual expense of which, it is estimated 
by the marshal, will amount to not less than $36,000. 

Fifth. While the business in the new Territories has so 
rapidty increased, there has also been a sieady inerease of 
business in the older portions of the country, which requires, 
and will no doubt continuc to require, an addition to the 
amount of the annual appropriations made by Congress on 
that account. 

In view of these considerations, T have the honor respect- 
fully to request that the sum of $200,000 may be appropri- 
ated to supply the deficiency in the appropriation for the 
present fiscal year, and that the estimate for the next year 
may be increased from eight to ten hundred thousand dol- 
Tars. 

The amount now in the Treasury subject to draft is re- 
duced to about 475,000; and more than three months yet 
remain tothe close of the fiscal year. 

Yhave the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
vant, R. McCLELLAND, Secretary. 
Ifon. R. M. T. Hunter, Chairman Finance Committee, 
Senate United States. 


Mr. HUNTER. There is a large deficiency 
in the judiciary department, and it may naturally 


se 


| be asked vi the estimate for it was not sooner 
hb 


presented? The amount of the deficiency was not 
known until the marshals presented their accounts, 
which are nowcoming in. The Department could 
not therefore estimate for the deficiency until they 
received them. There have also been some special 
causes for the large judicial expenditure during 
this year. The trials for the violation of our law 
under the neutrality act have been very expensive; 
but I think it my duty to'state, further, that this 
sum is increased by some monstrous abuses which 
have crept into the execution of the machinery of 
that Department, and which cannot be rectified 
except by legislation in Congress, For instance, 
there is a provision in our law that if the fees of 
the clerk of a court do not amount to $500, the 
Government must pay him enough to give him 
$500; and Lam told that, in some cascs where a 
court was held only one day in the year, and the 
clerk’s fee was five dollars, he came inand claimed 
$500. 
courts are held open all the year round, the clerks 
thus getting five dollars for every day, when per- 


haps it was not necessary to hold court more than | 


twenty days. 

I leam that, in many cases, the district attor- 
neys, instead of making several counts in one 
indictment against a prisoner, make separate in- 
dietments for all those counts, so as to swell their 
tees. Lam told, too, that marshals, when they 
stimmon a witness, instead of charging $1 50 for 


each day when the witness attended, charge that i 
$ > 


sum in every case in which he is summoned as a 
withes 

In gard to the Territory of Minnesota, it 
seems we have provided that the Legishiture of 
the ‘Territory may prescribe the number of terms 
of the court, and the places at which the court 


shall be held, and we have to pay the expense; |) 
, 3 L 


henec, as the Seeretary of the Interior has re- 


| marked, there is a sudden, rapid, and, it seems 


to me, most unnecessary, increase of the judicial 
expenditure in that Territory. There is a clerk 
at every place where a court is held, and his sal- 
ary has to be paid. 
also, we pay the clerks, and they collect no foes 
The United States have to pay; whereas, if th 


fees were collected, there would be more than |t 


enough to pay the salaries of the clerks. 
Everywhere, it seems to me, this system re- 


quires regulation, and regulation which can only | 
be provided for by law. ‘The head of the Interior | 
Department cannot reach it, nor can we on the | 


Finance Committee. Although some intimation 
has been thrown out to that effect, we cannot at- 


tempt to legislate for such matters on the appro- | 
But it does seem to me that the | 
appropriate committees ought to take thesc mat- |] 


priation bills. 


ters under consideration and remedy these abuses 


_ remed y’them not only for the purpose of ceon- | 


Iam informed also, that in some places j 


In the District of Columbia, | 


omizing the expenditure of public money, but for. 
the sake of the public morals there ought to be 
some provision made to put an end to these 
things. As it is, although J believe there have 
been abuses—~abuses which the Department could 
not regulate—abuses growing out of the state of 
our law—yet I think that it is necessary to appro- 
priate this money. The estimate for it came in 
only yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I am very 
glad that the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance has brought these abuses to the notice of 
the Senate, and i hope the Committce on the Ju- 
diciary will take cognizance of them. In addition 
to the abuses of which he has spoken, there is 
another to which my attention was specially 
called a year ago, when attending one of the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States. The circuitcourt 
of the United States in the district to which I 
allude necessarily holds its session for nearly the 
whole year—for large scasons of the year, trying 
i not only criminal causes, but civil causes, patent 
causes, and admiralty causes, together with a 
great many commercial causes. My attention 
wascalled to the fact by a person connected with 
the court, responsible and honorable, that the 
grand jury practically sat nearly the whole year 
round, and that the court either had no authority 
to discharge the grand jury or to limit their ses- 
sion, or clse that it would have been an arbitrar 
exercise of authority to inquire with too muc 
niceness whether their business required their 
continuance in session. That this abuse in the 
sittings of grand jurics prevails very widely 
i throughout the United States I think there is no 
manner of doubt. Then, upen this information, 
the Committee on the Judiciary would do well to 
inquire whether there cannot be some provision 
framed authorizing and directing the courts to 
inquire into the reasonableness of the duration of 
the sittings of the grand juries. The other state- 
ments about attorneys’ fees and witnesses’ fees 
I have no doubt are substantially correct as the 
honorable Senator states them. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I understand 
the honorable Senator from Virginia to say, that 
in some cases clerks and marshals have been 
allowed large sums fora court’s session of one 
day in a year, which only entitled them to five 
dollars; aud that in other cases the court is fre- 
quently held throughout the year, when all its 
business might be done in twenty days. If that 
statement goes to the country in that shape, it is 
a reflection on all the district courts of the United 
States; because, if the business of the court calls 
| for but a twenty days’ session, it is entirely with- 
in the power of the court to regulate the matter. 
Each court audits the accounts of its clerks and 
marshals. They all pass through the hands of 
the court; and if a district or circuit judge of the 
United States has audited a clerk’s account for 
five dollars a day throughout the year, when the 
entire business of the court could be transacted 
! in twenty days, it is a very grave offense. I sub- 
mit there must be some error in that portion of 
the honorable Senator’s statement, ‘That cannot 
j; be one of the abuses alluded to, 

Mr. HUNTER. That is one of the abuses; 
at least I have the authority of the Seeretary of 
the Interior for stating it to be so. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the attention of 
Congress was drawn to this subject a few years 
avo, and athorough investigation was had in the 
other Flouse, when Mr. McLanahan, not now a 
member, was chairman of the Committee on the 
: Judiciary. He reported a bill, which was passed, 
to limit these fees. Practically the bill amounts 
to nothing. Its object was to reduce the expenses 
of the courts, and regulate the fees of the clerks, 
marshals, and attorneys. The difficulty, in a 
vory great measure, exists in an evil which an 
t honorable Senator from Wisconsin, not now a 
| member of this body, (Mr. Walker, ) undertook to 
‘yeach. It arises from the fact, that the courts of 
the United States, in many judicial districts, are 
mere family concerns. The father is judge, the 
son clerk, and the cousin or nephew commis- 
li sioner or district attorney, or something of that 
sort. That is the case to-day in very many of 
your largest districts, and in some of the districts 
i where these abuses have gone on to a most 
enormous extent. At the time of the investiga- 
| tion to which I have alluded, one case was brought 
to our attention where, in a certain criminal pros- 
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little sum of $9,000. 


After the law was passed under which you un- |! 


dertook to restrain these court abuses, I had oc- | 
casion to appear before one of the United States 

courts, where the judge was the father and the 

clerk was the son; and I found that they only 

charged about two hundred per cent. fees over 
and above what the act of Congress allowed, and 

they thought that was very modest. [Laughter.] 

Sir, exactly as long as the evil to which I have 

alluded exists, just so long will these abuses con- 

tinue. You may pass as many laws as you 

please, but if you do not break up the close-cor- 

-poration system into which your courts have 

degenerated, your laws will amount to nothing; 

they will be laughed at. If the Judiciary Com- 

mittce will turn their attention to the subject, I 

should be pleased to learn how many district 

courts of the United States are pretty little close 

family corporations. Sir, the tale will astonish 

you when told. You will find that the exceptions | 
are few; that in very many of the districts the 

system of which I have spoken exists; and as | 
long as itis so these abuses will continue, and 
your deficiencies will grow up $100,000, $200,000, 
and $300,000, and will be constantly increasing 
as long as this state of things is allowed to re- 
main. I hope the judiciary committee will turn 
their attention to this subject, and will examine 
some documents which were published in the 
other House under the searching investigation 
of a very honorable and high-minded man, not 
now a member of either House—I refer to the j 
report of Mr. McLanahan, late a member of the 

House from Pennsylvania, and through whose 

agency the last fee-bill was passed. It has been 

of no practical effect; it has been a dead letter, 

and will be so as long as the state of things to 

which I have alluded continues. 

Mr. PRATT. If the abuses exist which on 
all hands are stated to exist, it appears to me that 
the remedy is to be.found in the law as it now | 
stands. Hach clerk of a district court is obliged 
to make out his bill of fees. Before that can be 
audited or paid at the Treasury it must be certi- 
fied to by the judge as correct. The district at- 

` torney is obliged to make out his bill of fees, and 
before that can be paid the judge must certify 
that the court sat on the number of days men- 
tioned in the attorney’s bill, and for which he is 
allowed by law a per diem of five dollars. It is, | 
therefore, apparent, as it seems to me, that the 
whole blame, if such a state of things exist as has 
been alleged here, rests with the judges of the 
district courts, and thatthe remedy is in our own į 
hands. If the charges be true, they ought to be 
impeached and turned out; and if you impeach j| 
and turn out one of them, you will do more to | 
prevent corruption hereafter than by any amend- 


ment you can pass to the law. A Senator says, |! ¢ 


in an under tone, that there is no use in trying 
that remedy. If so, thercis no usc in trying any- 
thing. Iask the Senator from Virginia to state 
where the case exists in which a district attorney 
has committed this fraud? I ask the Senator to 
state what district court has sat for but one day in 
the year, where a party has brought in a bill, 
under a certificate of the judge, and has been paid 
B500? 

j Mr. HUNTER. I stated that there is a pro- 
vision in our law, if the clerk’s fees are less than 
$500, they are to be bronght up to that amount. 

Mr. PRATT. Whereis the case where the 
clerk has been paid an amount to which by law 
he was not entitled? 

Mr. HUNTER. I am not able to specify a 
case, but I am told by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior that such cases exist. 

Mr. PRATT. The cases ought to be specified. | 


By the action which is had here you are saying | 
that the district judges have not discharged their 
duty, and have not only uot discharged their duty, | 
but have acted corruptly. 

Mr. LIUNTER. ‘The Senator, perhaps, does | 
not understand the provision of the law. It is 
not against the law; it is the law. 

Mr. PRATT. The $500 I understand to be 
due; but the other isnot. Tam talking of the 
clerk, and the clerk’s feces are certified to. Take 
the case mentioned by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. There isa single case of indictmen 
in which the clerk received two hundred percent, 
more than the amount which he was authorized | 


|| priation. 


| to charge under the law.of Congress. Let that 
[i 
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It ought to be stated 
who is the judge that certified the account, for it 
could not be paid without that certificate. The 
judge that certified it is manifestly corrupt, and 
he ought to be impeached at onceand turned out. 
If you impeach one of them, you will have here- 
after a greater guarantee for proper accountability 
than by any amendment you can place on this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 20, noes 17. : 

Mr. PRATT. Then we are to pay the money 
first, and inquire into the corruption afterwards, 

The next amendment of the Committee on 


! Finance was to add, as a new section, the fol-| 


lowing: 
Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the joint resolu- 


in the legislative department of the Govermment, and to 
probibit the allowance of the usual extra compensation to 
such as reeeive the benefits hereof,” approved July 20, 
1854, and the provision in the act of Marci 3, 1855, which 
authorizes the appli on of the benefits of said resolution 
to apply to the libi un and assistants and messenger in the 
library of Congress, be so construed as to allow them twenty 
per centum upon the compensation provided by the seventh 
section of the act of August 4, 1854, making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government. 

Mr. WUNTER. There is a difference as to 
the construction of the law between the Com- 
mittee on Finance and the Comptroller. Every 
other employé in the Capitol has received this 
increase except the librarian and his assistants. 
It was intended that they should be included m 
the law,as we believe, and we propose this amend- 
ment in order to make the law conform to that 
; intention. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
add: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the balance of 
the appropriation “ for preventing and suppressing Indian 
hostilities” remaining in the ‘Ureasury be, and the same is 
hereby, made applicable, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, to any expenses that may have been or shall 
be incurred by the military in any part of the Territories of 
the United States in the arrest and transportation to their 
homes of Indians wandering therefrom, and for presents to 
or hire of friendiy Indians during actual or apprehended 
difficulties with hostile tribes. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The PRESIDENT. The amendments reported 


Mr. HAMLIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Commerce, to come 
in after the provision for filling up the grounds 
of the custom-house building at Norfolk: 

"To complete the custom-house at Pensacola, Mlorida, 


s, Florida, 
ted, 
mipletion of the marine hospital at Galena, 
1605 together with ten per centum to cover the 
compensation to architects, superintendents, advertising, 
and other coutingent expenses; and so much as may be 
required to purchase & suitable site for the building, to be 
paid out ofany money in the ‘l'reasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

These sums are according to the estimates fur- 
nished by the Treasury Department, which Ihave 
here on my table. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Department ask 
| that they shall be appropriated in the deficiency 
| bill? i 
| Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir; the reason why they 


was to make the purchase of a building. 
found that it could not be purchased for less than 
the sum of § 
It is therefore a suspen 


‘be used. The same remark may apply to the 
appropriation for the hospital at Galena. The 


| additional sum. So it is in relation to the marine 
| hospital at St. Mark’s. They are really defici- 
| encies. 

| Mr. HUNTER. [donot understand that these 
appropriations are recommended by the Secretary 
| of the Treasury as deficiencies. ‘They were, no 
| doubt, designed by him to be put, if anywhere, 


tion of Congress “ to fix the compensation of the employes | 


by the Committee on Finance are now disposed of. | 


should go into the deficiency bill is, that these ; 
| are all suspended works. The original appropria- | 
tion for a custom-house at Pensacola, in Florida, | 
It was | 


,000 more than the original appro- : 
ded work, and | 
the money which has been appropriated cannot |, 


Secretary has found, on Investigation, that the ; 
money heretofore appropriated is not sufñclent | 
for completing the work, and he recommends this : 


| 


tween these and other unfinished works. 

Mr. HUNTER. As my friend has just sug- 
gested, these are not diferent from other: un- 
finished works. Under this mode of proceeding 
we may swell this deficiency bill to almost any 
amount, until we shall have put it in sucha con- 
dition that it will be impossible tocarry it We 
know that it is more difficult to pass- this bill 
through both Houses than any other appropria- 
tion bill, or than all the others put together. There 
is a prejudice against bills of this kind; and yet 
itis now proposed to incumber appropriations 
necessary to enable the Government to go on b 
inserting a controverted item—an item that al- 
ways docs beget controversy and difference of 
opinion. Of all places in the world this is the 
most inappropriate for it. 

Are we prepared at this time, and upon this 
deficiency bill—which is designed to supply the 
wants of the present fiscal year—to go into in- 
quiries as to our marine hospital system and 
custom-house system? We know, that in the 
House of Representatives a measure of economy 
was sought to be introduced by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. When they reported the. bill 
they sought to insert a provision which would do 
away with the marine hospital system to some 
extent, but the House determined to have noth- 
ing to do with it on this bill, but struck it all out. 
I think the Senate will be wise if they also adopt 
that determination, and adhere to it. If this 
amendment goes into the bill it will be weighed 
down by a multitude of others as much entitled 
to be placed on the bill as this. I hope the Senate 
will kecp off all such amendments. 

Mr.,HAMLIN. Iask the Senate to make one 
single discrimination between this amendment 
and that class to which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has alluded. In all the hospitals and all 
the custom-houses which are now being erected, 
where there may be found deficiencies, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce has made no recommenda- 
tion, and proposes to make none; but in these 
three cases, where actual appropriations have 
been made, but where it is found, on the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, that the money 
appropriated is inadequatc, and that nothing 
can be done without supplying this deficiency, 
the committee has recommended appropriations. 
This bill is full, from beginning to end, of pro- 
visions which are precisely similar to this in prin- 
ciple. The very amendment which precedes it, 
is one which is of a similar character. 

Mr. HUNTER. What amendment is that ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. {tis that in relation to filling 
up the grounds around the custom-house at Nor- 
folk. That is an original appropriation—not 
really a deficiency. Ido not propose anything 
in relation to new works; but these three appro- 
priations are to supply a deficiency which really 
exists; and without this provision the money 


! which is now in the Treasury appropriated for 


them cannot be used. Let all other works stand, 
and go intoageneral bill. They are all estimated 
for by the Secretary of the Treasury; Ido not 
say recommended, but estimates are furnished, 
and they are reported from the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTER. T wish to say one word in 
regard to the appropriation for Norfolk. It was 
recommended asa deficiency, by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, because it was necessary to com- 
plete the custom-house and the grounds; and it 
was requisite that, if done at all, it should be done 
before the sickly months scet in, so that, as far as 
the public buildings arc concerned, Norfolk may 
not be exposed to additional danger from pesti- 
lence. But, sir, if the Senator from Maine thinks 
that, because of such an appropriation as that— 
an appropriation designed to save that unhappy 
and unfortunate city from pestilence—we are to 
hang on to the biil these other appropriations, 
and that my mouth is to be sealed, 1 say let him 
strike it out; let it go out. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, one of these 
appropriations is to complete the marine hospital 
at St. Mark’s, in the State of Florida, and the 
other provision in the amendment with reference 
to Florida is for a custom-house at Pensacola. 
I feel less interest in the immediate passage of 
the appropriation for the custom-house, for Lam 
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satisfied that it will passin the general appropria- 
tion bill; butI wish to bring to the notice ofthe Sen- 
ate the fact, that we have heretofore appropriated 
$5,000 for a marine hospital at St. Mark’s, and 
that'the whole country at large, all the commer- 
cial interests of the country, are directly interested 
in the establishment of a marine hospital at that 
point. St. Mark’s is a very large shipping port, 
and is without any facilities for attention to sick 
and disabled seamen. During the last epidemic 
there, when the yellow fever prevailed, sick and 
disabled seamen absolutely died in considerable 
ntmbers for the want of the usual accommoda- 
tions.. In all cases of epidemic, the inhabitants 
themselves leave the placc; and there being no 
one left to provide for them, the seamen necessa- 
rily suffer on board the vessels where they are 
confined. Attention to the sick and disabled sea- 
mien of our commercial States has fallen somewhat 
expensively upon the inhabitants of St. Mark’s, 
without at the same time affording to the seamen 
that attention which they ought to receive. 

This appropriation, I have no doubt, would be 
passed some months ence without difficulty; but 
the sickly season is coming on, and the Secretary 
„of the Treasury ‘ought to be provided with some 
means of taking care of our scamen at this point. 
L hope that, if other appropriations shall not be 
‘passed, at least this deficiency—for it is a defi- 
ciency—will not be rejected. The lowest bid 
which the Department has had for a marine hos- 
pia at that place has been $15,000. Only $5,000 

have been appropriated to complete it. They 
have the land on which to erect it; and they are 
only waiting for the money in order to commence 
operations. There is a great public necessity for 
it; and I hope this appropriation will be adopted. 

Mr. WELLER. y ask for a division of the 
amendment. I may be disposed to vote for a 
part of what it provides for. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the vote will be 
taken singly. 

The PRESIDENT. They will be considered 
as separate amendments. 

The Secretary read the first of Mr. Hamury’s 
amendments, as follows: 

To complete the custom-house at Pensacola, Florida, 
$5,000. z 

Mr. RUSK. I hope that the amendments of- 
fered by the Senator from Maine will be rejected. 
Everybody who has paid anẸ attention to this 
matter knows that the insertion of a provision for 
‘the marine hospitals caused the defeat of this 
very deficiency Dil in the House of Representa- 
tives. With that warning before us, I think their 
insertion by the Senate would be very improper, 
for there are many deficiencies for which this biH 
provides that are required for immediate service. 
Besides, these amendments provide for only two 
or three marine hospitals. Į admit good reasons 
are given for making appropriations for them, 
but I think the committee ought not to select two 
or three places for marine hospitals and leave out 
all the rest. It looks too much like favoritism, 
I shall vote against the proposed amendments, 
and I trust the Senate will not insert them, be- 
cause I think this bill is an inappropriate place; 
and then, if we have appropriations for such ob- 
jects as these, let them not be for one or two or 
three particular objects, but let us take up the 
whole subject, and make the appropriations wher- 
ever they are necessary. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is now on | 


the next amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
to insert: 

For completing the marine hospital at St. Marks, Flori- 
da, $12,000, in addition to the sum already appropriated. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 14, noes 20. 

The remaining amendment of Mr. [lamin 
was rejected; it is as follows: 

For the completion of the marine hospital at Galena, 
Tilinois, $25,000, together with ten per cent. to cover the 
compensation to architects, superintendents, advertising, 
and other contingent expenses, and so much as may be 
necessary to purchase a suitable site for the building, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

_.Mr. BROWN.  Toffer an amendment to come 
in after the provision for continuing the work on 
the Washington aqueduct: 

For rebuilding the Franklin engine-house, including the 
purchase of a suitable lot therefor, under the direction of 
tha Commissioner of Public Buildings, $5,000, 


| Suspended the work; nothing has becu doue. 
| he should tear down the house, the engine 
; apparatus would be left out of doors. 


: at the commencement of the session. 


In regard to this amendment I will offer a word 
or two of explanation. Last year Congress ap- 
propriated $6,000 to improve one of the triangu- 
lar spaces on Pennsylvania avenue. The law is 
so worded that it does not provide for the re- 
moval and rebuilding of a house belonging to the 
Government which is already on that space. 
The Secretary of the Interior hardly felt at lib- 
erty to tear down the house and leave the Gov- 
ernment property which is protected by it unshel- 
tered. he work has been suspended from that 
time until now awaiting the action of Congress. 


|| The appropriation was simply for the inclosure 


and improvement of the space. The first thing to 
be done was totear down the house which belongs 
to the Government, and which protects the Gov- 
ernment engine—an engine absolutely essential, 
or which may become so, for the protection of the 
Treasury buildings. It was put there for that 
purpose. If you tear away the house, and pro- 
vide no place for the protection of the engine and 
apparatus, they must necessarily go to ruin. 

f the Senate shall think proper to reject the 
amendment in this form, simply because of the 
disposition of the Senator from Virginia not to 
have this bill crowded, I shall ask that the $6,000 
already appropriated be devoted to this object 
instead of irnproving the ground, for the result of 
your appropriation, as it now stands, will be to 
tear down your house, and let your property go 
to ruin; it will be commencing wrong end fore- 
most. I wish to have this appropriation made 
now, so that the work may be commenced. I 
have the Secretary of the Interior’s estimate for 
it, as well as the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and everything 
else which is necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that we are 
making very liberal appropriations for the Dis- 
trict without thisamendment, and T hope the bill 
will not be embarrassed by it. We are required 
this year to make large appropriations for many 
ohjects—for fortifications, and for various other 
purposes. I think that what we already propose 
to do in this billis enough at present for the Dis- 
trict. We are providing for the continuation of 
the water-works, and we ought not to embarrass 
our bill with this provision, which is not to ac- 
complish any necessary object. J hope the Sen- 
ator will not press it. 

Mr. BROWN. The District of Columbia has 
much less interest in this matter than the Senator’s 
own constituents. The District of Columbia has 
no interest in it atall, nor has any resident of this 
city. It is strictly a Government work. As l 
stated in the beginning, the house belongs to the 
Government; the ground on which it stands be- 
longs to the Government; the building shelters 
Government property. The truth is, that the 
Government built the engine-houses here, and 
bought the engines which are in them for the pro- 
tection of Government property. This one stands 
in the neighborhood of the Treasury building, 
and was put there for the special design of pro- 
tecting that building, A company of young gen- 
lemen in Washington have charge of this prop- 
| erty; but the property itself belongs to the Gov- 
ernment. You have ordered the triangular space 
on which itstands, nearly opposite Willard’s hotel, 
to be improved, and if you tear down the house, 
you will have your engine and apparatus standing 
out of doors. The Secretary of the Interior has 
not applied the $6,000 appropriated last year, 
because he did not feel authorized to reconstruct 
the house. The law being so worded, in his opin- 
ion, as not to authorize him to do that, he has 

If 
and 
Mr. HUNTER. 


The effect of refusing this 


rovement of the square fora year. I think we 
1ad better do that. 

Mr. BAYARD. As I understand it, this ap- 
propriation is not among the estimates which 
came to us from the Secretary of the Treasury 
An appro- 
priation was made last year for the improvement 
of the grounds south of the President’s house, 
the amount being, { believe, $6,000. The Frank- 
lin Fire Company, which has oceupied the engine- 
house purchased for the protection of the Presi- 
dent’s house, claimed that they were entitled to 
a portion of this money in order to erect another 


appropriation will be only to postpone the im- | 


house. The Secretary of the Interior, under the 
circumstances, has made no recommendation, ag 
far as I know, and I suppose the matter would 
go before the Committee on Public Buildings if 
he had intended to make such a recommendation. 
The Secretary declined to expend the appropri- 
ation made last year until an opportunity should 
be offered to apply to Congress to see if they 


would make a grant of this character. That is 
the mode in which it comes before us. I do not 


think this appropriation proper for a deficiency 
bill, and therefore I shall vote againgt it. 

Mr. BROWN. The Secretary of the Interior 
has simply suspended the work. «The Senator 
from Virginia talks of postponing the improve- 
ment for a year. Let me tell him that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior will not feel authorized to 
postpone it another scason. He has already 
stretched his power; but he did it for the safety 
of the public property. If you refuse to make 
this appropriation, he will hardly feel authorized 
to allow another season to go by without making 
the improvement. 

Mr. HUNTER. It can be postponed till the 
general appropriation bill is passed. 

Mr. BROWN. That will be in the fall. 

Mr. PRATT. If this appropriation should not 
go into the bill, I cannot conceive what should 
be inserted init. As I understand the case, there 
is a small public square on which there is an 
engine-house, in which an engine belonging to the 
United States is placed for safety. An appro- 
priation was made last year authorizing the use 
of this square for other purposes, which involved 
the necessity of taking down that house. Now, 
the Secretary of the Interior has postponed car- 
rying out the objects of the appropriations of last 
year, because he has no other place in which to 
put the engine of the United States after that 

house shall be taken down. It seems to me that 
this is a case requiring peremptorily that an ap- 
propriation should go into the present bill, if any- 
thing should. If that house be taken down, where 
will you put your engine? Will you suffer it to 
remain in the streets? Itseems to me this isa 
proper case for placing an appropriation in this 

ill, 

Mr. BROWN. I havea letter from the Bce- 
retary of the Interior, showing his views on the 
subject, which I will have read, ifanybody desires 
it. 

Several Sewators. Let the letter be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, March 17, 1856. 

Sm: Lhave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your communication of the J5th instant, inclosing a peti- 
tion presented to your committee by and in bchaif of the 
Franklin Engine Company, asking that arrangemenis be 
made for the accommodation of the engine and apparatus 
of that company before the house in which the same are 
now keptis taken down in pursuance of the act of 3d of 
March last, and, in reply, to say that, in the view of this 
Departincnt, the application is one which should be re- 
ceived with favor. ‘The engine intrusted to the care of that 
company belongs, as I am advised, to the Government, 
having been purchased for the protection of the public build- 
itnated jn the immediate vicinity ofthe house in which 
itis kept. ‘hose buildings, with the exception of that oc- 
cupied by the ‘Treasury Department, not being fire-proot, 
are constantly in danger of being destroyed, and the neces- 
ity of having a well-organized fire-company within a con- 
venient distance is very urgent. Ttiswell kuown thatthe 
members of the company now organized TECELIVE NO com- 
pensation for their services. It is a voluntary association, 
and as such it is understood to be willing to render such 
service as may be required of it, asking only suitable ac- 
commodations for the sate keeping of the apparatus in their 
custody. ‘These should be. furnished, and I thercfore re- 
spectfally recommend thatthe following appropriation be 
made for that purpose : 

For rebuilding the Franklin engine-house, including the 
purchase of a suitable Jot therefor, under the direction of 
the Commi ners of the Public Buildings, $5,000. 

The pa nclosed in your letter are herewith returned 

f have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, R. McCLELLAND, Secretary. 
Hon. A. G. Brown, Chairman Committee on the District 

of Columbia, Senate United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLEN. Tam directed by the Committee 
on Agriculture, in accordance with a recommenda- 


| tion of the Commissioner of Patents, to propose 


the following amendment: 


For the collection of agricultural statisties, investigations 
for promoting agricultural and rural economy, and the pro- 


į curement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, to be 


expended under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Patents, $20,600. 

I ask for the reading of the Coramissioner’s 
letter, explaining the object of the appropria~ 
tion. É 


1856. 


The letter was read, as follows: 

UNITED STATES Parent Orrice, March 4, 185g. 

Sir: 1 understand that the Committee of Ways and 
Means have not provided in the deficiency bill, lately intro- 
duced into the House, funds for this office which have 
been and are about to be expended for the distribution of 
seeds, cuttings, &c. 

Should it be the pleasure of your committee to recom- 
mend an appropriation of $20,000 on said bill, $3,000 of 
which are deficit, $10,000 required for the distribution of 
seeds, &c., on hand, and $7,000 for the procurement of 
wheat and other seeds, intended for fall sowing, you will 
supply, in a reasonable degree, the wants of the agricultural 
portion of the community. - 

Thave no doubt, from the benefits which have been already 
derived from the appropriations in years past, that such a 
sum could be advantageously employed in furtherance of 
general objects of the agricultural branch of this office. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

CHARLES MASON, Commissioner. 
Hon. Purp ALLEN, Chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, United States Senate. = 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I have no 
doubt that this amendment will meet with the 
concurrence of a majority of the Senate. I re- 
member the time when this matter was proposed, 
and from its inception I have held the belicf that 
it would lead to what it is fast leading to—the 
establishment of an Agricultural Bureau. Ibe- 
lieve, however, that there will be no chance to 
stop it until it grows larger, For myself, I shall 
be content with voting against the amendment, 
for [ know that it is useless to resist it. é 

Mr. CLAYTON. I believe thatif the amend- 
ment should succeed, as I trast it will, it will do 
more to carry the gentleman’s bill through the 
other House thanany othéramendment which has 
been adopted to-day. Ifitshould be attended by 


such results asthe honorable Senator anticipates, 
I shall be exceedingly gratified. If we should 


have an Agricultural Bureau, I think it would be 
a great blessing to the country. However, I fear 
‘that a proposition to appropriate $20,000 for 
agricultural 
such a result as the gentleman anticipates. 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittce on Public Buildings to offer some amend- 
ments to this bill, all relating to the repairs 
of public works in the District of Columbia. I 


received a communication from the Secretary of | 
the Interior, in the month of February, contain- | 


ing a list of such appropriations as he thought 


ought to be introduced into the deficiency bill. ; 


From the character of the works, there is a 


necessity for proceeding with them before the | 


summer season shall have passed away. The 
committee, after acting upon the recommendation, 
decided against some and have adopted others as 
essential, 
include all of which they approved: 
For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, 33,900 ; 


For taking care of the grounds south of the President’s | 


house, continuing the 
ing them in order, ¢ 


improvements of the same, and keep- 


> Peete > LPE NE 
For filling up and draining the grounds in the vicinity of į 


the national green-houses, known as the Botanic Garden, 
and mor walling the creek which passes through the saine, 
BS ,650 5 

E For continuing the grading and planting with trees the 
unimproved portions of the mall, $10,006 5 

For the construction of a sewer in Judiciary Square, 
$6,000 ; 

For filling up a ravine in Judiciary Square, $3,000 5 

For placing the sewer-openings along Pennsylvania av- 
enue under the footway, and trapping the same, $8,000 ; 

For the purchase of one dozen iron settecs for Lafayette 
Square, 4175; 

For repairing the old portion of the Patent Office build- 
ing, constructing water-ciosets therein, and casual repairs 
ofthe east wing of said building, $4,000. 

For the purchase of trees and tree-boxes, $5,000. 


I ask for the reading of the letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, of which I have spoken. 
The letter was read, as follows. 


DEvAKTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasurneton, February 26, 1856. 


Sm: ‘Among the appropriations asked for by the Depart- 


ment, and embraced in the estimates which were printed į 


and distributed at the commencement of the present sessiou 
of Congress, there are some for the continuation of improve- 
ments already begun, and for others deemed necessary for 
promoting the heaithfulness and beauty of this city, which 
itis very desirable should be made as soon as possibie, so 
that the present season for such work may not be lost. _ 

E send you herewith a list of those appropriations, with 
a reference to the pages of the printed estimates on which 
they may respectively be found. 

Por my general views on this subject, I beg to refer you 
to the 14th and [5th pages of my last annual report, a printed 
copy of which, in a convenient form, I send herewith. 

i feel confident of your concurrence with me in the pro- 
priety of these recommendations; and, as it will readily 


occur to you that some of these appropriations are for 


a agi will not be blessed with ! 


I 


The amendments which I now offer | 


i 
i 


i 


improvements which, if not commenced before the passage 
of the general appropriation bill, will have to remain until 
the spring of 1857, I submit the subject for the consideration 
of your committee, with the bare suggestion, that they be 
inserted in the deficiency bill now about to be reported. 

T am informed that it is not unusual to make provision in 
the deficiency bills for objects which, though not strictly 
of the nature of deficiencies, are not of that regular annual 
Character of which the general appropriation bills are com- 
posed. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, R. MeCLELLAND, Secretary. 
Hon. J. A. Bayarn, Chairman Committee on Public Build- 

ings, United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT. The question will be taken 
on the amendments separately. The first is: 
For repairs of Penusylvania avenue, $3,000. 


Mr. BROWN. I am not going to oppose th 


amendment, for I think itis right and proper; ng 


I had intended to say, on the first occasion when 
any appropriation should come up for the repair 
of Pennsylvania avenue, that the legislation upon 
the subject ought either to be amended, or, if it 
be sufficient, it ought to be enforced. We make 
these appropriations from year to year for repairs 
upon that avenue, and why are they necessary ? 
The necessity in most cases originates in this 
way: some one wants to turn gas into his house; 
the paving stones are’ taken up, trenches are 
dug, the dirt is thrown lightly back, a rain falls, 
and the first time a heavy omnibus passes over the 
place, itis crushed down. Why, sir, if you will 
notice the avenue as you walk home from the 
Capitol, you will find that the pavement is taken 
up in more places than one along the avenue, and 
has been up for the last three months. The bricks 
are taken up, and are allowed to remain up.. I 
confess that I for one am getting tired of voting 
for these appropriations, unless we have some 
law to prevent private trespasses upon the work 
done by the Government. The law ought to be 
amended or enforced. 

Supposing that this subject properly belonged 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, of 
which I am a member, I had intended, when the 
first appropriation should be asked, to propose a 
stringent provision against this constant taking 
up ofthe pavements which the Government lays 
down, and half putting them back again. Though 
I do not mean io oppose this proposition, I give 
notice that I will, before the session has closed, 


| ask Congress to pass a law to prevent individuals 


making these constant encroachments upon the 


| work of the Government. You cannot keep Penn- 


sylvania avenuein repair if every citizen of Wash- 
ington is allowed to take it up when he chooses, 
and then after half fixing it, pay no further atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. BAYARD: I do not understand that these 
repairs are necessary in that way, but from the 
ordinary wear and tear of the avenue, That, at 
least, is the statement of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings to me. “The work must neces- 
sarily be carried on constantly, in order to pre- 
vent much greater expense by letting the injury 
go to an extent involving three or four times the 
cost of a timely repair; and therefore itis certainly 
a proper provision to be put in the deficiency bill. 
This is the time when the work can be best done, 
and these repairs must be made from time to time. 
This is the reason why the Committee on Public 
Buildings agree to the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Interior. As to the subject to 
which the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
has referred, I shall have no objection to the legis- 
lation of which he speaks. 

Mr. WELLER. [suppose it is indispensably 
necessary to repair the avenue, and the General 
Government alone has the power over it. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The following amendments of Mr. Bayarp 
were agreed to without a division: 

For taking care of the grounds south of the President’s 
house, continuing the improvements of the same, and keep- 
ing them in order, $3,000. 

For filling up and draining the grounds in the vicinity of 
the national green-houses, Known as the Botanic Garden, 
and for walling the creek which passes through the same, 
$5,650. 

The next amendment was: 

For continuing the grading and the planting with trees 
the unimproved portions of the mall, $16,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. We reduced the whole esti- 
mate one half, in order that they might go on with 
the work in the interim between now and the 
commencement of the next fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to? 
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| to one statement of t 


The next amendment—to insert 


For the construction of a sewer in Judiciary Square, 
$5,000— a 


was adopted. a TE E 
The next amendment was agreed to, as follows: 
For filling up a ravine in Judiciary Square, $3,000. 


The next amendment was: : z 
For placing the sewer openings along Pennsylvania ave~ 


| nue under the footway, and trapping the same, $8,000. : 


Mr. WELLER. . I am voting for all these 


amendments, su pposing them: to be deficiencies, 


| Lask my friend from Virginia to tell me whether 


they are proper deficiencies; if. they are, of course 
they ought to be inserted in this bill. ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. I helieve that I did agree, as 
a member of the Committee on Public Buildings, 
that these appropriations for the repair of Penn- 
sylvania avenue, &c., ought to be put in the bill 
as necessary for the current service. of the year. 
Idare say most of them might go in under that 
head; but I believe it would be better if we were 
to withdraw them all, and wait. until. we shall 
have the general appropriation bill. before us, in 
which they may be properly inserted. I think it 
may be better that this bill should not be embar- 
rassed with them. We have already inserted an 


| appropriation for the water-works; and I would 


recommend to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings that he withdraw these provis- 
ions until the general appropriation bill shall come 
up. i 9 H : $ 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot assent to that. The 
committee decided that it was a.necessary appro- 
priation; and in-my own judgment, it is just ag 
proper to put it in this billas in any other, unless 
you mean to refuse the appropriation for the 
whole year; because it is a positive farce to put 
these appropriations in the general bill, when the 
period of time at which the money can be used 
will have gone by. You must either refuse the 
appropriation altogether, or it. becomes merel 
nominal, if you do not put it in this bill. The 
Secretary of the Interior recommends that they 
should all go into the ear bill; and they are 
justas essential to be putin the billon that ground, 
as any of the other items which have been insert- 
ed. Ï do not know what is the object otherwise 
of a deficiency bill, Is it to provide that, where 
the officers of the executive Government have 
expended money without authority, their act shall 
be made good? Is that alone the, object of a 
deficiency bill, that, when they have thus. ex- 
pended money without authority, you may make 
provision for it? ; 

Now, I have supposed that the object of a de- 
ficiency bill was to provide for the exigencies of 
the public service, which require an immediate 
application of the public money. I do not care 
from what source that necessity arises. That is 
aperfectiy immaterial point, if the character of 
the work be such as to require that an appropri- 
ation should be made now or not at all, so as to 
be practically useful.. That is just as good'areason 
for putting it into a deficiency bil, or any other 
which could be assigned. 

The Committee on Public Buildings went over 
with care all the recommendations which were 
contained in the list sent by the Secretary with 
the letter which has been read. We went over 
them, and rejected nearly one half, because we 
did not consider that they were absolutely neces- 


| sary to be appropriated fornow. «The others we 


thought connected themselves with the health of 
the city and with the progress of public works 
which ought not to be suspended; and it was 
therefore considered necessary that the appro- 
priation should be made now, as otherwise the 
whole benefit must be postponed for a year. I 
cannot consent to withdraw the amendments; the 
Senate will vote them down if it pleases. I have 
no interest in the matter, other than my own con- 
victions of what is right to be done. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. t do not mean to raise any 
technical objection. Iwill remark, in reference 
i he Senator from Delaware, 
that there is no appropriation in this bill of which 
Lamaware, for repaying money expended by the 
officers of the Government without the authority 


i of law. Lam not aware that there is an item in the 


bill for any such purpose. There are appropri- 
ations in the bill providing more money for the 
current expenses of the year., I admit that simi- 
lar provisions to these have been incorporated into 
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the deficiency bill; but since we had a conference 
on that subject in the committee, the Senate have | 
datermined to enlarge the appropriation for many 
objects—for fortifications and others—-and 1 | 
geems to me that we ought to cut off on some- | 
thing: I think it better, therefore, especially as | 
this. bill might be embarrassed by these appro- 

riations, to reserve them for the general bill. 

hat course may postpone some of them for a 
year, or until the coming full; but [believe we 
“had better do even that, and secure what we have 
already inserted in this bill for this District, than 
tun the risk of losing all. > 

T know there is much reason in what has been 
said bytheSenator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarn;] 

et, on'the whole, I think he would consult the 
interests of the District by waiting until the gen- | 
eral appropriation. bill shall come up; but he wil 
take his own course. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will not suppose that a 
‘committee of the House of Representatives, or the 
House itself, will reject necessary and proper ap- 

ropriations merely on the score of their amount. 
i think these appropriations requisite; they are į 
for objects which connect themselves essentially 
with the health of the city of Washington. Take, 
for instance, the sewer of Judiciary square: the | 
corporation of Washington constructed a part of 
it; they have decided that it is necessary to pre- 
serve the public health; but that sewer cannot be 
constructed unless we make this appropriation. | 
Everybody who knows anything about it must | 
necessarily know that it is essential to health, 
‘and if the appropriation is not made now it must 
be put by for a whole year. I might illustrate 
other things in the same way: for instance, IN 
regard to draining. AIl these appropriations, I 
‘believe, are necessary to be made, and they would 
undoubtedly go into a general appropriation bill; 
but if they are not voted now they might as well 
not be made for this year atall. I cannot suppose 
that, for the sake of the small sum of $30,000, 
the House of Representatives will imperil the 
‘whole bill or any portion of the bill. tt is im- 
puting to them a disposition to eavilatthe amend- | 
ments of the Senate which | will not believe exists 
until I find that it does exist in fact. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Although I did assent to 
this appropriation as a member of the Committee 
on Public Buildings, yet on reflection I think that 
it had better not be put in this bill, Teannot; 
vote for it. I believe that we will be running the | 
risk of prejudicing this bill, which is a difficult 
one to carry, T'he Senate can insert these ap- | 
ropriations in the general bill; and if that course 
be pursued it will only make a diference of two | 
or three months. Tdo notthink that the Senator | 
should press them, therefore, in this place, when | 
the effect may be to prejudice the bill. 
The amendment was agrecd to. 


| 
i 
| 


{ 
t 
| 


The next amendment of Mr. Bayarn was read, 
as follows: 

Tor the purchase of one dozen iron settees for Lafayette 
square, 4175. 

Mr. BAYARD. That amendment was only 
offered because it was small. 
straw about it. Ido not know that it is necessary 
or material, and I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT. 
the amendment will be allowed to be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The next amendment of Mr. Bayarn was— 

For repairing the old portion of the Patent Oiee building, | 
constructing water-ciosets thercin, and casual repairs of | 
the cast wing of said building, 94,000. 

Mr. BAYARD, ‘This is an essential improve- | 
ment necessary for the health and comfort of the 
employés in the office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was y 


For the purchase of trees and tree-boxes, $5,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. The ground on whieh this | 
amendment was recommended is that, unless the 
appropriation be made now, the season will pass 
away at which the trees can be planted. 


Edo not care a!) 


If there be no objection, | 


ij 


The amendment was adopted. | 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave one other amendment | 
to offer, which is strictly, and in all respects, a 
deficiency. At the last session, Congress appro- | 
priated $1,000 for the purchase of furnaces for | 
the library. On examination and inquiry, the | 
Commissioner of Public Buildings found that it | 
was impossible to obtain the furnaces for less | 


‘ble the committee. 


than $1,500; and they were put up at a cost of 
$1,500. The amendment which I propose is, 

For an additional furnace erected for the Library of Con- 
gress, $500. 3 

The sum is due, and itis necessary that it 
should be appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to offer an 


|| amendment which is recommended from the De- 


partment in a letter which has been already read 
at the instance of the honorable Senator from 
elaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] ‘The amendment is: 
For repairs of the navy-yard and upper bridges of the 
astern branch of the Potomac river, $11,000. 
Mr. BAYARD. The reason why the Com- 
Inittee on Public Buildings have not acted on this 
roposition, and therefore why I could not offer 
it, was that in the list of appropriations which 
the Secretary of the Interior thought ought to be 
ut into the deficiency bill, the person copying it 
m his office omitted ‘several appropriations, and 
I knew nothing of them until the day before yes- 
terday. Since then I have had no time to assem- 
T had intended, if this bill 
should not be passed to-day, to call them together 
to-morrow morning, in order to take their judg- 
ment on three appropriations, one of which is of 
a considerable amount; but I did not feel myself 
at liberty to offer them without having been sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the committee. It 


arose from no neglect of mine; but from the fact, | 


that, in copying the list of the appropriations, 
which the Secretary meant to recommend, three 
items were omitted; this is one of them. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 will reduce the appropriation 
to $5,000. Lt is included with the recommendation 
for the repairs of the Long Bridge across the Po- 
tomac, which caused the amount to be sta ted at 
$11,000. The committee have confined the prop- 
osition so as to limit the repairs to the bridges 
over the eastern branch of the Potomac. Instead 
of the $11,000 that were asked for, only $5,000 
are proposed for the repairs of those bridges. 
Even that sum may be more than is necessary; 
but I think not. The Secretary has asked thatit 
may be placed in this bill. I assume that he 
would not so ask unless it were necessary for the 
preservation of the means of access to the Dis- 
trict from Maryland, from which we get all we 
cat here. T presume that, unless this repair was 
necessary for that purpose, he would not have 
asked that it should be placed on this bill. There- 
fore itis properly here. The estimate of $5,000 
is not too large, but, if it should be, the moncy 
will not all beexpended. F apprehend there will 
be no difficulty either here or in the other Elouse 
because of this amendment. It is simply for 
keeping in repair the bridges across the Eastern 
Branch, which give the people of Maryland ae- 
cess to the District, and the people of the District 
access to the State of Maryland. 

Mr. HUNTER. Here is avery doubtful prop- 
osition at best. We have no report from any 
engineer as to what is to be the cost of the work 
proposed, and no report from anybody who un- 
derstands the subject, as to what is wanting for 
these bridges. But if we had, it is a matter 
which ought to go into the general appropriation 
‘ll, and not into this deficieney bill. ‘There is no 
deficioney for this purpose; nothivg has been un- 
deriaken by Congress in relation to it, and it is 
not a work which has to be carried on, With 
he exception of the estimate which the Senator 
says came from the Department of the Interior, we 
have not information enough to enable us to know 
whether it is better to repair these bridges or build 
new ones, or whether we will continue to assume 
the responsibility of keeping up bridges for the 
city of Washington. Nor do I know why the 
Committee on the District of Columbia have con- 


‘fined themselves to the bridges on the Eastern | 
Branch, and say nothing of that over the Poto- 
| mac river. I think, if it were left to the people 


of Washington, they would say that the bridge 
over the Potomac river is more important to them, 
so far as the question of supplies is concerned, 
than the bridges over the Eastern Branch ; but none 
of them ought to be included in this bill. [hope 
the Senate will vote down this amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. The question is whether the 
Secretary of the Interior, whose official duty it is 
to ascertain and report what are the essential 


appropriations to be placed in this bill for the 
District of Columbia, is a better judge than the 
Senator from Virginia in reference to them. The 
Secretary of the Interior has recommended in his 
letter that this appropriation be placed in the de- 
ficiency bill for the reason, of course, that itis 
necessary, and because, if placed in the bill to 
which the honorable Senator wishes to assign it, 
the appropriation would come too late. 

Now, with all deference to the judgment of my 
friend from Virginia, I submit to the Senate that 
the Secretary of the Interior (whose duty it is 
to submit recommendations, and upon whose 
recommendations, or on those of other heads of 
Departments similarly situated, the Senator has 
asked for all the appropriations reported by his 
committee) is an officer whose judgment, in ref- 
erence to the necessity of any appropriations for 
such purposes as this, is to be taken rather than 


! the judgment of the Senator from Virginia, who 


admits that he has never heard of the necessity of 
the appropriation before, and he knows nothing 
about it. He only opposes it because he knows 
nothing about it. 

Mr. WELLER. That isa very good reason. 

Mr. PRATT. It may be; but we knew noth- 
ing about the appropriations placed on the billat 
the instance of the Senator from Virginia; yet we 
voted for them, because we knew that he and the 


committee of which he was chairman had exam- 


ined them, and because we knew that those ap- 
propriations had been recommended by the proper 
Departments of the Government, as has been 
stated. Does not the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, which has reported this amendment, 
stand precisely in the same position as the com- 
mittee of which the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia is the chairman? Hoereis an appropriation 
supported by recommendations similar to those 
which he has offered; and there is no difference 
between them, except that this comes from the 
humble Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and the appropriations for which he has asked, 
amounting to very much more, come from a 
higher committec—the Committee on Finance. If 
there be any other carthly difference, in the opin- 
ion of any Senator on this floor, between this 
amendment coming from the committee of which 
Lama member, and all of them, or any one of 
those which have been adopted at the instance 
of the Senator to-day, I ask ee to state that dif- 
ference. There is none. 

If there be that distinction, let us abolish the 
subordinate committees of the Senate. If they 
are to be considered as subordinate—if nothing is 
to pa except what my honorable friend knows 
to be right, let nothing be introduced in the Senate 
except what has been antecedently referred to the 
committee of which he is the able head. Why 
did you send to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia recommendations to be examined into, 
if, when we have asked the Senate to pass them, 
the only objection offered is that the Senator from 
Virginia does not understand them? The only 
objection to their being passed is, that he has not 
made up his mind that an engineer has reported 
on it, or that it is proper to be passed. Now, I 
submit to the Senate that, unless the other com- 
mittees of this body are to be considered as en- 
tirely subordinate to the committee of which he 
is chairman, this appropriation should be passed, 
because it is upon its face equally necessary, and 
comes sanctioned by equal authority with any 
which he has reported. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. According to the doctrine of 
the Senator from Maryland, we have nothing to 
do but to pass the estimates and recommendations 
of the heads of the Departments as they are sent 
to us; we are not allowed to discriminate; if we 
do so, we are met with the objection that we are 
setting up our judgment against that of the head 
of a Department! Sir, do not our committees ¢ 
discriminate? do they report blindly whatever is 
recommended? I hope not. Does it follow that 
we can have no knowledge of these bridges over 
which we travel so often except what is given to 
us by the Sceretary of the Interior? If he had 
the information, why did he not present it? The 
Senator from Maryland, himself, has altered the 
appropriation. He firs proposed $11,000; his 
proposition now is to appropriate $5,000. There 
is a great difference between the two propositions. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator allow me to 
explain? 
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Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. , 

Mr. PRATT. I can state the reason why this 
appropriation has been lessened; I believe I have 
done so already. The Secretary of the Interior 
recommended the appropriation of $11,000 for the 
repairs of the long bridge over the Potomac, and 
of the Navy-Yard and upper bridges across the 
eastern branch of the Potomac. We all know 
that the question of repairing the Long Bridge is 
one which is now agitating the people of this Dis- 
trict. A great portion of the community are op- 
posed to the repair of that bridge. They believe 
that it destroys the navigation of the Potomac 
river, and they desire to haveit taken away. The 
Committee on the District of Columbia, therefore, 
were not disposed to raise on this bill the discus- 
sion of a question of doubtful propriety—one in 
reference to which the 
themselves do not agree. 
opposed to inserting in the bill a provision for the 
repair of the Long Bridge; and we propose to ap- 
ply only that sum which was recommended by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the bridges across 
the Eastern Branch. Noone doubis the necessity 
of repairing them. They have been kept up by 
Congress for years, and the only question is, 
whether Congress will continue to do that which 
it has unilertaken to do? The Secretary has asked 
for an appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did not the Secretary ask 
for both? 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly he did. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then the Senator from Mary- 
land himself discriminates in regard to the Secre- 
tary’s recommendations; he cuts out that which 
‘relates to Virginia, and selects those items which 
relate to Maryland. He discriminates, but he 
allows me no such privilege. 
argument the Committee on the District of Co- 
jumbia is the superior one. It may discriminate, 
but I am not allowed to exercise my own judg- 
ment in regard to those various recommendations. 

Now, sir, suppose we were to follow the plan 
of the Senator from Maryland, and insert in this 
bill all that the Secretary of the Interior has rec- 
ommended as deficiencies for the District of Co- 
lumbia; what an appearance would the bill pre- 
sent? what chance should we have of passing it 
through the other House? We are told that 
there is as much reason for inserting an appro- 
priation for the repairs of bridges over the East- 
em Branch, as for anything that appears in the 
deficiency bill. As much reason for passing that 
as for passing the appropriation to enable our 
Army to move and to subsist in the field! As 
much reason for passing that as for passing the 
appropriation to supply deficiencies in the Post 


Gfiice Department, to enable the mails to be car- 
gied! As much reason for passing that as for 


passing the appropriation for deficiencies for the 
expenses of the courts, to enable your judiciary 
system to be executed ! 

Again, sir, itis not just to say that the Com- 
mittee on Finance claims any superiority when 
it exercises a guardianship over bills committed 
to it. The deficiency bill is committed to the 
Committee on Finance; the bill is placed under 
its care and guardianship, and for this reason it 
becomes the duty of that committee to guard it 
against the admission of improper items. In re- 
gard to this point the theory is, that appropria- 
tions for objects already provided for by law come 
within the province of that committee, and new 
subjects come from other committees. Do we 
ever interfere with them in regard to any new 
subjects which they propose? Never, sir; but it 
is our duty to exercise a guardianship over the 
general appropriation bills which are referred to 
us; and if items are brought to the notice of the 
Senate which have not been presented to us, and 
which have not been explained, surely we may 
be allowed to ask for an explanation of them 
without being supposed to assume any supe- 
riority over any other committee or over any 
other person. 

A word now in regard to bridges over the 
Eastern Branch. Itis not many years since they 


44 


eople of this District | 
or this reason we were j 


According to his | 


: There is no intention to do so. 


belonged to private individuals. I remember the 
time when they were purchased by the Govern- 
ment. I submit that there may be a question 
whether we are to go on repairing these old 
wooden structures, or whether we are to make 
new and better ones, provided the Government is 
to continue the responsibility of providing bridges 
over the eastern branch of the Potomac river for 
people to pass from this District to the State of 
aryland. 

Mr. BROWN. These estimates were sent to 
us from the Department of the Interior. Dupli- 
cate copies were sent, one to the Committee on 
Public Buildings, and the other to the Committee 
on the District of Colaumbia—I presume because 
the Secretary had some doubt as to which commit- 
tee appropriately had jurisdiction on the subject. 
The result has been that the jurisdiction has been 
divided. The Committee on Public Buildings 
took up a portion of the items, and through their 
chairman brought them before the Senate; and in 
regard to those items reported by the Committee 
on Public Buildings, I find that my vigilant friend 
from Virginia has interposed no objection. 

Mr.HUNTER. The Senator from Mississippi 
is mistaken. I admitted that I had agreed to 
them at first, but after I found the appropriations 
swelling so largely, I did endeavor to persuade 
the chairman of that committee, of which I am a 
member, to withdraw his amendments, but he did 
not do so. I then had to content myself with 
voting against them. ` è 

Mr. BROWN. Ifthe Senator interposed any 
objection at all, it was certainly a very fecble one; 
but now, when other amendments of the same 
nature are reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, Í find that my friend from 
Virginia is exceedingly vigilant, and I think a 
little obstinate in his objection to these appropria- 
tions. Whether or not my friend from Delaware, 
{Mr. Bayarn,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings, has made himself more agree- 
able to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
and has persuaded him by his skill and ingenuity 


j and learning to agree to his appropriations, I 


am not prepared tosay; but it strikes me as some- 
what singular that so much objection should be 
made to recommendations coming from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and that they 
should be fought with so much earnestness, while 
those coming from another committee are allowed 
to pass with a nominal or mere formal objection. 

While I am no particular advocate for the re- 
pair of these bridges, I must say that all these 
recommendations stand on precisely the same 
footing. They come from tho same Sceretary; 
they arc embraced in the same list of items; 
they stand in the Senate upon the same author- 
ity. The only difference is, that one portion has 
been recommended by the Committee on Public 
Buildings, and the other by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
cannot draw a solitary particle of difference be- 


-tween the two sets of items, so far as the recom- 


mendation which backs them up is concerned. 
The first item of recommendation accompanying 
the letter, which was read at the request of my 
friend from Delaware, was “for repairs of the 
Potomac bridge, and the navy-yard and upper 
bridges of the eastern branch of the Potomac.” 
That included, of course, the repair of the Long 
Bridge. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia—at least a portion, if not all its members— 


; are opposed to repairing that bridge, or expend- 


ing another dollar of the public money upon it. 
It is not only an eyesorc to the people of the 
District of Columbia, but is disreputable to the 
nation at large. It is nota bridge that ought to 
be repaired. 

The Senator from Virginia need have no fear, 
as he scems to have, that the Old Dominion is 
to be cut off from communication with this city. 
We propose to 
build a new bridge, to build it at the right place, 
and to build it of the proper materials. I wish 
the District of Columbia to be connected with 


| lumbia and the State of Maryland. 


Maryland, and especially with: Virginia. “This 
District forms a connecting link between théese 
two States.. The committee were opposed to re- 
pairing the old: Long Bridge; and for that reason 
they changed the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary, and reduced the amount of appropriation 
from $11,000 to $5,000. I shall probably have 
something to say, about the other items accompa- 
nying the same letter, when they come up. 

As a matter of course, I have no interest in 
these appropriations. They do not concern my 
constituents, but they relate to subjects comin 
within the jurisdiction of the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman. 

I will only add that, for the life of me, I can 
see no difference to the public, and no difference 
to the Treasury, between putting these items into 
this bill and putting them into another appropria- 
tion bill. I can, however, see good and cogent 
reasons for inserting them in this bill. One of 
the items which will be proposed is a large one 
for improvements on the new part of the Patent 
Office. A small appropriation was allowed to pass 
without objection, of $4,000, to make somè im- 
provements in the old part of the building. ~ 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a necessity: 

Mr. BROWN. What necessity? I know of 
no particular necessity, We shail have a larger 
item to propose forcarrying on the building which 
is not yet completed. These appropriations are 
necessary now for the reason which has been stated 
time and again, that unless you make the appro- 
ptiations at this season, they will be in point of 
fact unavailable for twelve months to come. It 
can make no difference to the Treasury whether 
they be included in this bill or some other appro- 
priation bill, for there is no difference in the amount 
of money in either case. Ithink they ought to be 
inserted here, so that the work can go on in the 
proper working season. I shall not detain the 
Senate, for I repeat what I have already said—l 
have no personal interest in the matter. I only 
wish to carry out what the proper committees 
recommend. beet : 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand this question 
somewhat differently from my colleague and. the 
Senator from Maryland. I think that all com- 
mittees stand upon an equality. The character 
or standing of a committee does not depend on the 
approval or disapproval of its recommendations 
by the Senate. i my judgment, committees are 
appointed for the purpose of furnishing inform- 


| ation; and confidence is to be bestowed on all 


their investigations; but that does not preclude 
individual Senators from examining their recom- 
mendations. 

I differ from my colleague when he speaks of 
this proposition as standing on an equality with 
all the other recgmmendations made by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. J understand that it is the 
duty of the Senate to give to the recommenda- 
tions of the heads of Departments the weight to 
which, in its judgment, they may be entitled. A 
Secretary may send in a long list of recommenda- 
tions, and the Senate may approve, on its own 
judgment, of portions of those recommendations, 
and disapprove the residue. If I had no other 
reason for voting in favor of an appropriation 
here but the mere recommendation of a Secretary, 
aside from my own judgment of its propriety, 1 
should never vote for one. Nor, sir, do I'think 
that the reflection which has been cast on the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance is justi- - 
fied. He recommended the carrying out of 
contracts and obligations of the Government 
towards its officers. This appropriation, as the 
Senator from Maryland himself says, is for the 
convenience of the people of the District of Co- 
It is assumed. 
that the Federal Government must pay all the 
expense of keeping up these bridges, but not a 
word has been said, either by the Secretary of 
the Interior, or by those Senators who have ad- 
yocated the amendment, to show the obligation 
of the Government to keep up these bridges. I 
am willing to vote for a. proposition authorizing 
the people of the District of Columbia, if they 
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have not the power already, to tax themselves to 
keep up these bridges, which admittedly“are for 
‘their convenience and benefit.” This admission 
‘would indice me, without any other reason, to 
vote against the appropriation. — 
While I have attempted to say a word in de- 
fense of the course pursued by the chairman of 
. the Committee on Finance, I must remark that, 


in.my judgment, the appropriation for the water- | 


works, which he has allowed to be inserted in the 
_ pill, is as objectionable as any other which has 
been proposed. , Nearly all the dificulties which 
we hadin passing the deficiency bill at the last 
Congress, if I recollect aright, grew out of that 


provision. All the difficulty that we shall have | 


_now, if we have any contest with the other House, 
will grow out of the fact, that appropriations for 
_the water-works are forced on every occasion 
when they can be inserted in a deficiency or any 


_ other bill. I have voted against propositions of | 
that nature, and [I shall vote against the passage of | 


any bill containing them. 

Mr. BAYARD. I rise merely to read an 
extract from the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings to the Secretary of the 
Interior, which I think gives a sufficient reason 
“why this appropriation should be made, and 

made at the present time. I have already stated 
the reason why this recommendation did not 
“come before the committee of which I am chair- 

man. It was owing to a mistake in the trans- 

mission of the list of recommendations. The 
“amendment has now come from the Committee 

on the District of Columbia. The language of 
the Commissioner is: 

«The bridges across the Potomac and its eastern branch 
are in a very bad condition, and stand in need of extensive 
repairs to render them safe. The caps and stringers are 
much decayed, and require incessant vigilance to guard 
against serious accident. ‘The flooring is soon worn out, 
and hence there is a frequent necessity for replacing it; 


$11,000 will not be more than necessary to render them 
safe,” 


I am bound to presume that you place reason- | 


able confidence in the statement of facts made by 
your officers who have the superintendence of the 
works with which they are charged. In this 
„ease, it appears, from the report of the proper 
officer, that there is an immediate necessity for 
‘this appropriation. He says—what we all know 
—that wooden bridges will constantly decay; and 
he shows conclusively that these structures are 


in an unsafe condition, and will be liable to result | 
in injury, unless you appropriate a sum of moncy | 


to keep them in repair. My honorable friend 
from Maryland has stated the reasorf why the 
appropriation recommended by the Secretary has 
been reduced. Jt is because one of the bridges 
mentioned by him is not included in the amend- 
ment. 

I think it is very proper to insert this amend- 
ment in the deficiency bill. 1 presume honor- 


able Senators who oppose it would regret very | 


much if, in consequence of the want of an appro- 
priation for the repair of these bridges, an acei- 
dent should occur, causing the loss of life. 
Government owns the bridges, and has assumed 
the duty of repairing them. l think, then, it is 
incumbent on us to provide for repairing them, 
at such time and in such manner as will promote 
the safety of those who pass over them. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Apams] has supposed that 
there is a great defect in the request for the pas- 
sage of this appropriation, because the Secretary 
of the Interior has not stated what obligation 
rests on the Government of the United States to 
keep these bridges in repair. Now, T apprehend 


that the reason why the Secretary has not argued |; 


that point in his report is, because he presumed 
the members of the Senate were cognizant of the 
existing law, and were aware of the obligation 
which the Congress of the United States had 
taken on themselves years ago, and to carry out 
which they had made annual appropriations for 
a long time past. 


iterating in his. report that this was in cons 
quence of a law passed in such a year. 


e 


I will give the history of this matter, and refer | 


it to the judgment of my friend from Mississippi 
Many years ago these bridges were built by pri- 
yate corporations, and tolls were paid on them. 


Some time ago—within the memory of my friend | 


from Virginia—they were bought by the Federal 


The | 


I presume he supposed every ji 
Senator was aware of these facts, without his re- 


i Government. They weré taken out of private 
hands, and became the property of the nited 
States, the Government assuming by the purchase 
to-keep up this highway between the different 
parts of the District, and which also serves to con- 
nectthe District with Maryland. Thisis the origin 
of the obligations imposed upon the Government; 
and 1 apprehend that, on this statement, the 
reasoning of my friend from Mississippi must fail. 

Mr. ADAMS. The same argument would 
apply to the Lone Bridge connecting the District 
with Virginia. With all due respect to my friend 
from Maryland, I must say that I still remain 
unsatisfied of the obligation resting on the Gov- 
ernment to repair these bridges. Because the 
Government thought proper to purchase them 
for the convenience of the citizens of Maryland 
and of the District of Columbia, I do not see that 
it brought upon itself the obligation of continuing, 
in all time to come, to keep them up. lam now 
better satisfied as to my position than I was be- 
fore. 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
there were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 10, no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean, 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

LAND DISTRICTS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to explain the act 
approved the 12th of April, 1854, entitled “ An 
act to establish additional land districts in the 
Territory of Minnesota;”’ which was read a first 


Prayer 


a5 


Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act to define the jurisdiction of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States for the 
district of East Tennessee. 

KANSAS ELECTION, 

The House then procceded to the regular order 
of business, being the consideration of the reso- 
lution reported by the Committee of Elections in 
reference to the Kansas contested election. 


addressed the House in opposition to the resolu- 
tion for one hour, His speech is withheld for 


the Appendix. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
previous question. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. Task the gentleman from 
|| Maine to withdraw the demand for ten minutes, 
ii Mr. WASHBURN. I should be very glad to 


I demand the 


the unanimous understanding of the House yes- 
| terday that the previous question should be called 
to-day at one o’clock. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire to submit a few 
| remarks which will not consume more than ten 
minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. With the understanding 
had yesterday 1 do not feel at liberty to withdraw 
the demand, though Iam very sorry I cannot do 
i 


t. 
Mr. MeMULLIN. I will renew the demand. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the gentleman from 
Maine to withdraw the demand for me for a few 
moments. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Isece that I shall be obliged 
to withdraw for one if I do for another, and that 
I shall be called upon from all sides of the House; 
and for that reason I decline to yield to the gen- 


| eman from Virginia, or to any one. 
Mr. BOYCE. I would suggest that whoever 


desires to speak upon this question shall have the 
|| privilege, by unanimous consent, of printing his 
i| remarks. 
[Cries of “ Agreed !’? Agreed !”7] 
i Mr, McMULLIN, I move to lay the whole 


BROWN. I move that the Senate adjourn. | 


and second time, referred to the Committee of the | 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled | 


Mr. BOWIE (who was entitled to the floor) | 


revision, at his request, and will be published in | 


accommodate my friend from Virginia, but it was | 


| 
i 


| 
| 


subject upon the table; and upon that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McQUEEN. 

eas and nays. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw the.call for the 
yeas and nays for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs 
upon the motion to lay the whole subject upon 
the table. ae 

Mr. McMULLIN.. I am appealed to on all 
sides of the House to withdraw the motion to lay 
upon the table, and I do so. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HICKMAN, availing himself of the priv- 
ilege accorded him by the rules, as the member 
of the Committee of Elections who reported the 
resolution, addressed the House for an hour. He 
has withheld his speech for revision. It will be 
printed in the Appendix. 

‘The SPEAKER. The first question before the 
House is upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Bunnerr,] to recommit the res- 
olution reported by the Committee of Elections, 
with the following instructions: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in examining 
and judging of “ the elections, returns, and qualifications’? 
of persons claiming to have been elected Representatives of 
States, or Delegates of Territories which have been duly 
organized by Congress, shall exclude from their considera- 
tion the claims of all persons who fail to show that the elec- 
tion under which they claim to have been elected a Repre- 
sentative or Delegate was held in pursuance of the laws of 
the State or Territory sought to be represented by such 
claimant or claimants, or was elected in pursuance of a law 
of the United States for the governinent of such election, 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of this House no 
Representative of a State of the Union, and no Delegate of 
a Territory organized by Congress, can rightfully be admit- 
ted to a seat inthis House except in pursuance of law. 

Resolved further, That the Committee of Elections are 
hereby instructed to pursue their investigations in accord- 
ance with the foregoing principles. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it in order to move that the 
motion to recommit, as a preliminary question, 
be laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
recommit was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, (Mr. Duwn,] asan amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. Bewnerr.] The Committee of Elections 
report the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘hat the Committee of Elections, in the con- 
tested-clection case trom the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation, 


The gentleman from Mississippi proposes to 
amend by substituting the following: 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Bradley and Sidney 8. Baxter, 
Feqs., of the city of Washington, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed commissioners for and on behalf of this House, 
to take depositions and obtain process by taking copies of 
all such documents as may be desired by either party, or 
their agents or attorneys, in regard to the contested seat of 
Hon. Mr. Whitfield, as Delegate for Kansas, under the peti- 
tion of Hon. Mr. Reeder; that said Bradtey and Baxter be, 
and they are hereby, clothed with full power to adopt all 
needful means to elicit elear and ful proof upon all points 
which the parties respectively may submit to them as facta 
they, or citiier of them, desire to establish or controvert; 
that they shall give to the parties respeetively written and 
reasonable notice of the time and piace at which they will 
be ready to proceed in taking such depositions, and may 
adjourn the suue to other times and places as, in their judg- 
ment and diseretion, will tend to the full and perfect elicit- 
ing of the truth touching all such controverted matters 5 and 
that, when they shall have completed their labors, they 
report the same to this House. 

The gentleman from Indiana proposes to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the words, 
“ Resolved, 'Fhat,” and inserting as follows: 

A committee of three of the members of this House, to 
be appointed by the Speaker, shall proceed to inquire into, 
and collect evidence in regard to the troubles in Kansas gen- 
erally, and particulariy in regard to any fraud or force at- 
tempted or practiced in reference to any of the elections 
which have taken place in said Territory, either under the 
law organizing said Territory, or under any pretended law 
which may be alleged to have taken effect therein since. 
‘Nhat they shall ily investigate and take proof of all vio- 
lent and tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, at any 
tinie since tie passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act, whether 
engaged in by residents of said ‘Territory, or by any person 
or persons from elsewhere going into said Territory, and 
doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of violence or 
publie disturbance against the laws of the United States, or 
the rights, peace, and safety of the residents of said Ter- 
ritory : and for that purpose said committee shall have full 
power to send for, and examine and take copies ofallsuch 
papers, public records and proceedings as in their judgment 
wiil be useful in the premises; and, also, to send for per- 
sons, and examine them on oath, or affirmation, as to mat- 
ters within their knowledge, touching the matters of said 


`I call for tellers upon the 
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investigation ; and said committee, by their chairman, shall 
have power to administerall necessary oaths or affirmations 
connected with their aforesaid duties. 

Resolved further, That said committee may hold their 
investigations at such places and times as to them may seem 
advisable, and that they have leave of absence from the 
duties of this House until they shall have completed such 
investigation. That they be authorized to employ one or 
more clerks, and one or more assistant sergeants-at-arms, 
to aid them in their investigation; and may administer to 
them an oath or affirmation faithfully to perform the duties 
assigned to them, respectively, and to Keep secret all mat- 
ters which may come to their knowledge touching such 
investigation as said committee shall direct, until the report 
of the same shall be submitted to this House ; and said com- 
mittee may discharge any such clerk, or assistant sergeant- 
ut-arms, for neglect of duty or disregard of instructions in 
the premises, and employ others under like regulations. 

Resolved further, Thatif any person shall in any manner 
obstruct or hinder said committee, or attempt so to do, in 
their said investigation, or shall refuse to attend on said 
committee, and to give evidence when summoned for that 
purpose, or shall refuse to produce any paper, book, public 
record, or proceeding in their possession or control, to said 
committee when so required, or shall make any disturbance 
where said committee is holding their sittings, said commit- 
tee may, if they see fit, cause any and every such person to 
be arrested by said assistant sergeant-at-arms, and brought 
before this House to be dealt with as for a contempt. 

Resolved further, ‘That for the purpose of defraying the 
expenses of said commission, there be, and hereby is, ap- 
propriated the sum of $10,000, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of this House. 

Resolved further, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to furnish to said committee, 
should they be met with any serious opposition by bodies 
of Jawless men in the discharge of their duties aforesaid, 
such aid, from any military foree as may at the time be 
convenient to them, as may be necessary to remove such 
opposition, and enable said committee without molestation 
to proceed with their labors. 

Resolved further, That when said committee shall have 
completed said investigation, they report all the evidence 
s0 collected to this House. 


The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit me to introduce an 
additional resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS, Mr. RICHARDSON, and oth- 
ers, objected. 

Mr. ORR. I understand the Chair to announce 
that the vote first to be taken is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Duyw.] 
Now, if that proposition was entertained by the 
Chair as a substitute for the original proposition, 
I submit that the vote must first be taken upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Bennerr,] which is an amendment 
to the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was not entertained by the 
Chair as a substitute for the original resolution. 
The Chair understood, and so stated, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indianaas an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Bennerv.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The resolutions of 
the gentleman from Indiana were offered as a 
substitute for the original resolution reported by 
the Committee of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. They were not so enter- 
tained by the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. As the question now stands, then, 
the first vote is to decide whether the House will 
take the proposition of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana in lieu of that of the gentleman from Missis- 

ippi, [Mr. Bennetr.] f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. ORR. If that proposition should be 
adopted, the question will then arise on adopting 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana in 
lieu of the resolution reported by the Committee 
of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. ORR. The first vote, then, is between the 
two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SMITH. I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to offer his proposition as a sub- 
stitute for the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It was not entertained as a 
substitute, but as an amendment to an amend- 
ment; and the Chair so stated it to the House. 

Mr. SNEED. I would inquire whether, if the 
House adopt the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, it will not then be necessary to vote 
upon that as a substitute for the original resolu- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It will. f 

Mr. ORR. Ifthe proposition of the gentleman 


| well, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morde- 


| Hornoway, had paired off with Mr. STEPHENS. 


from Indiana be adopted then, no vote can be 
taken upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER, That will have been passed 
upon in the first instance. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. All of.us, I sup- 
ose, want to understand what we are doing, and’ 
ow we are voting.. As I understand it, the 

question now before the House to be first voted 
upon is between the amendment first offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, which is to send 
commissioners to Kansas, and the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana, which is to send a 
committee of this House there. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first question. 

Mr. JONES. If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana be adopted, the question 
will then be upon adopting the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi as amended, in lieu 
of the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections. ; 

The SPEAKER. That will be the question. 
Mr. JONES. The proposition now immedi- 

ately before the House 1s between sending a com- 
mission out to Kansas, and sending a committee 
to be appointed by the Speaker of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands 
it. The Chair will state the question so that it 
can be understood by the House. The question 
is upon striking out the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the proposition offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. Upon this question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Dunn’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was decided in the 
aflirmative—yeas 104, nays 91; us follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. ‘Allen, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buflinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin,Cumback, 
Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Em- 
rie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Wickman, 'Pho- 
mas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Macc, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Miil- 
ward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stranahan, Thormgton, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C: 
Washburne, Dihu B. Washbarne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Whitney, Woodruff, and Woodworth 
—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bo- 
cock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Carathers, Caskic, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobh, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Totman, Hous- 
ton, George W., Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 


egi Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuci A. Smitb, Wiliam Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, 
‘Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Wheeler, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 
—91. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. QUITMAN said: Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
Barxspare, called home by the illness of his 
child, has paired off with Mr. Rossow. 

Mr. BENSON said: My colleague, Mr. Woop, 
who is unavoidably absent from the city, has 
paired off with a gentleman from New York, who, 
on this question, would cast a vote different from 
that which he would give if he were present. 

Mr. HERBERT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Denver, had paired off. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE said that he had paired off 
with Mr. Tuunston, or he should have voted no. 

Mr. COLFAX stated that his colleague, Mr. 


Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. PELTON. 

Mr. BISHOP stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Pewnineroy, had paired off with Mr. Rusr. 

Mr. GREENWOOD (when his name was 
called) said: Mr. Speaker, it is known to the 
House and the country that I am utterly opposed 
to this proposition in all its forms. While this i 


‘House has the power to judge of the qualifica- 
tions, elections, and returns of its members, it 
certainly does not have the' power to-go‘ behind 
the law enacted by the Legislature of Kansas, fix- 
ing the time and manner of electing a’ Délegate to 
Congress, for the purpose of inquiring “whether 
the Legislature was properly elected or not. Jf 
this House ever had the power, which: I A 
Congress gave the Governor of that Territory 
the power to pass upon the returns ‘and qualift- 
cations of the members elected:to the Territorial 
Legislature; and when he passed upon the quès- 
tion, the door was forever closed against an’ in- 
quiry by this House. The Territorial Legisla- 
ture also possessing the same power, and having 
acted upon the qualification and election ‘of the 
members of that body, cannot be inquired into 
by this House. The House may purge the polls 
of all illegal votes, if any given, and report: the 
true number of legal votes given for the different 
candidates voted for, and thus determine who 
received the highest number of legal votes. Mr. 
Speaker, I cannot vote upon the pending ques- 
tion, having paired off with the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kunxex,] he bein 
in favor of the report of the committee, and 
being opposed to it in all its forms, as well as the 
pending amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Purviance, had paired off with Mr. Cutten. 

Mr. VAIL stated that Mr. Wiiuiams had 
paired off with Mr. Woop. e 

„Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, stated. that 
his colleague, Mr. Wriaut, had paired off with 
Mr. Avgricur. 

Mr. CULLEN stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Purviance. 

After the announcement of the vote, ‘ 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said: The effect of the 
vote just taken is to reject the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. : 

The SPEAKER. That has been stricken out 
by the vote of the House. 

Mr. COBB. The only propositions now before 
the House are the resolution of the committee 
and the resolutions of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana; and as, in my judgment, there is no prop- 
osition before us which ought to be adopted, I 
move to lay the whole subject upon the table; 
and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered. = 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 93, nays 100; as follows: : 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley 8. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P, Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dowdell, itdmundson, Eniott, English, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Phomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus Hali, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, George w. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshail, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miter, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruf- 
fin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, Taylor, Frippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—93. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Bufinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chatce, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Edic, Edwards, Emric, Flagter, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, 
Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hugbston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott; Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stranahan, ‘Thorington, 
Todd, ‘rafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washbume, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—100. 

So the House refused to Jay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

Pending the above call, i 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Eustis. 

The question recurred on Mr. Bennerr’s 
amendment- as amended. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Vir. WASHBURN, of Maine; The question 
mow is upon the adoption of the amendment of 


ithe gentleman from Indiana in lieu of the original 


: lation. cf 
ihe SPEAKER. That iş substantially the 
question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the amendment 


will be adopted. : 

Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. I object to debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana is voted down, 
does that adopt the original resolution? 

The SPEAKER. | It does not. 


Mr. JONES. The amendment of the gentle- 


man from Indiana has been adopted in lieu of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The question now is. on the amendment as 
amended; after that, another vote must be taken 
before anything is adopted finally. 

The SPEAKER. There are two votes to be 
taken; first, on the amendment, and then on the 


resolution. yh 

Mr. SEWARD. Is it in order to divide the 
question, and to take the vote first on striking 
out? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. , 

The question was then taken; and it was 
dccided in the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 81; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 
Bennett, Beuson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durice, Edie, Edwards, Emric, Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kilian Mer, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Ready, Ritchic, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stranahian, Lhoring- 
ton, Todd, ‘Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, 
Wakeman; Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, {srael Washburn, Watson, 
Weich, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Aoilicotter 
li. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, flowell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawlord Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
English, ustis, Evans, Faulkner, Morence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Her- 
bert, Hofman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Leteber, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MceMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quit- | 
man, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, ‘Talbott, Taylor, 'l'rippe 
Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright—81. 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon agrecing to the 
resolution as amended, 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 


Bennett, Beuson, Billingharst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, | 


Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Le 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clas 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Tiri- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Har- 
rison, Haven, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Vatentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stranahan, 'Thoring- 
ton, Todd, Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bilihu B. Wash- 
burne; Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, : 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, į 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W.. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawtord, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Elliot, English, Fustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Ken- 
nett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 


vis 


Knapp, Knight, | 


| standing here is that fore 


Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Sandidge, 


Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel. A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Winsiow, John Ve Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—93. . 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BOWIE said: Am I now voting upon the 
proposition of thegentleman from Indiana, which 
allows all kinds of testimony to be taken? 

[Cries of ‘Order!’ “order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. It is not inorder to charac- 
terize the resolution. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then I vote no. 

Mr. GREENWOOD stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. KUNKEL. . 

Mr. WASHBURN moveđ to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Mrs. Ruhama 
and Rebecca Whitaker, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

It was so ordered. 

And then, on motion by Mr. BOYCE, (at three 
o’clock and fifty minutes,) the House adjourned 
until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 20, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was readand approved 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BIGLER presented papers in support of 
the claim of the heirs of Thomas Jordan, a pay- | 
master in the revolutionary army, to arrears of 
pension; which were referred to the Committee | 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Brevet | 
Colonel John L. Gardner, of the United States | 
Army, praying for an amendment of the act of 
April 24, 1816, in respect to the forage allowance; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Aftuirs. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, praying for the 
adoption of measures forthe protection of Amer- 
ican commerce against piracies in the shallow 
bays and waters along the China coast; whieh was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I present 
a memorial of citizens of New Jersey bordering 
on the sea-coast, who served as volunteers during 
the war of 1816, under the direction of the State, 
and were in actual service and engaged in batue ; 
with the enemy. They ask that parol testimony 
may be reecived to prove their service, and that 
they may be placed on the same footing with other | 
volunteers in the service of the United States. I; 
move its reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REFERENCES TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. SEWARD. Yesterday I presented to the 
Senate a memorial of Oscar Pitcr, praying for 
compensation for property destroyed in the bom 
bardinent of Greytown. ‘I did not scrutinize the 
paper carefully, but I am now informed by the i 
Secretary that the memorial appears on its face 
to have come from a foreigner. As the under- 
eners should address 
the Government through the President of the 
United States, and not through the legislative : 


j 
t 


bodies, the presentation of the petition was irregu- || 
3 d» 


lar. I therefore ask lcave to move for the recon- 


sideration of the order by which that petition was i 


referred to the Court of Claims, and that the pe- | 
tition be returned to the petitioner. | 
The motions were agreed to. i 
Mr. STUART. Lhold in my hand the petition | 
of Benjamin Lanflant, praying for compensation | 
for property destroyed by the enemy during the ; 
last war with Great Britain. Hewishes to have | 
his claim referred to the Court of Claims. The 
practice in this body has not been established on 
this subject, but it strikes me that it is more a : 
propriate that the petition in the first place should | 
e referred to a committee, with instructions to | 


| be a question of jurisdiction. 


ascertain and report the propriety of referring it 
to thecourt. T therefore present. the petition, and 
move its reference to the Committee on Claims, 
with instructions to report to the Senate the pro- 
priety of sending it to the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY EAND BILL. 


Mr. FOOT. By direction of the Committee on 
Public Lands, I report back the bill (H.R. No. 8) 
to amend the “Act in addition to certain acts 
granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers who have beenengaged in the military service 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1855, 
with several amendments, and with a recom- 
; mendation that it be passed. As there has been 
some slight modification of the original amend- 
ments, I am also directed to move that the bill be 
reprinted. 

he motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FOOT. [also give notice of the intention 
of the committee to call for the consideration of 
the bill on Monday next. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the legal representatives of Rhoda Lewis, 
widow of Seth Lewis, of the State of Connecticut, be per- 
mitted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the original 
certificate of membership in the Cincinnati Society granted 
Seth Lewis, and now with Rhoda Lewis’s petition on the 
files: Provided, That a certified copy thereof be placed 
with the petition and papers aforesaid. 


DOCUMENTS FOR THE CHIEF ENGINEER. 


_Mr. WELLER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Senate to furnish the office of the chief engineer of the 
Army with fifty copies of the reports, charts, maps, and 
other documents which may be prepared and sent by that 
office tothe Senate trom time to tune, aud published by 
| their order. 

l ask for the consideration of the resolution 
now. It is recommended by the Secretary of 
War to furnish the chief of the engineer depart- 
| ment with a copy of the reports and maps coming 
| from that office, for the purpose of being distrib- 


'} uted among the officers of that corps. 


Mr. STUART. Isit prospective? 
Mr. WELLER. Entirely. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous 
‘ consent, and agreed to. 
GADSDEN TREATY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreod to: 

Resolved, ‘That the President be requested to inform the 
| Senate whether the boundary tine between the United 
States and Mexico has been surveyed, marked, and estab- 
lished, as required by the third article of the treaty between 
the two Governments of June 30, 1853; and whether the 
$3,000,000 stipulated to be paid to Mexico “as soon as the 
boundary line shall be surveyed, marked, and established,” 
have been paid, or any part thereof; and if so, how much, 
to whom, and under what circumstances. 

FRAUDS ON THE REVENUE, 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, as this day 
i has been assigned to the Senator from Ilinois, 
[Mr. Doveras,] and I do not propose to interfere 
with hhn, I shall not call forthe consideration of 
i the deficiency bill now; and therefore, l propose 

that we take up at once the bill on which he is 
‘to deliver his remarks. {understand he is ready 


{to go on. 


Mr. JAMES. I hope the honorable Senator 
i from Virginia will give way for a few moments, 
in order to allow me to introduce a bill of which 
previous notice has been given, with a view to its 


;! reference to the Committee on Finance. 


Leave was granted to introduce the bill, the 
itle of whieh is, “A bill to prevent frauds on the 
venue, and for other purposes. ”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. [understand the Senator de- 
sires to submit some remarks on that subject; E 
ldo not wish to interfere with him, but there may 
I only wish it to 
_be understood that that question is not decided. 
T shall not object to the first reading of the bill; 
ibut I must object to its reference to any com- 
i mittee now. 

' Mr. JAMES then addressed the Senate in ex- 
‘planation ot the bill, His speech wiil be pub- 
: lished in the Appendix. 

| The bill was read the first time, and ordered to 
| a second reading. 
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ADMISSION OF LADIES. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to make a 
motion which I know will require the unanimous 
consent of the body, but to which [ hope there 
will be no objection. It is well known that the 
subject on which the honorable Senator from IH- 
nois intends to speak is one which excites univer- 
sal attention in the country—an attention which 
is not entirely engrossed by that sex which has 
the right of suffrage. The ladies feel greatly 
interested not only in the subject, but, under the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, in the orator. 

rise, therefore, to ask the unanimous consent 
that the ladies who are waiting in the ante-cham- 
ber may be admitted to the floor of the Senate. 
I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am sorry to interpose ob- 
jection; but I think we had better adhere to our 
rules. 

The PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator objects, the 
motion cannot be received. 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, (S. No. 172,) reported from the Committee 
on Territories, to authorize the people of the 
Territory of Kansas to form a constitution and 
State government, preparatory to their admission 
into the Union, when they have the requisite 
population. 

lt provides that whenever it shall appear, by 
a census to be taken under the direction of the 
Governor, by authority of the Territorial Legis- 
lature, that Kansas contains 93,420 inhabitants, 
(that being the number required by the present 
ratio of representation for a member of Congress,) 
the Legislature may provide for the clection of 
delegates to assemble in convention to form a 
constitution and State government, preparatory 
to their admission into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects 
whatsoever, by the name of the Srare or Kan- 
sas, with the following boundaries: Beginning on 
the western boundary of the State of Missouri 
where the thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude 
crosses it, thence west on that parallel to the one 
hundred and third meridian of longitude, thence 
north to the fortieth parallel of latitude, thence 
east tò the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri, thence southward to the place of begin- 
ning. 

The convention is to be composed of delegates 
from each representative district within the limits 
of the proposed State, and each district is to elect 
double the number of delegates to which it may 
be entitled to representatives in the Territorial 
Legislature; and at the election of delegates, all 
white male inhabitants, who shall have arrived 
at the age of twenty-one years, and shall have 
been actual residents in the Territory for the 
period of six months, and in the district for the 
period of three months preceding the day of elec- 

, tion, and who shall possess the other qualifica- 
tions required by the organic act of the Territory, 
shall be entitled, and none others shall be permit- 
ted, to vote at that election. 

It proposes to offer to the convention of the 
people of Kansas, when formed, for their free 
aceeptance or rejection, the usual propositions 
made to a new State on its admission in refer- 
ence to the public domain, the grant of lands for 
schools, a university, and public buildings; and 
salt springs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half in explanation of the bill, and 
on the general subject of the recent disturbances 
in Kansas. Huis speech, which will be published 
hereafter, was also a defense of the report of the 
majority of the committee, a reply to the report 
of the minority, and an animadversion on the 
reeent speech and course of his colleague, {Mr. 
Trumput..] The speech will appear in the Ap- 
pendix 

Mr. COLLAMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to ask my honorable 
friend from Vermont whether it is his desire to 
speak to-day, or at some future day? Itis now 

ate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam prepared to, speak 
now if necessary; but I will act according to the 
wish of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
sire to speak? 


When will the Senator de- ¥ 


i ing it; he needs no assistance from me. 


i not speak! 


| discussion for a month or two months, 


Mr. COLLAMER.. I believe Monday and 
Tuesday have already been assigned for special 
orders, or.else I should name one of those days. 

Mr. SEWARD. With the consent of the hon- 
orable Senator I will move that this subject be 
postponed until Wednesday next, and be made 
the special order for that day. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr.SEWARD. Before that motion is put, I 
ask unanimous consent (and I call the attention 
of the honorable Senator from Ilinois to it) to lay 
on the table informally, and have printed, a sub- 
stitute which I intend to offer for the bill of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
objection to that. 

The substitute was laid on the table informally, 
and ordered to be printed; and the question was 
stated to be on the motion to postpone the sub- 
ject until Wednesday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before that question is 
disposed of, I desire to saya few words. As the 


I suppose there will be no 


| Senator from Vermont will be entitled to the floor 


when the subject comes up again, and some re- 
marks have fallen from my colleague [Mr. Dove- 
tas] which I think should receive a reply at my 
hands, I prefer doing it now, as 1 can conclude in 


| a few moments all that I wish to say in response 


to his lengthy specch. 

I rejoice, sir, that in the discussion to-day a 
better spirit has been manifested than we wit- 
nessed when this subject was last before us. My 
wishes arc, that discussion should be so conducted 
as to avoid any allusions of a personal character. 


| If this had been done by my colleague, his speech 


might have gone outunanswered. As itis, I have 
a few words to say. 

To the argument of the Senator’s speech, and 
his assault on the minority report, I have no reply 
to make. That matter is in the hands of the 
Senator from Vermont, who is capable of defend- 
But to 
those personal allusions which concern me, and 


! me alone, I prefer now, before this subject passes 


from the consideration of the Senate, to pay my 
respects. 

A complaint is made, and a serious one, that 
the courtesies of debate were violated—that par- 
liamentary usage was set aside by me in order to 
assail the Senator’s report. All I wish to say on 
that point is to give a plain statement of facts, 
The report, after it was madc, was in the hands 
of a committee over which I had no control—the 
Committee on Printing. They brought it before 
the Senate without my knowledge, and it was 
about to pass from the consideration of the Senate 
when I rose to make my remarks. Is it discourt- 
cous, is itunparliamentary, when a subject is in- 
troduced before the Senate and the vote is about 
to be taken on it, for any member of the Senate 
to discuss that question? Why, sir, in whata 


| condition shall we be placed if an individual Sen- 


ator is to say when another Senator shail or shall 
“ Upon what meat” does my col- 
league feed, that he is to fix the time and the place 
and the occasion when remarks are’ to be made 
on a subject legitimately before the Senate, and 
without the codperation of the person desiring to 
be heard upon it? I recognize no such right in 
that Senator or any other to determine when a 
matter which has been brought officially before 


| the Senate, which has been presented to us by a 


committee, shall be spoken of, and when it shall 
not. And, sir, what was the fact about this re- 
port of my colleague? Inadvance of its delivery 
to the Senate it was sent to the city of New York, 
published in the papers there, scattered broad- 


| cast throughout the land; not accompanied by 


the minority report—no, sir, but alone. "Were 
we to waituntil my colleague should think proper 
to come into the Senate with the bill which he 
told us he was going to present? That would 
leave it entirely within his power to delay the 
He and 
his friends have the control of the committee. 
True, he had given some assurance that he would 
introduce that billon Monday; but would it be 
subject to discussion when he brought it in? 


| Other special orders would have precedence of it, 
i and there was no telling, had the report passed 


from our consideration, when another opportu- 
nity would have been given to reply to it. There- 
fore, it seems to me that I am not liable to the: 


charge of having viólated thë courtesy of the Sens‘ 
ate, much less any parliamentary rule; by having ! 
spoken at an improper time.) "es ost n at 

The Senator also alluded. to-a remark which J ` 
made, that the minority. of: the Committee on’ 
Territories had no opportunity. to’ examine ‘this’. 
report. I need not’ speak on that ‘point; the” 
Senator from Vermont will take care of it. “Reis | 
enough that I am willing that the: statement of- 
my colleague should go to the country. Itshows' 
upon its face that there was no ‘opportunity to 
examine his report. It was voluminous, occupy 
ing, if I remember rightly, some two hoursin its 
reading, and no man, on barely hearing it’ ready 
could be prepared to draft an answer to ite The 
Senator’s own statement shows that no favorablé 
opportunity was afforded the minority to examine 
the majority report before it was presented tò the’ 
Senate. ; Egeris 

My colleague complains of a quotation which: 
I made from one of his speeches, in which hé is 
spores to have said that he knew of no man’ 
who advocated “the extension of slavery over a 
country now free.” He says now, that he would” 
have no complaint to make if the remainder of his 
remarks made at the time had been quoted, and if” 
the words “by act of Congress” had not been 
left out of my quotation. Now, ‘see how plain 
a tale will put him down.’ ‘I assert, in my place. 
here—the records will convict me if wrong—that’ 
the words “ by act of Congress” are ‘not ‘in his 
speech in that connection, or insertéd in itas a 
qualification of that remark; they are an intérpo= 
lation to-day, and would have been an interpola- 
tion by me if I had inserted them. ¥ 

I wish now to call attention, for a moment, to 
another position. I assumed, and I assume still— 
and allow me to say that my colleague has not 
met the argument—that the Missouri compromise 
was applicable to the country which it. covered 
while a Territory, but only while a' Territory. The’ 
Senator has quoted to-day that remark from miy 
speech; he has quoted from the Nebraska bill the: 
clause which says that the Territories organized 
by it shall be admitted into the Union as States, 
with or without ‘slavery, as the people shall de- 
termine; he has shown that that same clause is in 
the Utah and New Mexico bills; but I say there 
is no inconsistency between that provision and: 
the Missouri compromise, because the Missouri’: 
compromise applied to “territory” only, and not 
to States. He professes or assumes ‘not to undei-" 
stand this position. Why, sir, the controversy 
is not about slavery in States, but in Territories. 
Now, let me show to the Senate how it was un- 
derstood by my colleague himself, who in former 
years held with me those same notions of De- 
mocracy which he now calls Abolitionism’ and: 

Black Republicanism. F acted with and supported: 
him for years, supposing him to be a true Dern- 
ocrat, standing upon the old Jeffersonian: platform’ 
of Democracy; and it never occurred to me at’ that ‘ 
day that I was cherishing Black Republican and: 
Abolition sentiments unawares, but it seems’ that 

l was. Now, sir, let me give you his views on 

this point. Tread from a speech delivered by: 
him in the Senate, March 13,1850. He is spéak= 
ing of the Wilmot proviso, and says? 

“The Wilmot proviso in a territorial bill or a State con- 
stitution! What a confusion of ideas~a perversion. of 
terms! What is the Wilinot proviso ?—and why is the name’ 
of Mr. Wilmot attached to the measure? One would nat- 
urally suppose that it was an original idea, conceived, ma-, 
tured, and brought forward for the first time by Mr. Wilmot.. 
And so it was. It was not a prohibition of slavery in a 
State constitution adopted by the people themselves. ‘Stich™ 
provisions and prohibitions were to be found in-the.constt-.. 
tutions of nearly all the free States of this Union before Mrs: 
Wilmot was born. It was not a prohibition of slavery in æ, 
territorial bill, to continue so long as the Territory existed, 
and leaving the people to do as they pleased when they: 
should be admitted into the Unionas a State.: This was: 
not the Wilmot proviso; for such. a provision was to. be. 
found in the ordinance of 1787, and in each successive ter- 
ritorial bill for the northern section’of thé Union, from that, 
period up to the time Mr. Wilmot first saw the light, and: 
during his infancy and youth; even up to 1845.7? 

He himself, then, construed the Missouri com- 
romise, and the’ ordinance of 1787, which pro- 
ribited slavery in all the territory to which it was” 

applicable ‘<forever,”’ as extending only so long 
as the region of country embraced in the prohi- 
bition should continue under a territorial governi- 
ment; and he repudiated the original Wilmot: 
proviso; because it sought to incorporate that pro- 
vision into a treaty which ‘we were te make with: 
Mexico, by which States, when they came into: 
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the Union, would not have the right to regulate 
this question for themselves. 

‘Then, sir, 1 say he has not met my argument. 
The whole controversy turns upon slavery in 
Territories, not in States. I repudiate;as emphat- | 
Ically as he does, the idea of interfering with 
slavery in the States. If I have mistaken the 
Missouri compromise, I was led into the mistake 
by the Senator’s own teachings. But, he asks, 
if Lam right, why has he been charged with vio- 
jating a compact? The answer is as plain as 
the noonday sun. Can there not be a compact 
in reference to a Territory? Is not a compact 
in reference to a Territory as sacred as if it were 
made in reference to a State? The Missouri com- 
promise was to continue only as long as the 
country north of 36° 30’ north latitude remajned 
under a territorial organization, and beyond that 
had no operation; but for that period it was a 
valid provision, or compact if you please. 

My colleague charges upon me, however, that 
Lam engaged in a crusade against the Democratic 
party, and hurls at me again those insinuations 
which he took the liberty of making the other 
day, that I am associated with Abolitionists. 
Now, sir, I wish to put this matter right—to put 
itdown so.that it shall never be reiterated or 
heard of again. I have before me the Journal of 
the last Legislature of the State of Hlinois—a 
Legislature the lower House of which was clected 
after the Kansas-Nebraska bill was passed, and 
elected on the issue of indorsing the Senator’s | 
conduct in repealing the Missouri compromise. 
That was the great question in issue. He can- 
vassed the State upon it. The Senators are 
elected for four years, one half going out every 
two years. In the House of Representatives, 
consisting of seventy-five members fresh from 
the people, this resolution was adopted. 

“ Resolved by the House, (the Senate concurring herein,) 
That our Senators be instructed, and our members of the | 
lower House in Congress, in this State, be respectfully re- 
quested, to oppose any and all efforts having for their object 
the disturbance of the compromise measures of 1850, in- 
cluding the fugitive slave law, 

That the Missouri compromise ought never to have 
been disturbed; and that our Senators deserve the reprehen- 
sion of this House for so doing.” 

Forty-one votes were cast in favor of this reso- 
lution, and there were but twenty-three against it, 
only sixty-four members being present. 

Now, I wish to say, in reply to the insinuation 
which has been thrown out that I am associated 
with the Abolitionists of Ilinois, that, of the forty- | 
one members who voted for that resolution con- 
demning my colleague’s course, twenty-nine 
refused to vote for me as Senator, and cast their 
votes, with three or four exceptions, for his par- 
ticular friend, General Shields, or Jocl A. Matte- 
son. 


Are these twenty-nine members Abolitionists? 
They did not support me, but—with some half- 
dozen exceptions—they are the peculiar friends 
and supporters of my colleague. Is not he, then, 
associated with Abolitionists? The same resolu- 
tion would have passed the Senate but for the fact 
that half its members held over, just as my col- 
league holds over here, having been elected before 
the Nebraska issue came up; otherwise the reso- 
lution which passed the House would have passed 
the Senate also, and been presented here as a 
guide for my colleague’s conduct; and yet the 
principle of this resolution is now denounced as 
Abolitionism, and a proposition is gravely made 
on the floor of the Senate, that we should both | 
resign and go before the people of Ilinois. Now, 
I desire to put that matter at rest, and to show 
the absurdity of the proposition, though itis not 
unlike many others which are made. I would | 
not undertake to answer it any further than it 
was replied to the other day, but for the fact that 
it is noticed in the official paper as if it were a 
powerful argument in reference to the Kansas- 
Nebraska question. 

Now, what is the proposition? Look at the 
coolness of the thing. My colleague was elected 
before this issue sprang up in the country, while 
he and I were acting together. He went out to 
IHinois, and, through his friends, meetings were 
held, and a decree went forth denouncing every 
man as an Abolitionist or a Black Republican 
who did not indorse the Kansas-Nebraska act. 
I happened to be one of those sitting at the peo- 
ple’s gate, who would neither bow down to, nor 


reverence this decree, and if in erecting a scaffold ; 


for me, like Haman of old, another shall be found 
hanging on it, itis not my fault. [Laughter.] Sir, 
sitting at the gate, I neither bowed down nor did 
reverence to my colleague’s new test, but thought 
proper to stand upon the doctrines which he had 
promulgated in 1849 and 1850, and the peoplesus- 
tained me. On thisissue I was elected, first, to the 
House of Representatives; then, through the Le- 
gislature, to this body; and now, after the elections 
are over, after we have fought the fight, and the bat- 
tle is won, my colleague says, ‘‘ Let us have a new 
trial.” [Laughter.] He says to me: “ If you will 
resign’’—having just been elected on this issue ”’ 
—“ I will resign, too, and we will go before the 
people.”’ Is not thata modest proposition? Let 
the Senator return to his constituents—let him 
resign, and present this issue to them, and then, 
if reélected, we shall stand on an equal footing. 
He and I would both have been elected upon the 
same issue, and then I should be willing to join 
him and go before the people for a final decision 
between us. Iam not afraid to trust the people 
of Illinois. They are sound upon this question— 
they stand upon the Democratic platform erected 
for them by his aid in 1850 and 1852. 
osition to resign reminds me of an unsuccessful 
client in court. I never knew one who was not 
ready for a new trialif he could get it, The Sen- 
ator has made this issue with me, and he has been 
unsuccessful. When he shall have had his own 


trial on it, and shall have succeeded, he will find | 


me ready to meet hirn. 

The question is asked by my colleague, how 
do I get over the fact that the elections were con- 
tested in only seven districts in Kansas? I never 
placed my opposition to the acts of the Kansas 


Legislature on the ground that the elections were | 


not contested. The position which I took has 
not been met save by arguing to show that the 
wrong, ifone was committed, has been sanctified. 
My position was, that the elections were carried 
by fraud and violence originally, and that no act 
of the men who were so elected, or of the Gov- 


ernor, could sanctify that which was fraudulent į 


in its origin. You might as well attempt to sus- 
tain in a court of equity a case having its origin 
in fraud, as to uphold a Legislature elected by 
force of arms, and in opposition to those who had 
a right to be represented in it. That was my 
position; and I illustrated it in my remarks the 
other day, by saying that the instance was never 
known—it would be a wonder of the world— 
where the usurpers themselves, who in this case 
were the Kansas Legislature, decided that they 
had no right to the authority which they assumed. 
Does Louis Napoleon question his own authority 
to trample on the rights of the people of France ? 
He would no doubt certify that he was duly 
elected; and so did the conquerors of Kansas 
certify; so did Reeder, if you please. Iam not 
going to advocate him, but that docs not cover 
up the original wrong. 

The question is, whether the elections were 
carried by armed invaders from Missouri? The 
fact that the contest took place in reference to 
seven districts only proves nothing. Does that 
prove that all the illegal votes were given in 
those seven districts? Let me statea fact: When 
the census was taken in February there were a 
lite more than two thousand cight hundred 
voters in the Territory: that is official. The 
election was held in March following, and more 
than six thousand votes were cast: that is also 
official. Now, what right have you to confine 
those illegal votes to seven districts? None what- 
ever. 

The Senator denies that there is a scintilla of 
evidence to show that the illegal voting ever ex- 


tended beyond the seven districts, To-day, in his | 


remarks, he has admitted that there was illegal 
voting, and there is not a scintilla of evidence to 
show that it was confined to the seven districts; 
but there is evidence that itextended to other dis- 
tricts. It was exhibited on this floor by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I shall not travel over 
that ground now; but the report contains no evi- 
dence to show that the three or four thousand 
illegal votes were confined to seven districts. The 
majority report does not furnish it; while the 
official action in taking the census, and in the re- 
turn of the number of votes cast, shows the fraud. 
But it is said that, if we allege this, we discredit 
the action of our own Governor. My colleague 
spoke of Governor Reeder, addressing this side 


His prop- | 


-their own domestic affairs in their own way? 


of the Chamber, as ‘‘yourown Governor.” Why, 
sir, whose Governor was Mr. Reeder? Was he 
not sent to Kansas as Governor by that party 
which is now arrogating to itself the name of the 
Democratic party—the Nebraska party, to which 
my colleaguc belongs? How was he the Gov- 
ernor of the free-State men? He was the Governor 
of my colleague’s friends. Let him and them 
sustain his acts; it is not for me to do it, 

But, sir, we are told that thereis agreat objection 
to repealing or annulling the laws of the Territo- 
rial Legislature. What is that objection? That 
children have been born; that marriages have 
taken place under those laws; and that if we re- 
peal them a great calamity will fall on the country. 
Need it be said herc, in the presence of the Senate, 
that the repeal of those bogus laws will not have 
the effect to make marriages void or children 
legitimate? No such consequences would follow, 
and I supposed everybody here understood the 
principles of law too well to imagine such a thing. 
The marriages would be good in fact, and the 
children legitimate, although the acts of the bogus 
Legislature were declared nullities. 

I am charged with misstating the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Territories in an- 
other particular. In my former remarks allusion 
was made to the statement in the report that the 
object of the emigrants sent out by the aid soci- 
eties was to ‘‘abolitionize Kansas as a means for 
prosecuting a relentless warfare on the institu- 
tion of slavery within the limits of Missouri,’’ 
and I asked the question, where was the evidence 
for this statement? [admit I did call for evidence 
of that fact, and it has not been furnished. The 
Senator says now that the report docs not state 
any such thing, but that the conduct of the emi- 
grants sent by the emigrant aid socicty, in pass- 
ing through Missouri, created apprehensions that 
such was their design. I have the report before 
me, and will read it to show which of ushasstated 
it correctly. The report says: 

“These apprehensions increased and spread with the 
progress of events until they became the settled convictions 
of the people.” 

My colleague has asserted in this report that 
they were the settled convictions of the people of 
Missouri. 

“Phe natural consequence was, that immediate steps 
were taken by the people of the western counties of Mis- 
souri to stimulate, organize, and carry into effect a system 
of emigration similar to that of the Massachusetts Emigrant 
Aid Company, for the avowed purpose of counteracting the 
effects, and protecting themselves and their domestice msti- 
tutions from the consequences, of that company’s oper- 
ations.’? 

Here is a distinct charge that the organization 
in western Missouri was for the purpose of coun- 
teracting the effects of the operations of the aid 
society, ‘and protecting themselves and their domes- 
tic institutions from the consequences of that company’s 
operations.” If the emigrant aid society had no 
such design, why say that the people in western 
Missouri organized against such acts? 

My colleague has declaimed against treason, 
and spoken of hanging traitors. Sir, does he 

retend to say that there are traitors in Kansas? 
He said that, in his opinion, if the free-State 
men in that Territory go a little further, they will 
become traitors; and intimated, too, that you 
might find .traitors without going to Kansas. 
What have the people of Kansas done that they 
are to be called traitors? Tf they have committed 
any wrong atall, have they not fallen into the 
error in the same way that I fell into Abolitionism 
and Black Republicanism by following my col- 
league’s lead? Did he not say that the people 
of the Territory of Kansas were sovereign—that 
they had a right to regulate their own domestic 
affairs in their own way? Has he not proclaimed, 
even to-day, that the principle of the majority 
report is, to allow the people of Kansas to pea 
they have taken him at his word, and organized 
a government for their own protection, is he not 
to blame for having led them into the error? Is 
it kind now in him to speak of hanging them as 
traitors when he himself has led them to commit 
the treason? If they did wrong in attempting to 
organize a State government, I know of no per- 
son who has been so greatly instrumental in 
bringing*it about as my colleague. 

Mr. President, I leave the personal matters 
dragged into this discussion by my colleague, and 
which I regret should ever have arisen, for they 
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have really nothing to do with thé great question 
before the country. I desire to rise above these 
squabbles. Now, when a dangerous question 
presents itself for solution, threatening civil war, 
threatening the dissolution of this—our glorious 
Union—in which the peace, the prosperity, and 
the happiness of nearly thirty millions of people 
are involved—in which republican institutions not 
only here, but throughout the world, areat stake, 
into what miserable insignificance do all these 
petty, personal squabbles sink? As patriots, and 
as members of the American Senate, let us hope 
that they may never again be dragged before us. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the | 


motion of the Senator from New York to post- 
pone the further consideration of this bill until 
Vednesday next, and make it the special order 
for one o’clock on that day. 
Mr. STUART. 
Senators, I propose to substitute Thursday. 


Mr. SEWARD. I accept the amendment, and | 


modify my motion accordingly. 
The motion, as modified, was agreed to. 


OBSERVANCE OF GOOD FRIDAY. 
Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate should now 


adjourn, what will be the condition of the defi- 
ciency bul to-morrow? ‘Will it not come up as 
the first special order? 

The PRESIDENT. Being the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, it will be the first special order 
to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. Imove that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. F trust we shall 
meet to-morrow, and dispose of the deficiency 
bill. We ought to be getting forward with our 
business. 

Several SENATORS. 
Monday. 

Mr. HUNTER. We ought to do it to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I beg leave to state, that to- 
morrow is a holy day, observed as such by the 
great majority of the Christian world, and by two 
very numerous and respectable sects in this coun- 
try. Since the meeting of the present session of 
Congress we have sat but once on Friday. I trust 
that the offense of sitting on Good Friday will not 
be given to so large a class of our citizens. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the public business 
is in such a condition that we ought to devote as 
much time as possible to it. Ibope we shall not 
adjourn over. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. As the Senate have agreed 
to adjourn over till Monday, I trust we shall sit 
for another hour, in order to dispose of the de- 
ficiency bill. l think we can do it in that time. 
[Oh no.] 

On the motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate 
adjourned. 


We can pass that on 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Warno. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was reports from standing committees. 


PRIVATE CLAIM. 


Prayer 


Mr. WALKER. I ask the unanimous consent |; 
of the House to report, from the Committee on | 


the Post Office and Post Roads, for the purpose 
of reference only, a bill for the relief of W.M. 
F. McGraw, contractor for carrying the mail on 
route No. 8911, from Independence, Missouri, 
to Salt Lake City, Utah Territory. The report 
of the committee is founded upon a memorial 
submitted to this House, and referred to that 
committee, by the contractor upon the Salt Lake 
mail route Ño. 8911, and the committce simply 


desire that the bill may be referred to the Com- į 


mittee of the Whole House, so that it may go 
upon the Private Calendar. Tt is a matter of 
urgent necessity, and should be acted upon at 
once. 

No objection being made, the bill was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 


After some consultation with | 


' Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 


No objection being made, the bill was read a 


| United States, and designating the ports of entry 
t 


| of members, as some of them will have one bill, 


tin the House when the gentleman from Maine 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 

À I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill, 
of which previous notice has been given, merely 
for the purpose of reference, and that it may be 
printed. : 


first and second time by its title, as follows: 
A bill to establish the collection districts of the 


and delivery in the same, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not usual, 
when a billis introduced and referred to a stand- 
ing committee, to print it. This is a very large 
bill; and the probability is, that the committee 
will report back the same with amendments, and 
then it will have to be printed again. 1] suggest 
to the gentleman from Maine, that he simply have 
the bill referred to the committee, as is the uni- 
versal practice here, and that it be ordered to be 
printed when the committee report it back. 

Mr. FULLER. Iam usually inclined to adopt, 
in all such matters, the suggestions of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee; but I must differ with him 
in this case. This is a very important bill; it has 
undergone a very careful examination. There 
are many amendments to it in manuscript; and 
as it is so important a bill, affecting the interests 
of the country so generally, and as it is desirable 
that there should be many copies to facilitate its 
examination, I have been induced to make the 
motion to print, though out of the ordinary course. 
There are reasons which existin this case which 
would not apply generally. 

Mr. JONES. There can be no necessity, I 
think, for that course to be pursued, as the bill 
will have to be printed again, when the commit- 
tee shall report it back; and I think it will be 
wrong to depart from the established and universal 
practice, as I believe, of the House in this partic- 
ular. If the gentleman’s motion to printis agreed 
to, then, when it shall be printed again, we shall 
have two printed bills before us, and that will get | 
up a confusion between the two bills in the minds 


and some the other. It will rather confuse and 
prejudice the investigation of that bill, and also 
the consideration of it when we shall take it up 
in the Committce of the Whole. 

Mr. FULLER. I beg leave to differ with the 
gentleman in reference to the effect of having two 
printed bills. This bill has been carefully con- 
sidered at the Treasury Department. There are, 
as I said before, many amendments to the bill in 
manuscript; and as it is an important bill, affect- 
ing the whole revenue system of the country, I 
hope the House will order it to be printed. 

Mr. JONES. The fact, that the bill has been 
considered by the Treasury Department, is not | 
conclusive tomy mind that itis nght, and that 
we ought to print it. There are some reports; 
i made by that Department which will require to | 
be examined by this House before they can re- 
| ceive the sanction and approbation of some of | 
those who profess to be the friends of this Admin- 
istration. I hope the House will give this bill the 
course which is given to all others when they 
are first introduced. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Maine, if this bill goes any fur- | 
ther than simply to establish collection districts; 
or does it cover our whole commercial regulations? 

Mr. FULLER. The whole; and I would state, 
for the information of the gentleman, that the | 


merce in the Senate. Itis a long bill, and requires 
a great deal of examination. My desire, in in-| 
troducing the bill, is, that the Committee on Com- 
merce of the House may be examining it at the | 
same time that the Senate committee are progress- 
ing with theirs. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


I was not 


whole subject is before the Committee on Com- | 


introduced this matter, and explained the bill! 
which he introduced. If the bill is what I sup- | 
pose it to be, it is very necessary, if the commit- | 
tee are to examine it, that it should be printed be- | 
fore it is referred to them, in order that we may | 
distribute them among the members of the House, | 
that they may examine it when we report it back, | 
and be advised as to all the provisions of the bill. | 
I think gentlemen must see the propricty and ne- 


cessity of having it printed at this time, if the 


i| committee are to take action upon it. 


te 


H 


E. : 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not think-that: it-is“a 
very important question: whether “this: bili bei: 
printed or not, unless it be important in the: ass 
pect in which the gentleman from ‘Tennessee has: 
presented it—that ‘is; as an encroachment: up: 
the universal: rule of this. body in relation 
bills introduced by members for the’ purpose of! 
having them referred to committees.: ‘The. print 
ing of the bill will, it is very clear, answer no 
useful purpose, except as regards the committed 
itself. We who are outside of that committee™ 
do not care to read the bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Maine, because we do not know 
what part’ of that matter will -come before ‘the 
House. We have our other engagements. || We * 
are engaged in the examination of our own busi+* 
ness, and of the matters which are legitimately: * 
before us pertaining to. the duties of our own ` 
positions on the committees of which we are? 
members. After the committee reports back the 
bill, then it will be proper to have it printed-for ° 
the use of the Committee of the Whole on the ’ 
State of the Union; and before it: is “ever 
reached on the Calendar there will be plenty of“ 
time for any gentleman who desires to examine 
it to make such examination. So that I can sce 
no-earthly benefit in printing the bill at this time, 
unless it be to facilitate the committee, and to’ 
enable them to read it better, more’ distinctly; 
and more to their satisfaction. ‘It certainly can- 
not Kenefit members generally, or facilitate ‘the 
examination of the bill before the House. It ‘is 
along bill, the gentleman tells us. It ‘being a” 
long bill, and it being a matter’ introduced bya” 
member,of his own motion, gentlemen who are ` 
outside of that committee will not, as a matter “ 
of course, feel any disposition to look into'the . 
examination of this bill till it assumes the shape” 
in which the Committee on Commerce may de- . 
sire to present it to the House in asking the: 
sanction of the House. When it shall be pre- 
sented by that committee, then it ought to be 
printed, and will be printed; and then it can be 
examined by gentlemen who take an interest in’ 
the subject of legislation generally, and in the, 
subject of the bill particularly, long before ‘it - 
will be reached on the Calendar. 

I think, therefore, that printing it now will do 
no good. It will merely be an encroachment on 
the practice of the body. repa 

I hope, then, that my ‘friend: from Maine will“ 
allow the bill to go to the Committee’on Com- 
merceas itis, andallow thatcommittce'to examine ` 
it. Ido not believe that it will even be of any - 
benefit to the Committee on Commerce to have 
the hill printed, and for the reason that they will 
examine it in committee, will read it over, will 
discuss its provisions, and, perhaps, change it: 
considerably. They must do so, because it is an 
important bill, affecting the commercial régula- 
tions of the country; and it will not do’ for that 
committee—and J know they will not consent—' 
to take it up and pass rapidly over it. They will- 
examine its provisions carefully and'separatcly as 
they go along. They will read, discuss, examine, ` 
amend, change, and vote upon it; and in that way 
they will put. it in the shape in which they may 
desire to present it to the House. Then ‘it will 
come up for examination and action, and will have 
to be printed. And so, in my view of the case, 
it will do the committee no good to have the bill 
now printed. I hope, therefore, the gentleman 
from Maine will not insist on his motion to print. 

Mr. PHELPS. I differ with the gentleman 
from Alabama in the views which he has just: 
presented in reference to the printing of this bill. 

recollect well, that, during the last session of 
Congress, there was an attempt to revise ‘all the 
revenue laws, and to havc one general act defining 
the collection districts of the United States. ‘That 
matter was under the charge of the Committee on 
Commerce at the last.Congréss; and believe that 
nearly at the close of the last session of Congress 
a report was made from that committee. T pre- 
sume that the bill now introduced by the gentle- 
man from Maineis based very much on the resúit 
of the examination made by him as chairman of 
that committee last session. : 

Now, it-would be a very difficult matter for 
members of the committee to make an examina- 
tion of a bill so voluminous as this bill 1s, unless 
each member of the committee could have a copy 
of it for the purpose of examining it leisurely and 
carefully at his room. He will desire to see what 
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its provisions are. He will desire to see what 
imiopations on existing laws are proposed; ard 
if, there, be but. one copy for the use of all the 
members, and if that copy isto be examined only 
im the committee-room, it will take a long time 
for all the members composing that committee to 
make that examination which will enable them 
to:-vote upon itin the committee-room judiciously. 
Therefore, for my part, I think that it would be 
economy on the part of the House to order this 
bill to be printed now, in order, not only that the 
members of the Committee on Commerce may be 
able to examine its contents, butthat every other 
member.of the House, who feels an interest in 
this matter; and who feels an interest.in having 
all the laws revised defining the collection districts 
of the United States, may be able to examine it 
and. make suggestions to the members of the 
Committee on Commerce. For these reasons I 
amin favor of printing the bill. ” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
think that the discussion on this subject has con- 
tinued. nearly long enough. It does seem to me 
to. be a little remarkable that, when a member of 
an important committee, who is distinguished for 
his carefulness and. economy, deems it requisite 
for the public. service to have so important a bill 
ag this printed, we should oppose it. What is 
the question? . A simple question of expense, and 
that not important, and for the purpose, too, of 
dispatching business, which we know is not to 
be extravagantly conducted under such mange- 
mentas that of the gentleman from Maine. I 
really think that the proposition ought to be 
agreed to, if for no other use than that of the 
committee, although it will no doubt be of, bene- 
fit to others. . I call the previous question. 

'Fhe previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

"Fhe question being first on the motion to print, 
Mr. Prinexe called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PRINGLE, and 
Oxrver of Missouri, were appointed. 

‘The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 03, noes 23. 

So the bill was ordered to be printed, and was 
then referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. In the estimates 
which have been sent to the Committee of Ways 
and Means there are estimates for appropria- 
tions for the purpose of purchasing grounds to 
extend the navy-yards of Philadelphia and Wash- 
ington; and also for purchasing grounds for ma- 
rine barracks at Boston, Massachusetts, and at 
Gosport, near: Norfolk, in the State of Virginia. 
The. committee are of opinion that they should 
have been referred to the Committee. on Naval 
Affairs; they have, therefore, instructed me to 
ask that they be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of these papcers,and thatthvy be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I make that 
motion. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the papers were 
accordingly referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aszury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 


An act making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State 
of Michigan, 

An act making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel of the flats of the St. Mary’s river, 
in the State of Michigan. 

An act to remove obstructions to navigation in 
the mouth of the Mississippi river, at the South- 
west Pass and Pass 4 l Outre. ; 

An act for the improvement of the navigation 
of. the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore more accessible to the war steamers of 
the United States. 

An act for the improvement of the harbor of 
San Diego, in the State of California. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill of this 
House making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1857, with amendments, in which 
they asked the concurrence of the House. 


REPORTS OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, 


introduced the following resolution; which was 


read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of amending the act of 
August 16, 1842, requiring foreign regulations of commerce 
to be laid before Congress by the. Secretary of State at the 
commencement of each.session, so as to render it more 
effective; and also to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the Secretary of State to organize an office in that 
Department of Government for the proper preparation of 
said annual report,as well as of the annual report on immi- 
gration, and of that on registered American seamen now 
required by law of said Department; and to report to this 
House the result, by bill or otherwise, as said committee 
may deem best. 


PIRACY ON THE CHINA SEAS. 


Mr. WHITNEY. I ask the consent of the 
House to present a memorial from the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, praying 
for measures of protection against piracy in the 
China seas, for the purpose of having it referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The memorial must be filed 
with the Clerk, and referred under the rule. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to expedite the issuing of patents for confirmed 
land claims in California; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committce 
on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask the consent of the 
House to introduce this resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to de- 
liver to Dent, Vantine & Co., the papers on file in relation 
to their claim. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state, if the House 
will allow me, that this case is under considera- 
tion in the Senate, and these papers are wanted, 
to be used there. 

Mr. MATTESON, I would suggest that cer- 
tified copies be left. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have no objection to hav- 
ing certified copies of the papers left on file. I 
will modify the resolution so as to provide that 
copies shall be left. 

here being no objection, the resolution, as 
modified, was adopted. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some two or three weeks ago 
there was a reportfrom the Court of Claims under 
consideration here. I desire to inquire what is 
now the position of that report? 

The SPEAKER, It is upon the Speaker’s 
table, and will be first in order when the House 
shall proceed to that class of business. 


COMMODORE JONES. 
On motion by Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, by 
unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Commodore 
Jones be withdrawn from the Court of Claims, and placed 
upon the files of the House. 

ENGRAVING. 

Mr. GROW. [ask the consent of the FIouse 
to introduce a resolution, in which every member 
of the House is interested. I hope there will be 
no objection. It is in these words: 

Resolved, That hereatter the engraving of the House shall 
be done under the direction of the Committee on Printing, 


as provided by the joint resolution of the House and Senate, 
dated January 18, 1853. 


Mr. MATTESON objected. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of going 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; but, before making that motion, I pro- 
pose to introduce from the Committee of Ways 
and Means the naval appropriation bill, that it 
may be referred and printed. 

There was no objection; and the bill making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1857, was reported, read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 


REFERENCE OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. SAGE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of 


T intend to move |; 


papers relating to the application of Ide, Coit & Co., or 

John Ide, of the State of New York, to have certain du- 

ae refunded, that they may be referred. to the Court of 
laims. $ 


EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. GREENWOOD, IJ offer the following 
resolution by request. In doing so I donotcom- 
mit myself on the subject: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of purchasing 
square No. 575 and part of square No. 576, in conformity 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior ; 
what amount of money would probably be required to pur- 
chase said private property, and make the necessary im- 
provement of the grounds in consequence of the extension. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
there is an investigation now going on by the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, 
under the direction of the Senate, to ascertain 
what each one of the proprictors demand for their 
property on the squares referred to, west to Third 
street, and north to B street; and also, what the 
property is worth according to the value affixed 
to real estate in the city. The Commissioner, 
when he makes the investigation, will submit his 
report to us as well as to the Senate, for he is our 
officer as well as that of that body. When the 
report is made it will be printed and laid before 
all the members. I state these facts for the inform- 
ation of the House, and not by way of objection 
to the gentleman’s resolution. f 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I am obliged to the 
gentleman from Tennessee for the information 
which he has furnished the House. In my judg- 
mont there is no necessity for extending the pur- 
chase to the extent demanded. The object of the 
resolution is to make inquiries in regard to the 
propriety of purchasing said ground in the par- 
ticular locality required for the extension of the 
Capitol grounds. The investigation can do ne 
harm. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. CUMBACK. Task leave to introduce a 
bil amendatory of an act entitled, ‘* An act to 
graduate and reduce the price of the public lands 
to actual settlers and cultivators,” 

Mr. QUITMAN. I call for the regutar order 
of business. 

Mr. BENSON. [hope the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will withdraw his call until I may make 


į a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I must decline. IfI yield 
to one I must to another. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the reception of reports from the standing 
committees of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BENSON. Is it in order to make a report 
from the Naval Committee? 

The SPEAKER. Itis; but the motion to go 
into committee must be first considered. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to keep these things 
as much out of a snarl as possible. I thought 
the business first in order was the report from the 
Court of Claims, a motion having becn made to 
commit to a Committee of the Whole House, with 
certain amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Court of 
Claims is upon the Speaker’s table, and will be 
the first thing in order when the House procecds 
to the consideration of that class of business. 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘There was a motion to com- 
mit pending. 

The SPEAKER. Oninquiry the Chair learns 
that a motion to commit is pending. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is the unfinished 
business then; but the gentleman from Ohio, 
having obtained the floor, can move to go into 
committee, 

The SPEAKER. A motion to commit being 
pending, it is the unfinished and first business for 
the consideration of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I made the suggestion, Mr. 
Speaker, in order that the report might not be 
crowded out of its place, and not by way of 
objection to the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that the rules be suspended, and the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. If there be no objection, 
for the benefit of the gentleman’s committee I 


—— 


will move to take up the Military Academy bill, 
which has just come from the Senate with amend- 
ments, in order to its reference. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. There is a bill from 
the Senate upon the Speaker’s table to amend an 
act entitled “ An act to establish a court for the 
investigation of claims against the United States,” 
approved February 24, 1855, and I ask that it be 
taken up, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It makes provision in regard to the 
administration of the Court of Claims, and the 
appointment of an additional attorney. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first and second time. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have not 
looked into the bill as yet, but the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate, which reported the bill to 
the Senate, have asked the Committee on Claims 
of this House to take it in charge. The bill es- 
tablishing the Court of Claims originated with the 
Committee on Claims, and I suggest that this bill, 
inasmuch as all matters relating to the Court of 
Claims have heretofore been sent to that commit- 
tee, had better. be referred (instead of to the Ju- 
diciary Committee) to the Committee on Claims, 
That is the proper course, in my opinion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 do not see what the 
Committee on Claims have to do with this bill. 
Ihave read it, and it provides that two judges 
of the Court of Claims may hold a court. The 
existing law requires that all the judges shall be 
present. The bill also provides that the present 
attorney for the Court of Claims may appoint an 
assistant. Those are all the provisions of the bill, 
and what the Committee on Claims have to do 
with it Ido not understand. There is no claim 
in it. It is a mere question of policy and of law. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
state that the bill to establish a Court of Claims 
was matured and passed at the last session of 
Congress, and at that time it had been referred to 
the Committee on Claims, who are familiar with 
the whole subject. The simple ground of pro- 
priety for the reference now to that committee is, 
that the court has jurisdiction over all that class 
of cases which have herctofore been referred to 
that committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Let it, then, go to the 
Committce on Claims. 

The bill was so referred. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would state that 
the bill reported from the Court of Claims is not 
a bill of that character which is kept before the 
House by a motionto commit. It goes upon the 
Speaker’s table, and is the first business before 
the [Louse when the House reaches that class of 
business. ‘The first business, therefore, now in 
order is a call upon the standing committees for 
reports. 


ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


Mr. MILLSON. Asa motion to reconsider is 
at all times a privileged motion, it may be called 
up at any time, but I think it always proper that 
previous notice should be given of an intention 
to do so. I therefore give notice that to-morrow 
I shall ask leave to call up the motion to recon- 
sider, which I submitted some time ago, with a 
view to present some remarks in reference to the 
action of the naval board, and on the bill which 
I introduced some days since. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr.CAMPBELL, of Ohio. T ask that House 
bill (No. 69) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the year end- 
ing 30th June, 1857,which has been returned from 
the Senate with amendments, be taken from the 
Speaker’s. table, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now insist on my mo- 
tion that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


TEN SLOOPS OF WAR. BILL. 


Mr. BENSON. Iask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion for a moment, that Imay make 
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
that it may be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection to 
yield a moment for that purpose. 

Mr. BENSON, then, D unanimous consent, 


reported back from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs Senate bill (No. 119) authorizing the cor- 
struction of ten sloops of war, with the following 
amendment: f 

_ Amend by adding to the close of section first the follow- 
ing words: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary ofthe Navy may, in bis dis- 
cretion, cause two of said sloops tobe built with syle wheels, 
and equipped with a view to the greatest speed attainable, 
with due regard to their efficiency as war vessels.?? 

The bill, with the amendment, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Before the vote is taken 
upon the motion to go into committee, I desire 
to submit a motion to terminate debate upon the 
President’s message. 

Mr. McMULLIN, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Itisa privileged motion. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I submit the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the President’s annual mes- 
sage shall cease in one hour after the House shall again 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole.on the state 
of the Union, if the committee shall not sooner come toa 
conclusion upon the same; and the committee shali then 
proceed to vote upon the resolutions referring the same to 
the standing committecs of the House, and such, amend- 
ments as may be pending or offered to the same. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker de- 
cided that the resolution was lost, when 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew it. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
therules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Mace in the chair.) 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The subject under con- 
sideration when the House was last in Committee 
of the Whole was the President’s annual message, 
and upon that matter the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Brenton] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRENTON commented on that portion 
of the message which has reference to the subject 
of slavery. He had no doubt that the language 
used would give relish to the argument in some 
sections of the country, and among a certain class 
of his followers; but to those who had looked 
upon the stars and stripes of the country as they 
were thrown to the breeze, to serve as a warning 
to the tyrant and a token of liberty to the captive, 
the views maintained in the message were unac- 
countably strange. To show the fallacy of the 
President’s argument, that the ordinance of 1787 
was superseded by the Constitution, he referred 
to facts drawn from the history of the Northwest 
Territory and the legislation of Congress in ref- 
erence thereto. From the exercise by Congress 
of the power to enforce that ordinance he deduced 
their power to prohibit slavery in the Territories 
generally; and quoted from the lecture delivered 
by Senator Toomss in Boston to show that he 
occupied a position directly opposite to. that of 
the President. The speech will be found in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. WARNER obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, who moved that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose: and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the commit- 
tee reported that the committee had had under 
consideration the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

JURORS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. [I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to consider a bill which has 
passed the Senate, and which has been consid- 
ered by the Committee on the Judiciary, and been 
reported back to the [louse with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass without any amendment. It is 
a bill merely to put the jurors of the District of 
Columbia on the same footing as the jurors in the 
States. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. MARSHALL reported back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, Senate bill (No. 80) 


amendatory of an actentitled “(An act.to regulate 
the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, - 
and attorneys in the ‘circuit and’ district courts of - 
the United States, and for other purposes,” 057 

The question being on. ordering the, bill to be 

read a third time, re et 
_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said; T ask for. w. 

division onthat question. FT want togee whether 

we have enough members here to pass.the bill. ©- 

Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers. ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Wape were appointed. : 

‘The House was divided; and the tellersreported- 
—ayes. 103, noes 19. i : 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yéasant nays; 
so that the bill may. be -read again, that merabers 
may know what it is. f . 

Mr. VAIL, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. i . 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


. Mr. FLORENCE. Irise to a- privileged ques- 
tion. I move that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. FLAGLER. On that motion I call. for 
the yeas and nays. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. I want to know whether 
the bill has not been ordered to be read a third 
time ? 

The SPEAKER. 
pee 

„Mr. MARSHALL. Has not the House di~ 
vided on it? Mek f 

The SPEAKER. The decision has not beer 
announced. Pending that question it was ins 
order to move to adjourn. ee 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. | In order to give time for 
reflection, for I do not think that gentlemen 
understand the purpose I had in view in moving 
to adjourn over—to-morrow being Good Friday-~- 
I withdraw for the present the motion to adjourn 
over. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I renew the motion: 
that when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourm 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN demanded the yeas and nays.. 
Mr. COBB called for tellers om the yeas and 
nays. $ 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. pales oko 

The question was taken; and it was decided:im 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 62; as follows: - 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Allison, Ball, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bishop, Bowie, Broom, Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Bayard Clark, Clawson, [Lowell Cobb, Craige, Craw~ 
ford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Dunn, Ed} 
mundson, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Greenwood), 
Augustus Hail, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Houston, Wughston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Knox, Letcher, Mace, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Samucl $. Marshall, Meacham, Smith. Miller; 
Millward, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Ready, Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Scott, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, ‘Talbott, Underwood; 
Vail, Warner, Elihu B. Washburme, Welch, Whitney, 
Winslow, John V. Wright, and. Zollicoffer—69. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Henry. Bennett, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buéiinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell; Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Williamson. R: W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Covode, Cox, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, Dickson,. . 
Dodd, Emrie, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Grow, Harlan, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millson, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Parker, Pike, Ritchie, Robbins, Sapp; 
Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbiidge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, and Woodruff- 
62. a 

So it-was agreed that when the House adjournsy. : 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. : 

Pending the call of the roll, ta 

Mr. KNOX announced that his colleague; Mr: 
Norron, had paired off with his-colleague, Mr. 
Ricuarpson, who was necessarily. kept-from: hisi 
seat. we 

The question recurred on Mr. Vari’s motion: 
that the House do now adjourn. .. : ; 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the House will not ad=: 


No; the question is still 


| journ now. I have several bills which I desire. to: 


introduce, for: the purpose of having them: re- : 
ferred. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask that the Chair shall 
announce the vote upon the third reading of the . 
bill upon which the House was acting when the. 
motion was made to adjourn over. f 

The SPEAKER. ‘he Chair announced the 
vote; and, the yeas and nays were called for and 
ordered. : 
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Mr. MARSHALL. Let the yeas and nays 
be taken then. I object ‘to any other business 
until thatis disposed of. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Vaii’s 
motion, and it was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty minutes past two o’clock) the House 
adjourned until onday next, at twelve o’clock, 
m. 


IN SENATE. 
. Monpay, March 24, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry Č. Dean. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to the printing 
paid for by the Treasury Department during the 
year 1855, not executed under the provisions of 
the act of August 26, 1852; which, on motion by 
Mr, Stuart, was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Also, a-report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information relative to the improve- 
ment of.the bar in the Atchafalaya river; which, 
on motion by Mr. Sewarn, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


-Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of Edward 
Little, collector of customs, Lemuel Bradford, 
deputy collector, and Moscs Bates, Jr., postmas- 
ter at Plymouth, Massachusetts, praying for the 
erection of a fire-proof building for the accommo- 
dation of the custom-house and post office at that 
place; and, also, a petition of merchants and 
others, citizens of Plymouth, Massachusetts, for 
the same object; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of John 
V. Barron, praying for indemnity for losses sus- 
tained by him in the military service of the United 
States during the war of 1812; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Deer Isle, Maine, 
praying for the erection of a light-house on the 
western entrance of that island; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Cammerce. 

Also, sixteen petitions of citizens of Maine, and 
three petitions from citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the erection of a light-house near the 
entrance of Old Harbor, on Swan Island, in the 
State of Maine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
John Hastings, surveyor and collector of the 
port of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, praying to be 
released from responsibility for an amount of 
public money stolen while in his custody; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
Bridget Maher, praying compensation for bourd- 
ing Cherokee Indians while attending at the seat 
of Governmentin the prosecution of their claims 
against the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for an act of incorporation for the Citizens’ 
Bank of the District of Columbia, to be located in 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Cad- 
walader Ringgold, a commander in the Navy, 
who has been placed upon the reserved list, pray- 
ing to be restored to his former position in the 
service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of George Adams, a com- 
mander in the Navy, who has been placed upon 
the reserved list, praying to be restored to his 
original rank in the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Doreas Cary, widow of Peter Cary, a soldier in 
thé war of 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. — 

_ Also, the memorial of Joseph L. Smith, pray- 
ing that copies of the public documents printed 


by order of Congress and of the Congressional 
Globe may be furnished to each of the common 
schools and school districts throughout the Uni- 
ted States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I present a petition ofa 
large number of shipowners, of Portland, in the 
State of Mainc, praying for an alteration of the 
law of 1792, concerning the registering and re- 
cording of ships and vessels. ‘They ask for an 
alteration of that provision of the law which ren- 
ders it necessary for every owner to take an oath 
of ownership. The petitioners state the incon- 
veniences and difficulties which arise from that 
requisition of the act. ‘They pray for an altera- 
tion so far as to render it sufficient that the man- 
aging owner or ship’s husband take the oath with 
reference to the registry of vessels. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of first 
class clerks in the Department of the Interior, 
praying for an increase of compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented 
resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
relative to the improvement of the harbor at Ab- 
secom, and Great and Little Egg Harbor inlets; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of the erection of a breakwater at 
Cape May; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of an appropriation for the better 
preservation of life and property, and the more 
eflicient working of the Government apparatus on 
the New Jersey coast, between Sandy Hook and 
Cape May; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of the reinstatement of William 
R. Montgomery in the Army as a brevet licu- 
tenant colonel, and of granting him a new trial; 
which were ordered to lie on the table,and be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of the adoption of measures for 
relief in cases of shipwreck on the coast of that 
State; which was ordered to lic on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Floyd county, Iowa, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from Dubuque to 
St. Charles, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PUGH presented a memorial of members 
of the Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, pray- 
ing for permission to purchase other lands in 
addition to those allowed them by the Shawnee 
treaty, to enable them to maintain their school 
for the instruction of those Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the adoption of measures to secure the 
construction of a Pacifie railroad; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF KANSAS. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, shortly before I 
left home to attend to the present session of Con- 
gress, I received a letter, signed by members of 
the convention recently assembled at Topeka, in 
the Territory of Kansas, asking me if f would 
present the constitution that they might form, if 
they should transmit it to me for that purpose? 
I sentan answer that I would, but T added, ** You 
must not consider my willingness to present a 

etition from American citizens as a pledge that 
will support your application. Before 1 will 


. 


| pledge myself to that, I must look into all the 
circumstances connected with your application, | 


your numbers,” &c. In conformity with that 
promise to them, I now present three petitions of 
citizens of the United States, residents in Leaven- 
worth county, in the Territory of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the immediate admission of that Territory 
into the Union as a State, and the constitution 
which has been adopted; and I move that they be 


the constitution be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Ebenezer Hitchcock, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Rinaldo Johnson, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SEWARD. LTamrequested by Mr. Isaac 
S. Smith, of Buffalo, New York, to ask that he 
have leave to withdraw his petition and papers, 
presented to the Senate at the last session, upon 
which I think there was an adverse report. He 
asks for this leave in order to present the case in 
the House of Representatives, 

The PRESIDENT. Unless there has been 
additional testimony sincé the adverse report was 
made, it is not in order, under the rules, to with- 
draw the papers. 

Mr.SEWARD. Iam notaware of there being 
additional testimony. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive 


the motion. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Re- 
becca Halsey, submitted a report,accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of Rebecca Halscy, widow of 
Joseph Halsey; which was read a first time, and 
ordcred to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indians Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Louis Campau, submitted areport asking 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Dent, Vantine & Co., 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that leave be granted to withdraw the 
petition and papers for the purpose of presenta- 
tion in the House of Representatives; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom several petitions on the 
subject were referred, reported a bill increasing 
the pay of certain officers of revenue cutters 
while serving in the Navy of the United States; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to asec- 
ond reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Purser Samuel 
Forrest, reported a bill for his relicf; which was 
read a first time and ordered to a second reading. 
He submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, from the Committce on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of 
J. L. Elliott, asked to be discharged from itsfur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the 


j referred to the Committee on Territories, and that ¢ 


Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of James Davidson, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee 
; on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Martha Morris, 
asked to be discharged from its farther consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committce on 
Publie Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, relative to the appointment of pension 
agents in that State, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration, on the ground that the 
Secretary of the Interior, by the existing law, has 
power to do what the resolutions ask for. 

The committee were discharged from the further 
i consideration of the subject, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the petitions of Susannah Codding- 
ton, of John Woodworth, of Joshua Webb, of 
Reuben Clough, and of Orson Young, submitted 
adverse reports; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Revo- 
i lutionary Claims, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Huldah 
Butler, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


69 


an 
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Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Jonas P. Levy, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the memorial of Jonas P. Levy be referred 
to the Court of Claims, together with all the documents 
and proofs touching the claim therein referred to, which 
were before the Auditor and Comptroller under the act of 
Congress for the relief of said Levy, passed August 3, 1854 
to be considered and decided by the said court, upon said 
documents and proofs, and such other proofs as either party 
may adduce. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee. on 
Claims, to whom were referred the opinions of the 
Court of Claims in the cases of Samuel P. Todd 
and others, reported a bill making appropriations 
forthe payment of certain claims; which was read 
a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BROWN, from «the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Michael Nash, guard at the District 
Feniteniary; asking for additional compensation, 
reported a bill for his relief; which was read a 
first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. WELLER, from the select committee ap- 


pointed to consider the subject, reported a bill to į 


authorize and facilitate the construction of a rail- 
road and magnetic telegraph through the Territo- 
ries of the United States, from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. WELLER. 


the same time I am anxious to have this bill con- 
sidered at an early day. 1 move, therefore; that 
it be made the special order of the day for this 
day three weeks, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING, 


Mr. JOILNSON. Iam authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report back the bill which 
‘was introduced by the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. Meee to provide for the public printing, 
engraving, and binding. It is important that the 
bill should be before the Senate. ‘The Committee 
on Printing have been constantly engrossed with 
business from the commencement of the session, 
as the Senate is aware, and have not had time to 
consider this subject thoroughly. It has been 
impossible for us to give to the bill that consid- 
eration which it requires, and we therefore report 
neither for nor against it; but will take occasion, 
as itis a bill of the highest public importance, to 
express our opinions in regard to it during its 
consideration. We hope, under these circum- 
stances, the report may be received, together with 
a statement of facts submitted by the superin- 
tendent of public printing on the subject of the 
bill, which we present with the original bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate, under the 
circumstances, as the bill is certainly of public 
importance to the country, whether I be right or 
wrong, to give me an opportunity of obtaining the 
judgment of the Senate on it. I therefore move 
to make it a special order for the third Monday 
in April. y 

-The motion was agreed to. 
JOHN TUCKER. 

Mr. YULEE. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of John Tucker, to report a bill for his relief. 
It is a very small matter. The same bill which 
is reported by the committec now has been passed 
two or three times by the Senate; and Iam di- 


rected to ask for its consideration now. Its object | 


is to correct a mistake, by which the name of a 
private was put upon the roll as a chaplain, and 
therefore has received no pay. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. “It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of Warto pay to 
Yohn Tucker the amount to which he would have 
been entitléd under the act ‘providing payment 
for certain military servicesin Florida,” approved 
March 3d, 1845, if his name appeared on the roll 
as a private in Major Isaac Garrison’s command. 

The bill was reported to the Scnate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ORIGINATION OF REVENUE BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I wish to call 
up a bill for the purpose of submitting a resolu- 


f I do not desire to interfere | 
with the business now before the Senate, but at | 


tion that it be withdrawn. Itis a bill over which 
we certainly have no jurisdiction; I allude to the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. James] on Thursday last. If it shall be 
called up, I will offer this resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. No. 180) entitled “ a bill to pre- 
vent fraudson the revenue, and for other purposes,” being 
a bill “ for raising revenue,” within the terms and meaning 
of the seventh section of the first article of the Constitution, 
cannot originate in the Senate, and it is therefore ordered 
that the same be withdrawn. 

Mr. STUART. I suggest to the Senator from 
Virginia to postpone the consideration of the res- 
olution until the Senator who offered that bill 
shall be in his seat. I suppose there will be no 
ojection to that. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 
On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That a copy of the House list of Private Claims 
be supplied by the Secretary, out of the copies in his pos- 
session, to each of the judges of the Court of Claims, and 
to the solicitor and clerk of said court. 


DR. KANE'S ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr.SEWARD. Tamunder obligation to the 
honorable Senators from Pennsylvania to call up 
the resolution concerning Dr. Kane, merely to 
have referred to the Committee on the Library a 
substitute which I will offer, and which nobody 
will debate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I trust it will be disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Sewarn’s 
substitute was adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of some legislative 
recognition of the eminent services and success of the re- 
cent expedition of Dr. Kane to the Arctic regions, 


POST ROUTES IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
route from Chicala, Yell county, Arkansas, up Chicala Val- 
ley, via Pleasant Valley post office, Shoal Creek post office, 
Morrison’s Bluff post office, to intersect at Roseviile, Frank- 
lin county, Arkansas. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing by 
law a post route from Desare, Prairie county, to Oakland, 
St. Francis county, Arkansas; and report by bill or other- 
wise. 


REVOLUTION IN NICARAGUA. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if, in his opinion, compatible with the public inter- 
est, to communicate to the Senate all the information he 
has concerning the revolutionary proceedings which have 
recently occurred in Nicaragua, and especially concerning 
the recent seizure of property of the Nicaragua Transit 
Company. 

MILWAUKIE CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING. 


Mr. DODGE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster General be requested to report to the Senate, 
whether the building authorized to be constructed at Mil- 
waukie, Wisconsin, for custom-house, post office, United 
States court rooms, and other purposes, is sufficiently large 
to accommodate the different branches of the public ser~ 
vice for which it was designed, and such further informa- 
tion in regard thereto as they may deem proper, 

REPORTERS’ GALLERY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby 
is, instructed to exclude all persons, except reporters, from 
the seats appropriated in the Senate gallery for the use of 
reporters. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
to amend an act entitled “ An act relating to pas- 
senger ships and vessels,” approved March 2, 
1819; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BIGLER, in pursuance of previous no- 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for the construction of suitable buildings for 
the courts of the United States for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania and the post office, at 
Philadelphia; which was read twice by its title, 
| and placed on the Calendar. 
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- DEFICIENCY BILL: | 


_ On motion by Mr, HUNTER, the Senate, aa 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


| eration of the bill from the House of Represent- 


atives (H. R. No. 68) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year. 
ending the 30th of June, 1856; the pending ques- 
tion being on the following amendment offered: 
by Mr. Prart, from the Committee onthe Dis-: 
trict of Columbia: Ee 


For rèpairs of the navy-yard: and upper bridges: of. the: 
eastern branch of the Potomac river, $5,000. - : : 


Mr. ADAMS. When the Senate adjourned 
the other day, with this amendment pending, 
there was no quorum voting. J now ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER.’ I rise to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to withdraw the amendment. 
It is a controverted one; and, if he persists in de~ 
siring the action of the Senate upon it, 1 must 
move to amend it by inserting a provision for the 
repair of the Long Bridge. I think that is the 
much more meritorious object of the two; but T 
do not think that appropriations for either should. 
be introduced into the deficiency bill. 1 do not 
wish to enter on this contest now; but Lam un- 
willing to vote on this amendment until I have’ 
made an effort to amend it by adding an appro- 
priation for the Long Bridge. I think | can show 
that great injustice will be done to the interests 
of that part of the city by omitting an appropri- 
ation for that bridge and inserting a provision for 
the bridges over the Eastern Branch.. I do not 
wish to enter upon the discussion of that ques- 
tion, however, this morning; and, if the Senator 
from Maryland will agree to withdraw his amend- 
ment, we can call it up at some other time. 

Mr. PRATT. The amendment has been moved 
by authority of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; and as one of that committee I am not 
at liberty to withdraw it. I should be disposed 
to gratify the Senator from Virginia if E were 
acting in my individual capacity; but I am only 
the organ of the committee. I hope the Senator ` 
from Virginia will forego his intention of asking 
to amend it by adding an appropriation for the 
Long Bridge, because that, undoubtedly, can 
come up hereafter, It is a proposition that has 
not been reported by any committee; and T. do 
not know that it would be in order. ni 

I will take this opportunity to state, that T hold ` 
in my hand the original provision, on the part of 
the Federal Government, for the purchase of the 
bridges, for the repair of which an appropriation 
is now asked. I will read it: 

« For the purchase of one or both of the bridges over the 
Eastern Branch, near the city of Washington, at a-valua- ' 
tion to be made in such ‘manner as the Secretary of ‘the : 
‘Treasury may direct, a sum not exceeding $30,000, which 
bridge, or bridges, when purchased, shall be free of toll. to 
all persons whomsoever, under such regulations as are now 
in force, or as the same may be legally modified, or added 
to, in relation to the Potomac bridge opposite said city.’* 

By what I have just read, you will perceive 
that this bridge was purchased by the Federal 
Government. It was made a free bridge, There 
is no party authorized to repair it other than the 
Government. The Secretary of the Interior has 
asked for an appropriation in this bill for the pur~ 
pose of repairing it. I think, therefore, that it is 
properly here; and I am requested by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to ask that it 
may be inserted in this bill. I would undoubt- 
edly gratify my friend from Virginia, if I could 
do so; but, as the organ of the committee, I have 
no authority to withdraw the amendment which 
they have directed me to propose. I hope, there- 
fore, that we shall vote on it without farther dis- 
cussion. i : : 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator 
from Maryland if there is not an estimate of the 
Secretary of the Interior for the repair of the Long 
Bridge? : 

Mr. PRATT: © Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER.: Then I will move to amend - 
his amendment to make it conform to that ésti~ 
mate. I will observe, in regard to this amend- 
ment to the amendment, that the repair of the 
Long Bridge is of much more importance to the 
inhabitants of this city than the repair of the 
bridges over the Eastern Branch. | It connects the 
city with avenues which bring to ita much larger 
portion of its supplies than are brought across 
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the bridges over the Eastern Branch. If we are 
to have a railroad connection with Alexandria, 
(which seems tobe designed, ) the site of the Long 


’ Bridge‘is certainly the most eligible point over 


which the railroad could be carried. We must 
remember also that we cannot remedy the incon- 
veniences which would be occasioned by suffer- 
ing this: Long Bridge to go down, by building 
another bridge above Georgetown. I understand 
that there is urgent: necessity for some repair to 
make it useful. If we pass an appropriation for 
one ‘bridge, it seems: to: me that we should also 
pass-an appropriation for the other. 

: Lsay that to build another bridge above George- 
town-would-not remedy the inconveniences com- 
lained of. It would cut us off from that system 
of roads in Virginia which has been made in ref- 
erence to this bridge. It would not give us all 
the facilities for communication with Alexandria, 
and with the long line of travel North and South 
which we should have if the Long Bridge were 
selected as part of the route, because the distance 
would’ be increased if we were compelled to go 
round by Georgetown, and, as Lunderstand, the 
expense. of the railroad would be greatly en- 
hanced. 

. Lknow that objections have been made to the 
Long. Bridge on the ground that it has inflicted 
an,injury on Georgetown. The general idea pre- 
vails. that it is owing to that bridge that the mud 
flat above it has accumulated, and that a portion 
of the channel through which vessels go to George- 
town has been filled up. Now itso happens that 
this morning I was looking over the old charts 
of the river, and I find that, according to the chart 
of 1792, there was no more water in that channel 
through which vessels now pass under the Long 
Bridge than there is at present. I find that at 
that time the mud flat was inexistence, both above 
and. below the bridge. I discover that, by the 
report of an enginecr, Colonel Hughes, in 1832, it 
was recommended to build the causeway which 
forms part of the structure of Long Bridge, for 
the purpose of forcing the water through a nar- 
rower channel, to close up what was called Squash 
channel, and to keep open that channel now used 
by, vessels, going to Georgetown. So far from 
being an injury, in the opinion of engineers it has 
been a benefit to the commerce of Georgetown. 
Colonel Abert, who hada survey made under the 
order of the Government by one of the officers of 
his department, reports that whatever injury has 
happened has been caused by an improvement 
made b Georgetown itself, connecting Analos- 
tan, or Mason’s Island, with the Virginia shore. 
It will be found by reference to the chart, that the 
bar which has formed, and upon which vessels 
usually lodge, being opposite the mouth of what 
is called Gravelly Creek, is a bar which has formed 
at the end of Mason’s Island, and does notcom~ 
municate with or touch the mud flat which is 
erroneously supposed to have been occasioned by 
this bridge, 

Now, sir, when we look at these facts, demon- 
strated by maps and by the reports of engineers, 
and when we consult their opinions, especially 
the opinion of Colonel Abert, who declares that 
the injury coe of by Georgetown was not 
occasioned by the Long Bridge, but by the George- 
town. improvement, connecting Mason’s Island 
with:the main land, it seems to me that it would 
be inflicting a very unnecessary injury on the city 
of Washington—to say nothing of the citizens of 
Virginia on the other side, whose roads have been 
constructed with reference to this bridge, it having 
been there, I think, since 1809—to permit it now 
to go down. 

ut let us suppose that the citizens of George- 
town are right; and that it is owing to. the Long 
Bridge that the mud flat has accumulated, then I 
say it results from that portion of it which is 
called the ‘‘causeway,’’if itresultsfrom anything; 
and it would not help the citizens of Georgetown 
to permit the bridge to go down unless we should 
take away the causeway. If we were to take 
away the causeway, the bridge might still be 
maintained in that place on piers. You will find, 
in the reports of the engineers, that they have 
more than once given the opinion that such a 
bridge. would not increase the quantity of sedi- 
ment which is deposited upon this flat. If the 
people of Georgetown are right, you cannot rem- 
edy the inconveniences of which they complain 
except by taking away the causeway; and if you 


| that, so far from benefiting Georgetown by the | 
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should do that, a bridge on piers can dono harm. | 
It is manifest that this isthe point at which the 
bridge ought to be made, if we are to have a | 
bridge connecting Washington with the Virginia 
shore. 

You will not, therefore, accomplish any good 
for the people of Georgetown by rejecting this 
appropriation, if you permit the causeway to 
remain; and it is the opinion: of competent engi- 
neers that it would be an injury to the navigation 
of the river to remove the causeway. It was 
placed there for the especial purpose of forcing 
the water into a narrower channel, and keeping 
open that channel by which vessels approach 
Georgetown. Originally there were three chan- 
nels, called the Washington channel, the Squash 
channel, and the channel on the Virginia shore; 
and it was on the opinion of engineers that this 
causeway was interposed, stopping up two of 
the channels and forcing the water through the 
third.. In the report of the very last survey 
which was made, we find the opinion expressed 
by Colonel Abert, that the injury was occasioned, 
not by the Long Bridge, and not by its causeway, 
but by the causeway from Mason’s or Analostan 
Island to the Virginia shore—an improvement 
made by the citizens of Georgetown long ago. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Virginia will 
allow me to ask him which was built first—the 
bridge or the causeway? 

Mr. HUNTER. The causeway from Analos- 
tan Island was built first undoubtedly. I have 
before me a chart, drawn in 1792, of the mud flat. 
I see upon it the route of the Long Bridge; and 
it appears that this mud flat had formed not only 
for some distance below, but fora long distance 
above, before the Long Bridge was built. It 
appears, too, that at the point where the Long 
Bridge crosses, and for some distance above it, | 
there was then the same depth of water that there 
is now. Indeed, if there be any difference, it is 
a little deeper now than it was then; it is deeper 
nearer to the Virginia shore. It appears from 
this chart, that, at that time, before this causeway | 
was erected, there was no bar below Mason’s 
Island; but in the survey of 1838, which was 
after the causeway had been constructed by the 
citizens of Georgetown, we find the bar extend- 
ing from the end of Mason’s Island almost to the 
mouth of what is called Gravelly creck. It is on 
that bar that vesscls stop; and that bar does not 
touch or communicate with the mud flat, which 
has been supposed to have been occasioned by 
the Long Bridge, and which is the cause of com- 
plaint to the peoplé of Georgetown. So Colonel 
Abert has reported. It is his opinion that it is 
that bar, which is manifestly caused by the im- 
prov ament at Mason’s Island, and not by the 

ong Bridge, which has done the mischief com- 
plained of; and this is confirmed by the chart, 
which shows that there is no communication be- 
tween them. 

If the facts be as I have stated, what is the in- 
jury occasioned to Georgetown by this bridge? 
Simply the delay which occurs to vessels passing 
through the draw. Why, sir, how many towns i 
of far greater commerce than Georgetown are 
approached through a draw-bridge? I believe 
that the commerce of the city of Cork is ap- 
proached through a draw-bridge, and that draw- | 
bridge was made with wings for the very purpose 
of doing what the engineer sought here—to nar- 
row and deepen the channel by forcing a greater ! 
quantity of water through it. I believe myself 


destruction of this causeway, we should only | 
open the two other channels of which I have || 
spoken; and the effect would be thatthe sediment | 
would be deposited in them all, and they would 
have less water in that which they are now using. 
If this be true—and we have the testimony of the į 
engineers that this mud flat existed long before 
that bridge was erected; we have the testimony 
not only of those maps, but also of some of the 
oldest citizens of this place—if it be true, why 
should we destroy this facility of communicating 
with the Virginia shore at the most eligible point | 
in order to remedy a mere imaginary grievance ; 
of Georgetown? On the contrary, I believe itj 
would not only do Georgetown no good, buti 
would be an injury to her if you were to take | 
away that causway of which she is complaining, | 
and divide the water between the three several | 


channels which formerly existed in the Potomac. | 


I hope, therefore, that if the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland should be adopted, it will 
be amended as I propose; but even if so amended 
I am still of the same opinion which I before ex- 
pressed in regard to the place in which the appro- 
priation:should be made. I do not think it ought 
to be made in this bill, and I will not vote to put 
it upon this bill, even if amended as I propose; 
but if one should pass the other ought also to-be 
passed. There is far more necessity—far more 
Justice in repairing the Long Bridge, because itis 
much more important to the city of Washington 
than the bridges over the Eastern Branch. That 
has received some injury lately, and is in greater 
need of repair than are ihe bridges over the East- 
ern Branch. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope the amendment pro- 
osed by my friend from Virginia will not prevail, 
ndependently of all the considerations heretofore 

urged, I think it is high time that Congress 
should quit patching up that old bridge. If we 
intend to have a bridge across the Potomac, let 
us now, when the Government has plenty of 
means, build a bridge of the proper kind, and in 
the right place. So long as you continue to ap- 
propriate money to patch up that miserable old 
rickety concern, it will stand there a disgrace to 
the nation and an offense to everybody in Wash- 
ington, and about the seat of Government. 

My friend from. Virginia has been looking at 
documents on this subject, but I think he could 
have obtained more reliable testimony by simply 
consulting those who sce the bridge every day. 
The opinion of the old inhabitants of George- 
town and of many in Washington is, that since 
the construction of that bridge, the flat which is 
represented on the chart of 1792 has filled up, and 
that, while then it was a flat under the water sel- 
dom subjected to the rays of a summer’s sun, it 
has now been raised by the action of the water 
and the accumulation of mud until with every 
flowing of the tide it is exposed. That I under- 
stand to be the complaint. It is not denied that™ 
there was a flat there before, but it was generally 
covered with water until after this bridge was built. 
Therefore the deductions from the chart do not 
meet the points of complaint. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will look at 
the chart he will observe that it was marked as 
a large mud flat, which was in process of being 
formed before the bridge was put there. Whether 
the bridge was placed there or not, it would have 
risen with cach year’s accretion; and J will state 
that it had risen to such an extent that I under- 
stand Doctor Thornton sought to patent the land 
on that same flat. 

Mr. BROWN. Buthe did not do it; and that 
is a sufficient answer to the point. Whatever 
may be the facts, it is at least true that the city of 
Georgetown above this bridge has never ceased 
to complain of its existence there, not only on 
account of the accumulation of mud on the flat 
above the bridge, but on account of its serious 
interruption to their commerce. I hear no con- 
sideration urged hy my friend from Virginia why 
the bridge should remain there, except that it ig 
convenient to the people of Virginia residing in 
its neighborhood; that it isa little nearer for them 
to approach Washington by the bridge than to 
come by way of Georgetown. If the commerce 
of a growing city is scriously damaged by the 
bridge at that point, it seems to me that the 
people on the other side of the river might be sub- 
jected to the slight inconvenience of going a mile 
or two further, rather than keep the bridge there 
seriously embarrassing the commerce of that city. 

Lam not opposed to connecting the two shores 
of the river by a bridge. On the contrary, I am 
in favor of it, Ihave always thought it proper 
to do that, and I stillthink so. I have not exam- 
ined the charts with sufficient accuracy to say 
where the bridge ought to be placed. Ido not 
know that, upon a critical investigation of the 
subject, I should not be in favor of constructing 
another bridge at this point, if it shall be shown, 
as the gentleman from Virginia assumes, that it 
is neither detrimental to the health nor injurious 
to the commerce of Georgetown and those who 
reside above.it; but if the complaints made by 
the people of Georgetown be true, as stated, I 
will oppose reconstructing any sort of a bridge 
at that point. Itas not, however, precisely for 
that reason that 1 oppose this proposition. I 
object to mending the old bridge at all, regarding 


sand hence it would lodge on the 
flat. For this reason, the argument, that the flat 
has been caused by the Long Bridge, falls to the 
ground, according to my apprehension; but I do 
not think that the other argument used by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippiis sufficient. He says thatthe 
people of Virginia living contiguous to the Long 

ridge, and the people of Alexandria, should be 
forced to go two or three miles out of their way, 
in order to build up the commerce of Georgetown. 

Mr. BROWN. Not to build itup, but to pre- 
vent its obstruction. . 

Mr. RUSK. There is a question as to whether 
it docs obstruct it. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the people of George- 
town are the best judges of that matter. ‘They 
maintain, to a man, that it does obstruct their 
commerce, 

Mr. RUSK. I think I can perceive another 
motive which they mayhave. It would bea very 
convenient thing for the people of Georgetown 
to force the entire travel between the North and 
South through their town. Now, sir, I have 
never been in favor of incommoding a whole com- 
munity for the benefit of any particular city. I 
have never known of a little two-horse town that 
did not want to change every road in the neigh- 
borhood, and subject the whole community to a 
very large tax in order that they might grow up 
into an important place. I am willing to, vote 
liberally for Georgetown out of tho publie Treas- 
ury, forit is part of the District of Columbia, for 
which we are the exclusive legislators; but I can- 
not support the people of that town in an attempt 
to incommode not only the citizens of Alexandria, 
and of Virginia, who live in the vicinity of this 
bridge, upon the hypothesis that their commerce 
is injured by it, but also toincommode the whole 
travel between the North and South. I shall, 
therefore, vote for the amendment of my friend 
from Virginia. 


Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Texas says | 


he has been entirely satisfied by the argument and 
authorities of his friend from Virginia. If so, I 
think my friend from Texas must have been pre- 
disposed to be satisfied; for I do not think the 
chart or the argument of the Senator from Vir- 


ginia shows thatthe statement made by the hon- | 


orable chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia [Mr. Brown] was erroneous. Now 
let us look at this question. 


vessels of a large tonnage came up there every 
day in the week. 


I went to school. in | 
that town when I wag a boy, and at that period | 


The channel has become ob- | 


structed since then. The honorable Senator from | 


Virginia says that the obstruction has been occa- 
sioned by the causeway from Analostan or Ma- 
son’s [sland to the Virginia shore. Surely, that 
is impossible. Mason’s Island is opposite the 
upper or western portion of Georgetown. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will look at 
the chart, he will understand me; it is obvious 
now that he does not. The bar which stops the 
vessels is a bar formed at the lower end of Ma- 
son’s Island, which did not exist until that cause- 
way was thrown over by Georgetown; and that 
bar does not touch the mud flat which is com- 
plained of. 


| sun, 


y to 


portion of Georgetown, and 
the causeway is from the western 
island to the Virginia shore. How is it possible 
that by obstructing the channel which formerly 
ran west of that island you would create a bar east 
of it? There is no engineer, who has practical 
sense, who would advance such an idea. There 
is no engineer on earth, with all the science he 
can bring to bear on the subject, who could con- 
vince a practical man of any such thing. Here 
isa body of water which, prior to the construction 
of the causeway, ran on both sides of the island. 
A causeway was made west of the island. What 
was the consequence? It prevented any portion 
of the volume of water which came down the 
Potomac river from going west of thatisland, and 
threw it all down the course which it now runs. 
Therefore I-cannot conceive how it is possible, by 
throwing the whole volume of water in one chan- 
nel, to create a bar there. The idea is incon- 


| sistent with another portion of the argument of 
the Senator from Virginia, in which he supposed | 


that, by making a part of the Long Bridge in such 
a manner that water could not pass under it, and 
thereby throwing the whole volume of water into 
a smaller channel, you would keep open the 
channel. That was the object of the citizens of 
Georgetown when they erected the causeway 
from Mason’s {sland. Tt was rational to suppose 
that when, instead of suffering the water to go 
west of that island, they threw it all east of the 
island, and thus forced itthrougha narrower chan- 
nel, they would tend to keep the channel open? 
The idea is advanced by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia himself in his argument in reference to the 
effect of the Long Bridge. 

It is a very material fact in this investigation, 
that the causeway at Mason’s Island was built 
before the erection of the Long Bridge. After the 
erection of the causeway, and prior to the con- 
struction of the bridge, there was no obstruction 
to the navigation of the Potomac at’ this point. 


The proposition of the Senator from Virginia | 


strikes meassingular. Headmits, that when this 


causeway was built, five or ten years before the | 


erection of the bridge, there was no obstruction, 


and none existed until the bridge was made; yet | 


he attributes the subsequent obstruction not to 
the bridge, but to the causeway! That is the 
argument of the Senator from Virginia, with 
which my friend from Texas seems to be so readily 
satisfied. The causeway was erected eight or ten 

ears before the bridge. Before the bridge ex- 
isted there was no obstruction. The obstruction 
commenced at the period of the crection of the 
bridge, and has existed ever since. Now, is it 
not a false argument to attribute the obstruction 
to the causeway, and not to the bridge, when 
before the building of the bridge there wag no ob- 
struction at all? 

But again, Mr. President, as the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia has 
very correctly said, from the time when the bridge 


was erected the people of Georgetown have been | 
always asking for its removal. Whenever any | 


accident has happened to it, there has been resist- 
ance here to any appropriation for its repair. 
Now, I submit that, as a general rule, the people 
are best acquainted with their own interests; and 
when you find a unanimity of opinion in a com- 
munity with reference to an injury to themselves, 
you may safely assume that they judge correctly. 

There is another view of the subject which has 
not been adverted to. It is known to all of us 
that the 
for a portion of the year, because of the sickness 
occasioned by this bridge. They have put perma- 
nent abutments at the end of the bridge on each 
side, which collect the mud; and I have seen 
during the last three years, seventy acres of mud, 


in the summer time, exposed to the heat of the} 
The miasma arising from this has occa- | 


part of that | 


residential mansion is uninhabitable | 
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y that i 


op- i 


“stroying the Long Bridge, we shall interfere with 

the system of roads i Virgitiia made with refer- 
ence to the location: of this bridge. ‘Now, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia have'u ide) 
consideration a proposition to build “a permanént 
bridge at the head of tide-water, at some rocks 
which are éalled the Three Sisters, jast aboy 
‘Georgetown. The Senator from Texas sup 
that it would be very wrong to inconvenie’ 
people of Alexandria by making them go tw 
three miles round Georgetown, to come to Wash- 
ington. The fact is, that, if'a bridge be erected 
there, they will have a shorter distance to travel 
in order to get here. ` If I recollect rightly the 
distance from that point, we shall ‘bring Alexan- 
dria in closer propinquity to Washington by the 
bridge we propose to erect, than is at present the 
case, 

Mr. HUNTER. Where is that bridge to be ? 

Mr. PRATT. At the Three Sisters. There - 
is already a road from the west end of the cross- 
ing at Mason’s Island to Alexandria, and from 
Georgetown to Alexandria, that is the nearer road 
so that we get rid of that objection. 

Again, sir, there is not an attempt on the ‘part 
of Georgetown—as the Senator from Texas sup- 

oses—to accumulate all the travel through it. 

here was a proposition pending, which was 
voted down at the last session, but which will be 
presented again, on the part of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company, asking to be permitted 
to extend their road to Alexandria, not by going 
through Georgetown, but by crossing the eastern 
branch of the Potomac river, then going ‘down 
the valley of the Potomac, and crossing the river 
at Alexandria. That is one connection with the 
Virginia system of railroads which is proposed 
to be madc, and which I take it for granted will 
be permitted to be made by the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company. f 

I can, therefore, see no inconvenience in voting 
to pull this bridge down, and to put it in a placé 
which will not interfere with the health of the 
people of Washington, and those who come here 
1n a public capacity, and those who are obliged 
to live here permanently, and which will notin- 
terfere with the navigation of the Potomac river, 
I think it is our duty todo so. I hope the amend- 
ment of the honorable Scnator from Virginia will 
not prevail. Ihave only to ask that the yeas 
and nays may be taken upon it. í ' 

The yeas and nays were ordered. `. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I take an in- 
terest in this subject, not for the reason assigned 
by the honorable Senator who last addressed 
the Senate—not because I feel concerned in re- 


2 


sioned unhealthiness in all that portion of the: 
city, and especially in and about the executive’ 


mansion, t 
floor for the honor of a residence in that mansion 
{laughter,} I submit that there is a personal ar 


gument with many Senators why they should! 
not vote for an appropriation to keep this nuisance | 


in existence. tet 
The Senator from Virginia says that, by de- 


As there are many aspirants on this | 


gard to the White House in the western part 
of the town—but because I am already a house- 
holder there, and have been brought into com- 
munication with citizens both of Georgetown and 
of Washington who are connected with this 
question; and, without any detailed argument, I 
will state the conclusion at which Ihave arrived 
under the circumstances in which I have been 
placed. : 

I think there ought to be some good communi- 
cation between that portion of Washington and 
the Virginia side of the river. That the Long 
Bridge which is there now, and has been standing 
there for fifty years, is not such a structure as is 
required by the dignity of the capital, or ag is 
required by the increasing commerce of George: 
town and Washington, is perfectly apparent. Itis 
alleged, also, that itis a cause of the obstructions 
to the navigation. That point is disputed; and: 
I am unprepared to determine the question for’ 
myself upon any demonstration which is now 
bcfore the Senate. Therefore, I think it rightto 
reserve that question until we shall have a report 
from the War Department in answer toa resolu- 
| tion which the Senate, at my instance, were kind 
enough to adopt only a few days'ago, asking the 
Department for information on the subject, and 
for the opinions which the Department entertains. 
When that report is here, and we have the facts 
before us, we shall be prepared, I think, to con- 
sider the question in the aspect in which is in- 
volved the navigation of the river. In the mean 
time, Isee no reason why an appropriation should 
be made for the Long Bridge in any event; be- 
cause, independently of that question, I think alt 
men will agree that itis due from Congress to 
throw over the river, at an unobjectionable point, 
if such a one can be found, a suspension bridge, 


CO 


l orsome other structure that will not interfere with 


‘ent bill, of which I am not informed. 
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the navigation, and will not at all create any ap- 
prehensions about the public health. -` 

For these reasons I shall vote against the amend- 
ment to the amendment; and, in régard to the 
original proposition offered by the Committee on 
the: Distict of Columbia for the repairs of the 
bridges over the Eastern Branch, I shall vote for 
it, relying on the discretion ‘which they have ex- 
ercised in recommending the appropriation, if 
there be no objection to its application to the pres- 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, this is not a 
new subject. I think the sense of the Senate has 
been taken on it more than.once, and in every in- 
stance there has been a strong decisive vote in 
opposition to the Long Bridge. I am opposed to 
it as a nuisance to the publichealth. It seems to 
me impossible that there should be an obstruction 
of that kind placed in the river at that point which 
would not be a nuisance to the public health. I 
believe this to be the opinion of the inhabitants 
who are intimately acquainted with the subject, 
and who know practically what the operation has 
been. 

But, sir, I am opposed to it still more strongly 
because in itself it is unjust to the people of 
Georgetown. They live on a broad, navigable 
river, with a harbor accessible heretofore by ves- | 
sels of large size. Whathas Congressdone? You 
have thrown a bridge across that river; you have | 
depreciated the property of the inhabitants of 
Georgetown; you have deprived them of the priv 
ileges which belong to them from nature, without 
the interference of man. If it were proposed here 
to throw a bridge across one of the harbors of Vir- | 
ginia, no member of this body would denounce it | 
in stronger terms than my fricnd before me, [Mr. 
Honrer.] Suppose it were proposed to throwa | 
bridge across the harbor of New York, across 
the harbor of Charleston, or across any other 
harbor, or across any river, below the head of 
navigation, and, in such a way as to impede nav- 
igation, to block up to a certain extent the high- 
way which nature had provided for those dwell- 
ing on its banks—who would not resistit? It is 
not right; it is not doing justice to the people of 
Georgetown; and I am opposed to every interfer- 
ence of this sort, here or anywhere else. 

Besides, } think there ought to be a bridge at 
Georgetown. Georgetown is a part of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and its people are entitled to 
a connection with Virginia. There are points 
there where a bridge can be constructed which 
will not interfere with the rights of navigation, 
and that bridge may be the medium of commu- 
nication, winter and summer, between the North 
and South by railroad communication. I per- 
ceive that there is a labored attempt to direct the 
connection between the northern and southern 
railroads, by a railroad bridge across the Potomac 
below the city of Georgetown, and then you 
must have in that bridge an opening for vessels 
to pass; you must not only cut off the navigation 
of the inhabitants of Georgetown, but you must 
expose the whole publie to the danger of plung- 
ing into the river; whereas, if you cross by way 
of Georgetown you give this cityand the public, 
North and South, the benefit of a permanent com- 
munication, This, if you have reference to the 
future, will be altogether more important than 
any consideration connected with the present site 
of the Long Bridge. 

But, sir, independently of this view, I am en- 
tirely opposed to the old bridge, as doing great 


injustice to the people of Georgetown, who are |, 


entitled to look to us for the protection of their 
natural rights. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ought noti 
to be silent on this occasion, because my mind 
has been thoroughly made up on this question. | 
This subject has been twice before the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and I have come to a conclu- | 
sion—and against a weight of authority in favor 
of Washington and opposed to Georgetown— | 
that the Long Bridge ought not to stand. When | 
my friend from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, undertakes to maintain | 
that it is no obstruction to navigation, he does so 
in accordance with the convictions of his own | 


those obstructions that must ultimately result in 
building. up Washington at the expense of 
Georgetown. I believe that, ifthere were no bridge 
there at all, ina commercial point of view George- 
town would have the advantage of Washington 
in some respects. If in this contest the parties 
were changed; if the numbers, the wealth, and 
the influence exercised through the city of Wash- 
ington were transferred to Georgetown, that 
bridge would come down in a day. As it is, 
Georgetown is weak, and the bridge remains. 

It is said that this bridge is no obstruction. I 
shall not go into all the details of the evidence 
which has been before the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary; but this palpable view may be taken of 
the subject: Would you prefer to be compelled to 
open a gate, in going to your farm over another 
person’s land, or to have no gate at all? Here is 
a great highway. You may have it arched, and 
you may have all the facile appliances of opening 
and shutting gates, and you may say it is no in- 
cumbrance, but the civil law regards it as a “ ser- 
vitude’’ when you have to submit to anything of 
that kind. When great highways like the Poto- 
mac are obstructed or encumbered, or have any- 
thing thrown over them calculated to arrest the 
free ingress and egress which nature previously 
| allowed, I am not permitted for a single moment 
| to doubt the correctness of the conclusion that it 
constitutes an obstruction. Before the Long 
Bridge was erected, vessels went to Georgetown 
that do not go there now. Throughout the whole 
history of Georgetown and Washington, from the 
time when thatbridge was built, there has been but 
one voice from Georgetown in favor of pulling it 
down, and one voice from Washington to keep 
itup. The commentary is afforded by the inter- 
ests of the parties; and I think the people of 
Georgetown know very well whether it is an ob- 
struction or not. There has been a constant con- 
test between Washington and Georgetown— 
Washington wishing to keep up the bridge, and 
she will probably succeed, by influence, by evi- 
dence, by argument, by power—I use the word 
“power”? merely as descriptive of the influence 
which is exercised through public opinion here. 

It is my interest in traveling to have a bridge 
at or near this point; but it is no great inconveni- 
ence to go round by way of Georgetown. Ithinkit 
is injustice to the weaker party to proscribe it by 
giving a preference to the stronger in this law suit. 

We are told that the mad flat in the Potomac 
has not been the result of the Long Bridge. Let 
any one look at it, as I have done, at low-water. 
I have seen the accretion of mud there in con- 
sequence of the bridge; it is palpable to the eye. 
When you look at it and notice the drains from 
the hills in the neighborhood, you perceive that 
it must necessarily produce sickness. 

Sir, I know very well—though I am no prophet— 
that as certainly ‘as you make an appropriation to 
repair the bridge, in three years it will be appro- 
priated for the purposes of the Alexandria and 
Balimore Railroad Company as a railroad high- 
way across the Potomac. Private companies 
will appropriate it, and you will divert all the 
rights which Georgetown has in the navigation 
of the Potomac. 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, to be impar- 
tial in the examination of this question; I have 
consulted my judgment, and Lam satisfied—with- 
out going into the details of the evidence—that it 
is not only an obstruction, but a proscription, of 
the commercial advantages which Georgetown 
would have without it. I shall vote against any- 
thing that goes to favor the continuance of the 
structure. If I were to consult the dictates of jus- 
tice and policy, I wouid pull it down to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I find, sir, that it ig much 
easicr for gentlemen to come to peremptory con- 
clusions in reference to matters which do not 
very much interest them, than to examine the 
evidence in regard to them. 


i Mr. BUTLER. Ihave examined the evidence. 


Mr. HUNTER. I am very certain that my 
friend was not aware of the fact that the chart of 
1792 shows that the mud existed there long before 
the bridge was formed, and therefore the bridge 
could not have formed the flat. 

Mr. BUTLER. It may have been there, but 


mind, from such evidence as has been presented 
to him. I undertake to say, however, from the 
evidence which has been presented to my mind, | 
that it is not only an obstruction, but it is one of | 


it is very certain that the bridge has helped to 
Increase 1t, 

Mr. HUNTER. It is very certain that if it 
was there before, it was owing to some natural 
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| cause, which would have occasioned the deposit 
of sediment there, and would have continued to 
increase without the bridge. 

My friend was not aware of the fact that the 
bar upon which the vessels stop is not occasioned 
by the Long Bridge, but isa barat the lower end 
of Mason’s Island, occasioned by the causeway 
erected by the people of Georgetown themselves. 
Such is the opinion of engineers—men competent 
to decide such questions. He was not aware, I 
am sure, that, so far from being designed as an 
injury to Georgetown, the causeway of the Long 
Bridge was constructed for the very purpose of 
aiding them; and that, in 1832, areport was made 
by an officer of the engineer corps, recommending 
the construction of this causeway in order to force 
all the water through one channel, soas to deepen 
it. This was recommended for the welfare of 
Georgetown; and, I believe, on the authority of 
their opinion, that if it were removed to-morrow, 
the effect would be to lessen the depth of water 
in the channel which they are now using, whilst 
itis true it might open two others, always of 
inferior importance, and never much used. “If all 
this be so—and I speak noton my own authority, 
but on that of engineers, and on the authority of 
charts and maps—not only would it be no injury 
to Georgetown to continue this structure, but it 
would be a benefit to her. That it would bea 
benefit to the city of Washington, to the people 
of Virginia, and to those who pursue the great 
line of travel north and south, nobody can doubt. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Prarr] is 
mistaken ih supposing that it is as near to go 
around by Georgetown to Alexandria as to cross 
at this bridge. I have the authority of persons 
interested in the railroad for saying so. I know 
that they believe it would increase the cost very 
much to go above Georgetown in order to cross 
the river. But, sir, we are told that we should 
take, as evidence of the fact that they are injured 
by this bridge, the opinions of citizens of George- 
town. It was according to the wishes and the 
opinions of the citizens of Georgetown that a 
causeway was made from Mason’s Island to the 
Virginia shore which has been the reason of the 
injuries which they suffer. They were told at the 
time, as I understand, by a person cognizant of 
the facts, by the very engincer who made the 
structure, that it would have the effect which has 
ensued from it—that it would injure instead of 
improving the navigation. 

When we sce that, according to the chart, there 
was no bar below Mason’s Island until the cause- 
way was made from the island to the Virginia 
shore; when we ascertain that this bar—the one 
on which the vessels stop—has been constantly 
increasing since the construction of that cause- 
way; when we have the opinion of experienced 
engineers, that it is owing to their own work 
that this bar was occasioned;.and when,-in ad- 
dition to all this, we find that it does not touch 
the mud flat which adjoins the bridge, but that 
there is adeep channel of water between the bar 
at Mason’s Island and the mud flat, and between 
that bar and the bridge—to what other conclusion 
can we come, than that it was occasioned by their 
own work? That is the very bar from which 
they are suffering; and if the bridge and its cause- 
way were removed, how can we suppose we should 
get rid of the evil of that mud flat? We know it 
was in process of formation before the bridge was 
put there. But suppose that anything were done 
for the purpose of removing it; and suppose the 
causeway of the Long Bridge were removed; that 
would not be incompatible with a bridge upon 
picrs; and the piers of the bridge would not stop 
the sediment, The bridge might still remain 
where it was, if we chose to try the experiment 
of removing the causeway; and if we did, we 
should be acting against the opinion of engineers, 
against the opinion of those who know more 
about such matters than Ido. I know that my 
opinion in regard to such matters is worth nothing, 
I speak on the authority of the reports of Colonels 
Flughes and Abert, engineers—men selected by 
the Government to act on this subject. 

We must remember that the bridge has been in 
existence ever since 1809; and whatever may have 
been said as to the sense of the Senate, as ex- 
pressed in the last two years, it has been the 
sense of the Government ever since 1809 to keep 
up this bridge. T believe that the public interest 
will require it to be maintained. If you suffer the 
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bridge to go down, I think the inconveniences 
which will arise will be such that it, will be re- 
newed, If you cause an investigation to be made 
by engineers and persons competent to decide 
such questions, I believe they will tell you it in- 
flicts no injury on Georgetown, and that the pub- 
lic interest requires it to remain where itis. It 
was for that. reason that, I have proposed the 
amendment to the amendment. I should never 
have moved it on this bill, if it had not been for 
the fact that the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland was presented. Why do we hear noth- 
ing of obstructions to the navigation of the East- 
ern Branch by the bridges which the Senator from 
Maryland proposes to repair? Ships went up the 
Eastern Branch to Bladensburg thirty or forty, or 
perhaps fifty years ago. Upon that side we hear 
nothing of obstructions; but here, in regard to a 
bridge whose utility is sustained by such testimony 
as I have stated, we are told that, because the 
people of Georgetown happen to be inimical to it, 
we must disregard all the other great interests, 
and putaside the opinions of engineers who have 
declared that the injury to them was occasioned, 
not by this bridge, but by their own work—the 
causeway from Analostan Island to the Virginia 
shoro, 

‘Mr. BROWN. Ihave no desire to protract 
this discussion, but I have a few words to sayin 
reply to my friend from Virginia. I suppose the 
principle will be recognized here, as it has been 
in the Supreme Court, and by every legisla- 
tive and judicial tribunal, I believe, in the Union, 
if notin christendom, that navigable waters ought 
not to be obstructed to the detriment of those who 
live above particular points on them. In the great 
Wheeling bridge case, we know very well that 
the Supreme Court of the United States ordered 
the bridge to be taken down because it obstructed 
the commerce of Pittsburg, a point above Wheel- 
ing. That bridge was said by those who con- 
structed it, to be so high that it was no obstruction 
to commerce, for steamboats could pass underit. 
It turned out, however, in the course of the inves- 
tigation, that it was in a slight degree an obstruc- 
tion; that when the chimneys of the boats were 
very high, they had to be taken down in order to 
pass under the bridge. On account of that slight 
obstruction, the Supreme Court ordered the whole 
structure to be removed. Why? Because to that 
extent it was an interference with the just rights 
of Pittsburg, a city lying above the bridge. 

We have before us a case in point. George- 
town is above this bridge. Its citizens complain 
that the bridge is an obstruction to their com- 
merce. They have the right—which they derive 
from their position and from nature—to the navi- 
gation of the river unobstructed. They say you 
have put a bridge there which docs seriously 
incommode their commerce, and they prove it in 
this way: the only manner in which a vessel of 
any size can pass the bridge is by going through 
the draw, We have it, on the authority of the 
Senator from Maryland—and it is attested by the 
whole history of the past—that vessels of the 
largest sizedid go to Georgetown before you built 
this bridge. Now vessels of a large size do not 
go there at all, and vessels of small size go in very 
small numbers. The reason which the people of 
Georgetown assign—and I submit to the Senate 
whether it is not a sensible reason—is this: the 
draw is so narrow that, if therc is the least storm, 
a vessel cannot pass, but must have a steamer to 
pilot her through; and therefore vessels, except 
where there is a great necessity, do not go above 
the bridge at all, because, if the weather becomes 
stormy, they cannot. get out again., We know 
very well that, unless there is a very strong mo- 
tive for it, the owners of vessels will not send 
them into difficult positions like this. 
your obstruction; put things back as nature fixed 
them; and then, if vessels go to Georgetown, let 
them go; and if they do not, of course you will 
not be to blame. 


were before you put the bridge there. George- 


A l 
town complains that you have taken away from 


her one of her natural advantages; that her com- 
merce has perished in consequence of the action 
of this Government; and she asks you to restore 
her to the position in which nature placed her. 


I think the request isa reasonable one, and that || 


no mere temporary or slight convenience to any |! 
small body of persons ought to be consulted in |i 


preference to the commercial advantages of an 


Remove | 


A 


Things are not now as they ji 


important town. You ought. not, to take away 
advantages derived from nature, simply because 
somebody else may be inconvenienced by your 
doing so. What would the people of Alexandria 
say if you proposed to throw a bridge across the 
Potomac below their town? What would my 
friend from Virginia say to that? No doubt we 
should have complaints loud and long; and though 
you might make the draws three times as wide 
as those of this bridge, they would complain that 
it was an obstruction to commerce; that you 
were taking from them advantages which were 
given to them by nature, and with which you 
had no right ‘to interfere. Are not the rights of 
the people of Georgetown as sacred as those of 
the people of Alexandria? And if you may 
rightfully interfere with the one, why not with 
the other? 

My friend from Texas suggested that there 
were other reasons influencing the people of 
Georgetown besides the obstruction to their com- 
merce. He intimated that they desired the com- 
mercial advantages to be derived from erecting a 
bridge at their town or above it, so that the travel 
must go there. Possibly there may be interests 
j below the bridge, at Alexandria, which are 
against this movement. If the people of George- 
town came here And asked for any special advant- 
ages, or any legislation which was to give them 
au advantage over the people of Alexandria, I 
would deny it to them; but I will not take from 
Georgetown that which is hers, which she de- 
rives from nature, which God Almighty has 
| given to her, simply in order that somebody else 
may be slightly benefitted thereby. 

I trust that this appropriation will not be made. 
Thope that the Senate will pursue the same course 
now which it has done heretofore; that it will 
steadily put its face against the structure. I trust 
the action of the Senate on the question now will 
be a warning to officers of the Government, that 
they are not to do as they have done heretofore 
whenever the bridge gets out of repair—to fix it 
and ask us to foot the bill. I am glad to perceive 
a manifest improvement in this respect, and I 
note it with special pleasure. Heretofore, when 
the bridge got out of order, somebody in Wash- 
ington has assumed the responsibility of putting 
it in good condition; and the question has come 
up, not whether we should repair the bridge, but 
whether we should appropriate money to pay for 
į repairs which had been made. Now, Lam pleased 
to perceive that the money is asked for before it 
is spent; and if we refuse to give it, the bridge 
will not be repaired; and then the session will not 
pass away until Congress will act wisely, sensi- 
bly, and justly on this question, and will mete 
out to Washington, Alexandria, Georgetown, 
and all other places, that which is their due. 


to me that there is a very easy way, and in my 


the difficulty in which we find ourselves; and that 

is by rejecting both of these propositions. Iam 

pposed to the amendment of the Senator from 

Virginia, and to that of the Senator from Mary- 
land, 

| The Senators from Virginia and Mississippi 


and the argument has proceeded on that suppo- 
sition. Sir, I deny it. 
morerightto take money from the public Treasury 
to keep up these bridges than to erect and main- 
tain bridges elsewhere. 
most people in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown live from the drippings of the Treas- 
ury; and we have but to take one step further and 
hand over the public Treasury of the people of the 
United States to the citizens of this District. 


engaged in an expenditure of $3,000,000 to supply 
it with water;and no doubt the final cost will be 
$5,000,000. We havespenta large sum of money 
| In the extension of the Capitol; which will cost 
more than five millions of dollars. Sir, this Cap- 


itol now is large enough forall constitutional legis- | 


i lation, and to that we ought to confine ourselves. 
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Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it seems į 


judgment a very proper way, of escaping from | 


i seem to assume that we are bound to keep up | 
these bridgesat the expense of the public Treasury, | 
I hold that we have no | 


I know very well that || 


What are we doing now for this city * Weare | 


According to a recent estimate which Í haye 
heard, it will cost at least-€500,000.° © = 

Mr: BROWN. It will cost twice that sum.’ 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I am told it will cost twice 
that amount, and T suppose it will be sd. Notonly 
did we agree to build this dome before completing 
the building, but we actually did “it without the 
advice or recommendation of the officers having 
charge of the work of the Capitol extension: We 
have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars to extend the Post Office and Treasury build- 
ings; and, in the course of a year ortwo, we shall 
be called on to spend $3,000,000 or $4,000,000. to 
build a new building for the War. and Navy 
Departments. These demands on the‘ public 
Treasury—the people’s money—for purposes of 
expenditure in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, are shameful; and the manner in 
which our money is poured out to these people is 
shameless. 

Mr. President, if all these bridges were taken 
| down to-morrow, I would not vote a dollar to re- 
construct them. Gentlemen seem to have forgot- 
ten one convenient way of crossing large streams 
of water without interfering with navigation. 
Steam power canbe called into requisition; steam- 
boat ferries can ‘be established. The people of 
New York and Philadelphia pursue that course. 
Why can it not be done here? The citizens of 
Maryland and Virginia obtained a southern Jo- 
cation for the capital of the United States. At 
their request, the seat of Government was fixed 
here, The citizens residing in Washington and 
its vicinity derive large advantages from the loca- 
tion of the capital here; and are we to spend 
$6,000,000 a year in this city besides? I think 
we are spending $5,000,000 now. 

These bridges over the eastern branch of the 
Potomac were purchased on spreulation from a 
private corporation, and then I had almost said 
the measure was lobbied through Congress. They 
were sold to the Government of the United States 
by a private corporation, for $30,000, and now 
we are asked for several thousand dollars more 
to keep them in repair. If those who use them 
| cannot keep them in repair, after we have pur- 
chased and paid for the bridges, I think they had 
better not pass over them. 

It seems to me that the facts which I have 
stated will justify members in voting against both 
these amendments, Let these bridges go down, 
and let private enterprise establish steam ferries. 
That is the proper course. 

Mr. BROWN. Irise simply to protest against 
one of the conclusions of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. He thinks that the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are to be held responsible for 
the appropriations which Congress makes to be 
expended within the District; and he cites the 
expenditure for the dome to the Capitol, which I 
understand is to cost us $1,000,000, and perhaps 
more. Í am in favor of shingling the. place 
over, and letting it stand; but what interest have 
the great mass of the people of this District in 
your putting a dome to the Capitol? It is true, 
you make large appropriations to be expended 
| here; but I know of no advantage, except a mere 
i incidental one, which the people of the District 

are for 
oumake 
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Sfication Which I feel at the lecture on economy 
which we- have received from the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. It rejoiced my heart to 
. ‘hear, it. I hope that the salutary impressions 
Avhich we all received from it will be manifest in 
‘Our Votes on the. proposition.of the Secretary of 
‘War to appropriate $3,000,000 to repair old guns 
that are not. worth a cent now, and will be worth 
‘less when they are repaired. [Laughter.]. I 
‘should -have been pleased if the Senator from 
‘Pennsylvania had opened his batteries a little 
- ‘godner. T should have been gratified to hear his 
lecture on economy when we had before us a bill 
to provide for building ten new sloops of war for 
our Navy officers to yacht about the Mediter- 
ranean in, which are to cost us $5,000,000 to begin 
with, and $2,000,000 annually to keep them afloat 
afterwards. I think it would have done good at 
that time. I am sorry that the lesson was re- | 
‘served. for an appropriation for a bridge, or for 
bringing water into the city of Washington. Now, 
sir, I vote for bridges and water-works, and things 
of that sort, and I go against steamships and 
$3,000,000 to repair old guns. 
` Mr. BROWN. You like Sharpe’s rifles better. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; I prefer Sharpe’s rifles. 
{Laughter.] Again, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has referred to the Capitol dome. I think 
the safest and most prudent way would have been 
to begin at the bottom and tcar away this old 
‘puilding before putting a new dome on it; but I 
deave that point. 

Now, let me say a wordabout the Long Bridge. 
It has been a theme of contest ever since l have 
known anything about the Senate. A part of it 
was once carried away by the ice, while I had the 
honor of being à member of this body; and I wish 
to call one fact to mind of the Senate, for it may 
have some influence on the vote. Several citizens 
of Georgetown, I think the Mayor among the 
number, came to me and made some representation 
about the injury which the bridge was doing to 
Georgetown. [uniformly voted against repairing 
the bridge upon that ground; and while I was on 
the floor giving my impressions as well as I could 
to the Senate, showing that this bridge was a 
nuisance, and was doing great injury to George- 
town, and ought not to stand, some member on the 
other side of the body asked permission to inter- 
rupt me, and stated that the citizens of George- 
town, had consented to withdraw their opposition 
and let the appropriation be made to repair the 
bridge. My speech was cut off in the middle, 
and the appropriation was passed with the con- 
sent, as it was stated, at that time, of the corporate 
authorities of the city of Georgetown. The bridge 
then was in a much worse situation than itis now. 
Some hundreds of fect were entirely gone, and 
then, if ever, was the time to make a successful 
opposition to the further continuance of the 
bridge; but at that time, when it was an open 
question—open ina double sense—open by the ice 
making an opening in the middle of the bridge 

_ of some hundreds of feet, and we had a fair op- 
portunity before us, (if Lam not execedingly mis- 
taken, and I do not think I ean be, for my memory 
as very distinct on the point,) the citizens of 
Georgetown withdrew their opposition, and con- 
sented that the bridge should be repaired. ‘I'he 
Sp penatien was voted, and it was repaired. 

Thad uniformly up to that time voted against 
the bridge, and my feclings and sympathies were 
with the people of Georgetown until they them- | 
Selves came into court, and, by their own consent, | 
withdrew their opposition, and were willing to 
have the bridge repaired. I am not now going to | 
tack about again, bat I shall follow where the 
people of Georgetown led; and, as they consented 
at that time that the bridge should be repaired, I 
shall hold them to that agreement until I am bet- 
ter advised. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the | 
amendment of the Scnator from Virginia to in- 
sert Potomac bridge and the’’ before the word 
““navy-yard,”? and to strike out $5,000,” and 
insert “ $11,000; so as to make the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland read: 

“For the repair of the Potomac bridge, and the navy-yard 
and upper bridges of the Eastern Branch, $11,000.77 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Biggs, Dodge, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Reid, 
Rusk, Weller, and Yulee—14. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Clayton, Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, 
Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question recurred on the original amend- 
ment of Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the whole 
amendment, and to insert in lieu of it the follow- 
ing: 

That the right and title of the United States in and to 
the Potomac bridge, and the navy-yard and upper bridges 
of the Eastern Branch, be, and the same is hereby, relin- 
quished to the corporation of the city of Washington. 

The Senator from Maryland did not pretend 
that the appropriation proposed by him was a 
deficiency; but he asked for its insertion in the 
deficiency bill, because those who were inter- 
ested in these bridges had no right to make the 
necessary repairs on account of the title being 
vested in the Government. Now, I propose to 
relinquish to the city of Washington the whole 
concern, without money and without price, and 
letthem keep up the bridges or let them go down 
as they think proper. {ask for the yeas and 
nays on my proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. In the form in which my col- 
league presents his amendment, I cannot support 
it. He proposes to relinquish the Potomac bridge 
to the city of Washington. If that is done, we 
must see at once that the very thing against which 
the Senate has voted will be carried out; for the 
city of Washington will keep up the bridge. If 
he will strike out that portion of it in reference 
to that particular bridge, and confine it to the 
bridges on the Eastern Branch, I do not know 
that { shall object to the amendment; but I can- 
not vote for it in its present form. 

Mr. STUART. I voted against the amend- 
ment to embrace the Long Bridge, and I intend 
to vote for the amendment to repair the others. 
I have listened with a good deal of attention to 
what has been said, and there seems to be a very 
great difference of opinion in respect to continu- 
ing the Long Bridge at all, From ali the light I 
have been able to obtain on the subject, I confess 
the inclinations of my mind are strongly against 
it, and for that reason and that alone I voted 
against the amendment to repair it at this time. 
But, sir, I have heard no such objection in refer- 
ence to the bridges over the Eastern Branch. No 
one has insisted that they ought not to be main- 
tained by somebody; and I ask, if the owners of 
a bridge are not to keep it in repair, and if they 
are notunder a solemn obligation to the public gen- 
erally to keep it in traveling repair? Thatis the 
only proposition now before the Senate. Here 
is a small appropriation rendered necessary to 
keep the bridi es over the Eastern Branch in re- 
per What is said against it? Why, that we 

ave expended alarge amountofmoneyin bringing 
water into the city; that we have expended another 
large amount of moncy in extending the Capitol; 
and that we are going to expend another large 
amount of money in putting a dome upon this 
building! Well, sir, lask, why not? The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania seems to suppose that 
this is for a two- Dhi purpose; in the first place, to 
benefit the District of Columbia; and in the next 
place, to benefit Maryland and Virginia. Now, 
sir, I understand it to be a simple question, of 
whether the Government of the United States, 
owning property and having the means, shall treat 
that property as a discreet individual would treat 
his own property under similar circumstances? 

Does anybody object to the extension of the 
Capitol? The Senator from Pennsylvania says 
itis large enough already for all constitutional 
legislation. I had supposed that constitutional 
legislation required as large a building as uncon- 
stitutional legislation. I never heard of an argu- 
ment before that measured the building by the 
character of the legislation which was to be had 
in it. I supposed that it depended upon the num- 
ber of legislators to be accommodated. Why, 
then, should not these things be done? Why 
should not the dome be constructed? If it were 
a mere matter of ornament alone, the expenditure 
should be made. 

Mr. BROWN. How much? 

Mr.STUART. Lanswer the Senator, as much 


| dome which formerly surmounted it. 


as is necessary to accomplish the object. Ifitis 
worth while to havea building like the Capitol of 
the United States, it is worth while to have it 
according to received architecture, and not havea 
building that looks in the distance like anything 
but a Capitol. ‘The whole proportion and archi- 
tectural beauty of this building is destroyed, in 
the opinion of everybody, by the character of the 
Now, I 
say that an individual owning this property, and 
having the means, would remedy that evil: 

I submit, too, that an individual owning these 
bridges would be bound to keep them in repair. 
It is not a question of original purchase. When 
I was a member of the House of Representatives, 
at the time when these bridges were purchased, I 
opposed the measure. I thought the Government 
of the United States ought not to purchase them; 
but that is a bygone question. The bridges 
have been purchased; and if injury is sustained 
by individuals in crossing them, are not the 
United States morally, if not legally, responsible 
to make that injury good? A company and mu- 
nicipalauthorities owning these bridges would be 
responsible, and the same rule ought to apply to 
the Government of the United States. 

Now, it is proposed to turn them over to the 
corporation of Washington, and make them a 
gift. I am not prepared to say that a matured 
proposition of that sort, with a previous under- 
standing that the corporation would accept the 
gift,and take care of the property, migbt not be 
advisable. The inclination of my mind would 
be to support such a proposition as that, properly 
matured, and properly understood by the contract- 
ing parties on both sides. But suppose the cor- 
poration refuses to take the donation, as I appre- 
hend they unquestionably would, then how stand 
the structures? Arethey in repair? Is the Gov- 
ernment released from its liability? It will be no 
answer to say that the Government of the United 
States cannot be prosecuted for such an injary. 
The obligation is so much stronger not to incur 
the responsibility. If this Government is morall 
liable to do what another body would be legally 
bound to do, I repeat the obligation is much 
stronger to do it than if they could be by law . 
compelled to do it. 

I sce, therefore, no reason why this question 
should be discussed here at length, and thus spend 
two hundred times the money that it would cost to 
repair the bridges, when itis as plain to my mind 
as A BC that the Government 1s morally bound 
to keep them in Tepair as long as the Government 
is their owner. shall vote against the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Avams,] because I have no evidence before me 
that the city would accept the donation. 

Mr. ADAMS. As there is some difference of 
opinion in regard to the Long Bridge, and as my 
amendment embraces that, I will strike it out, and 
let the amendment relate only to the other bridges, 
about which there is no difference of opinion, 

Tn regard to the suggestion of my friend from 
Michigan, 1 can only say, that if we relinquish 
| these bridges to the District of Columbia, and 
they refuse to accept them, we can let them go 
į down and have them taken out of the way, and 
I would vote for that proposition to-morrow. If 
the people here will not keep up these bridges 
after we have purchased them for them, they 
ought to go down. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think itis a great mistake 
to suppose that the District of Columbia would 
not accept this gift if made. They would accept 
lit very willingly; and I will tell you where the 
| Money would come from to keep up the Long 
| Bridge. It would come from an interest so strong 
i that I do not think they could resist it, The 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the 
| Alexandria Railroad Company would make that 
| bridge to-morrow ten times better than it is now. 
They would buy the franchise to-morrow if the 
corporation of Washington had it; and they 
would be very willing to avail themselves of the 
title in the District of Columbia to make that 
| bridge a permanent. structure for railroad com- 
| munication across the river. 

Mr. PRATT. That is stricken out. 

; Mr. STUART. The Senator is talking about 
the Long Bridge, and I spoke of the Eastern 
Branch bridges. 


Mr. BUTLER. But the Long Bridge is in the 
amendment. i 
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Mr. ADAMS. I have stricken that out. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Apams] has so modified his amend- 
ment as to apply only tothe bridges on the. East- 
ern Branch. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. WELLER. It seems to me that there is 
more propriety in retaining the Long Bridge in 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, 
for, if I understand the vote of the Senate, they 
will not repair that bridge. It is now in an im- 
passable condition; it is dangerous to cross over 
it, We ought either to repair the bridge or turn 
it over to some authority that will keep it in re- 
pair. Ishould be much more disposed to vote for 
the proposition as it was originally introduced 
than in its presentshape. The Long Bridge must 
be repaired, otherwise itcannot be used. If, how- 
ever, we do not intend to repair it—if we desire 
that it should go down, it is better to say so di- 
rectly, and make an appropriation of $5,000 to 
take it down. If the Senate say they will no 
longer keep it in repair, they ought either to turn 
it over to the city, or tear it down entirely. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendmentas mod- 
ified is to strike out the whole amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland, and insert: 

That the tight and title of ihe United States in and to! 
the navy-yard and upper bridges of the Eastern. Branch | 
be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the corporation 
of the city of Washington. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Brodhead, Evans, Ham- ! 
lin, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Slidell, 
Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, and Wilson 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Ben- 
jamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clayton, Dodge, Dur- 
Kee, lish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Pratt, 
Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Weller—21. 

` So the amendment to the amendment was re- 

jected. The question recurring on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Prart, the yeas and nays were taken 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Benjamin, Brown, Butler, Clayton, Dodge, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fish. Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
Pratt, Seward, Stuart, Wade, and Weller—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hanlin, Houston, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Slidell, Sumner, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Wilson, and Yujee—20. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HUNTER. Iam direct 
mittee on Finance to offer the 
ment: 

Public Printing.—To supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for printing and paper ordered at the first session 
ofthe Thirty-Third Congress, $57,173. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for printing 
of the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, arising 
under the joint resolution approved February 27, 1856, 
$244,188 95. 

Mr. BROWN. I perceive from the newspapers, 
and I have no doubt it is true, that the public 
printer for the House of Representatives last year 
made a claim for $20,000, or about that sum, 
under a resolution adding twenty per cent. to the 
pay of the employés of the Government. It was 
refused by Congress, and afterwards refused by 
the Treasury Department; and he subsequently 
brought an action before the Court of Claims, | 
where he obtaineda favorable decision. I desire 
to ask of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance whether this deficiency is intended to cover 
that item? 

Mr. HUNTER. This is not designed to cover 
thatitem. This is for a deficiency in the print- 
ing. [can only say, that it is in accordance with 
the estimate made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on the authority of the Superintendent of | 
Public Printing. I have no knowledge of the | 
mode in which the deficiency arose, nor have [ | 
the means of ascertaining. Some gentleman who | 
belongs in the Printing Committee, perhaps, can | 
give an explanation. I only know that it is a 
deficiency, and that we shall have to appropriate | 
for it. 

Mr. BROWN. 
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Mr. HALE. I did not understand the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance to say that it 
does not cover that item. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is not designed to cover 
that. Before that claim could be paid, Congress 
must act on it. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not know when these 
estimates are sent in what they are intended to 
cover. 1f my friend from Virginia says that this 
is not included, of course I take it for granted 
that he understands it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have the specified items 
here, and T will have them read. 

Mr. WELLER. Itake it for granted that, if 
the claim has been allowed by the Court of Claims, 
it must come here for an appropriation, and can- 
not be embraced in this amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have the specification of 
the items, and that is not one of them. If the 
Senator desires it, I will have them read. 

_Mr. BROWN. Not unless the Senator de- 
sires it himself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. HALE. Let us 
know what they are. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let it be read. 

Mr. PRATT. Iam informed that the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing made an estimate of 
expenses for the present Congress; and the ap- 
propriation of $240,000 now asked for is what is 
supposed to be the excess over and above the 
former estimate made for the printing of the 
present Congress. I desire to knowif Lam right 
in that? i 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRATT. Itscems to me very singular, 
that when only three or four months of the ses- 
sion have passed away, an estimate should be 
made for the printing of this Congress; and that, 
already in a deficiency bill, we should be asked 
to appropriate $240,000 more than was originally 
estimated for. I will listen with a great deal of 
pleasure to the items, and I desire to have them 
read. . 

The Secretary read the following: 

Statement, showing the Printing (and the paper required 
therefor) ordered at the first and second session of the 
Thirty-Third Congress, and not paid for out of the appro- 
priations for those sessions. 

FIRST SESSION. 

The only document ordered to be printed at the first 
session, Thirty-Third Congress, remaining unfinished and 
unpaid for, is the Report of the United States Naval Astro- 
nomical Expedition to Chili. There were ordered to be 
printed, by the Seuate, six thousand four hundred copies 
of the Narrative, and two thousand tour hundred copies of 
the Observations; and, by the House, seven thousand five 
hundred and twenty copies of the Narrative, and three 
thousand five hundred and twenty copies of the Observa- 
tions. 

The printing of the first, second, and third volumes of this 
work has been completed, and paid for in part, leaving a 
balance due the printers of about $13,257 

A portion of the paper used for printing the second 
and third volumes was supplied from that pur- 
chased for the second session of the Thirty-Third 
Congress, amounting to the sum of....- A seeeesos 

It is estimated that the residue of this work will 
make three volumes: the order is, to print five 
thousand nine hundred and twenty copies of each 
volume, making seventeen thousand seven hun- 
dred and sixty volumes, which are estimated to 
cost, for paper and printing, the sum Of.......... 


5,981 


Total required for ist session 33d Congress........ 


SECOND SESSION. 


All the printing for the second session of the Thirty-Third | 


Congress has been finished and paid for, with the exception 
of the Pacific railroad reports aud the report of Commo- 
dore Perry’s expedition to Japan. 

The Pacific railroad reports are estimated to make six 
volumes, one of which is completed and paid for. Twenty- 
three thousand nine hundred and twentycopies of each vol 
ume are ordered to be printed, the paper and printing of 
which cost $34,101 79. Estimating the five volumes yet to 
be printed to cost the same per volume, the agi gate will 
“a 
‘rhe report of Commodore Perry is estimated to 

make four volumes. There are ordered to be 

printed eighteen thousand four hundred and 
twenty copies of each, making seveuty-three 


* 'Phis item will probably be reduced some three or four 
thousand dollars 


|| Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


thousand six hundred volumes, the paper and oe Ë 
printing of which is estimated to cost one ere 
dollar per volume, making an aggregate ofisi: 73,680 00: 


; Total required for 2d session 33d Congress...., 244,188.95 
Total required for 1st session 33d. Congress, ae 
brought forward 57,173 00 
301,361.95 
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Mr. RUSK. I wish to inquire of the honor- . 
able chairman of the Committee on Finance if we 
cannot alter his proposition so as to stop the pub- 
lication of the Gilliss report. I think we have got 
enough of that. 

A Senator. Stop the report of the Pacific rail- 
road. 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; thatis a matter of some 
importance, and I do not want to stop that, 

Mr. ADAMS. Let us stop the publication of 
the report of the Japan expedition. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not see how the report of 
the Japan expedition can possibly reach four 
volumes. I understand that we have already 
printed three volumes of Gilliss’s report; and I 
think that, if we can stop that publication and pay 
for what we have got, we had better do it at 
once. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest that the 
unimportant part of Gilliss’s report has been pub- 
lished and distributed. The important part—the 
observations—we have yet to get. 

Mr. RUSK. Nobody supposed we were to get 
six enormous volumes to load down the mails. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are the birds and snakes all 
published? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUSK. Are all 
{Laughter.} 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All that remains to be 
published are the observations. ; 

Mr. BROWN. I would suggest that hereafter, 
in the printing of all kinds of books, the better 
part of the matter should be done first, so that if 
we take it into our heads to stop it we shall not 
stop good matter, The report of Mr. Gilliss is 
a very pretty book. It contains. many pictures 
of snakes, lizards, bugs, fish, and parrots, and 
everything ‘in heaven above, or that is in the 
earth beneath, or that isin the water under the 
earth.” I have never seen such a picture book; 
but, as to its being of any value beyond that, I 
confess I cannot appreciate it. The pictures are 
well gotten up. There is a picture of a parrot 
there painted green, and I dare say it has cost 
the Government $10,000 at least. . Hereafter, È 
hope, when we print books, we shall.print the 
! good part first, so that if we want to cut off their 
tail we may do it without losing the valuable 
portion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. As [alluded to this sub- 
ject the other day, it is proper, perhaps, that I 
should say a word now. Lieutenant Gilliss went 
to Chili to make certain astronomical observa- 
| tions, and in his instructions from the Navy De- 
partment he was directed to obtain such useful 
information connected with his explorations as 
he thought proper; so that he claims to act under 
instructions from the Navy Department, and Ido 
not know that in the absence of those instructions 
we should throw the entire responsibility on 
Lieutenant Gilliss. It depends upon the terms of 
his instructions and the law under which thig 
expedition to Chili was organized. I know that 
there must be some abuse somewhere. . We sent 
him out, as I observed before, to: make. certain 
astronomical observations. He comes back, and 
j we are to have six large volumes published, most 
of them containing the history of Chili. I under- 
take to say that that was not the original purpose 
of the law; but whether Lieutenant Gilliss is to be 
heid responsible for this abuse I do not know, I 
! rather think that he is not, because I take it for 
granted he acted under the orders of the Navy 


Department. 


the pictures published ? 


I am gratified at the 
| direction which this discussion has taken, and I 
trust it will make its impression on the minds of 


| Senators. I believe it will be conceded that I have 
i generally opposed the publication of books of this 
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kind, and I perceive that my fears in regard to 
the 'stibject have been realized. = 

Thé Serate itself is as much responsible for |! 
these expenses as the Committee on Printing. || 
The Government sends out these expeditions, and 
when the reports are made they are referred to || 
the Committee on Printing, and we are required 
to examine them. Ifan adverse report should be | 
made, Senators are beset by applications in regard 
to the -matter, and frequently the report of the 
Committee is overruled and the Senate determine | 
that the work shall be published. There are } 
works coming in from every part of the Union— 
works of every species—atlases, and books of 
various kinds, which we are asked to publish. In 
justice to the Committee on Printing, of which I 
am a member, I will say, that we reduced to the 
lowest possible point everything connected with 
this expedition; and when we submitted our report 
we adopted the lowest possible number which we 
mapper? would be tolerated by the Senate. | 

am not surprised at this large deficiency; and 
it will increase unless Senators scrutinize more 
elosely before they disregard the recommendations 
of the committee, and examine the works which 
undergo the revision of that portion of the Senate. 
I venture to say, that there is no committee in 
the Senate which would have pared down and 
submitted less matter out of the report of Licu- 
tenant Gilliss, than that which the Committee on 
Printing reported in favor of publishing; and yet 
it astounds everybody when the facts are made 
known. Some of the reports of expeditions, 
the printing of which has caused this large defi- | 
ciency, are valuable—for instance, the expedition 
to Japan and the Pacific railroad surveys. These | 
are valuable works, and necessarily cost a great | 
deal of money; but we spend large sums for un- 
necessary publications. Tam glad that the subject 
has arrested the attention of the Senate, and Tam | 
not unwilling to concur with the gentleman from 
Texas, for the report of Lieutenant Gilliss never 
did commend itself to me. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I would ask how ! 
it happened that the committee authorized the 
publication of six volumes? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. We did not know that | 
there would be so many. Our report was based | 
on the work as submitted to us. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennesseo. Was there no esti- 
mate or plan? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. My impression is— 
my colleagues on the committee can correct me 
if Tam mistaken—that we formed our judgment 
from: the work before us; and the committee were 
astonished—at least I was—on learning that the || 
work was to be extended to six or seven volumes. 
When we reported on the subject to the Senate, 
we supposed that we had charge of the entire | 
work, and we pared that down to the lowest 
point. I have not examined the rest of the work, 
and cannot undertake to speak in regard to it, | 

Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. What docs the 
Senator mean by paring it down to the lowest 

oint, unless there was some plan presented? | 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. There were a great 
many charts, and maps, and calculations. Licu- | 
tenant Gilliss desired to have a large number pub- | 
lished. We only recommended one thousand of 
the observations. 

Mr. BELL. Then you had no idea of the | 
number of volumes? f 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ihad not at the time 
when I gave it my sanction; I did not dream that | 
it would reach such a number. 

In reference to many of these works I will say 
that they are importantand useful to the country. 
Four volumes of the Japan expedition are spoken | 
of as a large number. Why, sir, I think the || 
books containing an account of Lieutenant | 
‘Wilkes’s voyage reached as high as twenty-eight | 
volumes. ‘The work now under consideration || 
is to extend to four. There are many surveys 
which are not provided for, and the amount 
necessarily must run up to a large sum. The 
facts are minutely set forth by the superintendent. 
He has done his duty in making the calculation, | 
but itis the Senate which is responsible for the | 
inordinate amount expended. ‘The amountis in- 
ereasing rapidly; and unless Senators will unite 
with the committee, it will become a burden upon 
the Government too great to be borne. I did not 
know that this work was to reach six volumes. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. I thinkthe number is five. 
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Mr. FITZPATRICK. Myestimateat the time | 
was thatit might perhaps reach three volumes. It 
isshown, however, that there isa deficiency occa- 
sioned by the action of the Senate; and we can- 
not do otherwise than vote an appropriation, un- 
less we agree to review our action and decline to 
continue these publications, which have been 
commenced. So far as I am concerned, I have 
been willing atall times to do so; for lam free to 
admit that the number of volumes is greater than 
T anticipated; when the matter was under the 
scrutiny of the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish the Senate to dis- 
tinctly understand what the present condition 
of Lieutenant Gilliss’s work is. It would be idle, 
[ think, for us to refuse now to make the appro- 

riation for the remainder of the work. The truth 
is, that all the expense of any consequence has 
Two volumes have been 
published, and they include the narrative, all the 
drawings, all the birds and snakes, and every- 
thing of that kind which have been spoken of by 
my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] What 
remains to be published in the three other vol- 


tions taken, the real result of the expedition, that 
for which it was sent out. If, therefore, we 
should stop the publication of the remaining vol- 
umes, (and I do not know but that it is too late 
to do it,) we should merely have published the 
narrative, which of itself does not amountto much, 
according to my judgment, with the plates and 
drawings; and we should not publish the real 
results of the expedition—the things of all others | 
which ought to be published—the scientific results 
for which the expedition was originally intended. 
Besides, I think we ordered five thousand vol- 
umes of the narrative, and only one thousand of 
the remaining part. 

Mr. HUNTER. And that is the useful part. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir; we only ordered 
one thousand of the useful part. We thought 
one thousand volumes enough, because they are 
merely designed to be placed in the libraries of 
the different States. Individuals would never 
study them, except nowand thenavery scientific 
man. If we were about to publish the narrative, 
it was thought better, as we incurred the expense 
of having fine plates, to have a reasonable num- 
ber. We cut that down from ten thousand, the 
first proposition, to five thousand. I was opposed 
to publishing anything of the kind from the begin- 
ning, because I came to the conclusion that if we 
were to send out expeditions of this kind for spe- 
cific purposes, it was only a useless expense to 
allow every man to write a history, and every sci- 
entific person attached to them to get up his own 
particular system of observations, and have them 
published at the expense of the Government. 

‘his is what the Government has been in the 
habit of doing. I shall be very glad to see the 
practice discontinued hereafter; and if we do go 
to the expense of these expeditions, let us con- 
fine ourselves to the really valuable object of the 
expedition, if any valuable object is to be accom- 
plished. 

There is another thing which has very much 
increased the expense. ‘The committee did not 
know, and could not ascertain what number of 
volumes there would be. It was first stated that | 
there would be three, and that that number would | 
coverthe whole. We predicated our decision on 
the statement that there would be three volumes 
of Gilliss’s Report. With regard to the surveys 
for a Pacific railroad route, it was understood, 
from the best information we could get, that that 
work would not extend beyond three volumes. 
Now, I understand that the number is to be six. 
What number of volumes the results of the Japan 
expedition may embrace, I do not know; prob- 
ably the Superintendent of Public Printing can 
inform us. I suppose there are to be four or five 
volumes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
to be four. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Another item of great 
expense in these works is, the style in which they 
are published. Instead of publishing them in 
octavo form, it was decided—which is undoubt- 
edly better—to publish them in quarto form. The 
expense has been thereby much increased. The 
binding, the paper, and all the other expenses are 
greater in this form. * 

These things, taken altogether, have disap- i 


{I understand there are 


| could establish the principle. 


| Sixty or seventy volumes of that book. 
| the motion to print it was adopted b 


| judgment, to complain. 


pointed the committee. It has been the object of 
all of us on the committee in all cases, being new 
members, who may be compared to a new broom, 
to see if we could not reduce the cost of printing, 
which was getting to be enormously large. We 
began with small things, to ascertain whether we 
T may mention a 
circumstance which will give the Senate an idea 
of how difficult we found it. There was a prop- 
osition before us some time ago which Senators 
well remember. At the suggestion of some gen- 
tlemen a call was made upon the State Depart- 
ment for a book or a manuscript that was fur- 
nished by Mr. Sanford while he was in Paris— 
a book which he prepared of his own motion—an 
account of the different penal codes of Europe. 
A call was made on the Department for that 
book, and it was-sent here. It was of no manner 
of consequence for the performance of our duties, 
and there was no reason why it should have been 
printed at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was it printed? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. It wasa book 
which he had prepared of his own motion; a friend 
of his in the Senate had it called for, and when 
it was sent here he proposed that it should be 
printed. The motion to print was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. We looked over the 
manuscript and found that its publication would 
cost only three hundred or four hundred dollars. 
The motion was, I believe, to print one thousand 
volumes. It would be of no use except for the 
pleasure of the author, that he might have some 
copies to distribute among his friends. We re- 
ported against the printing, and had a contest in 
the Senate in supporting our decision. Gentle- 
men appealed to us; and it was suggested that 
we were looking at exceedingly small matters, 
because the expense would be only three or four 


|| hundred dollars; and it wassaid we might as well 


expend that small sum to print the book. But it 
was the principle which we were attempting to 


į enforee—that gentlemen should not get up these 


books and plans, send them to the Departments, 
and then have a friend call for them and get them 
printed at the expense of the government. We 
succeeded; the Senate sustained us on a vote,and 
I supposed the matter was ended; but while I 
was at home during the recess, I received some 
When 
the Senate 
I do not know—I cannot tell anything about it. 
It was done at some time without the knowledge 


| of the committee. The Senate once voted it down; 


and I presume a motion to reconsider was made, 
which was laid on the table and subsequently 
taken up, and finally the book was printed; but 
the first knowledge that the committee had of it 
was when we received our sixty or seventy copies 
of the book. Ido not know how many were 
printed, certainly more than was designed by the 
original proposition. 

Now, if the Senate wish the Committee on Print- 
ing to do its duty in reference to these matters, 
and to look into them, they must exhibit some 
disposition to supportus, and not say that we are 


| governed by notions of meanness when we come 


forward with our reportsto curtail these expenses. 
For my part, I gave itup. After two or three ex- 
periments | found it was no use to make the effort. 
It is certainly hard on us to have members of the 
Senate call us to account for these expenses, when 
we are not sustained to a reasonable extent in en- 
deavoring to diminish them. We believe we are 
right with reference to propositions to print. T'he 
reason why our reports are overruled is, that, 
when a Senator has his favorite object to accom- 
plish for the benefit or gratification of some friend, 
he takes oceasion to appeal to the good feeling, 
of which there is always an abundance in the 
Senate when they are disposing of the money of 
the Government, and they sustain the movement 
that is made. 

Now, sir, with regard to this particular appro- 
priation for these books, it is too late, in my 
The greater part of the 
expense has already been incurred; and to refuse 
the present appropriation would be, in fact, merely 
wasting money instead of saving it. We have 
nothing to do but simply to pass it, and to look 
out in future, if the Senate is disposed to do so, 
in order to see that such abuses do not occur in 
other transactions which are hereafter to come 
before us. 
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I think that 
the Committee on Printing have a just cause to 
complain of the Senate if they fail to sustain them 
in their propositions for economy and reform; 
for really it seems to me that they are loudly 
demanded by the present condition of our appro- 
pfiations for printing. I believe that enough 
might be saved from what is wasted on the print- 
ing of books, many of which are of little or no 
value, to keep afloat a steam sloop of war; and I 
think that some mode ought to be devised, if 
possible, by the Committee on Printing, to re- 
strain it. For one, I pledge them my coöperation, 
so far as it may be worth anything to them, in | 
all the efforts which they may make to cut down | 
these useless expenditures. They have already 
effected one reform in ourrules which I think will 
be salutary. I believea rule has been introduced, 
which requires them to report hereafter what will 
be the probable expense of the public printing 
which they recommend. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Does that include bind- 


ing? 

Mr. HUNTER. . I do not know that it does; 
but perhaps the rule ought to be extended so as 
to include binding. I do not know that it in- 
cludes engraving; perhaps the Senator from Maine 
can tell me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It was reported by the 
chairman of the committee, and I have not ex- 
amined it. | 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I was absent at the 
time when the rule which has been alluded to 
was adopted; but I suppose it would be a very 
salutary provision to include binding, lithograph- 
ing, and everything of the kind. 

r. HUNTER. I think the rule ought to be 
so amended as to include all these items, so that 
the Senate may vote with their eyes open when 
a proposition is made to print documents. In | 
addition to that, I would ask whether it would | 
not be practicable to restrict the number of | 
volumes in which books appear—whether they | 
could not be confined to a certain number of | 
volumes. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It has been our effort to 
confine the number as much as possible. I do | 
not know that it would be practicable to pass any | 

eneral rule, because the number of volumes must 
epend on the nature of the work. Our study | 
has been, when we have examined these works, | 


to see how few volumes would answer our pur- 
poses. The great expense of press-work, plates, 
&c., is in the beginning, and any additional 
volumes do not make so much difference, ordi- 
narily; buti think the great difficulty is in printing | 
so many useless books—books which really ought | 
not to be published by Congress at all. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Tf understand, then, that the | 

| 


committee does exercise some supervision over 
the number of volumes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They endeavor to do so, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire tosay a word in cor- ; 
roboration of what has fallen from my colleague, | 
[Mr. Frssenpen.] I served for years upon the | 
Committee on Printing; and I left it, as is well | 
known by many Senators, because there was a | 
disposition manifested too often upon the part of | 
the Senate not to sustain the action of that com- | 
mittee. The Senator from Alabama knows that | 
such was one of the reasons which I gave to the | 
committee. The error, if there be one—and I 
think there isa very great one—which has grown | 
out of this enormous amount of printing, is an 
error which has had its origin in the Senate, and 
not with the Committee on Printing. As one 
who has had much experience on that committee | 
I say this, because I think the present Committee 
on Printing are entitled to be exeulpated from all | 
blame. J never listen to an order introduced here | 
calling on a Department for a report made by | 
some officer in some expedition, but the idea i 
always passes across my mind that we are to: 
have another book printed for the gratification of | 
some navy or army officer orsome other employé | 
of the Government. When the Committee on | 
Printing have attempted to arrest this course, the || 
importunities of the personal friends of the par- į 
ties concerned, and of Senators who take an in- | 
terest in it, have almost uniformly triumphed over | 
the reports of yourcommittee. £ rejoice that this | 
enormous sum is presented at this time, so that | 
we can see some of the results which our own: 
action has produced. 


There is another error, and the greatest one I 
think connected with this trouble, of which I! 
would speak. A report is made, like the Pacific |} 
railroad report; an important one to a certain ex- | 
tent, I admit, but unimportant when it becomes | 
filled up with too many plates and too many pic- 
tures, as I understand the remaining volumes are 
to be filled to a very considerable degree. A reso- | 
lution is at once offered for its printing. The 
work is incomplete; those engaged in it have not 
even made their reports to the War Department, 
or the other Departments to which they are ap- 
propriately made. A large number is ordered to 
be printed by the Senate, without knowing when 
it will finally be completed, of how many vol- 
umes the work will consist; nor is it within the 
power of the Superintendent of Public Printing 
or of the Committee on Printing, to furnish any 
evidence which will satisfy cither them or the 
Senate of how many volumes sucha work will be 
composed. Indeed it is like 

“ Linked sweetness Jong drawn out.” 


Too often the officers themselves, learning that ! 
everything—astronomical observations, and mat- | 
ters as useless and as foreign to our duties asany- 
thing earthly ean be, if included in a report, will | 
be printed—come to the conelusion that there ig 
more truth than poetry in the couplet of Byron: 

Tis pleasant, sure, to see one’s name in prints 

A book’s a book, altho’ there’s nothing in’t.?? 

From the mere vanity of the thing, for we do 
find in all these works too much matter which | 
has no reference to the subject reported upon, | 
these reports are lengthened out by the parties 
who are interested in making them. I think the 
Committee on Printing are to be exculpated en- 
tirely, and I believe sincerely that it is with the 
Senate that the error should rest. I hope that 
this gross amount, thus presented, will lead here- 
after to a correction of that evil in the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I wish to state one other 
fact. A mode in which a very considerable saving 
might be made has been suggested by the Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing, and it will com- 
mend itsclf to the mind of almost every man. In 
all the documents which we are obliged to print, 
there is a great deal of matter that can be well 
dispensed with. For instance, we publish this 
year four volumes of the President’s message and 
accompanying documents. If the Senate had 
waited for a short time, or had sent the work to 
the committee to be examined, three volumes 
would have been sufficient instead of four; be- 
cause, if Senators will examine one of the vol- 
umes, they will find that a very large part of it į 
consists merely of the different bids made for 
jobs, and the different sums paid—tables which 
nobody looks at, and which are not of the slight- 
est consequence in the world; yet matter of that | 
kind oceupies an octavo volume of five hundred |! 
or six hundred pa So it is with all these 
large documents which are printed. Ifthey were 
first put into the hands of the committee to see 
what can be dispensed with, to extirpate matter 
which is perfectly useless to everybody, and 
which ought not to be printed, we might save, I 
think, a considerable portion of the moneys spent 
for printing. I[ hope the Senate will, for the 
future, if they really feel disposed to cconomize, | 
submit documents to the committee before order- | 
ing the printing even of the ordinary number, in |! 
order that the committee may see how much |} 
ought to be printed and how little we can get 
along with without injuring the value of the docu- 
ments. | 

Mr. WELLER. I am directed by the selest |! 
committce, to whom was referred the subject of |} 
the Pacific railroad, to move the following as an jj 
amendment to the amendment which has been | 
ofered by the Senator from Virgin 

To provide for the engraving of the maps accompanying | 
the reports of the explorations and surveys to determine a : 
Pacific railroad route, to be expended uncer the direction | 
of the Secretary of War, $49,200. i 

This amendment is moved in pursuance of a | 
recommendation of the Secretary of War. [hold | 
in my hand his letter, and also the letter of the i; 
topographical engineer who has charge of the || 
Pacific railroad surveys. 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 would ask my friend from | 


i 
1 
i 
i 
t 


L: i 


California if this amendment is not contrary to | 
the law which has been passed upon this subject | 
of printing? Thatlaw requires all these subjects i 
to be managed by the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. WELLER. Ido. rot think that this necese 
sarily goes to the Committee on Printing. On 
the 24th of February, 1855, we passed a resolu- 
tion directing ten thousand copies of the reports 
on the subject of a route for the Pacific railroad 
to be printed, together with the maps and plates 
which accompany those reports. Now I pro- 
pose, by my amendment, to have those maps 


j| engraved; and in order to have them engraved 


roperly, this appropriation becomes necessary. 
think the Senate have already decided, by the. | 


i 


| adoption, a year ago, of the resolation to which 


I refer, that these maps should be published. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator misapprehends 
me. He proposes to have it done under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, while the law 
requires that all such things shall be done under 
the supervision of the Committees on Printing of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is so, undoubtedly, 

Mr. WELLER. I donot know why this should 
necessarily go to the Superintendent of the Public . 
Printing. ‘The same power which enacted the 
law referred to, can change it; aud if this con- 
flicts with it, of course it will go to the Secretary 
of War. I desire, if the appropriation should be 
made, that this work shall be under the direction | 
of the Secretary of War—under that Department 
of the Government which now has all these mapa 
and profiles prepared fer engraving; and it was in 
accordance with the recommendation of the See- 
retary of War, and the head of the Topographical 
Corps, as well in consequence of my own judg- 
mentthat such wasthe proper course, that [have 
proposed this change. Fask that the letter of the 
Secretary of War may be now read. ” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasuinaron, March 21, 1856. 

Sin: The maps, exhibiting in detail the various routes 
explored in 1853 and 1854, fora Pacific railroad, have been 
prepared in this Department, with elaborate care, from ma- 
terial obtained at great expensc, by Jong continued and 
laborious observations and survey. 

It is probably unnecessary for me to say that their accu~ 
racy, minuteness, and characteristic representation of the _ 
features of the country lying between the Mississippi and 
Pacifie, upon which their value depends, should. be pre- 
served in the printed copies, twenty thousand of which 
have been ordered by Congress. ‘This faithful transfer to 
printed sheets, can only be secured by engravings on metal 
(copper as the cheapest) executed by the most skillful en~ 
gravers, under the close supervision of this Department, 
familiar with topographical maps, and the process of en-- 
graving them. Congress recognizes this necessity yearly: 
in appropriations for engraving the maps of the survey of 
the coast; and, in repeated instances, of the maps of sur- 
veys and explorations made under this Department, (Tope- 
graphical Burean,) and recently, in making an appropriation 
tor engraving the maps of the Mexican boundary survey. 

An appropriation for this purpose, to be expended under 
the direction of the Department, would enable it to make 
arrangements for the immediate engraving of the maps in e 
creditable manner in the shortest time practicable. Ae~ 
companying these maps are some panoramic views, the: 
use of which will be Jost unicss engraved on metal. 

J inciose a copy of an estimate of the cost of making the 
required engravings. 

Very respectfully, vour obedient sorvant. 

JEFFERSON DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joun B. Werer, United States Senate, 
Chairman Select Committee, fe. 


War DEPARTMENT, Orrice Paciric R. R. Ex. & S. 
WASHINGTON, March 11, 1856. 
Sir: The following estimate has been made of the cost 
of engraving on copper, in the best style of art, the maps 
accompanying the reports of explorations and surveys to 
determine a Pacific railroad route : 
For the (3) thrce maps of the route near the 47th par- 


ALLEL... cee cere cess eee cree en ee tone eneeeseneees $4,000 
For the (8) eight maps of the routes near Alst 
and 3Sth parallel sss sesse ceeccn es ceen teeenees 13,000 
| For the (2) two maps (general) of the route near 
the 35th parallet 5,000 - 
For the maps of the 32d parailel, Pope’ ; 
map with additions from expeditions of 1 
WSG62 locas cote andbese a sees 2,500 
Park (2)) two maps of the reconnoissanee of -` 
1854 and 1855, one of which is to be substituted 
for the nap Of L854... 0.0 cere ween ere seven | 5000 
For the maps connected wi 
Lieutenant Williamson’s (5) five maps, 185: » 6,000 
Do. do. Gj two do. 1855...... 3,000 
Total for Mads... ....,sceene eee PPR ORC Te $85,500 
For the (5) five panoramic views of the dist par- i 
AilCi.asesssesseosesspacroserevesservoreses tee 00 
Total. cecccesceceoceseresteeeecerssseen cases $38,000 


In addition to the above, which unless engraved on cop- 
per will lose much of their value, there are other drawings 
which it is very desirable to have engraved in the same 
manner. The most important of these are: 

The geological maps aur sections COSt.... ere sere + $1,500 
Ten of the most important and elaborate views, 
selected from those of ai] the parti 2,000 
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The profiles to accompany the general map, and those 
to-accompany the maps of the routés.........- 
The detail maps of the route of the 35th parallel, 
with the profiles.... Speiee ee eke kids 


3,500 
4,200 


BUM cece ese ce eaters sees sees tens seen teens seh 200 


f The total of the two then becomes.. s., sees «e. 849,200 


| Very respectfully your obedient servant 
Vee ee A. A. HUMPHREYS, 


Captain Topographical Engineers. : 


To the Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. The joint resolution | 


to which the gentleman from Virginia has referred 
is, [ presume, one enacted on January 18, 1855. 
It reads as follows: 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, Ye., | 
That hereafter when any charts, maps, diagrams, views, or ! 


other engravings, shall be required to ilustrate any docu- 
ment ordered to be printed by either House of Congress, 


they shall be contracted for by the Superintendent of Public | 


Prin ting, under the supervision and direction of such com- 
mittee as the House ordering the printing of any such doe- 
ument shall direct.” 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then, after all, you 
have to superintend the, publication. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. It seems to me 
there is no objection to this proposition on the 
ground stated by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I regard this appropriation as of particu- 
Tox necessity at the present time. Thess maps 
are not only important now, but will be important 
in alltime. ‘Chey are prepared from explorations 
of large regions of country of which we have 
very little knowledge that can be relied on. They 


are connected with a great practical question—the | 


Pacific railroad—and the earlier we can have these 
Teporla spread before us to enlighten us on the 
subject, the better I think it will be. I hope no 
impediment of a technical nature will be thrown 
in the way, (even if there be aground for prevent- 
ing this appropriation,) in order that this work 


may be accomplished at the earliest possible || 


period, I trust that will be the sense of the Sen- 
ate and that we shall hear no serious objection 
raised against it. 

I will take this opportunity to say, that I am 
very much gratified to find that there is a general 
disposition to inquire into the causes for the ex- 
traordinary increase of expenditure in the public 
printing of the two Elouses of Congress. I think 
every Senator, as well as every me 
House of Representatives, should teel some indi- 
vidual responsibility resting on him in regard to 
this matter. I feel it myself. I acknowledge that 
I have been generally too little disposed to look 
into the particulars and details when we have 
had presented to us questions of publishing works 
of science—works that are calculated to illustrate 
and give honor to the Government, and the offi- 
cers of the Government in any Department really 


connected with its fair operations; but {£ see that | 
great necessity exists for a more careful consid- |! 


eration of questions of this kind when they are 
submitted tous. Some of the propositions which 


of the two Houses, to this extent it overrules the 
general law. : 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I was not treating 
the subject with reference to that, but ona differ- 
ent point. F was calling the attention of my friend 
from Virginia to the illustrations selected by him 
to show how much we could save in regard to 
printing. I have another illustration, which I 
think more appropriate than his. I-have not 
looked at this as an appropriation to the District 
i, of Columbia at all. 
ft is extraordinary that these gross abuses 
| should exist—for every one must say that they 
have been very gross—and I have acknowledged 
my part of the responsibility for the commission 
of them. 
improvement of the great rivers and harbors in 


| 
i 


iF 
ii 


| 
i| 


amount which it seems we might save in the cost 
of public printing alone. I understand the cost 
of the public printing to be some $2,000,000, or 


there might be a saving cffected of $600,000, or 
$700,000, or $800,000; and if we could only have 
that money to keep open some of our most con- 
siderable rivers, to remove obstructions which 
cost annually millions of dollars by the losses 
: Sustained in those waters, and on the lakes, how 
much greater and more beneficial would be the 
a conception! I do not mean this personally in 
i regard to the Senator from Virginia; but whence 
his idea of sloops of war, and the immense cost 


i of the country, a navy,a military marine, is neces- 
i| commerce of the country. That is chiefly for 
i the protection of foreign commerce; and we can 
| get no expenditure of $500,000 or $1,000,000 for 
ii the protection of domestic commerce, for the 
i; improvement of our principal harbors and rivers, 
il to pat them in a condition for safe navigation! 
Yet $500,000 a year is wasted in useless printing! 
i T beg pardon for this intrusion, but that train of 
i thought was excited by the honorable Scnator’s 
n illustration, that what we might gain by economy 
iiin the public printing would amount to a sum 
‘| which would support a sloop of war. 

ji Mer. WELLER. I did notintend, of course, by 
ji offering the amendment in its present shape, to 


i cast any reflection cither upon the Superintend- | 
mber of the | 


o 


or the Committee on 
These maps have been 


eut of Publie Printing, 


|| Printing of the Senate. 


Department. 
of valuable information, geographical as well as 
topographical. 


from the officers engaged on these surveys. 
|| contains valuable information which you cannot 


the topography of a country which has hitherto 


H been almost wholly unknown. This is, therefore, 


I was thinking that our bills for the || 


the interior did not usually exceed double the ; 


at least $1,200,000 or $1,400,000 a year. Possibly | 


afloat? Truly, as a part of the military defenses ` 


i 
I 
| i ahaa i 
jat which they are to be maintained and kept `j 
| 
| 
| sary to be kept up in order to protect the foreign | 


|| carefully prepared atthe Department of War; the $ 
|| Whole subject has been under the control of that |j 
These maps contain a vast amount | 


I hold that it is the most im- | 
portant part of the report which we have had | 
Iti 


obtain anywhere else—information in regard to i 


ia question of practical importance; it is one on | 


have given rise to this large expenditure I remem- || which we propose to legislate at this very ses- 


ber to have given my voice against, but with || sion; it is one which must continue to attract a | 


reat reluctance and great deference. Generally :! 


considerable share of public attention for many | 


: . | 
have sustained them, and [ suppose such will 
be a fair acknowledgment on the part of a major- 
ity of the Senate. At all times we have heen too 


ll years to come. It was for that reason that L dèe- 


ji sired that these maps should be engraved, and : 
4 that the work should be done in such a style as |: 


little disposed to look into them, but it is time we | would reflect credit not only upon the officers ` 
P ’ Í I 


should cxamine them. I believe, however, that 
the honorable Senator from Virginia has gen- 
erally been in opposition to the publication of 
these works; and he will allow me to gay, that 
when I find him thus roused on this subject, and 


awakened to the necessity of more particular care, |; 


Lam sorry that he can find no better illustration 
of the great importance of economizing in our 
public printing than a reference to the cost of sup 
porting a sloop of war. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Does the gentleman 
understand me to say, that the disposition now 
proposed by the amendment of the Senator from 
California is in accordance with the joint resolu- 
tion I have read? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No, I did not so 
understand the honorable Senator. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. [only wish to say tha 
if the subject should take the usual and proper 
direction, it would be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, as the law requires; but if it is to be 


incorporated into this bill, and receive the sanction | 


will be Jithographed; and if so, after the stone is 
ij used in striking off one thousand or two thousand 
H numbers, it will be in such a condition as to ren- 
der it almost impossible to trace the lines. 


n maps, which have been carefully prepared at the 


should be engraved. 


amendment to the amendment now pending ? 


Mr. 
attention of the Senator from California for a 
moment, that he may say whether he will accept 
this as a part of his amendment. My proposition 
is to add the words: 

The plates to be furnished and used for printing the maps 


| who have been conceraed in ‘it, but on the coun- j 
1 try itself, Without such a provision as this, they | 


For. 
[that reason F present it in this form. If these | 


| War Department, are to effect the object which | 
Howe designed in communicating to the country | 
valuable information, it is necessary that they ; 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Is it in order to movean 

The PRESIDENT. No,sir; the amendment | 


FESSENDEN. Then I would ask the | 


i| accompanying the copies of said reports ordered by Con- 


gress. 

The Superintendent of Public Printing in- 
forms me that no progress has been yet made 
with reference to printing these maps. If the 
il Senate should adopt the amendment offered by 
the Senator from California, of course the plates 
for engraving the maps must be first procured. 
i Those plates can be used. for the purpose of print- 
| ing the same maps to be connected with the work 
; which we have ordered; and it would, as I under- 
stand it, save the expense of procuring them 
| anew. 
| Mr. RUSK. I think the Senator from Maine 

į misunderstands the amendment. It is simply to 
i| transfer the direction of the very work which we 
i| have ordered. It relieves the Superintendent of 
Public Printing and puts it upon the Secretary 
ji of War. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. Tunderstand itisan extra 
|; number of the maps. I think it does not refer to 
'| printing the work already ordered. 
| Mr. WELLER. We have already ordered ten 
i| thousand copies of the report to be printed with 
ithe maps and plates. Those very maps which 
; we have ordered to be printed, I now propose to 
|; have engraved; and thisappropriation will provide 
l; for the engraving of ten thousand. That is all 
i Congress has ordered; so that there would be no 
use In transferring the plates afterwards to the 


t 
r| Superintendent of Publie Printing, for the reason 
: that, when the Secretary of War has used them, 


we shall have all that we have heretofore ordered. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthatbe the case I have 
misunderstood the amendment; but if the object 
is to transfer the matter from the Superintendent 
of Public Printing to the Secretary of War, it is 

lainly in contravention of the provisions of the 
aw, which says that the engraving for the pur- 
pose of illustrating any work ordered by Con- 
gress shall be done in a particular way. “I sup- 
posed the proposition to be something outside the 
order; that it was simply to engrave the maps for 
a specific purpose, separate from the work itself; 
butif these are to go into the work for the purpose 
of illustrating it, the provisions of the law are 
clear, and we cannot alter it. 

Mr. WELLER. The same power that passed 
the law, to which the Senator from Maine alludes, 
can repeal it; or if we pass a law which directly 
conflicts with it, as a matter of course that law 
; must give way. Evenif it were necessary under 
| the law that this work should go to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, it is competent to both branches 
of Congress to direct that a particular part of the 
i, work shall be under the supervision of a different 
|i person, The reason why I have put the propo- 
i| sition in this shape is, that I thought it was due 
to officers of the War Department, who have 
i| carefully prepared this work, that they should 
i| have the control of the engraving; and, as I under- 
i| stand the subject, if this appropriation be made, 
i we shall obtain all the copies w 
i 
i 


hich we have ever 
ordered, or which we desire to order, 

Mr, FESSENDEN,. Let the amendment be 
read; perhaps I have misunderstood it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I will read the resolution 
‘| which was adopted on the 24th February, 1855: 
“Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 
t; ten thousand copies of the several reports of surveys fora 
railroad to the Pacific, made under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War; and also of the report of F. W. Lander, 
civil engineer, of a survey of a railroad route from Puget’s 
Sound, by Fort Hall and the Great Salt Lake, to the Mis- 
‘issipp! river; and the report of John C. Frémont, of a 
tte for a railroad from the head-waters of the Arkansas 
| river into the State of California ; together with the maps 

and plates accompanying said reports, necessary to illus- 
trate the same.” 

These are the maps and plates which I propose 
|| to have engraved under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to ask the attention 
of the Senator from California to a single point. 
The original order which he has just read, pro- 
i] +, S S J ’ 
i| Vides that there shall be a certain number of re- 
i| ports and maps prepared for the Senate. Wa 
|| Rave now a general law which provides that en- 
! 

i 


graving and printing shall be done in a certain 
manner. Now, if [understand the amendment, 
| It is to change the existing law, and take the preps 
| aration of these engravings from the officer al- 
ready designated by the Government to prepare 
them, and transfer it to the War Department. 
That is the first step in battering down your 


1856. 
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present law. The next army officers, or the next | 


corps of army officers who present reports to you, 
wil 

from the Superintendent of Public Printing, an 
let them do 1t; and the next man who will follow 
will ask that you shall take it from the public 


b law. Your engraving and printing are to be 
done according to the terms now prescribed. This 


proposition simply makes a change—a transfer | 


from the mode in which it is now done; and it is 
the entering wedge of that system which will 
lead finally to an obliteration of the rules which 
you have laid down in your law. 


next will come a proposition to take charge of the 
printing, and then your present law will be good 
for nothing. It seems to me we ought to carry 
out the precise meaning of the originalorder, and 


I think it is to be understood as limited by the | 
existing law. I can sce no good reason why these | 
Army officers should take away from a public | 


officer what appropriately belongs to his position, 


any more than any other officer shall take away || 


what relates to other reports which may be made 
hereafter. It seems to me that we ought not to 
depart from the rules prescribed in the law. 


r. FITZPATRICK. This is not the first i 
time that an attempt has been made to override | 


the law. IfIam not mistaken, when the annual 


report of the Coast Survey was received, a resolu- | 


tion was offered declaring that the Superintendent 


of the Coast Survey should direct the publication | 


of that work. The committee resolved—and they 
were sustained by the Senate—that the law should 


be observed against the wishes and importunities | 
We | 
insisted upon the observance of the law; and, if I | 


of a distinguished gentleman on this floor. 


am not mistaken, the resolution was modified so as 


to require the work to be done in the usual mode. ' 

What is the necessity of passing laws unless | 
they are to be observed? Weall seem to be im- | 
pressed to-day with the idea that more economy, ` 
and a more rigid adherence to the Jaw, and to our | 


rules on the subject of printing, is highly neces- 
sary. It has been stated by the gentleman from 


Maine, {Mr. FEssenpEn,] that if the President’s | 


message and accompanying documents had been 


submitted to the revision of the Committee on | 


Printing, a large item of expense would have 
been saved. No one can gainsay that. But those 
documents were received when the Committee on 
Printing had not been organized;and hence, when 
the 


which allusion has been made. 

Here is another effort to override the law. 
it were a mere naked question outside of any law 
controlling the matter, there is no officer in the 
Government to whom I would more willingly 
Submit it than to the Secretary of War; but, sir, 
we have a law upon the subject, and this should 
take the same direction as all similar matters. 
am aware that this body and the other branch 

of Congress can override and repeal the law to 
this extent; but the safest, most uniform and 
practical rule is, to observe the laws which we 
pass. I see no reason why this work should be 


excepted from the provisions of the general law, | 


and put under the control of the Secretary of 
War. I believe the effect would be as the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Hamuiy] has described; 
some other officer will ask for a similar exception 
in regard to his work; another will putin the same 
application the day following, and everything will 
finally be thrown into confusion. Although I am 
not tenacious on this subject, I think the safer 
plan will be to observe the law and let this work 
take its usual course, and let the publication be 
under the supervision of the officer designated by 
law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make another 
suggestion on the subject. The amendment of the 


Senator from California provides for the engrav- : y n e 1 
il much earlier period than otherwise. No reflec- |} 


ing, which consists simply in preparing the plate. 
The printing of the copies from the plate is en- 
tirely a different matter. 
amount is predicated not only on the cost of pre- 
paring the plate, which is the engraving, butalso 
on the cost of printing from that plate. There 
might be a propriety im having the officers who 
prepared the maps supervise the engraving proper 
~~that is, the preparation of the plate itself. So 


rinter and give ittohim. Your system is fixed | 


2 If you allow | 
them to take the superintendence of the engraving, | 


came to consider the subject, they were | 
obliged to make the best disposition of it that they | 
could, and they could not control the point to | 


If: 


I! 


Now, I suppose the |! y i 
i there may be something wrong, will see, when 


it 
i 


ji 


) ‘| all that the officers of the Coast Survey do; they 
ask that you shall take away the printing | i 


| Printing. Why? There is a manifest propriet 


j to the cost of printing afterwards, I have no 


| been acquired by them at less cost than any other 


! will necessarily feel a pride, as they feel a deep 


| under the charge of the War Department, for the 
| purpose of having it done aecurately and prop- 


i be adopted, that it is right it should be placed | 
| 
2 erly. I 


far only is it necessary for them to go. That is 


prepare the plates, they dothe engraving. When 
they have prepared the plate and done the en- ! 
graving proper, they send their reportto Congress. | 
We, at this session, have provided that when 
they have done this the printing shall be done un- 
der the direction of the Superintendent of Public 


in it, because otherwise there is frequently much 
loss in the way of paper. These officers are not `| 
familiar with printing. Although they may see 
that the matter is properly engraved, not being | 
familiar with printing, they are very liable to 
make mistakes when they undertake it. They jj 
may get paper of the wrong sizes [i 

Mr. WELLER. I propose that the officers of || 
the War Department shall superintend the en- |; 
graving. H 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is the amount predi- |} 
cated upon the engraving simply, or upon the | 
printing ? 


| 

g i 
Mr. WELLER. I supposed at first that it | 
i 


covered the whole expense, but I perceive that it ; 
is an estimate made for the engraving alone. As 
means of information. A 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If they do nothing but | 
the engraving, the amendment which I propose |; 
is manifestly proper, because the printing is to be |i 
done afterwards, and the plates are to be fur- |: 
nished to the Superintendent of Public Printing i 
after they shall have been engraved for the pur- |; 
pose of printing these copies. That is what I jj 
propose to do. If such is not the proposition, 
you should insert the words, “and printing.” 
So far as preparing the plates is concerned, that 
may be done.at the War Department, and when |: 
it has been done correctly and properly, the 
plates should be furnished the Superintendent of 
Public Printing in order to print the maps used 
in the work. 

Mr. RUSK. Isee none of the difficulties which | 
gentlemen apprehend, and I see no reflection 
whatever cast upon the Committee on Printing | 
or the Superintendent of Public Printing by this 
amendment. There are other cases in which the 
law is not followed, because it has been altered by 
a special enactment. It is not necessary to enu- 
merate them. It is perfectly competent for Con- 
gress to make any disposition by law of any of 
the public printing, notwithstanding the exist- 
ence of the general law. It is only a question 
of whether it ought to be done or not. 

So far as the Pacific railroad surveys are con- 
cerned, I venture the assertion that much useful 
and practical information in relation to our own | 
territory, that will be of use to the country, has | 


expedition that the Government ever set on foot. 
The information is very important. Great pains || 
have been taken at the War Department; the {| 
best officers of the topographical corps have 
been selected to execute these maps with great 
accuracy, so that no mistake should occur. They 

H 


responsibility, in the execution of the trust re- 
posed in them by the act of Congress making the | 
appropriation for these surveys. Having thus 
taken pains in executing the work, they desire 
to have their maps engraved, which will in the first 
place enable them to separate the matter and see 
that it is correctly done; and, in the next place, 
will do what is véry important, facilitate their 
delivery. 

It is no reflection on the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing, and no reflection whatever on the 
Committee on Printing. No similar case is likely 
to occur. The amendment enables the officers 
of the War Department to have these maps, on | 
which much time and talent have been expended, | 
engraved correctly, so as to avoid mistakes. It 
facilitates the delivery of them and the spread- 
ing of this information— which, as I said before, | 
is very important—before the community at a 


paar fi 
tion is intended on anybody;and I venture to | 


say that even those who oppose it, supposing |; 


the work shall be executed, if this amendment 


i and we have but one volume. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, The Sénator from Texas 


| is under a misapprehension in regard to the ne- 


cessity of the matter. Situated as Iam on. the 
Committee on Printing, I do not wish to oppose 
this proposition, although it is against my judg- 
ment, because I think gentlemen imagine evils 
that will not exist. At present engraving and 
printing are conducted on a system-—a system 
which we have adopted, which is a very good one, 
and which works well. For instance: we have 
provided for advertising for proposals; we put 
the matter into the market, sae 


venture to say, than the Secretary of War. The 
only thing in the world which can be accomplished 
by this amendmentis simply to enable those who 
designed the work originally to supervise and 
examine its execution, and see that it is. done 
correctly. They would have precisely the samo 
opportunity if it took the ordinary course. 

Ir. WELLER. Will the Senator allow m 
amendment to be read with his proposed amend- 
ment attached to it? Let the two be read together. 

The Secretary read the two amendments. 
Mr. WELLER. 1 do not know that I have 

any objection to the Senator’s proposition. 
r. FESSENDEN. Iam glad that the Sen- 


jator has accepted it, if his provision is to be 


adopted; but still my opinion is, that it had bet- 
ter be left to take the course which it would take 
without the amendment, because I think the work. 
would be done more cheaply and quite as well. 
To allintents and purposes, the same supervision 
would be exercised, and we should not set the 


| bad example of breaking in on a system which 


I think has been very well matured, and which 
operates well now, and throwing the contract and 
work into the hands of several departments to be 
done, not as they are done now, but in a different 
mode. 

Mr. RUSK. That inevitably must result in 
delay. Already we have ordered the distribution 
of these reports, and more than a year has elapsed, 
I can see no reflec- 
tion on the committee or the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, and I do not. mean to cast any 
such reflection on them, but I desire that the maps 
shall be placed under the charge of the Secretary 
of War, in order that we may have them as early 
as possible. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. TI do not see how we 
shall get them any sooner by that course. I 
desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, does not the amount reported for defi- 
ciencies in printing include all the expenses of 
printing these maps? 

Mr. HUNTER. AsI understand it, itincludes 
only the printing proper. I will read the item: 

“The Pacific railroad reports are estimated to make six 
volumes, one of which is completed and paid for. Twenty- 
three thousand nine hundred and twenty copies of each 
volume are ordered to be printed, the paper and printing of 
which cost $34,101 79. Estimating the five volumes yet to 
be printed to cost the same per volume, the aggregate Will 
be $170,508 95.” 

As I understand, this covers only the printing 
and paper, and not the binding or engraving. 

Mr. WELLER. I was disposed to accept the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine, simply 
for the reason that I thought he desired to have 
the amendment in. such a shape that he could vote 
for it; but I discover that he is opposed to it 
throughout, and of course TI never permit the ene- 
mies of a proposition to dictate amendments. As 
I understand, the Senator is opposed to the 
proposition in any Shape, of course I withdraw 
my acceptance of his amendment. 

r. FESSENDEN. I am not an enemy to 
the proposition in any shape, but my judgment is 
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that it should be left as it is now; yet if the Sen- 
“ate ate to adopt the amendment of the Senator 
from California it would be much better, and it 
Would save expense, to amend it as I suggested, 
so as to provide that the plates shall be handed 
over to the printer todo the printing. It does not 
-gnterfere with the Senator’s original proposition. 

Mr. WELLER. My opinionis, that the plates 
‘will be handed over at any rate—that, after the 
maps are engraved, the plates will be handed over 

to the printer in order to print the books. We 
‘have a public printer, and I take it for granted 
that he would do the work whether this amend- 
‘ment be agreed to or not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It may be so; but atany 
rate this would do no harr in providing for it. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
California refuse to accept the amendment? 

Mr. WELLER. I understand the Senator 
¿from Maine to be opposed to my proposition 
“throughout. Asa matter of course, therefore, I 
‘eannot accept his amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am not anxious to 
pledge myself to vote one way or the other in 

regard to it; itis of no consequence to me. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lam not sure that I answered 

uite correctly the question of the Senator from 
alae afew moments ago. The expense of en- 
raving is not covered by the item which Tread, 
ut itis possible that, in the estimate for the en- 
graving, made at the last session of Congress, 
this is included, but I am not certain in regard to 
that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then this would be a 
second appropriation for the same purpose, and 
there is no need of it, 

Mr. WELLER. If the appropriation was 
made at the last session, as a matter of course 
the War Department would not ask for an ap- 
propriation now. 

Mr. STUART. That does not follow. 

Mr. WELLER. I think it does follow as a 
necessary consequence. If there be any honesty 
and integrity in a public officer, he would notask 
for an appropriation to cover expenditures of the 
last session. 

Mr. STUART. How could the War Depart- 
ment know of an estimate which they did not 
make themselves ? 

Mr. WELLER. How would the Seeretar 
of the Treasury know how to make up the esti- 
mates for the publication of these maps and charts 
if he did net go to “he Secretary of War? How 
could the Secretary of the Treasury have made 
out this report of ‘deficiencies for the benefit of 
, the chairman ef the Committee on Finance, if 
che had not obtained that information from the 

ar Department, which bad charge of these maps 
and charts? [ say, therefore, it is an unjust re- 
flection on a publie officer to say that he will 
come in here now, and ask by way of amendment 
an appropriation when the item is already pro- 
vided for in a general deficioney. 

Mr. BIG | 
ment, I desire to be clearly satisiied on one point | 
to which Lwish to call (be attention of the Senator | 
from California. Lt appears that there is a gen- 
eral law on this subject 
Superintendent of Publie Printing the duty of 
superintending the preparation and publication 
of this work. The fact that this proposition is 
moved as an amendment to the deficiency bill 
suggests to my mind that the work is in progress; 


that charts and diagrams are being prepared, and |) 


that there is immediate necessity to make this | 
provision, in order to insure their completion. F ji gyamine this question and prepare the amend- 
desire, therefore, to understand distinctly whether |) 
or not the Superintendent of Printing has taken | 
any action under the gencral law in relation to the | 
charts and diagrams to which the proposition of 
the Senator from California refers. Ave they in 
process of preparation? It will readily be per- | 
ceived that, if under the general law action has |! 
been taken by the Superintendent, much confusion 
and additional expense might arise from this 
change of the law in this case. I am inclined, I 
confess, to favor the amendment of the Senator 
from California, although Idislike very much to 
disturb any gencral sysiem. I fear, however, that 
if we set this example, we cannot refuse to any 
other department of the Government the oppor- 
tunity of superintending any work which it may 
have printed; and so far as that goes, I feel an 
aversion te the amendment, though anxious to 


Before voting on this amend- |: 


1 $ ~ 
ii propriation for the same purpose. 
j; 
. t 
which confides to the | 
i 
i 


facilitate the prosecution of the work. Unless I 
shall be informed as to the point, whether the 
Superintendent under the general law has taken 
action on this subject, I shall be constrained to 
vote against the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. ADAMS. The proposition of the Sena- 


small amounts for expenditures for reports al- 
ready published, and if I could have them set 
apart by themselves, I should vote for paying 
them, whether their publication was originally 
right or wrong; but finding that what is right 1s 
mixed up with so much that is bad, I shall vote 
against the whole concern. 

Ido not agree with gentlemen who hold that 
the whole Senate is responsible for this abuse. I 
believe in individual responsibility. For mysclf, 
I have no recollection of having voted for the pub- 


no recollection of ever having voted for printing 
extra numbers of them. Iam aware of the fact 


cific furnish valuable information to the Govern- 
ment—information which will be useful hereafter, 
and which ought to be paid for. 


pany, I shall vote against the whole. 
however, propositions of which Lamin favor shall 
»prop 


and not otherwise. 


has been now called ought to be stopped. 
glad that the book-making business has grown 
to be an acknowledged evil. I think the country 
has long since discovered, if the Senate has not, 
that a stop ought to be put to it. Still, I have 
very little hope that what has occurred here to- 
day will be of any real benefit. It will not be 
remembered for two days. Very soon, ona prop- 
ositiofi that presents itself at the moment with an 
air of plausibility, millions will he voted away 
withoutexamination. I content myself by voting 
against all these propositions. Wherever m 


alone in that position. 
Mr. HUNTER. Ihave inquired of the Super- 
intendent of Printing, and he says that the esti- 


designed to cover this engraving. 

Mr. STUART. I suggested, a few moments 
ago, to the honorable Se 
that there must be an error in this matter. The 
Superintendent of Printing made an estimate to 
cover the expense of this engraving, and I sug- 
gested that the War Department would not know 
that he had made that estimate. He made his 
estimate for engraving to be done according to 
the provision of the existing law, but the War 
Department in this proposition proposes to take 


d 


If we were to make 
bath appropriations, there would be a double ap- 


:ifdone it will cost so much. 


Mr. RUSK, 


Why are we now with but the report of one ree 
; onnoissance printed? 
«reason. 

l Mre. YULEE. It is evident that we cannot 
i conchide the consideration of this bill to-day; and 
as itis now late, nearly four o’clock, I think it 
: proper to afford to gentlemen an opportunity to 


ment in a suitable shape, as there appears to be 
some difficulty in regard to it. For this reason I 


; move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


; adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 24, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Danren Warno. 
The Journalof Thursday was read and approved. 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE—-KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Lewis D. 
Camesett ef Ohio, Wiruriam A. Howard of 
Michigan, and Monpecai Onsver of Missouri, as 
the special committee, authorized by resolution 
of the House to Investigate Kansas affairs. 


Prayer 


tor from Virginia, includes appropriations for i 


lication of these works, and particularly have I) 
that the reports of the various surveys to the Pa- į 


o If that appro- }) 
priation could be separated from others, I should ;; 
be willing to vote for it; but finding it in bad com- | 


When, | 


come upas separate measures, I willvote for them, ` 


I believe that the work to which our attention - 
Tam || 


name is recorded on them, it will be found uni- | 


M | Mr. CRAIGE. 
formly against them, though I frequently stand |; 


mate made at the last session for engraving was į 


nator from California, | 


charge of the engraving itself, aud estimates that |! 


ff an estimate were made last į 
‘year, why has not the engraving been done? |! 


I should like to know the | 


The regular order of business was announced 
to be a motion by Mr. Brooxs to suspend the 
rules, holding over from Monday last. 


DISTRICT COURTS IN OHIO AND ILLINOIS. 


| Mr. WADE. 1 ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up Senate bill No. 6, and put 
i| it on its passage; and if the House will indulge 
|| me fora moment, I am sure there will be no objec- 
‘| tion. The bill relates to.the district courts inthe 
|| northern districts of Ohio and Illinois. Under the 
|i Jaw now in force the courts of the United States 
| are required to sentence criminals convicted of 
|i penitentiary offenses to some State penitentiary 
| within the district where such conviction takes 
i place. Now, it so happens that there is no peni- 
| tentiary or State prison within the northern dis- 
l! trict of Ohio, consequently the judge of that dis- 
trict is without power to sentence convicts in his 
| court to any place of punishment. Thereare now 
some five or six such convicts in that court, some 
of them post office and mail robbers, some coun- 
terfeiters, and other embezzlers of the public 
i funds; but the judge is without power to pass 
sentence on these convicts, without the authority 
conferred by this bill. The court of that district 
has been held open for months awaiting the pass- 
| age of this Jaw; and I have for many weeks been 
endeavoring to get the indulgence of the House to 
ii make this explanation, in order to obtain the 
needed legislation; and it seems to me that what 
i d ask is reasonable, and that no objection ought 
‘to be made. I thereforeask the unanimous con- 
ent of the House, for the purpose of putting the 
| bill on its passage 
i Objection was made. 

Mr. WADE. I movea suspension of the rules 
in order to have the bill taken up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there not a mo- 
|| tion pending to suspend the rules, holding over 
‘| from Monday last? 

; The SPEAKER, The Chair has so stated. 
| The gentleman from Ohio, however, asks the 
i! consent of the House to take up the bill stated by 


i! him. 


I object. 
i EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House the 


|; following executive communications, which were 
i; received and disposed of as indicated below: | 

A communication from the Department of 
State, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
February 28, 1856, relative to the time of the organ- 
ization of the several Territorics of the United 
| States, and the amount of appropriations made 
i| for the benefit of said Territories. Referred to the 
: Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
recommending an appropriation for the payment 
| of the salary of circuit judge of California, forthe 
| years ending 30th of June, 1856, and the 30th of 
June, 1857. Referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed, 
|, A communication from the War Department, 
in answer to a resolution of the House in relation 
to certain fortifications in the State of New York. 
: Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Department of the 
Interior, in answer to a resolution of the House, 
relating to graduating and reducing the prices of 
the public lands. Referred to the Commiitee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. PHELPS. TI rise to what I suppose to 
ii be a privileged question. I understand that the 
i gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camppeux,] and the 
ji gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Howanrp,] have 
|| been appointed members of the committee that is 
| to proceed to Kansas. These gentlemen, if they 
j: enter upon the discharge of their duties as mem- 
| bers of that committee, will necessarily be absent 
`: from the House for several weeks. Both of them 
| are members of the Committee of Ways and 
i; Means, which committee have not yet finished 
.the consideration of the annual appropriation 
li bills. If it be in order, therefore, 1 will move 
|| that the Speaker appoint, temporarily, two addi- 
| tional members of that committce to act until the 
i return of these gentlemen from Kansas. 1 make 
| this proposition merely by way of suggestion. 
i There is now often difficulty in getting a quorum 
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of the committee together; and in consequence of 
the illness of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. De Wirt,] and in consequence of the con- 
templated absence of others, we shall be likely to 
have difficulty in getting a quorum together. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it can hardly be said that vacancies have occur- | 
red in the Committee of Ways and Means until 
the gentlemen referred to by the gentleman from 
Missouri shall have accepted the appointment 
upon the select committee and ened upon the 
discharge of their duties. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. Even if vacancies have oc- 
curred, there can be no such thing as temporary 
appointments. 1 oppose any temporary appoint- 
ment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KIDWELL, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill | 
supplementary to an act entitled “ An act in ad- | 
dition to certain acts granting bounty land to cer- 
tain officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1855; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

* Mr. CARLILE, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced a bill *¢ for the relief of the heirs-at-law of 
Captain George Jackson;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A PAPER. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I ask the 
consent of the Elouse to offer.a resolution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Task if the regular order of 
business is not to call the States for resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order of 
business. The gentleman from Wisconsin, how- 
ever, asks the unanimous consent of the House | 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That leave be granted for the withdrawal of 
the petition of Colonel John Shaw, together with theaccom- | 
panying papers. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
received and adopted. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, reported back a memorial relating to lighting 
and grading East Capitol street, which had been 
improperly referred to that committee; and, on 
his motion, it was referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia {Mr. Mriusoy] willnot press his motion 
to reconsider at this time. : 

Mr. MILLSON. These resolutions can bein- 
troduced after I have occupied the time which I 


desire in reference to the motion to reconsider. |! 


As I have been detained already for several | 
weeks, at considerable inconvenience, I hope the | 
House will allow me to first submit my remarks. | 


I now call for the regular order of business. 


CAPTAIN MARCY’S REPORT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Brooxs] has moved to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of introducing the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to cause to be printed for the use of, and distribution by, 
members of this House, ten thousand extra copies of the 
report and accompanying maps made by Captain R. B. 
Marey, United States Navy, of an exploration of the Big 
Wachita river, and the country about the head-waters 0 
the Brazos, made in connection with the selection and 
location of lands for the occupation of the Indians living 
within the limits of Texas, in 1854. 


Mr. LANE. I will be much obliged to the | 


gentleman from Virginia, if he will permit me to |) 


introduce a joint resolution for reference only. 

Mr. MILLSON. The loss of a single hour 
three weeks ago, has kept me during that whole 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the rules | 
will be suspended, that the resolution may be | 
introduced and passed, The work proposed to | 
be printed for the use of the House does not con- | 
tain more than fifty pages; and it concerns an ; 
exploration of a section of country to which the | 


Secretary of War gives preference for the pur- 


poses of a railroad to the Pacific. The work is a i} substance, 


BE. 
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very small one. I hope there will be no objection 
to the resolution. 

‘The rules were then suspended, and the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS obtained the floor. 


ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 


. Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I call up the motion to reconsider, submit- 
ted by me some time since. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia calls up the motion to reconsider the refer- 
ence of resolutions of that State, disapproving 
the action of the late naval board. 

Mr. PHELPS. I wished to introduce some 
bills, of which previous notice has been given, for 
reference; they would give rise to no debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to intro- 
duce a resolution for reference. 

Mr. MILLSON. I must decline yielding. | 

Mr. M. then addressed the House for one hour 
upon the action of the naval board. His speech 
is withheld for revision, and will be published in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I desire to submit some re- | 
marks in answer to the speech made by my col- | 
league, [Mr. MirLsox;]and Iam ready to proceed 
now, so far as the general principles discussed by | 
my colleague are concerned. There were, how- 
ever, some few statements of facts, made by him 
in the latter portion of his speech, which I wish 
to have an opportunity of examining; and, as 
this is the day for suspension of the rules, and as 
gentlemen are perhaps anxious to introduce propo- 
sitions which they cannot do at any other time, 
I propose to let this discussion go over, and come 
up to-morrow morning, or some other morning | 

ł 
i 
| 


at an early day; when I will ask to submit my 

views to the consideration of the House. If that 

proposition meets the unanimous consent of the 

Louse, I will now yicld the floor. | 
General assent was expressed. 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Task leave to submit 
a resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 would inquire į 
from the Chair if this is resolution day? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I have none to offer my- 
self, but I would suggest to gentlemen who have, 
that if they would only permit the Speaker to call | 
the States for resolutions, a great many more of | 
them would get their resolutions before the House 

| 


than can by asking unanimous consent, and then, | 
on objection being made, moving suspension of | 
the rules. 

The Clerk reported the resolution offered by į} 


Mr. Zoxiricorrer, as follows: i 


Joint resolution for supplying new members of the Sen- i 
ate and House of Representatives with such books of a | 
public character as have been heretofore supplied. i 
Mr. JONES. TI shall be constrained to object. | 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 
is the call of the States for resolutions. | 
Mr. JONES. I desire to make this statement. | 
I am satisfied that a resolution of that character | 
will get in some time during this session; and if 
gentlemen will say that, on the passage of the | 
resolution, they will give us the yeas and nays, I | 
will interpose no objection. } 
Several Memnens. Certainly. | | 
Mr. JONES. Then I withdraw my objection. |; 
Mr. HOUSTON. I object to the introduction || 
of the resolution, unless it can be so modified as |! 
to interpose a committee between the members | 
arid those who generally purchase the books. Ii! 
desire, if the books are to be supplied, that a | 
committee supply them. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iask that my resolu- 


tion be read. | ' 
| 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of | 


Houses in the last Congress: Provided, They be furnished at - 
prices not exceeding those for which they were heretofore į 
supplied to such Members and Delegates. i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- i 
bama objects, except under a certain condition. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER,. That resolution is, in 


? A t 
precisely such a resolution as has | 


i 
if 
H 
i 
i 


|- doubtful whether they could be 


been passed at former Congresses. I movea sus 
pension of the rules. - d 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute, 

. The SPEAKER. It is notin order:at this 
time. 2 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill interpose no.objection 
if the gentleman from Tennessce will modify. his 
resolution so as to. allow.a committee to procure 
these books. I have always voted against the 
distribution of books, and I imtend to do so on 
this occasion. Butthat is not the point presented. 
We have all heard the prejudicial criticisms ‘of’ 
every character and hue reflecting on members 
of Congress and officers of the House, in conhece- 
tion with the purchase of books. Let a commit- 
tee of thisbody purchaseand distribute the hooks, 
if the thing has to be done; and in that way we 
close the door against such things—we then leave 
no room for suspicion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Alabama knows of anything corrupt.on the 
part of members of Congress, it is his duty to 
make it known. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That isall talk. The gentle- 
man from Ohio knows that I made no such charge 
or intimation, and it is nonsense to try to connect 
me with a charge against members of Congress. 
I have made none, and I have intimated none. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman’s proposi- 
tion changes the rule which has been uniform upon 
this subject. The gentleman knows very well 
that at the last Congress just sucha resolution was 
passed, when the gentleman’s Clerk of the House 
was in power. ty 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may bea good reason 
why I should now object to it—I know nothing 
against what has been done by our officers, but, 
think it wise to put this matter into the hands of a 
committee of this body. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is an imputation. upon 
the Clerk of this House. . i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis notan imputation upon 
the Clerk, and was not so intended. I deny that 
itis an imputation. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon suspending the rules, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and have read, an amendment 
which | desire to offer as a second section, which 
will remove all chance for speculation upon. the 

vart of those who furnish the books. © It will be 
infinitely better for the members for whom the 
resolution is designed, and will be the same to 
the Government. I hope my colleague will ac- 
cept it as a modification to his resolution. Twill 
make this further remark, that many of the books 

roposed by this resolution to be distributed 
ine long been out of print. They have been 
repurchased by former Congresses; and; ‘it, is 

purchased in suf- 
ficient quantities to furnish all the new members 
of this Congress. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sxc.2. And he it further enacted, That any member pre- 
ferring to have the money instead of the books herein pro- 
vided for, or any portion thereof, may, at his election, re- 
ecive in lieu thereof the money at the publisher’s prices 3 
and his receipt for the same shall be a good voucher in the 
settlement of accounts by the Secretary of the Senate. or 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I do not accept the 
amendment. Iam utterly opposed to the prop- 
osition it contains. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me make a suggestion, 
and I do it in good faith, for I do not want to,.be 

laced in a false position in relation to this matter. 
would suggest that members be allowed topur- 
chase their own books, instead of having the Clerk 
purchase them. : 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I do not accept the 
modification. I prefer the resolution in the form 
in which I have offered it. — | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isend up to the Clerk’s 
desk a proposition, which I propose to offer as a 


respective Houses, in the Thirty-Fourth Congress, as have | | substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 


Tennessee. I ask that it may be read for inform- 


ation. 
It was read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That the members of the House of Represent- 
atives of the Thirty- Fourth Congress, who have not already 
received them, shall be entitled to the saine books, or others 
of equal value, as were directed to be furnished to the mem 
bers of the Thirty-Third Congress. - a 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House procure said books 
for such of the members: as are entitled thereto: Prowided, 
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Thatin Heu of such works as may-be out of print, not readily 
obtained, or which may be deemed of no vatue to the mem- 
bers to whom they are due, such members shall have the 
right to select any other works which in their judgment 
may be more useful, not, however, to exceed the cost of 
those for which they may be substituted. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will merely remark that 
this is precisely the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. A. K. MARSHALL,}] with 


the exception, that the Clerk of the House is sub- | 


stituted for a committee of the House. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to ask if this reso- 
lution contains the provision which was embraced 
in the resolution of the last Congress, which gives 
to each member one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I did not hear the gen- 
tleman’s question; but I will state that the reso- 
lution I propose to offer is in substance the same 
as resolutions which have been adopted by former 
Congresses. There is no departure, in this re- 
spect, from the rules adopted by former Con- 

TESSES, 

Mr. NICHOLS. What I wished to inquire 
was, whether this resolution provides for giving 
the one hundred and sixty copies of Hickey’s 
Constitution which were furnished each member 
of the last House for the first time? 

Mr. HAVEN. I would inquire whether this 
debate is in order? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F wish to have it 
understood, that at the last Congr there were 
one hundred and sixty copies of Hickey’s Con- 
stitution furnished to each member of the House. 

[Cries of “ Order?” 

The SPEAKER. Debate ig not in order. 

Mr. JONES. T do not propose to debate; I 
merely wished to know whether the resolution of 
my colleague contained provision for one hundred 
and sixty copies of that book for distribution, 

‘The question was then taken upon the motion 
to suspend the rules; and it was decided in the 
affirmative, (two thirds voting in favor thereof)— 
yeas 120, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allon, Ball, Barbour, Bell, Henry Bou- 
nett, Hendley Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, Butin- 
ton, Burlingame, James ff, Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Chatfeo, Bayard Clark, Bzra Clark, 
Clawson, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Crawltord, Cum- 
back, Damreii, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Dur- 
fee, Edie, Rdwards, lion, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Wagler, Florenec, Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haven, Hoffman, 'Phomas R, Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knox, Lake, 
Lindley, Samuel ss. Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Meach- 
am, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, |: 


Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Ritehie, Sandi 
wid, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Sm William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Talbott, Taylor, Thorington, odd, Tratton, 
Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Walker, Bihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, John Va Wrisht, and Zotlicatter= 120. 
NAYS—~Messrs. Brooks, Burnett, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
Hamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Day, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson W. Harria, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, Knight, Leteher, 


; Sapp, New- 


Lumpkin, Mace, Mumphrey Marshall, MeMatlin, Me- | 
Queen, Millson, Orr, Peitit, Phelps, Rudin, Seou, Spin- | 


ner, Stewart, and Warncr—30. 

So the rules were suspended, and the joint reso- 
lution introduced. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. SHERMAN stated that he had paired off | 


with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was outside the 
bar when his name was calle 
inside, 
the rales. 

The joint resolution was then read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
amendment the proposition which has been read 
at the Clerk’s desk. I moveitas a second section 
to the resolution. Mr. Speaker, I have uniformly 


voted against such propositions, but I offer this ! 


in good faith, believing that it will be better for 
those who are to receive the benefit of the resolu- 
tion, and better for the Government. If it be 
adopted, there will be no prospect, as I conceive, 


for those who are to furnish the books to makea | 


good thing of it—to make a speculation out of it, 
It will certainly be better for the members who 
are to receive it. If they prefer the books, they 
are free to choose, and can take them; but, if they 
prefer the money, they can take that in lieu, and 
it will cost no more to the Government. 


if he had been | 
he should have voted against suspending , 


l now offer asan | 


Besides, there are some of these books which I 
am satisfied are out of print, and I do not believe 
can be purchased in sufficient numbers to supply 
the new members of the two Houses. I think 
the proposition I have made is an equitable one 
to the Government and to the members who are 
embraced in it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the House 
will vote down the amendment offered by the gen- 
| leman from Tennessee. If it is intended to in- 
crease our Salaries—our per diem in money, | prefer 
to have it done directly. I have voted for this 
book resolution heretofore, and I expect to vote 
for it now, because I think it is calculated to dis- 
seminate over the country very useful and desir- 
able information. It may be, and I have no doubt | 
is the fact, that there may have been improper 
conduct on the part of some members in connec- 
tion with this matter, but I think it has not been 
general. I know that there are a great many ru- 
mors floating around on this subject; but, like all | 
other rumors, when you come to sift them, there |; 
is no truth upon which to found them. Now, |! 
sir, I took the books when I came into the Thirty- 
First Congress, and they are now inmy district, 
valuable to those who may seek for information 
through them. [know thatmy constituents regard 
this as a very proper system for the circulation of || 
i information. Gentlemen that have taken these 
| books once themselves are now indisposed to 
‘extend the system to the new members of this 
Congress. I believe the system is a correct and |, 
| proper one, Kt may be that it has been subject 
to abuse—it may be some member has abused 
| its provisions; but that is no reason why we 
should condemn the whole system. 

I am willing to vote for books to be sent abroad 
among the people, even though to do so it may 
| be necessary to lessen the appropriationsfor guns. | 
I think it was well said, that by diffusing knowl- 
edge among the people you lessen the necessity 
for the gmpicments of war. L will vote for this 
resoluWon as it was introduced by my friend 
trom Tennessee, [Mr. ZotticorrEr,] and I hope 
the House will vote down the proposition which 
propeens to put money in the pockets of members. 

f there be a member who would receive these 
books, and sell them for money, let his name be 
made public, that this [louse and the country 
may know who it is that perpetrates the wrong, 
so that the imputation may not be general when 
gentlemen get up and repeat rumors heard outside |! 
| of this Hall. I shall cali for the previous qnes- |} 
i ion, unless it is proposed to make some modifi- || 
cation of the resolution. | 

J 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Mains. I hope the 
gentleman will not call for the previous ques- |} 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to bring this mat- 
ter toa close, in order that the House may resolve |! 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the |; 
i state of the Union. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wil my colleague yield to |! 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 


{ Twill. 

i By my colleague’s per 
| mission, 1 will say one word on the resolution of 
ji the gentleman from Tennessee. That resolution | 
1) provides that cach of the new members shall get 
l! the books,a list of which I hold in my hand. 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


; There are three of these books which ought not 
to be included: Hickey’s Constitution, Mayo’s 
Fiscal Report, and Mayo’s Pension and Bounty 
Land Laws. ] take it that new members do not | 
desire their districts to have any advantage in the 

distribution of these books, and therefore I think | 
those three works I have mentioned specially 

: ought to be stricken from the list. The question | 
will come up between my proposition and the one | 
‘offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. The ; 
! only difference between them is this: His propo- 
sition requires new members to take these books |; 
whether they are willing or unwilling so to do. 
|| Mine doesnot. Many of them are worthless, and 
many are out of print, and can only be got by 
purchase—by paying the price given for them 
years ago when they were new. My resolution |) 
proposes to give cach member the night to sub- į; 
|| stitute for them other works of a public character i 
{to an amount of their cost. Thatis the only dif- i! 
i ference between the two propositions; and it is | 
| manifestly better for the members and for their | 
| constituents that my substitute should be adopted. 
Then they will get books of a valuable public | 


To Mr, 


me for a suggestion ? | 


character, for those which are worthless and out 
of print. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will makea sin- 
gle inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio. Have we 
not already passed, at this session of Congress, a 
resolution to give to each new member a full set of 
Little & Brown’s Statutes at Large, and to each 
of the other members the tenth volume? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. LTunderstand that 
the gentleman from Tennessee[Mr. ZoLLicoFFER 
will accept a modification, so that Hickey’s an 
other works, which have already been provided, 
will be excluded. 

Mr. JONES. I suggest that a proviso he 
adopted, that no member shall receive more than 
one copy ofany book provided for inthe resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 


: Tennessee to modify his resolution, so as to ex- 


clude those works already distributed. 

Mr, ZOLLICOFFER, If gentlemen are of 
opinion that my resolution embraces any books 
voted at the last Congress for distribution, I am 
willing to modify the resolution so as to exclude 
those works. I am willing that it should embrace 
one copy of Hickey’s Constitution for cach 
member. 

H. MARSHALL. I understand that 
another volume of the Opinions of the Attorneys” 
General is now in print, and just about being pub- 
ished. It embraces the opinions of Attorney 
General Crittenden and some of Attorney General 
Cushing. Itis usualto have them provided for in 


| these book resolutions; and therefore I would sug- 


gest that the gentleman so modify his resolution 
as to include that additional volume. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand that the gen- 


i tleman from Tennessee has modified his resolu- 


tion so as to exclude the books furnished to the 
members of the last Congress for distribution, 
and also Little & Brown’s Statutes at Large, 
which have been voted members at this session. 

The SPEAKER. The modification can only 
be made by unanimous consent. It can be offered 
as an amendment. 

Several Memsers. Nobody objects. 

Mr. COMINS. I object. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Lhope that both 


the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
: Tennessee and that offered by the gentleman from 
| Ohio will be voted down. I cannot sce any ground 
|i upon which a resolution for giving books to mem- 
ij bers can be justified except in the form of the origi- 


nal resolution offered by the gentleman from Ten- 


'nessec, (Mr. Zonticorrer.] That resolution im- 


plies that there is a necessity, or at least a pro- 
priety, in having certain works scattered through 
the country, which are published by the Govern- 
ment,and which will not and cannot be published 
by private enterprise, such as the American 
Archives, the American State Papers, and the 
Congressional Globe. ‘The only ground, itseems 
tome, upon which any gentleman can be justi- 
fied in giving a vote for the purchase of books is, 
hat these books are necessary, and ought to be 
circulated through the country, and deposited in 
places € of access by the people. Thatis the 
ground, and the only aru upon which I can 
vote for any resolution providing for the distribu- 
tion of books among the members. The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] I cannot support, because it implies that 
members may receive money instead of books. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio I 
cannot sustain, because it implies that certain 
of these books are not valuable, and not neces- 
sary to be distributed among the people. If that 
is true of them, they ought not to be voted for. 
I call upon gentlemen of the House, who are in 
favor of distributing books at all, to vote against 
both of these amendments and to vote for the 


; original proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee. ‘There is no other proposition upon 
which we can sustain ourselves for a moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man from Maine allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
floor ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 
the gentleman from Ohio had yielded the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all. 234. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Maine 


Have notI the 
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opposes the proposition which I submitted, be- 
cause it allows the members to elect to take money 
instead of books. lask him if a member takes the 
money instead of books, cannot he go and buy 
such books as he may want, and which he pre- 
fers to those which you propose to distribute to 
him? Again, I ask him whether, if my amend- 
ment passes, every member here will not be left 
perfectly free to take all the books instead of the 
money ? 

One solitary remark further. I am not at all 
interested in this resolution; but I believe that my 
amendment would be better for all parties, and 
would tend to put a stop to some of the objec- 
tions which have been made to the system. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In answer to the gentle- 
man, I will say that he knows as well as I do 
what a member may do; whether he will exchange 
them or not; but that is the business of the mem- 
ber and not mine. I will not vote-to enable any 
member to take money instead of books. The 
only ground upon which I can sustain any proposi- 
tion of this kind is, that it is important that cer- 
tain books published by this Government should 
be distributed in the districts of the country, and 
placed in a situation where they will be easy of 
access by people who are interested in them. 
If any gentleman who receives books with that 
implied condition, should do with them what I 
think he ought not to do, it is his business and 
not mine, 

Mr. ORR. I think that when the ground which 
has been taken by the gentleman from Maine is 
‘examined, it will be found not to be tenable. 
Now, sir, if the House passes any resolution of 
this sort, it seems to me that the one offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio is the proper one. Iwill 
state a fact, which will show to gentlemen of the 
House that there is a necessity of changing the 
previous resolutions which have been adopted. 
Of the American State Papers there were origin- 
ally published about fifteen hundred copies. There 
have been distributed, up to the present time, 
over three thousand copies, when the entire edi- 
tion only embraced fifteen hundred! Well, sir, 
how is that done? When gentlemen who received 
those books came to examine them, they found 
that they were utterly worthless. Such is my 
opinion, and I have examined them pretty criti- 
cally. I venture the assertion, that there is not 
a man in the United States who has ever read 
through a single volume of the State Papers. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say, that I consider them extromely val- 
uable. If the gentleman had examined them in 
connection with the discussion of the French 
spoliation bill last Congress, he would not have 
come to a different conclusion from what I did. 

Mr. ORR. I have various avenues of informa- 
tion on that subject accessible to me; and I suspect 
that, if the gentleman from Maine had explored 
them as I did, he would have come to a very dif- 
ferent conclusion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I went to the foundation. 

Mr. ORR. The Government is charged for 
these State Papers three hundred dollars and odd, 
and I venture the assertion that you can go out 
upon the Avenue and purchase them for a hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. The Clerks heretofore— 
and I do not mean to cast any imputation upon 
any gentleman who has filled the position of 
Clerk—have made these purchases, or else have 

aid members the money in lieu of these State 

apers. Well, that is a sort of underground pro- 
cess; and it would be much better for the new 
members themselves, if they desire to receive in 
value the same amount of books which the old 
members received, that the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio be adopted, and allow them to 
select in value an amount equal to what the old 
members have received. 

As to the American Archives, that is a work 
of more value than the State Papers. There is 
also the Diplomatic Correspondence, of some į 
value, and of which I believe there are duplicate | 
copies. There are other books of no value what- 
ever. I think the whole system of distributing 
books to members is wrong, and I voted against | 
it in the first instance. But after it passed, I am 
frec to acknowledge that I received the books 
which were voted to me. I voted against it when 
I was to be the recipient; and I suppose it will 
not. be considered‘amiss if I now vote against it. 


I throw out these suggestions for the benefit | 


of those who are to be the beneficiaries of this res- 
olution. If they desire to get the largest amount 
of information for their libraries, they had better 
have the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
rather than the original resolution and the prop- 
osition of my friend from Tennessee. - 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Ohio has no right to 
take the floor and farm it out, as he has done for 
the last half hour, while the rest of us can do 
nothing but sit still. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, and states that it was done by consent 
of the House. The.Chair, in every instance, 
states that it requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move the previous 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The first question before 
the House is the substitute offered by myself, is 
it not? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment suggested 
by the gentleman is not pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. desire that unanimous 
consent shall be given to its introduction. 

The SPEAKER. ” If the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Campsetx] withdraws the previous question, 
the amendment can be offered; but it is not now 

ending. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will withdraw the call 
for the previous question in order to let my col- 
league ofer his substitute, if he will renew the 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. MEACHIAM. J again raise the point of 
order—that the gentleman has no right to farm 
out the floor. 

oe SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I offer the substitute my- 
self, and demand the previous question. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. lLask for the read- 
ing of the substitute. 

Mr. Suerman’s amendment was again re- 
ported, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish toadd to that sub- 
stitute a proviso excluding those books which 
were voted last session for distribution. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so modified. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I ask whether or 
not there can be a division of the question in 
regard to the substitute? There are two resolu- 
tions embraced in the substitute; can we not 
divide them ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


present two questions, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it understood that I 
offer the substitute in the form of a joint resolu- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It is so understood. The 
question is on the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Zotircorrer.] Ihe 
gentleman from Tennessee, his colleague, [Mr. 
JONES | offers an amendment to that. The sense 
of the House will first be taken on the adoption 
of that amendment. } 

The question was taken; and Mr. Jonzs’s 
amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WALKER. Is thatin the form of a joint 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The motion now 
is, to strike out all after the enacting words in the 
proposition of my colleague, [Mr. Zotiicorrer,] 
and insert the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. JONES. n 
gentlemen to the fact, that the original proposition 
provides for new members of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress—Senate and House. 

Mr. WALKER. I was going to make the 


That is the question. 


| joint resolution. : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that, 


i A 


i a joint resolution. - 


Ohio cannot be divided, inasmuch as it does not | 


. Mr. HAVEN. Theremay be some other cler- 
ical corrections to be-made in it. For instance, 
it directs the Clerk of the House of. Represchta- 
tives to do certain things; whereas, if it be: in- 
tended to include both House and Senate, it 
should direct the Clerk of the House and.’ the 
Secretary of the Senate. It was drawn originally 
asa resolution to be paid out of. the contingent 
fund of the House. Dey 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question has 
been ordered; and amendments are not in order 
unless by unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. {take it the House’ will con- 
sent to these amendments. : 

The SPEAKER. H there be no objection, the 
modifications suggested will be made. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I suggest to gentle- 
men, that the shortest road now to attain that 
object, is to vote the resolution down, and to in- 
troduce one properly worded. This hot haste 
and great impatience do not, I think, become us. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to have one word 


inserted—the word “original” before the word 
“cost.” 


The substitute, as modified in the various 
modes suggested, was reported as follows: 


That the members of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, who 
have not already received them, shall be entitied to. the 
same books, or others of equal value, as were. directed to 
be furnished to members of the Thirty-Third Congress. 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Senate and Clerk of 
the House procure: said books for the members of their 
respective Houses entitled thereto : Provided, That in liewof 
such works as may he out of print, not readily obtained, or 
which may be deemed of no valus to the members to whom 
they are due, such members shall have the right to select 
any other works which in their judgment may be more use- 
ful; not, however, to exceed the origina! cost of those for 
which they may be substituted : And provided further, That 
not more than one copy of any work shail be received under 
this resolution ; nor shall the Statutes at Large be included in 
the distribution to members of the House of Representatives, 
i the same having been already voted to them. 


Mr. DUNN demanded the yeas and nays on 
agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL called for tellers upon 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs Harris of 
Alabama, and McCarry, were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 27, noes 100. 

So (more than one fifth having voted in the 
affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Susr- 
MAN’s amendment; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—ygas 91, nays 68; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bell, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chatfee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Co- 
vode, Cragin, Craige, Crawiord, Damrel!, Davidson, Timo- 
thy Davis, Dean, Diek, Diekson, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, 
Enrie. English, Custis, Evans, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Puller, 
Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thoinas 
L. Harris, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knight, Lake, Lindley, Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Carty, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Mott, Nichols, Orr, Parker, Peck. Pike, Porter, Reade, 
Ricaud, Robbins, Sandidge, Sapp, Shorter, William R. 
Smith, Tappan, Taylor, Thoringion, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, 
Valk, Wakeman, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, Woodruff, 
and Woodworth—91. 

NAYS—Messyrs. Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Burnett, Carlile, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, 
Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dodd, Dunn, Ether- 
idge, Florence, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Har- 
lau, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Houston, Toward, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Kuox, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pringle, Quitman, Ritchie, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sav- 
age, Scott, Seward, Siunmons, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Walker, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
John V. Wright, and Zohicoffer—é68. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


| The question recurred upon ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third time. 


I wish to call the attention of | 


suggestion that this ought to be in the form of a | 


! by the consent of the House, it was to be put as! 


| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task unanimous 
| consent to offer this amendment: 

Provided, That they be furnished at prices not exceeding 
those at which they have heretofore been supplied to such 
Members and Delegates. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
received and agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed it was accordingly read the third time. 


H 


| 
i 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked for the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken it was decided in the affirmative 
yeas 97, nays 61; as follows: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Alison, Ball, Barbour, Bell, Benson, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Broom, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Janes f. Campbell, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emyie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 


Flagier, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Angus- | 


tus Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kennett, 
King, Knox, Lake, Lindicy, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Mott, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pike, Porter, Reade, Ricand, 
Robbias, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
‘William R. Smith, Sneed, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, 
‘Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Vaik, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and John V. Wright—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bo- 
cock, Brooks, Burnett, Carlile, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Craige, Cumback, 
Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dodd, Dunn, English, Galloway, 
Giddings, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas.L. Harris, 
Haven, Houston, George W. Joues, J. Glancy Jones, Kel- 
sey, Kidwell, Knight, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pringie, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, 
Savage, Simmons, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Underwood, 
Wade, Walker, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
and Zonicoffer—61, 

So the resolution was passed. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken by which the resolution was passed, 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Sinnex Wes- 
STER, his Private Secretary. 


DISTRIBUTEES OF COLONEL WILLIAM LINN. 


Mr. ALLEN. Lask the consent of the House 
to report back from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims Senate bill (No. 38) for the relief of 
the distributces of Colonel William Linn, with 
two amendments; in which they ask the concur- 
rence of the House. 

Mr. CRAIGE. 1 object. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to suspend the rules. 

The bill and report were read. 

The bill proposes to give to the distributces of 
Colonel William Linn five years’ fall pay for 
services performed by him during’the revolution- 
ary war. 

The question was then taken, and the rules were 
suspended, 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I move that the bill and amend- 


ments be referred to a Committee of the Whole | 


House, and placed in their proper order on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the rules were sus- 
pended in order that the bill might be put on its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to a 
Committee of the Whole House is in order. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Iam induced to make the mo- 
non in consequence of hasty legislation hereto- 
ore. 


man, late of Charleston, about six thousand dol- 
lars. spay went to the Treasury to draw the 
money, aud on examining the books it was found 
thatthe money had already been paid—every cent 
of it. They were honest people, and would. not 
take the money. 
repeal the act by which the money was directed 
to be paid to them. I do not know whether this 
bill before us is right or wrong; but, as it takes a 
large sum out of the Treasury, itought to go toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and be put upon 
the Calendar. If it be right, there will be no in- 
jury done to the parties by so doing; if it be wrong 
it ought not to pass, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did this man, I will ask 
my colleague, ever draw his commutation pay? 

Mr, ALLEN. Never. lwas going to remark 
that the committee have taken the pains to inquire 
at the different Departments whether any portion 
of the money, whether in the way of pension or 
commutation, had ever been received by Colonel 


I will give an instance: a bill was intro- | 
duced, and hastily passed, to give the heirs of a |i 


i 


At the last session we had to | 


i! mittee of the Whole House. 


amendments. 


i Linn, or any of his heirs? We have the official 


answer of the officers, that no application has been 
made for commutation money or for any pension 
money due to him at the time of his death. 

This is a Senate bill, Mr. Speaker, and it passed 
that body unanimously. When it came to us it 
was sent to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. It there underwent a severe scrutiny; 
all the questions involved were fully discussed. 
The commitice were unanimously of opinion that 
it ought to pass with the amendments which they 
propose. 

The only objection I have to the bill going on 
the Calendar is this: gentlemen of experience in 
this House know the uncertainty of the time 
when we shall reach the Private Calendar. I think 
the debt ought to have long since been paid; and 
I am not inclined to hazard the passage of the bill 
by letting it go on the Calendar. If the House 
are satisfied, from the reading of the report and 
the bill, that it ought to pass, I trust they will 
refuse to refer it toa Committee of the Whole 
House, take it up, act on the amendments, and 
do to the heirs of Colonel Linn an act of justice 
which has been long delayed. 

Mr. CRAIGE. There can be no doubt but 
this claim will be reached and acted on before the 
| close of the session, if it be referred to a Com- 
It is one of the first 
bills reported, and will be one of the first on the 
Calendar. If it be right, it will pass; if not, it 
ought not to pass. 


to refer the bill and amendments to a Committce 
of the Whole House. The amendments of the 
committee were severally adopted, as follows: 

Insert the words, “upon giving satisfactory security to 
the said accounting officers ;?? so that the bill will read : 

«The money to be paid to Mrs. Klizabeth A. R. Linn, 
upon giving satisfactory security to the said accounting 
otlicers, to be by her distributed according to the laws of 
the State of Missouri.” 

Add at the cud of the bill the following: 

Provided, That the suin hereby directed to be paid shall 
be in full of all claims of the descendants or representatives 
of said Colonel William Linn, under any laws of the United 
States now or heretofore in force. 

The bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. CRAIGE demanded the yeasand nays on 
its passage. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. The 
j bill was then passed. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to reconsider the vote by 
| which the bill was passed, and that that motion 

be laid upon the table. The latter motion was 
agreed to. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. DUNN, from the select committee to 


Mwhich was referred the bill to enable certain States 


to improve the river Ohio, reported the bill back, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
Said bill and amendment were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNN. J wish to make another motion 
in connection with that bill. I move that it be 


June, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I move to suspend the 
rules, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will withdraw that motion 
to allow me to make a report from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from Ohio be 
enabled to do that if I withdraw my motion? 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House. 

No objection was made. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to report back 


| 
i 


‘ 
j 
f 
| 
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‘ for the support of the Military Academy for the 
ll year ending the 30th of June, 1857, with the 
! amendments of the Senate thereto, with a recom- 
! mendation of the Committee of Ways and Means 
i that the House do not concur in either of the 


! I move that it be referred to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, 
i and that the bill and amendments be printed. 


4 The motion was agreed to. 


The question was taken; and the House refused | 


made the special order for the second Tuesday of 


to the House bill No. 69, making appropriations | 


| 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Flouse the following executive commu- 
nications; which were disposed of as indicated 
below: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 18th of last month, request- 
ing the transmission of documents touching the 
affairs of the Territory of Kansas, transmitting a 
report from the Secretary of State, to whom the 
resolution was referred, Laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a copy of the report of Super- 
intendent Cumming, in regard to his late expe- 
dition among the tribes of Indians on the Upper 
Missouri, called for by the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 17th instant. Referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House papers in the case of the 
contested election in Maine; which were referred 
to the Committee of Elections, 

And then, on motion by Mr. COBB, of Georgia, 
(at twenty minutes to four o’clock,) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 25, 1856. 


Prayer by Rev. Dante, Waroo, Chaplain to 
the House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, its Clerk: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of 
Representatives to inform the Senate that the 
House has passed a joint resolution for supplying 
new members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives with such books of a public character 
as have been heretofore supplied; 

Also, that the House has passed the bill of the 
Senate (S. No. 138) for the relief of the distrib- 
utees of Colonel William Linn, with amend- 
ments, in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate; 

Also, that the President of the United States 
approved and signed, on the 19th instant, an act 
(H. R. No. 156) to define the jurisdiction of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for 
the district of East Tennessee. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of the 26th ultimo, a 
copy of the report, with the maps, of an explora- 
tion of the Big Wachita and the head waters of 
the Brazos rivers, made by Captain R. B. Marcy, 
of the United States Army, while engaged in 


‘locating lands for the Indians of Texas, in the 
year 1854; which, on motionby Mr. FITZPATRICK, 


was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Durkee to fill the vacancy on the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads occasioned:by the 
resignation of Mr. Jones, of Iowa. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented a memorial of the 
Cleveland Board of Trade, praying that copies of 
all public documents, and other works printed by 
order of Congress, may be furnished for the use 


| of the board, and to such other boards of trade 


and chambers of commerce as may apply for the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of the 
Mayor and citizens of Chicago, Illinois, praying 
for an appropriation for the construction of a 
harbor of refuge and commerce at Michigan City, 
on Lake Michigan. 

As there is now a bill before the Senate on that 
subject, the petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. STUART presented the petition of Arch- 
ange Le Croix, heir of John Baptiste Jerome, 
praying for compensation for property destroyed 


1850. 
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by the enemy during the last war with Great 
Britam; which was referred to the Court of 
Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Michigan, pray- 
ing for a grant of land to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from the city of Grand Rapids to 
Grand Traverse bay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Henry 
J. Rodgers, praying for the establishment. b 
law of a uniform code of marine signals; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from Adell to Jefferson, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented a communication from 
Horatio Stone, sculptor, proposing to execute 
and erect within the Capitol a statue to represent 
“the Republic ;’? which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of Samuel Ham- 
mond, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the representatives of Moses Shepherd 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers, that they 
may be presented to the Court of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of citizens of Washington 
county, in the District of Columbia, the memorial of citi- 
zens of Bladensburg, and other portions of Prince Georges 
county, Maryland, and the resolution of the Legislature of 
Maryland, in relation to the purchase of the Columbia 
turnpike road in the District of Columbia, and making the 
same toll free, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Benjamin 
Lanflant, and that it be referred to the Court of Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on 
Finance, who were instructed by a resolution of 
the Senate to inquire into the subject, reported a 
bill relating to foreign coins and to the coinage of 
cents at the mint of the United States; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

He, also, from the same committee, to whomwas 
referred the memorial of James Morrow, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Cezaire Wallace, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for the relief of Cezaire Wallace, 
of the parish of Bossier, and State of Louisiana; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. He submitted a reporton the 
subject; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam Merrill and others, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom were referred resolutions 
of the Legislature of Michigan, and two petitions 
of citizens of Michigan, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill appointing commissioners 
to ascertain certain facts relative to private land 
claims in the State of Michigan; which was read 
a first time, and ordered to asecond reading. He 
submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

ATCHAFALAYA AND RED RIVERS. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I ask the consent of the 
Senate to have taken up two reports which were 
made by the Secretary of War in relation to the 
expediency of causing surveys to be made of the 
Atchafalaya, and the Falls of the Red river, near 
Alexandria, merely for the purpose of having an 
order made for their printing. This was neglected 
when those reports were presented, and they were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce without 
an order being made for their printing. | 

There being no objection, the order for printing 
was made. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. MASON gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution to amend 


the act of the ist of March, 1855, entitled, “ An 
act to remodel the diplomatic and. consular-system 
of the United States.” 


NATIONAL FOUNDERIES. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I submit the following 
resolution, and I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider it at this time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
‘structed to.inquire into the expediency of establishing one 
or more national founderies. f 

Mr. President, the Secretary of War, in his 
annual report made in December, 1853, recom- 
mended the establishment of national founderies. 
He used the following language: 

“ Itis not known whether, by the use of the term ‘all the 
arms of the United States,’ it was intended to include the 
heavy guns or cannon. [ will however remark, that all 
cannon are now made by contract, Congress having made 
no provision for a national foundery ; and wilt take this oc- 
casion to recommend an appropriation for that object. The 
just. admixture of metals, and the casting of bronze pieces, 
require much mechanical skill and no little scientific attain- 
ment. The examination of ores, and the casting of iron 
into cannon, are subjects which have attracted much con- 
sideration from the ordnance department, and present a 
wide field for further investigation and experiment. The 
rigid inspection which such guns now receive hasimproved, 
and is still improving their quality; but it is believed there 
would be a more rapid advance in knowledge, anda higher 
standard of excellence attained, if the advantage of a na- 
tional foundery were possessed.” 

I hope this resolution of inquiry will be adopted, 
and that the Committee on Military Affairs will 
take the subject under consideration; and, if the 
committee should concur with the Secretary of 
War, that an item making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a suitable site, and the erection 
of the necessary buildings, will be submitted to 
some appropriation bill to which it may be ger- 
mane. E . 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives (H. R. No. 68) to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1856. 

Yesterday Mr. Hunrer submitted the follow- 
ing amendment from the Committee on Finance: 

Public Printing.—To supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for printing and paper ordered at the first session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress, $57,173. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for printing 
of the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, arising 
under the joint resolution approved February 27, 1856, 
$244,188 95. 

Mr. WELLER moved to amend the amendment 
by adding the following: 

To provide for the engraving of the maps accompanyin, 
the reports of the explorations and surveys to determine a 
Pacific railroad route, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, $49,200. 

The pending question being upon the adoption 
of Mr. WELLER’s amendment— 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] desires to go 
away, and he wishes to be heard on this amend- 
ment in regard to the engraving for the Pacific 
railroad reports. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have but little to say in 
regard to it. 

Mr. WELLER. I send to the Chair my 
amendment as I propose to modify it, which I 
ask may be read, so that the honorable Senator 
may understand exactly what is the proposition 
before the Senatc. 

The Secretary read the modified amendment 
of Mr. WELLER, as follows: 

To provide for the engraving of the maps and drawings 
accompanying the reports and explorations of surveys to 
determine a Pacific railroad route, $49,200; and the said 
maps and drawings shall be engraved to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. JOHNSON. . The Senator from California 
is very well aware that I would agree to anything 
which he proposes, if I possibly could. I have no 
set speech to make in regard to the amendment; 
but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a 
few things, which are constantly transpiring, in 
reference to this general subject. I have every 
confidence that the War Department would do 
what is right; but we have established laws, 
already, in regard to printing and engraving, and 
we have appointed a superintendent to control 
the matter. There has already been a contest in 
the Senate in regard to the printing of the Coast 
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Survey report; and, at.almost every step taken 
here in regard to special-orders for. printing, itis 
proposed to act in such a manner.as:to bring the 
printing, in each particular ease, outside of the 
law, to do it without reference .to the general sys- 
tem which has already been established by law. 

Now, I-do not think that it.is proper to. make 
the appropriation which is proposed-by: the Sen- 
ator from California. But there is an existin 
deficiency in the appropriations for printing; an 
that deficiency has been considered by the-Com- 
mittee on Finance, and is proposed-to be -pro~ 
vided for by the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia. I think the item proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California is embraced in that deficiency 
as part of the aggregate amount; so that, if you 
make the appropriation which he recommends, 
there will be a double appropriation for the same 
object. That is my understanding, on the in- 
formation I have received from the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing. I have. called upon him, 
and asked him to state whether, in making up 
his estimates, he had taken into consideration 
this expenditure; and his reply is, that it was in- 
cluded in the general estimate. 

Mr. WELLER. Will my friend allow me to 
correct him? My understanding is precisely this: 
that in the estimates which were read yesterday 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the Superintendent of Public Printing included 
an estimate for the amount which can be profit- 
ably used in engraving these maps up to the lst 
of July; but he certainly did not intend to inform 
the Senator from Arkansas that this appropria- 
tion would not be indispensable to complete the 
engraving, As a matter of course, the superin- 
tendent estimated for the amount that would be 
necessary to carry on the work wp to the close 
of the fiscal year; but, nevertheless, this appro- 
priation will be necessary before the. engraving 
shall be completed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator’s remark ap- 
plies only to the question of amount; but I have 
other objections to his amendment. There is a 
regular system and a standing law by which the 
whole subject of printing and engraving is gov- 
erned and regulated. Under that system, a regu- 
lar estimate was made up to the time. of which 
the Senator speaks. Supposing him to be cor- 
rect—which I am not prepared to say, but I pre- 
sume that he is—-why is it that we are called on 
in this manner to anticipate ina deficiency bill that 
which will be amply provided for in the regular 
appropriation bill, as soon as it shall be taken 
upand considered? There is no propriety init. 

Tam gladtosee that the Senator has modified his 
amendment; but even after the change which has 
been made, it is not altogether satisfactory tome, 
viewing the subject in the light which I do. Ought 
those who are placed at the head of this. parti- 
cular branch of the public service, and who are 
expected'to see that the laws in relation to it are 
properly executed, to be continually compromised 

y throwing the supervision everywhere else 
than where the law itself has placed it? Must 
there be an exception made in every case where 
printing is-ordered? There is an obligation im- 
pored upon the superintendent thatthe work shall 

e well and properly done, and it must also be 
executed to the satisfaction of a committee of this 
body. Hither the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing is not fit for the position which he occupies, 
and should be removed, or the execution of works 
which the law confides to him ought to be left in 
his charge. 

I constantly find that there are gentlemen -on 
this foor—towards whom I and others bear:the 
most kindly relations—who are willing thus to 
compromise that officer in this- way; but, sir, 
laws and systems are not things that.should be 
compromised in such a manner. . The truth is— 
and I call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
—that, in regard to this pestiferous subject of 
printing, engraving, and binding, an effortis made 
inalmost every instance, when the question comes 
before the Senate, to have exclusive power given 
|| to some particular individual outside the provis- 
ions of the law now in existence. Itis wrong. 
Upon the slightest proposition for printing from 
; any bureau or department, an effort is made to 
|| give it in charge toa higher power, by resolutions 
of our own which are not in accordance with the 
language or with the spirit and intent of the law 
jas we have understood it; and as it has been 
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administered heretofore. This practice has gone 
to a very injurious extent. Occasions are con- 
stantly occurring when these propositions are 
made by Senators innocent of any bad intention, 
but who are induced to think that some good 
may be accomplished by a departure from the 
> law in a particular instance, in consequence of 
the representations of others who are wide awake 
to their own interest, and who keep their real 
object in the back-ground. Such persons give 
- Senators plausible and apparently good reasons 
for doing particular things for their benefit. I 
think this is wrong. 

The law ought to be enforced. I believe the 
general system is a good one, if it be adhered to; 
but if exceptions are to be constantly made by 
us here, putting at defiance the law of the land, I 
know the consequence must be that loss will be 
sustained. When these exceptions are contin- 
ually made, the whole system looks like a piece 
of mosaic work in which there is no uniformity 
and no general plan. If it is allowed that the 
responsibility shall be removed from where the 
law originally placed it, will that responsibility 
exist which ought to rest upon the Superintendent 
of Public Printing? 


hold him toaccount, he will say: ** This case was 
made an exception; do you not see that the re- 


sponsibility has been removed from me, and that |! 
the work was to be exccuted to the satisfaction | 


of a higher power, who received his authority 
from your ownaction??? In some cases you may 
say to him, ‘ Hore is an outrage; these things 
have been done wrongly.”? In return he may | 
roduce your own resolution, to show that he 
fiad no control over it, but was obliged to doit 
to the satisfaction of another and higher power, 
not designated by the law which creates the office 
he holds, and under which he is appointed. 
This practice in regard to printing has been 
constantly growing to such an extent that I have 
been induced to speak upon it. The remarks 
which E have made have been without preparation. 
I did nothear, until the last ten or fifteen minutes, 
that this proposition was to come up; but I have 
spoken because I believe that the Senate ought 
to stop this mode of making exceptions to the 
law in every case that arises. There is nothing 
in the nature of printing which is started, there 
is nota book to be published, there is nota scheme 
set on foot by the Departments, but when it is 
brought forward it is proposed to make it an ex- 
ception. Thus itis that the system which you 


When it is discovered that | 
work has been badly executed, and you attemptto | 


and difficulties to which my friend from Arkan- | 
sas alludes have been produced by a departure 
from the general system. “Some years ago we 
passed a law authorizing the appointment of a 
superintendent, and providing a general system 
of public printing. That system would’ have 
worked well enough; but subsequently a joint 
resolution was passed, conferring additional pow- 
ers on the superintendent. After that, in an ap- 
propriation bill, still further powers were granted 
to him, authorizing him to supervise the action 
of the heads of the Departments. We have 
conferred too much authority on the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing. That was a departure 
from the system. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did the Senator never do an 
unwise thing, or a thing which he regretted? 
Does he claim to be infallible? We are liable to 
commit error. 1 think it was wrong to do that to 
which he alludes; and therefore I stated, a few 
minutes ago, that the Committee on Printing were | 
unanimous in the opinion that the proviso to 
which he objects ought to be repealed. If the 
Senator wishes to indulge in reproaches, and itis 
a gratification to his heart to do so, I beg him to 
indulge in them. 
|! Mr. BRODHEAD. That was about the last 

thing Iwas going todo. $ was about to reproach 
myselfas much as anybody. The Senator from 
Arkansas, it seems to me, is unnecessarily ex- 
cited. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Notatall. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. He spoke of a general 


to show that the departure was an unwise one; I } 
spoke of an act of Congress, and I intended no | 
į personal allusion whatever to my friend from Ar- 
kansas, 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 
were thgauthors of the provision, and we desire 
now to restore things to their former condition. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I did not speak of the 
authors of it; I did not allude to the authors of 
either provision departing from the general sys- 
tem. My friend from Arkansas must have anti- 
i cipated that I was going to say something which 
I did not say, and had no idea of saying. 

Now, sir, under existing laws, which were a 
departure from the system originally established 
under the act of Congress, which was well ma- 
tured, authorizing the appointment of a Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, the head of a Depart- 
i Ment cannot buy ablank book without consulting | 
|| the superintendent. We cannot have any engrav- 


have established is being 
is being reduced to existence in theory alone, as 
something, in fact, which you might as well de- 
clave impracticable, and which you ought to 
repeal, if the present practice continues, 

| humbly and respectfully submit to the Sena- 
tor from California, and to the Senate itself, that 
this printing should take the usual course, and 
the responsibility should be placed where it 
properly belongs. Ifthe individual to whom itis 
confided does not discharge his duties, he ought 
to be removed; and if the Senate should ever hold 
this opinion in regard to the individual holding 
the office of Superintendent of Public Printing, 
whether the present incumbent, or some future 
one, a movement should be made to remove him; 


and I should be proud to assist in throwing sky- | 


high any man not having the confidence of this 
body, and failing to discharge the duties confided 
to him. 

I hope the amendment will not be adopted, on 
the simple ground that I trust the Senator from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, will himself bring forward appropria- 
tions ample and sufiicientfor the deficiencies which 
have occurred in the printing department. 

As I do not know that I shall be here during 


the course of this discussion, and certainly shall ! 


not remain until its end, I must express the hope 
that another improvement will be made, which 
the Committee on Printing unanimously approve; 
which is, that the binding, which was taken away 
from heads of Departments last year, shall be 
restored to them, so that they may control it; but 
still making it the duty of the superintendent to 
see thatitis welldone, and to supervise it; although 
the heads of the Departments, as a matter of 
justice, may select their own binders to execute 
their own work. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, the evils !: 


abrogated by items, and | 


ing done, either at the Departments or here, with- 
iout having the superintendent consulted. I do 
ot know but that he is as good as anybody else; 
iT but it seems to me that we are making one man 
{| work too much, and we are confiding too much 
| Power to him. I think thatthe head of a Depart- 
| ment might be trusted with the power of buying 
j a few blank books when necessary for the use of 
i his Department, and of having them ruled and 
j bound. We can get out of this difficulty very 
ji easily by repealing the joint resolution to which 
| I objected at the time. 
| Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will say to my hon- 
| orable friend from Pennsylvania, that I am in- 
|, structed by the committee, at the proper time, to | 
|| offer a provision repealing that resolution, and I | 
shall be glad to have his aid in its support. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I objected at the time to 
conferring so much power on the Superintendent | 
of Public Printing. [could refer to the debates 
and show that I contended that we should confine : 
the superintendent to the duties specified in the 
act creating his office; but I was overruled, and 
now the difficulties are perceived which I then | 
| foretold. T do not know how far the Committee ! 
| on Printing propose to go in their intended repeal. 
I do not know whether they propose to repeal 
the power conferred on the superintendent, over 
blank books used in the Departments, or the pow- 
| er over the engraving. I think we should go back | 
| to the system originally established in regard to 
i public printing, and confine the superintendent 
| to the duties specified in the act creating his office. 


{ 


I 
| 
{ 
! 


| Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I desire, in a i 


| very few words, to call the attention of the Senate į 
i to the precise question which is now submitted | 
: for their consideration. I think a moment’s re- 
flection will show that about two thirds of the | 
remarks made by my friend from Arkansas have į 
no relevancy whatever to the question which we | 


7 ` | 
system, and of a departure from it. Iwas about | 


are now called upon to determine. The Senate 
might suppose from his remarks that we were 
about to war on some well-established and matured 
system which has been carried on through the 
| office of the Superintendent of Public Printing, 
under the direction of the Committee on Printing, 
of which he is chairman. One would suppose, 
too, that here was a direct effort made to repeal an 
existing law. Now thatisnotthe question? What 
do we propose to do? We propose that these 
maps shall be engraved in accordance with the law 
as it now stands, under the supervision and di- 
rection of the Superintendent of Public Printing. 
There is no change of the law. The only thing 
which by human ingenuity can be converted into 
an attempt to evade the law is the simple decla- 
ration that the work shall be done to the satisfac- 
tion of the War Department. The same provision 
was made in regard to the Coast Survey report. 
I have in my hand the resolution that was adopted 
in regard to the printing, engraving, and publica- 
tion of the Coast Survey report. “There it was 
provided that the work should be done under the 
charge of the Superintendent of Printing, but “to 
the satisfaction of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey.” 

If my amendment wasa violation of the law, to 
which my friend from Arkansas is so devotedly 
attached, the resolution in regard to the Coast 
Survey was equally in derogation of that law. 
In that_case, why was it that you required the 
Coast Survey report to be done to the satisfaction 
of the gentleman having charge of that work? It 
was a particular sort of work which required 
great skill and ability; and it was a mere matter 
of justice to the distinguished gentleman who had 
been placed at the head of the Coast Survey, to 
have that work, in which his reputation is so 
deeply concerned, executed to his satisfaction. 
So itis here. We have various maps which have 
been carefully prepared inthe War Department. 
The value of those maps depend entirely on the 
point whether they are engraved correctly or not. 

henever you attempt to place topography on a 
map, that topography is wholly valueless uuless 
it is strictly accurate. All that we propose is, 
that after theae maps have been prepared at the 
War Department—maps which involve the rep- 
utation of all the officers concerned in making 
them—they shall be engraved to the satisfaction 
of the head of that Department. Is there any 
reflection either on the Committee on Printing, or 
on the Superintendent of Public Printing, in that? 
I do not know but that the Superintendent of 
Printing may understand the art of engraving; 
but I apprehend that he is hardly as well quali- 
fied to sketch topography upon a map as these 
gentlemen in the Corps of Topographical Engi- 
neers, who have made that subject the study of 
their lives. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Who hasasserted that he is? 

Mr. WELLER. Ifheis not as well qualified 
as a topographical engineer, he is not as good a 
judge of the manner in which these maps should 
be engraved ag the head of that corps. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will ask the Senator if 
there is any proposition in his amendment whieh 
relates to engraving, and the plates from which 
the mapsare printed? He speaks of my remarks 
being irrelevant. Now, let me ask him, is there 
anything in his amendment which relates to 
printing the maps after the topographical engi- 
neers in the War Department have prepared and 
engraved their own plates ? 

Mr. WELLER. I am very sorry that my 
friend does not understand the proposition. Iam 
not proposing that this work shall be done under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. T propose 
that itshall be done under the direction of the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, but to the sat- 
isfaction of the War Departinent. That is all. I 
will read my amendment: 


To provide for the engraving of the maps and drawings 
accompanying the reports of the explorations and surveys 
to determine a Pacific railroad route, $49,200 ; and the said 
maps and drawings shall be engraved to the satisfaction of 
the Seerctary of War. 

All that I desire is, that the Superintendent of 
Public Printing shall submit these maps to the 
personal inspection of the Secretary of War, so 
that he shall be satisfied with the’ work before 
they are incorporated into the reports. That is 
the whole question. My friend from Arkansas 
dare not assume that the Superintendent of 
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Printing is as competent a person to decide on the 
proper engraving of a map, or the topography 
that shall be sketched on that map, as the officers 
of the General Government who have had charge 
of this particular work. Then he will see at 
once that it is perfectly proper and right that these 
maps should be submitted by him to some person 
who is competent. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me ask the Senator 
whether the plates from which the maps will be 
punted are not engraved in the War Department 

y the topographical corps ? 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose that the contract 
will be made by the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, and that the engraving, fpr convenience, will 
be executed in the War Department. There will 
be a great advantage resulting from that, because 
as this work is in progress hour by hour, the 
topographical engineer having charge of it can 
overlook it. As f said before, the topography is 
worth nothing unless it is correct, The engineer | 
being on the spot, the work passing under his 
supervision, will be able to correct any errors in 
which the engraver may fall before it becomes 
too late to correct them, i 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 
never have desired to control the engraving done 
for the Government by its own employés. 

Mr. WELLER. Then, if I understand my | 
friend, he will vote with me at last. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir; I take a different 
ground. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think I can explain 
this matter to the satisfaction of my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing. As the 
amendment now stands, it is entirely under the 
control of the superintendent to make the arrange- | 
ments and contracts precisely as he would do in 
any other case. It all remains subject to him | 
and to the Committee on Printing. There is 
simply an insertion of the same provision that 
was put in by common consent in the resolution 
in reference to the Coast Survey report, namely 
that the engraving shall be done to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of War. This would be done 
if the provision were not there; because it is the 
uniform practice of the superintendent to consult 
the authors of any work, and have their approval 
of the engravings before he does them. That is 
the way it stands now. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I desire to call atten- 
tion to one peculiarity in regard to the Coast Sur- 
vey engraving. It is well known that the Coast 
Survey has in its employ, as I am informed upon 
authority which I cannot doubt, the most able 
and perfect artists in the matter of engraving who 
can be found on the continent of America. The 
Committee on Printing, as the Senator from Maine 
will recollect, never proposed that the engraving 
of the plates prepared by the Coast Survey office, 
demanding such extreme accuracy, should be 
taken away from the control of that department 
and put under the charge of the Superintendent 
of Printing, to be by him let out to the lowest 
bidder, as other works are required to be by the 
general law. Neither would the committee now 

ropose that a different course from that which 

as been adopted in reference to the Coast Survey 
report, should be taken in reference to the War 
Department. They have, as I understand from 
the remarks of the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia, officers in that department capable of doing 
this work, and I understand they can do it better 
than anybodyelse. According to theamendment, 
as it stands, this engraving is to be done to the 
satisfaction of the War Department. Now I| 
submit whether the work will not go to the War | 
Department for approval, even if this provision 
be omitted, and the subject be allowed to take the 
usual course. The law covers only the mere 
printing of the plates, and we are all away from 
that point. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If my colleague on the 
committee will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment, I will say that this amendment does not 
change the law in any particular. It does not 
send the engraving to the War Department or 
anywhere else. The Superintendent of Public 
Printing will make the contracts for engraving as 
in all other cases. The simple provision is that 
before the work is accepted, it shall be certified | 
to by, or receive the approval of, the Secretary i 
of War—nothing more, nothing less. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. I sce that we differ materially; 


but there is one paramount consideration-which 
controls me, without going into matters which 
are complex and will confuse any man who has 
not studied the subject thoroughly. It may be 
that I am under a misapprehension as to the ob- 
ject of the Senator from California; but I submit 
that the amendment of the Scnator from Virginia 
makes full provision for all the deficiencies in print- 
ing and engraving. Then, why should we make 
another appropriation on the recommendation of 
another committee? The Finance Committee 
have charge of the subject, and have recom- 
mended the appropriation contained in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia, and it ought 
not to be enlarged. 

Mr. WELLER. I have already said that these 
maps require very great accuracy in order to be 
useful to the Senate and the country; and, there- 
fore, for the purpose of attaining that accuracy, 
we simply propose that the Superintendent of the 
Public Printing, before he decides on the accept- 
ance of the engravings, shall submit them to the 
head of the War Department. These maps are 
all ready for engraving. They have been pre- 
pared by the officers in the War Department; 
they are ready to be passed over to the hands of 
an engraver; and we simply propose by this 
amendment that, before those maps shal] be pub- 
lished to the country, under the official sanction 
of Congress, they shall meet with the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 
of it. 

Tt is also proper that I should remark that the 
estimate which constitutes the foundation of my 
amendment does not include the cost of printing; 
: it is simply the cost of engraving, and that has 
been estimated at $49,200. 
disturb any of the rights which belong to the 
public printer, or any of those which appertain 
| to this very useful committee of ours—the Com- 
mittee on 
abused and never supported in the manner it 
should be. But we desire, in order to obtain that 
strict accuracy which is indispensable to the 
value of these maps, that they shall be executed 
to the satisfaction of a competent judge. The 
Secretary of War, who has charge of all these 
surveys, ought to be a competent judge. 1 may 
say further, that this provision, in its present 
shape, was agreed to by the Senator from Maine 
and myself, who yesterday were unable to 
agree. This, in other words, is our compro- 
mise. 

Mr. JOHNSON, In regard to the compliments 
of the Senator to the Committee on Printing, and 
his high appreciation of their labors, as evinced 
by the remark that they are never supported as 
į they deserve to be, and all that sort of stuff, 
{laughter,} I certainly think it is singular that 
the Senator so often indulges in it. I thank him 
for it. The Committee on Printing have made 
no pretensions. They have never dealt with his 
propositions in an unkindly spirit in any instance 
of which I am aware. As to the derision cov- 
ered beneath hisstatement, I regret that he should 
| find occasion to indulge in it at my expense. 

Mr. WELLER. l ought to say that what I 
said I meant. I think that committee have not 
been sustained by the Senate in their reports as 
they should have been. I know of no position 
in the Senate which I would not rather occupy 
than to be a member of that committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I prefer to resign. 

Mr. WELLER. I am addicted here, it is 


or not, I leave the Senate to decide. Let the Sen- 
ate judge whether Iam more addicted to that sort 
| of language than the Senator himself. Itis some- 


est feeling in the world should be treated and 
received as my remark was. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have a suggestion to make. 
It seems to me that the first point made by the 


and that is, that this expense was covered by the 
original estimate made by the Superintendent of 
Public Printing at the last session. 


necessary, and all the deficienc 
| estimated for in the 
| from the Treasury Department. 
į this amendment of the Senator from California, 
| will, I fear, be appropriating twice to the same 
object. I think, therefore, his amendment ought 


That is the whole į 


We do not wish to | 


ublic Printing—which is oftentimes | 


‘ said, to these things; whether they are * stuff? | 


| what remarkable, that what was said in the kind- | 


j Senator from Arkansas has not been answered, | 


An estimate | 
į was then made for all the engraving which was H 
that exists is | 
papér which I have presented | 

Now, to add į 


Arkansas, SETE 
Mr. WELLER. The only answer-I:have to 
make is this: we are anxious to obtain these mapa 


money now will facilitate their execution; -yonr 


priation now, you will facilitate the execution of 
it by enabling the officers to 
with the work. 
Mr.HUNTER. The honorable Senator from 
California, it seems to me, is proceeding onan 
assumption which is probably a mistake. The 
reasonable presumption is, that when’ they esti- 
mated for the engraving at the last session, they 
estimated for enough; and we are strengthened 
in that impression, because, in estimating for 
their deficiencies, they do not ask for any on the 
score of engraving. ‘This work is :to:-be done 
within this fiseal year. The proper officers esti- 


to accomplish the work of this fiscal year; and, 
when we have given them the amount of their 
original estimate—as we have done—and have 
given them all the estimates for deficiencies which 
they ask, I think we have done enough; and, by 
going further, we run the risk of appropriating 
twice for the same object. Iam unwilling to vote 
for this amendment, because, if already there be 
money enough appropriated for that purpose, the 
work can go on just as fast as if we make this 
additional appropriation. ‘ 

Now, sir, with regard to the other point, I 


as I understand, this is the same compromise 
which was.made in regard to the Coast Survey 


consent of the Committee on Printing, and I do 
not see how it can now interfere, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am free to say that it is 
the same compromise. I thoughtit unwise then, 
but it seemed impossible to get along without in- 
volving more feeling than I wished to be a party 
to, unless we conceded that point; and it was 
done. I thought itwas unwise when it was done, 
but still it was conceded, and I shall not make 
objection to this amendment, 
is concerned. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Betz] asks me whether the present appro= 
priation would authorize the work to be done 
in the mode proposed? I suppose not; but ‘the 
way to get at it would be to provide that so much 
of the appropriation as is already made for en- 
graving, may be applied in the way specified in 
the amendment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. WELLER. There is certainly some migs- 
understanding in this matter. I understand from 
the Superintendent of Printing that a further ap- 
propriation will be necessary besides that which 
is covered by the deficiency to which the Senator 
from Virginia alludes. The amount is more than 
he supposed would be necessary, because he did 
not contemplate executing the work in the man~- 
ner we wish. We wish to have it engraved on 
copper, but it was originally supposed it would be 
Hlithographed. This appropriation, ] understand, 
is necessary to complete the engraving; and if 
such be the fact, you may as well appropriate it 
now as hereafter; and if you appropriate it now, 
and it is not required for that purpose, I take it 
for granted the Departinent will not squander it. 
Then what loss can the Government sustain 4n 
any event? ee 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr, President, I have been 
desirous for the last two days to obtain an oppor- 
tunity to make a suggestion which the Senator 
from California has just made... lt appears to me 
that this additional appropriation, which is to 
increase to so cnormous.an amount the cost of 
printing the surveys of the Pacific railroad routes, : 
is rendered necessary only from the circumstance 
that it is now desired ‘to make these maps com- 
i plete works of art. I find, by reference to the 
| statement which is annexed to the report of the 
i Secretary-of War, that ‘the following ‘estimate 
| has been made of the cost of engraving on copper 
| in the best style of art.” I find that in this esti- 
[sone we are not only to have these reconnois- 


sances of the railroad routes engraved on copper 
‘tin the best style of art,” but we are to add to 


deficiency bill covers an amount sufficient td carry | 
on the engraving until the termination of the fiscal | 
year—the Ist of July; but by making this appro- : 


mated for what they supposed would be enough: 


would suggest to my friend from Arkansas that, : 


Report. That was made, I understand, by the- 


so far as that point > 


not to be made... The Senator from California - 
did not meet that objection of the Senator from 


as Soon as possible; the appropriation . of this: 


go on more -rapidly - 


718. 


Freee e arrarena ee Ne Jem 


them“ panoramic views’’—some of the most 
important and elaborate views selected—** pro- 
files to accompany the general map.” They are 
to. accompany the detailed maps of the routes. 
This altogether makes $50,000 worth of engrav- 
ing for preparatory reconnoissances. 

Now, I would have no objection whatever, 
being favorable myself to the construction of a 
Pacifie railroad, if we shall find it at all practica- 
ble, to pass any legislation adapted to attaining 
the end we all have in view. shall have no 
objection whatever to vote any sum of money 
required for putting the people of the country in 
possession of information, or for having sources 
to which we ourselves could refer during the de- 
bates on the bill. But, sir, I can see no necessity 
for adding this enormous sum to the apprepria- 
tions already made, the only object being—as I 
understand the Senator from California now to say 
—to change lithograph engravings into the most 
expensive engravings on copper, in the finest 
style of art. When we shall eventually have de- 
termined that a Pacific railroad is to be built, and 
when the final surveys of the route shall have 
been made with all the necessary details, it may, 
be necessary, for the purpose of preserving for 
future time accurate and reliable maps of the 
country, to have the charts and the surveys en- 
graved on steel or copper; but to do it at this 
time, for mere preparatory purposes, to spread 
information among the people as to the general 
topography of the country, it seems to me, is 
going to unnecessary expense. I confess that I 
am startled at seeing these estimates. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Finance has told us that it will require, besides 
the appropriations heretofore made, $170,000 to 
finish printing the reports on the Pacific railroad 
routes. We have already made heavy appropria- 


tions for that purpose, and $170,000 more are called | 


for, hat amount would cover all the necessary 
engraving, if it were lithographed; but here is 
a proposition to add $50,000 to that enormous 
expense for the purpose of putting those engrav- 
ings on steel or copper plates, and adding pano- 


people to look at. 1 think we are paying rather 
too dear for this whistle. If the original appro- 
priations. passed by both Houses of Congress 
suffice for the purpose of affording to us what in- 
formation we require for legislation, and suffice 


for spreading amongst the people that general || 


information about the topography of the country 
which they desire to have in directing their own 
emigration and business, itis all that is required 
for the moment. These are only preparatory 
works, and it cannot be necessary to execute 
them in such a style as the Secretary of War 
seoms to anticipate. Let us have them litho- 
graphed, and let us avoid this additional appro- 
priation of $50,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. President, I hope T may be 
excused by the Senate,as I have not fiad the ben- 
cht of the former discussion on this subject, for 
asking a few questions of those better acquainted 
with this matter. I have not been inattentive to 
the discussion; and there is one view of the subject 
to which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bex- 
JAMIN] has just alluded, to which I think attention 
has not been sufficiently directed. This is anim- 
portant amendment, involving an appropriation 
of upwards of $360,000, as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance; and, in addition to that, it is 
proposed by the Senator from California (Mr. 

VELLER] to add an appropriation of nearly 
$50,000 for engravings, 

Some Senators have expressed great surprise 
at this extravagant appropriation, necessary and 
consequent on their own votes. I think there is 
an important principle involved in it, and that 
principle is as to the propriety of the Congress 
of the United States being a book-making and a 
book-purchasing establishment. 


as Lam gratified to see that it has been the sub- 
ye of reflection by many Senators. I think the 
Senator from Louisiana is laboring under a mis- 
take in supposing that what is now proposed is 
for the completion of these works. It is only, 
as I understand, for a continuation of them until 
the Ist of July next. Although it is large, the 
amount now proposed—over $300,000—is not for 
the completion of the three books for which it is 


proposed to be appropriated. Large appropria- 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Then I understand my 
| friend from North Carolina to say that the case 
iis even worse than | supposed. 

| Mr. BIGGS. That is what I believe. 
what l understand from the Senator from Cali- 
fornia it is worse than that. 


From 


Mr. STUART. I think the Senator is under 
a misapprehension upon that subject. If I un- 
derstand it correctly—and I do not speak very 
positively—this is an estimate for the completion 
of these works. The last Congress ordered their 
| publication, and this estimate covers the whole 
| deficiency for completing the publication accord- 
ing to the original plan, so that it all ends with 
this fiscal year. 

Mr. BIGGS. I did not so understand it from 
the remarks made by the Senator from California. 
Į understood from him that this was only a con- 
tinuation, and that there would necessarily be a 
new appropriation made at the next Congress for 
i the completion of these works. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator certainly mis- 
understood me. I said the Senator from Virginia 
proposed by his amendment to furnish means 
enough to carry on the work until the end of the 
' fiseal year, which is the Ist of July; and that this 
appropriation will be necessary after that time to 
| carry on the work. I suppose this is intended 
to cover the whole cost of engraving, and not to 
| include the cost of printing. I may say, how- 
ever, that I am very much inclined to doubt 
whether the estimates of the Superintendent of 
| the Public Printing embrace anything for engrav- 
| ing, because | cannot discover how he could make 
an estimate for it. These maps have never been 
in his possession. They were drawn in the War 
Department. They were never turned over to the 
| Superintendent, and I cannot see how he could 
ihave obtained the necessary data on which to 
| make an estimate; and it is for that very reason 
that I do not think there is any portion of this 


|i amount embraced in the amendment proposed by 
ramic views and other pretly pictures for the 


the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BIGGS. As Í understand the resolution 
herctofore passed by the Senate, authorizing the 
publication of so many thousand copies of this 
work, and ordering them to be printed, including 
the maps and charts, I had supposed (until some 
intimations were thrown out to the contrary) that 
this was an appropriation to complete the work; 
| and, if it be so, itis sufficiently startling in amount, 
lit seems to me, to make the Senate pause in 
| rogard to this book-making. My purpose inrising, 
however, was not to discuss the subject, but to 
ask a question for information from those who 
are hetter acquainted with this matter than I am. 
Can we not stop this book-making by stopping 


c t. I think this | 
point ought to attract the attention of the Senate, 


ithe appropriations? I want to know whether 
| there are any vested rights which render it im- 
proper for us to refuse to grant this appropriation, 
and thereby to stop this great abuse and admitted 
extravagance? Ido not know that there are any 
vested rights that would he violated. I cannot 
| understand it so, but I wish to be informed on 
| that point; because, unless E am in an error in 
| regard to it, my feeling is to vote against all these 
i appropriations, believing that the public interest 
i| would not be promoted by this enormous expendi- 
ture for publishing books. A large portion of 
these books, it is admitted on all hands, are 
worthless and useless; and yet we are here called 
upon, in addition to former appropriations, to 
| vote upwards of three hundred thousand dollars 
' ta publish books. That is buta branch of this 


| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
j 


|i system, if I understand it. 
ji { heard this morning a message announced from 
| the House of Representatives, informing us of 


ithe passage by the House of a proposition to 
; make an appropriation—to what extent I do not 
' know—for buying books; and hereisa very large 
; expenditure now proposed which 1 suppose is 
| but a small amount compared with the aggregate 
| sum that is to be appropriated for the purpose of 
| buying and printing books. If there are any 
| vested rights which render it proper for us to vote 


! vote for it; but if there are not—and I desire the 
; chairman of the Committee on Finance to inform 
: me whether such is the state of the matter now—- 
my inclination is to stop this abuse in the most 
effectual way we can; and that is by stopping the 


| for the appropriation, of course it is my duty to’ 


ie 


f RUSK. The honorable Senator from 
| Louisiana, [Mr. Beysamin,] supposes that he is 
saving a good deal of expenditure by opposing 
this amendment. In that idea he is altogether 
mistaken, for the work has been ordered by a 


resolution of Congress tobe done. He thinks, 
too, that there is an- unnecessary expenditure for 
panoramic views and beautiful pictures. I do not 
know anything about the panoramic views, but 
I suppose they illustrate the geology of the coun- 
try. If the Senator.will examine’ the estimates 
he will find that by striking out the panoramic 
views, he will save the enormous sum of $2,500! 
That is their whole cost. This is the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of War, a gentleman of 
good sense, and I believe he has always shown— 
at least while in the Senate—a spirit of economy 
in regard to expenditures. I do not know, and 
therefore [am not prepared to say, what these 
panoramic views will exhibit; but his recommend- 
| ation convinces me that they will be useful. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. Bices} desires to know whether there are 
any vested rights which would be disturbed by 
refusing the appropriation; and whether, by re- 
fusing it altogether, we should save this expense. 
I will answer him. A law of Congress required 
reconnoissances to be made over four different 
routes between the Mississippi and our posses- 
sions on the Pacific. Reconnoissances were made 
at anexpense of several hundred thousand dollars, 
and they were made by officers very capable of 
performing the duty. 'The reports of those officers 
exhibit a country with the qualities and nature of 
which we were totally unacquainted before. They 
surveyed aline on the extreme north, two others 
in the center, and another on the extreme south. 
This labor has been done. Their examinations 
will give a correct view of acountry before totally 
: unknown, The expense for making the surveys 
has been incurred and paid for; and now the ques- 
tion is, whether or not we shall publish the re- 
sults of this expenditure. 

If it is to be accomplished in that manner, the 

better plan would be to repeal the order entirely. 
If this information in regard to a vast uninhabited 
extent of country, which belongs to the United 
States, is so useless, the better plan is, rather than 
cavil at the items in this appropriation, to repeal 
the resolution by which it was ordered to be pub- 
lished. Then, after having expended a large 
amount of money to obtain this information, throw 
it into the fire to avoid voting what is necessary to 
make the information available. Thatis a species 
of economy which I hope will not be sanctioned 
! by the Senate. 
i Mr. BENJAMIN. If Iam mistaken on this 
; subject, I have been ted into error by the Senator 
i from California. [understood from his remarks 
that the appropriation made at the last session was 
sufficient for the publication of all these maps; 
and that the additional appropriation now asked 
for, resulted from the fact that the Secretary of 
War was recommending that these maps should 
be engraved upon copper, and executed in the 
finest style of art. I stated that I saw no neces- 
| sity for anything of that kind, because these are 
mere preparatory works. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not see how the Sena- 
tor could have misunderstood me so widely. I 
am not aware that we have yet made any appro- 
priation for the engraving of these maps; and 
therefore, how he could have understood me as 
saying that there was a deficiency in the amount 
appropriated, for the reason that we now propose 
to engrave instead of lithograph them, I cannot 
very will conceive. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. When I rose before, the 
Senator from California had just stated, as I un- 
derstood, that the necessity for this additional 
appropriation resulted from the fact that the Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing had made his 
calculations for lithographing, and that it was 
now proposed to put them on metal. 

Mr. WELLER. I did not desire to be so un- 
derstood. I said that if the Superintendent of 
Public Printing had made an estimate for the en- 
graving, no doubt it would be found that he had 
proposed to have the maps lithographed instead of 


engraved; and, therefore, as I desired to have the 
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work executed in the best manner, this appro- 
priation was necessary to effect the object. 
Now, I believe the Superintendent of Public 
Printing has only estimated for the ordinar 
amount of that work which is generally done in 
the fiscal year, and therefore his estimate does 
not cover this appropriation. I said that I had 
no doubt he had estimated for the lithographing, 
if he had estimated at all—a fact of which I was 
not aware—but that this amount was necessary 


to have the work executed in the manner I desired, : 


which was to have it engraved. The only object 
I had in view was that the head of the topograph- 
ical corps should be secure in the safe and proper 
transfer of these maps to the copper plate. I wish 
to have it done to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
‘of War, so that he shall see that it is properly 


transferred from the maps to the copper plate. 


That is the whole of it. 


I believe the work ought to be executed in this; 


manner. We had the information to which the 


Senator from Louisiana alludes, long ago. These 


are not mere preparatory reconnoissances, as he 
supposes. We sent parties out to ascertain the 
most practicable route fora railroad, and also to 


obtain a great deal of information of the natural | 
history of the country, its topography, its miner- i 


alogy, its botany, &c. These parties were all 
authorized to obtain this information, because it 
was really an unknown country. We had very 
little knowledge of it, except from those who had 
casually passed through’ it. We have now 
obtained ail that information, which I consider to 
be very valuable. We are now enabled, for the 
first time, to make a map which gives correctly 
the character of that immense region, and I pro- 
pose to have it executed in the best manner in 
which it can be done. 

Mr. RUSK. I have just been informed by the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, that these 
maps will be almost entirely useless unless they 
are engraved upon copper. 


Mr. WELLER. Every person knows that if 


you were to undertake to lithograph ten thousand | 


copies, before one half of them were exccuted it 


would be impossible to trace any of the lines on | 
the stone; and the maps would be entirely use- | 


less; in my judgment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to inquire whether 
this appropriation is for work and labor to be 
done, or that has been done. 

Mr. WELLER. Itis for work to bedone. I 
stated distinctly that these maps have been per- 
fected, but they are still in the Department of 
War. ‘They are ready to be transferred to the 
engraver, and this appropriation is necessary to 
execute that work. Thatis what we ask for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall vote against it; 
and I have pretty much made up my mind, in 
view of the great expense and profusion, as I 
conceive, in the waste of money in books, maps, 
and engravings, to vote against them all, unless 
there be some special exigency or emergency de- 
manding a special appropriation in any case. We 
have become a great publishing house. I doubt 
whether the Harpers publish more volumes than 
the Senate of the United States does, at an enor- 
mous expense. The expenses of this whole Gov- 
ernment about sixty or seventy years ago were 
not equal to the money which you now expend 
for the printing of this body and the other House. 
Sir, is not this a great enormity? Is it not time 
that we looked toit? Is it not time that we cor- 
rected this abuse? Whom do we take our coun- 


sels from as to the necessity of publishing books? | 


Generally from those who are interested in their 
publication, 

Lam totally opposed to this system. I shall 
vote against any appropriation for anything of 
the sort. I have been looking at a book filled 
with the most costly engravings; I mean Gilliss’s 
work. 
tem, Mr. President, and we shall be culpable if 
we do not put a stop toit. For one, I am de- 
termined to do it. The extravagance which 1 
have witnessed on thissubject has driven me into 
economy, and I intend to act upon it until the 
evil be corrected. 
osition. 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, there is un- 


doubtedly an: abuse existing in the publication | 
of books not required by the public service. Prop- | 


ositions have been brought here really to buy 
books in order. to distribute them—books that 


It is a monstrous and extravagant sys- 


I shall vote against the prop- į 


have not been written or published by officials of 
this Government. There are other cases where 
officials have turned aside from their official duty 
and became authors, and written essays and his- 
tories; and while we have been publishing the 


| results of their official labors, we have extended 


the area too much, and have embraced what did 
not properly pertain to their official business. 

here is an undoubted abuse; and I am not 
certain but that the instance alluded to by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky is one of that 
description. But the case which is now pre- 
sented to the Senate is one of a different charac- 
ter. Here youhave employed officers of the Gov- 
ernment to make surveys for a great public service. 
They have made those surveys, and they have 
presented maps ready to be transferred to metal 
for publication; and is it now proposed by the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, after we 
have done this, after the: work is accomplished, 
when the result is ready to be published, when it 
is in the appropriate sphere of the officer who has 
TS it, that this Government shall turn 
short about, and not give it to the public, or at 
least not give it to the public in that form which 
any business man of sense would adopt in his 
own transactions? 

While I go with the Senator from Kentucky to. 
the extent which I have indicated, yet when I come 
to the appropriate act of an officer of this Govern- 
ment, (which is conducive to the public interests, 
and which is necessary to the understanding, not 
only by Congress, but by the country, of the sub- 
ject on which that officer has been’ acting—one 
that is.connected with the great interests of the 


country,) I should consider it not economy, but | 


parsimony,to stop short,and not complete the 
work. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
against this amendment, because Iam not satisfied 
but that we should be appropriating twice to the 
same object; but in regard to the residue of the 
deficiency estimated for by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, I do not well sce how we can avoid 
appropriating it. [asked the Senator from Maine, 
(Mr. Fessexpen,] who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, if we could not stop the res- 


idue of Gilliss’s personal narrative, and confine | 
| the appropriation only to printing the astronom- | 


ical observations—that portion alone which I was 
willing to print. He informs me that all of it is 
printed already with the exception of the volume 
which is to give us the astronomical observations. 
We shall therefore have to pay for it, as that is 
work done, ` 


In regard to the report of the Pacific railroad 


explorations, I confess it seems to me to be a 
large sum. I wish it could be curtailed, and in 
some way, perhaps, it ought to be; but I have no 
means of saying how it can be done. The Sen- 
ator from Maine, who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and whom I consulted, says 
he sees no way in which it can be done; we have 
either to print it or not; and it has been already 
ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator will excuse 
me for interrupting him, I will say there has been 
no arrangement made yet in regard to the en- 
graving. If the Senate choose,.they can dispense 
with the maps and drawings, and everything of 
that kind. T'should not be in favor of it myself, 
for I think, having gone so far, and spent so 
much money, we had better go through and 
make the work what it was intended to be. The 
Senate, or at least Congress, can prevent the pub- 
lication. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course, such a work as 
this would be worth nothing without maps and 
drawings. I say, therefore, I do not see, unless 
we refuse to print it at all, how we can avoid 
paying for it. We have ourselves no means of 
saying what it will cost. The estimate comes 
from those who are intrusted with the office of 
estimating for such things, whose duty it is, who 
have more knowledge of such subjects than we 
canhave. Therefore, we shall have to vote it. 

In regard to the general question of voting ap- 


propristions for books, I agree entirely with the | 


enator from Kentucky; and he will find me 


voting with him whenever any proposition is | 
made to order them; but if he will look into | 
| this matter he will find that he cannot escape 
for them by simply voting against my | 


payin 2 
amendment. Jt appropriates money which we 


Mr. President, I shall vote | 


cannot escape paying, unless! we revoke the orders: 
of the two Houses-of Congress ander which the. 
works are. directed to be printed: : EPS Pies 

of. the: 


Mr. PRATT. Was it notar order 
Senate-alone. WA SRS 

Mr. HUNTER. There:is an order from both: 
Houses. Unless the Senate ean’ and do revoke 
that order, we shall have to pay for. the works 
and if we should refuse this: appropriation what: 
would be the effect?» There isan appropriation: 
for the printing of this year, but the appropriation: 
1s hot now. enough to cover all the demands which: 
will be made upon it. If we were to vote. down: 
the amendment of the Committee on Financé; it 
would be paid for out of the existing appropri» 
ation; and we cannot prevent it unless we revoke 
the orders. As that cannot be done, and as there 
is a deficiency to this amount, Ido not see what 
we can do except to-pay for the work which has: 
been done, and to pay for the. work which hag 
been ordered by the competent authorities. 

In regard to the propriety of the original orders, 
I agree with the. Senator from Kentucky that 
some of them ought never to have been mades: 
but having been made we must.carry them out. 
I suppose that in some form or shape we ought 
to have printed the explorations for a Pacific 
railroad; we could not avoid that. I say, then, I 
do not see how we can avoid paying for defici~ 
encies actually estimated, but I shall not vote for 
the amendment of the Senator’ from California, 
because I am. afraid.that by adopting it we shall 
be appropriating twice for the same object. Phe’ 
appropriations for printing are already immense, 
and I do not desire to swell them by any unneces- 
sary vote. : 

Mr. RUSK. It is rather singular that there 
has been no opposition to theamendment offered: 
by the Committee on Finance, to which this isan 
amendment, containing an appropriation, E think, 
of over $300,000, while this only appropriates’ 

49,000. Included within the large appropriation’ 
is that for Gilliss’s report, which enormous! 
encumbers the mail. It gives a history of Chili, 
a country outside of our jurisdiction, with which 
we. have no concern and no interest whatever ` 
There are also, I believe, about four volumes 
printed and paid for of the expedition to Japan— 
a country over which we have no jurisdiction. I 
hear no opposition raised to these appropriations. 

Mr. HUNTER. I said 1 consulted the Sena: 
tor from Maine to know if we could. not stop the: 
residue of Gilliss’s report. He said it was all 
printed except the astronomical observations. _ 

Mr. RUSK. The only practicable proposition 
in the whole amendment,.and the only one which 
is likely to result in benefit to the country—I mean 
the proposition in reference to the Pacific railroad 
explorations—is that which encounters all the 
opposition. ‘Those explorations have been. within: 
our own territory, to ascertain’ the practicability 
of a railroad between our Atlantic and. Pacific 
possessions.. The officers charged with that dut 
ascertained the climate of the country, the qual- 
ity of its soil, its geological formation, and other 
information of a useful and practical character; 
and such as, if thrown. before the country, will 
result in making several lines of settlement from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific States. And. yet, in 
an appropriation of upwards of $300,000 for the 
purpose of printing books, this-is the only thing 
which seems to encounter serious-opposition; and 
that too when it is only an appropriation of 
$49,000 to complete a work which has already 
cost several hundred thousand dollars. 

These explorations have been made under a 
law of Congress by the officers of the Govern- 
ment. Their reports have been made; and the 
maps necessary to illustrate them, and without 
which the reports would be to a great extent use< 
less, have been prepared with: great care-and at- 
tention, and they are now ready for engraving. 
The question is simply will Congress make an 
appropriation for the purpose of engraving those 
maps in a style corresponding with their useful- 
ness. In a few years from this time, on very: 
many of these lines, we shall see a dense opu- 
lation, and that population will be attracted there 
by the expenditure of this money and the inves- 
tigations whieh have been made, 

If it was wrong to ascertain whether we hada 
valuable country between this and the Pacific—if 
it was wrong to make any exploration to ascer- 
tain whether we could get there over our. own. 
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territory, rather than be compelled io depend upon 
another country for intercourse between the dif- 


ferent sections of the United States—the original |! 
appropriation ought to have been opposed at the | 


beginning. I did not regard it as wrong at the 
commencement, and I do not consider it wrong 
now. I think, however, it will be very suicidal 
to stop the appropriation now, and refuse to lay 
that information, which I think is very valuable 
tothe country, before the people. Besides, in 
order to do that, we must necessarily retrace our 
steps, and repeal several laws which we have 
assed. 

Mr.PRATT. Isubmitto my honorable friend 
from Texas that he does not state correctly the 
position which we who oppose the amendment 
occupy. In the estimates of deficiency included 
in the proposition of the Senator from Virginia to 


appropriate $301,000, is an estimate of $170,000 | 


for the Pacific railroad reports; $170,000 of the 
$301,000 is to pay for those reports—and that 
amount includes the estimate for the publication 
of the maps and all the necessary views of the 
country in the manner in which it was originally 
proposed to publish them. . 

Mr. WELLER. Thereis a great deal of con- 
fusion here in regard to the facts, and so far as I 
am concerned, I have been misled by the repre- 
sentations of others. 1 am inclined to believe 
that if gentlemen will take the trouble to examine 
the estimates, they will find that there is no esti- 
mate made for engraving at all. The estimate is 
in these words: 

“The Pacitic railroad reports are estimated to make six 
volumes, one of which is completed and paid tor. Twenty- 
three thousand nine hundred and twenty copies of each 
volume are ordered to be printed, the paper and printing of 
which cost $34,101 79. Estimating the five volumes yet to 
be printed to cost the same per volume, the aggregate will 
be $170,508 95. : 

He estimates that the remaining five volumes 
will cost precisely the same as the first volume; 
and this statement satisfies me that he did not in- 
clude the engravings of the maps in his estimates, 
and therefore I believe not a dollar of the appro- 
priation provided for by the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia, can’ be expended on cn- 
graving. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator certainly does not 
know the fact that it is notincluded. He makes 
his argument on the statement which is contained 
in the estimate; but before we make an appropri- 
ation, I apprehend there should be some cer- 
tainty. The proper Department has estimated 
or has not estimated. 

Mr. RUSK. I suppose if the first estimate 
does include it, and we should make a double 
appropriation, there is no fear that it will be ex- 
pended twice. 

Mr. PRATT. I have no doubt the Superin- 
tendent of Printing, as one of the committee 
stated yesterday, expressly said there was an es- 
timate for the publication of these maps. The 
additional appropriation of $49,000 is on account 
of the difference in the manner in which those 
maps are to be exccuted. According to theap- 
pe as originally made, the maps were to 

e printed in one way: according to the estimate 
of the Secretary of War now made they will re- 
quire $49,000 more to have them engraved in the 
manner in which he desires. That is the whole 
truth of the matter, I apprehend. According to 


the original design we were to pay $170,000 in | 


addition to what has already been paid under our 
contract, for the purpose of having these reports 


published. We are not disposed to prevent the | 


rinting of them; bat we say that was a much 


[arser sum than we supposed it would cost at the | 
time when the resolution was passed, and we are || 


not disposed now to add $50,000 more to that 
enormous appropriation for the purpose of hav- 
ing these maps engraved in a manner which was 
not originally designed. I have asked for the 


yeas and nays on this amendment, as I desire to | 


indicate my opposition to increasing the original 
appropriation by voting against the amendment 
of the Senator trom California. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HAMLIN, I desire to state what is my 
understanding in relation to the estimates already 
made in regard to this matter, and I believe Lam 
authorized to say that my understanding is right. 
At the proper time, the Superintendent of Public 
Printing furnishes his estimate to cover the print- 
ing and engraving for the coming year. Whether 


|i that estimate is right, whether it shall prove 
| accurate at the end of the year, no man can tell. 
He cannot tell; he gathers the best information 
that is possible after obtaining all the knowledge 
he can. He makes one general estimate to cover 
the printing and another to cover the engraving. 
His estimate for the present year was made after 
this report was ordered to be printed, and conse- 
quently this engraving must, of necessity, have 
been included in that estimate. When the year 
i shall have expired, will that estimate cover all 
the engraving for the year? It may be that it 
will; it may be that it will not. e doa not 
know. Then is it necessary to anticipate that 
there will be a deficiency? I think not; but that 
there has been an estimate made in gross, as I 
have said, I understand distinctly from the super- 
intendent. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have endeavored to get 
some information on this subject from the Super- 
| intendent on Public Printing, who is now in the 
| Chamber, and I understand from him that there 
lis in reality, in the estimates already made, no 
appropriation for this engraving. I shall have, 
therefore, to vote for the amendment. He says 
that, in the beginning of the year, knowing the 
| different works which are ordered by Congress, 
and knowing what quantity of engraving it is in 
his power to get done during the year, he esti- 
| mates for the quantity which he can get done in 
| the year. For instance, he may be able to get 
1; $100,000 or $150,000 worth of engraving during 
ithe year; and if he supposes that much will be 
| wanted, he estimates for it; but it is not appropri- 
ated to any particular work in his estimate. The 
deficiency estimate which has now come in from 
the Treasury Department is not intended, I un- 
derstand, to cover the cost of engraving these 
maps. It will, therefore, be necessary for us, of 
| course, to appropriate for engraving them. The 
objection I made was to the exceeding expense 
which seemed to be required in consequence of | 
the Secretary of War proposing to do this work 
in the best style of art, on steel or copper-plates. | 
I am informed, however, on that point, that the 
| difference in cost will not be so great as some 
of us suppose; perhaps not more than ten or | 
twenty percent.additional. For that difference, { 
must confess I would prefer the copper plate for | 
such work as topographical maps. Under these 
| circumstances I shall withdraw my opposition to 
this amendment, and shall vote for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I was 
not here when the proposition alluded to by my 
| friend from Texas [Mr. Rusx] was made. ivan 
not here when the appropriation of $300,000 for 
the continuation of the work of Mr. Gilliss was 
made. f cannot, therefore, be accused of incon- 
sistency in opposing this proposition, and sus- 
taining that; nor would I by my action put any 
discredit or dishonor on Congress by voting 
against paying for work that has been done. 
‘Therefore 1 asked the question, before I made 
any objection, whether this appropriation was 
for work to be done, or work which had been 
i; done? and I was answered that it was for work 
|| to be done. That is the ground of my opposi- 
tion, 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that that was the answer of the 
‘| Senator from California in regard to the amend- 
ment to the amendment—to appropriate $49,000 
ij for maps. That is work yet to be done. 

il Mr. CRITTENDEN. [understand it so. I 
do not understand exactly the state of the ques- | 
tion, but I understand it is to appropriate for | 


l 


maps to be engraved, §49,000. I intend to vote 
against that. We are told, however, that we i 
: shall be constrained to vote this appropriation of | 
: money beeanse by a joint resolution of Congress | 
i this work has been ordered to be done. Well, | 
| 
1 
| 
1 


H 


sir, we shall be bound to pay for it when it is 
done, but that joint resolution does not say when 
ii it shall be done. We are not bound to pay for | 
|i it now; it is not nominated in the bond that we 
| shall have it done instantly. We have no pre- 
|! sent public necessity for it. It is supposed that 
ij this year our appropriations will amount to near- 
‘ly seventy millions of dollars; and yet we are 
|| going on anticipating work of no present utility 
‘whatever. It is not to inform the people of the 
|! route of the railroad; it is not to give the people 
j additional geographical instruction; that is not 
i! the object. The object is to furnish the means 


of accomplishing a great public work by Con- 
gress, when it shall think proper to undertake it. 
Well, sir, when we are ready, or when anybody 
else is ready, to undertake to make a railroad to 
the Pacific, then these documents may be useful, 
but not now. Icean, therefore, consistently with 
the joint resolution which directs this work to be 
done, by my vote refusing an appropriation for 
it, so far as I am concerned, postpone the exe- 
cution of needless and expensive work, as I 
think. 

As I said before, I have been driven into econ- 
omy on this subject by the very extravagance of 
which Congress has been guilty, and for which 
we ourselves are to blame, and which it is our 
bounden duty, in my humble opinion, to correct 
as soon as possible, and as rapidly as possible. ` 
These appropriations are always made upon plaus- 
ible grounds—grounds that have been sufficient 
to deceive us as to their great public necessity and 
utility. We make general orders for such work 
to be done. It is done, and then comes upon us 
a long series of expenses upon expenses from the 
doing of the work, and the writing of books, and 
the engraving of maps to accompany it. 

It is thought that these reports and maps are 
necessary to give us geographical accounts of the 
country. Why, sir, we can have these geograph- 
ical accounts of the country much cheaper, and we 
shall be sure to have them as early, without any 
interposition on the part of the Govenment, as 
the progress and policy of settlement requires it. 
That we may be certain of, and there is therefore 
no necessity for this publication now at any rate. 
I may be constrained to vote for it hereafter, If 
gentlemen order the work to be done now, of 
course it must be paid for. I acknowledge that; 
and no vote of mine shall ever go to contradict a 
resolution of the Senate for the payment of labor 
done for it; but I see no necessity for doing this 
—none at all. 

Nor dol fear falling into parsimony on the sub- 
ject. I am always sorry to disagree with m 
friend from Texas; but it is this sedulous avoid- 
ance of anything like parsimony, as it is called, 
which has run us into extravagance. What gen- 
tleman can say that there is not extraordinary 
extravagance now in regard to printing? Every 
Senator will say so; and how do we treat it? We 
do not know the expense of any particular work 
when we order it. Hereis the parent and the 
source of these deficiency bilis.. You make a gen- 
eral appropriation of $150,000 for engraving. All 
that is applied to portions of the work intended 
to be engraved, and you are asked afterwards for 
the other. 

Mr. President, it ought to be the rule of the 
executive Departments—it is the law of Congress 
—that the Departments shall not exceed the ap- 
propriations made in any contract they may make 
for any work, either for publishing a book or 
erecting a fortification, or building a ship, or any~- 
thing else. The money that Congress has appro- 
priated ought to be sufficient for the purpose, 
and they should stop when the money is gone, 
and we ought to have none of these deficiency 
bills. What would we say of a gentleman who 
calculated his income and expenditure, and should 
find that he had overstepped his income one third 
or one fourth or one fifth at the end of the year? 
He. would be a very poor calculator. I should 
suppose thata Government like ours might cal- 
culate with some accuracy its expenses, and that 
the appropriations would not result in any de- 
ficiencies to be made here by thousands and 
millions, as we make them up here. I am for 
discouraging this whole system; I am for cor- 
recting this misappropriation of money, as I 
think, and I will vote against it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, this debate, 
I think, will be of use to us when we come to 
consider motions to print documents in future. 
We have learned much during this discussion. I 
have been an attentive listener, and I concur with 
the general sentiment expressed against the ex- 
travagance in this matter of publishing books. I 
do not believe, although we have bad much in- 
formation on this subject, that the Senate is yet 
informed of the extent of the extravagance to 
which we have gone. Why, sir, but a few 
moments ago I inquired of the Superintendent 
of Public Printing what was the expense of pub- 
lishing the reports of Wilkes’s expedition, and I 
understand from him that there have been paid 
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out on account of that alone nearly a million and 
a quarter of dollars! and yet the Government is 
not in possession of a single copy of the work. 
I inquired the actual expense of printing Perry’s 
book of the Japan expedition, and he tells me 
$200,000! Within a few years back the Gov- 
ernment has gone down, down on this subject 
beyond the worst anticipations and fears of the 
men who were here twenty years ago. This 
monstrous evil must be arrested. I think we all 
agree that this book-making must be abandoned. 
How shall it be done? Honorable gentlemen tell 
us we must not vote against this proposition to 
complete books, the printing of which is com- 
raenced now; that such a course will not remedy 
the difficulty; that this work relating to Japan is 
half finished, and that Gilliss’s work is printed. 
I understand the work relating to Commodore 
Perry’s expedition is full of pictures and most 
costly engravings of shells, and birds, and snakes, 
and bugs in Japan, with God knows how many 
maps that are appended to it of surveys. 

Now, sir, [should like to hear something prac- 
tical suggested as to the course we ought toadopt 
hereafter, to prevent the recurrence of a similar 
state of things. It appears to me that the Com- 
mittee on Finance of this body must be mainly 
relied upon to correct these evils in future. I know 
of no effectual remedy, unless it can be had 
through the committees of the Senate. It is their 
duty to look into these matters, and apprise us, 
when propositions for printing such books are 
made in the Senate, what is to ‘be the whole cost 
of the books. What Senator supposed, when 
he voted for printing Wilkes’s book, that it was 
to cost what the superintendent now states? 

Mr. HALE, How much? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He says nearly $1,250,000, 
and $200,000 for Perry’s work on Japan. Who 
imagined that we were to go to such an enormous 
expense when those propositions were made? 

hen such propositions are made, the Senate 
should be informed of the whole expense they 
are about to incur. I hope that hereafter we 
shall refuse to vote for any proposal for printing 
books like this until we know the length, breadth, 
heighth and depth of it. 

It is often said, when a proposition for printing 
a book is made, that the work is to cost but a few 
thousand dollars; and gentlemen, in the liberality 
of their hearts, say: ‘* Well, it is no great matter; 
let it go;’’ but when we are called on to foot the 
bill, we find that we have been expending hun- 
dreds of thousands, and millions of dollars. In 
regard to this book of Commodore Perry, if the 
work is not more than half done, I would prefer 
to pay all damages, all expenses incurred, and 
get rid of it; and so in regard to Gilliss’s book. 
This must, however, be the subject of inquiry, 
and I do not know any committee to which we 
could look with more confidence to arrest these 
evils than the Committee on Finance; and to that 
committee it sċems to me the whole subject most 
property belongs. f 

Mr. GEYER. Ido not propose to go into the 
gencral subject of pining or economy in the pub- 
lic expenditures. I desire to confine myself to the 
facts connected with the question before the Sen- 
ate. There was no specific appropriation, itis to 
be borne in mind, for any of these works—none 
for the printing of either of the works now to be 
paid for. There was no specific appropriation for 
the engraving. There was a general appropria- 
tion made in advance for printing and engraving 
forthis year. ‘The books were ordered to be pub- 
lished at the Thirty-Third Congress—some of 
them at the first session, and the residue at the 
second session of that Congress, The appropri- 
ation for the paper and printing was an aggregate 
sum. It turns out that that appropriation has 
been exhausted in the publication of other works, 
and not a cent of it has been applied to the pub- 
lication of either Gilliss’s report, or the railroad 
exploration, or the Japan expedition report. 
This estimate is now made to cover the entire ex- 


penses of those works. Therailroad exploration |! 


report, it 18 said, will amount to six volumes, and 
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| gress itself, ‘These are orders made by Congress 


will cost $170,000 for the publication which was | 
ordered by the Thirty-Third Congress. That 
amount, which is proposed to be incorporated in 
the bill by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, is the entire cost of allthe work. Two 
volumes of Gilliss’s report have been published ; 
and one volume of the railroad exploration, of 
which five volumes remain to be published. We 
have the estimate for those five volumes, and there 
is no estimate for the engraving. Gentlemen, 
therefore, labor under a mistake when they sup- 
pose that the appropriation proposed by the select 
committee interferes at all with the estimates made 
by the Superintendent of Printing. He has esti- 
mated for the printing of the six volumes of the | 
railroad exploration, but not a dollar for the en- | 
graving.” 

Mr. HUNTER, We supposed that he included 
in his estimates last year, the engraving for this 
fiscal year. He estimated for what would be the 
whole expense of his department, including en- 
graving; and now, when he makes an estimate 
for deficiencies, he specifies items in which he 
supposes there will be deficiencies, but he asks 
for no deficiency in regard to engraving. 

Mr. GEYER. He estimates this as a deficiency; 
that is to say, he estimates that $170,000 will be 
required to pay for the publication of the six 
volumes, and he does not include in that suma 
single cent for the engraving of the maps. The 
only question is, whether that is not as mucha 
deficiency as the cost of printing any one of the 
volumes. If we are to pay for the printing of 
books as a deficiency in this bill, why not pay for | 
engraving also? The only question, it seems to 
me, is whether we shall have the engraving, as 
proposed by the Secretary of War, or whether 
we shall have a mere lithograph, which it is said | 
by those who pretend to understand the subject 
—I do not—is altogether inappropriate for this 
species of work. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I rise to reply | 
to some remarks of the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Criarron,] in relation to the Committee on | 
Finance. He complains of the appropriations for 
books, and says that itis the duty of the Finance 
Committee to prevent them. How is it their 
duty more than that of any other committee? 
What do the Finance Committee know of them? 
I did not know until this morning that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware had moved to print ten thou- 
sand copies of a map brought in here. This isa 
matter which belongs properly to the Committee | 
on Printing. Whenever the Finance Committee | 
endeavor to prevent the insertion of amendments 
which they regard as improper to appropriation 
bills, they are accused of exceeding their juris- 
diction; and how can they prevent them unless 
they get somebody to vote with them? Does 
that Senator vote against these appropriations? | 
I suspect I have voted against many more of 
them than he has, and yet he says it is the duty 
of the Committee on Finance to see to this matter 
of printing, and that they ought to be able to ex- 
plain it. Why, sir, how can we explain it other- | 
wise than by presenting the estimate of the com- 
petent authorities? They say this amount is due, 
that it is necessary to execute orders—made by 
whom? By the Executive? No, sir; but by Con- 


itself, 

Suppose you refuse this appropriation; the | 
order is in existence, and unless you repeal it, | 
the printer will go on printing these books; and | 
will he not claim to be paid out of the exist- | 
ing appropriation as long as it lasts? There is | 
an appropriation for the .present fiscal year for | 
printing for this session of Congress. The print- į 
ers would go on to execute the orders of the | 

i 
i 
i 


Senate and House, and as long as the appropri- 
ation lasted they would be paid as much as for 
printing your reports and journals, or any other |j 
portion of the public printing. The only mode 
of remedying it, ifit can be done, is by revoking 
the orders which have been made; and thatis a4 


remedy which can only be partially eyelet be- 
cause we cannot revoke erdersmade by the House | 


of Representatives, though we can revoke those 
made by ourselves. ese 
If the Senator can tell me how we can stop any 
of these books, and will present us a mode of ac- 
complishing it, he will find me voting with him. f . 


-have not voted for Gilliss’s report, or any of these 


books; I have always opposed them; but when 
we inguire in relation to them, we are told that 
all has been printed which we did not want, and 
all that is yet to be printed is the astronomical 
observations. Will he stop that? I understand 
from the Senator from Maine, who isa member 
of the Committee on Printing, that the most im- 
portant and the most expensive portion of the 
Japan work has been executed. If so, it would 
be useless to stop it now. If noncof it has been 
executed, or but little has been executed, I will 
vote to revoke the order for printing it. Then let 
him bring in his proposition. When he wishes 
to obtain explanations in regard to printing, 
why does he not inquire of the Printing Commit- 
tee which was created for that purpose? The 
Committee on Finance have no jurisdiction of 
that subject, All that we have to do is to pro- 
pose appropriations for moneys which are re- 
quired in the execution of some law, or by some 
order of Congress. This deficiency is presented 
to us as one which will be required in order to 
execute orders made by Congress itself, not by 
the Executive. There is nobody responsible for 
it but Congress; and those are responsible who 
voted for the printing, and not those who voted 
against it. Now, sir,a word in regard to the 
deficiencies in this bill. Take the deficiency in 
the War Department. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky must perceive, on reflection, that it is not 
to pay for money expended against law, but it is 
because there is a current branch of the public 
service—the military branch—for which we have 
not appropriated money enough. If we choose, 
we can refuse this appropriation; we can recall 
our Army from the field; we can stop the defense 
of the frontier. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand that I am 
voting now upon an amendment to an amend- 
ment, which amendment to an amendment makes 
an appropriation of $49,000 for printing maps. 
That isall I am voting against. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Tagree with the Senator if 
that is all; but I understand him to be against the 
whole deficiency bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My remarks. on defi- 
ciency bills were general, Ido not know any- 
thing about this. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say, in regard to 
this bill, that I believe it contains no item to pay 
for money expended without the authority of law. 
If it does, I am not aware of it. , 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, Í certainly have 
no disposition to prolong this debate, for I am > 
very anxious to vote. The debate has already 
taken a very wide range, and I trust that the dis- 
cussion will have a useful influence upon the future 
policy of the Government on this subject of print- 
ing. It is very obvious that the system has been 
one of great liberality, if not of prodigality. I 
am one of those who would endeaver, as far as 
my feeble judgment would cnable me to do so, to 
discriminate properly in this business of printing. 
Ihave no idea that we shall ever discard itso ën- 
tirely as some Senators suggest. A great number 
of works, such as reports of explorations of the 
country which intervenes between the Mississippi 

in 


i river and the Pacific—an enterprise not wit! 


the reach of individual means—may be legitimate 
hereafter, as I think it has. been in this instance. 
But, sir, it is not for me to discuss the wisdom 
of the policy of Congress in ordering these ex- 
plorations. I may say, however, thatif it were 
possible to designate a useful purpose, it is just 
such an object.as is covered by this survey—that 
which discovers the character of a vast unoccu- 
ied country intervening between the States of this 
nion. When we have acquired that informa- 
tion, the simple question is whether we shall put 
it in proper form for preservation and reference,- 
and use hereafter. A proper engraving, such as 
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will be permanent, such as the Senate can use 
andthe public can use, is entirely proper and 
necessary in my judgment. ott 
I agree very fully with what has been said in 
reference to other works. Ithink the publication 
of the work of Lieutenant Gilliss, at least the nar- 
rative, Was an unnecessary expenditure. I do 
not wish, however, to go into that. My object 
in rising was to arrive at the practical point now 
before the Senate. The first difficulty seemed to 
me to be aconflict as to the jurisdiction of the 


Superintendent of Public Printing, and the duty į 


` which would be devolved on the Secretary of 
‘War, by the amendment of the Senator from 
California. It has been satisfactorily shown that 
there will be no difficulty on that point. 

Then, what next? There was a question as to 
whether the amendment involved a duplicate ap- 
propriation. The chairman of the Committee on 
Finance has presented a proposition for the ag- 
gregate of the deficiencies in printing, and he very 
properly asks that it shall be placed on the defi- 
ciency bill. He still maintains, however, that 
the proposition of the Senator from California is 
an additional and duplicate appropriation of 
$49,000. Iam very much inclined to go with the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance on that 
point; but, at the same time, I desire to attain 
the end presented by the Senator from California. 
T agree with him that, inasmuch as these explor- 
ations have been ordered, and the surveys have 
been made, the maps should be put in proper 
form. 

Now, I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
California, that he modify his amendment to this 
effect, that $49,200, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be appropriated for the object 
indicated in his amendment. With that modifi- 
cation I will vote for it. 

Mr. WELLER, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BIGLER. I shall vote for the amendment 
as modified, with the distinct understanding that 
all this work has been ordered, and that we are 
merely executing the former orders of Congress. 
I agree with the chairman of the Committce on 
Finance that, unless we revoke the order, the 
work will progress, and we shall have it all pub- 
lished and paid forin the end. It is economical— 
itis wise and right to make the appropriation 
promptly. If it be wrong, we should be more 
cautious hereafter, as I have no doubt, from the 
indications around me, we shall be. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Myr. President, I was prob- 
ably misunderstood by the honorable Scnator 
from Virginia, I thought he seemed inclined to 
suppose that I designed to censure him or the 
Committee on Finance. Nothing was farther 
from my purpose. My object was to bring the 
subject to the notice of that committee particu- 
larly, and to invite them in future to draw the at- 
tention of the Senate to these enormous expend- 
itures whenever they are proposed; and T took 
the liberty to say to the honorable gentleman, and 
I take it again, that I view it to be the peculiar 
duty of that committee, above all others Ware. to 
admonish us when we are about to go into any 
system of extravagance. Is it not so, sir? I 
mentioned the fact that there had been appropria- 
tions for Wilkes’s book to the enormous amount 
of nearly $1,250,000, and the honorable Senator 
tolls me { ought to make inquiries in reference to 
that of the Committee on Printing, and not of the 
Committee on Finance; that they are responsible 
for the Senate’s want of knowledge on this sub- 

poets Notso. The subject of printing Wilkes’s 
00k has never been referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. HUNTER. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and they are responsible 
for that. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now he changes his posi- 
tion, and says it is the Committce onthe Librar 
that is responsible. I believe that committee has 
always done its duty. Sir, I say it is the duty 
of the Committee on Finance to give us informa- 
tion on such subjects. They take charge of all 
the appropriation bills, and therefore we have a 
right to expect they will sound the alarm when 


such extravagant expenditures shail be proposed į 


in future. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state to the Senator 
that many appropriations are put on the general 
bills which are never seen by the Committee on 
Finance until they are brought here from some 


other committee—neither the amendments nor 
the estimates on which they are founded. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Undoubtedly that is true; 
but itis also true that, when the appropriation 
bills are reported by the Committee on Finance, 


appropriations which we actually pass. Amend- 
ments are proposed by committees, I know; and 
when a committee docs propose an extravagant 
scheme, it ought to be held accountable for it by 
the Senate; but still, the members of the Finance 
Committee are the proper persons toguard against 
such amendments; and, sir, if we are not to rely 
on this committee as the one whose peculiar duty 
it is to check this extravagance, I do not know 
what body of Senators we should resort to. 

Trepeat, again, it was no portion of my intention 
to cast anyimputation on that committee; I know 
well with what ability it has performed its duties; 
and I spoke rather for the purpose of asking for 
the future that that committec, which must be 
better acquainted with all the expenditures of the 
Government than any other in the Senate, will 
lend their assistance, and give us information 
whenever any other committee, or anybody here, 
proposes to go into one of these extravagant 
schemes again. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know what 
the Committee on Finance can do? When the 
Senate has ordered, under the recommendation 
of another committee, a map to be printed, what 
can they do but propose to appropriate the money 
necessary to pay for it? If the Committee on 
Printing recommend the printing of an extra 
number of documents, it is left to them to say 
whether it is proper to print so many; and when 
the order has been made, what can the Committee 
on Finance do but propose to appropriate the 
moncy? It is too late, then, for them to propose 
any inquiry into the propriety of the particular 
number ordered. They are not responsible for 
that; but they are responsible for presenting no 
appropriations which are not required by law, 
and for presenting no excess of expenditure under 
the law. 'Thatis the extent of their responsibility, 
and no more. Nor are they even responsible for 
the appropriation bills as they finally pass; be- 
cause 1t often happens that many of the larger 
items are placed on them, not by that committee, 
but by some other committee, of the one House 
or the other—items which they perhaps have 
never seen until they are offered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would like to inquire what 
other committee could give us better information 
in regard to such extravagance as Wilkcs’s book? 
Surely the Committee on Finance could have 
apprised us what that book had cost. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iocan tell the Senator what 
other committee. The Committee on the Library 
has had the supervision of that whole concern. T 
believe it has even audited the expenditures of 
money for it. ‘That committee has superintended 
the engraving for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. But the bills containing all 
the appropriations from year to year, and this for 
Wilkes’s book among the number, were always 
referred to the Committee on Finance; and the 


amounting at last to nearly $1,250,000, were al- 
ways reported orconcurred in by that committee, 

I only wish to add one further observation. 
The honorable Senator seemed to think that he 
had voted less frequently for books of this de- 
scription than I had. Sir, he cannot find on the 
Journal and records of the Senate that I ever 


sideration of the Senate. I do not know anything 
about his votes, nor do T attempt to arraign 
them; but he surely does not mean to charge a 


statistics, the other day, the whole expense of 


i} which was less than $10,000, as a vote for extray- | 
As to the maps referred to, they were | 


agance. 
not moved by me; the expense of them was a 
| trifle, and they were absolutely indispensable to 
enable the Senate to legislate intelligibly. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessec. Mr. President, it 
was not my Intention to say anything on this 
subject; but as the honorable Senator from Ken- 
jtucky, [Mr. Crrrrennex,] and the honorable 
i Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Ciaytox,] have 


which has obtained in the public printing done 
iby order of Congress, though probably without 


they then contain the far greater part of all the | 


various items making up this enormous sun, | 


voted fof one of these books now under the con- | 


vote given by me in favor of some agricultural į 


any intention on their part to bear directly on 
the specific appropriation before the Senate, I 
desire to say a few words in its defense. 

Yesterday, I took occasion to express my re- 
gretand mortification at the extraordinary amount 
of the expenditures for printing books by order 
of Congress, and I acknowledged my responsi- 
| bility for a great part of that extravagance by 
having voted in favor of printing books on vari- 
ous occasions without proper examination as to 
the probable cost to the Government. I also 
mentioned that I had on some occasions even 
ventured to oppose what I afterwards found were 
very popular expenditures. For. example: the 
year before last, and perhaps last year, I voted 
against the printing of what I then considered a 
very extravagant number of the Patent Office 
report. Ihave since found, by association with 
my constituents, that very many of them regard 
that as the most useful book which has ever been 
printed by authority of Congress. I have met 
with many constituents who consider that the 
value of the publications made by authority of 
Congress on all other subjects falls much below 
that of the information which they have distrib- 
uted upon the great leading and general interest— 
agriculture. For this reason, now, as well as in 
the future, I shall be regulated in some degree by 
that estimate of the usefulness of these publica- 
tions. 

But, sir, when I have stated that I have voted 
against such publications as these, I think I put 
mysclf upon some respectable footing in regard to 
my disposition to observe economy in the expend- 
ituresofthe Government. Yetnow, as yesterday, 
I acknowledge my delinquency for having voted 
for the publication of many works without having 
examined or cared particularly as to the probable 
cost of them; though I never supposed (as other 
Senators have stated in regard to themselyes) that 
they would reach the cnormous amount which 
they have reached. I find to-day, however, after 
hearing my honorable friend from Delaware, and 
my honorable friend from Kentucky, that m 
standard of economy as expressed yesterday is 
so far inferior to that which is avowed by them, 
that I feel that I have lost position by saying 
anything at all in regard to economy. Those 
gentlemen go very far beyond me in their notions 
on that subject. 

But, sir, those honorable Senators will excuse 
me for saying that I do not believe they really 
intended that their remarks should bear particu- 
larly on this appropriation. Unless I am mis- 
taken in the sentiments of at least one of those 
gentlemen, I do not believe that they understand 
the merit of the appropriation now asked for b 
the amendment offered by the honorable Senator 
from California. {I expressed, yesterday, the 
interest which I felt in the appropriation for the 
printing of these maps of the explorations which 
have been authorized by Congress, of the vast 
and unknown region extending from the western 
boundaries of our State, just beyond the Missis- 
sippi, to the Pacific ocean. I do not think that, 
when those gentlemen were making their remarks 
upon the whole subject of economy, and when 
they spoke of the wasteful extravagance which 
had been indulged in the printing of books, maps, 
charts, and explorations, they really intended to 
bear upon this particular appropriation. I con- 
sider this amendment as of more value than two 
thirds of all the expenditures which have been 
incurred on account of the publication of books, 
charts, and things of the kind. 

I must say further, that I think the attack of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware upon the 
printing of the works connected with the explor- 
ation of Captain Wilkes in the South seas were 
unealled for, particularly in the absence of the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, [Mr. Psarce.] Every gentleman who 
has been a member of the Senate for some years 
past must have known, not only the particular 
interest manifested by that Senator in regard to 
the publication of these volumes, so far as they 
appeared to be demanded by any considerations 
connected with the honor, interest, or glory of the 
| United States; but also, that, in every application 
‘which he made for additional expenditures, he 


|| took particular pains to enlighten the Senate upon 
| made vehement attacks on the extravagance : 


the grounds on which he considered Congress 


| under obligations to continue those publications 


when they had been once begun. I believe 
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scarcely any Senator, when he came to analyze 
the grounds on which that gentleman proceeded 
in asking for these repeated, and, if you please, 
accumulated appropriations for the publication of 
these works, could have failed to be convinced 
that no Senator felt a deeper concern that he 
should not involve either Congress or the country 
in a greater amount of expenditure than was actu- 
ally necessary to comply with the obligations of 
the Government. Those appropriations are said 
now, by the honorable Senator. from Delaware, 
to amount to over $1,000,000; and we are told 
that they constitute an enormous extravagance 
which was unexpected, and for which no equiv- 
alent has been rendered to the country in any 
shape. It may be true that those are explorations 
of regions which perhaps will not be visited half 
a dozen times by any navigator in the next cen- 
tury ortwo. Sull they are an addition to science, 
and may be regarded as of some value in that 

oint of view. No member of the Senate could 
have been induced to give his assent to the appro- 
priations which have been asked from time to time 
for that work, if he had supposed the publication 
of the report of that exploration would reach the 
enormous amount of $1,000,000. 

What I object to is, that the Senator from Del- 
aware should bring his remarks to bear upon the 
appropriation which is now asked of $49,200, in 
order to give effect to the Pacific railroad explora- 
tions, and to afford ata glance to the whole coun- 
try a view of a vast and heretofore unexplored 
region under the dominion of the United States 
of the greatest interest and importance to our 
people. The publication of these maps ina good, 
if not in the best, style of art, will present a sort 
of synopsis or epitome by which those who cast 
their eyes over them can ina few moments have 
a just comprehension of the geography and true 
character of an immense and interesting scope of 
country, which it would require the reading of 
hundreds of pages of mere print to arrive at. 
This comparatively small appropriation is neces- 
sary for the completion of the explorations which 
it is said by honorable gentlemen have already 
cost $170,000. Well, sir, if they had cost $200,000 
or $300,000, would it not have been an expendi- 
ture of great value to the public? 

The reason why I have felt a deep interest in 
this particular appropriation is this: I consider 
that now is the time when we want such inform- 
ation. It seems not to be understood by Senators 
generally, that a special committee has been ap- 
pointed from session to session to consider the 
practicability and expediency of authorizing the 
construction of a railroad to the Pacific—not by 
this Government, but by the aid or countenance 
or encouragement of the Government, so far as it 
can be constitutionally given for the accomplish- 
ment of such a work. Only yesterday morning, 
the honorable Senator from California, the chair- 
man of that special committee, [Mr. WELLER,] 
reported a bill proposing to authorize bidders or 
companies to come forward, under sufficient guar- 
antecs of their ability to carry out such a project, 
and submit their proposals for the construction 
of such a road fromthe Mississippi to the Pacific 
coast. Itis now that we want all the information 
which can be spread before us on a subject of this 
importance. 

I am aware that the honorable Senator from 
Delaware is a determined opponent of any such 

roject now or atany other time; and so inveterate 
is he in his hostility to this project that evenina 
speech on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, giving his 
views as to the condition of our affairs in Central 
America, he took occasion—I say it with all re- 
spect, and I understood him perfectly, because I 
had heard him speak before on the subject—to 
ridicule and scout the idea that a Pacific railroad 
was practicable, or could be accomplished at any 
time so as to become a substitute for the transit 
across the Isthmus. ‘The honorable Senator will 
see that I have treasured up this, not maliciously, 
but because such things are of importance in order 
to comprehend the views and course of honorable 
Senators. 

Now, I do not suppose that my honorable friend 
from Kentucky, though I have never heard his 
sentiments on the subject, can be so much op- 
posed to such a work unless he has studied it 
more carefully—unless he has become familiar 
with these explorations by an accurate examina- 
tion of them. Coming from the Southwest—the 


State of Kentucky—I do not suppose that he can 
have formed an opinion, satisfactory even to him- 
self, of the impracticability of such a work. 1 
know that, even in the West, there are gentlemen 
who consider the whole project as visionary and 
impracticable. For myself, I confess that I am 
not entirely satisfied that it is practicable; Iam 
not sanguine or over confident that it is practi- 
cable, except at an expenditure at which the 
judgment and feelings of many gentlemen of the 
greatest intelligence and patriotism in the country 
would revolt; but I have upon several occasions 
expressed my opinion, that if such a work were 
practicable, even at a cost of $150,000,000 or 
$200,000,000, that sum would not exceed the util- 
ity of the work. In a war of two, or three, or 
four years’ duration with such a Power as Great 
Britain, or France—much more if they were both 
united against us—the cost of such a railroad, 
even if it were $200,000,000, would be amply 
compensated. 

I have ventured to express these sentiments on 
several occasions previously; I do not know that 
I have before stated that I would be willing to go to 
the extent of $200,000,000, but I say now I would 
go to that extent. I will not detain the Senate by 
going into the details of the present cost of main- 
taining our postal communications between the 
Atlantic States and California, and the cost of 
the transportation of the troopsand munitions of 
war which are rendered necessary to repress 
Indian hostilities in New Mexico at this time— 
much more when you transport them to Califor- 
nia. Nor will I attempt to estimate what would 
be the cost of the transportation of an army, 
with all the supplies and munitions of war which 
must attend it, between this and California, in 
time of war, when you would have no transit 
across the Central American States, blocked up, 
as they would be, by an overpowering and over- 
whelming ascendency of naval force on the part 
of your enemy. You could not double Cape 
Horn. You would find a formidable fleet at every 
point; and your whole reliance, in order to main- 
tain your dominion on the coast of the Pacific, 
would depend on your internal communications. 
Sir, I have no time and I have no disposition to 
detain the Senate on such a question as that; but 
it is a question which will be presented when we 
consider the bill for the construction of a Pacific 
railroad. That bill offers to capitalists, who 
choose to embark in the enterprise, such encour- 
agements as Congress can constitutionally give 
to construct such a work. 

It was with these views that I yesterday ex- 
pressed the sentiment, that I felt more interest in 
this appropriation of $49,200 than in two thirds, 
or perhaps all the rest, of the appropriations con- 
nected with these publications. I feel the same 
interest now; and J think there must be some 
mistake on the subject with honorable gentlemen 
in their opposition to it. As I understand the 
proposition—and if I am mistaken in it I hope 
the honorable Senator from California will modify 
it so as to meet the suggestion—it is to appropri- 
ate so much as may be necessary to pay for the 
engraving and printing of these maps. {f it falls 
short of $49,000, there will be so much saved to | 
the Treasury; the expense is not in any event to 
exceed $49,200. 

I trust the opposition to this appropriation will 
not succeed, but that we shall have these maps 
engraved and printed at the earliest period possi- 
ble; we want them at this moment. As to the 
Pacific railroad, when we come to examine and 
analyze all the information which is spread before 
us by these costly explorations, if we find that 
the scheme is totally impracticable and visionary, 
and that it is not to be thought of, I shall sur- 
render it; but until I am so convinced by these 
examinations, and by further investigation of the 
subject, I shall consider that the project of con- 
structing a railroad to connect the Atlantic States 
with the States and Territories on the Pacific is | 
one of the greatest objects of public interest in the 
country at this time. 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, nothing has |) 


occurred in the Senate recently which has so | 
much surprised me as an assault upon my hon- 
orable friend from Virginia, [Mr. Huwrer,] for | 
a want of practical economy and sufficient vigi- | 
: z ! 
lance in guarding the public Treasury. Why, 
sir, no proposition comes here containing an 
extravagant appropriation which is not assailed | 


|, rise with it. 


by :him; no proposition is: made for an illegal 
expenditure of the public money which is not at 
once, before any of is are aware of it, pointed. 
outand arrested by him; and yet the distinguished, 
Senator from Delaware seems inclined. to hold: 
him responsible fopa wasteful expenditure of the 
public money. seems tome rather to-have 
supplanted him, and to have become the cham- 
pion of economy in public expenditure, instead 
of the well-known champion from Virginia: = 

I am very glad that-he has done so; Iam. very 
glad that we are to have the aid of ‘his powerful 
abilities in guarding against extravagant expendi-= 
tures. It seems to me, however, that the oppo- 
sition would come with more power and greater 
effect if directed at the order for printing when 
first made, and not when the bill paying for itis 
presented. When the order to print ten thou- 
sand copies of the map of Central America was 

assed the other day—I do notsay improperly— 

believe it was supported by the Senator from 
Delaware; but when the bill for that printing 
comes in to be paid a pretty large expenditure 
will be exhibits In all these cases it is when 
the measure is proposed that it should be met. 
Now an appropriation is asked for to meet an 
order that has already been made. It may be 
very well to comment on extravagance, but it 
ought not be permitted to defeat a proposition to 
pay a debt that has already accrued. i 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the attempt 
has been made, in classifying the expenditures 
under the head of printing, to fix the responsi- 
bility for them. We have three committees who 
are, to some extent, responsible for these expend- 
itures—the Committee on Finance, the Committee 
on the Library, and the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, to which no allusion has been made in the 
debate. I doubt, sir, whether we can possibly 
| escape voting for these appropriations to continue 
the printing, the measure having gone as far as 
it has gone; but I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the book before me—‘* The Astro- 
nomical Expedition to Chili’’—of which we have 
two volumes printed, and others promised. 

I will premise by saying that, in my opinion, 
it is one of the most interesting books which 
Congress has ever published; and it will conduce 
as much to the national reputation as any book 
which Congress has published at the. public ex- 
pense. It is a book which we may very well 
send abroad. Iam aware that some sneers have 
been thrown out as to the snakes, and birds, and 
bugs, which it contains, with what taste I will 
not here inquire; but gentlemen should remember 
that the natural history of the, country explored 
had to be gone into, and the illustrations of the 
book are of course explanatory of the text. I 
see no fault whatever to find with them; but I 
wish to draw the attention of the Senate to the 
| manner in which the book originated.. - In. 1848, 
there was tacked on to an appropriation bill a 
clause directing the Secretary of the Navy to ex- 
pend $5,000, “or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, in causing the observations to be made 
which have been recently recommended to him 
by the American Philosophical Society, and the 
Academy of Arts and Sciences.” It is evident 
from this clause, that Congress was led to believe 
that these observations could be obtained for a 
sum, the maximum of which would be $5,000, 
and under that idea the clause was placed in the 
appropriation bill. 

This is but one measure in a thousand which 
has commenced in Congress in this way. In fact 
it is an illustration of the Government itself. . We 
rise from a clerkship to a bureau, and:from a 
bureau to a department, and all the expenditures 
In this instance, beginning with a 
$5,000 appropriation, we have already expended, 
for the publication of these volumes on behalf of 
the Senate, $37,263; and on the part of the House, 
$46,131, making an aggregate of $83,394; and we 
are still called upon to appropriate, and I see-no 
way of escaping from the further appropriation 
of $59,000. This will make a total of $142,394 
| directly expended by Congress for books which 
| originated in this little clause appropriating a sum 
| under $5,000. But, sir, that does not begin to 
| sum up all the expenditures. It will be recol- 
lected that officers were placed with Mr. Gilliss 
to make the observations. All those officers have 
been for years upon double pay. Noris that all; 
I might go on and enumerate many more. 
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I do not say a word in disparagement of this 
book. Mr. Gilliss is an officer of scientific ac- 
complishments, well qualified for such a task; 
and probably he has performed it as well as it 
could noebly be done by any one. He is one 
of the most accomplished scpntific men in our 
own or any service in the world. . Nor do T find 
any fault with him for having submitted this book. 
Tt adds to our national reputation; and if we go 
into the manufacture of books, we could not have 
a better one on this subject than that which Mr. 
Gilliss has placed before us. I do not begrudge 
the expenditure for this book; but I wish to know, 
as I apprehend every Senator does, when called 
upon to vote for the expenditure of money, where 
wearetostop. This whole discussion has grown 
up, not because the price exceeds the value of the 
works presented to us, but because every Senator 
finds himself suddenly surprised at the enormous 
expenditures which has been progressing from 
day to day, when in fact he was not conscious 
that he had voted a dollar for such purposes; and 
very few of us now can tell whether we voted for 
the printing of twenty-three thousand copies of 
the Pacific railroad report or not. 

I am very glad, sir, that this discussion has 
arisen. We have spent to day $1,500 in discuss- 
ing the question up to this hour, to ascertain 
whether we shall vote this amount for printing 
or not; but it is not extravagant; it may save thou- 
sands, and perhaps millions of dollars hereafter. 
Tt will do good throughout the country. If we 
spent three or four days discussing this question, 
and throwing light upon it, it would be well, for it 
would induce the Senate, whenever a proposition 
is submitted to print a paper of only ten lines, to 
ascertain precisely to whatit will lead. 

In regard to Licutenant Gilliss’s work, we find 
ourselves in this position: we have printed the 
nurrative—and a most interesting narrative it is. 
What does it contain? Let me give the heads of 
some of the chapters. Tt contains the “ deserip- 
tive geography’? of Chili, the * political divi- 
sions,” “industrial resources,” the “climate,” 
“earthquakes,” the “ government,” “ society,” 
“ the church and its ceremonies,” ‘ Santiago,” 
“ Valparaiso,” “a visit to the provinces of Ata- 
coynaand Coquimbo,” mineral springs,” ‘the 

residential each in 1851,” “events concern- 
ang the election,” and so onall the way through. 
This is information which, no doubt, we have in 
the Library of Congress in many forms, but in 
no form, perhaps, so compact, and illustrated so 
beautifully, as in this book of Mr. Gilliss, for 
which we are to pay $142,394. 

Twill not, as 1L intended to do, show the ex- 
penditures for other books. It might seem in- 
vidious. I take this because it was a measure 
under the control, in some degree, of the Navy 
Department. It was an order conveyed to the 
Secretary of the Navy to detail an officer for the 
purpose; and when the report from Mr. Gilliss 
came to us, it might just as well have been filed 
in manuscript in the Navy Department; and all 
the good which was expected to be derived from 
it would have been equally wellattained, and Mr. 
Gilliss would not then have gone to the labor of 
preparing the book which we have encouraged 
him to do, and in doing which he is in no wise 
blamable, but for which I think he deserves great 
credit. As a matter of course, if we hold out 
inducements to publish books in this expensive 
manner, and illustrate them, no officer of the 
Navy or Army willever submita bald manuscript 
to Congress when he ts told in effect, that all his 
books will be paid for if beautifully illustrated. 
I have shown that for this work alone, originating 
in a sum supposed to be under $5,000, we have 
already appropriated $83,394; and to get the as- 
tronomical observations which he was appointed 
to obtain, we are yet to expend $59,000. I see 
no way of escaping it, and I suppose we shall 
have to make the appropriation. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, [think my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrennen] is laboring 
under a misapprehension. fe was misled, I ap- 
prehend, by a statement made by the chairman 
of the committce in reference to this expenditure. 
The facts in regard to this matter stand precisely 
thus: These reconnoissances of the railroad sur- 
vey, and ten thousand of the maps, were ordered 
to be published by a resolution of the Senate. 
The maps have been completed, and all that is 
wanting now is an appropriation to engrave them 


for the purpose of executing the order of the 
Senate, and printing the ten thousand copies. 
Therefore the only question which arises here is, 
whether the Superintendent of Public Printing, 
or the Secretary of War, shall have control of 
them. The order has been made requiring this 
ablication; the material for the publication has 
Pesii preparcd and isin the War Department; the 
maps have been made out, and the order of the 
Senate requires that they shall be published; so 
that the Senator from Kentucky will see that even 
if this appropriation be refused, the Secretary of 
War or the Superintendent of Public Printing— 
either as it may fall to his charge—will be com- 
pelled to disobey the order of the Senate or have 
this work done on credit, and then we shall be 
obliged to pay for it. That is precisely the form 
in which the publication of these maps stands. 

I think my friend from Kentucky will be satis- 
fied with this explanation. We shall not save 
anything if we stop this appropriation, but the 
officers will go onand make the publication; there 
will be a deficiency, and we shall have to pay for 
it. 

I desire now to answer a few of the observa- 
tions made by the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from Texas 
will allow me to say a word at this point. I per- 
ceive that I have been misunderstood. By some 
means the idea seems to have obtained among 
gentlemen that I opposed this appropriation of 
$49,200 for publishing these maps. {said nothing 
about it. l ventured to make some general com- 
ments upon the extravagance into which we had 
been led, but I said nothing on the subject of this 
| appropriation, and I have thought that these maps 
might be very useful; not, however, for the purpose 
of making a railroad, The honorable gentleman 
knows very well what are my opinions on that 
subject, and Ido not propose to debate them now 
on such propositions as this; but I have always 
thought, and so expressed myself on a former 
occasion, that a wagon road could be made across 
the continent, and ought to be made. "T'o ascer- 
tain where that wagon road should go, I am 
perfectly willing that these documents shall be 
printed. They will doubtless give us information 
on that subject, but I insist that the amendment 
suggested should be made, that you should not 
appropriate $49,000, but so much as is necessary 
for the purpose of engraving the maps. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from California 
agrees to that modification. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If the amendment be modi- 
fied in that manner, Ihave no objection to the 
appropriation. My remarks were entirely ad- 
dressed to the general subject of extravagance in 
printing some of these books—such as Gilliss’s, 
and Perry’s,and Wilkes’s. 

Mr. RUSK. I am sorry the honorable Sen- 
ator did not take his text on some of those books, 
rather than the Pacific railroad" reports. A few 
days ago I think he went out of his way to say 
that it was utterly impossible to make a railroad 
to the Pacific. ‘Ihe question of the Pacific rail- 
i road was not under consideration; the issue was 
not made. THe read from a very grave authorit 
to prove the fact that the country over which it 
was proposed to construct this road was a perfect 
desert, and that there was no chance of making 
such a railroad across our own territory. Now, 
‘sir, [take issue with him on that point, but I do 


| now. He has repeated the declaration to-day; 
but I think it is not necessary to go into the 
question whether or not the Pacific railroad is 
practicable. I have said already in this debate, 
that these reconnoissances have gathered a large 
i quantity of information, much more valuable 
hin proportion to the amount spent than any cx- 
| pedition which Congress has ever set on foot 
for like explorations. Now, I appeal to the hon- 
l orable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTEN- 
| DEN.] 
| exploration of the northern route has been pub- 
lished, and is before the world—before capitalists 
—and they are investigating the practicability of 
a railroad on that route. There are rival routes; 
and, if he had been here for the last few years— 
I know he has been absent from the Senate—he 
would have seen that the controversy has been gen- 
| erally in regard to different rival routes. 


not intend to go into a discussion of the subject į 


These explorations have been made; the | 


There į 
i isanother route—the central route; there is a route |! 


on the thirty-fifth degree of latitude; and one, in 
which I have some interest, on the thirty-second 
parallel. The facts in relation to the northern 
route have been before the country, and they 
show a state of affairs very different from what 
was previously supposed. It is shown that a 
railroad is practicable there so far as grades and 
timber are concerned, notwithstanding what the 
Senator from Delaware said the other day. Even 
on the northern route it is shown that a railroad 
is practicable; and, at different rates of cost, to 
be sure, on nearly all the routes. I trust the Sen- 
ate willlet every tub stand on its own bottom; 
and, having published reconnoissances of the 
northern route, the same opportunity will be 
afforded in regard to the central and southern 
routes. 

I will read a few extracts—not from the North 
American Review, from which the Senator from 
Delaware read a political paper written by a gen- 
tleman who, I suppose, has never been beyond the 
Mississippi—but from the accounts of men who 
have been on the ground. I will read what they 
say about the deserts of which the Review spoke. 
I read from the report of Captain Humphreys, of 
the topographical engineers, to the Secretary of 
War, dated the 29th of November, 1855: 


“ The results of the investigations in the various branches 
of physical science, in connection with the expeditions, are 
of great practical value, and full of scientific interest. The 
geological and meteorological reports are eminently so in 
many points of view. By the former, it will he perceived 
that the sources and quality of building materials, at various 
remote and important localities, have been determined, and 
rich deposits of gypsum and limestone have been marked out. 
On the routes of the thirty-fifth and the thirty-second parallel 
the structure of desert areas has been minutely studied with 
special reference to the practicability of obtaining water by 
wells or boring, and generally with the most satisfactory 
results. From the report of Mr. W. P. BlakeAthe geologist 
of the expedition in charge of Lieutenant R. S, Wiliam- 
son, it appears that the structure of the Colorado desert, 
between Fort Yuma and the coast mountains, is very favor- 
able to the success of Artesian borings; and it is consid- 
ered probable that an abundant supply of water would be 
obtained by boring to a moderate depth. Such a result 
would be of extreme importance, not only by facilitating 
communication between Fort Yuma and the coast for Gov- 
ernment trains, but as a reliefto the emigrant parties which 
are constantly crossing to California, through New Mexico 
and Sonora. The general nature and composition of the 
soils and sub-soils over the regions explored has been de- 
termined, and analyses of the most desirable have been 
made. An analysis of the soil of the alluvial portion of the 
Colorado desert, which covers an area of four thousand five 
hundred square miles, and is four times greater in extent 
than the land under cultivation on the Mississippi river, 
between the mouth of Red river and the Balize, shows that 
it has all the elements of great fertility; and, but for the 
adverse climatic conditions, would rival in its productions 
the best Jands of the Delta of the Mississippi. According 
to the barometrical levelings of Lieutenant Williamson, 
the alluvial portion of this plain is lower than the surface of 
the Colorado river; and should this be confirmed by more 
accurate modes of leveling—as there is every reason to be- 
lieve it would be—an extensive system of irrigation would 
entirely change the character of its surface by the introduc- 
tion of water, the only element required for greater pro- 
duetiveness. About one half of the Colorado desert is 
within our territory. 

« Valuable ores of several metals have been brought in 
and examined, and their localities visited and described. 
A specimen from the collection of Captain Pope proves to 
be a mass of carbonate of lead, nearly pure, and contain- 
ing seventy-two per cent. of metal. Another specimen of 
earth, taken from the bed of Delaware creek, contains 
over eighteen per cent. of free sulphur. In California, two 
veins of copper ore, one of iron, and one of antimony, of 
great extent and richness, have been found and reported 
upon, worth alone the whole cost of Lieutenant Wiliam- 
son’s expedition. The churacter and extent of large de- 
posits of bitumen or asphalt near Los Angelos has also 
been made known. The examination of a collection of 
salty and alkaline incrustations from the soil and dry lakes 
of California shows that they consist principally of salt, 
sulphate of magnesia, and carbonate of soda. Niter was 
not found in any quantity.” 


This statement is in reference to that part 
which was regarded as the most desert portion 
of the whole region. J have no objection to the 
publication of maps of Central America; but 
when we have explored, at great expense, a re- 
gion of our own country which has heretofore 
been supposed to be a desert, and have obtained 
information which is entirely new, and when 
there is already an order of the Senate that it 
shall be laid before the people, it does seem tome 
that an appropriation should be made promptly, 
and at once, rather than allow it to furnish texts 
for the purpose of talking of the extravagances 
of the Senate. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware and my- 
self will agree in regard to checking this extrav- 
agance. I think we are perhaps about two of the 
most appropriate gentlemen to commence this 
reform in the Senate, for I hardly remember voting 
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against one; and if ever the Senator from Dela- 
ware did so it escaped my notice at the time. I 
think, therefore, we ought to go into the reform; 
but let us take one of the bad things when we 
find it, and not jump on a proposition in regard 
to. the Pacific railroad, which I regard as of vast 
importance. It is a measure applicable to our 
own country. We have obtained information 
showing the character of our own soil and terri- 
tory, and we should spread that information 
before our own people. i know that the Senator 
has some ‘partialities for Central America, but 
then I would rather keep inside of our own juris- 
diction; I do not like to swim; I would rather go 
by land. Ido hope that we shall agree to this 
appropriation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I certainly 
do not intend, at this time, to enter into the con- 
sideration of the. question, whether the Pacific 
railroad shall or shall not be made. ‘The honor- 
able Senator from Texas has read from a report 
in regard to one of these roads to show that, by 
the aid of certain appliances, it is practicable or 
possible to make this road. Sir, what I stated 
the other day in reference to this subject was very 
brief. I observed, in discussing another subject, 
to which this was germane, that I thought the rail- 
road would not be constructed for a great many 
yous to come, and I doubted whether it would 

e constructed by the present generation. I go 
that far now. I never said that it was absolutely 
impossible; but I said, that from the information 
Thad becn able to gather from these reports of 
explorations, I drew thatinference. Now, I am 
not going into the subject so far as to quote these 
reports, and occupy the time of the Senate at this 
late period of the day, when the subject does not 
properly arise on the pending motion. I have 
said that I am quite willing to vote for the prop- 
osition for which the gentleman is so anxious, if 
it be amended in the way I suggested; but I shall 
not vote for it with any purpose of making a 
Pacific railroad. My vote will be givenin the hope 
that a wagon road may be made across the conti- 
nent to enable us to reach California. Such a road 
I have always been willing to support. 

Now, sir, with regard to the railroad, I said that, 
from all I could learn, it was nowhere shown that 
onany one route which had yet been explored suffi- 
cient fuel could be found, or even sufficient water 
supplied, unless by the aid of artesian wells; and 
in reference to them it seemed to me, from the re- 
ports, that the information was very uncertain, and 
was not to be relied upon. The idea of making a 
railroad, and supplying water by artesian wells 
where you mayaccidentally happen to find it ona 
route of a thousand miles, may appear very prac- 
ticable to the honorable Senator from Texas; but 
Icannot agree with him. Then, as to the sup- 
port of such a railroad when completed. I know 
that there is not a railroad now in the densely 
populated region, north of this, running as some 
do between mighty cities, which is supported by 
the through travelbetween the termini of the roads. 
On the contrary, the way travel is the only thing 
which supports these roads. If the Pacific rail- 
road, which is the object of the gentleman’s con- 
stant attention, were constructed, it might be a 
very grave question whether that road could be 
kept up and maintained. If the honorable Sena- 
tor will turn hisattention to the enormous expense 
of railroads in every part of our country, I think 
he, too, will be induced to entertain some doubt 
and hesitation on the subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON was proceeding at length to 
give his views in opposition to the project of a 
Pacific railroad, when Mr. WELLER requested 
him to give way. 

Mr. WELLER. The honorable Senator from 
Delaware will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment. I yesterday introduced a bill for the 
purpose of constructing a railroad from the Mis- 
sissippi to the Pacific; I appeal to the Senator 
from Delaware to defer his remarks until that bill 
is called up on the day which has been assigned 
for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON, I did not commence the de- 
bate, and I am quite willing to leave it. I said 
nothing on the Pacific railroad to-day; nota word 
until the honorable Senator from Tennessee com- 
menced by charging me with opposition to it. 

Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. You spoke of it 
the other day, in your remarks on the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. 


the marshals for taking the census b 


| ventions submitted to the Patent Office; but we 


Mr. CLAYTON. .. That was several days ago 
and has nothing to do with this debate. The 
discussion to-day in regard to the Pacific railroad 
commenced on the other side; I have merely been 
acting on the defensive; but at the request of the 
gentleman from California, I am willing that the 
vote shall be taken. I have only spoken in de- 
fense of the sentiments which I have advanced 
ona former occasion, 

Mr, BUTLER. í have a word or two to say 
on this subject, and I shall give ina very narrow 
compass the reasons why I shall vote against the 
amendment. I am sorry to see a disposition too 
frequently indulged to go off upon general debate 
on a very small point, and I have no desire to 
follow that practice. 

Now, sir, I do not think this amendment is ref- 
erable to the deficiency bill—a bill of anomalous 
import in any point of view. I cannot vote for it 
upon the ground of form. Perhaps IT am not re- 
markable for adherence to form; but, sir, forms 
have their meaning, their securities, and their 
protection. How do you bring forward this 
amendment proposed by the honorable Senator 
from California to a deficiency bill? It seems to 
me rather paradoxical that you are to anticipate 
that there will be a deficiency, and therefore call 
it a deficiency in anticipation. This proposition 
is to appropriate money to do something in future 
—not to pay for what has been done. 

Mr. RUSK. But we have ordered it to be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to pay before 
the timecomes, and I may not be prepared to pay 
for it then. At any rate, I do not intend to allow 
gentlemen to anticipate expenses in this way, 
under the name ofa deficiency, in a deficiency bill. 
Under a deficiency bill we are making a railroad 
to the Pacific, or at least discussing it, and thatis 
one of the modes of making it, for it is the steam 
which we get up here thatis to startit. If we 
get the steam up now to $40,000, it will be $150,000 
at another time, aad a million at another; if it 
goes on in this way you make the railroad; I do 
not undertake to say that you may not. I have 
my views in regard to that railroad, and I intend 
to give them hereafter, as I have done heretofore; 
but this is not the occasion on which to speak on 
that question. 

Gentlemen express extremely large views at 
the beginning of a thing; they are willing to con- 
tribute toa stream which runs, crescit eundo; and 
my friend from Delaware, my friend from Texas, 
and, l believe, my friend from Kentucky, can 
hardly be excepted from the remark that they 
have had as enlarged views in regard to appro- 
priations as any gentlemen on this floor. 

I have opposed the publication of all these 
works; I have opposed from the beginning the 
violation of the Constitution, by which a census 
was directed, not to take the number of inhabit- 
ants, and the value of land and other property 
which might be subject to taxation by the gov- 
ernment; but under the constitutional authority 
to take a census, you have allowed the publication 
of one of the most extravagant books, contain- 
ing as worthless information as almost any book 
that has gone to the country. One item in that 
book is, how many idiots there are, how man 
newspapers, and how much cider is made in such 
a place—all under the head of census. Then we 
have the number of mulattoes and black people, 
under the head of census too; and I believe it 
was advocated by a Senator from Kentucky, 
who was in this body a few years ago. I served 
with him on the Census Committee. I allude to 
the gentleman who proposed that we should pay 
the square 
root, (laughter)—Judge Underwood. All this 
was considered very fair, and as coming under the 
authority of the Constitution to take a census of 
the inhabitants and an estimate of the lands subject 
to taxation to support the Government. Instead 
of that, we have a book telling us how many 
idiots, how many lunatics, how many newspapers 
there are in certain places: I do not know what 
is not in that book. I objected to even what is 
called the Patent Office report, when it went | 
beyond what was necessary to disclose the in- | 


have treatises on mechanics and agriculture, and 
everything else. As for Gilliss’s report I have 
no doubt i voted against its publication, because | 
I was determined, invariably, to vote against all } 


i such propositions. If I did not vote expressly i 


against that, it was because my. attention, was‘not 
calied.to it. E E Ge ee 

~I think, sir, Congress is the most prolific editor 
of books and.the worst editor inthe world; and 
the. way in which these. books are circulated-is 
different from- the. manner in- which any other 
books find their way to the public,and under dif- 
ferent auspices. - 'T'hey absolutely go:out; under a 
laudatory review and criticism, made before any 
one has ever seen the books. Thisis the. way in 
which this matter. goes.on, and when we appro- 
ptiate $5,000 for a work, supposing that will be 
the end of it, weare asked aftera whilefor $180,000 
to finish it. Gentlemen inveigh bitterly -against 
this enormity when they are in part to be held re~ 
sponsible. shall vote against the amendment, 
and shall vote against everything I can'in con- 
nection with this subject. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 hope we willnow take the 
question on this amendment. I think it is.time 
we disposed of it. 5 

Mr. WELLER. I was about to appeal to the 
Senate to take the vote. I have been exceedingly 
unfortunate in the bills and amendments hich I 
have introduced to the Senate. Two or. three 
weeks ago I submitted a bill making an appropri- 
ation of $3,000,000; and on that bill, which was 
designed to place the country, as it ought to beat 
all times, in a. proper state of defense, a debate 
arose in regard to the controversy between. this 
country and Great Britain, and we had a war dis» 
cussion. In this instance I have simply intro- 
duced a proposition to carry out a previous order 
of Congress—-to engrave certain maps which.e 
year ago we directed to be published; and upon 
this I find that we are engaged in a general discus- 
sion of the merits of the Pacific railroad and the 
propriety of printing books: 

ow, I am sorry that. my friend from South 
Carolina did not himself observe the rule which 
he has laid down for the government of others. 
He, very properly stated, as a rule, that -you 
ought not, on a question of this kind, to engage 
in the discussion ofan irrelevant subject; but, then, 
after having laid down that rule, he engaged ina 
discussion of abuses heretofore perpetrated by 
Congress in publishing books. i 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the subject of which 
I spoke is in the amendment—the publishing of 
Gilliss’s report. I think that is part of the sab- 
ject, is it not? ; T pk, 

Mr. WELLER. | It is no part of the subject. 
The distinct question submitted to the Senate is 
whether we will engrave certain maps which. will 
convey to this country important information ? 
That is the question; and on that proposition the 
Senator discusses the propriety of expending the 
public money in publishing Gilliss’s works. I do 
not intend to enter into that question; I only wish 
to appeal to the Senate, as we have already con- 
sumed about three hours and a half-of the day, 
to come toa vote. When these other questions 
shall come up properly, they. can.be discussed. 

I will say to the Senator from Delaware that 
some two months since I introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the transportation of the mails tri-weekly 
from some point on the Mississippi river to San 
Francisco, in California.. My great object is to 
get an overland route—a safe emigrant route—so 
that people may pass as readily and’ safely from 
here to California, as they can through any of the 
States of the Union. At some future day that 
bill will come up for consideration. I am‘sorry 
to say that it has been in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads for the 
last two months, and there it seems to have been 
smothered; but I shall revive it at some convenient 
time, and then I shall be glad to have the support 
of the distinguished Senator from, Delaware ex- 
tended to that bill. If he cannot go fora railroad, 
let him give us a wagon road. J willtry him on 
both tacks. I hope, however, that both objects 
will be attained, 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. It seems to me that there 
is but one practical question before the Senate, 
and I desire to: call attention to it. The Com- 
mittee on Finance offers, as an amendment to the 
deficiency. bill, a clause appropriating over three 
hundred thousand dollars for printing. Anamend~ 
ment is proposed by the Senator from California 


| to that amendment, to appropriate the additional 


sum ef $49,200 for engraving the.maps to accomp-~ 
any the reports of the surveys of the routes fora 
Pacific railroad. 
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That the appropriations for public printing are 
most extraordinary and extravagant is admitted 
on all sides; but itis said that itis too late to rem- 
edy the evilin thiscase. Is thatso? Weare told 
that Gilliss’s report is in such a state of forward- 
hess. that itis now too late to arrest it; and the 
report of the Japan expedition seems to be in the 
same situation; but, as yet, only one volume has 
been published of the six which it is contemplated 
to print of the reports of the Pacific railroad sur- 
veys. The largest amount of the proposed ap- 
propriation, $240,000, 1 think, is to pay for print- 
ing yet to be done; and the greater portion of 
that sum is for the printing of the Pacific railroad 
reports, 

ow, sir, I am not to be drawn into a discus- 
sion of the propriety of establishing a Pacific 
railroad; nor am I to be placed in an attitude of 
hostility to that project, because I am unwilling 
to vote such a sum as this to publish not only 
the surveys of the routes, but we shall undoubt- 
edly have in these books, as we have in others, 
ictures of Indians, reptiles, and everything that 
is ‘in heaven above, or that is in the earth be- 
neath, or that is in the water under the earth.”’ 
The. Senator from California proposes to appro- 
priate $50,000 to make engravings for those 
reports. Now, is it too late to arrest these appro- 
priations? We are told that the Serate has 
passed an order to publish a certain number of 
the books, but I do not suppose it is too late to 
stop the execution of that order. For myself, I 
intend to vote against both the amendments before 
us, in the hope that when they shall be rejected 
a proposition will be made and referred to the 
appropriate committee, to ascertain whether the 
publication of a portion of this work cannot be 
arrested. Itisidle to say that six large quarto 
volumes are necessary. 

Mr. WELLER. i will say to the Senator, 
that three volumes of the railroad. reports are in 
the course of preparation. A considerable amount 
of labor has already been performed on those 
three volumes, and the maps are ready for en- 
graving, f . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thatconsideration might 
make it necessary, perhaps, to publish those three 
volumes, but there are still three to follow. It 
seems to me incredible that six large quarto 
volumes can be properly filled with matters in 
reference to the surveys. | 

Mr. RUSK. I should like to know on what | 
authority the Senator says there are to be six 
volumes? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has been stated in the 
debate, I think, by one of the members of the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WELLER. That is my understanding, 
and I think it is so stated in the report of the War 
Department, which was read yesterday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has been so stated re- 
peatedly, inthe course of debate, on the floor of 
the Senate. It seems to me that, when it is ad- 
mitted on all hands that these are extravagant 
appropriations, we ought to commence to reduce 
them, and we ought to commence at once. Now 
is the proper time. Let us begin with the re- 
ports of the Pacific railroad surveys. 

Mr. WELLER. Allow me to say to the Sen- 
ator that, in the estimates sent to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, and read yesterday, 
this statement occurs: 

«The Pacific railroad reports are estimated to make six 
volumes, one of which is completed and paid for. Twenty- 
three thousand nine hundred and twenty copies of each 
volume are ordered to be printed, the paper and printing of 
which cost $34,101 79. Estimating the five volumes yet to 
be printed to cost the same per volume, the aggregate will 
be $170,508 95.” i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That bears out the state- 
ment which I made, that there are to be six volumes 
of these reports. If the pending amendments 
shall be defeated, as I trust they will be, we can 
refer the question to the Committee on Printing 
to ascertain whether the publication of some of 
these books cannot be stopped. The way in 


which we are drawn into these large appropria- 
tions is very manifest. They begin with small | 
sums, but no one knows where the publication | 
is to stop. 1 presume nobody anticipated that į 
there would be six large volumes of the reports ; 
in regard to the voutes for a Pacific railroad. | 
Even the Senator from Texas is now astonished : 
at hearing that number stated, and he has asked į 
for the authority. 


ii the author of the book for its publication, and 1 


I know not what may have been already ex- 
pended for these works, but I hope some mem- 
er of the Committee on Printing will inform the 
Senate as to the cost of publishing the Pacific 
railroad reports. It will be borne in mind that 
this appropriation is only for printing; there is 
nothing here for binding; and in the next appro- 
priation bill that comes before us, we shall prob- 
ably find a large sum, perhaps hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, for binding this work. There 
is no telling where this is to stop. For my own 
part, I shall vote against both amendments, and 
hope both will be defeated. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to protract this debate, and I do not think I spoke 
five minutes when Ihad the floor before; but some 
impatience was manifested because I touched on 
topics which some gentlemen did not think came 
fairly within the sphere of parliamentary debate. 
I ask my friend from Virginia, who brings for- 
ward the original amendment, whether it does not 
contain an appropriation of a large amount for 
deficiencies in. the printing of Gilliss’s book? I 
spoke of the abuses of book-making and publish- 
ing. Gentlemen became impatient, and said I 
transgressed the just limits of debate. Why, sir, 
the whole debate has turned upon that question. 
The Senator from Virginia introduced an amend- 
ment witha view tomake payment for books, and 
I rose in my place to denounce the abuse in edit- 
ing books of this kind, and yetI am called to 
account for it. 

Mr. WELLER. I believe it is a well settled 
rule of parliamentary law that there cannot be 
two questions pending at the same time. I pre- 
sume my friend from South Carolina will agree 
to that proposition. Now, what is the question 
before us? The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the pending proposition; and when they are 
taken the vote will Be on an amendment, which 
says nothing about Gilliss’s books—a subject 
which the Senator from South Carolina discussed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I say it is within the amend- 
ment. The appropriation asked for by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, is partly for 
Gilliss’s books, and this is an amendment to that 
amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. Exactly so. The proposi- 
ron upon which the Senate is called to vote is 
this: 

To provide for engraving the maps and drawings accom- 
panying the reports of explorations and surveys to determine 
a Pacifie railroad route, $49,200, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary; and the said maps and drawings shali be en- 
graved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 

That is the distinct proposition before the Sen- 
ate. Isay there is no question pending except 
that identical proposition, as I have read it to the 
Senate. It is true that if this be inserted in the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia, the 
question will come up whether his amendment, 
as thus amended, shall be adopted; and then re- 
marks upon Gilliss’s books and the report of the 
Japan expedition will be properly in order. I 
only wished to suggest to my friend from South 
Carolina, that he had better save his ammunition 
until [get my little amendment on; and that when 
the book question came up properly, I would 
help him to denounce the system; but I desire 
first to get the railroad maps engraved. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment to the amendment, resulted—yeas 
20, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bell of Tennessce, Bigler, Brodhead, 
Brown, Clayton, Dodge, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Geyer, Harlan, Houston, Iverson, Rusk, Stuart, Sumner, 
Toucey, Wade, and Weller—20. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bel of New Hamp- 
shire, Biggs, Butler, Clay, Crittenden, Durkee, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Maliory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, 
Slidell, Trumbull, and Wilson—19. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Hunrer as amended, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 


Mr. BROWN. 


Ido not desire to lengthen this į 


discussion, for I perceive the propriety of taking || 


| 
| 
the vote at once; but I wish to saya word or two, i 
because, in consequence of some remarks which | 
I submitted yesterday, it has been assumed that | 
I did injustice to Lieutenant Gilliss’s book which | 


has been so much considered here, and about | 


which so much has been said. I did not blame 
t 


took great pleasure in saying that I learned on 
ood authority that the material of which the 
ook is composed, was prepared under instruc- 
tions from the Government, and therefore he is 
in no way responsible in presenting the material 
or for having it published. I say this in justice 
to a gentleman of very high qualities, whom Sen- 
ators tell me, they think, suffered somewhat yes- 
terday by a rather playful remark which I made 
in reference to his book. I think the material 
ought never to have been collected; I believe it 
was a great mistake to order him to do so; and 
when it was obtained, it was avery great mistake 
to publish it; but for neither of these things is 
Lieutenant Gilliss in any manner responsible. 

My friend from Florida [Mr. Mationy] rather 
took me to task for talking about birds, snakes, 
lizards, and similar matters, of which the book 
is full. IT understand the material was obtained 
by order of the Government, and then the Senate 
directed it to be printed. For myself, I never 
could understand the economy or common sense 
of putting in astronomical books pictures of birds, 
snakes, and lizards, and things of that sort. 
What have they to do with astronomy? I dare 
say every Senator, when the original order was 
made for printing the book, supposed that it was 
abook of astronomical observations. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask my friend 
if he did not himself introduce the resolution for 
printing this book? : 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly I did. I introduced 
a resolution directing the Committee on Printing 
to inquire into the expediency of printing 
copies of Lieutenant Gilliss’s Astronomical Ob- 
servations; but I never dreamt that, under that 
resolution, we should publish essays on zoölogy 
and natural history; nor do I suppose the Senate 
thought so when they ordered the work to be 
published. 

I am as much opposed as anybody to this busi- 
ness of book printing by Congress, and I have 
always been so. It seems to me, however, that 
there are but two points at which you can strike 
to stop the abuse; and I desire to suggest the only 
modes in which, in my opinion, it can be done 
If you will pass the bill introduced by my friend 
from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarn,] to establish a 
Government printing office, the printing of these 
books will cease to be a matter of jobbing. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think that is 
impracticable. 

Mr. BROWN. J beg my friend’s pardon; I 
think otherwise. If we do that, people out of 
doors will not be seeking printing fobs at your 
hands. You will then print at the expense of the 
Government just what you need, and nothing 
more. That willbe one greatreform. The next 
point is to abolish the franking privilege. 

If you will do these two things you will stop 
this book abuse, and you cannot stop it in any 
other way. Gentlemen in both Houses of Con- 
gress wish books. Itisno disparagement to them 
to say so, and I mean no disrespect by the remark. 
They wish books to give to their friends. The 
prinier wishes to get a long number ordered, and 
frequently fifteen, twenty, and sometimes as many 
as one hundred thousand impressions of a single 
bookare struck off—to do what? Togive to Sen- 
ators and members of the House of Representa- 
tives to be presented to their friends. $ 

If you stop employing a public printer who is 
greatly interested in running out to these long 
numbers, and if you do your own printing at the 
expense of the Treasury, and if you take away 
the franking privilege, so that members cannot 
send documents to their particular friends free of 
postage, there will be an end of this abuse. I do 
not believe you can stop it in any other way. I 
am for commencing the reform in the right place. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to move an amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 
His amendment as reported in the Globe is in 
these words: 

Public Printing.—To supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for printing and paper ordered at the first session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress, $57,173. 

That covers Gilliss’s report, and that alone. 
The amendment then proceeds: 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for printing 
of the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, arising 
under the joint resolution approved February 27, 1856, 
$244,188 95. 


This is not our deficiency, and the amendment 
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to vote for them in any shape orform, If weare 
to proceed to consider the bill reported from the 
select committee on the Pacific railroad at this 
session, what good will the five remaining vol- 
umes of the Pacific railroad surveys do us? We 
cannot even read them until after we shall be 
called upon to vote on the bill. As to the Japan 
expedition report, I do not know that it will 
ever be of practical use to.us. 

I agree with my friend from South Carolina 
throughout in reference to the Census report, the 
Patent Office report, and all other books pub- 
lished by Congress. Last month we passed a 
joint resolution, in great haste, taking for granted 
the judgment of my friend from Virginia, by 
which we took on ourselves the deficiencies of the 
last Congress for public printing. That is the 
joint resolution mentioned in his amendment of 
27th February, 1856. I wish it to be understood 
by the public—by everybody whose attention is 
called to this abuse, where it occurred, and there- 
fore I propose to amend the amendment so as to 
make it read: 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for printing of 
the second session of the Thirty-Third Congress, which de- 
ficiencies were transferred to the account of the first session 
of the Thirty- Fourth Congress, in virtue of the joint resolu- 
tion, approved February 27, 1856, $244,168 95. 

Mr. WUNTER. I have no objection to that 
amendment. It states the facts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sruarr 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Virginia 
accept this modification as an amendment of his 
proposition ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I am willing to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion will be on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let it be read as it 
now stands. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 

Public Printing.—To supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ation for printing and paper ordered at the first session of 
the Thirty-Third Congress, $57,173. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for printing of 
the second session of the Thirty-‘Third Congress, which de- 
ficiencies were wansferred to the account of the first session 
of the Thirty- Fourth Congress, in virtue of the joint resolue 
tion, approved February 27, 1856, $244,188 95. 

Yo provide for engraving the maps and drawings accom- 
panying the report of the surveys and explorations to de- 
termine a Pacitie railroad, $49,200, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary; and the said maps and drawings shail be 
engraved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to know whether 
this appropriation is to pay for printing which | 
hag been executed, oy which is to be done under 
the joint resolution referred to in the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is for both. Itis to pay 
for printing ordered to be done by the previous 
action of both Houses of Congress, and some of 
which has been done. A portion of the report | 
in reference to the Pacific railroad has not yet 
been executed, but it has been ordered hereto- 
fore, and this appropriation is to carry out the 
resolutions of the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. RUSK. A part of the type has been set 
up, but all the volumes are not yet complete. 

The question being taken by yeas and nayson 
the amendment, as amended, resulted—yeas 22, 
nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, 
Brown, Dodge, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pratt, Rusk, Stuart, 
Sumner, Toucey, Wade, Weller, and Wilson—22 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Belt of New Hampshire, Biggs, 
Butler, Clay, Crittenden, Durkee, Evans, Fitzpatrick, || 
Pugh, Reid, and Trambwi—12. 


So it was adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have three small amend- 
ments to offer from the Committee on Finance, | 
and then I shall have done. The first is to in- | 
sert—~ 

For contingencies of the Army, $5,000. 

This is in conformity with a recommendation 
of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 


For salary of the circuit judge of California, $1,487 50. 


This is in conformity with an estimate to carry 
out an existing law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. My last amendment is to 
add at the end of the first section of the bill the 
following item: 

For tompensation and mileage of the members of the 
legislative assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 


penses of the Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota, 
$6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I have an amendment to offer 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to come in as an additional section: 


‘Sec. —. And be i further enacted, That the proviso at 
the end of the third section of the act of March 3d, 1851, 
entitled “ An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1852, and for other purposes,” be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. 

Perhaps a word of explanation is necessary 
in relation to this amendment. The act of 1851 
authorizes the Postmaster General, in case of 
defaulting mail contractors, to settle and adjust 
their accounts by taking a less amount than the 
bond specifies; but the provision was limited to 
cases which occurred prior to that time. This 
amendment is to repeal that limitation. 


Mr. PRATT. The proviso of the law of 1851 
should be read. 
Mr. RUSK. I will state precisely what it is. 


The third section of the act of March 3, 1851, 
authorizes the Postmaster General, in the case 
of defaulting contractors, to adjust their accounts 
by taking from them and their securities a less 
sum than the bond provided for; or, in other 
words, to compromise a claim which might be lost 
by default. There was a proviso limiting the 
operation of the section to cases which occurred 
before the passage of the law in 1851. The 
amendment which I have now offered repeals 
that proviso, and leaves the provision to continue 
in full force unaffected by it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the second 
section of the bill: 

And that so much of the act approved March 3, 1851, 
as requires thatall blank books, binding, and ruling for the 
several Executive Departments, shall be furnished under 
the direction and supervision of the Superintendent of 
Publie Printing, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The object of this provision is to repeal the 
requirement which was alluded to this morning 
in the debate, that all blank books, and binding 
and ruling for the Executive Departments, shall 
be furnished under the supervision of the Super- 
intendent of Printing. This amendment will piace 
the law as it was before that enactment, and will 
leave the Departments at liberty to procure blank 
books for themselves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Lamauthorized by the Com- 
mittee on Territories to offer the following amend- 
ment as a new section: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the date when the superintendency of Indian affairs was 
separated from the office of Governor of Minnesota, under 
the provision contained in the second section of the act of 
27th of February, 1851, the annual salary of the Governor 
of said Territory, as such, be the same as ifhe was also 
superintendent of Indian affairs; and that the appropriation 


į heretofore made for salary for such superintendent be, and 


the same is hereby, authorized to be paid as compensation 
of the Governor of the said Territory. 

At the last session of Congress, a law was 
passed authorizing the President of the United 
States, in his discretion, to detach the superin- 
tendency of Indian affairs in Minnesota from the 
Governor of the Territory, and to place the In- 
dians in that Territory under the charge of the 
superintendent for Wisconsin and Michigan. 


| During the recess of Congress that power was 


exercised, and the superintendency of Indian 
affairs was taken from the Governor. When the 
organie law of the Territory of Minnesota was 


| looked into, it was found to contain a provision 


that the salary of the Governor should be $1,500 
as Governor and $1,000 as Indian superintendent. 
The effect, therefore, of the separation was. to 


The amendment was adopted. ` fa 

Mr. BAYARD. I have an amendment to offer 
from the Committee on Public Buildings: °=. 

For finishing the portico and exterior of the west wing 


of the Patent Office building, to pay the reservations due, 
to put up the iron railing, and lay down the necessary flag- 
ging and pavements, $150,000. , + 

This item was notin the first abstract furnished 
to me from the Department of the Interior, it 
consequence of the neglect ofa clerk in the office 
of the Secretary of the Interior, as I before stated. 
When I proposed the former amendments from 
the Committee on Public Buildings, I had not 
taken the action of the committee on this propo+ 
sition for that reason; but I have since done ‘so; 
and the committee have assented to the introduc- 
tion of the item in the deficiency bill. It seems 
to me to be peculiarly appropriate that it should 
go there. I ask for the reading of a portion of à 
letter which I have received from the Secretary 
of the Interior in relation to the subject. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

& As respects the item of $150,000 for the completion of: 
the west wing of the Patent Office building; I beg leave-to 
say that, in my opinion, it may fairly be regarded as a defies 
ciency item ; and it would have been treated as such at the- 
commencement of the session but from the hope that the 
funds then on hand would not be likely to be expended be- 
fore the passage of the general appropriation bill. The work 
has progressed so rapidly, however, that the fund is now 
almost exhausted; and it should be replenished at once, or 
the persons employed on it must for a time be thrown out 
of business. No appropriation was asked for on this ac: 
count at the last session, and none was therefore made. 
Under these circumstances, I indulge the: hope that the 
amount now asked for may be provided in the deficiency 
bill, or enough to last until the passage of the general ap- 
Propriation bill. : l 

“I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, « MeCLELLAND.” 

Mr. BAYARD. It will be observed that the 
py for inserting this appropriation in the 
present bill arises from the fact, that no appropri- 
ation was made at the last session of Coneress,and 
the fund which was before appropriated has béen 
exhausted. This sum‘is all that is necessary to 
complete the west wing of the Patent : Office 
building. Unless it be appropriated very soon, . 
the contractors and their hands must all be dis- 
charged during the best part of the working 
season; and the consequence will be, that the 
Government will have to pay more for the com> 
pletion of the west wing. I am informed by:the 
Department that the sum stated in the amendment 
will complete the work early in the fall, and. E 
think therefore it would be wise ecoriomy to'pro- 
vide for it in this bill: This is the only reason 
why the committee recommend it. ` 

I may state further, that there are reservations 
due, as they are called, which actually are owing 
and ought to be paid. There are portions of the 
work done on which a certain amount was re- 
served until the whole should be completed, and 
part of the appropriation is necessary for paying 
those reservations. 

Mr. HUNTER, If thisamendment be adopted 
it will be followed by other amendments of. the 
Senator from Delaware as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, and I therefore desire 
to make my point once for all. Many: of; these 
amendments are doubtless meritorious- in them- 
selves, and very proper to be inserted in the gen- 
eral bill; but I believe that.on this-bill we ought 
to put no appropriations except.those which are 
necessary to carry out some existing law, or to be 
added to appropriations already made for some of 
the necessary branches.of the public service. If 
there is not money enough for the army which 


| is in the field, or for the Quartermaster’s Depart- 


ment—if enough was not appropriated, we ought 
to appropriate more in a deficiency bill... If there 
was not enough originally appropriated for the 
service of the Post Office Department we ought 
to appropriate more. We may say the same: of 
the Judiciary; and in regard to any law which 
has been passed, if the money appropriated for it 
should be insufficient, 1 admit an appropriation 
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may be properly made in the deficiency bill; but 
unless ibe work which is undertaken be one of 
great magnitude, ando ne of the most indispensable 
necessity, it seems tome the appropriation should 
not be made in this bill, butin the general bill. 

There is a special reason why it should not 
be made on this bill. I put aside the prejudices 
which are entertained against deficiency bills gen- 
erally, and I call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact, that in this bill we include appropriations 
for deficiencies in all the Departments of Govern- 
ment. For this reason there is more danger of. 
its becoming an omnibus bill thanany other which 
can be presented; and the only way of preventing 
that, if we cannot do it by a positive rule, is for | 
the Senate to establish some rule in their own 
minds by which their votes will be regulated. 

It seems to me that no amendment which is 
offered ought to be made to this bill unless it is 
an appropriation that comes within the rule which 
I have described. If it be indispensable to carry 
on some of the necessary branches of the public 
service, such as the Navy or the Army, or the 
Post Office, itought to be inserted. If it be neces- 
sary toadd to an existing appropriation for a great 
work, to which the country is committed by law, 
or if it be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of some law for which money cnough has not 
been appropriated, it might be inserted. These 
appropriations come within no such rule. They 
may be meritorious enough in the right place— 
the general appropriation bill—but they ought not 
to be inserted in this bill. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, The Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusspay, March 25, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. Henry CLAY 
Dean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the bill regu- 
lating elections in the city of Washington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. {rise to a privi- 
leged question. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a personal explanation. 


POWER OF THE KANSAS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to me a moment, to enable me to 
offer a resolution for the purpose of reference 
- only. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [I will yicld for that pur- 

ose. 

Mr. WALKER then, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be m- 
structed to inquire, and report to this House, whether the 


Kansas investigating committee have power to coerce the 
attendance of witnesses and to punish for contempt. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. When this House 
was organized, very unexpectedly to me, and | 
contrary to my personal desires, the Chair ap- 
pointed me to the very distinguished position of 
chairman of the Committce of Ways and Means. 
I accepted that trust, intending to devote myself 
during this Congress faithfully to that service. 
Yesterday a distinction of no ordinary character | 
was again conferred upon me by the Chair, 
equally unexpected to me as the former one. I 
find, sir, that it involves a very arduous and a 
very important trust, entirely incompatible with 
the duties which were first assigned to me, and 
requiring a long absence from this House, where 
I hope I may better serve my immediate constit- 
wents and the country. I have. therefore risen 
this morning to ask the House to excuse me from 
the service as head of the important commission 
to proceed to Kansas to take testimony in refer- 
ence to the unfortunate difficulties which have 
existed there. 

Asking this, I may be permitted to say, that 
Į feel sensibly that two very high honors have 
been conferred upon me; and I bee leave to ex- 
press my sense of gratitude for the last, because 
there are peculiar circumstances surrounding me 
at this time, which makes it gratifying to my own 


i| to the last similar appropriation of time. 


personal feelings to have this high testimony of 
the confidence of the Chair in reference to my | 


position upon the Kansas question, and in my 
qualifications to discharge so delicate and im- 
portant a trust. 

The SPEAKER stated, that if there was no 
objection, the gentleman would be considered as 
excused. 

No objection was made. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, with the consent 
of the House, will nominate, to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of the gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr. Serman, of the same State. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. KELSEY, by unanimous consent, and in 


pursuance of previous notice, introduced the fol- 
lowing bill; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: 

A bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the United 
States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. MAXWELL, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands: 

A bill giving the right of way, and granting 
alternate sections of certain public lands to the 
States of Florida and Alabama, to aid in the con- 
struction of a certain railroad therein specified. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report a bill from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in reference to a matter 
which ought to be acted upon immediately. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to the intro- 
duction of reports from committees. Let them 
wait until they come in, in the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce four bills, of which 
previous notice has been given, I desire to have 
them immediately referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

No objection being made, a bill of the follow- 
ing title was received, and read a first and second 
time: 

A bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause the southern boundary line of 
Kansas Territory to be surveyed and marked. 

Mr. DUNN. I object to its introduction. 

Mr. PHELPS. The objection comes too late, 
as the bill had been introduced by unanimous 
consent, and had been read twice before the ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. DUNN. I rose to object before the bill 
was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will receive the 
objection if the gentleman says he rose to object 
before the bill was read. 

Mr. DUNN. I did. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no bill to introduce 
or report to make; but I propose that half an hour 
be appropriated this morning to the reception of 
reports from committees, or the introduction of 
bills for reference, upon the precise terms of the 
order last made upon that subject. I propose, if 
there be no objection, that that order be made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask what 
effect that would have on the bill which was post- 
poned till to-day? 

The SPEAKER. It sets it aside for one half 
hour only. This is only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. With the understanding that 
this bill be taken up by the same unanimous con- 
sent after the expiration of the half hour, I shall 
not interpose any objection. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama be adopted, the bill relating 
to the District of Columbia will be taken up when 
the half hour shall have expired. Will the gen- 
tleman from Alabama state his proposition ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is that one half hour be 
appropriated to the reception of bills and resolu- 
tions, with the same restrictions as were ene 

e 
Clerk can refer to the resolution then adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the Clerk cannot readily turn to the resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well—no matter. I can 
tell what the resolution was; I offered it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to placing any re- 
strictions on the action of the House, as to the 
particular class of business to be taken up. 


Mr. LETCHER. The proposition was to ad- 
mit bills and resolutions hich did not give rise 
to debate, the question being asked whether or 
not there was any objection to their introduction. 
If there were an objection, the bill or resolution 
was not, of course, admitted. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I propose to modify that 
proposition, by making it also call for the reports 
of committees. I think these ought to have pre- 
cedence. If I understand, the States are to be 
called for resolutions or bills. If the reports of 
committees are to be first admitted, I will not 
offer any objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My proposition is, that 
members who have bills or resolutions to report 
from committees, may, under the same circum- 
stances, make their report at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood 
the gentleman’s proposition. If there be no ob- 


jection, the order will be made. 


Mr. SEWARD. Imadean objection; and that 
objection is not withdrawn. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then let us have the regular 
order of business. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr. Puerrs] has asked unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and have referred a number of 
bills. 

_ The following bills, introduced by Mr. Pures, 
in pursuance of previous notice, and by unani- 
mous consent, were read a first and second time, 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill for the establishment of an overland ex- 
press mail weekly between St. Louis, Missouri, 
and San Francisco, California. Referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A bill for the relief of Antoine Robedeau. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill making a grant of land to the State of 
Missouri to aid in the construction of the West- 
ern Missouri railroad. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PHELPS. In connection with that bill, 
I ask leave to present a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Missouri, and ask that the memorial be 
also referred to the same committee, and ordered 
to be printed. 

It was so ordered, 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT KING. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to withdraw 
the objection which I made to the introduction 
of a bill by the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, as I understand it is one which he 
offers under peculiar circumstances. I withdraw 
my objection for the purpose of hearing what the 

ill is. 

There being no objection, a bill for the relief 
of the representatives and sureties of Robert King, 
deceased, was reported back from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with an amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that the bill may be 
considered by the House at this time. 

The bill was read. lt authorizes and directs 
the district attorney of the United States for the 
district of East Tennessee to dismiss a suit by 
him instituted in favor of the United States on 
the official bond of the late Robert King, former 
penson agent at Knoxville, Tennessee, and re- 

eases and discharges the claim of the United 
States on said bond. 

The committee report back the bill with the 
following amendment, to be added to the end of 
the bill: 

Provided, however, That the accounting officer of the 
Treasury shall first adjust the accounts of Robert King, as 
pension agent, allowing to the defendants, for him, two per 
eentum on the moneys paid out by him for all the time he 
acted as such agent, and for which he was never allowed $ 
and that the defendants shali have first paid the balance, 
if any, which may be found due to the United States. 


Mr. LETCHER. Let that bill go on the Cal- 


; endar. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 
one minute. 

Mr. SNEED. Iaskthe gentleman from Vir- 
giniato withdraw his objection to this bill; and, 
with the permission of the gentleman who has 
the floor, | will state the reasons why it should 
pass, 

PM. LETCHER. I should like to accommo- 
date my friend from Tennessee, but, as the bill 
proposes to release securities from their bond to 


I can explain this bill in 


1856. 


the Government, I want. some little time to look 
at it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MEACHAM. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of a bill defining the 
rights of voters, and the duties of commission- 
ers of elections, in the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view to 
take up some of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. MEACHAM. There isa regular order 
of business assigned for to-day, and assigned 
through the gentleman himself, [Mr. CAMPBELL:] 
and it appears to be peculiarly hard to interpose 
against the rule when we do not want over, per- 
haps, fifteen minutes. I want to make no speech; 
and I know that no member of the committee 
wants to make a speech at this point of time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is in order. 


REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will in- | 
dulge me one moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. On looking at the bill proposed 
to be introduced by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. PreLrs] a few moments ago, and to | 
which I made chjection, I find that it does not 
involve the difficuity which I apprehended it 
might involve. I therefore withdraw the objec- 
tion, 

The SPEAKER. By the consent of the House, 
the gentleman from Indiana withdraws his objec- 
tion to the bill authorizing the President to fix 
the southern boundary of Kansas, proposed by 
the gentleman from Missouri, and which has 
been read a first and second time. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. . v 
SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON——AGAIN. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw my motion, 
with a view to enable the gentleman from Ver- 
mont to have the bill presented by the Judiciary | 
Committce considered. : 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
consideration of the bill defining the rights of 
voters, and the duties of commissioners of elec- 
tions, in the city of Washington, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to know whether the | 
bill is now to be read through formally, or whether 
itis being read by sections for amendment? I| 
desire at some stage to move an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is now receiving its 
first formal reading, and will afterwards be read 
by sections for amendment. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Aslam under instructions 
by the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and as I-do not wish tẹ take up the time of the | 
House unnecessarily, it is due that I should state 
that, when the reading of the bill is concluded, I 
shall immediately demand the previous question. 
I, however, do not-see the necessity of reading 
the bill through twice. I ask that the first read- 
ing may be dispensed with. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ifthe gentleman proposes 
‘to move the previous question, I hope it will not 
be sustained. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I hope we shall not 
have the previous question. I desire at some time, 
in the course of the consideration of this bill, to 
move to amend it. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask that the bill 
may be read through. : 

The bill was read in extenso; and the reading 
by sections, for amendment, commenced. _ 

Mr. MARSHALL. I move to amend, inthe 
seventh line of the first section, by inserting after | 
the word “shall,” the words, “ have been for | 


I now call for the regular 


| posed to pay 


33 


two years.”’. The clause asamended would then 


read: 

That from and after the passage of this act, every free 
white male resident of the city of Washington, (vagrants, 
paupers, felons, and persons non compos mentis excepted,) 
who shall have resided in the said city one year immedi- 
ately preceding the day of election, and who shall have 
been for two years. a citizen of. the United States, and 
twenty-one years of age at the time he offers to vote, and 
shall have paid the school-tax, and all taxes on personal 
property due from him, shall be entitled to vote, &c. 


Now, sir, the proposition I make is just this— 
and [ want the House to understand it. It is to 
deprive a man of the right to vote until he shall 
have been naturalized, unless he shall bea native- 
born citizen for two years. You are nowin this 
District, and particularly in this city, employing 
a very large class of laboring men, who may be- 
come at any moment, in the district court of this 
city, naturalized citizens of the United States; 
and they may be carried up to vote at the muni- 
cipal elections of the city immediately after they 
have been naturalized, and in this way may con- 
trol the taxation of the property of the city. I 
think it is fair that they shall not exercise the 
rightto vote here until they shall have been nat- 
uralized at least for two years. The amendment 
which I have proposed proposes simply that 
these men shall be naturalized for two years be- 
fore they shall be allowed to vote in this city at 
the municipal elections. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This amendment 
is very plain—very easily to be comprehended; 


| but, sir, it seeks to establish a principle which I 


believe has not been recognized by the Constitution 
of our country, nor am I aware that it has been 
heretofore recognized in the legislation of Con- 
gress. It is certainly not recognized in the State 


as I know, it has not been recognized in any 
State in the Union. It proposes, in direct terms, 
to make a distinction between citizens of the 
United States. It requires a citizen, who may 
have been born in a foreign country, and natu- 
ralized in the United States, to be here two years 
from the date of his naturalization before he shall 
be qualified to vote. 

Sir, this is a mode of applying the principles 
which the party to which the gentleman from 


| Kentucky belongs profess, in a way which I did 


not suppose that even they would have advocated 
here or elsewhere. 

If the naturalization laws are wrong—if they 
do not require a sufficient length of time as a pro- 
bationary period preparatory to naturalization, 
extend that time; but when you make them 
citizens in name, make them at the same time 
citizens in fact and in deed. When you impose 
upon them all the burdens and liabilities of citi- 
zens, give to them all the rights and privileges 
of citizens. 

For these reasons, sir, I shall vote against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
But, while I am up, let me make one remark in 
reference to that provision of the bill embraced 
in the eighth, ninth, and tenth lines of this sec- 
tion, “and who shall have paid the school tax, 
and all taxes on personal property due from 
him.” I am opposed to all property or moneyed 
qualifications for the voter. I have no objection 
to the citizens of this city having the right to 
levy taxes for school pu pones but I do object 
to any provision by which the payment of such 
taxes shall be made a condition precedent upon 
which the voter shall exercise the right of suf- 
frage. Let the authorities here levy and collect 
their taxes, but do not debar the voter from the 
right to vote unless he shall present a certificate, 
or receipt, that he has paid the taxes. I did 
think that moneyed and property qualification 
for suffrage in thisland had had its day, and was 
numbered with the things that were. But it 
seems that I was somewhat mistaken; and of all 


qualification. A dollar school taxis levied, and the 
voter cannot cast his suffrage until he pays that 
dollar. There may be some who will be indis- 
the dollar for the benefit of the 
schools, and to relieve themselves from the pay- 
ment of that tax will decline voting. There are 
some, perhaps, on whom this right to vote is 
conferred by existing laws of this corporation, 
who will not pay the dollar themselves, and one 
or other of the parties at the election will pay it 


from which [ have the honor to come, and, so far | 


modes the one proposed by the bill is, in my mind, | 
| the most objectionable—of requiring a moneyed 
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for them in order to get their votes. . Then, sin 
if such be the fact, and there are those: who. will 
not pay the dollar themselves, but will vote on 
the payment of it by one. or ‘the other party in 
the contest, it virtually becomes a means of brib- 
ery and corruption, and the provision should be 
expunged from the laws of. this District... 

tis due, however, from me, ‘to state that this 
provision in the bill is not a new.one.. It is now 
one of the conditions on which the right of .suf- 
frage is exercised in this District. .I-had:heped 
that I should have had an opportunity to have 
voted for this bill without this taxation condition. 
I hope, if the bill is to be amended, that that pro- 
vision will be. stricken: out. I trust: that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. may 
not be incorporated into the bill. Do not seek to 
extend the time for naturalization and the right 
of citizenship in a bill to provide for the election 
of municipal officers. Let the adopted citizens 
stand on the same broad platform which you 
here,as the Representatives.of American citizens, 
look for citizens to stand on. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. i desire to modify my 
amendment by inserting one instead of iwo; so 
that it will require a naturalization of one year 
previous to the right to vote. : 

Mr. DUNN. Tsuppose the gentleman’s object 
is to prevent this fraudulent system which occurs 
in all the States of preparing voters on the eve 
of the election. Very certainly something of the 
sort ought to be done. Will he -not accomplish 
his object sufficiently by fixing the period, at six 
months? ee 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. I will explain. 
You require now that the American citizen shall 
reside here one year previous to being allowed 
to vote. I think itis perfectly fair, that every 
man shall reside here one year after becoming an 
American citizen; and this is necessary to put the 
naturalized citizen and the native-born citizen on 
the same platform of equality. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Speaker, the modi- 
fication of the gentleman from Kentucky of the 
amendment which he has proposed, does not meet 
the objection urged to it by the gentleman from 


| Tennessee. That objection, it occurs to me, was 


very well taken. The gentleman from Kentucky 
by his proposition proposes to draw an invidious 
distinction between the adopted and the native- 
born citizen. Ifitbe the design of thatgentleman, 
and those with whom he acts, to change the 
existing naturalization laws, let them do it ina 
gencral law, and make the issue fully and directly. 
The emigrant must remain here, under existing 
laws, five years before he can become naturalized. 
The gentleman from Kentucky by his amend- 
ment practically extends the naturalization laws 


| in this District to six years. Such is not the case 
| in any other State of the Union. 


I would ask 
him whether itis just and proper that such an 
| invidious distinction should be drawn between 

the adopted citizen who locates himself in Wash- 

ington, and the one who locates himself in Mary- 
land or Virginia? It seems to me that we ought 
not to draw this unjust distinction. I shall vote 
against the amendment; and I call for the yeas 
and nays on it, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not wish to detain the House but for a very few 
moments. I think that the principle which is 
intended to be incorporated in this bill, if it be a 
new one, assuggested by the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, is one which, perhaps, had better 
have been incorporated before; for lam notaware, 
sir, that the novelty of a principle is any sort of 
reason against the incorporation of it, provided 
it be a good one. If it be said that it draws.an 
invidious distinction between native-and-adopted 
citizens, then the word invidious is only an epithet 
appended by the honorable gentleman to the pro- 
visions of the bill, and merely amounts to calling 
a name. If the amendment draws a distinction 
between the native and foreign-born citizen, then 
the question is, whether that distinction be right 
or wrong? and-I suppose on that question the 
judgment of this House will not be aided by the 
additional epithet of invidious. _. i ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. After the United States: have 
given to an alien a certificate that he shall have 
all the rights and privileges of a native-born citi- 
zen, can we afterwards pass a law to deprive him 
of any of those rights and privileges? 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that 


730 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 25, 


the right to vote is not a consequence of being a 
citizen of the United States. 1 suppose the right 
to vote does not come under a law of Congress 
any where, beyond this District. I think the right | 
‘to vote is expressly referred by the Constitution 

to the various States; and the rule which controls ! 
the right to vote for members of the House is | 
to be found not in the Constitution of the United 
States, but in the qualifications of voters for mem- 
bers of the lowest branch of the State Legislature. 

If this be the first time that this principle has 
been incorporated into the law of a State or Ter- 
ritory, then L beg I8ave to say that this and 
sundry other things will be incorporated into the 
laws of more than one State or Territory of the 
Union, if the principles which I have the honor 
in part to represent on this floor shall ever control 
the administration of this Government, or that of 
any State government; and, therefore, that it has 
not hitherto been incorporated is merely stating | 
the grievances which we now bring to the notice 
of the people of the United States, and upon which 
we desire the opinion of this House. | 

What, then, is the policy of the precise provis- | 
ion proposed by my honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky? The right to vote rests, in this District, 
upon the law of Congress. That right is con- 
ferred upon citizens who bear certain relations 
to the city of Washington, and to the Govern- | 
ment of the United States. It requires, first of all, 
that the person shall be a resident. Jt requires, 
in the next place, that he shall be a citizen of the 
United States. It requires, in the third place, | 
that he shall have paid certain taxes. Why is it; 
that he is required to havea residence in the city | 
of Washington? It is in order that, having the | 
duties of a citizen thrown around him, he may 
have become conversant with the local interests 
of the city of Washington—that he may have 
had his feelings so wrapped up with the citizens 
that, when he comes to vote, he may cast his vote 
wisely, and upon public grounds. When a citi- 
zen of the United States comes into the District ! 
from the State of Maryland, Virginia, Ohio, or | 
any other State, he brings with him his ordinary | 
rights of an American citizen; and, coming here 
with those qualities, ho is yet required to have a 
residence in this city for a certain length of time 
before he can vote, 

Now, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky is nothing more or less than to pre- 
vent a distinction—and, if the gentleman chooses, | 
an invidious distinction—against native citizens, | 
and in favor of foreign-born citizens; for while | 
the bill requires that one who is a citizen, and | 
having the responsibility of a citizen upon him, | 
to reside here for a certain length of time, it con- | 
fors upon a foreigner the right to vote instantly, 
without previously having resided here a year as 
a citizen; and therefore, without having been sub- 
jected to the duty of investigating and reflecting 
upon, and having occasion to know his dutics as 
a citizen of the United States; and without jnter- 
posing—as in the case of every native citizen—any 
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period to clapse between the time of becoming a į 


citizen, and the time when he acquires a right to 
vote, For the law confers on every native, citizen- 


ship of the Republic at the instant of birth; and | 


yet the same law postpones the right to vote for 
twenty-one years. 

The naturalization laws now confer citizenship 
on a foreigner by the formality of naturalization; | 
this amendment, following the analogy of the 
law of the land, interposes a period between the | 
acquisition of citizenship and the acquisition of 
the right to vote. This is no more in derogation | 
of the rights of citizenship conferred by natural- 
ization than is the postponing the right of the | 
native to vote for twenty-one years in deroga- | 
tion of his birth-right citizenship. The same | 
power, for similar reasons, interposes both pe-) 


| vote without these qualifications, as we do who 


| balance against men, native and foreign, who 


in different portions of the country do not see 
the practical operation of allowing foreigners to f 


reside in large cities. Sir, in those places, the day | 
before the election, the court-house is erowded 
with files of foreigners to take out their papers, 
and the next day they go to the polls to turn the 


have been here five, ten, or twenty years. Men 
do this who know nothing of the language of the 
country, nothing of the interest of the country; 
men who have never had their attention turned | 
towards any one of the great duties of American 
| citizenship; men who have so little interest in 
becoming citizens that they do not, in nine cases 
out of ten, pay the fees for their own naturaliza- 
tion papers; men who, in nine cases out of ten, 
do not seek the court-house of their own accord, 
to get their naturalization papers; men who are 
raked up in our cities, and marched and dragged 
along before the tribunals of the United States by 
men who stand by them to pay the fees of natu- | 
ralization out of their own pockets; men whose | 
papers are not even confided to their own keep- 
ing, but are kept by politicians in their own pos- 
session until they are marched up in files to the 
polls upon the day of election. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAVIS. Cortainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Does not the gentleman 
know full well, that every foreign-born individ- 
ual, who is naturalized in the country, has to go 
through a probation of five ycars? Does not he 
know that he has to make his declaration of in- 
tention to become a citizen three years before he 
takes out his papers? And I ask whether the 
application of his principle would not be equally 
good as to the young man, who is undergoing | 
the same probation, when he arrives at twenty- 
one years of age? Is not five years long enough 
for a foreign-born person to learn how to vote, 
when he has roperty and has paid his taxes? 

Mr. DAVIS. will answer the gentleman with 
pleasure. It is the policy of every State of this 
Union, as far as I know, to require every citizen 
of the United States coming from another State, to 
reside in that State one or two years before he is 
entitled to vote, in order that having the right of 
citizenship, and witnessing the exercise of the 
duties of citizenship around him, he may know | 
how to exercise that right. That is an answer 
to one branch of the gentleman’s question. | 

My answer to the second question is, that the | 
principle of this amendment does not require that | 
Americans by birth should be required to reside | 
a year after attaining twenty-one. They are born 
to the birthright of citizenship, yet their right to 
vote is postponed till twenty-one, though they have 
been all the time citizens of the Republic. Their | 
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during citizenship, under all the obligations and 
inspired with all the feelings of citizenship, and 
only awaiting the time when the law supposes 
this discipline and probation have fitted the native 
citizen for the exercise of the privilege of suffrage. 
Whether five years’ residence of an unnatural- 
ized foreigner be or be not equivalent to twenty- | 
one years of probation and education under 
American institutions, T leave it to any gentleman | 
to determine who knows how difticultit isto learn j 
habits, and how exceedingly difficult to unlearn | 
habits; who knows how completely our republican | 
institutions operate upon the education of young | 
men living under them; who knows how alien to | 
men of foreign birth, education, and habits, is the | 
spirit of independence, and the spirit of political | 
intelligence and manly. self-reliance and moder- 
ation, which grows with the growth of our young | 


ing his twenty-one years of probation in the midst ! 


riods of delay. One purpose of the amendment, | 
therefore, is to require that a party shall have | 
resided here as a citizen, under the obligations of 
a citizen, for the same length of time that a na- 
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tive citizen must have so resided, before he shall | 

| 


of our republican institutions. We find that men 
who have grown up under despotic governments | 


residence during minority is still a residence || 


men, advancing from childhood to manhood dur- |! 


have learned to obey authority from fear, and | 


never called upon to exercise any of our political 
privileges; never called upon to vote at town- 
meetings; not called upon to be judges of elections; 
not called upon to judge of the qualifications of 
candidates; and not called upon to do any one of 
the great acts of a republican Government which, 
more than reading and writing, are the education 
of American citizens. This is my answer to 
another branch of the gentleman’s question. 

And now to return to the point which I was 
arguing when the gentleman interrupted me. I 
was speaking of the practical operation of the 
naturalization laws as they now exist, and of their 
abuses. I desire to apply'a remedy to those evils 
in this mode, in which alone it can be applied by 
Congress to this District. The naturalization 
law now requires that the parties shall have ac- 
quired such a knowledge, and be so imbued with 
the spirit of the institutions of the United States 
as well enable him, and lead him to exercise freely 
and wisely the privilege of suffrage. All the pro- 
visions of the existing lav contemplate that re- 
suli—a result good in itself—and which, attained, 
removes many of the evils of our free laws of im- 
migration—but which the eagerness of political 
partisans has entirely defeated. In point of fact, 
we know that men are not left to seek their nat- 
uralization papers at the bidding of their own in- 
stincts, at the instance of their own republican 
feelings, from their own desire to exercise the 
powers of citizenship; but they are raked and 
scraped together, and brought in masses to be 
naturalized by men who have a personal and par- 
tisan desire to turn the balance of the election by 
votes made for the occasion. 

Sir, not long since the United States court at , 
Baltimore sat on election day, for the purpose of 
completing the naturalization of foreign men, 
while every other court in the State had sus- 
pended its session, in deference to the great act of 
solemn sovereignty then being performed. That 
one court, however, continued to hold its session 
and to make voters—made after the sun had risen 
and to vote before it should go down. Were these 
men thereby rendered fit arbiters of an American 
election? Is it nota fraud upon the naturaliza- 
tion laws? Is it not a repeal, if not in words at 
least in spirit, of the purpose intended to be ac- 
complished by all the delays now interposed, by 
Ape insirietiona which they presuppose? Does 
itMhot leave open the possibility of having brought 
to the polls a class of men without any one of the 
feelings which the United States laws contemplate 
as belonging to citizens of the United States ? 
And am Í to be told. that it is not right to remove 
these great temptations, to interpose a year’s de- 
lay, to induce men who are desirous of becoming 
citizens to become citizens in proper time, to 
remove from men who weakly yicld to tempta- 
tion the great temptations to make citizens on the 
eve of election? ie they cannot vote for a year 
afterwards, men will not run the risk of making 
citizens who may forget the object of becoming 
citizens. They will wait for them to seck their 
naturalization papers spontancously, because they 
can have no licn upon them until the day of elec- 
tion. They cannot tell the variations of parties or 
variation of the interests, the confusion of politics 
and of candidates, and the new purposes and 
combinations which may come up between the 
time of naturalization and the day of election; 
so that, by this single change, without drawing 
invidious distinctions, or doing any great. evil to 
any under our elective system, we avoid all these 
frauds on the law by removing the temptation. 
It does no wrong to anybody. It requires of the 
foreign-born citizen a residence for the same 
length of time as a citizen of the United States is 
required to reside us a citizen of the place where 
he claims to vote. It palsies the hands of the 
party election agents of either of the parties, by 
requiring the naturalized citizen to reside for a 
year after his naturalization before he is entitled 
to vote. Therefore I shall vote, and vote most 


therefore they look upon authority, not as a! 
power of which they are a part, but as their nat- 


acquire the privilege of suffrage, in order that 
having had his attention directed to the local and i 
municipal concerns of the city, under the influ- | 
ence of those obligations of citizenship he may, | 
when called upon to vote, vote wisely upon dhe 
rights and interests of citizens around him. 
_Another great reason for the amendment is in- 
dieated in my last remark. Gentlemen residing 
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ural enemy—to be resisted. I ask the gentleman 
to consider the difference in the grade of political | 
and civil intelligence between the foreigner and | 
oar young men of twenty-one years of age. A: 
boy of fifteen, of American birth, carries more of | 
‘inherent and living republicanism in his breast 
| than any man born ina foreign country can— 
| than any man not a citizen of the United States, !! 
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cheerfully, for the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I wish merely to state that 
the bill which is now before the House was drawn 
with a great deal of care, has been submitted to 
the leading men of all parties in the District of 
Columbia, and has met with their unanimous 
approval. We are legislating for the District of 
Columbia, and not for Baltimore. Neither are 
we legislating for Kentucky. And I wonder that 
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a gentleman on the Judiciary Committee should 
come in here with a little tack of an amendment 
restricting the exercise of suffrage on the part of 
a naturalized citizen for one year, when his com- 
mittee has control of the whole subject, and has 
power to bring in a general bill to regulate the 
whole naturalization laws. 

Mr. DAVIS. That has no relation to the 
naturalization laws, nor is it, connected. with 
them. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I understand. Here isthe 
city of Baltimore, which, according tc the gen- 
tleman, [Mr. Davrs,] permits men to be natural- 
ized on the morning of election, and brought to 
the polls; and yet that gentleman, without ever 
having made an effort that I heard of to puta 
stop to the system, comes here to oppose a bill ; 
which is perfectly consonant with the feelings of 
the citizens, part which all the citizens of the | 
District say will be of very great advantage to 
the city. 

I have in my room a communication, signed 
by eighteen out of the twenty-four grand jurors | 
in this city, begging that this bill may be got 
through without any change. Now, I know that 
there is need of a change in the naturalization 
laws; and, when you come forward with a gen- 
eral bill which shall regulate the laws for the 
whole land, and regulate them together, I will go | 
with you; though I will not say whether I will 
go for a probationary term of twenty-one years, 
or of ten, or of five. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Vermont this question: How will any vari- 
ation of the naturalization laws touch the ques- 
tion of voting in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MEACHAM. Thatisa very fair ques- 
tion, and shall be fairly answered. When you 
have made your laws general over the land fora 
certain specific time, then we, if we remain on 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, will 
make the laws of the District conformable with 
the general laws. But what are you proposing 
todo now? You wish to have one year put in 
after the period of naturalization for this Dis- 
trict; the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. 
Se Ae will go home and will try to have the 

eviod fixed attwo years; the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. CAMPBELL] will go home and have it fixed 
at five years; another will have ten; another fif- 
teen, and another twenty. A man comes here, 
and under this system he would have a right to 
vote in one ycar. He goes to Baltimore and to 
Kentucky, and cannot vote until after two years’ 
naturalization. He goes to Ohio, and finds the į 
same restriction extended to five years; and else- 
where he may find it extended to ten, fifteen, or 
twenty years. That is where you are. That is 
worse than any old blanket that ever covered a 
human being. Now, make a law that is fair, 
just, and equal to the whole country, and I will 
go with you for its enactment. But I do not! 
wish to go in and make a little patch in the law 
for the District of Columbia, and then go to Kon- 
tucky and get another little patch, and then to 
Ohio and get another. I say I cannot consent to 
amend the laws in that way. 

We have before us a different matter, and we 
ought to pass the bill, if we find it practicable; | 
but we should, as I said before, take up the sub- | 
ject like men, and, if your law is not night, make | 
it right. We cannot, I know, enact any general | 
laws which would do exact justice to all men. | 
Take Witherspoon and Emmett, and the late Sen- 
ator from Hlinois, (General Shields,) foreigners! | 
They came here better prepared to vote on the 
first day after their landing than other men who 
may have been here for twenty years. But still 
we cannot make a distinction. Wemust have one | 
law for all. We must have a law, then, which | 
is moderate and just—which will commend itself | 
to every man’s conscience in the sight of God; | 
but do not take up your little picayune crumbs 
here. J move to recommit the bill. 


| is our legitimate and proper business to propose 


| fication of the ballot-boxes. 


| Maryland. 


| exercise as much power over the political desti- | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. With the per-: 
mission of the gentleman from Vermont, I move 
that the recommitment be accompanied with in- | 
structions to report the amendment offered by the | 
gentleman from Kentucky. I have only a few | 
words to say on the subject, as I suppose this 
whole subject will come up properly for discus 
sion during this session. The gentleman from 
Vermont objects to this amendment because itis | 
patch-work, he says. Why, sir, we are the legis- ii 


lative power for the District of Columbia; and it | 
such measures as may be necessary for the puri- 


It is true, sir, that the powers given to the 
people of the District are not very extensive; but 
it does seem to me that those who are citizens 
permanently, whose abodes are fixed here, and 
whose interests are interwoven with those of the 
District, ought to have the right to control the 
municipal affairs of the city. Unless some such 
provisión as that proposed by the gentleman from 

entucky is ingrafted upon this bill, it will be 
within the power of any political party in the 
District, by importing from an adjoining city a 
few car-loads of raw foreigners, to control the 
ballot-boxes of the city, and thus do away with 
the power of the people. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, (interrupt- 
ing.) I desire to ask the gentleman how it would 
be possible that raw foreigners should be imported 
here for the purpose of controlling a particular 
election, when the bill requires a man to reside 
in the city twelve months before he can be allowed 
to vote? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman knows 
very well the system of colonization that has 
been carried on in this vicinity. If I have been 
correctly advised the system has been somewhat 
extensively carried on between this city and Bal- 
timore within the last few months. [ understand 
that, in the last congressional election, a consider- 
able force was transported from this city into 


But, Mr. Speaker, the objection which the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Meacuam] urges has 
no force init. Because there may be one rule || 
adopted in Ohio and another in Indiana, as is the 
case, that is no argument against the reform which 
is proposed here. Why, sir, if the gentleman 
had gone a little further west he would have dis- ; 
covered that, by the Kansas and Nebraska act, 
aforeigner—ay, though he may be a felon, though 
he may be a pauper, though he may have been 
thrown upon our shores but a month before from 
the pest-houses of Europe, yet, within one hour 
after he reaches the Territory of Kansas, he ma 


nies of that great Territory as the gentleman from 
Vermont himself if he had beena bona fide citizen | 
of the Territory. 

We propose, those of us who are in favor of | 
these reforms, to take up these points as they | 
arise. When we reach the territorial legislation 
of the session, { trust that, among other amend- 
ments or provisions in reference to these Territo- 


i let us proceed in that matter with al 


ries, there will be one putting an end to this sys- | 
tem of foreign influence, that may be used to con- 
trol the destinies of these Territories, I hope that ; 
this bill, which is to provide regulations for the 
ballot-boxes of the city of Washington, may | 
have a provision inserted in it such as that offered : 
by the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. H. Mar- 


suALu.] I therefore ask that the bill may be; 
recommitted with instructions suclf as I have: 
named. 


Mr. BOYCE. It seems to me that there are 
very grave objections to the amendment which 
has been offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
It appears to me very much in conflict with the 
spirit, at least, of the Constitution of the United | 
States. The Constitution says, that the citizens 
of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges 
of citizens in the several States. The idea is, 
that there shall be equality before the law as to | 
all the free white citizens of the United States. | 
J say, therefore, that when foreigners have become 
naturalized citizens it is a, violation of the spirit : 
of the Constitution to render them, by your legis- ; 
lation, thus unequal before the law. | 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman from | 
South Carolina will permit me to Interrupt him, I | 
would like to inquire whether in his own State || 
there is not a property qualification of suffrage, | 
and whether that is carrying out the principle of | 
equality before the law? l! 

Mr. BOYCE. I will very cheerfully answer |i 


the gentleman. There is no property or tax $ 
qualification to the right of suffrage in the State | 


of South Carolina. We have abolished all that: 
feudalism long, long ago. But the very point 
which J wish to make is precisely in this connec- i 
tion. Į maintain thatthe State of South Carolina | 


has the right to make a property qualification, if ! 


she pleases; she has the right to impose a quali- 
fication of residence, if she pleases, provided she 
makes it equal upon all classes of citizens, so 
that the naturalized citizen is placed upon -the 
same footing with the native born. 

Make your naturalization Jaws as stringent as. 
you please; make the period of probation as long. 
as you please; but when you have once made ‘a. 
man a citizen treat him as a citizen. Do not 
hold out the promise to the car, and break it to: 
the hope. After you have taken a man into the 
bosom of the American fraternity, and said to. 
him that he is an American citizen, keep your 
word. I adhere to this distinction of equality 
before the Jaw between the citizens of the United 
States. It is the controlling spirit of republican- 
ism. Let us have no class of Hclots amongst 
us. I say notas to what may be the policy of 
any of the States in regard to the qualifications 
of voters; that is a matter which concerns their 
own domestic policy; but what I say is, that 
when this Congress undertakes to act upon mat- 
ters concerning the right of suffrage they should 
make uniform rules. They should not mete out 
one measure of justice to one class of citizens, 
and another measure to another class. They 
should all be placed upon an equality. 

But the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Da- 
vis] talks about foreigners being naturalized on 
the day of election, and draws an argument in 
favor of the amendment from that fact. Now, 
sir, all that seems to me not at all pertinent to the 

uestion. It would be a good argument upon 
the subject of an extension of the naturalization 
laws, but does not, I think, bear upon the point 
in question. 

But this bill obviates all objection upon this 
point, if there be any objection. It provides that 
every voter shall reside within the District. for 
twelve months before he can be allowed to vote 
here. The gentleman from Maryland, however, 
would go onand make a requisition, that all citi- 
zens of foreign birth shall reside here two years 
before they should be allowed to vote. Is there 
any justice or equality in that? It strikes me 
there is not. It seems to me, then, that this bill 
ought to pass without the amendment of the gen- 
teman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsuauu.] If 
he wants the naturalization laws amended, let 
him bring in a bill to accomplish that object; but 

1 the lights 
before us, and upon full discussion. Let us not 
legislate in a bill like this invidiously against any 
particular class of our citizens. Do not puta 
provision in such a bill as this, providing that one 
class of citizens may vote after a residence of 
twelve months, and require another class of citi- 
zens to reside here two years. 

I say that, after we have made them citizens, 
we ought not to discriminate against them. To 
do so is the way to keep up the foreign feeling 
which we should seek to get rid of. After they 
have once become citizens, treat them with kind- 
ness and generosity, and in the magnanimity of 
your treatment make them forget that they were 
not born on your soil. That is the way to make 
American citizens. When they are made citizens, 
let them be such in reality as well as name. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilmois. Mr. Speaker, F 
purpose to occupy only a few moments of the 
time of the House. I wish to say a word in reply 
to the remarks made by the genticman from Ken- 
tucky in offering his amendment; and then some- 
thing by way of answer to the gentleman from 
Maryland who wasits advocate. The gentleman 
from Kentucky proposes that a foreigner shall be 
required to be a year naturalized before he shall 
be entitled to vote; and the gentleman from Mary- 
land, in advocating the proposition, took the 
ground, if I understood him correctly, that there 
was great danger of an importation of the raw 
material into this District to control its elections. 
Now, if I understand the amendment rightly, and 
I do not think that I can be mistaken, it does not 
affect the length of time they shall reside in the 
District at all) They may come into the District 
the same length of time prior to the election as 
the native-born citizen. It does not affect that 
question. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is, to insert in the first section the pro- 
vision that, before voting, the adopted citizens 
shall be two years citizens of the United States. 

A Mremser. One year; the amendment has 
been modified. 
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Mr. HARRIS, Then they are to be required 
to be one year citizens of the United States before 
they are to be entitled to vote. The bill already 
provides that they shall reside in this city one 


year previous to the time of voting; and the gen- | 


ileman’s object therefore is not effected. The 
argument which has been made, that the object 
of this amendment is to prevent persons from 
voting here who are not properly entitled to vote, 
because they have notresided long enough in the 
city, is not affected by the amendment. The 
amendment requires that they shall be twelve 
months citizens, whilst the original bill makes it 
twelve months residence. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to say only a word 
or two in regard to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maryland in relation to this bill. He tells 
us that many of the naturalized citizens know 
nothing of our institutions; that they are ignorant 
men; that they cannot read nor write; that they 
do not know anything about our public affairs, 
and the administration of the Government. I 
was surprised to hear these remarks from the 
gentleman from Maryland. I presumed that he 
was familiar with the statistics of his own State. 
If he will examine them he will find that, in the 
State of Maryland, out of 53,288 foreign-born 
people, there were 3,451 illiterate, making but 
one eighteenth; while of the native-born popu- 
lation of 438,910, there were 38,426 illiterate, or 
onecleventh. Thus there isa difference of nearly 
onc half in favor of the foreign-born population 
whom he denounces here as so ignorant, and 
knowing nothing. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Where did you get those facts? 

Mr. HARRIS. From the census of 1850. I 
hope the gentleman will peruse it at his leisure, 


and draw instruction from the statistics he will | 


find there. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave perused them, and they 
contain no instruction to any man in this country. 

Mr. HARRIS. If these statistics, with the 
facts I kave given to the gentleman, do not con- 
vey any instruction to the gentleman, then, sir, 
he is beyond the reach of instruction. If the 
gentleman objects to the proposition from the 
chairman of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, wherein he proposes to join him ina 
modification of the naturalization laws so far as 
to determine the length of time a foreigner should 
reside in the country before his naturalization, 
because, as he says, it will not touch the que: 
tion, let him look at the bill, and he will sec that 
it provides that citizens of the United States only 
shall vate. Then if he changes the general laws 


PA 


and lengthens the period at which naturalization |: 


shall be allowed, why he will reach the very ob- 


ject, it strikes me, that hehas in view. The bill 
provides for citizens to vote. You must change 


your law affecting the time at which they shall 
heeome citizens, to meet the object desired by the 
geneman, But the gentleman says he does not 
see how it affects the proposition. lL only in- 
tended to allude to the fact that the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
does not reach the object which the professes to 
have in view; and the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maryland strike me that he is mistaken in 
supposing that a general modification of the nat- 
uralization Jaws will not affect the provisions of 
the bill, Ihave called the gentleman’s attention 
to facts which I supposed that he was not en- 


tively ignorant of; or, if he was, that he might | 


become aware of them. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
commends itself to my judgment for the very 
reason that it proposes to confer only equal rights 


on the foreign population that may be naturalized |) 
as ciuzens of the United States, with those who |: 


have the great privilege of being free born. | 
desire that all men should be held equal before 
thelaw. I desire that whoever is allowed to vote 
in the municipal elections of this city, or this 
District, which are under the jurisdiction of the 
Congress of the United States, should enjoy equal 
rights under the law with those who have the 


high distinction of being Americans born, and | 


having freedom conferred on them because they 
have drawn their first breath in this country. 
There should be no other class of population 
distinguished by privileges which they cannot as 
easily obtain. I wish the residence to precede, 


and not to be subsequent to, the acquisition of the |! 


i 
| 
i 


privileges of American citizenship. Those who 
are native born are by the law required to reside 


to vote; and in my. judgment those who were 
born in other climes, and under other influences, 
| should first obtain the privilege of naturalization, 
i and then have the same probation, before being 
permitted to vote, which the native citizens 
| have to undergo. -1 wish this because I wish all 
| men to be equal before the law. I would have 
all equally participators in these equal rights, and 
for this reason would have the amendment pre- 
vail. I would not have foreigners made American 
citizens on the morning of the election, and im- 
mediately afterwards be allowed to proceed to 
exercise the franchise of a voter. They should 
be like men from Massachusetts and other States, 
—after being naturalized, they should be required 
to reside here one year previous to the right to 
| vote. 

Sir, the amendment to this bill is manifestly de- 
signed to prevent great abuses—abuses which are 
known to all men; which are patent throughout 
the whole country. It is not to be denied thatan 
open door is made by which the polls in this city 
can be controlled at any given election. Look 
around you, and see the multitudes here employed 


> 
I 
l 
i 
| 
| 


been residents of the country fora length of time. 
They may have made their declaration of inten- 
tion to become citizens. They may have come 


enough to become citizens, and being thus quali- 
fied, they assume the rights and privileges of 
which I and every gentleman upon this floor are 
deprived. 1 go for equal and exact justice for all 
upon this matter; and however much it may be 
misrepresented, the cardinal principle which un- 
dcrlics this whole movement, is not to oppress 
;and grind down a certain class, not to defraud 
any living man of that which rightfully belongs 
to him, but to put all men upon the same broad 
and equal platform—both those who inherit this 
highest privilege of citizenship naturally, and those 
i: who have the boon conferred upon them here by 
ja generosity and magnanimity almost unknown 
in any other nation. Lot all stand upon the same 
ground; and let them, after being made citizens 


|| by the usual term of probation, have the further | 


: probation of one year’s residence, and not suffer 
them to trample down the rights of others. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
gentleman from Kentucky, as I understand it, is 


j resided here if he is not ‘naturalized, after he is 


fore he shall be entitled to vote. The gentleman 
from Kentucky and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, say they are in favor of even-handed 
justice to all, Let us suppose the case of a man 
; coming into this District from Massachusetts or 
jj from Kentucky. He is twenty years old, and 
resides here one year. ‘The day before the elec- 


i 


i; Kentucky. 


į tion he becomes twenty-one years old. Now, is 
| there in the proposition of the gendeman from 


floor, any provision that after he shall have ac- 
; quired the right to vote he shall reside in the dis- 
i trictayear? Why, then, the distinction between 


‘the casc of the minor who resides in the district 


Why make the discrimination after the right shall 
be conferred by law of Congress? Why require 
| from him an additional residence beyond what 
i you require of the man who is twenty-one years 
i old? 


to a change of the naturalization laws; but I con- 


| to deal fairly, equally, and justly towards every 
man upon whom is conferred the right of Amer- 


has been naturalized ought not to be required. 
i 


permit him to settle and live among us, the sooner 


| our rights and privileges, the better it is for him | 
tand the better it is for us. That is argument i 


i enough for me in relation to this whole question. 
But, recurring to the other question, I can see no 


here one year before they shall be permitted | 


upon the public works; very many of them have ! 


here only the day before the election, just time į 


The proposition of the | 
to the effect that, however long a person may have | 


naturalized he shall still reside here one year be- | 


Kentucky, as advocated by gentlemen upon this | 


i the foreigner who complies with your law, and | 


i 
lone year preceding the time of the election?! 


1 do not enter into the feeling of the gentle- | 
i: man from Vermont{Mr. Mrnacuam] in reference | 


eur with him in the view he has taken in opposi- | 


tion to the proposition of the gentleman from ' 
Í think that if there is a disposition į 


ican citizenship, a residence of a year after a man | 


My opinion in reference to this question is this: | 
that if you permita foreigner to come here—if you : 


| you make hima citizen, and interest him in all : 


reason why we should require that a foreigner 
who comes among us should remain a certain 
length of time after he shall have been natural- 
ized, before he shall acquire the right of citizen- 
ship. Itisnot, I believe, in accordance with the law 
ofany State of this Union. It is not in accordance 
with any doctrine previously established by this 
Government. From the moment his naturalization 
is completed, he acquires all the rights of citizen- 
ship, which he caneveracquire. ‘I'here are some 
rights of citizenship which never attach to him. 
He cannot, for instance, be President of the Uni- 
ted States; nor can he be a Senator of the United 
States, nor a member of this House, without nine 
years probation in the one instance, and scven 
years in the other. With the exception of those 
disqualifications specified in the Constitution of 
the United States, and in the laws of the United 
States now in existence, he acquires all the rights 
belonging to a native-born citizen whenever he is 
naturalized. For thatreason I am opposed to the 
amenament offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CARLILE. We have fallen, Mr. Speaker, 
upon strange times. One portion of this country, 
or rather a certain sectional organization in this 
country, maintains that it is invidious to distin- 
guish between races; another political organiza- 
tion maintains that it is invidious to distinguish 
between a foreigner and a native. Now, sir, [ 
think I can show that the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Kentucky to the bill now 
under discussion, creates no invidious distinction, 
but that it is absolutely required, in order to place 
naturalized citizens upon an equality with the 
native. I have not yet heard a gentleman bold 
enough, cither in or out of this House, to claim 
for a naturalized citizen rights which he is unwill- 
ing to extend to a native citizen. But if you pass- 
the bill as reported by the committee, you do 
confer upon a foreign-born citizen a privilege 
which a native cannot enjoy under it. It is this 
invidious distinction against the native citizen 
that I desire to avoid. In throwing around the 
elective franchise those necessary safeguards 
which have ever been considered in this country 
as essential to the stability and permanency of 
our institutions, you do provide, in that bill, for 
a year’s residence of all the native-born citizens 
in this city, before they are authorized to exer- 
i cise the right of suffrage. Of citizens by birth- 
right, you do not require this twelve months’ resi- 
dence upon their part, not after they have been 
citizens five years, but twenty-one years—for you 
do not permit them to vote until they arrive at 
the age of majority. After having been thus a 
citizen twenty-one years, you still require a res- 
idence of one year in the city, before they are 
entitled to exercise this privilege. Now, sir, is 
it not but placing the naturalized on an equality 
with the native citizen, if you require that he 
shall be a citizen one year prior to his exercising 
the rights of suffrage ? 

Mr. CRAIGH. DoI understand the gentle- 
{man from Virginia to say that a foreigner would 
not have to reside here a year, according to this 
i bill, before he is entitled to vote? 

Mr. CARLILE. According to the bill, sir, the 
forcigner who has been naturalized but the day 
before has the right to exercise this privilege of 
sufrage, while the native citizen who has been a 
citizen for twenty-one years must, in addition, 
‘| have resided here one year before he can exercise 
ij de 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 
interrupt the gentleman, but I wish to correct him 
! on that point. By the provisions of this bill, as I 
understand it, the naturalized citizen cannot vote 
| at an election in this city if he be naturalized the 
day before the election, because the bill requires 
that he shall be registered ten days before the 
election, and that he shall be a resident here at 
least one year. There is no provision for his 
being registered if he shall be naturalized any 
time within the ten days preceding the election; 
and he cannot vote unless he is registered. 

Mr. CARLILE. Then the distinction is be- 
tween one and ten days. Itis admitted, therefore, 
that an individual residing in the city of Wash- 
ington, not a citizen of the United States, if he 
shall have become a citizen within ten days pre- 
ceding the election, is entitled, under this bill, to 
exercise the right of suffrage, provided he shall 
€ have resided within the limits of the city twelve 
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months preceding the election. Thepoint which 
I desire to press upon the attention of the House, 
and in reply to gentlemen on the other side, is 
this: that it is but placing the foreign-born citizen 
on an equality with the native citizen, to require 
that the former shall have been a citizen at least 
one year before he exercises the right of suffrage. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I dislike to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, but as I understood the gentleman just 
now to state that he had no desire to make such 
distinctions between the native-born and the for- 
eign-born citizen, Í want to know, does the law 
require all citizens of the United States, native 
as well as foreign-born, to reside here one year 
before they vote ? 

Mr. CARLILE. If I understand the bill, it 
requires that no one shall vote unless he be a 
citizen at the time of his voting; but he can be- 
come a citizen ten days before the day of elec- 
tion, and, if he has resided here unnaturalized one 

ear before the election, he has a right to vote. 

therefore insist, on behalf of the native-born 
citizens of this country, that there shall be no 
invidious distinctions made as against them in 
favor of naturalized citizens; and, sir, it can only 
be but justice, if you require a citizen by birth- 
right to remain here one year as a citizen before 
he exercises the right of suffrage, that you should 
require the citizen by naturalization to remain 
here as a citizen one year before he exercises the 
same right. Mr, Speaker, what occurs in my |! 
own State between native citizens? If you re- 
move from South Carolina or from Maryland, 
although you be a native to the soil, and settle in 
Virginia, you are required, by our constitution, || 
to remain there as a citizen of Virginia for two 
years before you exercise the right of suffrage. 

Mr. BOYCE. I ask the gentleman if he would 
not think it very unjust if a citizen of Maryland 
should be required to stay five years after he 
came into Virginia, while a citizen of South Car- 
olina should only be required to stay three years? 
That is the point. 

Mr. CARLILE, The citizen of Maryland and 
of South Carolina is required, although a native 
citizen, to remain a certain length of time as a 
citizen of the State before he votes. So I say 
should the naturalized citizen be required to re- 
main the same length of time as a citizen before 
he exercises the right to vote. Thatis the point 
which I desire to bring before the attention of 
gentlemen of the House. 

And, sir, what is more? A citizen of Virginia, 
born and reared upon her soil, if he removes from 
one county to another—although it be an adjoin- 
ing county—is required to remain therein twelve 
months before he can exercise the right of suf- 
frage. These are safeguards and precautionary 
measures thrown around the exercise of that 
right on which rests the stability of the Govern- 
ment and the property of every citizen, in conso- 
nance with what is deemed to be just and proper 
by the various States which regulate the qualifi- 
cations of electors. 

Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague will, perhaps, 
allow me to interrupt him, as he is talking about 
Virginia laws and various regulations. I believe 
my colleague was a member of the convention 
which assembled in Virginia a few years ago, to 
revise the constitution. I do not know when 
his views became suchas they are now. We live 
in a day of change. I wish now to know from 
my colleague whether, when he was a member of 
the Virginia State convention, he advocated and 
supported a proposition requiring a man to live 
in a county one year after he became a natural- 
ized citizen, as such naturalized citizen, before he 
could vote? 

Mr. CARLILE. I do not remember, Mr. 
Speaker, that the exact proposition to which the 
gentleman alludes was before the convention, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Oh yes, it was. 

Mr. CARLILE. I know that the present con- 
stitution—and I am inclined to think that I voted 


for the provision as it is—requires that every cit- || 


izen, whether native or naturalized, must reside 
in the county in which he offers to vote one year | 
next preceding the election. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Yes; but I tell my colleague 
that, if a man resides in Appomattox, his own 
county, one year before he proposes to vote, if 
he be naturalized the day before voting he has a 
right to vote, and that, too, under the provisions t 
of that constitution for which the gentleman | 


| 


| 


voted. Į repeat that, if a foreigner be natural- 
ized the day before the election, and has been a 
resident of the county in which he offers to vote 
for twelve months, he can vote in the State of 
Virginia. 


Mr. CARLILE. I cannot very well under- 


| stand the constitution as it may be expounded 


by my colleague. The constitution expressly 
requires that no man shail vote unless he be a 
citizen for two years before he offers to vote; and 
I take it that he must be naturalized before he 
becomes a citizen. 
_ Mr. BOCOCK. There is no such requirement 
in the constitution. 

Mr. CARLILE. Turn to the constitution, and 
I think you will find that there is. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I do not like to interrupt the 
gentleman, but I think I can soon call the matter 
up to his mind, so as to make the issue very dis- 
tinct. I holdin my hand the constitution which 
my colleague helped to frame, and about whose 
provisions he seems to be now so very forgetful. 
Here is the clause. It provides that 

“ Every male white citizen of the Commonwealth, of the 
age of twenty-one years, who has been a resident of the 
State for two years, and of the county, city, or tow where 
he offers to vote, for twelve months next preceding the 
election, and no other person, shall be qualified to vote for 


members of the General Assembly, and for all officers 
elected by the people.” 


Well, to bring hack the matter to the gentle- 


. 


| man’s mind—in addition to this thing, at the last 
; election which took place in the State of Virginia, 


the question was distinctly propounded to the 
gentleman, who was then acting as Attorney Gen- 
eral, and to another gentleman whom the party 


j of my friend said was to succeed himas Attorney 


General, to know the construction placed upon 
this article, and whether, if a man residing in the 
State two years, and in a county one year, was 
naturalized the day before the election, he would 
not have the right to vote; and both agreed that 
such a man did have a right to vote, and that the 
question of residence did not apply to the question 
of citizenship. ‘Chat is under the constitution 
of my friend and colleague. 

Mr. CARLILE. The provision of the consti- 


| tution of Virginia which my colleague has quoted 
| uses this very language: 


«Every white male citizen of the Commonwealth, of the 
age of twenty-one years, who has been a resident of the 
State two years, and of the county, city, or town in which 
he offers to vote, for twelve months next preceding the 
election, and no other person, shall be qualified to vote,” &c. 


Now, sir, the word “ citizen” is employed by 
the constitution, and it requires a residence upon 
the part of a citizen of to years as a citizen 


| before he shall be qualified to vote in that State. 


That is the point I am trying to press upon the 
House. No native-born citizen can vote there 


f until he has resided in the State for two years; 
and surely it was not contemplated by the framers | 
| of the constitution to make an invidious distinc- 


tion against the native citizen. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia, if he is right in his construction 
of the constitution of the State of Virginia, 
whether the same construction placed upon the 
language of this bill does not make the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky unncces- 
sary? 

Mr. CARLILE. The gentleman would be 
right, provided there were none but native-born 
e1tizens. 

A Memper. That makes no difference. 

Mr. CARLILE. Yes, sir, it does make adif- 
ference; it makes this difference—that a native 
must reside as a citizen one year before he can be 
entitled to vote. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky merely provides that a nat- 
uralized citizen shall remain here one year as a 
citizen before he shall be allowed to vote. That 
is the distinction; and the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky does nothing but equal 


| and exact justice to both classes of citizens. 


But, it is said, why should we make this invid- 
ious distinction between these two classes, that 
we should endeavor to make the foreign-born citi- 


zen forget the land of his birth? Sir, is it sup- |) 


posed, seriously, by any man in this House, that 
there ever was aman who could forget the land 
of his nativity and the home of his childhood? If 
such there be, he is unworthy to exercise the 
right of suffrage here or elsewhere. _ 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that 


my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Carziz,] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.° Harr] 
have fallen into some confusion of ideas upon the 
point in debate. They have confounded citizen- 
ship and residence. Let us simplify this matter. 
The bill. provides that, in municipal’ elections; 
“every white male citizen of the United States 
who shall have resided in the city for twelve 
months shall be a voter. ” : 

Now, sir, there are two qualifications required, 
viz: United States citizenship, and a residence of 
twelve months. The one js required to throw 
the panoply of the Federal Union around him, and 
the other to give assurance of sufficient interest 
and stability to participate in the administration 
of the city. The first part of the clause limits the 
subject of suffrage to United States citizens, and 
the latter only prescribes the conditions of its ex- 
ercise. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL, ] moves to amend by requiring one year’s 
residence as a citizen, before exercising the right 
to vote. Now, sir, I hold that this is an in- 
equality. Does not citizenship aceruc eo instanti 
if the requirements of your laws have been ful- 
filled? If so, does notthis amendment, in effect, 
make grades in citizenship? Gentlemen may 
say that the terms are general—but do they not 
apply to only one class of citizens? Is not the 
application, too, made to them simply because of 
their birth on a foreign soil? Again, is it not 
equivalent to an extension of the naturalization 
laws? Now, after a person has passed through 
some initiatory formulas, and has resided here 
five years, he is surrounded with the sanctions 
of citizenship, and protceted with its panoply. 
The status of citizenship is eo instangi ripe, com- 
plete and full, upon the fulfillment of the requisi- 
tions of the law. All the rights and privileges 
of citizenship accrue, at the point of time that all 
the obligations are discharged. if, then, Con- 
gress means to make (as far as its power goes) 
suffrage the flower of citizenship, does not this 
postponement of the exercise of suffrage in real- 
ity prolong the period of naturalization? I hold 
the deduction irrefutable, that the amendment 
operates either grades in citizenship, or extends 
the naturalization laws. 

Allusion has been made to that clause in the 
Constitution which secures to the ‘citizens of 
each State the rights and immunities of citizens of 
every other State.” I hold that this clause refers 
to personal and judicial rights as contra-distin- 
guished from political rights. If it applied to 
suffrage, this anomaly would be presented: That 
a foreign codrdinate legislation would exercise 
i| more power upon interior questions than the legis- 
{lation of the local constituted authority itself. 
Such a construction would dismantle every safe- 
guard of the Constitution, and throw down every 
right of the States. The States, by the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution, became, only to a 
certain extent, members of the same community, 

I admit, sir, that suffrage is the offspring of 
compacts, and hence can be enlarged or con- 
tracted by the competent authority. T admit that 
you may give it to some and withhold it from 
ij others; but you should act upon principles of 
equality and fairness. If you mean. to exclude 
naturalized citizens from certain rights, say so, 
and make the issue; if you mean to limit and 
subordinate the advantages of United States 
citizenship, say so, and we will define our posi- 
tions. 

Sir, this question of suffrage is a delicate and 
graveone. Its complexities and embarrassments 
have not yet been thrust upon us. Your sparse 
population and your immense area, giving easy 
facilities for the acquisition of freeholds, have 
ii relieved you from the duty of meeting the perils 
| of this question. In time, however, they must 
be met. Government is instituted to protect per- 
sons and property. The last is the most exposed. 
to attack and violation. In a republic all have 
the same personal rights; and hence all are inter- 
| ested in vindicating personal rights. Property, 
in all other governments, is in the hands of the 
minority; and hence it is, to some extent, feeble 
i and unprotected. In our country, in the course 
_ of time, where we rule and sway with a crowded 

and redundant population, it may also be in the 
‘hands of a minority; or it may be the interest of 
Hl a large and increasing number to plunderit. Per- 
| sonal rights and rights of property may confront 
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each other.. A grave and delicate problem must 
then be solved. 

I oppose the amendment, because, under cover | 
of an act relating to a sagacious corporation, it 
makes grades in citizenship, or changes the natu- 
ralization laws. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iam opposed to the 
first section of this bill, and in favor of the law 
as it now stands, and has stood for years, re- 
quiring a citizenship of one year in this District 
before voting. This bill proposes so to change 
the law as to permit all aliens to vote who have 
been in the country five years, and who come to 
the city within from one to ten days preceding 
the election, while, so far as eatizens of the United 
States are concerned, it requires that they shall 
reside here a year before they shall be able to 
vote. There is a peculiar state of things existing 
in the District of Columbia to which I would in- 
vite attention. There is a larger transient popu- 
lation here than in any other part of the Union. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. f understand 
the gentleman to state that under the law the 
party was required to reside twelve months in 
the city after naturalization before he wasentitled 
to vote? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. That is my uader- 
standing. 

Mr. BENNETT. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, I understand such to 
be the decision of the judges under the law as it 
now stands. 

` Mr. BENNETT. If the gentleman will refer 
to the law he will find that he is mistaken. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Mr. Speaker, there is 
a peculiar state of things in the District of Co- 
lumbia. There is here a larger transient popula- 
tion and more change in the population than in 
any other portion of the Union. A. practice has | 

rown up here, within the last few years, which | 
P think is worthy of the attention of the House. 
J understand that under this Administration every 
man who holds office or enjoys the favor of Gov- 
ernment employment, and is regarded as an 
American or Know Nothing in sentiment, is re- 
moved from his office or employment, and others, 
including aliens, for ought I know, are installed 
in the places thus vacated. I understand that 
about one third of the voting population of this 
city consists of Government appointecs or em- 
pyes: I understand that there is a large num- 

er of men employed on the public works, many 
of whom are believed to be aliens. If this is the 
slate of things, when we come to remember that 
there has been no uniform law throughout the 
United States regulating the right of suffrage— 
that in some of the States aliens are permitted to 
vote as freely as citizens, while in others a resi- 
donee of six or twelve months, or as in Virginia 
and South Carolina, of two years is required even 
of citizens moving in—we ought to make a care- 
ful examination of the particular facts in this 
case. If this bill pass, a citizen of the United | 


the old law to the new one now under discussion, 
because of the qualification as to residence. The 
provision isin exactly the same wordsin both laws. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I would inquire if the 
existing law does not require that an inhabitant 
of the District shall have been a citizen within the 
i District twelve months before he shall be entitled 
to vete. 

A Memser. Exactly the reverse. 

Mr. WHITNEY. 1 will state to the gentle- 
man from Vermont, that the present law requires 
the registration of the name of the voter between 
five and six months preceding the annual election, 
| which is almost equivalent to the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Kentucky. 

. Mr. MEACHAM. It requires the same resi- 
dence as the present law. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iam aware it requires 
the same residence—but the present law, which 
I do not understand to be in the same language 
with this bill—the present law, as construed by 
the judges, requires a citizenship of twelve 
months. If there is any portion of this Union in 
| which the term of naturalization should be ex- 
tended, it is that portion embraced within the 


more subject to be influenced and controlled bya 
j transient voting population, than any other part 
of the Union. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Ido not feel able, on ac- 
| merits of this question; but I desire to say avery 
few words upon the subject. The first question 
which occurred to me, on seeing this bill, which 


where the necessity of an amendment of the clec- 
tion law of the District? And on inquiry among 
the citizens of the District, I find no necessity for 
such amendment existing. The unanimous voice 


| ence goes, is opposed to any amendment of their 
| election law. 
nessee,[Mr. ZoLLICOFFER,] in the fact that it will 
afford to an itinerant and floating popwation an 
opportunity of overriding the voice and the in- 
terests of the resident population of the District. 

I find also, on examining this bill, and compar- 
ing it with thecharter of the city of Washington, 
that itis, in fact, an amendment of the city char- 


| that such an amendment, in such a form, may 
i be illegal. lt may be beyond the reach of Con- 


| gress. 
|| Mr. MEACHAM. With the permission of || 
the gentleman L wish to correct his statement. | 
He says he has consulted very extensively with | 
the people of this city, and he has found none į 


who were in favor of a change. Now there is 
in the possession of the committee, a petition 
signed by citizens of this District, filled up with 
names which will reach the whole length of this 


States removing into this District from my State | 
or any other, is disfranchised for twelve months. | 
| 


Though entitled to all the privileges under the |: 


Constitution, yet he must wait twelve months. 
before he is permitted to vote. If an alien comes 
here he may be naturalized and in from one to 
ten days after naturalization, he may go to the 
ballot-box and vote. Is this what gentlemen call 
equality? Is ita state of equality, when a for- | 
eign-born citizen has the right to vote in ten days | 
after he becomes a citizen, and a native-born clt- 
izen is required to reside here without the priv- 
ilege of voting for a year? 

Citizens of this District have complained to me 
that there is a transient population here almost 
sufficient to override the permanent resident citi- 
zens in the regulation of property and personal 
rights, and the fostering the permanent interests 
of thecity. They complain harif this bill passes 
its effects will be to work a complete revolution 
in parties here, and that its purpose may be, in 
connection with the action of the present Admin- 
istration, to put down at the ballot-box the resi- | 
deni population here by admitting a large number 
of persons who have been aliens, up to within a Í 
very short time before an election, and who will} 


take out their naturalization papers, and come to ij 


I wish to correct the gen- | 
tleman. If Lunderstood him, he said he preferred 


the existing corporation, of the mayor of the 
city, anda great many other men; and I pre- 


has just made. 
Mr. WHITNE 
tleman how many of the signers of the petition 
to which he has referred are office-holders under 
the present Administration? And Iam infornted 
that many have signed that petition more than 
once, with a view undoubtedly of presenting a 
long array of names. My own view of this biil 
is plainly this—-that it is an effort on the part of 
the Administration to stifle the sentiment of the 
people of this District upon the American ques- 
i tion. That is my private opinion of the object of 
the bill. And there are no other means by which 
that sentiment canbe stifled, but by introducing 
the alien votes which arc employed upon the pub- 
: le works in the District. Aliens are brought to 
| this city and the vicinity, ard employed upon the 
| public works—upon the Capitol extension, upon 


£ - . . 
rebuilding the dome, upon the public buildings, 


District of Columbia, for the reason that it is : 
count of physical inability, to enter into the | 
has been reported by the Committee for the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, was, what is the object, and | 


of the people of this District, so far as my experi- ; 


o 
€ Their objection lies precisely where | 
it was stated to lie by the gentleman from Ten- 


| hall, in favor of this bill. Ihave the authority of 


I respectfully ask the gen- | 


i 
H 
i 


District? What opportunity have they of know- 
ing how to vote for the good of the District? 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
asserts, as I understand, that this is a measure 
of the Administration. 
Mr. WHITNEY. Iassert it as my opinion. 
Mr. SMITH. I wish to know of the gentle- 


i man whether the chairman of the committee who 


reported this bill is notan opponent of the Admin- 
istration, and whether the majority of the members 
of that committee are not also opponents of the 
Administration? And] would also like to know 
whether that gentleman [Mr. Meacuam] has 
conferred with the Administration on this subject? 

Mr. WHITNEY. Ido not know whatmotives 
induced the chairman of the committee for the 


; District of Columbia to report this bill. 


Mr. SMITH. Well, will the gentleman allow 


|; the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Meacuam] to 


answer whether he is not an opponent of the 
Administration, and whether a majority of the 
members of his committee are not opposed to the 
Administration? I want his answer to go on the 
record. 

Mr. WHITNEY. As I said, I know nothing 
about the gentleman’s motives. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Ido not know positively in 
relation to the political opinions of the committee. 
I know that a word was never spoken during any 
debate, referring to the Administration, or toany 
political party. My impression is, that a majority 
of the members of the committee certainly are 
opposed to the Administration. I believe they 
stand six to three against it. Butin fact, I look so 
little at the matter ina political point of view, 
that I have never thoughtanything about that. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Well, I will simply ask 
the gentleman from Vermont, as it has been inti- 
mated that the Administration had no hand in it, 
whether the Government Superintendent of Public 
Buildings [Dr. Blake] did not appear before that 
committee and urge this measure ? 

Mr. MEACHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Then, sir, I have been 
very much misinformed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Iwill state, Mr. Speaker, 
with the further permission of the gentleman from 
New York, that the mayor of this city came into 
the committee room and made opposition to the 
bill when it was first framed. The other gentle- 


ii man to whom he refers was in the committee 
ter, without professing to be so; and I imagine | 


room, and I asked him—without any offer to 
speak on his part—a question as to a matter of 
fact. I do not recollect what it was. But he 


| never came there as the advocate of the bill, and 


never was called upon to advocate it. He was 
there, and I consulted him. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Then he was therc simply 
by accident, I presume. But it appears that he 
was present, as [ had been informed. 

Mr. SMITH. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York one other question, if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman from Vermont 


‘has stated a very important fact in connection 


| 


viously stated that the whole grand jury have i; 
i asked that there might be a change of the old | 
law, and that a new one might be enacted in pre- | 
cisely the form [have presented it. I say this in | 
‘| correction of the statement which the gentleman 


i 
i 
i 
i 


with this subject. The gentleman from Vermont 
states that the mayor of this city, who is known 
to be a Know Nothing—for I call things by their 


right name, without any disrespect—appeared 


i, before that committee and objected to the original 


bill. I understand, sir, further, that the bill was 
altered, and that—as it has been introduced here 
—it met with the views of the mayor. I wish to 
know from the chairman of the committee whether 
this is a fact. The gentleman from New York 
has charged here—and he will see my point— 
that the Administration is the father of this bill; 


: and I wish to know how it is; who it was that 
| advocated it; and whether it was not advocated 
i by those with whom he acts in this House. 


“Mr. MEACHAM offered no response. 
Mr. WHITNEY. The gentleman from Ver- 


| mont does not answer, and I have strength for but 
| afew words nore. These I will employ in quoting 
an extract from the present charter of this city, 
; and an extract from the proposed bill. The present 


charter of this city provides that every free white 
male citizen, who shall have attained the age of 


: twenty-one years, ard who shall have resided in 


the city of Washington one year immediately 
preceding the day of election, and who shall be 
a resident of the ward in which he shall offer to 
vote,and who shall have been returned upon the 
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books of the corporation during the year ending 
31st December next preceding the day of election, | 
as subject toa school tax for that year, with other 
gaalifications. shall have a right to vote. Now, 
the point which I wish to arrive at is, the neces- 
sity of this registration prior to the 31st of Decem- 
ber preceding the day of election. The election 
here takes place some time in the month of June. 
Every voter is required by the present charter of 
the city to be registered nearly six months before 
he is entitled to vote. The proposed bill requires 
that he shall be registered ten days only before 
he shall be entitled to vote. This is, we find, 
either an abrogation or an amendment of the 
charter of the ¢ity of Washington. I imagine 
that if the people of Washington desire a new 
charter, or desire amendments to their charter, 
they do not want this kind of patchwork. They 
want to be able to take their charter in their hands 
and read it as it exists, and not be compelled to 
hunt through all the statutes of Congress to know 
what the charter of their city is. Instead of the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Came- 
BELL] to recommit this bill, I should have pre- 
ferred to have it recommitted with instructions to 
strike out the enacting words; and if the gentle- 
man from Ohio has no objection to that course, I 
would move it in place of his motion. 

Mr. GOODE. I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I 
feel very considerable surprise at the tenor of the 
remarks just made by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Wuirrey,] charging the Adminis- 
tration of this country with an impertinent inter- 
ference in the legislation of the country. Sir, 
the allegation is wholly gratuitous; and the gen- 
tleman rises up in the face of the country to pro- 
claim to it that he had no evidence whatever to 
sustain his charge. If the gentleman chooses to 
occupy that position before the country of assail- 
ing the high Executive of the nation—of imputing 
to him bad motives—of imputing to him a desire 
to interfere improperly with the legislation of the 
country, without assigning a shadow of testimony 
to support such imputations, he is welcome to the 
glory of that position, 

Mr. WHITNEY. If the gentleman will allow 
me one word, I felt at liberty to make the gen- 
eral expression of opinion which I did, from 
having read a correspondence that was published 
between a member of this House and the Assist- 
ant Postmaster General, in which that officer ex- 
pressed the sentiment, that in any appointments 
to be made by the Postmaster General a foreign 
Catholic would be preferable to an American 
Protestant. 

Mr. GOODE. And that is the evidence, I pre- 
sume, upon which the learned gentleman from | 
New York has undertaken to arraign the Exec- 
utive of the country for improper interference in 
the action of this House! Aud, sir the gentle- 
man must stand before the country as arraigning 
the committee which reported this bill as having 
been improperly influenced by the Exebuttive! 
Now, sir, who compose that committee? You, 
sir, know who they are. By whom was the com- | 
mittee organized? You know by whom it was 
organized. What are its constituent clements? 
You know what are its constituent elements. You 
know thatof the nine members who compose the 
committee, six are opposed to the Administration, | 
whilst but three are supposed to give it their 
countenance and support. 

Mr. Speaker, it was not my purpose to have 
entered into this debate. It did not seem tome 
to be necessary that these controversial questions 
should be mixed ‘Epeawith the subject-matter of 
this bill. Lhad hoped that they wouid have been į 
postponed until some more proper occasion. The 
arguments that have been presented would have 
been pertinent to a bill having for its object the 
extension of the naturalization laws; but I con- | 
fess 1 was not prepared to expect that gentlemen | 
would come here with their national political | 
topics in the discussion and arrangement of an 
election bill for the people of the District of Co- | 
lumbia. 


Gentlemen have said that there was a repre- 
sentative of the Execulive—a doctor somebody į 
—who appeared before the committce to enforce | 
the views ofthe President. The chairman of the | 
committee [Mr. Mracuam] has very properly | 
vindicated that gentleman and the committee from | 
such a charge. If this gentleman was an emissary | 
of the Executive, he certainly ected a very modest i 


part. Why, sir, every member of the committee 
agreed in recommending these provisions of the 
bill. The mayor of the city was present, and ob- 
jected only to that provision in reference to regis- 
tration. He made no objection to this provision 
which it is now proposed to amend. He acqui- 
esced in these provisions about which this discus- 
sion has been carried on to-day. He did not 
contend for the proposition, that the residence of 
an individual who happens not to be a citizen of 
the United States is no residence at all. He ac- 
quiesced in the truth of the proposition, that such 
a residence is an actual de facto residence. But 
the argument that has been made upon this point 
has been fully answered. 

It has been said that this bill creates an ine- 
quality between a native-born and a naturalized 
citizen of the United States. All that is in the 
imagination. Gentlemen would not contend that 
the residence of a person during his minority was 
not a residence in the eyes of the law. No, sir, 
if a man twenty years of age resides here for one 
year, he is permitted to vote as soon as he becomes 
twenty-one years of age. His residence during 
his minority is considered as a satisfaction, in 
the eyes of the law, just as much as if he had 
been twenty-one years of age when he came here 
to reside. Yet this is the whole force of the 
argument that has been urged against the passage 
of this bill. 

Sir, I had hoped that it would comport with 
the understanding and intelligence of this House 
to have passed this bill. There has been much 
controversy in conducting the elections of the 
city of Washington. Parties have gone great 
lengths, and have been ready to commit violence 
against each other. Various causes have been 
assigned for the difficulties that have occurred. 
It has been complained that they are allowed too 
little time to conduct their elections. This bill 
provides a cure for that defect. It has been com- 
plained that the polls are not opened soon enough 
in the morning. This bill provides a remedy 
for that defect. It has been complained that 
there are too few places at which the polls are 
opened. This bill cures that defect. It has been 
complained that there are difficulties in the con- 
struction of the existing law, which have been 
discussed here to-day. This bill cures that defect. 
And give me leave to say, inasmuch as the pro- 


ceedings in committee have been referred to, that | 


these very provisions in this bill to which gentle- 
men have made so much objection to-day, were 
drafted by a gentleman belonging to their own 
political organization. 

A Menger. Who was it? 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Harris, of Maryland. The 


first and second sections were drawn up by that |) 


gentleman. And allow me to say further, with 


all respect, that this bill, about which so much | 


discussion has arisen, was unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia, two thirds of which are members of the 
American party. The mayor of the city acceded 
to the proposition, that the bill should be reported 
in the form in which it was reported. He repre- 
sented to the committee that it was important 


some bill should be passed to secure tranquillity ; 


and good will upon the part of the voters of the 
city of Washington; and, sir, no remonstrance 
was urged against it. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. If the gentleman 
will allow me to ask him a question, as this is a 
matter in which, as an outsider, I feel very little 


| interest, except to see the people of the District 
gratified, I want to know whether there has been | 


any remonstrance from the people of the District 
against the bill in its present shape ? 

Mr. GOODE. No, sir; no remonstrance has 
been presented. Onthe contrary, the adoption of 
such a bill as this was recommended by the cor- 
porate authorities of the city. It was recom- 
mended, as I have said, by the mayor, and it was 
recommended by the public sentiment of the peo- 
ple of the city. It 1s objected to only in this 
House to-day for purposes which all may perceive. 

But, sir, believing it to be due to the interest of 


the people of the District that the matter should i 
be disposed of to-day, I ask the gentleman from |: 


Vermont to withdraw the motion to recommit. T 
will then move the previous question. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
tleman from Virginia } will withdraw the motion 
to recommit. 


Atthe request of the gen- || 


Mr. GOODE. . I demand the previous question. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. WALKER. Lappeal to the gentleman 
from Virginia to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, to allow me. to. address. the 
ouse. na 

Mr. GOODE. I should bevery glad to:'accom- 
modate the gentleman from Alabama, but Ido 
not feel at liberty to withdraw the call for the 
previous question to allow this general debate 
upon Americanism to go on. 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not propose to discuss 
Americanism; I desire to speak to the amend- 
| ment before us. I put it to the gentleman, asa 
matter of personal courtesy, that he should with- 
draw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. GOODE. Will the gentleman renew it? 

Mr. WALKER. I will. ` 

.Mr. GOODE. I then withdraw my demand. 

Mr. WALKER then addressed the House for 
halfanhour. His speech is, at his request, with- 
held for revision, and will be published in the Ap- 
pendix. He concluded by renewing the demand 
for the previous question, 

Mr. MAXWELL. Iappealto the gentleman 
from Alabama to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WALKER. I demanded the previous 
question under the promise made to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. I am willing to withdraw it 
with his consent. ; 

Mr. GOODE. Gentlemen will perceive that, 
unless we pass this bill now, if the House ad 
| journs in its present condition, it is impossible to 
tell when it will come up again. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. As Thad the honor 
to offer this amendment, and have not spoken to 
ii itat all, I desire, before the previous question is 
seconded, to have an opportunity to address the 
House. 

Mr. SNEED. 
adjourn, 

Mr. BOWIE. I wish it to be understood that, 
| if the demand for the previous question is with- 
i| drawn, I have the floor. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope my col- 
l league will withdraw his motion that the House 
i adjourn until the main question has been ordered 
| upon this bill. 

Mr. SNEED. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Gentlemen will bear in mind 
that an adjournment now defeats the bill. 

A Member. That is the very reason why the 
House should adjourn. 

(| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
ij for tellers upon the motion to adjourn. 

| Mr. GREENWOOD, I demand the yeas and 
li mays. 

| Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to inquire of 
l: the Chair, what will be the condition of this bill 
i| in the event that the House now adjourns? . 

|| The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
|| it will go to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I wish to renew the mo- 


I move that the House do now 


| 


i| tion to recommit the bill. I withdrew it under 
|| an entire misapprehension of the state of facts 
1i existing. If it be in order, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time, except by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the motion was 
received. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Do I understand that 
the motion to recommit is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. COBB. With that motion pending,.the 
{| bill will come up as the first business in order in 
‘| the morning, will it not? 
| The SPEAKER. It will. The question now 
! before the House is the motion to adjourn, upon 
: which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I withdraw the demand. 
| ‘The motion was then agreed to; and the House 
| accordingly (at half-past three o’clock) adjourned 
: until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


j IN SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
j PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
' Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of cit- 
lizens of Northampton county, Pennsylvania, 
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raying for the establishment of a mail route from 
2ethlehem to Bath, in that State; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. ae #2 

Also, a petition of citizens of Bucks county, 
Pennsylvauia, praying for the establishment of 
a mail route from Bristol to Dolington, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of Fran- 
cis A. Cunningham, a paymaster in the Army, 
praying to be released from responsibility for a 
sum of public money of which he was robbed, 
while stationed at Santa Fé, in New Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented the petition of Isaac H. 
Sturgeon, assistant treasurer of the United States 
at St. Louis, Missouri, praying for the reim- 
bursement of money paid by him for clerk hirg, 
and to be allowed an additional clerk in his office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, the memorial of Anthony S. Robinson, | 


only surviving heir-at-law of Dr.John Hamilton 
Robinson, a citizen of the United States, praying 
for the appointment of a new commission for the 
resxamination of his and other claims against the 
Mexican Government, rejected by the late board, 
and for the payment of such claims as may be 
found to be legally due; which was referred to 
the Commitice on Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Virginia, accompanied by a copy 
of a message of the Governor of that State, on 
the subjest of the unsatisfied bounty land scrip 
claims of citizens of Virginia, and in favor of 
the settlement of those claims; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of L, E. 
Truesdell, in behalf of himself and his associates, 
praying for a grant of public lands to enable them 
to construct a wagon road and a telegraphic line 
from the Mississippi river to San Francisco, in 
California; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Eliza 
E. Ogden, widow of 18. A. Ogden, deceased, late 
a paymaster in the Army, praying to be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Bell, praying to be allowed arrears of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DURKEE presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying that the public lands may 
be granted in limited quantities to actual settlers, 
not possessed of other lands; which was referred 
to the Committce on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


“Ordered, Tont the memoria of John Ericsson, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Court of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it 
was 

Ordered That leave be granted to withdraw the papers on 
the files of the Senate, relating to the claim of R. L. Blair. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the widow of George W. F. Wood have 
leave to withdraw her petition and papers, for the purpose 
of presenting theni to the Court of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, it was 


_ Ordered, ‘That the petition of Brevet Major E. B. Bab- 
bitt; the petition of Captain James G. Benton ; and the peti- 
tion of Brevet Major James Longstreet, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. The Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 


five hundred additional copies of the report of the | 


Committee on Military Affairs, on the joint reso- 
lution for the presentation of a sword to Colonel 
Benjamin 8. Roberts, bave had the subject under 
consideration, and a majority of the committee 
report in favor of the printing. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the honorable Senator from Alabama, as to a 
point which I think will relieve us from the difi- 
culty that we have been debating for two or three 
days past. I desire to know the expense of this 
printing. If, whenever we have before us a prop- 
osition to print any documents, we shall ascer- 


tain the cost of the work, and determine that i 


i 


question in the outset, we shall relicve ourselves 
in future of the whole difficulty which we have 
been spending two or three days in speaking 
about. I presume the Senator from Alabama can 
inform me as to the cost of the printing now pro- 
osed. 

p Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have sent for the 
superintendent to make an estimate of the cost, 
but I have not yet been able to procure his attend- 
ance. The amount cannot be much. The doc- 
ument proposed to be printed is the report of a 
committee, cmbracing a few letters. 

Mr. HUNTER. Perhaps it would be better 
to let the motion lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform 
the Senator from Alabama, that by a late amend- 
ment to the rules, the Committee on Printing are 
required to report the probable cost of doing any 
work which they recommend. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It was adopted in my 
absence. Iwas notaware of the alteration in the 
rule. I am willing, however, that the proposi- 
tion shall lie on the table for the present, until 
we can obtain an estimate of the exact cost of the 
work, 

The PRESIDENT. That course will be pur- 
sued. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have prepared a resolu- 
tion on this general subject, which is suggested 
by the debate that occurred yesterday. I submit 
the resolution for consideration; I do not ask for 
action on itat present: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by legislation 
that no greater number of documents, reports, and other 
matter, be printed than may be required by either branch of 
Congress in the performance of its legislative or executive 
duties, unless by virtue of a joint resolution of both Houses, 
ordering the printing of an extra number of copies. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred four petitions of 
citizens of Michigan, praying fora grant of public 
lands in aid of railroads, asked to be discharged 
from their further considcration, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom were referred resolutions of the Legislature 
of Kentucky, in relation to the tobacco trade, 
asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of the special agents 
of the State of Maryland, and resolutions of the 
Legislature of that State, respecting the claims for 
advances by her to the United States in 1791 and 
1792, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill for contin- 
uing and completing the improvement of Red 
river at the raft, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill 
for the relief of Richard Albritton, reported it 
without amendment. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Milt- ! 


tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to amend 
an act entitled “ An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of horses and other property lost or de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1849, reported it with 
amendments. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Private | 


Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Joseph Wanderstrand, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill to confirm Joseph Wander- 
strand in his title to certain lands. The bill was 
read a first time and ordered to a second reading; 
and the report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Joseph Smith, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief. The bill was read a first time and ordered 
to a second reading; and the report was ordered 
to be printed. 

_Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
William B. Trotter, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief. The bill was read 


a first time and ordered to a second reading; and 
the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, who were instructed by a resolution of the 
Senate to inquire into the propriety of allowing 
appeals from the district courts in Florida to a cir- 
cuit court, reported a bill to authorize the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern dis- 
trict of Georgia to entertdin appeals and grant 
writs of error in certain cases; which was read 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Randall D. Livingston, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill, for his relief. The 
bill was read a first time and ordered to a second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Cephise Piseros, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the 
relief of Cephise Piseros, widow of Louis La- 
branche, of the parish of St. Charles, and State 
of Louisiana. The bill was read a first time and 
ordered to a second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curiom, their Clerk, announced that 
they had passed the bill of the Senate (S. No. 
6) relating to punishment in the Penitentiary, 
without amendment. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
discontinning to the members of Congress their franking 
privilege; and that in lcu thereof, they be allowed 
dollars, to enable them to transmit through the maiis such 
letters, communications, papers and packages, as they may 
think proper. , 

Resolved, That said committee, should they think proper, 
be authorized to report a bill regulating the rates of postage 
on the papers and packages aforesaid. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. MASON gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act 
approved August 31, 1852, entitled “ An act 
making further provision for the satisfaction of 
Virginia military land warrants.” 


JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MASON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution to amend the act of March 1, 1855, enti- 
tled “An act to remodel the diplomatic and con- 
sular system of the United States;’’? which was 
read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relatioxs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Itis very important that we 
should dispose of the deficiency bill to-day; and 
therefore I now move to postpone all prior orders 
for the purpose of taking it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
the consideration of the bill from the House of 
Representatives (H R. No. 68) to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of Jane, 1856; the 
pending question being on the fgllowing amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Bavard figm the Committee 
on Public Buildings: 

For finishing the portico and exterior of the west wing of 
the Patent Office building, to pay the reservation due, put 
up the iron railing, and lay down the necessary flagging and 
pavements, $150,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, this amend- 
ment was reported by the instruction of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, and itis opposed by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, the repre- 
sentative of the Committce on Finance, on the 
ground that though it may be a proper appro- 
priation in itself, it is not in its proper place in 
the deficiency bill. I presume that the origin of 
these deficiency bills has been the result of the 
prolongation of the first session of each Congress; 
whether necessarily or unnecessarily is a e 
tion of individual judgment. They can have 
arisen from no other cause. ‘The fiscal year ends 
on the Ist of July, and appropriations running up 
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io that time are made at the preceding Congress. 
Of late years it has become a habit to extend the 
long session of Congress until the middle of Au- 
gust, and even the beginning of September. Now, 
we all know that the general appropriation bills 
are never passed until just before the close of the 
session; on this account the functions of the Gov- 
ernment would be interrupted if some bill of this 
kind were not passed, which should enable the 
operations of the Government to be carried on by 
temporary appropriations, made at an earlier day 
than the passage of the ordinary appropriation 
bills. I suppose this to have been the origin of 
deficiency bills. We certainly pass none at the 
short session; hence if we transacted our busi- 
ness here, as I think it ought to be transacted, by 
closing the long session of Congress on the Ist of 
May or June, there would never be any necessity 
for a deficiency bill. 

The deficiency bill, in my judgment, is noth- 
ing more than a temporary appropriation bill— 
not confined to any one Department. Its neces- 
sity arises from the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice, resulting from our own delay in not passing 
the general appropriation bills before the com- 
mencement of the fiscal year. For this reason, 
whenever there is a necessity for the appropria- 
tion of money in order to advance the interests 
of the Government, or in consistency with the 
requirements of public duty, such an item may 
properly go into the deficiency bill. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia admits 
that the case of a great public work in progress, 
which would be interrupted by not having a por- 
tion of the peepee tian made for its continua- 
tion in a deficiency bill; before the general bill 
could be passed, would be a proper case of ex- 
ception to his practice. This case falls as pre- 
cisely within that rule as the Washington aque- 
duct appropriation, which was reported by the 
Committce on Finance. Both are public works 
-—I do not mean to speak of their relative import- 
ance—but the Patent Office is a public building 
which is necessary for the accommodation of the 
officers of the Government intrusted with the per- 
formance of certain public duties. You have 
ordered the construction of this wing. This is 
not a proposition to commence it; but the sum 
proposed will complete it. No appropriation was 
made last year. The appropriation now asked 
for is necessary, because the work has advanced 
so far that there are reservations actually due 
which ought to be paid, and because the money 
already appropriated two years ago will not be | 
sufficient to carry on the work until your general 
bills can be passed. If it be delayed until that į 
time, the consequence will be that your contract 
with the contractors will bè violated; all their 
hands will have to be discharged as soon as the 
appropriation ceases; and, finally, a work which 
you can now complete for $150,000, will cost 
you, probably, $50,000 or $100,000 more if you 
refuse to make the appropriation at this time. 

Is not this then a cage which is perfectly appro- 
priate to a deficiency bill? Isit nota great public | 
work? Ishould suppose that any building neces- 
sary for the purposes of the Government, and to 
accommodate its employés, was a great public | 
work, ‘The question of its more or less import- į 
ance, in comparison with other works, is not the 
point. The question is whether this is not a 
public work where the exigencies of the case | 
require that, in order to guard the interests of the | 
public, this money should be now expended. Is 
it wise, for the seke of a mere technical objection, 
founded on the fact that this is called a deficiency 
bill, to discharge all the men at work on this build- 
ing, to break up your contract for the time being, 
and let the summer season pass away, and the 
completion of the west wing be postponed for 
another year, when, by the delay, the work will 
cost $70,000 or $80,000 more than it will if the 
appropriation be made now? All these facts I, 
base on the statement of the Secretary of the | 
Interior; and I have no doubt that they are all ; 
true, and that this sum will be sufficient to com- | 
plete the building. It is nearly completed now; i 
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and the existing appropriation will be entirely 
gone by the Ist of June; and now at this moment, 
on account of reservations made in the contracts, 
there is money due to the parties who have per- 
formed the work. 

Under these circumstances, I cannot conceive 
that in the whole deficiency bill a more proper 
appropriation can be inserted than the one which 
is now asked for. I have no interest in this matter 
other than that which I feel in the performance 
of my public duty. I think, however, that this 
ease falls as clearly and unquestionably within 
the province of a deficiency bill as any item in it, 
unless you suppose that the operations of the 
Army of the United States are of more importance 
than those of the civil service. I have no oppo- 
sition tothe Army. Iam in favor of making all 

roper and necessary appropriations for sustain- 
ing it; but I do not think it is entitled to any 
precedence whatever over service in the perform- 
ance of civil functions. The sole question before 
us is this: is it wise or proper for the Govern- 
ment to suffer this work to be abandoned, at the 
end of a month or two from this time, and then 
to be resumed again at an increased cost; or is it 
not better now to make this appropriation, which 
will complete it; when by our own course of ac- 
tion we always delay the general appropriation 
bill so that the money cannot be used in time to 
enable the contracts to be continued, if we do not 
vote it now? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not desire to say much 
on this question. y As 1] said yesterday evening, 
my purpose is to make my point on this amend- 
ment, and say nothing in regard to the others, 
which the Senator from Delaware will propose. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have not another one to 
propose. The Senator misapprehends me ecn- 
tirely. [said when I moved the amendment, that 
it was the only one which I intended to propose, 
because the other appropriations recommended | 
by the Secretary of the Interior, in the judgment | 
of the committee, were not proper fora deficiency 
bill, and those which we rejected were toa greater 
amount than those which were allowed. I have 
none other to offer. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Sofar as regards that portion 
of the appropriation which relates to actual defi- 
ciencies, the payment of debts due, I admit it is 
a proper amendment. If the Senator will confine ; 
it to the payment of what is actually due, I am 
willing that it should go on the bill; but he pro- 
poses todo more. He proposes not only to appro- | 
priate for that purpose, but to appropriate to carry | 
on the building. I know, sir, that we shall have 
to appropriate to carry it on at some time or 
other; I believe that itis a very proper item for 
the general bill; but I object to it here, because I 
know that if this provision be inserted, we shall 
have others of asimilar character; and I believe, 
as I said yesterday evening, that the deficiency 
bill ought to be confined to appropriations which 
are indispensable to the great arms of the public 
service—the Army, the Navy, the Post Office, 
and the Judiciary. I admit, too, that it is proper 
to appropriate to carry out an existing law, if 
enough has not already been appropriated to do 
that; butit seems to me that when you go beyond 
this, and appropriate to public works, merely 
because there will be some convenience and some 
saving of money by doing it, you cannot draw 
the line. The same may be said of many other 
public works, not only here, but elsewhere. If 

this amendment shall be added to the bill, I am 
| afraid we shall have a series of amendments, 
which will be advocated upon the same reasons 
that are given for this, and we shall be engaged 
for a great deal longer time in the consideration 
of this bill. I know there is a pressing necessity | 
for its passage. There are some items of appro- | 
priation in it which are required now; your | 
Army requires it; the quartermaster’s department | 
requires it. Therefore I have risen to say, once | 


‘| for all, that I shall ask the yeas and nays to test | 


| the sense of the Senate on this matter. I do not| 
| expect to say anything more in relation to such 
| amendments, for I am anxious to bring the bill to 


a conclusion to-day, I hope the Senate will give 
us the yeas and nays upon thé amendment, whica 
I hope will not be adopted, unless the Senator 
from Delaware will confine it to the payment of 
what is actually due. If he will do that, I think 
it should properly go on the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I de not think that it is 
worth while to sacrifice substance to form. As 
I happen to be a member of the Committee on 
Patents, the Commissioner of Patents has called 
upon me to say that, in his judgment, it is 
exceedingly important. that this appropriation 
should be made at the present time, for the rea- 
son which has been assigned by the Senator 
from Delaware. 

The objection which has been made by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, is one that we always 
hear in reference to these bills. The objection 
arises as regularly as the bills come up, because 
these propositions are always made. I took oc- 
casion to sy at a former time what I wish now 
to repeat: that while I am willing to vote with 
him, and support substantially the principle which 
he advances as to all matters which can be post- 
poned without absolute injury, yet I think that 
where economy in the public service and other 
considerations of equal importance require it, we 
should not be deterred from making an amend- 
ment simply because it is not exactly in place. 
That rule might be applied to all our legislation 
here; for, rather from the necessity of the case 
than otherwise, we are obliged to do things out 
of season and out of form, or not do them at all, 
and suffer considerable injury by neglecting to do 
them. 

This wing of the Patent Office building has been 
undertaken, of course, in pursuance of appro- 
priations made for that purpose; and so far this 
amendment is to carry out a legal object—an ob- 
ject provided for by law. If this appropriation 
be not made at the present time, the workmen 
must be discharged, the erection of the building 
must be postponed. The Senator from Virginia 
very well knows that the rooms in that building 
are absolutely needed for the purposes of the 
Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman will allow me 
to ask, why will the workmen have to be dis- 
charged? he work is done by contract; and a 
refusal to make the appropriation now might de- 
lay it, but I do not see how it would increase the 
expense. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have understood from 
the Commissioner of Patents, on whose authority 
I make the statement, (I presume it can be ex- 
plained by the Senator from Delaware,) that delay 
in making the appropriation would absolutely 
occasion a loss of public money. Even if it is 
not so (I presume it to be so, because he under- 
stands the subject fully) it 1s necessary that 
the building should be completed as soon as pos- 
sible. Delay may defer its completion for a whole 
season, because the men cannot work upon this 
building at all periods of the year. Here is acase 
where it is absolutely essential to the public ser- 
vice that an appropriation should be made in the 
spring rather than at the end of the summer, in 
Aprilrather than in August, September, or Octo- 
ber, as the case may be; for we cannot tell when 
the regular appropriations will be made in the 
present state of things. Such being the fact, it 
strikes me that it is neither good economy or good 
sense to object to making this appropriation so 
much needed, simply because it is not strictly in 
place on the bill before the Senate. 

But we are told thatit is a dangerous precedent 
to insert this provision in the present bill.” Why, 


' sir, we have all these matters under our control, 


and it is to be presumed that we have some sense 
and discrimination. Itis very easy for us to dis- 
tinguish between appropriations absolutely neces- 
sary at the present time, and which cannot be 
deferred without great inconvenience, and those 
which may be deferred withoutany considerable 
inconvenience or loss. I trust that the Senate 
will take into consideration the peculiar merits of 
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this case; and, on the yeas and nays, if the Sen- 
ator from Virginia desires them, make this appro- 

riation, which is so absolutely necessary for one 
branch of the public service—one which is per- 
haps as important in its place as any that are 
provided for by the bill before us. The Senator 
from Virginia will undoubtedly admit, that if this 
appropriation be deferred, to be included in the 
general appropriation bill, the money cannot 
probably be obtained until the close of the session, 
which may last until August, or still later. Time, 
under the circumstances of this case, is very ma- 
terial. 

Mr. BAYARD. Of course for the facts of this 
case I must necessarily rely on the executive 
officer. His letter has been read to the Senate. 
In that letter he states that the workmen will 
have to be discharged unless an appropriation be 
now made, and the reason is very evident. No 
appropriation was made for this building last 
year, and the work has advanced måte rapidly 
than was anticipated. The workmen must of 
course be discharged, if there be no funds with 
which to pay them. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior states further that there are reservations now 
due to the contractors, which ought to be paid. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me to 
be the plainest case imaginable, that we shall 
save money by making the appropriation now. 
Any man in his senses can understand the reason 
at once. If, when you are carrying on a public 
work, which is nearly completed, you discharge 
the workmen because you have not money with 
which to pay them, and if you allow two or three 


months of the longest days and the best working | 


season to pass by, you not only postpone secur- 
ing the accommodations which you mean to give 
to your officers and employés in the building, 
but you will also have increased expense thrown 
on you when you come to organize a corps of 
workmen again to carry on the work. That is 
the whole case. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia says that 
he is willing to pay what is now duc. I cannot 
make the distinction which he appears to draw. 
This sum is for the completion of the whole work. 
No detailed statement is given by the Secretary 
as to what portion of the appropriation will go 
for the payment of reservations, or what portion 
for conunuing the work. did notthink it neces- 
sary to make the inquiry; itis sufficient for me 
to know that the appropriation is necessary to 
continue a work which, if not continued by an 
appropriation now made, will be more costly to 
the United States. Delay now will postpone the 
completion of the west wing of this building, and 
preventits occupation for another year. [thought 
it clearly a case which should be provided for in 
the deficiency bill, Ifthe Senate prefer reducing 
the amount to $100,000 instead of $150,000, I shall 
not object to it; but $150,000 is intended expressly 
for the completion of the whole, as it is now very 
near completion; and I think it wiser to make 
the entire appropriation at once with a view to 
the completion of the building as speedily as 
possible. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 


and they were ordered; and being taken resulted | 


—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dur- 
kee, I 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Seward, Stuart, Sumner, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, and Weller—24. 

NAYS—Messis, Adams, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Butler, 
Cass, Bitapa 
Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, oucey, and Wade—17. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. Ihave an amendment which 
Tam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
offer. [tis to follow the amendments attached to 
the first section: 

For contingent expenses of the Territory of New Mexico 
and to enable the Governor to empioy an interpreter or 
translator, $500. 

This item is recommended by the Treasury 
Department, and the recommendation can be read 
if itis desired, The amendment is necessary for 
the reason that the Governor does not under- 
stand the languages there. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. In order to carry out the 
amendment which was adopted by the Senate 
on my motion the other day, in respect to the 


essenden, ish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Halo, Houston, | 


ek, Hamlin, Hunter, Iverson, Pugh, Reid, | 


incfease of the salary of the Governor of New 
Mexico, I find that it is necessary to strike out 
all that was. inserted in the original bill on that 
subject, and to add to the end of the bill a new 
section. I move, therefore, to strike out this 
clause: 

< For increase of the salary of the Governor of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, under the act of July 27, 1854, $929 35: 
Provided, That from and after the 30th of June, 1855, the 
Governor of the Territory of New Mexico shal] receive an 
annual salary of §2,000 as Governor, and $1,000 as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs; all other acts and parts of acts 
allowing salary to said officers being hereby repealed 3”? 
and in lieu of it to insert the following as an 
addition to the bill: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the provision 
in the act of July 27, 1854, entitled “An act to increase 
the salaries of executive and judiciary officers in Oregon, 
New Mexico, Washington, Utah, and Minnesota,” which 
declares that “the salary of the Governor of New Mexico 
be, and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of $3,000,” 
shall be construed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to be the full salary of that officer as Governor and as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I now offer an amendment, 
to come in at the cnd of the second section, in 
these words: 

And the said joint resolution shall not be considered to 
apply to the public printer for cither branch of Congress. 

The second section provides for putting the 
assistant librarian in the library of Congress on 
the same footing, in regard to the twenty per 
cent. advance, as other officers of Congress; and 
I wish to introduce an amendment at this time 
which will cut off hereafter any claim to that 
twenty per cent. by the printers to Congress. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in as an additionalsection, which I 
am authorized by the Commitee on Military 
Affairs to present: 


Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That for the construc- 
tion of barracks and quarters at a military post to be estab- 
lished in the northern part of Minnesota Territory, for the 
protection of the settlements on the Red river of the Norto, 
$50,000 be appropriated in addition to the sum of $5,000, 
appropriated by the act entitled, “ An act for the erection 
of a military post on or near the Pembina river, in the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota, and for other purposes,” approved the 
lith of February, 1855 ; said post to be located and con- 
structed under the direction of the Secretary of War; the 
location to be at such point as he shall deem best adapted 


for the protection of said settlement; and so much of the | 
aforesaid act, approved February 17, 1855, as indicates the | 


location of said post is hereby repealed. 


Task for the reading of the letters of the Secre- 
tary of War, and of the Quartermaster General, 
on this subject. They will give the Scnate the 
necessary information on this point. 

The Secretary read the letters as follows: 

QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
_ Wasmineron, March 8, 1856. 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry as to the amount required 
for quarters, hospital, storchouse, and stables for a forec of 
four companies of infantry, which, L understand, it is pro- 
posed to station at Pembina, on the northern frontier of Min- 
nesota, I have the honor to state that the expense for the 
objects cnumerated above will depend upon the resourees 
of the country proposed to be occupied. Should timber 
suitable for buildings be found on or near the site which 
may he selected, the expense will not probably exceed 


i $50,000, if the work be donc entirely or principally by the 


troops; but, if it should be necessary to hire mechanics to 
eonstruct the buildings, double that sum may be neces- 
sary. 

I would recommend that the troops be required to labor 
themselves, and that no mechanies or laborers be hired, 
except one or two master carpenters, stone-masons, and 
briekiayers, and such number of teamsters as may be neces 
sary for the few wagons allowed for the use of the post. 
In addition to the 
that $50,009 be asked for. 


That sum may not be sufficient, 


but it will be as much as can be used during the approach- i 


ing season. 
I remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS 8. JESUP, 
i Quartermuster General, 
Hon: Jerrerson DAVIS, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


War DEPARTMENT, ! 


WASHINGTON, March 24, 1856. 

Sir: In reply to your note of this date, requesting in- | 

formation as to the probable cost and the necessity of a | 

military post proposed to be estabiished in the northern part į 

of Minnesota Territory, for the protection of the settlements | 

on the Red river of the north, I have the honor to state that | 

I deem the establishment of such a post desirable, and 

refer to the inclosed report of the quartermaster general for | 

an estimate of its cost. i 

Very respectfully your obedient servant, i 

JEFFERSON DAVTS, | 

Secretary of Wur. | 

Hon. Jons B. WELLER, Chairman of the Committee on | 
Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


Mr. WELLER. There was an appropriation 


900 already appropriated, I recommend | 


of $5,000 made last year for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a military post on the northern frontier 
of Minnesota. It is proposed, I believe, to place 
this military post Immediately on the line between 
Minnesota and the British possessions. There 
are an immense number of Indians in that coun- 
try, and I suppose they will remain there for 
some years to come. In my judgment it will be 
necessary to keep a permanent military post at 
that point. About forty-five miles immediately 
north of it, in the British possessions, there is ‘a 
tolerably strong military post, called Fort Garry, 
and I think it will be important for us to have 
on our side of the line, certainly for many years 
to come, a military post at that point. I under- 
stand that no part of the appropriation of $5,000 
made last year has been expended. It was found 
so wholly inadequate to establish the post, that 
no portion of it has been expended. The Secre- 
tary of War, in his last annual report, called the 
attention of Congress to this subject; and in that 
report he declared that he wished to send a por- 
tion of the tenth infantry to this frontier. This 
appropriation is intended to establish that military 
post. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask my friend from 
California if he is not of the opinion that we 
might postpone this appropriation until the gen- 
eral Army appropriation bill? We already have 
in this bill a large provision to supply deficiencies 
in the quartermaster’s department in the ver 
items of quarters and barracks. Will they not be 
able to use enough of that appropriation for this 
purpose, so as to wait until we can make this ap- 
propriation in the regular bill? I believe that a 
post is required at Pembina; I believe that will be 
found to be necessary; but [ think the appropri- 
ation can be postponed until the general bill. 

Mr. WELLER. TheSecretary of Warin his 
annual report, speaking of the tenth infantry, 
uses this language: 

“A portion of this regiment, when the season admits, 
will be employed to establish 2 post on the Red river of the 
north, near the northern boundary of Minnesota, agrecably 
toan act passed at the last session of Congress appropriating 
$5,000, a sum altogether inadequate for that object.” 

My opinion is, that it is necessary that the 
appropriation should be made now, in order to 
establish this military post at once; and, under the 
rule laid down yesterday by my friend from Vir- 
ginia, this is properly a subject to be introduced 
into the deficiency bill, His statement of the 
rule was, that, whenever we have passeda law 
making an appropriation either for the Army or 
the Navy which is wholly inadequate to effect the 
object in view, it is proper to insert in this bill a 
provision to increase that appropriation to a suf- 
ficient amount. This 1 apprehend is exactly that 
case; it comes precisely within the terms of the 
rule as laid down by the Senator from Virginia. 
We have made an appropriation for the work; the 
military post must be established; its necessity 
is easily discovered by all; and we cannot effect 
the object with the $5,000 which has been appro- 
priated. In my jådgment, a sum much larger 
than that is necessary to be expended before the 
time when we may anticipate the passage of the 
general Army appropriation bill. it is for that 
reason that I have presented this appropriation as 
an amendment to this bil. 

Every one who has paid any attention to things 
which are passing around us must have seen that 
the policy of Great Britain has recently been to 
throw a large number of troops into the Canadas; 
and I saw a private letter this morning, from 
which I learned that the most active operations 
are now going on secretly through all British 
America. I learn that companies are being organ- 
ized there, and that they have been required to 
obtain their arms and ammunition, and that the 
most active operations are going on upon that 
side of the line. Whether they anticipate that 
we are going to attack them, or whether they are 
preparing to attack us, I shall not undertake to 
say; but at all events I think it is important that 
we should put ourselves in such a position that 
we shall be able to maintain fully the honor of 
the country, come what may; and I believe the 
best peace measure in the world is to pat the 
country at once in a proper state of defense. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope that we shall not get 
up a war debate on this little item. {think it far 
better that we should let it pass, than have such 
a discussion on this bill. 
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ment at once. 

Mr. HUNTER I think that this case docs 
not come within the rule which I have laid down. 
This appropriation is not necessary to carry out 
any law. Itis only to continue a public work. 
There is no law requiring the work to be finished 
within a specified time. This is only an appro- 

riation for continuing the work. But, sir, Pio 
not wish to multiply words in regard to this 
matter. Itis indispensable that the bill shall be 
passed soon, and I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs whether 
there are any other military posts which it is pro- 
sosed to establish at the present session on the 
tine between this country and Great Britain? Is 
this the only one? 

Mr. WELLER. 1 am not aware that there is 
any military post established alongthe boundary 
line between Minnesota and the British posses- 
sions, and I think this is the only one that will 
be established immediately upon that line. I 
perceive, by looking at the map, that the point at 
which we propose to place a fortis about the 
center of the line from east to west. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know exactly what is 
the extent of frontier between this country and 
Great Britain; but it strikes me that, if the ideais 
entertained of putting the country in a condition 
of defense to meet preparations which are said to 
be making in Canada, we are beginning at the 
wrong cnd if we go off into the western wilder- 
ness to commence the system. We are abandon- 
ing fortifications which have been kept up for 
yere. At the military post at Holton, on the 
boundary line of the State of Maine, I believe 
there is nota soldier, and the post is going to 
ruin. Then, on the St. Lawrence and the whole 
line of the lakes, we have but one war steamer, 
and a very small one at that. 

Mr. CASS. We do not want that. [Laughtcr.] 

Mr. HALE. I think we had better have a 
bridge at Detroit than have that. [Laughter.] 
It strikes me that this isa useless expenditure. 
We appropriated $5,000 to begin this post. We 
are now asked to make an amendment to this bill 
by giving an additional sum of $50,000 to carry 
it on, and the quartermaster general says that 
he does not ask for morc, because this is all that 
he can spend during the presentsummer. I think 
that this appropriation is wrong; itis not wanted; 
itis a useless expenditure. ff we are going to 
fortify our northern frontier, I think we had better 
begin a little further east. We had better fortify 
the lakes and the defenses of our large cities, and 
rebuild some of the old fortifications which are 
now abandoned, instead of making a new military 


post in the far-off wilderness of Minnesota in | 


order to fight Great Britain, or to defend ourselves 
against the aggression of Great Britain. For that 


rcason I shali vote against the amendment, and I | 


shall be willing to repeal the law providing for 
this post. 

Mr. STUART. The Delegate from Minnesota 
Territory [Mr. Rice] addressed to mea few days 
ago a communication on this subject, and I have 
also conversed with him in regard to it. The 
principal difficulty which exists is in respect to 
the Indian depredations there; our citizens are 
murdered every year by the Indians. Itis but 
afew days since that £ saw in a newspaper a 
statement that a lady traveling in that vicinity 
was murdered by the Indians. This is an every 
year occurrence. The settlement at Pembina is 
a pretty large one, and there is a good deal of 
travel from there to the Hudson Bay settlement. 
hese murders are carried on annually. The 
Secretary of War being 
ordered a company from the tenth regiment to be 
posted there, and hence the necessity for the ap- 
propriation to establish this temporary post. It 
is a question which involves the protection of our 
own citizens, and they are entitled to protection, 
I apprehend, in all parts of the Union. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I shall vote for this appro- 
priation. The honorable Senator who is the 
chairman of the Committce on Military Affairs, 
tells me that there is preparation making on our 
northern line—that the appearances on the other 
side of the line are menacing. When the Secre- 
tary of War recommends an appropriation of this 
description, I see no reason ary we sheuid not 


aware of that fact, has | 


comply with his request, and grant the money. 
The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the other members of that 
committee have investigated this question, He 
tells us that he considers the appropriation neces- 
sary for the defense of the country. I am not 
willing to vote against any measure thus recom- į 
mended for the national defense, and especially 
at this time. I make no war specch; I have 
nothing to say on the subject of war; but I intend 
by my votes, on this and on all other proposi- 
tions, to exclude the charge, if on any future oc- 
casion such a calamity shall come upon us, that 
I bave not been ready at all times to meet the 
requests of the executive department in regard 
to the national defense. 

I concur with the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire in believing that there arc defenses | 
needed, and that fortifications ought to be on the 
Atlantic border. I have no doubt of that; and I 
shall be found ready at all times to give my vote 
in favor of whatever is recommended for defenses | 
on the Atlantic border; and I am inclined on this 


mony before me, I believe this to be necessary. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I shouid be pleased 
to hear from the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, (to whose remarks I have listencd,) whether 
there are any white settlers on the Red river of 
the North, and when they went there. There 
were none there afew years ago. There was a 
very peaceable class of Indians there at that time, 
as T understood. The Senator has spoke of In- 
dian aggressions. Now, I desire to know more 
distinctly whether the object of this fort is to 
encourage emigration, and lead to the formation 
of a settlement in that region? | 

Mr. STUART. Not at all. It is to protect 
the settlement already there. The Senator must 
be aware that at Pembina, where the original act į 
proposed to locate this post, there is a very con- 
siderable scttlement. here is a very large vote 
given there at each of the elections in Minnesota, i 
| as the returns always show. i 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I would ask whether 
the scttlement was made since the purchase of 
lands in that region from the Sioux Indians? 

_Mr. STUART. 1 cannot answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessce. A few years ago, 
according to my information of that country, there 
were no settlements there by citizens of the United 
States; but now it is complained that there are 
Indian depredations on our citizens. 

Mr. CASS. Perhaps I can solve the question į 
of the honorable Senator. 
settlement at Pembina. The line between the 
United States and Canada runs through it. I 
think it was begun by Selkirk. By intermar- 
riages with Indian women there has risen quite a 
settlement, and I believe it is a flourishing one. 
The amountof population I do not know. 

Mr. BELL, of 'ennessce. The answer is sat- 
isfactory on that point. But when we made the 
large purchase from the Sionx, at the time to 
which I have alluded, it was done on the ground 
that it was necessary for the still widening bound- 
ary of the white scttlements. I predicted then 
that we were going very far beyond the wants 
of the population of Minnesota, and so I think 
it has resulted. The rich and fertile regions bor- 
dering on the Mississippi, the St. Peter, and the | 
Minnesota rivers, are occupicd; but I understand | 
the settlements do not extend much beyond those | 
points, There is also a fine region of somé ex- | 
tent, though it is not very large, as I understand | 
from the explorations which have been made on 
the Red river of the North. | 

My objection to this appropriation is, that 
thére is, as I conceive, no necessity for a fort at | 

ł 


erly speaking. The settlers there are a mixed 


bill, and on any other, to vote in favor of the || 
necessary defenses of the country. On the testi- | 


There is a half-breed i 
l 


this point to protect any white setilement, prop- | 


sound pôlicy (particularly in reference ‚to; the 
condition of that country and of the Indian tribes, 
occupying it) to press those tribes still further.and: 
further into the gorges of the mountains, and 

necessarily bring on conflicts with the white set- 

tlements on the borders and with the white emi- 

grants. It is not necessary at present, though in: 
time it will undoubtedly be so. I understand the 

honorable chairman of the Committee on Military. 

Affairs to say, that there has been an appropria- 

tion of $5,000 for this object. I did not know the 

fact. Idid not notice it at the time. I suppose 

that amount has been expended in the purchase 

of a site. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; nota dollar has been 
expended atall. The Government owns the land. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I cannot conceive 
why an appropriation of $5,000 should be made 
for the establishment of a fort in that country. 
If there should be a hostile disposition on the 
part of the Sioux and other tribes in the north- 
west, it would require a much larger expenditure; 
and so I see, now, the proposition is to appro- 
| priate $50,000 in addition to the $5,000, which 
was found altogether inadequate. But, sir, 1 
do not feel confident that I am correctin my con- 
clusions as to the absence of any necessity for 
encouraging the extension of our settlements at 
that point at this time. I think, however, it is 
not connected with the regular progress of our 
settlements westward. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to make a single. 
statement for the purpose of preventing, if I can, 
a deviation from the proper course of debate on 
this amendment. I do not think it involves the 

uestions raised by the Senator from Tennessee. 
| understand it is for a military post to put down 
Indian incursions. It was said, a year ago, that 
it was necessary to have a post at Pembina to 
hold in check roving Indians who live part of the 
time in British territory and part of the time in 
ours. It was said to be necessary, on that ac- 
count, to have a post at this place; which, as the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] has said, is 
Selkirk’s old settlement. I believe that is the 
ee which is involved; but, atthe same time, 

think it may well be postponed until the general 
appropriation bill comes up, and I hope that it 
will be done. 

Mr. STUART. If this matter can be properly 
understood by the Senate, I am satisfied there 
| will be no opposition to the amendment, and the 
| Senator from Tennessee certainly will not be 
| opposed to it. Itis nota proposition to extend 
| settlements, or to get up a new Territory, but it 
| is simply to protect an existing settlement, and 
| those engaged in trading on this route. There is 
| a very heavy trade that goes down to St, Paul 
| from this point and the country beyond it. There 
| is a large settlement there. The white people are 
| 
i 


constantly engaged in that trade, and white people 


| reside in that part of the country. I will read a 


i| few lines from the letter of the Delegate from 


| Minnesota, to me—a gentleman who, as every- 


|| body knows, cannot be heard on this floor, and 


! must depend on others. He says: 


i A 

| «In addition to the Hudson’s Bay Company, &e., hun- 
| dreds of thousands of buffaloes are killed annually on these 
| Indian grounds.” : à 

| That disturbs them, makes them savage and 
| revengeful towards the settlers, These things 
| are done by the Hudson’s Bay Company—not 
| by our citizens. Their people come over and 
| exasperate our Indians, and then the Indians take 


! their revenge on our people. Let me read fur- 


ii ther: 


i 
| Our laws there are daily violated with impunity; and 
| every year some of our citizens have been murdered. Last 

mer the Indians of the plains stole, in one night, up- 
wards of two hundred head of horses and cattle.” 


race. It is possible that, in the course of time, a 
fort will be quite important there; but what I: 
think is of importance to be considered now, is, | 
whether there is any necessity at this time to 
open a new territory to settlement on the Red 
river of the North. I say that is the question, 
because the establishment of this fort necessarily 
invites setclement,and we shall have surveys and 
sales of the public lands following it as a natural 
consequence. I understand that there is a prop- 

ition already to divide the Territory of Minne- 


i: OBL 


That was one night’s operation by the maraud- 
ing and roving Indians, As I have said the Sec- 
retary of War hasconsidered the whole question, 
| and recommended an appropriation for this pur- 
| pose., Last year Congress appropriated $5,000, 

: of which the Secretary has not expended a penny, ` 
| because it was totally insufficient to do anything; 
I buthe has ordered a company from the tenth regi- 
i] ment of infantry to be posted there. And now 
iis estimate, showing the necesaily 


i 


i 


it he sends in } 
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of this appropriation, in order to provide for them 
a shelter, a place of protection. Task why should 
we postpone it now, at the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, in order | 
to place it ona general bill hereafter, when in the | 
mean time vast injury will be done, and loss will 
be suffered by the Government? Soldiers are to 
be posted there; and the report which has just 
peen read from the quartermaster general, pro- 

oses that those soldiers shall construct the work. 
There are to be certain supervising mechanics; 
Dut the soldiers are to do the main part of the 
work. They are to be posted there this spring. 
The $5,000 which has been appropriated, will be 
nothing towards, the construction. of the work, į 
unless an additional sum be now appropriated. | 
There will be no general appropriation bill passed, 
as Senators know, until August or. September; 
and unless we make the appropriation now, this 
whole year will be lost; our own citizens on that 
frontier will be exposed for one year more to the 
depredations of these marauding savages, exas- 
perated, as I have said, by the illegal conduct of 
the Hudson’s Bay Company on the other side of 
the line. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. If the honorable 
Senator can give us any assurance that the buffa- 
loes will not be killed by our own settlers in that 
quarter, I shall go with him. I would like toask 
the honorable Senator whether the murders, to 
which he has alluded of white citizens and traders, 
do not take place intermediately between the site 
of this proposed fort and the settlements in Min- 
nesota, south and cast of it? 

Mr. STUART. That may happen of course; 
but a fort and an armed force posted on the line 
would be a protection, as the Senator knows, for 
hundreds of miles. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I know it would. 
It would prevent these individual murders that 
take place on the lines of trade, between this 
region and the denser settlements in the southern 
and eastern parts of Minnesota, But I do not see 
how it is possible to accomplish the object effec- 
tually, unless we have a cordon of fortifications 
on the line between the settlements in the lower 
part of Minnesota and this place. 

The idea of preventing the unnecessary de- 
struction of the buffalo is a good one. If we 
could enact laws to establish that policy in refer- | 
ence to the buflalo ranges within our own domin- 
ions, far away from the boundary of the territo- 
ries of Great Britain, I think it would be a very 
wise policy; because the butfalo is the source of 
Indian subsistence, and whenever they are de- 
stroyed, the Indians who have subsisted on them 
must find other food. Starvation stares them in 
the face, and rather than submit to it they rob 
and murder. This has been a prolific source of 
Indian disturbances. Therefore, I say, if that 
idea of the Senator from Michigan were true, if 
this measure would tend to preserve the buffalo 
jn the northwestern region against the wasteful 
destruction of British hunters and others, I should 
be willing to vote twice this sum to accomplish 
the object; but I fear this measure will not have 
that effect. 

Mr. HALE. I would content myself with ask- 
ing for the yeas and nays; but I wish to make a 
single suggestion. There is nothing which better 
satisfies me that a measure is uncalled for than 
the fact that various and contradictory reasons 
are assigned forit. The honorable Senator who 
proposes this amendment, the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, says its object is 
to meet the great military preparations of the 
British in Canada. The Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Srvarr] says it is to protect our white set- 
tlers against the Indians, and also to protect the 
buffaloes of the Indians from the Hudson’s Bay 
Company. These are three things, each perhaps 
good in itself, but very different. The whole 
project is wrong, in my humble judgment. We 
do not want afort there. Why, sir, whatan idea 
to erect a military post to protect the Indians! In 
regard to this point, I wish the members ofthe Sen- 
ate would read a document which came from the | 
commissioner of Indian affairs to the last Con- 
gress, in which Mr. Manypenny stated how the 
Delaware Indians have been protected by the 
United States forces which were sent to Kansas. 
The fact was that the officers of the United States | 


| he does not urge on us the necessity of putting it 


| frontiers, or any other part of the country, when 


any were the only men of whom they were | 
afraid, and the only men from whom they suf- i 


fered. The only men of whom they complained | 
were the officers of the United States Army, who- 
were sent there for their protection! The Secre- 
tary of the Interior sent Commissioner Many- 
penny to Kansas to find out what the difficulty 
was. He came back and reported that some 
Army officers ought to be dismissed from the ser- 
vice, because the Indians were oppressed by the 
men sent there to enforce our laws; and what 
answer did he get? The President, instead of 
doing anything to protect the Indians and calling 
the Army to an account, sent an extra message 
to Congress calling for four additional regiments 
—and he got them. Was that taking care of the 
Indians? 

Sir, the Indians are always more the wronged 
than the ageressors. If you desire to prevent In- 
dian wars, treat them justly, but do not send the 
army to them. The army will provoke aggres- 
sions and stir up hostilities. The War Depart- 
ment asked for $5,000 last Congress for this post, 
and now call for $50,000, and would insist on 
still more if they could spend it this year. The 
only limit of their asking is their ability to spend. 
Next year they can probably spend more. They 
get $5,000 one year, $50,000 the next, and if it 
goes on in the same ratio they will ask for 
$500,000 the next year. I think the whole thing 
is wrong. I will not occupy the time of the 
Scnate further. I wish singly to ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. There is no conflict what- 
ever between the Senator from Michigan and my- 
self. I presented this as a military question. I 
said it was important on that fronticr, in the 
vicinity of a British military post, that we should 
have a post at the precar time, and, in my judg- 
ment, it ought to be a permanent post. I pre- 
sented this proposition in a military point of 
view, because I happen to be at the head of the 
Committee on Miltary Affairs, and because I 
fearcd that, if we should be involved in a war 
with Great Britain, the English might do what 
they have done in all the wars in which we 
have been engaged with them—use our Indians 
against ourselves. I think J can prove, by my 
distinguished friend from Michigan, {Mr. isss] 
that inall the wars which we have heretofore ha 
with Great Britain, they have used our Indians, 
when in their power, as allies. I barely threw 
out that suggestion in a military view. At the 
same time that I seck to attain this military ob- 
ject, my friend from Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] 
says it will be a protection to settlers, There is 
no conflict whatever between us. The estab- 
lishment of the post will effect both objects—it 
will give us protection in a military point of view, 
and also give aid and encouragement to settlers 
who go there. I do not wish to say anything 
more, as I desire to have a vote on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishould vote for this appro- 
piwon willingly in an ordinary appropriation 

iH, orif the Secretary of War had recommended, 
or even requested, that it should go into the 
deficiency bill, as a case where there was neces- 
sity for an immediate appropriation; but I can 
find nothing of the kind in his letter. He gives 
an estimate, and he recommends that so much 
money be appropriated for the purpose of con- 
structing a military post, not yet commenced; but 


into the deficiency bill. He does not state that 
there are any circumstances which require that 
this appropriation should go out of the ordinary [| 
course of legislation from one bill into another. 
If that were so, I should be disposed to defer to 
it: If any ground could be shown to me making 
an immediate appropriation necessary for this 
object, I would vote for it. I am prepared at any 
time to vote for the protection of our western 


an appropriation is necessary; but I cannot vote 
for itin this bill, unless those having charge of this 
species of works intimate to me some reason why 
it should be provided for in the deficiency bill. 
Mr. CASS. I have been in the neighborhood 
of this settlement. It is very remote—in a far- 
off part of Minnesota. I suppose Pembina is 
five hundred or six hundred miles from other set- 
tlements. I was talking with the Delegate from 
Minnesota a few minutes ago, and I understand 


| have grown too great for that. 


that the population there is about four thousand; 


| not to require such things. 


and there are, as my colleague has said, Indian 
depredations committed on those people every 
year. Ihave no doubt the establishment of a 
post at this point will protect the settlers. It 
always produces a moral effect on the Indians and 
restrains them. I had at first some hesitation 
about this measure; but after conversing with the 
Delegate, and looking at the circumstances as 
they exist, I shall vote for this appropriation. 
These settlers are a portion of our population, and 
they have a right to demand protection. 1 think 
we can protect them in no other way than this. 
I know it will be expensive. You cannot build 
a post, and keep it up for a series of years, with- 
out heavy expense, at a point to which you must 
transport supplies from a distance of five hundred 
or six hundred miles. The War Department has 
called for it, and I do notsee how you can afford 
jest protection to the settlers without it; and I 
shall, therefore, vote for this proposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, 1 regret 
on any occasion to be compelled by my convic- 
tions of duty to oppose the reports and recom- 
mendations of committees which I so much re- 
spectas the committee from which this reporthas 
been made, by its chairman; and particularly when 
supported by gentlemen of such long and wide 
observation and experience in Indian hostilities 


| as my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] But, 


sir, my convictions on this occasion are so clear 
and decided, that I should fail to do my duty if 
I did not take the responsibility of expressing 
my opposition to this appropriation. I cannot 
see any necessity for it; but this may result from 
some defect in my education. 

Mr. President, I was born and reared in a 
country which had to defend itself, and which 
had not, at the period to which I allude, as many 
as four thousand inhabitants, who now constitute 
the actual number of settlers to be defended b 
this fortification—no, sir, not near four thousand. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan can bear 
testimony from his knowledge of the West to this 
fact. What were our fortifications, and what are 
the fortifications that are necessary in the inte- 
rior? Are they fortifications built with the skill 
and upon the plan of Vauban, and the great engi- 
neers of the world? Let me ask him—for he has 
personal knowledge und experience of the fact— 
what did Fort Sandusky cost the United States, 
that defended itself with one hundred men against 
thousands of Indians and choice veteran British 
troops? Does he suppose it cost the United States 
$5,000? I do not bolieve it cost the United States 
one dollar. I believe it was put up in a few days 
by the hands of the very men who were the gar- 
rison; and with that slight protection there was 
not the proudest Indian warrior, at the head of 
all his troops, that would have dared to attack it. 
They had to be led on by British regiments, who 
attempted to storm it, and were bloodily repulsed. 
That fort was made of trees split in two, and 
suddenly placed side by side. 

Now we are having fortresses built at a cost 
of 450,000, not in any particular pass through 
which an encmy must go, but upon a long line 
of interior boundary! Sir, I cannot imagine a 
more useless and idle plan of defense. It would 
be the very mockery of defense—more calculated 
to put the settlement off its guard than afford it 
any real prolection—more calculated to expose 
the settlers to surprise and murderous attack, 
than giving them any aid in time of danger. No, 
sir; the men who made such settlements in the 
days of my youth, and when my opinions were 
formed about these things, built their log cabins 
with a view to their defense, and they had a 
fortification which no Indians ever succeeded in 
taking. They never cost this Government one 
dollar. They never cost one dollar to anybody. 
They cost but little additional labor besides that 


| which would have been necessary to build their 


own residences for shelter. The military char- 
acter of them did not cost anybody a dollar. 
They built their cabins together and built them in 
a circle in order to form their defense, and with 
perhaps a little stockading around them, There 
is not a solitary instance where the Indians ever 
succeeded in taking one of these little frame 
defenses. A reliance on wooden walls is nota 
proper spirit to be reared among our people. We 
Let our enemies 
take care of themselves: our people are of a ee 

I would have them 
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ina different spirit; and, as far as my humble 
voice could go, I would endeavor to inculcate 
thatdifferent spirit. Wooden walls are no defense. 
If we are going to defend our frontier by walls, 
let us have a Chinese wall along the whole border 
that divides Minnesota from the British posses- 
sions. Who would propose that we should erect 
a continuous wall like that of China? Well, sir, 
suppose that even this great fortress of yours, to 
be erected on this frontier at an expense which 
I do not know how to estimate, shall be com- 
pleted, will not the Indians be able to pass. within 
a mile of it without danger? What protection 
willit be? It will not give protection beyond the 
shadow that it will cast in the evening and in the 
morning. ‘They will come up. to it; they will 
seek it, if their purpose is murder, expecting to 
have an opportunity of seeing some wanderer 
about its walls who may be their victim. They 
know little of Indian warfare who suppose it can 
afford any protection against such an enemy as 
the Indian, who can make hisincursions suddenly, 
by a stealthy march, out of the reach of the guns 
of your fortress; and then he is safe. 

Mr. President, I am firmly convinced that the 
original natural mode of defense, such as was 
adopted by the new settlements of the West in an 
exposed condition, 1s sufficient in the present case. 
It is exactly that system which the great West 
has adopted from the beginning to the end. Ohia, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, all have pursued the same 
method, and they have always succeeded. If their 
defenses were taken in any instance, it was by 
surprise. Indians do not attack fortifications, 
however, freely. That is not their sort of war- 
fare. Old Taylor defended the little wooden for- 
tress of Fort Harrison with sixteen or seventeen 
men, I believe, against five hundred Indians when 
they dared to attack him; and that was the foun- 
dation of his great military glory. It is better to 
leave the settlers to depend on themselves. They 
will be safer. That there will be some victims 
must inevitably be the result of the vicinity of 
hostile Indians, and no number of fortifications 
that you can build will preventit. If there were 
any mode of insuring protection against this, per- 
haps it would be worth any expense to do it; but 
none will prevent it. Leave them, therefore, to 
their original, natural means of defense, and you 
will have in the husbands, and in the fathers, 
whose families are sheltered together, the most 
vigilant and best protectors on earth, the best and 
most effective, and most unconquerable garrison. 
All is their own-—-those within are their wives 
and children. Their fortresses are their houses; 
and their houses, in truth, are their castles of de- 
fense when built inthis manner. Iam sure there 
is not a fact I have stated here, which will not be 
corroborated and confirmed by the experience of 
my honorable friend from Michigan. 

I regret to have felt myself called upon to occupy 
one moment of the time of the Senate on this 
occasion; but my convictions have been so clear 
and strong that 1 could not resist the performance 
of what I conceived to be my duty. 

Mr. STUART. I have been very much inter- 
ested, sir, in the manner in which the Senator 
from Kentucky has depicted the former history 
of this country, at a period when the Government 
itself was poor, and when it was necessary that 
the defense of the country should be left to the 
brave hearts and the stout arms of the border 
men. It is one of the most interesting periods in 
the history of the world. Feats of bravery and 
daring are recorded which excel, perhaps, those 
of the history of any other people. But that was 
the result of stern necessity. It was at a time 
when the only defense to the country and to them- 
selves was the kind of defense which they adopted. 
Now the country has grown strong; it has grown 
wealthy; it is able to protect its own citizens— 
and shall a question be asked as to the number 
of dollars which that protection is to cost? Shall 
the Senate of the United States be told that there 
is an individual whose life demands protection, 
and that $50,000 is too much to pay for it? There 
is nota Senator who would listen to such an argu- 
ment for a moment. 

I apprehend, therefore, it is a mistake to say 
that what was true of necessity fifty years ago is 
sound in policy to-day. In this ease the facts 
are before us. The representation of the Delegate 
from the Territory of Minnesota has spread them 
before us. They are in writing. urders are 


annually committed by these Indians. It is not 
matter of opinion as to whether they will be com- 
mitted or not. The Senator from Kentucky says 
the effect of the establishment of the post would 
be to invite aggressions rather. than to furnish 
protection. Sir, the aggressions are at hand; the 
murders are annually committed. Etis no ques- 
tion of effect; the result is uponus. Who knows 
best as to the means of protection? Whé, ac- 
cording to the institutions controlling this Gov- 
ernment, is best authorized to speak—the War 
Department, which has the supervision of our 
military system of defense, or the Senate? I 
speak now simply of the necessity of the post. 
If we cannot rely on the War Department as to 
the necessity of a military post, upon whom can 
we rely? It is recommended; it is said to be 
indispensably necessary. We are told that the 
$5,000 heretofore appropriated for this object are 
totally insufficient to do anything. One company 
of troops is already ordered to this post: shall 
they be sheltered and protected? 

I will not detain the Senate ina general discus- 
sion of this question. I endeavored to avoid it in 
the outset, by stating, in the simplest possible 
form, the facts in the case. So far as my vote 
goes, whenever I am told by the proper depart- 
ment that an expenditure is necessary in order to 
protect the lives of my fellow-citizens, I shall 
vote for it without asking its amount. Tell me 
that there is an American citizen any where whose 
life demands protection, and it will cost so many 
millions of dollars to protect it, and I will vote 
the amount. I was glad to see the whole power 
of this Government brought to bear to protect an 
individual (Koszta) ina foreign land. Wherever 
a citizen of the United States exists, there should 
the panoply of the Government protect him, and 
whether it cost one dollar or a million, my vote 
shall be given to throw around him that protec- 
tion which is his right. 

Now, sir, I cannot be misunderstood as inti- 
mating that the Senator from Kentucky would not 
do the same thing. I know he would. It isa 
mere difference of opinion on the necessity of 
this matter between that honorable Senator and 
myself, For that necessity I rely on the report 
of the War Department. ‘The Secretary of War 
says this sum willdoit. The Delegate from Min- 
nesota, who has been in that country for years, 
and traveled over this very same line more times 


than he is years old, tells me that this expense is |} 


necessary. As I have said, the fact that he can- 
not be heard on this floor is an additional reason 
why I support this amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman takes 
occasion to place himself on a very gallant and 
patriotic height in this debate; and it is some- 
what by making me a lAdder to climb to this pre- 
eminence. If he is only told an American citizen 
is in danger, he will vote for any sum of moncy. 
I will not, sir; I must be given some reason for it; 
I must be given some authority. Itis notenough 
that a hearsay should reach me. I must have 
something more than the ipse dixit of somebody. 
The gentleman may act on his ipse dixit; but that 
will be going down a long way from the patriot- 
ism to which he aspires. I act on no man’s ipse 
dixit. I act on my judgment and conviction, 
and I must have a reason; I must have a fact 
and not a hearsay. I must have an opinion and 
a reason for that opinion, because I desire to be 
understood as acting here on opinions and on 
convictions, based ona sense of duty. Iean say 
to the gentleman—as he has done me the honor 
to presume what I would do—thatI will go as far 


as he, with hand and purse, to defend the life or j 


the blood or the honor of one of my countrymen, 
when I can properly do so. 
behind him in that respect. But, sir, the question 
is not who would do most or who would do least. 
The question is, who shall do his duty here. I 
intend to do mine as far as I can, with my humble 
ability. , weak, 

The gentleman says this appropriation is rec- 
ommended to us. 


For what purpose are we placed here? One great 
and responsible duty which we have to perform 
is, to appropriate the public money; but, accord 
ing to the gentleman’s doctrine, our greatend and 
duty is, to sanction the edicts which come to us— 
the Treasury demands, or demands upon the 
Treasury. We have nothing io do but to register 


He will not find me | 


Ah! that will not do; there | 
must be something more than recommendation. |: 


the executive. edicts and supply the. Executive 
with appropriations; and, it is, argument enough 
to say, that it is recommended! ‘That is not 
enough for mè, sir. I must see and know some 
fact, and I must be convinced that the interest of. 
the country requires a particular appropriation 
before I vote for it. I will presume:as.much. in: 
favor of. the officers of the Government.as. any 
reasonable man ought to do; but when I have a. 
judgment to the contrary, the execntive requisi“ 
tion upon me has no force and no power. - should 
deem myself a servile Senator if I yielded my. 
judgment and my sense of duty as to the interests 
of my oonstrnentg to the dictates of any Execu- 
tive Department. I have never done so, and I 
trust that as long as I live I never shall do so. 
My post is an unaspiring and an humble one, 
but it shall be a free and independent one—free 
as the wind! It is not because I have any feel- 
ing of hostility or opposition to protecting our cit- 
izens that I oppose this proposition. God knows 
I have no such feeling. My purpose is not to 
gratify any such feeling or passion. 

But, sir, In another particular I cannot permit 
this question to be so discussed and misstated as 
ithas been. The gentleman’s argument seems to 
suppose that this fort, if built, will protect. the 
settlers, and will prevent further massacres by 
the Indians on this whole frontier. 1 do not be- 
lieve in his remedy, and I therefore do not choose 
to take it. I do not believe it will have any such 
effect. I think I know as much about it as’ the 
honorable gentleman, and I know as much about 
the history of defense against Indians. I has 
been a domestic history with me all my lifetime. 
I do not believe this fort will afford protection to 
a human being but those who may be in the gar- 
rison. When the settlers keep. their own gar- 
risons, when the husband stands sentinel over his 
wife, and the father over his child, then I have 
confidence, sustained by all experience, that it is 
the best defense in the world. Itis in sucha 
position that that natural vigilance and that manly 
fortitude is inspired, which is a certain and a sure 

rotection, more than all your money can give. 

hat is my faith; that is my belief. I dọ not 
believe in this remedy. ïI would vote money, and 
would not count it if I knew that it would save 
lives; but believing that it cannot and will not do 
this, I will not give the money, and expose the 
people in false security to surprise and attack. 

This is my view of the subject, and upon this 
view I shall vote against the proposed appropria- 
tion. I consider it a mere mockery, a mere 
shadow of defense—nothing more—and it will 
|! not relieve or protect the people. 
i| Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I intend 
to vote against this amendment, but not for the 
reason that I deem it inappropriate to this bill, 
because if I believed it was absolutely necessary, 
and necessary to be appropriated at once for any 
| valuable purpose, I could get over that difficulty 

as easily as aia in the former case; but I shall 
i| vote against it principally for the reason suggest- 
| ed in its favor by the Senator who introduced it. 
li He presented it to us as a proposition founded on 
| an apprehension or a possibility of difficulties 
with Great Britain. I have not the slightest be- 
| lief in the world that any such difficulties can 
grow out of the existing’ state of things, unless 
by our fault and our folly. There is no reason 
to suppose (because there is no foundation on 
| which any such ideacan be built) that hostilities 
will be commenced against us; and if we conduct 
| ourselves with any reasonable prudence and with 
|| any regard for the peace and welfare of the coun- 
try, no such hostilities are to be in any measure 
apprehended. Therefore I cannot give my support 
| to any proposition, at the present time, founded 
ij on the idea that out of the existing state of things, 
i or anything likely to take place soon, there is a 
| probability of hostilities with Great Britain, and, 


| consequently, difficulties with the Indians on our 
i border. It is a false and unfounded supposition, 
in my judgment, and the Senate ought not to give 
any countenance to it whatever. 

Again, sir, leaving that point out of the ques- 
|| tion, I believe that if any protection is needed at 
|; this place, even for the purpose stated by the hon- 
' orable Senator from Michigan, [Mr.Sruarr,] the 
| appropriation already made is amply sufficient, It 


i 
i 


; seems to be a singular idea to think of establish- 
‘| ing a regular fortification at that place, merely for 
$ 


li the reason that there is a settlement there. 
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Mr. WELLER. Who proposes a fortification? 
Does not the Senator know the difference between 
a fortification and a military post? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. To be sure I do; but 
you ask for money enough for a regular fortifi- 
cation. ; 

Mr. WELLER. We ask for enough to build 
barracks and quarters? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But this is only the be- 
ginning, and you so stated. 

Mr. WELLER. The letter said so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The letter said so; and 
what comes from the Department, we may pre- 
sume, means something. This is a commence- 
ment of appropriations for a permanent military 
post. How do we know that any such perma- 
nent station will be needed? It is only because 
there is a settlement in that immediate vicinity, 
and for no other reason; and, on that supposi- 
tion, we shall be obliged, all along our border, to 
have permanent military posts wherever settle- 
ments may grow up. Surcly no one can suppose 
that to be necessary, or even expedient. 

Besides, I am satisfied, from all I have heard 
and read, that hostilities with the Indians will be 
much more likely to arise from the establishment 
of soldiers in their vicinity, than from any other 
cause. I believe that has been the history of the 
country for many years. Instead of its being a 

rotection, I think hostilities are only called on 
by the establishment of soldiers anywhere; and 
l think history will show it. 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir, we may read 
history differently. I have stated my opinion. 
Well understood as the power of this Govern- 
ment is on the border, especially by Indians, I 
have no belief that we are exposed, in reality, to 
any serious danger from them, unless the diffi- 
cules are occasioned by the conduct of the whites 
themselves, and those difficulties are always in- 
creased by the establishment of soldiery in perma- 
nent or temporary quarters, in their vicinity. It 
may be necessary, and it is undoubtedly, for 
some purposes, after a certain state of things has 
arisen, to have troops on the border; but in the 
commencement of settlements, by way of pre- 
vention, I have no idea that anything can be more 
necessary than what is suggested by the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, as arising from his 
experience and his knowledge. 

J shall, therefore, vote against this amendment. 
I have said thus much to give a reason for my 
vote, because I am unwilling, on any occasion, 
to give a vote which shail look in any manner, as 
if I were indifferent (none of us ought to be in- 
different) to the welfare of our fellow-citizens on 
the borders of the country where they are ex- 

ascd. 1 have stated a reason for my vote in 
order that L may be understood. 

Mr. WELLER. I regret very much that Lam 
compelled to say a word on this subject. I did 
not present this as a war measure. | did not even 
intimate to the Senate that, in my opinion, the 
present state of things on our frontier, or the as- 

ect of our foreign relations, required the estah- 
ishment of a fortification at this point. [only 
proposed a military post; and I said incidentally 
that the establishment of this post would be val- 
uable to our countr 
involved in a war with Great Britain. I shall not 
discuss the question of the probability or possi- 
bility of our being engaged in a war in conse- 

uence of the present difficulties; but I say it is 
the duty of this Government at all times to be 
prepared for war, ‘Che best security you can have 


for peace is the fact that youare always fully pre- | 
ared for war. ‘There are very few men who | 


ave engaged actively in the business of life, and 
have seen as many ups and downs as Í have, who 
have not come to the conclusion that they have 


avoided many personal difficulties by their adver- i 
saries knowing that they were fully prepared. | 
There are, no doubt, many gentlemen here who | 
can call to mind circumstances which satisfy them | 


that they have avoided personal conflicts and con- 
troversies by being prepared at all times to meet 
them. 

Sir, I regard it as the duty of this Government 
to ke ready at all times for war. The establish- 
ment of this military post, 1 said incidentally, 


would be available to us, in case hostilities should | 


be commenced. 1 said further, that past expori- 
ence would demonstrate the fact, that whenever 


in the event of our being | 


the British Government could use our Indians by 
furnishing them with butcher-knives and toma- 
hawks, against us, it has done so. I stated that 
there was a military post on the British side of 
the line, and that military post is now in exist- 
ence. I said this post was essentially important 
for the protection of our own citizens against 
the incursion of the Indians. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, There are no troops at 
that British post. 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir, there are, according 
to my understanding, and we have settlements in 
the northern part of Minnesota, surrounded by 
Indians. Each one of those settlers is standing 
on American soil, and has aright to claim the 
protection of his Government. We have found 
lt necessary, in years past, to establish military 
posts on the frontiers. Why did you establish 
them on the frontiers of Missouri, if the purpose 
was not to give protection to American settlers 
who had gone there and engaged in the peaceable 
cultivation of the soil? Sir, if I stand anywhere 
upon American soil, I am entitled to the protec- 
tion of my Government. The men who are now 
on the northern line of Minnesota are as much 
entitled to have the protecting influence of this 
Government exerted over them, as though they 
were in the very heart of the Republic. 

We have undertaken to demonstrate that it was 
necessary to establish a military postat this point. 
Is this anything new? Why, sir, you might 
suppose, from the remarks of the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky, that this was a new 
thing—that no military post had ever been estab- 
lished before. I need hardly say that it has been 
the practice of this Government, from the begin- 
ning, to establish military posts on the frontier, 
where there was a large number of Indians, to 
protect the scttlers from the tomahawk and the 
scalping-knife of the savage. You have estab- 
lished them in California. You established a 
military post some years ago at Fort Reading, 
which was then on the frontier. Now, the white 
man has gone there, and engaged in the cultiva- 
tion of the soil; the settlers are strong enough to 
protect themselves, and there is no longer a ne- 
cessity for the continuance of your military post. 
But there are certain points on your frontier 
where military posts are indispensable; and, as 
was well said by my friend from Michigan, if we 
cannot rely on the representations of the War De- 

artment, having particular charge of this subject, 
p ask you what information we shall demand be- 
fore we act? 

Mr. President, I have no personal knowledge 
of this region at all. It is represented to me that 
there are large numbers of American citizens on 
the frontier of Minnesota, and as such they are 
entitled to the protection of American law. The 
establishment of a military post, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of War, is necessary at that 
point. Lacton his judgment, taking it for granted, 
occupying the position he dees, that he under- 
stands better the wants of that particular region 
than I do. Now, the argument of the Senator 
from Kentucky would defeat appropriations for 
all military posts, because he scems to think that 
you cannot shut out Englishmen unless you build 
a wall all along your northern frontier, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Indians, not English- 
men, 

Mr. WELLER. I am glad that the Senator 
mentions the word Indians, because it recalls to 
my mind that I rose mainly to reply to a remark 
of the Senator from Maine. I venture to say the 
experience of every man who has been amongst 


wherever your military posts have been estab- 
lished on your frontier, there have been less out- 


sections of the country. The moral influence 
which the troops exercise is very great. 
State of California my observation shows that, 
although we have had many outbreaks on the 
part of Indians, they have never oceurred in the 
vicinity of our military posts. Many of those 
military posts are surrounded by large bands of 
Indians, but you will find that they are peaceable, 
| quict, and friendly. 1 say, then, so far as the 
influence of military posts has come under my 
observation, that they have had a salutary effect 
in checking Indian outrages. a 
But, sir, I have no desire to prolong this dis- 


| cussion. [am anxious to vote on the amendment. 


the Indians will sustain me in the allegation, that | 


rages committed by the Indians than in any other | 


In the | 


My friend from Virginia [Mr. HunteR] is com- 
plaining very justly that I have by my amend- 
ments provoked a good deal of discussion. Iwas 
certainly not responsible for the debate yesterday, 
for I tried to get a vote on Tuesday. Tam afraid 
I might be responsible to-day if I continued the 
debate; therefore, I shall say no more. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, Iam as anxious 
as any Senator here, I apprehend, to take a vote 
on this question; and I also believe I am as anx- 
ious as any Senator here not to incur the dis- 
pleasure of any other member of this body. I 
thought, when I took especial pains before taking 
my scat, a few minutes since, to say that I could 
not be misunderstood as implying aught against 
the arguments or intentions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. CritTENDEN,| that I had excul- 
pated myself from any such impression on his 
part; but it seems that I was unfortunate, and F 
did not succeed. 

When the Senator from Kentucky supposes 
that I ama rampant candidate for fame, and seek 
to make him a ladder to climb there, he is cer- 
tainly under a very great mistake. Sir, I have 
no such aspirations; and if I had I should have 
no desire in that way to attain them. The Sen- 
ator wears with propricty his own well-carned 
distinction, and Iam not disposed to ask him to 
allow me to participate in it. What I said was 
my opinion; what the Senator said is his opinion. 
When I stated that I would vote any amount of 
money to protect a fellow-citizen, and save his 
life, in any quarter of the globe, I but uttered 
the sentiment of my heart with the sanction of 
my judgment. The Senator says he will not. 
That is his opinion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did not say so; E 
said the contrary. The gentleman said that if he 
only heard that a citizen was in danger he would 
vole for appropriations without limit, and would 
not stop to inquire anything aboutit. Thisis the 
substance of what he said. Iam sure he does 
not recollect it. 

Mr. STUART. I shall not tell the Senator 
that I did not say so, because that would hardly 
be parliamentary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
ator to say so, and I think he did say so. 
remark was in reference to that statement. 

Mr. STUART. This was my language pre- 
cisely: ‘* Tell me, sir, that it is necessary, to pro- 
tect the life of an American citizen, to appropri- 
ate so many hundreds or so many millions of 
dollars, and I will vote for it.” Now, the mere 
style of my expression cannot be construed into 
a supposition that I would do that ona rumor. 
The construction of the sentence could only be 
this: ‘* Tell me—of course on authority entitled 
to credit.” I was speaking of my judgment, 
and not of rumor. I thought I did the Senator 
justice, when I said I believed he would do the 
same thing. I did believe it then, and I belicve 
1t now. 

I desire that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing between the honorable Senator and myself, 
and have more reasons than one for expressing 
this wish. I have no hesitation in saying that Í 
desire—I wish to be emphatic in it—the very best 
understanding with the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. I shall be proud to enjoy it. But 
the Senator must be aware that sometimes he has 


I understood the Sen- 
My 


ia very peculiar mode of expressing his senti- 
j ments, and that mode means much more than the 


language. In this case, I thought his manner 
was a little derisive in respect to what I had said, 
and 1 wish to correct that on the spot. I have 
confidence in the Senator’s opinions; and when 
he says that he knows more about frontier defense 
than I do, he but speaks what the world knows. 
He is a much older man, and his experience has 
been very considerable in this character of de- 
fense; so that his opinions here or in any other 
place in regard to it are entitled to great weight. 
But, sir, [was led to my conclusion in this case 
from considerations which I will state. I said 
that the Secretary of War had determined the 
necessity of a post at this point. I said that the 
Delegate from Minnesota, whose experience in 
relation to this country is ample, had stated to 
me facts on which I relied. I said that other facta 
which had come to my knowledge, and reports 
which I had before me, demonstrated that mur- 
ders were committed in this region. It does not 
rest in opinion whether they are committed or 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


not; the facts are certain. I thought, and I must 
be permitted to say that I think yet, that it is 
much better that the Government should be per- 
mitted to protect its citizens, and give those citi- 
zens an opportunity by the tilling of the soil to 
sustain their wives and children, than it is to 
compel them to stand with musket or rifle in hand 
to protect them. I did think, and I yet believe, 
that my honored and distinguished colleague 
was right when he spoke of the moral force al- 
ways exerted by a military post; it extends far 
into the country. 

These were my convictions when I addressed 
the Senate before, and they are my views now. 
I have not understood, Mr. President, nor do I 
understand now, that it is proposed to make this 
fortification to stand throughout time. It is a 
military post, and a permanent military post so 
long as the exigencies of the country shall require 
it to stand there. Its necessity seems to me to 
be established. No more than the Senator from 
Kentucky will I act on the mere ipse dixit of any 
man; but the reasons assigned by the Secretary 
of War were satisfactory to me. The Senator 
says they are not so to him. Very well, sir, the 
only result is, that my mind is convinced, and 
his is not. I cannot, however, believe that this 
difference of opinion will furnish the ground for 
any difference of feeling between the honorable 
Senator and myself. Certainly, on my part, I 
beg leave to say to him there is no such feeling. 
T should not have risen to say a word, but for 
fear the honorable Senator might suppose that 
in the course of my remarks I intended some 
reflection on him. IT intended none. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am very much im- 
pressed by the kindness of manner with which 
the gentleman has spoken, and I rise only for the 
purpose of assuring him that I intended nothing 
personal, nothing in the character of rebuke, 
nothing unkind. It may be, as he says, that my 
manner was so. If so, itis my frailty. It may 
be that the temper of my remarks may have 
given him cause of complaint. If so, I am sorr 
for it. There is no member who wishes to cul. 
tivate with one and all of his associates in this 
body more kind and friendly relations than my- 
self, We are all here simply to perform our 
duty. I endeavor to perform mine, perhaps not 
in the most appropriate manner, certainly not in 
the most graceful manner; but gentlemen may 
be assured without an intention to give personal 
offense, unless when I think myself bound to 
repulse such offense; but I did not consider the 
gentleman as giving me any such cause. 

It seems, however, that I misunderstood the 
gentleman. When I saidI did not agree with him 


in opinion, I stated his proposition as I under- | 


stood it. 1 stated it to be that on the mere hear- 
ing of certain things he would vote money. We 
have no sort of information except hearsay on 


this subject, and I thought he said that would be į 


sufficient. I insisted that 1 could not agree with 
him in that, but that I must have some proof, 
some conviction on my mind. I said that my 
convictions were to the contrary, and I could not 
yield them on the mere ipse dixit of any man. 
No doubt the recommendation is honestly made. 


It is my misfortune, perhaps, to differ from it. I | 


stated distinctly and clearly that I could not sur- 
render my judgment without surrendering myself 
to the dictates of hearsay; and that I cannot 
do. 

Í rose, sir, for the purpose of congratulating 
myself upon the manner in which the gentleman 
had been pleased to reply to me, and to explain 
the remarks made by him. I am gratified at the 
kindness of his manner. Mine may be a little 
unfortunate; perhaps it is natural; and as for any 
little temper i display I can only say that “my 
mother gav’t me.’’ 

Mr. GEYER. I do not wish to debate this 
guestion, but I desire to state the reason which 
will govern my vote. Itis not the reason which 
has been given by the Senator from Kentucky, 
or the Senator from Maine. Iam ready to vote 


appropriations when the proper time shall arrive | 


to establish a military post, but I do not under- 
stand that this appropriation is necessary for 
the current fiscal year, and, therefore, it is not in 
place in a deficiency bill. 
sions, upited with the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Finance in the effort to confine the 


deficiency bill to its appropriate office; and for | 
y prop 


I have, on all occa- ! 


to the Government surveyors of the 
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that reason, and for thatalone, I shall vote against 
this appropriation. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and 
Mr. Apams answered to his name. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I wish to makea single 
remark in reference to thisappropriation, toshow 
its necessity in my opinion. 

The PRESIDEN’ T. Itis too late for the Sen- 
ator to proceed; the call of the roll has commenced, 
and a Senator has answered to his name. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman can proceed 
by unanimous consent. 

Unanimous consent was given. 

Mr, JONES, of Iowa. It has only been a few 
years since it has been ascertained that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States owns the Pembina 
settlement. It was formerly considered as be- 
longing to the British Government. While it 
was regarded as belonging to the British Govern- 
ment, the Indians in that vicinity being friendly 
to the British, never disturbed the settlement. 
Since Pembina has been found to belong to the 
United States, they are at all times harassing | 
the settters, and especially are they troublesome 
nited States. 
There is scarcely a deputy surveyor who comes 
from that section of the country, which is now 
being surveyed as rapidly as the surveyor gen- 
eral can have the work executed, who does not 
bring a claim against the Land Office for depre- 
dations committed on him and his party by the 
Indians.who are in that section of the country. 
Now, sir, allow this military post to be estab- 
lished there, and our deputy surveyors will not 
be molested. Congress has had to make appro- 
pentions to pay out of the Treasury of the United 

tates large sums of money to deputy surveyors 
who have had their property stolen, and have 
been driven from the ficld by the Indians. I 
think the appropriation ought to be made. I be- 
lieve that not only is a military post mecded at 
this point, but there ought to be such posts at 
several other places on the Missouri river and in | 
the western part of Minnesota Territory. I be- 
lieve their establishment will save much money 
to the Government eventually. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
explain to me who are the settlers, and what is ! 
their number ? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. As the Senator from 
Michigan has remarked——~ 

Mr. HUNTER. Has not the Secretary com- 
menecd calling the roll? e 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir; and one Senator | 
has answered. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
question, 

The PRESIDENT. Debate is out of order. 

Mr BELL, of Tennessee. I desire to ask how 
far this is from any other settlement? Iam not 
in the habit of being disorderly. 
about five hundred or six hundred miles in ad- | 
vance of the ordinary line of settlement. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. That shows the neces- 
sity of the appropriation. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. It does not show 
that there was any necessity for their going there. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. WELLER, resulted—yeas 
17, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bright, Cass, 
Clayton, Dodge, Foot, Uarlan, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Rusk, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomson 
of New Jersey, and Weller—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Butier, Collamer, Critten- 
den, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Geyer, 
Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Reid, Slidell, Sumner, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—27, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will now be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. There wasa message referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs in regard 
to which I desire to make a single remark. It is | 
a message from the President of the United 
States, in which he recommends an appropriation 
of $300,000. This recommendation is founded 
on the following letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, | 
WASHINGTON, Mareh 4, 1856. | 

Simm: I have the honor to lay before you a communica- | 
tion of this date, with accompanying papers from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Afairs, relative to the Indian disturb- | 
ances in Washington and Oregon Territories, and to recom- i 


I wish to ask one 


I am told it is ij 


i appropriation is of great importance now, 


mend that an immediate appropriation of three ‘hundred 
thousand dollars be asked of Congress, to be expended un~ 
der your direction, in restoring aad maintaining the peace- 
able disposition of the Indian tribes on the Pacific. 
I am, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
R. McCLELLAND, Secretary. 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


This message ought not to have been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. At all 
events, it never came into my hands until this 
morning. It is not a recommendation from the 
Scerctary of War, and has no connection what- 
ever with military operations; and it ought to 
have been referred to the Committee on Finance. 
I think if it had been so referred, under the 
recommendation of the President, it would have 
been proper to introduce it as an amendment to 
this bill; but, as F think I have this paper im- 
properly, and as it ought to have gone to another 
committee, I do not feel myself at liberty to offer 
an amendment to cover the appropriation thus 
asked for, although I have no doubt the public 
interest would be advanced by appropriating this 
sum, 

Mr. HUNTER. There is no time now to look 
into that matter. The House can put it into one 
of our amendments if they choose, or we can 
pass it as an independent bill, as we did in 
regard to the expenses of the Cayuse war some 
time since. 

The PRESIDENT. [If there be no further 
amendments, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have another amendment 
to offer, which Ihad overlooked. It is to cover 
the case of one clerk employed in the State De- 
partment. It is to increase the appropriation for 
the clerks of the fourth class, in the State De- 


| partment, from $1,778 76 to $2,178 76. It is 


merely to correct a mistake. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ` 
and the question was on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate concur 
generally in the amendments, or separately ? 

Mr. HUNTER. J hope the vote will be taken 
on all the amendments together, unless some 
Senator wishes an exception. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to renew the amendment 
that I offered from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, appropriating $5,000 to repair the 
bridges across the Eastern Branch of the Poto-- 
mac, It was rejected before by a tie vote, and I 
apprehend that subsequent considcration will in- 
duce members to vote for it. £ 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can renew that 
amendment after we have taken the question on 
the others, ; 

Mr. HUNTER. That will be the proper 
course. 

Mr. HALE. A vote on all the amendrnents 
will not affect that. It was simply rejected in 
Committee of the Whole. We can adopt the 
other amendments and the Senator from Mary- 
land can then renew his proposition. 

Mr. PRATT. Very well. 

The amendments, made as in Committee of the 
Whole, were concurred in. 

Mr. PRATT. I now renew the amendment 
which was rejected by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, to appropriate $5,000 to repair 
the bridges across the eastern branch of the Po- 
tomac river. 

Mr. HALE. IJ move toamend the amendment 
by adding an appropriation for the Long Bridge, 
to make it conform to the estimates. 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that proposition. I should not again have 
troubled the Senate with this amendment but for 


| the fact that it was rejected before by a tie vote. 


The proposition now offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire was presented by the Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] and then rejected 
by a vote of 29 to 9, I think. It must, therefore, 
be apparent that it would be useless to incum- 
ber my amendment with that proposition, which 
it is the manifest sense of the Senate shall not be 
adopted. 2 

Mr. HUNTER. Cannot the Senator wait 
until the general appropriation bill? 

Mr. PRATT. No,sir. LTunderstand hetis 

he 
communication between the State of Maryland - 
and the District of Columbia across the eastern 
branch of the Potomac river, is dependent on this 
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appropriation. These bridges were formerly in the 
hands of private corporations, and the United 
States have bought them, abolished the toll form- 
erly levied for the purpose of repair, and have 
assumed upon themselves the obligation of keep- 
ing them in order. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not the same remark true 
in relation to the Long Bridge? 

Mr. PRATT. The sense of the Senate is, that 
the Long Bridge shall be pulled down; that is the 
judgment of the Senate, as expressed by a vote 
of 29to9. If, however, Senators will insist on 
having that proposition voted upon again, let 
us have it presented. J think two thirds of the 
Senate are in favor of having the Long Bridge 
discontinued; and I believe, therefore, it 1s useless 
to offer the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not agree that the Sen- 
ate have determined to tear down that bridge. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is upon the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. HALE. I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must offer it. 

Mr. PRATT. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDE T. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia, to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land, by inserting the words “ Potomac bridge 
and the” before the word ‘‘ navy-yard,” and to 
strike out “five” and insert “ eleven,” so that 
the amendment shall read: 

For repairs of the Potomac Bridge, and the navy-yard 
and upper bridges of the castern branch of the Potomac 
river, $11,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall vote for the amend- 
ment to the amendment; and if that be negatived, 
I shall still vote for the original amendment offered 
by the honorable Senator from Maryland, and I 
desire to state very briefly my reasons for these 
votes. 

This is a deficiency bill, and these appropria- 
tions are recommended on the ground that they 
are necessary to make temporary repairs for the 
safety of these bridges, I can see no reason which 
applies to the bridges over the Eastern Branch, 
that does not apply to the Long Bridge, unless 
the Senate, without any investigation, on a collat- 
eral question, have determined to abandon the 
Long Bridge. If they have not so determined, 
the temporary repair of that bridge is as essen- 
tial to be provided for in the deficiency bill as the 
temporary repair of these others. The sum isa 
small one; and [do not suppose the Senate meant 
to decide that they would altogether abandon the 
Long Bridge in this collateral mode. I think we 
are as much bound to provide for the safety of 
passengers over that bridge as over the others. 
All of them belong to the Government. The 
only reason for placing in this bill an appropria- 
tion for the bridges over the Eastern Branch is, 
that it is necessary to make temporary repairs 
with a view to the safety of those who have oc- 
casion to use them. That reason is as applica- 
ble to the case of the Long Bridge, and I shall 
therefore vote for the amendment to the amend- 
ment; but if I cannot obtain that,I shall vote for 
the appropriation proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Delaware 
is undoubtedly right in one respect, and I appre- 
hend that every Senator who has not made up 
his mind that the Long Bridge is a nuisance, and 


ought to be discontinued, will vote for the amend- | 


ment to the amendment; but I apprehend it to be 
well ascertained that a large majority of this 
body, not only this ycar but for several sessions 
past, have entertained and expressed the opinion 
that this bridge is a nuisance. Those who so 
think will of course vote against the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, whenever there 
shall be a proposition to build a new bridge and to 
repair the old one, and keep it in a traveling con- 
dition until the new one shall be built, I will vote 
for it. Iam opposed, however, to patching it up 
and keeping it im the condition in which it has 
been for several years past. The Senate has 
expressed its opposition to that state of things; 
but now my friend from Delaware says that this 
question has not been considered, and that we 


are inquiring into it in acollateral way. I think 
he has fallen into a great mistake. This is a sub- 
ject which has been discussed in both Houses 
ever since I have been in Congress. 

Mr. BAYARD. What I said was, that it had 
not been the determination of Congress that they 
would abandon the Long Bridge. If there has 
been such a resolution I am not aware of it. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not know that that spe- 
cific proposition has been before the Senate, but 
certainly the whole debate the other day pro- 
ceeded on the idea that the Long Bridge was to be 
abandoned; and at the last session, and several 
preceding sessions, the Senate refused to make 
appropriations on the grounds stated by my friend 
from Maryland—that it was a nuisance. 

I am willing to build a bridge across the Poto- 
mac at the proper place and in the proper man- 
ner. In the bill for building that new bridge I 
shall have no objection to including an item for 
repairing the old one temporarily, so that it can 
be used while the new one is being built. The 
result of patching up this old bridge, however, 
for years past, has been simply to keep it there. 
If Congress does no more, there is a large interest 
in favor of keeping that bridge as it is, who will 
oppose appropriations to build a new bridge; and 
whenever they can get this old concern patched 
up they set their faces against a new bridge any- 
where. 

Now, I wish to keep things in such a condition 
that we can carry on both works together. I am 
opposed to this proposition, not because I wish 
to stop the travel between the two shores, but 
because it cannot be long before we shall have 
under consideration a proposition to build an 
entirely new bridge, and in the bill to provide for 
its construction we can make an appropriation to 
repair the old one temporarily. That will meet 
all the wants of the community, and will carry 
out what I conceive to be the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It seems to be assumed 
in this debate that there is an obligation on the 

art of the Federal Government ta kech up these 

ridges. F deny it. I go to the root of the evil; 
and I deny that there is any obligation on the 
part of Congress to maintain these bridges out of 
the Federal Treasury. By whom are they used? 
By a few people coming to market in this city. 
Most of the provisions brought here for the sup- 
port of the citizens of this District come by rail- 
road from Baltimore, or by vessels from Phila- 
delphia or New-York up the Potomac. Then, 


| why spend millions of dollars for the purpose of 


keeping up any of these bridges? [ object to the 
whole concern, and that is the reason why I am 
opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. It strikes me that this is a very 
simple matter. I understand that the Government 
of the United States has bought the Long Bridge. 
It is a public highway. The United States own 
it; and if they own it as a public highway it 
is their duty to do one of two things—cither to 
remove it, and cease to have it as a highway, or 
else to keep it in repair. They have no right to 
keep it there as a highway, and leave itin sucha 
state that it is not fit to travel over. They must 
either abandon the proprictorship, and abandon 
it as a highway, or repair it. 

There is another reason for the amendment of 
the Senator from Virginia. Why should we give 
an advantage to the people who come over the 
bridges from Maryland?) Why should we repair 
those bridges and neglect this? The honorable 
Senator from Mississippi, it seems to me, mis- 
takes the matter. He talks as if somebody else 
had got to build this bridge, and we had to coerce 
them. 

Mr. BROWN. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator did not say it, but 
that was the drift of his argument. He said he 
wished to withhold the appropriation until a new 
bridge was made. Well, sir, a new bridge will 
be made when Congress sees fit todo so, and not 
before. If you own this bridge, you should never 
cease repairing it, when repairs are needed, until 
you make anew bridge. Then, and not till then, 
should you talk of abandoning the old one. 

Mr. MASON. I feel bound to say a few words 
on thisamendment. A vast number of the people 
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of the State which I represent are deeply inter- | 


ested in keeping up a communication with the 


city of Washington at all times, and, through the 
city of Washington, with the country lying north 


and east of it. This is the only mode, at certain 
periods of the year, by which they can get here 
atall, Independently of that, we know very well, 
that for two months during the present year, and 
for some period during every year, this is the 
only means by which persons can pass from one 
end of this Confederacy to the other, on the 
great line of travel from North to South. 

Now, whatis proposed? The bridge is there. 
Whether it was wise or not to put it there is 
another question, It has been there for forty or 
fifty years. Congress has made it public prop- 
erty. Congress purchased that bridge some years 
ago from its owners, not under a written pledge 
that I am aware of, but certainly under an obli- 
gation in good faith, almost as binding as a writte 
pledge, to keep it asa thoroughfare, in proper 
condition. Now, I understand the Senator from 
Mississippi to say, that if we repair that bridge 
it will have the effect of continuing the bridge at 
its present location, and will deter Congress from 
building a bridge anywhere else. That is, I 
should say, an argument addressed by the Senate 
to itself, to coerce itselfto do another act at some: 
future time. Ido not know whether they ever 
will build another bridge, or where they will put 
it. Ientertain great doubt, because the more Ë 
have thought of it the more difficult the whole 
subject appears to be. But if this appropriation 
is now withheld, and the bridge goes down:in 
consequence, as I presume it will, what will be 
the result? While Congress is waiting, and ma 
wait for years, to determine what future policy it 
will pursue, it will deprive the whole traveling 
public between the North and the South, and a 
arge portion of the local community on each side 
of the river, of this passway, which Congress 
undertook to provide for, and I cannot but think 
is under obligation in good faith to keep up until 
some other mode is provided. 

I am aware of the difference which exists be- 
tween the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
in reference to the effect of the bridge on the nav- 
igation of the Potomac river. My own strong 
impression is, from personal knowledge, that the 
navigation of the river has been very seriously 
obstructed since the bridge was put there, and to 
that extent Georgetown has been prejudiced; but 
I am rather disposed to think that the injury 
which has been done was made by constructing 
the bridge—constructing part of it a causeway, 
and thus obstructing the passage of water. Iam 
aware of what was said by. the Senator from 
Texas and other Senators a few days ago, that 
obstructions in the river have been traced to the 
wrong source, and that they did not arise from 
this bridge, but from the causeway which crossed 
from Analaston Island, higher up to the Virginia 
shore. The Senator is right in that. I have no 
doubt, again from personal observation for a 
series of years, that that causeway did cause new 
bars and flats to be formed in the river, but ina 
very different part of it, unaffected altogether by 
those which have been created by the causeway 
here built. They arise from two causes. 

But, sir, however all this may be, I really should 
(but with very great respect) question the provi- 
dence as wellas the expediency of withholding 
now this very small appropriation to keep up a 
right of way, which will involve a serious public 
inconvenience if it is allowed to go into decay 
and disuse, and under circumstances in which £ 
think the faith of Congress is concerned. 

Mr. RUSK. Iunderstand that thisamendment 
is offered by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, in accordance with a recommendation 
and estimate of the proper Department. That 
Department estimated for the repair of the Long 
Bridge and the bridges over the Eastern Branch. 
It is well understood that some damage has oc- 
curred to the Long Bridge recently, which makes 
the repair of that bridge, if itis to be kept up, 
more necessary than the repair of the other two 
bridges. These other bridges are means of com- 
munication between the people of Maryland and 
the District of Columbia. ‘They have been pur- 
chased from the original owners by Congress, 
and I have no objection to keeping them up for 
the convenience of the people of Maryland and 
the District of Columbia; but the same reasons 
apply to the Long Bridge. It isa means of com- 
munication between the District of Columbia and 
Virginia, and a large amount of the supplies for 
this city comes over that bridge. Of that there 
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is no doubt. Any man who will go down to the 
bridge and see the carts with provisions coming 
over it will perceive that such is the case. 

But the Long Bridge has a value in addition to 
that. It is a means of passway for the travel 
between the North and South. ` In this light it 
has nothing to do with the city 9f Washington, 
or with the city of Georgetown. It has recently 
been the only communication for this great travel 
passing from the North to the South. Ican very 
well see that there are other interests behind the 
immediate consideration here presented. The 
railroads in the South are being completed, and 
there will be soon a general passway between the 
North and the South through the District of Co- 
lumbia. The citizens of Georgetown are very 
anxious thatthe communication shall pass through 
their city. They complain of the injury and de- 
struction of their commerce by the Long Bridge; 
but I think the real fact is that they are desirous, 
when these railroads shall be completed, to have 
the great passway between the North and South 
go through the city of Georgetown. 

It is true that there are a great many other rea- 
sons urged against the maintenance of the Long 
Bridge. It is said thatit makes the western portion 
of this city unhealthy, and especially makes the 
White House unhealthy. I do not believe a 

rd_of it. I would vote for two Long Bridges 
Wp woula have the effect of injuring the health 
of the number of candidates for the White House. 
{Laughter.} I think then we should do more public 
business, and no doubt we should have less speak- 
ing inthe Senate. In regard to Georgetown, I 
think if she is used here to destroy the Long Bridge, 
she will awake some day and find herself exactly 
in the condition of the cat whose paw was used by 
the monkey to take chestnuts out of the fire. She 
may be able to destroy the communication be- 
tween this city and Alexandria by means of the 
Long Bridge; but when she has accomplished that 
the railroad will not go by Georgetown, but the 


Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company will get | 


the privilege of crossing the Eastern Branch, and 
connecting with Alexandria; so that both George- 
town and Washington will be cut out. 

As I have said, the proper department recom- 
mendsan appropriation for the repair of the Long 
Bridge, as well as of these local bridges. 
that we ought to act fairly,.and we ought to in- 
clude both appropriations. If an appropriation 
were applied to the Long Bridge, and refused to 
the others recommended to us, I would vote 


against it; but they come recommended together; | 
and if we are to vote any appropriation at all for į 


this purpose, Ict us vote for both objects. 

Mr. BROWN. My friend from Texas Jays 
great stress on the fact that this proposition is 
supported by the recommendation of a depart- 
ment. If that be aconclusive argument in its 
favor, he has opposed some recommendations 


which he ought to have supported. The Com- || 


mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
this matter was referred, have been trying in 
good faith to carry out what they supposed to be 
the judgment of the Senate. For years past, in 
both Houses of Congress, there has been a strong 
expression of opinion against the Long Bridge; 
and the committee 
tions, and partly on their convictions of duty to 
the Senate, have refused to recommend the adop- 
tion of this appropriation. We hardly know 
what line of policy to pursue. The Senate votes 


down an appropriation one year, and the next į 


year we refuse to propose it, the reasons against 
it not having at all changed. Then a Senator 
comes forward, and says that because it 1s rec- 
ommended by the Department, you ought to 
make the appropriation. Why, sir, I dare say 
that the Department simply knew that the bridge 
belonged to the United States, and was out of 
repair. The Secretary never put himself to the 
trouble of inquiring beyond the fact that there 
was a piece of Government property out of re- 
pair, and that it would require so much money, 
according to the report of somebody whom he 
sent to look at it, to put itin repair. Thecourse 
of the committee, I say again, was based partly 
on the action of the Senate, at the last session , in 
refusing to make appropriations for the Long 
Bridge. i 
form action; either determine to keep the bridge 
there and put it in a proper state of repair, which 
cannot be done except by a sum much larger 


I think | 


» partly on their own convic- ; 


I trust the Senate will have some uni- |; 


than #5000, or stop making these appropriations, 
which, I undertake to say, are only a waste of 
money. If we must have a bridge there, let us 
build one of a proper kind; but I do not think it 
is in the right place, and therefore I prefer to 
erect a new one. 

_ Mr. WILSON. I shall vote against the pend- 
ing amendment, for the reason that I believe the 
Long Bridge ought never to be repaired. I think 
it is unworthy of repair. If the Federal Gov- 
ernment is under any obligation to keep a bridge 
there, the old bridge should be taken away and 
a new one built. upon piers, with a draw large 
enough to admit through it any vessels which 


-can go up the river, so that navigation may not 


be impeded. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] admits that this bridge has impeded the 
stream and injured navigation. A bridge prop- 
erly constructed across the Potomac river cannot 
in any way injure navigation. We have the 
Charles river at the city of Boston; within a 
distance of a mile, there are five or seven bridges 


across that stream and the navigation, although | 


erhaps made somewhat inconvenient, is not at 
all retarded. 

If we are under obligations to keep a bridge at 
this point, let us make an appropriation—not to 
repair this bridge—but to take it out of the way, 
and to build a bridge across that stream which 
will not injure navigation—a bridge with a draw 
sufficient to allow any vessels to go readily 
through it which can go up the river. I shall 
therefore vote against this proposition, although 
I am rather inclined to the opinion expressed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Federal 
Government is under no obligation whatever to 
build bridges to enter this city from any quarter 
whatever. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that the ne- 
cessity of this appropriation is lost sight of both 
by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
and the honorable Senator from Mississippi, on 
different grounds. One supposes that the bridge 


| ought not to be where it is, and the other thinks 


that if there is to be a bridge there, it ought to be 
a more proper structure than the existing one. 
The ground on which the appropriation is ad- 


vocated is, that it is for temporary repair; that | 


the Government of the United States being the 
owners of this bridge, holding it open to the public 
as a highway; and the Congress of the United 
States having never by any resolution or action 
determined toabandon itasa highway, are bound 
to keep it in a state of temporary repair, and not 
hazard the lives of citizens who pass over it while 
they choose to leave it in its present condition. 
If they determine to build another bridge, be it 
so; if they determine to abandon this bridge and 
vacate it as ahighway, be it so; but no action of 


| that kind has taken placc on the part of Congress. 


You hold it out to the public as a highway; you 
own it as a public highway. As to the right of 
Congress to do so as the Legislature for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I entertain not a shadow of a 
doubt; but being the owners, youare bound, asa 
matter of duty to the public, to keep it in a state 
of repair. This small appropriation is not for the 
purpose of prolonging or continuing the bridge, or 
fettering your judgment as to whether you will 
puta better bridge there hereafter, or will abandon 
the bridge altogether; but while there is a bridge 
there, and you have neither condemned it nor 
determined to put up another, you ought to make 
these temporary repairs to keep it in a state of 
decent safety for the transit of passengers. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
19, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Brodhead, Cass, 
Crittenden, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Ever- 
son, Jones of Iowa, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, Weller, and 
Yulee—19. ° 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clayton, 
Coilamer, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Mallory, Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, Wade, and Wil- 
son—26. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. PRATT. 

Mr. ADAMS. On that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. e 
intending, if it should be adopted, to vote against 
the whole. I think if one bridge is included the 
other should be. 


Į voted for the last amendment, ! 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being? 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 16; as follows: ` 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Rell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Benjamin, Brown, Butler, Crittenden, Dodge,” 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Houston, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Rusk, Se=- 
bastian, Stuart, Truinbull, Wade, and Weller—26. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick. Hale, Hunter, Iverson, Pugh, Reid}: 
Slidell, Sumner, Wilson, and -Yulee—16. oa 
So the amendment was agreed to. A 


Mr. MALLORY. I offer an amendment whick' 
was rejected as in Committee of the Whole. | It 
is an appropriation of $12,000 for the completion 
of the hospital at St. Mark’s, Florida. I feeF 
emboldened to reoffer this amendment, because, 
when it was voted upon as in committee, there’ 
were but few Senators present; and I am satisfied’ 
that if the Senate understand the object as I do. 
the appropriation will be made. 

Five thousand dollars have heretofore’ been 
appropriated for the hospital at St. Mark’s. The 
ground has been obtained, and the head of thro 
Treasury Department recommends this sum of 
$12,000 for the completion of the hospital. It 
has been recommended to us by the Committee 
on Commerce. St. Mark’s is subject to the: 
ravages of the yellow fever; and there is no place’ 
in the southern country where seamen suffer so 
much, in proportion to their numbers, as in St. 
Mark’s. The seamen come there from the car- 
rying States of New England, for Florida hag 
scarcely any seamen. When the yellow fever 
attacks the town it is almost universally aban- 
doned, and the seamen die on board their vessels 
with very little attention given to them. This is’ 
a humane object. There are already in the defi- 
ciency bill several items which are not deficien-' 
cies. There is an item for filling up the ditch 
about the custom-house of Norfolk, which is: 
analogous to this. ‘That is to preserve the health 
of that fever-stricken city. It is not strictly a 
deficiency, but I voted for it, and I hope it will 
be retained in the bill; but this is a deficiency, 
and it isrecommended by the proper department 
and by the Committee on Commerce. It will not. 
injure the passage of the bill through the House. 
If any other marine hospital stands on the same 
ground, in my judgment, it should be included 
in the bill. f 

The amendment is: 

For completing the marine hospital at St. Mark’s, Fior- 
ida, $12,000 in addition to the sum already appropriated: © 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I now propose to renew two: 
other amendments, which were reported from 
the Committee on Commerce in connection with 
this: : 
ove mete the custom-house at Pensacola, Florida, 

5,090. 

7 For the completion of the marine hospital at Galena, Illi“ 
nois, $25,000, together with ten per centum to cover com- 
pensation to architects, superintendence, advertising, and 
other contingent expenses, and so much as may he re- 
quired to purchase a suitable site for the building, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we put these amendments: 
on the bill, we shall have to make appropriations. 
for other custom-houses and marine hospitals. 
The Senator from Florida put the case of the 
hospital at St. Mark’s on peculiar grounds, but 
there is no necessity for appropriating money for 
these buildings in order to supply deficiencies any 
more than for continuing any other work; and, 
besides, as I understand, these are not asked for 
as deficiencies by the Department, and are not so 
estimated. At any rate it seems to me on their 
face that there isno more reason why these should 
be inserted than many other cases in which there: 
are public works in progress. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I repeat what I said to the’ 
Senate a few days since, that these are the only 
cases in which the Committee on Commerce have 
asked for any appropriation. Therefore if they- 
areadopted by the Senate, none others will follow. 
These two appropriations are situated upon pre- 
cisely the same groundsas the one for St. Mark’s, 
in Florida, which we have just agreed to. There 
is no distinction to be drawn between them. For 
each of these works appropriations have been 
made, and they have been found inadequate. 
Now this additional sum is asked for so that the 
works may progress. They are stopped; nothing 
is doing; and if these appropriations are post- 


poned until the general bill, nothing can be done’ 
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until the working season shall have gone by. 
They are in essence and in fact deficiencies. 
They stand precisely as the appropriation stands. 
which we have just voted in. If the Senate shall 
think proper, under the lead of the Senator from 
Virginia, to draw a distinction between these two 
cases, let the Senate draw it; I cannot. They are 
appropriations in which I have no personal inter- 
est; they are for places remote from me; but they 
stand on the same ground as the other; and these 
ought to be voted in, or that voted out. 

Mr. WELLER. I think there isa very marked 
distinction between the amendment now proposed. 
and the one which has just been adopted. The 
Scnator from Florida stated the fact that, at the 
appearance of the yellow fever at St. Mark’s, all 
the inhabitants abandoned ‘the town, and there 
were none left to take care of the sick seamen. 
He said that there were a large number of men 
from New England engaged in the navigation of 
the Gulf of Mexico; and they were thrown there 
at a season of the year when the yellow fever was 
prevailing, and when no person was there to take 
care of them. Now, if the Senator from Maine 
cannot discover the diffcrence between making an 
appropriation for so humane an object as that, 
and continuing a custom-house in a different sec- 
tion of the country, I should utterly fail to ex- 
hibit that distinction. 

Mr. WILSON. I voted the other day against 
this proposition, under the lead of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance. I voted against it 
because I thought it ought not to be put into this 
bill; but we have already inserted in it several 
other matters, which I think ought not to go 
there; and thercforc, as this proposition has been 
brought forward at this last moment, I shall 
change my vole and support it, although FE should 
prefer to vote for it in a scparate bill, or in the 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to say a word in 
reference to the appropriation for continuing the 
marine hospital at Galana. The Government has 
already determined to build a marine hospital 
there, and an appropriation has been made for it. 
Now, in order to complete it, it is necessary that 
there shall be something more. It is recom- 
mended by the Department that the money be 
row appropriated in this deficiency bill, An ap- 
pioprintion has just been agreed to fora marine 

rospital at St. Mark’s, in Florida; and it seems 
to me that no distinction in principle can be made 
between this case and that. This is not an original 
appropriation; and if itis proper to erect hospitals 
at these points—at Galena, and at St. Mark’s— 


it is proper that itshould be done or tly. The 
same reasons apply here which have been urged 


upon the Senate forallowing appropriations to go 
into this bill to finish the Patent Office, and to 
finish other works which are in process of con- 
struction. The Government having committed 
itself to the erection of this hospital, the work 


has been undertaken, and the proper Se 
asks for the means to wo on with it. If a defi- 


ciency bill can properly embrace anything, this 
is one of the Items which it should include, unless 
there be a determination to abandon the work, 
and that, I presume, is not the case. I see no 
reason why an appropriation for the hospital at 
Galena should not be inserted as well as one for 
the hospital at St. Mark’s. The fact that the 
yellow fever prevailed at St. Mark’s last year 
ought to make no difference. The same epidemic 
may prevail at Galena within a year; perhaps it 
is just as likely to prevail there as at St. Mark’s. 
J hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. STUART. AHL desireis, that in voting 
on this question, the Senate shall not be under 
the impression (hat the Scerctary of the Treasury || 
recommends this building. There is no such 
recommendation from the Department. The let- 
ter of the Secretary in the first sentence tells us 
that “ifa hospital is to be erected at Galena, |} 
this Department does not think $15,000 enough 
to do it;”? but I do not think the Secretary of the 
Treasury entertains the opinion that it is neces- 
sary or proper to erect a hospital there at all. 
Such is not my understanding of his opinion. 

There isa fact in respect to these marine hos- 
pitals which ought not to be lost sight of. I think 
there is already onc at Chicago, in the same State 
—Illincis. The erection and maintenance of an 
hospitalis a very expensive affair, and costs a 
large amount of money. There are several cases | 


i you have but two sick individuals the expenses 


| alike in both cases. In my judgment, that is not 


1 


| merits. 0 i 
| pelled to vote against the biil. 


| sity of the appropriation. 


i will not be made. 


iall over the country at points where there is no 


—I am not able to name them now—where it costs 
hundreds of dollars to maintain half a dozen 
seamen. When you have a building you must 
keep it in repair, and must maintain it; and if 


are the same as if you had one hundred or two 
hundred, with the exception of the weekly board. 
The cost of maintaining seamen at some points 
is very small annually, whereas, after you have 
erected a building it is enormons. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [stated expressly, in what 1 
said, that the Secretary of the Treasury had fur- 
nished the estimate. It is true he did not say 
whether, in his opinion, there should or should 
not be an hospital at Galena, nor does he in the 
letter which I hold in my hand say whether there 
should or should not be a hospitalat St. Mark’s; 
but he furnishes the estimate, and furnishes it 


now a question into which we should inquire. 
That matter was considered at the last session, 
and an appropriation was made. The question 
now is, whether it shall be carried out in a way 
suitable to the place, according to the estimate 
furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury? 


The two cases stand preciscly on the same foot- 
| 


ing. Tiey agree in principle, though I admit 
there may be a difference in degree as to the neces- 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope this appropriation 
I have been struggling for the 
last two or three years in the Committee on Com- 


merce to stop appropriations for marine hospitals 


earthly necessity for them, when the appropria- 
tion is merely made for the purpose of placing a 
pretty building in a town, and giving a salary to 
one or two officers, while the sick could be taken 
carc of in private hospitals at an expense to the 
Government of not more than one tenth of what 
we are now paying for these hospitals. A few 
marine hospitals in large ports, to take care of 
the seamen who come in vast numbers from for- 
cign countries, may be necessary; but in the 
healthful cities of the interior, on the northern 
lakes, and on the western rivers, the spreading 
about of these public buildings for the purpose of 
taking care occasionally of a stray seaman or a 
stray steamboat-man, is, I think, the worst of all 
porsile systems; it is a perfect wastcof the pub- 
ic money. I did not agree to this report from 
the Committee on Commerce, and I hope this 
mode of spending the public money will be 
stopped, for I believe it to be useless. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 12, noes 24. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate adopted the amendment 
making an appropriation for the hospital at St. 
Mark’s. 

The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator vote with 
the majority ? 


Mr. WILSON. There was no division. 


Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman cannot move 
a reconsideration unless he voted with the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. WILSON. I did. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
reconsideration. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to say some- 
thing in regard to that. 

Mr. WELLER. Let us take the vote first on 
the reconsideration. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and the question was, ‘ Shall the 
bill as amended be passed >? 

Mr. PUGH. [have no wish to obstruct the 
passage of this bill, but there are several appro- 
priations in it, in regard to which [should desire 
to have an opportunity of voting on their own 
As I cannot reach them I shall be com- 
I cannot justify | 
myself in voting for $390,000 for the water-works 
in this District, nor $20,000 for the distribution ; 
of seeds from the Patent Office. J find that, in the 
appropriation bill of 1855, over $40,000 were ap- 
propriated for distributing seeds from the Patent 
Office. This bill contains an appropriation of 
$20,000 for the same purpose, making $60,000 in į 
a year. I think it time that we had given some || 
attention to that matter. If I cannot strike that |i 


item from the bill, I shall be compelled to vote 
against it. 

Mr. HUNTER. We cannot go back to con- 
sider particular items; the question is now on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 23, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Crittenden, Dodge, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Rusk, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Weller, and Yulee—23. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Butler, Evans, Fitz- 

arok, Haralin; Mason, Pugh, Trumbull, Wade, and 

ilson—l1, 


So the bill was passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
eceded to the consideration of executive business; 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Wapo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approve 
PUNISHMENT IN PENITENTIARIES. 


Mr. WADE. LI ask the consent of the House 
to take up from the Spcaker’s table Senate bill 
(No. 6) relating to punishment in the peniten- 
tiary., I hope there will be no objection, for 
there is an imperative necessity for its passage. 
It is a matter that concerns no one’s private in- 
terest, nor does it accomplish any purpose that 
there can be objection to. 

Mr. HAVEN, I want to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that there was a bill before the 
House the other day which, if I recollect cor- 
rectly, is to accomplish the samc purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Itis the same bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Well, sir, there wasan amend- 
ment moved by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. H. MARSHALL. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment is now 
pending to the bill. If the bill is taken up, the 
first question will be upon concurring in the 
amendment. i 

Mr. HAVEN. I am not willing that the bill 
should be considered in the absence of the gen- 
tleman who offered the amendment. 

A Memsrr. He is present. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up and read. 

It provides that prisoners convicted in the 
United States circuit or district courts, when there 
is no penitentiary in such district, may be sen- 
tenced to any penitentiary within the State in 
which such conviction may have taken place. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. H. Man- 
SHALL is as follows: 

Provided, That, if the use of the penitentiary shall be 
refused in any State, it shall be the duty of the marshal to 
execute the sentenee of the court by confining the criminal 
in the next penitentiary the use of which shall be granted 
for such purpose, 

Mr. WADE. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw that amendment. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: 

Provided further, That in all cases where the prison of 
any State has heretofore been used, with the assent of such 
State, for the imprisonment of any person convicted in any 
court of the United States, no proceeding of any State ofti- 
cer, other than an act of the Legislature, shall be consid- 
ered a refusal of the State to allow the use of her prison 
for such imprisonment. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to make a single 
remark. Itstrikes me thatthe amendment to the 
amendment is obnoxious to this objection: A 
trial is had in one of our Federal courts, upon the 
criminal side of that court; it results in a con- 
viction. In the absence of any evidence of any 
legislative action refusing the use of the State 
penitentiary, in such a case as that, the officer of 
the court, the marshal, carries the prisoner to that 
penitentiary; but he is refused admission by the 
keeper of the penitentiary. The question comes 


Prayer 


| up, what shall be done with the prisoner in the 


custody of the marshal, if he cannot be transported 
to any penitentiary out of the State? I have 
no disposition to press any argument upon the 
House, but it strikes me, at the first blush, that 
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the amendment to the amendment is obnoxious 
to the objection which I have suggested. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I was not favorable to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. H. Marsuazz] to the original bill. 
I thought there was no occasion for such an 
amendment, inasmuch ag no State in the Union 
has, so far as I know, ever refused to allow the 
use of her penitentiary to persons convicted and 
sentenced to be imprisoned in the penitentiary by 
the United States court. 

I understand that the gentleman from Kentucky 
relics upon certain proceedings which took place 
in the State of Wisconsin. Now, sir, I may not 
be as well posted as to the proceedings relied 
upon as some gentlemen from that State, but as 
I understand the matter, the procccdings were 
aboutthese: A person was convicted in the United 
States court, and sentenced to the penitentiary, in 
the State of Wisconsin. He was imprisoned 
in the penitentiary. The case, however, come 
up before one of the judges of the supreme court 
of the State upon a writ of habeas corpus, as to the 
lawfulness of the imprisonment. The question 
involved was as to the right of imprisonment. If 
he had been confined in a United States peniten- 
tiary within the State, the proceedings would 
have been preciscly the same. The right of using 
the State penitentiary was not questioned. This 
Wigconsin case, therefore, cannot be urged as 
piper ground upon which to predicate this 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment is intended 
to meet just sucha case. Ifa person is discharged 
from imprisonment on the ground that the im- 
prisonment in itself is illegal, without reference to 
the place of the imprisonment, then the question 
does not come up as to the assent of a State; and 
I would not allow the United States officer togay, 
because a probate judge, or other judge, has dis- | 
charged a man on a habeas corpus, that therefore 
the State has refused toallow the use of her prisons. 
The State can allow the use of her prisons only 
by act of the Legislature. This amendment to 
the amendment supposes that the Legislature has 

ziven the assent of the State, because its provis- 
1ons apply to cases where the State’s prisons have 
been used with the assent of the State; and in no 
case have State prisons been used without the 
consent of the State. 

I conceive that the consent of the State cannot 
be properly withdrawn otherwise than by a law 
of the Legislature; and no officer of the United 
States Government ought to be allowed to con- 
strue any act of a State officer as a refusal to use 
a State prison; and no officer ought to decide that 
the State has refused to allow the imprisonment, 
merely because a question has been litigated ina 
State court involving a right to imprison ona 
particular charge. The right to imprison ona 
particular charge is one thing, and the right to 
Imprison in a particular place is another. i 

The amendment to the amendment is offered 
by me in order to meet some of the objections | 
which I should have to the amendment itself, I 
am opposed to the amendment, and for this rea- | 
son: It presupposes that the States will refuse 
to the United States the use of the State prisons; 
a thing which has never yet occurred in the United | 
States,as Lam at present advised; and until itdoes ! 
occur, I deem itimproper for Congress to volunteer 
to legislate on the subject, supposing that it will | 
occur. I conceive that it cannot properly occur, 
unless a‘State is derelict in its duty; and it is no 
more proper for us to suppose that a State will 
be derelict in its duty to the United States than 
itis for us to legislate on the supposition that 
the United States may some day usurp power 
which properly belongs to the States. The States 
have a sovereignty of a certain character of which | 
there is no doubt. The United States have a 
sovereignty of a certain character. The citizen | 
of a State ought nover to be removed out of that | 
sovereignty to which he owes allegiance, and has 
the right to look for protection, as far as a citizen | 
has aright to look for protection to a State; he 
ought always to have that right secured to him. | 
We have no right to say that he shall be trans-! 
ported beyond the jurisdiction of the State, and 
therefore beyond its protection. A man sent to | 
a penitentiary has the same right to the protection 
of his Government as any other man. He has | 


the same rights, subject to a disability,for the | 


that the judgment of the court may be executed 
upon him. Beyond that he has the right to look 
to his own sovereignty for protection, inasmuch 
as he is bound to yield allegiance to it. If we 
undertake to transport prisoners beyond the lim- 
its of their State, we transport them beyond the 
means of protection from their Government. I 
am opposed to the original amendment on that 
ground. I conceive that the amendment to that 
amendment, which I have offered, will in part 
meet the objections to which I have called the 
attention of the House. 

Mr.ORR. From the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, J suppose there is an important 
principle involved in the bill. Was the bill taken 
from the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. It was, and the question 
now is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ORR. It isa Senate bill, and it has, then, 
not undergone the scrutiny of any of the standing 
committees of this House. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. This is a Senate bill; 
but the bill and the amendment in terms have 
been before the Judiciary Committee of this 
House. 

Mr. ORR. Has that committee had its atten- 
tion directed to the particular subject-matter of 
the bill? 


Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir, and the majority | 


have decided against the amendment. 

Mr. ORR. I supposed when the bill was read 
that it was merely local in its character—that no 
particularly important principle was involved— 
that it was mercly for the convenience of the con- 
stituents of the gentleman from Ohio. 


The discussion satisfies me that it gocs beyond } 


that. The objection taken by the gentleman from 


Alubama, (Mr. Waxxer,] I thought, was well | 


taken, and I hoped to have heard the gentleman 
from Indiana make an explanation. 


the officer there refuses to admit him, the marshal 
would have no authority to go elsewhere—though 
the refusal is simply because the State Legislature 
had not passed a law to prohibit the use of the 


penitentiary. Whatis to be done with the prisoner | 


in the mean time? 
Mr. BARBOUR. 
that point made by the gentleman from Alabama, 


stating that no such case has yet arisen in the } 


b 

United States; and that it is not proper for us to 
volunteer legislation on a case which has never 
yet arisen, and which it is probable never will 
arise. 

Mr. ORR. It is acase which may arise. It 
may be from the mere caprice of the keeper of 
the penitentiary that the refusal is made, and then, 
let me ask, what remedy has the marshal in his 
hands? IJ think, from the discussion which has 


Where a | 
prisoner is carricd to a State penitentioty, and | 


I meant to have answered ii 
in its operation to the States of Ohio and Dlinois, 


taken place, that this bill ought to go to one of i 


the committees of the House—to the Judiciary 
Committees Let them examine it; and, if they 
deem them necessary, let them report it back 
with amendments; let them make such suggestions 
as they may think proper. I move that the 


bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 


and ordcred to be printed. 
Mr. WADE. appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion, so that I may explain. 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman can explain as well 
with my motion pending. 


Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, when this bill 


came from the Senate it simply authorized the | 


district courts of the northern district of Ohio 
and the northern district of Ilinois to sentence 
persons convicted of crimes, the punishment for 
which was imprisonment at hard labor, to a 
Srare prison in the State, instead of the district 
in which the conviction took place. As the law 
now stands, it requires-the imprisonment in the 
district of the conviction. . In the State of Ohio 
we have a northern district. The court there 


has held its first and second terms. Several per- | 


1 


| amendments should be voted down. 


sons have been convicted of penitentiary offenses; | 


some are convicted for embezzlement from the 
post officc, some for counterfeiting, and others 
for robbing the mail. The penitentiary of the 
State of Ohio is in the southern district. We 
simply ask that this House will agree to the bill 


ag it came from the Senate, and allow the judge | 


! Mr. MARSHALL. Certainly. 


to pass sentence on those convicts to the peni- 
tentiary of the State which, as I have alread 
said, is in the southern district of the State. This 


time he must undergo imprisonment, in order | ig all there is in the bull, and all there will be, 


| Myr. H. MARSHALL. 


unless gentlemen choose.to load it down with 
their amendments. If these amendments are per- 
sisted in, I hope the House will vote them down, 
and pass the bill, not for my convenience, but for 
the public good. It applies to no. other States 
than Ohio and Illinois. It applies in so many 
words to only those two States, and to the north- 
ern districts of those States. z 5 

I want to say one single word further in ex- 
planation of this matter, to show how unreason- 
able itis that so simple a proposition asthis should 
be delayed from month to month. Convicts from 
the United States courts have been in the jail at 
Cleveland for two or three months, awaiting the 
passage of an act of Congress to enable the judge 
to pass sentence upon them; and the judge has 
been obliged to keep the term of his court open 
for more than two months, awaiting the passage 
of this bill through Congress, 

Mr. ORR. Give them credit for the imprison- 
ment they have undergoue. 

Mr. WADE. No, sir; the judge cannot do 
that where the term of imprisonment is fixed by 
law at a minimum. 

Besides this consideration, it is an expensive 
operation to the Government to keep the court 
open; and process cannot be returned, and civil 
issue cannot be made, without new rules of the 
court. I say it is unreasonable to these two 
; States to load this bill down with a principle, and 
thus delay its immediate passage. I appeal to 
the House to vote down both of the amendments, 
and immediately put the bill through. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I have no particular 
interest in this bill; but I think it ought to pass. 
I think the two amendments proposed to this bill, 
which only applies to two States, ought to be 
voted down, and that the original bill ought to 
pass in the shape in which it came from the 
Senate. Iam aware of the difficulty which pre- 
sents itself to the United States courts in Ohio 
and Minois under existing law. 

Mr. ORR. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. ORR. Hasit occurred to the gentleman 
that the first scction of this bill is general in its 
terms? The second scction, it is true, is limited 


but the other sections are general, and therefore 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky is proper. If the whole bill was re- 
stricted to those two States alone the amendment 
might not be necessary., 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That docs not obviate 
the necessity of passing the bill immediately. 
The object of the bill, as was the case when the 
State of Arkansas was divided into two judicial 
districts, is to authorize a court which shall be 
held in a district in which the State prison is not 
| located, to sentence a prisoner to confinement in 
a prison in a district in the State other than that 
in which the court is held. Such I understand 
to be the object of this bill. When the State of 
Arkansas was divided into two judicial districts, 
Congress passed a law authorizing the court of 
the western district to sentence prisoners to un- 
dergo punishment in the State penitentiary in the 
eastern district, although that penitentiary was 
; without the territorial jarisdiction of that court. 
Some prisoners were kept in jail for near two 
years, because there was no law of Congress au- 
thorizing the court at the time of conviction to 
pass such a sentence. As a consequence, sen~- 
tence was suspended, and a number of prisoners, 


| as I have understood, died in jail. It strikes me, 


then, that the bill ought to pass, and that the 
The first 
section is intended to cover cases that may arise 


| in future, and which will obviate the necessity of 
| special legislation should divisions hereafter take 


place, or the number of judicial districts be in- 
creased. i 
Mr. KEITT. I call for the previous question. 
I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw that demand. , 
Mr. KEITT. Wil the gentleman renew it? 
Mr. MARSHALL. Iwill. 
Mr. KEITT. Then I will withdraw it. 
| Mr. BILLINGHURST. I hope the gentle- 
l man from Kentucky will allow me to make a 
remark just here, inasmuch as the State of Wis- 
| consin has been alluded to. 
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Mr. BILLINGHURST.. There is a law in 
the State of Wisconsin which allows the use of 
her jails and State prison to confine prisoners 
convicted and sentenced by the United States 
courts; and there has been such a law ever since 
the State has had an existence. Thatlaw is now 
upon the statute-book of the State, and is in 
these words: 


«& All sheriffs, jailers, prison-keepers, and each and every 
oftheir deputies, within this State, to whom any person or 


persons shall be sent or committed by virtue of legal process | 


issued by or under authority of the United States, shall be, 
and they are hereby, enjoined and required to receive such 
persons into custody, and to keep them safely until they be 
discharged by due course of the laws of the United States 5 
and aft such sheriffs, jailers, prison-keepers, and their dep- 
uties offending in the premises shall be liable to the same 
pains and penalties, and the parties aggrieved shall be enti- 
tled to the same remedies against them, or any of them, 
as if such prisoners had been committed to their custody by 
virtue of legal process issued under the authority of this 
State.” 

I presume itis the same as the laws of other 
States upon the same subject. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin whether it is within his knowl- 
edge that the use of the State penitentiary of his 
State has been refused for the use of prisoners 
sentenced in the United States courts ? 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. Itis not within my 
knowledge. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then the gentleman is 
not booked up. 

I will now yield the floor to the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in order to enable 
me toreply to any observations which he may 
make in regard to the bill. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I think the | 
principle of this amendment is a very important | 
one, and, in fact, is unconstitutional. My friends | 


from Virginia, and some other gentlemen upon 
the other side, will understand me pretty clearly. 
The amendment to this bill is one which, in 
another shape and form, was brought before the 
Committee on the Judiciary,and which the com- 
mittee decided against. We did it without a great 
deal of examination. Since that time, finding 
that the gentleman from Kentucky was persever- 
ing in bringing it forward in another shape, I have 
taken the labor to examine the question pretty 


fully, and Lthinic I can satisfy this Honse that | 


it is an unconstitutional principle. The Consti- 
tution, in the arrangement of its whole judicial 
system, treats the States as States, and the act 


called the judiciary act, drawn up by Roger Sher- į 


man, treated the Statesas States. Livery person 
must be sued in his own State; judgment must be 


rendered in his State, and the lien of the judg- | 
ment extends only to his State; the district courts | 


were bounded by States; the circuit courts were 


bounded by States; and not only that, when you | 


come to the execution that was treated in the 
same way, and did not extend beyond the State’s 
jurisdiction, 


Now, sir, it has been a principle observed by | 
Congress in every amendment of the law, from į 
the time that the supreme and other courts were | 


established, down to the present ume, to provide 
that those courts should use the State jails as 
long as the old imprisonment system lasted, which 
was about the year 1825. They provided that 
persons should be sentenced to the jails or State 
prisons of the State within which the court was 
held, having the consent of the State to do so. 


It was also provided that, in the absence of any | 
such consent, and in cases even where the con- | 
sent having been given, was afterwards with- | 
drawn, then the United States’ marshal should | 
provide the means of imprisoning and punish- ! 


ing the person convicted in his State, instead of | 


taking him to a neighboring State. I suppose, 
sir, it will not be disputed, that to take a person 
out of his own State into another for punishment 
is transportation. It is one of the grievances that 
were complained of in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence itself, 

But that is not all, This proposition goes in 
the teeth of several State constitutions. The con- 
stitutions of the States of Ohio and Illinois con- 
tain provisions that no person shall be transported 
out ef the State for any offense committed with- 
init. So it brings you in direct conflict with 
the State constitutions; and I contend that it also 
brings you in conflict with the United States Con- 
stitution, as interpreted by its framers, and by 
every succeeding Congress down to this time. 


Here is the act—the very first action taken by 
Congress. At the first session of Congress after 
the adoption of the Constitution it was resolved 
by the Senate and House of Represcntatives— 
«That it be recommended to the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral States to pass laws making it expressly the duty of the 
keepers of their jails to receive, and keep therein, all pris- 
oners committed under the authority of the United States, 
until they shall be discharged by due course of law,” &c. 


Well, in the next year, 1791, it was resolved— 

« That in case any State should not have complied with 
the said recommendation, the marshal in such State, under 
the direction of a judge of the district, be authorized to 
hire a convenient place to serve as a temporary jail, and to 
make the necessary provision for the safe-keeping of pris- 
oners committed under the authority of the United States.” 

And by another resolution passed in March, 
1821, this provision was extended, in the same 
words, to all cases in which any State or States, 
having complied with the above recommenda- 
tion, shall have withdrawn, or shall hereafter 
withdraw, either in whole or in part, the use of 
the jail. 

Now, why did not the wisdom of this propo- 
sition happen to pop into the heads of the gentle- 
men who lived in those days? Those gentlemen 
whowere so many yearssetting this Government 
in motion must have had some legal knowledge; 
and yet they provided that, if a State refused or 
withdrew her consent to the confinement of a 
United States prisoner in her jail, the marshal 
should have authority to provide for the safe- 
keeping and punishment of such prisoner within 
the State. Are we to say that they were labor- 
ing under a great mistake in thinking that they 
ought not to transport a prisoner from one State 
to another ? 

Now look at the question from another point 
of view. We now come down to 1825, and we 
find it provided that, in every case where a erim- 
inal is convicted of any offense against the United 
States, and shall be sentenced to imprisonment 
and confinement at hard labor, it shall be lawful 
for the court by which his sentence is passed to 
order the same to be executed in the State prison 
or penitentiary within the district where such 
court is holden, the use of which prison or peni- 
tentiary will be allowed or granted, by the Legis- 
lature of such State for such purpose, and that the 
expenses attending the execution of such sentence 
shall be paid by the United States. So, too, for 
houses of correction for juvenile delinquents. 
All are provided for, presupposing the consent of 
the State, but still enacting that, if the consent 
shall not be given, or be withdrawn, then the 
marshal shall execute the sentence by some pri- 
vate arrangement in the State, instead of trans- 
porting him beyond the jurisdiction of the State 
into another State. It seems, then, sir, that the 
Legislatures before us have understood that there 
was some meaning in it—that the Constitution re- 
quires us to treat the States as States under the 
judicial system, and that we were nof to amalga- 
mate and consolidate all together nationally. And 
there is great reason for it. There is as much 
reason, sir, that a person should be punished in 
the State where his offense was committed as that 
he should be tried there. The Constitution of the 
United States expressly declares that a man shall 
be tried in the State where the offense is commit- 
ted, and there is just the same reason why he 
should be punished in it. Why, what is punish- 
ment? It is for the correction of all others in the 
like case offending. j) 
therefore, would not be obtained by transporting 
the offender where he would be forgotten, or 
where he would have no friends or acquaintances 
to help him or to be warned by his fate. 

Sir, I cannot help recollecting a remark made 
in the New York Legislature some years ago. 
A certain gentleman, wlio was opposed to the 
adoption of a measure then pending, giving up 


the bodies of criminals for dissection, arose and ! 


said, that although it was of no consequence to 
the criminal himself what became of his body 
after he was exccuted, yet he might leave a wife, 
or some relative, and such a disposition of his 
body would be a wrong and an evil to them. 
What is the result, then, if persons are sent 


out of their State? Why, they can have no op- j 


portunity to consult with their friends, or to ex- 
plain anything. Why, sir, in the State of New 

ork, the persons who are sent to the State prison 
are, through having this opportunity of consulting 
their friends afforded to them, released by the 


The object of punishment, | 


Governor before, on anaverage, they have served 
half the time for which they were sentenced. 

Now, it seems to me, that for the purpose of 
exercising a salutary influence over others, and 
for the purpose of exercising a salutary influence 
upon the criminal himself, he should be confined 
in the same locality where the trial took place. 
And that was the reason why our predecessors 
were so strict in providing that the marshals 
should incur the expense upon the part of the 
Government of furnishing private places of con- 
finement when accommodations were not fur- 
nished by the State. 

But there is another view of the matter which 
I wish to present to the House. The provisions 
of this amendment are, it seems to me, opposed 
to the express terms of our Constitution. Let 
us see. The United States Constitution provides, 
in one of its amendments, that no person shall be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property, except by 
due process of law. ‘The courts have held that 
the Legislature cannot pass any provision for 
the purpose of getting round this clause of the 
Constitution. Chancellor Kent says that as the 
natural consequence of that clause of the Con- 
stitution, it is indispensable to the liberty of a 
person that he shall not be allowed to be carried 
out of the State for any offense of which he may 
have been convicted. 

But here I have an authority right to the point. 
It is said by Blackstone, when treating of per- 
sonal liberty, that 


“A natural and regular consequence of this personal 
liberty is, that every Englishman may claim the right to 
abide in his own country as long as he pleases, and not to 
be driven from it, unless by the sentence of the law. The 
King, indeed, hy his royal prerogative, may issue out his 
writ ne exeat regnum, and prohibit any of his subjects from 
going into foreign parts without license. ‘This may be 
necessary for the public service and safeguard of the com~ 
monwealth; but no power on earth, except the authority 
of Parliament, can send any subject of England out of the 
land against his will; no, not even a criminal: for exile 
and transportation are punishments at present unknown to 
the common laws; and whenever the latter is now inflicted, 
it is cither by the choice of the criminal himself, to escape 
a capital punishment, or else by the express direction of 
some modern act of Parliament.” 


There you have the very highest authority of 
law, showing that the common law did not allow 
a person to be transported out of the State asa 
punishment for any criminal offense. The con- 
stitution of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Nlinois, 
Vermont, and a good many more of the States, 
contain the same provision; and, as I contend, 
the Constitution of the United States contains, in 
effect, the same provision; because, if a personis 
to be protected in his liberty, the natural conse- 
quence of that liberty, as understood by the com- 
mon law, which was adopted by our forefathers, 
the framers of the Constitution, as the rule by 
which that instrument was to be construed—I 
say the natural consequence of that liberty is, that 
he shall not be transported out of the State. 

I grant you, that in comparatively modern times, 
under those despotic monarchs, the Stuarts, laws 
have been passed requiring transportation for cer- 
tain offenses. But these are acts of a despotic 
power which have never been followed in this 
country. We do not adopt their criminal stat- 
utes. No, sir; we have adopted the common law 
in reference to the construction of the Constitu- 
tion; and Judge Story says, the common law says, 
the Constitution itself properly interpreted says, 
Blackstone himself says, that not even a criminal 
can be transported out of his country for crime. 
We are not to follow the despotic acts of Henry 
VII., the Stuarts and the Tudors. Why, sir, 
Blackstone says, that it is unconstitutional, even 
in England, except by virtue of these modern acts 
of tyrannical parliaments, to punish a person by 
transporting him from England to Ireland, or from 
England to Scotland. They were then different 
nations under the samecrowned head. They have 
since been consolidated into one nation. hen 
Blackstone wrote, however, as I have said, they 
were different, and then presented a case precisely 
analogous to what would be presented now if 
prisoners were to be transported in this country 
from one State to another. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what good reason is there 
for departing from this long-established and safe 
precedent laid down by our forefathers, and in- 
corporated into our Constitution? Is it because 
somebody has said that Wisconsin was going to 
resist the law? I have examined the record, and 
there was no such thing. 
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Now, sir, crimes are in their very nature local. 
If a prisoner were to escape from the country 
where he had committed a crime, he would not 
be delivered up as a fugitive from justice without 
treaty stipulation to that effect, for the reason that 
crimes are in their nature local. And when a 

erson runs away, he leaves his crime behind 
him in the State from which he escapes. I re- 
peat, sir, that crimes are local; and that is the 
reason why trial is had where the crime is com- 
mitted; ani that is the reason why prisoners have 
always been sentenced to penitentiaries in the 
State where the crime was committed and the 
trial had. Punishment is the great object of 
criminal jurisprudence. When crimes are com- 
mitted, punishment is the great object to be ar- 
rived at. Wedo not want expensive trials ex- 
cept for the purpose of punishment. 

‘What end do we seek by punishment of crim- 
inals? Not the reformation of the individual, 
but, as Blackstone says, we endeavor in this way 
to teach a salutary lesson to all others and pre- 
vent a repetition of the crime through fear of the 
punishment to be undergone. If this punish- 
ment do not take place in the neighborhood where 
the crime was committed, but the criminalis trans- 
ported, the crime is soon forgotten; and the lesson 
proposed to be taught, not taught at all. The 
punishment then becomes mere private ven- 
geance, entirely unchristian and unmanly. I 
hope the amendments will be voted down and the 
bill will pass. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I grant 
that an important principle is covered by this 
amendment. The law as it now stands, author- 
izes the confinement of a party who is convicted 
in a court of the United States only in jails or 
penitentiary houses of the State, provided that 
jail or penitentiary house is in the district where 
the court is holden. It is now proposed to extend 
the law so as to let him be confined in the jail or 
penitentiary house of the State in which the court 
is holden, though that jail or penitentiary house 
may be outside of the district, Many of our 
States are divided into two districts, as is the 
ease in the State of Ohio, and we have now no | 
law authorizing the punishment of a party con- 
victed of crime,if he shall be convicted out of; 
the district in which the penitentiary happens 
to be. 

‘rhe first section of this bill, in terms generally, 
provides for the case I have just mentioned; but 
there ig another case which remains to be pro- 
vided for. It is where a State refuses the use of 
its jails or penitentiary houses for the accommo- 
dation of prisoners who have been convicted of | 
crimes by- the courts of the United States. The 
amendment provides for that case. It was sug- 
gested by the refusal of the State of Wisconsin 
to allow her jails or penitentiary houses to be 
used by the United States. The member from 
‘Wisconsin, [Mr. Bintincuurst,] as I understand 
him, is cognizant of the fact, that a bill for that 
purpose was pending before the Legislature of 
that State—that it passed at least one House of the 
Legislature, they having been petitioned by the 
people for the passage of such a law. He does 
not believe that the law finally passed. I have 
no personal knowledge in regard to the matter; 
but my friend from Indiana is entirely mistaken 
in supposing that no such laws have heretofore 
been passed by States of this Union. Itoughtto 
be within his knowledge, that the State of Penn- 
sylvania, not only passed such a Jaw, but that | 
that law remained upon her statute-book for years : 
before it was repealed. She refused the use of 
her jails and penitentiary houses, and not only 
refused their use to the United States for the 
confinement of United States prisoners, but abso- | 
lutely, I believe, inflicted a punishment, or de- | 
nounced a penalty against that State officer who 
would execute such a process of the United 
States. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. If the 
gentleman will allow me I wil state that that act | 
was repealed, and that, by the existing law of the 
State of Pennsylvania, the authorities of the | 
United States havea right to confine prisoners for 
offenses under United States laws in either dis- 
trict, in the penitentiary of the western district 
at Pittsburg, or in the penitentiary of the eastern 
district at Philadelphia. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I stated in the current of 


my remarks that the Legislature had repealed the 


law; but my friend from Indiana, in addressing 
the House, said we ‘are in hot haste, because no 
such law had ever been passed bya State. I here 
cite the case of Pennsylvania to show that she 
passed ‘such ‘a law, although subsequently, upon 


sober second thought, she repealed it; and also | 


the case of the State of Wisconsin, a member 
from which states that his young State was in 
the act of passing such a law. ‘The very fact 
that we have had such laws passed by some States 
ought to suggest that we should legislate now to 
meet any such case that may hereafter arise where 
the use of the jails or penitentiary houses of a 
State are refused to the authorities of the United 
States, 

A good deal of law has been read by the ven- 
erable chairman of the Committce on the Judi- 
ciary, for the purpose of showing that a man 
cannot be carried out of the realm or the countr 
to which he belongs to have punishment inflicted 
onhim. He seemsto have forgotten the essential 
fact, that we are all citizens of the United States. 
That is a lesson which would carry healing on its 
wings to a great many citizens of the various 
States of the Confederacy. I think we are too 
apt to forget, in these latter times, that we owe 
allegiance to the Union as well as to the State in 
which we may live. 

There is another error into which the chairman 
and the gentleman from Indiana both seem to 
have fallen. Itis, that in the act making the judi- 
cial establishments of the country we are bound 
to make partition of districts by States. 
is nothing of that kind; we can have districts of 
several States. The country may be divided into 
judicial circuits without regard at all to the division 
according to States. But suppose that the power 
is conceded, and there is a district embracing 
Iowa, Michigan, and Wisconsin, under your ex- 
isting laws might not the district court of the 
United States send a culprit from the State of 
Wisconsin to the State of Michigan, in order that 
he might be confined in the penitentiary in that 
district; and would it lie in the mouth of Wis- 
consin to say to the United States, ‘* You shall 
not take my citizens from my border in order to 
confine them, nor shall you execute the sentence 
of the law upon them, except in a place where my 


sovereignty is held over them?’ Sir, the United | 


States, 1n such a case, would say to the State of 
Wisconsin, ‘‘ You and your citizens both owe 
allegiance tome; and you have surrendered your 
sovereignty so far as to allow the laws passed 
by the Congress of the United States to extend 
both over you, over your constitution, and over 
your citizens; and when your laws come in 
conflict with my laws they mustgive way.” Any- 
thing else is not only nullification, but nullification 
in the very worst and most hideous form. Tell 
me, sir, that the power of the United States can 
be trammeled by every faction which may acquire 
power ina State Legislature; and that, when the 
judicial power of the United States has declared 
that a man shall be confined at hard labor for the 
commission of a crime, the State Legislature may 
pass a law whereby the jailer may stop our 
judicial process at the prison doors; and that the 
circuit court of your State, or that the chancellor 
of your State, or the sheriff of one of your coun- 
ties, or the Governor of your State, may say 
“ that the judicial process of a United States court 
ceases where I put my veto upon it;’’—are you, 
I ask, going to pass a law whereby you concede 
such a proposition, and whereby you say to a 
marshal that whenever such a contingency hap- 
pens your power is exhausted? The next worst 
thing to a confession of a want of power is a 
confession of fear that you cannot pass a law 
lest it may be disobeyed. 

Of course it is nothing to me, except as a mere 
Representative desirous to see the laws complete, 
whether this bill is passed or not. I shall vote 
against the amendment to the amendment, be- 
cause I do not believe it is politic; but I shall 
vote for the amendment which I offered, because 
I think it is necessary in order to meet a case 
which is staring us in the face. 

In accordance with my promise to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, and in order to bring 
this matter to a close, | demand the previous 
question. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. i 

The first question was upon thé motion of Mr. 


There | 


the Judiciary, and that it be printed. ; 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I demand. tellers upon 
the motion. : 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. H. MAr- 
sHALL and Sapp were appointed. ce 
The House was divided; and the tellersreported 
85 in the affirmative—noes not counted. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Under the decision whieh 
has been made by the House, and in order notto 
prevent legislation which is stated to be neces- 
sary, I ask the consent of the House to withdraw 
my amendment. I believe that it is necessary; 
and I believe that the country will see that itis 
necessary; but I will withdraw it, as I have done 
my duty. I withdraw it in order that I may not 
interfere with the sense of the House. 
Mr. CRAIGE. I object to the withdrawal. 
Mr. MARSHALL. ‘It is perfectly useless to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as we have once had it before us. I call 


Orr, that the bill he referred to the Committee on 


| for the yeas and nays upon the motion to refer. 


The yeasand nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 71, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard Clark, Howell Cobb, Comins, 
Craige,Crawford, Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Em- 
rie, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Gilbert, 
Goode, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hail, Hoffman, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Letcher, Lind- 
ley, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin,McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, San- 
didge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor Traf- 
ton; Valk, Walker, Warner, Winslow, and John V. Wright 
—īl. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alison, Ball, Bell, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Cragin, Davidson, 
Timothy Davis, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfec, Edwards, 
Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, 
Greenwood, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, Ken- 
nett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Mace, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Norton, Pearce, 
Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Sneed, 
‘Tappan, "Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Whitney, Woodruif, and Woodworth—84. 


So the bill was not committed to the Commit~ 
tce on the Judiciary. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. H. MARSHALL (on his name being 
called) said: Before I cast my vote, Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to know whether, if the House refuse to 
refer the bill to the committee, and if there be a 
general consent to have the bill postponed and 
printed, it cannot be thus kept before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Only by general consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. So fur as I am con- 
cerned I shall consent; and I vote no. 

Mr. SNEED stated that Mr. Var had paired 
off from Monday of last week with Mr. STRAN- 
AHAN. * ty 

The question recurred on the amendment to 
the amendment. ? 

Mr. CARLILE. On that I ask forthe yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman who introduced this bill that the provis- 
ions of it are important, that the amendments are 
important, and that by general consent it would 
be better to postpone its consideration. I move to 
postpone the further consideration of this bill till 
Friday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order, 
the previous question having been ordered. 

r. BILLINGHURST. Will it not be in 
order to move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that that motion is not in order immediately, the 
order of the House having been partly executed. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether the previous question has not been ex- 
hausted on the vote taken to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not exhausted. The 
previous question acts first on the amendments, 
and then on the bill itself. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I suggest that, when the 
previous question was called and seconded, the 
question, ‘‘ Shall the main question be now put??? 
was not put to the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
it was. 

Mr. WADE. I suggest to the gentleman who 
offered these amendments to withdraw them and 
let the bill pass. a 

Mr. SEWARD. As the previous question is 
in operation, I object to this debate. 

The question being on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. CARLILE withdrew the call for the yeas 
and nays. i 

Mr. BILLINGHURST renewed the call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ere 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 71, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Benson, Billinghurst, 


Bliss, Bradshaw, Buffintou, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Clawson, 


Coltax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dick, | 


Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, King, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Kil- 
lian Miller, Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pen- 


nington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, | 


Sapp, Scott, Simmons, Spinner, Tappan, Trafton, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth—71. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ball, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwala- 
der, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Dowdell, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Iaulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kennett, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMulin, McQueen, Millson, Moore, Orr, Peek, 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, 
Rufin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, 
Wells, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicof- 
for—8l. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to, 

The question recurred on the amendment of- 
fercd by My. FL. MARSHALL. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messra. Barclay, Bowie, Branch, Burnett, Cad- 


walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Howell Cobb, Williain- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawtord, Davidson, Henry 


Winter Davis, Dowdell, Buglish, Bastis, divans Faulkner, j 


Florence, Goode, Aug 
son W. Harris, Herbe 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Wumphrey Marshall, Samuct S. Marshall, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Milter, Moore, Peck, Phetps, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Reade, Rieaud, Richardson, Ruflin, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, 
Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, War- 
nor, Whitney, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicofter— 
6D. 

NAYS—Mossra. Allon, Alison, Barbour, Bell, Hendley 
B. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, 
Bradshaw, Brooks, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 1. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D., Campbell, Chart Bayard Clark, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Camback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Diek, Dickson, Dodd, Durie, 
Ennvic, Bu y Magior, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gatloway, 
Giddings, t, Granger, Grecuwood, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, King, Knight, Knowtton, 
Knox, Letcher, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Milson, Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Orr, Parker, 
Pearee, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, Quitman, Ritehie, Rob- 
bins, Babin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Tappan, 
Todd, Trarton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Jailihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wells, 
Woodrufi, and Woodworth—90. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. CARUTTIERS said: 


stus Hall, J, Morrison Harris, Samp- 


Mr. Speaker, I 


paired off yesterday with My. Brsnerr, of New |) 

ork; but the fact escaped my recollection, and |} 
2 Task the ! 
consent of the House to withdraw all the votes |) 


I have been voting all the morning. 


which [ cast to-day. 
Consent was given. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


vote, and to say a word ortwo in explanation of | 


my reasons for doing so. 
Objection was made. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 


am a strict construction! 


è 


y. 
Mr. CASKIE asked leave to vote, 


, Hofman, Houston, George W. | 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within 
the bar when his name was called ? 

Mr, CASKIE. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Then, by the rules, the gen- 
tleman is not entitled to vote. 

Mr. CASKIE. I asked leave to vote; but the 
Chair did not ask whether there was any objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia asks leave to vote. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I object. 

Mr. CASKTE. Allow me to say that I came 
in before the call of the C’s was ended. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and having been read a third time was passed. 

Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. GOODE. I now call for the regular order 
of business. í 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I want to withdraw 
some papers, to have them sent to the Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The bill which 
has just passed was taken up this morning by 


minutes have been consumed in its consideration. 
I desire now that the bill which is regularly in 
order—regulating suffrage in the District of Co- 
lumbia—be taken up. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present a report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GOODE. [I object, and call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill reported by 


which the previous quaestioni has been moved; and 
that question is pending. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
Tfouse resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. GOODE. That motion is regularly made 
by the gentleman from Ohio whenever this ques- 
tion comes up. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. [rise to a 
guestion of privilege. I desire to make an cx- 
planation in reference to some remarks made the 
other day by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Damne.y.] 

Mr. GOODE. 
perseding the call for the 

The SPEAKER. 
sent it docs supersede it. 

Mr. GOODE. Then I object. 


previous question ? 


Tam willing to 
from Mississippi; but I cannot consent that the 
lost.. 


ginia misunderstood the Chair. The bill reported 
by the Committee for the District of Columbia 


| before the House. It recurs immediately. 
Mr. GOODI. Well, ifthe question recurs on 


objection. 

Mr. BENNETT proceeded to make some re- 
marks in reply to an allusion to the State of Mis- 
sissippi made in debate some days ago by the 


I desire to change my || 
D 2 


Well, I do not care. I! 
State rights man. 1), 


j 
l 

i 

li 

| 

i 

i 

| Mr. BENNET 
wouid rather have the United States Government || 


Mr. BOCOCK. Irise to a question of order. 
Mr. Speaker, there is not a gentleman in this 


but I nevertheless desire to know whether the 
speech he has indicated his intention to make is 
i a personal explanation? 

Mr. BENNETT. 
Mr. BOCOCIS. 


concerned ? 

T conceive it to be such. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 

sa 


unanimous consent, and two hours and twenty | 


the Committee for the District of Columbia, on | 


Does this have the effect of su- | 


If there be unanimous con- | 


listen to a personal explanation from my friend | 


motion for the previous question shouldbe thereby | 


|| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- | 


is pending, and is not displaced from its position | 


the gentleman taking his scat, I withdraw my 


i gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. DamreLL.] ; 


House that I woald be more disinclined to inter- i 
fere with than the gentleman from Mississippi; | 


Irisa personal explanation. :j 
Is it a matter in which the | 
gentleman from Mississippi is himself personally | 


Then E can have nothing to `| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the | 


Mr. ALLISON, I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, that he can accomplish 
his object by introducing his speech in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. That is the proper place to 
attend to matters of this kind. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. GOODE. 1 think that enough has been 
said to enable the Chair to determine that this is 
a matter affecting the whole State of Mississippi, 
and is not a personal explanation. I object to 
the gentleman’s proceeding, because I am determ- 
ined to object to everything in the nature of gen- 
eral debate, until the bill, which is regularly before 
the House, has been disposed of. Ifeel it, there- 
fore, my duty to refuse my assent to the contin- 
uation of the gentleman’s remarks, unless the 
Chair overrules my question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state thatit 
is hardly possible for him to anticipate what ap- 
plication the gentleman from Mississippi may 
make of the remarks-he has submitted. The 
House has given unanimous consent for the gen- 
tleman to make a personal explanation, and inas- 
much as there is no question regularly before the 
House, it is a matter of considerable delicacy for 
the Chair to determine in advance that the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Mississippi are out 
of order. 

Mr. BENNETT. ‘What I propose to say isin 
defense of the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If thatbe the fact, 
it is certainly not in the nature of a personal-ex- 
planation. But I will suggest to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that if he will postpone his re- 
marks, I will endeavor to get the House to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the gentleman can then make his 
speech. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have no dif- 
ficulty, upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, in deciding in advance that his re- 
marks are not in the nature of a personal expla- 
nation. Upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Mississippi the Chair must sustain the point of 
order, and decide that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is out of order. 


SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. GOODE, I call for the regular order of 


business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of a bill defining the 
rights of voters, and the dutics of commissioners 
of elections, in the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes, A motion to recommit the bill 


| has been made and the previous question de- 


manded. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I understand the 
demand for the previous question has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. GOODE. It has not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of tho 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODE. i hope the motion will not be 
agreed to. 1 beg the friends of the bill to notice 
that this motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union has been made 
regularly by the gentleman from Ohio whenever 
the title of this bill has been announced. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is uot in order. 

The question was taken, and Mr. CAMPBELL ’S 
motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I thought that when 
the House adjourned yesterday, the question 
pending was upon the motion to reeommit. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is still pending; 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goope,| how- 
ever, demands the previous question, and the 
question first to be taken is upon seconding that 
demand. Itis the motion to recommit that keeps 
the bill before the House as unfinished business, 


of Columbia. 


1856. 
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‘The SPEAKER. Debate. can be entered into 
only by unanimous consent. 5 
Several MemgERrs objected. 

„Mr. SANDIDGE. - I should be very glad to 
accommodate the friends`of this bill by having it 
put in such a shape that I can consistently vote 
for it. Task the gentlenian from Virginia, there- 
fore, to withdraw his demand for the previous 

uestion to.enable me to submit an amendment to 
the bill, otherwise I shall be compelled to vote 
against it. 

Mr. GOODE. I cannot withdraw the demand. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Before the de- 


mand for the previous question receives a second, 


I desire to make a personal explanation. 
_ The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unan- 
mous consent, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J ask for tellers 
on the second. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mracuam 
and Savace were appointed. 

The question was taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative, the tellers having reported, ayes 
67, noes 65. 

So the previous question received a second. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to demand 
a recount. I will state the ground on which I 
make it. After the tellers announced that there 
were sixty-six in the affirmative and sixty-five in 
the negative, there were three others who passed 
through the tellers who voted in the negative, and 
who were notreported. They were of course not 
counted, by accident or mistake. I do not think 
that the tellers observed them. 

Mr. SAVAGE. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Several Mempers. They were too late; the 
Speaker had announced that the call for the pre- 
vious question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late to report votes 
to the Chair after he has announced that there is 
a second. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I do not suppose there can be 
any objection toa recount, 

r SEWARD, I object. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I move that there be a recount. 

Mr. PHELPS. The motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move 
fora recount. The question is now? Shall the 
main question be now put? 

Mr.GALLOWAY. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that question. 

Lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley $. Ben- 
nett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Day, 
Dodd, DowdcH, ENiott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, Goode, Grow, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Haris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Gcorge W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Knowlion, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Sam- 
uel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, MeMaullin, MeQueen, 
Meacham, Smith Miller, Mott, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruflm, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samucl A. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Wells, Winslow, and Jobn V. Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James U. Camp- 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaftee, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Dainrell, Wenry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dick, Dick- 
son, Durfee, Edwards, Finsie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Kennett, 
King, Knight, Knox, Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Killian Miller, Moore, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringte, 
Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sandidge, 


Sapp, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneed, Tappan, Trafton, | 


Typpe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Waldron, Walker, Welch, 
Whitney, Woodrufl, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—&2, 

So the House refused to order the main ques- 
tion to be now put. 

Pending the above call, 


Mr. CARUTHERS said: Mr. Speaker, I have 


aired off with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Benner] on all questions connected with į 


slavery, A while ago I withdrew the votes which 
I had given, because it was supposed that the bill 
then under consideration affected that subject. 
The House may have thought that the pair was 
a general one, and I make this statement to ac- 
count for the vote which I now give. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I now move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the call for the previous 
question was scconded. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: Can that motion 
be reconsidered? — =-3 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opini 


|| that the motion to reconsider is in order. 


Mr. TRIPPE. Mr. Speaker, I desire t0 ask 
the Chair a question for my own information, as 
well as that of those who ‘stand upon the same 
platform of inexperience with me. If the House 
refuse to order the main question to be now put, 
does not the bill stand before it just as though no 
proceedings had been had? 

The SPEAKER. Inasmuch as the House 
seconded the call for the previous question by 
tellers, and then refused on the yeas and nays to 
order the main question to be now put, the bill, 
in the opinion of the Chair, goes over until to- 
morrow. But the House can reconsider the vote 
by which the call for the previous question re- 
ceived a second. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair and the House to a rule of the 
House on this question, and a note which is ex- 
planatory of it. Task the Chair to review his 
decision. I was at first of the same impression 
that he is; but I have received a different impres- 
sion from older members, who are, or ought to be, 
masters of the rules of the House. The 50th 
rule is as follows: 


“ The previous question shall be in this form: ¢ Shall the 
main question be now put?? It shall only be admitted when 
demanded by a majority of the members present; and its 
effect shall be to put an end to all debate, and bring the 
House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, if such 
motion shall have been made; and if this motion does not 
prevail, then upon amendments reported by a committee, 
if any, then upon pending amendments, and then upon the 
main question. On a motion for the previous question, and 
prior to the seconding of the same, a call of the House shall 
be in order; but after a majority shall have seconded such 
a motion, no eall shall be in order prior to a decision of the 
main question.”? g J N 

The rule says that if a negative vote—that is 
the meaning of it—be had on the question, ‘Shall 
the main question be now put?’ the question shall 
then stand before the House on all the amend- 
ments pending, of course putting it in statu quo 
ante bellum. 

A Memger. Ante bellum ? z 

Mr. TRIPPE. Yes, sir, ante bellum; and there 
is to be a post bellum on this question, and we 
wish to meet it. But this is out of order, and I 
do not care to transgress the rules. 

I will now read the explanatory note to which 
I have referred. It is as follows: 

“The original intent of the previous question was, to 
asccrtain the sense of the House, in the carly stages of a 
subject, as to the propriety of entertaining the matter; and 
if decided affirmatively, the debate went on; if decided nega- 
tively, the debate ceased, and the subject passed from before 
the House without motion or further question. 
the practice in Congress under the coniederation; and it is 
still the practice in the British Parliament. Now, by the 
practice of the House, as well as by the terms of the rule, 
it is reversed : if the motion for the previous question is de- 
cided in the affirmative, debate ceases, and the House pro- 
ceeds to vote ; ifin the negative, the procecdings go on as if 
the motion for the previous question had not been made.” 

Then this note, taken in connection with the 
rule, makes it clear to my mind as sunlight, that 


the House having refused to order the main ques- || 


tion to be now put, the question stands before us 
as though no vote had been taken on the call for 
the previous question. Ifthe call for the previ- 
ous question receives a second, debate closes; but 
if the House then refuse to order the main ques- 
tion to be now put, the proceedings go on as if 
there had been no call for the previous question. 
The action of the House is nugatory so far as 
affecting the status of the question is concerned. 
That, in my judgment, is the meaning of the 
rule and explanatory note. he bill stands now 
as if there had been no voting on the cali for the 


previous question. J admit that my impressions ; 
were different until my attention was called to! 
the rule and note which I have read. What legis- | 


lative experience I have had, has been under the 
parliamentary Jaw adopted for the government 
of legislative bodies, and under that, when the 
call for the previous question received a second 
and it was then refused to order the main question, 
the question passed over for consideration until 
the next day. Under our rules here I have no 
doubt the operation in this respect is different. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
House has been so universal and uniform, as far 
as my knowledge extends, in reference to this 
matter, that I do not think there can be a shadow 


of doubtin reference toit. Under the parliament- H 


This was | 


The practice of the | 


the demand for the previous question.: Now. the 
only change which iss been made in our rules is, 
that you require a majority to second a demand 
for the previous question. ` Bearing that ın mind, 
if you will look to the parliamentary law upon 
that subject, you will perceive that where -the mo- 
tion for the previous question was made under the 
parliamentary law, and was seconded. by one 
member, the question was, “$ Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put?” What was the effect of it? 
It is laid down very clearly on pages 101 and 102 
of the Manual: . 

“The previous question being moved and seconded, the 
question from the Chair shall be, ‘Shall the main question 
be now put,’ and if thenays prevail the main question shall 
not then be put? This kind of question is understood by 
Mr. Halsell to have been introduced in 1604. When the 
question was put,in this form, € Shall the main question be 
put?’ a determination in the negative suppressed the main. 
question during the session; but since the words ‘now put? 
are used, they excluded it for the present only ; formally, 
indeed, only until the present depate was over, but now 
for that day and no longer.” 

The rule referred to by my colleague, [Mr. 
Trippr,] and the note, refer to the motion; but 
the vote on the second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question has been so universally construed 
by the action of this House, that the second to 
the demand has never, within my knowledge, 
been reconsidered; the motion has been made, 
and invariably refused, on the ground that you 
cannot reconsider a second to the demand for the 
previous question. It is precisely as if a man 
should rise, under the parliamentary law, and 
move to reconsider the second to a demand for 
the previous question, when it required only one 
member to second it. The practice of this House 
has been, that where you negative the question, 
“ Shall the main question be now put?” it goes 
over until to-morrow, and comes up again on the 
question, “ Shall the main question be now put??? 
and just as long as this House sees proper to refuse 
to order that the main question shall be now put, 
they postpone the bill for the day, and they may 
defeat it during the session by postponing it day 
after day, by a refusal to order the main question 
to be now put. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to call his attention to the 50th rule? Tt is: ‘The 
previous question shall be in this form, ‘ Shall 
the main question be now put??”? 

Mr. COBB. What of that? i . 

Mr. TRIPPE. Well, I shall show what of it 
by the pauses which I shall make. “It shall only 
be admitted when demanded by a majority of the 
members present; and its effect?’—effect of what? 
Of the question— Shall the main question be 
now put?’’—to which the pronoun refers all the 
way through—*‘ and its effect shall be, to put an 
end to all debate, and bring the House to a direct 
vote upon a motion to commit, if such motion 
shall have been made; and if this motion does 
not prevail’’—What motion ?—** Shall the pre- 
vious question be now put.” 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no; the motion to commit. 
If the motion to commit docs not prevail, then 
upon the amendments. 

Mr. TRIPPE. If this motion—that is, the 
motion, ‘ Shall the main question be now put ??’— 
shall not prevail, then—— 

Mr. COBB. If my colleague will permit me, 
I wish to correct him, for lam somewhat familiar 
with this question. This isa recent amendment 
of the rules, put in for the purpose of preventing 
the call for the previous question from cutting of 
the motion to commit, as it would under the par- 
hamentary law, and under the rules of this House, 
| until this amendment was made. By the amend- 


i ment the House is brought to a vote, first upon 


the motion to commit; and if the House. votes 
down that motion, then upon the amendments. 
‘he rule has nothing to do with the point now 
before the House, as my colleague will see if he 
will examine it. That amendment to the rules 
was adopted in 1848. I recollect the occasion 


i when this question was brought before the House. 
) Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
ji dulgence of the gentleman from Georgia, to make 


I ask the in- 


an inquiry of the Chair. I understand that under 
the rules, when a question is before the House, 
and an adjournment takes place, the question goes 
to the Speaker’s table, except in one or two in- 
stances; as where there is a motion to recommit 


i; pending, or where the previous question has been 


ordered. When the previous question has been 


ary law it required only one member to second il ordered, and the House has declared that the 
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main question shall be now put, it has been held | 
by the decisions of the Chair that the question 
does not go upon the Speaker’s table. But Lask 
if it has ever been held by the Chair, that the | 
ill does not go to the Speaker’s table when there ; 
has been merely a second to the previous ques- 
tion? According to my recollection, it hasalways | 
been held the other way; and that a bill which is : 
before the House, when the previous question 
has been seconded only, and an adjournment 
takes place, goes to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the: 
reading, by the Speaker, of the 5ist rule. This | 
debate is all out of order. | 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say a word, if the | 
gonneman from Tennessee does not insist upon 
his point of order. . i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee raises the point of order, that all debate 
after the demand for the previous question, is out 
of order, under the 5ist rule. he Chair will 
enforce the rule if insisted on by the gentleman | 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HAVEN, I only desire to say, that I 
thought, from the suggestion which the Chair | 
made, that he might be in some doubt upon this | 
question, and I threw out a suggestion upon it | 
with diffidence, in opposition to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Cosg,] who has had great | 
experience in these matters, and has himself ad- | 
ministered the rules of this House. For one, | 
however, I have never known the effect to be | 
given to a demand for the previous question : 
which he claims for it, It seems to me that the | 
reason for the practice which I contend for is | 
founded upon philosophy. When a man says, | 
“I demand the previous question,” it is equiva- ; 
lent to moving that the previous question be now || 
put. But the rules of the House make it not in | 
order for the Speaker to put it upon his motion, | 
unless amajority of the House seconds the motion. | 
When it is so seconded, then it is in order for the į 
Speaker to put the question. Well now, here | 
wasa second, and it was inorder, after the second, || 
for the Speaker to put the question, ‘Shall the i; 
main question be now put?” "Che House says, | 
“No, it shall not be put.” Where do we stand į 
then? | 

Suppose it were, as it was under the old par- | 
liamentary law, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia, only necessary for one person to 
second the demand, and one person should move | 
the previous question, and one person should | 
second it, and we should vote it down, will any- | 

| 


$ 


1 
i 
j 


body contend that that would send the question } 
over? I submit that it would not, but that all 
the effect and all the virtue there is in a second 
is simply to make it in order for the Chair to put 
the question now; and when the Chair puts the 1 
uestion, the House says, either that it will have | 
the previous question, or that it will not have it. 
In this case we have said that we will not have | 
it. Where, then, do we stand? Why we stand | 
exactly where we stood before anybody demanded 
the previous question, before anybody asked it. 
To get at the question, “Shall the main question | 
be put?’ it was necessary to go through the ma- ; 
chinery of taking the question first upon the; 
second; and, after being taken on the second, 
then it was to be taken on the main question, ; 
** Shall it be put now?” and if that question were | 
voted down, then we have got rid of the whole | 
subject, and go on with the debate. As I said || 
before, that is the philosophy of the matter. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. {understood him to say ; 
that, when the House votes the main question | 
shall not now be put, you have got rid of the | 
second. I ask how, under parliamentary law, `i 
when it required only one member to second the | 
call, the case would stand? What was the effect : 
under parliamentary law when it only required | 
one member to second, and the main question was |; 
negatived? Ifthe gentleman will turn to the; 
Manual he will find on pages 101 and 102 that the | 
effect was topostponeitone day. Task him, ifthat | 
was the parliamentary law, to point me te the rule | 
of the House which changed the parliamentary | 
law in that respect. : 

Mr. HAVEN. The question which the gen- : 
fleman puts to me is the very question which I: 
put to him. (Laughter.] Whe very question!!! 
And I do not see that it is made any stronger by |} 
his sending it back this way. i 


Mr. COBB. Very well, then. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman from New York, if he 
puts it to me, I will answer him from the book, 
andy for him to what Ihave already read: 

« When the question was put in this form, ‘ Shall the main 
question be put” and was determined in the negative, it 
suppressed the main question during the session ; but since 
the words ‘now put * are used, they exclude it forthe pres- 
ent only—formerly, indeed, only until the present debate 
was over, but now for that day and no longer.’? 


Now, my answer to the question is, that by the 
parliamentary law, when the previous question | 
is moved and seconded, and the main question is | 
not ordered to be now put, it goes over for that 
day and no longer. That being the operation of 
the parliamentary law, it is binding upon us, 
unless the gentleman can shory some provision 
of our rules changing or modifying the parlia- 
mentary law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make a de- 
cision of the question, and leave it to the House. 
The note in the Manual, at page 171, referred | 
to by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Triprs,] | 
is not the law ofthe House, It is the opinion of 

ast presiding officers. The 50th rule of the 
Mous: requires that the previous question shall 
be put to the House only when seconded bya 
majority. It requires a vote. That vote is some- 
thing more than a matter of form. Therefore, a 
vote being taken, the Chair is of opinion that, 
when the vote is taken, it may be reconsidered; 
but the effect of this vote is to bring the House | 
to an immediate vote on the question, ‘‘ Shall the 
main question be now put?’’ If the vote of the 
House be that the main question shall not be put, 
we then go to the Manual, which is made a part 
of the Jaw of the House by express rule; and the 
terms of the Manual are very clear that, when the |} 
main question is ordered not to be now put, it 
carries the question over to the subsequent ses- 
sion. The Chair, therefore, decides—and the 
Chair understands that his decision is in con- 
formity with the uniform rules of the House— 
that, when the main question is ordered by the 
vote of the House to be not now put, it gocs over 
to the next session. But, inasmuch as the vote 
of the House seconding the call for the previous | 
question is still pending, the Chair thinks that 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to 
reconsider that vote is in order. 

Mr. COBB. I shall appeal from the decision 
of the Chair entertaining the motion to reconsider, || 
on the ground that the House cannot reconsider 
anything except a vote. That is nota vote; and 
itis very easily tested, because the Constitution 
provides that every vote shall be recorded by ycas 
and nays whenever one fifth of the members de- 
mand the record to be made. It never has been 
held that you can demand the yeas and nays on | 
seconding the previous question; and the second- 
ing has never been reconsidered so far as I know. 
If the Chair entertains the proposition to recon- 
sider, it must be on the ground that it is such a 
vote as by the Constitution is authorized to be re- 
corded on the Journal by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think í 
it involves that question at all. The call for the į 
yeas and nays, which is a mere call, and not a j 
vote of the House, may be itsclf reconsidered. 


| 
| 

Mr. COBB. I think not. f 
| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 
the call for the yeas and nays may be reconsid- | 
ered. That is in conformity with parliamentary | 
usage everywhere, and the Chair understands | 
is in conformity with the universal practice of | 
the House. The Chair understands that there j 
have been decisions to that effect. The Chair can | 
refer, from recollection, to the decision made by | 
Mr. Winthrop, formerly Speaker of this House, | 
that an order for the yeas and nays may be re- 
considered by a majority vote. 

Mr. TRIPPE. T believe it was I who raised | 
the question of order on this point, and I stated || 
that it was at variance with what was my ori- 
ginalimpression, which had been changed. [state 
now very frankly that I concur in the decision 
made by the Chair on the question of order which 
I raised; for I believe the Chair is right, and that 
I was originally right. I believe that the Chair 
is also right—atall events, he ought to be—upon 
the last point, and I shali, therefore, vote to sus- 
tain his decision. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has moved to reconsider the vote by which | 


entertains that motion, and from the decision of 
the Chair entertaining it the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cops] appeals. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not understand the 
Chair precisely. I would like to know whether I 
understood the Chair correctly in supposin: 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, (interrupting.) I rise 
to a question of order. Is the appeal debatable ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not debating the ap- 
peal. ‘I'he gentleman from Kentucky is a little 
too quick. F was propounding a question to the 
Chair to see whether I understood the point. . I 
understood the Chair to say thata demand for 
.the yeasand nays may be reconsidered by a vote 
of the majority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not make 
that decision. The Chair referred to such a de- 
cision. It is not involved in the question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has a decision of that sort 
ever been made in this House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
such a decision has been made, but the Chair does 
not raise the question. It is not a question pend- 
ing before the House, and the Chair makes no 
decision upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can the Chair refer to any 
ease in which this seconding the demand for the 
previous question has been reconsidered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not pro- 
fess to cite a precedent on that; but decides that, 
under the rules of the House, the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee is in order. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia appeals. i 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not desire to raise any con- 
troversy as to the decision of the Chair on the 
point of order of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Trippr,] which I think is not according to 
the practice of the House; but I desire to say that 
the Chair seems to have decided in favor of our 
friends on the other side of the House, and they 
are now appealing from the reasons which the 
Chair gave. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. CARLILE. I insist on the question on 
the appeal being taken without debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Haven] being so wholly at fault, I think 
he ought to be informed before he is required to 
givea vote. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to know whether 
itis within the knowledge of the Chair that any 
instance has ever occurred where the yeas and 
nays have been ordered upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question ? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowl- 
edge of that fact. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to this dehate. We 
have not time for the Speaker to educate the 
other side of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ORR. Irise to another question of order. 
I desire to know if the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Zotuicorrer] who made the motion to 
reconsider voted with the majority? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can have no 
knowledge of that fact, inasmuch as the vote was 
not taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR. It could not be voted on by yeas 
and nays; the yeas and nays could not be called 
upon the question. I desire to propound the 
question to the gentleman from Tennessee—did 
he vote with the majority? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Debate is out of 
order, and interrogatories are out of order. I 
object to both. 

Mr. ORR. Well, sir, I raise the question that 
the gentleman from Tennessee did not vote with 
the majority. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question thatit is 
impossible for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. ORR. The rule requires that motions to 
reconsider shall be made by some member voting 
with the majority. Now, I take the ground that 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to 
reconsider is not in order, because he did not vote 
with the majority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again states that 
itis impossible for him to determine whether the 
gentleman from Tennessee voted with the ma- 
jority or not; but there is a previous question of 
order pending which must first be decided by the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the yeas and nays upon 


the previous question was seconded. The Chair 


the appeal. 1 want this question settled. 
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Mr. ORR.. I submit that the question I have 
raised must first be decided, because, if it is de- 
termined that the gentleman from Tennessee had 
no right to make the motion to reconsider, there 
is nothing before the House. 5 

The SPEAKER. The question first arises 
upon the appeal of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Coxzs,] as a precedent question, inasmuch 
as, if it be decided that the motion to reconsider 
cannot be made at all, it is of little moment on 
which side the gentleman from Tennessee voted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. is: 

The question was put; and upon a division 
there ve ae 73, noes 76. 

Mr. CRAIGE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis of 
Massachusetts, and Craigs, were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers 
reporte — ayes 62, noes 81. 

r. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 

_ The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 

tion being taken, it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 62, nays 92; as follows. 

YEAS--Messrs, Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, 
Davidson, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, 
Meacham, Smith Miller, Nichots, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, Sandidgc, Savage, Seward, 
Samuel A. Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Warner, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Winslow, and John V, Wright—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Billing- 

` burst, Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Damrell, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dick, Edwards, Em- 
rie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Kennett, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K, Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McCarty, Moore, Morgan, Mott, Norton, 
Parker, Pearec, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Simmons, William R, Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Tap- 

an, Todd, ‘fratton, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, 
Walbridge: Waldron, Walker, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Weleh, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer 
—92. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Cons’s appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Not being absolutely 
certain whether I was present and voted upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question, 
I feel it to he proper to state that had I voted on 
that question my vote would not have becn with 
the majority. Upon reflection, therefore, I doubt 
whether I had the right to move to reconsider. 
Such being the fact I now withdraw the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I voted with the majority, 
and I renew the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move thatthe House do 
now adjourn. . 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. , 

Mr. ORR. Irenew the question of order raised 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts has no right 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was seconded—that it is not com- 
petent for the House to reconsider that vote. 

The SPEAKER. The motion immediately 
pending isto adjourn. i 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. T 

r. ORR. I now appeal from the decision of 
the Chair deciding that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is in order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, will be, 
* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Fouse?’ 

Mr. CARLILE. If the House adjourns now, 
will the first question in the morning be upon the 
appeal of the gentleman from South Carolina? 
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The SPEAKER. That will be the first busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Does that bring the whole 
subject before the House? 

he SPEAKER. It does. The Chair asks 
the consent of the House to have read a precedent 
touching the question of order now pending before 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

& A motion was then made to reconsider the demand for 
the previous question. 

“The yeas and nays on the question to reconsider were 
called for; when 

“The Sreaxer decided that, as the yeas and nays could 
not be taken in ascertaining whether the previous question 
was demanded by a majority of the members present or 
not, the yeas and nays could not be taken on the motion to 
reconsider the demand. 

The question was then put: ¢ Will the House reconsider 
the demand for the previous question ?? 

“ And passed in the negative.” 

Mr. ORR. I now ask that the case immedi- 
ately preceding be read; and I desire to know if 
the Speaker considers that good authority? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

t Mr. Ciarx raised a question: Is it in order to modify a 
motion after the previous question has been moved and car- 
ried in the affirmative, and the main question (that is, upon 
the motion) ordered to be put? 

“The SPEAKER decided that it was in order. 
meom this decision Mr. CŁARK took an appeal to the 

ouse, 

“And the question was put: ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?? 

“And passed in the affirmative.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide upon 
that question when it shall be raised. The ques- 
tion now is: ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the ament of the House ?”? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
House do now adjourn. . as 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
whether, if the House now adjourns, this will not 
come up in the morning as unfinished business? 
The SPEAKER. It will. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to withdraw the motion to 
adjourn for a moment, to enable me to have some 
executive communications ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH. I will withdraw for that pur- 

ose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have some communi- 
cations from the Departments addressed to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which are im- 
portant, and ought to be printed, having reference 
to some supposed abuses in the judiciary. I ask 
that they may be referred to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


- The SPEAKER laid before the House various 
communications from the Executive Departments; 
which were disposed of as indicated below: 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the assistant 
treasurer at New Orleans, and recommending that 
an appropriation be made for the employment of 
an additional clerk in the assistant treasurer’s 
office at New Orleans, at a salary of $1,500 per 
annum. Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

” A communication from the State Department, 
transmitting a letter from Mr. Audubon, and 
stating that, inasmuch as valuable works are fre- 

uently sent by foreign nations to this, it is de- 
sirable that similar works should be furnished in 
return, and recommending Mr. Audubon’s work 
on birds and quadrupeds as a suitable one for that 

urpose. Referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary: and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. COBB, of Alabama, by 
unanimous consent, it was ordered that the papers 
relating to the removal of the land office at Leb- 
anon, in the State of Alabama, be withdrawn 
from the files of the House, and referred to the 
Land Office, where said case is now pending. 

PORT OF DELIVERY. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, by unanimous consent, 


I move that the 


— 


introduced the following resolution; whic 
read, considered, and agreed to: rr 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instru: 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of 
delivery at. Bowling Green, Kentucky. : 
RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY: 


Mr. ROBBINS presented joint resolutions, of 
the Legislature of New Jersey, relative to the 
protection oflivesand property of vessels wrecked. 
upon the coast of that State; and others, .for the 
better protection of life and property; anda more 
effective working of the Government apparatus 
on the same coast, between Sandy Hook and 
Cape May; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion by Mr. H VEN, thè 
House (at four o’clock) adjourned until to-mor+ 
row, attwelve m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, March 27, 1856. 


„Prayer by Rev. Danter Watpo, Chaplain to 
the House of Representatives. ` 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ERRONEOUS REFERENCE. : 


Mr. GEYER. I observe, from the reading of 
the Journal this morning, that a petition which £ 
presented yesterday was—by a mistake of mine 

presume—referred to the wrong committee. It 
is the petition of Isaac H. Sturgeon, the assistant 
treasurer at St. Louis, Missouri, which wag re-: 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. I now ask 
that that committee be discharged from its con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information in relation to the expenditures 
by that Department for printing not executed 
under the provisions of the. act of August, 1859; 
which was, on motion by Mr, FITZPATRICK; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cottom, announeing that 
the Speaker had signed an enrolled bill entitled 
‘ An act relating to punishment in the peniten- 
tiary;’’ which was then signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


The joint resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives (J. R. No. 4) for supplying new mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
with such books of a publio character as have 
been heretofore supplied, was’ read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee onthe Library, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FISH presented the petition of Jane 
Stanbrough, widow of Lemuel Stanbrough, a re- 
volutionary soldier, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion under the act of February 3, 1853; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of Mortimer Livingston, 
agent of the Ocean Steam Navigation Company, 
for an extension of the existing contract with that 
company for the transportation of the mails be- 
tween New York and Bremenhaven,' and New 
York and Havre; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of Mar 
F. Henderson, only surviving child of Josep 
Henderson, deceased, praying to be allowed boun- 
ty land for the services of her father as a soldier 
in the war of 1812; which was referred to. the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. GEYER presented a memorial of the di- 
rectors of the Hannibal and St. Joseph’s Railroad 
Company, praying for a grant of land and right 
of way to aid in the construction of that and other 
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— : 
railroads from the.Mississippi river to the Pacific 
ocean; which was referred to the select commit- 
tee: on the subject of a railroad to the Pacific 
ocean. ; . a, 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of Jasper county, Mississippi, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Paulding to 
Taylorville or Ocoha, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 
of the Army, for an increase of the commutation 
price of the Army ration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, the petition of Catharine M. E. McKnight, 
widow of Francis McKnight, who was killed 
by accident while in discharge of his duty as an 
artificer of ordnance, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for an appropriation for the improvement of 
Indiana avenue, in that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART. The Committee on Public 
Lands have had under consideration the memo- 
rial of Mary Kimer and Mary ©. McCoy, pray- 
ing for indemnity for losses sustained by them in 
the depreciation’ of property in consequence of 
delays interposed by land officers in the perfection 
of their titles. I am instructed by the committee 
to ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of this memorial; and also, at the request 
of the agent for the claimants, to move that they 
have leave to withdraw their papers for the pur- 
pose of having them referred by them to the Court 
of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 
of Nathaniel Mothershead, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Mothershead, of Missouri. The bill 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill granting 
bounty land to Rebecca Freeman, reported it 
without amendment. He submitted a report on 
the subject, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a bill to regulate 
the appraisement of imported merchandise, re- 
ported it with amendments, + 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred a 
memorii] of the FIichbrew congregation of the city 
of Washington, praying for an act of incorpora- 
tion, reported a bill for the benefit of the Hebrew 
congregation of the city of Washington; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Adam D. Steuart, for the reimbursement of a 
sum of money paid by him for the recovery of 
certain public funds which were stolen while 
under his charge, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief. The bill was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred the memorials 
of George E. McClelland and other officers en- 
gaged in the Florida war, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to cause to be paid to Captain George E. 
McClelland, his officers and men composing his 
company of mounted volunteers, full pay for ser- 
vices rendered, and full forage and subsistence 
whilst engaged in Florida in 1840. The bill was 
read the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
AgathaO’Brien, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, 
widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late of 
the United States Army. The bill was read the 
first time, and ordered to a second reading, and 
ihe report was ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILL DAY. , 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, no order 
has Yet been made for the consideration of pri- 
vate Ws. We have been in session for several 
months, but we have not devoted one day to their 
consideration; I therefore ask the Senate to make 
an order, that Friday of every week be set apart 
for the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose the only effect of 
the order will be to give precedence to private bills 
on that day, but not to preclude the Senate from 

roceeding to the consideration of other business 
if it shall be thought necessary. I have no ob- 
jection to the order being made ifsuch will be its 
effect. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is all I seek to ac- 
complish. 

Mr. STUART. The usual order has been 
held’ to have the effect of requiring a dgy’s notice 
to set it aside. Is that the supposition of the 
Senator from California; or does he think that 
the Senate may, on Friday, set aside the order, 
and take up public business? 

Mr. WELLER. I desire that the order may 
be put in such a form that it will not require no- 
tice to set it aside. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Under the order of last ses- 
sion, if that be adopted, the objection of a single 
Senator will prevent the Senate from proceeding, 
on Friday, to the consideration of any other busi- 
ness than that of a private character, on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. WELLER. It is to guard against that 
very evil, that Ihave made the suggestion that 
the order be framed so as merely to give prece- 
dence to the private bills on Friday. 

Mr. STUART. I suggest that the object will 
be attained by a simple provision, that private 
business on Friday shall be the special order. 
Then a vote of the Senate can postpone it if pub- 
lic business should require consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. it has heretofore been 
considered that one day’s notice was required 
to change the order in regard to the consideration 
of private bills; for it has been construed as a 
rule; but the Senate, of course, can make an 
order similar to that indicated by the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask that the Senate will 
make private bills the special order for Friday 
of cach week. 

The PRESIDENT. A majority of the Senate 
will have power to set aside that order at any 
time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Certainly. 

The motion of Mr. Bropueap was agreed to; 
and it was therefore 

Ordered, That on Friday of each week, during the present 
session, private bills shall be the special order of the day. 

COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Lask the Senate to take up 
the bill, (S. No. 155,) reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, relating to the appointment of 
officers for the collection of the customs, and to 
provide for their compensation, in order that it 
may be made the special order for some subse- 
quent day. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now desire that it may be 
made the special order for some day next week, 
when it will not interfere with other business. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that there are some regulations 
in that bill relating to the custom-housc at New 
Orleans, to which I have thought it necessary to 
call the attention of the officers there. Ido not 
know that by next week I shall have the neces- 
sary information on which to act; I should there- 
forè prefer that the bill be deferred until the week 
after next. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
week, 

Mr. SLIDELL. That will satisfy me. 

The motion of Mr. HamLin was agrecd to; and 
the bill was made the special order for Tuesday, 
the 8th of April. 


COLONEL BENJAMIN S. ROBERTS. 
‘Mr. FITZPATRICK. The resolution which 


Then I will say Tuesday 


I reported yesterday morning from the Commit- | 


tee on Printing was not accompanied by an esti- 
mate of the cost of the work. I have now the 


estimate, and I ask that the Senate may take up 
the resolution, and consider it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re~- 
sumed the consideration of the following resolu- ` 
tion: 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand addition 
copies of the report (No. 32) of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, on the joint resolution (S. R. No. 1) forthe present- 
ation of a sword to Colonel Benjamin 8. Roberts. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I ask for the reading 
of the Superintendent’s estimate, which I send to 
the Chair. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Estimate for printing Senate report No. 32, in the case of 
B. S. Roberts. 


Composition of twenty-six pages small pica plain... . $26 00 
Press-work of one thousand COpiCS...ses essese reese 6 76 
Paper for one thousand copies......ecceesceseeenee 13 OL 


Total cost of one thousand copies...... eee e ee anne $45 77 


And the sum of $19 77 for each one thousand copies after 
the first. 


Total cost of five thousand copies, $124 85. 


Mr. RUSK. I desire to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to one point in connection with this report. I 
notice that, in the correspondence which it con- 
tains in regard to the flag first planted on the walls 
of the city of Mexico, there is a reference to the 
plan of one of the battles. It seemsto me that this 
plan should be printed with the report, in order 
to make more intelligible some of the letters. I 
presume the additional expense of printing the 
plan will be very small. 

Mr. WELLER. I was afraid of incurring 
additional expense, if that diagram should be 
reprinted with this document. It is a drawing 
which accompanies the official report of General 
Quitman, which has already been published by 
order of Congress, and is to be found among the 
official documents. If the Senate, however, are 
disposed to have it reprinted to accompany the 
report of the committee in this case, I have no 
objection. The Senator from Texas says that ' 
it will enable a person to understand much more 
readily the position of the different commands, if 
printed with the report. Reference is made to 
the diagram in the report of the committee. It 
would certainly be useful to print it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I had the 
misfortune to differ from my colleagues upon the 
Committee on Printing in reference to the expe- 
diency of publishing extra copies of this report. 
I deem it my duty, therefore, to state to the Senate 
the principle on which I dissent from them. 

I acknowledge that the cost of this extra print- 
ing will be trifling; but, after the debate which we 
had the other day, it is for the Senate to consider 
whether they will order the printing of docu- 
ments, simply because the expense may be com- 
paratively trifling, when they would not agree to 
print the same documents if they were to cost 
more money. I think the distinction ought to 
be drawn on other considerations than the mere 
amount of money involved. I think that, unless 
a document is of general interest to the pcople, 
we should not print a great number of copies, 
whether it be a large or small work. Now, this 
report is no doubt of interest to the officers of the 
Army, but to nobody else that Tam aware of. It 
involves a disputed question as to certain trans- 
actions which took place in the city of Mexico. 
It relates to a dispute as to who raised the first 
American flag in the city of Mexico, or who made 
the order for it, and who is entitled to the credit. 
It is a question of some interest undoubtedly to 
officers of the Army who were there; and, apart 
from that, it may be of some historical interest; 
but, the usual number of copies being already 
printed, it is preserved for that purpose without 
the printing of a large number of extra copies. 

In my judgment we ought not to print docu- 
ments of this kind merely for the purpose of 
gratifying a particular class of individuais. The 
report consists simply of letters—nothing else; a 
few letters on the subject—collected by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and put together to 
be preserved. The object is, that the gentlemen 
interested may be furnished with copies to en- 
lighten them and their friends on the question, 
who raised that flag? 

This is a small matter, and I care nothing about 
it; but, in pursuance of the debate which has 
taken place in the Senate during the present 
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week, and. in accordance with the ideas which T Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 


seemed to prevail generally in the Senate Cham- 
ber, I have thought it my duty to oppose this 
proposition. In my individual judgment, it is 


precisely one of those things (although a.small 
matter) which, as I supposed, we pretty generally 


came to the conclusion should not be printed at the | 


public expense. The only question is, whether 
an exception is to be made with reference’ toa 
document that costs $100, which would not be 
made if it cost $1,000, or any larger sum.» My 
judgment is, that if we intend to begin reform on 
the subject of printing, of which we have talked 
so much, we may as well begin with the first 
proposition which is presented, whatever may be 
the expense. I have no individual feeling in 
regard to the matter; and if there is a single Sen- 
ator who desires particularly that these extra 
copies should be printed, I should be happy to 
gratify him, so far as my vote is eonberied bat 

as I said before, I have deemed it a matter of 
duty to state to the Senate my views in relation 
to this proposition. What disposition the Senate 
shall make of it is of no consequence to me. 

Mr. RUSK. I think if we wish to make a 
reform, we had better wait until we can strike a 
larger fish than this. As there is some doubt as 
to what will be the expense of including in the 
report the diagram of the battle, which will explain 
one or two of those letters, I move to recommit 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing, in 
order to ascertain that fact. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Lhope that my friend 
from’ Texas will not embarrass this resolution with 
that motion. The diagram to which he alludes 
has already been ordered to be printed by the 
Government. If it should be reprinted with this 
report, it will considerably increase the cost of 
the document. Iam among the last Senators on 
this floor who would disturb the settled conclu- 
sion at which we seem to have arrived, in regard 
to our printing expenses; but I fear that we are 
going to have economy with a vengeance if we 
proceed in this way. I recollect that before this 
subject was referred to ‘the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, there was a discussion in regard to 
it in the Senate, and ‘it occupied considerable 
attention. It relates to an unsettled question. 
The report refers to one of the most thrilling in- 
cidents connected with the history of the war 
with. Mexico. Not only many of the officers 
throughout the country, but the people at large 
feel an interest in knowing who is entitled to 
share the honor which has been contested. 

If the expense of this printing were great, I 
should oppose this proposition; for I am one of 
the last gentlemen on the floor of the Senate who 
would increase our expenses in the appropriation 
of money; but I do not think $124 85 will affect 
the Treasury to any great extent. 

I am sorry to differ from my honorable friend 
from Maine, [Mr. Fussenpen.] I think this is 
a document which will be read with intcrest 
throughout the country. We have on record in 
this report, in an authentic shape, the testimony 
of gentlemen who were eye-witnesses of the trans- 
action, establishing aud vindicating the truth of 
history more completely and thoroughly than has 
ever been done, in connection with the gallant 
deeds of our officers on that occasion. Itis due 
to them to spread the documents before the coun- 
try, so that the world at large may judge, and 
so that no fature Congress may be disturbed with 
controversies in reference to the gallant deeds of 
our Army in Mexico. I hope my friend from 
Texas will not insist on having the diagram 

rinted with the report, but will allow the reso- 

ution to pass as it is. 

Mr. RUSK. It struck me, on reading the 
report, that the diagram was necessary in order 
to understand it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Perhaps it would give 
more accurate information; butithas been already 


printed, and we are all anxious to avoid the ex- | 


enditure of money. The typesare yet standing 
yom which copies of the report have already 
been printed, and they are ready to be used for 
striking off the additional copies. I hope that my 
friend from Texas will not insist on having the 
diagram included in it, but let us act on the reso- 
lution as it is. - 

Mr. RUSK. I withdraw my motion. 

` The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 


case as readily as 


nays. ; a 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. WELLER. The report which we propose 
to print, is a pamphlet of but twenty-six pages. 
The officers of the Army, of course, feel a great 
interest and solicitude in regard to this report, as 
it details the operationsimmediately preceding the 
entry of our Army into the city of Mexico, on the 
13th of September, 1847. The officers who were 
concerned have made their detailed statements 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and we have 
thought that it was no-more than an act of justice 
to all the parties concerned that there should be 
a sufficient number printed, so that they may be 
sent to their friends. 

I have had various applications already from 
officers of the Army for this report. They have 
felt a greaw deal of solicitude on this matter. 
There has been much controversy amongst them 
in regard to the operations immediately preceding 
the entry of our Army into the city of Mexico. 
We have attempted, in this report, to determine 
that question; and we think we have determined 
it satisfactorily. We ask simply that this num- 
ber may be printed to enable the parties whose 
statements have been made, and the officers who 
feel a great solicitude in the matter, to be put in 
possession of the facts. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to ask the honorable chair- 
män of the Committee on Military Affairs whether 
there is anything in this case taking it away from 
ordinary cases of disputed facts? Was there ever 
a battle, either during the Revolution, the war of 
1812, or the Mexican war, where there were not 
disputes as to the merits of the officers, and what 
this man and the other did? Now is there any 
reason why we should publish, at the expense of 
the Government, a statement containing the facts 
of this case more than in a thousand others? If 
there is, ] should like to hear it. 

Mr. WELLER, I do not know but that it 
would be proper in all cases where there have 
been disputes among officers as to the character 
of certain operations during a great en, ment, 


‘to have the facts investigated and publis#€d. In 


the very cases spoken of by the Senator from 
Michigan, I should feel disposed to investigate 
them by a proper committee, and have the facts 
spread abroad to the public. I donot know that 
there is anything in this case to make it an ex- 
ception to the rule laid down by the Senator; but 
I think this is an important question so far as 
the reputation of certain officers is concerned; 
and it is no more than right that each one of 
them should have a full share of the credit of the 
gallantry displayed by our Army at the city of 
Mexico. We have undertaken to present the 
facts in this report, and to settle some questions 
incidentally raised in the Scnate, and which have 
been much talked of outside of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. I think it a much more proper 
subject for the historian than for the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. The historian generally looks 
to the oficial reports of the officers, and he makes 
up his history of the Mexican war from those re- 
ports. If he were to go to the reports made by 
commanding officers in the Mexican war, I un- 
dertake to say he would fall far short of getting 
the truth. Ihave seen enough of history not to 
repose confidence in its statements, especially in 
regard to war operations. I could refer now to 
histories of the Mexican war, and pointthe atten- 
tion of the Senate to some of the most palpable 
falschoods which ever found a place in any his- 


tory. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. Has not the usual num- 
ber of copies of this document been already 
printed? 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. The character ofa distinguished 
citizen of the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent, is interested in this report. I would, 
therefore, vote for printing cxtra numbers in this 

Pwould vote for any proposi- 
tion of that kind which has been made during the 
present Congress, and indeed much more readily 
and with more pleasure. But, sir, as the usual 


number has been printed, and as that number | 
furnishes the necessary information for those who | 


are interested, and as, I think, an extra number 
will be of no substantial benefit to the parties 
concerned, I cannot depart from a rule which I 


have prescribed for my own conduct, and vote for 


-colleagues or constituents of other Sen; 


this proposition, in consequence of a colleague iú: 
the other House [Mr. Qurrman] being interested: 
when I would vote against it if it interested. the. 


Iam somewhat surprised to hear othei 
tors talk about what has passed inthe ¢ 
debate this week, as though it was-expect 
acted upon. {Laughter.] Talk about economy,.. 
and expect to carry it out practically! I have not 
dreamed of such a thing. > It:wil nòt be thought 
of a week hence. AsT voted against all the other 
propositions for extra’ printing, I shall” vote 
against this. CE vs 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 27; as follows: Py 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Dodge, Evans, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Jones of Iowa, Rusk, Seward, Toucey, an 
Weller—10. ane 

NAYVS—Messrs. Adams, Bell.of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clayton, 
Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster,: Geyer, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hunter, Iverson, Pugh, Reid; Sebastian, 
Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Trumbull, and Wade—27. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 
JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on -the Judiciary be in~- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
allowance of writsof error from the Supreme Court to the 
inferior courts of the United States in criminal cases. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. ae 

Mr. IVERSON. Mr. President, it will be re- 
membered by the Senate that, some time ago, my 
colleague [Mr. Toomns] submitted a resolution 
in relation to the action of the naval board. I 
then presented a resolution myself, which I de- 
signed as a substitute for his. The proposition 
which I introduced was to raise a select commit- 
tee for the purpose of enabling them to make 
an examination of the members of the board, to 
ascertain the grounds and reasons on which the 
various officers were disrated or dropped, and to 
take other testimony by way of exculpation, 
with a view to determine whether the board had 
acted fairly and properly or not, and to correct. 
any evil which may have grown out of its action, 
if, indeed, any has been attendant upon it. 

Since that time, the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs have introduced a resolution proposing to 
confer on that committee the power to send for 
persons and papers, with a view to institute this 
examination themselves. The ‘whole question is 
in this position: at the present time. I think it 
very important that some disposition should be 
made of these various propositions. If the Senate 
intends to institute an Investigation atall,itshould 
be done at an early day ; otherwise it may run into 
the recess, and possibly be turned over"to the 
next session of Congregs. I do not: design to 
bring that subject forward to-day, because: it 
would interfere with the special. order: for’ one 
o’clock, upon which the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. CorLamer] is entitled to the floor. Tbyno 
means desire to interfere with his rights or with 
the pleasure which his remarks to-day are ex- 
pected to give to the very brilliant auditory in the 
gallery, now assembled to hear him. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator that the condition of my throat and lungs is 
such that I shall be unable to. speak to-day; and 
I shall therefore have to ask for a delay. 

Mr. IVERSON. Iam not disposed to press 
the subject to which I have alluded to-day. All 
I ask is, that it may be taken up and postponed to, 
and made the special order for, a subsequent day. 
I would suggest Monday; and I do so ‘for the 
reason that this is a subject on which every Sen- 
ator seems to entertain a deep feeling and inter- 
est. Other Senators desire to address the Senate 
on the subject as well as myself. Jam notified 
by the honorable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. 
SLıpeLL,] that he desires to address the Senate 
upon its the Senator from Delaware has already 
given notice of his desire.to address the Senate; 
and other Senators doubtless will wish to take 
part in the discussion. I do not purpose to press 
it to-day, because it would be springing the sub- 
ject on the consideration of the Senate unex- 
pectedly. I move, therefore, to take up the three 
resolutions to which I have referred, and make 
them the special order for Monday next, if it 
will not interfere with any other order already 
adopted. 
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Mr. STUART. I wish to suggest to the Sen- | 


ator from Georgia, that, though T have no objec- 
tion to his making this subject the special order 
for Monday, I should dislike to have it under- 
stood by the Senator, or the Senate generally, that 
should, so far as. my action goes, be disposed 
to permit the discussion at that time. It may be 
made a special order, and take its chance with 
the other special orders, which already have pre- 
eedence. 

“Mr. HUNTER. Iunderstand that the Sen- 
ator from ‘Georgia Pee to make this subject 
the special order for the morning hour on Mon- 


day. 

Nir. IVERSON. Yes, sir, at half past twelve 
o’clock on Monday. 
-© Mr. SLIDELL. I would suggest to my friend 
from Georgia that, if he proposes to make these 
resolutions a special order, he should include in 
his motion the bill reported from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs on the subject. Ilearn thatthe 
chairman of that committee is about to be absent 
for a fortnight. This discussion will certainly 
occupy some days—three or four at least—and 1 
would suggest to my friend that, if he will name 
some day when the chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee will probably be in his piace; it would be 
acceptable to all parties, and then we could take 
up the whole subject and dispose of it. : 

Mr. MALLORY. When the subject to which 
the honorable Senator from Georgia refers was 
under consideration before, I moved to fix a day 
for the special consideration of the bill reported 
by the committee; and that motion was agreed to. 
A reconsideration was moved by the colleague of 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] not 
now in his place. He stated, as one of the rea- 
sons for desiring a reconsideration, that he him- 
self would be compelled to be absent. I did not 
hear that reason, nor was I aware he had given 
any such reason until a day or two since when 
I read his remarks in the Congressional Globe. 
1 opposed the reconsideration of the vote fixing 
that special order, not knowing that he place 
it on the ground of personal inconvenience. I 
take this opportunity—the first I have had—of 
saying that I would not have opposed it if I had 
known that he was about to leave the city. 

Ishall not ask the Senate to defer the consider- 
ation of these resolutions, or the bill which the 
committee reported, on account of my absence. 
I must necessarily be absent for a fortnight, and 
Tam perfectly willing that the bill and resolutions 
shall be taken vp in my absence at any time that 
it may please the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and the Senator from Georgia to fix. I presume, 
however, that no definite disposition will be made 
of the subject until my return, which will be in 
about wo weeks; and. then I shall wish to give 
my views on the subjoet, which I have not yet 
done. . 

Mr. IVERSON. My motion is to take up the 
resolutions, together with the bill—I have no ob- 
jection to including that—and make them the 
special order for Monday next, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the pension 
appropriation bill from the House. 

yr. SEWARD. One o’clock is the time fixed 
for the special order. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the Senator 
from Vermont, who has the floor on that question, 
does not desire to speak to-day. 

Mr. SEWARD. But the Senator from Towa, 
[Mr. Harzan,] who is a new member here, has 
been entitled to the floor, and has been desirous 
to speak on the same subject, for several weeks. 
It is his desire to go on now. 

Mr. HUNTER. This bill will probably not 
occupy ten minutes, 

Mr.SEWARD. We can take it up after the 
Senator from Iowa has got through. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to have some under- 
standing as to whether it will occupy time or not. 

Mr. HUNTER. [twill not occupy more than 
ten or fifteen minutes. If it leads to any debate, 
ĮI shall be willing to allow it to go over. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 


| from the Secretary: of the Interior, 


The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 70) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the year ending June 30, 1857. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state that this is sub- 
stantially the same bill with the one which we 

assed and sent to the House of Representatives. 
t ig not necessary, therefore, to read it through. 

The PRESIDENT. The. reading of the bill 
in detail will be dispensed with. 

Mr.SLIDELL. Mr. President, several of the 
widows of ‘persons entitled to pensions arising 
out of the privateer pension fund reside in Lou- 
isiana; and my attention has been called to the 
fact that there is no provision in this bill for the 
payment of that class of pensions. I have a 
letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
iving full 
information in regard to the deficiency in this 
item, which can be read. I can make some ex- 
planation in relation to the character of the propo- 
sition I am about to submit. The letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior only applics to the extent 
of the appropriation required. The fund set apart 
for the payment of a certain class of pensioners, 
serving on board private armed vessels, has been 
exhausted by being applied to cases not within 
the scope of the law by which. the fund was set 
apart; and I have some amendments to offer 
which are intended to provide for the few of the 
remaining individuals of that class now on the 
pension list. I think the amount is but about 
$1,700 a year. I offer this amendment, to come 
In at the end of the first section of the bill: 

For paying pensions of invalids who were wounded on 
board of private armed vessels during the last war with 


Great Britain, in addition to the unexpended balance of 
former appropriations for the same object, $1,357. 


I also propose the following, as an additional 
section: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That any moneys ap- 
propriated by the act of the 3lst of May, 1854, to supply 
deficiencies for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June of 
that year, and by the second section of the act of the 28th 
of Febr , 1855, making appropriations for the payment 
of pensi applicable to the payment of the pensions of 
invalids who were wounded on board of private armed 
vessels during the last war with Great Britain, not required 
under the provisions thereof, may be applied to the same 
purpose subsequent to the 30th of June, 1855; it being 
hereby provided that pensions to invalids thus wounded 
shall be paid from moneys in the treasury of the United 
States in the same manner upon appropriations nade, or to 
be made, as other pensions for navat or military services. 


Mr. ADAMS. I understand these amendments 
are founded on recommendations of the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then it is unnecessary to take 
up the time of the Senate in reading the Tetters to 
which the Senator from Louisiana alluded. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill makea simple state- 
ment, and then I am willing to submit the ques- 
tion without further remarks. The privateer pen- 


sion fund has been exhausted; it was exhausted 
in 1844. About two years ago we made an ap- 
propriation to it for a single year. There is a 
residue of that appropriation which was not all 
expended in that year. It is now for the Senate 
to say whether they are willing to appropriate the 
residue of that appropriation, (which will be 
enough for the deficiencies of that year,) or 
whether they will do that and also go further 
and assume the obligation to pay these pensions 
hereafter. I think it would be certainly wrong 
to assume the obligation. If we choose to give 
the money, it is a pure gratuity. For myself, I 
am not willing to vote it. At any rate, Tam not 
willing to vote for the section which gives them a ; 
legal right to demand it. The Senate may, per- 
haps, think differently in regard to the balance of 
the old appropriation which is unexpended, and 
which would cover these cases for one year. 

Mr. SLIDELL. One of the amendments pro- | 
poses merely a transfer of a portion of the money | 
appropriated by a previous law, which has not} 
yet been expended. To that I understand the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance makes no | 
objection. I propose to go further, and to dis- 
pose of this question for all time. Imust beg 
leave to correct the statement made by my friend | 
from Virginia in relation to this fund having been 
exhausted, Two years since the Committee on 


Finance, through the Senator from Maryland, ; 


(Mr. Pearce,] one of its members, aa its organ, | 


recommended the striking out of the provision in 
the pension appropriation bill of that year, as it 
came from the House, providing for this class of 
pensions, on the ground that the fund had been 
exhausted and the faith of the nation was not 
pledged to the payment of this debt. 

If there were no such fund in existence, I should 
advocate the payment of this class of pensioners. 
I think they are among the most meritorious of 
those who are on the rolis of the Pension Office; 
but my stand on a much. higher ground than 
that. They are not now appealing to the bounty, 
but to the justice of the Government, to be paid 
out of a fund which has not been properly ex- 
hausted, and which was created for their special 
use. 

As I said before, the Committee on Finance 
reported this bill two years since, with an amend- 
ment striking out a prospective provision for the 
payment of these pensioners. It was debated in 
the Senate, and the Senate, upon a statement made 
by the Senator from Maryland, adhered to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Finance. 
Afterwards, however, a reconsideration having 
been moved, and the question having been again 
examined by the Committee on Finance, they 
withdrew their objection to the proposition, and 
it passed with the general concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. At page 820 of the Congressional Globe, 
for the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress, 
I find a statement made by the Senator from Mary- 
land; and as it is very short I will read it to the 
Senate, so that the whole matter may be under- 
stood. It explains the whole subject much more 
briefly than I can possibly do. + 

The Senator from Maryland then said: 


“Jn regard to that amendment which reduced the sum 
appropriated to privateer pensions, I wish to make a brief 
statement to the Senate, and state the reasons why I shall 
take a different course from that which I pursued the day 
before yesterday. All the statements which I made to the 
Senate then were, as I find, perfectly correct. I find that 
the fund was exhausted by the application, first of the in- 
terest and then of the principal. It was safely invested, 
and not a dollar of it was lost by bad investments. On the 
contrary, the fund was absolutely increased by the amount 
of $8,000, when the stocks in which it was invested were 
sold out. 

“ But, sir, the fund was diminished by the action of Con- 
gress in a particular which, [am inclined to think, leaves 
an equitable claim on tie part of these pensioners against 
the Government. ‘Che original acts pledged this fand to the 
payment of invalid privateer pensions, and pensions to the 
widows of those who were slain in the engagements of the 
privateers. Such were the pensions provided for by the act 
of 1814, By the act of 1818, J find that Congress added. a new 
class of pensions, to wit: the widows of those who died 
by casualties during the period of their services. This was 
not contemplated by the original acts. 

“ On looking at the papers which have been sent to me 
since the debate, I perceive that the proper pensions have 
amounted in all to not more than $5,900in any year; when 
by the act of 1818, which extended them to the widows of 
those who died of casualties, the Government paid in one 
year $19,000. ‘This difference continued for a considerable 
length of time. ý 

“The privateer pensions paid to invalids decreased rap- 
idly; so that, in 1828, they amounted to only $2,850. They 
had never been more than about $5,900. The pensions to 
widows amounted to ever $8,000 in 1817, and ran up, in 
1820, to $19,471; so that it appears that it was the new class 
of pensions, introduced contrary to the pledge of the ori- 
ginal act, which diminished and finally exhausted the fund. 

“Under these circumstances, I give up the objection 
which I had to the original appropriation as it came from 
the House. I believe it is equitable in the Government to 
make good to the invalids the pensions which they would 
have continued to receive, but for our own legislation. I 
hope, therefore, the Senate will not concur in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole.” 


This was the action of the Finance Committee 
only two years since. Itis perfectly evident that 
this fund has been squandered by the Govern- 
ment, and appropriated to the payment of pen- 
sions for which it was not created. These men 
have, as I believe, not only an equitable, but a 
just legal right to the payment of their pensions. 
| wish the letter of the Secretary of the Interior 
tobe read. It shows that it is a very small mat- 
ter—not more than $1,700 a year. 

Several Senators. Itigs not necessary to read it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is not my purpose to pro- 
tract this discussion; but I will say, that the 
statement which I made in regard to the privateer 
pension fund was founded on a letter from Mr. 
L. P. Waldo, Commissioner of Pensions, writ- 
ten in 1853. He made the statement that the 
privateer fund was then exhausted. I will read 
an extract from it: 

“ By reference to the account of the receipts and expend- 
itures of the United States for the fiscal year ending 30th 
of June, 1844, page 253, it will be seen that the privateer 
pension fuud was then reduced to a balance of B74 07, 


1856. ; 
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This date, therefore, may be assumed as that of the exhaus- 
tion of the fund. The appropriations för invalid privateer 
pensions were continued until August 17, 1850, by the act 
of which date $3,000 were granted for their payment to the 
30th of June, 1851, inclusive. No provision has been made 
for the widows subsequent to that given by the act of 1834.”” 

“The dates of the commencement of privateer pensions, 
whether of invalids or widows, were not defined, but regu- 
lated, as in the case of navy pensions, according to the 
completion of the proof, the decease of the husband, and 
úpon renwal by the termination of former pensions. z; 

éc Tt cannot, therefore, except in general terms, be stated 
when the widow’s pensions ceased; but, asthe act of June 
19, 1834, renewed them for five years, they may be assumed 
to have ceased at the end of the figqyye 30th June, 
1839.7? 


Whether the extension of these pensions to 
widows of privateersme& creates the equitable 
consideration on which the Senator from Louisi- 
ana rests, willbe for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say a word in 
corroboration of what the Senator from Louisi- 
ana has stated. I think the provision which he 
has offered should be incorporated into the law 
precisely in the terms in which he has presented 
it. I recollect very well the time, when two years 
since the Committee on Finance proposed to 
strike out a clause in the bill of that year, which 
proposed to make an appropriation for this class 
of pensions; and I remember distinctly that the 
information which was elicited from the Depart- 
ment, came out on my call—I believe the com- 
mittee wrote for it, but it was at the instance of 
an investigation which 1 had made. 

Now, sir, what the Senator from Louisiana has 
stated is true, and the letter of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, which I hold in my hand, shows 
that itis true. The Senator from Virginia has 
read a clause from this letter to show that the 
fund was exhausted in 1844; but:the same letter, 
taken altogether, corroborates all the statements 
which have been made by the Senator from 
Louisiana. By the act of 1814, it was provided 
that two per cent. of every prize taken by priva- 
teersmen should constitute a fund, out of which 
should be paid a pension to those who were 
wounded in that service. The fund paid all that 
class of pensioners and actually left a balance; but 
by the act of 1818 Congress, after having made a 
contract by the law of 1814, placed another class 
of pensions on that fund, and thus exhausted it. 
Having by a provision of law taken from this 
fund money which you had stipulated should be 
used to pay these persons, you now make an an- 
nual appropriation every year; but is it better to 
take the amendment of the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, because it makes a permanent law what 
ought to be permanently done, and will prevent 
this question arising every year. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an jnquiry of 
the Senator from Maine, if he can answer it. 
What is the present condition of the pension fund 
provided for by the act of 1818, for the widows 
of those who were killed or died in this service. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is no fund for that 
class of cases. 

Mr. STUART. But what is the present con- 
dition of the pensioners? Are they drawing their 
pensions or not? 

Mr. HAMLIN. They are not; but this amend- 
ment is to give pensions to all those entitled out 
of the fund, as well as those not entitled to be 
paid out of this fand, but who are paid from the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. STUART. This subject, as the Senator 
from Virginia says,—— 

Mr. SEWARD. I believe I must call for the 
special order. 

Mr. HUNTER. I promised to allow this sub- 

ject to go over if it gave rise to debate; but the 
denator from Michigan is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STUART. I have no disposition to delay 
the vote. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator from Michi- 
gan permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. SLIDELL. This provision does not ap- 
ply to widows. It simply applies to that class 
wno were entitled to pensions from the original 
fund. 

Mr. STUART. So I understood; but I was 
about to make a statement, and then to yield the 
floor to the Senator from New York, if he wishes 


it, 
Mr. SEWARD. If there be no further de- 
bate, I will not make my motion. 


Mr. HUNTER. [think we are ready to vote. 
Mr. SEWARD: Very well... 
Mr. STUART. I wish to state, in two min- 
utes, my objéction tò this amendment. 
Mr: SEWARD. -The honorable Senator can 


go on. 

- Mr. STUART. I do not wish to be tedious, 

büt I wish to state my objection to this amend- 

ment. Twillyield the floor to the Senator from 

New York, if he wishes to make his motion. 
Mr. SEWARD. My honorable friend from 


hours, and I think we ought to take up the sub- 
ject on which he pene to speak. 


Mr. HUNTER. [If this bill shall occupy more 
than ten minutes longer, I will yield. 
Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 


Mr. STUART Ishall not take two minutes. 
This amendmentis claimed under a contract, said 
to have been made by the Government with these 
persons, that it would pay a certain amount out 
of this fund, in the shape of invalid pensions. In 
the first place, I do not think it is fair to charac- 
tetize that asa contract. It is simply a law of 
Congress declaring that a certain thing should be 
done. In the next place, it seems to me ver 
clear that the widows of those who were killed, 
or who died in the privateer service, were. better 
entitled to a pension than the invalid survivors, 
if there is to be a question raised between the two. 
The complaint is that Congress has committed a 
great wrong in bringing into the list of pension- 
ers, to be paid out of this fund, the widows of 
those who were killed, or who died in the service. 
That is the reason upon which this amendment 
is based. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Michigan 
is in error; and I hope he will permit me to cor- 
rect him. 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. SLIDELL. This pension fund was pro- 
vided for the payment of pensions to certain pri- 
vateersmen, and to the widows of those who were 
killed in the service. That was the original ap- 
plication of the fund, and that is the o t which 
it is now intended to continue. Thc fund has 
been used for the payment of pensions to the 
widows of those who died from casualties—an- 
other class of cases ieee different from the 
original beneficiaries of the fund. In consequence 
of this, it is now necessary to appropriate money 
to pay the pensions of those for whom the fund 
was originally provided, and for which it would 
be sufficient if it had not been squandered and 
appropriated for a different purpose than was in- 
tended by the original law. My object is to pa 
the pensions of those properly entitled to the fund, 
and none others. 

I will state further, that the creation of the fund 
was not an act of bounty on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, The two percent. reserved was taken 
out of the prize money to which the crews of 

privateersmen were entitled; under any other 
system they would have been entitled to one half. 

he two per cent. was applied to the special pur- 
pose of creating a fund for paying these pensions 
out of their own money. The Government of 
the United States undertook to administer the 
fund. Itis a trust fund, quite as sacred as any 
trust of any character could be. I can imagine 
nothing more so. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to interrupt him for one moment? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The special order for to- 
day was postponed under the idea that there was 
to be no debate on this bill. I perceive that a 
young member, recently come into the Senate, is 
prepared to address the body on the special or- 
der. 1 think, as one of the older members, that 
I have a right to ask that this bill be informally 

assed over, in order that that gentleman may 
have an opportunity to speak, as he is prepared 
to go on, upon the special order of the day. 

Mr. HUNTER. It was agreed that we should 
have ten minutes for this bill, and but five min- 
utes of that time have expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ido not think it right to 
keep the gentleman in this position. 

Mr. STUART. So far as I am concerned, I 
will allow the vote to be taken now, 


Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection if the 
vote be now taken. 


Towa will, I expect, detain the Senate for two || 


The PRESIDENT. The question is of abr 
ing to the amendments of the Senator from Lou’ 
iana. z Ba a Se 

Mr. HUNTER. Let the ques 
separately. ; F 

r. SLIDELL. I understand:that-thë ch 
man of the Committee on Finance makes 
jection to the first amendment.) 2.00 2 : 

The amendments were agreed to. The bilt- 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the. 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whol 
were concurred in. The amendments were or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read the 
time; and it was read the third time and passed. 

COLONEL WILLIAM. LINN. i 

Mr. EVANS. Before the Senate proceeds. to 
the consideration of the order of the day, Fask 
that the bill which has been returned from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of. the 
distributees of Colonel William Linn be taken 


up. 
Pine motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS. The House of Representa- 
tives made certain amendments, which have been 
submitted to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and, by the direction of that committee, 
I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments of the House are to insert 
the words, 

“upon giving satisfactory security to the said accounting 
officers 5°? i ; 
So that the bill will read: 


“The money to be paid to Mrs. Blizabeth A. R. Linn; 
upon giving satisfactory security to the said accounting 
officers, to be by her distributed according to the laws of 
the State of Missouri.” 

And to add at the end of the bill the following: 


« Provided, That the sum hereby directed to be paid shall 
be in full of all claims of the descendants or representatives 
of said Colonel William Linn, under any laws ofthe United 
States now or heretofore in force.” 


The amendments were concurred in. 
KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 172) 
to authorize the people of the Territory of Kansas 
to form a constitution and State government pre- 
paratory to thcir admission into the Union, when 
they have the requisite population. Sco «o g 

Mr. FOOT. Itis understood that my colleague. 
has the floor on this bill; but he has already in 
timated to the Senate his inability to proceed, to- 
day. It is proposed, I understand, that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa shall proceed with the discussion 
of the bill at this time; to which there will be no 
objection, I presume, provided it be understood 
by common consent that my colleague does not 
lose his privilege in this debate, as the minority 
of the Committee on Territories, and the author 
of the minority report. . It would hardly be right 
to postpone him to a general discussion of the 
pill, It is understood that he does not lose his 
precedence in the debate? 

Several Sewators. Of course not, 

Mr. FOOT. With that understanding I will 
interpose no objection. 

Mr. HARLAN spoke for two hours in relation 
to the affairs of Kansas, and the power of Con- 
gress over the Territories. His speech will be 
published in the Appendix. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not present during the 
greater portion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Iowa, but I am told that he has referred to 
something which I said; and, therefore, as Ido 
not presume that he wished to misrepresent me, 
I desire him to state what he said in regard. to 
myself. a 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, Ido.not wish 
to be misunderstood myself, nor have Lany desire 
to misrepresent any gentleman on this floor, much 
less a gentleman of the ability and position, as a 
member of this body, which the enator from 
South Carolina holds. 1 understood him, in‘the 
remarks which he delivered some time since to 
| the Senate on this, question, to say that, if the 
States of the Union could not enjoy equality in 
the territorial legislation of this Government, he 
would advise the people of his State, South Car- 
olina, to go out of the Union. He said, on that 
point, he wished his words to be understood, for 
they were meesured. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire the Senator to read 
my remarks, and then probably he will be able 
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to understand them. Ihave acopy of my speech 
before me, and I ask him to read the remarks to 
which he alludes. : 

Mr. HARLAN. I read from the Senator’s 
printed speech: 

_ «Mr. President, I shall not pursue this. subject further. 
Í have reviewed what has been said, so far as I thought 
proper to allude, to it, and now I conclude with this remark— 
that if we are to be drifting in this way into a dissolution of 
the Union, I would rather that it should be dissolved to- 
morrow—1 wish my. words meusured—in preference to 
living in a Union without the protection of a Constitution 
which gives me an equality. I should tell my people so 
to-morrow. Yes, sir, the moment you say this Union is 
not under the control, and the influence, and the operative 
influence of the Constitution of the country, I say to South 
Carolina, ‘Go out of the Union, and make arrangements 
with others to form such a government as you can live in 
with honor and dignity.’ ’? 

I leave to Senators whether I misrepresented 
the gentleman from South Carolina or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Sir, I say now, calmly, that 
when a northern majority shall acquire such a 
control over the legislation of this country as to 
disfranchise the slaveholding States in any re- 
spect in which they have an equality under the 
Constitution of the country, I will not agree to 
live under this Government when the Union can 
survive the Constitution. That is my sentiment. 
Tam nota slave to submit myself to legislation 
controlled by mere discretion. Mr. President, if 
George Washington and Benjamin Franklin, and 
the wisest men who ever lived, were to come here 
and attempt to legislate under the dictates of mere 

_ discretion, and should do mean injustice, I would 
be a craven and a traitor to the principles of 

Magna Charta-~—to every thing which I have learned 
from the highest sources of history—if I could 
submit to any measure that would place my 

‘children the ninety-nine hundredth part of an 
inch beneath the children of the Senator from 

Towa. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 
interfere in this matter, but I will state what I 
understood the Senator from Iowa to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear his remark; I 
‘was not here when he made it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The Senator from 
Towa took the distinct ground, that the interpre- 
tation of the views of the gentleman from South 
Carolina was, that the ‘‘ equality’? of which he 
spoke consisted in the citizens of the southern 
States having the right, during the whole period 
of territorial governments in the Territories, to 
go there with thcir slaves before a State constitu- 
tion was formed. I understood the Senator from 
Iowa to say, that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina had denied that the people of the Territory 
of Kansas under their organic law could exclude 
slavery if they should think proper at the com- 
mencement of their territorial government, but 
must admit slavery until the Territory shall be 
admitted into the Union with a State constitution. 
That is what I understood him to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thisis rather an ambulatory 
kind of issue. I cannot find out what is the 
meaning of the Senator. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will state to the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina what I said. The 
honorable Senator from Tennessee has fairly pre- 
sented the argument; but my view was based on 
the statement of the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, and the honorable Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Toomss.] It was argumentative merely. I 
quoted, as nearly as I could remember, the sub- 
stance of the remarks of the Senator from South 
Carolina; and then I interpreted the meaning of 
his phraseology by quoting from the speech of 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HALE. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir; I want no copartner- 
ship with anybody in making speeches. [Laugh- 
ter.] Ifthe Senator from Iowa were on the tripod 
to-morrow, at the Delphic oracle, I would not take 
his interpretation of my speech. He might place 
a Pythia there, and instruct her, and Philipise 
her, if he chose, but I would not take his inter- 
pretation. Why, sir, T avoided that very ques- 
tion in regard to the powers of the territorial 
government. He cannot find a word in my speech 
upon that question. The potential faculty of a 
territorial government is one over which I should 
exercise a very delicate control. I never con- 
tended that I desired a law to carry slavery into 
any Territory, and I never wanted a law to ex- 

* clude it, All that I have contended for is, that 


the common domain of this Government, acquired 
by the common blood and treasure of all parts 
of the United States, shall be just as free to one 
class of citizens as to another. When the people 
of a Territory are in the process of approaching 
what may be called the maturity of their terri- 
torial existence—a State government—I say much 
is to be pardoned to the opinion which prevails 
at the time. But, sir, if an insulting interference 
were to be made by a majority of Congress, or 
such an interference as would exclude a siave- 
holder on the broad ground that he was unworthy 
of equality with a non-slaveholding population, 
do you suppose I would stay in the Union—if I 
could get out of it? 

That is the true doctrine. I do not wish to live 
under this Government when the Constitution 

erishes. I believe the gentleman is or has been 
in the church. [Mr. Harran: Yes, sir.] I have 
very great respect for the church, and for the 
Senator; but I fear he contends that, while the 
letter killeth, the spirit cannot give life. [Laugh- 
ter. 

‘de. COLLAMER. I move that the further 
consideration of the bill before the Senate be post- 
poned to, and made the special order of the day 
for, Tuesday next. 

Mr. STUART. Will it not suit the conveni- 
ence of the Senator from Vermont to fix this da 
week? I suggest that day, after consultation wit. 
other Senators. 

Mr.COLLAMER. The Senator can perceive 
my condition. I donot know that I shall be able 
to speak on Tuesday. On that day, 1 may be 
obliged to ask the Senate for further delay on ac- 
count of the condition of my health. If the Sen- 
ate prefer to name Wednesday or Thursday, I 
shall not object. 

Mr.CASSand Mr. STUART. Say Thursday. 
i Mr. COLLAMER. I have no objection to 
that, 

Mr. SEWARD. Before a day is ‘fixed upon 
for the postponement of this debate, I desire to 
have, if possible, some understanding as to the 
course we the discussion shall take when it 
shall be umed, What was a speculative de- 
bate in the beginning, has now become a practi- 
cal one by reason of the bill introduced by the 
Committee on Territories; and the substitute 
which I have presented, which is based on the 
application of the new State of Kansas for ad- 
mission into the Union. On that question, I 
desire mysclf to address the Senate at some con- 
venient time; but I have supposed there were one 
or two bills of general importance in regard to 
the business of the country, in an unfinished con- 
dition, which it was desirable to dispose of as 
soon as possible; and I suggest that after they shall 
be disposed of, the disposition of the Senate ought 
to be to ailow this debate to be resumed and con- 
sidered consecutively, instead of discursively and 
occasionally, Having this object in view, I beg 
leave to ask whether there is any Senator on the 
opposite side of this question to myself, who de- 
sires to follow the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. GEYER. It will be readily understood 
that, as the sole Senator from the State of Mis- 
souri, it will be expected that I should take some 
part in this debate. It has been my desire to 
follow the honorable gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then [I expect that the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri will be entitled to 
the floor; and if there be no objection, I shall en- 
deavor to follow him. 

Mr. STUART. Tunderstand that the Senator 
from Vermont does not object to the postpone- 
ment of this question until Thursday next. If 
that course be pursued, it will afford usan oppor- 
tunity of disposing of other pressing business. I 
move, therefore, that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed till Thursday next, and be 
made the special order for that day at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Vermont in- 
forms me, that there are additional documents in 
some of the Departments in relation to affairs in 
Kansas, including further minutes of the exec- 
utive council of the Territory, which we have 
not reccived, and also the census returns. For 
the purpose of obtaining those documents, I offer 
the following resolution; and I ask for its consid- 
eration at the present time: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate any additional documents in his possession, or the pos- 


session of either of the Departments, relating to the condi- 
tion of affairs in Kansas Territory, including the legislative 
journals, executive minutes, and the returns of any census 
which may have been taken. 

Mr. WELLER. I would inquire whether this 
information has been received at the Department 
since the last call of the Senate was answered ? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir. It will be recol- 
lected, that when the President of the United 
States sent us his message on this question, on a 
former occasion, he sent only the minutes of the 
executive council of the Territory, which had 
been received yap to that date; but I have since 
understood thatadditional minutes have been sent. 
Those which we have received reach only to Jan- 
uary, 1855; but we wish to obtain them down to 
July, 1855, up to which time they have now been 
received at the State Department. Isaw a portion 
of them on Friday or Saturday last. The chief 
clerk showed me what had been received, includ- 
ing the census returns; and I understood him to 
say that the documents would be sent to the 
Senate on Monday last, without any resolution 
of inquiry being offered. They have not been 
received, however, and therefore this resolution 
becomes necessary. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


MINT REPORT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secre- 
tary, transmitting a report of the operations of the 
Mint of the United States and its branches, 
including the assay office, for the year 1855, 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD), the message 
was ordered to be printed; and a motion by him 
to print one thousand additional copies of the 
report, five hundred for the use of the director 
of the Mint, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business; and 
after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened and the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 27, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean, Chaplain to the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the billreported 
from the Committce for the District of Columbia, 
relating to suffrage. : %, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspury Dicks, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed the deficiency 
bill with sundry amendments, and askingits con- 
currence thercin. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
question of privilege. I wish to submit a report 
from the Committee of Elections. 

DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to offer a resolu- 
tion for reference merely, and I trust that the 
gentleman from Maine will withhold his privi- 
leged question until I have done so.. 

r. WASHBURN. I yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read Mr. Favtxner’s resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so 
much of the act approved March Ist, 1855, as requires that 
all the diplomatic agents of the United States, set forth in 
the Ist section of said act, shall be of the grade of envoys 
extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary. Also, to in- 
quire into the expediency of repealing so much of the 12th 
section of said act as prohibits the consuls and commercial 
agents of the United States from making any charge of fees 
for certificates of passports. Also, that they inquire into 
the expediency of so amending said act as to authorize an 
additional secretary of legation for each of the missions 
to London, Paris, and Mexico. Also, to inquire into the 
expediency of making such other changes and modifica- 
tions of said act as they may deem proper; and that the 
said committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


There was no objection to the introduction of 
the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand a di- 
vision on the adoption of the resolution, to ascer- 
tain whether there is a quorum present to do 
business. 
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The question was put; and ona division there 
were—ayes forty-eight. 

Mr. FAULKNER. This is only a resolution 
of inquiry addressed to the Committee on For- 
cign Relations. i 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The point made by 


the gentleman from Tennessee is, that there is no 


quorum present. If that be the fact, we ought 
to know it; and I therefore move that there be a 
call of the House. : 

Mr. JONES. My object was to ascertain 
whether there was here a competent House to 
do business. If we act now. on unimportant 
questions without a quorum, we may, after a 
while, get to questions of great moment with the 
same want of a competent House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call for tellers 
on the motion that there be a call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
Goons were appointed. 

The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was decided in the negative—the tellers having 
reported—ayes 40, noes 79. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Fauix- 
NER’s resolution, and it was adopted. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting the estimates by the Secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska, under the direction of the 
Governor, of appropriations desired by that Ter- 
ritory; which were referred to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
deficiency bill and the amendments of the Senate 
thereto, were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 

Mr. CUMBACK, in pursuance of previous 
notice, and by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to graduate 
and reduce the price of the public lands to actual 
settlers and cultivators;’? which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. CLAWSON presented joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of New Jersey relative to a 
breakwater at Cape May, and others relative to 
the improvement of the harbor at Absecom; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


RED RIVER RAFT. , 


Mr. SANDIDGE. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill, of which I have given previous notice. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I call for the regular order 
of business. $ 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I hope the gentleman will 
not press the demand for the regular order of 
business, until I have introduced and had reforred 
a bill, of which I have given previous notice. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order’ 


is the report from the Committee of Elections, 
which is a question of privilege. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I make no objection to the 
bill of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. SANDIDGE introduced a bill appropri- 
ating a sum of money for the completion of the 
improvements in the raft region of Red river; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Commitlee on Commerce. 


BILL REPORTED BACK. 

Mr. TODD, by unanimous consent, reported 
pack from the Committee on Indian Affairs, a 
pill authorizing the settlement of the account of 
Charles P. Babcock, late Indian agent at Detroit, 
in the State of Michigan; which was referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. KELSEY. I desire to present a report 
from the Committee on Engraving. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Wasueurn,] desires to presenta report from 
the Committee of Elections, which will take pre- 
cedence of a report from the Committee on En- 
graving. 

ILLINOIS CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- 


mittee of Elections, in obedience to the resolution 
of the House of the 17th instant, directing them 
to report ‘what action has been had by the said 
committee in the contested-election case of Archer 
vs. Allen, from the sevénth congressional district 
inthe State of Hlinois,” submitted a report in 
writing; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. i 


ENGRAVING OF MAPS. 


Mr. KELSEY, from the Committee on En- 
graving, to which was recommitted a resolution 
reported to the House of Representatives by said 
committee onthe 12th of March instant, in regard 
to maps, charts, and drawings, annexed to docu- 
ments accompanying the President’s message, 
submitted a report, accompanied by the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the usual number of the maps, charts, 
and drawings, annexed to the documents accompanying 
the President’s message be printed, under the direction of 
the Committee on Engraving, for the use of this House: 
Provided, ‘That the expense of such printing shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $1,112. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Sioney Wes- 
sTER, his Private Secretary: 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a 
bill for the relief of the distributees of Colonel 
William Linn; when the Speaker signed the 


Same. 

Mr. PIKE, from the same committee, reported 
as correctly enrolled an act relating to punish- 
ment in the penitentiary ; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


SUFFRAGE IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MEACHAM. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is the consideration of the bill reported 
by the Committee for the District olumbia, 
defining the rights of voters, and Um’ duties of 
commissioners of elections, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Goons] moved the previous 
question. Pending that- question, which was 
negatived, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Cuarree] moves to reconsider the vote 
whereby the House seconded the call for the 
previous question. The Chair entertaining that 
motion as in order, the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] appeals from the decision of 
the Chair; and the question is, “Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House ?”? 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, the decision of the 
Chair is in opposition to what I conceive to be 
the uniform practice of the House; and as the 
present decision is likely to become a precedent, 
at least for the present Congress, I ask that the 
yeas and nays may be taken on the question. 

Mr. TRIPPE. ‘I rise to a question of order. 
Is the call for the yeas and nays on this question 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. The call is in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOYCE. T beg leave to ask the Chair 
what are the precedents on this point of order? 
Are there any previous decisions ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has referred to 
one decision, which is the only one noticed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to inquire 
what will be the condition of the bill if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts withdraws the motion 
which he made to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The question would then 
arise, “ Shall the main question be now put??} 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘Then I hope the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will withdraw that mo- 


tion. 

Mr. CHAFFEE declined to withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

The question then being, ‘‘ Shall the decision | 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 
it was taken; and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
106, nays 42; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Hendley S. Ber- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, 
Buftinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Carlile, Chafice, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, į 


2a 
‘Scott, Seward, Simmons, William R- Smith, Sneed 3 


Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Darrell, 
Wiiter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dick; Dickson; Dodd; 
fee, Edwards, Emrie, Eustis, Ey i J: 
dings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett 
King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Mace, Alexander. 

Marshall, fatteson, McCarty, Moore, Morgan, Mott; Ni 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, a 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Rust, Sabin, Ba, 


vans; Faulkner, Flagler, 


ner, Stanton, Tappan. Todd, Trafton Tringa, 'yson, Un 


wood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Ellihu B. 
Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, Whitney, Winslow, 
Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—106. ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barclay, Branch, Brooks, ‘Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader. John P. Campbell, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Dowdell, Ether- 
idge, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Leteher, Lumpkin, Humphrey ‘Marshall, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith 
Miller, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Ritchie, Ruffin, gavage, 
Shorter, Stewart, Talbott, and Wamer—42. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained.. 


Pending the call of the roll, ; 

Mr. COLFAX stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Gaxtoway, had paired off for the day with Mr. 
SANDIDGE. 

Mr. SHORTER stated that Mr. Taytor had 
paired off with Mr. Tuorweron until the 21st 
day of April next. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The question now 
recurs, Mr. Speaker, on the motion to reconsider 
the vote seconding the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. ` j 

Mr. COBB. On that question I ask: for the 
yeas and nays. . : 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask. the Chair 
whether the motion to reconsider is not a debat- 
able question, and whether, under that motion, 
we cannot debate the amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 
a debatable question. The motion to reconsider 
must follow the character of the subject to be re- 
considered. Inasmuch as that is the question of 
seconding the call for the previous question, and 
not debatable, the motion to reconsider cannot 
be debated. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ido not wish to trespass 
on the rules of the House at all, and I shall try, 
in the discussion of this question, to confine my- 
self—— 

Mr. COBB, (interrupting.) I understood. the 
Chair to decide that the question was not de- 
batable. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understoott the decision 
of the Chair to be, that the suggestions which 
should be made under the motion to reconsider 
must be of matter germane to the subject which 
it is proposed to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
seconding the previous question is. not a debat- 
able subject; and, therefore, that a motion to re- 
consider the action of the House on that second- 
ing must follow the character of the original ques- 
tion, and cannot be debated in any form. 

Mr. MARSHALL, Ido not see any reason 
why it should not be debatable. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I now submit, for 
the consideration of the Speaker, the question, 
whether the yeas and nays can be ordered on the 
motion to reconsider, when they cannot be raised 
on the oyginal motion? You are now reconsid- 
ering the vote by which the previous question 
was seconded. Can youhave the yeas and nays 
on a second to the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
uestion raised by the gentleman from Georgia. 
tis a general parliamentary rule that the motion 

to reconsider the action of the House shall follow 
the character of the action itself. -The Chair un- 
derstandsitis the practice of the House not to take 
the yeas and nayson the matter of seconding the 
call for the previous question. . If that be out of 
the power of the House, the motion to reconsider 
the action of the House on the question of sec- 
onding cannot be taken by yeas and nays; but, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Georgia pre- 
sents the second question, and the first question 
is not presented to the House, the Chair will, 
unless objection be taken, allow the question to be 
decided by yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB. Then I understand that Iam not 
entitled to the yeasand nays, save by the courtesy 
of the House. X 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to these interroga- 
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tories. È object to their occupying the time of 
the. House. : K 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 


Chair did not decide whether the yeas and nays || 


can be ordered on seconding the call for the pre- 
vious question. The Chair makes no decision 
on that point: The gentleman from Georgia calls 
for the yeas and nays on the question of recon- 
sidering the action of the House in seconding the 
call for the previous question. No objection being 
made, and no question of order being raised, the 
Chair has allowed the yeas and nays to be de- 
manded, and the House has seconded the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. I raise the question 
of order. í 

Mr. SNEED. I objected some time ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as objecting. 

Mr. SNEED. Well, I object now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is too late for the gentle- 
man to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Alabama, 
that the objection of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is too late. 

Mr. PHELPS. I submit a motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table; and on that I 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KEITT. Now I object. 

Mr. HAVEN ‘Would that motion carry the 
whole subject with it and lay it on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It carries to the table the 
question of reconsideration. 

Mr. KEITT. I raise a question of order on 
the motion made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no difficulty 
in deciding that the yeas and nays may be taken 
on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Then I understand 
the decision of the Chair to be, that the question 
on the motion to lay on the table can be taken by 
yeas and nays, and that on the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the previous question 
ya seconded, the ycas and nays would not be in 
order. 

n The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided 
that, 

Mr. COBB. And the Chair has not decided 
whether or not the yeas and nays are in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to these interroga- 
tories. If the gentleman wants information, let 
him refer to the books. 

Mr. COBB. I will never go to that source 
[Mr. Gimpines] for information on any subject. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. MACE. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered on the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now, I move to lay-that 
motion on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS. Isubmita point of order. I 
understand that the gentleman from Indiana has 
submitted a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered; I make 
the point of order that the motion is not in order 
because one fifth of a quorum may order the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
question of order as it is raised 

Mr. MACE, (interrupting.) I withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. GROW. Does the motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider dispose of the 
questions of order? 

The SPEAKER. 
to reconsider. 

Mr. GROW. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is, that the motion to 
reconsider, made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Cuarrez,] be laid on the table. 
Inanswer to inquiries, the Chair understands that 
that takes with it the subjects that have arisen 
from that question. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand that the ques- 
tion now pending is upon the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the ITouse ordered the 
yeas and nays. The confusion around me is so 
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I great that I could not well understand the state- 
ment of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Cuarrerz] moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the demand for the previous 
question was seconded. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania moves to lay that motion upon the 
table. The question is upon that motion. 

Mr. GROW. I shidche a motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] was pending. 
The gentleman made a motion to reconsider, as 
I understood him, and I thought I was moving to 
lay. that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia to have 
been withdrawn. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know by what 
means the floor has been taken away from me? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
was not entitled to the floor. The gentleman 
put a question to the Chair, to which the Chair 
responded. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, I will put this 

uestion to the Chair. The motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the demand for the previous 
question wasseconded has been made, and another 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table has been made. Now, I want to know if 
the motion to reconsider is laid on the table, and 
the House refuses to order the main question, in 
what condition the House will find itself? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the 
interrogatory of the gentleman, if the circum- 
stances which he supposes may happen shall 
arise. The Chaircannot anticipate the action of 
the House. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GROW. If my motion is to lay on the 
table the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Cuarres,] I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion. 

Mr. GROW. I thought there was a motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia still pending. I 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr.C BELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, 
order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and upon that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WALKER. There hasbeen so much con- 
fusion around me that it is impossible to under- 
stand the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will stateit. The 
business before the House stands in this form. 
The House, by its action in the session of yester- 
day, seconded the call for the previous question. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuar- 
FEE] moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
call for the previous question was seconded; upon 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Copp] 
demanded the yeas and nays. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] now moves to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table,and demands 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SNEED. If it be in order, I object to 
the yeas and nays being ordered upon the mo- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order for the House 
to refuse the yeas and nays; but not in order for 
the gentleman to object. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Lercuer’s 
motion; and resulted—yeas 82, nays 81; as fol- 
lows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Cas- 
kie, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Day, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Granger, 
Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Hughston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S, Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stewart, Talbott, tyson, Wade, Warner, Elihu B; Wash- 
burne, Watson, Winslow, and John V. Wright—82. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allison, Ball, Benson, Billinghurst, 


That motion is not now in 


|| Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 


D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Comins, Cox, Damrell, Henry’ Winter Davis, Timothy 
Davis, Dick, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Eustis, Evans, 
Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Kel- 
sey, Kennett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 

cCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Tappan, 
Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Israet 
Washburn, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zolli-’ 
coffer—81. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the nega- 
tive; and the motion to lay on the table is there- 
fore not agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HOWARD stated that he had paired off, 
for to-day and to-morrow, with Mr. Oxiver, of 
Missouri. 

Mr. NORTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Harris, of Hlinois, for this vote. 

Mr. WALKER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Ricnarpson for this vote. ; * 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion was seconded, upon which the yeas and nays 
had been ordered; and being taken, it was de~ 
cided in the negative—yeas 71, nays 86; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Benson, Billinghurst, Brad-. 
shaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra 
Clark, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, Dick, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Gilbert, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Knight, Knox, 
Lake, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Moore, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Valk, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Israel Washburn, Whitney, Woodruff, 
and Zollicoffer—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wit- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, 
Davidson, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, English, faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller Giddings, 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton Houston, 
Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kel- 
sey, Kidwell, King, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Mee 
Queen, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Milison, 
Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Perry, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Seward, Shorter, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Wade, Warner, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Watson, Wells, Winslow, Woodworth, 
and John V. Wright—86. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote by 
which the demand for the previous question was 
seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Inasmuch as the House, in 
its session yesterday, seconded the demand for 
the previous question, and refused to order that 
the main question should be panit is the duty of 
the Chair, at the opening of the session this day, 
to submit, again, the questign, ‘‘ Shall the main. 
question be now put?” i 

Mr. PHELPS. Upon that question I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. TRIPPE. ‘The situation of the question, 
as I now understand it, is this: the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. MAr- 
SHALL] is pending before the House to the bill 
reported by the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. Pending the discussion on thatamend- 
ment, some gentleman moved to recommit the 
bill, with instructions to report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. If the House 
shall order the main question to be now put, the 
question will then be first upon the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
there are no instructions pending with the motion 
to recommit. Ifthe House shall order the main 
question to be now put, the question will be first 
upon the motion to recommit. 7 

Mr. GOODE. If the motion to recommit be 
voted down, the House will then be brought toa 
direct vote upon the engrossment of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. First upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, and then upon 
the bill. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The questionupon 
which we are now about to vote, and upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, is, “ Shall- 
the main question be now put?” . 

The SPEAKER. That is the question, 
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Mr. JONES. If that question: be carried in 
the affirmative, the next question to be taken will 
be upon the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the first qués- 
tion; and if decided in the negative, the question 
will then arise upon the amendment, and next 
upon the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. H.: MARSHALL. 
that the motionto recommit, which is now pend- 
ing, was made by the gentleman from Vermont, 
[Mr. Meacuam.] The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Cet however, moved to amend by 
adding, with instructions to report the amend- 
ment offered by myself. ; 

The SPEAKER. If that was the motion made, 
the instructions would be now pending, But the 
Chair understands, from the Clerk, that no motion 
to recommit with instructions is entered upon 
the Journal. 

Mr. MARSHALL. That. motion was cer- 
tainly made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tenncssce. If the motion is 
not before the House, I object to its being re- 
ceived. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I made the motion to re- 
commit, not because I desired that the bill should 
be referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, but to save it from going to the 
Speaker’s table, and for that purpose only. I 
made the motion first in the morning; and the 
gentleman from Ohio, asthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky states, did move to amend by adding the 
instructions which have been indicated. At the 
request of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Goovr,] I withdrew the motion; but as the bill 
did not pass, I subsequently renewed the motion, 
and the amendment was not again moved. 

_ The SPEAKER. Then the Journal is correct 
in making the motion to recommit appear with- 
out the instructions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I was not aware 
of the fuct suggested by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. I certainly did move to amend his motion 
to recommit by adding instructions. ` 

Mr. MEACHAM. That was in the morning. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think that nothing in the 
reported proceedings shows the motion to have 
been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
facts as they occurred. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. If the main ques- 
tion is now ordered to be put, the very next 
question will be upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, will it not? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman will then have a 
vote upon his amendment. I supposed the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, to recommit 
with instructions, was made out of fear that if 
the motion to recommit should prevail, the com- 
mittee would report back the bill without the 
amendment, as was done by another committee 
on a former occasion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
facts as they occurred. The gentleman from 
Vermont moved to recommit the bill to the com- 
mittee which reported it; and the gentleman from 
Ohio moved. to amend by adding instructions to 
report the pending amendment. Subsequently 
the gentleman from Vermont withdrew the mo- 
tion to recommit. But at the moment of the ad- 
journment, the gentleman from Vermont stated 
that he had withdrawn the motion to recommit 
under a total misapprehension of the facts of the 
case, and asked leave of the House to have the 
motion again entered for the purpose of keeping 
the bill before the House. Upon the intercession 
of the Chair the motion was allowed, by unani- 
mous consent, to be entered after the demand for 
the previous question had been sustained. But 
the instructions were not renewed, and do not 
appear upon the Journal. : ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the House will not 
order the main question to be put. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. STANTON. What will be the effect of 
the House refusing to order the main question 
to be put? Will the whole matter go over? 

The SPEAKER. Under the decision of the 
Chair yesterday, and in accordance with the uni- 
form practice of the House—though the Chair 
would not make that decision as an original ques- 
tion—if the House refuses to order the main 
question to be now put, the Chair will again 
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submit the same: question ‘to the House at the 
opening of its session to-morrow. ; 
_ Mr.J ON. ES, of Tennessee. And it will not be 
in order to again move a reconsideration of the 
seconding the call for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

‘Mr. TRIPPE. If the House order the main 
question to be now put—which will be on the 
motion of the chairman of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia to recommit—and the mo- 
tion to recommit is voted down, will not the bill 
and amendments stand as though none of these 
proceedings had taken place ? 

The SPEAKER. Exactly so; and the first 
question will be on the amendments of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsana], 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. We are in 
this fix: the previous question was called and re- 
ceived a second by a majority vote, The House 
failed then to order the main queer to be now 
put; under the ruling of the Chair, the question 
then went over until to-day. To-day there has 
been a motion to: reconsider the vote by which 
the second was given to the call for the previous 
question. That motion was voted down. Conse- 
quently no further motion to reconsider can be 
made. The result is that if the main question is 
not ordered now, the question goes over until to- 
morrow; and it will go over from day to day, so 
long as the House refuses to order the main ques- 
tion to be now put. There can be no further 
reconsideration, and no further amendment, and 
in no possible contingency can there be any more 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair has stated. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Then I move to 
lay the whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. As the gentleman from 
Maine has been allowed to state the question at 
length——— 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order; 
but if there be unanimous consent the gentleman 
can proceed. 

Mr. NICHOLS. 1 object to debate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I insist on my motion to 
lay upon the table. 

Mr. GOODE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
69, nays 94; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Bradshaw, Broom, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, James Å. Campbell, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Damrell, 
Henry Winter Davis, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Btheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Gilbert, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, 
Kennett, King, Knight, Knox, Lake, Lindiey, Matteson, 
Moore, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pringle, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Simmons, Sneed, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Valk, Waldron, Walker, Israel Washburn, Whitney, and 
Zollicoffer—69. 

NAYS—Messr’. Allen, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwallader, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb. Williamson R. W, Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Day, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Kidwell, Knowlton, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, McMullin, McQueen, 
Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, 
Nichols, Orr, Peek, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman. Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, Talbott, Trippe, 
Underwood, Wade, Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Wat- 
son, Wells, Winslow, Woodruff, Woodworth, and John V. 
Wright—94. 

So the House refused to lay the subject upon 
the table. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, said: Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
‘Wasusurne] is detained at home by illness, and 
he has requested me to state, that if he were pre- 
sent he would vote for the bill as it came from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs, 
«Shall the main question be now put?’’ The yeas 
and nays have been ordered on that question. 

Mr. WALKER. If the House refuse to order 
the main question to be now put, will the ques- 
tion go over until to-morrow? 


“The SPEAKER; That will be the effect mider: 
the practice of the House. 07 api s uin ig 
t. MARSHALL. What-does:the Speaker 


. Gecide ? : 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has. made no’ 
decision.. The gentleman from Alabama inquired’ 
in reference to the effect ofa refusal tò order'the: 
main question. ‘The Chair replied that, under the: 
practice of the House, the effect of a refusal to... 
order the main question-to-be now’ put would ba: 
to set this matter over until to-morrow...’ fier 

Mr. MARSHALL. When the Chair makes 
a decision to that effect I wish to be understood. 
as taking an ap eal from it. aa 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair makes no decis- 
ion of the question at this time. : 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of the roll. 

Mr. COMINS. If the House refuse to order 
the main question to be now put, can a motion 
be then made to reconsider: the vote by which 
the call for the previous. question. received a 
second? í 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The call of the roll is 
being proceeded with, and until it is completed I 
object to all inquiries. ‘ 

The question was taken on ordering the main 
question to be now put; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 93, nays 64; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwalader,Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Day, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Emrie, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, ‘Thomas. J.D. 
Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augus- 
tus Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton; Houston, 
Wughston, George W, Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, 
Kidwell, Know! ton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Maxwell, 
MecMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Mott, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Perry, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Wade, Walbridge, Warner, 
Elihu B. Washbume, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Wells, 
Winslow, Woodworth, and John V. Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Bradshaw, Broom, Bur- 
lingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark Clawson, Comins, Cox, Cragin, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis; Dickson; 
Durfee, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Robert B, Hall, 
Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Kennett, King, 
Knight, Knox, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Pearce, Pel- 
ton, Pettit, Pringle, Puryear Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie Rob- 
bins, Sage, Sapp, Scott. Simmons, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Toda, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Valk; Wald- 
ron, Walker, Whitney, Woodruff, and Zollicoffer—64. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
ut. 
k Pending the above call, 

‘Mr. ELLIOTT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. 

Mr. NORTON stated that his colleague [Mr, 
MARSHALL, of {linois,] had been forced to leave 
the Hall on account of indisposition, and that he 
had paired off with him on all votes to be taken 
during the day. 

Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. CHAFFEE. 

Mr. MEACHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was. ordered to be 
now put, and also moved that that motion be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DICK. Is it in order to move an amend- 
ment at this time? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I move that there bea 
call of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not.in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania.. T move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays, but 
subsequently withdrew the demand. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. ie Se 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Is it in order to 
move to lay the bill upon the table? Fy 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is of the opinion 
that itis not in order to move to lay the billupon 
the table whilst it is in the same stage in which 
the same motion was voted down. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. There 
has been intervening business since the motion to- 
lay the bili upon the table was voted down. 

The SPEAKER. That will not justify the 
repetition of a motion to lay upon. the table, 


That motion. is 
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though it may ofa motion to adjourn. The Chair 
understands that, when a motion to lay upon the 
table has been negatived, it is not in order to 
renew the motion while the bill is in the same 
condition. g 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. There 
has been business intervening since the motion 
was made and rejected, and business which ma- 
terially changes the condition of the bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. [Irise toa question of order. 
Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 

pill be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER. ‘hat is not in order under 
the rules of the House. The Chair will now 
state his grounds for deciding the motion to lay 
upon the table to be out of order. He decides 
that it is out of order, inasmuch as, since the pre- 
vious question has been called and seconded, the 
motion has been rejected, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to post- 
pone the bill until the 3d of March next, 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order; 
it is precluded by the rules. When the main 
question is ordered to be now put, under the rules 
no motion but the motion to commit and the 
pending amendments are under consideration. 

Mr. TODD. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to recommit. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I do not wish the bill re- 
committed. ‘The motion was made to keep the 
bill before the House. 

Several Mempers objected to any debate or 
statement out of order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can the gentle- 
man from Vermont withdraw the motion to re- 
commit? 

The SPEAKER. He cannot; the main ques- 
tion has been ordered to be now put. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickis, their Secretary, informing the 
House that that body had agreed to the House 
amendments to the bill for the relief of the dis- 
tributees of Colonel William Linn; and also that 
it had passed the bill making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States, for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1857, with amendments thereto, in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 


SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON-—-AGAIN. 


Mr.MEACIIAM. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair in reference to a matter of order, 
Have I the right to withdraw the motion to re- 
commit? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
right. 

“Mr. SNEED. I desire to know the effect of 
sending this question back to the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the 
Chair to say. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to all these in- 
quiries, 

The SPEAKER. Questions in the nature of 
debate are not in order. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in thenegative—yeas 78, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Broom, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cox, Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Noff- 
man, Valentine B. Horton, Kennett, King, Knight, Knox, 
Lake, Lindiey, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sim- 
mons, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Tappan, ‘Todd, 
Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Walker, Whitney, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicof- 
fer—78. 

NAYS—Me: 
nett, Billinghurst, Bliss, Docock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskic, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Witiamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Day, Dodd, Dowdell, English, Faulkner, Flagler, Flor- 
ence, thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Granger, 
Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, 
Hugheton, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, 
Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Maxwell, McCarty, 
MeMullin, MeQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Perry, Phelps, 

_ Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Bew- 


I move that the 


. Allen, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- | 


ard, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, 
Wade, Warner, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israci. Washburn, 
Watson, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright—81. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. MarsHaLL, was detained from the 
House by sickness, and had paired off with Mr. 
WNorron. 

Mr. EVANS asked consent to withdraw his 
vote, stating that he had agreed with Mr. Kuirr 
to pair off with a friend of his, [Mr. Keirr,] 
whose name he did not know. 

Leave was granted. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. H. Mansuau1, to strike out 
the word “ be,” and insert in lieu thereof,the 
words ‘have been for one year;’’so as to make 
the first section read as follows: 

“That from and after the passage of this act, every free 
white male resident of the city of Washington, (vagrants, 
paupers, felons, and persons non compos mentis excepted,) 
who shali have resided in the said city one year immediately 
preceding the day of election, and who shall have been for 
one year a citizen of the United States, and twenty-one 
years of age at the time he offers to vote, and shali have 
paid the school-tax, and all taxes on personal property due 
from him, shall be entitled to vote in the ward of which he 
shali have been for one month previous to the day of elec- 
tion, and is on the day thereof, a bona fide resident, for 
Mayor, members of the Board of Aldermen and Common 
Council, register, collector, surveyor, assessors, and such 
other officers as may hereafter be made elective: Provided, 
‘That in all eases where the person so otherwise entitled and 
offering to vote shall not have been resident of the partic- 
ular ward in which he is resident bona fide upon the day of 
election for the space of one month immediately previous 
thereto, that then such person shali be entitled to vote in 
the ward in which he last previously resided.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER. Iask for tellers upon that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epwanps 
and Fau.Kner were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 55, noes 67; whereupon 

Mr. SAGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
when this House adjourns it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. - 

Mr. PRINGLE. Upon that Į demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to recom- 
mit the bil. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I wish to inquire if the 
gentleman voted with the majority? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is not in order, as there is a 
pending motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were then ordeyed upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ORR. I move that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

The eas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Before that motion 
is put I ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to take from the Speaker’s table the invalid 
pensions bill, which has been sent in from the 
Senate this morning, in order that it may be 
referred to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. ORR. If we are to have the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn over, I withdraw the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCARTY. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to recommit 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending a motion to adjourn. s 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
adjourn pending ? 3 

The SPEAKER. It is, and the question upon 
it must first be taken. 

Mr. SAGE. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. McCARTY. I now move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to recom- 
mit the bill. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. And I move to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 


Is not a motion to 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Irenew my 
motion that when the House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. f 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion, 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 40, nays 105; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Bell, Bocock, Broom, Caruthers, Craige, 
Henry Winter Davis, Durfee, Edwards, Eustis, Goode, 
Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Herbert, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Maxwell, Meacham, Orr, Pearce, Pelton, Powell, 
Reade, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Savage, 
Shorter, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Trippe, Un- 


derwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Bllinu B. Washburne, 
and Winslow—40. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, 
Branch, Brooks, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Cas- 
kie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Crawford, Damrell, David- 
son, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Emrie, English, Ether- 
idge, Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Ready, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Seward, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, 
Talbott, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Wald- 
ron, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wells, Woodworth, John 
V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—105 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GILBERT. On that I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epwarps 
and Bococx were appointed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from New York to withdraw his motion, 
that I may make a report from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I wish to inquire of 
the Chair, if the House now adjourns, how does 
the business stand when the House again meets? 
The main question has been ordered; will it come 
up as the first business? 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered, and immediately recurs upon the opening 
of the session. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Icall for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
55, nays 74; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Broom, Buffinton, Bur- 


_lingame, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Cragin, 


Henry Winter Davis, Dickson, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, ° 
Robert~B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Kennett, 
Lindley, McCarty, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, 
Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Sabin, Sage, Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stanton, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Waldron P 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Whitney, Wood- 
ruf, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—s5. 

NAVYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Cas- 
kie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Craige, Crawford, Damrell, Day, Dodd, Dowdell, Faulkner, 
Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas 
R. Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelsey, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Matteson, Maxwell, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Mil- 
ler, Millson, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Perry, 
Phelps, Pike, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sapp, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, 
Waibridge, Watson, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PRINGLE stated that he had paired off 
for the day with Mr. Orr. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, stated that his col- 
league, Mr, Ricuarpson, had paired off with Mr. 
Kwox. 

Mr. EUSTIS stated that Mr. Warrer had 
paired off with his colleague, Mr. Davipson. _ 

Mr. EDWARDS. I move that when this 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next; and on that I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 submit that that 
motion is not in order, because it has been voted 
down a moment ago, and no motion has been 
since entertained, except a motion to adjourn, 
You cannot alternate between these two motions, 
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Mr. MORGAN. How was itin the Nebraska 
times? 

Mr. JONES. Exactly that decision was made, 
that you have no right. to alternate between the 
motion to adjourfi over and to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that, 
inasmuch as nothing has occurred in the House 
since the motion to adjourn over has been passed 
upon, except a motion to adjourn, the motion of 
the gentleman from New York is not in order at 
this time, 

Mr. EDWARDS. Then I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, itadjourn to meet on Sat- 
urday of this week; and on that I call for tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If that thing is 
intended to be kept up so as to force an adjourn- 


ment———~ 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) Oh! let us 
have patience; we will get at it after awhile. 
[Laughter.] 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. H. Mar- 
suHaLL, and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The House was divided, and the tellers re- 
ported, ayes fifteen—noes not counted. 

So the motion to adjourn over till Saturday was 
not agreed to, s 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iask to take from 
the Speaker’s table—— $ 

Mr. JONES. I object. We will have nothing 
at all tillthis matter is disposed of. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I wish it to be un- 
derstood. 

{Loud cries of orden) 

Mr. LETCHER, I object; and I state further, 
that I would have objected if my friend from Ten- 
nessee had not. ; . 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SAGE, (at half past three, p. m.) I move 
that the House do now adjourn; and on that I 

-call for tellers. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will save the gentleman 
the trouble. , I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
49, nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Broom, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, James H. Campbell, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Henry Winter Davis, 
Edwards, Etheridge, Faulkner, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
Jan, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hoff- 
man, Valentine B. Horton, Kennett, McCarty, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Parker, Pelton, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Stanton, Tap- 
gan, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Elihu B. 

ashburme, Israel Washburn, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and Zollicofier—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Biilinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, 
Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruth- 
ers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Dam- 
rell, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Thomas L. Harris, Thomas R. Norton, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Knight, 
Knowlton, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McQueen, Meacham, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Perry, 
Pheips, Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stewart, Tal- 
bott, Walbridge, Watsen, Wells, Winslow, and Jobn V. 
Wright—73. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, A 

Mr. BARBOUR stated that he had paired off 
for the rest of the day with Mr. EneLIsH. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, stated that Mr. 
Carus had paired off with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MOTT stated that Mr. Durrez had 
paired off. g 

Mr. BROOM stated that Mr. Eustis had paired 
off with Mr. Savage. 

Mr. HOFFMAN stated that Mr. Perrir had 
paired off with Mr. Kersey. , 

The question recurred on the motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SAGE. On that I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Tinquire whether 
it is in order to move a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been seconded, and therefore a call of the House 
is precluded, ‘The question is on laying the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. Irise to a question of order. 
Is it in order, after the main question has been 
ordered, and before the previous question is ex- 
hausted, to move to reconsider a vote taken under 
the operation of the previous question? 


Se 

The SPEAKER. | It isin order: eas 

Mr. COBB. -But you may withdraw it if you 
choose. —: = 3 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Sranron.). It de- 
pends upon what the proposition to be reconsid~ 
ered may be. : 

Mr. STANTON. But a question which has 
been taken under the operation of the previous 

uestion, is it in order, until the previous ques- 
tion be exhausted by voting on the whole subject, 
to-move a reconsideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It isthe opinion of the Chair 
that a motion to reconsider under such circum- 
stances is in order. 

_ Mr. SAGE. I desire to inquire whether there 
is a quorum present ? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum did not vote on 
the last question, upon ordering the yeas and 
nays. 

r. COBB. Nor was it necessary. 

Mr. SAGE. If it be in order at this time to 
object to that, last vote, as there was no quorum 
voting, I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. It is the decided opinion of 
the Chair, that inasmuch as the Constitution 
gives the right to one fifth of those present to call 
the yeas and nays, one fifth may order them to 
be called upon any question; but if a quorum do 
not vote nothing will have been transacted by 
the House, l 

Mr. EDWARDS (at four o’clock and fifteen 
minutes, p.m.) Imove that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion I call for tellers. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let us have the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. What business has been done in 
the House since that motion was passed upon? 

The SPEAKER. Sufficient business, in the 
opinion of the Chair, to justify a motion to ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. JONES. What was it? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and questions of order have been 
decided. 

Mr. JONES. There hasbeen no business done. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered by a vote of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I call for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 


Tellers were not ordered. The yeas and nays. 


were ordered. p 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw my demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

A Memsper. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER, It is too late; the yeas and 
naya having been ordered by the House. — 

he question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 28, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cragin, Henry 
Winter Davis, Dickson, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, McCarty, McQueen, Millson, Morgan, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Puryear, Sabin, Sage, Sim- 
mons, Sneed, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, and Israel Wash- 
burn—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Burnett, Cadwal- 
lader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Howelt Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Damrell, 
Day, Dodd, Dowdell, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Thomas L. Har- 
ris, Hoffman, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Knight, Knowlton, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Matteson, Maxwell, Meacham, Smith Miller, Mott, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Perry, Phelps, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ruftin, Rust, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Elihu B. Washburne, Watson, 
Winslow, and Jobn V. Wright—62. 

So the House refused to adjourn, no quorum 
having voted. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Inasmuch as the an- 
nouncement ‘shows that no quorum has voted, I 
ask the Chair whether it would be in order to 
move that there be a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the 
Chair that the rules of the House preclude the 
motion under existing circumstances. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia Tt is true, Mr. Speaker, 
that the rules of the House preclude the motion 
that there be a call of the House after the pre- 
vious question has been seconded, and they apply 
so long as there is a quorum of the House present; 
but when the House finds itself withouta quorum, 
I insist that, under the Constitution, which is 
higher authority than the rules, we have the 
power to send for absent members. I read from 


the fifth section of the first:article of the-Consti- 
tution: : : eA PE 
“Bach House shall judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members, and:a majority shal} 
constitute a quorum to do business; but:a smaller number 


may adjourn from day to day, and may be. authorized ‘to © 


compel the attendance of. absent members in stich manner 
and under such penalties as each House may provide.’?,.:: : 

I insist. upon it that, when the: House: finds 
itself without a quorum, and refuses to-adjourn, 
as is now the case, they have. the power to send 
for and compel the attendance of absent members. 
There may have been a different practice prevail- 
ing. I am not certain what the precedents are 
upon this question; but I think we haverthe power 
under the Constitution, and that we ought to ex- 
ercise it. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms, be 
directed to summon the absent members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the.mo- 
tion is not in order. The House, acting under 
the authority of the Constitution, has prescribed 
the rules by which it is to be governed in refer- 
ence to a call of the House, and those rules pre- 
clude the motion that there be a call of the House 
under the existing circumstances, the Chair 
therefore decides that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not make the motion that 
there be a call of the House. I submit a distinct 
resolution that, inasmuch as there is less than a 
quorum present, the Speaker direct the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to compel the attendance of the absent 
members. I make itas a distinct and separate 
motion. I do not move that there be a call ofthe 


ouse. l 

The SPEAKER. The motion is precluded by 
the 50th rule of the House, which provides that, 
after the previous question shall have been sec- 
onded, a call of the House shall not be in order; 
and the Chair thinks that the motion of the gen- 
tleman frorn Georgia is so nearly identical with 
the motion that there be a call of the House, as to 
make it out of order under the rules. 

Mr. COBB. I will take.an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, in order that the question 
may be decided. I want to see whether we can 
compel the attendance of absent members when 
a factious opposition is presented to the transac- 
tion of the business of the House. We are here 
without a quorum because the majority of the 
House have become a faction, and refuse to do 
the public business. ot 

[Cries ee ae j : 

The SPEAKER. Itis the opinion of the Chair 
that the gentleman from Georgia has not the 
right so to characterize any portion of the House. 

Mr. COBB. Is not the fact exhibited? I ap- 
peal to the Speaker upon an issue of fact, that 
there is a factious opposition to the transaction 
of the business of the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It cannot be characterized 
in any other way. F 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hurl back the charge 
upon the other side of the House.: [Cries of 
“Order!” and confusion.] 

Mr. COBB. What charge? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The charge of factious 
opposition. 

Mr. COBB. I charge that a factious opposi- 
tion has been made to-day to the business of the 
House. 

Mr. SNEED. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia who made the factious opposition yes- 
terday ? 

Mr. COBB. Factious opposition !—made by 
whom? 

TheSPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, the charge 1s. not 


made against any member present; certainly not. | 


And why should gentlemen get so much ex- 
cited about it? It is made against the absent 
members, and gentlemen ought to have sense 
enough to know it. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 

uestion. 

Mr. COBB. My motion is, that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed by the Speaker of the House 
to summon the absent members, and compel their 
attendance; and I include in my motion, the fact 
being exhibited by the last vote, that there is ne 
quorum in the House. g 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
will have the kindness to commit his motion to 
writing, and in the mean time the Speaker will 
state it to the House from recollection. 


764 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 28, 


ee PTS 


Mr. COBB then. proceeded to commit his mo- 
tion to writing. A 

Mr. BALL. In order that we may have time 
to reflect upon this very important question, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not the floor to make that motion. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] is entitled to the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RUST. How did the gentleman from 
Ohio get the floor? The gentleman from Georgia 
had the floor, and is now writing out his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will bear in mind thatthe gentleman from 
Georgia submitted his motion and took his seat, 
when the Chair requested him to commit his 
motion to writing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
writing it out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at the same time 
stated that, in the mean time, he would state the 
motion to the House from recollection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the Chair the right to 
state the motion from recollection when itis being 
reduced to writing under the express direction of 
the Speaker. The gentleman from Georgia is 
now reducing his motion to writing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will wait until 
the gentleman from Georgia has finished writing 
his motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Irise toa question of order. 
J want to know if my colleague {Mr. Bax] is not 
entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He is. 

Mr. BALL. I make the motion that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. ITARRIS, of Dlinois. I would inquire if 
the last question decided by the House was nota 
motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
sufficient business has intervened to make the 
motion in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] is not 
entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Haggis] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Did not the Speaker assign the 
floor to the geutleman from Georgia, and specially 
request him to commit his motion to writing, 
which the gentleman from Georgia is now engaged 
in doing? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requested the 
gentleman from Georgia to reduce his motion to 
writing; and, in the mean time, stated that he 
+ would state the question from recollection, 

Mr. JONES. And while the gentleman from 
Georgia is reducing his motion to writing, has 
the gentleman from Ohio the right to take the floor 
from him to move that the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will wait until 
the gentleman from Georgia has finished his 


And he is now 


writing. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I insist upon the right of 
my colleague [Mr. Baru] to the floor, and to 


submit the motion which he has submitted. It is 
aprivileged motion, and he has a right to make it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman has not pos- 
session of the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. SMITH. How long is the gentleman 
from Georgia to stop our proceedings with his 
writing? 

Mr. HOUSTON. When his hour is out I 
suppose he can be stopped. (Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
that the gentieman from Alabama has the right 
to submit the motion to adjourn; but, inasmuch 
as the Chair requested the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to commit his motion to writing, and the 
question itself is one of great delicacy and com- 
plexity, he hopes that the motion will not be 
pressed. 

. Mr. SMITH. I never saw the floor occupied 
in this way before. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The floor may 
be ee for an hour, under the rule. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. SMITH. Not without talking. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Amid the noise and 
confusion prevailing in the Hall, Lhave been able 


to reduce my motion to writing, and send it to 
the Clerk’s desk. Ihave not succeeded in put- 
ting it ina shape to suit myself, as I have been 
compelled to keep an ear open to hear what was 
going on in the House. 

The Clerk read the motion as follows: 

The last vote exhibiting the fact that there is not a quo- 
rum of members present, Mr. Cosr, of Georgia, moved 
that, less than a quorum having the power under the Con- 
stitution to compel the attendance of absent members, the 
Speaker direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to summon and com- 


pel the attendance of members now absent at the present 
session of the House. 


Mr. BALL. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

r. CRAIGE. I make the point of order 
that no business has transpired since the motion 
was voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion is in order. 

Mr. CRAIGE. ‘What business has been 
done? i 

The SPEAKER. There has been business 
which will justify the repetition of the motion to 
adjourn. . 

Mr. EDWARDS. I call for tellers on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Topp and 
Winstow were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 43, noes 45. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I demand the yeas and 


naye. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to—yeas 50, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Billinghurst, Broom, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Henry Winter Davis, Dickson, Dodd, Edwards, Giddings, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, 
Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Hamphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Parker, Perry, Pike, 
Reade, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Scott, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Elihu 


D. Washbarns; Isracl Washburn, Watson, and Zollicof- 
er—50. 


NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bo- 
cock, Bowie, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Howell Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Florence, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, 
McQueen, Meacham, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Samuel A. 
Smith, Spinner, Stewart, ‘Talbott, Winslow, and John V. 
Wright—44. 

Pending the above call, , 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that he had paired off 
with his colleague, Mr. Branen. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that Mr. Ricavo 
had paired off with Mr. Cons, of Alabama. 

The House then (at a quarter past five o’clock) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frimay, March 28, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante: Warno. 


The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 
MINT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting areport of the operations of the Mint 
of the United States and its branches, including 
the assay oflice, for the year 1855; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER then stated that the first busi- 
ness in order was the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia in relation to 
elections in Washington city. ` 


UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 


Mr. QUITMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to 
report a joint resolution from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I would not make this request 
for its introduction out of the regular order if the 
committee had had an opportunity, during the 
last ten days, of submitting a report to the House. 
The matter involved is one of pressing urgency; 
and when the resolution is read I am willing to 
explain, if gentlemen so desire. I trust that there 
will be no objection; that, at all events, the reso- 
lution will be allowed to be read. 

The resolution was read a first and second time 
by its title, as follows: 


Prayer 


Joint resolution relating to the public lands 
appertaining tothe Springfield and Harper’s Ferry 
armories and the Fayetteville arsenal. f 

Mr. QUITMAN. [ask that the resolution be 
read in full. 

‘The resolution was read in extenso. It provides 
that the Secretary of War shall be authorized to 
exchange. and convey the unoccupied lands and 
appurtenances belonging to the United States, 
known as the lower work-shops at the Spring- 
field armory, in the State of Massachusetts, for 
such other lands contiguous to the lands attached 
to said armory, on the hill, at Springfield, as he 
may deem necessary and proper for the improve- 
ment and convenience of said armory; or, in his 
discretion, to sell the said tract, and invest the 

roceeds thereof, or such part as may be required, 
in the purchase of such land or lands contiguous 
to the armory on the hill, as he may deem suitable 
and proper; and that he shall be authorized to 
convey the titles of the United States to the lands 
and appurtenances sold or exchanged, and to 
receive from individuals or corporate authorities 
the titles to lands so exchanged or purchased; 
also, that the Secretary of War be authorized to 
apply so much of the proceeds of the recent sale 
of lands and lots at Harper’s Ferry as he may 
deem advisable, to the purchase of such other 
lands at that place as he may deem necessary to 
the safety and convenience of the public buildings, 
and that he apply the residue of the proceeds of 
said sale to the improvement of the property 
retained by the United States; and, further, that 
he be authorized to make sale of such portion of 
the site of the United States arsenal at Fayette- 
ville, North Carolina, as in his judgment is not 
required for the public service, and apply the 
proceeds thereof, or so much as may be neces- 
sary, to the purchase of such additional land for 
the use of said arsenal ashe may deem necessary; 
and that for this purpose he shall be authorized 
to convey the title of the United States to the 
land which he may sell, and to receive proper 
deeds and titles to the lands which may be pur- 
chased by him. 

Mr. QUITMAN. J ask that the resolution be 
now considered and put on its passage. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I wish to have the regular 
order of business proceeded with. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman object 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi? 

Mr. MEACHAM. I donot object to it if itis 
to consume no time, and does not retard the reg- 
ular order of business. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
just read does not contemplate the appropriation 
of one*dollar from the Treasury for the purposes 
specified. It has been recommended by the ord- 
nance officers and by the Secretary of War; and 
I will say to the House, that it is necessary that 
it should be put on its passage immediately, be- 
cause if the United States do notmake a purchase 
of the adjoining property within the approaching 
two weeks, opportunity to do so will be lost. 
The resolution has received the unanimous ap- 
proval of the members of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; and as there is no appropriation asked 
for—not a cent--but simply an exchange of lots 
of land for the convenience and improvement of 
these public establishments, I hope the resolution 
willbe read a third time and put on its passage. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. LETCHER. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 109, nays 24; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Brad- 
shaw, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
James I. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Camphell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, 
Dickson, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, King, 
Knowlton, Lake, Mace, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Paryear, Quitman, 
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Reade, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shorter, | 


Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, 
Talbott, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Waldron, Walker, 
Warner; Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Winslow, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109. 

NAYS—Messts. Ball, Howell Cobb, Day, Haven, Hous- 
ton, George W. Jones, Knight; Knox, Letcher, Matteson, 
Smith Miller, Moore, Phelps, Ready, Ricaud, Savage, Scott, 
Sneed, Spinner, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Vaik, and Wal- 

ridge—24. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 


Pending the call of the roll, E 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 
off for the day with Mr. Sannince. ; 

Mr. WHITNEY stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Briss. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Davis, was detained from the 
House by sickness; and had paired off with some 
gentleman upon the other side. 

Mr. QUITMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move to amend the title 
of the bill by striking out the word “ Fayette- 
ville’? and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
«“ North Carolina;”’ so that it shall read, ‘* Joint 
resolution relating to the public land appertaining 
to the Springfield and Harper’s Ferry armories, 
and the North Carolina arsenal.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Lands, in order that it may 
be printed. ; 

r. KEITT. T object. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for the regular order of 
business. 
SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER. The business before the 
Elouse is the consideration of the bill reported 
by the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
defining the rights of voters, and the duties of 
commissioners of elections, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. Upon that bill 
the House has ordered the previous question; and 
the House having refused the motion to recom- 
mit the bill to the committee, a motion to recon- 
sider that vote has been made by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. McCarry,] and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has moved 
that the motion to reconsider lie upon the table. 
That is the first question to be decided. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Tf ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to make a report- 


from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Several Memsers. I object. f 

The SPEAKER. Upon the pending motion 
the House has ordered the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LANE. I desire the indulgence of the 
House to state the reasons why the gentleman 
from Ohio should be permitted to report his bill 
—reasons relating to the condition of affairs in 


Oregon. 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. 
Mr. LANE. I desire to say that the portion 


of country which I represent has no vote upon 
this floor. $ 
Mr.MEACHAM. [Iobjectto this discussion. 


Mr. PHELPS. Ihope the gentleman from 
Oregon will not press his matter. After we shall 
have disposed of this bill, he will have an oppor- 
tunity to make the statement he desires. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 

_ cided in the negative—yeas 78, nays 79; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Miessrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Biliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuiler, Giddings, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Hugiston, 
George W. Jones, J. Clancy Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Mat- 
teson, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Shorter, 
Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Bilihu B. Wash- 
burne, Watson, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis DÐ. Campbell, Carlile, Bayard Clark, 
Clawson, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Diek, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J, Morison Harris, Haven, Hof- 


man, Valentine B. Horton, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Lake, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ready; 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Wil- 
liam R: Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, 
Trippé, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge 
Waldron, Walker, Welch, Woodruff, Woodworth, an 


| LOUicofler—79. 


‘So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 


| consider upon the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WADE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Briss, had t paired off with Mr. WHITNEY. 

.Mr. SEWARD stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
fused to recommit the bill to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia; and the question being 
taken thereon, there were—yeas 83, nays 83, as 
follows: ' 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Durfee, Ed- 
wards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hofman, Valentine B. 
Horton, Kennett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moore, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, SappsScott, William 
R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, 
Welch, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carathers, Caskie, Clingman, Howcll Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Day, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Elliott, English, Faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Fiorence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. 
Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Mea- 
cham, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Peck, Perry, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spinner, 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Wade, Warner, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Watson, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright—83. 


The Speaker voted in the affirmative; so the | 


motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HERBERT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Denver, was detained from the House by indis- 
position. 

The question recurred upon the motion to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCARTY. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether it is in order to move instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, inasmuch 
as the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. May I be allowed to make 
an explanation in relation to the position of that 
bill in the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. All debate is out.of order 
except by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 75; as. 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Buftinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cox, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, 
Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, 
Gilbert, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, 
Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Kennett, King, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
MAC: , Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Norton, Parker, 
Pedg@™ Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, 
Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Welch, 
Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicotfer—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
hhamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Day, 
Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, 
Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Milson, Mott, 


Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Ferry, Eee Powell, 1 


Quitman, Ruffi, Rust, Savage, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, 


Vail, ‘Wade, Wamer, : Elihu’ B: shburne, Watson, 
Wella, aow o Wig? Watsons 

-So the House decided: to recommit the bih,- = 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. ` I rise toa priv=— 
ileged question. I move to reconsider: the vote . 
by which the House has just decided to recom» 
mit the bill. ee Pea 4 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
that motion upon the table. ‘ mabe 

Mr. CARLILE. Frise to a question of order. 
The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
cannot be entertained. It is not in. order, be- 
cause the House has just reconsidered the mo- 
tion by which it refused to recommit the bill, and 
have determined that they would recommit. the 
bill. The motion certainly cannot be in accord- 
ance with any parliamentary law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I wish to say a 
word upon the question of order, and to make a 
süigestion to the gentleman from Virginia, as 
well as to the Chair. £ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will state his question of order, and the 
Chair will decide it. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman from Virginia 
raises a question of order, that my motion isnot 
in order, because the House had just reconsid- 
ered the vote by which it refused to recommit 
the bill. Do I understand the Chair to decide 
my motion to be in order? i 

he SPEAKER. The Chair made no decis- 
ion upon it: The Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Virginia to make a question of order. 

Mr. CARLILE. I stated my question of 
order, and I ask the decision of the Chair upon 
it? 

The SPEAKER. The'Chair is of opinion that 
the point of order is well taken, and that the 
motion to reconsider cannot be entertained at this 


time. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to make a suggestion, 
but not to debate this question. The House 
first refused to recommit the bill, and then a 
motion was made to reconsider that vote. That 
motion was carried; and then the House, upon 
the motion to recommit, decided that the bill 
should be recommitted. Now, {1 make the mo~ 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the. bill 
was recommitted. There has been no motion 
made to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that a 
motion to recommit a bill can be considered’ but 
once. 

Mr. SMITH. It has never been considered. 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to inquire of the Chair 


I move to” 


| whether, at any stage of the proceedings on this 


bill, a motion has passed recommitting it? 

Several Mumpgrs. Never. 

Mr. KEITT. And then, if no motion. has 
been made—— ; 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KEITT. But I rise. to a questién of 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to yield to mea mo- 
ment. 

Mr. KEITT. No, sir; the gentleman must 
keep his seat. Irise to aquestion of order, and 
the gentleman cannot take the floor from me. 

Mr. CARLILE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. KEITT. No, sir; I desire to state my 
question of order. 

Mr. CARLILE. But I wish to withdraw my 
objection. ; 

Mr. KEITT. Then I yield. r 

Mr. CARLILE. I withdraw my objection to 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. Then the. motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee will be entertained. 

Mr. CARLILE. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 


i Monday next. 


Mr. CARLILE. Can that motion be enters 
tained at this stage of the proceedings? 
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The SPEAKER. The motion is a privileged 


one. = 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 


and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | . . 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Benson, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Bayard 
Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Comins, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Day, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt, Kennett, King, Knox, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Meacham, Millson, Millward, Moore, Nichols, 
Norton, Orr, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, 
Sage, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Walker, Warner, Winslow, and John V. Wright—99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barbour, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, James H. Camphell, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Williamson R. W, 
Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Denver, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Giddings, Grow, 
Harlan, Kelsey, Kidwell, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Mace, 
Matteson, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Mott, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Perry, Pike, Puryear, Ritchie, Sapp, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, ‘Tappan, Todd, Trafton, Vail, 
Walbridge, Elihu B. Washburne, Watson, Weich, Wells, 
Woodrull, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—58. 


So the House agreed to adjourn over. 


Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. VALK stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Wane. 


SUFFRAGE IN WASHINGTON-——AGAIN. 


The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was recommitted to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D, Campbell, Carlisle, Chf- 
fee, Bayard Clark, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Cox, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Flagler, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haven, Hoffman, Valentine É. Horton, Kennett, Knight, 
Knox, Lake, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Parker, Pearce, Penning- 
ton, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, Underwood, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Welch, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, and Zollicotter—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bil- 
finghurst, Rocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader,Caruthers, Clingman, HowellCobb, Williamson 
R.W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Day,Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Ethiott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Faller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
MeQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, Nichols, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Perry, Phetps, Powell, Quitman, 
Rufün, Rust, Savage, Shorter, Sanuel A. Smith, Spinner, 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Ellihu B. Washbume, 
Watson, Wells, Winslow, and John V. Wright—72. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Ilinois, stated that Mr. 
Davinson had paired off with Mr. Norton. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. RUST. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, which is merely a 
local one, and of which previous notice has been 
given. I will be absent from the House fora 
month after to-day, and I therefore ask to have 
the bill received for reference. 

There being no objection, a bill to facilitate the 
selection of swamp lands in the State of Arkansas 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 


this day being, under the rules of the House, set | 


apart for the consideration of private bills, bills 
of that character on the Speaker’s table are now 
regularly in order for consideration. The first 
bill is that reported from the Court of Claims, 
on which is pending a motion to commit to the 
Committce of the Whole House, and on that 
question the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ONES] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task leave to re- 
port some bills from the Committee of Ways and 
Means.-. i: 

There being no objection, Mr. C. reported the 
following bills; which were severally read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed: f 

A bill making appropriations for certain civil 
expenses of the Government, for the year ending 
June 30, 1857. 

A bill making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment, for the year ending June 30, 1857. 

On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, House bill 
(No. 70) ‘making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalidand other pensions of the United 
States, for the year ending June 30, 1857,”’ was 
taken up from the Speaker’s table, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands a bill ‘ to enable the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the 
public service.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 


AFFAIRS IN OREGON. 


Mr. LANE. Task leave of the House to make 
a statement. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I would like 
to ascertain whether I have the floor or not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor, and does not lose 
his privilege if the gentleman from Oregon be 
allowed to make his statement. Will the gentle- 
man from Oregon state his purpose, and the Chair 
will take the sense of the House upon it? 

Mr. LANE. My purpose, Mr. Speaker, is to 
make a statement of the condition of things in 
Oregon Territory. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection made to 
the gentleman from Oregon making a statement? 

r. LANE. I hope there will not be. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I merely wish 
to understand how this matter is. I have no de- 
sire to occupy the floor at all, either to-day or to- 
morrow; but I do not want to have this business 
passed over. The Court of Claims has reported 
a number of cases which are now lying on the 
Speaker’s table, and the Committee on Claims 
are without a single case. It is important that 
this bill should be referred, so that the committee 
may have business. I do not propose to oceup 
a minute. I ask the Speaker what is the pend- 
ing motion in regard to these reports? 

The SPEAKER... The pending motion is to 
commit the bill reported from the Court of Claims 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and print. 

Mr. JONES. I merely ask now that it may 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; and if 
there be no objection to that, I shall certainly not 
say a word. 

r. PRINGLE. I shall object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first 
to commit it to the Committee of the Whole 
House; then the sense of the House will be taken 
on committing it tothe Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In that view of the case, I 
hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon for a short time. 

Mr. JONES. 1 have no objection at all, if it} 
do not interfere with this business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania does not lose the floor by yielding it to 
the gentleman from Oregon. He will be entitle 
to the floor when the gentleman from Orego. 
shall have closed. 

yield the floor. 


Mr. JONES. Then I 
Mr. LANE. Territorial Delegates, Mr. Speak- | 
er, occupy a peculiar position in this House. 
They are not entitled to vote, and rarely have 
the privilege of speaking. Ido not now ask this 
rivilege. It is no time to make a speech. We 
have no vote here; and what is, perhaps, more 
unfortunate for us, we have no voice in President- 
making. We take no part in the general policy 
of the country in this House. The interests of 
the ‘Territories which we represent are the only 
objects we look to on this floor. As for myself, at 
least I can say, they are the only interests that I 
have to look after here. I have occupied my seat 


here every day since the commencement of the 


session, except a very few, as faithfully as if I 
were entitled to vote, in the hope of obtaining an- 
opportunity of making known to the House and . 
to the country the condition of affairs in the Ter- 
ritory which I represent. This is the first time 
I have had an opportunity of occupying the atten- 
tion of the House during the present session, 
which has continued now five months, 

The news by the steamer which has recently 
arrived in New York, is only a continuation of 
the news, announcing to us murders—magsacres 
of the most horrible description having been per- 
petrated, week after week, in the Territory of 
Oregon, and not only there, but in the adjoining 
Territory of Washington. And yet, sir, nota 
thing has been done successfully by any depart- 
ment of the Government. Nothing effective has 
been done by the Administration, notwithstand- 
ing the desire which they no doubt have to afford 
us the protection to which we are entitled. ButI 
must be permitted to say, that no step has thus 
far been taken that has been of any service what- 
ever tous. The regular forces assigned to the 
duty of the protection of these settlements have 
utterly failed; they have failed to afford that pro- 
tection which the people of the Territory expected; 
and but for the prompt and efficient services of the 
volunteers in the two Territories, the whole coun- 
try would now be a desolate waste, or in the pos- 
session of the savages. 

I wil give a dispatch which I have just re- 
ceived by telegraph from New York: 

“Dates from Puget’s Sound to Qlst February. Large 
force of Indians landed at San Juan Island. “Whidby’s 


Island attacked, and custom-house robbed. Another out- 
break on Rogue river; twenty-five reported as killed.” 


They have taken possession of the custom- 
house. Whether they will undertake to appoint 
custom-house officers, I will not attempt to say. 
But, sir, we have the news of thirty families bein 
put to death—tomahawked, led to the stake an 
tied, the fagots piled round them and set on fire, 
and there they are compelled to witness the torturé 
of each other. The child is compelled to hear 
the death-screams of the mother, and the mother 
of the child. 

Imake this statement, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House may know the condition of affairs in the 
Territories of Oregon and Washington. The 
most horrible sufferings are undergone; and if 
measures are not speedily taken to prevent these 
outrages by the Indians, the settlements will be 
soon wiped out. The people will have fallen under 
the tomahawks of the savages, and their scalps 
hung up in their wigwams. Our pcople are es- 
sentially a peaceful people; but their homes, which 
are the homes of civilized and Christian families, 
will soon become the haunts of savages. 

And, sir, hostilities commenced there in such 
a way as ought to have convinced every man who 
had the slightest knowledge of the Indian char- 
acter, or of that country, that that entire country 
was to be invaded by Indians, On the 8th, 9th, 
and 10th days of October last, depredations com- 
menced in the southern portion of the Territory 
of Oregon, and extended to the northern portion 
of Washington, a distance of over six hundred 
miles. That fact was of itself sufficient to have 
convinced any one who had the slightest knowl- 
edge of that country, or of the Indian character, 
that a combination had been formed by all the In- 
dian tribes in that region; and that war was to be 
made upon the settlements; for the purpose, as 
they say, of reclaiming their lands, by destroying 
the white people who now occupy those landa: 

Mr. Speaker, our people are, principally, an 
agriculturaland grazing community; their wealth, 
their means, consist, to a very large extent, in 
cattle and stock; but the Indians have taken care 


‘to possess themselves of the stock of a large por- 


tion of the Territory. They have driven off and 
are living upon them, while the white people of 
the settlements are deprived of the means of sub- 
sistence. 

As I said before, the fact that these hostilities 
commenced, almost simultaneously, through a 
range of six hundred miles east and west of the 
Cascade Mountains, ought to have been sufficient 
to have satisfied any man, knowing anything of 
the country, or of the Indians, that a war of 
extermination had commenced by the Indians 
against the white settlements. It is not an exag- 
geration to say, that the force of these various 
tribes of Indians muster at least twenty-nine 
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thousand warriors; and, as I have said, they are | 


massacreing whole families. 

Now, it may be asked, why do I make this 
statement now when there is no bill—-no propo- 
sition of any description before the House for 
the relief of our people. It will be borne in 
mind that the first bill introduced into the House 
the present session, was a bill providing for pay- 
ing volunteers and expenses incurred by our peo- 
ple in defending the settlements; which bill was 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, of 
which committee my gallant friend from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Qurrman] is chairman, consequently 
the bill is not now before the House. 

Thearmy, sir, under the command of General 
Wool, has failed to protect the settlements or to 
inflict that punishment upon the Indians which 
their offenses deserved. All the protection af- 
forded the settlements. and the punishment given 
to the Indians, so far, has been done by the vol- 
unteers. General Wool, whom I know to bea 
brave man and a gallant officer, is found to be 
unequal to the task of repelling the depredations 
of these Indians, unequal to the task of coping 
with them in their mode of warfare, in the mount- 
ains, in the valleys, and in the forests. He has 
not been able to overtake and punish them for 
their conduct. 

We have had a bill introduced for raising a regi- 
mentof mounted volunteers, for the protection of 
that country, by the gentleman from Washington 
Territory, [Mr. Anpurson,] which is also in the 
hands of my friend from Mississippi, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. In 
the deficiency bill which passed this House, went 
to the Senate, and was passed there with sundry 
amendmenis, there should be provision for an 
appropriation of $300,000, for the purpose of de- 
fending the settlements in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territories, a portion of which country has 
now fallen into the hands of the Indians. The 
United States custom-house there has been taken 
possession of by them. This appropriation was 
recommended by the President, na message sent 
to us, which, on my motion, was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, The vote by which 
that reference was had was afterwards recon- 
sidered, and the message was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Thesame disposition 
of the message was made in the Senate that was 
made of it in the House—it was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The chairman in that 
body stated that he did not feel it to be his duty to 
ask that the appropriation should be made in an 
amendment covering the amount I have indicated, 
for the reason that he believed the subject had 
taken a wrong course. 2 

I mention these things, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means particularly 
tothe matter. This deficiency bill, with the Senate 
amendments, is now before that committee. By 
the last mail we have an account of an engagement 
at Puget’s Sound between the Indians enlisted on 
our side and those who were our enemies. This 
$300,000 appropriation is to enable the agents to 
secure the services of these friendly Indians. B 
Indians can Indians be hunted to their lair wit 
much success. They can go where the white 
man cannot readily go. Ihave had some expe- 
rience in this thing. I have traveled, I have 
hunted, and I have been in battle with the Indi- 
ans. I think that lama good Indian fighter; and 
I have a great inclination to go out to Oregon and 
assist its people in their defense. 

If the Indian hostilities continue until another 
mail arrives, I do not know but I will do this. 
Let that be as it may—I know enough of the 
Indian character to be satisfied that the Indians 
at war with our people cannot be effectually put 
down during the summer. They have in that 
country hiding-places; they have mountains to 
which they can fly for refuge, which are of the 
steepestascent. They can put themselves beyond 
the reach of the gallant old hero of Buena Vista 
and his forces. If they could be brought to a 
general engagement, they would be utterly de- 
feated; but they will not do so. They evade a 
general conflict. It is not the way they fight. 
They dash, of a sudden, into the settlements, 
raise havoc, and scalp women and children, and 
then flee to their hiding-places, where the old 
General cannot reach them. 4 

Mr. Speaker, while I have been speaking, the 


to have something done: I wish some measure 
of relief passed for the people of Oregon in time 
to. let them know of it by he return mail. . The 
bil is for an åppropriation of $300,000, the amount 
recommended by the President; and I hope it will 
be passed and the money sent to the people of the 
Territory as soon as possible. I ask leave to in- 
troduce the following bill: ; 

A bill making appropriations for the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the Territories of Oregon and Washington. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, That the sum of $300,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended by 
the President of the Unit&l States in suppressing Indian 
hostilities in the Territories of Oregon and Washington. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the in- 
troduction of the bill? 

CARLILE. When does the mail return 
for ga and Washington ? 

r. LANE. The mail closes at New York on 
the 5th of April, and in Washington at two 
o’clock, on the 3d of the same month. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Does the gentle- 
man from Oregon introduce his bill for. referere 
merely? 

Mr. LANE. Task that it may be now con- 
sidered and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It contains an appropria- 
tion, and under therule must go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The 
deficiency bill is before the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and if the House resolves itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union during the next week, we may consider 
and pass the amendment of the Senate to which 
the gentleman referred. 

Several Memsers. We can suspend the rules 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. They can be suspended by 
unanimous consent. The gentleman from Or- 
egon asks unanimous consent. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Ifthe gentleman proposes 
to refer his bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I will interpose no objection 
to its introduction. It does seem to me to be an 
extraordinary way of passing appropriation bills, 
to pass them by unanimous consent, without un- 
dergoing the usual order of proceedings, on uncer- 
tain rumor in reference to difficulties on the fron- 
tier. I appreciate fully the feelings of the gentle- 
man from Oregon. Ihave no doubt that he speaks 
truly; but may not there be some mistake in 
eweference to this subject? Let the bill go to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, or to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and I will make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio object? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If itis proposed to put the 
bill on its passage, I object. I feel it to be my 
duty to do so as chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to 

do anything in this House which will incur the 
displeasure of any member. I wish to extend to 
each gentleman the courtesy which belongs to 
him. I wish to have subjects of legislation take 
the usual and regular course. But let me tell the 
gentleman from Obio that what I have stated to 
the House are no tales of fiction. I will never 
rise here to make a statement of the truth of 
which I have the least doubt. Ihavein my scrap- 
book the numbers, and many of the names, of 
those who have been so foully slaughtered by the 
Indians. 
” Mr.H. MARSHALL. What is the difficulty 
in the way of the President’s directing troops to 
be levied at once in order to suppress insurrection 
without appropriation of money? 

Mr. LANE. In response to my friend from 
Kentucky, I will say that the reason for this par- 
ticular appropriation is, thatit was recommended 


| by the Secretary of the Interior for the very pur- 


pose I mentioned a short time since—to retain the 
friendship of a certain portion of the Indians on 
and around Puget Sound and in portions of Ore- 
gon; and that, if this money was placed in the 


hands of the Governors of Oregon and Wash- 


ington Territories, they could secure the friend- 


know, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and those who are associated with 
him, would consent to consider a proposition of 
this sort immediately, if they were of the opinion 


that the necessities were such as to require it. I 
suggest, then, that the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draw his opposition to the introduction of the 
bill, and that the gentleman from Oregon. move 
that the bill be read a second time and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means; and that 
at the next session of the committee he appear 
before them, and show the necessity of action 
upon this bill at once, without awaiting the tardy. 
prices through which the regular appropriation 

ills have to pass. Under such circumstances, 
the committee may be induced to report the bill 
on Monday, and then the House can take imme- 
diate action upon it. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Of course I have 
had no opportunity to confer with my colleagues, 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means;and in 
speaking to-day I speak for myself only, as chair- 
man of the committee. If the gentleman from 
Oregon desires to introduce that bill and have it 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
I think I may be justified in saying that, after 
having heard the statement of the gentleman from 
Oregon in reference to the condition: of affairs 
in that Territory, that committee will meet this 
evening with a view to consider his bill in con- 
nection with the deficiency bill, which is now be- 
fore the committee, with the amendments which 
have been placed upon it by the Senate. I have 
labored every day, as the House well knows, to 
press forward the business of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and I say for my colleagues, 
that, from the time the committee was organized, 
we have been constantly laboring every morning 
with a view to bring forward the bills, : 

Mr. LANE. If the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt him, I will putan end to this matter. E 
am inclined to think that the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, and the gentleman 
from Ohio, as to the course which this bill should 
take, is the best which can be adopted. I have 
never felt that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means has ever been negligent in the 
discharge of his duties in any manner. On the 
contrary, I believe he has been, and will continue 
to be, faithful in the discharge of his duties as 
chairman of that committee. 

Tam very much indebted to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Quirman,] the chairman of- 
the Committee on Military Affairs, for suggesting 
this bill, and I will accept the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, and ask that the bill be 
read a second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means; with the hope, Mr. Speaker, 
that the chairman of that committee will be able 
to present the bill, and have it. acted upon, in 
time to have the instructions go to the superin- 
tendents of Indian affairs, or to the Governors 
of Oregon and Washington Territories by the 
mail of the 5th of April.* ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state that I will con- 


= 

* Since the foregoing speech was delivered, I have re- 
ceived news of the murder of from twenty to thirty persons 
near the mouth of Rogue river, in the’ southern part of 
Oregon Territory. These persons were farmers, and a 
small portion of a volunteer company stationed to defend 
them. They were attacked suddenly, and after fighting 
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vene the committee, contrary to our understand- 
ing this morning, on to-morrow morning. We 
‘will then consider the subject of the bill; and if 
the committee conclude to report it, they will re- 
port it on Monday morning, and then the House 
can, if they choose, go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and consider the 
bill. 

- No objection being made, the bill was then read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and. Means. 


KANSAS INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WALKER., I ask leave to present the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That, in the judgment of this House, it is not 
proper forthe Kansas investigating committee to proceed to 
that Territory to enter upon their inquiries until the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary report upon the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. WALKER,] instructing 
‘them to ascertain whether the said Kansas committee have 
the power to coerce the attendance of witnesses and. punish 
for contempt. 


Mr. MATTESON. I object. 

Mr. WALKER. Allow me to say one word, 
and I think the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MATTESON. The objection will not be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to allow me to make 
a report on behalf of the Hon. M. Tayxor, from 
the Committee on Claims, in order that it may 
be referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and printed. 

A Memuer. I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. I submit that this being pri- 
vate bill day, it is in order to make a report from 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is in order 
when the committees are called in order for re- 

orts. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I should like 
to have a little amet question settled be- 
fore I go any further; and that is, when the floor 
is assigned to one member upon one subject, 
upon what principle another member is recog- 
nized by the Chair, and takes his place upon 
the floor, and asks the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a resolution? I merely ask 

the Speaker for information. I am under the 
impression that, by the rules of the House, after 
the Speaker has recognized a member, no other 
person can supersede him, unless he rises toa 
poui of order, or to% privileged question. Do 
understand that objection is made to the pre- 
sentation of this report? 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair assigned the floor 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the report 
from the, Court of Claims, ‘That question is be- 
fore the House. The gentleman, however, has not 
the floor for the purpose of presenting the report 
which he asks to present; and gentlemen on the 
left objected. The question before the ELouse is 
on the bill reported from the Court of Claims— 
and the immediate question is, what reference 
shall be made of it? On that question the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has the floor. The Chair 
desires to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that almost invariably, when gen- 
tlemen address the Chair, while another member 
has the Joor, he asks for what purpose they rise. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to yield the floor for a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. JONES yielded the floor. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I am satisfied this 
business will lead.to debate; therefore, I move to 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
three o’clock and fifteen minutes,) the House 
adjourned till Monday, at twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, March 31, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daner Wanno. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


bravely and gallantly for about ten hours, were overcome 
by superior forces of Indians, and almost every man stain. 
Their houses were then burned, and many of their children 
butchered. The Indians in that region, as throughout the 
Territory, ave said to have declared their determination to 
exterminate all the whites in the country, J.L. 
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is the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Duxn,] that the rules of the House be suspended, 
so as to enable him to move that House bill (No. 
157) be made the special order for the second 
Tuesday in June next, and from day to day there- 
after till the same be disposed of. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is there a motion now to sus- 
pend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is pending since 
last Monday. 

Mr. HAVEN. ThenT desire to have the floor 
on that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Indiana, who made that motion, has been 
detained from the House by sickness for several 
days. I do not see him in his seat this morning; 
and I propose, as he is not present, that the mo- 
tion be informally passed over until he be present. 
I do not suppose it should be acted on without 
his being here. 

The SPEAKER. It will be passed over in- 
formally. N 


THE BUFFALO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to have the leave 
of the House to introduce a joint resolution in 


| reference to the custom-house, court-house, post 


office, &c.,at Buffalo. Papers relating to the sub- 
ject have been laid on members’ tables some time 
ago. I would like their attention generally, and 
that of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] in 
particular. 
The Clerk reported the resolution, as follows: 
Joint resolution for enlarging the custom-house, post office, 
and courthouse, at Buffalo, New York. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to extend the building now in progress of construction 
at Buffalo, for a custom-house, post ofice, court-rooms, 
&c., not exceeding twenty-five feet in length, and erect 
proper vaults therein, if, in his discretion, the public inter- 
est requires the same: Provided, That such extension can 
be completed at an expense not exceeding $33,000, includ- 
ing ten per cent. for contingencies ; which sum, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money remaining in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated : And provided further, That no money shall be paid 
under this joint resolution until the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall contract for the completion of said building so ex- 
tended, at a cost within the sum heretofore, and hereby, 
appropriated. 

No objection being made, the joint resolution 
reccived its first and second readings. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire the consent of the 
House to introduce that resolution, and to have it 
considered now, without subjecting it to the rule 
requiring an appropriation of money to be first 
considered in Committee of the Whole House. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
introduced, and ordered to be put upon its passage. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I believe that the rule re- 
quires a resolution appropriating money, or lead- 
ing to debate, to lie over one day before it can be 
considered. 

Mr. HAVEN. No; itis not necessary under 
the rule to have it referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, inasmuch as I asked unanimous con- 
sent to introduce it, and to have it considered now 
without subjecting it to the rule requiring an 
appropriation of money to be first considered in 
Committee of the Whole—consent having been 
given when I asked it—the gentleman is, there- 
fore, too late now with his suggestion, and the 
whole question is now properly before the House 
for consideration: The papers on the subject 
from the Secretary of the Treasury and Postmas- 
ter General, were introduced some time since, 
laid on the table at my request, and have since 
been printed and placed in the pigeon-holes or on 
the desks of gentlemen. I wish gentlemen to 
read these papers, or I will have them read from 
the Clerk’s desk if that be preferred. I wish to 


add a few words, and then I will leave the matter | 


with the House. 

An appropriation for this building at Buffalo 
was made the year before last. The Secretary 
of the Treasury made his contract for completing 
the building entirely within the limitations and 
restrictions of the act under which that appropri- 
ation was made. There is nothing asked for now 
in the shape of a deficiency. The existing con- 
tract is for the completion of the building within 
the existing appropriation. 

The Secretary has fairly discharged his duty. 
He has conducted the business so that nothing is 
required for deficiency. This is simply for an 


enlargement of the building, which is now eighty 
five feet long and sixty feet wide; and the propo- 
sition is to make it twenty-five feet longer, which 
can be done, if done now, without any additional 
expense, with the single exception of placing one 
of the end walls of the building twelve and ahalf 
feet further east, and the other twelve and a half 
feet further west than they are to be under the 
existing contract. It does not even change the 
length of the timbers, or iron rafters,&c. There 
is nothing but the simple expense of giving that 
additional length, which will be of very great 
consequence in the room it will afford. 

The joint resolution is so framed as to require 
that the Secretary of the Treasury contract for 
this enlargement within the limits of this reso- 
lution. His estimates are here on the tables of 
members, and the appropriation in the resolution 
is based upon them. The resolution requires, in 
substance, that he shall not have the building 
enlarged, unless he can do so within that limita- 
tion. I need not say anything of my own knowl- 
edge on the subject; but the papers which we 
have here, go to show that the entire lower part 
of the building intended for the post office, would 
not afford that amount of accommodation which 
the present insufficient building affords. 

The enlargement will increase the accommo- 
dation of the rooms for the courts in the third 
story, and for the custom-house in the second 
story; so that it is thought they will be able to 
get along with the business, although the rooms, 
in my judgment, will then be too small. 

Ido not stop to dilate on the amount of business 
in Buffalo, which requires these conveniences. 
Butif gentlemen have heard the resolution—and 
if they desire it here they can have the documents 
from the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post- 
master General read—they will see that the reso- 
lution is carefully guarded with all the limitations 
and restrictions which were placed, on my own 
motion, on the previous legislation on this subject; 
and the Secretary must keep within these limita- 
tions and restrictions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not intend to make any 
opposition to this joint resolution. I simply 
desire to ask a question or two of the gentleman 
from New York. I leave to my friends who are 
on the Committee of Ways and Means, either to 
take up these investigations growing out of the 
custom-house estimates, or to let them alone, 
just as they please. The question which I wish 
to propound is this, on whose specification or 
recommendation was the present size of this 
custom-house adopted or determined upon? 

Mr. HAVEN. Perhaps the gentleman had 
better ask me one question at a time in this way, 
and I willanswer him more clearly. It was pure- 
ly, as I understand it, on plans originating in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury here. But 
1 should do him injustice, however, if I did not 
say—what my friend from Alabama, I think, well 
understands, and which I want every gentleman 
of the House to hear—that when a movement on 
this subject was made two years ago, and appli- 
cations were made for custom-houses at some 
eight to twelve places, and when it was very de- 
sirable on my part, and also on the part of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to keep these applica- 
tions within certain restrictions and limitations, 
he made, I believe, estimates for three classes of 
buildings, perhaps four; one class at an expense 
of, I think, $40,000; another class at an expense 
of some $60,000; and the third class at an expense 
of some $80,000. And without taking any advice 
from me, without my having any communication 
with him in any way or shape, the Buffalo appli- 
cation was reported, and placed in the bill in the 
Senate in the condition in which it now appears 
in the statute. ; 

If my friend from Alabama will excuse me, J 
desire to say one thing more. He has referred 
to the present Committee of Ways and Means, 
and to these applications generally, now pending. 
Now, I would like to have this whole thing sep- 
arately considered; and I am willing to say tomy 
friend, that there is a case from Chicago which, 
in my judgment, peremptorily demands that the 
building there be increased in size. There are, 
also, applications from other places where the 
business is not very largė, and where the com- 
merce of the place does not require that extent of 
accommodation required at Chicago and Buffalo. 
There are some other places which I should also 
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ake tohave stand on their own merits; wha 
they may be. ,I desire to make an additio 
mark, for the purpose of having it unë 
that, in regard to Buffalo, Chicago, 
other applications that have beéh mad : f 
willing to vote upon them on their merits; but I 
ask the House to pass upon these cases separately, 
commencing with the one now wider considera- 
tion; and by that means preveitt any combinations 
or log-rolling on thé sibjéct. z 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihavë no doubt about that. 
I know that my friend from New York made a 
very gallant fight against this combination of 
custom-housés and marine hospitals; and especi- 
ally was he gallant until they rather ovéerreached 
him by putting in Buffalo. I believe he then 
voted.in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me-say that they increased 
Mobile also, in the géhtleman’s own State, I bë- 
liéve. . . 
Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all, Mr. Speaker. 
The gentleman speaks without the record. If he 
does not recollect, he will find by reference to thé 
Journal, that I pursued precisely the opposite 
course from that of the gentleman from New York. 
But that is not the point I propose to present. 
There seems, Mr. Speakey, to bé a fault, some- 
whére in connection with these custom-houses. 
If they were built on plans submitted by the 
Treasury Departmént, and if they were defective, 
why then we know where the fault is; but if the 
plans originated in the legislation here, then the 
fault is here. And I propounded the question to 
the gentleman from New York, not for the pur- 

ose of making opposition to this enlargement; 
if it be propér—I am without information on that 
subject—I desire, however, to bring beforé the 
House the fact that the plans did not originate 
in this House, but originated in the Treasury 
Department. That is the pies where they ought 
properly to have originated, and from which they 
should have been presented to the House. That 
is the fact I desired to present, so that the House, 
and the committees of thé House might be excused 
from any portion or share in thé fault which seems 
to be attached now to this building, because of its 
want of size. 

I agree with the gentleman from New York, 
that we should consider thesé things as they are, 
séparately and distinctly on their own merits. I 
have not read the papers to which he has made 
reference. I do not care to read them. I am 
willing that the House shall take such course as 
it deems proper. My only purpose was to bring 
the fact before the House, so as to show where 
the censure should rest, if it should rest any- 
where. 

Mr. HAVEN. Allow me this additional word, 
and I will not trespass on the time of the House 
any further. Itis true that the gentleman from 
Alabama did pursue a somewhat different course 
from what I did, on this subject, two or three 
years ago. Itis true that, whether by his cours¢, 
or by some other means, a much largér appro- 
priation was made for Mobilé than the people on 
the lakes got for their custom-houses. I wish to 
say this, however, that the rather sloping intima- 
tion (if I may be pardoned the expression) which 
my friend makes toward the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury in reference to this business, is not, I 
think, fairly due. 1 ) 
what I believe to be his virtuous acts, Now, it 
is true that the applications or estimates for this 
and for other new appropriations for custom- 
houses came from the Secretary of the Treasury; 
they came very late in thé first session of the last 
Congress, when a very large amount of business 
was crowded upon his attention. It is true that 
he did then make three or four plans for houses 


such as, in his opinion, would be suitable for the ! 


different classes of locations where they were to 
be built. But it was impossible for him to give 
the exact recommendation for what was needed 
in every instance on such short notice. 

It is equally true that my friend from Ala- 
bama—and I do not complain of it; I went with 
him, and I think he was right—but I say it is 


49 


I will stand by him in.all of | 


at true that my friend ahd I were 


: had been begun ought to be completed; and I 


ws pan ey = z 


? j r yere opposed to cori- 

tinual armual appropriations: to duizh buildings” 
of this kind; which had then been appropriated 
for. We both traveled the: same road until we 
came to the forks, and thei: he took one road and 
I the other. Tinsisted that the buildings which 


also insisted that the legislation which had gone 
‘on theretofore, should not be proceeded with 
further; and that, thereafter, when Congress ap- 
propriated a certain sum of money to complete | 
a certain building of this class, the officers of the 
Government should be held responsible for carry- 
ing out the intention of Congress and completing 
the building within the amount so appropriated. 

The legislation on the subject was then, upon 
my. own motion, placed in a condition to effect 
the general views Í entertained, and to restrict 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in completing the 
buildings, to the moneys appropriated in each 
case, and throwing very stringent: guards and 
protection against a careless, improper, and neg- 
ligent or inattentive course of action upon any 
officer of the Government having the matters in 
charge. 

It was under that new system of legislation 
that this building was commenced. And as I 
have said, I wish to do ample justice to the 
Secretary of the Treasury in this matter. Under 
that legislation he has purchased a site and made | 
a contract for the completion of such a building 
as: contemplated—that is, eighty-five feet long an 
sixty wide. Under that contract, the contractor | 


has gone on and made the necessary excavations || 


and laid the foundations, and is to proceed im- 
mediately, as soon as thé weather wil 

construct the walls upon the dimensions origin- 
ally prescribed. It is for this reason that I ask 
that this additional appropriation may be made 
now, so that the contract may be entered into at 
once for the completion of the entire enlarged 
building secured, without incurring the additional 
expense that will be required for the enlargement 
if the walls are completed. on the original plan 
and of the original size. It is absolutely neces- 
sary that the enlargement should be made for the 
accommodation of the post-office, court-rooms, 
and custom-house, at that point. The present | 
building will be scarcely sufficient toaccommodate | 
the post office itself. hh is important that the ap- 

propriation should be immediately made, ¥f it is į 
to be made at all. The season bas arrived when | 
business is opening. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that 
spring is about smiling upon us; and it brings | 


with it this necessity of mine, which I beg the |: 


House now to supply. 

I therefore beg pardon of the House for occu- 
pying so much of its time with this matter; and | 
if no one wishes to speak, I will conclude what | 
I have to say by moving the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam very glad to sce that | 
my friend from New York has undertaken so | 
promptly, in advance, to defend the Secretary of | 


the Treasury; and especially ta defend him against |: 


what he calls these sloping insinuations. J will | 
not undertake to say whether they are sloping 
or horizontal, or how they are. What I intended 
to do was to make a simple statement of fact, and | 
ĮI will not undertake to say whether it was an in- 
sinuation, or what it was. > | 

Itake it for granted, that if this building was | 
commenced under the legislation of Congress, 
the committee which originally had charge of the 
subject, had before them plans, specifications, 
and estimates for the completion of the whole 


building, and it was their duty to have made rec- |! 


ommendations for the construction of such a 


ury, then certainly the committee and the House, 
are clear of all responsibility in the matter. 


l permit, to |} 


H 


ii sixty fcet. 


Now, sir, if this isa charge or an 
why the geiftleman,.must get aloig’ wit 
best way he can. What I stated was to. 
a fact which I thought it importapt for the House 
to know. es bike ca 
Again, sir, the gentleman’snys, that: he and Í 


‘sued the course of having the buildings’ which 
had been commenced on the part of the Goverti- 


ment completed by the Government, while I. 


ing for Buffalo, I still went for the completion of 
a’custom-house which had been’ commenced: in 
my own State. It is true, as he says, that, up to 
the point which he mentioned, he went with me’ 
; upon the same road, or rather, I-should say, I 
went with him. I followed his lead. in oppost- 
tion to the enormous and: continued appropria- 


| 
i 
took the other fork; and while I could vote noth- 
| 
t 


| there were then included appropriations, for: the 
marine hospitals which the Becrelary of. the 
Treasur. now wants to rent or lease out or arrest. 
Sir, if Congress had made appropriations in ac 
cordance with the line of policy of the gentléman 
from New York [Mr. Havex] and myself, when 
we desired to curtail these expenditures; the See- 
retary of the Treasury would not be here now 
; asking the sanction of law to lease out the marine: 
hospitals of the country, built at the expense of 
the Government. 
| Now what I insist onis, that the officers of the 
Government, I care not whether they pertain to 
this Administration or to any other, when they 
come here with plans, specifications, and estimates 
; fora public building, and Congress adopts their 
recommendations, shall be required to carry out 
| their own plans with the money thus given. 
| But the gentleman speaks of the Mobile cus- 
| tom-house. It is true the appropriation for that 
| building has been very much enlarged. And it 
| is true also, that that is, in my opinion, a very 
i important point, though it is not in my district. 
| But, sir, it is not true that I advocated the appro- 
| priation which was made for its enlargenient.. 1 
| was opposed to all that class of appropriations, 
| 
f 
| 
| 
i 
| 
1 


and I voted against this as well as.the others.. £ 
did it for the reason that I believed the first plan 
for that building was sufficient in size; and, in 
respect to its being fire-proof, for all the require- 
ments at that point, But, sir, Congress made the 
appropriation, as it has made “additional appro- 
priations for all these buildings, year after year, 
| and session after session. 

| ‘This is all I have to say on the subject. Ido 
H 
t 


not propose to make any particular objection to 
the appropriations which the gentleman fror 


| New York now asks, but I thought it due to 
i myself to make the statengjyt which I have 
made. 


Mr. LETCHER. Js there any recommenda- 
tion for this increase from the Treasury Depart- 
: ment? 
| Mr. HAVEN. Yes, sir; and another from the 
: Postmaster General. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let them be read. 
| The Clerk read th@ocuments alluded to, as 
l follows : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 5, 1856. 


Sır: In conformity to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
| resentatives of the 28th February, that the Secretary of the 
| Treasury report to this House his opinion whether the build- 
| ingin process of construction at Buffalo for a custom-house, 
| post office, court-rooms, and for other offices, is of suffi- 
i cient size to answer properly the several purposes for which 
| itis intended, 1 have the honor to state that this Depart- 
went does not deem the building of sufficient size to ac- 
commodate the business of -the. different branches of the 
; public service for which it was designed. In view of this 
| fact, and in compliance with the resolution of the House, F 
send herewith the front elevation of the Buffalo custom- 
house, with an addition. of twelve and a half feet to each 
: end, making the building one bundred aud ten fect long, by 
“A building of that size would, in the opinion of 
this Department, be adequate to the public wants. To build, 
such addition would require an additional appropriation of 

30,000, and eon per cent thereon for suntingencies: 

he honor to be, very respectfully, 

Sai 7 VOY TAMES GUTHRIE, 

Secretary of the Treasuryey 


Hon. N. P. BANKS, Jr. J 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


aw out. 


parted at the forks of the road, and that he pur- 


| tion for custom-housés and marine hospitals, for ` 


» 
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Post Orricé DEPARTMENT, March 8, 1856. 


Sir: In compliance with the resolution of the House of 
Representatives, of the 28th ultimo, requesting information 
in relation to the building in process of construction at Buf- 
falo for a custom-house, post office, &c., I have the honor 
to inclose herewith copies of two letters from the post- 
master at Buffalo, and a copy of a statement made by the 
collector at Buffalo, the postmaster at Buffalo, and the 
United States district judge of the northern district of New 
York, as furnishing all the information in possession of this 
Department on the subject. m , 

T embrace this occasion, however, to add, that in the 
passage of laws for the erection of buildings for post offices 
in-the large cities, it is highly important that provision be 


made not only for the present, but the future wants and 
accommodations of the citizens. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, JAMES CAMPBELL, 
Postmaster General. 
Hon. N.P.-Baxxs, Jr., 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I have had 
the misfortune for four years to oppose these 
custom-house appropriations; and I have met 
with such uniform bad luck, that Ido not think 
I shall, be guilty of meddling with them in fu- 
ture.. Í have never yet known one to be finished 
since I have been in Congress, and I have not 
the first idea that one ever will be finished under 
the management of the present Secretary of the 
Treasury. [Laughter.] We are asked to make 
appropriations every year ‘for completing,” and 
this has been done ever since I have been here. 
We. are now to take a new start. We are not 
asked for appropriations to complete; but, after all 
contracts have been made on the recommenda- 
tion of the Treasury Department, we are asked 
to make appropriations to begin again and build 
larger.houses. 

“TY merely called for the reading of the letters 
from the Departments, to show that the building 
was estimated for and recommended by the Treasury 
Department. I had another reason. Shortly after 
the adjournment of the last Congyess, I saw an 
article which attempted to cast the odium for 
large expenditures on the Congress of the United 
States by stating that so much had been appro- 
priated on estimates, so much had been subse- 

uently asked for by the Departments, and that 

ongress appropriated the residue without con- 
sulting the Departments at all, Since the esti- | 
mates are in, and the saddle is upon the right | 
horse, I dismiss the subject without further re- 
mark, 

‘The joint resolution was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HAVEN, I desire this subject to have a} 
definite and final determination, so that the con- | 
tracts may be at once operated on; and therefore 
move to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed, and that that motion be laid 
upon the table, 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, BTC., IN THE MAILS. 


Mr. BALL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That thggommittec on the Post Office and 
Post Roads he, and he ure, Instrneted to inquire whether | 
any Jegisiation is nec y to prevent postmasters or their | 
deputies, or orher pe ving access to the mails ofthe | 
United States, frorn tearing envelopes and opening public 


documents or seeds trou the Patent Office, which may be 
sent out throwsh the mn hy members of Congress and di- 
rected to persons other than said postinasters, deputies, Xe.3 | 
and that said conmittee have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. j 

Mr. JONES, of Fennegpe. I wish to have an || 
amendment of the resolulion before it is adopted. | 
Į ask that these words be added to it: ‘And that || 
the committee also inquire as to the propriety and | 
expediency of prohibiting the transmission of 
seeds through the mails.’? 

Mr. BALL. Taccept theamendmentas a modi- 


fication of my resolution, 
The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


li 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced the following |; 
resolution; which was read and adopted: l 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and i 
af 
di 


he is hereby, requested to communicate to this House, į 
not jncompatible with the pubie inte s,) all official I 
ters and other information in his po on, nut heretofore i 
i 
| 
i 


communicated to Congress in his last aunual message, 
touching the origin, progress, and present condition of In- 
dian hostilities in the ‘erritories of Oregon and Washing- | 
ton, and also the measures which have been adopted 10 | 
pieaerve peace and to give protection to the inhabitants of ji 
3aid Territories, i ; 


| 
| 
| 


FOREIGN COMMERCIAL REGULATIONS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I am-in- 
structed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port a bill to amend an act entitled “ An act 
requiring all foreign regulations of commerce to 
be laid annually before Congress,’’ approved 
August 16, 1842. I move that the bill be read 
a first and second time; that the bil] and accom- 
panying report be printed; and that they be re- 
committed to the Committee on Commerce. The 
bill is reported from the committee in obedience 
to a resolution of the House. 

The bill was read a first and sccond time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the committee 
have fully prepared their bill, I move that it be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and that the bill and accom- 
panying report be ordered to be printed. I will 
say that I am opposed to committees, after they 
have prepared bills, moving their recommittal, 
and that they, together with the accompanying 
reports, be ordered to be printed with the view, 
at some subsequent day, of reporting them, and 
forcing them to their passage to the exclusion of 
other business. Unless the committee want a 
recommittal in order to alter the provisions of the 
bill, I move that it be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
takes precedence of the other motion. 

Mr.WASHBURNE. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
the reason why I move a recommittal of the bill 
to the Committee on Commerce. Since the Com- 
mittee passed upon it, amendments to it have been 
suggested, which, I think, ought to be considered 
and acted on before the bill is brought into the 
House for action. Therefore it is that I have 
moved that the bill be recommitted, and, with the 
report, be printed. $ 

Mr. JONES. Then I suggest that there is no 
necessity for the order to print until the bill is per- 
fected and brought here for our consideration. If 
the bill is to be recommitted for the purpose of 
having it revised and perfected, I think it would 
be best not to print it until it has been so revised 
and perfected, and reported here for the purpose 
of putting it on its passage. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ifit is the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois to put the bill 
on its passage when it is again reported, I shall 
interpose objection to the motion now made. 
Otherwise I will not. 

Mr. WASELBSURNL. The billis one to which 
perhaps there will be no particular opposition by 
the House. Whether it shali meet with none, 
and it shall be the general sense of the House to 
pass it? or whether it shall meet with opposition, 
itis yet completely under the control of the House; 
and the House can, when it is reported back by 
the committee, refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I therefore ask 


| that my motion be agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I think the best 
vlan is to refer the bill to the Committee of the 

Thole en the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill can be per- 
fected in Committee of the Whole just as well as 


! by the committee. 


“The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’s | 
motion, and it was agreed to. ` 
So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed, together with the accompanying re- 
port. 
JURORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the table Sen- 
ate bill (No. 80) to amend an act entitled “ An 
act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed to } 


clerks, marshals, and atterneys of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes.” It is a bill which was before the 
House some time since, and upon the third read- 
ing of which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Joxss] called for tellers, but before it was acted 
upon the House adjourned. Į will state to the) 
House that the bill contains a single section, and | 
proposes one single effect. The jurors who serve 
in the circuit courts of the United States are now 
paid two dollars a day. When the act was passed 
increasing the rate of pay to two dollars a day, | 
the circuit court of the District of Columbia, for 


some reason or other, was not embraced in the 
bill; and the only object which this bill proposes 
to attain, is to give the jurors who serve in the 
circuit court of this District the same compensa- 
tion which jurors receive in the Federal courts in 
the several States. A term of the circuit court 
of this District opens this morning, and, if the 
act passes at all, it is just and fair that it should 
pass at once. 

Mr. LETCHER. I want to say a word or 
two in opposition to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
to taking up the bill? : 

_Mr. LETCHER. I want to understand dis- 
tinctly how this matter is, and I want inform- 
ation from the gentleman from Kentucky upon 
this subject. There was a bill in regard to the 
fees of marshals and clerks of the United States 
courts passed by this House in 1853. That bill 
I opposed, but it was forced through this House 
under the operation of the previous question. 
The effect of that bill has been to lead to abuses 
in all the United States courts to such an extent 
as to induce the Secretary of the (Interior to sug- 
gest the necessity of having the bill reviewed for 
the purpose of saving the immense amounts of 
money which are now being constantly squan- 
dered under that bill. I am opposed to the intro- 
duction of this bill, because I want that abuse 
corrected. The House will see the necessity of 
some such action when I tell them, that in twelve 
months’ time. the expenses of the district courts 
of the United States have run up from $700,000 
to $1,000,000; and that there is now before the 
Committee of Ways and Means an estimate of a. 
deficiency of $200,000, in addition to the $800,000 
appropriated last year to meet expenses up to the 
30th of June. : ' 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ido not know what has 
been the operation of the bill to which the gen- 
tleman refers. 

Mr. LETCHER. For the reasons which I 
have stated I object to taking the bill from the 
Speaker’s table. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iam willing that the bill 
should be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, because I want them to consider these 
communications from the Comptroller of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, in 
order that they may see if they cannot remedy 
the evils to which I have referred. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I willstate, for the benefit 
of the gentleman, that this bill has passed the 
Senate: it came to this House, was read twice, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
that committee reported it back without amend- 
ment. The bill has no relation to the fees of 
marshals and clerks; it relates only to the pay of 
jurors in the circuit courts of the United States, 
and affects no other ‘object in the world than to 
give to jurors in this District the same compen~ 
sation which jurors now get in every State of 
the Union. 

Mr. LETCHER. One of the very complaints 
made isin regard to the expenses of the judiciary 
of this District. The Comptroller of the Treasury 
and the Secretary of the Interior say, that the 
expenses are now monstrous. Then, besides, ` 
how did this bill get upon the Speaker’s table, 
when it was reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The manner in which it 
got upon the Speaker’s table is this: it was 
reported by the committee, and when it came up 
for consideration, and was upon its third reading, 
there not being a quorum present in the estimation 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr, Jones, ] 
he called for tellers; and pending the call for tell- 
ers, the Speaker entertained a motion to adjourn, 
and the House did adjourn; and under the rules 
f tne House the bill went upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

I move to suspend the rules to allow me to sub- 
mit a motion to take up the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. i 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN 
OREGON. 


Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 


| considered, and agreed to; 


1856. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for and 
accepting the services of volunteers to aid in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities upon the Pacific coast. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to report 
back, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
House bill (No. 70) making appropriations forthe 
invalid and other pensions of the United States, 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1857.. ‘The 
committee recommend a non-concurrence in the 
two amendments of the Senate.. I ask ‘leave to 
report the bill, and have it referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I believe the reg- 
ular order of business is reports from’committees. 
If we enter upon, and adhere to, the regular order 
of business, the gentleman from Ohio will have 
an opportunity to report his bill. 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of reports from standing 
committees. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Do I understand that 
objection was made to the gentleman from Ohio 
making his report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala 
bama has called for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- 
ports from committees. 


r BILLS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported back House 
bill (No. 70) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States, for the year ending 30th of June, 1857, 


with the amendments of the Senate; which was | 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill making appropriations for 
restoring aud maintaining the peaceable dispo- 


sition of the Indian tribes on the Pacific, and for | 
other purposes; which was read a first and second | 


time, referred to the Committce of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will avail myself of this 
occasion to state that I hope the House will, early 
in the morning, resolve itself into the Commiltee 
ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, with a view 
of considering that bill. Itis very short. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. - I hope the 
gentleman will not make that motion now, but let 
business go on. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not make the mo- 
tion now, but L will yield, with the understanding 
that I shall have an opportunity in the course of 
the day to report the deficiency bill, in order to 
have it printed. 

Mr. KNOWLTON, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of West 
Drinkwater and others; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report and 
papers, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same 
committee, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Daniel Renner and Nathaniel H. 
Heath; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Colonel 
Charles Simms, late collector of the port of Alex- 
andria; and 

A bill for the relief of Peyton G. King, late 
receiver of p 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
relief of William Humphreys, Jr., owner of the 
fishing schooner Géod Exchange, lost at sea; 
which wasread a first and second time, andreferred 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, presented 
adverse reports in the following cases; which 
were ordered to be laid on the table and printed: 


The petition of John H. Russell, for bounty | 


jand, and for other purposes; , , 
The petition of citizens for a marine hospital 

at Hyannis, Massachusetts; and i 
The petition of the captain, crew, and the 

owners of the schooner Lapwing, for bounty. 


I call for the | 


ublic money at Monroe, Louisiana. | 


i 
i 


| 
! 
j 
1 


i ago, on a resolution offered by a gentleman 


! 
j 
i 


ias a large quantity of railroad iron is shortly 


| through by the Clerk. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. `I am directed. by the 
Committee on Commerce to report back a memo- 
rial, referréd. to the committee, of the citizens of 
Macon, Georgia, asking for the erection of a suit- 
able building for a post office; and to ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Post. Office and Post Roads. | ` 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I would inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce if 
the question of erecting these public buildings was 
not referred to that committee by a resolution of 
this House? I had the memorial myself referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, because I under- 
stood that the questions of buildings of that char- 
acter, whether for post offices, or custom-houses, 
or court-houses, were all to be referred to that 
committee, and that it was to report on them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I think the gentleman 
from Georgia is mistaken. I have heard nothing 
about it. 

Mr. COBB. A discussion arose, a few days 


from New. York, [Mr. Wueexer,]| to erect a 

public building of this character. lam this in- || 
stant informed by a gentleman from South Car- |; 
olina, that that resolution was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
If that be so, I have no objection to that refer- 
ence; but I understood this subject was referred | 
to the Committee on Commerce, and it was for 
that reason J rose to make objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That had no reference to 
a custom-house; and that is the reason why it 
did not go to the Committee on Commerce. These 
buildings, which contemplate providing for the 
collection of customs, always go, in the first_in- 
stance, to the Committee on Commerce. The 
resolution of the gentleman from New York re- 
ferred to proposed to build a poy office and court 
rooms; and hence he made a selection between 
these two committces. 

Mr. COBB. I was under the impression that 
one committee had been indicated which should 
take charge of this whole matter of public build- 
ings. However, upon the statements which have 
been made, I am willing that this memorial shall 
be referred in accordance with the wishes of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, from the same commit- 
tee, repotted back sundry petitions of citizens of 
the State of Maine, for post office buildings at 
Machias and Castine, Maine; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W.., from the same committee, introduced | 
a bill authorizing the construction of a building 
at Nashville, Tennessee, for custom-house, post 
office, and United States court rooms; which was | 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENNETT, from the same committee, 
reported a bill authorizing the construction of a 
building at Ogdensburg, New York, for custom- 
house, post office, and United States court rooms; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordercd to be printed. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. KENNETT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to constitute the city of Han- 
nibal, in the State of Missouri, a port of delivery; 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. K. said: I desire to ask the House that 
this bill may now be put on its passage. There 
is a pressing necessity for its immediate passage, | 


j 


i 


expected to be landed at that point, and which, 
unless it be made a port of delivery, will have to be 
handled at St. Louis, or some other intermediate 
port, at a heavy cost forthe additional handling. 
The bill receives the sangtion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, from whom there is, with the 
papers sent to the Clerk’s table, a communication 
that I ask to have read; and I again express the 
hope that no objection will be made to the pass- 
age of the bill. 

There was n 


1 


i 


i 


o objection, and the bill was read 
It constitutes the city of 
Hannibal, in the State of Missouri, a port of 
delivery; authorizes the appointment of a sur 


i 
i 


| 
| 
| 
H 
i 


| æport of delivery. 


| surveyor, to resid 


E 


| and paid by the the co 


veyor, who shall reside at said city, at 
of $1,000 per annum, and ‘contains the other pro- 
visions usually: made in constituting ports of: 
delivery... ` cee ees Bae Be, 
Mr, KENNETT. - 
fromthe Treasur 
be read. a 
The communication was read, and isas follows: 

@ Treasury Divartuent, March 6,°1856.. e 

Str: . E have the honor to acknowledge. the receipt of 
your several communications, of the 28th ultimo. and. 4th 
instant, and inclosure, in regard to the proposed establish- 


I havea communication 
y Department, which I ask may 


lary ` 


ment of the city of Hannibal, in the State of Missouri, as. 


Concurring in opinion with you as to- the expediency of 
the proposed legislation in this case, I forward herewith a. 
draft of a.bill, which, it is believed, will.efféct the purpose 
contemplated. 

I return’ herewith a draft of a bill accompanyin, 
communication of the 28th ultimo. 

I am, six, very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


g your 


| Hon. DL. M. Kexxevr, of the Committee on Commerce, 


House of Representatives. 


Mr. WASHBURNKE, of Illinois. I havean 
amendment which I desire to offer to that bill as 
a second section. F send it to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask that it may be read. 

The amendment was read. It constitutes Peo- 
ria, in the State of Illinois, a port of delivery; 
authorizes the appointment of a surveyor at an 
annual compensation of $350 per annum, and the 
usual emoluments of the office; and contains the 
other provisions usually made in constituting 
ports of delivery. : i 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I merely desire to say 
that I am instructed by thë Committee, on Com- 
merce to offer that amendment to the bill before 
the House. A bill was introduced some time 
since by one of my colleagues [Mr. Kwox] to 
constitute Peoria a port of delivery. The com- 
mittee have had the subject fully under their con- 
sideration, and they have instructed me to offer 


this as an amendment to the bill reported by the ` 


gentleman from Missouri. I ask that the report 
of the committee on the subject, with the letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, may be read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

The report and letter are as follows: 

Port of Delivery at Peoria. 

Mr. E. B. Wasuuorne, from the Committee on Comi- 

meree, submitted the following report: 


That the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 


House bill (No. 58) “to constitute Peoria, in the State of 
Ilinois, a port of delivery,” report : 

That since the said bill has been before them, they have 
received the folowing communication on the subject from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, calling their attention to the 
propriety and expediency of making Peoria one of the ports 
of delivery within the district of New Orleans: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 19,1856. 

Sr: I have the honor to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the House of Representatives to 
the expediency and propriety of making Peoria, in the State 
of INinois, one of the ports of delivery within the district 
of New Orleans. 

From the position of Peoria, the present considerable and. 
rapidly increasing amount of importations into that place, 
and the existing and anticipated commercial connections 
and means of cominunication by canal and railroad, as well 
as river navigation, with the gulf, sea-board, and lakes, it 
would, in the opinion of the Depariment, subserve the in- 
terests of the public revenue, as well as the convenience of 
the citizens of that city, next to Chicago the largest in Hli- 
nois, and its vicinity, that it should be made a port of deliv- 
ery, by law attached to the district of New Orleans, with 
the privileges and facilities afforded by the act of Congress, 
approved 2d of March, 1831, entitled “An act allowing the 
duties on foreign merchandise imported into Pittsburg, 
Wheeling, Cineinuati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and 
Natchez, to be secured and paid at those places.” 

it will be necessary to provide for the appointment ofa 

at Peoria, and whose compensation, it 
is recommended, be paid out of the fees and commissions 
allowed by law, after deducting the expenses of the office, 
and providing that in no case shall his compensation’ ex- 
ceed 1,200 per annum. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. E. B. Wasuncrye, Chairman Committee on Com- 
merce, House of Representatives. 


The Hon. James Kxox, a member of the House, has also 
addressed the following letter to the committee on the sub- 
ject: 


WASHINGTON, February 28, 1856. 

Sir: A bill declaring Peoria, Ilinois, a port of delivery, 
was presented by me in the House, and referred to your com- 
mittee. 

Permit me to suggest to you a few reasons which, in my 
gment, ought to have weight with that committee. 
First, the large and increasing cost of Keeping our Gov- 
ernment in motion is drawn from duties on foreign imports, 

nsumers of them ; and it seems to me 
a wise and just policy to give to those consumers facilities 
for importation, especially when their interests are a- 
vanced by such facilities. 


* 
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Second, in my judgment, the Minots river is (for its 
length) the best Tavigable river in the United States. In 
summet, (being only obstructed by send barg;) it is continu 
ally used by the smaller class of boats, which then. ply 
upon it. While the frosts of winter obstruct other. northern 
rivers, the Ilinois has frequently been open every month in 
the: vear; and for tienty years (having been engaged. in 
merchandise, I speak from knowledge) it has not, In the 
average, been closed by ice one in twelve months. This 
river, with the Michigan and Llinvis canal, form the connect- 
ing-links between the lakes and the gulf, furr@hing a chan- 
jel of commerce through the richest agriculéural portion 
of our State: This canal, you know, was built by the aid 
of the General Government, and bas given to the rivera 
national importance, by connecting the commerce of the 
Jakes with that of the Mississippi, below the rapids. Si 

Peoria, by the census of 1855, has a larger population 
than any city in our State, Chicago excepted. The steam- 
boat arrivals at its port cannot, I think, fall below a thou- 
sand in the last year, and her merchants import goods from 
abroad. : : : 

It is urged, as a reason for the speedy passage of the bill, 
that several thousand tons of railroad iron are in a few 
weeks‘ expected at New Orleans, to be used in extending 
yailroads eastward and westward from Peoria. The build- 
ing of these roads will be facilitated by the early shipment 
of this iron to Peoria; and it will largely benefit the parties 
interested therein, if the duties on the iron can be paid at 
Peoria, during thespring and summer, as it may be used. 

Pray excuse the length ‘and baste of this note. 

Your obedient servant, J. KNOX. 
Hon. E. B. WASHBURNE, 
d Chairman. Committee.on Commerce. 

The. committee, being satisfied that the public interest 
will be subserved by making Peoria a port of delivery, 
report back the bill referred to them without amendment, 
and recommend its passage. 


Mr.GREENWOOD. I donot propose to ob- 
ject to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Jilinois; but I desire to know what compensation 
is provided for the surveyor of the port he pro- 
poses to constitute? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Three hundred and fifty 
dollars per annum, with the emoluments. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. What do the emolu- 
ments amount to? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That depends upon 
the amount of business transacted at the place. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would suggest to the 

entleman that he should merely provide that 
his compensation shall be $350, without reference 
to the emoluments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I will state to the gen- 
tleman that this merely allows the emoluments 
which are always allowed in such bills. 

Mr. KNOX.” 1 hope the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will accept the amendment which has been 
proposed. I will say that, since the action of 
the Committee on Commerce on this subject, and 
since the recommendation of the measure by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I have received a very 
long memorial from the merchants and business 
men of the city of Peoria, urging the importance 
of this provision. Peoria is one hundred and 
sixty miles from Chicago, which is the nearest 
pes of delivery in that direction; and’ some two 

hundred and thirty miles from St. Louis, the next 
nearest. The Jiinois river is connected with the 
lakes by the Michigan and Ulinois canal, forming 
acomplete chain of water communication between 
the gulf and the lakes. 


of the State of Ulmois. It has a largely increas- 


ing commerce. As was stated by my colleague, | 
several thousands of tons of railroad iron are now į 


“lying at the port of New Orleans, and we wish 
that they may be delivered at Peoria. Other 
railroads are in the process of construction in the 
State of Illinois, and it will be for their conveni- 


ence to have this city established a portof delivery. | 


For these and other reasons, which might be 
stated, I trust that the gentleman from Missouri 
will accept the amendment, and that it, together 
with the bill, may pass. i 

Mr, BURNETT. F move an amendment to 
the amendment as a third section, in precisely 
the same terms, with the exception of substitu- 


ting for “ Peoria’? the words ‘“ Columbus, in the | 


state of Kentucky.” 

Mr. KENNETT. I will say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that there is a general bill in 
regard to these ports of delivery before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. We shall take up these 
propositions, aud submit them to the proper 
officers of the Government, that they may report 
onthem. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man to the amendment will only kill the present 

' bill, which itis important should be passed now. 
There are no reports in regard to it from the 
proper offices. | hope, then, that the gentleman 


wil withdraw his amendment; and that he will | 


Jet the bill and the amendment in regard to 


Peoria is the second city | 


F 


| Peoria, which T accept as a modification of my 
medsure, be put upon their passage. There are 


urgent reasons, as the House has been informed, 
in regard to the expected arrival of railroad iron, 


why these two places should be now made ports. 


of delivery. The others can wait. They will 
receive prompt and proper attention from the 
Committee on Commerce when they are proposed 
and referred in the usual manner. 

Mr. BURNETT. The same reasons which 
are urged by the gentleman from lllmois why 
Peoria should be made a port of delivery, equally 
apply to the case of Columbus. The Mobile and 
Ohio railroad must terminate, for some time at 
least, at that point. They are looking for a large 
amount of railroad iron to be delivered there; and 
it was for this reason that I offered the amend- 
ment to the amendment. It is not submitted with 
any view to the defeatof the bill. I haveno such 
intention. 

Mr. KENNETT. Has the gentleman any 
communication from the Treasury Department 
in regard to the proposition? 

Mr. BURNETT. I have not. The only com- 
munication I have is from those who are inter- 
ested in the road. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to say a word in relation to this matter. I trust 
that the gentleman from Kentucky will not em- 
barrass the bill by insisting on hisamendment. I 
am willing to go with him for his proposition 
when it properly comes before the House. He 
and the House will perceive that his proposition 
stands in a different position from that reported 
by the committee in the case of Peoria. A bill 
making that city a port of delivery has been laid 
upon our tables. Peoria is the second city in 
Illinois. It has some twenty thousand inhabit- 
ants. There are fifteen to sixteen hundred 
steamboat arrivats there annually. Animmense 
amount of direct importation is done by its mer- 
chants. The factson which the recommendation 
rests in the case of Peoria are known to the whole 


country. They are particularly well known to | 


the Secretary of the Treasury. He makes the 
recommendation. The proposition of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky emanates entirely from him- 
self. There are no facts to inform the House of 
its propriety. When it is recommended, if it 
stands within a guiishot of the proposition now 
before us, | will go with the gentleman to accom- 
plish what he desires. As it now stands, it isa 
measure about which we have no information. 
We are well informed in reference to the case of 


Peoria, in the State of Ilinois. There are several | 


railroads in that State in process of construction; 
some of them are already graded and ready to 
receive the rails. The iron is purchased and about 
arriving, orisarrived,at New Orleans. Itisdesired 
to have it delivered at Peoria. 
is made at New Orleans, the company will be 
subjected not only to the risk of the loss of their 
iron by accident on the Mississippi, but to the loss 
of the dyties. Other ports all over the Union 
have received these accommodations. 
pensation for officers is trifling, merely nominal. 
{ am willing, if this proposition is carried, to help 
to accommodate any gentleman who has one of a 
similar character, who asks, where it is desired, 
the same sort of protection. 

I appeal to the gentleman not to press his 
amendment. The House cannot vote on it under- 
standingly; and {am sure that he does not wish 
to have the interests of his constituency prejudiced 
by a vote cast in the dark. I hope he will with- 
draw his proposition, and have it referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Let the bill and the 


| amendment be passed. I call for the previous 


question. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Wasusurne, and it was 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read @ third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was subsequently read the third time 
and passed, 

Mr. KENNETT. 
so that it shall read, ‘€ A bill to constitute Hanni- 
bal, in the State of Missouri, and Peoria, in the 
State of IHinois, ports of delivery.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


. 


If the delivery | 


Thecom- | 


T move to amend ihe title | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also to-lay the motion-to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion. was agreed: tos 


REEDY ISLAND, DELAWARE. 


Mr. TYSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a billto enlarge and complete the harbor 
of Reedy Island, Delaware river, Delaware; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 


JOHN ROBERTSON. 


Mr. MELLSON. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to ask that they may be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition of John Robertson, and-that it may be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

It was.so ordered. 


GEORGE D. DOUSEMAN. 


Mr. WELLS. I amdirected by the Commit- 
tee on Claims toask that they may be discharged. 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
George D. Douseman, and that the same may be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

It was so ordered. 

SOLAR. COMPASS IN PUBLIC SURVEYS. 

Mr, WALBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported. a bill enabling the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the, 
public surveys; and moved that the same be req 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House and: 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is not a 
private claim, but a general bill.: There is no 
claim under the bill at all, I think, and it ought 
to go to. the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. It is for the settlement 
of a private claim. 7 

Mr. JONES. It is no claim against the Gov- 
ernment. As I understand it, the gentleman 
named in the bill has invented this solar compass, 
and now proposes that the Government shal pay 
him for the right to use it, and that they, shall be 
permitted to use it in the surveys of the public 
lands. The public lands are surveyed by deput 
surveyors appointed by the surveyors general; 
and the deputy surveyors who do the work have 
to furnish their own compasses; and they can 
purchase these compasses, if it is necessary that 
they should have them in order to do the work 
under their contracts, or, if they can do the work 
without these compasses, then they can purchase 
those of anotherkind. Then, sir, if] understand 
the matter aright, the bill is a proposition that 
this Government shall buy the patent right. I 
ask the gentleman if the Government has ever 
furnished compasses to any persons who have 
contracted to survey the public lands? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 will say one word in 
explanation of the matter. About the year 1836 
this claimant invented this instrument, which has 
been used in the public surveys from that time to 
this. A large portion of the public lands never 
could have been surveyed correctly and properly 
without it. It was patented in 1836; but the 
patentee has never received from the Government, 
or from any person in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, any compensation whatever for the use 
of this invention. The Government, as shown 
by the report of the Department, has absolutely 
saved, by the use of this solar compass, mcre 
than a million of dollars in making the puvlic 
surveys, besides being enabled to make tl ose 
i surveys authentic and right. Now, this ind-vid- 
ual asks the Government to pay him a fair com- 
| pensation for the use which they have had of his 
invention; at the same time permitting the Gov- 
ernment to use it hereafter, as they have used it 
heretofore. Now, if this is not a proper matter 
to go upon the Private Calendar, it is difficult to 
conceive any matter which is. 

Mr. JONES, I wish to ask the gentleman who 
| reported this bill, if the private contractors, the 
! deputy surveyors, in the new countries, are not 
‘ now using this compass? are 

Mr. WALBREIDGE. The Government insista 
that they shall use this very instrument, and that 
they shall not make the surveys with any other. 
Certificates frora the surveyors general, from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
from various other indjviduals in the employ of 
| the Government for the last twelve years, show 


x 


1856. 


that the surveys could not-possibly be made cor- 
réctly without the use of this instrument. There- 
fore they compél the deputy surveyors to use,it; 
and they buy them of the manufacturers, at the 
manufacturers’ cost prices, and nothing is paid to 
the inventor for his patent at all. Nothing has 
been paid to him. If compelled to pay the paten- 
tee a Compensation for: his invention, they could 
not purchase the instrument to survey the public 
lands with at the price they now do, The Gov- 
‘ernment uses his instrument emphatically for its 
own purpose, without giving him any .remunera- 
tion. . 

Mr. JONES. Before the gentleman from 
“Michigan concludes his remarks I-wish to pro- 
pound this inquiry. He says that certain lands 
‘cannot be surveyed without this compass. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I say so. 

Mr. JONES, I ask the gentleman if any lands 
can be surveyed without a compass, and if every 
deputy. surveyor is not necessarily compelled to 
have a compass before he can execute his contract 
when he gets one? Then, because he must have 
‘a compass, must the Government buy a compass 
for him in addition to the price paid him for sur- 
veying these lands? Again, sir, if our mineral 
or other lands can be surveyed with no other 
compass than this, andif the overnment require 
its use, why, that very fact of itself creates a de- 

. mand for thatinstrument, and affords the gentle- 
an who holds the right to make it a monopoly 

to that extent for its sale. It is on the same prin- 

ciple, I take it, that the celebraged case is based, 

whieh you have had here for some years, of pay- 

ing $100,000 for the application of chloroform, 
because it has been used by some surgeons of the 
Army and Navy of the United States. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 wish to say, in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, that a compass 
is necessary in making any survey. The gentle- 
‘man from Tennessee propounded ‘the question to 
ine distinctly, whether lands could well be sur- 
veyed without a compass? I say that, according 
to my understanding, they cannot. I am not very 
much of a surveyor, but I believe that to be the 
fact. I know, however, from the reports which 
J have submitted, that the minéral lands of this 
country, the mineral lands of Lake Superior, the 
mineral lands of Oregon and California, and the 
mineral lands of Arkansas, cannot be surveyed 
with the requisite correctness by the use of any 
other instrument now known. They cannot be 
made by the ordinary transit instrument; nor can 
they be made by the ordinary magnetic compass. 
They cannot be correctly made except with this 
instrument. It is so certified by the surveyors 
general, Py 
ogists, and the Commissioner of the Land Office, 
time after time, that it was impossible to make 
thesesurveys without the use of an instrument on 
just this principle. 
and has paid to the patentee literally nothing— 
not apeany. Ele now comes and asks for com- 
pensation from the Government for the use it has 
made of his invention, which has benefited them 
millions of dollars, and for which he has received 
nothing. | 

Mr. GREENWOOD. This is not the proper 
time to discuss particularly the merits of the in- 
strument known as the solar compass. The only 
question under consideration is as to the refer- 
ence of this bill. There can be no question, Mr. 
Speaker, byt that the true reference of the bill is 
to the Committee of the Whole House. It is 
evidently a private claim, and the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan was well made. 
object of the bill, as l understand it, is to com- 
pensate the inventor of this very excellent instru- 


ment for the use which Government has made of 


it, It is alleged, and I have no doubt shown 
clearly, in the report, that it is the only compass 
which can be used with any degree of correctness 
in the survey of the mineral regions. Previously 
to the discovery of this character of instrument, 
the deputy surveyors were compelled, in mineral 
regions, to run the line by stakes. There never 
was, therefore, a correct survey made of the re- 
gion inthe neighborhood of Hot Springs, in the 
State of Arkansas, untilgfter the invention of this 
instrument. i 

As I understand the object of this bill, it is to 


pay the inventor of the instrument for the use | 


which Government has made of it in the mineral 


regions, the report alleging that no correct surt- | 


the acting surveyors, and by the geol- | 


The Government has used it, | 


The | 


i 


pave not yet been issued 


veys could have been ‘made without ity, and also 


alleging that no benefit accrued to him as the in-- 


ventor of this instrument under his patent. 

therefore hope that the motion to commit this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole House—without 
committing myself in favor of the billi—will prè- 
vail, for the reason that that is the proper com- 
mittee toreferitto. [callforthe previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main guestion ordered; and, under the operation 
there cathe bill was referred to a Committee of 
the Wass and ordered to be printed. 

LARD OFFICE AT KALAMAZOO. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back Senate bill (No.7) to 
continue temporarily the land office at Kalama- 
z00, in the State of Michigan, with an amendment. 

The bill was read. It enacts that the offices 
of register and receiver of the land office at Kala- 
mazoo, in the State of Michigan, and the office 
itself, continue until such time as, in the opinion 
of the President, the same can be discontinued 
without prejudice to the public interest. The 
second section directs that the compensation of 
such officers shall be allowed them, according to 
law, during the time of their discontinuance un- 
der the existing order. 

The committee reported the following amend- 
ment, in the shape of an additional section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
sections one and two of this act are hereby made applicable 


to the land office at Palmyra, in the State of Missouri, and 
the register and receiver thereof. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I simply wish to say to 
the House, in relation to the lan office at Kala- 
mazoo, that some time in the early part of De- 
cember the land office was closed by order of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
the officers were directed to remove the papers 
of the office from that to the office in an adjoining 
district, some one hundred miles off. Under the 
representations made by parties concerned, the 
removal of the office was suspended; but it was 
continued closed, and has been closed from that 
time to this. Previously, however, to stopping 


business there, some of the notices which the. 


General Land Office has caused to be issued to 
arties who purchased lands, and which were to 
a issued from that office, were not issued, and 
. Persons who have been 
notified cannot- make their proof at the office, 
because the office is closed; and other notices can- 
not be issued for the same reason—because the 
office is closed. Itis very important that the bill 
be acted upon immediately, and for that purpose 
I call the previous question. 
The previous question was 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the amendment was agreed to, and the 


bill as amended was read a third time and passed.. | 


Mr. PHELPS moved to amend the title by 
adding to it, “andat Palmyra, inthe State of Mis- 
souri;” so asto makcit read, ‘ An act to continue 
temporarily the land offices at Kalamazoo, in the 
State of Michigan, and at Palmyra, in the State 
of Missouri.” 

The motion was agreed to; and the title was 
‘so amended. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE moved that the vote by 
which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the consent 
of the House to report back from the Com mittee 
of Ways and Means the bill of the House 
making appropriations to supply the deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the various Departments 
of Government for 
June, 1856. The committee recommend that 
some of the amendments of the Senate be con- 
curred in without amendment, 


non-concurred in. | 
of the Union, and, with the amendments. be 
printed. : 

There was no objection, 
ported back. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Ohio to a single matter in 
connection with this bill, which may haveeseaped 
his attention, andwhich is of some importance 


and the bill was re 


seconded, and the | 


the year ending the 30th of | 


that others be con- | 
curred in with amendments, and that others be | 
Į ask that the bill may be re- | 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 


in facilitating the action of the House up 

I would ‘suggest’ the amendme: i 

to be printed at precisely the: place in the b 

which they occur, so that the miembers may- 

derstand them at a ‘glancé. “That course’ was 
ion, and very much facili- 


adopted at the last sessi 
tated the action of the Houses o oot yiu ni 
Mr. CAYPBELL. I will adopt the sugees- 
tion of the gentleman from Alabama, and follow 
the course he has indicated, which I recollect was 
found to be very-convenient at the last Congress. 
The bill was then referred to the Committe sof 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with 
the Senate amendments, ordered to be printed. ` 
Mr. CAMPBELL. [now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of taking up the bill 
reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, relative to the Indian depredations in 
Oregon and Washington Territories. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PORTER. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw that motion fora moment, to 
enable me to submit a resolution which Iam. in- 
structed by the Committee on Private. Land 
Claims to offer, authorizing that committee to 
employ a clerk. 

. Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill withdraw the mo- 
| tion for that purpose, as I suppose it will. occupy 
but a moment. ; ; : 

Mr. PORTER ‘then, by unanimous’ consent, 
submitted the following resolution: B 

Resolved, That the Conimittee on Private Land Claims 
be authorized to employ a clerk for such portion of ‘the 
present session as they may think proper, on: the: sane 
il terms as were authorized by the resolution of this House 
of January 5, 1855. 
| Mr. SEWARD. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by authorizing the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to employ a clerk on the same terms. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend the amerid- 
i| ment by authorizing the appointment of a clerk 

for the Committce on the Militia. Lunderstand that 
committee has not helda meeting since 1802, and 
a vast amount of business must have accumulated 
in that time, requiring the services of a clerk 
[Laughter], : i 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] be added to that 
comntittee, sò that he may tale part in the trang- 
action of that business. [Renewed laughter.] 

The amendments were severally disagreed to; 
and the question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 

Missouri to so modify his resolution as to pro- 
|| vide specifically what amount this clerk is.to re- 
ceive, as all the other resolutions of a similar 
character have done, and not refèr to some former 
resolution. : f 

Mr. PORTER. I understand the compensa- 
tion is $4 per day. $ 
l| Mr. HOUSTON. Then why not say so in 
our resolution. 4 
il" Mr. PORTER. Ihave no objection. At the 

suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, I will 
| modify the amendment by providing that the 
| clerk shall receive a per diem compensation of $4. 
| Mr, SEWARD. 1 should like to know of the 
gentleman from Missouri what necessity there is 
foremploying a clerk for the Committce on Claims, 
especially since we have established a Court of 
Claims, which very much diminishes thé busi- 
|| ness of that committee ? 

Mr. PORTER. 1t is for the Committee on 
| Private Land Claims that I ask for thea point- 
i| ment of a clerk; not the Committée.on Claims. 
| Mr. SANDIDGE. lam amember of the Com- 
i| mittee on Private Land Claims, and as a member 
i| of the House I am ready to go as far as aay other 
{ t 
| 
i 
| 
1 


li 


meniber in any measure of economy for the pro- 
tection of the national Treasury. I stand: here 
my duties, but I am compelled 
for the transaction of my own 
member of this body; and 
while I am ready to devote all the time in my 
power, yet I cannot, as a member of the commit- 
tee, devote as much time to the investigation of 
| many bills which have been referred to our coni- 
i| mittee as is demanded, in order. that they may be 
I vgesented in a proper shape to the House. | i 
tf have now in my desk half a dozen bills, which 
ii have been referred to me by the committee for 


ready to discharge 
to employ a clerk 
private business as a 
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investigation. Many of them originated fifty years 
ago;and itis impossible for me to devote as much 
time to their investigation as is requisite to come 
‘to an intelligent understanding of the matters in- 
volvėd in them. I ask, therefore, that the com- 
mittee may have authority toemploy a clerk, who 
ean assist them in looking up the laws and prece- 
dents in such. cases. + 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Missouri if his object in asking for 
authority to employ the services of a clerk, is the 
same as that just announced by the gentleman 
from Louisiana ? 

‘Mr. PORTER. I will state that the Commit- 
tee ọn Private Land Claims have had a large | 
amount of business referred to them during the 
present session. They were not disposed, inthe 
early part of the session, when clerks were au- 
thorized for the other committees, to ask for one 
until they had had a meeting, and ascertained 
whether the amount of business they were likely 
to have was sufficient to make the employment 
of a clerk necessary. Since that time we have 
held several meetings, and have ascertained that 
avery large amount of business has been referred 
to us, and that it will be absolutely necessary jj 
that we should have the services of a clerk to 
enable us properly to discharge the duties of our 
committee. Pill state to the House that the 
labors of that committee are notas small as some 
gentlemen have seemed to indicate. They have 
been so large in former sessions that clerks have 
been authorized to assist them in the discharge 
of their duties; and I will only state, in conclu- | 
sion, that the committee have instructed me to 
offer this resolution because they consider the 
services of a clerk absolutely necessary, and for 
no other reason. 

Mr. KEITT. I would inquire whether the 
petitions usually in charge of this committee have 

een sent to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PORTER. They have not. This is not 
the Committee on Claims; it isthe Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the gentleman 
to say that the Court of Claims have not jurisdic- 
tion over the business usually reforred to this 
committee. Now, 1 understand that the juris- 
diction of that court, by the very terms of the 
law, extends over the business of this committee, 
so far as it is applicable, as much as to any other 
committee, The labors of that committee will be 
abridged by the establishment of that court, cer- 
tainly as much as those of any committee of the 
House. Many of the cases that would otherwise 
have gone before that committec, have doubtless 

“gone before the Court of Claims. | 

Now, I do not know, of course I cannot know, 
what that committee have to do, But if the 
reasons given by the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. Sanprpee] are the only ones for the employ- 
ment of this clerk, I certainly should not feel my- 
self authorized to vote for it. If the services of 
their clerk are to be employed in hunting up the 
laws and precedents, and in furnishing decisions 
for the committee, I certainly should not venture 
to vote for the employment of any such person. 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote fora 
clerk to this committee for the reason given b 
the gentleman from Louisiana. I understand that 
the appointment of the committees is merely to 
distribute the work of the House; that its object 
is to collect facts, find out precedents, and present 
principles properly authenticated for the consid- 
eration, and then for the action of the House. 
If that be the case, and this committee has such 
‘multitudinous work before it, as to occupy too 
much of the time of the members of the com- 
mittee—time which should be properly applied 
to something else—then I think it is the duty of 

the House to throw whatever facilities may be 
necessary in the way of the committee, to carry | 
on the public business. 

By the organization of the Committee on Claims, 
ithas business to do which must and which ought 
to come back to this House. It will go to that | 
committee; and I desire to give them every ad- 
vantage for its consideration. As I understand the 
decisions of that court, I am not disposed to | 
attach much importance to them: but I do desire 
that those decisions shall be subjected to a close 
and rigid examination. So far as I have ûn- 


derstood its recent decisions, ithas established, | 


or attempted to establish, principles which are at li 


variance with the fixed principles which regulate 
congressional orlegislative action in any country. 

Mr. QUITMAN. It seems to me that this 
question ¢an be readily adjusted. The business 
of this House is distributed among the commit- 


tees, and surely they are the best judges of what į 


ought to be done by us as good guardians of the 
public treasure. herever, then, a committee 


unanimously apply for a clerk, I think we/ought | 


to give one. | 
The question was taken, and Mr’ 
resolution was adopted. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS-——-SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam instrucied 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the following resolution: , í 


Resolved That the bill making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 


QRTER’S 


| tribes, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857; that the 
bill making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic ! 


expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30th, 
1857; that the bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year ending 30th of Jane, 1857; that the 


bill making appropriations for fortifications and otber works | 
, and for repairs of barracks and quarters for the į 
g the 39th of June, 1857; that the bill making | 
iations for the legislative, executive, and judicial | 
| expenses of the Government for the year ending the 80th of 


of defen 
year è 
approp 


June, 1847; that the bill making appropriations tor the naval 
service for tie year ending the 30th of June, 1857; and that 
the bill making appropriations for certain civil expenses of 
the Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, be 
> the special order of the day for ‘Tuesday, April 15th, 
56, at one o’clock, p. m., to be considered in the order 
above named ; and that they continue to be the special order 
of the day, at the same hour, for every day thereatter, [Mon- 
days, Fridays, and Saturdays excepted,) till said bills shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I object to the resolution, 
and move that it be laid upon the table. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution has not been 
introduced, and the motion to lay upon the table 
is therefore not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended in order that it may be introduced. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended for the purpose indicated. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL, T call for the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Under the 135th rule 


the general appropriation bills have precedence | 


of all others; aud I would like to know what 


necessity there is for the adoption of the resolu? | 


tion? 


The previous question was seconded; and the | 


main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I call for the ycas and 
nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved that that motion be laid upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. LAKE. I hope the gentleman will sus- | 


pend his motion so that I may present a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LAKE ‘offered the following resolution; 
which was read and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and 


they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the propriety of į 


affording the same extra pay and allowance to the officers 
and men that composed the garrison of the post at Fort 


garrison of the post at Fort Laramie, under the act entitled 
“ An act making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1850,and for other 
purposes ;” and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


The question recurred on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 


motion; and being put, on a division there were— | 


ayes 72, noes 31. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLINGMAN 
and FLacier were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 83, noes 33. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Mace in the chair.) 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN OREGON, ETC. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first busi- 


| havethou 


ness in order was the consideration of the annual 
message of the President of the United States, 
aird that upon that the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Warner] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to post- 
pone the consideration of the President’s mes- 
sage, and to.take up the bill reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means this morning, 
making appropriations to restore and preserve the 
peaceable disposition of the Indian tribes on the 
Pacific, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
to the gentleman from Ohio that his motion can- 
not be entertained, unless the gentleman from 
Georgia yields the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iask the gentleman from 
Georgia to yicld me the floor, that I may make 
the motion. I hope the committee will proceed 
to the consideration of the bill reported this 
morning. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand that if I yield ° 
to the gentleman I shall lose my right to the 
floor. ( 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the House 
agaia takes up the President’s message, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now submit the motion 
which { have stated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House pre 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for"restoring and maintaining the 
peaceable disposition of the Indian tribes upon the 
Pacific, and for other purposes. 

The bill, which was read in extenso, proposed 
to appropriate the sum of $300,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the President of the United 
States, for restoring and maintaining the peace- 
able disposition of the Indian tribes on the Pacific; 
and also the sum of $120,000 for the purchase of 
gunpowder for the Pacific coast. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Task to have the bill read 
by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read the first section. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill reported by the Clerk is the bill recommended 
by the Committee of Ways and Means as an 
amendment to the bill referred to it. I ask for 
the reading of the original bill, so that the com- 
mittee may see the amendment proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


The original bill was reported. It eos 
$300,000, to be expended by the President of the 


United States in suppressing Indian hostilities in 
the Territorics of Oregon and Washington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state very briefly 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have 
thought proper to amend the bill which was re~ 
ferred to it, as introduced by the gentleman from 
Oregon, so as to make it conform to the recom- 
mendation of the head of the Department of the 
Interior, on which the bill is predicated. It will 
be observed that the original bill scems to contem- 
plate rather a warlike contest with the Indians on 
the Pacific. The Committee of Ways and Mcans 

ght that, perhaps, a more friendly indi- 
cation of Congress on this subject, towards these 
tribes, would better secure the great ends which 
the gentlemen desire—peace on that frontier. 
The recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, accompanying the President’s annual 
message, is that an appropriation of*§300,000 be 
asked from Congress, to be expended, under the 
direction of the President, in ‘‘ restoring and main- 


Kearny, which was allowed to those that composed the || taining the peaceable disposition of the Indian 


| tribes on the Pacific.” It might lead to a very 


interesting disquisition were we to stop here to 
inquire into the origin of the troubles there; but 


| the committee are satisfied that there is a pressing 


necessity just at this time for an appropriation 
of money, as recommended to be placed in the. 


| President’s hands, with a view to the cultivation 


of the friendly disposition of these tribes; and 
they have therefore reported an amendment to the 
ull. 

As to the other amendment, I will explain that 
there is recommended by the Secretary of War an 
appropriation of money to procure and send to 
the Pacific coast powder that is necessary on that 
frontier. The Committee of Ways and Means 
reported an item in the regular bill making appro- 
priations for the Army; but, in view of the cir- 


: cumstances, they have thought proper to append 
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that appropriation to this bill, in order that the 
War Department may avail itself of an. early 


appropriation, so as:to have the. powder taken | 


there at an early period inthe season. They have, 
therefore, taken the item from the regular appro- 

riation bill, and appended it to this, believing that 
it is the best place for it, and that the public ser- 
vice requires it shouldbe done. The reason why 
a sufficient supply of. powder has not been sent to 
that coast is because there were no proper facili- 
ties for keeping and preserving-it after it was 
taken there. ‘These are thggonly items in the 
bill; and that is all I deem Wecokeary to say in 
‘reference to them at present. 

Mr, ALLISON. Pdo not desire to interpose 
any obstacle in the way of the bill reported by 
the committee; but there'are some facts In connect- 
tion with the difficulties in Oregon which should 
be known to the committee. The Governor of 
the Territory has called out a large force, ata 
very preat expense, and this force is, I believe, 
at present in the field. It strikes me, therefore, 
with all deference to the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, that there is no great ne- 
cessity for haste in this matter. If gentlemen 
will look at Senate executive document, No. 26, 
they will find a communication from General 
Wool, who is chief in command in that depart- 
ment, which develops a state of affairs there that 
astonishes me, and will, I think, astonish every 
member of the House. ltappears that the Gover- 


nor of the Territory refuses to act in conjunction | 


with the commanding general Æ that department, 
and has drawn out a powerful force; and it is 
charged by the agent of Indian affairs, and by the 
general in command, that these volunteers called 
out, and horses purchased, and all the arrange- 
ments made, are for the purpose of depleting the 
Treasury of the United States. I do not make 
these charges, but they are made here by the 
regular officers of the Government, acting as the 
agents of the Government in the employ of the 
Government. These charges, contained in the 
regular executive documents, made against the 
Governor of the Territory, and against citizens 
of Oregon, require explanation. They require, at 
the hands of this House, an investigation of the 
matter before we make an appropriation. For 
instance, I would read one paragraph from the 
communication of General Wool, the commander- 
in-chief, lt is found at page 49. On page 48, 
General Wool states that, with the force which 
he has under his command, he hopes to be able, 
as soon as the season opens for operations, to 
bring the war to a close. But I will read from 
General Wool’s letter to the Secretary of War: 


«In my communication of the 25th of December to the 
headquarters of the Army, I mentioncd that Governor 
Curry called out but one regiment of volunteers, and pur- 
chased or hired onc thousand horses. T have learned since 


that he called for two regiments—one for Washington Ter- | 


ritory, and the other for southern Oregon, both mounted, 
and which required about two thousand horses, The horses 
of Colone! Nesmith’s regiment, it is reported by the vol- 
unteers,.are no longer fit for service, and the Governor 
intends (so it is reported) to furnish them with a fresh 
relay; the cxpense of all of which, together with the 
enormous prices paid for everything the volunteers have 
recejved, Will amount to more than $2,000,000, some say 
$3,000,000 ; and General Adair, collector of customs at As- 
toria, says it will amount to $4,000,000.” 


Under such a statement as this, representing a 
general protest against this action upon the part 
of Governor Curry, we are called upon hastily 
to make an appropriation without, as it seems to 
me, the proper investigation. I would call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee which 


reported this bill to the House, to the different | 


communications presented by the proper officers 
of the Government; not only the communication 


of General Wool, but the communication of the | 


commissioner of Indian affairs, it seems to me, 
warns us to be careful how we bastily make such 
an appropriation as we are now asked to make. 

Mr. LANE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. LANE. Iwill yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania with pleasure. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have but a word tosay. 
‘This appropriation was asked for by the Presi- 
dent at an carly period in the session, and should 
have been properly inserted in the deficiency bill. 
The only change now proposed by the Committee 
of Waysand Means is,to place the appropriation 
im a separate bill, which they have done on the 


groond of the pressing nesessity which exists for! 


making the appropriation. 


They. have™ based || 
their report upon the information received by the 
last steamer, which is subsequent to that read by 
my colleague from Pennsyivania, [Mr. Arutsow.] 
The information but yesterday found its way Into 
the public press to the effect that the settlers in 
Washington and Oregon Territories are being 
murdered by ruthless savages, their wives and 
children burted at the stake, and their dwellings 
reduced to ashes. There have been incursions 
of bands of hostile Indians from Vancouver’s 
Island, and numerous circumstances to indicate a 
general uprising on the part of nearly all the war- 
like Indians in Washington and Oregon Terri- 
tories. 

Under these circumstances it must be evident 
to every one that there is a pressing necessity for 
some immediate action upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment. We have, therefore, recommended that 
this appropriation shall be made, and we hope it 
will prove sufficient to enable the hardy back- 
woodsmen of Oregon and Washington to repel 
these invasions, and to protect the settlements in 
those distant Territories from destruction. We 
can, then, after we have first secured the settlers 
from extermination, on a proper investigation, 
hold the officers of the Administration to a strict 
accountability if it shall be ascertained that they 
have not discharged their whole duty in the pro- 
tection of these settlements, and in maintaining 
friendly relations with the Indians of Oregon and 
Washington. . 

Mr. Chairman, shall we refuse this appropria- 
tion, and send back word by the next steamer, 
which sails on the 5th of April, that we are not 
willing to protect the peaccable settlers in the 
Territories, because some of the officers of the 
Government have been remiss in the discharge 
of their duties, though I am not prepared to say 
that they have been remiss? Shall we say that, 
because they have not taken every means in their 

ower to prevent hostilities, we will be remiss 
in the discharge of ours? Shall we pause to 
investigate the conduct of officers of the Govern- 
ment, and refuse our aid when the people of those 
distant Territories—men, women, and children— 
are being burned at the stake ?—when fierce tribes 
of Indians are rushing in and wiping out whole 
settlements of white American citizens?—when 
they have murdered families by the score, and 
have devastated a large section of country? I 
trust not. i 

Now, sir, this bill provides, in the first place, 
for feeding the friendly Indians, and maintaining 
friendly relations with them, and thus preventing 
them from joining the warlike tribes. If neces- 
sary, the settlers can be organized into volunteer 
companies; the hardy riflemen of the wilderness 
will carry the Indian method of warfare into the 
mountain fastnesses, and into the almost inac- 
cessible forests of the Territory, and drive back 
these fierce marauders. 

T understand there are large numbers of friendly 
Indians in the Territory who can be maintained 
in their friendly relations to the whites, and, if 
necessary, can be used in repelling the incursions 
of the warlike tribes from Vancouver’s Island 
and the adjoining British possessions. Now, sir, 
I hope most earnestly that, in view of the urgent 
necessity there is for immediate action in refer- 
ence to this matter, the House will not delay in 
making the appropriation. The object of the 
appropriation is to restore peace without recourse 
to arms, if possible. 

Iam reminded by the chairman of the Com- 


| 


mittee of Ways and Means of the fact, that the || 


committce have changed, by an amendment they 
have recommended, its character from a simple 
warlike mcasure to one which is to have a direct 
tendency to cultivate peaceable relations with the 
friendly Indians. This is all I desire to say upon 
the subject. 
Mr. READY. Iam gratified, Mr. Chairman, | 

that the Committee of Ways and Means have 
changed the character of the bill which the House 


has been asked to consider and pass upon this || 


subject; and I am not disposed to throw any 
obstacle whatever in the way of the progress of 
the bill, as reported by the committee. I hope 
the event may prove that the newspaper reports | 
we have received of the Indian depredations and | 
massacres committed on our Pacific coast, are | 
exaggerated; but whether it be so or not, it is 
enough for me to know that massacres have been 


GLOBE. 


committed.” Even if one life had been sacrificed 
by the merciless. hand of the savage, T should 
hold it sufficient to ‘prompt the speedy andem- 
cient action of the Government to. protect. our 
citizens from the dangers which areimpending. 

The bill, as it has ‘been reported, as I under- 
stand it, adopts perhaps the most: precautionary — - 
measures that could well:be resorted to.: It:pro-* 
poses to place a fund of ¢300,000 in: the hands of 
the President, to. be expended ‘by himasin his 
judgment may be deemed proper, forthe purpose 
of maintaining and preserving friendly relations 
with the Indian tribes in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territories. I know of no better method that 
could be adopted for the expenditure of this 
money. It vests, to be sure, a large discretion 
in the President of the United States; but still he 
is the proper recognized officer of the Govern- 
ment, in whom that power and discretion ought 
to reside. He is the officer to whom we should | 
look for the faithful disbursement of the fund; 
and if we cannotrely upon his discretion and 
judgment, I know of no other officer in the coun- 
try onwhom we can rely. i 

But, Mr. Chairman, my object in addressing 
the committee was principally to call its attention 
—and especially the-attention of the honorable 
Delegate from Oregon—to certain newspaper pub- 
lications which have appeared recently in refer- 
ence to the operations of our army, and the vol- 
unteers in the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington. Ido not call his attention and theatten- 
tion of the committee to them because I place 
confidence intheir truth, nor because I think ‘that 
mere newspaper, reporis are entitled generally, to 
claim the deliberate consideration of this com- 
mittee, or this House; but I think that it is due 
to the people of the Territories of Oregon and 
Washington, that it is due to the volunteer forces, 
and that it is due to the honorable Delegate who 
represents Oregon ‘Territory upon this floor, that 
the facts should be understood, and that he and 
those he represents should stand right on this 
subject. I call the attention of the committee 
to a communication which I find published in the 
Louisville Democrat of the 26th of this month. 
I will read the following extract: 

“The volunteers, however, who were already at the 
Dalles mounted, and very anxious to exterminate the In- 
dians, could not wait, andafter asking and being refused aid 
by General Wool, whose chief wish was to get them'to go 
home and attend to their farms, pushed off, and not being 
able to get at the really hostile Indians on account of the 
snow in the mountains, finally did succeed in getting the 
Walla-Walla Indians arrayed among the enemies who are 
to be whipped this spring by the troops. The chief of the 
Walla-Wallas came to the camp of the volunteers under a 
flag of truce, was taken prisoner by them, and after a day 
or two intervening, was murdered, with some three others 
who had accompanied him, and his hands and ears cut off, 
and with some twenty scalps sent into Portland, You are 
at liberty to-draw your inference as to my opinion of Oregon 
vojunteers. p 

«The Oregon papers abuse General Wool for refusing to 
aid the volunteers, and for not having gone at once into.the 
field. The facts in the case, however, are, that Generat 
Wool did not want. the aid of the volunteers, and had too 
much sense to make himself u party to the enormous bill of 
some three or more millions which the Governor has run up, 
and which he expects the General Government to pay} 
while there being not a single white within reach of the In- 
dians, he could very well wait until his forces were prop- 
erly prepared to go into and keep the field. The old gentle- 
man did just as he should have done ; only I should have 


| liked him to have ordered the volunteers home ; and in case 
| of their refusal, E, for one, would have been glad ta have been 
sent to drive them in.” 


Here is an extract from a letter to the editors 
of the National Intelligencer, It is said to be 
froma reliable source: 


“In October last, twenty-five Indians, of whom eighteen 
were women and children, were imet by Major Lupton and 


| his party of volunteers, and ali were barbarously murdered. 


These were friendly Indians, going to the military reserva- 
tion for protection. In December last, two similat massa- 
eres by volunteers were committed on the north and south 
side of Rogue river, near Butte Creek, about Bfteen miles 
from Fort bane. Such couduct causes ail the difficulties 
which General Wool bas to contend with. 

. “Yn southern Oregon there are not to exceed two hundred 
warriors in aris against the whites, although the citizens 
report three hundred. To meet these, in a- few days the 
Generat will have six hundred and fifty regulars in the 
| field. With Lieutenant Colonel Buchanan and Major Gar- 
| nett in command of the forces in the Rogue River Valley, 
the Gencral anticipates the most favorable results, pro- 
viding the citizens of Oregon will abandoa their determina- 
nate the Indians, and give up private war, 


tion to extermi 


|! and withdraw the volunteers from the field”? 


Mr. QUITMAN. Isnot the letter from which 
the gentleman has read an extract fromananony- 
| mous correspondent? f 
i Mr. READY. I do not endorse the truth of 


, and that it should.be our duty to inquire into 
facts of the case. 
‘Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. Chairman, with the 

ermission of the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
will state that the- question of Indian hostilities 
in Oregon and Washington is now before the 
Committee on Military Affairs for its investiga- 
tion. We shall have to enter into an examination 
of the conduct of General Wool, of Governor 
Curry, and into the propriety of.calling out the 
volunteers of the Territories of Oreganand Wash- 4 
ington, because we have before us the application 
for the payment of these volunteers for their ser- 
vices. The committee will carefully investigate 
all these matters, and report upon them to the 
House. 

Therewas adopted, this morning, on my motion, 
a resolution to procure all the information in re- 
gerd to the Indian depredations in Oregon and 

ashington ‘Territories that can be had, not only 
in the War Department, but also in the Indian 
bureau. This information we may have in the 
course of two or three days. The bill before the 
body does not properly involve an inquiry into 
the conduct of either General Wool or Governor 
Curry, or that of the volunteers of Oregon and 
‘Washington Territories. The proposition is sim- 
ply to place at the disposal of the Indian depart- 
ment a sum of money solely for the. purpose of 
securing and maintaining amicable relations with 
the friendly Indians, who have already been of 
such signal service to us in the warfare which 
has been going on in those Territories. 

Mr. READY. I should regret very much if 
the gentleman from Virginia had so humble. an 
opinion of my judgment as to suppose that I did 
not, before I spoke, understand the object of the 
bill which has ‘been reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means this morning. I will not 
attribute to him 

` Mr. FAULKNER. I supposed that the gentle- 
man might not be aware that there is an application 
pending before the Committee on Military Affairs 
to pay the volunteers who have been called out 
in this exigency. That application involves the 
whole of the inquiry. which the gentleman is now 
discussing, and whieh will receive a careful in- 
vestigation from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, the result of which investigation will be laid 
before this House, and will afford it full informa- 
tion upon the subject. [supposed the gentleman 
might not be aware of that fact, and that he was 
thus prematurely pressing an inquiry upon a 
matter which is not germane to the subject now 
under consideration. In the course of a ver 
few days the whole subject will be placed itel- 
ligently before this body, when the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee may very properly present those 
views in connection with the subject’ with which 
he is now somewhat irregularly engaging the 
attention of the House, 

Mr, READY. Of course I was not aware 
that the subject was before: the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the form in which the gentle- 
man from Virginia now states it. But that is 
perfectly immaterial to my object. Permit me 
to say, that the gentleman from Virginia has | 
wholly misconceived the object I have in view 
in presenting and reading the extracts I have 
read. It is not my object to enter into an investi- 
gation of the conduct of General Wool, either 
to criminate or to exculpate; nor is it my object 
to make charges against the volunteers in the 
Territory of Oregon. But I find these statements 
going the round of the public journals, We are 
acung upon this whole subject very much upon 
newspaper paragraphs. ‘Lhe gentleman from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lane,]} the other day, when he 
called the attention of the House to the Indian 
depredations in Oregon, based his remarks mainly 
upon newspaper paragraphs. Of that I do not 
complain. Ido not think it was at all improper. 

Mr. QULTPMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee allow me to remind him that on this į 


| these untaught children of nature, and place them 


| manded the admiration and respect of all who 


/ mission in the Wylatpee country, cast of the 


question, upon which we are now acting, we are || 
acting upon the best authority—upon the recom- |! 
mendation of the President of the United States, |: 
submitted to this House in a special message 
| 
{ 
j 


F 
! 
upon the subject? | 


Mr. READY. If I had been permitted to go | 


no doubt the gentleman will be able to make may 
remove those objections. 


Mr, LANE. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman from Tennessee for calling my atten- 
tion to the paragraphs which he has just read; 
and I am very glad to have the opportunity to 
vindicate the character of the pearls of Oregon. 
And, sir, when the time shall arrive that I can 
have a-full opportunity to do so, I shall be able 
to satisfy every gentleman upon this floor that 
the people of Oregon ‘Territory are in no way to 
blame for the war with the Indians, which is now 
in progress in Oregon, and which has been going on 
since last October. We have, sir, inthat Territory 
a Governor who has lived in Oregon since the 
year 1845. He is a peaceable, quict, orderly, 
sensible, and practical man, and in all the troubles 
which the settlers have had in settling that Ter- 
ritory, he has uniformly been found upen the 
side of peace, whenever peace could be had with 
safety to the people and security to the lives of 
families in that Territory. 

The people of Oregon Territory are a peaceable, 
law-abiding, orderly people; and they are also a 
gallantpeople. They have taken pains ever since 

became acquainted with the country, to culti- 
vate the most friendly feeling with the Indians. 
They lived in the same valleys and districts of 
country with the Indians, and they were anxious 
to do all they could to maintain friendly rela- 
tions with them; for we had among our earlier 
scttlers many missionaries, who had been sent 
there for the purpose of civilizing and Christian- 
izing the Indians, and of teaching them the arts 
of civilization, and the habits and customs of men 
ina higher and improved social position, as far 
as the dispositions and habitudes of the abori- 
ginal tribes admit of their elevation to the social 
and moral attainments of the European races. ` 

To this end many devoted men labored with 
an assiduity and a zeal which attested the sin- 
cerity and earnestness of their desire to reclaim 


on the catalogue of christianized and enlightened 
nations. Among those who thus labored faith- 
fully and unremittingly, and with a singleness 
of purpose and self-sacrificing zeal which com- 


observed his devoted and untirmg labors, was 
the Rev. Marcus Whitman. Never, in my opin- 
ion, did missionary go forth to the field of his 
labors animated by a nobier purpose or devote 
himself to his task with more earnestness and 
sincerity than this meek and Christian man. He 
arrived in Oregon in 1842, and established his 


Cascade mountains, and devoted his entire time 
to the education and improvement of the Indians, 
teaching them the arts of civilization, the mode 
of cultivating the soil, to plant, to sow, to reap, 
and to do all the duties which pertain to civilized 
man. He erected mills, plowed their ground, 
sowed their crops, and assisted in gathering in 
their harvests. About the time he had succeeded : 
in teaching them some of these arts, and the | 
means of using some of these advantages, they |! 
rose against him, without cause and without); 
notice, and massacred him and his wife, and many |i 
others who were at the mission at thẹ time. 

T mention these things, Mr. Chairman, to give | 


ports are not true. 
Oregon, as I stated the other day, by the Indians 
on the white people. It was not instigated by 
any act of the whites—not induced by any vio- 
lence on the part of citizens of that Territory. 
As I then stated, the Indians commenced the 
slaughter of the white people, from the southern 
ortion of Oregon to the northern extreme of 
ashington, at the very same time, the same 
week of the same month, the 8th, 9th, and 10th 
days of October. 

n confirmation of this statement, I will read 
the following extract from the letter of Captain 
Hewitt, dated November, 1855: 

“ After two days Mrd work, we reached the house of Mr. 
Cox, which we found robbed. ‘We then proceeded to Mr. 
Jones’s. His house was burned to ashes, and Mr. Jones, who 
was sick at the time, was burned in it. Mrs. Jones was found 
about thirty yards from the house, shot through the lungs 
face and jaws horribly broken and mutilated. The boneso 
Mr. Jones were found, the flesh having been mostly eaten 
off by the hogs. We found Cooper, who bad been living with 
Jones, about one hundred and fitty yards from the house, 
shot through the lungs, the bal] having entered his left breast. 
Proceeded to the house of W. H. Brown. Mrs. Brown and 
child were found in pe well, her head downwards ; she had 
been stabbed to the heart ; also stabbed in the back and the 
back part of the head. ‘The child was below her, and had 
no marks of violence uponit. ‘Mr. Brown was found in the 
house, literally cut to pieces. His arms and legs were badly 
eut, aud I should think there were as many as ten or fifteen 
stabs inhis back. After burying the reniains of the bodies 
as well as circumstances would permit, we proceeded to the 
house of Mr. King, which we found burned to ashes, and 
the most horrible spectacle of all awaited us—Mr. Jones 
who had lived with him, and two little children, were burne 
in the house; the body of Mr. King, after being roasted, was 
eaten almost entirely up by the hogs. Mrs. King was lying 
about thirty yards from the house almost in a state of nudi- 
ty, shot apparently through the heart, and her left breast cut 
off; she was cut open from the pit of the stomach to about 
the center of the abdomeii; intestines pulled out on either 
side. ‘We performed the last sad rites over the slain, and 
returned to our camp.” 

Now, sir, but a few days before these massa- 
cres were per etrated here, on or near Puget’s 
Sound, hostilities had commenced in southern 
Oregon, more than six hundred miles distant. Can 
General Wool or any other sensible man, pretend 
to say that killing off Indians on Rogue river was 
the cause of these murderous outrages? 

I will present another extract of a letter from 
Rogue river valley, a few days before this massa- 
ere occurred: 

“The greater portion of the enemy have taken to the 
mountains, and carried with them a large amount of stock 
and other property. Thirty persons have been murdered by 
them between Jewett’s ferry, on Rogue river,and Turner’s, 
on Cow creek, It is now ascertained that Haynes’s family 
have also been massacred.” 

Now, to show you that General Wéol is mis- 
taken, that his judgment has been hastily formed 
and upon erroneous and false data—perhaps the 
willful misrepresentations of others, who thought 
by traduction of our people to subserve their own 
interests, or at least to gratify their passions— 
I ask your attention to the maps which I have 
caused to be placed in view of the members of 
the House, and upon which they can observe the 
relative position and distances of the several 
localities which form the seat, or more properly 
speaking, the seats of war. On the east of the 
Cascade mountains, which you observe running 
parallel with the coast, at an average distance of 
one hundred miles, is the region or district called 
the ‘* Yacoma country.” In this country, before 
hostilities had commenced in the shape of regular 
warfare, the Indians killed Mr. Mattice,a gentle- 
man who was traveling through the country. 
The agent, Mr. Bolan, hearing of the outrage, 
went into the country to ascertain the facts, and 
if possible bring the perpetrators to justice and 


prevent further disturban Although esent, | 
“personally Known to them, ani 
A Fad received the bounties of the Gov 
he was barbarously murdered; and to g 
‘Strongest possible 1 tation of their hostility 
and éxasperation i tthe whites, they. made 


a funeral pile. of himself. and horse, determined: 


d fiom whom they 
ment, 


that nota vestige should remain to tell the 
his savage and inhuman murder. 7 
When the fact of the death of Be 
known, the regular forces at Fort Vi 


c l hey turned out im- 
mediately;and having joined withthe troops they 
marched into the Indian country. The Indians 
on thatoccasion avoided the fight. They avoided 
ageneral battle.” The force against them was 
-rather strong, : À 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the position of Major 
Haller, at the time he was surrounded by the 
Indians and badly whipped, was up on the Co- 
lumbia river here, on the northern side of this 
river, in Washington Territory, in the country 
Known as the Yacomac country. This country, 
till within a few years past, has not been settled 
by white people; but within the last few years 
the white settlement has extended east of these 
Cascade mountains, into Washington and Oregon 
‘Territories. When General Wool arrived in 
Oregon Territory he found the volunteers tip in 
that country, against the warlike Indians. Now, 
I will ask gentlemen and the writer of that letter 
which has been read, whether the troops ought | 
to have been recalled at once from that country, | 
leaving hundreds of defenseless women and chil- 
dren, scattered about on their claims, exposed to 
theattacks of Indians who had driven the regular 
If they had, what 


one child that would not have been tomahawked ? 
General Wool, when he arrived took up ‘his | 
headquarters west of the Cascade mountains, on 
the north bank of the Columbia river, or Fort 
Vancouver, [pointing out the location dn the map J 
He ordered the regular forces that were engaget 
in the Indian country to fall back on Fort Van- 
couver. The volunteers did not go up there of | 
their own accord. They went outat the call of | 
an officer of the United States Army. If they 
had left the country with the regular forces they 
would have exposed the life of every woman and | 
child there to certaindeath. Ought they to have | 
done so? Will any man say to the people of | 
Oregon that these volunteers should have fallen 
back upon the settlements, or gone into quarters 
and put themselves. under cover, leaving the wo- 
men and children of the country to fall under the 
tomahawk of the savage? No, sir. Itisa slan- 
der when it is said that the volunteers of Oregon 
went there with a view of making war upon any 
other Indians than such as murdéred our people, ; 
and as were ready to bury the tomahawk in the 
heads of women and children. 

What would have been said of the Governor 
of Oregon, if he had acted as General Wool did, 
and ordered the volunteers out of the country, | 
leaving it exposed to the savages? So far from 


ji tions upon General Wool. 


doing it, he. 
troops were ¢ 
young man, 
out to | ans 


eames 


profession „anda 


powder and other supplies, that o 
magazines and refused the supplies. 

oy, sir, shall this man be quoted here against 
the people of Oregon Territory? Shall his evi- 
dence be used in condemnation of the people of 
that Territory, who volunteered to save the wo- 
men and children of the settlements from massa- 
ere? Shall such an argument be introduced here 
against the appropriation now asked for? Lhape 
not. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the gentleman will permit 
me for a moment, I desire to say a single word. 
He asks, why should we bring the evidence of 
General Wool here as testimony in a case of this 
kind, under such circumstances? Now, lam 
sure the gentleman from Oregon will not object to 
-an inquiry, such as was propounded to him, for 
the purpose of giving him an opportunity of 


to the House. We find in our executive docu- 
ments here, official communications from the 
officers of the Goyernment which can alone speak 
officially uffon the subject. How is it possible 
that we can disregard these communications thus 
officially made, unless some explanation were 
-made to remove the difficulties with which we.are 
surrounded, in making this appropriation. If we 
are to take the statements of these officers, to which 
alone we can_go for information, we cannot, con- 
sistently, make this appropriation. The gentle- 
man from Oregon certainly cannot therefore ob- 
ject to such a statement being made by a member 
of. the House, as it willafford him an opportunity 
of making such an explanation as will relieve us 
from the embarrassments with which we are sur- 
| rounded in making the appropriation which he 
i asks for. 

Mr. LANE. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman. I have no disposition to cast imputa- 
I think as much of 
him as any man in this House, but I do not like 
his conduct in Oregon. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
these volunteer forces have been organized and 
maintained for the purpose of protecting the set- 
tlements in the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington, and nobly have they done it, while the 
regulars were comfortably ‘housed in the snug 
barracks at Vancouver. ` 


which I will read the following extract: 


«Will you please present our thanks to the Secretary of 
War for his dispatch in forwarding the Ninth infantry, How 


rendered unavailing. General Wool is now in California, 
and would have kept that regiment there bad he been there 
when it arrived. He passed them at sea this side of San 
Francisco, and made unavailing efforts to have the steamer 
bringing them return to San Francisco. This, I am in- 
formed ‘by Mr. Ioxie, of Jackson county, who was a pas- 
senger with General Wool. Mr. Hoxie was sent down by 
| the quartermaster general, and succeeded in making his 
| purchase, as he tells me, when General Wool’s interference 
and influence caused the setlers to decline furnishing the 
powder, and Mr. Hoxie came back empty-handed. Had it 
not been forthe Hudson’s Bay Company, at Vancouver, we 


supplies.” oe 

This extract I give with undoubting confidence 
in the truth of the statements it contains, know- 
ing, as I do, the high respectability of the author, 
and simply from a desire to do justice to all con- 
cerned, either American citizens or British sub- 
jects. 


making the explanation which he is now making | 


By the last mail I have received a letter, from | 


much itis to ‘be regretted that such promptness has been | 


should have been unable to procure this, and other essential | 


nd from 
of 


Tennesses, 


My. $ 
Lam proyd.o ering the opportunity 
ing his inquiries—I have alwage kn 
cise the soundest judgment upon all subjects at 
-cept politics. [Laughter.] I say, in reply to his — 
inquiries, that at the time these hostilities com- 
menced in the north of Washington T 2 
hostilities also broke out in'the Rogue river 
ley, and in one night the Indians traveled many 
miles and killed every man, woman, and child 
on the road, with one or two. exceptions; they ` 
burned every house except one; they killed ever 
woman except one—Mrs. Harris—for whom 1 
intend to introduce. bill granting a pension. The 
savages surrounded her house, killed her hus- 
hand, and wounded her daughter. She defended 
herself in her dwelling nobly; she loaded and 
fired-her rifle sighty times, and made her escape 
during the darkness of the night. Every manon 
that whole route was killed with the exception of 
Wagner, whose wife and children were murdered, 
and who himself fell, on the 22d of February last, 
at the mouth of the Rogue river. Since that tims 
the Indians have proceeded to Umpqua valley, 
and murdered people within a few miles of my 
own house, and yet General Wool says there’ is 
no war in Oregon! They have driven off the 
cattle of the country. Thousands are shot and 
left to decay upon the plains. The last steamer ` 
brought us the newsthat the Indians. had attacked 
the settlements of the white people at the mouthof 
Rogue river, and destroyed every house, and 
every farm. Every settler—men, women, and 
children—was killed, except one, and he, saved 
himself by hiding. a 

It is said that the Indians are few, and that they 
will soon be forced into submissidn. Whether 
there are two hundred or one thousand of them, 
General Wool will not be able. to hurt one of 
them. Iknow them. They will fight; but they 
will never permit themselves to be attacked by 
any considerable force. They will keep out of 
the way. The old General has passed the age 
when he could overtake the Indians. The coun- 
try which is the theater of. hostilities is mount- 
ainous, steep of ascent, and affords the best and 
most secure hiding-places in the world. How is 
he to go there wit his regular forces and punish 
these savages? Yet his friends said thatit was 
for that purpose that he intended to start from 
San Francisco. Hehas not done so; and hé is 
the man that has arraigned the people of my Ter- 


| ritory ! 


Sir, the people of Oregon occupy-a remote and 
far distant part of our domain—a sort of terra 
incognita to the people of the Atlantic States. If 
their character was known here, as I know it, it 
would require no eulogium, much less a vindica- 
tion, at my hands. Por several years I have 
lived in the midst of that people, and I know 
them. Ihave seen them underall the vicissitudes 
and circumstances incident to this varied and 
chequered life—in prosperity and in adversity, 
in affluence and poverty, in the repose and se- 
curity of home, in the din of battle, where the 
fight raged hottest and the lmullets flew thickest. 
They are an enterprising and adventurous people; 
or they would never have traversed sterile and 
inhospitable wastes, scaled lofty mountains, and 
braved the perils and privations of the-wilderness 
in search of homes on the shores of the Pacific. 
That they are brave no one can doubt who has 
read of their deeds of heroism in defending their 
families and homes from the tomahawk and the 
torch of the remorseless savage, Ay, sir, and 
they are a patriotic people. Think you that the 
men from Missouri, lilinois, Ohio, and Kennicky, 
who have made their homes in Oregon, have been 
so changed by distance, that their hearts have 
ceased to pulsate with patriotic devotion to our 
country’s flag and our country’s honor? Believe 
it not. They are Americans still—not aliens and 
interlopers from foreign lands. Hear it, gentle- 
men of the so-called “ American”’ party, you who 
oppose this appropriation, your countrymen-— 


i| not foreigners—are imperiled. American blood is 


being shed—ay, sir,and on our own soil. Ameri- 
cans call on you for succor. Mountains rise 
| and wide deserts intervene between you and them, 
but they are still on our own soil; they have but 
changed their chamber in the paternal mansion; 
the same banner which waves from the dome of 


i this Capitol spreads its folds over them. Is it 
an emblem of protection which the Government 


778 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


affords to all our people, or. a piece of painted 
bunting—a rag spread to the winds in derision 
and mockery of ®eir perils and their woes? 

One trait of character the people of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon possess Jin common ‘with their 
countrymen, but even this seems. to be denied to 
them by those whose occupation appears to be to 
malign and traduce all that is generous and noble 
in.a people or an individual—those. professional 
scribblers, the vultures of the press, who feed 
upon character which has been first polluted and 
destroyed by their own poisonous breath, and 
who never soar except it be in an atmosphere of 
detraction, like those birds of ill omen which are 
found in no other country except where grows the 
Upas.. [allude to that trait in the character of 
the Oregonians so characteristic of the g pulation 
of the western States—magnanimity; the chival- 
rous sense of honor, the pride, blended with in- 
nate generosity, which scorns a mean, a dishon- 
orable, or a cowardly action, which revolts at the 
idea of oppressing or of being oppressed, which 
is quick to resent an insult from an equal or supe- 
rior, but bears with meekness and patience the 

eevishness, the taunts, and even the deliberate 
insults, of inferiors. In this spirit the people of 
Oregon have borne with patience and forbearance 
‘the injuries and insults of the inferior race by 
which they are surrounded. They have thought 
their mission to be to subdue the proud and in- 
tractable spirit of the savage by kindness, to 
soften his rude nature by manifesting towards him 
a friendly and paternal spirit, to reclaim him from 
his savage condition by example—the example 
of a life spent in peaceful industry, instead of un- 
profitable and wasting wars with each other. 

I am sorry that these humane efforts of the 
Oregon settlers have not been appreciated by the 
savage. Humanity has been mistaken by him 
for a tame submissiveness of spirit; forbearance 
for pusillanimity. The consequence has been, 
that, instead of being benefited by his contact 
with the whites, the Indian has rooted over 
what he has erroneously deemed an wnwarrant- 
able intrusion upon his domain, until at longth a 
general uprising has taken place for the purpose 
of exterminating the intruders, or driving them 
from the land. Who that acknowledges the right 
of the white race to occupy and improve the lands 
of the natives, (and I know of no one who will 
deny it)—who that acknowledges such right will 


deny to them the right of self-defense when as- 


sailed in their pioneer homes; and who will not 
go further than this, and say that, where their 
numbers and their means are Inadequate to their 
defense, itis the duty of the Government to afford 
them protection, and save them, not from destruc- 
tion merely, but from a destruction by a refine- 
ment of crucity, an exquisiteness of torture 
known only in the annals of Indian warfare? 

I will have an opportunity of explaining these 
things more fully at some future tine, FE will not 


consume the time of the committee now. lam 
prepared to go into the subject fully, L have 


anticipated, I think, nearly every objection which 
can possibly be måde to the conduct of the Ore- 
gon volunteers, or of the settlers tn that Territory. 
{ shall be prepared to furnish all the information 
on the subject which gentlemen may desire. I 
only ask What is right—nothing more; and, if 1 
do hot greatly mistake the character and feelings 
of the members of this House, Lam sure they will 
not refuse my just demand. 

‘Lhe purpose of the appropriation as stated in 
the bill is * to restore and preserve fricndly re- 
lations with the Indians.’’ 

Another object of the appropriation is to fur- 
nish the means of ransomiing the prisoners who 
have already been 
fall into the hands of, the Indians. 
several prisoners ave in their hands, men, women, 
and children, liable at any moment to be put toa 
ervel death. Perhaps by a timely appropriation 
of the kind asked for, the lives of these prisoners 
may be saved. Does any onc begrudge the appli- 
cation of the public money to a purpose so hu- 
mane? Does any one dare to say that the w? 


hole 
$800,000 would be an extravagant price to pay for 
W D 


the ransom of one—only one of those hélpless | 


infant captives, whose wailing ery is music to the 
ears of bis cruel captors, drunk with the blood 
of his slaughtered parents. ‘There went from 
Missouri, in 1853, a party of nineteen. Ta 


August of that year I saw, in Oregon, two boys, ii 


taken by, or who may hereafter | 


Already | 


| my horse and joined the troops, and on the 24th 


tzen soldier” from the military automatons, the 
|“ fighting machines’’ of this and all other nations. 


i sufficient talent not to be trammeled by the ant 


‘that they are not. L 
| could sweep off the entire settlements. 


the only survivors of that party. Where were 
the others? They told me where they were—they 
had left them among the mountains, father, 
mother, sisters—all slain! At my request they 
undertook to give me a narrative of the massacre 
—to detail the fiendish barbarities of the mur- 
derers. I listened while, with the simple elo- 
quence of truth—a pathos which only children 
can impart to a story of bereavethent and sorrow, 
they proceeded with the recital of what they saw 
and what they suffered. But I did not hear them 
to the end; my heart sickened with the revolting 
details. I told them to pause; I could hear no 
more. Ah! sir, could the members of this House 
have stood around’those friendless orphans, as 
they stood among strangers, relating the story 
of iheir sufferings and their wrongs, there would 
have been no occasion for me to speak here to- 
day. They would have heard a speech such as 
they never heard before, and such as, I pray to 
God, I may,never heat again—the speech not of 
two untutored, friendless orphans, but nature, 
sir, nature speaking to the great heart of the 
American people, heaving it up, as with a 
giant’s power, from its cold apathy into a burn- 
ing thirst for revenge, a stern resolve to avenge | 
the wrongs and defend the rights of outraged 
humanity. An attempt was made, as already 
stated, to punish the perpetrators of this outrage. 
Major Haller was sent forward with several com- 
panices of regulars, and succeeded in procuring the 
surrender of a few Indians, who were put to death 
as the perpetrators of the massacre. But whether 
the innocent were surrendered, and the guilty 
escaped, is a question I am unable to answer. 
From my knowledge of the Indian character, I 
would not be surprised if, in this instance as in 
others, they had recourse to vicarious punish- 
ment—shielding the guilty by substituting the 
innocent. 

Unless such means are taken as General Wool 
will not take—but such only as the volunteers 
will take—to put an_end to these outrages, set- 
tlement in Oregon Territory will be retarded. 
Already thousands of acres, once cultivated and 
repaying the labors of the husbaydman with 
abundant harvests, are now in the possession of 
the Indians—the houses burnt, the fields desolate. 
The eighty thousand people of the Territory are 
scattered along the coast, from the mouth of 
Columbia river to the southern boundary, on both 
sides of the Cascade mountains. 

Mr. BOYCE. How many warriors can these 
hostile Indians bring into the field? 

Mr. LANE. I am glad that lam asked the 
question. In my remarks, published in Satur- 
day’s Globe, lam made by a misprint to say, that 
the number is twenty-nine thousand, Imeant to 
say that it was twenty thousand. There are fully 
that number in Oregon and Washington. They 
are not all at war with us, and we are thankful 
If they were united, they 
A portion 
of them are friendly to us. It is the purpose of 
this appropriation to preserve their friendly feel- 
ings, and to secure wnicable relations with such 
others as may not have joined the war parties. 

One word more, and } have done. My friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Reapy] read an account of 
a massacre which is said to have been perpetrated 
by the whites. Now, one word of explanation 
of that occurrence. In 1853 a general war broke 
out between the Rogue river Indians and the 
whites. . That was broughton by the Indians. I 
recollect that, on receiving the news, I mounted 


of the month of August we fought the last battle 
that we had during that war. In that battle my 
friend, Captain Alden, while leading his men to 
the charge with that impetuous valor, so charac- 
teristic of the American soldier, fell, severely but 
not mortally, wounded. It is due to Captain 


Alden to say (and I cannot permit this oppor- i] 


tunity to pass without bearing my humble testi- | 
mony to his merits) that, though educated at West 
Point, he combines in the highest degree the 
qualities which distinguish the American ‘*citi- 


| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
| 
f 


Brave without rashness, accomplished, a thorough 
master of tactics, as taught in the schools, he has | 


quated ideas embodied in the moldy volumes | 
which plodding dullness and octogenarian imbe- 


committed an error of judgment. 
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cility are- wont to consult, as containing all the 
mysteries of the military art. In addition to these 
qualities, his warmth of heart and ever genial 
flow of spirits endear him to his soldiers, as his 
valor and conduct inspire them with confidence 
in himasaleader.. [rejoice that to the aggregate 
of mischief done by the Indians in Oregon’ they 
have not added that of destroying the life of this 
brave and valuable officer. 

But to proceed.. The enemy asked for a talk. 
I entertained their application, and ordered the 
talk; and the gesult was, we made a peace. I 
then dishandediny troops for the purpose of pre- 
venting further expense, which was every hour 
aceruing. In this I was sustained by the people, 
who did not, and never have desired that troops 
should continue under arms longer than was ab- 
solutely necessary for the purposes -of defense 
and protection. A few of the tribes would not 
come in and make. peace, and they have been 
making war upon the whites ever since. Last 
summer they commenced hostilities against our 
people as they were going to or returning from 
California. Upon information of this outbreak 
being received at Jacksonville, Major Lupton 
raised a company, and proceeded to the scene of 
trouble.. He there found the bodies of the mur- 
dered, and pursued the trail of the perpetrators to 
their encampment on Butte Creek. These Indians 
did not belong to that portion of the tribe who 
had made peace. He found stolen property in their 
hands. A fight ensued, in which the Major him- 
self was killed, and many of the Indians were 
slain. They were not peaceable, inoffensive peo- 
ple,as has been stated by some of the reports put 
in circulation, but a murdering, thieving set, who 
were in the habit of waylaying on the road, and 
robbing and killing, the unwary traveler. 

The Indians who were placed upon the reserve 
near Fort Lane were under the care of an agent 
who had done all in his power to maintain friendly 
relations, and was ably seconded by an able and 
gallant officer of the Army, Captain A. J. Smith, 
in command of the fort. “A portion of these In- 
dians have not since made war upon the whites, 
and have not joined the war party. T'he bands 
which did not come into the peace terms have 
been waging war ever since, and Major Lupton 
was right in punishing them. That was no just 
cause of war. 

Now, lct me give you an idea of the character 
of these Indians, their mode of warfare, and their 
ability to cope with our forees. Soon after the 
massacre of our people, on the 8th or 9th of Oc- 
tober, Captain A. J. Smith, of the army, attacked 
the Indians in their position, with about three 
hundred, and fifty men. The Indians had about 
thesame number. He fought them from daylight 
until dark, but he was not able to dislodge them; 
and at last was obliged to fall back, leaving them 
in their position; and the same Indians, with rein- 
forcements from other bands, have since attacked 
the settlements and destroyed many families; and 
they will continue to do so until they. are met with 
a sufficient force to subdue them. Thatis the only 
way to secure peace with the Indians. 

f will here read, for the information of the 
House, an extract from the New York Tribune, 
presenting a graphic, but truthful, sketch of the 
condition of things existing in a portion of Ore- 
gon; and I will ask the apologists of General 
Wool, after reading this, whether a state of war 
exists in the Territory, whether it was provoked 
by the aggressions of the whites, and what plea 
they can offer in defense of the conduct of Gen- 
eral Wool in leaving the Territory a prey to 
Indian rapacity and outrage? Understand me, 
sir, I am not the accuser of General Wool. The 
people of Oregon are his accusers. I will not 
say that he stands in the attitude of Hastings, 
when accused by the people of India of oppres- 
sion and corruption in office; but I will say that 
he stands arraigned before the great tribunal of 
public opinion; and, as one who was once his 
comrade in arms, one who followed where he 
led, I sincerely hope that no severer verdict may 
be pronounced against him than that he has 
But here is the 


extract: 

© Yesterday (Sunday) morning we were favored with 
the perusal of a letter written by Robert Smith, a settler 
up the eo to Mr. Miller, iiving in the neighborhood of 
Whaleshead, informing the latter that on the 22d February, 


‘| while William Hensiy end Mr. Nolan were driving some 
i| horses toward Rogue river, twa shots were fired at them by 
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Pistol river Indians. -Mr. Hensly had two of his fingers 
shot off, besides receiving several buck-shot wounds in his 
face. ‘I'he horses fell into the hands of the Indians. 

«The letter also contains a reyuest to urge forward from 
Crescent City any volunteers that may have been enlisted. 

«From F. H. Pratt, Esq., a resident at the mouth of 
Rogue river, who arrived last night in the schooner Gold 
Beach, we received the startling news that the Indians in 
that district have united with a party of the hostile Indians 
above, and commenced a war of extermination against the 
white settlers. 

« The station at Big Bend, some fifteen miles up the river, 
having been abandoned several weeks previous, the Indians 
made a sudden attack on Saturday morning, February 23d, 
upon the farms about four miles abovgthe mouth, where 
somu ten or twelve men of Captain .Pd¥ind’s company of 
volunteers were encamped, the remainder of the company 
being absent, attending a ball on the 22d, at the mouth of 
Rogue river. ; 

«The fight is stated to have lasted nearly the whole of 
Saturday, and but few of the whites escaped to tell the 
story. The farmers were all killed. 

“St is supposed there are now about three hundred hos- 
tile Indians in the field, including those from Grave and 
Galaise creek and the Big Meadows. 
Canada Indian, named Enos, who was formerly a favorite 
guide for Colonel Frémont in his expedition. 

“ List of Killed.—Captain Ben Wright, H. Braun, B. W. 


Howe, Mr. Wagoner, Barney Castle, George McClusky, | 


Mr. Lara, W.R. Tulius, Captain John Poland, Mr. Smith, 
Mr, Seaman, Mr, Warner, Jobn Geisell and three children, 
P. McCollough, S. Heidrick, Joseph Serroc and two sons. 

& Besides three or four, names unknown, Mrs. Geisell 
and daughter are prisoners, and in the hands of the Micano 
pand of Indians, about eight miles up the river. 
White escaped by jumping into Yuca creek, and secreting 
himself under a pile of drift-wood, remaining there for an 
hour anda half, and until the Indians had given up the 
search.” 

I will say no more upon this subject, but, beg 
the House to pass this appropriation, so that it 
may go out under the direction of the President 
of the United States, for the purpose of maintain- 
ing the friendly disposition which now exists 
among many of the tribes in that Territory, and 
to give security to the settlements, and safety to 
the women and children whose lives are now in 

. extreme jeopardy. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Ido not propose to detain 
the House any length of time upon this question; 
but as the gentleman from Tennessee has seen 
fit to call upon the distinguished Delegate from 
Oregon, and upon those interested in this matter, 
for information in reference to the various reports 
which have reached us from the Pacific coast, I 
‘should fecl that I was not doing my constituents 

justice, or the committee justice, if I kept silence. 
Į am sorry that the gentleman, at the same time 
that he tells the commitige that he does not be- 
lieve the reports contaiffed in the paper which 
he hag read—that he believes it perpetrates a 


slander upon the people of Oregon and Washi ngton | 


Territories, saw fit to read them upon this floor. 
They do contain slanders. They contain what 
js not true in relation to the causes of this war; 
and when the proper time comes it can be shown 


here, not by newspaper reports, not by anony- į 


mous letter-writers, but by official documents that, 
that war was wholly and entirely unprovoked by 


the whites; that it was a war commenced by the | 


Indians, and had been contemplated for twelve 


months previous to its breaking out. The very | 


‘fact that it broke out upon'the northern boundary 
of Oregon, and the southern boundary of Wash- 
ington Territory at the same time that it com- 
menced in southern Orefon and in California, a 
distance of six hundred miles apart, shows that 
it was long previously contemplated. 

But I do not propose at this time to enter into 


r. discussion of the merits of the question which | 


General Wool and Governor Curry have gotten 
up between themselves. I do not think that this 
is the time to do that. I conceive that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Virginia has taken the 
proper view of this question, and that it matters 
not, so far as the question under consideration 
is concerned, whether General Wool’s report is 
correct, or whether Governor Curry’s report is the 
true one. 
W ool’s nor Governor Curry’s character, nor the 
mode and manner of conducting that war. This 


is simply a request of the President of the United | 
States, based upon information received from the | 


Indian superintendent of that Territory, that 


$300,000 be placed at his disposal for the purpose | 


of maintaining friendly relations with those fn- 
dians who have not taken up arms, 

not whether it be true, as the anonymous letter- 
writer asserts, thatthe Walla- Walla Indians were 
peaceable~-that their chief was murdered or 
tally massacred. If they arefriendly, this $300,000 
is asked for the purpose of maintaining their 


They are led by a} 


Dr. M.C. | 


This case involves neither General | 


Tt matters | x 
il feeling 


bru- | 


i 


| 


‘| the Dele 


| 


friendship. It is known“that those who have 
heretofore been. friendly are constantly joining 
the warlike party; and it is absolutely necessary 
that the superintendent of Indian affairs should 
have funds to enable him to prevent this com- 
bination. - If all the tribes in that Territory which 
are now friendly should join those who are hos- 
tile, they. can yeep the whole country in less 
than twenty days. i 

At the time the last reports left Puget’s Sound, 
the superintendent of Indian affairs —the Gov- 
ernor of the Territory — had under his charge, 
and under the charge of his sub-agents, five thou- 
sand friendly Indians, and was feeding them, 
going on the principle that feeding them was 
cheaper than fighting them. A few days pre- 
viously to the sailing of the vessel which brought 
the news, a warlike party had entered the res- 
ervation on which these friendly Indians were. 
They had succeeded in capturing one of the 
Indian agénts and holding him a prisoner, until 
they had their talk with the friendly Indians, 
which had for its object the inducing them to 
join the warlike party. 

Now, it is to prevent this—it is to prevent the 
intercourse of friendly and hostile Indians—to 
keep the friendly Indians on the reservation—to 
feed them, and not permit them to roam. at large 
through the country where they would be likely 


to be operated upon by hostile bands—that the 


appropriation is required. Itis not for the pur- 
pose of getting up a military expedition into the 
Indian country. Lt is. not for the purpose of pay- 
ing volunteers who may have served heretofore. 
Not one dollar, as I understand it, goes to the 
payment. of the expenses of this war. I hope, 
then, that the committee will report favorably on 
this bill, and that the House will determine upon 
it, so that the appropriation may be sent out by 
the next steamer, which leaves on Saturday. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. What do you expect to 
be done with the money—to pay the friendly In- 
dians? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No, sir, to support them 
on their reservations, and to pay the expenses 
already incyred in herding these friendly Indians 
on their reservations. That is one item in the 
expense. But I mentioned that itis not for the 
purpose, as 1 understand, of fitting out a military 
expedition into the country. Now, sir, it has 
been said that there can be brought into these two 
Territories twenty thousand warriors. I believe 
that that is a small estimate of the number of 
warriors that can be raised there. It does not 
include, perhaps, the many: more that can be 
brought down into Washington Territory, through 
the waters of Puget’s Sound, through Frazer’s 
river, and the Gulf of Georgia. There are in the 
British Territories, north of us, asmany Indians 
as there are in our own Territorics; and they are 
equally as warlike, and were, at the last accounts 
from that country, pouring down into our country 
and joining the hostile bands. They are well 
armed. They man canoes, in which they go to 
sea a hundred miles to take the whale. They 
have their chests on board of these canoes, with 
three, four, and five muskets to the man. 

It is for the purpose of getting these Indians 
out, too, that the appropriation is asked. Now, 
as the gentleman from Virginia has stated that 
the whole matter of the conduct of this war is un- 


dergoing the investigation of the Military Com- | 


mittee, | do not doubt that when the time comes 
there can be a perfectly satisfactory account given 
of the conduct of the volunteers in Oregon and 
Washington Territories. Iam satisfied myself 
that their conduct has not been censurable, but, 
on the contrary, that it has been eommendable; 
and I believe that, when their conduct is under- 
stood by the country, they will get their meed of 
raise. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I feel strongly inclined 
to the opinion that we ought not to act now im- 
mediately upon the question. I listened on Friday 
with a great deal of attention to the speech of the 
Delegate from Oregon, and the portrayals which 
he drew of Indian barbarities are calculated to 
make a strong impression upon this House. But 
I am apprehensive that, under the impulse of such 
, we may possibly commit the error, of 
acting too precipitaiely, and without sufficient 
information. The interest which the speech of 

gate from Oregon induced me to take in 


the matt 


er, directed my attention to the official ! 


H 


i; General Wool, calle 
‘| 


correspondence; andl tise now more for the pur- 

pose of calling the attention gf members to that 

correspondence than anythii®™else. Ivrefer to: 
| the correspondence as communicated ‘at the:com- 

mencement of the session with the report of the 
i Secretary of War; to the correspondence sub- 
| mitted in connection with the communication fróni 
the Interior Department, asking for this $300,000 
and to Senate document No. 26, communicated a 
few days ago at the instance of the Senate.” 

There is a peculiar state of things .connecting 
itself with these Indian hostilities in Oregon and 
Washington. At this time there is a military 
force of the United States troops there amounting, 
I ae to over two thousand men. 

r. PHELPS. They are one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty men. i 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Yes, but there have 
been additional troops recently sent out—one 
entire regiment, the ninth, T believe—who. are 
į there now. The regular troops there number over 
two thousand. We have had a military force of 
the regular army there, I believe, for the last year 
or two. We have a proposition now before us to 
appropriate $300,000 for suppressing hostilities; 
while, at the same time, there is another proposi- 
tion pending to defray the expenses of Indian hos- 
tilities in that region; and still another bill for rais- 
ing additional military forces for the same Territo- 
ries; and all this in addition to the regular military 
forces under General Wool. "At the last Congress 
several billygyere passed for the same purposes, 
amounting in the aggregate to near half a million 
of dollars over and above the cost of sustaining 
the United States regular troops. These things 
are growing upon us. 

These facts I wish briefly to point attention 
to; for I have not yet had time to examine all the 
documents. The bill was sprung upon us last 
Friday. I would impress upon the House the 
propriety of giving one or two days’ time to look- 
ing into the facts as thoroughly as possible. The 
suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
FAuLKNER,] that the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs are about to present a report, giving an 
entire history of affairs there, ought to have some 
weight in inducing us to wait one or two days 
until we can examine the official information now 
in possession of the Government. | ae 

But E would call attention to this further and 
striking fact, that General Wool, at the head of 
the regular forces of that Territory, is urging the 
pursuance of one line of military action, while 
the Governors of the Territories are pursuing 
quite a different one. They are clashing, 1t seems, 
! and counteracting each other in their operations. 
| The call on which this billis founded comes from 
| the Department of the Interior, not from the War 
Department; and it proposes, or the original bill 
did, to place money in the hands of the Gover- 
i nors of the Territories, or the superintendents of 
Indian affairs, to be disbursed under a system of 
operations which the military commander in that 
region does not codperate with. , 

The Delegate from Oregon says that General 
Wool has failed to be efficient, and he seems to 
rely on the volunteers, and superintendents, and 
Governors. On the other hand, Gencral Wool 
reports, that with the regular troops he now has 
there he can soon conquer the Indians, or compel 
them to sue for peace; that some of the disorderly 
volunteer companies have caused much of the 
trouble by attackingand killing indiscriminately 
friendly and hostile Indians; and that two volun- 
teer regiments, raised by Governor Curry, are 
estimated to have cost, at the high prices paid for 
| everything, three or four millions of dollars. He ~- 
says that lawless whites have “ determined to ex~ 
terminate the Indians in that region; hence they kill 
the innocent as well as the guilty?’ This, he says, 
causes the Indians to retaliate. In one instance, 
| disorderly whites fired on unarmed Indians in the 
custody of the regulars, and the regulars in return 
fired on them, and killed three of them. He 
seems disposed to get rid of volunteers, and says, 
‘the Indians are more disposed to listen to rea- 
son than the lawless whites.” In one instance of 
| oreat emergency, Major Rains, an officer under 

¢ d on the Governors of Ore- 
gon and Washington for volunteer companies, 
Land General Wool reports that the Governor. of 
| Oregon “ refused to comply with the call, on the 
i ground that Oregon volunteers would not serve 
| Snder the command ofthe United States officers.”” 
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closely ? 

If it is true, as we are told, that this state of 
hostilities exists in those Territories, while I am 
in favor of appropriating whatever. amount of 
money is necessary, and of taking whatever steps 
are necessary for the protection of the citizens 
there; yet I think it becomes us to take some little 
time to examine into the full tenor of these official 
reports, and learn the actual state of military oper- 
ations there, that we may ascertain whether this | 
is really as they tell us, a war commenced and 
kept up by disorderly whites for the extermina- 
tion of the Indians; and that we may conjecture | 
what sort of use is to be made of the money we 
vote. In this view, I now move thatthe com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. LANE. I-would be very much obliged to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, if he would allow 
me to make a short explanation before he makes 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. LANE. It will be recollected, that my 
honorable friend from Tennessee called attention | 
to an extract, in which it is stated, *hat some In- | 
dians who were taken prisoners by the troops 
under the command of Kelly, were murdered by 
these troops. Now, sir, I have the statement of 
Kelly. himself in reference to this matter in my 
room, and it is in substance this: When these 
Indians had fallen into the hands of the volun- 
teers, under the command of Kelly, he assured 
them that they should be safe under his protection. 
He hoped to make’ use of them in enabling: him 
to get a talk with the chicfs of the warlike tribes 
for the purpose of making a treaty with them. 
They were provided for, took their rest and food 
regularly with his troops under the care of a 
guard placed over them; but notwithstanding, they 
once nearly succeeded in leading his command 
into an ambuscade. Stull they were protected 
from violence, and were assured that they should 
be unharmed until his force was attacked by an 
overwhelming force of hostile Indians. They 
were then told that they would be taken care of 
by a guard left for that purpose, and would not 
be molested. The battle commenced, but the 

risoners essayed to make their escape by knock- 
ing down the guard placed over them. In this 
state of things, with only half a dozen men to 
guard them, as the only means of preventing their 
escape, they were shot down, cvery one of them, 
by the guard. Now, I submit it to the House, 
whether, under the circumstances, it was not 
rightto killthem? They had been kindly treated 
throughout. They had been allowed their sleep 
and their food regularly, and had been protected 
from violence. Under the circumstances, to kill 
them was the only means in the power of the féw 
men placed over them to prevent them from es- 
caping, and team joining the hostile forces. 

ow, sir, I will read to the House an extract 
taken from the New York Tribune, relating to 
this massacre of the whites : 


“Yesterday (Sunday) morning we were favored with 
the perusal of a letter written by Robert Smith, a settler up 
the coast, to Mr. Milter, living in the neighborhood of | 
Whateshead, informing the latter that on the 22d February, | 
while William Hensly aud Mr. Nolan were driving some | 
horses toward Rogue river, two shots were fired at them by | 
Pistol River Indians. Mr. Hensly had two of his fingers 
shot off, besides receiving several buck-shot wounds in his 
face. ‘I'he horses felt into the hands of the Indians. 

& The letter also contains a request to urge forward from 
Crescent City any volunteers that may have been en- 
listed. 

“From F. H. Pratt, Esq., a resident at the mouth of 
Rogue river, who arrived last night in the schooner Gold 
Beach, we received the startling news that the Indians in 
that district have united with a party of the hostile Indians 
above, and commenced a war of extermination against the 
white settlers. 

“ The station at Big Bead, some fifteen miles up the river, | 
having been abandoned several weeks previous, the Indlans 
made a sudden attack on Saturday morning, February 23d, 
upon the farms about four miles above the mouth, where į 
some ten or twelve men of Captain Poland’s company of į 
volunteers were encamped, the remainder of the company 
being absent, attending. a ball on the 22d, at the mouth of 
Rogue river. 


&Phe fight is stated to heve lasted nearly the whole of 


Galaise Creek'and the Big Meadows. They-are led bya 
Canada Indian, named Enos, who was formerly a favorite 
guide for Colonel Frémont in his expedition. - 
~ «List or Kirten: —Captain Ben Wright, H. Braun, E. 
W. Howe, Mr. Wagoner, Barney Castle, George McOlusky, 
Mr. Lara, W. R. Tullus, Captain John Poland, Mr. Smith, 
Mr. Seaman, Mr. Warner, John Geis@and three children, 
P. McCollough, S. Heidrick, Joseph Serroe and two sons. 

* Besides three or four names unknown, Mrs. Geisell and 
daughter-are prisoners, and in the hands of the Micano 
band_of Indians, about.eight miles up the river. Dr. M. 
Cc. White escaped hy jumping into Yuca creek, and secret- 
ing himself under a pile of drift-wood, remaining there for 
an‘hour and a ‘half, and until the Indians had given up the 
search? 3 


Now, mark you, Mr. Chairman, these Indians 
were treated as friendly Indians. Thisagent, Cap- 
tain Ben Wright, had married one of their women. 
He had married one of their squaws, and was on 
terms of the most friendly relations with them, 


j| in every respect; but notwithstanding this fact 


he was ‘killed, as was every man, woman, and 
child, withthe exception of one woman and her 
daughter. 

‘I will ask my friend from Tennessee, whether 


|| he will object to the appropriation of $300,000 to 


ransom a mother and her children? ould ‘he 
refuse his vote if the appropriation was the price 
of their lives? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
tleman that ‘have not made up my mind to vote 
against the appropriation. While I-am prepared, 
as I have already intimated, to vote for the bill, 


`I think it due to the House that. it should have 


some time to ascertain the facts. There seems 
to be a diversity of opinion about them. The gen- 
tleman himself, for example, has stated that there 
were twenty tliousand warriors among the Fn- 
diansout there. The Delegatefrom Washington 
‘Territory says that that is a small estimate; yet, 
in the official {Indian statistics, prepared and placed 
on your tables at this session under the direction 
of the board of Indian affairs, it appears that the 
whole Indian population of these Territories is 
less than twenty-one thousand. There area 
great many other facts which I think it would be 
well for gentlemen to investigate before they took 
them for granted. 

Mr. LANE. 1 will not undertake to controvert 
these things now. I made a report when Į was 
the superintendent of Indian affairsin that Ter- 
ritory. Ifthe gentleman will look at that report, 
he will find that [ have put their number at fifty- 
five thousand. When l made this enumeration, 
there were others that I was not able to see. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I was stating the facts 
which are put down in our documents. 

Mr. LANE. I do not dispute those points. 
I only say that the object of this appropriation 
is to ransom the people who have been taken 
prisoners by the hostile Indians, and to maintain 
amicable relanòns with those that are friendly to 
us. I will not say anything more. F trust that 
the bill may be passed and that the money may 
be ready to go out by the next mail. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to 
me, that both of the gentlemen from Tennessee 
are directing the attention of the House to a 
matter which is immaterial in the present posture 
of our affairs on the Pacific coast. I am not 
going to inquire how hostilities have originated 
on that coast, whilst considering this bill. It is 
sufficient for me to know that hostilities exist, 
and that protection is due to the people who 
reside there. Hence, I will not inquire into the 
matters which those gentlemen have presented 
here. They may be proper subjects of inquiry 
on other bills which are hereafter to be brought 
forward. 

ĮI am opposed to delay. I think the matter de- 
mands speedy action on the part of Congress. 
You are informed that the next steamer for the 
Pacific sails on Saturday next. Ifyou delay the 
passage of this bill, so that the officers of the 
Government will not have time to send their 
drafts by which this money may be placed in the 
hands of the proper officers in the Territories of 
Oregon and Washington, the people of those 
Territories will be for weeks longer without this 
protection which we propose to grant to them. 
A delay now of a day or two will be the delay, 
in effect, of weeks. 

It was not the purpose of the Committee of 


T will state to the gen- |; 


riteries. This is.a measure of peace... We are 
informed that there are in the Territories hostile 
and friendly Indians. By the latest intelligence 
we learn that more than five thousand of the 
friendly Indians have ‘been concentrated upon a 
reserve, and that the agent has been engaged in 
feeding them for the purpose of preventing their 
joining the hoile bands to. make war upon the 
defenseless people of the Territory. You are also 
informed that there is no money appropriated for 
that purpose. The Secretary of the Interior and 
the President have both recommended that an 
amount of money not exceeding the sum specified 
in this bill should be appropriated for the pur- 
pose of maintaining.and preserving friendly rela- 
tions with these Indians inOregon and Washing- 
ton Territories. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Why was the second sec- 
tion attached to the bill? 

Mr. PHELPS. That section provides for an 
appropriation of $120,000, to be expended for gun- 
powder for the Pacific coast. The estimates were 
submitted by the Secretary of War, not to accom- 
| pany this bill; but he informed us that there was 
a pressing necessity for the appropriation. Itwas 
necessary in order to supply our magazines on 
the Pacific coast with ammunition. Knowing 
the existence of these hostilities, and that General 
Wool, from the statement of the Delegate from 
Oregon, had refused to furnish the volunteers 
i with powder, and informed by official documents 

that he appropriation was demanded for imme- 
diate expenditure to supply a deficiency of am- 
munition on the Pacific coast, the Committee of 
Ways and Means thought proper to add this 
second section to the bill, 

But to return to the questian of Indian hostilities. 
There is a method of preserving peace with these 
Indians, and that is by pursuing the course 
recommended in this bill. Let us feed these 
friendly Indians. As the gentleman from Wash- 
ington well remarked, it is far better to feed them 
than to fight them. Oftentimes the Indian iep 
redations are prompted by a scarcity of food. It 
is, then, better to collect them on a reserve, and 
feed them than to fight them. Itis only to carr 
outa policy introduced Mto the State of California. 
There the Indians are collected on a military 
reserve and subsisted. They are taugiy the arts 
of peace. They have farms, and are shown how 
to cultivare them. It is better to do this than to 
make a war of extermination against them. 

I agree with the Delegate from Oregon, that 
when we have an Indian war there must be a war 
of extermination, or absolute submission on the 
part ofthe Indians, It is a measure of economy 
| to pass this bill. ft may be the means of restor- 
ing peace. Ought we not to make the effort ? 
Although the red man has engaged in warfare 
against our citizens, yet is it not our duty to en- 
deavor to bring him to peace, rather than to con- 
tinue to fight him? Is it desired that a war of 
extermination shall be waged against them? I 
hope there will be no delay. Ido not wish to 
shut out investigation; but I protest against in- 
vestigating thé conduct of the territorial officers 
in calling out the volunteers on this bill. I object 
as well to the consideration here of General Wool’s 
conduct. Letthe bill stand by itself. Is it right 
and proper that there should be action? If so, 
| act speedily. Delay will fail to accomplish the 
| object so much desired by the Secretary of- the 
Interior, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Let me advert to the communication upon which 
the appropriation bill is founded. I refer toa 
message of the President of the United States, 
communicating a report from the Secretary of the 
Interior, and from the Commissioner of Indian 
| Affairs, with reference to the Indian disturbances 
in the Territories of Washington and Oregon, 
in which he recommends an appropriation of 
$300,000. The Secretary of the Interior asks 
that this money shall be appropriated to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President, for 
“< restoring and maintaining the peaceable dispo- 
sition of the Indian tribes on the Pacific, ”—the 
very language which the committee have incor- 
| porated into the bill. 


| Again, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 


oe 


- authorized to draw on the Department for a sum not ex- 


+ ment, for the preservation of peace among the Indiarttribes 
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making his report tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
in reference to this very appropriation says: 

£I deem it proper also to transmit héréwith a eopy of my 
report to you, dated the Ist of December last, in relation to 
our Indian affairs in Oregon Téitritory, together with à copy 
of my instructions to the superintendent of. Indian affairs 
in the latter Territory, dated. 4th of that month, in which, 
in view of the exigency that had arisen there, he was 


ceeding $100,000; to be judiciously expended in alt proper 
endeavors to avert the horrors of a general Indian war, 
which appeared to be impending.” k 

“Tt is my opinion that an urgent necessity exists. for an 
application to Congress for an immediate appropriation of 
money to be applied, under the. directions of the Depart- 


of Oregon and Washington ‘Territories, and, so- far. as. is 
poronent to the Indian department, to. allay existing hós- 
tilities. 

“I therefore recommend that a sum nat exceeding $300,000 
be asked for, to be expended for the objects aboye. stated, 
under the direction of the President of the United States.” 

Gentlemen, have referred to ‘another document 
here, in relation. to the Indian hostilities, which 
contains the correspondence with the War De- 
partment, and some.of the correspondence with 
the Secretary of the Interior; but I advert simply 
to the President’s message from which I have 
read, and upon which the bill is based. 

Mr. GRANGER. What is. proposed to be 
done with the $300,000? Is it for the purpose of 
making war or peace? 

Mr. PHELPS. Peace. 

Mr. GRANGER. By treaty or by power? 

Mr. PHELPS. It is not designed forthe pur- 
pose of prosecuting war. It is designed to be 
used for the reimbursement of expenses already 
incurred by the Indian department for the pur- 
pose of repressing hostilities, and of preventing 
the friendly Indians, whom the superintendent of 
Indian affairs, to the amount of five thousand, has 
already collected on the reservation, from joining 
the hostile Indians, and massacreing the inhabit- 
ants. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to read a communication in refer- 
ence to the appropriation contained in the second 
section ? 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The colonel of ordnance, 
in his letter to the War Department, says: 


“£ have been informed that the powder-muagazine at Be- 
nicia arscnal will be completed during the month of August 
next. From the want of seeure and proper storage, it has 
been impossible, heretofore, to keep on hand, on tlre Pacifie 
coast, any greater supply of gunpowder than was.necessary. 
for current use. The propriety—nay, necessity—of placing 
in deposit in that part of thdfrountry, a liberal supply of 
powder, is.v0 obvious to require any argument in favor of 
the measure. A requisition for gunpowder bas been received 
by me from the senior ordnance officer of the Pacific mili- 
tary department, with a request that it may be sent in time 
to reach Benicia in Augustor September. In order to com- 
ply with this. requisition without stripping the magazines 
ou the eastern coast, it wiH be necessary to procure a sup- 
ply from the powder-mills by purchase. For this purpose, 
I respectfully submit the following estimate, which was 
not included in my regular arsenal estimate, from my not 
being aware, when it was made, of the time when proper | 
means for storing and preserving. powder would be ready | 
on the Pacific coast. 

« Estimate.—For the. purchase. of five thousand barrels of 
gunpowder, at $24 per barrel, $120,000.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. TI desire to ask the gentle- į 
man from Missouri a question. I have misun- 
derstood this bill heretofore, if I have understood 
aright the remark made by the gentleman from 
Missouri. I understand him to say that this ap- 
propriation is partly to pay for expenses already 
incurred in the Indian wars in Oregon. 

Mr. PHELPS. Noa, sir. To reimburse the | 
expenses already incurred by the Indian agents, 
and by the Indian department in Oregon, in en- || 
deavoring to prevent hostilities. t 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatis different from what | 
I understood the gentleman before, though I have 


no doubt the gentleman intended to say that. I) 
desire to know of the gentleman, if he can state `| 
it, what proportion of this appropriation will go į; 
to defray expenses already incurred by agents in || 
the Territory? The balance, of course, goes for || 
the suppression of the hostilities which now ex- |; 
ist, in such proper manner as the President of the || 
United States may choose to adopt, as I under- || 
stand the provisions of the bill. i 

Mr. PHELPS, No one can answer that ques 
tion. ‘There are five thousand Indians already | 
collected upon the reservation. What the ex- || 
pense of maintaining these five thousand will be, | 
whether they will all remain, or whether there will ;; 
be an addition to that number, it is impossible to |, 
tell, But if the officers in charge of Indian affairs || 
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in the Territories of Washington and Oregon 
have pone a course by which they have pre- 
vented these Indians from. engaging in Indian 
hostilities, they have pursued a wise course. : 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. I do not, in the investiga- 
tion of this bill, propose to enter into the causes. 
of this war which now exists there. I do not 
think it is proper to do so now, but it may be 
proper to do that when the bill shall come before 
this House proposing to refand moneys which 
have already been expended, or to discharge lia- 
bilities which may have been incurred there in 
the previous operations of the war. I am willing 
to vote speedily the amount necessary to termin- 
até the war, and with as little bloodshed as pos- 
sible. My purpose is not to investigate the causes 
of the war, but I propose to arrest it as soon as 
possible, and whenever the bill comes up which 
proposes to reimburse the liabilities which the 

erritory has incurred, it may be proper to look 
into the causes which produced the war. 

Mr. PHELPS. I concur in the remark made 
by the gentleman from Alabama, that this is no 
time to Investigate the causes of the war. Some 
gentleman may perhaps say that we propose 
speedy action of the House. We do attempt to 
have speedy action, but not for the purpose of 
preventing an investigation. The President of 
the United States, on the 5th of this month, sent 
to us the message from which I have read, calling 
the attention of the House of Representatives to 


the necessity of appropriating the sum of $300,000, 


proposed in this bill. This same document was 
presented to the House on the 10th of March, 
and ordered tobe printed. From that time to this 
the members of the House have had the oppor- 
tunity to examine this matter; and if they have 
not investigated it during that period of time, I 
desire to know when they will investigate it? I 
therefore hope there will be action upon the bill. 

Mr. QUITMAN, The remarks which I in- 
tended to have submitted, Mr. Chairman, are 
rendered entirely unnecessary by the explanation 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as well as by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Puetrs,] who last spoke, and who 
has presented the matter in a very strong light. 
There is no“doubt of the fact that a destructive 
Indian war is being waged in those two Terri- 
tories. There is no one who can doubt. that. 
As to the cause of the war, it demands the inves- 
tigation of this House and of the whole country; 
and then let the blame fall where it shall. hi 
far as the Military Committee is concerned, they 
intend to investigate it, and present the true state 
of facts to the country. And in that design they 
have called on the War Department for a state- 
ment of all the facts. But, at the same time, it 
is unquestionably the case that an indiscriminate 
slaughter of our citizens is now going on; and 
the question here presented to us by this recom- 
mendation of the President and by the committee 
who have reported this bill, is a simple question 
whether that war shall or shall not be allowed to 
become more extended by having friendly Indians 
gradually drawn into it. Every man who knows 
the character of the Indians knows that if the 
friendly Indians cannot get good supplies, they 
will join the predatory tribés, and prey upon the 
whites. 

Now the question is, whether we shall increase 
the number of our enemies. The proposition of 
the President of the United States, coming through 


| the Indian department, is simply this: That Con- 


gress shall provide him with means to prevent the 
extension of this war by such means as he may 
think best. I have none of that morbid sensi- 


bility which some gentlemen here seem to have; | 


and, if one of these means is to go to the Indian 


with a gun in one hand and a meal-bag in the | 


other, I shall make no objection. I should cer- 
tainly prefer to see hostilities suppressed by 
peaceable means. And the proposition before the 


; committee is simply to place in the hands of the 
| President abundant means to prevent the increase 
| of our enemies, by purchasing peace and by sup- 


plying them with the necessary provisions. If 
we-do not provide for them they will join our 
enemies, and a war which might cost the country 
millions of dollars will be waged upon the fron- 
tiers. These are the questions which it is for us 


` to decide. It seems to me that this bill is simply 


leaving it diseretionary with the Chief Executive 
of this country to apply, in some mode, the fund 


for the purpose of preventing the. increase of: the. 
Indian deprédations on the Pacific: coast. 

Mr: CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Thope the ques« 
tion will be-taken on the amdlidment proposed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to the 
original. bill, and that then the committee will ~~ 
rise. : : 

Mt. GRANGER. I hope the chairman of the? 
Committee of Ways and Means will not press. > 
this bill now.. It is a very important matter.» 
Bae Clerk reported the second. section of the: 

uh 

Mr. STANTON. Irise to a point of order. 
Can we pass from the consideration of the first 
section so long as gentlemen wish to discuss.it? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the 
point of order, as no member proposed to dis- 
cuss it further. The question Pofre the Com- 
mittee is onthe amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. CARLILE. I wish to get a little inform- 
ation before I vote on.this bill. My inclinations 
are'to vote the amount, or any amount that may 
be necessary to protect the life of even a single 
white settler in Oregon; and I understand, that 
this appropriation is desired for the purpose of 
maintaining the present relations that exist bë- 
between the friendly Indians and the whites of: 
that Territory. I see, however, in letters which 
accompany the report made to this House from 
General Wool, that it is determined, on the part 
of the whites there, that friendly relations shall 
not be maintained with the friendly Indians in 
Oregon. I dggire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to a letter on page 21 of Senate document 
No. 26, dated Benicia, November 3, 1855: 

Myg IOUSTON. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia Will allow me, I will appeal to him to avoid 
the discussion of the matter which grows out of 
that correspondence on this bill. It may be that 
the gentleman and myself will agree, whenever 
that matter comes up for discussion; and I desire: 
to hear it discussed. But here isa case of press- 
ing necessity. The steamer sails on Saturda 
next. This appropriation, if it be made at all, 
should be made speedily. All the gentlemen who 
have attempted to explain the bill state that the 
object of this appropriation is to terminate the 
war there—that peace is to be produced by the 
use of friendly means. That is whatall the gen- 
tlemen who have spoken on the subject say is 
contemplated by this bill Itis to furnish means 
ample to secure peace between the Indians and 
the white citizens of that Territory. If, there- 
fore, the matter to which the gentleman refers be 
brought into the discussion, there is no hope of 
passing this bill, or of voting on it for days or 
weeks to come. 

„Mr. CARLILE. Neither the gentleman from 
Alabama nor any other gentleman here desires 
peace more than Lae: and no member of this com- 
mittee would go further, or vote a larger amount 
than I would to preserve peace in Oregon. But 
I desire to be satisfied, before I vote for this bill, 
thatit isa measure of peace; for, if General Wool 
isto be believed,.it will not be a peace measure. In 
the letter from General Wool, to which I have 
referred, we have the following information: 

“ HEADQUARTERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC, 
Benicia, November 3, 1855. 

« Srr: I have the honor to report that since my last letter 
the Indian troubles in this department have very much in- 
creased. In Rogue river valley, the threats. of the whites ` 
to commence a war of extermination against the friendly 
Indians on the reserve, and in the vicinity of Fort Lane, 
have been put into execution, despite the efforts of the 
officers of that post to prevent it. Captain Smith reports 
that a party of whites who had organized themselves into 
a company, with the avowed purpose of assisting. the reg- 
ular troops in pursuing and chastising the Shasta Indians, 
for recent. murders, attacked, the 8th ultimo, two camps-of 
friendly Indians in the immediate vicinity of the reserve, 
and killed twenty-five, (four very old men, four young men; 
and seventeen squaws and children.) Exaspérated by these 
brutal outrages, some of the Indians on the reserve and in 
the valley, heretofore friendly, proceeded to murder the 
whites indiscriminately, burning their houses, and destroy- 
| ing everything in their way. i es 

& Captain Smith immediately sent a detachment, under 
Major Fitzgerald, to the scene of the outrages, for the pro- 
tection of the settlers, andto punish the murderers. 

“The troops are now actively employed in trying to sup- 
press the troubles, but with what prospect of success, while 
| there is an Indian left for whites to destroy, may be easily 
conjectured.” 

Again: in'a letter dated San Francisco, Jan- 
uary 19, 1856, he says: 

« With the ninth and fourth infantry, I have no doubt of 


being able, in a short time aftes we can take the field, to 
terminate the war in the north, and in southern Oregon, 


782 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


unless the crusade of Governor Curry, of Oregon, against 
al! theindians inhabiting Washington ‘Ferritory should pre- 
vent. By sending his volunteers against the ‘Walla~Wallas, 
who. had not made open war against the whites, he has 
addcd several tribes ggthe ranks of the enemy.” 

5 pi 


R * * * * * 


« Again, when the volunteers marched against the Wala- 

“ Walas, the chief, Pin-piu-mox-mox met them under a flag ; 
of truce, and. declared, ‘ He was for peace, and did not wish 
to fight; that his -people did not wish to fight; and if his 

. young men had done wrong, he would make restitution ;’ 
and at the same time offered them cattle for food. He, how- 
ever, was taken prisoner, and afterwards barbarously mur- 
dered, scalpad, his ears and hands ent off, and. these pre- 
served, and sent to the friends of the volunteers in Oregon 5 
alt which was reported by volunteers.’? : 

x 1 o® * * * * * 

« In. Oregon, as well as in the northern part of California, 
many whites are for exterminating the Indians. This feel- 
ing is engendered by two newspapers that go for extermina- | 
tion, and is more or less possessed by the volunteers, as weil 
as others not cnroled under the banners of Governor Curry. 
As long as individual war is permitted and paid for by the 
United States, and which is expected by all the citizens of 
Oregon, we shall have no peace, and the war may be pro- 
tonged indefinitely, especially as it is generally asserted 
that the present war is a God-séend to the people. (See. 
orders and instructions to Colonel Wright.)?? 


It seems to me, therefore, that as General Wool 
and Governor Curry seem to be pursuing different 
lines of policy, the Administration should recall 
one or the other. If Governor Curry be determ- 
ined to exterminate the Indians—those that are 
friendly as well as the hostile or warlike tribes— 
how is it possible to preserve the peace of the 
country? If General Wool be correct, peace is 
not what is desired by the'civil authority in 
Oregon. Iam ready to vote any amount neces- 
sary to preserve peace ini Oregon, ai secure the 
inhabitants of that Territory from the merciless 


savage, but Lam unwilling to wage a war gf ex- 
termination upon the friendly Indians; and fh the 


hope that the appropriation will be expended for 
the promotion and maintenance of friendly rela- 
tions with the Indian tribes, I shall vote for the 
bill; but Į confess it is a little remarkable that the 
Administration should send into that Territory a 
military commander and a Governor who should 
differ so widely as to the proper mode to be pur- 
gued, in order to restore peace to the country. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the géntleman will allow 
me for a moment, I will answer the statement he 
has made. : 

Mr. MORGAN. 
do now ris 

Mr. GRANGER. I hope the motion that the 
committee rise will prevail. Iam willing that 
the House should vote any amount of money 
that may be necessary for the protection of the 
people of Oregon and Washington; but ina matter 
of’so much importance as this I think we should | 
at least have twenty-four hours for consideration, | 
and I hope, therefore, that the committee will 
now rise. , | 

Mr. MORGAN demanded tellors, which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Cuawson and Granosr 
appointed. | 

The question was put, and the count was pro- 
ceeding, when 

Mr. H. MARSELALL said: I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I want to know how the floor 
was taken from the gentleman from Virginia to 
make the motion that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood | 
the gentleman from Virginia to have yielded the | 
floor. 

Mr. CARLILE. Idid not yield the floor. | 

Mr, PHELPS. Certainly not. 1 asked the 
gentleman from Virginia to yield to enable me to |} 


I move that the committee 


answer the statement he had made. tj 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order | 
while the committee is being divided. i 
Mr. PURYIESAR. I rise to a question of order. i 
Į want to know by what right this division is li 


| desire to know from the members of that com- 


; soon be able to report fully and correctly in ref- 


|! gentleman who represents It, numbered some 


roceed ing ? s i 

Mr. MARSHALL. Certainly, the division | 
is not proceeding by virtue of any right. It is; 
all @rong. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Morean] couid not take the floor from the || 
gentleman from Virginia to move that the com- | 
mittee rise; and the appointment of tellers and | 
everything founded upon that motion is all || 
wrong. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


few-additional remarks I had to make before this 
time if I had been allowed to proceed. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me to say a word? ` 2 

Mr. CARLILE. If it is to ask a question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have no question to ask; I 
desired to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CARLILE. | It-is not my purpose to 
defeat this bill. What I desire is information 
from the committee which reported this bill, such 
as will enable me to vote intelligibly upon it. I 


mittee as to the correctness of the statement of 
General Wool, and as to the probable extent of 
the proposed measure in affording relief, and secur- 
ing peace, to the Territorics of Washington and 
Oregon. > 

Mr. QUITMAN. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, I will inform him. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have the subject before them, and will 


erence to the question at issue between General 
W ool and Governor Curry. H 

Mr. CARLILE. Then, Mr. Chairman, Fun- 
derstand this state of things to be presented to the 
committee: General Wool states that this is a 
war of extermination against the Indians. Jf this 
appropriation is to be mađe to continue war of 
extermination I am against it. If, however, it is 
to enable friendly relations to be maintained with 
the peaceable Indians, I am in favor ofit. And 
as it seems to be understood by the committee 
that this is a peace measure, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I believe the objection of 
my colleague, who has just taken his seat, consists 
principally in the fact that there is a confliet be- 
tween the statement of General Wool and that 
of Governor Curry, in relation to the commence- 
ment of this war. Now, sir, how does he expect 
to get at the facts of the case without going into 
an investigation which will probably require 
months to complete. Here, then, is presented 
this state of facts: We have undeniable evidence 
that this war is going on; but my colleague, rely- 
ing upon the statement of General Wool, says, 
that if this is to be a war of extermination of the 
Indians upon the part of the whites, then he is 
not willing to vote for the appropriation. Sir, it 
is intended for no sach purpose. We have the 
declaration of the President of the United States 
that it is intended for no such purpose; we have 
the declaration of the Secretary of the Interior 
that it is intended for no such purpose. And 
more than this, the bill upon its face declares that 
itis for no such purpose. 

It is no war measure. It is not proposed here | 
with that view. It is brought in here as a peace | 
measure—as the means of enabling these people 
in the Territories of Washington and Oregon 
to protect themselves against the combinations 
which have heen formed against them by the In- 
dians in those Territories. 

But my colleague says here is the declaration— 
they are to be exterminated. Look at this state 
of facts, and see whether there is any particular 
reason which would be likely to operate on the | 
citizens of those two Territories which would | 
lend them into a difficulty of this sort for the pur- 
pose of waging a war of extermination against 
the Indians, with a certainty of success on the 
part of the whites? We have already had it 
stated upon this floor, that the various Indian 
tribes in the Territory of Oregon, according to j 
a census made some years ago by the honorable 


fifty odd thousand people. I take it for granted 
that the Indians have since increased in numbers. 
When the gentleman made this enumeration he 
says he had not the means of ascertaining the full 
number in the Territory. Compare the number, 
however, as ascertained by him, with the number 
of the white population, and it seems to me, that 
it ig rather questionable whether, if a war of 
extermination were waged, the whites or the} 
Indians would be exterminated. The population 
of Oregon is something less than fifty thousand. 
That of Washington is five or six thousand. 
Here, then, are fifty-five or fifty-six thousand 
white population, which is not, to give it the most 
favorable bearing, more than the number of the 
Indian population within the borders of these 
Territories. Does my colleague come to the con- 
clusion, with the parties of equal numbers on both 
sides, that the probability is that the whites are 


| than they have to this. 


willing to risk everything in a war of extermina- 
tion? And mark you,-sir, so far as these whites 
are concerned, they are made up, not of men that 


| are capable of going to war, but of men, women, 


and children, a large portion of whom are inefii- 
cient and incapable of rendering any service in 
this war of extermination, according to histhcory. 

One other remark and I have done. It. seems 
to me, sir, from the very facts stated here, and 
they are admitted in regard to the difficulties 
which have occurred in that Territory, that Gen- 
eral Wool cannot be right in many of the state- 
ments which he has. made in this publication. 
GenePal Wool had his troops at a particular point 
in that Territory. He withdrew them because, 
as he declared, there was no war in exisicnce, 
and no war threatened at that place. We find 
that very shorily thereafter a battle was fought at 
that identical point. I believe that it is on the 
east side of the Cascade mountains. This is 
a significant fact in connection with this mat- 
ter. This fact, together with an additional one, 
that these Indians rose simultancously at differ- 
ent points of the country, at Puget’s Sound, at 
this place east'of the Cascade ridge, where the 
battle was fought, and at the lower portion of 
Oregon, distant six hundred miles, shows conclu- 
sively that there was an understanding amongst 
these tribes. That understanding was carried 
out by these simultaneous movements in different 
parts of the Territory. Are we to wait and see 
what isto be the result of this controversy be- 
tween the officer in command of the Army of the 
United States and the Governors of these Terri- 
tories? Are we to stand by and see innocent 
blood shed for the purpose of ascertaining which 
is right and which wrong? There will be an 
opportunity to consider this matter at a future 
time, when it shall be presented on an application 
from the Territories for indemnification for ser- 
vices rendered by their volunteers. Then the 
inquries of my colleasue will be pertinent. Then 
this House will look into them, and they will 
ascertain whether the conduct of these volunteers 
was such that their services are worthy of indem- 
nification, I trust, under the circumstances, 
with the information which we have before us, 
coming from the President of the United States 
and the proper officers atthe seat of Government, 
informing us that this massacre is going on, that 
we will appropriate the money and endeavor to 
give protection to this people; and that we will 
leave these other questigns for a future time, and 
to bills to which they Will have more relevancy 


Mr. H. MARSHALL, It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that we cannot do bettey than rise, and 
ut this bill onits passage. The President of the 
United States, in his message of the 10th of March, 
has already given character to the appropriation 
which he desired. He has already indicated, by 
sending us the communication of Mr. Many- 
penny, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, what 
he wants with this money. It is to be expended 
by the Governors of the two Territories, under 
the direction of the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs, to feed the Indians. It cannot be supposed 
by the committee that the President would so 
commit himself to the Congress of the United 
States and the country as to take this money, when 
we have appropriated it, for any other purpose. 
Therefore Ido not see the necessity of talking 
about what it is intended to do with this money. 
It is intended to feed the Indians. It can be for 
nothing else. The President would not only com- 
promise his dignity, but his honesty as a public 
officer, if he were to appropriate it to anything 
else. Suppose, sir, we have got into a war with 
these Indians wrongfully; itis to be carried out no 
matter whether the people of Oregon were right 
or wrong; no matter whether our policy has been 
pursued or thwarted on the one hand by General 
Vool, or on the other by Governor Curry. 
While the war is actually upon the country, and 
while, according to the representation of the Del- 
cgate from Oregon, women and children are liable 
to be massacred bythe tomahawk of the Indians 
—whether these Indians have been incited by suf- 
ficient or insufficient cause, it is not for us to de- 
cide in an appropriation of this sort—we have to 
carry on the war until we can make a peace. We 
will have to carry on the war until the frontier is 
protected: We cannot possibly, it seems to me, 
ave any difficulty in giving this money into the 
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hands of the President at his request foran object 
that is specified in his communication. Probably 
it is abad precedent. If the President, however, 
chooses to. take the responsibility of collecting 
the Indians upon reservations and feeding them, 
give him the money to do sọ. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I have no hesitation in saying, especially 
as gentlemen suggest haste, thatinstead of throw- 
ing obstacles in the way of the passage of the bill, 
I am ready to report it to the Hlouse, and at once 
pass it. i 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the com- 


mittee do now rise, and report the bill.to the j 


House. bad 

The CHAIRMAN. The question had better 
be taken first on the amendments of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill, > 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
that motion is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maine will allow this bill to betaken 
out of the committee, and then we can take a vote 
upon it in the House to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. We want to discuss it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wass- 
BURN’s motion, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. Leaving out of view the oc- 
casion and necessity for this bill, I dislike exceed- 
ing to vote, and I think I cannot be induced to 
vote for it, in its present indefinite form. Here 
is a general appropriation of $300,000; and from 
anything apparent in the documents communi- 
cated to this House, from anything which is stated 
to us by gentlemen upon the Committee of Ways 
and Means, I can see no reason why $100,000 
would not be equally efficient. ‘here are no 
data given, no reasons showing why $300,000 is 
adequate, and why it is not more than adequate; 
nor 1s there anything upon which you can predi- 
cate an approximation as to the amount which 
will be required. 

_Mr.CAMPBELL. I would call the gentle- 
man’s attention to a communication made by Mr. 
Manypenny, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on 
the 4th of March, 1856. 

Mr. STANTON. I am aware that Mr. Many- 
penay says he would like to:have $300,000, but 

e does not say that $100,000 would not do as 
well, or why he does reed half a million, 
There is no statement of the specific objects any 
definite sum is to be applied to. Now, sir, I am 
for one, on general principles, opposed to con- 
ferring this large discretion upon the President, 
in the application of the public moneys, and to 
appropriating large sums im such a loose and in- 


I move that 


definite form that they may be used for peace or | 


war, as the Executive may prefer. Here is an 
appropriation of $300,000 asked for, for the pur- 
pose of “restoring and maintaining the peaceable 


disposition of the Indian tribes on the Pacific.” | 


Now, whether you will maintain this peaceable 
disposition by flogging or by bribery is a ques- 
tion left entirely to the discretion of the Exccu- 
tive. The President, therefore, under this bill, 
may levy troops and purchase munitions of war, 
or he may negotiate treaties of peace, and he may 
maintain a peaceable disposition in any way he 
may think proper, whether peaceable or hostile. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
allow me to make a suggestion at this point? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. | 

Mr. LETCHER. This is not a new proposi- 
tion, as he will see if he will look back a yearor 
two. 
was done in California for the purpose of bring- 


ing about and ‘< restoring ’’—in the language of || oi 
| river above the falls. 
i save on the estimates from the War Department, 
| based upon official surveys, stating that this sum— 


that recommendation—peace among the savages, 
or maintaining it. It was an indefinite appropri- 
ation. 


Will my friend from Ohio | 


This law is identically the same as what | 


furnishes the knowledge as the groundwork, and 
an estimate is sent into this House, and he says 
$300,000 will be required. ~ Perhapsall of it may 
not be required, and $100,000 may be all that will 
be necessary. But does not the gentleman know 
that, if the whole amount is not necessary, it can- 
not bè drawn from the Treasury, and cannot be 
applied, and that the balance will be left in the 
Treasury. 

- Mr. STANTON. The statement made by the 
gentleman from Virginia: furnishes me with an 
additional argument against voting for this bill. 
He tells us that a similar appropriation, in similar 
terms, was made in relation to California some 
years ago. Now, the very objection which I have 
to this is, that you are making an additional pre- 
cedent for this kind of loose and irregular legis- 
lation. Because a former Congress made an in- 
definite appropriation, and in language as Joose as 
language can be, it is now argued that you shall 
follow a bad precedent; and make ‘a similar 
appropriation for a similar purpose. It is by the 
repetition of precedents thata practice grows up; 
and if the President choose to abuse the discre- 
tion yested in him, does not every man see what 
facilities and temptations are held out for abuses. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. In all appropri- 
ations we have to be guided to a very great ex- 
tent by the general estimates of the Department. 
My colleague has oftentimes voted for $100,000 
for the improvement of the Ohio river. How 
does he knew that it will be necessary to spend 
that whole amount? It may have been unneces- 
sary to expend more than $20,000; and yet he 
voted for it, and he will vote for a hundred items 
upon the same principle of which he is now com- 
plaining. It is out of any man’s power to say 
how many bushels of corn meal it may be neces- 
sary to give out to the Indians upon the Pacific— 
just as impossible as, in voting $200,000 for the 
construction of a custom-house, to tell how man 
kegs of nails will be necessary. We are bound, 
if we pass appropriation bills at all, to repose some 
sort of confidence in the executive department. 
The gentleman cannot go to the custom-house at 
Cincinnati, and ascertain how many yards of 
plastering there are there, or how many hundred 
thousand bricks are necessary, or how many 
thousand feet of flooring. Not at all. He is 
guided by the executive departments; and if they 
are corrupt, let him take the necessary means to 
ferret out the corruption, and expose it. I will 
go with the gentleman when the proper time 
comes to ascertain if there is something radically 
wrong, as perhaps there may be, in the causes 
which have led to this war; but I do not hesitate 
now, when the war exists, to vote an appropri- 
ation upon the recommendation of the executive 
department. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam aware that the war is 
upon us; and Iam also aware that the official 
documents before us say—or a portion of them— 
that it isa war of extermination, and an unpro- 
voked war of extermination waged by the Gov- 
ernor of Washington Territory against the Indians 
of that Territory. P 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let us,atthe proper time, 
investigate the matter, and bring the subject be- 
fore the House; but this is not the proper occa- 


; S10n. 


Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I would not 
aid in—I would not appropriate one dollar for— 
an offensive war against the Indians. I will vote 


| whatever sum is necessary for the defense and 
; protection of the settlements; and 1 want a little 


time to see whether this is an offensive or defens- 
ive war which is upon us. 

Mr. Chairman, I accept the test suggested by 
my colleague. {have voted for an appropriation 
of $100,000 to improve the navigation of the Ohio 
I never did so, however, 


| proper by the President himself. 


erected their estimate of expenses—the number 
of yards of plastering, the number of feet of stone, 
and everything else required for it; and on that 
they pile up the round sum which. they. require 
to build the custom-house at Cincinnati. ‘Now; 
I want something of this sort here. f haye not ` 
got it. I find no fault with the Committee of 
Ways and Means. They could have done noth: ° 
ing better than they have done. a 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Pertinent to my colleague’s 
argument, let me tell him he has oftentimes voted 
appropriations predicated on estimates from the 
Departments for a greater amount than is neces- 
sary when they come to carry out the object of 
the appropriation, and part. of the very money 
which my colleague has voted on estimates has, 
under the law, reverted to the surplus fund, just 
precisely as it will doin this case, if the $300,000 
now recommended shall be a greater sum than is 
necessary to restore peace among the Indians on 
the Pacific. All that is not needed will revert to 
the surplus fund. 

Mr. STANTON. The legitimate tendency of 
all this argument is, that it is entirely safe to open 
this Treasury of the United States to the Exeeu- 
tive, and that he will spend the money properly. 
I do not recognize any such logic. Į am not 
aware whether I have ever voted for appropria- 
tions previously made or not. I may have done 
so, or I may not have done so. I have voted for 
an appropriation to improve the navigation of 
ne onio and other places, but not more than was 
thought necessary. : 

Mr. LETER. Will my friend let me sug- 
gest a point where he did some very bad voting 
oh ong occasion? 

MMPSTANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LETCHER. I think my friend voted an 
appropriation to build the custom-house at Cin- 
cinnati the first session he came here. 

Wee STANTON. I do not recollect; very 
ikely. 

Mr. LETCHER. And I think thatthesecond 
session you voted an additional appropriation. 
You were not here at the two succeeding ses- 
sions, or I doubt not you would have voted for 
the appropriations then, too. 

Mr. STANTON. There was not any sur- 
plus, was there? 

Mr. LETCHER. No; there was 
deficiency. 

Mr. STANTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, this 
is my objection to voting for this bill. It is estab- 
lishing a precedent which, it seems to me, wilt 
ultimately result in placing the Treasury of the 
nation at the diserction of the Executive. It docs 
seem to me, sir, that this appropriation is exceed- 
ingly loose and vague inits terms. It will author- 
ize the President to levy troops, to furnish arms 
and munitions of war, and to carry on war; or it 
will authorize him to negotiate a treaty of peace, 
or it wil] authorize him to send supplies to the 
friendly Indians, or whatever else, in the whole 
range of executive discretion, may be deemed 
It is entirely 
too loose for a Government which professes to 
have discretion controlled by power—for a Gov- 
ernment. which professes to place the custody of 
the public money in the hands of Congress, and 
which provides that it shall not be drawn from 
the Treasury unless in pursuance of an appro- 
priation made by law. Now, what is this appro- 
priation for? Forwar? Gentlemen cannotanswer. 
For atreaty of peaceg, Gqntlemen cannot answer. 
To support these fiv@thotsand friendly Indians? - 
Gentlemen cannot answer. It is for all of these 
purposes, it is for either of them, or it is for none 
of them—if the President can restore and main- 
tain friendly relations in any other mode. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes. 


always a 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Ibelieve you voted for the 
| Military Academy bill? £ * 
| Mr. STANTON. This year’s bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. STANTON, I was not here when the 
bill was passed. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I presume you 


| 
j 
j 
Allow me to say this much further. He says, | and most generally a good deal larger one—was 
why do we not take $100,000 or take $100,000,000, || necessary for that purpose. The estimates were 
i | 
J 
l 
| 


and that there is no more reason to show that || based uponactualexperimental surveys—so much 
$100,000 would not be sufficient, than there is to | for boats, so much for removing snags, and so |: 
show that $300,000 is necessary. Now, sir, if | on. 3 

you are not to take the recommendation of those | So, Mr. Chairman, when I have been called ao f 
who are directly čonnected with this matter, as :; upon to vote fora custom-house at Cincinnati, I | would have voted forit if you had been here? 
the best guides to ascertain the amount which is į am informed by the proper Department that that | Mr. STANTON. I presume so, 

necessary, how will you reach that result? Here || Department has made an examination; that they | Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to know 
is the Commissioner of Indian Affairs charged || have examined the site; that they have adopted | whether my colleague can tell me what it would 
with the acquisition of this knowledge, who |! the plan of a building for it, and upon that have ii cost to purchase a public clock? 
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Mr. STANTON, You can ptirchase a clock 
fox twelve shillings. be , 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; in that bill 
there is an appropriation of $700 made for a 
clock; and my colleague would have voted for it 
if he had been here. Now, all above twelvé shil- 
lings, if it were bought at ‘my colleazue’s pricé, 
- ought to have reverted to the surplus fund. Í 

merely bring this: a by way of illustration to 
show my colleague that, in all these matters, we 
must, to some extent, be guided by the Depart- 
ments, , 

Mr. STANTON. I have this to say, in the 
matter of the clock. It doesnot illustrate the ar- 

‘umerit at all, nor answer my i See 

fad been á large appropriation | take it for granted 
that the Committee of Ways and Means would 
have made strict inquiries whether the money 
was required for this purpose. If the item wére 
one of sufficient magnitude to warrant, they would 
unquestionably have inquired more strictly into 
it. But suppose that the appropriation for a pub- 
lic clock had been $70,000, instead of $700 would 
we have voted it without inquiry? Certainly 
not; and if there is anything in what the gentle- 
man says, it is simply that the law does not rè- 
gard trifles, nor do we regard trifles. But on evéry 
sound principle of legislation the House ought 
to know something of the nécessity and the ex- 
pense of procuring the articles for which the 
appropriation is made. That is all I ask here. 
All Task is, that you tell nié what you want this 
money for—that you distribute e it, tell 
us what it is for, and what you wafthis precise 
sum for? {move that the committée now rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentlérnaggwill 
withdraw his motion until answer his last{ues- 
tion in four lines. 

Mr. STANTON. 
morning. 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. STANTON. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


You can answer it in the 


I would prefer to doso now. 
Well, proceed. 
71 will read four lines here. 


The superintendent of Indian affairs, under date’ 


of January 29, 1856, states clearly and distinctly 
what he wants this money for. He says: 

“ fn such great peril is this whole community, and soim- 
portant is it that means shall be furnished to teed the Andians 
aud give efficiency to the Indian service, that it has seemed 
to me indispensable to send a special messenger to lay our 
condition before the President and the Department.” 


Mr, STANTON. ‘Well, will the gentleman 


and maintain peace? It does not seem to me to 
prove anything of that, 

Mr. LETCHER. The President states that 
that is the purpose for which he wants the ap- 
propriation, 

Mr. STANTON. I have another’ remark to 
make here. If I thought that this $300,000 had 
any magnet aboutit, and would absolutely restore 
peace, I would not have any hesitation about 
voting for it; but I entertain no sort of doubt that, 
if the $300,000 had been in Oregon, the war would 


if it 


have gone on justas it has gone on. A treaty | 


can be made without any advance of money, and 
I do not believe that immediate and instantaneous 
action on this bill is going to have any very 
owerful influence on tho Indian tribes in Oregon. 
think that twenty-four houts’ delay will not 
cause any great inconvenience. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman from Obio 
thinks there is no need of $ 
not move an amendment for a smaller sum? 

Mr. STANTON. Because Ido not know how 
much is needed, 

Mr. LETCHER, The gentleman says that 
this amount will not settle the difficulties: How 
does he know? Here ig the Seerctary of the 
Interior, who has charge of the Indian depart- 
ment, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
who makes this report, with the indorsement of 
the resident of the United States, whose busi- 
ness it is to be informed on these subjects, and 
yet the gentleman from Ohio sets up his judgment 
against all of them, to the conclusion that they 
know nothing in the world about it. 

Mr. STANTON, 


000, why does he į 


All F have to say upon that | 


subject is, that I do not take any gentleman’s | 


opinion, whether he be the President of the 
nited States or the Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs. If he wants to convince me that any 


definite amount of the public money is required, | 


| let him present his facts and Ê arés, and T will 


į ers on the motion to rise. 


| question and other kindred subjects. 


jadge for myself on the facts thus commitinicated, 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The statement is made 
by Governor Stevens, that he has collected five 
thousand Indians on a reservation, and that the 
expense of keéping them will certainly amount 


‘to $15,000 a month. 


Mr. STANTON. And that shows that $180,000 
would be enough for a year. a 

Mr. MARSHALL. Bat suppose Governor 
Stevens should succeéd in collecting ten thousand 
Indians on the réservation instead. of five thou- 
sand, so as'to diminish the hostile force? 

Mr. STANTON. Then $300,000 will not be 
enough. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HAVEN. Would it bein order to move 
to amend that motion, so that the committee shall 
rise and report the bill to the Housé, with a réc- 
ommendation that it pass? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that the bill is not in order to bė reported to the 
House. The amendment has not been passed 
upon. . 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Mainé. I call for tell- 

wv 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PRINGLE 
and Ffousron were appointed. 

The question was takén; and the tellers’ re- 
ported—ayés 36, noes 51; no quoram voting. 

[Loud cries of “ Call the roll!” and ‘Oh, 
no!” A 

Thé CHAIRMAN. The rale is imperative; 
the roll must be called. 

The Clerk proceéded to call the roll; when 

Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his motion that thé committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question re- 
curred upon the amendntent. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennéssee. Thére is no quo- 
rum here, ahd I therefore move that the commit- 
tee rise, F do not think we ought to sit here and 
pass things, when it is manifest that there is no 
quorum present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rosé; anil the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Mace) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly a bill making 


| Appropriation, to restore and maintain the peace- 


able disposition of the Indian tribes on the Pa- 


Nese P it cific some to resolution thereon. 
from Virginia explain to me how that proves the || cife antl had come to hoiresolutia ae 


need of $300,000, and that it is wanted to restore || 


Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
league (Mr. Rust] received information on Fri- 
day last, that a brother-in-law had been assassin- 
ated, which unfortunate circumstance made it 
necessary, in his opinion, that he should return 
to his home, that he miglit administer all the con- 
solation in his power to the surviving members of 
the family. I know nothing of the circumstances 
attending the death of his relative; I only give 
such information as my ¢éolledgue reecived. Hé 
has paired off generally, for three weeks, with 
the gentleman froni Pennsylvania, [Mr. Topp, ] 
and the balance of the month upon the Kansas 
) In justice 
to my colleague, I have felt called upon to state 
fully the reasons for his absence, that his imme- 
diate constituents might know the true cause of 
his absence, which, no doubt, they will fully ap- 
preciate. 

And then, on motion by Mr. JONES, of Ten- 
nessce, (at ten minutes after five o’clock, p.m.,) 
the House adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. . 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 31, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MASON presented a memorial of citizens 
of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, for 


an amendment to the charter of that town to ex- | 
tend the right of suffrage; which was referred to | 


the Committce on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FOOT. Lam requested to present a peti- 
tion of citizens of Vermont, praying for a modi- 
fication of the bounty land laws, so that the vol- 


| unteers who served in the war of 1812 may be 


allowed to prove their claims to pensions and 
bounty by parol evidence of service. Inasmuch 


as this whole’ subject was some time since reforrad 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and they have 
réported upon it, I move that this petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY presénteéd eight memorials of steam- 
boat pilots on thé southern and western waters, 
praying for such an amendment of the aét-of Au- 
gust, 1852, for ‘‘the better security of the lives 
of passengérs on board of vessels propelled in 
whole, or in part, by steam,” as will insure the 
employnient of competent pilots on board of such 
vesselg; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. P 

Mr. WELLER presented a résolution of the 
Legislature of California, instructing their Sena- 
tor, and requesting their Representatives, to urge 
the passage of alaw to provide for the coniplete 
and thorough exploration by the United States 
of the river Colorado, from Fort Yuma to its 
source; which was read, and ordéred to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, in favor of an act appropriating fifty 
thousand stand of arms for the use of that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, in favor of the establishment of a collec- 
tion district in the northeri portion of the State; 
and a port of entry at Bucksport, on Humbòldt 
bay; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Also, two memorials of Army officers, for an 
increase of the commutation price of the Army 
ration; which weré referred to the Committéé on’ 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. boaH presented a petition of citizens of 
Indiana, praying for an amendment of thé pre- 
emption laws, and the confirmation of their titles 
to the lands on which they have settled; which 
was referred to.thé Committee on Private Land 


Claims. / F 
Also, a petition of citizens of Indiana, pa ing 
that the compensation of the register of the Tan 
office at Indidñapolis may be increased; which 
was referred to the Committée on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Indiana, prayin; 
for a modification of the bounty land laws; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Kansas Territory, 
praying for an smn” of the preéraption 
laws, the establishme a land office at Boon- 
ville, and of a mail route from the Sac and Fox 
agency to Boonville, in that Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of Gotlob Krumm, praying to be allowed the 
right of preémption to a certain tract of land upon 
which he has settled; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of A. S. Bender, on the files 
ve Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the petition of William J. 
Sears, the petition of Robert Morton, the petition 
of Nathan Cook, the petition of John Allen, thë 
eee of Zachariah Corbin, the petition of 

Martha Stanton, the petition of Leslie Combs, 
and thé petition of Margaret C. Hanson, all pray- 
ing for pensions, submitted an adverse report in 
each case; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, from thè 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Abel Jackson, heir of Stephen 
Jackson, a revolutionary soldier, praying for a 
pension, submitted an advise report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Amaziah Goodwin, 
reported a bill to increase the pension of Amaziah 
Goodwin, of the State of Maine; which was read 
a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the petition of Lieutenant 
John Guest, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill, making a reappropriation from the surplus 
fund for the relief of Lieutenant John Guest and 
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others; which was read the first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. The report was ordered. to 
be. printed. . : 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred the petition and papers of 
Peter Grover, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to a sccond reading. The re- 
port was ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. JONES, of iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the petition of 
Jessie Barker, the memorial of Thomas Coward, 
the petition of Lucy Bingham, the petition of 
Catharine Warner, the petition of Jane Stan- 
brough, the petition of John Lamothe, the peti- 
tion of Lyman Treat, and the petition of Martha 
Morris, submitted an adverse report in each of 
these cases; which were ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of Albert Hart, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill increasing the pen- 
sion of Albert Hart; which was read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. The re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom were 
referred the documents in relation to the claim 
of Lgi. Harris, submitted a report, accom- 
panied®y a hill for the relief of Levi C. Harris; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading, The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the papers in relation to the claim 
of Betsey Whipple, submitted a bill for her relief; 
which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joshua Mercer, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill restoring 
Joshua Mercer to the roll of invalid pensioners; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of Alpheus T. Palmer, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill to increase 
the pension of Alpheus T, Palmer, late a lieuten- 
antin the ninth regiment of United States infantry; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed, 

Hic also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of Samnei B. Porter, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill granting a 
pension to Samuel B. Porter, a soldier in the late 
war with Great Britain; which was read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. The re- 
port was ordered to be printed. a 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred additional papers in the case of 
Enoch 8. More, asked to be discharged from their 


further consideration, an adverse report having j 


already been made in the case. The motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 


of Catharine M, E. McKnight, submitteda report, 


accompanied by a billfor her relief; which was | 


read the first time and ordeyed to a second read- 
ing. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the Board of Trustees of the Public 
Schools of the city of Washington, reported a 
bill for the benefit of public schools: in the city of 
Washington; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. He also submitted 
a report on the subject; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred a bill making provision to 
compensate agents for paying pensions, and pre- 


scribing the time and manner of settling their ac- | 


counts, have directed me to report it back without 


50 


amendment. As this is a general bill, which is 
much needed, and has been submitted to, and ap- 
roved by the proper Department, I will ask the 
enate to allow me to have it madea special order 
for Thursday of next week, at twelveand a. 
o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SLIDELL, by unanimous consewt, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to fix the 
graduation periods for lands in the Greensburg 
district, in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ‘ 

WILKES’S EXPEDITION. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire the indulgence of 
the Senate for a few minutes, to enable me to make 
a brief explanation. Some days ago, while the 
Senate was engaged in the discussion of the sub- 
ject of printing books, I heard that the cost of 
printing the work of Captain Wilkes amounted 
to a very extravagant sum. The Clerk, at my 
request, sent for the Superintendent of Printing, 
that I might obtain from him accurate knowledge 
on the subject. The superintendent came to me 
at my desk, and here, to me, in the presence of 
my friend from Illinois, [Mr. Trumsvui,] who 
heard the conversation, on my inquiring what 
was the amount of the cost of printing the books 
of Captain Wilkes, he informed me that it was 
nearly a million and a quarter of dollars. I was 
shocked and astonished at the information. I 
repeated the question once, if not twice, whether 
this was the cost of printing the book and en- 
gravings for that work, and he replied, Yes. This 
was, as I have said, most astounding intelligence 
tome. At the same time I was told by Mr. Sea- 
man that the cost of printing the book about 
Commodore Perry’s Japan expedition will be 
$200,000. I thought it my duty to rise in my 
seat and state the facts to the Senate; and I did 
it, at the same time carefully informing the Senate 
that I derived my information from the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, that ‘moment com- 
municated to me in the Senate Chamber.” I 
made this statement in his presence, and while 
he still lingered in this room. Since that time I 
have had good reason to believe that very great 
injustice was done to Captain Wilkes by that 
statement. I have seen him since that period. I 
have inquired of him what was the cost of that 
work, and he has given me a statement which I 
dold in my hand. It shows that the whole cost 


a 


| of printing this book will amount, when it is 


completed, to the sum of $148,405 11. Now, sir, 
I desire that justice may be done to the gentle- 
man, who may be seriously injured, perhaps, by 
the statement which went abroad, emanating 
from me, on the authority of the Superintendent 
of Public Printing. I am always anxious, sir, 
promptly to repair any wrong done, when I am 
m any way instrumental, however innocently, in 
doing it. In justice to Captain Wilkes, let me 
call attention to the facts stated in the paper 
which has been furnished to me by himself; and 
I desire that this statement, which is a correc- 
tion of the mistake of the superintendent, may 
go forth to the world in the papers, whatever 
they may be, which have published the original 
unfounded and erroneous statement: 
Wasnuineton, D. C., March 28, 1856. 

Statement of expenditures for the printing aud engraving 
of the work of the Exploring Expedition, under the act of 
Congress, August 23, 1842, to January 31, 1855. 
For historical and natural history engraving 

of all Kinds........ we $75,785 66 
For chart engraving.. see 20,019 44 
For letter-press printing, plate 

printing, book and chart paper, 

coloring and binding... 


31,877 01 


Total expenditure to January 21, 

1855 ....5 srsers RETE aeiee 128,282 I1 
Expended since January 31, 1855, 4,123 00 
Required to finish ......se00-0..- 16,000 09 

Eighteen (18) volumes of quarto text have 
been completed, together with eleven (11) vol- 
umes of folio atlases, in all twenty-nine vol- 
umes, 


$148,405 11 


There remains to be completed five (5) -vol-, ad 
umes of text, and two (2) volumes atlases, © ae 
making in ali twenty-three (23) volumes of 
text and thirtcen (13) volumes of atlases ; total 
thirty-six volumes. Nearly the whole of the 
work in progress is nearly finished. 
Only one hundred (100) copies of the work 
were authorized by the law of 1842, and noth- 
ing has been published but what is new. : 
For the expenditure of the whoie expedition, 
and its absence of four (4) years, including 
pay of officers, men, repairs of vessels, &c., 


Riese cesesvecssa esses seceevereccccren 998,183 09 
Pay of scientific corps since the 
return of the expedition........ 112,289 07 
Expenditurefor patent office, green 
Nouse KC... eee ee +s 79,276 31 
Contingent expens g 
rent, stationery, ssn 12,927 17 
203,702 55 


Total cost of everything since the organization 
of the expedition ...cccvvescevecsses oaos eo Gl; 290,380 68 


Captain Wilkes has received but his shore-duty pay as 
an oflicer of the Navy. 

Refer to Senate Document 405, June 25, 1846—Report of 
the Joint Committee of the Library. of both Houses, 


Now, sir, having thus done justice, as I hope, 
to that gentleman, I thank the Senate for its in- 
dulgence, and have done. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. J. M. Barctay, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that they had passed a joint resolution 
relating to the public land appertaining to the 
Springfield and Harper’s Ferry armories, and the 
North Carolina arsenal, 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolutions, submitted by Mr. Iverson on the 
29th of February: 

Resolved, Thata committee of —~- Senators he appointed 
| by the Chair, with power to send for persons and papers 5 

and that said committee be and are hereby authorized and 
instructed to summon before it the members of the late 
& Naval Retiring Board,” or such of them as may be con- 
venjently brought before the committee, and examine them 
upon oath asto the facts and evidence, grounds and reasons, 
upon which the action of said board was founded in each 
case of the officers recommended to be put upon the retired 
list, or dropped from the service ; and that said committee 
be further instructed to inquire and obtain any other facts 
which in their opinion may bear upon the cases aforesaid, 
and report the same to the Senate. 

And be it further resolved, That said committee be au- 
thorized and instructed to advise and consult with the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in relation to the cases of said 
! retired and dropped officers, with the view of correcting 
| any error or injustice which may have been committed by 
the action of said retiring board, by the reappointment, or 
restoration by the President, of such officers as may have 
| been unjustly or improperly retired or dropped. 

On this subject an animated and interesting 
discussion ensued, which last until five o’clock 


m. 

F Mr. IVERSON addressed the Senate at length 
in relation to the injustice which, it seemed to be 
admitted on all hands, had been done in many 
instances to the dropped and disrated officers by 
the Navy board. He never could be brought to 
believe that so many of the officers of ‘the navy 
were physically and morally incapable of per- 
forming their duties. The people of this coun- 
try had always been led to believe that the officers 
of our Navy were inferior to none in the world in 
all elements that constituted fitness for their -sta- 
tions, many of whom were in the employment of 
the Government at the very moment when they 
were disrated as worthless drones.. He asked. 
how it was that such men could have been em- 
i ployed by distinguished heads of the Navy De- 
| partment? Ifthe judgment of the naval board 
| was correct, then the present able and efficient 
i Secretary of the Navy, as well as preceding Sec- 
_retaries, were guilty of gross violation of their 
‘several duties. But he chose rather to suppose 
ithe board at fault, stating that it had neither time 
| nor means for a proper investigation of all the 
! cases under the law, and that, with the best in- 
i tentions to do right, they could not under the cir- 

cumstances have done otherwise than wrong. 
Mr. SLIDELL spoke at length, opposing the 
resolutions, and gave his views in detail in rela- 
i tion to the law under which the board was organ- 
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ized, and defended its action under the law with 
much zeak. 6 6 a f 

‘Mr. BUTLER next addressed the Senate at | 
large, expressing | the opinion that the naval 
board had not conformed strictly to the law under 
which it had been organized. 

Mr. CLAYTON followed, denying that any 
injustice had been. done to the officers, either X 
removal or disrating them without notice. e 
alluded to the fact that a like course had been 

urgued under the Administration of ‘Thomas 
Fefferson, when no fault was found with it. He 
also spoke in reply to. some of the remarks. of 
Mr. Houston on a prior day in relation to Cap- 
tain Du Pont. : 

_ Mr. CRITTENDEN addressed the Senate in 
an impressive speech against the action of the 
board, as being wrong in principle, unjust in 

ractice, and injurious to the best interests of the 
Nave, and declarer his willingness, if no other 
remedy could be found, to vote for annulling the 
whole proceedings. 

Mr. SLIDELL made a brief response toushing 
an incidental remark said to have been made by 
Commodore Perry concerning the injustice of the 

oard, ~ 

Mr, CLAYTON took the floor again, and, 
after speaking some time, 

„Mr. STUART wished to know if the Senator 
from Delaware would not give way for a motion 
to adjourn and let the farther consideration of 
the subject be postponed until to-morrow, when 
they could have some understanding as to pro- 
ceeding with other and more important business. 
. My, MASON could conceive of no business 
more important than that under immediate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CLAYTON avowed his readiness to go 
on until midnight with the subject, but gave way, 
on solicitation, for a motion to adjourn. 

And the Senate adjourned, | 

The debate, in full, will be found in the Ap- 
pendix, 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 1, 1856. 
Prayer by Rev, Dan Waxpo. i 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Mississippi, in favor of an appropri- 
ation to aid in the construction of a canal for the 
reopening of the bayou Manchac; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, the memorial of Michael R. Clark, of 
Mississippi, praying for an increase of pension 
on account of wounds received in the. war with 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
Emma A. Wood, praying for compensation for 
the services of her deceased husband, as surgeon 
in the military service of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of citizens of 
New York, praying thatthe public lands may be 
laid out in lots and granted for the free and ex- 
clusive use of actual settlers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. ALLIEN presented the petition of A. L. | 
Mason, guardian of J, Duncan Mason, praying 
to be allowed a pension on account of the military | 
services of his father; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

BILL BECOME LAW, 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wenstrr, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that he had approved and signed an act | 
relating to punishment in the penitentiary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives ! 
by Mr. Barcray, one of their clerks, announced | 


that they had passed the bill of the Senate (S. | 


No. 97) to continue temporarily the land office at | 
Kalamazoo, in the State of Michigan, with an | 
amendment. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
. The message also announced that the Speaker | 


of the House had signed the enrolled bill, entitled | 
“An act for the relief of the distributees of i 


j 
i 


Colonel William Linn;” and it was signed: by 
the President pro tempore. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SEWARD. Iask that leave be granted 
to withdraw the papers of Isaac S. Smith, for the 
purpose of being presented. to the House of Rep- 
resentatives.. The other day, when I madé a sim- 
ilar application in this case, I labored under a 
misapprehension in supposing that an adverse 
report had been made. 

Leave was granted. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of. Christian Han- 
son, praying for the aid of the Government in the establish- 
ment of .a Mne of postal communications with the ports of 
northern Europe, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and Teferred tothe Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Joseph L. Smith, praying for the distribution of 
the documents published by Congress to each 
common school or school district throughout the 
United States, submitted an adverse report 
thereon. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution of 
the Senate directing that committee to inquire 
into the expediency of purchasing for the use of 
the Senate copies of a manualof the laws of 
the United States on the subject of naturalization, 
passengers and passenger-ships, and laws of the 
several States in relation to emigrants, submitted 
an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill providing for an over-land mail from some 
point on the Mississippi river to San Francisco, 
California, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a motion to print one 
thousand additional copies of the message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting a 
report of the operations of the Mint and its 
branches, for the year 1855, have directed me to 
report in favor of printing one thousand addi- 
tional copies, five hundred of which are to be for 
the use of the Director of the Mint. 

The report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill for the re- 
lief of Timothy Carran; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, previous notice not having been given, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
continue the land offices at Vincennes, Indiana, 
and to ascertain and adjust the titles to certain 
lands in the States of Indiana and Ilinois, for- 
merly inchided within the Vincennes land dis- 
trict; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committec on Publie Lands. 


COURT-MARTIAL OF CAPTAIN RITCHIE. 


Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following res- 
olution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish the Senate with copies of the proceedings of anaval 
court-martial recently held in the city of Philadelphia for 
the trial of Captain Ritchie, and all the correspondence re- 
lating thereto in the Department, 


COMPENSATION OF LAND OFFICERS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communieate to the Senate what provision, if any, 
should be made to compensate registers and receivers of the 
land offices, for taking in bounty land warrants instead of 
money in the sale or disposition of the public lands. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Iowa. There are some peculiar 
eases in my State, in which preciscly the same 
labor has to be performed; where lands are en- 
tered with scrip given to the Choctaw Indians. 
It was thought that the law of the last session 
covered those cases, but I find that it does not, 
according to the construction placed on it by the 
Department. 1 thercfore move to amend it in 
that respect. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 


I have no objection to 


that, and I therefore modify. my 
inserting the words “ and scrip’ 
“ bounty land warrants. ”? 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


OFFICERS OF THE CUSTOMS. 


Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 
which was‘ considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be in- 
structed to report to the Senate; inva concise and tabular 
form; the number of officers, of each different grade or class, 
at present employed in each of the several collection dis- 
tricts, wherein any change is proposed, either with respect 
to the number or the compensation of any such: officers, by 
Senate bil] No. 155, being “‘a bill relating to the appointment 
of officers for the collection of the-eustoms, and to provide 
for their compensation; ” and also, the amount of compensa- 
tion pay, or emoluments at present allowed to each grade, 
and the amount proposed to be allowed. by said bill—and 
designating the several grades or classes of officers'in each 
collection district, of which the proposed bill would allow 
an increase of numbers beyond the number at present em- 
ployed. 


resolution: by 
after the words 


UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 


The joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, (J. R. No. 5,) relating to the public lands 
appertaining to the Springfield and Harper’s Ferry 
armories, and the. North Carolina arsenal, was 
read the first and second time by its title, 

Mr. STUART. It might be supposed, from 
the title of this resolution, that it aftected the pub- 
lic lands; but my knowledge ofits history is, that 
it emanated.in the House from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I therefore move its reference 
to the same committee of this body. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEM. 


Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred a joint resolu- 
tion to amend the act of March 1, 1855, entitled 
‘An act to remodel the diplomatic and consular 
system of the United States,” have instructed me 
to report it back without amendment. Unless 
some Senator objects, I ask for its present con- 
sideration, for a reason which I can state in a 
word. 

The PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will 
first be read. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that the first section of the act of March 1, 1855, 
shall be construed as fixing the annual compen- 
sation of the representatives of the United States 
to the several countries enumerated in it, at the 
sums there specified, whether such representa- 
tives shall remain of the grade existing at the 
passage of that act, or shall be appointed to that 
of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary, and that the compensation shall commence 
from July 1, 1855, as the period designated in 
that act. 

Mr, MASON. Mr. President, many Senators, 
I believe, are familiar with the object of this 
resolution. It has been a subject of considerable 
conversation out of the Senate. The act of the 
last session provided that, at some time before 
the Ist of July, 1855, the President should nom- 
inate as ministers plenipotentiary all our foreign 
ministers who were at that time ministers resi- 
dent; and it affixed, by a scale of graduation, a 
salary to each mission. The act was passed at a 
very late period of the last session in the House 
of Representatives, and it was found impossible 
in the Senate to amend it without jeoparding the 
whole bill, which embraced the consular as well 
as the diplomatic system; and therefore many of 
those objectionable features in the bill we were 
obliged to allow to pass unnoticed. Among its 
objectionable parts avas so much of it as seemed 
to make it mandatory on the President to elevate 
those who were ministers resident to ministers 

Ienipotentiary. When it came to be construed 

y the Executive, this construction was placed on 
it, which Ido not myself doubt was the proper 
one—that it could not be received as a mandate 
by the President, because Congress had no power 
to issue such a mandate, but it was to be consid- 
ered as recommendatory only. The President, 
in the exercise of his proper discretion, did not, 
during the vacation, act under the law so as 
to change the grade of these ministers, Now 
it becomes important that the subject should 
be settled, in order that he may exercise the 
proper discretion which belongs to him. The 
great end of the act, so far as concerns the com- 
pensation of the ministers, was to graduate their 


1856. 


pie 


compensation; and it was shown, by results as- 
certained at the time, satisfactory to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, who reported the bill 


to the Senate, that by the increased graduation,’ 


taking away. the outfits as well as the. infits of- 
the ministers, the expense of our diplomatic in- 
tercourse would be in truth very much dimin- 
ished; but the effect now given to the law by the 
delay, of the President in executing, that part of 
it which relates to the elevation of the grades has 
been to diminish the preéxisting inadequate sal- 
ary given to these ministers, ` i 

he object of this joint resolution, is simply to 
leave it discretionary with the President to make 
such as he.pleases ministers plenipotentiary, and 
to continue such as he thinks proper as ministers 
resident; but to leave the salary, from the period: 
at which it was to. commence, unaffected by his 
action. Until that is done it will be a difficult 
thing for the Executive to determine the grade of 
these ministers. For that reason I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

_ Mr. STUART. Ido not rise to object to the 
consideration of the resolution, but I wish, for 
my own satisfaction, to address a question to the 
chairman of the committee who have reported 
this. resolution. The original bill was passed, as 
he states, without time being allowed to consider 
it or to amend it in the Senate: I have heard, on 
what I deem satisfactory authority, that this law 
of the last session is regarded by the President 
and Secretary of State as defective in many par- 
ticulars. Doubtless, the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations understands 
this question, and I should like to know from him 


if this be true; because, if it be true, I confess | 


that I very much prefer that the defects of the 
law, so far as legislation can do it, should be 
remedied, not by parcels, but as a whole. If, 
however, the chairman will state what is thecon- 
dition of this matter so far as he knows, I shall 
be satisfied. I do not desire to object to this reso- 
lution; but, having had no time to consider it, we 
are in danger of running into the same difficulty 
in which we have before involved ourselves. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. This is a very im- 
portant question; and, although it is one with 
which I do not profess to be very familiar, I 
think it well worthy the deliberate consideration 
of the Senate. hen the bill was passed to 
which this joint resolution refers, it went through 
under that steam pressure which very often car- 
ries bills through the Senate. I know thatit has 


not met the sanction of some of those in high | 


osition, who claim to be competent to judge of 
it. I learn, from my intercourse with gentlemen 
who profess to be able to judge, that there are 
many particulars in which it can be improved. I 
am not mistaken in saying that the compensation 
provided by the bill of last year, for some of our 
consuls and commercial agents, is wholly inade- 
quate. I had the honor to present a memorial 
some time ago—which was referred to the com- 
mittee of which the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia is chairman—in reference to the compensa- 
tion of our consul at Aspinwall. If the facts set 
forth in that memorial be true, the compensation 
of that officer is wholly insufficient. If the object 
be now to revise the law and improve it, [donot 

erceive why we should not go further, and cure 
its defects in that particular, 

T am not willing to throw any obstacles in the 
way of this resolution; but I suggest that a propo- 
sition affecting so many important interests ought 
to be thoroughly understood by the Senate before 
acting upon it. Iam sure that the gentlemen on 
the Committee on Foreign Relations understand 
it very well, and to the extent to which they have 
gone they have done right; I am willing to trust 
them; but I do not think they have gone far 
enough. There are some defects in the law which 
will not be reached. by this resolution, especially 
in respect to the compensation of the consuls and 
commercial agents of the Government. If there 
be any pressing necessity for the passage of the 
resolution now, I shall not interpose any objec- 
tion to it, because I am willing to take on trust 
almost any measure in regard to our foreign in- 
tercourse which is recommended by the gentle- 
man from Virginia and the committee of which 
he is chairman. It has been my practice to defer 
to their superior information on such questions; 
but T think we should consider this matter delib- 
erately; it is one of great importance, relating to 


ito be increased. “I do not know whether the 


the salaries of our,foreign ministers, and to our 
diplomatic intercourse generally. . If we under- 
take to disturb the law of the last session, and to 
remodel it, I think it is well to go a little further 
than this proposition does, and increase the com- 
pensation of some gentlemen whose salaries ought 


gentleman from Virginia and the committee have 
considered. the application which I submitted to 
them for an increase of the cormpensation of the 
consul at Aspinwall. I do not wish to be con- 
sidered as throwing myself in the way of a meas- 
ure thatis desirable to be passed, if there is a 
pressing necessity for it, but I really think we had 
jetter take some time to consider this subject. 

Mr. MASON. I will reply to theequestions 
put by the Senator from Michigan, and the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. I will respond, first, to the 
Senator from Michigan. 

It was. considered that there were defects in the 
bill of the last sgssion; but those which were 
most important applied to the consular system 
contained in that bill. There were, as I think, 
and others thought with me, important defects in 
parts. of the bill which affected the diplomatic 
system of the country; but chiefly in that portion 
of the bill in relation to our foreign representa- 
tives and their salaries. or instance, it required 
of the ministers that they should be at their posts 
before their salaries should begin. We thought 
that was rather onerous, and might occasionally 
produce serious inconvenience. Again, it pro- 
hibited ministers from being absent from the 
country to which they were accredited for more 
than ten days, whether with or withcut the sanc- 
tion of the Executive, under the penalty of having 
their salaries stopped during the period of their 
absence. We thought, at least 1 thought, that 
this was a defect in the bill. Again, it took away 
what is usually called the infit—one quarter's 
salary given to ministers on their return home, thus 
subjecting them to embarrassment. But the most 
serious defect in the bill, as I considered, and as 
the committee considered, was that which disabled 
the President of the United States from exe- 
cuting it—I allude to that provision which as- 
sumed the right on the part of Congress to direct 
the Executive as to the grade of our foreign min- 
isters—a power which I am satisfied does not 
reside in Congress. It made it mandatory on the 
President to appoint all the ministers resident to 
be ministers plenipotentiary. It may be wise or 
unwise, from time tp time, to send a minister res- 
ident ora minister plenipotentiary to a foreign 
court; and therefore, even if it were competent 
for Congress to legislate in advance on the grade 
of the missions, I think it would be unwise to 
exercise the power; but Congress certainly does 
not possess the power, and yet the bill seems to 
assert it. 

In answer to my friend from Alabama, I will 


say that itis important that we should at once |} 


legislate on so much of the bill as imported the 
mandate to.which I have adverted; because, until 
that is done, the President cannot determine how 
the grades of foreign ministers shall be regulated 
without running the risk of making them minis- 
ters plenipotentiary, with an utterly inadequate 
salary; because the salary provided by the bill 
does not apply unless the grade is raised. The 
whole effect of the joint resolution is to leave the 
salaries, graduated as they were by the bill of the 
last session, whether they shall apply to minis- 
ters resident, or ministers plenipotentiary, leaving 
it discretionary for the President to change the 
grade of all, or any of the existing missions. The 
committee thought it would be unwise to encum- 
ber this joint resolution with anything more, be- 
cause, when you go into the details of a measure 
involving the two systems, diplomatic and con- | 
sular, every one must know how much difference 
of opinion will be engendered, and what neces- 
sary delays there will be in obtaining legisla- 
tion. 

Ihave thought that it would become necessary 
during the present Congress, to offer some legis- 
lation to modify so much of the bill of the last 
session as affects the diplomatic system, but I am 
satisfied that it should be done in a separate bill. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations have noth- 
ing to do with the consular system, and ought to 
have nothing to do with it; that belongs to the } 


commercial system of the country, and should 
go to the Committee on Commerce; yet it is all į 


| 


embraced in one bill. -If the Committee on Fore 
eign Rélations were to undertake tö amend. that 
bill, as a law, we should be departing from ‘thé 
appropriate province of that committee. -This 
joint resolution is intended to leave the salaries 
as they were fixed in’ the bill of the-last-session; 
under the schedule which waa then :adopted, 
whether they shall apply to ministers ‘resident or 
ministers plenipotentiary. on SE 
I will add further, that I consulted, as I'thought 
it was my duty to do, the Executive on the pró- 
propriety of the measure, and it met the ehtire 
approbation of all the executive departments. © 
fr. BAYARD. The motion of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, is, I believe, to take up a 
joint resolution, reported by him as an amend- 
ment to the bill passed at the last session, in ref- 
erence to the diplomatic and consular system of 
our Government. My objection to taking it up 
is, that I think the system of patching laws is 
bad in itself. That bill came to us under such 
circumstances, that, like many other laws which 
we pass, it was passed without being discussed, 
debated, or considered at all. I do not use too 
strong language, when I say that I thinkit is full 
of cruditics; that many of its provisions are utter- 
ly impracticable. If you consider the objections 
of the Attorney Gencral as of any value, it must 
be disregarded. Many portions of it are imprac- 
ticable. “I will not pause to go into them now— 
some of which I know to be so; others I do not. 
I have read the bill once or twice, and fam satis- 
fied that it requires a general revision, both as 
regards that part which relates to the consular 
officer, as well as that which relates to diplomatic 
appointments. The honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia proposes a single amendment to the bill. 1 


| think ita bad mode of amending laws. I think 


the law was passed hurriedly, without consider- 
ation; it is crude and ill-digested, and requires 
many and numerous alterations, each of which is 
quile as important as that to which the honorable 
enator has called our attention. j 
I hope, therefore, that some other course will 
be taken than the amendment of the law in this 
way, by separate resolutions and amendments in 
particular parts. I should prefer to see a resolu- 
tion referring all that portion of the law which 
relates to the consular establishment of the coun~ 
try to the Committee on Commerce, and that 
portion which reħtes to the diplomatic system of 
the country to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, with instructions to report bills modifying 
the law wherever it has been found in practice 
to be incompatible with the proper performance 
of the duties of the officers to the country. I 
think it requires such a general overhauling and 
revision that it would be unwise, by a single reso- 
lution now, to modify any particular part of it. 
Mr. RUSK. I wish to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, if there 
is any necessity for acting on this resolution this 
morning. g 


Mr. MASON. We knowvery well that if the 


| resolution goes on the table there will be great 


difficulty in getting it up again. I therefore ask, 
(as the necessity for passing itis pressing, and 
as the present state of the question delays the 
whole matter in regard to nominations,) that the 
resolution should be passed at once. If it goes 
on the table, there will be very great difficulty in 
getting it up again. f 

Now, one word in reply to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware. This joint resolution is 
chiefly in the nature of a declaratory act, con- 
taining an exposition of the legislative sense of 
the meaning of the first section of the bill of last 
year. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I should object to it 
on the ground that the Congress of the United 
States have no authority to pass such a declar- 
atory law. 


Mr. MASON, They.very often do it, and 1 


' think it would be difficult to get along with legis- 


lation if it was not constantly done. 

The motion to take up the joint resolution was 
agreed to, and it was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 


|} a third reading, and was read the third time and 


passed. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


On motion by Mr. BENJAMIN, the Senate 
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proceeded to’ consider the following. resolution, 
submitted by him on the 27th of March: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by legislation 
that no greater number of documents, reports, and other 
matter, be printed than may be required by either branch 
of Congress in the performance of its legislative or execu- 
tive duties, unless by virtue of a joint resolution of both 
Houses, ordering the printing of an extra number of copies. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is a mere resolution 
of inquiry. . I desire simply to say, for the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Printing, that I 
think they would do well to inquire into the con- 
stitutional power of either branch of Congress to 
publish and circulate documents through the coun- 
try,,out of its contingent fund. In my opinion 
there is no such constitutional power in either 
‘branch of Congress. The exercise of such power 
requires a joint resolution by the two bodies 
which constitute Congress. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FALLS OF THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. PUGH. Some daysago I offered a reso- 
lution for the appointment of a select committee 
upon the subject of the obstructions to naviga- 
tion at the falls of the Ohio river. Its considera- 
tion was then objected to by some Senators on the 

other side. Task that it may now be taken up, 
so ag to be disposed of at this time. ` 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, which was submitted by the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio on the 14th of March: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed hy the 
President pro tempore to consider the best method of im- 
proving or obviating the obstructions to navigation at the! 
fals of the Ohio river; and that said committee be author- | 


Hi 


the provisions of an act of the Kentucky Legisla-, 
ture, and of some legislation by Congress, the 
Government has bought up the private stock in 
that canal out of the profits of the canal itself, and 
‘already owns a property far exceeding in value 
the sum which was originally invested. 

I have long been satisfied, and I think every- 
body is satisfied in the western country, that the 
| present canal is totally inadequate. ‘The largest 
| class of steamers which navigate that river cannot 
pass through it. It is too shallow, it is too nar- 
row, and the capacities of the chambers of the 
locks are such that steamers cannot pass through 
them. Congress must either enlarge that canal, 
or must provide for the construction of a new 
canal, or for the removal of the obstructions in 
the body of the stream itself. It is on account 
of a diversity of opinion as to which of these 
three propositions should be adopted, that the 
attention of Congress has not been called directly 
ito the subject. I presume tfe Committee on 

Commerce have expressed their opinion; and if 
the bill reported embraces all they expect to 


does not meet my wishes, nor the wishes of the 
people whom I have the honor to represent, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I believe the Committee on 
Commerce examined this question in no other 
aspect than that in which it was presented to 
them for consideration. There was no sugges- 
tion as to the incapacity of the works now in 
existence to perform all the service there required. 
| There was no application for an extension of that 
work in any manner; but it was a simple propo- 


ized to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. PUGH. It was not my design, in offering : 
this resolution, to reflect on the standing Com- 
mittee of Commerce in any degree whatever. 
That committee have already reported a bili which 


ĮI presume contains all they feel authorized to 
recommend for the consideration of Congress. 1 


am satisfied, for my part, that their recommenda- 
tiohs do not meet the wishes of a large majority 
of the people interested in this improvement. 
This is a case peculiar in itself. The obstructions | 


at the falls of the Ohio impede the commerce of j 


many States of this Union. ‘The difficulties which 

have arisen heretofore in relation to the removal of | 
these obstructions, have grown gutofadiversity of 
opinion among the parties interested, as to the best 
method of removing them. My purpose in ofer- 
ing this resolution, is to see whether, by a com- | 
parison of views with those most interested, we 
cannot agree to some proposition and recommend 
it to the consideration of Congress, It is my 
purpose that such a bill, when reported, shall pass 
the ordeal of the standing Committee on Com- | 
merce; but as I know that that committee have 
already a number of subje€s before them, Ide- 
sire to have an opportunity of consulting with 
other gentlemen interested, before offering any 
bill at all. Therefore I have moved for this 
select committee as preferable to the introduction 
of a bill individually. 
commit the Senate to any project. As T have 
disclaimed any intention of interfering with the 
legitimate provinee of any standing committee 
Y trust there will be no objection to the passag 
of the resolution. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to inquire of the 


Senator from Ohio if he is aware of the fact thatthe |; 
Committee on Commerce have already reported | 


a bill on this very subject, which bill is now on 
the Calendar of the Senate for its action? 

Mr. PUGH. The standing committee has | 
reported a bill appropriating $90,000 for the im 
piovoment of the Ohio river along its whole 
ength. I suppose that is hased upon the esti- 
mates of the Department, as it is offered as an 


amendment to the bill introduced by the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropuean.] I ha 
no idea that any portion of that estimate covers 
the improvement of the falls of the river. I sup- 
pose it is intended to remove the obstructions at 
the mouth of the Cumberland river above that 
point, Thesecond section of the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce authorizes the Seeretary of 
the Treasury to take possession of the Louisville 
and Portland canal, the stock of which is already 
owned by the Federal Government. In that 
respect the Federal Government is entitled to 
scarcely any credit at all. It has received back 
raore than it has ever put in the canal; for, under i 


This resolution does not; 


sition to keep the works as they are now in 
repair, and to transfer the stock of that canal to 
the Government, in accordance with the provis- 


| ions of a law passed long since, This is the only 
i| view in which the committee examined it; this 


| is the only aspect in which it was presented to 
‘theo, 


have no objection to the raising of a select com- 
‘mittee, if the Senator from Ohio is desirous to 
| have one, and the Senate shall deem it advisable. 
As one of the Committee on Commerce, I can 
only say, that I should be very happy if the 
Senate would relieve us from all the duties whieh 
appropriately devolve on us. If the subject is to 
be examined in a different point of view from 
that which it has already received, it should 


on Commerce, or referred tæa new committee, 


as the Senate shall deem appropriate. The Com- 
H mittee on Commerce, I apprehend, can have no | 


bjection to referring it to a select committee. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. May I ask the 
Senator from Ohio what reference he made to the 
question of the removal of the dam at Cumberland 
Island ? 

Mr. PUGH. I said that I presumed the gen- 
eral appropriation of $90,000, provided for by the 
į bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
i 
| 


i 


| was intended to cover, in some measute, improve- 
ments at that portion of the river, perhaps the 
| repair of the dam, or the removal of some portion 
i of the bar and rocks below the grand chain. I 
i imagined that was included in the estimate. 

| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I understand 
i! the honorable Senator did not propose to interfere 
4 with the Cumberland dam. 


Mr. PUGH. No, sir; I merely said that I 


that object. 

My. STUART. I wish to amend the resolu- 
tion so as to reeommit to the special committec, 
when it shall be raised, the bill which was re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce, I think 

jal committee, if one be raised, should 
iction of the whole subject; we should 
legislating by piecemeal. [therefore move 
to amend the resolution so that it shall affect 
that object. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill can be taken up 
at any tine on motion, and referred to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. STUART. Very well. Let the resolu- 
tion pass, and I will afterwards ask to take up 
the bill for that purpose. f 

Mr. PUGH. Ithink the suggestion is entirely 
unnecessary. The bill reported covers but two 


i propositions; first, a general appropriation for the 


objects which I have mentioned in reply to the 
Senator from Tennessee, I do not propose te 


recommend to the consideration of Congress, it l! 


I apprehend the Committee on Commerce can | 


undoubtedly be recommitted to the Committee | 


supposed the appropriation was intended to cover |; 


= 


interfere with that, and I see no reason why it 
should be delayed. Those matters have been 
estimated by the proper Department. I should 
give that portion of the bill standing upon its 
own merits, my cordial support. The second 
section simply provides that. the Secretary of the 
Treasury may. take possession of the Louisville 
and Portland canal. I have already stated that 
the General Government owns all the stock of that 
| canal, but having no authority to carry it on, they 
have allowed nominally the ownership of some 
few shares to reside in a sufficient number of in- 
dividuals to keep up the corporate. character of 
the company, and to conduct the operations. of 
the canal. Itis todo away with that fiction, and 
to put the control of the canal into the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, that the section 
was reported by the Committee on Commerce. 
I no not propose to interfere with their bill in any 
shape or form. It may go on regularly to its 
passage; but I desire thatthe measures to be 
considered by the select committee shall be in 
addition to those reported by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS. I know, sir, from having passed 
| over this route repeatedly, that the present con- 
dition of the Louisville and Portland canal does: 
' not answer the purposes of the country; I have, 
therefore, no objection to the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Ohio; yet I would greatly 
prefer ceding the whole interest of the Govern- 
ment to the State of Kentucky, with necessary 
and proper restrictions to guard the rights of those 
who may be interested in navigating the river. 
The Government has no use for the canal, but it 
has an interest there, and,as suggested by the 
Senator from Ohio, almost if not the entire in- 
terest. Kentucky would keep it much better than 
the Government. That State has a direct and 
immediate interest, and I think it should be ceded 
to that State with proper restrictions. I admit 
that this is a subject standing on different ground 
from other improvements on the Ohio and other 
rivers, and I think it should not be connected 
with the general question of internal improve- 
ment; but I hope the committee will investigate 
this matter, and report in favor of providing by 
law for ceding to Kentucky, inthe event that that 
State will accept it, upon proper and necessary 
restrictions, the whole interest of the Government 
in this canal. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I did not distinctly hear the 
Senator from Ohio in the remarks which he first 
submitted to the Senate; but, from what I could 
hear, I understood that his proposition was to 
of the canal. I think he 


i ficient for the wants of commerce; but I desire 
| the committee to examine the question, so that 
hose interested may agree upon a proposition to 
which all can give their support. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator’s present ex- 
planation is about what I supposed was the view 
| which he entertained. If this committee shall 
be raised—and F interpose no objection to it—I 
think that there should be either a provision in 
the resolution, or an understanding which shall 
i not beget a division here, that the bill which 
| was reported by the Committee on Commerce 
i shall be referred to the same committee, for this 
|| plain, simple reason: the bill does contain & pro- 
I| vision for the Government to take possession of 
the works. It also contains an appropriation of 
| $90,000 for keeping those works in repair, and for 
doing certain things. 

Mr. PUGH. I think the Senator must be in 
error in regard to the appropriation for keeping 
the canal in repair. Ihave been informed that 
there was a surplus last year of $50,000 from the 
profits of the canal, which would have been ap- 
l propriated then to its enlargement if the river 
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had not been in such condition: that the work 
could not proceed. I do notsuppose that a single 
dollar of the $99,000 is intended to cover any 
repairs of the canal. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour for the special 


ordet having arrived, this subject will have to be: 


passed over. 


Mr. PUGH. I trust that, if not inconvenient, 


the Senate may take a vote on my proposition at 
once. 

The PRESIDENT. As the Senator from Ohio 
desires a vote-on the resolution, if there be no 
objection the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I should. prefer to con- 
sider the resolution a little more attentively. It 
is in such general terms, that upon its face I could 
have no objection to it; for, of course, I desire to 
have removed all.obstructions in the navigation 
of #he Ohio river; but if the object specially an- 
nounced is to make another canal 1 do not think 
it necessary; and I should prefer that the subject 
should go to the general committec, instcad of a 
select committee organized with a view to the 
particular object. 

The PRESIDENT. As the Senator from 
Kentucky objects, the resolution will be passed 
over, and the Senate will proceed with the special 
order. ` 

REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLS. 

A. message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. BarcLay, one of their clerks, announced 
that they had passed a joint resolution (J. R. 
Wo. 6) for enlarging tht custom-house, post office, 
and court-house at Buffalo, New York; also, a 
bill (H. B. No. 64) to constitute the cities of 
Hannibal, Missouri, and Peoria, Illinois, ports 
of delivery. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, each of these 
bills was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


THE NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Iverson on the 
29th of February. 

Mr. CLAYTON resumed and concluded the 
speech which he commenced yesterday. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, followed, and had 
not concluded when the Senate adjourned. 

{This debate will be found in the Appendix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 1, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I ask leave 
to introduce a bill to regulate coastwise shipments 
between Atlantic and Pacific ports, of which pre- 
vious notice has been given. 

Mr. LETCHER. object; and I give notice 
that I will object to everything out of the regular 
order of business. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON THE OREGON BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move the usual 
resolution to close debate,in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, on the bill 
making appropriations to restore and maintain the 
reaceable disposition of the Indian tribes on the 
acific,and for other purposes, within five minutes 
after its consideration shall be again. resumed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN OREGON, ETC. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
‘into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itselfinto the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Grppines in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending 
question before the committee was on the sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means for the bill making appropriations to re- 
store and maintain the peaceable disposition of 
the Indian tribes on the Pacific, and for other 
purposes. The question was taken, and the sub- 
stitute was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I move 


| that the bill and substitute be laid aside to 


be 
reported to the House; and that the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for invalid and other pensions: 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe bill and substitute 
be laid aside, the business then before the com- 
mittee will be the consideration of the President’s 
annual message, on which the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Warner] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LANE, I hope the committee will rise 
and report the bill in reference to Indian hostili- 
ties to the House, so that it may at once be put 
on its passage. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would inquire whether 
the gentleman from Georgia is anxious to speak 
this morning. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Ifit be proposed that 
the committee rise and report the Oregon and 
Washington bill to the House, I have no doubt 
that my colleague will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand it to have been 
uniformly ruled that, when debate has been closed 
on a bill in the Committee of the Whole, and the 
committee have acted on all amendments, and are 
ready to report it to the House, they have no 


discretion left to lay the bill aside, but must rise | 


and immediately reportit to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and that the bill and substitute in 
reference to Indian hostilities in Oregon and 
Washington be reported to the House, with the 
recommendation that the substitute be agreed to. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

So the committee rose; andthe Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly House bill (No. 203) to 
suppress Indian hostilities in Oregon and Wash- 
ington, and had directed him to report the same 
back with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose that the bill be 
now put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the bill is not at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I move that the bill be 
recommitted ; and that the rules be suspended, and 
the House resolve itself theinto Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LETCHER. Whereis the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose that it is evident 
that the billis lost. [A laugh.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state the facts in 
reference to the disappearance of the bill, for the 
benefit of my friend from New York. A col- 
league of his, who has been very much interested 
on the subject, procured the bill a few minutes 
ago. He has not returned it to the Clerk. He 


is absent from his seat, and we do not know ; ; 
‘ dered to be printed. 


where he is. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
can go into committee, and, when the bill is re- 
turned, come back into the House and pass it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know where 
the bill is? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no further 


If tion is agreed to we || à 
e Ohea the j! ported back Senate resolution (No. 7) for the 


| relief of the Southwestern and Muscogee Rail- 


information on the subject than what he has į 


given to the House, that the bill is not on the 
Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would inquire of the 


gentleman from Ohio if he knows where the | 


Bill is? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido not. I knew where 
it was a few moments ago. It was then taken 
away by a gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Instead of adopting 
the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Haven] to recommit and go into committee, I 
suggest, inasmuch as the bill will be in the posses- 
sion of the House in a few moments, that its fur- 
ther consideration be postponed until one o’clock. 
We shall have the bill then, in all probability, and 
can go on with its consideration. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to with- 
draw my motion in favor of that suggested b 
the gentleman from Georgia. My only object is 
to further the business of the House. 


The question was taken on Mr. Cops’s mo- | 


tion; and it was agreed to. 
So the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until one o’clock. 


Sos 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I call for the regular 
order of business.’ 5" . hee g 
Mr. ALLISON... I move that the rules Nesis- 


pended, and that the. House resolve itself into the 


Committee. of the Whole. onthe -state of the 


Union. k ; 
Mr. PRINGLE called for tellers: =: 
Tellers were ordered; S a 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I suggest to the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania that he withdraw his motion, 
‘and allow the committees to. be. called until:one 


o'clock. i 
Mr. ALLISON. {f withdraw it. 
“REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The regular business is the 
call of the standing committees for reports, and 
reports are now in order from the Committee on 
Public Lands. ne 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Confmittee on Public 
Lands, made an adverse report upon the memo- 
rial of J. A. Ragan; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the memorial of 


: Absalom Boyd; which was laid upon the table, 


and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back, with amend- 
ments, a bill to grant to the States having public 


| lands therein, the unsold and unappropriated 


public lands which have been in market for 


i twenty years and upwards, for the purposes of 
j| education and internal improvements; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill establishing two additional land districts in 
the Territory of Nebraska; which was read a 


| first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. C. also, from the same committec, reported 
back a bill to establish certain land offices in 


| Kansas, with a substitute, entitled “A bill toestab- 
| lish two additional land districts in the Territory 


of Kansas;’’ which was read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, with amendments, a bill to authorize the 


| States and Territories in which sixteenth sections 


are situated to relinquish such lands reserved or 
granted for the use of schools as may be com- 
paratively valueless or unfit for cultivation, and 
to select other lands in lieu thereof; which was 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to 
construe the act entitled “An act for the relief of 
James M. Goggin,” approved 27th July, 1854; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and or- 


Mr. W. also, from the same committee, ree 


road Company; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MEACHAM, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to extend the jurisdiction of the 
corporation of the city of Washington over the 


| lower Eastern Branch or Navy-Yard bridge, and 


to regulate travel upon the upper Eastern Branch 
or Benning’s bridge, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District. of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. GOODE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to authorize 


i the circuit court of the District of Columbia to 
! decree the sale of real estate in certain cases; 


which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution of the 
House of March 17, 1856, directing the said com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency of printing 
ten thousand copies of documents and correspond- 


| ence between the Government of Great Britain 


and the United States relating to Central Ameri- 
can affairs, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the mena- 
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bers of the House of Representatives of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, ten. thousand copies, of the docuinents and cor- 
fespordence between the Governments of Great Britain‘and 
Ahe United States in relation to. Central. American affairs, 
-eomuunieated ta the: present Congress by the President of 
the United States with his annual message ; said documents 
and correspondence to.inclade the correspondence in rela- 
tion to an arbitration of ‘said question between the two 
Governments; the correspondence in ‘regard to recruiting 
forthe: British anny within the United States, together with 
“the documents and evidence relating to, that subject, com- 
municated tò the Senate on the 28th of Februaty, 1856; and 
‘the confession of Henry Hertz made after conviction in the 
district court of the United States, at Philadelphia, on the 
11th day of October, 1855, and the several papers referred 
to in that confession. 
nd be it further resolved, That ten’ thousand copies of 
_the map of, Central America, prepared under. the direction 
of the Coast Survey office, be printed to accompany said 
work. 


Mr LETCHER. ‘What will the binding of 
these books cost? ; / 

Mr. CRAGIN. One shilling is the contract 

riĉe, 
PMi. LETCHER. What will be the size of 
them? ; 
Mr. CRAGIN. ‘They will bein octavo form, 
‘and ‘will make a volume of about two hundred 
and fifty. pages. The maps will cost about éigh- 
teen cents apiece. They are already published 
by the Senate. I move the previous question 
upon the résolution. , 
_ ‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. CRAGIN also, from the same committce, 
to whom was referred a resolution of the House 
of March 10, 1856, instructing the committce to 
inquire into the expediency of printing twenty 
thousand copies extra of the message and accom- 

anying documents from the President of the 

nited States, in reference to the commercial rela- 
tions of the United States with all foreign nations, 
‘and into the probable cost per volume of printing 
the same, presented a report that the committee 
had made inquiry and had arrived at the conclu- 
sion that the probable cost of printing the same 
‘would be $1 59 per volume; and in relation to the 
extra copies the committee report the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies extra of the message 
and accompanying documents trom the President of the 

. United States, in relation to the commercial relations of the 
United States with all foreign nations, being the compara- 
tive tariff and commercial statistics of all nations, as pre- 

ared by the Sceretary of State, be printed for the use of the 
fouse, and five hundred copies additional for the usc of the 

, Ping Department, and that the same be printed in quarto 

wN, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I wish to inquire 
whether the $1 59 per copy includes the binding? 

Mr. CRAGIN, It does. Lcall for the previous 
“question, 

_ The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back Louse bill (No. 129) to 
repeal part of an act entitled “ An act to provide 
for the safe-keeping of the acts, records, and seal 
of the United States, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘The effect of this bill, Mr. 
Speaker,is to remove the tax of twenty-five cents 
which is now required 

Mr. JONES, (interrupting.) Ifthe bill is going 
to be put-upon its passage, let it be read. 

Mr. LETCHER. Was it understood that these 
bills were to be put upon their passage when the 
call commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is 
the regular order of business, inasmuch as the 
call is made under the rules of the House. 

The bill was read. It repeals so much of the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the safe-keep- 
ing of the acts, records, and seal of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” as is embraced 
in the last clause of the sixth section of. said act 
which reads, ‘for authenticating the copy of a 
record or paper under the seal of office, twenty- 
five cents.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want a moment to explain 
that bill, The Secretary of State wrote to me, 
sending a bill of that character which he was 
anxious to have passed, for the reason that the 
tax to be removed is only a small one of twenty- 
five cents, imposed on the authenticating of a 


record in the office for a third person, [tis not 
for the filing of a record, but merely for authen- | 


ticating one.. It is a small affair, and the Secre- 


tary tells me that it costs more to collect it than 


it comes to, and he would therefore like to have 
it removed. I ask to have the bill put upon its 
passage. : A Peas, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and being engrossed it was accord- 
ingly read the third time and passed. 
Mr. SIMMONS, from the same committee, re- 


-ported a joint resolution for the purchase of a 


sufficient number of copies of Alden’s Index to 
the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, for the use of the Government, its judges 
and other officers; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. LETCHER. Read the resolution. 

The Clerk: reported the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and instructed to purchase from the‘author and pub- 
lisher thereof a sufficient number of copies of “ Alden’s 
Index to the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United 
States,” in three volumes, to be distributed as follows, viz: 

To the President, heads of Departinents, and heads of 
bureaus, each one copy, for the use of those officers and 
their successors in office. 

To the United States and territorial judges, and district 
attorneys, each one copy, for the use of those officors and 
their successors in office. 

To the legations and consulships of the United States, 
each one copy, for the use of said legations and consul- 
ships. 

"o the library of the Senate twenty-five copies, and to 
the library of the House of Representatives fifty copies, for 
the use of their committees. 

Mr. DICK, ‘I offer the following amendment: 

And to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate to 
this Congress, one copy. 

The object of my amendment is to furnish to 
each of the members of this Congress one copy 
of the work in question, which is considered one 
of the best works of the kind ever published in 
this country. I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
resolution on the table. 

The question being on that motion, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to make an in- 

uiry for information. I wish to learn from the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee the char- 
acter of this work? 

Mr. JONES. To allow the gentleman from 
Alabama to put his question, I withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to ask a question of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
in relation to the nature of this work; for I con- 
fess that the name is a new one tome. I desire 
to know whether it is simply an index of the 
cases which have been decided, or whether it is 
in the form of a digest? 

Mr. SIMMONS, I will state to the gentle- 
man 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
debate is in order only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. For the purpose of enabling 
the gentleman from New York to explain the 
resolution, I will withdraw the motion to lay on 
the table for the present. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, this index is 
in the nature, perhaps, of a digest, and might very 

roperly have been called by that name. It is the 
atest, and perhaps the most improved, clear, and 
explicit exposition of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States that has ever been pub- 
lished. It has been recently published in three 
volumes; and several of the members of the 
House—members of the bar—who have scen it, 
say itis the best thing of the kind they have ever 
seen. There hasbeen a copy leftin the Judiciary 
Committee room, and I confess that I could not 
well get along without it. 

Mr. FLAGLER. What is the cost? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Six dollars. 

Mr. FLAGLER. Six dollars per volume? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir, it 1s in three vol- 
umes, and, as I understand, is published for two 
dollars per volume, making the cost of the whole 
work six dollars. The book, as I have said, is 
in the nature of a digest. Itis not proposed to 
furnish copies for anybody to carry home, but 


I move to lay the 


| merely to furnish the public libraries of the Gov- 


ernment, and the public officers for the use of the | 
offices—not to carry home. 


Mr. HARRIS, ‘I would inquire of the gentle- 
nian from New York what number of copiés his 
resolution contemplates purchasing? i 

Mr. SIMMONS. I cannot state preciscly. I 
think about fifty for the House, and about twenty- 
five for the use of the Senate. “I believe it: fur- 
nishes one for each of the committee rooms, and 
one for the President; each of the heads of the 
Departments, arid one for each of the foreign lega- 
tions. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘And one for éich member of 
both Houses of Congress? i 

Mr. SIMMONS. "No, sir. 


Mr. HARRIS. I thought that was in the reso- 


‘lution. | 


‘Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; that was the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


Dick.} 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ain opposed ‘t&the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
It was voted down in the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. If we adopt that proposition, Alden’s In- 
dex will go into what is commonly known as the 
book fund, and will be furnished, not only to the 
members of this House, but to the members of 
each succeeding House. We reportéd in favor of 
supplying the committee-rooms of the two Houses 
with the book, leaving entirely out of view the 
matter ‘of supplying the members of Congress. 
We propose, also, to supply the foreign legations, 
and also the heads of Departments. The entire 
number would probably amount to two or three 
hundred. a 

Mr. HARRIS. I would inquire ‘whether the 
Committee on the Judiciary have united in making 
this recommendation ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes, sir, I believe they 
were unanimous, with the exception, perhaps, of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Casxin.] 

Mr. CASKIE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MARSHALL. If itis to ask a question. 

Mr. CASKIE. I wished to make a ‘single 
statement. l 

Mr. MARSHALL. I prefer, thén, that the 
gentleman should wait until I get through. Iwas 
going on to remark, that this work is a very per- 
fect index of all the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in the shape of a digest, and would, in my 
opinion, be very useful to practitioners at -the 
bar, and of but little use to anybody else. It 
certainly would be of very little use to the'general 
reader; but to any one engaged in a public em- 
ployment, in which he must often refer to the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, it would, in my 
opinion, be a very handy work. I should think 
it would be very well to supply the committee- 
rooms, and the heads of Departments and bu- 
reaus, who have occasion to refer to the decisions 
of the Supreme Court, but further than that lam 
not willing to go. 

Mr. CASKIE. I wish to make a remark. in 
connection with the proposition before us. First, 
T desire to correct the statement of the gentleman 
from Kentucky in relation to myself. ‘The error 
of the gentleman has, perhaps, arisen from my 
opposition to the proposition which originally 
came before the committee, which was, if I mis- 
take not, to give each member of the House of 
Representatives, and of the Senate, one- copy of 
this work. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman states 
correctly. 

Mr. CASKIE. It is true, sir, I was opposed. 
to that proposition, and urged my opposition be- 
fore the committee, but lam prepared to vote for 
the resolution agreed upon by the committee, 
while Iam utterly opposed to the amendment 
which has been offered. And I wish to call the 
attention of gentlemen who agree with me in re- 
ference to the general subject of the purchase 
and distribution of books to the fact, that the re- 
solution which is now before us does not give a 
single copy of the book in question to any man as 


| private property. Every single book that it is 


proposed to buy becomes, and is to be kept, by 
the very language of the resolution, the property 
of the Government, for the use of the public off- 
cers. It will be observed ‘that, according to the 
resolution, the books which ‘it is proposed to 

rocure for the use of the President, heads ‘of 

epartments, and of the different burcaus, are 
for the uge of those officers and their successors in 
office—that those givén to thé judges and district 


attorneys are for them and their successors in Offic 
—that those which are for the legations-and cor 
sulships are for use of the legationsand conswlships; ‘|; 
and that thoge which goto the ‘libraries of the: 
two eet of Congress are for the use-of the 


commifmees of the respective . Houses, so that the- 
usual Sbjections to propositions to purchase and 
distribute books do not apply to this resolution in, 
the shape in which it was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. T shall vote agairist the: 
amendment, and in favor of the resolution‘aste-. 
ported B the committee, among’ other reasoiis, 
ecause Í think itintroduces an important reform 
in the practice in respect of books, which‘has too 
much obtained in this House. ~ rs ee 

Mr. HARRIS. The explanations which have 
been given have, to a very considérable extent, 
obviated my objections to the resolution before 
the House, but I am still opposed to the res- 
olutfon. "We ‘have in our general appropria- 
tion bills every year sums appropriated, which 
are amply sufficient for the purchase of all the 
books that are needed by the several departments 
and bureaus of the Government. Under these 
appropriations they can purchase such digests of 
the laws of the United States, and of the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
they may deem most suitable for their use; and 
this seems to me to be simply a proposition to 
furnish these departments and bureaus with these 

‘books, whether they want them or not, instead 
of allowing them to purchase for themselves such 
books as they may deem most suitable. 

For these reasons I am opposed to the resolu- 
tion and to the amendment; and, asI do not wish 
to consume the time of the House with them, I 
move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Iask the gentle- 
man to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am sorry to be compelled to 
differ in opinion from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary in respect to the value of this digest, and 
as to the propriety of purchasing it for the use 
of the various public offices for which the reso- 
lution provides. My impression is, thatit would 
not very materially aid the public business to 
throw it before subordinate officers, who knew 
nothing about law, and had very little to do with 
it, their duties being solely of a ministerial char- 
acter. But this digest itself, it strikes me, is 
rather fitted for a crazy man than for any one 
else; and a proposition to furnish the insane 
asylum at Staunton with copies of it, would be 
more sensible than to spread them all through 
the public offices, 

If anybody can by the most diligent search, 
unless they knew the principle beforehand, and 
wished merely to ascertain the case in their mind, 
or to refer to any one page of the book, find any 
one principle of law, he will do more than I have 
been able to do, after repeated searches through 
it from the beginning to the end. I think it can 
enlighten nobody. [It is not even in the nature 
of an index. It goes on the principle of putting 
downin the book, like a Concordance, every word 
to be found in the Reports of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, with no explanation of any 
kind, deducing no principle from any case. It 
is in broken sentences, and everybody has to 
spell or guess his way through it. Itis a sheer 
chance whether they find out the contents of a 
case. It does not present even the names of the 
cases to which it ‘refers; and in fine gives about 
as little information as I have ever known to be 
packed into three volumes of print. As for read- 
ing it—sometimes persons have been found to 
read a Dictionary through, but the definitions 
would instruct them—this, I do not think, will 
ever give anybody that kind of information. As 
to instructing any person except a bred lawyer, 
who wishes an index to point him to a place 
where he can find information which he has al- 
ready, and wishes merely to find proof of, I think 
every experienced lawyer in this House will say 
that it is of no advantage for any other purpose 
whatever. To give it to the various offices is to 
put them on a hunt for law of which they know 
nothing, by means of an index which teaches 
them nothing. It is only to confuse them with |; 
something which they probably could not under- 
stand if it were spread before them, and to make || 
« confusion worse confounded” by making good |; 


| Yow, Woodruff, Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zolli- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN OREGON—AGAIN. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The -hour’ to 
which the. further consideration of the bill re- 
ported from. the Committee of the Whole was 
postponed, has arrived; and [I move that its con- 
sideration be proceeded with. ° ` 

The SPEAKER. That will be done, and the 
question is first on the substitute. ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘I call for the previous 
question. 4 ‘ 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

` The substitute was read. f 

Mr. PERRY. Icall for the yeasand nays on 
the substitute. 4 i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KNIGHT. I wish the question to be 
divided, so that a separate vote may be had on 
each section of the substitute. : 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done, inas- 
much as the Committee of the Whole have re- 
ported the substitute as a whole; and the question 
must be taken on its rejection or adoption asa 
whole. 

Mr. KNIGHT. Iwanta separate vote on each 
section. If I can have no other mode of testing 
the sense of the House on the second section, 
move that it be stricken out. p 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done, as 
the main question has been ordered to be now 


ut. 
P Mr. KNIGHT. I ask then that, by unani- 
mous consent, the question may be divided, as I 
have suggested ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was 
agreed to. 
` Mr. STANTON. I call for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Withdraw the 
call now, and take the yeas and nays on the pas- | 
sage of the bill. 

r. STANTON. This is as good a place as 
any to test the sense of the House on the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bil was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PERRY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ČROW. Before the question is taken, I : 
wish to state that I have paired off with Mr. Ep- 
MuNpDson, commencing Friday last. 

Mr. BROOKS. My colleague, Mr. Orr, has 

aired off with Mr. Wakeman. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Greenwoon has paired 
off with Mr. Dray, until the 8th of April. 

* Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsyivania. Mr. 
Davis, of Massachusetts, has paired off with Mr. 


off with Mr. Bow until the 15th of April. 

Mr. HALL, of lowa. Mr. Tuorineren has 
paired off with Mr. Taytor. Mr. Tuorineron 
has been called home by the sickness of a near 
relative, which made his presence there an act of 
ee duty. , 

‘The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 110, nays 35; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ball, Barbour, Bell, Hendley S. | 
Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, | 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskic, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Colfax, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dick, Dowdell, Edie, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Florence, Thomas J, D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus 
Hail, Robert B. Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Herbert, 
Thomas R. Horton, Vatentine B. Horton, Houston, Hugh- 
ston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, | 
Kennett, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- j 
kin, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 5, Marshall, Max- 
well, McCarty, MeMullin, MeQueen, Killian Miller, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, 
Parker, Peck, Pettit; Phelps; Porter, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ritchie, Rufin, 
Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel 
A. Smith, William R. Sinith, Sneed, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Talbott, Tappan, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, 
“Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Welch, Whimey, Wins- 


coffer—1L10. i 
WAYS—Messrs. Allison, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Buflinton, Chaffee, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Damrell, Day, Dickson, Emrie, Fiagler, Giddings, Granger, 
Harlan, King, Knight, Knowlton, Meacham, Morgan, Mott, 


officers bad lawyers. , I go against it. 


! Nichols, Pearce, Penningion, Perry, Reade, Robbins, Sabin, 


Braneuw. HI 


Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Gatuoway has paired jj 


ewhole. : - 


Spinner, Stanton, Wade; Waldron, Cadwalader:C~] 
churneyand Watson—39.0 c 80 0i To 
So ihe bill was:passed. 
- Pending the call-of the:rall,. -.. Be eee 
Mr. BENSON -said: -T am in. favor of the” 
$300,000, but opposed to the $120,000 appropri- 
ated by the bill; but asa division could not:be 
obtained; I am compelled ‘to «vote ‘against. the 


Mr. CHAFFEE stated that Mr.Comins was 
confined to his room-by sickness. : 
- Mr. KNAPP stated that.he had 
Mr. KELLY, ‘ 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that: the 
title of the bill be amended go that it should.read, 
** An act making appropriations to restore and 
preserve the friendly disposition of ‘the Indian 
tribes on the Pacific, and for other purposes.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, arid :also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider. upon: the. 


paired of With 


| table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I intend to move that the 
rules be suspended and that the- House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. But before making that motion, I 
move that all debate on the President’s annual 
message cease in one hour after the House. shall 


‘again resolve itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union. I wish to state, 
that early next week I shall ask to take up the 
special message of the President upon Kansas 
affairs;and gentlemen who are anxious to discuss 
that and kindred subjects will have abundant time 
to do it then. I am very desirous to devote as 
much time this week as possible to the consider- 
ation of those House appropriation bills which 
have been sent to the Senate, and have come back 
here with amendments. SRE os 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to my friend that 
he should extend the time to two hours. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As there seems to be some 
anxiety to have more time, I will modify, my 


; motion, and extend the time to two hours. ` 


Mr. QUITMAN. [hope the motion will not 
prevail. ‘The President’s message has. not been 
discussed, and there are many gentlemen who. 
want to speak upon it. a 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The special message will 
be called up soon; and I will also state to.gentle- 


men, that when the appropriation bills are tiken? .~ 
up in committee, gentlemen who have speeches: » 
j| to make can make them then under the hour * 


rule. 

‘Ihe question was then taken upon Mr. Camp- 

BELL’s motion, and it was disagreed to. 
OLIVER M. WOZENCRAFT. 

Mr. LANE. I ask leave to introduce the 
following joint resolution, for the purpose-‘of 
reference merely: na : 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to audit aud settle the accounts of 


l! Oliver M. Wozencraft, commissioner and Indian 


agent in California. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a resolution. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PHELPS. lunderstand that objection is 
to be made to all these applications; and I there- 
fore move that the rules e suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Mace in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the President’s annual mes- 
sage. 

The committee was addressed upon the slayery 
question by Messrs. Warner and Auuison, who 
each occupied the floor for one hour. Their 
speeches are withheld for revision, and will be 
published in the Appendix. Caney 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, then obtained the 
floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. PHELPS, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose and the Speaker haying 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr Macr) 


reported that the Committee of the. Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the annual 
message of the President of the United States, 
and-had come to no resolution thereon. i 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I ask leave to introduce 
bill, of which previous notice has been given, for 
the purpose of reference merely. : 

Mr. ONES, of Tennessee. I think.it is ver 
‘elear that there is nota quorum here. The bill 
would have to be read a first and second time. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. INave some com- 
munications from Executive Departments to the 
Committee.of Ways and Means, that ought to 
be printed. ; 

Mr. JONES. There is no quoram. I move 
that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House (at 
twenty minutes before four o’clock, p. m.) ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 2, 1856. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
: municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information concerning obstructions 
to the navigation of the Potomac river, and the 
expediency of removing the same; which, on 
motion by Mr. Bropueap, was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 
Also, a report of the Court of Claims of the 


decisions of that courtadyerse to the claims of \ 
Cyrus H. McCormick and William W. Cox; | 


and in favor of the claim of Asbury Dickins and 
of James H. Lindsay, accompanied by a bill for 
their relief; which, on motion by Mr. Bropueap, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. REID presented a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Wilmington, North Carolina, 
for an appropriation for continuing the improve- 

ment of Cape Fear river; which was referred to 
“the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 
of citizens of Hawkins county, Tennessee, pray- 
ing that James Francisco, a pensioner of the 
United States, may be allowed arrears of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, presented a petition of 
settlers upon lands in the Port Crawford military 
reservation in lowa, praying that they may be 
allowed the right of preémption to the lands 
settled by them; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, praying that Joseph McCune may be al- 
lowed a section of land for the services of his 
father, Joseph K. McCune, in the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying for the adoption of 
measures for the construction of a railroad to the 


on the subject of a Pacific railroad. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowa and Minnesota Territory, pray- 
ing for the estublishment of a mail route from 


Lansing, in Iowa, to Elliota, in the Minnesota | 
Territory; which was referred to the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Samuel 
W. Owen, executor of William H. Owen, de- 
ceased, praying for compensation for the services 
of the deceased as an express rider from Camargo 
to Corpus Christi, during the war with Mexico, 
and fora horse lost in the service; which was 
referred to the Committce on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, in the 
year 1853, I belicve, a memorial was presented to 
this body on behalf of Mr. John M. Stanley, pro- 
posing to sell to Congress his gallery of North 
American Indian portraits, now in the Smithso- 
nian Institution. This gentleman has great merit 


_ April 2, 
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as an artist, and is, I think, of a very bold and 
energetic character. He has been conducted by 
his attainments in artto a high position in the 
country. He hasbeenin the midst of the savages; 
and the result of his labors has been this gallery of 
portraits of distinguished Indian inhabitants of 
our country. I move that the memorial be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. . 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of C. J. Cook and 
A. A. Lockwood, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Court of Claims. ` 


On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the representa- 
tives of William G. Williams be withdrawn from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


NOTICE OF A BILL 


Mr. REID gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to make an appropriation 
for the improvement of Cape Fear river, in North 
Carolina, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
granting half pay to the widows or children of 
seamen and marines belonging to the Navy of 
the United States, in certain cases; which was 
read the first and second times by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
to continue the land office for the Dubuque land 
district, in the State of lowa; which was read the 
first and second times by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill to amend 


i| anact entitled “Anact regulating passenger-ships 


and vessek,” approved March 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Samuel A. 
Morse and others, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT BUFFALO. 


Mr. SEWARD. The Committee on Com- 
merce have had under consideration the joint 
resolution from the House of Representatives (J. 
R. No. 6) for enlarging the custom-house, post 


2, 1819, reported 


|; office, and court-house at Buffalo, New York, 


and report it back without amendment, and recom- 
mend its passage. It is chiefly a local matter, 
but is of pressing exigency. {Í ask the conseht 
of the Senate to take it up now. It will give rise 
to no debate; and is recommended by the Depart- 
ment as necessary to be passed immediately, in 
order to go on with the work which is now sus- 
pended. 

‘The Senate proceeded as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the joint resolution. It pro- 
poses to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to extend the building now in process of con- 
struction at Buffalo for a custom-house, post of- 
fice, and court-room, not exceeding twenty-five 


: ` : || feet in length, and to erect proper vaults therein 
Pacific; which was referred to the select committee | ae prop 


if in his discretion the public interests require 
them. The cost of this extension is not to ex- 
ceed $33,000, including ten per cent. for contin- 
gencies. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


KALAMAZOO LAND OFFICE. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 97) to continue 
temporarily the land office at Kalamazoo, in the 
State of Michigan, which had been returned from 
the House of Representatives. with two amend- 
ments. 

The first was to insert the following additional 
section: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
sections one and two of this act are hereby made applica- 
ble to the land office at Palmyra, in the State of Missouri, 
and the register and receiver thereof. 


The second amendment of the House was to 
alter the title of the bill so as to read: “An act to 


continue temporarily the land offices at Kalama- 
z00, in the State of Michigan, and Palmyra, in 
the State of Missouri.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 


TRIBUTE TO DR. KANE. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to whom was réferred the 
message of the President of the United States, 
containing a communication from the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, asking this Government 
to grant permission to Dr. Kane and the officers 
who accompanied him. on the late expedition to 
the Arctic seas, in search of Sir John Franklin, 
to receive from the British. Government some 
token of their thankfulness to him and the other 
officers for their exertions in that matter, have in- 
structed me to report to the Senate a joint resolu- 
tion to carry into effect the object of the message. 

The joint resolution was read the first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. CASS. I trust the Senate will see fit to 
pass the resolution now. I think there can be 
no objection to it. 

The joint resolution was read the second time 
by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think the subject pre- 
sented to us by this resolution deserves more 
careful consideration by the Senate. The services 
of Dr. Kane and his associates in their perilous 
exploration of the northern scas are very apt to 
invite us to accept any proposition which may 
be presented, to signify our sense of his merit and 
the merit of his officers; but by this resolution 
we are introducing, so far as I know, a new 
career. 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; there are precedents. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihave been here a good 
while, first and last, and I do not remember a 
single instance; but there may be one swch. 

Mr. MASON, I will instance only one. I 
have nottraced them very far; but within the past 
three or four years the assent of Congress was 
given that Lieutenant M. F. Maury should ac- 
cept a gold medal from one of the potentates of 
Europe. Ido not remember which. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam usually willing to 
defer to the gentleman and the committee from 
which this resolution comes. I have a great re- 


i gard and Plas for his judgment; but I think, 


if we have falleninto this habit, it would be ‘more 
honored in the breach than in the observance’? 
hereafter. Our Constitution has provided against 
this system. These national courtesies—if I may 
so call them, and such they are, and nothing 
more—are of a very attractive and persuasive 
character; and I fear that we shall run into a vio- 
lation of the spirit of the Constitution and of 
our institutions on this subject. Where is this 
to end?: If we set this precedent, gentlemen who 
have been ministers to foreign nations will ask us 
to permit them to accept tokens of approbation 
from foreign courts to which they have been ac- 
credited, and where ‘they have acted their part 
well. It is compliment enough to know that 
these gentlemen, in the estimation of a foreign 
Government, deserve to be rewarded for such ser - 
vices, They had better be satisfied with that. 
At any rate, however laudable the ambition ou 
our part, regarded in a great national point of 
view, it seems to me that we had better pursue 
the ancient course on this subject, and not give 
our approbation or consent to any such measure 
as this. Let us honor our own citizens for what 
they do, and give them whatsoever meed of ap- 
plause they may be entitled to, but let us not mix 
ourselves up with foreign nations in this species 
of courtesy. This principle may appear to bea 
stern and discourteous one; but I think, on the 
whole, its operation will be beneficial to the coun- 
try, aud I am for adhering to it, and refusing any 
departure on this occasion. 

Mr. MASON. E is a proper tribute of justice 
to Dr. Kane that I should say that he has not 
been heard of in this matter. Liaw received no 
communication from him, or from anybody on 
his behalf; and, so far as I am aware, no such 
communication has been received by any member 
of Congress. The question comes before us in 
the form of a request made directly by the Gov- 
ernment of England to the Government of this 
country, asking this Government to do to the 
Government of England the favor of pérmitting 
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them to present to this justly distinguished officer, 
some “ token of thankfulness”? (as is expressed in 
the communication from the British Government) 
to Dr. Kane and his associates, for the very emi- 
nent and distinguished services which he had ren- 
dered to the people of Great Britain, in the effort 
to recover this lost mariner. 

Mr. SEWARD... Will the honorable Senator 
who reports this joint resolution allow me to.ask 
a single question, which I think will remove an 
doubt which may be raised. Could the "British 
Government, under this resolution, supposing 
that it was constitutional in that respect; confer 
any title of nobility and distinction by virtue of 
this concession? Anything else than that I should 
be perfectly willing to concede. I believe the 
Constitution denies us the power to grant such a 
request; but yet the resolution—which I did not 
hear distinctly—may possibly cover it. 

Mr. MASON. - The clause of. the Constitution 
is of course familiar to us all which provides that 
no present shall be accepted by any officer of the 
Government from any foreign Power without 
the assent of Congress; but the inhibition against 
accepting any title of nobility does not carry with 
it.the assertion that it may be done, even with 
the assent of Congress. 

Mr. SEWARD. So I supposed. 

Mr. MASON. I shall be gratified, if the Sen- 
ate will allow it, to have the communication from 
the British Government, asking for this power 
from our Government, read, It-is a short one, 
and it shows the sense entertained by England 
of the services of this. officcr. 

The Secretary read it as follows: 


WASHINGTON, December 8, 1855. 
Sir: Her Majesty’s Government have lately received in- 
formation of the return of Dr. Kane from his expedition in 
search of Sir John Franklin; and her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have also been apprised of the safe return of the 
searching squadron under Captain Hartstein. 
seston has afforded sincere pleasure to her 


Majesty overnment; and I now, by the instruction of the 
Earl of @farendon, have the honor to offer to the American 
Government the cordial congratulations of the British Gov- 
ernment on the safe return of Dr. Kane and bis gallant 
associates from their hazardous enterprise. 

I bave already expressed to Dr. Kane himself, and re- 
quested him to communicate to the ofticers and crews of 
the vessels under his command, the assurance of the sincere 
gratitude of the British Government and nation for their 
generous exertions, and also to Mr. Grinnell, who liberally 
advanced the necessary funds for the undertaking; and I 
am further instructed to ebress to the Goverument of the 
United States the best thanks of her Majesty’s Government 
for the friendly aid which they, afforded to the expedition. 

Her Majesty's Government feel desirous to present some 
acknowledgment to Mr. Grinnell, and Dr. Kane, and the 
other officers of the American expedition, as a memorial of 
the sense which they eutertain of their arduous and gen- 
erous services; and her Majesty’s Government trast that 
the Government of the United States will not withhoid 
their permission to such of those officers as are in their 
service to accept any token of thankfulness which may be 
offered to them by the British Government. 

I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you, sir, 
the assurance of my high consideration. 

JOHN F. CRAMPTON. 
Hon. Wu. L. Marcy, 
Secretary of State of the United States. 


Mr. MASON. On examining the Constitution 
I am not satisfied that, if thé British Government 
were to offer to confer a title, the assent of Con- 
gress would not be given by the resolution. 

Mr.SEWARD. Thatis the point about which 
I desired information. I wish to amend it in 
that respect. 

Mr. MASON. The provision of the Consti- 
tution is: 2 

“ No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States; 
and no person holding any office of profit or trust under 
them shall, without the consent of Congress, accept of any 
present, emolument, office, or title of any kind whatever, 
from any king, prince, or foreign State.” 

Without meaning at all to be understood as 
discourteous to the Senator from New York, I 
cannot but think that the objection which he makes 
is rather hypercritical, for it is hardly within the 
compass of human probability that the token of 
thankfulness projected by the British Government 
would bean empty title, which they know would 
rather be unwelcome than otherwise to any citi- 
zen of the United States. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the committee themselves 
are satisfied that there is no danger of the resolu- 
tion being misunderstood, I certainly am not dis- 

osed to insist on an amendment. It struck me | 
incidentally that it was not guarded in this way. 

Mr. President, the best way to advance a mea- 


sure of this kind, I have generally found, is not f 
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by a constituent of mine, whose name appears 
with distinguished honor in connection with this 
subject in the. communication from the British 
Government, to second this resolution when it 
should come before the Senate, I should not dis- 
charge my duty to him if I did not express, in his 
behalf, his earnest desire that thè resolution may 
be adopted by the Congress of the United States. 


I speak of Mr. Henry Grinnell, the merchant of 


New York, who furnished funds with which this 
expedition in search of Sir John Franklin, with 
so much energy, and with so much sacrifice, and 
wih such great results, was accomplished by Dr. 
ane. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope it may not be 
understood that I do not appreciate as highly as 
any gentleman here the humane and liberal con- 
duct of Mr. Grinnell, in furnishing means for 
fitting out this expedition; nor do I hesitate at all 
to express my very high appreciation of the hon- 
orable and gallant conduct of Dr. Kane and his 
associatesin prosecuting this enterprise. I believe 
in all this. 

The question which I have suggested—and 
which certainly I shall not urge on the Senate 
unless it meets with the concurrence of other mem- 
hers of this body—is of a very different character. 
It is one which does not draw in question the 
merit or the conduct of any of these officers; but 
simply places it on the ground of anational ques- 
tion—a national rule. In the departure from the 
rule in this case there may be nothing objection- 
able. I should feel myself some personal pride 
in seeing Mr. Grinnell, and the officers who have 
acted in carrying into effect his benevolent inten- 
tions, honored and decorated with the rewards 
of their noble and gallant-services. I should be 
proud of it, even if I had no other feeling toward 
them than that produced by the distant and gen- 
eral relation of fellow-citizen. Though I feel all 
this, I ask, is it well for us to set such examples— 
to give such precedents? That is the question. 
I believe the only instance found, or the only 
one to which my hondrable friend from Virginia 
has turned his attention, is a case of a few years 
ago. From the very origin of our Government 
down to that time, not only has no such resolu- 
tion been adopted, but we have repeatedly arrested 
presents sent by foreign Governments to officers 
of this Government; and have taken them as 
public property, and disposed of them according 
to law.. Why was this? It was altogether in 
consequence of the supposed value of the prin- 
ciple of maintaining all our public officers in a 
state entirely free from, and independent of, any 
possible foreign influence, come in whatever form 
it might. 

The British Government has acted nobly in this 
matter. The offer contained in the lettcr which 
has been read has been handsomely made. In 
such a case I should be willing to give tokens of 
honorand respect, whenever foreign Governments 


would permit it, to any subjects of theirs who had | 


rendered such benevolent services to mankind, 
and especially to a portion of my own country- 
men. I should rather be the giver in such a case 
than the taker. 

Sir, it may seem to be a very small matter, and 
so it is; but it is a precedent, and already one of 
a character about equal to it—of a personal nature 
altogether—has been referred to. Can we trust 
our own discretion to act on this subject judi- 
ciously and forbearingly, in all time, when pre- 
cedent has been heaped upon precedent from the 
same kind and laudable feelings which now actu- 
ate us? When precedent has been heaped upon 
precedent, may it not lead to the very thing which 
it was intended by our Constitution to check? 

There is no necessity for this. The feelings 
and approbation of foreign Governments may 
be expressed unlimitedly; but the receiving of 
presents of value may be a matter which will be 
carried further, to an extent and with an effect 
which we now do not dream of. 


But, sir, as I said before, I do not wish to | 
| strain any precedents or to deduce any strained | 
It does not seem, however, that any | 


argument. i / 
of the apprehensions which have induced me to 
oppose this resolution are concurred in by other 
Senators. I shall therefore satisfy myself with 
my-single silent vote. 

Mr. MASON. 
brought to the notice of the Committee on Foreign 


to argue in favor of it. But having been charged | Relations, the suggestion of some gentlemen 


GLOBE. 


When this subject was first |! 


Leon- 
fess I was of that opinion. “I did not recollect 
any instance which had occurred since my set- 


-there ‘was, that there was no precedent. 


vice in the Senate, which has now extended to.a 
period. of nine years; but I was‘at.once convinced 
by referring to the statute-book, that so late as 
June 29, 1854, a joint resolution was passed in 
these words: i saa Sis 
“A resolution giving the consent of Congress to the accept- 
ance by Lieutenant M. F, Maury, of the Navy, of a gold 


medal from his Majesty, the King of Sweden! i 

“ Resolved by the Senute and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America’ in Congress assembled, ‘That 
Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of the United States Navy, be, 
and he is hereby authorized to accepta gold medal recently 
presented tohim by His Majesty, the King of Sweden,” 

I did not look further. I confess that I saw 
none of the objections in principle which seem to 
affect the judgment of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. Iam not aware of any case hereto- 
fore in which another Government has applied to 
this Government for permission to make such a 
present; but the usual course has been for Gov- 
ernments who consider that they have received, 
or that their subjects bave received, any peculiar 
instance of consideration or kindness from any 
of our citizens, to send him a present; and if he 
be an officer of the Government he cannot receive 
it unless he give up his commission. The usual 
course is for such presents to be sent to the State 
Department, and deposited there as a sort of 
quasi national property, } suppose. 

But, sir, although F see the wisdom, the great 
wisdom, of this constitutional inhibition, | also 
see the propriety of Congress reserving to itself 
to determine the occasion when it shall operate 
and when it shall not. The Constitution has re- 
served to Congress the discretion to determine 
when the occasion arises in which they can safely 
allow a present to be received from a forcign 
Power. [have supposed that the purpose of the 
Constitution was to prevent the officers of our 
Government from being placed in any position in 
which they could be brought under obligations, or 
could be tampered with by any foreign Power; 
and it has that effect; but the very reservation of 
authority to Congress to allow one of these high 
tokens of national gratitude to be received, shows 
that it was not intended to be a stringent pro- 
hibition. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I shall, with 
deep regret, vote against this resolution unless I, 
can find that, in the earlier days of our Govern- 
ment, Congress authorized the acceptance of 
remuneration, or gifts, or presente of any kind, 
by citizens of the United States from a foreign 
Power. I admit, unhesitatingly, that, within 
the language of the Constitution, we have per- 
fect authority to do so; and it would be no vio- 
lation of the Constitution if consent should be 
given in this or any other case. 

T have heard but one precedent referred to, and 
that is one of not more than two years ago. I 
think there is danger in the exercise of the power, 
admitting as I do its unqualified existence. I 
think that, differing as we do from the nations of 
Europe—not so much in our social and civil regu- 
lations as in our political institutions and the 
basis on which they rest—it would be wiser, in 
all cases, and it would be no injustice to the in- 
dividual, to say that an American citizen, for 
every species of reward and remuneration for the 
performance of services of a distinguished char- 
acter, (as J admit those of the parties in this case 
to be,) should look to his own Government, 
either State or National. He may take from for- 
eign’nations the benefit of opinion, and of resolu- 
tions and letters of approbation; but I think it 
would be wiser to prevent the effect which might 
arise from a series of precedents like this. They 
may influence the future conduct of our country- 
men, and make it an object in the eyes of Amer- 
ican citizens to look forward to the rewards of 
foreign Governments as a remuneration for ser- 
| vices rendered, either to the cause of their own 
country or to humanity generally. Consistently 
with my views of the danger of establishing a 
series of precedents of that kind—much as it 
would gratify me individually to take any proper 
occasion to reward the eminent services of this 
gentleman—I cannot consent to vote for this 
|| resolution. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I cannot vote 
for this resolution in the form in which it is pre- 
i sented. If, however, the British Government had 


ment the, pres 
sht vote for it. | 


Kane a medal, ora sword, or a 
mething that would have had. upon 
éh of honor, a tribute of respect; one of 
istorical tributes which, he could have worn 
as a reward ‘for his enterprise. “I do not know 
but that. Great Britain, under the latitude of this 
_ xesolution, might present Dr. Kane.with.a, ship 
worth $100,000, or might present him withsome- 
thing that would be:a- precedent hereafter. for 
doing what wethink the Constitution intended 
+6 inhibit. The object of the Constitution is con- 
ceded to-have.been.to prevent the holding. owt.to 
our citizens of inducements to perform services 
which should entitle them not only. to the appro- 
bation, but the support of a foreign Government. 
Unless I know what the British Government 
intends to give, I shall vote against the resolu- 
tions f 
Mr. TOUCEY, “Mr. President, I would sug- 
gest. to the chairman of the Committee on For- 
‘eign Relations a modification of his resolution, 
so that it shall not extend to any title.of nobility. 
This can be done by adopting the language of 
the Constitution.. Confine it to such a present 
as the British Government. may see fit to. bestow 
as a token.. ‘This will, I think, obviate the objec- 
-tion which has been made to the resolution in its 
present form. It seems to me, that the framers 
of the Constitution intended to provide, that 
Congréss might have power to assent to the re- 
ception of presents and emoluments of this kind; 
and Congress may, with propriety, and indeed 
ought.in justice, ona proper occasion, to exercise 
the power. In this case, I think we are called 
upon to act so as to permit the views of the British 
Government to be carried out towards Dr. Kane 
and ‘those associated with him. If ever there 
was an enterprise which demanded such an ac- 
nowledgment on, the part of a forcign Govern- 
“ment, thigis the one. If ever there were.services 
performed, for which those who participated in 
them were entitled to receive tokens of thankful- 
ness—indeed emoluments—from foreign Govern- 
ments particularly interested, I think this is a 
‘case where Congress is called upon to exercise 
the: discretion of allowing them to'be received. 
If, therefore, the resolution. be so, modified as to 
limit it to such present or emolument as the Brit- 
‘ish Government may feel inclined to bestow upon 
Dr. Kane, I shall vate for it, and be very happy 
to have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr BUTLER. Is not that the effect. of the 
resolution as it is? : 

‘Mr, TOUCEY. It is in broader terms; it is 
in such broad terms that it would permit a title 
of nobility to be bestowed; and the consent of 
Congress might be given to itinadvauce. [have 
no, apprehension that anything of the kind will be 
done; but, at the same time, in giving this assent 
in. advance, I wish to adopt the language of the 
p onaututor; which will preclude any such re- 

Bult, 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I shall vote against 
this resolution, because I think the precedent will 
be an injurious one. In my judgment, every 
officer of this Government, Whenever he goes 

abroad in the service of his country, should regard 
‘himself as owing allegiance to his country and 
as serving her. If we are to adopt the practice 
of permitting the officers of this Government to 
receive, presents from foreign Governments, what 
is to be the result, of every expedition sent abroad? 
Each officer. may have it in view that, by pursu- 
ing a course which shall receive the approbation 
.of some foreign Government, he may place him- 
self in a position to be recognized by that Gov- 
ernment, and to receive'a large and handsome 
present for his services. . A public officer should 
not be exposed to this temptation. This practice 
may never go further; it may he very proper in 
this particular case; but, by setting this example, 
you are. holding out a direct temptation to public 
officers. of the Government of the United States 
. hereafter to look for rewards from foreign Gov- 
„ernments for their public course. For this rea- 
.8on I shall vote against the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. . I think. this resolution im- 
portant as a precedent. The clause of the Con- 
stitution. bearing-on this subject has no applica- 

_tion..except. to _persons. holding offices of trust 
yon profit under. the United States. No order of 
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lity ean be created by Congress; but as 
ht of a foreign Government to. 
ight of any person not holding 


tò accept from any foreign Government any tit 
present, or emolument, -there is no negative in 
the Constitution. The object of the resolution 
must be, then, to obtain the consent of Congress 


‘to the reception generally, without any specifica- 


tion of such present, emolument, office, or title, 
as the British-Government_ may deem proper to 
confer on some person holding an office of trust 
orprofit under the United States. That isthe 
object and effect of it. : E 
‘Bir, is it a correct construction-of.the Constitu- 

tion to say that we can give our consent without 
knowing the. character of the token; without being 
informed as to whether it is.a present, a title, an 
emolument, or an office? Is not the true con- 
struction of the Constitution that you cannot give 
a general consent to any species of these four dif- 
ferent modes of reward which may be chosen by 
a foreien Government? Was not this theintent, 
that when a foreign Government proposes to con- 
fer a particular thing, either a present, an office, 
an emolument, ora title, on a person holding an 
office of trust or profit under the United States, 
the assent of the Congress of the United States 
may be given to the particular act or particular 
gift, and then it is valid? Otherwise, I think it 
would be invalid. On this ground, within the 
terms of the Constitution, I say this resolution 
could not be considered as giving the consent of 
Congress, because Congress has no knowledge 
of the character of the gift or present to be made 
to this officer. d 

Although it will be time enough to determine 
the question when it comes up, for my own part 
I should be disinclined to authorize’ the accept- 
ance of such a gift by any person holding an 
office of trust or profit under the United States, 
even if the gift were indicated. I admit, how- 
ever, that in that case the power is conferred in 
the Constitution; but it does not follow that, be- 
cause the power exists in Congress, and was re- 
served in the Constitution, we should necessarily 
exercise it. Would any Senator in this body say 
that, for any imaginable. species of service, he 
would authorize a forcign Government to confer 
a title on any citizen holding an office of trust or 
profit under the United States? The Constitu- 
tion authorizes it; but, looking to our own polit- 
ical and civil institutions, looking to freedom from 
the influence of forcign Governments, which 
ought to be one of the objects of our greatest 
jealousy, I ask is there a Senator of the United 
States who would consent that any foreign Gov- 
ernment should confer a title upon a person hold- 
ing an office of trust or profit under the United 
States, no matter what the character of his ser- 
vices might be? Would he consent that a foreign 
Government should confer on one of our officers 
a stationary emolument—because that would 
come within the word cemolument—that it should 
confer on him an office to be held under it? There 
are four things mentioned in the Constitution 
which may not be done without the consent of 
Congress. In regard to three of them, Congress 
has power to give consent. In regard to the 
fourth there may bea question. Even in refer- 
ence to presents, I presume there is no member 
of this body who would not feel bound to reject 
the exercise of the power in any future, possible, 
contingent case, He would require a specific ap- 
plication to be before him. 

A precedent has been cited where a medal was 
conferred on a naval officer. That certainly was 
a very innocent and harmless thing, and not cal- 
culated to do any injury except as a precedent. 
The general tendency of my own mind, how- 
ever, would be to say that an officer holding an 
office of trust ar profit under the United States, 


should look to the opinion of mankind, if he | 


leases, for his reward; but for his compensation 
in the shape of presents, gifts, offices, and emolu- 
ments, let him look to his own Government at 
home—to his State government and his national 
Government—as the sole motive for his exertions 
in the cause of humanity and of his country. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The hour has nearly ar- 
rived for the special order. There will probably 
be further debate on this resolution. 

Mr. MASON. I presume there will be none. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. At all events, the resolu- i 


April 2, 


tion will be more acceptable to some who are in- 


| clined to vote for it if it be amended. 


‘Mr’ MASON. I should decline any amend- 
ment. ` Í 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move the postponement 
of the‘regolution until to-morrow morning for the 
purpose of enabling the Senator from Maine [Mr. 

ESSENDEN| to take:the floor, as he 1s about to 
leave usyand gave notice yesterday of his desire to 
address the'Senate... 
“Mr. BRODHEAD. ‘I think the debate is now 
concluded. ‘Weare prépared to amend the reso- 
lution according to the suggestion whica has been 
made, if an amendment is deemed necessary. I 
hope that we shall now take the vote and that 
the resolution will be passed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I insist on. my motion to 
postpone. i : 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT BARTLETT. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It will be remem- 
bered by the Senate, that on Monday last, during 
the:déebate on the naval board, the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Sumett] felt himself called upon, 
and justified in pronouncing a terrible condemna- 
tion upon the character and conduct of Lieutenant 
Bartlett. I think I shall. be able to satisfy the 
Senate, and the world, that injustice has: been 
done to that gentleman. I forbear. doing so now, 
because [desire to wait forsome testimony which 
is not in the city, but which I hope to have. here 
in the course of a few days. I make this declara- 
tion for fear that.the silence of Lieutenant Bart- 
lett and his friends may be construed into an 
acquiescence in the justness of the charges which 
have been preferred against him, and in order that 
no injustice may inure from the delay. I merely 
announce that I shall be prepared, in a few days, 
to make such a vindication as I hope will satisfy 


not only the Senate, but even the “YY 


Louisiana himself. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. BENJAMIN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 124) | 
n increase the efficiency of the. United States 

rmy. 

Mr. FESSENDEN spoke at Jength in regard 
to our existing relations with England. His 
speech will be published hereafter, and will be 
found in the Appendix. * ; 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I do not. concur 
with the Senator from. Maine (Mr. FESSENDEN] 
in the disapprobation he has just expressed of 
the discussion of our relations with England in 
the Senate at this time. In my opinion this is 
the very place, this and the other wing of the 
Capitol, and this the very time, for looking our 
difficulties with England in the face, with a view 
to such measures as it may be proper to adopt. 
The time has been when it. was considered that 
all matters relating to the intercourse of nations 
should be confined to the cabinets of rulers and 
statesmen, and that the people had nothing to do 
but to submit quietly to the decision that they 
might make; but that branch of the doctrine of 
posse obedience has disappeared, never to return. 

c have got ahead of it, at least in this country; 
and we now realize that all the interests involved 
in our national affairs are- the interests of the 
people, and that it is our duty to throw. upon 
them all the light that is in our power. Itisa 
great mistake to suppose that there can be any 
injury in making the American people acquainted 
with the true state of their own affairs. We, 
their agents here, as well as the Administration, 
are responsible to them for the measures we may 
adopt. Since the commencement of our Govern- 
ment, these representative bodies have occupied 
themselves with the conduct of foreign nations 
affecting us, and a just cause gains strength by 
frankness and by honest examination. And 
especially is it our duty to pursue this course 
when negotiations are interrupted and doubts are 
thrown upon the future. ‘This has been our con- 
dition since the commencement of. the present 
session of Congress—a condition calling for a 
searching examination. The Senator from Maine 
is under an entire misapprehension when he sup- 
poses that the inquiry may, be injurious to. exist- 
Ing negotiations. The Président told us, in his 
annual message, that he had little or no hope 
of an.amicable arrangement, and that in fact 


the “discussions were broken off, -There is no 
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mistaking his lañguáge. ‘Letit:speak-for itself. 
He said: ; 

«There is, however, reason. to apprehend that,’ with 
Great Britain in the actual occupation of the disputed. ter- 
ritories, and the treaty therefore practically null, so far. as 
regards our rights, this-international: difficulty cannot long 
remain undétermined, without. involving in serious danger 
the friendly relations which itis the interest as well.as the 
duty of both countries to. cherish and. preserve. It will 
„afford me sincere gratification, if future efforts shall result 
inthe success anticipated heretofore with more confidence 
than the aspect ‘of the case permits me now to entertain.” 


Since the commencement of 'the-session“of the 
English ‘Parliament, the Clayton-Bulwer: treaty 


has been more than once the subject‘of discussion. | 


The-views expressed by: English statesmen ,and 
especially by members of the Ministry, are im- 
portant to us, not merely as indications of thelr 
opinions ‘of the obligations of the treaty, butas 
foreshadowing: the ‘course’ the Government may 
ultimately pursue. ‘So‘far-as the debates have 
fallen ‘under my ‘observation, I think there is a 
singular unanimity on the subject—a unanimity 
inexplicable, when'we look to the obvious objects 
of that instrument and tothe terms in‘which these 
are provided for. I do not see that any eminent 

ublic ‘man ‘has disavowed the construction of 

ord Clarendon; and Lord Derby, the head of 
one branch of the Opposition, has certainly given 
in his adhesion to it. It is said that, ata meeting 
‘of the Opposition, ‘the Derbyites decided to sup- 
port Palmerston, to rescue English honor from 
republican insult.” Brave ‘words, these! “To 
deny that ‘an agreement not to occupy actually 
means to hold possession is an insult to English 
honor. Lord Clarendon repeated his views, 
maintaining the position he had previously as- 
sumed. He'said: 

“I may state my entire concurrence in the view which 
my noble friend-opposite has taken with respèct to the set- 
‘tlement of one of the points in dispute between the two 
Governments. In my opinion there ean be:no doubt as to 
the common-sense view of the obligations of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty ; and yet it is upon the interpretation of that 
treaty that a-difference of opinion has arisen.” 

Lord Palmerston is equally explicit. Upon one 
‘occasion, ‘* in reference to the first subject of dif- 
‘ference with America, he explained the treaty 
of 1850, observing that its words were quite clear 
and distinct. “At the same time the American 
Government wished to put a construction upon 
‘it at variance with that originally intended.” 
Upon another occasion he said: 

“It seems to me that the words of the treaty are plain, 
and its meaning perfectly obvious, and I really do not see 
“that any other construction but that which we contend for 
‘ean be put upon it.” : 

Now, sir, there is neither hesitation nor equivo- 
cation in this language. ‘Upon these two mem- 
bers of the British Ministry, more than upon any 
or all the others; depends the position which Eng- 
land will ultimately maintain in reference to this 
treaty. One of them considers his construction 
as the ‘common-sense view,” and the other that 
its words are * quite clear and distinct,” and ‘‘its 
meaning perfectly obvious; so much so, that 
no “other construction can be put upon it.” 
“And I observe that a recent arrival from England 
has brought the following ominous paragraph in 
a letter from an intelligent American, dated Lon- 
don, March 12: 

«The Central American question, T fear, admits ‘of no 
other peaceful solution than the abrogation of the treaty, or 

-arbitration. I shall be more mistaken than I ever was ‘in 
my life, if the- present or any succeeding Government of 
Great Britain recedes from that which has become emphat- 
ically British construction of the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty.”? 

The Senator from Maine told us the other day 
that England would not go to war. There was 
no hazard in making the prediction; for the cause 

-of war is on our side, and not on her’s. We have 
executed the treaty faithfully, while she neglects 
its provisions, and puts a construction upon its 
terms which leaves her all her possessions. She 
-would have but little of that national shrewdness 
which makes part of her character, if she made 
any other trial upon our forbearance than by 
holding on to what she has got. :For almost 
twenty years she impressed our seamen, captured 
our vessels, and, by fictitious blockades shut us 
out from the commerce of: a-large portion of the 
world. But she did not add folly to injury. She 
left us to do that, as she had no motive to do it 
herself; while preying upon our commerce. 


The question of war is one for us—not for Eng- |; 


and. shall not touch it at present. The Sen- 
ator from Maine has looked at it im a utilitarian 
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point-of view, applying the sort-of-a.calculation 
to it which offsets so much injury-against.so much 
honor... Certainly, the failure of-England to:com- 
ply with. the Clayton;Bulwer ‘treaty is. injurious 
to our.interests.. -It is:a.palpable-breach of faith, 
as:thé Senator himself admits. - He says, indeed, 
that.ourpassage-across is not interfered with; and 


no.man ‘can tell how far and -how fast English 


orate of to-day may be.converted to-morrow. into 
the permanent control and. possession of five hun- 
dred.miles of the coast of Central America, and 
Roatan into another Gibraltar, commanding the 
great bay of Honduras; and this coast.and these 
islands will become marine stations for cutting 
off in duc time our ocean communication.with our 
possessions. upon the Pacific. British power has 
always traveled onwards, starting from small be- 
ginnings, but never relinquishing its ubject.. But 
there is a still more humiliating aspect:in. this 
matter. It degrades us in the eyes of the.world. 
The British pretension by which the treaty is 
construed, or rather set at nought, is so: absurdi 
unjust that it is difficult for us to submit to it 
-without drawing on ourselves the contempt of the 
other Powers of the earth. Our national arrange- 
ments would not be worth much should we suffer 
this experiment. upon our forbearance to be suc- 
cessful. 

It is undeniable that the prospect of an amica- 
ble adjustment of the differences arising out of the 
obligations of an instrument described as this is 
by one of the parties, is not an encouraging one. 
But let us inquire what is this ‘‘ common-sense 
view” and this *‘ obvious meaning thus dogmati- 
cally asserted??? I am not going, sir, to review 
the details of ‘this controversy. The American 
side of it has been clearly and ably sustained by 
the Secretary of State, and by Mr. Buchanan; 
and has been advocated and elucidated in this 
body, and, I believe, to the entire satisfaction of 
the American people, among whom it would be 
difficult to find a dissenting opinion upon the sub- 
ject. | intend to confine myself to a brief analysis 
of the terms of the treaty, and to an examination 
of their import; and [ propose then to contrast 
these with the views of the British Government, 
and the changes these have undergone, so far as 
respects the reasons which have been urged from 
time to time in support of their claims. 

But, before doing so, I desire to advert to the 
phases of this question as connected with the 
dinners to Mr. Buchanan, and with the soft words 
that occasionally proceed from men in high places 
in England, and even from our arch-friend, the 
London Times. These are. the interludes that 
come to diversify the profitable drama of viola- 
tion and acquisition. And yet we are so dis- 
posed to humbuggery, that there are many among 
us who persuade themselves that these are not 
merely permanent signs of reconciliation, but 
reconciliation itself. Polite attentions to our 
| Minister on the eve of his departure—and it is 
a never-failing practice, and especially to a man 
of Mr. Buchanan’s courtesy and honorable bear- 
ing—and sct phrases of not wanting war, and all 
that thing, are offset against the construction of 
the treaty, and a resolute avowal to adhere to it, 
to which we cannot submit without drawing 
upon ourselves the obloquy of the world. Really, 
sir, in all this we manifest but little knowledge, 
I will not say of human nature, but of the cour- 
tesies of life. When I sce the first appearance 
of giving away in this interpretation, accompa- 
nied by these personal attentions and occasional 
-disavowals of. offense, I shall begin to think that 
justice is giving way.to injustice inthe English 
mind, and that there is hope for the continuous 
and amicable relations. Till then let us hold on 
to our cause. p 

The object of the parties of the treaty, as 1s 
-well known, was- to rescue Central America from 
the influence of either of them, which might be 
converted to the injury of the other or of. the 
world. To effect this it provided that neither 
party should ‘ ever erect or maintain any fortifi- 
cations commanding the same, [the ship canal,] 
or in the vicinity thereof, or occupy, or fortify, 
or colonize, or assume, or exercise any dominion 
over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, 
or any part of Central America.” To simplify 
| the question I leave out of view the other pro- 
|-visions, and shall confine this stipulation to the 


he.thinks. there iso danger that it-will be. -.Sir,’ 


pretensions will travel. ‘The Mosquito. protect- 


engagement, thatneithenperty shalkocoupyanypart 
of Central America. NA Eee Pa RCE G 

Now, sir, itis dificult: to see how-any doubt 
can reasonably -be-cast.upon:these words; “and 
for tigen Lam: freeito-say that the-effort of: the 
British Goveinment-to-torture them from: their 
natural meaning, is an instance of bad faith with- 
out-example in modern. diplomatic history, and: 
more offensive even from-its insult to -our undere 
standing than. from ‘its attempted injury -to our 
interests. ‘The former-is-a graver-cause-of com> 
plaint than ‘the latter. We may -abandon:the 
treaty and the country:if we choose, but to -sur- 
render to-England the interpretation, and such an 
interpretation, of this instrument, would: be-an 
act of .self-stultification which would.draw. upon 
us the-contempt and: contumely of Christendom, 
which-is watching us, and beginning, I will ‘not 
yet'say, to look upon us with compassion, but 
certainly with wonder. American diplomacy will 
be a term of contempt if we suffer ourselves. to 
accept the construction of England, and abandon 
the language of the convention. 

Now, sir, the question is—and.itis.all the.ques- 
tion—what docs a party mean which undertakes 
to occupy a district of country? That is the 
whole point in this controversy; and, to borrow 
the expression of Lord Clarendon, let us inquire, 
what is the common-sense view of it? There are 
questions so clear, that it is difficult to make them 
clearer, and. this is‘one of them. ‘To occupy, 
says Johnson, in his treasure of philological learn- 
ing, is to possess—to' keep—to take up—to use. 
To possess, to hold possession, is its primary 
signification, and occupation necessarily includes 
within itself the idea of possession; and, in fact, 
they are convertible terms, testifying by that fact 
their intimate relation. There was an illustration 
employed’ by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Brown] in his able and conclusive and patriotic 
argument upon this subject, which places it in an 
obvious point of view. He said, if a man has a 
house with several stories, and occupies one of 
them, and then engages that after a certain day 
he will not occupy any part of the house, his en- 
gagement admits of no doubt, and requires him 
to abandon the whole building at the time. stipu- 
lated. And I have seen inthe New York Herald 
a very lucky hit connected with this position, and 
which illustrates it so happily that 1 am tempted 
to quote it: : 

« Our position is easily illustrated: Farmer Jones a reed 
to buy a horse from his neighbor Smith. But instead ofa 
horse Smith brought a mule; and since Jones, who only 
wants a horse, demurred to ‘take the mule, Palmerstonian 
Smith, (who, according to his own account of himself, is 
the most honorable man in the world,) gravely proposed to 
leave the question to Jenkins, a Dateh tailor, who didw’t 
know the difference between the two animals, The sequel 
of the story runs that Jones refused the arbitration, and 
Smith becoming insolent, he kicked hin out of the stable?’ 

The words of the treaty are unlimited, as we 
say; but English “common sense ” says they 
are limited, and do not mean that England shall not 
occupy any part of Central America, but that she 
shall not oceupy any part of it which she did not 
occupy when the treaty was formed. No one 
will deny, sir, not even the British Government, 
that here is an interpretation which restricts the 
natural and obvious import of the terms. What 
reason is. given for this interpretation? It will 
be recollected that the treaty contained a joint dec~ 
laration, signed by the negotiators before the 
ratification, declaring that it did not apply to 
the British settlement in Honduras and the small 
islands in its neighborhood known as its depend- 
encics, We do not dispute the British claim to 
these possessions, and for four years they con- 
stituted the only exception to the general terms 
| of the treaty, and that declaration the only: reason 
| for their exemption. This is proved conclusively 
| by the action of the British Government and its 
high functionaries charged with the foreign de- 
vartment ofits affairs, and with the duty of giving 
fogal advice on international questions. I shall 
| briefly advert to them. 
| 1. The treaty before its ratification hy the Sen 
ate contained no provision excepting any British 
| possession from its operation. It was ‘sent: to 
England, and-there the Government became satis 
| fied that, unless-there were some arrangement. to 
| protect their Honduras: settlement, it. would be- 
; come-necessary for them to abandon it, under the 
stipulation that no part of the country. should 


| þe occupied. It is. impossible, under any: othes 


“construction of the arrangement, to assign a. mo- 
tive for their course. The treaty. was returned; 
“And the British Minister here was instructed not 
“to exchange the ratifications, unless the American 
Government would accompany them with a re- 
- nuriciation as to-these settlements. This we know 
wasdone 9° 0: > i : 
<2. The second proofin this series is found in 
_ the opinion of the Queen’s Advocate, the English 
‘legal adviser on questions of international obliga- 
‘tions and law’ “Ele was called upon by Lord 
‘Clarendon: to. give his opinion upon some of the 
questions arising out of: this: treaty; and on the 
Sth April, 1858, he sertan answer, containing 
these ‘views: ee gee 
©. © Lunderstand Mr. Oravron algo to-assert, that ‘by the 
“treaty Great Britain € has abandoned all. dominion in the 


whole: of: Central America,’ which assertion is in my-opin-. 


ion incorrect, and at. variance with the fact at least, as re- 
gards Belize and its dependencies, if indeed this exception 
‘was not intended by him.» 
`. That the Queen’s Advocate was right in this 
suggestion, and that the American negotiator in- 
tended to except these possessions, is known to 
all of us. With the treaty before him, it is not 
‘saying much’ for the sagacity of this high law 
officer, that he doubted for a moment what was 
‘the intention of our commissioner: Words could 
not make it plainer.” The Queen’s Advocate con- 
‘troverts the pretension that Great Britain has 
abandoned all Central America, adding the sig- 
nificant words—at least as regards Belize and its 
dependencies. There is no mistaking this lan- 
uage. The only exception it puts forward is the 
elize and its dependencics. A learned advocate 
of British claims, when arguing their indefinite 
extension in Central America, would not thus 
express himself: “* We have not abandoned all 
dominion there—at Jéast as regards the Belize, 
which I believe was excepted by the joint act of 
the negotiators.” This exception is of course the 
result of the declarauon annexed to the treaty; 
for, if there were any other ground for it, such as 
the prospective or the relinquishing construction, 
or any. other oy ingenious, it would be as 
applicable to all the British claims, and would 
have been urged in their support. 
- 3. But,in the third place, we have the author- 
ity of Lord Clarendon himself for this view of 
the subject. He said, ina letter of May 27, 1853, 
‘to Mr. Crampton: 

“But Great Britain has nowhere in the treaty of 1850 
renouffced, nor ever had any intention to renounce, the full 
and absolute right which she possesses over lier own lawful 
territoriesin Central America, such as that designation was 
distinctly understood. and declared by the negotiators of the 
treaty? 

Compare this language with the present claim, 
‘and that.claim is soon disposed of. There is not 
in the treaty one word designating the British law- 
Sul possessions in Central Ameriva, except the dec- 
laration of the negotiators, and that declaration, 
as we have seen, is confined to Honduras and its 
dependencies. ‘Out of thine own mouth I con- 
demn thee.” And these views of the Queen’s 
Advocate and of Lord Clarendon are utterly in- 
consistent.with the present assumption, that the 
British right of aaa gt is not restricted to the 
possessions which the rider describes, but ex- 
tends to any part of Central America where, nightly 
or wrongly, formerly or recently, by peace or by 
‘war, she may have obtained some kind of occu- 
pation. For nearly four years this was the only 
ground’ of exception urged by England to the 
Operation of the treaty. 

On the 10th of January, 1854, another construc- 
tion was presented by Lord Clarendon, which, 
if established, is destined to have a most import- 
ant influence upon the political destiny of Central 
America, and perhaps to secure the ‘ocean com- 
munication between the Atlantic and Pacific pos- 
sessions of this great Republic. Then, for the 
first time’in the history of this controversy, he 
advanced the pretension that the treaty was pros- 
pective, and not retrospective, and did not require 
England to abandon any of the possessions she 
held at the ratification of the treaty. Mr. Buch- 
anan says, as well he might, that he expressed 
his astonishment at this pretension, then for the 
first time advanced, What does this new canon 
of interpretation mean? Almost all treaties are 
prospective—that is, they are to operate after 
their formation. A mere'tetroactive treaty must 
be confirmatory of something already passed; 
for, if it requires action, that action necessarily 
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makes it prospective, or to operate in the future. 
The distinction isan idle one in any inquiries into 
the obligations of the patties. The true question 
is, on what does this treaty operate? And the true 
answer is, that it operates on everything em- 
braced in its terms, and not excepted from its stip- 
ulations: And the provisions of no such instru- 
ment can justly be narrowed by calling it pros- 
pective. e contend as strenuously as England 
can, that itis prospective, and requires each party 
honestly to carry into effect its stipulations from 
the daze of its ratification. But, says the English 
Government, in maintenance of- their position, 
“This treaty does notprevent us from occupation. 
We promise, indéed, that. we will-never occupy 
any part of the country, but we mean quite 
another thing; we mean that we will hold on to 
all we have got, but that we will not get any more; 
and that is only retrospective operation, which 
the treaty permits.” F 
Well, sir, this process of escape from the obli- 
gations of the convention, however ingeniously 
contrived, was not deemed sufficient, and, a year 
and a half after its introduction, Lord Clarendon | 
changed his tactics, and opened a cannonade in 
another quarter. He then maintained, in a letter 


to Mr. Buchanan of September 28, 1855, that, as | 
this engagement not to occupy any part of Cen- 
tral America was not accompanied with a specific 
renunciation on the part of Great Britain of her 
possessions and of her rights, (if she had any,) 
such renunciation would not have been left as a 
mere matter of inference, and consequently the 
promise not to occupy is void for the want of a | 
declaration that Great Britain would give up what 
she could not hold without violating her promise | 
and her honor. Where Lord Clarendon finds 
this rule of interpretation, by which a party may 
violate his solemn promise to do a specific act, 
unless it is accompanied with an engagement to 
do another act, necessarily included in the first, 
and forming indeed part of it, I do not know, and, | 
as he does not tell us, it were useless to inquire. 
Allhe says upon the subject is, that this con- 
struction ‘is in conformity with what theander- 
signed believes to be the universal rule in regard 
to instruments of this nature.” For myself I 
know of no such principle established, either by 
the practice of nations, or by the dictum of a 
Jurist; and its injustice, absurdity indeed, is such, 
that it would require a very transcendental au- | 
thority to give it a binding fares in the very face | 
of a positive and formal contract, and thus destroy 
its effect. 

I refer to pretension, not because it is. entitled 
to any weight in the discussion, but because it is 
a marked feature in the progress of the British 
demand, being the third reason offered for the 
permanent occupation of a country solemnly 
promised not to be occupied, with the single ex- 
ception of the declaration provided for in the 
treaty. What further progress is before us in 
this career of diplomatic astuteness, and how 
| many more reasons are to be tendered, instead 
of an honest fulfillment of the obligations, I do 
not pretend to conjecture: Itis obvious that the 
retention of the country is a foregone conclusion; 
and from time to time, as subtile political casuists 
can invent excuses, I suppose these will assume 
their places in the battle of words, and be urged 
with all due gravity and with every external ap- | 
pearance of earnestness, till the correspondence 
Is terminated by conviction and concession, or 
by resistance. - 

As the great political and commercial interests 
attached to that magnificent region are coming 
more prominently forward to the public observa. 
tion, and exciting the attention of nations, the 
desire to hold on to it becomes the more intense | 
in the English heart; and as the motives for the | 
retention are more powerful the reasons to justify 
it are received with the more favor. Why, sir, 
the suspicion of the construction now contended | 
for would have left the projected treaty without a 
friend in the United States. It would have found | 
noadvocate outof the Senate, no supporters within } 
it. And the distinguished negotiator who occupies į 
a seat amongst us would have been. with the very 
first to disavow and abandon such an attempt to 
commit the faith of the United States to an en- 
gagement conceding everýthing and securing 
nothing. Every principle of mutual equality is 


destroyed by this Interpretation. Even the Lon- | 
don Times, prejudiced as it is against us and our | 


cause, does not deny thisinjustice. “It Says with 
truth and force: 

“ We do not intend to offer any opinion on the subject 
but we may remark that it was a most extraordinary omis- 
sion of ‘the English plenipotentiary, while using words so 
wide and:-comprehensive, not to have saved, by an express 
: proviso, thè existing interests: it is not wonderful that the 
Americans, when renouncing all right of interference in 
Central America, should have expected a similar conces- 
sion from: Great Britain,?? 

This view:is ‘not only powerfully urged on the 
ground of that national equality. which can never 
be abandoned without dishonor, but is a direct 
admission that the pretensions brought forward, 
that the treaty operates prospectively, or, in other 
words, does not operate at all upon existin 

ossessions, and that these ate not relinquished 

ecause there can be no relinquishment without 
express. terms, are utterly void, and, of course, 
unworthily urged; for, if they were entitled to 
weight, they would save the British possessions, 
however ¢ wide and comprehensive” the words, 
from the operation of the treaty, and the British 
negotiator would little deserve the rebuke he hera 
receives. 

-A few remarks in further illustration of some 
of the topics adverted to, and I will trespass no 
longer upon the patience of the Senate, ` 

promise not to occupy, nor hold possession, 
is a promise operating from the date of the agree~ 
ment, whether national or individual. AsI have 
said, it is prospective as to time, but unlimited in 
its application, unless restricted by the terms of 
the compact. Here is no restriction except as 
regards the Belize and its dependencies. With 
that exception the words are “ wide and compre- 
hensive,” and embrace the whole of Central 
America within their operation. No act of com- 
mission or of omission can be honestly done or 
left undone, which is inconsistent with this 
promise not to occupy any part of the country; 
and of course it includes within itself an engage- 
ment to abandon every claim or right not fairl 
reconcilable with the terms of the compact. iG 
England should promise France that she would 
never hereafter occupy, nor assume, nor exercise 
jurisdiction in any of the islands of the Mediter- 
ranean, is there a single reasonable man to be 
found who will deny that the terms of this en- 
gagement would require England to abandon her 
insular possessions in that sea, simply because 
she could not hold them, and at the same time 
fulfill her promise not to occupy them? Do you 
think, sir, that such an experiment as this would 
be made upon France, and that Malta and the 
Tonian Islands would be held in the face of these 
wide and comprehensive words? When I see it, 
I shall believe that the present pretension is not 
an insult designed to try the forbearance of this 
country, 

As to this pretext of the necessity of an express 
relinquishment, itis little better than pettifogging 
upon a great scale. The assumption is unworthy 
ofa statesman, having no just foundation in rea~ 
son, in principle, nor in precedent. The right of 
acquisition is a right as undeniable as that of oc- 
cupation; and I know no reason why an express 
relinquishment of the former is not as necessary 
as the latter. If, byan engagement not to occupy, 
the party does not surrender his right of posses- 
sion, I do not see how he surrenders the right of 
acquisition. The answer in both cases is the 
same. You have promised to do an act equally 
inconsistent with occupation and acquisition, and 
you have, therefore, bound yourself neither to 

told your present territory nor to acquire terri- 
tory inthe future. Look, sir, at the other words 
in this treaty. Neither party is to assume nor 
exercise any dominion in Central America. E 
these terms are prospective, as it is called, thatis, 
apply only to future dominion, what rational 
effect can be given to them? Dominion is neither 
to be assumed nor exercised; that is, dominion 
can neither be acquired hereafter nor exercised 
where it now exists, There is no other possible 
construction which will give any reasonable effect 
to these words; and they, of course, require the 
relinguishment of existing jurisdiction, not less 
than the abandonment of all efforts hereafter to 
extend it, : 

Mr. BUTLER. The distinct question before 
the Senate, I believe is, as to an appropriation of 
money for fortifications. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill under consider- 


ation.is a bill to. increase the efficiency of the 
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United States Army. It is commonly called the 
three million bill. ea 

Mr. BUTLER. It is my duty to say some- 
thing on. this question, for it is universally re- 
garded throughout the United States, wherever 
it is mentioned, as a war question. T desire to 
speak on its war aspect at the proper time. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. If theSenator from 
South Carolina will yield the floor, I desire to 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the question which was under consideration at 
the adjournment yesterday. The hourislate, but 
I feel itto be my duty to ask that that subject 
shall be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. What disposition does 
the Senator propose to make of this bill? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I move that it be 
postponed till to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Barcuay, one of their clerks, announced 
that they had passed a bill to repeal part of an act 
entitled, ‘* An act to provide for the safe keeping 
of theacts, records, and seals of the United States, | 
and for other purposes.” 


INDIAN DISTURBANCES. 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R., No. 203) making.ap- 
propriations for restoring and maintaining the 
peaceable disposition of the Indian tribes on the 

acific, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, on motion by Mr. Firz- 
PATRICK, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. STUART. The Committee on Commerce 
have directed me to report back without amend- 
ment, House bill (No. 64) constituting the cities 
of Hannibal, Missouri, and Peoria, [llinois, ports 
of delivery. It is a bill important to the people 
of Missouri and Illinois, and I am satisfied that 
on the mere reading of it the Senate will agree to 
pass it. I therefore ask that it may now be acted 
upon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to make Hannibal and Pe- 
oria ports of genveiy within the collection district 
of New Orleans, subject to the same rules, regu- 
lations, and restrictions as other ports of deliver 
in the United States, and entitled to all the privi- 
leges and facilities afforded by the act of Congress 
of March 2, 1831, entitled ‘An act allowing the |} 
duties on foreign merchandise imported into Pitts- į 
burg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Lou- | 
is, Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured and paid | 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, the |; 
Senate resumed the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Iverson on the 29th of 
February. : 


! Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


i 
1 
Í 
ti, 
H 
i 


t 
Explanations were made in regard to the speech i 
vesterday delivered by Mr. Crayton, by Messrs. || 
ELL of Tennessee, PRATT, BUTLER, and || 
CLAYTON, and the further consideration of the |} 
subject was postponed till to-morrow. 
[These explanations will be found wit 
debate, in the Appendix.] 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


h the} 


| 
| 
i 
I 
i 
| 
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On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate pro- |; 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were | 


t 

| 

EE , i 

ceeded to the consideration of executive business, | 
i 


reopened and the Senate adjourned. | 
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by the Chaplain, Rev. DANIEL Warno. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
CONSTRUCTION OF GRADUATION BILL. 


Mr. WALKER. 
introduce a resolution of inquiry and reference. 
It is a matter of considerable importance. 


{ 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer ʻi 


I ask leave of the House to || 


| to trespass on the indulgence of the House. 


| 
| 
i 
! 
' the committee again resumes the consideration of 
i 
1 
| 
i 
\ 


i 


| 
i 
f 


li 


| printed 


| committee take up the appropriation 


| may be able to finish to-d 


OBE. 


The Clerk read the resolution for information, 
as follows: 7 a 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire‘and report whether, where entries have 
been made on the publie lands under the act entitled © An 
act to graduate and reduce the price of public lands to 
actual settlers and cultivators,” approved August 4, 1894, 
the titles of the persons so entering are not complete. 


Mr. WALKER. I beg leave to make one re- 
mark in reference to that resolution. It is known 
to many members on this floor that, since the 
parage of the act of 1854, many millions of acres 

ave been entered. Withina short time past, 
the Secretary of the Interior has issued a circular 
to the registers and receivers of land offices, con- 
taining instructions requiring them to demand the 
production of new proof. I state thatas a reason 
for offering this resolution. I hope it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 object to the introduction 
of the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SNEED. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion for a moment, I merely wish 
to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion in 
order to enable the gentleman from Tennessee to 
effect his object. 

Mr. SNEED. I desire to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice has been given, simply for 
reference. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object. 

Mr LANE. Lask leave to introduce, and have 
and referred to the proper committees, 
memorials of the Legislative Assembly of Ore- 
gon Territory. | 

Mr. SNEED. The motion to suspend the rules | 
was withdrawn for my benefit, for the introduc- 
tion of a bill. : 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to yield the floor for the bene- 
fit of any special member he may select. The 
gentleman from Oregon asks leave to present cer- 
in memorials, which he has indicated, for refer- 


tar 
ence only. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection to 
withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. HARLAN. Having objected to the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Alabama, I feel 
bound to object here. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ThenI renew the motion 
to suspend the rules, and go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STEWART 
and Kiye were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 82, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agrecd to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


(Mr. Mace in the chair,) and resumed the con- | 
sideration of the President’s annual message, on 
which the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 
Smirna] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee to yield the floor this morning, in 
order that we may take up some of the appropri- 
ation bills which have passed the House, and 
which have been returned from the Senate with 
amendments. I desire to say to him that, after 
to-morrow I expect to be’ necessarily absent for | 
awhile; and I will not again, for some time, ask 
After 


the President’s message, the gentleman will be! 
entitled to the floor. aca 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield | 
the floor? 

Mr. SMITH. _I do not. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I merely ask him to yield 
the floor on the President’s message, and let the 
bills, which 
it is important to have passed, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask: the gentle- 


! man from Ohio if the bills to which he alludes | 


have been printed? 


the Military Academy bill, and the deficiency 
bill; The first two have only a few amendments, 
in all of which the Committee “of Ways.’ and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence. “They can. 
be disposed of in a very short time; and-J think 
that, perhaps, we may close up the deficiency 


‘bill too. That will then give the House a clear 


| of the House, the reason why the 


| that no mone 


way for other business. till the 15th instant. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to ask whether, if I-give 
way at the present time, a vote will not first have 
to be taken before the appropriation bills can. be 
taken up, the committee being now considering 
the President’s message? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman yields 
the floor now, there is no doubt that he-will be 
entitled to it when the committee takes up again 
the consideration of the President’s message. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not wish to place myself 
—nor will I—in opposition to the business of the 
House, particularly in the passage of the appro- 
priation bills, and for that purpose I will yield 
the floor, and let the gentleman from Ohio make 
the motion, although I would prefer proceeding 
with my remarks this morning. 


INVALID PENSION BILL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am much obliged to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, as circumstances of a 
peculiar character regire my absence from this 
city for some time. now move that the com- 
mittee take up the amendments of the Senate to 
the pension bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee thereupon proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill of the House (No. 70 
making appropriations for the payment of invali 
and other pensions of the United States, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857, with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The firstamendment was to insertin line thirty- 
four, first section, as follows: 

For paying of pensions of invalids who were wounded 


on board of private armed vessels during the last war with 
Great Britain, in addition to the unexpended balance of 


| former appropriations for the same object, $1,357. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have recommended a non-concur- 
rence in thatamendment. I can state ina word, 
without anunnecessary consumption of the time 
have made 
The committee are not 
apprised of any law in existence upon which the 
appropriation is founded- By the act of 1812 it 
was provided that two per cent. of the prize 
money should be set apart for the purpose of 
creating a fund, which should be paid to those 
who were disabled in the privateer service. That 
fund has long since been exhausted. It was 
provided by the law of 1813 or 1814 expressly, 
should be paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States for this purpose. It is true 
that acts have-been passed since that time appro- 
priating money for this purpose, but I believe 
none since 1844. For these reasons the commit- 
tee of Ways and Means have recommended a 
non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The second amendment proposes to insert at 
the end of the bill as follows: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted That any moneys ap- 
propriated by the act of the 31st of May, 1854, to supply de- 
ficiencies for the fiseal year ending the 30th of June of that 
year, and by the second section of the act of the 28th of 
February, 1855, making appropriations for the payment of 
pensions applicable to the payment of pensions of invalids 
who were wounded on board of private urmed vessels 
during the last war with Great Britain, not required under 
the provisions thereof, may be applied to the same purpose 
subsequent to the 30th of June, 1855, it being hereby pro- 
vided, that pensions to invalids thus wounded shall. be paid 
from moneys in the Treasury of the United States in the 
same manner, upon appropriations made, Or to be made, aa 
other pensions for naval or military service. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- 
rence in this amendment. The committee will 
observe thatit is dependent upon the other amend- 
ment which the committee have just rejected. 
The other is the appropriation based upon this, 


that recommendation. 


| and I suppose, of course, it will be non-conecurred 


Mr. CAMPBELL. They are all printed. 
There are three bills which These no doubt we 
ay; certainly by to-mor- 
row. They are the pension appropriation bill, 


in. 

Mr. BENSON. I would like to inquire whether 
the Committtce of Waysand Means have recom- 
mended a non-concurrence in this amendment 
upon the ground that it makes a change in the law 
oF the land, and therefore is not proper to be 
made in a general appropriation bill? 


: AMPBELL. Forth and fe 
'‘the:fusther-reason-that. this. amendment:is cone 
“nected with, and. dependent. on, the amendment 
which: the committee have just. rejected, 
My. BENSON. [haveno disposition.to.make 
any argument in: favor of this: change of law 
in this- bill, because: this. is a bill solely for the 
appropriation: of money... I know. there: have 
heen objectiony-raised to the-payment of pensions 
to this: Glass of persons. . But, sir, a gentleman 
from: Massachusetts, whois not now in his seat, 
‘hag:in-his:possession a large number of petitions 
referring to this subject.: As havestated, Ehave 
no desire-to:make anargument in favor of putting 
this law into this bill; because 1am not sure-that 
this; isthe proper place for it, but I do believe 
that-pensions:ought. tobe paid, to this: class of 
Persons;. but believing that, the matter will. be 
tought: before. the. House. as; an independent 
measure, perhapsit is not best-now.to make objec- 
tion to this item being stricken out of the bill). I 
am: sure, however, that some provision should 
he.made by law for the payment of this: class of 
cases. : 
=. Mr. CAMPBELL. As. E stated. before, the 
fund created in 1812 for this. purpose. has long 
since. been exhausted; so that. there is not now 
any law in existence that will authorize an ap pro+ 
lation of money for any purpose of this kind. 
f a measure is introduced’ into the Elouse in the 
proper course of legislation, for the relief of this 
class of persons, | am not sure that I might not be 
disposed to favor it; but this is certainly no proper 
place for the introduction of such a measure. 
. The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The amendments of the 
Senate have now, I believe, all been gone through 
with. I move that the bill be laid aside, and that 
the committee take up the Military Academy bill. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILE. 


The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
thereupon proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill of the House (No. 69) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1857, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, 

The first amendment of the Senate proposes to 
insert at the end of the bill as follows: 


For gas-house aparatus, $15,000, 


Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- 
rence in that amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The second amendment 
follows: 

For additional stables:for dragoons? and artillery horses, 
$10,000. ue 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways-and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to state that $8,000 
was appropriated at the last Congress for this pur- 
pose, and now they come forward and ask an 
appropriation of $10,000 more. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I should like to know 
if the Committee of Ways and Means base their 
action upon the statement made by the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that. in this 
matter we may become penny-wise and pound- 
foolish. The gentleman from Virginia states that 
$8,000 was appropriated last year for the purpose 
of building these stables, and that $10,000 addi- 
tional is now asked for, I presume that the ap- 

lication is bascd on estimates from the War 

epartment,.or the head of the Bureau of Engi- 
neers. If we have already expended $89,000 on | 
the partial construction of these buildings, and 
now refuse an appropriation forthe purpose of 
completing them, the money we have.spent may } 
be wasted, and next year we may be called on to | 
make a larger expenditure of money to accom- | 
parli what is now desired. I would’ be glad to! 

now how the matter stands. 

Mr. LETCHER. This is the custom-house 
policy on a smaller scale. We begin with appro- 
priations, and we must go on and make other 
appropriations without ever completing the build- | 
ings. They came here at the last Congress and | 


proposes to insert as 


‘asked for $8,000 to complete the stables, which is | 
& pretty liberal. amount for a purpose of that sort. 
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Congress gave it-to them.. They have gone on, 


and instead of completing the job for the amount 
of: money. estimated two-y.ears ago, they now ask 
for $2,000 more than. they desired at. that time— 
$10,000.4n- addition to: the. $8,000, and: for addis 
tional stables, which they propose to erect. 

So far as the recommendation is concerned: we 
have nothing except the amount specified in the 
estimate; no explanation: is given. There is-no 


; statement in regard to the necessity-of the appro- 


priation: Underthe circumstances, the Committee 
of Ways-and Means thought as they had:given 
them all they asked: for at the last session, it was 
time to shut down: the gates. 

Mr. DICK. I differ‘with: the gentleman from 
Virginia, in relation: to this. amendment. Any 
person who has visited West Point, and. seen the 
stables there, will acknowledge the necessity of 
this appropriation. sky tet 

Ihave been informed: that at West Point great 
loss has been sustained by the death of horses 
for the want of proper.stabling. The stables are 
open and the sides are of mere slats which allow 
the wind to rush through them. They are unfit 
for the purpose to which they are applied. The 
horses are taken out very frequently on drill, 
both for dragoon and artillery exercise. ‘They 
are exercised until they become heated, and being 
brought into stables, to every quarter of which 
the wind has access, they take cold, and many of 
them are carried off by rapid consumption. More 
are carried off by that cause than any other. 1 
am satisfied that $8,000 will not begin to put up 
a stable suitable for the accommodation of from 
sixty to eighty horses. These stables ought to 
be put up in a manner to correspond with. the 
other buildings there. Ido not think that a mere 
barn ought to be erected at West Point for the 
accommodation of the horses of the institution. 
Something of a sightly and architectural character 
ought to be built—something, as I have already 
said, to correspond with the other buildings there, 
F think the appropriation asked for is not too 
much, and T shall very cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. VALK. The number of horses at West 
Point, instead of being from sixty to eighty, is 
some two hundred, 

Mr, LETCHER. J do not know anything of 
the matter personally, for I have never had the 
honor to be at West Point; but I understand from 
some who have been there, that this stabling, 
like everything cls built at the public expense, 
is built onan extravagant scale, The remarks of 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat indicate 
pretty plainly that it is to be ona magnificent 
scale, because he says that this building ought 
to be of architectural finish, and made to corre- 
spond with the improvements already madeat that 
place. {I have no doubt that a great deal of this 
money is wasted in the way of ornament; that 
large appropriations are made for the purpose 
of keeping up heavy previous expenditures of 
money; and it-seems to me, if we are faithful in 
the discharge of our duties as guardians of the 
public treasure; if we exhibit a proper economy 
1n regard to the expenses at West Pointand else- 
where, we will endeavor to curtail this expensive 
waste of the publie money for ornament alone, 
There is no explanation, as I remarked before, 
given in regard to the necessity of this matter, 
According to the argument of the gentleman from 
New York, if it is well made, if it takes $8,000 
to supply stabling for sixty horses, and there are 
upwards of two hundred horses there, he had 
better move to. appropriate a sum sufficient to 
provide for the remainder. I£ $8,000 accommo- 
dates only sixty horses, $10,000 more will not 
accommodate the remaining one hundred and 
forty. 

Mr. DICK. My remark in regard to the num- 
ber of horses at West Point was a mere supposi- 
tion. 

Mr. LETCHER. Even on the argument of 
the gentleman from New York we may expect, 
with reasonable. certainity, if this appropriation 
is made, that we shall be asked for eight or ten 
thousand dollars more at. the next,session to put 
up additional buildings. 1 have no doubt that 
any farmer in the country, with an expenditure 
of $8,000, could furnish suitable accommoda- 
tions for any: number of horses necessary. But 
this must be built ona larger and more magnifi- 
cent scale. ‘There must be ornament as well as 
accommodation; and, under the circumstances, 


the Committee of Ways.and. Means. haye recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

.. Mr. VALK. 1, do. not know. anything in re- 
gard to the necessity of. building these stables in 
an. ornamental-.manner, nor do I. suppose this 
money is:required for that purpose. [have men- 
tioned the number. of horses to.be. accommodated, 
and. the.committee will agree with me. that we 
should. provide such accommodation. as. would 
enable the horses.to be.well taken, care of. As 
has been said, thoy are: severely. exercised, and 
often put:into the stables, ina. state of high. ex- 
citement.. They. ought to. be comfortably: clad 
and housed. It does not follow that because 
$8,000 was. expended: to accommodate eighty 
rorses, $10,000 will be. required.to accommodate 
one hundred and forty. I believe-in the neces- 
sity of the appropriation, and. shall.vote. for. it 
with a great deal of cheerfulness, without any 
reference to the ornament or non-ornament of 
these additional stables. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, I desire to-say a word 
or two. upon this amendment. Without. inter- 
fering with the suggestion of the committee, it 
seems.to me that. we ought not to commence here 
a work of economy, in cutting, off an appropria- 
tion for stabling at the West Point Academy. 
A house for that: purpose is being constructed 
under the approbation of” the Secretary of War 
A recommendation now comes to this House 
from the proper Department, and, as gentlernen 
say, without explanation.. I suppose the reason 
of that was, because the Secretary of War 
thought that he had credit enough with this House 
to get so small an appropriation for continuing 
the erection of these stables upon his own declar- 
ation that the money was required. 

You expect to make cavalry officers of the boys 
at West Point,and you are bound to keep horses 
to have them exercised under the instruction of 
the cavalry instructor. He takes them out in 
companies, Out of the two hundred and fifty 
boys there, he takes out a class of fifty at one 
hour, and another class at another,hour, and, the 
are trained upon the plain at West Point, mounted 
upon these horses, in equestrian exercises and 
in cavalry tactics. Your horses are made to 
charge across the plain, and are put through the 
most difficult exercises with rough school-bo s 
upon their backs, who know not how to nde 
who do not know how to use the curb; who do 
not know how to manage the bit, or how to set 
their legs to the horses, worrying the animals 
almost to death and exciting them. The stables 
have to be constructed in a particular manner in 
order to accommodate the horses. It is a bleak 
climate, They are constructed with a view also 
to keeping ‘provision for this number of horses; 
and I insist that a gentleman who is so much of 
a military man as the Secretary of War, shall 
have credit enough with this House to pass an 
appropriation for the continuation of the build- 
ing of a stable at West Point, when he comes 
here with a declaration that it is necessary. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not understand, from 
the form of this appropriation, nor from the facts 
stated, that this is an appropriation to finish an 
improvement which is already commenced, and 


-that, unless it is finished, the public are likely to 


suffer loss for the want of the application of this 
appropriation. I understand that some amount 
of stabling has been completed with the amount 
which has heretofore been appropriated; and 
$10,000 is now asked for additional stabling, and 
notto complete what has already been commenced. 
It does seem to’ me that it is as little as the War 
Department could do, when they ask for $10,000 
for additional stabling, to state some facts from 
which the necessity of the appropriation might 
be ascertained by the committee. [do not undor- 
stand that the Committee of Ways and Means 
have any information from the War Department 
as to the number of horses that are to be stabled, 
noras to the amount of stabling there.is now; but 
they have from the Secretary of War the simple 
statement that they want $10,000 for stabling. I 
think that when the House is asked to appropri- 
ate ten, twenty, or forty thousand dollars, the 
Department which asks it might state such facts 
as would enable the House or committee to judge 
as to the necessity of thé appropriation, ` 
Mr. SIMMONS... I ‘shall vote for the a apro- 
priation for the reason that upon its face it is not 
entirely destitute of reason. “For additional 
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stables for dragoons’ and artillery horses, ten 
thousand dollars,”’ is the language of the Senate 
amendment. Now there we have the assertion, . 
I think, of the propér Department which has the 
superintendency of this matter, that the dragoon 
and artillery horses require additional stable 
Instead of going into particulars, he gives it all 
in gross. He could serve a bill of particulars, T 
suppose,.if it was called for; and if the commit- 
tee,.instead of rejecting the amendment upon gen- 
eral grounds, had written to the Secretary of War, 
u could have obtained specific information. 

"he honorable gentleman from Kentucky has 
himself been a cadet at West Point, and I have 
more confidence in his opinion. upon such mat- 
ters than I have in the Committee of Ways and 
Means.. It seems to.me that it is in vain to talk 
about ornament. Why, sir, what is ornament? 
It is the result perhaps of a mere inference of the 
greatest utility., Now, sir, how many of us could 
come here clothed in sheep’s gray, which would 
be cheaper than what we now wear; and yet, for 
ornament, my friend from Virginia wears a good 
coat, and, I believe, a gold watch, which Ido not. 
{Laughter.] Ornament, sir, is something suited 
to the occasion. Now, I would like to know 
whether any gentleman here would like to have 
put up at West Point a mere block building? Or 
would they, not rather have it suitable and pro- 
portioned to the buildings which, are already 
there? Now it appears to me, that the fact that 
the committee has not called upon the Depart- 
ment for the particulars of the reasons why this 
building shouid be erected, ought not to be stated 
as though the Department could not give those 
reasons, It is a small sum, and, in my opinion, 
ought to be voted. 

Mr. LETCEIER. A word or two in reply to 
the gentleman from New York. He says | wear 
a coat and a gold watch for ornament. Now, he 
is entirely mistaken in regard to that matter—so 
far, atleast, as the coat is concerned. I wear it 
for comfort. And then, if I carry a gold watch, 


I carry it concealed; but how about the gentle- 
man’s gold spectacles? And again, if I mistake 
not, the gentleman has a gold watch on the way 
from New York to this city. [Laughter.] 

But jesting aside. The gentleman advocates 
this appropriation because, in the first place, he 
says his friend from Kentucky was once a cadet 
at West Point, and he takes it for granted that, 
inasmuch as he was a cadet, he must know more 
about it than the committee. 

That was his first reason; but coming to the 
conclusion that that was not sufficient to justify 
the House in dissenting from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, he says that the next reason 
is, that itis a smal! sum, and therefore ought to 
be allowed to go in. Now, I take it for granted, 
that if the chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of this House can give no better reason 
for his opinions in favor of an appropriation than 
he hag assigned to-day, the House will have no 
hesitation in striking 1t out. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment, Mr. H. Marswaxu called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. II, Mar- 
SHALL and WHITNEY Were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers repo 
ayes 55, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The Clerk reported the third amendment, as 
follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the amounts dis- 
pursed, or that may be disbursed, out of moneys appropri- 
ated for the support of the Military Academy by the acts of 
May 10, 1854, and March 3, 1855, in payment of additional 
compensation to the librarian, assistant librarian, and cer- 
tain enlisted menat that post, be passed to the eredit of the 
disbursing officer: Provided, ‘That the additional pay to said 
librarian, and assistant librarian, shall not exceed the sum 
of $120 each per annum, and to the non-commissioned 
officer in charge of mechanics and other labor at the post, 
the soldier acting as clerk in the adjutant’s office, and the 
four enlisted men in the philosophical and chemical depart- 
ments, and lithographic office, 


rted 


not exceeding the sum of 
fifty dollars each per annum, and that a like measure of 
compensation be hereby authorized to be allowed hicreafter 
for said services respectively- 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
of Waysand Means recommend non-concurrence 
în that amendment, for the reason that it is not 
legitimately connected with the appropriation bill. 
It is legislation for the purpose of providing for 
extra compensation of officer$, whose salaries 
are already fixed by law. For that reason, and 


The Committee | 


Set 


| Maine—that is, whether 
| the deficiency 


acting on the rule rire for the committee by, 
the House, when the deficiency bill was before it, 
the committee has determined to exclude all that 
kindof independent legislation, and to make the 
bills. appropriation bills, and nothing more. 

The amendment was-non-concurred: in. 

The Clerk reported the fourth amendment, as 
follows: 2 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Senate furnish annually the library. of the Military Acad- 
emy at West: Point with a copy of ali documents published 
by the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Committee 
of Ways and Mcans recommend non-coneur- 
rence in that amendment. 


Mr. BENSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Add to the end of the fourth amendment as follows: 

‘Phat the President of the United States be authorized 
hereafter to assign to service as officers in the marine corps 
to fill vacancies therein, such number of graduates of the 
Military Academy at West Point annually, as he may deem 
proper, in the same manner as such graduates are now ap- 
pointed into the Army proper. 


Mr, CAMPBELL. I must raise a point of 
order on my friend from Maine. His amend- 
ment is not germane. 

Mr. BENSON. Iask the gentleman from Ohio 
to hear me a single moment on that amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no doubt that the 
gentleman from Maine could demonstrate the pro- 
priety of some such legislation as he proposes, 
but this is not the proper place for it. The com- 
mittee has already refused to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate (Section No. 2) for the rea- 
son that it is legislation, and not the mere pro- 
viding an appropriation of money. Now, the 
gentleman’s amendment comes right in the face 
of that decision and of the decision of the House 
heretofore. Now, I wish to say to the committee 
that, if that rule is adopted, it will lead to an in- 
terminable amount of amendments you may pro- 
pose to hang on amendments in relation to your 
whole army and marine corps. I raise the ques- 
tion of order now on my friend from Maine, not 
that I know I would oppose his proposition ata 
proper place, but because the Committee of Ways 
and Means have thought as the House thought 
heretofore, that these appro riation bills should 
be kept strictly within the egitimate object of 
such bills. 

Mr. BENSON. I ask the gentleman to listen 
to me a single moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I 

uestion of order. 

Mr. BENSON. It is perfectly well known to 
every man in this House that at no single session 
have the appropriation bills ever been carried 
through without having introduced all sorts of 
legislation. Now, l simply ask in this case 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) Iwas going 
to propound a question to the gentleman from 
he did not vote against 
bill when it was before the House, 
a few weeks ago, simply because it contained a 
proviso proposing some reforms in the marine 
hospital system? 

Mr. BENSON. That, Mr. Chairman, was 
proposing to change the whole policy of the Gov- 
ernment, from its organization down to this ume, 
relating to marixe hospitals. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘This is proposing to do 
the samo thing. 

Mr. BENSON. This is simply a 
which comes from the Committee on 
fairs with its unanimous recommendation. 
also received the approbation of all the m 
authorities with whom I have conferred. 


will; but I raise the 


proposition 

Nayal Af- 
It has 
ilitary 
Tt has 


been drawn by the chairman of the Committee | 


the recommenda- 


on Military Affairs, and it has 
ho is at the head 


tion of General Henderson, w 
of the marine corps, and 
whom I have conversed 
no appropriation whatever. It simply provides 
that the President may, in filling the two or three 
vacancies that occur annually in the marine 
sorps, appoint officers from out Military Académy 
at West Point, so as to infuse more military 
science into that corps, without any sort of ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I mustinsist on the point of 
order which I raised, to wit: that the gentleman 
cannot introduce an independent amendment—a 
separate section. 


of every other man with | 
on the subject. It makes | 
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‘have had'a clerk for many years, J 


| per diem compensation 
ito comnittecs have been. 


» ; : 
Mr. BENSON. TF introduce itas an ameni z 
ment to the third section, whichis an amendment: 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I e` the point; 
that itis not germane to the amendrhent of the 
Senate. Mon tate ieee wus 

Mr. BENSON. T ask the gentlemen’ of the: 
Committee of Ways and Means to withdraw their 
objections. T regard this amendment as impor- 
tant enough to receive the attention of thé Hous 
at this time. en Re 

_Mr. PHELPS. Let the gentleman from Maine’ 
bring forward a bill to. accomplish his purpose. 

Mr. BENSON. And if T do, forty men’ will 
object to it. I hope the gentleman’ from Ohio 
will withdraw his objection. 

, Mr. CAMPBELL. If I withdraw my objecs 
tion in this instance, I shall have to. withdraw 
objection to every propositign any gentleman may 
choose to offer. I should be very glad to accom- 
modate the gentleman, but I do not think this is 
the proper pläce for his amendment. 

Mr. BENSON. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the committee to allow the amendment to be 
admitted. f 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. thinks the 
point of order well taken, and decides. the amend- 
ment to be out of order. 

The amendment of the Senate was then non- 
concurred in. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As theamendments of the 
Senate have now been disposed of, IT move that the 
bill be laid aside, and that the deficiency bill be 
taken up. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The committee thereupon proceeded tothe con- 
sideration of the bill of the House (No. 78) to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1856, with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The first amendment of the Senate proposes. to 
insert in line eight, as follows: 

For the compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers 
aad A hee receiving an annual salary in the service of the 

For the Chief Clerk and clerk to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, $2,413 44. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Moans recommend a concurrence in that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish the gentleman from 
Ohio, who is at the head of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, would explain how it is, that 
these officers of the Senate, who receive an annual 
compensation, come here now with adeficiency-in 
their compensation? Their salaries were provided 
by the general appropriation billof the lastsession. 
If there is anything doubtful in the amount they 
are to receive, I should be glad to have the matter 
explained. ; 

Mr:CAMPBELL. Iwill explain that the defi- 
ciency arises out of resolutions which have been 
passed by the Senate, during the present session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The clerkship ofthe Commit- 
tee on Finance in the Senate has been made perma- 
nent during the present session, just as the clerk- 
ship of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
the House of Representatives has been. The 
two eases are identical in this respect, and I do 
not see how any deficiency arises in consequence 
of that. The Finance Committee of the Senate 

just as the 
Committee of Ways and Means in the House 


| have had one; and, as I understand it, heretofore 


their clerk has been employed temporarily at a 
, just as all the other clerks 
During the present 
session, however, as 1 have stated, that clerkship 
has been made permanent justas the clerkship of 
the Committee of Waysand Means in the House 
has been, so that they are placed upon precisely 
the same footing. 

I can imagine such a state of things as that 
| these clerkships, having been made permanent, 
the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the 
i Senate should not feel authorized to pay the sal- 
| aries of these permanent clerks out of the appro- 
| priation made.it the last session of Congress for 
‘the payment of the per diem compensation of 
‘these temporary clerks; but we certainly made 
! an appropriation at the last session of Congress 

for the payment of these clerks; and, So far as 
the change that has been made is concerned, there 


| 
i] 
1 
i 


~ 


no coneé 
red 


mittee in the Senate did get, but I 
‘six dollars per day. „Now; each one 
A $1800 per annum: There: cannot, 
fore, as. I have said, be any considerable dif- 
ce in the amount required. peace eet 
Mr. LETCHER. As the chairman of the: 
Committee of Ways and Means has remarked, 
this appropriation is rendered necessary in con- 
sequence of resolutions which passed the Senate, 
on the: 8th and 17th of December, 1855, creating 
these two officers as’ permanent officers of. the 
Senate.” Heretofore, as I have said, they. have 
received a per diem compensation, and that com- 
pensation has been paid:out of the contingent fund 
ofthe Senate. They are now, however, made’ 
permanent officers, with. an annual salary; and 
énce this appropriation becomes necessary., to 
pay this regular compensation, arising as‘a defi- 
eny, for the year expiring.on the 30th of June, 
1856. ` 
‘Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia tell me, or tell the committee, what be- 
comes of the money appropriated at the last Con- 
gress for the purpose of paying the compensation 
of these very officers? There was an appropri- 
ation made for paying the compensation of the 
clerk of the Committee on Finance in the Senate, 
and of the Chief Clerk of the Senate. They have 
been. paid this per diem compensation, as I under- 


Agf stand it—at least, the money was appropriated 


Y 


far this compensation; and it matters not whether 
they reecive it as per diem or annual compensa- 
tion... How, then, does the deficiency arise? 

Mr. LETCHER. Will my friend from Ala- 

bama be kind enough to point out the particular 
item of appropriation to which he refers? 
--Mr. HOUSTON. J have not the book before 
me, but I presume, if the gentleman from Virginia 
will consult.it, he will find that at the last session 
of Congress appropriations. were made for the 
payment of the compensation of the clerks of the 
committees of the Senate. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bami will look at the appropriations for last year, 
he will find that those which were made for the 
payment of these officers were as temporary offi- 
en they were not made for permanent officers 
at all. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. They are the same officers. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, ‘sir; they are additional 
officers. They are officers for whom no direct 
annual Pep eens has ever heretofore been 
madé. They have'heen paid heretofore, upon 
the order of the Senate, our of ‘their contingent 
fund; but now they have been made permanent 
officers, and the recommendation comes in for a 
permanent annual allowance by way of compen- 
sation for their services. ‘They now receive a 
salary of $1,800 per annum, and the appropriation 
which is here made is for $2,413, which, | under- 
stand it, is the deficiency in the means applicable 
` to their per diem allowance heretofore granted for 
making up the amount of their annual compen- 
sation up to the 30th of June, 1856. 

Now, sir,in looking over the estimates for the 
regular appropriations, I sec no estimates specific- 
ally for either of these clerks. [ see estimates 
for so many clerks, messengers, &e., but no esti- 
mates for any specific amount for any particular 
officer, and therefore it was that, when these ad- 
ditional officers were created by the resolution of 


+ the Senate at the present session, the deficiency | 


arose for the payment of their salaries. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia discloses the fact which I knew to exist, that 
the moncy has been appropriated for the payment 
of these very officers. Now, it isa matter that! 
we all understand perfectly, that this committee 
in the Senate always have had a clerk, and that 
he has been paid out of appropriations annuall 
made, We know that the money was appropri- | 
ated at the Jast Congress for the payment of his | 
compensation; what can be the difference whether 
the money was appropriated for the payment to 
these officers as a per diem compensation, or of a 
Permanentannual salary? None, unless the differ- 
ence consist in the fact thatone amount is larger | 
than the other. That is not the explanation, | 


de 


JF for 
sil EET EA 
> The gentlemañ says that these payments have 


-If they bave, then that, contingent fund has the 


| tion act, and itis in some of those acts.. Ihave not 


April 2. 


it does not comport with the amount in‘ the 


been heretofore made out of the contingent fund. | 
money now. It is obliged to'be in some appropria- 


thé estimates-before mé. I didnot suppose that 
this bill would. be reached to-day, and left them 
at my room. The money has been appropriated; 
and it may bein the contingent fund. Ido not 
‘pretend tó say about that. ` If the gentleman will 
look at the detailed estimates which have hereto- 
fore been called for, and sent from the Secretary 
of the Senate, he will find so much for clerks to 
committees of that body. 

A friend near me refers me to the appropriation 
of 1855. Itis to be found: in the tenth volume of 

ittle & Brown’s Statutes, at page 664. After 
providing for binding, books, lithography, report- 


nent officers than the 


hitthe case at all. They are now no more perma- 
were before. “Their sala- 
ries ‘are no-more established than they were be- 
fore... The appropriation made before is just as 
available now.as before. It may be that the 
‘clerks of the Senate get more than ours do. But 
I do not wish to. get up a controversy with the 
Senate-about any of these estimates for its own 
contingent fund. The ground I have occupied 
for the last four years-has been the reverse of 
that. I have got into the present discussion with 
the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, by simply inquiring how this deficiency could 
grow up under the circumstances. 

| Mr. SANDIDGE. Iam surprised at the dis- 
cussion which has ‘sprung up on this amendment 
of the Senate. I imagine that we are all read 
to concede to the Senate the right to appoint their 
own officers. Having that right, I presume that 
they can fix the salaries of those officers. If they 


ing, &c., we find, under the contingent expenses 
appropriation, “for clerks to committees, police, 
horses and carry-alls, $48,000.’’ There is the 
precise item of appropriation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will suggest the fol- 
lowing amendment, and hope it will meet with the 
approbation of the gentleman from Virginia, as it 
| will obviate the objection of the gentleman from 
Alabama: 


Provided, That the permanent annual compensation of 
the persons and officers in the first and second sections of 
this bill shall be in full of all per diem cotnpensation here- 
tofore directed to be paid to them 3 and that said persons 
and officers shall not be entitled to receive both said per- 
manent and said per diem compensation. 


Mr. LETCHER. They do not receive both 
now. My friend from Alabama calls attention to 
what I stated before, that there was an appro- 
priction to meet the contingencies of the Senate. 

Te says that these contingencies applied to those 
who are not salaried officers, but who are in the 
employment of thatbody. These clerks were in 
the employment of the Senate during the session 
of Congress at a per diem allowance; and as long 
as they hold the relation towards that body of 
temporary clerks, their allowance could be paid 
out of its contingent fund; but when they were 
made permanent officers of that body, established 
as regular clerks at an annual compensation fixed 
by law, then it became necessary for the Con- 
gress of the United States to make an annual ap- 
propriation to meet that expenditure. My friend 
from Alabama scems to be under the impression | 
that these clerks are not only receiving an annual 
compensation of $1,800 per annum, but that they 
are receiving for the same period a per diem com- 
pensation, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not mean to convey 
any such idea. 

Mr. LETCHER, Well, then, lct us take the 
converse. If they are not paid a per diem com- 
pensation out of the contingent fund, and if they 
cannot receive anything more than $1,800 per an- 
num, then there ean be no difficulty in regard to 
the application of the money to these payments. 
They can get but their $1,800, and they get it by 
virtue of their permanent appointment; they gèt | 
only the annual salary fixed by the action of that 
body.. The Senate certify that there is this de- 
ficiency. They state that the deficiency was 
caused in the manner to which I have called at- 
tention. This is all we can know aboutit. It 
seems to me that itis sufficient to warrant the 
committee in concurring in the appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwish to make one addi- 
tional remark to correct the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. When I have made the correction he will 
see that his whole argument falls to the ground. 
A simple resolution of the Senate or of the House | 
docs’ not make an officer a permanent salaried 
officer according to law. It is a temporary ap- 
pointment. The compensation of the clerk to the 
Committee of Ways and Means of this House is 
no more fixed by law than is that of the clerk to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. The resolution 
in one case says that he shall get four dollars per 
day for the time he is employed; and the resolu- 
tion in the other that he shall be employed at a | 
salary of $1,800 perannum. What isthe differ- 
ence? When an office is to be created, and the | 
salary fixed by law, you will find that it is, and 
ought always to be established in one of the reg- 
ular laws which pass both Houses, and receive 
the approval of the President of the United States, 


can do these things, I,as a member of this House, 
am not disposed to question any item of expendi- 
ture in reference to the salaries of their clerks 
which they may send here. We are told that 
these clerks have been employed by that body, 
and that it recommends the appropriation of this 
money to pay them. That is.sufficient for me, 
and I will vote cheerfully for the amendment: 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has wholly 
misconceived my point. No person hascontended 
for anything which he has combated. I certainly 
have not. If his imagination has made a case 
for him to reply to, I am happy that his reply 
has been so successful. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. Ithink the gentleman from 
Alabama is laboring under a misapprehension in 
reference to the amendment of the Senate under 
consideration, At this very session of Congress 
the Senate has appointed an additional chief 
clerk, who is to have charge of the executive busi- 
ness, as ] understand it. An officer has been added 
to the clerk’s office as a permanent clerk, I do 
not agree with my friend from Alabama in the 
opinion that it is necessary that a law should be 
passed in order to enable the Senate to establish 
a permanent officer. The authority of each House 
to appoint permanent officers is derived from the 
Constitution, and is exercised through the rules 
which each House adopts. The Constitution 
provides that we may elect a Speaker and other 
officers, and leaves it entircly under the control 
of the House and the Senate to appoint officers 
as they may think best. Now, by a resolution 
adopted by the Senate, the Senate have created 
one additional clerk, and the clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Finance is made a permanent clerk. 
He now receives a salary per annum, though 
during the last Congress he received a per diem 
during the time he was employed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If it be true that there isan 
additional officer created, that makes a very dif- 
ferent matter of the whole thing, 

Mr. LETCHER. There are two additional 
officers created, i ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. If two additional officers 
have been created in the Senate, that is an expla- 
nation to that extent. But the resolution, as I 
understand it, made permanent two officers who 
were then in existence—a chief clerk and a clerk 
to the Committee on Finance. If they have ap- 
propriated to other purposes the clerks then in 
existence, and if they have created two additional 
clerks, that presents a very different case from the 
one which has been before the House. All I 
wanted was an explanation. Iam not going to 

uarrel with the contingencies of the Senate. 

e have enough to do to take care of our own. 
_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. I apprehend that there 
18 ho serious difficulty between’ the two gentle- 
men. The only question suggested to my mind, 
by the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, 
is, that he thinks that under the operation of this 
bill there is a possibility that these individuals 
might be authorized to draw double compensa- 
tion. Certainly that is not the intention of the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and to obviate 
the construction to that effect, which might pos- 
sibly be put upon it; I submit an amendment in 
the shape of a proviso, which, I think, will re- 
move all objection, and will relieve the bills from 
the embarrassment under which it now exists. 


The amendment is in these words: 


The gentleman’s lastargument does not, therefore ; 


Provided, That the permanent annual eompensation of 
the persons and officers in the first and second sections of 


